5.0 Project Schedules and Milestones
(FY 2008-2010)

5.1 Establishing Project Schedules and Milestones

As stated in Section 1.1.2, the SMP establishes the overall plan for remedial actions at the
MMTS and milestones against which progress can be measured. The SMP also documents the
overall plan for remedial actions at the MVP Site, which was deleted from the NPL on

February 28, 2000. The SMP was first prepared in 1995 and was revised annually from 1998
through fiscal year (FY) 2003. As of FY 2004 (October 1, 2003, through September 30, 2004),
only Section 5.0 of the SMP, “Project Schedules and Milestones,” is updated yearly (in
September) to reflect revised schedules agreed to by DOE, EPA, and UDEQ. The current update
of Section 5.0 of the SMP contains project schedules and milestones for FY's 2008 through 2010.
The stipulated penalty milestones listed in this section are the enforceable milestones unless
superseded by revised schedules agreed to by DOE, EPA, and UDEQ, or by amendments to

the FFA.

5.1.1 Requirements of the Federal Facilities Agreement

Section XXX of the FFA states that “... [a]ll terms and conditions of this Agreement which
relate to interim or final remedial actions, including corresponding timetables, deadlines, or
schedules ... shall be enforceable.” The FFA required DOE to submit a Work Plan establishing
how DOE would complete the tasks required by the FFA and specific timetables and schedule
for completion of remedial action. The FFA Work Plan was completed May 1989 and
established the enforceable timetable for completion of primary documents identified in the FFA
and completion of remedial action.

The scope of work, timetables, and schedule for remedial action presented in the FFA Work Plan
were superseded by the RDWP (DOE 1992b). The RDWP was identified as a primary document
and was submitted as a final document in January 1992. The RDWP established a revised
timetable with specific stipulated penalty milestones. The stipulated penalty milestones were
associated with submittal of primary design documents that would be generated as part of the
remedial design and notice of award to subcontractors for remedial action work.

The timetable in the RDWP was superseded by the timetables established in the 1995 version of
the SMP. DOE, EPA, and UDEQ concurrence on the SMP has been the basis for establishing
new enforceable milestones and nonenforceable target dates for all activities extending through
completion of the Monticello Projects. The SMP is a primary document and, per the FFA, the
corresponding timetables, deadlines, or schedules are enforceable.

5.1.2 Enforceable Milestones and Nonenforceable Target Dates

DOE, with EPA and UDEQ concurrence, has developed a 3-year (FY + 2 year) rolling milestone
approach for establishing a schedule for completing remedial action activities at the Monticello
NPL Sites. Under this approach, schedule dates are designated as either “milestones” or “target
dates.” Milestones and target dates are established in consideration of the site’s environmental
budget allocation. Milestones are enforceable deadlines established for near-term (FY + 2)
activities for which greater fiscal and technical certainty exists. Target dates are nonenforceable
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deadlines for longer-term activities (greater than FY + 2) and may be converted to milestones on
an annual basis. Target dates may also be established in the FY + 2 time frame and beyond for
completion of activities leading to stipulated penalty milestones. Each year, after receipt of the
Approved Funding Program that reflects the final Congressional appropriation for the current
FY, existing milestones are reviewed and adjusted if necessary. An additional year of milestones
(FY + 2) are also established, adjusting the previous target dates if necessary. Enforceable
milestones and nonenforceable target dates for the Monticello Projects are described in

Table 5—1 and Table 5—2, respectively. Enforceable milestones are identified for those activities
in FYs 2008, 2009, and 2010 for which stipulated penalties may be assessed against DOE. The
penalty date for the respective document listed in Table 5—1 is defined as the date the document
is received by EPA and UDEQ. As work on the projects progresses, additional documents may
be submitted. Additional documents will be identified in the FFA quarterly report as soon as it is
determined that they are required. Previous milestone and targets leading to the current project
status are listed in Table 5—2 and Table 53 of Section 5.0 of previous SMPs.

Under DOE’s rolling milestone approach, DOE, EPA, and UDEQ consider a variety of factors
during the annual review and establishment of milestones and target dates. These include funding
availability, latest information on cost estimates, site priorities identified through consultations
between DOE, EPA, UDEQ, and stakeholders, new or emerging technologies, and other relevant
factors. A renegotiation of milestones may occur in the event of insufficient Congressional
appropriations. Out-year nonenforceable target dates are established using realistic assumptions.
DOE, EPA, and UDEQ recognize the uncertainties associated with the long-term target dates
that lay out DOE’s strategic vision of how it ultimately plans to accomplish the project.
Furthermore, DOE provides the regulatory agencies and other stakeholders with an opportunity
to assist in formulating the site budget and developing priorities at the site. Beginning in
September 2004, DOE, EPA, and UDEQ concurrence on updates to Section 5.0, “Project
Schedules and Milestones,” became the basis for establishing new enforceable milestones and
nonenforceable target dates.

