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July 18,2006
‘CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7005 31100002 5656 2476
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
Mr. Gary Hohenstin
Environmental Manager, Special Projects
5M Company
P.O. Box B31
Building 42.26.27
St Paul, MN 55133-3331
RE: PFO Data St Request
Dear Mr. Hobenstin:
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (PCA)staf are requesting information regarding
omissionof ffluen data submittal by 3M Company (3M). This cM data specifically
pein to analysisofperflorochemical compounds (PECs) in the 3M Cotage Grove Plant
(3M plant) cfucnt discharges. The 3M plan discharges process wastewier and cooling water
othe Mississippi River pursuant 0 ulhorization by the National Pollutam Discharge Elimination
Systm (NPDES) State Disposal Syst (SDS) Permit MNOOO149. MPCA sta have
determined that 3M conducted anaiyical testingofthe 3M plant effluent discharge on several
occasions during th period ofJanuary-March 2001, pursuant 0 2 3M project ted
“Fluorochemical Characterization ofFocilty Wastewates”, but did not submit hat analytical
data, 5 requested by the MPCA und roqirad by Federal and Site Rule.
Pursuant10 review of the 3M Fluorochemical Data Assessment Report (3M FC Report), recently
submit o the MPCA on April 7, 2006, MPCA staffdiscovered that a serics of analyses for
PCs had bocn completed By 3M on the 3M Cotage Grove wastewater treatment plan effluent
(discharge) doing the period of January trough March 2001, The April 7. 2006 3M FC Report
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MPCAstafffind that cfMucnt analyses for PEC were completed by 3M on § separate occasions.
during this January-Marchperiod in 2001, including January 8-14, January 15-21,
January 22:29, January 29-February 4,February 5-11, February 12-18, February 19-25, and
February 26-March 4. During these 8 sampling periods, composite samples were collected over
approximate one week periods for each sampling event.

Pursuant to the discovery that effluent PFC data existed for the January-March 2001 period for §
scparate weeksofcomposi sampling events, MPCA requested that 3M submit all ofthis data.
“This request was stated in an ¢-mail from Don Kriens ofMPCAstall0 3Mstaffon
April 18, 2006. 3M responded with submittal ofthe January-March 2001 PFC effluent data via
an e-mail dated April 20, 2006. 3M later followed up with the laboratory reports for this
January-March 2001 PFC effluent data on May 9, 2006.

MPCAstaff had previously requested that 3M submit all PFC effluent data for the 3M plant 4
years ago in March 2002. AL that time MPCAstaffwere in the processofdrafting the
NPDES/SDS permit for reissuance for the 3M plant. Just prior to that timeframe MPCA staff
had leamedof the PEC contamination problem and toxicityofPFCs, and that PFCs had been
discharged to the Mississippi River from the 3M plant for many years. This was pursuant to
discussion with 3Mstaff and disclosureofsome PFC effluent data submitted in the NPDES/SDS
permit application, dated February 8, 2002. PFCs had not beenroutinely monitored in the 3M
plant effluent. MPCAstaffwas interested inanyand all PFC effluent data compiled by 3M
since it was pertinent 10 our understanding ofthe extentofthe PFCproblem,and understanding
the extent to which PFCs had been discharged from the 3Mplantin the pest,inorder © begin to
assess environmental impacts and evaluate the need for any environmental investigations.
MPCAstaffalso needed to be able to assess the capabilityof the then proposed activated carbon
treatment system to be installed at the plant. Although the activated carbon treatment system
was being installed to remove acute effluent toxicity caused by alkyl phenol cthoxylates, MPCA
believed thatthis system was needed at the 3M plant 0 remove other organic contaminants
‘generated at the plant and discharged to wastewater, including PFCs.

‘As noted above, MPCA staff nitally earned that 3M had tested the 3M plant effluent (discharge
to the Mississippi River) for PFCs from data submitted in the NPDES/SDS application of
February 8, 2002. The data submitted in the February 2002 NPDES/SDS permit application
Showed that PFCs had been monitored and analyzed in the 3M plant effluent on 3 occasions in
September through Octoberof 2001. The September-October 2001 data listed average
concentrations for 5 PFC compounds. Based on reviewofthis NPDES/SDS permit application
data showing the presenceofPFCs, MPCA then requested that 3M submit any other PFC
discharge/ofMucnt data compiled by 3M. This request was made via e-mail from Don Kriens of
MPCAstaff on Mazch 7, 2002, and via a telephone call from Don Kriens to 3M staffjust prior to
that c-mail. (The March 7, 2002 e-mail is attached). 3M did not submit any further PFC data
even though more PFC effluent data existe.
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“The omissionofcunt data submittal by 3M, although specifically requested by MPCA staff
is particularly notable since the omitted January-March 2001 PFC 3M plant offuent date
demonstrates tht significantly higher concentrationsof PFCs were actualy being discharged 0
th iver rom the plant versus the data provided (0 the MPCA inthe February 2002 NPDES/SDS.
peamit application.

