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BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

DERSCH ENERGIES, INC., )
Petitioner, )

v. ) PCB 2017-003
) (LUST Permit Appeal)

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL ) 
PROTECTION AGENCY, )

Respondent. )

PETITIONER’S POST-HEARING BRIEF

NOW COMES Petitioner, DERSCH ENERGIES, INC. (hereinafer “Dersch”), by its

undersigned counsel, for its post-hearing brief pursuant to Section 101.610(k) of the Pollution

Control Board’s Procedural Rules (35 Ill. Adm. Code § 101.610(k)), states as follows:

STATEMENT OF FACTS

For its statement of facts, Petitioner hereby incorporates by reference the Factual

Background summarized by the Pollution Control Board (hereinafter “the Board”) in its Opinion

and Order denying summary judgment.  (Opinion and Order, slip op. at pp. 7-11 (June 17, 2021)) 

The Board’s Factual Background summarizes all of the events up to the determination of the

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (hereinafter “the Agency”) on July 12, 2016, with the

exception of the e-mail exchange between the Agency’s project manager and Dersch’s consultant

in June and July of 2016.  (R.015 - R.027)  Petitioner will highlight relevant portions of this e-

mail exchange, as well as relevant portions of the hearing testimony in the argument infra.
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OFFICIAL NOTICE

Dersch hereby renews its request that the Board take official notice of certain exhibits that

were accepted in the Board’s Opinion and Order denying summary judgment.  (Opinion and

Order, slip op. at pp. 2-6 (June 17, 2021)).  Exhibits A through H to Petitioner’s Motion for

Summary Judgment are refiled herein.  Many of these exhibits were relied upon by the Board in

the Board’s Factual Background, which is also being incorporated by reference herein.  Petitioner

is unaware of any legal rationale that would suggest a different ruling, particularly as official

notice can be taken at any time, so long as opposing parties are given an opportunity to contest

the material.  (35 Ill. Adm. Code 101.630)

ARGUMENT

Legal Standards and Scope of Review

The Agency’s denial or modification of a corrective action plan and associated budget

may be appealed to the Board.  See 415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(4).  Such Agency action must

accompanied by an explanation of the legal provisions that may be violated if the plan is

approved, a statement of specific reasons why the legal provisions might be violated, and an

explanation of the specific type of information the Agency deems the applicant did not provide. 

(415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(4))  On appeal to the Board, the Agency statements and explanation frame

the issues.  Abel Investments v. IEPA, PCB 16-108, slip op. at 3 (Dec. 15, 2016)  The Board

must decide whether Dersch’s submittal to the Agency demonstrated compliance with the Act

and the Board’s rules.  Id.

Petitioner has the burden of proof in these proceedings.  Abel Investments v. IEPA, PCB
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16-108, slip op. at 3 (Dec. 15, 2016).  The standard of proof in UST appeals is a “preponderance

of the evidence.” Id.  “A proposition is proved by a preponderance of the evidence when it is

more probably true than not.”  Id.  “The Board’s review is generally limited to the record before

IEPA at the time of its determination.”  Id.  However, the purpose of this proceeding is to provide

petitioners an opportunity to challenge the underlying decision pursuant to principles of

fundamental fairness by submitting evidence and argument.  EPA v. PCB , 138 Ill. App. 3d 550,

552 (3rd Dist. 1985) (the Board hearing "includes consideration of the record before the

[Agency] together with receipt of testimony and other proofs under the panoply of safeguards

normally associated with a due process hearing").  Accordingly, the Board has considered

information outside the administrative record.  See Estate of Slightom v. IEPA, PCB 11-25, slip

op. at p. 6 (Jan. 19, 2012) (denying agency motion to reconsider order directing the Agency to

file all of its documents, including those the Agency purports to not have relied upon in making

its decision); KCBX Terminals Co. v. IEPA, PCB 10-110; PCB 11-43 (Consolidated), slip op. at

pp. 5-7 (May 19, 2011) (similar).

Legal Background of the Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program

In September 1993, Title XVI of the Environmental Protection Act ( hereinafter “the

Act”) (415 ILCS 5/57 to 57.17), known as the Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program

(LUST Program), went into effect pursuant to Public Act 88-496.  The purpose of the LUST

Program is to provide for the remediation of underground storage tank sites due to the release of

petroleum, including provision for an Underground Storage Tank Fund (hereinafter “the Fund”

or “UST Fund”) to pay for the associated work to perform this goal.  (415 ILCS 5/57)
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Any owner or operator intending to seek payment from the Fund “shall submit to the

Agency for approval a corrective action budget that includes, but is not limited to, an accounting

of all costs associated with the implementation and completion of the corrective action plan. 

(415 ILCS 5/57.7(b)(3))  In approving any plan, the Agency shall determine, by a procedure

promulgated by the Board under Section 57.14, that the costs associated with the plan are

reasonable, will be incurred in the performance of . . . corrective action, and will not be used for 

. . . corrective action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of

this Title.”  (415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3) (emphasis added))

Prior to Title XVI, the Agency enjoyed rulemaking authority, which it did not exercise. 

Instead, the Board described the program as follows:

The Agency interprets statutory language and applies it to a particular set of
facts in determining which costs are eligible for reimbursement. When the
Agency’s decision is appealed to the Board, the Board determines whether
the Agency’s application of the statute was correct. The Board interprets the
statutory language as it applies to the set of facts of the appealed case, i.e.
adjudicating the contested case. While this is an acceptable procedure for
interpreting the statute and establishing Agency policy, it places the
applicant in the difficult position of working with a program that is not well
defined and constantly changing. The applicant must depend on the statute,
Agency personnel and, opinions from adjudicated cases to determine the
policies relating to the UST program. The lack of specific guidelines for the
UST fund increases the confusion of the applicant and complicates the
reimbursement program. The applicant is forced to proceed with the
remediation of the site, uncertain as to which costs are reimbursable.

Platolene 500 v. IEPA, PCB 92-9, slip op. at p. 7 (May 7, 1992)

Title XVI addressed these difficulties by transferring rulemaking authority to the Board

and requiring the Agency to review budgets.  Rulemaking provides for clear interpretation of

how statutory provisions are to be applied, thus reducing the uncertainty and need for as many
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adjudicated cases.  Budgets provide the applicant with certainty that the costs are reimbursable

before being forced to proceed with remediation of the site.  Since one of the primary purposes of

the Fund is to provide financial assurance independent of the ability to pay of the owner or

operator, certainty that costs will be reimbursed through this financial assurance mechanism is

essential for the program to serve its purpose. 

Still, the Agency has sometimes found it useful to maintain internal rate sheets to guide

the reimbursement decisions of individual project managers.  However because such rate sheets

have an external affect on applicants, they violate the Administrative Procedure Act in the

absence of promulgated rules.  Illinois Ayers v. IEPA, PCB 03-214, slip op. at p. 16 (April 1,

2004) (finding “that, by definition, the rate sheet is a rule that the Agency should have

promulgated pursuant to the APA).  The finding that the Agency’s secret rate sheet violated the

law led directly to the to the promulgation of the Subpart H rates in Part 734 regulations.

While specific rates were promulgated for many tasks in Subpart H, professional

consulting services were not given a maximum payment amount:

Payment for costs associated with professional consulting services will be
reimbursed on a time and materials basis pursuant to Section 734.850.  Such
costs must include, but are not limited to, those associated with project
planning and oversight; field work; field oversight; travel; per diem;
mileage; transportation; vehicle charges; lodging; meals; and the
preparation, review, certification, and submission of all plans, budgets,
reports, applications for payment, and other documentation.

35 Ill. Adm. Code § 734.845.

While personnel costs must not exceed the hourly rates in Appendix E of Part 734, the

ultimate requirement for professional consulting services is that the amounts sought be
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reasonable.  35 Ill. Adm. Code ¶ 734.850(b)1  Reasonable costs are not the lowest costs that

could be ascertained under the most favorable circumstances, but simply costs that are "fair,

proper, just, moderate, suitable under the circumstances," though "[n]ot immoderate or

excessive."  (Black's Law Dictionary, 6th ed. 1990).  The Agency explained at hearing that

reasonableness does not come down to one specific rate, but allows for a range of costs.  (Hrg.

Trans. at p. 82)

All budgets must include “an estimate of all costs associated with the development,

implementation, and completion of the corrective action plan, excluding handling charges."  (35

Ill. Adm. Code § 734.335(b))  All budgets must be submitted to the Agency on forms prescribed

and provided by the Agency.  (35 Ill. Adm. Code § 734.135(a))  With respect to budgeting for

consulting materials, the instructions to the form state:

Include on the form the costs associated with materials provided by the
professional consulting service (that is, the primary consulting firm)
including but not limited to lodging and per diems, mileage (or vehicle),
private utility locator, permit fees, well survey fees, NFR Letter recording
fees, manifests, copies, and other equipment and supplies (such as PID, FID,
explosimeter, DO/ORPH/pH meters, hand augers, cameras/photo
development, gloves, plastic bags, decon kit [for consultant's nondisposable
field equipment] equipment to survey wells, peristaltic pump, purge pump,
rope, bailers, measure wheel, transducer, data logger, water level
indicator/interface probe, plastic tubing, metal detector, and barricades).

(Petitioner's  Ex. G, at p. 15 (brackets in original))

There is no place on the form to justify the reasonableness of rates.  (Id.)  However, if the

the Agency needs more information, it can ask for it.  See Knapp v. IEPA, PCB 16-103, slip op.

1  Rates for consulting materials were proposed in the Part 734 rulemaking by one
consultant, but none were ever promulgated.  See United Science Industries Proposal dated Sept.
14, 2005 in Proposed Revisions to Leaking Underground Storage Tank Regulations Part 732 and
734, R2004-22(A)
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9 (Sept. 22, 2016)

Since this appeal was filed, the Agency has created a secret rate sheet for consultants

materials.  (Hrg. Trans. at p. 73)  The Agency’s project manager is not a lawyer and did not

appreciate all of the legal implications of testifying that the Agency had come to an agreement

with consultants.  There is no agreement; there are presumptive rates, just as there were before

Illinois Ayers that have not been promulgated through rulemaking.2  The secret rates were not

utilized to deny reimbursement herein, but the factual background of this appeal takes place

within the context of the Agency seeking to recreate internal guidance that was eventually found

to be illegal before.  For this appeal, the issues lie clearly within the framework of a contested

case proceeding, interpreting and applying the requirement of reasonableness, which the parties

agree is irreducible to a single rate in any event.

I. Consultant’s Personnel Costs.

A. Cost of preparing Corrective Action Plan.

1.  “Consulting Personnel Costs . . . by a Professional Geologist which lack supporting

documentation [so that] the Illinois EPA cannot determine that costs will not be used for

activities in excess of those necessary to meet the minimum requirements of Title XVI of the

Act [and] this request is not reasonable as submitted,” citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc);

415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3); 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd).   (R.003)

2  However, the rate sheet under discussion in Illinois Ayers “was developed using the
average of a sample collected and adding one standard deviation.”  Slip op. at p. 7.
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Professional Geologist,

Corrective Action Plan Design

and Preparation (R.083)

30.00 hours

0 hours

$111.76 per hour $3,352.80

$0.00

While the Agency approved the Corrective Action Plan, it refused to reimburse the costs

of designing and preparing it.  The Agency’s primary objection is that the consultant “didn’t need

to submit this Corrective Action Plan.  You could have just added the costs for the boring,

analysis, personnel (etc.) into your next Corrective Action Plan and budget.”  (R.015)  An owner

or operator cannot be required to proceed without an approved plan and budget.  Board

regulations and precedent are clear that an owner or operator who proceeds without a pre-

approved plan and budget does so with the very real risk of receiving no payment from the UST

Fund if the plan is denied.  Illico Independent Oil Co v. IEPA, PCB 17-84, slip op. at p. 8 (Dec.

20, 2018).  As explained earlier herein, the plan and budget process is for the protection of the

applicant against the uncertainty that the work and costs will be approved.  The CAP was

approved, the Agency has to agree to pay for it.

Once a site investigation completion report is approved, “the owner or operator shall

submit to the Agency for approval a corrective action plan designed to mitigate any threat to

human health, human safety, or the environment resulting from the underground storage tank

release.”  (415 ILCS 5/57.7(b)(2))  The owner or operator did so, but the plan was denied for the

necessity to redo a boring previously approved by the project manager, necessitating a new

corrective action plan.

Every corrective action plan, no matter how small or large, one boring or four, must
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include all of the information required by the Act (415 ILCS 5/57.7(b)(2)), the Board’s

regulations (35 Ill. Adm. Code § 734.335(a)) and presumably the Agency’s form (R.043 -

R.046).  A corrective action plan essentially contemplates all of the activities ultimately

necessary to achieve a No Further Remediation Letter, including “at a minimum” current and

projected uses of the property, and institutional controls.  415 ILCS 5/57.7(b)(2))  The original

corrective action plan contained all of that information, and after it was denied, that information

was used to prepare the new corrective action plan.  

Nonetheless, Dilbaitis either believed that an approved plan was not necessary, or that the

preparation costs should be submitted in a subsequent corrective action plan:

The time submitted to design and prepare the plan is too much (e.g. 30 hours
for a PG for Corrective Action Plan design and preparation).  This
Corrective Action Plan has nothing to do with the Corrective Action Plan
that was denied.  None of the information from the previous Corrective
Action Plan has anything to do with this Corrective Action Plan.

(R.015)

As previously explained, both corrective action plans were legally required to contain

certain common information, in addition to specific information relating to the specific task.  The

consultant’s approach to the budget was reasonable: apportion common elements between the

current and future plans and apply specific tasks to the specific plan:

Information gathered and prepared for the November 2015 CAP was
used to prepare the current CAP adding the TACO boring; thus, a portion of
the time from that original submittal was prorated and utilized for the
current CAP (i.e. the base and information of the design document).  The
time to prepare and design the further soil sampling portion from the
previous submittal was removed from the current budget.  Conversely, the
time for the preparation and design of the additional TACO boring was then
added to the current CAP and budget.
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(R.018)

At the hearing, Dersch’s consultant further explained that the previously denied plan was

relatively simple in that it requested permission to conduct four borings.  (Hrg. Trans. at p. 15)

When it came time to create a new CAP for a single TACO boring, “all the time spent to set up a

framework for the CAP and add all the history and knowledge and site investigation summary,

and all that was already completed for the first [CAP].”  (Hrg. Trans. at p. 15)  This previous

work had taken twelve hours, and the remaining 17 ½ hours was needed to complete the new

CAP.  (Hrg. Trans. at p. 14)  Preparation of the first CAP took place in 2015 (R.098) and

preparation of the second CAP took place in 2016 (R.028).  It is not too soon for the Agency to

review of a budget for this work.

Ultimately, multiple, sequential corrective action plans will result in certain additional

fixed costs being incurred for each plan that could have been avoided with a single plan.  The

consultant offered the alternative of approving the original plan with a modification requiring the

additional TACO boring.  (R.018)  The consultant could then submit a small budget amendment

for the additional work.  (R.018)  Dilbaitis responded that “I won’t do that” since he wanted to

know the site specific parameters to review the rest of the plan.  (R.015)  This is his choice, but

the direct implication of his choice are multiple plans at additional time and cost.

The CAP was approved without approving the corresponding budget for preparing it. 

The consultant’s approach to apportioning costs between the current and future plans is

reasonable, while apportioning no costs to prepare the plan and budget is entirely unreasonable.
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B. The Costs of Preparing the Maps for the Corrective Action Plan.

2.  “Consulting Personnel Costs associated with drafting the Corrective Action Plan which

lack supporting documentation . . . [and] exceed the minimum requirements necessary to

comply with the Act,” citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc); 415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3); 35 Ill.

Adm. Code 734.630(o).  (R.004)

Draftsperson/CAD IV,

Drafting for Corrective Action

Plan (R.083)

6.00 hours

1 hour

$66.81 per hour $400.86

$66.81

The Corrective Action Plan approved by the Agency included twelve maps.  (R.049 -

R.060)3 The Agency decision letter stated that this corrective action plan only “requires one map,

the proposed soil boring map.  The additional 11 maps that were submitted are not needed and

exceed the minimum requirements necessary to comply with the Act.”  (R.004) Since the project

manager apparently does not think an actual plan was required in the first place, the rejection of

these maps is contrary to the statute and regulations for the same reasons described in the

previous section.

