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Sedlacek, Kate

From: Affeldt, Craig (MPCA) <craig.affeldt@state.mn.us>
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Frechette, Al; Sedlacek, Kate
Cc: Udd, Jeff (MPCA); Haugen, Theresa (MPCA); Gawrys, Elizabeth (MPCA); Kromar, Karen 

(MPCA)
Subject: Jordan Aggregates Final EIS

The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency staff has reviewed the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Jordan 
Aggregates project.  We believe that the FEIS presents a reasonable analysis and assessment of mitigation measures 
which are necessary to properly address future impacts associated with the proposed project and that a determination 
that the FEIS is adequate is justified.  
 
As you are aware, the development of an NPDES permit for the facility is underway. We invite continued participation of 
Scott County in this process to help ensure that appropriate mitigation measures and monitoring requirements are 
adequately addressed.  
 
Craig Affeldt, Supervisor 
Environmental Review Unit 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
651-757-2181 
 



 
Protecting, maintaining and improving the health of all Minnesotans 

July 7, 2014 
 
Kate Sedlacek 
Environmental Health Department  
200 Fourth Avenue West 
Shakopee, MN 55379-1220  
 
Dear Ms. Sedlacek, 
  
Thank you for providing the Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) with the opportunity to 
comment on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Jordan Aggregates 
project. MDH protects public health by ensuring a safe and adequate supply of drinking water at 
all public water systems and by assuring proper construction and sealing of wells and borings.  
 
As expressed in our comment letter on the Draft EIS (DEIS) dated February 20, 2013 and our 
comment letter on the FEIS dated December 24, 2013, MDH is concerned about potential water 
quality impacts to nearby wells, particularly following flooding of Sand Creek, which is 
expected to overflow into the mine and/or the lake that will remain at the site following mine 
reclamation. Most of our submitted comments were incorporated into either the FEIS or the 
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan for the project. However, we continue to recommend that a 
comprehensive well survey be completed and should include direct contact with each property 
owner within 500 meters of the mine property boundary. MDH also recommends that any CFIG 
well installed to replace a quaternary well on properties near the mine be tested for manganese 
and, if detected at levels above MDH guidelines, appropriate water treatment be provided.   
 
Additionally, please refer to the Environmental Quality Board’s (EQB) Tools to Assist Local 
Governments in Planning and Regulating Silica Sand Projects and MDH’s Wellhead Protection 
Issues Related to Mining Activities for tools that could be implemented to minimize impacts to 
groundwater quality.  
   
Health starts where we live, learn, work, and play. To create and maintain healthy Minnesota 
communities, we have to think in terms of health in all policies. Thank you again for the 
opportunity to provide comments on this FEIS. Please feel free to contact me at (651) 201-4927 
or michele.ross@state.mn.us if you have any questions regarding this letter.  
 

 
Sincerely, 

 
Michele Ross 
Environmental Review Director 
Minnesota Department of Health 

PO Box 64975 

Saint Paul, MN 55164-0975 
General Information: 651-201-5000 • Toll-free: 888-345-0823 • TTY: 651-201-5797 • www.health.state.mn.us 

An equal opportunity employer 

http://www.eqb.state.mn.us/documents/Tools%20for%20Local%20Govt%20approved%20March%2019.pdf
http://www.eqb.state.mn.us/documents/Tools%20for%20Local%20Govt%20approved%20March%2019.pdf
http://www.health.state.mn.us/divs/eh/water/swp/mining.pdf
http://www.health.state.mn.us/divs/eh/water/swp/mining.pdf
mailto:michele.ross@state.mn.us
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Sedlacek, Kate

From: Haworth, Brooke (DNR) <Brooke.Haworth@state.mn.us>
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:22 PM
To: Sedlacek, Kate
Cc: Doneen, Randall (DNR); MacDonald, Michael (DNR); Skancke, Jennie (DNR); Harper, Liz 

(DNR); Yearwood, Terri L (DNR); Daniels, Jeanne M (DNR); Haworth, Brooke (DNR)
Subject: RE: Jordan Aggregates revised FEIS comments due July 7, 2014

Ms. Sedlacek, 
 
The Department of Natural Resources has received the Jordan Aggregates revised FEIS issued by Scott County on June 
23, 2014. Hydrology and groundwater staff have reviewed the document and have the following response. 
 