EPA and UDEQ agree to meet with DOE on an annual basis to renegotiate the milestones and
target dates established in the SMP. The enforceable milestones described in Table 5—1 for those
activities in the current FY (2008) and the two subsequent FY's (2009 and 2010) may only be
modified as part of this renegotiation or through the already existing procedures of the FFA.
Further, EPA and UDEQ reserve the right to initiate any action deemed necessary to enforce
these milestones. DOE, EPA, and UDEQ agree to abide by the existing procedure for resolution
of disputes (Section XIV Resolution of Disputes, Monticello FFA [DOE 1988b]) and will make
all reasonable efforts to informally resolve any disputes involving insufficient funding before
invoking formal Dispute Procedures.

5.2 Site Status

Remedial actions at the Monticello NPL sites have been completed in accordance with the RODs
for the corresponding operable units. The remedial actions are protective of current and
anticipated land use; however, they do not allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure in
all areas. This is because contamination remains in the on-site repository, in the soil at other
locations where supplemental standards were applied, and in ground water and surface water. To
ensure that the remedies remain fully protective of human health and the environment, a program
of long-term surveillance and maintenance (LTS&M) activities was initiated in October 2001.
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The LTS&M program is currently implemented under the DOE Office of Legacy Management.
LTS&M activities at the Monticello NPL sites comprise periodic surveillance and inspection of
affected properties, operation and maintenance of the on-site repository, institutional controls to
restrict land and ground water use, ground water and surface water monitoring, and the
appropriate documentation and reporting.

In addition to routine (weekly, monthly, and quarterly) inspection and surveillance, annual site
inspections and CERCLA 5-year reviews are conducted as on-going evaluations of remedy
effectiveness. The most recent 5-year review of the MVP and MMTS, finalized in June 2007,
concluded that the remedy for all OUs of the MVP remained protective of human health and the
environment. The review of the MMTS concluded that the remedy for all OUs remained
protective of human health and the environment, except that the remedy for OU III was not fully
protective of the environment because of possible excess risk to ecological receptors from recent
redistribution of selenium in surface water and sediment. Follow-up activities to address this
issue are on-going (see Section 5.3.4). The next CERCLA 5-year reviews are due in 2012.

5.3 Long-Term Surveillance and Maintenance

Revision 0 of the Long-Term Surveillance and Maintenance Plan for the Monticello NPL Sites
was issued June 20, 2007. This document supersedes the Monticello Long-Term Surveillance and
Maintenance Administrative Manual (September 2005) and associated Volumes I to IV. The
Long-Term Surveillance and Maintenance Plan for the Monticello NPL Sites directs all routine
surveillance, maintenance, and monitoring activities conducted by DOE at the MVP and MMTS
to ensure that the selected remedies remain protective of human health and the environment. The
following subsections describe the status of the various components of the MVP and MMTS as
addressed under the current scope of LTS&M.

5.3.1 Millsite Remediation and Restoration

Soil contamination removal activities were concluded at the former millsite in July 1999. DOE
transferred ownership of the former millsite property and several adjacent (“peripheral
properties”) to the City of Monticello in June 2000. Under the terms of the transfer agreement
(Cooperative Agreement DE-FC01-00GJ79485), post remediation restoration activities were to
be completed by the City of Monticello according to the millsite restoration design plan;
restoration activities were completed by the City in fall 2001. The associated wetland areas were
fully restored by 2004; however, during annual site inspections through 2004, DOE, EPA, and
UDEQ identified several restoration deficiencies that were related mainly to erosion and
drainage control.

DOE and the City agreed to jointly correct the deficiencies under a separate plan dated

February 24, 2005. DOE completed its activities under the plan by mid-September 2005;
however, the City had not. DOE then corrected the remaining deficiencies by

September 30, 2005, as documented in the 2005 annual inspection report (December 2005). With
only minor exception, the restored condition of the millsite and adjacent properties was found to
be acceptable in the annual inspections conducted in 2006 and 2007. Having resolved the erosion
control issues, DOE will submit Property Certification Letters to the City of Monticello in

FY 2008 for the transferred millsite properties (property numbers MS—00893 and MP—-00181).
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DOE continues to monitor the millsite for compliance with institutional controls that place
restrictions on use of that property and to ensure that the remedy remains protective.

