RUSHFORD-PETERSON SCHOOLS

IEA, INC.

IEI\SﬁE

Management Plan

BROOKLYN PARK OFFICE

9201 W. BROADWAY, #600 fo r

BROOKLYN PARK, MN 55445

763-315-7900

-
MANKATO OFFICE Lead-l n'water

610 N. RIVERFRONT DRIVE
MANKATO, MN 56001
507-345-8818

ROCHESTER OFFICE
210 WOOD LAKE DRIVE SE
ROCHESTER, MN 55904
507-281-6664

BRAINERD OFFICE
601 NW 5TH ST. SUITE #4

BRAINERD, MN 56401 MAY 15’ 2018
218-454-0703

MARSHALL OFFICE

1420 EAST COLLEGE DRIVE

MARSHALL, MN 56258

507-476-3599

VIRGINIA OFFICE

5525 EMERALD AVENUE
MOUNTAIN IRON, MN 55768
218-410-9521

www.ieasafety.com
info@ieasafety.com

800-233-9513




Rushford-Peterson Schools

Management Plan for Lead-in-Water

Table of Contents

Annual Review Form
1.0 PUIIOSE. ..ottt e r R e R Rt R e R R R R R e R R et R e R re e r e nenr e
2.0  Water Sampling Program DeVEIOPMENT ........ccuiiieiiiieiie et sttt sre et seeees
3.0 First Draw Tap MONITOTING ......ccciiiteieieieieesi sttt ne e
4.0 MaINTENANCE PrOCEAUIES ... .eouviiteeeieie ettt ste sttt st et e e sae et e besreeaesteeneeseeeteetesseeneenre e
5.0  Communication of Results and FOIOW-UP ACLIONS .........ccccveiiiiieiiiisee e
ST = (= Tolo 0| =T o] Lo SR
Appendices

A EPA Factsheet: Lead in Drinking Water Coolers

B Testing Schedule

C Lead-in-Water Testing Results and Locations

D Reducing Lead in Drinking Water: Recommended Lead Hazard Reduction Options

E Parent Notification (Example)

Contact Person: Chuck Ehler, Superintendent

Phone Number: (507) 864-7785

Email Address: chuckehler@r-pschools.com




Rushford-Peterson Schools * Annual Review Form * Management Plan for Lead-in-Water*
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Rushford-Peterson Schools Lead in Water Management Plan

1.0 Purpose

Rushford-Peterson Schools is committed to providing a safe working and learning environment for
employees and students. This Management Plan for Lead-in-Water was developed to reduce the potential
for exposure to lead in water and to comply with Minnesota Statute 121A.335, as well as
recommendations from the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) 3Ts for Reducing Lead in
Drinking Water in Schools: Revised Technical Guidance (2006) and the Lead Contamination Control Act
(LCCA) of 1988, the Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) and the Minnesota Department of
Education (MDE).

Minnesota Statute 121A.335 requires public school buildings serving kindergarten through grade 12 to
test for lead in water in potable water sources (water for consumption) every 5 years. The MDH and MDE
have published Reducing Lead in Drinking Water: A Technical Guidance and Model Plan for
Minnesota’s Public Schools, which presents a model plan that school districts can choose to adopt as part
of the requirement of Minnesota Statute 121A.335. The EPA 3Ts was created by the EPA to identify and
reduce lead in drinking water in schools. Lead is a metal that usually enters drinking water through the
distribution system, including pipes, solders, faucets, and valves. Lead levels in water may increase when
the water is allowed to sit undisturbed in the system. Exposure to lead is a significant health concern.

The EPA 3Ts has recommended that schools take remedial action to address lead-in-water exposure
whenever lead levels exceed 20 parts per billion (ppb). The MDH and the MDE have jointly provided
guidance that there is no safe level of lead and that districts should work to minimize the risk of lead.
MDH and MDE recommended actions are described in section 4.0 of this plan.

2.0 Water Sampling Program Development

Identified potable water sources in district facilities, including sinks and drinking fountains in kitchens,
staff lounges, classrooms, home economics classrooms, and hallways, will be sampled during the school
year throughout the district at least once every five years.

Prior to sampling the following takes place:

¢ Aninventory of potable water taps is taken;

e All drinking fountains are checked to ensure the EPA has not identified them as having a lead lined
tank under LCCA. This list can be found in Appendix A.

e Water outlets in restrooms, custodial closets, science labs, art rooms, and other general-purpose
workrooms are not included in the sampling inventory, and should be clearly marked not for drinking.

Potable water sources are to be resampled at least once every five years, per MN Statute 121A.335, or
when a fixture or water supply is repaired or replaced, or after construction activities that may impact the
plumbing system. A testing schedule is included in Appendix B which has each school scheduled to
complete testing every 5 years.