Based on the recently acquired January-March 2001 PFC effluent data MPCAstafcalculate that
the average totalofPFC compounds inthe 3M plant cfuent discharged was 4409 ppb, whereas
the data submited in the 2002 NPDES pemmit pplication calulatesa significantly lower
average total PFC compounds discharged at $52 ppb. These calculations are bascd on the same
SPEC compounds. I should be noted that 21 individual PFC compounds were analyzed by 3M
in January-March 2001, from which MPCAstaffcalculates an average otal of6809 pp of PFC
compounds discharged.
“The omitted January-March 2001 PFC sampling and analytical data was also more
comprehensive with approximately§ separate weeks oftesting, versus the ta submited i the
February 2002 NPDES/SDS permit aplication, an therefore would have provided the most
representative assessment of PFCs in the 3M discharge. MPCA staff also now find that 3M did
not submit al ofindividual PFC compound analytical ata in the NPDES/SDS permit
application for the Scptember-Octobe 2001 PFC analyse, including additional data fo otal,
fre, and organic fluorine, although additional PFC compound daa ovisted
“The MPCA alleges hat 3M isin violationofthe following Federal requirements pertaining (0
the NPDES/SDS permit application.

1. 40 CFR 122.21 Applicationfor a Permit
(8) Application requirementsfor existing manufacturing, commercial, mining, and.

silvicultural dischargers. Existing manufacturing, commercial mining, and silvicultural
dischargers applying for NPDES permits, except for those ucilties subject othe requirements
of§122.21(h), shal provide the following information to th Director, using application forms
provided by the Direcor.

(13) Addiional information. 1 addition to the information reportedon the application
form, applicants shall provide to the Director, a his or her request, such other information as the
Ditcctor may reasonably requir o asscss the discharges ofthe facility and o determine whether
to issue an NPDES permit. The additional informalion may includeadditionalquaniative daa
and bioassays to asses the relative toxicityofdischarges o aquatic life and requirements 0
detemine the causeof th loxiity.
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2. 40 CFR 122.41 Conditions applicable 10 all permits (applicable to State programs, sce Minn.
Stat § 123.25).

Reporting Requirements. (8) Other information. Where the permittee becomes aware that it
failed to submitany relevant facts in permit application, or submited incorrect information in a
‘permit application of in any report to the Dirctor, it shall promptly submit such facts or
information.

“The MPCA alleges the Regulated Party violated these requirements in the submittalofthe
NPDES/SDS permit application dated February 8, 2002.

“The MPCA requests the following information:

1. Submit all 3M plant efMuent PFC dat, including all previously submitted data, compiled
prior to February8,2002. In addition, picase include any lab sheets pertaining to cach PFC
analysis

2. Submit anyother 3M plant effluent PFC data not previously submitted to the MPCA (not to
include the discharge monitoring report data beginning January 2003), and any other PFC
data for intemal wastewater stream monitoring, wastewater treatment system and activated
carbon system performance testing, or other PFC testing related to the 3M plant effluent not
previously submitted.

3. Submitaresponse identifying the reasons why the previously collected PEC sample results
Tor January-March 2001 and any other PFC data compiled prior to February 8, 2002 and not
previously submitted, were not included i the NPDES/SDS permit application dated
February 8, 2002.

4. Submita plan which wil prevent this from occurring in the future.
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Please submit the information requested above within 30 days ofthe datof tis ftir 0 the
address listed below. Ifyou have any questions regarding his mater, pease contact me at
@sybe7737
Singere

7
“Tod Eckberg
Municipal Divi

Teac

Enclosure

ce: Steve Giddings, MPCA
Both Lockwood, MPCA
Don Kriens, MPCA

Adress Questions and Submitals Requested Above To:

Tod Eckberg
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
520 Lafayette Road North
SL. Paul, Minnesota 55155
(6512967737
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