The consultant explained the role of maps in the plan:

We typically include the maps pertaining to the whole project, which
if you reference site investigation and completion, you know, you've got all
the maps there. And I believe the CAP form tells us to submit, you know, the

3  The index of maps indicates that one of the maps that was intended to be included in
the corrective action plan was a groundwater elevation map (R.048), however it appears that a
second groundwater analytical results map was submitted instead.  (R.055; R.060) Given the
Agency’s justification for cutting these costs it does not appear that the mistake is material.
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site maps, the base maps, your sample location map, and those kinds of
things, so most project managers want to have all of that in front of them at
one time when they're reviewing a plan.

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 16)

Why would certain project managers want those maps in the corrective action plans?

A. It's one of convenience. It's one step better than referencing a map back in
a report prior. Otherwise you have to go back and look at the prior report to
have the map in front of them.  But the map would describe everything that's
been done to date. The maps describe everything that's been done to date at
the site.

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 16)

The project manager responded agreed, but characterized this corrective action plan as

essentially a site investigation plan:

I get that they previously testified to some project managers -- most, but then
I think they may have said want all of these maps.  That may be true if we
were doing an actual corrective action plan, but this is more of a site investigation plan.

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 49)

This is an actual corrective action plan, and there is nothing in the statute, regulations or

forms that create a different status for a corrective action plan that involves borings versus dig-

and-hauls.  Furthermore, at the corrective action stage, there is far more data about the site and

these maps should also be seen as an aid to identifying the location of the analytical results listed

in Appendix C of the Corrective Action Plan.  (R.061 - R.072)

The decision letter does not claim that the number of hours were unreasonable, but that

they exceed the minimum legal requirements.  Neither Board regulations nor the Agency form

limit the number or nature of the site maps required for corrective action plans.  The Agency’s

form expressly requires “Site map(s) meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732.110(a)
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or 734.440.”  (R.045)  This is a corrective action plan that needs to address all elements of

corrective action, including maps typically found in corrective action plans.  Nor does the

decision letter identity the “specific type of information” that the Agency deems the applicant did

not provide the Agency (415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(4)( C)) and as such this claim appears to be mere

surplusage and without merit. 

C. The Cost of Analyzing the data pursuant to TACO regulations.

3.  “Consulting Personnel Costs associated with preliminary contaminant transport modeling

and TACO calculations which lack supporting documentation [and] the Illinois EPA cannot

determine that the costs will not be used for activities in excess of those necessary to meet the

minimum requirements of Title XVI,” citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc); 415 ILCS

5/57.7(c)(3).  (R.004)

Senior Project Manager,

Contaminant Transport

Modeling / Oversight /

Technical Compliance 

(R.086)

6.00 hours

0.00 hours

$121.49 per hour $728.94

$0.00

Professional Geologist,

Preliminary Contaminant

Transport Modeling & TACO

Calculations (R.086)

20.00 hours

0.00 hours

$111.76 per hour $2,235.20

$0.00
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The Agency cut all costs associated with analyzing the data acquired from the soil boring

in order to develop site-specific physical parameters.  There can be no dispute that this analysis is

required, the Agency decision letter states that “the soil sample needs to be collected for

analysis.”  (R.003)  The Agency project manager refused to approve the first CAP with the

modification that the single TACO boring be added because “I need to see the site-specific Tier 2

soil remediation objectives and the site-specific modeling before I can make a determination on

the Corrective Action Plan.”  (R.015)  Again, this project manager wants the work to be

performed, he just does not want to review a budget for the work until after the work is

performed in direct contradiction to the purpose of requiring plans and budgets:

This is only an estimate on how long it will take the consultant to
perform the modeling. The costs associated with the modeling and the
determination of the site-specific Tier 2 soil remediation objectives should be
submitted in the amended Corrective Action Plan that will be submitted to
apply the modeling calculations. If the Consulting Personnel Costs associated
with the Tier 2 calculations are submitted in the amended plan to address the
results of this plan, the costs will be known and it will not be necessary to
approve costs in excess of what is needed for the task or to approve
additional costs if the original estimate did not include enough hours to
complete the tasks.

(R.004 (emphasis added))

A budget is an estimate.  According to Board regulations, a “budget must include, but is

not limited to, . . . an estimate of all costs associated with the development, implementation, and

completion of the corrective action plan, excluding handling charges.”  (35 Ill. Adm. Code §

734.335(b) (emphasis added))  "In repeated cases the word 'estimate' has been held to be

synonymous with 'opinion.'" Sampen v. Dabrowski, 222 Ill.App.3d 918, 925 (1st Dist. 1991).

The approved corrective action plan calls for “site-specific physical characteristics of the soil be
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determined by collecting a soil sample from the property and having it analyzed for the required

TACO parameters.”  (R.037) This budget includes an estimate of the costs of analyzing the

sample for the required TACO parameters.

The Agency’s justification here is the same as the “actual cost budgets” that the Agency

erroneously used to require until the Board ruled that the Agency was not authorized to review

actual costs until the reimbursement stage.  City of Benton Fire Department v. IEPA, PCB 17-01,

slip op. at p. 6 (Feb. 22, 2018).  While understandably actual costs budgets made it easier for the

Agency to evaluate budgets, requiring actual costs in a budget is clearly not authorized by the Act

or the Board regulations.

The time estimated for this work was based upon experience from previous projects:

Q. How did you derive at estimates for the time for these tasks?

A. Based on what we normally see our people taking -- you know, at this
particular time, they were probably taking 10 to 15 hours to do the TACO
and the modeling, and we had additional hours in there to redo it after an
excavation.

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 19)

Carol Rowe  has decades of experience in performing and overseeing TACO analysis,

and therefore her opinion has significant weight.  Since this is an estimate of future events, it can

only be an opinion.  And it is not clear what other support could be provided than past

experience, and if there was, the Agency was required to identify the "specific type of

information" that the Agency deems the applicant did not provide the Agency (415 ILCS

5/57.7(c)(4)( C)) and as such this claim appears to be mere surplusage and without merit.  The

project manager simply wants to review the work after it is performed in violation of the Act and
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the Board regulations.

II. Consultant’s Materials Costs

A. Photoionization Detector (PID).

4.  “Consultant’s Materials Costs associated with the use of a PID, which lack supporting

documentation, [so that] the Illinois EPA cannot determine that costs will not be used for

activities in excess of those necessary to meet the minimum requirements of Title XVI of the

Act [and] the owner/operator must demonstrate to the Agency the amounts sought for

reimbursement are reasonable,”  citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc); 415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3);

35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b).  (R.005)

PID Rental, to detect VOC

levels in soil samples  (R.088)

1.00 Day

0.00 Day

$148.00 per day $148.00

$0.00

In the Agency’s initial e-mail, Dilbaitis requested justification for the need to use a PID,

as well as for the rate charged for its use.  (R.022)  Dilbaitis withdrew the question about the

necessity for the PID.  (R.021)  The consulting material costs utilize rates that have been

approved by the Agency for decades:

The rates we use were originally developed from what others were charging
in this field in the distant past (approximately 1991), adjusted for inflation a
few times.  In the preparation of this response, we did some checking online
to compare our rates, and find them to be less than true rental rates. We are
attaching a price list from one supplier we found because it has a
comprehensive list of environmental equipment for rent, and the rates were
similar to others we were finding. We searched and found many suppliers,
this one just had the largest variety of equipment available in a single listing.
Shipping, taxes, and the time we would have to spend ordering, cleaning and
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returning the items is obviously not included in these prices.

(R.019)

At the hearing, Dersch’s consultant further clarified that Doug Oakley of the Agency had

helped identify the range of rates being charged for consultants materials in the early 1990s. 

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 20) Oakley’s explanation of the reimbursement process was the source of the

Board’s description of the contested case process in Platolene 500 v. IEPA, PCB 92-9, slip op. at

p. 7 (May 7, 1992).

While the above support the reasonableness of the rate charged for use of the PID, the

specific justification given for the reasonableness was a rental rate sheet from Envirotech. 

(R.023 - R.024)  The model of the PID used by the consultant “is similar to the 3000 model from

RAE” in that it measures in parts-per-billion (R.019), i.e. the ppBRAE 3000 which rents for

$150.00 per day, plus additional fees and costs.  (R.023)

The consultant further explained:

After doing some quick on-line research, all of our rental items rates
appear to be comparable to significantly less than available rental rates for
comparable equipment, especially once taxes, shipping, and the time
required to locate, order, and return the item.  For the items other than the
PID, our time would cost more than the item rented.  For instance, for us to
rent a comparable PID from the attached pricelist, the daily rental rate for a
ppb capable PID is $150 plus the cost of the calibration kit of $15, plus taxes
and shipping. Just the rental rate alone is more than our requested rate.

(R.020)

Pursuant to Board regulations, a “reasonable rate may be charged for the usage of [non-

expendable] materials, supplies, equipment, or tools.” (35 Ill. Adm. Code §734.630(h))  Rent is

defined as “the compensation or fee paid, usually periodically, for the use of any rental property,
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land, buildings, equipment, etc.” See Black’s Law Dictionary (6th ed. 1990).  The consultant’s

explanation and supporting documentation is sufficient to establish that the $148 per day charge

is a reasonable charge for the use of the equipment. 

Furthermore, in 1991, the Agency determined that a $142.00 per day was a reasonable

charge for use of a PID based upon a “comparison to market prices,” and the Board subsequently

affirmed the Agency’s decision.  Malkey v. IEPA, PCB 92-104, slip op. at p. 5 (March 11, 1993). 

Notably, the owner’s consultant indicated that he had observed IEPA reimbursing charges up to

$150.00 per day, which is what that consultant began charging thereafter.  Id.  This is consistent

with the consultant’s statements quoted above that its rates were based upon market rates

extending back to the early 1990s, adjusted for inflation from time to time.  Based upon the

consumer price index, $142.00 in 1991 was worth approximately $250.00 in 2016.  (Ex. H (U.S.

Bureau of Labor Statistics CPI Inflation Calculator) The Board’s decision in Malkey has

precedential weight and in the absence of legally promulgated rates, “adjudicated cases . . .

determine the policies relating to the UST program.”  Platolene 500 v. IEPA, PCB 92-9, slip op.

at p. 7 (May 7, 1992).

Dilbaitis never identified a different market rate as had his predecessor in Malkey, but

instead claimed that market rates from rental companies are inappropriate to determine a

reasonable daily rate for using equipment.  (R.016 - R.017) Instead, Dilbaitis stated:

It seems to me that the best way to determine a rate for a piece of equipment
(PID) would be to take the initial price of the equipment, add in any expected
indirect costs (batteries, expected costs for calibration, repairs, thorough
cleaning from an equipment company, if applicable) then divide that total by
the number of years the equipment is expected to last, then divide that by the
number of days of expected use during a year.
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(R.016)

In other words, a consultant who purchased a $1,000 piece of equipment and used it once

could charge $1,000, while a consultant that used it a thousand times could charge $1.  Beyond

the practical absurdities of this made-up standard, the consultant did not have this information,

which is why they looked at rental rates:

The agency was trying to set rates for different pieces of equipment, and in
one instance it would take the amount of the purchase price divided by the
number of times you use it before it's broken.  And further discussions were
that the rate also needed to include time for, you know, calibrations,
breakdowns, repairs, maintenance, and parts, et cetera, and we didn't have
those or track those in any way that was -- or really in any way.  All those
charges just went off the general overhead charges, so we could not provide
that information.  So the next best thing was really market rates, which was
the rental sheets.

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 22)

The consultant did not have the information demanded and it would take years to

compile.  More importantly, the “Dilbaitis formula” is not a procedure promulgated by the

Board.  Had that standard of general applicability been adopted, then it would be expected that

consultants provide documentation supporting the rate.  The Agency does not have ratemaking

authority.  (5 ILCS 100/1-65 (“ratemaking” is the “exercise of control over the rates or charges

for the products or services of any person, firm, or corporation”)  If it did, it would be required to

“establish by rule, not inconsistent with the provisions of law establishing its ratemaking

jurisdiction, the practice and procedures to be followed in ratemaking activities before the

agency.”  (5 ILCS 100/5-25)  The Agency cannot set rates, it can only propose rates to the Board

through rulemaking.  (415 ILCS 5/57.14A)
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The Agency exceeded its statutory authority in seeking to create consultant-specific rates. 

The only question for the Agency is whether the “costs associated with the plan are reasonable.” 

(415 ILCS 5/57.7( c)(3))  Reasonable costs are not the lowest costs that could be ascertained

under the most favorable circumstances, but simply costs that are “fair, proper, just, moderate,

suitable under the circumstances,” though “[n]ot immoderate or excessive.”  (Black’s Law

Dictionary, 6th ed. 1990).  In other words, reasonableness is a qualitative assessment that admits a

permissible range of costs, but singles out those that stand out such as the Malkin consultant’s

charge of $310 per day for use of a PID.  The Board has similarly never sought to set an hourly

rate when reviewing the reasonableness of attorney fees.  E.g., Dickerson Petroleum, Inc. v.

IEPA , PCB 09-87, slip op. at pp. 8-9 (Dec. 2, 2010) (finding $165 to $295 per hour to be a

reasonable range of hourly rates).

In summary, the Agency requested information to support the reasonableness of the rate

charged and the consultant supplied market rates for temporary use of equipment.  The rate

charged was also reasonable under Board precedent in Malkin.  Either demonstrate by a

preponderance of evidence that $148.00 per day is a reasonable rate.

B. Measuring Wheel

5.  "[I]ndirect corrective action costs for a measuring wheel charged as direct costs [and] are

not reasonable," citing 415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3) of the Act; 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(v). 

(R.005)

Measuring Wheel, mapping

sampling locations (R.088)

1.00 Day

0.00 Day

$21.00 per day $21.00

$0.00
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The Board granted summary judgment in favor of Petitioner as to this deduction. 

(Opinion and Order, slip op. at p. 26 (June 17, 2021)) 

C. Gloves

6.  “Consultant’s Materials Costs associated with gloves which lack supporting documentation

[so that] the Illinois EPA cannot determine that costs will not be used for activities in excess of

those necessary to meet the minimum requirements of Title XVI of the Act [and] the

owner/operator must demonstrate to the Agency the amounts sought for reimbursement are

reasonable,"  citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc); 415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3); 35 Ill. Adm. Code

734.850(b).  (R.005)

Disposable Gloves for soil

sampling (R.088)

1.00 box

0.00 box

$16.00 per box $16.00

$0.00

Unlike PIDs, gloves are materials purchased by the consultant that are expended in

performing corrective action.  The Agency’s own forms state that the cost of gloves should be

included on the form as materials provided by the consulting firm.  Ex. G  (Instructions for the

Budget and Billing Forms); see also Knapp Oil Co. v. IEPA, PCB 16-13, slip op. at p. 6 (Sept.

22, 2016) (relying on same Instructions in finding that costs associated with camera are a

reimbursable cost because Agency forms “have regulatory weight”).

 Dilbaitis requested information concerning the gloves as follows:

The Consultant's Materials Costs request the use of 1 box of gloves at $16.00
per box. We need to know what brand of gloves you're using and how big the
box of gloves is. We'd prefer to see the invoice/receipt for the gloves you
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usually use to help determine the appropriate rate. Also, an entire box of
gloves should not be used for the collection of a geotechnical sample. I would
actually expect only 1 pair of gloves to be used.

(R.022)

Before getting to the response, it is worth remembering that this is a budget for costs to be

incurred in the future and only after the work is completed and reimbursement is sought are

“invoices” or “receipts” submitted to the Agency.  (35 Ill. Adm. Code § 734.605(b)(9))   The

consultant responded:

On item 3, we cannot argue that we would use more than a couple of pairs of
gloves, so just cut the entire cost, or pay the full retail price as a field
purchase.  Although not necessarily the brand and type we will use, but our
most common glove used is Ansell model 69-210 in size large, which were
purchased from Grainger. On the Grainger website, a box of those particular
gloves are listed for $15.93, which doesn't include the sales tax and shipping,
or any of our time to order the gloves.  We requested $16.00. To count and
document the number and type of gloves actually used on the project will
cost more than $16.00.