3.0 First Draw Tap Monitoring

Water sampling of the identified cold water taps is conducted as a “first draw” sample prior to usage on
the day of sampling. Sampling begins at the taps closest to building entry point of water source to prevent
accidental flushing of other sample locations in the building. Normal usage of building should occur the
day before sampling; sampling should not take place on Mondays or after non-school days.

Taps included in the first draw sampling should not be used for 6-18 hours prior to sampling. If the
district cannot ensure identified taps were used the day prior to sampling, flushing will occur according to
EPA protocol (2-3 minutes, 8-18 hours prior to sampling). Water samples of 250 milliliters (ml) are
analyzed by an accredited testing laboratory, using EPA approved analytical methods and quality control
procedures (i.e. such as the ICP/MS EPA Method 200.8).

© IEA, Inc. Page 1 of 3



Rushford-Peterson Schools Lead in Water Management Plan

4.0 Maintenance Procedures

When lead content exceeds 20 ppb, fixtures should be taken out of service until the lead content can be
reduced to 20 ppb or lower. While fixtures can still be used for drinking and cooking, MDH and MDE
recommend actions be taken to determine the source of lead and reduce lead levels in fixtures when
sampling reveals lead content between 2 and 20 ppb. A lead-in-water concentration of or less than 20 ppb
(maximum) is considered acceptable by the EPA. Potable water outlets found to have greater than this
concentration are repaired, replaced, or flushed.

In addition, the MDH and MDE model plan recommends routine maintenance take place to prevent and help
reduce elevated lead levels in drinking water. This includes cleaning faucet aerators where lead-containing
materials may accumulate on a quarterly basis and following manufacturer’s recommendations for water
softener settings to ensure an appropriate level of hardness. The following maintenance procedures are based
on MDH/MDE recommended Lead Hazard Reduction Options, located in Appendix D:

Flushing

Flushing may be used as an alternative to repair or replacement. For any location with an elevated lead
level, conduct flush sampling to determine if a longer flush will reduce lead levels to an acceptable level.
If results indicate that flushing will reduce lead to acceptable levels, implement a flushing program which
includes documentation of daily flushing and periodic program review.

Individual Tap Flushing

MDE and MDH suggest running each tap for 2 to 3 minutes in the morning before children arrive, and 2 to
3 minutes midday if the tap has been unused for the morning period. Periodic testing may be done prior to
and after the midday flushing to ensure the lead concentrations have remained low throughout the morning
hours. If they have not, the flushing time should be increased, or another option implemented.

Main Pipe Flushing

The MDH and MDE model plan explains that Main Pipe Flushing can be used if lead levels are found to
be high throughout the entire school or are confined to a certain area of the school. Flushing should be
completed each day school is in session. Begin by flushing the tap furthest away from the water source for
at least ten minutes; then flush the tap the second furthest away and continue until all taps have been flushed.
Periodic testing may be done to ensure the lead concentrations have remained low and that the flushing
protocol is effective.

In addition, it is recommended to flush potable water outlets following any two-week vacancy or prior to
the beginning of school in the fall, regardless of the lead levels found in the most recent sampling. As long
as the fixtures are used regularly, lead levels should remain acceptable. The fixtures should be flushed
when the building has been at low occupancy, for example, following school breaks.

Repair and Replace Options
Recommendations of one of the following treatment options for fixtures with lead levels approaching or
exceeding the EPA action level may be considered for implementation:
o Install a National Sanitation Foundation (NSF) certified filter for lead reduction.
= The filter selected should work by size exclusion of lead particles as opposed to lead
adsorption. Filters should have tight pores (1-micron or less). NSF lists many such filters on
its website.
= Following replacement, retest the first-draw lead level after flushing the line 8-18 hours prior
to testing to confirm that filter is successful in reducing lead levels.
= Note: Point-of-Use (POU) Treatment Device systems may be subject to Department of Labor
and Industry (DLI) or local administrative authority plan review and approval prior to
installation. Contact DLI at 651-284-5063 for more information.

© IEA, Inc. Page 2 of 3



Rushford-Peterson Schools Lead in Water Management Plan

o Investigate further to determine the source of the lead responsible for an elevated lead level.
Collecting multiple samples in a row can assist in determining the location of the lead-containing
component (e.g. fittings for cold water supply lines). Samples should be collected upstream of the
cold supply lines. Once the source is identified, remove, replace with lead-free component, and
retest.

o If sampling indicates that fixture is the source of the elevated lead level, replace fixture with a "lead-
free" fixture certified to NSF/ANSI 372 or NSF/ANSI 61-G. The Reduction of Lead in Drinking
Water Act redefines "lead-free” as "not more than a weighted average of 0.25% lead when used with
respect to wetted surfaces of pipes, pipe fittings, plumbing fittings, and fixtures." Effective
January 4, 2014, drinking water system components sold or installed must adhere to this new
requirement. A list of EPA Lead Free Certification Marks can be found here:
http://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPDF.cgi?Dockey=P100GRDZ.txt

e Remove fixture from service by disconnecting it from the water supply and/or clearly mark water
fixtures that are not for drinking or cooking.

