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– Contracting Tools
– Legal Tools
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How were these projects funded??

Mayer Ranch (2004) 
 Remedial Action

– “Oklahoma Plan” 
– EPA Wetland Program 

104(b)(3)

 O&M
– Petroleum Storage Tank Consolidation 

Act (17 O.S.327.1)

SE Commerce (2014)
 Remedial Action

– Oklahoma Secretary of Energy 
and Environment (OSEE) 

– EPA Match

 O&M
– Petroleum Storage Tank Consolidation Act 

(17 O.S.327.1)

Implementation - Contracts
 Funding OU CREW

– Interagency Agreement/Contract 
 RA and evaluation
 O&M

– Proposals, budgets, timelines, 
deliverables

 Engaging Landowners
– Participation drives design
– Compensation 
– MOA/MOU
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But Wait….
Why doesn’t DEQ just buy the 

land and eliminate having to 
engage landowners?

 Answer: DEQ (as an Agency) does 
not have authority to purchase 
land or own land.

Implementation - RA
 Final Design and Construction

– Project Management work

 Landowner Compensation (MOA/U)
– Survey/Fence
– Per acre rate

 30 years of taxes
 % of value of land
 Additional metrics
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Long Term Sustainability

 Conservation Easement - 60 O.S § 49.2(1)
 Restrictive covenants
 Outlined in MOA/MOU
 Filed in County Courthouse

 Notice of Remediation – 27A O.S § 2-7-123(B)

 Uniform Environmental Covenants - 60 O.S 
§ 49.14
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