
1054 Texan Trail, Ste 300 • Grapevine, Texas 76051 

      Tel: 682-651-0034 • Fax: 817-527-4081 

     gsstx@gssmidwest.com • www.gssmidwest.com 

Client Name:  Matt Dickson  
Client Company: Hemphill, LLC 

Date:  November 19, 2024 GSS 
Project #D24288

Client Address: 1305 N Louisville Ave, Tulsa, OK 74115 

RE: Wetland Confirmation - Clamshell 1804
CSAH 16, Pequot Lakes, MN 56472

Matt, 

Upon review, there are no wetland impacts expected in this area.

Sincerely, 

Jessica Norrid
Project Manager

Stephen J. Blazenko 
CEO 

mailto:gss@gssmidwest.com
http://www.gssmidwest.com/


ASTM 1527-21 PHASE I ESA – USER QUESTIONNAIRE 

Property:  NODINE1812 (Fuze# 17271703) – 42846 County Road 12, Dakota, Minnesota 55925 
(43 54 23.71, -91 25 42.07) 

To qualify for one of the Landowner Liability Protections (LLPs)247 offered by the Small Business Liability Relief and 
Brownfields Revitalization Act of 2001 (the “Brownfields Amendments”),248 the user must conduct the following 
inquiries required by 40 C.F.R. §§ 312.25, 312.28, 312.29, 312.30, and 312.31. These inquiries must also be conducted 
by EPA Brownfield Assessment and Characterization grantees. The user should provide the following information to 
the environmental professional. Failure to conduct these inquiries could result in a determination that “all 
appropriate inquiries” is not complete. 

(1.) Environmental liens that are filed or recorded against the subject property (40 C.F.R. § 312.25). 

Did a search of land title records (or judicial records where appropriate, see Note 1 below) identify any 
environmental liens filed or recorded against the subject property under federal, tribal, state, or local law? 

No 

NOTE 1—In certain jurisdictions, federal, tribal, state, or local statutes, or regulations specify that environmental liens and AULs be filed in judicial 
records rather than in land title records. In such cases judicial records shall be searched for environmental liens and AULs. 

(2.) Activity and use limitations that are in place on the subject property or that have been filed or recorded against 
the subject property. 

Did a search of land title records (or judicial records where appropriate, see Note 1 above) identify any AULs, such 
as engineering controls, land use restrictions or institutional controls that are in place at the subject property 
and/or have been filed or recorded against the subject property under federal, tribal, state or local law? 

No 

(3.) Specialized knowledge or experience of the person seeking to qualify for the LLP (40 C.F.R. § 312.28). 

Do you have any specialized knowledge or experience related to the subject property or nearby properties? For 
example, are you involved in the same line of business as the current or former occupants of the subject property or 
an adjoining property so that you would have specialized knowledge of the chemicals and processes used by this 
type of business? 

No 

(4.) Relationship of the purchase price to the fair market value of the subject property if it were not contaminated 
(40 C.F.R. § 312.29). 

Does the purchase price being paid for this subject property reasonably reflect the fair market value of the 
property? If you conclude that there is a difference, have you considered whether the lower purchase price is 
because contamination is known or believed to be present at the subject property? 

No 



247 Landowner Liability Protections, or LLPs, is the term used to describe the three types of potential defenses to Superfund liability in EPA’s Interim 
Guidance Regarding Criteria Landowners Must Meet in Order to Qualify for Bona Fide Prospective Purchaser, Contiguous Property Owner, or 
Innocent Landowner Limitations on CERCLA Liability (“Common Elements” Guide) issued on March 6, 2003. 
248 P.L. 107-118. 

(5.) Commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the subject property (40 C.F.R. § 312.30). 

Are you aware of commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the subject property that would 
help the environmental professional to identify conditions indicative of releases or threatened releases? For 
example: 
(a.) Do you know the past uses of the subject property? No 

(b.) Do you know of specific chemicals that are present or once were present at the subject property? No 

(c.) Do you know of spills or other chemical releases that have taken place at the subject property?  No 

(d.) Do you know of any environmental cleanups that have taken place at the subject property? No 

(6.) The degree of obviousness of the presence or likely presence of contamination at the subject property, and the 
ability to detect the contamination by appropriate investigation (40 C.F.R. § 312.31). 

Based on your knowledge and experience related to the subject property, are there any obvious indicators that 
point to the presence or likely presence of releases at the subject property? 

No 

Name              Amber Johnson (Print) 

Signature 

Relationship to Property   Verizon Real Estate Specialist 

Date 04/04/2024