(R.020; see also R.025 (printout from Grainger website))

Historically, the Agency has paid for items such as disposable gloves as stock items,

which are treated differently from field purchases in part because they are not eligible for

handling charges.  In other words, the Agency reimbursed the cost of stocking the items, not

individual purchases.  As the consultant explained:

We stock items like gloves, bailers, string, etc. We do not purchase these
items specifically for a particular project. For instance, we stock multiple
sizes and types of gloves, as some of our employees are allergic to latex, and a
specific type of glove may not be able to withstand certain chemicals or
concentrations of chemicals. We buy them by the case, and frequently find
that when we go to reorder, a particular model is no longer available. To try
to predict which brand and size of gloves that will be used on a particular
project (or what were used and which order or orders they came from) is not
practical. To purchase them individually, rather than provide them as stock
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items, would drive up the costs, and be a logistical nightmare (who has the
partial box of gloves left for Croslow Shell and will they even fit me?). To do
a fair assessment and to provide the real cost of a box of gloves, they cannot
be provided as a stock item. They will be treated as a field purchase, and will
be ordered, invoiced, shipped and tracked with documentation., along with
all the appropriate time to do so. The invoice will be included in the
reimbursement claim. There is no other way to provide you with the
information you requested. Please note that the benefits of bulk purchasing
are lost.

(R.019)

The rate for gloves is based upon the typical cost of a box of gloves and it was less than

the consultant has seen others charging.  (Hrg. Trans. at p. 26) Given that the project manager

objected to a rate based upon a box of gloves which the consultant did not expect to use

completely, the consultant indicated that they would purchase gloves separately on the project for

a higher cost and submit supporting documentation at the payment reimbursement stage:

[W]e would basically buy the gloves, and it would include the time for
ordering the gloves, the shipping and the taxes, and then we would divide
that up by the number of gloves that were used.

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 27)

She estimated buying individually would probably cost $20, instead of $16.  (Hrg. Trans.

at p. 28) Therefore, $16 is reasonable, and even if the cost end up higher, if the Board reverses

this budget cut, reimbursement would be capped at $16.

D. Water Level Indicator
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7.  “Consultant’s Materials Costs associated with a water level indicator which lack supporting

documentation [so that] the Illinois EPA cannot determine that costs will not be used for

activities in excess of those necessary to meet the minimum requirements of Title XVI of the

Act [and] the owner/operator must demonstrate to the Agency the amounts sought for

reimbursement are reasonable,”  citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc); 415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3);

35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b).  (R.005 - R.006)

Water Level Indicator for

measuring groundwater depths

1.00 day

0.00 day

$28.00 per day $28.00

$0.00

As with the PID Meter, the rate for a water level indicator has been approved by the

Agency for decades.  (R.019; Hrg. Trans. at p. 24)  Since the legal issues are the same as with the

PID Meter, they will not all be repeated in this section.  The water level indicator used by

Dersch’s consultant is comparable to the “Solinst Mdl. 101/Heron Dipper-T: 100' - 300',” which

can be rented for $30.00 (Hrg. Trans. at p. 24; R.023), plus “shipping, taxes, and the time we

would have to spend ordering, cleaning and returning the items is obviously not included in these

prices.”  (R.019)  The consultant has several water level indicators, none of which have receipts,

and is not certain which one they will end up using.   (R.019, R.020) Given that the rate charged

for using the water level indicator is less than market rental rates, the costs are reasonable.

E. Slug
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8. “Consultant’s Materials Costs associated with a slug used in hydraulic conductivity

determination which lack supporting documentation [so that] the Illinois EPA cannot

determine that costs will not be used for activities in excess of those necessary to meet the

minimum requirements of Title XVI of the Act [and] the owner/operator must demonstrate to

the Agency the amounts sought for reimbursement are reasonable,”  citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code

734.630(cc); 415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3); 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b).  (R.006)

Slug to conduct slug test 1.00 day

0.00 day

$36.00 per day $36.00

$0.00

This rate was based upon renting a slug a long time ago, and so the consultant used that

rental rate for the rate charged here.  (Hrg. Trans. at p. 25) The rate has been approved by the

Agency for decades.  (R.019)  Since many of the legal issues are the same as with the PID Meter,

they will not be repeated in this section.  The Solinist Levelogger on the equipment rental sheet is

comparable to the one used by Dersch’s consultant.  (Hrg. Trans. at p. 25) It cost $60.00 per day

(R.023), plus "shipping, taxes, and the time we would have to spend ordering, cleaning and

returning the items is obviously not included in these prices."  (R.019)  The consultant has

several slugs, none of which they have receipts for, and is not certain which one they will end up

using.   (R.019, R.020)  Given that the consultant's rate is far lower than market rates, the costs

are reasonable.

F.  Mileage.
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9.  “Consultant’s Materials Costs associated with mileage costs which lack supporting

documentation [so that] the Illinois EPA cannot determine that costs will not be used for

activities in excess of those necessary to meet the minimum requirements of Title XVI of the

Act [and] the request is not reasonable as submitted,” citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc);

415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3).  (R.006 - R.007)

Mileage, One round trip from

Springfield Office for Drilling

310.00 miles $0.65 per mile

$0.54 per mile

$201.50

$167.40

Without requesting supporting documentation (R.022), the Agency unilaterally reduced

the mileage rate to $0.54 as the Agency has adopted an unpromulgated rule requiring the Federal

mileage rate to be utilized in all cases.  (R.017)

First, the modification is legally erroneous because it improperly imposes a rate without

undergoing rulemaking.   (5 ILCS 100/1-65 (“ratemaking” is the “exercise of control over the

rates or charges for the products or services of any person, firm, or corporation”) An agency

wishing to establish a rate must do so “by rule, not inconsistent with the provisions of law

establishing its ratemaking jurisdiction, the practice and procedures to be followed in ratemaking

activities before the agency.”  (5 ILCS 100/5-25)  The Agency cannot set rates, it can only

propose rates to the Board for rulemaking.  (415 ILCS 5/57.14A)

Moreover, while this particular rate is commonly adopted by other administrative

agencies through rulemaking, the rate is simply not applicable to heavy trucks.  For example,

Central Management Services (hereinafter “CMS”) has adopted the federal mileage rate for

reimbursing government employees for use of their privately-owned vehicle on government
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business.  (80 Ill. Admin. Code § 3000.300(f)(2); see also 80 Ill. Admin. Code Appendix A

(“Auto” reimbursement).  In turn, the federal rule incorporated by CMS authorizes “[t]he

Administrator of General Services [to] prescribe the mileage reimbursement rates for use on

official business of privately owned airplanes, privately owned automobiles, and privately owned

motorcycles while engaged on official business.”  (5 U.S. Code § 5707(b)(1)) (emphasis added)4

Federal regulations define “privately owned automobiles” as “[a] car or light truck (including

vans and pickup trucks) that is owned or leased for personal use by an individual.”  41 CFR §

300-3.1 (emphasis added).

Dersch’s consultant uses heavy-duty trucks that get about 20 miles per gallon, while light

duty passenger vehicles typically have fuel economy of thirty or more miles per gallon.  (Hrg.

Trans. at p. 29) They need heavy duty trucks because they carry a lot of equipment.  (Id.)  Just in

terms of fuel costs, it will cost at least fifty percent more to use a heavy-duty truck than a

standard passenger vehicle.5

The rate imposed by the Agency via an unpromulgated rule was established to reimburse

government employees for the use of the typical personal vehicle that employees might use to

commute to work from home, not the type of heavy commercial vehicles used to bring equipment

to drilling and excavation job sites.  The distinction is exemplified by Congress’ instructions to

the Administrator of General Services to investigate separate rates for motorcycles, which are

also common personal vehicles, but may differ in numerous factors that needed to be considered,

4  This rate is also the “standard mileage rate” used by the Internal Revenue Service (5
U.S. Code § 5707(b)(2)(A)(I)), though not the exclusive rate.

5  In other words, in order for a truck that gets 20 mpg to drive 30 miles, the truck will
need 1 ½ gallons of fuel.
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including:

(i)  depreciation of original vehicle cost;

(ii)  gasoline and oil (excluding taxes);

(iii)  maintenance, accessories, parts, and tires;

(iv)  insurance; and

(v)  State and Federal taxes.

(5 U.S.C. § 5707(b)(1)(B))

All of these factors impose greater costs on heavy commercial trucks in comparison to

standard passenger vehicles, and were the federal government to investigate rates for heavy

trucks they would certainly arrive at higher reimbursement rates for employees.  However, the

purpose of the federal rate has never been to set market rates for business purposes.

Moreover, Subpart H rates for travel are not limited to mileage reimbursements, but

include payment of all of consultant costs for “travel; per diem; mileage; transportation; [and]

vehicle charges.”  (35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.845)   Charging a mileage rate that takes into

consideration the nature of the vehicle used for transportation is entirely consistent with the

regulations and permits a fair break down of costs in the event work is performed at more than

one work site in a given day.  See Abel Investments v. IEPA, PCB 16-108, slip op. at p. 9 (Dec.

15, 2016) (consultant may apportion mileage between jobs).  Prior to Subpart H regulations, the

Agency reimbursed “travel only by automobile . . . at a rate of 50 cents a mile.”  City of

Roodhouse v. IEPA, PCB 92-31, slip op. at p. 8 (Sept. 17, 1992).  It is not clear whether this

meant that the Agency had a different internal reimbursement rate for trucks, or how much they

diverged, but 50 cents a mile is almost double the federal mileage rate in 1991. 
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The Agency did not give the consultant an opportunity to justify their rates, nor does the

decision letter identity the “specific type of information” that the Agency deems the applicant did

not provide the Agency (415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(4)( C)).  Instead, the Agency improperly imposed

the federal rate as an unpromulgated rule and therefore Petitioner did not exceed the minimum

requirements of the Act because the Act does not impose the federal rate as a rule.  Furthermore, 

the difference of eleven cents per mile is insufficient to establish that the rate charged by

Petitioner’s consultant was unreasonable on its face given the various additional costs for heavy

commercial vehicles such as the cost of the vehicle, fuel, maintenance and taxes.

G.  Copying.

10.  “Consultant’s Materials Costs associated with copies which lack supporting

documentation [so that] the Illinois EPA cannot determine that costs will not be used for

activities in excess of those necessary to meet the minimum requirements of Title XVI of the

Act [and] the request is not reasonable,” citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc); 415 ILCS

5/57.7(c)(3)  ( R.007)

Copies of Corrective Action

Plan / Draft / Forms

800.00 pages

192 pages

$0.15 per page $120.00

$28.80

Copies of Corrective Action

Budget

200.00 pages

56 pages

$0.15 per page $30.00

$8.40

Copies of Field/Plan/Maps/

Borelogs

100.00 pages

0 pages

$0.15 per page $15.00

$0.00
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11.  “Consultant’s Materials Costs associated with copies for the Corrective Action Plan and

Budget which lack supporting documentation [so that] the Illinois EPA cannot determine that

costs will not be used for activities in excess of those necessary to meet the minimum

requirements of Title XVI of the Act [and] the owner/operator must demonstrate to the Agency

the amounts sought for reimbursement are reasonable,”  citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc);

415 ILCS 5/57.7(c)(3); 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b).

Copies of Corrective Action

Plan / Draft / Forms

800.00 pages

192 pages

$0.15 per page

$0.00 per page

$120.00

$0.00

Copies of Corrective Action

Budget

200.00 pages

56 pages

$0.15 per page

$0.00 per page

$30.00

$0.00

Copies of Field/Plan/Maps/

Borelogs

100.00 pages

0 pages

$0.15 per page

$0.00 per page

$15.00

$0.00

12.  “Consultant’s Materials Costs associated with copies for the reimbursement claim which

lack supporting documentation [so that] the Illinois EPA cannot determine that costs will not

be used for activities in excess of those necessary to meet the minimum requirements of Title

XVI of the Act [and] the owner/operator must demonstrate to the Agency the amounts sought

for reimbursement are reasonable,”  citing 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc); 415 ILCS

5/57.7(c)(3); 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b).  (R.007 - R.008)

Copies of Corrective Action

Reimbursement

1,000.00

pages

$0.15 per page

$0.00 per page

$150.00

$0.00

The Agency cut all of the copying costs in the budget in three steps.  First, the Agency cut

the number of pages for the corrective action plan, budget and associated maps down to 248
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pages, resulting in a total of $127.80 in cuts.  Second, the Agency cut the rate charged per page of

copying these documents from $0.15 per page to $0.00 per page, resulting in an additional

$37.20 in cuts.  Third, the Agency also cut the rate charged per page for copies of the

reimbursement request from $0.15 per page to $0.00 per page, resulting in an additional $150.00

in cuts.

We will first address the rate cut since it is common to all documents and if the Board is

inclined to approve a $0.00 per page reimbursement rate, it really does not matter how many

pages are copied.  Furthermore, the Agency only asked for the consultant to support the copy

rate.  (R.022)

In response to the Agency’s request for support for its rate, the consultant replied that

they are charging the same rate as the Agency.  (R.020; R.027)  Dilbaitis replied that the Agency

doesn’t charge for the first 400 copies for Freedom of Information Act requests.  (R.016)

While the Agency’s rate of fifteen cents per page is sufficient evidence to demonstrate as

a factual matter that the consultant’s rate is reasonable, the legal nature of the evidence requires

further elucidation.  The Agency’s rules pertaining to access to public records states:  “No fees

shall be charged for the first 50 pages of black and white, letter or legal sized copies requested by

a requester.  The fee for black and white, letter or legal sized copies shall not exceed 15 cents

per page.”  (35 Ill. Adm. Code § 1828.602(a))  This language is taken entirely from the Illinois’

Freedom of Information Act (hereinafter “FOIA”).  (5 ILCS 140/6(b)) Whether of not the

Agency in practice charges for the first 400 copies as Dilbaitis claims, the Agency’s legal

position in its rules is that it can charge fifteen cents per page for all but the first 50 pages.

Moreover, FOIA does not purport to set market rates, it sets discounted rates.  The overall
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purpose of FOIA to provide public access to information “necessary to enable the people to

fulfill their duties of discussing public issues fully and freely, making informed political

judgments and monitoring government to ensure that it is being conducted in the public interest.” 

(5 ILCS 140/1)  Thus, a primary duty of public bodies is to provide such access, “fiscal

obligations notwithstanding.”  (Id.)  Accordingly, public bodies cannot charge for the first 50

pages copied (5 ILCS 140/6(b)), must recognize requests for fee waivers or reductions deemed in

the public interest (5 ILCS 140/6( c)), and are generally incentivized to maintain public records

online so that the public need not be charged at all in most instances.  (5 ILCS 140/8.5).  The

Illinois General Assembly appears to have found fifteen cents per page to be a reasonable rate to

balance the compelling interests of broad public access with the costs of administering the FOIA

program.  Therefore, there is no basis to ignore the fifteen cent rate charged by the Agency

because the first fifty pages are free.

Furthermore, the FOIA rates can be exceeded when “otherwise fixed by statute.”  (5 ILCS

140/6(b)) Thus, the FOIA rates do not apply when the Property Tax Code authorizes County

Assessors to charge a higher rate since the legislature had determined what is reasonable under

one statute may be different than what is reasonable in another.  Sage Information Services v.

Henderson, 397 Ill.App.3d 1060, 1064 (3rd Dist. 2010); see also 35 ILCS 200/14-30 (Property

Tax Code requires the Chief County Assessor to make available “all public records of the chief

county assessment officer for a fee of 35 cents per page of legal size or smaller and $1 for each

larger page.”)  Another common statutory copying rate not subject to FOIA is in the the Clerks of

Courts Act, which  authorizes Circuit Clerks to charge for photocopying no more than "(A) $2

for the first page; (B) 50 cents per page for the next 19 pages; and (C) 25 cents per page for all
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additional pages."  (705 ILCS 105/27.1b(n)(2))

The most relevant statutory copying rates, however, are those set for professional services

outside of government.  The Inspection of Records Act requires health care providers to fulfill

patient requests for medical records, charging all reasonable expenses, including “for paper

copies 75 cents per page for the first through 25th pages, 50 cents per page for the 26th through

50th pages, and 25 cents per page for all pages in excess of 50.”  (735 ILCS 5/8-2001(d))6 

Similarly, an attorney is required to provide his or her former client with copies of the client file

(other than attorney work product) for the same costs.  (735 ILCS 5/8-2005)  These rates are

analogous to what professional consultants should permissibly be allowed to charge their clients.