5.3.2 Repository

Revegetation of the repository cover was completed in 2000. Successful long-term performance
of the cover depends in part on the health and diversity of the vegetation. The cover has been and
will be monitored yearly (in September, independent of the annual site inspection) until success
criteria in Methodology for Determining Revegetation Success at the Monticello, Utah,
Repository (DOE 2002) are met.

Recent damage to desirable vegetation on the repository cover was determined to be caused by a
temporary infestation of burrowing rodents (voles). Six raptor perches were erected by DOE in
August 2007 to encourage predation on rodents and moderate the magnitude of future vole
infestations. Planting of live rabbit brush seedlings in damaged areas of the repository cover is
scheduled for the last 2 weeks of September 2007. DOE, in consultation with EPA and UDEQ,
will consider winter grazing by livestock on an as-needed basis following establishment of the
new shrubs.

During repository construction, a drainage lysimeter was imbedded in a 7-acre facet of the
Monticello cover in partnership with EPA’s Alternative Cover Assessment Program. The
lysimeter consists of physical barriers to capture and direct flow of water, and instrumentation to
monitor the soil water balance. Continued monitoring of the lysimeter indicates that infiltration
of precipitation through the vegetated cover is negligible. DOE and EPA are currently
collaborating on studies of the Monticello cover to provide information for projecting long-term
performance of vegetated covers. The latest effort (July 2007) characterized soil morphology,
soil hydrology, plant ecology, and soil hydraulic properties. Preliminary results suggest the rapid
development of soil structure from the original constructed condition.

The repository leachate monitoring system was upgraded in August 2007 with new water level
sensors, pump controls, and data transmitting equipment (“telemetry system”). The telemetry
system was integrated into the DOE SOARS (System Operation and Analysis at Remote Sites)
System for data management and real-time desktop viewing of monitoring data such as water
levels in the collection sumps and sump pumping history.

5.3.3 Monticello Mill Tailings Site Operable Unit II—Peripheral Properties

Completion reports, RARs, and closeout documentation have been completed for the
remediation of contaminated soil and sediment on all OU II peripheral properties. Twenty-two of
the OU II peripheral properties without contaminated surface water or ground water were deleted
from the NPL on October 14, 2003. Twelve of the OU II peripheral properties impacted by
contaminated ground water cannot be deleted from the NPL until surface water and ground water
remediation goals are met.

DOE will submit Property Certification Letters to the City of Monticello in FY 2008 for
peripheral properties owned by the City (properties MP—00391 and MP—01077). DOE continues
to perform long-term surveillance of the OU II peripheral properties to ensure protectiveness of
the implemented remedies.
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5.3.4 Monticello Mill Tailings Site Operable Unit III—Surface Water and Ground Water

On June 2, 2004, the final remedy for MMTS OU III was selected and documented in the Record
of Decision for the Monticello Mill Tailings (USDOE) Site Operable Unit III, Surface Water and
Ground Water, Monticello, Utah (ROD). The ROD was prepared following the submittal of
Remedial Investigation Addendum/Focused Feasibility Study, Final, January 2004, as a basis for
OU III remedy selection. That document updated human health and ecological risk assessments,
and updated conceptual and numerical models of ground water flow and contaminant transport
from the 1998 remedial investigation and feasibility study. Ground water restoration was
predicted to be complete within about 42 years as of October 2002 (by the year 2045).

The selected remedy for OU III consists of:

. Monitored natural attenuation, including comprehensive monitoring to evaluate its
effectiveness in achieving restoration goals for all contaminants of concern by 2045.
Specifically included as part of monitored natural attenuation is an evaluation of selenium
concentration trends and the potential impacts of selenium concentrations on ecological
receptors.

. Continued implementation and enforcement of the institutional controls that restrict use of
the contaminated shallow alluvial aquifer and the restrictive easement that prohibits
removal of contaminated sediments from the Montezuma Creek floodplain.

. Removal of the permeable reactive barrier (PRB), which was constructed as a full-scale
treatability study during the Interim Remedial Action, when the PRB ceases to be effective
in removing contaminants from the ground water or when ground water mounding became
excessive.