The MDH recommends taking the following actions at 2 ppb to 20 ppb:

e Retest the sampled tap and attempt to more accurately determine the source of the lead; consider
monitoring tap more frequently until the source of lead is found and removed,

o Consider the feasibility of flushing or other steps to minimize lead exposure, taking into account other
actions that the school may already have in place;

o Make all test results and lead education materials accessible to community, such as on a website, or
annual report, and available upon request.

5.0 Communication of Results and Follow-up Actions

Per Minnesota Statute 121A.335, a school district that has tested its buildings for the presence of lead
shall make the results of the testing available to the public for review and must notify parents of the
availability of the information. It is recommended that a copy of the district's Lead-in-Drinking Water
Testing reports be made available to staff and the public through the district's administrative offices and
district website.

Notification is accomplished by publishing a statement in the Back to School newsletter with the other
health and safety notifications (e.g. asbestos, pesticides). For example notifications, see the MDE and
MDH Education and Communication Toolkit: Reducing Lead in Drinking Water, A Technical Guidance
and Model Plan for Minnesota’s Public Schools, located on the MDH website.

The MDE and MDH guidance document states in their Model Plan that School Management should:

e Assign a designated person to be the contact;

¢ Notify affected individuals about the availability of the testing results within a reasonable time.
School employees, students and parents should be informed and involved in the communication
process. Results of initial and any follow-up testing should be easily accessible along with
documentation of lead hazard reduction options. Posting the information on a website is preferred, but
the information should also be available to those without easily accessible internet access. Examples
of other information venues are: meetings, open houses, and public notices; and

¢ Identify and share specific activities pursued to correct any lead problems. Local health officials can
assist in understanding potential health risks, technical assistance and communication strategies.

6.0 Recordkeeping
Lead-in-water testing reports are located and available for review in the District Office. See Appendix C
for the most recent lead in water test results.

Rushford-Peterson Schools retains lead-in-water records for a minimum of five years.

© IEA, Inc. Page 3 of 3
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United States
Environmental Protection Office of Water
Agency 4601

oEPA FACT SHEET: LEAD IN
DRINKING WATER COOLERS

EPA 810/F-30-021
February 1990

Protecting the nation’s children from exposure to lead from school drinking water coolers is the primary
goal of the Lead Contamination Control Act (LCCA), which was signed into law on October 31, 1988.
EPA recommends that drinking water outlets--especially water coolers--in schools be tested to ensure
that lead levels in the water are below 20 parts per billion. _

This fact sheet will help school administrators address the problem of school water coolers that contain
lead. It reflects current information as of February 1990. The information on the accompanying list will
be updated periodically.

How To Identify Problems

First, identify which water coolers comain lead com-
ponents; follow these steps as a minimum protocol.

@ Inventory each cooler and note Its brand, model,
serial number, and year.

o Check the accompanying list to identify any coolers
that are not lead free.

® Sample water from all outlets where lead contami-
nation is most likely, especially coolers that are not
lead free and those with leaddined tanks. However,
even coolers that are “'lead free” may have high lead
levels in their water due to other sources in the
plumbing system and shouid be tested. Foliow the
sampling and testing protocols in the EPA booldet
Lead)in Schools Drinking Water. {See the box below,
right. :

o Contact your State agency responsible for the
LCCA program {see box below, right) for information
and assistance on testing your water samples. Water
samples should be sent only to certified laboratories
that use the EPA-approved Graphite Fumace Atomic
Absorption (AA) method. In some cases, the local
water supplier, local or State department of health or
environment, or the lab will coliect and analyze the
sampies. In most cases, the lab will provide contain-
ers and instructions tor collection. The charge for lab
tests ranges from $7 to $30 per sample. In some
Statas or localities, there may be funding available for
testing.

What To Do If Problems Are Found

If the lead level of any fountain or outlet exceeds 20 parts per
billion (ppb), take immediate action to reduce the level of
contamination. Flushing outlets on a daily basis before
school begins may sufficiently reduce exposures, especially if
the problem is localized to a few outlets in a building. How-
ever, daily flushing may not be practical for water coolers.