The fees established by the legislature and supreme court for copying charges are helpful

in examining the reasonableness of fees in this case.  Miller v. Pollution Control Board, 267 Ill.

App. 3d 160, 173 (4th Dist. 1994) (finding the $4.00 per page charged by court reporter excessive

given that the Illinois Supreme Court had only authorized copying charges of $0.50 per page for

court reporters).  All of these statutes support the conclusion that $0.15 per page for copies is

reasonable, as the legislature has authorized charges of up to 75 cents for professional services

and there is no basis for exempting the first 50 pages of documents copied that has any relevance

outside of the specific statutory objectives of FOIA.

Dersch’s consultant testified that their copying rate was raised to 15 centers per page after

they purchased a new copier and seen what businesses were charging them for copying.  (Hrg.

Trans. at p. 30) They also consulted their accounting firm to see what they were charging and

6  These copying fees are adjusted annually by the Illinois Comptroller’s Office based
upon a Consumer Price Index and made available to the public via the Comptroller's official
website published on-line.  (735 ILCS 5/8-2006)
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what they had seen being charged, and based upon that, fifteen cents per page seemed fair.  (Hrg.

Trans. at p. 30)

With respect to the number of pages copied, Dilbaitis did not ask for justification from

the consultant.  However, in the cover letter to the previous corrective action plan and budget, the

consultant explained:

Finally, please note that the number of copies budgeted for reports and
claims are not just the number of pages submitted to the Agency. The
number of copies also includes drafts, client copies, and our own copies of
reports, budgets, and claims. We trust that you'll give serious weight to our
requests and consider the necessity of a reimbursement budget that mirrors
the way we work in actuality as does the Agency.

(R.099)

In fact,  Board regulations require the owner/operator to maintain a copy of all submittals,

including books, records, documents, and other evidence directly pertinent to these submittals. 

(35 Ill. Adm. Code § 734.655)  Despite this clear legal obligation, the Agency only recognized

the two copies of the CAP it received as necessary.  (R.007)

Dersch’s consultant explained the number of copies of the CAP:

We have the preliminary draft that goes out for review, and then
there's a modified draft that goes back out to verify that all the changes that
were needed were made. When that's complete, we send a draft to the client
for them to sign and look over, and then we do a submittal to the agency, and
we have four copies.

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 31)

The same practice applies to budgets.  (Id.)  Dersch’s consultant does not typically count

pages while the plan and budget are being put together, but you an estimate based upon previous

submittals.  (Id.)  At the reimbursement phase, they will have the actual number log report on the
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copier to document the number of pages logged to the site.  (Id. at p. 32) This approach has been

accepted by the Agency in the past.  (Id.)

In addition, copies of documents are produced for use in the field:

Q. What does the entry for field/plan/maps/borelogs refer to?
A. This is -- before we go out in the field, we set up folders with the drilling
plans laid out, and it includes, you know, copy of the agency letter, it includes
blank borelogs, and it includes multiple maps that we might be interested in
having with us. It's got the JULIE log-in sheet. Usually that goes in the
folder, too.

So this all goes out to the field, gets filled out, and then some of the
pieces end up getting copied again, especially the field reports and the maps
for a file copy.

(Hrg. Trans. at p. 30)

Apparently, since none of the field copies were delivered to the Agency these were all 

rejected, but the field workers need copies of documents to perform the work.

The Agency also denied the need for any copies for the reimbursement claim, though this

appears to be entirely due to rejecting the 15 cent rate and not due to the number of copies.

Overall, the number of copies in the budget were estimates sufficient for the budget stage;

the actual number of copies will be identified once all the work is performed and reimbursement

is sought.  The rates charged are comparable to market rates and less than those professional

consultants are allowed to charge under other statutes.
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CONCLUSION

The Board’s regulations require payment of professional consulting services on a time

and material bases.  The Project Manager refused to pay for work already performed or work he

stated needed to be performed, because these are simply estimates and he wanted to evaluate the

reasonableness of the time at some later date, that may or may not come.  Title XVI requires the

Agency to review budgets for such work now, and does not permit it to review actual costs in

lieu of budgets.  With respect to consulting materials, the Project Manager failed to evaluate the

reasonableness of the costs on the Agency’s own terms, namely that reasonableness allows for a

range of permissible costs.  Instead, and as part of a larger, longer term goal of recreating the

invalid rate sheets, he imposed unpromulgated standards, particularly his formula of general

applicability for calculating equipment rates.  The rental rate sheet supplies a preponderance of

evidence that the rates charged are reasonable, as is the information that with respect to the other

charges.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner, DERSCH ENERGIES, INC., prays that the Board find the

Agency erred in its decision, direct the Agency to approve the budget as submitted, allow

Petitioner to submit proof of legal costs, and for such other and further relief as the Board deems

meet and just.

DERSCH ENERGIES, INC.,              
Petitioner             

By its attorneys,
LAW OFFICE OF PATRICK D. SHAW 

By: /s/ Patrick D. Shaw                     
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Patrick D. Shaw
LAW OFFICE OF PATRICK D. SHAW
80 Bellerive Road
Springfield, IL 62704
217-299-8484
pdshaw1law@gmail.com
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LEAKING UST TECHNICAL REVIEW NOTES 

Reviewed by: Brad Dilbaitis 
Date Reviewed: 4/11/2007 

File Heading: LPC #1010155024 -- Lawrence County 
Lawrenceville/ Croslow's Shell 
1421 Lexington Avenue 
Leaking UST Incident No. 20050374 
LUST Technical File 

Documents Reviewed: 
2/23/2007 Stages 2 and 3 Site Investigation Plan and Stage I Costs-received 2/2712007 

Division File 

General Site Information: 
b' 1te su >Ject to: 

IEMA dates: 3/17/2005 Reimbursement (YIN/unknown): yes 
UST System removed (YIN): yes-removed OSFM Fae. ID#: 7-009254 
5/5/05 
Encountered Groundwater (YIN/unknown): SW AP mapping and evaluation completion 
_yes date: 4/12/2007 
Free Product (YIN/unknown): no Site placement correct in SW AP (YIN): yes 

Current/Past Land Use: Automotive repair MTBE > 40 ppb in groundwater 

734 

facility (YIN/unknown): yes--monitoring wells MW-3, 
MW-4 and MW-5 also had MTBE 
contamination at 0.21 mg/1, 0.26 mg/1 and 0.16 
m , respectively 

Size & Product of Tanks: (316,000-gallon gasoline and (1) 1,000-gallon diesel USTs 

Summary of Stage 1 Site Investigation notes: 
- Ten soil borings were completed to a depth of twenty feet, or refusal in bedrock 

Five borings (B-1 through B-1) were completed as monitoring wells · 
Soil samples collected every five foot interval and analyzed for BTEX and MTBE 
Borings B-1 through B-4 were advanced at the property lines and completed as 
monitoring wells 

-- -- I 

Benzene soil contamination discovered in borings: ~~l~ffe\~ffe\~IL~ 
• B-1 (0.16mg/kgat 13 ftbls), 

• B-3 (0.8mglkg at 7.5 ft and 0.13 mg/kg at 12.5 ft) APR 2 O 2007 
• 8-4 (4.7 mg/kg at 7.5 ft and 0.82 mg/kg at 12.5 ft) 

Soil impaction defined to the north by B-2 Rli=VIEWER MD 
B-4 is located directly to the south and downgradient from the tanlc pir 
B-5 was drilled along the supply lines and was completed as a monitoring well to 
determine the maximum concentration level at the site for accurate Tier II modeling 
B-6 was advanced to the west side of the tank pit 
B-7 was drilled to the east side of the tank pit 

PETITIONER'S 

EtilT 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021•• ':It I , 

----------- -------- - -· - ------------- - -

Page2 

- B-8 was advanced on the north side of the tank pit 
- B-9 and B-10 were advanced for characterization of the remaining line area and 

dispensers 
- Monitoring well MW-1 had benzene contamination at 0.038 mg,'l 
- Monitoring well MW-3 had benzene contamination at 0.24 mg/1 
- Monitoring well MW-4 had benzene contamination at 0.065 mg/I 
- Monitoring well MW-5 had benzene contamination (1.0 mg/I) and ethylbenzene 

contamination (3 .1 mg/1) 
- Monitoring wells MW-3, MW-4 and MW-5 also had MTBE contamination at 0.21 

mg/kg, 0.26 mg/1 and 0.16 mg/1, respectively 
- Results of Stage I indicate soil and ground.water contamination extends off site to the 

east, south and west 
Stage 1 Summary of Costs: 

Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs 
Analytical Costs 
Remediation and Disposal Costs 
UST Removal and Abandonment Costs 

$4,944.00 
$2,870.00 
$800.00 
$0.00 

Paving, Demolition, and Well Abandonment Costs $1,000.00 
$8,450.75 Consulting Fees 

Total Stage 1 Costs $18,067.75 
- All costs in accordance with Subpart H 
- Included costs for abandonment of the five monitoring wells--costs associated with 

monitoring well abandonment must be included in the CAP budget {734.31 O(b)} 
- Will cut the $1 ,000.00 for well abandonment for the 5 monitoring wells 
Site Specific TACO parameters: 

Hydraulic conductivity (k) 
Soil bulk density (pb) 
Soil particle density (Ps) 
Moisture content (w) 
Organic carbon content ( foe) 

7.67 x 10·5 cm/sec (collected from MW-I) 
2.09 g/cm3 (Collected from B-2 at 6' bis) 
2.66 g/cm3 (Collected from B-2 at 6' bls) 
0.25 &.a,./&o;i (Collected from B-2 at 6' bls) 
0.003 gig (Collected from B-2 at 7.5' bls) 

Stage 3 sampling plan: 

• • 

- One on site boring is proposed for further delineation-approximately 20 feet to the 
west of the northwest comer of the onsite building 

- Impacted soil and groundwater extend off site west, south and east of the site 
- Off site permission to the west has already been obtained-site utilized as a bank 

branch, and the owner requested that the boring be completed in the grass 
- Location of boring proposed may have to be moved 10 or 20 feet based on field 

conditions 
- Off site permission to the south has already been obtained-however, only a 

piezometer (not a dedicated well) that was to be immediately plugged following 
sampling-owner requested that sampling be done in a grass area and the parking lot 
not be disturbed (asphalt parking lot and Pizza Hut restaurant) 

I 

-I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

_ , 
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- Pennission to set a dedicated we11 will be requested-assuming pennission is granted 
the well will be installed . 

- Consultant requesting an indication in the response that the piezometer is acceptable 
in the event the owner does not allow the well 
Property owner to the east has not been contacted (asphalt drive and car wash) 

Illinois EPA Recommendation/Comments: 
- Proposed on site boring to the west of the building is needed for further delineation­

completing another on site boring to the east of the on site building should be done to 
further delineate on site contamination on the northeastern quarter of the property, 
which is downgradient(ish) from the contamination 

- Boring will be completed with the same respect to the building as proposed boring B-
11 (i.e. roughly 20 feet to the east of the northeast comer of the onsite building) and 
will be completed as a monitoring well 

- No proposed budget for Stages 2 and 3-will modify Stage 1 costs 

BJD\Stage2&3 SIPBUDnotes.doc 

. I 
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ILUNOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

l021 NORTH GRANO AVENUE EAsT, P.O. Box 19276, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62794-9276 - ( 217) 782-3397 
JAMES R. THOMPSON CENTER, 100 WEST RANDOLPH, Sum 11-300, CHICAGO, IL 60601 - (312) 814-6026 

ROD R. BLAGOJEVICH, GOVERNOR DOUGLAS P. Scon, DIRECTOR 

217/782-6762 

APR I 7 2007 

Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Mr. Tom Dersch 

. P.O. Box 217 
Mt. Carmel, Illinois 62863 

Re: LPC #1010155024 -- Lawrence County 
Lawrenceville/ Croslow's Shell 
1421 LexiJlgton.Avenue 
Leaking UST Incident No. 20050374 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Dear Mr. Dersch: 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
7 □ 04 2510 0001 · 8b21 9914 

RELEASABLE 
MAY 18 2007 

REVIEWER MD 

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) has reviewed the Stage 2 and 3 Site 
Investigation Plan (plan) submitted for the above-referenced incident. lbis plan, dated February 23, 
2007, was received by the Illinois EPA on February 27, 2()97. Citations in this letter are from the 
Environmental Protection Act (Act), as amended by Public Act 92-0554 on June 24, 2002, and 35 Illinois 
Administrative Code (35 Ill. Adm. Code). 

The Illinois EPA requires modification of the plan; therefore, the plan is conditionally _approved with the 
Illinois EP A's modifications. The Illinois EPA has detennined that the modification listed below is 
necessary to demonstrate compliance with Title XVI of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 (Sections 
57.7(a)(l) and 57.7(c) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.505{b) and 734.Sl0(a)). 

In order to further delineate onsite contamination on the northeastern quarter of the property, a soil boring 
will be completed approximately 20 feet to the east of the northeast comer of the onsite building. The 
boring will be completed as a monitoring well. Soil and groundwater analysis will be conducted and the 
results of that analysis· will be included in the next submittal. 

The actual costs for Stage 1 are modified pursuant to Sections 57.7(a)(2) and 57.7(c) of the Act and 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734_.505(b) and 734.510(b). Based on the modifications listed in Section 2 of Attachment A, 
the amounts listed in Section 1 of Attachment A are approved. Be aware that the amount of payr:nent 
from the Fund.may be limited by Sections 57.8(d), 57.8(e), and 57.8(g) of the Act, as well as 35 Ill. Adm. 
Code 734.630 and 734.655. 

·NOTE: The 'plan proposes activities that are technically acceptable as modified in this letter. However, 
this letter does not constitute Illinois EPA approval of any costs incurred during the completion of such 
activities. Owners and operators are advised that they may not be entitled to full payment for this reason. 

ROCKFORD- 4302 North Main Street, Rockford, IL 61103- (815) 987-7760 • DES l'I.NNES - 9511 W . Harrison St., Des Plaines, IL60016----llllll~~~II\ 
· ELGIN -595 South State, Elsin, IL 60123 - (847) 608-3131 • PEORIA- 5415 N. University St., Peoria, IL 61614 -(309) 693-54 I PETITIONER'S 

BuREAU OF LAND • PEORIA - 7620 N. University St., Peoria, IL 61614 - (309) 693-5462 • CHAMPAIGN - 2125 South First Street, Champaign, IL 618 si EXHIBIT 
SPRINCFltlO - 4500 s. Si~h Street Rd., Springfield, ll 62706- (217) 786-6892 • COLUNSVlLLE- 2009 Mall Street, Coll insville, IL 62234 - ( "r' 0 

MARION-2309 W . Main St., Suite 116, Marion, IL 62959-(618) 993-7200 g .b,.L 

I PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPtR 
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The Illinois EPA will review your complete request for partial or final payment from the Underground 
Storage Tanlc Fund after it is submitted to the Illinois EPA. 

Pursuant,to Sections 57.7(a)(S) and 57.12(c) and (d) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.100 and 
734.125, the Illinois EPA requires submittal of a Site Investigation Completion Report within 30 days 
after completing the site investigation to: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Bureau of Land - #24 
Leaking Underground Storage Tanlc Section 
1021 North Grand A venue East · 
Post Office Box 19276 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

Please submit all correspondence in duplicate and include the Re: block shown anhe beginning of this 
letter. · 

An underground storage tank system owner or operator may appeai this decision to the Illinois Pollution · 
Control Board. Appeal rights are attached. 

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact Brad Dilbaitis at (217) 785-83 78. 