. Biomonitoring to assess the potential impact of selenium to ecological receptors at
wetlands in OU III.

These activities will be continued until the remediation goals are met. If the selected remedy
does not remain protective of human health and the environment or results of the monitoring
program do not indicate that the remediation goals can be achieved within 42 years, contingency
remedies will be evaluated and will be implemented if determined necessary.

All of the construction requirements listed in the Remedial Design/Remedial Action work plan
necessary to complete the surface water and ground water monitoring system for OU III have
been completed. A draft-final Post-Record of Decision Monitoring Plan was submitted to EPA
and UDEQ on August 27, 2004. Data continues to be collected in support of this plan to evaluate
the progress of water quality restoration by natural attenuation and whether selenium levels in
environmental media could cause adverse effects on ecological receptors. Annual reports are
prepared to present and evaluate the monitoring data.

The PRB was installed as a treatibility study in 1999 under the interim remedial action ROD for
OU III (August 1998) to evaluate passive ground water treatment technology. Excessive ground
water mounding caused by decreased flow through the PRB was addressed by the installation of
an active ex situ treatment system components in 2005 and 2007. The PRB and auxiliary system
are not required components of the OU III remedy but are instead operated as a treatibility study
of zero-valent iron treatment technology.
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Water Quality Restoration

Analysis of ground water monitoring data indicates that water quality restoration at present rates
is not attainable within the 42-year period predicted by the OU III ground water model. This
restoration period was adopted in the OU III ROD as the acceptable or expected time period for
natural attenuation to site remediation goals. The ROD specified the method by which the water
quality data would initially be analyzed. An additional specification of the ROD was the
application of a to-be-determined alternate method to evaluate concentration trends if ground
water restoration progress by the initial method was determined to be not acceptable. Application
of a second method, using formal trend analysis, provided similar results to those of the initial
method, as documented in MMTS OU III Analysis of Uranium Trends in Ground Water,

August 2007. Although the OU III remedy remains protective of human health because the
ground water ingestion pathway is incomplete, DOE will develop an alternate compliance
strategy on the basis that the 42-year restoration period is not attainable. The finalized strategy,
with EPA and UDEQ concurrence, will be prepared as a stand-alone document. Institutional
controls implemented under OU III continue to prevent the use of contaminated water for
domestic purposes. The alluvial aquifer is not productive, has no historical use, and drinking
water from other sources is readily available.

Biomonitoring

The biomonitoring component of the OU III ROD provides that data collection and analysis be
continued since 2004 until sufficient information allows a protectiveness determination regarding
potential risk to ecological receptors from selenium in surface water and sediment. The present
biomonitoring strategy through the next 5-year CERCLA review period, as adopted from the
April 2007 FFA meeting is: 1) DOE will conduct aquatic insect sampling, and sediment and
surface water sampling, in spring 2007 and spring 2008, 2) DOE will conduct a bird survey in
spring 2008 by personnel qualified in the identification of threatened and endangered species,

3) if threatened and endangered species are absent and selenium concentration in the various
media are not rising, environmental risk will be considered acceptable and biomonitoring may be
discontinued, 4) if T&E species are absent and selenium concentration in the various media are
increasing, bird egg sampling may be required to confirm that environmental risk is acceptable,
5) The Biological Technical Assistance Group (BTAG) may consider confirmatory sediment and
surface water sampling as part of the 5-year review process, and 6) a new strategy will be
developed in consultation with the BTAG if a T&E species is present and is at risk from
selenium accumulation in aquatic macroinvertebrates.
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5.3.5 Monticello Vicinity Properties Site Operable Units A Through H

Remediation of the MVP site was completed on September 30, 1999. The direct and final rule to
delete the MVP site from the NPL became effective February 28, 2000. DOE continues to
perform long-term management of certain MVPs through annual inspections, enforcement of
institutional controls, and monitoring. The affected properties are the city streets and utility
corridors in Monticello and private property MS—00176 where contamination was left in place
and supplemental standards were applied.

5.3.6 Long-Term Decommissioning Activities

Components of the MMTS infrastructure that require eventual decommissioning are the (1) PRB
and ex situ treatment system, (2) Pond 4 (leachate evaporation pond), (3) OU III monitoring
wells, and (4) the water diversion flap of the drainage lysimeter embedded in the cover of the
disposal cell. Decommissioning of these features will occur separately when determined to be
obsolete by DOE, EPA, and UDEQ.