Take follow-up samples from any outlet with lead levels
above 20 ppb to pinpoint the source of the problem. Make
sure to follow the instructions in the EPA booklet Lead In
School Drinking Water. |If you find a cooler to be the source
of the lead, contact the distributor or manutacturer to deter-
mine how the problem may be corrected. If a cooler that is
not lead free is responsible for high lead levels, removal may
be necessary. The Consumer Product Safety Commission
(CPSC) has the responsibility to issue an order to require
manutacturers and importers to repair, replace or recall water
coolers identified by EPA has having lead-lined tanks. Con-
tact the CPSC Hotline (800/638-2772) to determine the status
of their actions. ’

For More Information

Contact the State office listed beiow for information on identitying and
correcting lead in drinking water problems. Contact the EPA Safe
Drinking Water Hotline at 800/426-4791 for other information and for the
bockiet Lead In Schools Drinking Water.
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Water Coolers With Lead-Lined Tanks

The following list of model numbers represents all of the drinking water coolers with lead-lined tanks
that have been identified to date. The models listed here were selected because one or more of the
units in that model series have been tested and found to have lead-lined tanks. These six models

are made by the Halsey Taylor Company.

WM 8A GC 10ACR
WT 8A GC 10A

Other Water Coolers Containing Lead

EBCO Mahufacturing Company

EBCO has identified all pressure bubbler water
coolers with shipping dates from 1962 through
1977 as having a bubbler valve containing lead,
as defined by the LCCA. The units contain a
single 50-50 tin-lead solder joint on the bubbler
valve. Model numbers for those coolers in this
category were not available.

The following EBCO models of pressure bubbler
coolers produced from 1978 through 1981
contain one 50-50 tin-lead solder joint each:

cP3 DP7SM DPMEH
CP10-50 DP10F DP16M
DP20-50 CP3H DP7S
DP13A 13P DP7WM
DP7M DP3RH EP10F
DP13M-60 | DP14A-50/60 | CP10
CP5M DP12N DP20
DP14S DPM8 | DPSAH
DPSF DP15M C10E
CP3-50 DP5S DP5M
7P DP13SM DP13M
DP3R EPSF CP3M
DP13A-50 | CP5 DP13S
PX-10 13PL DP7WMD
DP7MH DP8A WTC10
DP14M DP10X

DP15MW DP15W 1

GC 5A
RWM 13A

Halsey Taylor Company

Halsey Taylor reports using lead solder in
these models of water cooler manufactured
between 1978 and the last week of 1987.

WMA-| . SCWT/SCWT-A
SWA-| DC/DHC-1
S3/5/10D BFC-4F/7F/4FS/7FS
$300,/500/1000D

In addition to these Halsey Taylor models,
Halsey Taylor indicates that the following
Haws brand coolers manufactured for Haws
by Halsey Taylor from November 1984
through December 18, 1987, are not lead free
because they contain two tin-lead solder
joints. The model designations for these
coolers are:

HC8WT HC14W HCBF7D
HC8WTH HCA4F HCBF7HO
HC14WT HC4FH HWC?7
HC14WTH HC8F HWC7D
HC14WL HC8FH HC2F
HC16WT HC14F HC2FH
HC4W HC14FH HCSF
HCEW HC14FL HC10F
HCSW HCBF7

i Pressure bubbler water coolers manufactured by EBCO and
marketed under the "Qasis" and "Kelvinator” brand names with
the identified model numbers have been distributed in the U.S.
In addition, EBCO indicated that "Aquarius” pressure bubbler
water coolers are manutactured for distribution in foreign
countries, including Canada. Although unlikely, it is conceivable
that an "Aquarius” cooler with one of the model numbers listed
above could have been transported into the U.S.

l

Note: A number of water coolers have been
deleted from the proposed list identifying them
as not lead free. For information about these
water coolers and others, refer to the January
18, 1990 Federal Register notice.
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Appendix B

Lead-in-Water Testing Schedule

Rushford-Peterson Schools

Buildings Included Sampling Schedule

Last Test Date: October 2017
Rushford-Peterson School (K-12)
Next Scheduled Testing: FY2022
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Lead-in-Water Testing Results and Locations



November 13, 2017

Chuck Ehler II k

Rushford-Peterson School District
1000 Pine Meadows Lane, PO Box 627
Rushford, MN 55971

RE: 2017 Rushford-Peterson School — Lead-in-Water Testing
IEA Project #201710829

Dear Chuck:

At the request of Rushford-Peterson School District, IEA collected a total of fifty-nine (59) samples of
drinking water from Rushford-Peterson School for lead analysis on October 18, 2017.

The purpose of the site sampling was to document lead levels in the sampled locations and compare them
to the EPA action level of 20 parts per billion {(ppb).