Replacement of the downgradient water supply wells with deeper wells should eliminate possible impacts to the shallow 
groundwater use.  While shallow groundwater contamination is the jurisdiction of the MPCA, we offer the suggestion 
that, should it be necessary, the pump‐and‐treat option presented for treating impacted shallow groundwater would be 
most appropriate for an active mining project. It is correct that a water appropriation permit would be required for this 
option. Comments were submitted previously regarding potential impacts to physical geomorphology in the floodplain 
next to Sand Creek, and no further comments on surface hydrology will be made.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review this document. Please contact me if you have questions regarding this email. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

Brooke Haworth   
Environmental Assessment Ecologist, Central Region 
MnDNR Division of Ecological and Water Resources 
1200 Warner Road, St. Paul, MN 55106 
Phone: 651‐259‐5755 
Email: Brooke.haworth@state.mn.us 
 
 
 
 
 

From: Sedlacek, Kate [mailto:KSedlacek@co.scott.mn.us]  
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 9:31 AM 
To: Germundson, Travis (BWSR); Depart of Commerce Ray Kirsch; Balk, Becky (MDA); *MDH_Review; Doneen, Randall 
(DNR); Moynihan, Debra (DOT); EPA Kenneth Westlake; Cerda, Melissa (MIAC); Kromar, Karen (MPCA); MetCouncil Raya 
Esmaeili; Nelson, Paul; Affeldt, Craig (MPCA); Anfinson, Scott (ADM); Technology and Science Helen Burke; Kuphal, Troy; 
US Army Corp Engineers; Udd, Jeff (MPCA); Haugen, Theresa (MPCA); Haworth, Brooke (DNR); Skancke, Jennie (DNR) 
Subject: Jordan Aggregates revised FEIS comments due July 7, 2014 
 
To Interested Person: 
 
Comments on the Jordan Aggregates revised FEIS are due today, July 7th, 2014. The 10 business day public review period 
for the revised FEIS began June 23, 2014. The revised Jordan Aggregates FEIS includes a Monitoring and Mitigation Plan 
prepared by Barr  Engineering for the EIS team.  The review should focus on the issue of groundwater degradation and 
the mitigation plan that Barr Engineering prepared for the EIS team. 
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Please find attached the FEIS and exhibits.  The FEIS, exhibits, and other supplemental documents are also available on 
the Scott County website www.co.scott.mn.us.   
 
Comments can be sent to: 
Kate Sedlacek 
Scott County Environmental Health Department 
200 4th Ave. W. 
Shakopee, MN.  55379 
ksedlacek@co.scott.mn.us 
952‐496‐8351 
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Sedlacek, Kate

From: Pete Giancola <pete.giancola.cita@statefarm.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 7:51 PM
To: Sedlacek, Kate
Subject: questions

• provide an alternative water supply for private and community wells impacted or potentially 
impacted by the project; 
  
If other wells are affected what are the mitigation plans other than drilling deeper wells on three properties? 
How will we as citizens be able to determine that the contamination of our ground water resource came from the Mining Operations? 
What alternative has been developed for any unintended individual wells that may become contaminated? 
  
What other materials may be brought into or introduced to the pit for reclamation purposes? Could the mine operators bring other 
materials such as petroleum soaked materials into the pit for reclamation purposes? Ex I have an old junk yard with “Overburden” that 
is contaminated and that must be remediated by stock piling the material and then sending through a burning operation. What is to 
prevent the mine operator from opening the pit (that is in such an environmentally sensitive area) and that is digging down to within 
ten feet of bedrock, and directly exposing the Quaternary Aquifer to possible runoff and contamination? 
  
What happens if the operation goes bankrupt? Who will pay for the “remediation/mitigation” of the contamination left behind? 
  
What if the operation is so lucrative they decide to sell are the conditions automatically set to grandfather in to the new owners? 
  
What contingency plans are available for review if god forbid thing don’t follow the prescribed or estimated flow pattern that Barr has 
projected for the contamination? Who do we get to connect to for a water source for potable water and in what time frame?  
 
Is there any method other than years of litigation when contamination is discovered? Or are we to go without a potable water source 
for ourselves our families and our animals until years of litigation go by? Who will pay for the temporary fixes until the issues of 
contamination are decided? 
  
Where are the time frames for mitigation responses? 
  