Eventual decommissioning the PRB and ex situ treatment system is contingent upon several
factors, including treatment effectiveness and the long-term ground water compliance strategy.
A work plan will be developed at such time as decommissioning these systems is determined as
necessary. Decommissioning of Pond 4 is contingent upon the rate of leachate production from
the disposal cell. Design calculations estimated drainage from the cell for up to 20 years from the
time of final waste encapsulation in 1999. The current rate of leachate production is about
15-thousand gallons per month. As the rate decreases significantly, a strategy for
decommissioning Pond 4 and managing any liquid by other means will be developed.

Ground water monitoring for OU III will be conducted until water quality has attained acceptable
levels. Monitoring wells will be decommissioned when the water quality objectives are met
throughout the affected aquifer. Monitoring well decommissioning may also occur in a phased
approach as separate regions of the aquifer meet remediation goals.

To facilitate improved understanding of the performance of water balance covers, and the
Monticello disposal cell cover in particular, a 7.5-acre facet of the Monticello disposal cell cover
was constructed to collect and measure moisture that infiltrates the vegetated soil layers to the
immediately underlying synthetic liner. This portion of the cover serves as a very large-scale
drainage lysimeter. Water flows on the liner to a collection sump and measurement device.
Capture of the drainage water is aided on the downslope (east) side of the facet by a synthetic
flap that is glue welded to the liner. Ongoing maintenance and monitoring requirements of this
system are minimal. In the event that the associated piping becomes plugged, a response action
will be required to prevent possible saturation of the overlying soil layers. This condition could
destabilize the cover or cause leakage into the underlying waste (mill tailings). The eventual
strategy to decommission the lysimeter will include the provision to breach the flap to thus
prevent possible saturation of the soil cover.
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5.4 Milestones and Target Dates

Enforceable milestones applicable to the MVP and MMTS for the current rolling milestone
period FYs 2008, 2009, and 2010 are listed in Table 5—1. Table 52 lists significant target
activities within the current CERCLA 5-year review period and beyond. Table 5—3 and
Table 5—4 list recent activities/documents leading to the OU III remedy status.

Detailed listings of milestone and target date activities and documents related to the selection,
implementation, and documentation of the remedies for the MVP and MMTS were included as
Table 5—2 and Table 53 in Site Management Plan revisions prior to the FY 2006 submittal.
With the completion and documentation of remedial actions for the affected properties, many of
which have been deleted from the NPL, and with the transition of the MVP and MMTS to the
DOE Office of Legacy Management for LTS&M, the respective tables of historical activities and
documentation have been discontinued, excepting OU I1I, as obsolete in the annual revisions to
the SMP. Continued listing of recent OU III activities/documents is provided because
investigation of certain components of the OU III remedy (biomonitoring, ground water
compliance) is ongoing and the restoration objectives for water quality have yet to be achieved.
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Table 5—1. Penalty Milestones in Fiscal Years 2008, 2009, and 2010

Milestones

Stipulated Penalty Dates

Revised Section 5.0 of Site Management Plan (draft-final)

September 30, 2008

Revised Section 5.0 of Site Management Plan (draft-final)

September 30, 2009

Revised Section 5.0 of Site Management Plan (draft-final)

September 30, 2010

2007 Annual Inspection Report (draft-final)

December 31, 2007

2008 Annual Inspection Report (draft-final)

December 31, 2008

2009 Annual Inspection Report (draft-final)

December 31, 2009
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Table 5-2. MMTS and MVP Targets for CERCLA Five-year Review Period and Beyond

Activity/Document

Purpose

Target Date/Scope

Annual water-quality
monitoring

Sampling and analysis to evaluate
contaminant levels in OU Il surface
water and ground water

October and April each year

Annual Ground Water

Evaluate water-quality restoration

September each year

media at OU lll wetlands

Report progress
Biomonitoring and Sampling and analysis to evaluate Spring 2008 sediment, surface water,
Reporting selenium levels in abiotic and biotic aquatic insect sampling and analysis

Spring 2008 bird survey

Biomonitoring Report

Evaluate selenium accumulation trends
in biotic and abiotic media and assess
potential risk to ecological receptors

FY 2008 and annually through
termination of biomonitoring

Ground Water
Compliance Position
Paper

Implement Compliance
strategy

Develop alternate compliance strategy
in response to less than expected rates
of ground water restoration