Sincerely; 

Hernando A. Albarracin 
Unit Manager 
Leaking Underground Storage Tanlc Section 
Division of Remediation Management 
Bureauof~d · 

HAA:BJD\2&3S.IPmodCOSTI modNOBUD.doc 

Attachment: Appeal Rights 
Attachment A 

c: Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
BOL File 
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Attachment A 

Re: LPC # 1010155024 -- Lawrence County 
Lawrenceville/ Croslow's Shell 
1421 Lexington Avenue 
Leaking UST Incident No. 20050374 
Leaking UST Technical File 

SECTION 1 

ST AGE l Actual Costs 

As a result of the Illinois EPA's modifications in Section 2 of this Attachment a, the following amounts 
are approved: 

$4,944.00 
$2,870.00 
$800.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$8,235.00 
$215.75 

Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs 
Analytical Costs 
Remediation and Disposal. Costs 
UST Removal and Abandonment Costs 
Paving, .Demolition, and Well Abandonment Costs 
Consulting Personnel Costs 
Consultant's Materials Costs 

Handling charges will be determined at the time a billing package is reviewed by the Illinois EPA. The 
amount of allowable handling charges will be detennined in accordance with Section 57 .8(f) of the 

• Environmental Protection Act (Act) and 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill . Adm. Code) 734.635. 

SECTION 2 

ST AGE 1 Modifications 

$1,000.00 for costs for the abandonment of five groundwater monitoring wells. In accordance with 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.310(b), costs associated with monitoring well abandonment must be included in the 
corrective action budget. 

BJDl2&3SIPmodCOSTlmodNOBUDA.doc 
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Appeal Rights . 

An underground storage tank owner or operator" may appeal this final decision to the Illinois Pollution 
Control Board pursuant to Sections 40 and 57.7(c)(4) of the Act by filing a petition for a hearing within 
35 days after the date of issuance of the final decision. However, the 35-day period may be extended for 
a period of time not to exceed 90 days by written notice from the owner or operator and the Illinois EPA 
within the initial 35-day appe.al period. lfthe owner or operator wishes to receive a 90-day extension, a 
written request that includes a statement of the date the final decision was received, along with a copy of 
th.is decision, must be sent to the Illinois EPA as soon as possible. 

For infonnation regarding the filing of an appeal, please contact: 

Dorothy Gunn, Clerk 
Illinois Pollution Control Board 
State of Illinois Center 
100 West Randolph, Suite 11-500 
Chicago, IL 60601 
3 l 2/814-3620 

For information regarding the filing of an extension, please contact: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Legal Counsel 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Post Office Bo?r-19276 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 
217/782-5544 
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Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Attn: Mr. Tom Dersch 
Post Office Box 217 

C 

c Mt. CanneJ, IL 62863 

.-
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Item 4 If Restricted 0 
Print your name and ad 
so that we can return 
Attach this card to the 
or on the front If space 

1. Mlc:le Addressed to: 

'rlf:icitt:lffed Mall □ Express Mall 

□ Yes 
□ No 

Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Attn: Mr. Tom Dersch 
Post Office Box 217 
Mt. Cannel, IL 62863 Reg!steffld □ Return Receipt for Merchandl9e 

□ Insured Mall □ 0 .0 .0 . 

4. RIISlrlcted Delivery? (Extra Fee) 

PS Form 3811 , February 2004 Domestic Retum Receipt 
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CW M Company 
Environmental Consulting Services 

June 11, 2013 

Mr. Brad Dilbaitis, Project Manager 
LUST Section, Bureau of Land 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
1021 North Grand A venue East 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

Phone: (217) S22-8001 
Fax: (217) S22-8009 

cPADIUitBUl&MWH 1 

OrteAtAlbf: 

AUli U l -~UIJ 

REVIEWER JKS 

RE: LPC #1010155024-Lawrence County JUN 1 l 2013 
Croslow's Shell / Dersch Energies, Inc. 
1421 Lexington A venue, Lawrenceville, Illinois 62439 f EPA/ 8 Q L 
Incident Number: 2005-0374 
LUST Technical Reports - Budget for Stage 2/3 Site Investigation Activities 

Dear Mr. Brad Dilbaitis : 

On behalf of Mr. Tom Dersch, Vice President of Dersch Energies, Inc. which owns the 

USTs at the above referenced site, we are submitting the attached budget for the Stage 
3 Site Investigation Plan (SIP) . The Stage 3 SIP was submitted to the Agency by 

Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. on February 27, 2007 but did not include a 

budget. The Agency approved the plan on April 17, 2007. 

CW3M Company works in a similar structure as the Agency. Numerous personnel are 

involved with various components, i.e. phase review and approval of plans, budgets, 
reimbursements, and correspondence. In our opinion, this is a highly efficient work 

plan that limits mistakes, keeps costs down, and ensures quality work. Please note 

multiple personnel are listed for the completion of certain tasks. Some reviewers have 

mistakenly interpreted this as an error or duplication; it is not. The method for 

calculating personnel time in the proposed budget has been approved by the Agency in 

other incidents, such as, incident numbers 2007-1408, 2008-1202, 2008-1657, 2008-

1543, 2009-1270, 2009-0929, 2011-0837, and 2011-0822. These hours have been 

found reasonable and justified as an estimate for the work proposal . These hours 

should be deemed reasonable as more than one person is required to develop plans and 
budgets and to check for accuracy of the plan, budget, bore logs, reimbursement 

claims, and analytical, which is needed to finalize the plan and budget. Thi.§ is no 

different than the Agency's review process, which includes project managers, unit 

managers, fiscal reviewers, etc. Multiple personnel touch each letter or plan with 

different individual tasks on assignments. Many plans and budgets are even taken to 

committees. 

In addition, we have had recent conversations with Tom Henninger and Hernando 

Albarracin about personnel in the budgets and reimbursements. Some Agency 

' PETITIONER'S 
____ 7_0_1 _W __ -So-u-th_G_ra-nd_A_v_en_u_e _________ 4_00_W_es-t J-ac_ks_o_n,-S-ui-te_C __ ,. ;;; EXHIBIT 

~ Springfield, IL 62704 Marion, IL 62959 "' / 
(217)522-8001 (618)997-2238 ~ 6,. < 

~ 
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reviewers have been cutting budget and reimbursement line items for technical 
personnel. Similar to the Agency, technical personnel are required to prepare and 
review reimbursement claims. Some plans span over several years, include multiple 
drilling events, and have multiple personnel involved. With such complexity, technical 

personnel familiar with the project are required to work with the accounting technicians 

to develop reimbursement claims. As your technical personnel should be well familiar, 
there are many technical components to the reimbursement side of the equation. It is 
not all just accounting. Currently, the Agency has technical staff involved with the 
review of claims; their billing rates/pay scales do not change. The merit of their 
technical input is valuable as is the technical input into the development of the claims. 

Finally, please note that the number of copies budgeted for reports and claims are not 
just the number of pages submitted to the Agency . The number of copies also includes 
drafts, client copies, and our own copies of reports, budgets, and claims. We trust that 
you '11 give serious weight to our requests and consider the necessity of a reimbursement 
budget that mirrors the way we work in actuality as does the Agency . 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Rob 
Stanley at (618) 997-2238, or me, at (217) 522-8001. 

?J-
Carol L. Rowe, P. G. 
Senior Environmental Geologist 

ex: Mr . Tom Dersch, Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Mr. William T. Sinnott, CWM Company, Inc. 

Z:/Derscb - Croslow·stStagc 3/ Stage 3 Budget CL.doc 
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Owner/Operator and Licensed Professional Engineer/Geologist Budget 
Certification Form 

I hereby certify that I intend to seek payment from the UST Fund for costs incurred while performing corrective action 

activities for Leaking UST incident · 20050374 . I further certify that the costs set forth in 

this budget are for necessary activities and are reasonable and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief. I 

also certify that the costs included in this budget are not for corrective action In excess of the minimum requirements 

of 415 ILCS 5/57, no costs are included in this budget that are not described in the corrective action plan, and no 

costs exceed Subpart H: Maximum Payment Amounts, Appendix D Sample Handling and Analysis amounts, and 

Appendix E Personnel Titles and Rates of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732 or 734. I further certify that costs ineligible for 

payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732.606 or 734.630 are not included in the budget proposal or 

amendment. Such ineligible costs incfude but are not limited to : 

Costs associated with ineligible tanks. 
Costs associated with site restoration (e.g., pump islands, canopies). 
Costs associated with utility replacement (e.g., sewers, electrical, telephone, etc.). 
Costs incurred prior to IEMA notification. 
Costs associated with planned tank pulls. 
Legal fees or costs. RIEClE~VlED 
Costs incurred prior to July 28, 1989. 
Costs associated with installation of new USTs or the repair of existing USTs. JUN 11 2013 

Owner/Operator: Dersch Energies, Inc. 

Authorized Representative: Tom Dersch --------------
SI gnat u re:~~ "- J 'f. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me the !) ~ day of 

~Notary Public) 

Seal: 

IEPA/BOL 
Title: .. Owner J l ( (_ P12<.s 
Date: Jl-)A~ S, 'J.{) I) 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
DOROTHY DERSCH 

NOTARY PUBLIC· STATE OF ILLIHOIS 
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES SEPT. 30, 2014 

In addition, I certify under penalty of law that all activities that are the subject of this plan, budget, or report were 
conducted under my supervision or were conducted under the supervision of another Licensed Professional Engineer 

or Licensed Professional Geologist and reviewed by me; that this plan, budget, or report and all attachments were 

prepared under my supervision; that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the work described in the plan, budget, 

or report has been completed in accordance with the Environmental Protection Act [415 ILCS 5], 35 Ill. Adm. Code 

732 or 734, and generally accepted standards and practices of my profession; and that the infor!!:l~tiq!l _presented is 

accurate and complete. I am aware there are significant penalties for submitting false stateg;,.eiitsli reptes.~'.ntations 

to the Illinois EPA, including but not limited to fines, imprisonment, or both as provided in f~&t16fis · .aRal~:~ of the 

Environmental Protection Act [415 ILCS 5/44 and 57.17]. ~W ~ ~ 
C!'Ntll .. ~ 

~w ~ 
.,.,,,., ...... ,~"•""""'' r .,...~- ! 

tD ' I 
L.P.E./L.P.G. : Vince E. Smith, P.E. L.P.E./L.P.G. Seal: 

L.P.E./L.P.G. Signature: 

Subscribed and sworn t 

The Illinois EPA is authorized to require this information un er sure of this information is 

required . Failure to do so may result in the delay or denial of any budget or payment requested hereunder. 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Bureau of Land • 1021 N. Grand Avenue E. • P.O. Box 19276 • Springfield • Illinois • 62794-9276 

General Information for the Budget and Billing Forms 

LPC #: 1010155024 County: Lawrence 

City: Lawrenceville Site Name: Croslow's Shell 

Site Address: 1421 Lexington Avenue 

IEMA Incident No.: 2ooso374 

IEMA Notification Date: 3/17/2005 

Date this form was prepared: _A __ ug,.__20....:.,_2_0_12 _______ _ 

This form ls being submitted as a (check one, if applicable): JUN l l ·,r,·3 r .JJ 

~ Budget Proposal f E PA/BO L 
D Budget Amendment {Budget amendments must include only the costs over the previous budget.) 

D Billing Package 

Please provide the name(s) and date(s) of report(s) documenting the costs requested: 

Name(s): 

Date(s): 

This package is being submitted for the site activities indicated below: 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 734: 

O Early Action 

D Free Product Removal after Early Action 

~ Site Investigation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Stage 1: D 
O Corrective Action Actual Costs 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 732: 

D Early Action 

D Free Product Removal after Early Action 

·O Site Classification 

D Low Priority Corrective Action 

D High Priority Corrective Action 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 731: 

D Site Investigation 

D Corrective Action 

IL 532 ·2825 
LPC 630 Rev. 1/2007 

Stage 2: ~ 

Proposed 

Stage 3: C8j 
Proposed 
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General Information for the Budget and Billing Forms 

The following address will be used as the mailing address for checks and any final determination letters 
regarding payment from the Fund. 

Pay to the order of: Dersch Energies, Inc, I Croslow's Shell 

Send in care of: CWM Company, Inc. 

Address: P.O. Box 571 

City: Carlinville State: IL ---- --- Zip: 62626 

The payee is the : Owner ~ Operator O (Check one or both.) 

C ~J __ Q W-9 must be submitted. 
j 

Signature of the owner or operator of the UST(s) (required) 
Click here to print off a W-9 Form. 

Number of petroleum USTs in Illinois presently owned or operated by the owner or operator; any subsidiary, 
parent or joint stock company of the owner or operator; and any company owned by any parent, subsid iary 
or joint stock company of the owner or operator. 

Fewer than 101 : ~ 101 or more: D 

Number of USTs at the site: 4 (Number of USTs includes USTs presently at the site and USTs that ----
have been removed.) 

Number of incidents reported to IEMA for this site: 2 --------------------
1 n c id en t Numbers assigned to the site due to releases from USTs: 20050374 2005-0374 

Please list all tanks that have ever been located at the site and tanks that are presently located at the site. 

Product Stored in UST Size Did UST have Incident No. Type of Release 
(gallons) a release? Tank Leak/ Overfill / 

Piping Leak 

Gasoline 6,000 Yes C8:J No □ 20050374 Tank Leak 

Gasoline 6,000 Yes (8J No □ 20050374 Tank Leak 

Gasoline 6,000 Yes (8J No □ 20050374 Tank Leak 

Diesel Fuel 1,000 Yes D No [g] 

Used Oil 560 Yes C8:J No □ 2005-0374 Tank Leak 

Yes D No □ 

Yes D NoQ 

Yes D No □ 

Yes D No □ 

Add More Rows j J Undo Last Add 
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Budget Summary 

Choose the applicable regulation: (e 734 r 732 

734 Free Product 
Stage 1 Site Stage 2 Site Stage 3 Site Corrective 
Investigation Investigation Investigation Action 

Drilling and Monitoring 
Well Costs Form $ $ $ $ 4,013.50 $ 

Analytical Costs Form s $ $ $ 2,163.33 $ 

Remediation and 
Disposal Costs Form s $ $ $ $ 

UST Removal and 
Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ s 

Form 

Paving, Demolition, and 
Well Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

Consultlng Personnel 
$ $ $ $ 30,733.02 $ Costs Form 

Consultant's Materials 
Costs Form $ $ $ $ 1,334.60 $ 

Handllng charges will be determined at the time a billing package is submitted to 
Handling Charges Form the Illinois EPA. The amount of allowable handling charges will be determined in 

accordance with the Handling Charges Form. 

Total $ $ $ $ 38,244.45 $ 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth {feet} 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSNPUSH/ of Each 
Drilled 

Reason for Drilling 

Drilled Injection Boring 

1 PUSH 15.00 15.00 On-site Soll Plume Delineation 

1 HSA 20.00 20.00 On-site Soil and Groundwater Plume Delineation 

3 HSA 20.00 60.00 Off-site Soll and Groundwater Plume Delineation 

Total Feet Rate per Foot{$) Total Cost{$} 

□ SubpartH 
minimum payment 
amount applies. 

