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While HET maintains that MNA is an effective and active method of remediation, C&E determined
in correspondence dated December 02, 2025, that the Alternate Plan dated September 16, 2025, and the
Alternate Plan, Revision 1, dated December 01, 2025, that referred the department to aspects of the
SBODLQWLIITY SODQ $S Sver@ratfllly cBrpliamt Witls @dvions of Statewide Order 29-B that
require submittal of a plan without exception (i.e., 8319) per LAC 43:XIX.611.F.1. C&E further determined
WKDW $SSHQGL[ , WKH 3O0ODLQWLIIVS ga InQhe IssmeQdeivéspondece 8abed D Q W
December 02, 2025. As such, this Revision 2 offers an option for a larger surface soil restoration area to
address concentrations of EC, ESP, and/or SAR within the effective root zone and soil excavation area to
address concentrations of EC below the root zone to depths upward of sixty (60) feet below land surface
(BLS) for administrative purposes only. )LQDOO\ +(7 PDLQWDLQV LWV HDUOLHU REVHUYI
plan is not necessary, does not adhere to the regulatory framework established by C&E under Statewide
Order 29-B, fails to conduct the necessary evaluation to justify the plan, and does more harm than good to
the Property. Specifically, such a soil excavation plan, including the 30D L Q W L. Wbul§ d8sDay ¢he soil
structure on the Property by removing the clay pan which would cause significant instability and render the
30DLQWLIIV]Y UHPHGLDWLRQ DUHDV DV XQVXLWDEOH IRU IDUPLQJ DQG GH
in an affidavitincOXGHG ZLWKLQ WKH 30DLQWLIIVT FRPPHQWY WR WKH 30DQ GDV

Surface restoration will be done in the form of soil mixing and blending with potential addition of
chemical amendments to address concentrations of ESP and/or SAR within the effective root zone while
soil excavation will target subsurface concentrations of EC to depths upward of sixty (60) feet BLS above
Statewide Order 29-B, Chapter 3, pit closure standards for off-site disposal. Again, this alternate plan is not
endorsed by the authors or suggested to be the most feasible plan, warranted, or necessary based on the
evaluation of data below and the protection of human health, the environment, and the uses of the Property.
Such a plan is not necessary based on the nature and extent of conditions at the LAA, would result in more
harm than good for the property, and would render the property unusable during implementation. Figure O-
1 in Appendix A illustrates the general boundaries of the areas of soil remediation and surface restoration
drawn to satisfy the potential requirements of the administrative hearing. Appendix B contains the
supporting documentation for the costs associated with the unnecessary alternate soil remediation plan.
Appendix C contains a timeline of implementation of field work associated with the alternate plan.
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