Sincerely 
Pete Giancola 
  

 

Pete	Giancola	CHFC	® 

Pete	Giancola's	Insurance 	Agency	Inc.		
"Providing	Insurance	and	Financial	Services"	
  Phone      (952)474-7600  
 Fax            (952)474-7599     

 Pete.giancola.cita@statefarm.com   

18160 Minnetonka Blvd  
 Deephaven, MN 55391-3349  

Save Paper - Do you really need to print this e-mail? 
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This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the 
use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this 
email in error please notify the system manager. This message contains confidential 
information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the named 
addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the 
sender immediately by e-mail if you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this 
e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that 
disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of 
this information is strictly prohibited. 

WARNING: Computer viruses can be transmitted via email. The recipient should check this 
email and any attachments for the presence of viruses. The company accepts no liability 
for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this email. E-mail transmission cannot 
be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be intercepted, corrupted, 
lost, destroyed, arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does 
not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message, which 
arise as a result of e-mail transmission. 

Warning: Although the company has taken reasonable precautions to ensure no viruses are 
present in this email, the company cannot accept responsibility for any loss or damage 
arising from the use of this email or attachments. 

No employee or agent is authorized to conclude any binding agreement on behalf of Pete 
Giancola's State Farm Insurance Agency Inc. with another party by email without express 
written confirmation by Pete Giancola. 

Our company accepts no liability for the content of this email, or for the consequences 
of any actions taken on the basis of the information provided, unless that information is 
subsequently confirmed in writing. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified 
that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents 
of this information is strictly prohibited.  

* Employees of Pete giancola's State Farm Insurance Agency Inc. are expressly required 
not to make defamatory statements and not to infringe or authorize any infringement of 
copyright or any other legal right by email communications. Any such communication is 
contrary to company policy and outside the scope of the employment of the individual 
concerned. The company will not accept any liability in respect of such communication, 
and the employee responsible will be personally liable for any damages or other liability 
arising. Employees who receive such an email must notify their supervisor immediately. 
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Sedlacek, Kate

From: Thom Boncher <thom.boncher@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 11:23 AM
To: Sedlacek, Kate
Subject: Re: Jordan Aggregates revised FEIS comments due July 7, 2014

Put simply, if the proposer cannot assure the integrity of ground water from contamination via the mine pit forever (the length of time 
the mine pit will exis this project should not go forward. 
--  
Thom Boncher 
City Council Member 
Jordan, MN 
 
PS to Al Frechette 
Is truck traffic through Jordan not an environmental concern?  Does adding noise, dust, fumes and traffic hazards not affect Jordan’s 
environment?  Once again, the County has chosen to narrow an environmental impact assessment to disregard significant 
issues.  Why? 
 
TB 
 
 
On 7/7/14 10:41 AM, "Sedlacek, Kate" <KSedlacek@co.scott.mn.us> wrote: 

To Interested Person: 
  
Comments on Jordan Aggregates revised FEIS are due today, July 7, 2014.  The 10 business day public review period for the revised 
FEIS began June 23, 2014. The revised Jordan Aggregates FEIS includes a Monitoring and Mitigation Plan prepared by 
Barr  Engineering for the EIS team.  The review should focus on the issue of groundwater degradation and the mitigation plan that Barr 
Engineering prepared for the EIS team. 
  
The FEIS, exhibits, and other supplemental documents are available on the Scott County website www.co.scott.mn.us 
<http://www.co.scott.mn.us/ParksLibraryEnv/Environment/EnvReview/JordanAgEIS/Pages/Home.aspx> .   
  
Comments can be sent to: 
Kate Sedlacek 
Scott County Environmental Health Department 
200 4th Ave. W. 
Shakopee, MN.  55379 
ksedlacek@co.scott.mn.us <mailto:ksedlacek@co.scott.mn.us>  
952-496-8351 
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Sedlacek, Kate

From: Ewals Family <ewals@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 2:19 PM
To: Sedlacek, Kate
Subject: Comment regarding Jordan Aggregates revised FEIS

It's obvious that this pit should never be dug because of its close proximity to the water table, and to the high risk it 
poses to our aquifer. The flooding we had in June proves to me that county and local officials can only react to disasters 
after they have occurred. Had there been any kind of spill from the railroad, there would have been no time to contain, 
or even minimize the effect. Mitigating the pollution that would occur is not an adequate solution. 
 
Furthermore, once an aquifer is polluted, we have no way to clean it. Think about this; what's more important: gravel or 
water? We need to keep the water clean and useable. Gravel can be obtained in other areas without exposing the 
aquifer to permanent damage. Polluted aquifers will not only damage property values, but cost businesses and families 
exorbitant amounts to exist. We cannot live, work, or play without water. Water is more important. 
 
Pete and Debra Ewals 
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