INTRODUCTION

The Lead Contamination Control Act (LCCA) of 1988 was created by the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) to identify and reduce lead in drinking water. Both the EPA and the Minnesota
Department of Health (MDH) recommend testing of potable water sources (water used for consumption)
every five years for the presence of lead. Lead is a metal that usually enters drinking water through the
distribution system, including pipes, solders, faucets, and valves. Lead levels in water may increase when
the water is allowed to sit undisturbed in the system, such as in science, biology, or art areas. Exposure to
lead is a significant health concern, especially to infants and young children whose growing bodies absorb
lead more readily than adult bodies do. Lead exposure can cause delays in physical and/or mental
development in children and damage to the brain, kidneys, nervous system, and red blood cells. The EPA
and MDH recommend that action be taken at a specific fixture when the lead concentration exceeds the
EPA’s action level for schools of 20 parts per billion (ppb).

METHODOLOGY

IEA collected fifty-nine (59) first-draw samples of approximately 250 milliliters (ml). “First draw”
means the samples are collected before the fixture is used or flushed during the day. The first-draw
sample results reflect a worst-case scenario, i.e., the highest lead level that would be consumed by
building occupants. Current protocol calls for flushing test locations 8-18 hours prior to sampling, which
was completed by the school district’s custodial staff.

Water samples were analyzed by Minnesota Valley Testing Laboratories (MVTL) in New Ulm,
Minnesota, which uses EPA approved analytical methods and quality control/assurance procedures.
Samples were analyzed using the ICP/MS EPA Method 200.8.



Rushford-Peterson School District IEA Project #201710829
2017 Lead-in-Water First Draw Report November 13, 2017

RESULTS & DISCUSSION

Analysis of the water samples showed lead concentrations ranged from below the level of detection
(<0.05 ppb) to 5.08 ppb. Thus, lead levels were below the EPA Action Level of 20 ppb. The laboratory
report is provided in Appendix B. Laboratory results are reported in micrograms per liter (ng/L) which is
equivalent to parts per billion (ppb).

RECOMMENDBATIONS

IEA recommends that a copy of the district's Lead-in-Drinking Water Testing Report be made available to
staff and the public through the district's administrative offices.

As of Tuly 1, 2018, all potable water fixtures used for consumption should be tested every 5 years as
required by Minnesota State Law.

GENERAL COMMENTS

The analysis and opinions expressed in this report are based upon data obtained from Rushford-Peterson
School District at the indicated locations. This report does not reflect variations in conditions that may
occur across the site, property, or facility. Actual conditions may vary and may not become evident
without further assessment.

The report is prepared for the exclusive use of our client for specific application to the project discussed
and has been prepared in accordance with generally accepted Environmental Health & Safety practices.
Other than as provided in the preceding sentence and in our Proposal #6219 dated July 6, 2017 regarding
lead in water testing including the General Conditions attached thereto, no warranties are extended or
made.

If you have any questions or would like further assistance in implementing any of the above
recommendations, please do not hesitate to contact me at 763-315-7900.

Sincerely,

IEA, Inc.

(7l

Dan Fitch, CSRM
EH&S Account Manager

Enc.

© IEA, Ine. Page 2 of 2



MINNESOTA VALLEY TESTING LABORATORIES, INC.

1126 North Front St, ~ New Ulm, MN 56073 ~ 800-782-3557 ~ Fax 507-359-2890

2 North German St. ~ New Ulm, MN 56073 ~ 800-782-3557 ~ Fax 507-359-2890

2616 East Broadway Ave. ~ Bismarck, ND 58501 ~ 800-279-6885 ~ Fax 701.258-9724 ~ MAEMEBER

1201 Lincoln Hwy. ~ Nevada, IA 0201 ~ §00-362-0855 ~ Fax 515-382-3885
WWWInvELcom

Report Date: 6 Nov 2017

Work Order #: 12-1597%

HEIDI SOLBERG Account #: 002190
IEA/BROOCKLYN PARK Purchase Order #: 201710829
9201 W BDWY STE #600

BROOKLYN PARK MN 55445 b ~¥ Date Received: 19 Oct 2017

Date Sampled: 18 Oct 2017
Time Sampled: 5:35
Temperature at Receipt: AMBIENT

PROJECT NAME: RUSHFORD PETERSON SCHOOL
PRCJECT NUMBER: 201710829

LAB SAMPLE LEAD DATE

NUMBER DESCRIPTION RESULTS MCL ANALYZED ANALYST

17-A52558 101817RP-01 NORTH COMMONS BOTTLE < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
FILLER

17-A52559 101817RP-02 NORTH COMMONS WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17~A52560 101817RP-03 KITCHEN SINK 1.95 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52561 101817RP-04 SOUTH COMMONS BOTTLE < €.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
FILLER