Total Feet via HSA: 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

80.00 

15.00 

Total Feet for Injection 
via PUSH: 

2. Monitoring / Recovery Wells 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well 
Wells HSA /PUSH/ 4" or 6" (inches} 

Recovery / 8" Recovery 

4 HSA 2.00 

Well Installation Total Feet 

Total Feet via HSA: 80.00 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 

26.91 2,152.80 

21 .06 315.90 

17.55 

Total Drilling Costs: 2,468.70 

Depth of Well Total Feet of Wells 
(feet) to Be Installed {$) 

20.00 80.00 

Rate per Foot ($) Total Cost($} 

19.31 1 544.80 

14.62 

29.25 

47.97 

Total Well Costs: 1,544.80 

Total Drtlllng and Monitoring Well Costs: $4,013.50 
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Analytical Costs Form 

Laboratory Analysis Number of Cost($) per Total per 
Samples Analysis Parameter 

Chemical Analysis 

BETX Soil with MTBE EPA 8260 15 X 99.45 = $1 ,491 .75 

BETX Water with MTBE EPA 8260 4 X 94.77 = $379.08 

COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand) X = 
Corrosivity X = 
Flash Point or lgnitability Analysis EPA 1010 X = 
Fraction Organic Carbon Content (f0c) ASTM-D 2974-00 X = 
Fat, Oil, & Grease (FOG) X = 
LUST Pollutants Soil - analysis must include volatile, base/ X = 
neutral, polynuclear aromatics and metals list in Section 732. 
Appendix B and 734.Appendix B 

Dissolved Oxygen (00) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Liquids) X = 
PCB/ Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X = 
Polynuciear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X g 

Polynudear Aromatics PNA, or PAH WATER EPA 8270 X = 
Reactivity X = 
SVOC - Soil (Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds) X = 
SVOC - Water (Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds) X = 
TKN (Total Kjeldahl) "nitrogen" X = 

TPH (Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons) X = 
voe (Volatile Organic Compounds) - Soil (Non-Aqueous) X = 
voe (Volatile Organic Compounds) - Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X C 

X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis 

Soil Bulk Density <o~) ASTM D2937-94 X = 
Ex-situ Hydraullc Conductivity / Permeability X = 
Moisture Content (w) ASTM 02216-92 / D4643-93 X = 
Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X = 
Sieve/ Particle Size Analysis ASTM 0422-63 / 01140-54 X = 
Soil Classification ASTM D2488-90 / 02487-90 X = 
Soil Particle Density (Ps) ASTM D854-92 X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
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Analytical Costs Form 

Metals Analysis 

Soil preparation fee for Metals TCLP Soil /one fee per soil sample) X = 
Soil oreoaration fee for Metals Total Soil (one fee oer soil samole) X = 
Water oreoaratlon fee for Metals Water (one fee oer water samole) X = 

Arsenic TCLP Soil X = 
Arsenic Total Soil X = 
Arsenic Water X = 
Barium TCLP Soll X 1:1 

Barium Total Soil X = 
Barium Water X = 
Cadmium TCLP Soil X = 
Cadmium Total Soil X = 
Cadmium Water X = 
Chromium TCLP Soil X = 
Chromium Total Soil X = 
Chromium Water X = 
Cyanide TCLP Soil X = 
Cyanide Total Soil X C 

Cyanide Water X = 
Iron TCLP Soil X = 
Iron Total Soil X = 
Iron Water X = 
Lead TCLP Soil X = 
Lead Total Soil X = 
Lead Water X = 
Mercury TCLP Soil X = 
Mercury Total Soil X = 
Mercury Water X = 
Selenium TCLP Soil X = 
Selenium Total Soil X = 
Selenium Water X = 
Silver TCLP Soil X = 
Silver Total Soil X = 
Sliver Water X = 
Metals TCLP Soll {a combination of all metals) RCRA X = 
Metals Total Soil (a combination of all metals} RCRA X = 
Metals Water (a combination of all metals} RCRA X C 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Other 
Encore® Sampler, purge-and-trap sampler, or equivalent 15 X 11 .70 = $175.50 
sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 2 X 58.50 = $117.00 

1 A sampling event, at a minimum, Is all samples (soil and groundwater) collected in a calendar day. 

Total Analytical Costs: $ _2:..., 1..;;.63;;.:•..;;.33.;;__ __ _ 
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Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate* ($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I 2.00 I 117.00 I S234.00 

Stage 3-Plan I Stage 3 Plan Review for Technical Compliance 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 2.00 I 152.101 $304.20 

Stage 3-Plan I stage 3 Plan Oversight & Coordination 

I Professional Geologist I 4.00 I 107.631 $430.52 

Stage 3-Plan I Stage 3 Plan Review for Design & Requisite 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours l Rate*($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 2.00 I 152.101 $304.20 

Stage 3-Budget I Stage 3 Budget Certification 

I Senior Project Manager I 8.00 I 111.ool $936.00 

Stage 3-Budget I Stage 3 Budget/ Oversight/ Coordination I Technical Compliance 

I Professional Geologist I 16.00 I 107.631 $1 ,722.08 

Stage 3-Budget I Budget Calculations / Development 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 1.00 I 52,651 $52.65 

Stage 3-Budget I Stage 3 Budget compilation, assembly and distribution 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate•($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I 111.ool $702.00 

Stage 3-Field I Coordination I Technical Compliance/ Scheduling 

I Senior Admln. Assistant I 2.00 l 52.651 $105.30 

Stage 3-Field I Office Prep., Scheduling, Arrangements for investigation 

I Professional Geologist I 14.00 I 107.631 $1,506.82 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site Drilling 

I Engineer Ill I 14.00 I 111.ool $1,638.00 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site Drilling Oversight 

I Professional Geologist I 12.00 I 107.631 $1 ,291.56 

Stage 3-Field I MW Surveying and Sampling 

I Engineer I I 12.00 I 87.741 $1,052.88 

Stage 3-Field I MW Surveying and Sampling 

I Senior Project Manager I 4.00 I 117.00 I $468.00 

Stage 3-Field l Analytical Review 

I Draftperson/CAD ill I 6.00 f 58.50 I $351 .00 

Stage 3-Field I Drafting Locations/Elevation and Contamination Levels/Drilling Prep. 

I Engineer I I 6.00 I 87.741 $526.44 

Stage 3-Field I BL and WCR Data Entry 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate• ($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I 12.00 I 111.ool $1,404.00 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site access/ Drilling / Sampling coordination / Negotiation 

I Professional Geologist I 16.00 I 107.631 $1,722.08 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site results, SI Reports, Property Owner Correspondence 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 4.00 I 52.651 $210.60 

Stage 3-Field I Office Prep., Scheduling, Arrangements for Off-site access 

I Engineer Ill I 6.00 I 111.ool $702.00 

Stage 3-Field I Log soil/groundwater analytical results 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 l 111.ool $702.00 

Stage 3-Field I Contaminant Transport Modeling/ Oversight/ Technical Compliance 

I Senior Prof. Geologist 
I 16.00 I 128.70 I $2,059.20 

Stage 3-Field I Contaminant Transport Modeling 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate*($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 3.00 I 152. 10 I $456.30 

SICR I SICR Certification 

I Senior Project Manager 
I 6.00 I 117.00 I $702.00 

SICR I SICR oversight /Technical Compliance 

I Professional Geologist 
I 45.00 I 107.631 $4,843.35 

SICR 
ls1cR 

l Engineer I I 6.00 I 87.741 $526.44 

SICR I SICR/lnputs 

I Senior Draftperson/CAD I 16.00 I 70.191 $1 ,123.04 

SICR I Drafting/Update and Complete Maps 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 4.00 I 52.651 $210,60 

SICR I SICR Assembly/Distribution 

• 
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Employee Name I Personnel Tille I Hours j Rate• ($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 4.00 I 152.101 $608.40 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Reimbursement Certification 

I Senior Project Manager I 16.00 l 111.ool $1 ,872.00 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Reimbursement Oversight/Technical Compliance 

I Senior Acct. Technician I 24.00 I 64 ,341 $1,544.16 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Reimbursement Preparation 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 8.00 I 52.651 $421.20 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Reimbursement Compilation, Assembly and Distribution 

*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $30,733.02 
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Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Time or I Rate($) I Unit I Total 
Amount Used Cost 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

PIO Rental I 1.ool 129.00 I /day I $129.00 

Stage 3-Field I To detect voe levels in soil samples 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.ool 1s.ool /day I $75.00 

Stage 3-Field I Survey monitor well elevations for groundwater flow calculations 

Water Level Indicator I 2.ool 21.ool tdayl $42.oo 

Stage 3-Field I Test for groundwater during drilling activities/Measure static groundwater elevations 

Measuring Wheel I 1.00 I 1s.oo[ !day[ $18.00 

Stage 3-Fleld I Mapping sampling locations 

Mileage I 620.00 j .581 !mile [ $359.60 

Stage 3-Field I Two round trips from Springfield Office (1-Drilling, 1-Groundwater Sampling) 

Disposable Gloves I 2.ool 13.ool fboxl $26.00 

Stage 3-Field I Disposable gloves for soil and groundwater sampling 

Bailers I 4.ool 13.00 I leach I $52.00 

Stage 3-Field [ Disposable bailers for monitoring well development and sampling 

Bailing Twine I 1.ool s.oo[ Iron [ $5.00 

Stage 3-Field I String for Bailers 

Copies I 200.ool .101 teach I $20.00 

Stage 3-Field I Field!Plan/Maps/Borelogs/Analytical/Off-site 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Time or I Rate($) I Unit I Total 
Amount Used Cost 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

Per diem I 2.ool 39.ool /each I $78.00 

Stage 3-Field I Per diem for drilling /sampling activities 

Hotel I 2.ool so.ool /each I $160.00 

Stage 3-Field I Hotel stay for drilling /sampling activities 

Copies I 250.001 .101 /each I $25.00 

Stage 3-Budget I Copies of Budget I Draft/ Final / Attachments / Forms 

Postage I 2.ool s.ool /each I $10.00 

Stage 3-Budget I Budget / Forms Distribution 

Copies I 800.00 I .101 /each I $80.00 

Stage 3-Pay I Copies of Reimbursement Claim 

Postage I 3.ool s.ool /each I $15.00 

Stage 3-Pay I Distribution of Reimbursement Claim & Client correspondence forms 

Copies I 1.000:00 I .101 /each I $100.00 

SICR I Copies of Report I Draft I Final / Attachments / Forms 

Postage I 2.ool s.oo I /each I $10.00 

SICR I Report I Forms Distribution 

Copies I 300.ool .10 I /each I $30.00 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site access requests / correspondences I reports 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Am~::'n~ ~~ed I Rate($) I Unit I 6:~: 
Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

Postage I 20.00 I 5.00 I leach I $100.00 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site access requests/ correspondences/ reports/ results / status 

Total of Consultant Materials Costs $1,334.60 
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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

1021 NORTH GRANO AVENUE EAsT, P .o. Box 19276, SPRINGFlELO, IWNOIS 62794-9276 • (217)782-2829 

PAT QUINN, GOVERNOR LISA BoNNETT, DIRECTOR 

217/524-3300 

JU~ 2 ti 2013 

Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Mr. TomDcrsch 
P.O. Box 217 
Mt. Carmel, Illinois ~2863 

Re: LPC #1010155024-Lawrence County 
Lawrenceville/ Croslow's Shell 
1421 Lexington A venue 
Leaking UST Incident No. 20050374 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Dear Mr. Dersch: 

CERTIFIED MAil, 

7011 115 □ □□□ 1 □8b2 5149 

EPA-OMS18NOHIW~ 
""~•~11e•r 

, LUIJ 

REVIEWER JKS 

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) has reviewed the Stage 2 and 3 Site 
Investigation Plan Budget (budget) submitted for the above-referenced incident. This budget, dated June 
11, 2013, was received· by the Illinois EPA on June 11, 2013. Citations in .this letter are from the · 
Environmental Protection Act (Act), as amended by Public Act 92-0554 on June 24, 2002, and Public Act 
96-0908 on June 8, 2010, and 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. Adm. Code). 

The proposed budget for Stage(s) 2 & 3 is approved for amounts determined in accordance with Subpart 
H, Appendix D, and Appendix E of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 (35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.31 O(b )). Costs must 
be incurred in accordance with the approved plan. Please be advised that costs associated with materials, 
activities, and services must be reasonable, must be consistent with the associated technical plan, must be 
incurred in the performance of corrective action activities, must not be ·used for corrective action activities 
in excess of those necessary to meet the minimum requirements of the Act and.regulations, and must not 
exceed the maximum payment amounts set forth in Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E of Part 734 
(Section 57.7(c) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.510(b)). 

NOTE: Pursuant to Section 57.8(a)(5) of the Act, if payment from the Fund will be sought for any 
additional costs that may be incurred as a result of the Illinois EPA's modifications, an amended budget 
must be submitted. Amended plans and/or budgets must be submitted and approved prior to the issuance 
of a No Further Remediation (NFR) Letter. Costs associated with a plan or budget that have not been 
approved prior to the issuance of an NFR Letter will not be paid from the Fund. 

Further, pursuant to 35 ill. Adm. Code 734.145, it is required that the Illinois EPA be notified of field 
activities prior to the date the field activities take place. This notice must include a description of the field 
activities to be conducted; the name of the person conducting the activities; and the date, time, and place 
the activities will be conducted. Include additional required information, if any. This notification of field 
activities may be done by telephone, facsimile, or electronic mail-and must be provided at least three (3) 

-4302 N. Moln St~ Rockford, ll 61103 (815) 987-7760 
595 S. Stolll, Elgln, IL 60 123 (8.47) 608-31 31 
2125 S. Flrt1 St., Chompolgn. ll 61820 (217) 278-5800 
2009 Mall St., Colllnsvllle, IL6223-4 (618) 346-5120 

i6111A----..... 9511 Horrhon St., 0.s Plaln.s, IL 60016 (84 !ll 
5407 N. U,..verslty St., Arbor 113, Plt<>ria, IL ~ 
2309 W , Main St., Suite 116, Morion, IL 629 ! 
100 W. ~ondolph, Sul!e 10-300, Chicago, IL aS 

Pl.fASf PRINT ON Rfc:YQ£0 P APB! 

PETITIONER'S 
EXHIBIT 

D 
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Page2 

working days prior to the scheduled field activities. In addition to providing at least three days' notice to 
Leaking UST Section staff in Springfield, notification must be provided to Rob Mileur either by 
telephone at (618) 993-7223 or by e-mail at Robert.Mileur®illinois.gov. 

Please be advised that Senate Bill 20/Public Act 98-109, which became effective July 25, 
2013, ·requires that certain corrective action activities Include a Project Labor Agreement 
(PLA) if payment of costs is requested from the UST Fund. Visit the Leaking UST 
Program Web page at www.epa.state.iI.us/land/lust for information about Senate Bill 20, 
the fact sheet, and the PLA Certification. For corrective action activities that require a 
PLA, a complete application for payment from the UST Fund must contain a PLA 
Certification in order for payment from the UST Fund to be approved. 

Pursu;llnt to Sectio~ 57.1(~)(5) and 57.12(c) and (d) of the Act and 35 ID. Adm. Code 734.100 and 
734 .. tis,'the.'IllinolS EPA.requires submittal of a Site Investigation Completion Report within 30 days 
after completing the site investigation to: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
· -' · Bureau. of Land - #24 • :; I . · ., ,; . • , t r 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Post Office Box 19276 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

Please submit all correspondence in duplicate and include the Re: block shown at the beginning of this 
letter. 

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact Brad Dilbaitis at (217) 785-8378 or at 
Bradley.Dilbaitis@illinois.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas A Henning 
Unit Manager 

.. 

Leaking Underground Storage Tanlc Section 
Division of Remediation Management 
Bureau of Land 

T AH:BD\BUD2&3app.docx 

c: CWM Company 
BOLFile 
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CW MCompany 
Environmental Consulting Services 

May 18, 2015 

Mr. Brad Dilbaitis, Project Manager 
LUST Section, Bureau of Land 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
1021 North Grand A venue East 
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 

RE: LPC # 1010155024-Lawrence County 
Dersch Croslow's I Lawrenceville 
1421 Lexington Avenue 
Incident Number: 2005-0374 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

Phone: (217) 522-800 I 
Fax: (217) 522-8009 

lo Io ls 5024- Lawrence County 
Dersch Croslow's Shell 
Incident# 20050374 
Leaking UST Technical File 

lll'MMIION o, IU!C01UIS MANAO!lll!!Hf 
l'IELEASJ.et,£ 

JUN 16 2015 

REVIEWER JKS 

LUST Technical Reports-Site Investigation Completion Report 

Dear Mr. Dilbaitis : 

On behalf of Mr. Tom Dersch, Vice President of Dersch Energies, Inc . , which owns 
the USTs at the above referenced site, we are submitting the attached Site Investigation 
Completion Report (SICR). This includes the results of Stage 3 as well as a summary 
of costs . The proposed budget includes the work performed by both consultants who 
contributed efforts to the Stage 2/3 Investigation; Applied Environmental Technologies 
and CW3M Company . 

CW3M Company works in a similar structure as the Agency. Numerous personnel are 
involved with various components, i.e . phase review and approval of plans, budgets, 
reimbursements, and correspondence . In our opinion, this is a highly efficient work 
plan that limits mistakes, keeps costs down, and ensures quality work . Please note 
multiple personnel are listed for the completion of certain tasks. Some reviewers have 
mistakenly interpreted this as an error or duplication; it is not. The method for 
calculating personnel time in the proposed budget has been approved by the Agency in 
other incidents, such as, incident numbers 2007-1408, 2008-1202, 2008-1657, 2008-
1543 , 2009-1270, 2009-0929, 2011-0837, 2011-0822, 2012-1125, and 2013-0876 . 
These hours have been found reasonable and justified as an estimate for the work 
proposal. These hours should be deemed reasonable as more than one person is 
required to develop plans and budgets and to check for accuracy of the plan, budget, 
bore logs, reimbursement claims, and analytical, which is needed to finalize the plan 
and budget . This is no different than the Agency's review process, which includesc,EC E nvE n 
project managers, unit managers, fiscal reviewers , etc . Multiple personnel touch daolt H U 

A letter or plan with different individual tasks on assignments. Many plans and budgets MAY 2 2 2015 • are even taken to committees . 

