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• Continuing obligations are legal requirements established 

by some state environmental regulatory agencies upon 

closure of contaminated sites that have residual 

contamination. 

• The purpose of continuing obligations is to ensure the 

maintenance of certain physical or engineered systems or 

to limit land use or groundwater use. 
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• Examples of continuing obligations 

– Proper management of contaminated soil if excavated. 

– Obtaining approval for construction of water supply wells. 

– Operating and maintaining a vapor mitigation system. 

– Maintaining industrial zoning for sites where industrial soil standards 

were applied for closure. 

– Maintaining a specific use of the property, as defined in the closure 

letter, and notifying the state before changing that use  

– Maintaining an engineered barrier (cap) or an existing surface cap 

that were subject to a Cap Maintenance Plan. 
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• AECOM assisted CN in establishing a tracking system to 

manage their continuing obligations at closed 

contaminated sites in Wisconsin, Illinois, and Michigan. 

• A primary goal was to implement and track annual site 

inspections and the need for corrective actions at sites with 

an engineered barrier (cap) or an existing surface cap that 

were subject to a Cap Maintenance Plan. 
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• CN Real Estate and Operations Group’s goal to develop a 

tool to implement and track annual site inspection 

– Determine Sites that have an engineered system. 

– Track engineered system integrity. 

– Prevent engineered  barrier disturbance. 
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• Reviewed different geospatial data platforms 

– KMZ files or Google Earth 

– Data Mapper 
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• Field Inspection consisted of 7 team members from six 

offices. 

• Inspections were performed during spring or fall depending 

upon site specific requirements. 

• Made observations: 

– Cap condition 

– Filled out logs 

– Took photographs. 

• Identified concerns 

– Disturbed barriers and cap wear 

– Maintenance Plans not available at local offices 

– Need for warning signage 
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• Success!! 

• Instant download and forward of 

site information to local CN 

environmental staff during a 

surprise regulatory inspection. 
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