17-A52562 101817RP-05 SOUTH COMMONS WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52563 101817RP-06 CONCESSIONS SINK 3.47 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52564 101817RP-07 FITNESS CENTER BOTTLE < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 Z Nov 17 RMV
FILLER

17-A52565 101817RP-08 FITNESS CENTER WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52566 101817RP~09 HALLWAY NEXT TO RCOM 127 < 0.5 ug/L 15.90 2 Nov 17 RMV
BOTTLE FILLER

17-A52567 101817RP-10 HALLWAY NEXT TO RCOOM 127 < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
WC

17-A52568 101817RP-11 ROOM 127 SINK 3.26 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52569 101817RP-12 ROOM 128 SINK 0.94 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52570 101817RP-13 ROOM 14& SINK 1.37 ug/L 15.0 2 Nowv 17 RMV

17-A52571 101817RP-14 ROOM 144 SINK 1.78 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

Approved by: @ Q_Q M-\d

Dan O'Connell, Chemiétry Laboratory Manager New Ulm, MN

Analyses performed under our Minnescta Department of Health Accreditation conform to the current TNI standards.

The reporting limit was elevated for any analyte requiring a dilution as coded below:

a

o

Due to sample matrix # = Due to concentration of other analytes
Due to sample quantity + = Due to¢ internal standard response

- T = TR T R Y P O NS LT Bl aibihE =
MVTL guarantess The accuracy of the analysis done on e samlo submiltod (o7 fes(ing. 3 1S NoEpossibe for MV 1L to guatkatee (1) & o IL!'Jul: na’rﬁh'ed e panit'tm sFinple “ 11l bE thi sarfie il any other sample unless
all conditions affecting the sample are the same, including sampling by MVTL. As a mutual protection te ¢licnts, the public and ourselves, all reports are submitted as the confidential property of clients, and authorization for
publication of stalements, conclusions o extracts from or regarding our reports is reserverd pending our wrilten approval.



MINNESOTA VALLEY TESTING LABORATORIES, INC.
1126 North Front St. ~ New Ulm, MN 56073 ~ 800-782-3557 ~ Fax 507-359-2890

2 North German St. ~ New Ulm, MN 56073 ~ 800-782-3557 ~ Fax 507-359-2800
2616 East Broadway Ave. ~ Bismarck, NI> 58501 ~ 800-279-6885 ~ Iax 701-258-9724
1201 Lincoln Hwy. ~ Nevada, TA 50201 ~ 800-362-0855 ~ Fax 515-382-3885

www.mvtl com

Report Date: 6 Nov 2017
Work Order #: 12-15975
HEIDI SCLBERG Account #: 002190
IEA/BROCKLYN PARK Purchase Qrder #: 201710829
9201 W BDWY STE #600
BROOKLYN PARK MN 55445 Date Received: 19 Oct 2017
Date Sampled: 18 Oct 2017
Time Sampled: 5:35

Temperature at Receipt: AMBIENT

PROJECT NAME: RUSHFORD PETERSON SCHOOL

PROJECT NUMBER: 201710829

LAB SAMPLE LEAD DATE

NUMEBER CESCRIPTICN RESULTS MCL ANALYZED ANALYST
17-A52572 101817RP-15 ROOM 143 SINK 1.41 ug/L 15450 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52573 101817/RP-16 ROOM 142 SINK < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52574 101817KRP-17 ROOM 141 SINK 1.18 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52575 1C1817RP-18 ROCM 139 SINK 1.02 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52576 101817RP-19 ROOM 138 SINK 0.54 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52577 101817RP-20 RCOM 137 SINK 1.82 ug/L 15.C 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52578 101817RP-21 ROOM 123 SINK 1.65 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52579 101817RP-22 ROOM 122 SINK 2.75 ug/L 15.0 2 Neov 17 RMV
17-A52580 101817RP-23 ROOM 121 WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52581 101817RP~24 ROOM 121 SINK 1.17 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52582 101817RP-25 ROOM 116 SINK < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52583 101817RP--26 ROOM 113 WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52584 101817RP-27 ROOM 113 SINK 1.32 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52585 101817RP~28 ROOM 110 WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52586 101817RP-29 ROCM 110 SINK 1.40 uag/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

Approved by: EE

Yol

Dan O'Connell, Chemi%try TLabBoratory Manager New Ulm, MN

Analyses performed under our Minnesota DepartmentP@geHealth Adcreditation conform to the current TNI standards.