701 W. Soulh Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

(217) 522-8001 

400 West Jackson, Suite C 
Marion, IL 62959 
(618) 997-2238 
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Past conversations with managers have taken place to clarify and satisfy personnel in 
the budgets and reimbursements. Some Agency reviewers have been cutting budget 
and reimbursement line items for technical personnel. Similar to the Agency, technical 
personnel are required to prepare and review reimbursement claims. Some plans span 
over several years, include multiple dri11ing events, and have multiple personnel 
involved. With such complexity, technical personnel familiar with the project are 
required to work with the accounting technicians to develop reimbursement claims . As 
your technical personnel should be well familiar, there are many technical components 
to the reimbursement side of the equation. It is not all just accounting. Currently, the 
Agency has technical staff involved with the review of claims; their billing rates/pay 
scales do not change . The merit of their technical input is valuable as is the technical 
input into the development of the claims . 

Finally, please note that the number of copies budgeted for reports and claims are not 
just the number of pages submitted to the Agency. The number of copies also includes 
drafts, client copies, and our own copies of reports, budgets, and claims. We trust that 
you'll give serious weight to our requests and consider the necessity of a reimbursement 
budget that mirrors the way we work in actuality as does the Agency. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Rob 
Stanley at (618) 997-2238, or me at (217) 522-8001. 

Carol L. Rowe, P.G. 
Senior Environmental Geologist 

xc: Mr. Tom Dersch, Dersch Energies, Inc . 
Mr. William T . Sinnott, CW3M Company. Inc. 

Z:\l MARION OFFICE\Dersch Croslow's Shell\SICR\SICR cl.doc 
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1. SITE HISTORY/EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1 GENERAL 

Mr. Tom Dersch, Vice President of Dersch Energies, Inc. which owns the underground 

storage tanks (USTs) at the Dersch Croslow's facility, reported a release to the Illinois 

Emergency Management Agency (IEMA) following an environmental assessment. 
Incident Number 2005-0374 was assigned on March 17, 2005. During the site 
investigation phase of the incident, Mr . Dersch has retained CW3M Company, Inc. 

(CW3M) to proceed with the reporting in accordance with 35 Illinois Administrative 

Code (Ill . Adm. Code) § 734 . 

A 20-Day Certification was submitted to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

(IEPA) on March 31 , 2005 by Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc . (AET) (AET, 

2005a). A 45-Day Report was submitted to the IEPA on April 28, 2005 (AET, 2005b). 

A Stage I Site Investigation Plan (SIP) was submitted on February 27, 2007 (AET, 
2007a) and was approved with modifications to the budget on April 17, 2007 (IEPA, 
2007a). The Stage 2/3 SIP was also submitted on February 27, 2007 (AET, 2007b) 
and was approved on April 17, 2007 by the IEPA (IEPA, 2007b) . However, a budget 

for the Stage 2/3 site investigation was never submitted for review. When CW3M begin 

working on the project, a Stage 2/3 Budget was submitted to the IEPA on June 11, 
2013 (CW3M, 2013) and was approved on July 30, 2013 (IEPA, 2013). 

This Site Investigation Completion Report (SICR) has been prepared by CW3M in 

accordance with the requirements of 35 Ill . Adm. Code § 734. The Site Investigation 

Completion Report form, which has been prescribed and provided by the IEPA, has 
been included herein as Appendix A. The Stage 3 actual costs and certification are 
included herein as Appendix F . This report is certified by an Illinois Licensed 

Professional Engineer. The geological investigation and site investigation was 

performed under the direction of an Illinois Licensed Professional Geologist and 
completed in accordance with the Professional Geologist Licensing Act and its Rules 

for Administration . 

1.2 SITE LOCATION 

The site , known as Dersch Croslow 's is located at 1421 Lexington Avenue, 
Lawrenceville, Lawrence County, Illinois . The site is located in the SE ¼ of the NE 
¼ of the NE ¼ of Section 1, Township 3 North of the Centralia Baseline and Range 12 

West of the Second Principal Meridian. 
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1.3 UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK INFORMATION 

Dersch Energies, Inc . personnel and AET representatives were at the site on May 5, 
2005 to remove the USTs at the Dersch Croslow's site. A permit for the removal of 
the USTs and product piping was approved by the Illinois Office of the State Fire 
Marshal (OSFM) on April 4, 2005 (OSFM, 2005). Under the supervision of an OSFM 
Tanlc Specialist, the tanlcs were removed . 

Table 1-1. Underground Storage Tank Summary 

Tank Tank Tank Incident Release Current 
Number Volume Contents Number Information Status 

(2allons) 
1 6,000 Gasoline 05-0374 Leak Removed 

5/5/2005 
2 6,000 Gasoline 05-0374 Leak Removed 

5/5/2005 

3 6,000 Gasoline 05-0374 Leak 
Removed 
5/5/2005 

4 1,000 Diesel 05-0374 Leak 
Removed 
5/5/2005 

5 560 Used Oil 98-1496 Leak 
Removed 
6/22/98 

1.4 EARLY ACTION SUMMARY 

Four underground storage tanlcs were removed on May 5, 2005. Approximately 443 
tons of hydrocarbon impacted backfill were excavated and properly disposed of in 
conjunction with the removal of the USTs . Dersch Enterprises , Inc . requested that 
AET proceed with reporting requirements in accordance with 35 Ill Adm . Code § 734. 
AET personnel, following IEPA guidelines, appropriately collected soil samples from 
the excavation walls, floors, and below pump dispensers in order to fully determine the 
extent of impacted soils from the release of product associated with this incident. All 
samples were collected and analyzed for benzene, ethyl-benzene, toluene, and total 
xylenes (BETX), methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE), and poly-nuclear aromatics (PNAs) . 
A summary of analytical results can be found in Appendix E. The excavation was 
backfilled with clean soil and no free product was encountered during early action . 
Hydrocarbon impacted soils were properly disposed of in the Lawrence County 
Regional Landfill and a groundwater hydrocarbon impact investigation was deemed 

2 
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necessary as hydrocarbon impact was believed to have been in contact with the 
groundwater table. 

2. SITE CHARACTERIZATION 

2.1 NATURE AND QUANTITY OF RELEASE 

On May 5, 2005, an OSFM Tank Specialist was at the site to oversee the tank removal 
activities conducted and coordinated by AET. Removal of the tanks at the site 
confirmed the release and the factors that contributed to the release . The quantity of 
the release is unknow·n. Early action excavation samples were collected and confirmed 
that hydrocarbon impact had migrated beyond the backfill materials into the 
surrounding native soil . 

2.2 CURRENT AND PROJECTED POST-REMEDIATION USES 

The site is surrounded by commercial and residential properties . The site existed as a 
former Shell Service and Fueling station but since has existed as an active automotive 
repair facility . 

2.3 WATER QUALITY 

According to the Illinois Pollution Control Board, three Class III Groundwater 
contributing areas exist; however, they are located in McHenry, Monroe, and St. Clair 
Counties in northern and western Illinois. Therefore, CW3M will consider the 
groundwater at this site to be Class I unless demonstrated otherwise pursuant to 35 Ill . 
Adm. Code§ 620.210. 

2.4 WELL DATA 

A survey of water supply wells for the purpose of identifying and locating all 
community water supply wells within 2,500 feet of the UST systems and all potable 
water supply wells within 200 feet of the UST systems has been completed . The 
Illinois State Water Survey (ISWS), the Illinois State Geological Survey (ISGS) and the 
IEPA Division of Public Water Supplies were contacted via Source Water Assessment 
Program online. 

3 
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The ISGS, ISWS, and IEPA Division of Public Water Supplies were accessed online on 
April 25, 2014 (EPA.STATE.IL.US, 2014) . The response indicated that seven wells 
were located within 2,500 feet of the site and no wells are within the designated set 
back zone. Also, the response stated that there are no community water supply wells 
located within 2,500 feet of the site . A groundwater ordinance exists within the city of 
Lawrenceville but the Dersch Croslow's site does not fall within the boundary of the 
ordinance. The table below provides information on all wells within 2,500' of the 
Dersch Croslow's site. 

Table 2-1. Water Supply Well Information 

Well ID Type Depth of Distance From Setback Zone 
Well USTs (feet) 
(feet) (feet) 

28262 ISGS 30 1,848 200 

30108 ISGS 140 1,795 200 

06905 ISGS 180 2,218 200 

07275 ISGS 49 2,270 200 

30995 ISGS 49 2,270 200 

30996 ISGS 44 2,270 200 

31542 ISGS 220 2,429 200 

2.5 PHYSICAL SETTING 

The physical setting including environmental, geologic, hydrogeologic, hydrologic, 
geographic, and topographic conditions has been described in the 45-Day Report (AET, 
2005b). Additionally, this information is supplemented by the boring logs from the 
Stage 2 and Stage 3 investigations which are included in Appendix D of this report. 

4 
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3. SITE INVESTIGATION 

3.1 DRILLING METHOD 

Five-foot continuous samplers were used to advance and characterize each boring. This 
method was selected to minimize the likelihood of gaps in the sample column. Augers 
were decontaminated with a pressure steam wash between borings to prevent cross­
hydrocarbon impact. Soil boring logs were prepared for all soil borings . 

3.2 SOIL SAMPLING PROTOCOL 

All samples were collected utilizing proper sampling protocol. Samplers wore new, 
disposable, latex gloves for each sampling event. Samples were collected at the center 
of each 5-foot sample core, unless conditions within the soil units warranted otherwise 
by odor or visual hydrocarbon impact. Each of the samples from the continuous 
sampler was screened using a photoionization detector (PID) and was placed in the 
appropriate laboratory-provided sampling container for laboratory analysis of BETX, 
MTBE, and PNAs. Proper sampling, decontamination and chain-of-custody procedures 
were employed. The sample containers were filled, labeled, and kept cool (to 6° C or 
below) until shipment to the laboratory . Sample descriptions were recorded on the 
boring log prepared for each boring . The soil hydrocarbon impact plume for PNA 
contaminants was defined at the conclusion of early action sampling. All floor and wall 
samples collected from the UST excavation pit confirmed no hydrocarbon impact 
existed above the most stringent Tier I CUOs for all PNA constituents. Appendix E 
includes a summary of all analytical results during the course of the site investigation 
and shows no PN A hydrocarbon impact above the most stringent Tier 1 Clean-up 
Objectives (CUOs) . 

All soil samples were analyzed by an accredited laboratory using test methods identified 
under 35 Ill . Adm. Code 186.180. As required by the leaking underground storage 
tank (LUST) Section, a Laboratory Certification for Chemical accompanies each of the 
sample results that have been reported. 

3.3 MONITORING WELL INST ALLA TI ON PROTOCOL 

Two-inch diameter wells consist of a 10-foot polyvinyl chloride (PVC) screen and PVC 
riser above the well screen. Annular space around the wells is filled with coarse­
grained, 20/20 sand . Each well was completed at the surface with a flush-mount 
manway and a locking protective cover. The manways were slightly elevated and the 
concrete sloped away from each well to prevent surface water run-in . The elevations of 

5 
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the manways were surveyed to the nearest 0 .01 foot. Well screens were set to the 
center depth of groundwater encountered during drilling to accommodate seasonal 

fluctuation of the water table . 

Monitoring wells (MWs) were cleared of foreign sediment by standard well­
development procedures in order to restore the natural hydraulic conductivity of the 

formation and to reduce the turbidity of the groundwater samples . All wells were 

developed by surging the bailer back and forth for several minutes and then 
withdrawing groundwater . The development process continued until clear water flowed 

into each well. The purpose of the surging was to remove the undersize sediment from 

the well and filter pack. All wells were developed the day of installation . 

3.4 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PROTOCOL 

All samples were collected utilizing proper sampling protocol. Samplers wore clean , 

disposable latex gloves, which were changed between each sample. The water level in 

each newly installed well was measured prior to sampling to determine the direction of 

the flow of groundwater . Prior to sampling, the water above the well screen is 
extracted from each well utilizing clean, disposable hailers to purge the well of its 
contents and collect a fresh sample of groundwater as it flows into the well. 

Groundwater samples were gently poured into 40 milliliter (mL) glass vials for BETX 
and MTBE then placed in a cooler with ice for transport. The samples are placed in 

coolers with ice for delivery or shipment to the laboratory. Proper chain-of-custody 

procedures were followed . Each sample was labeled immediately upon collection and 

logged onto the chain-of-custody form. The chain-of-custody form was transported 
with the samples and then relinquished to the laboratory . The data collected was used 

to determine the groundwater flow directions and whether the applicable groundwater 
quality standards are exceeded. Note, the groundwater hydrocarbon impact plume for 

PNA contaminants was defined at the conclusion of Stage 1 groundwater sampling . 
Appendix E includes a summary of all analytical results during the course of the site 
investigation and shows PNA hydrocarbon impact above the most stringent Tier 1 

CUOs for monitoring well MW-5. Due to the location of MW-5 at the center of the 

site however, the hydrocarbon impact plume relative to PNA hydrocarbon impact was 

defined by the monitoring wells located on the property boundaries . The Stage 2/3 Site 

Investigation Plan was approved without any sampling of PNA constituents in the 

proposed groundwater investigation (AET, 2007b) . 

6 
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3.5 DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES COMPLETED 

3.S.1 First Round of Sampling 

On October 17, 2006 Stage 1 Site Investigation activities were initiated by AET 
personnel. Ten borings were completed in an attempt to define the hydrocarbon impact 
plume on site and five of the boring locations were completed as monitoring wells in an 
attempt to define the groundwater hydrocarbon impact plume. Soil samples were 
continuously collected from every five foot interval from the borings and analyzed for 
BETX and MTBE constituents as PNA hydrocarbon impact was defined at the 
conclusion of early action activities . However , groundwater was impacted by the 
release of petroleum products so groundwater samples were collected and analyzed for 
BETX, MTBE, and PNA constituents during stage 1 investigation activities . Analytical 
results confirmed hydrocarbon impact for both soil and groundwater above the most 
stringent Tier 1 CUO's . Soil boring logs and well completion reports (WCRs) are 
included in Appendix D. A summary of the analytical results is included in Appendix 
E. 

AET personnel returned to the site on October 24, 2006 to conduct a slug test to 
determine the site-specific hydraulic conductivity for the soil on site. The hydraulic 
conductivity determined by AET analysis of the Bower-Rice Method yielded results of 
7.6718 x 10 ... -5 cm/sec (AET, 2007b). 

3.5.2 Second Round of Sampling 

Fol]owing AET 's Stage 2/3 Drill Plan, CW3M personnel were on site March 27, 2014 
to initiate off-site drilling activities. A total of five soil borings were advanced in an 
attempt to define the soil hydrocarbon impact plume off-site. Soil samples were 
collected and analyzed for BETX and MTBE. Four of the soil borings were advanced 
as monitoring wells in an attempt to define the groundwater hydrocarbon impact plume. 
The analytical results indicate that the soil plume has been defined on and off site. Soil 
boring logs and WCRs are included in Appendix D. A summary of the analytical 
results is included in Appendix E. In an effort to clarify any potential 
misunderstanding, it is important to note that the approved Stage 2/3 Plan was slightly 
altered due to conditions in the field observed by CW3M personnel. Although the 
approved Stage 2/3 Plan (AET, 2007b) and the subsequent Stage 2/3 Budget (CW3M, 
2013) were approved , monitoring well installation to a depth of 20 feet and soil sample 
collection to the 15-foot interval , CW3M ceased well installation at a depth of 15 feet. 
The groundwater table was encountered at a depth between 9-11' and installation of 
monitoring wells to a depth of 20' seemed excessive while also placing the IO' 
screening portion of the well below a depth that would intercept the top portion of the 

7 
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groundwater table . However, a sample was collected from the middle portion of the 

10-15' soil depth in an effort to fully define the soil hydrocarbon impact plume in the 

vertical direction and remain consistent with the correspondence of the IEPA project 

manager (IEPA, 2007b) (IEPA, 2013) . Although it is understood that a sample 

collected below the groundwater table is atypical unless approved by the Agency as in 

this plan, both the Stage 2/3 Plan and Budget were approved to sample at this depth so 

CW3M personnel collected a sample at the I 2 . 5' depth to remain consistent with prior 

investigations conducted by AET. Also, AET recorded groundwater at a depth of 9' in 

previous drilling events, collected soil samples at a depth of 12.5' to define the vertical 

extent of the hydrocarbon impact plume which is below the groundwater table, and set 

a well at a depth of 20' . Again, while atypical, AET and Agency had their reasons for 

vertical extent definition, the work already conducted and proposed was approved in 

like manners; thus, CW3M attempted to follow the approved plan and sampling 

intervals to the best of our ability while installing the wells at appropriate depth 

groundwater was encountered in the field. 