FY 2008

Through next CERCLA review in 2012

review

MVP and MMTS remedies

Repository Vegetation Quantitative comparison of cover August-September FY 2008 and 2009
Monitoring vegetation to numeric criteria Report due December 2008 and 2009.
Repository Vegetation Re-assess numeric success criteria for FY 2008 and 2009
Success Criteria repository cover
Obtain Surface Water Failsafe discharge of treatment system FY 2008
Discharge Permit effluent while active treatment is in
progress
Fourth CERCLA 5-year Evaluate site-wide protectiveness of the | FY 2012

FFA meeting

Review status, goals, issues, and recent
accomplishments

Identify issues/needed actions

Develop scope and schedule of planned
activities

April and October each year

FFA quarterly report

Short term summary of current scope,
status, and schedule of ongoing and
planned activities

10th of January, April, July, and October

Decommission PRB and
Treatment System

Systems may become ineffective or
unnecessary

Out-year date to be determined

Decommission Pond 4

Leachate production may become
insignificant

Out-year date to be determined

Decommission lysimeter
flap

Prevent possible saturation of cover soil

Out-year date to be determined

Decommission OU llI
monitoring wells

Site restoration as wells become
obsolete

Out-year date(s) to be determined

Delete OU Il ground water
impacted properties

Remove affected properties from NPL

Out-year date to be determined upon
ground water compliance strategy

Delete OU Il Remove from NPL Out-year date to be determined upon
ground water compliance strategy
September 2007 Project Schedules and Milestones
Page 5-10 Site Management Plan




Table 5-3. OU Il Guiding Documents

Document | Milestone

Remedial Investigation (Pre-IRA)

MMTS OU Ill Remedial Investigation | September 1998
Surface Water/Ground Water Interim Remedial Action

Draft-Final Interim Remedial Action Proposed Plan March 16, 1998

DOE sign Interim Record of Decision August 25, 1998

Draft-Final Interim Remedial Action Work Plan October 30, 2000
Remedial Investigation/Focused Feasibility Study (Post-IRA)

Draft-Final Evaluation of PeRT Wall Treatibility Study September 30, 2002

Remedial Investigation Addendum/Focused Feasibility Study, Draft-Final September 2, 2003
Surface Water/Ground Water Decision Documents

Draft-Final Proposed Plan November 3, 2003

Record of Decision June 2, 2004
LTS&M and Monitoring

Draft-Final Post-Record of Decision Monitoring Plan August 27, 2004

Draft-Final LSTM Administrative Manual and LTSM Operating Procedures

Volume 1117 (OU Il Operating Procedures) September 6, 2005

Complete Millsite Restoration Construction Activities® September 30, 2005

Draft Consczlldated LTSM Administrative Manual and Operating May 4, 2006

Procedures

LTS&M Plan for the Monticello NPL Sites Revision 0 issued June 20, 2007
MMTS OU Il Analysis of Uranium Trends in Ground Water August 16, 2007

Operable Unit Completion
Draft-Final Interim RAR®

CERCLA Reviews

Third Five-Year Review Report for Monticello Mill Tailings (USDOE) Site, June 12. 2007
City of Monticello, San Juan County, Utah ’

“Superseded by Long-Term Surveillance and Maintenance Plan for the Monticello NPL Sites.

bCompletion of MMTS restoration construction activities documented in 2005 Annual Inspection of the Monticello Mill
Tailings (USDOE) and Monticello Radioactively Contaminated Properties Sites, December 2005.

°For LTRAs, an interim RAR is prepared when the physical construction of the system is complete and the unit is
operating as designed (EPA 2000). The RAR is amended and completed when the LTRA cleanup standards
specified in the ROD are achieved.

September 30, 2004
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Table 5—4. MMTS OU Il Program Directives

Program Directive Number Description

MSG-04-01 Sampling and Analysis Plan for Baseline Sediment and
Surface Water Samples

MSG-04-02 TotaI.DlssoIved Solids Analysns at five surface water
and five ground water locations

MSG-05-01 Wildlife Surveys

MSG-05-02 Renewal of MSG-04-02

MSG-05-03 Macroinvertebrate Sampling and Analysis Plan

MSG-05-04 TotaI.DlssoIved Solids Analy3|s at five surface water
and five ground water locations

MSG-06-01 Seqlment and syrface water sampling in wetlands and
sediment retention pond

MSG-06-02 \F/)\(/;tgrfowl survey in wetlands and sediment retention

MSG-06-03 Macroinvertebrate sampling and analysis
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