The reporting limit was elevated for any analyte requiring a dilution as coded below:
Due to sample matrix
Due to sample guantity

- = b S ol 3o W
i MVT!S guareniees the accuracy of the, analysis done on U< sample submitted for testing. -; is‘nol pcssib{.c for ;s: TL to guaranice (2l 4
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Report Date: 6 Nov 2017
Work Order #: 12-15975
HEIDI SOLBERG Account #: 002190

IEA/BROOKLYN PARK Purchase Order #: 201710829

9201 W BDWY STE #600

BROOKLYN PARK MN 55445 Date Received: 19 Oct 2017
Date Sampled: 18 Oct 2017
Time Sampled: 5:35

PROJECT NAME:

RUSHFORD PETERSON SCHOOL

PROJECT NUMBER: 201710829
LAB SAMPLE LEAD DATE
NUMBER DESCRIPTION RESULTS MCL ANALYZED ANALYST
17-A52587 101817RP-30 ROOM 109 WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.9 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52588 101817RP-31 ROOM 109 SINK 1.16 wug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52589 101817RP-32 ROCM 106 SINK 1.43 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52590 101817RP-33 ROCM 100 SINK 1.02 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-RA52591 101817RP-34 DISTRICT OFFICE SINK 0.55 ug/L 15.0 Z Nov 17 RMV
17-A52592 101817RP-35% HEALTH SERVICES (985) SINK 0.51 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52593 101817RP-36 FACS RCOM WEST SINK 1.91 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52594 101817RP-37 FACS ROOM NW S1NK 1.39 ug/L 15.0 2 Neov 17 RMV
17-A52595 101817RP-38 FACS ROOM N SINK 1.63 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52596 101817RP-39 FACS ROOM NE SINK 1,38 ug/L 1350 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52597 101817RP-40 FACS ROOM E SINK 1.07 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52598 101817RP-41 FACS ROOM SE SINK 1.03 wug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52599 101817RP~42 FACS ROOM 35 SINK 1.29 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52600 101817RP-43 HALLWAY NEXT TC RCOM 219 < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
BOTTLE FILLER
17-A52601 101817RP-44 HALLWAY NEXT TC ROOM 219 < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

WC
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Dan O'Connell, Chemistry'E@boratory Manager New Ulm, MN

Temperature at Receipt: AMBIENT

Bnalyses performed under our Minnesota DepartmentP@g@<izalth Adcreditation conform to the current TNI standards.

The reporting limit was elevated for any analyte requiring a dilution as coded below:
@ = Due to sample matrix # = Due to concentration of other analytes
Due to sample quantity + = Due to internal standard respcnse
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Report Date: 6 Nov 2017

Work Order #: 12-15975

HEIDI SOLBERG Account #: 002190
IEA/BROOKLYN PARK Purchase Order #: 201710829
9201 W BDWY STE #¢00

BROOKLYN PARK MN 55445 Date Received: 19 Oct 2017

Date Sampled: 18 Oct 2017
Time Sampled: 5:35
Temperature at Receipt: AMBIENT
PROJECT NAME: RUSHFORD PETERSON SCHOOL
PROJECT NUMBER: 201710829

LAB SAMPLE LEAD DATE

NUMBER DESCRIPTICN RESULTS MCL ANALYZED ANALYST

17-A52602 101817RP-45 MIDDLE SCHOOL COMMONS < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
BOTTLE FILLER

17-A52603 101817RP~46¢ MIDDLE SCHOOL COMMONS < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
We

17-A52604 101817RP-47 ROOM 202 SINK 1.20 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52605 101817RP-48 BAND ROCM (65) WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52606 101817RP-49 MUSIC RCOM (57} WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52607 101817RP-50 WRESTLING ROOM (77) < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 Z Nov 17 RMV
BOTTLE FILLER

17-A52608 101817RP~51 WRESTLING ROOM (77) < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
WC

17-A52609 101817RP-52 AG ROOM (76} SINK 0.84 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52610 101817RP-53 BASEMENT HALLWAY BOTTLE < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
FILLER

17-A52611 101817RP-54 BASEMENT HALLWAY WC < 0.5 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52612 101817RP-55 GIRLS LOCKER ROCM N WC < 0.5 ug/L 135,40 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52613 101817RP-56 GIRLS LOCKER ROOM & WC 5.08 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

17-A52614 101817RP-57 BOYS LOCKER ROOM N WC 0.69 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

Approved by: _@ C;\L.OM ’fj)

Dan O'Connell, Chemistry Dabpratory Manager New Ulm, MN
Analyses performed under our Minnesota DepartmentPagedealth Adcreditation conform to the current TNI standards.

The reporting limit was elevated for any analyte requiring a dilution as coded below:
@ = Due to sample matrix # = Due to concentration of other analytes
| = Due tc sample quantity + - Due to internal standard response
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MYTL guarantees the accuracy of the analysis done on the sample submitied For testing. [t is not possible for MVTL to guarantee U5t a test resuld obiaified on & pamcugr samp. wH.I e the sanie on any other sample unless
all conditions affecting the sample are the same, including sampling by MVTL. As a mutua! protection to clients, the public and ourselves, all reports are submilted as the confidential property of clients, and authorization for
publication of statements, conclusions ot cxtracts from of regarding our Teports is reserved pending our written approval,
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Report Date: & Nov 2017

Work Order #: 12-15975

HEIDI SOQLBERG Account #: 002190
IEA/BROOKLYN PARK Purchase Order #:; 201710829
9201 W BDWY STE #600

BROOKLYN PARK .MN 55445 Date Received: 19 Oct 2017

Date Sampled: 18 Oct 2017
Time Sampled: 5:35
Temperature at Receipt: AMBIENT
PRCOJECT NAME: RUSHFCORD PETERSON SCHOOL
PROJECT NUMBER: 201710829

LAB SAMPLE LEAD DATE

NUMBER DESCRIPTION RESULTS MCL ANALYZED ANALYST
17-A52615 101817RP-58 BOYS LOCKER ROOM S5 WC 1.39 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV
17-A52616 101817RP-59 RCOM 140 SINK 1.01 ug/L 15.0 2 Nov 17 RMV

N C
Approved by: LY
Dan O'Connell, Chemistry Laboratory Manager New Ulm, MN
Analyses performed under our Minnesota DepartmentP@gaiealth abcreditation conform te the current TNI standards.

The reporting limit was elevated for any analyte requiring a dilution as coded below:
@ = Due to sample matrix # Due to concentration of other analytes
! = Due to sample quantity + Due to internal standard response
B U PO UL S0 N TPV O 3 P PREE T T A nmkiidenk " P
%fgﬁ.a}aﬁe’es ihe accuracy of e analysis donic on ihe Samplé s%k.nmcd f(‘)?“[r!'%,‘ft P, no‘lapnissibll.c‘ mii r .tﬁ\'érl. 10 guirantee ‘Fnaf‘a!?essl résulobiifed th a particidar sampie WiLl bl 1 sarh or; any other sample unless
all condutions affecting the sample are the same, including sampling by MVTL. As a mutual protection to clients, the public and cursclves, all reports are submitted as the confidential property of clients, and authozization for
publication of statements, conclusions or ¢xlracs from of regarding our repotts is reserved pending our wntien approval.
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Recommended Lead Hazard Reduction Options



Appendix D

Recommended Lead Hazard Reduction Options

[ L?:I! AL Lead Hazard Reduction Options

< 2 ppb or Non-
Detected ¢ Lead was not detected. Tap may be used as normail;

Record result and test again in 5 years; and
* Make zll test results and lead education materials accessible to the community,
such as on a website, or annual report, and available upon request.

The tap may be used for cooking and drinking water while steps are taken to reduce
overall exposure. A higher number of taps with elevated resulis increases the urgency to
implement hazard reduction.

Options include:

\/ » Retest the sample tap and attempt to more accurately determine the source of
2 ppb o 20 ppb' the lead; consider monitoring tap more frequently until the source of lead is
found and removed;
¢ Consider the feasibility of flushing or other steps to minimize lead exposure,
including limiting softened water supplies to hot water taps only, taking into
account other actions that the school may already have in place;
o Make all test results and lead education materials accessible to the community,
such as on a website, or annual report, and available upon reguest.

Action should be taken to reduce exposure. The specific action(s) taken will be
dependent on individual school conditions.

Options include:

#* Remove tap from service until problem is demonstrably corrected by
replacement, a flushing program, filtration, or treatment;

#* Do pot use tap for cooking or drinking water;
Retest the tap and attempt to determine the source of the lead; If the tap is not
replaced, consider monitoring tap more frequently, such as annually, until the

> 20 ppb” source of lead is found and remaoved:

» |Implement a flushing protocol or other lead hazard reduction option; sampling
should be use to evaluate effectiveness;

* Make all test results and lead education materials accessible to the community,
such as on a website, or annual report, and available upon request; and

* Provide targeted communication and education to individuals, parents, and staff
members that routinely use that tap.

“established by EPA 3Ts guidance; if EPA amends, Table 3 will be adjusted to be consistent with new value
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Parent Notification (Example)



LEAD-IN-WATER ANNUAL NOTICE

Minnesota Statute 121A.335 requires public school buildings serving kindergarten through grade 12 to
test for lead in water every 5 years. This statute also requires school districts to make the results of the
testing available to the public for review and to notify parents of the availability of the information.

Rushford-Peterson Public School District has a lead in water management plan and testing program that
complies with Minnesota Statute 121A.335, as well as recommendations from the Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) Lead Contamination Control Act (LCCA) of 1988 and the Minnesota
Department of Health (MDH).

For more information on the district’s lead in water testing program, please contact Chuck Ehler,
Superintendent at 507-864-7785.