3.5.3 Hydraulic Conductivity Testing 

In accordance with 35 Ill . Adm. Code 734, remediation objectives were determined in 

accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 742 . The site specific physical parameters have 

been determined, and are calculated below . 

Hydraulic Conductivity (K), 7.6718 x 10-5 cm/sec 
Soil bulk density (pb), 2.089 g/cm3 

Soil particle density (ps), 2.66 g/cm3 

Moisture content (w), 0.25 
Organic carbon content (/oc), 0.003 gig 

A hydraulic conductivity test was performed on the 6' depth sample at B-2 collected 

during stage l site investigation activities. The results of the slug test were included in 

Stage 2/3 SIP (AET, 2007b), and the hydraulic conductivity presented above is the field 

determined value. Velocity was calculated using the hydraulic conductivity results 

determined at the site, as well as the hydraulic gradient. The hydraulic gradient of 

0.034 was found by calculating the change in gradient between the most up-gradient 

well (MW-8, 98.27 feet) and the most down-gradient well in the direction of flow 

(MW-1, 91.73 feet), then dividing this answer by the distance in feet between the two 

wells (192.2 feet) . Formula R24, (U,,., = K • i) of 35 Ill. Adm. Code § 742 Appendix 

C, Table C . The resulting velocity is 2.611 x 10-1 cm/sec. 

8 
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4. DEVELOPMENT OF REMEDIATION OBJECTIVES 

4.1 GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION OBJECTIVES 

CW3M will consider the groundwater at this site to be Class I unless demonstrated 
otherwise pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code§ 620.210. According to the Illinois Pollution 
Control Board, three Class III Groundwater contributing areas exist; however, they are 
located in McHenry, Monroe and St. Clair Counties in northern and western Illinois . 

Groundwater investigation sample results would be compared to the Tiered Approach to 
Corrective Objectives (TACO) Residential Tier 1 Clean-up Objectives in milligrams per 
liter (mg/L) . PNA parameters have been listed for comparison of Stage 1 groundwater 
samples which were collected and analyzed for PNA contaminants . 

Table 4-1. Groundwater Remediation Objectives 

TACO Residential 
Tier 1 Clean-up 

Objective 
Parameter (m2/L) 

Benzene 0.005 
Ethyl benzene 0.7 
Toluene 1.0 
Total Xylenes 10.0 
MTBE 0.07 
Acenaphthene 570.0 
Acena phtylene 15.0 
Anthracene 12,000.0 
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.9 
Benzo(a)pvrene 0.09 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 0.9 
Benzo(2,h,i)perylene 2,300.0 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 9.0 
Chrysene 88.0 
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 0.09 
Fluoranthene 4,300.0 
Fluorene 560.0 
lndeno(l ,2,3-cd)pvrene 0.9 
Naphthalene 1.8 
Phenanthrene 140.0 
Pyrene 2,300.0 

9 
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4.2 SOIL REMEDIATION OBJECTIVES 

Soil analytical results were compared co the TACO Residential Tier 1 Clean-up 
Objectives in milligrams per kilogram (parts per million) (mg/kg). PN A parameters 
have been listed for comparison of Early Action samples which were collected and 
analyzed for PNA contaminants. 

Table 4-2. Soil Remediation Objectives 

TACO Residential 
Tier 1 Clean-up 

Objective 
Parameter (me/ke:) 

Benzene 0.03 
Ethyl benzene 13.0 
Toluene 12.0 
Total Xvlenes 5.6 
MTBE 0.32 
Acenapbthene 570.0 
Acenaphtylene 15.0 
Anthracene 12000.0 
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.9 
Benzo(a)ovrene 0.09 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 0.09 
Benzo(2, h, i) pervlene 2300.0 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 9.0 
Chrvsene 88.0 
Dibenz(a, h)antbracene 0.09 
Fluoranthene 4300.0 
Fluorene 560.0 
Indeno(l,2,3-cd)ovrene 0.9 
Naphthalene 1.8 
Pbenantbrene 140.0 
Pyrene 2300.0 
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5. ANALYTICAL OBJECTIVES AND RESULTS 

5.1 SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

Tables comparing the site investigation analytical results to the most stringent Tier 1 
Remediation Objectives are included with the analytical results in Appendix E. The soil 
plume is defined horizontally and vertically on and off site. 

5.2 GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

Tables comparing the site investigation analytical results to the most stringent Tier 1 
Remediation Objectives are included with the analytical results in Appendix E. The 
groundwater plume is defined on and off-site. 

5.3 GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION 

Based upon measurements taken during a visit to the site on April 4, 2014, the 
groundwater flow direction is generally toward the east. Although generally from west 
to east, groundwater elevation readings show low points at MW-3 and MW-1 . A map 
of the groundwater elevations can be found in Appendix B. 

6. SITE MAPS 

Site maps identifying the UST systems, excavations and sample locations, product and 
dispenser lines, pumps and pump islands, underground utilities, nearby structures, 
property boundaries, and any surrounding areas that might have been adversely affected 
by the release of petroleum from the UST systems are included in Appendix B. All 
maps are to scale, oriented north and are prepared in accordance with 35 Ill . Adm. 
Code 734.440. 
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7. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

7.1 CONCLUSIONS 

Soil analytical results indicate that the Clean-Up Objectives for the site have been 
exceeded and are not contained within the property boundaries . Hydrocarbon impact is 

located in the southern portion of the site near the pump island. Indicator contaminants 
have exceeded the objectives of all BETX contaminants. Based on site investigations , 
the soil plume has been defined. 

Groundwater analytical results indicate that the Clean-Up Objectives for the site have 
been exceeded and are not contained within the property boundary . Hydrocarbon 
impact is located on the northern property line and the eastern property line. Both 
locations along the property line were investigated during Stage 3 activities and defined 
off site . Indicator contaminants have exceeded the objectives for Toluene. Based on the 

site investigations, the groundwater plume has been defined. 

7.2 RECOMMENDATIONS 

The results of the site investigation confirm that the extent of hydrocarbon impact has 
been defined. On behalf of Mr. Tom Dersch, owner of USTs at the site , CW3M will 
develop a Corrective Action Plan (CAP) and Budget for submittal to the IEPA based 
upon the hydrocarbon impact plumes that have been defined in this report. 

The CAP will address recently adopted rules on Vapor Intrusion; screening parameters 
will be evaluated for the potential presence and impact of vapor. If necessary, a Vapor 
Intrusion Investigation will be proposed . 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Bureau of Air • 1021 North Grand Avenue E<!st • P.O. Box 19276 • Springfield • Illinois • 62794-9276 

The Agency 11 authorized to require !No Information under Slctlon 4 and TIiie XVI of the EnvtronmentAI Protection Act (411 ILCS 114, 1157 - 57 .17). FaUure lo dltclooe 1h11 
Information may result In a ctvll penolty of not lo excnd $50,000.00 for tho violation and on oddltlonal clvtl penalty of not lo exceed $10,000.00 for net, day during ""11ch 
tho violation conllnuu (411 ILCS 11•21. Any peraon ""1o knowingly mako1 • falM maltr1&111at1ment or ~pruentatJon, orally or In wrttlng, In ony label, manllal, ~cord, 
"'por1, pom,11, or llcen10, or otller documonl flied, malnlolned or uaed for the purpoM of compU1nco with Tltle XVI commit• 1 Cl1■1 4 felony. Any aecond or aubMquont 
oflenu alter conviction htrtunder 11 a Clou 3 felony (415 ILCS 11144 and 17.17). Thi• form 11 ■1 been approved by the Fonna M1nagement Center. 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program 
Site Investigation Completion Report 

A. Site Identification 

IEMA Incident# (6· or 8-digit): _2_00_5_0_37_4 ____ _ IEPA LPG# (10-digit) : 1010155024 

Site Name: Dersch Croslow's Shell 

Site Address (not a P.O. Box): _14_2_1_L_ex_i_n .... gt_o_n_A_v_e_n_u_e _________________ _ 

City: Lawrenceville County: Lawrence Zip Code: _6_24_3_9 ______ _ 

B. Site Information 

1. 

2. 

Will the owner or operator seek payment from the Underground Storage? 

Has a Site Investigation Plan been approved? 

Date(s) of approval letter(s): Apr 17, 2007 

f.8J Yes D No 

1:8] Yes D No 

C. Site Investigation Results 

Provide the following : 

IL532 2748 

1. Site history with respect to the release; 

2. 

3. 

Site description: 
a. Area surrounding the site; RECE~VED b. Local geology, hydrogeology, and hydrology; 
c. Local geography and topography; 

MAY 2 2 2015 d. Existing and potential migration pathways and exposure routes; and 
e. Current and projected post-remediation land use; 

Site investigation results : IE P AJB Q L 
a. Map(s) showing locations of all borings and groundwater monitoring wells 

b. 

C. 

d . 

e. 
f. 

g. 

completed as part of site investigation and the groundwater flow direction; 
Map(s) showing the horizontal extent of soil and groundwater 
contamination exceeding the most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives (ROs) ; 
Map cross-section(s) showing the horizontal and vertical extents of soil and 
groundwater contamination exceeding the most stringent Tier 1 ROs; 
Soil boring logs and monitoring well construction diagrams for all borings drilled and 
groundwater monitoring wells installed as part of site investigation; 
Analytical results, chain of custody forms, and laboratory certifications ; 
Table comparing analytical results to the most stringent Tier 1 ROs (include saniple 
depth, date collected, and detection limits); and 
Potable water supply well survey; 

LPC 620 Rev. April 2014 

Site Investigation Completion Report 
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4 . Conclusion that includes an assessment of the sufficiency of the data: 

5. Site map(s) meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440; and 

6 . Budget forms of actual costs (documenting actual work performed during the previous 
stage). 

D. Signatures 

All plans, budgets, and reports must be signed by the owner or operator and list the owner's or 
operator's full name, address, and telephone number. 

UST Owner or Operator 

Name: Dersch Energies, Inc. 

Contact: Tom Dersch 

Address: P.O. Box 217 

City: Mt. Canmel 

State: Illinois ---------------
Zip Code: _62_8_6_3 __________ _ 

Signatur ~)~ 7 & ~✓ Phone: ~~ ~81 I 

Date: - -~ 

Consultant 

Company: CWM Company, Inc. 

Contact: Carol Rowe 

Address: 701 South Grand Avenue West 

City: Springfield 

State: Illinois ----------------
Zip Code: _62_7_0_4 __________ _ 

Phone: (217) 522-8001 

E-mail: ~c~~~~'-f!!)_~~~~---­
Signature: 

Date: 

I certify under penalty of law that all activities that are the subject of this report were conducted under 
my supervision or were conducted under the supervision of another Licensed Professional Engineer or 
Licensed Professional Geologist and reviewed by me; that this report and all attachments were 
prepared under my supervision; that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the work described in this 
report has been completed in accordance with the Environmental Protection Act [415 ILCS 5], 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734, and generally accepted standards and practices of my profession; and tha~~ /Ffl ce,r J.j'fl grr:;: n 
information presented is accurate and complete. I am aware there are significant penalties a C ~ g;,; U ~ a;; u.., 
submitting false statements or representations to the Illinois EPA, including but not limited to fines, 
imprisonment, or both as provided in Sections 44 and 57 .17 of the Environmental Protection Act [-4\f~Y 2 2 2015 
ILCS 5/44 and 57.17]. 

Licensed Professional Engineer or Geologist 

Name: Vince Smith 

Company: CWM Company, Inc. 

Address: 701 South Grand Avenue West 

City: Springfield 

State: Illinois -----------------
Zip Code: _6_2_70_4 ____________ _ 

Phone: (217) 522-8001 

Signature: 

Date: 

Site Investigation Completion Report 
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an<l EDUCATION 

217 -782◄542 

PETROLEUM and 

CHE MICAL SAFETY 

2 17-785-5878 

PUBLIC INFORMATION 

21 7-785-1021 

WEB SITE 

www.state.il.us/osfm 

Office of the Illinois 

State Fire Marshal 

CERTIFIED MAIL - RECEIPT REQUESTED #7003 31 IO 0004 1273 6538 

May 5, 2005 

Dersch Energies, Inc . 
620 Oak Street 
P.O. Box217 
!\fount Carmel, !L 62863 

In Re : Facility No. 7-009254 
IEMA Incident No. 05-0374 
Croslow's Shell 
1421 Lexington 
Lawrenceville, Lawrence Co., IL 

Dear Applicant: 

The Reimbursement Eligibility and Deductible Application received on March 31 , 2005 for the above 
referenced occurrence has been reviewed. The_ follo wing detemlinarions have been made based upon 
this review. . · · · · · · · · · · 

It has been d~termined that you are eligibl~ to se;k payment o'r costs in excess of $10,000·. The costs 
must be in response to the occurrence referenced above and associated \\ith the following tanks : 

Eligible Tanks 

Tank I 6,000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 2 6,000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 3 6,000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 4 1,000 gallon Diesel 

You must contact the Illinois Environmental Protec tion Agency to ret:eive a packet of Agency billing 
forms for submitting your request for payment. 

An owner or operator is eligible to access the Underground Storage Tank Fund if the eligibility 
requirements are satisfied: 

I. 

2 . 

3. 

Neither the owner nor the operator is the United States Government, 

The tank does not comain, fuel which is exempt from the l\lotor Fuel Tax Law, 

The costs. \~-~re incurred a·s a res.ult of a ~o~fi~ed release of any of i°he following substances: 

. ."Fuel "' , as defined in Section 1.19 of the Motor Fuel Tax Law 
' : • • • • • • • •• I ·: 

Av iation fuel 

1035 Stevenson Drive • Springfield, Illinois 62703-4259 
P rinte(J on R11cycted P11pt1r 
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• Heating oil 

Kerosene 

Used oil, which has been refined from crude oil used in a motor vehicle, as defined in Section 1.3 

of the Motor Fuel Tax Law. 

4. The owner or operator registered the tank and paid all fees in accordance with the statutory and regulatory 

requirements of the Gasoline Storage Act. 

5. The owner or operator notified the Illinois Emergency Management Agency of a confirmed release, the 

costs were incurred after the notification and the costs were a result of a release of a substance listed in this 

Section. Costs of corrective action or indemnification incurred before providing that notification shall not 

be eligible for payment. 

6. The costs have not already been paid to the owner or operator under a private insurance policy, other 

written agreement, or court order. 

7. The costs were associated "'itb "corrective action". 

This constitutes the final dec ision as it relates to your eligibility and deductibility. We reserve the right to change 

the deductible determination should additional information that would change the determination become available. 

An underground storage tank owner or operator may appeal the decision to the Illinois Pollution Control Board 

(Board), pursuant to Section 57.9 (c) (2) . An owner or operator who seeks to appeal the decision shall file a petition 

for a hearing before the Board within 3 5 days of the date of mailing of the final decision, (35 Illinois Administrative 

Code 105.102(a) (2)). 

For information regarding the filing of an appeal, please contact: 

Dorothy Gunn, Clerk 
Illinois Pollution Control Board 
State of Illinois Center 
100 West Randolph, Suite 11 -500 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 · 
(312) 814-3620 

The following tanks are also listed for this site : 

Tank 5 560 gallon Used Oil 

Your application indicates that there has not been a release from these tanks under this incident number. You may 

be eligible to seek payment of corrective action costs associated with these tanks if it is determined that there has 

been a release from one or more of these tanks . Once it is determined that there has been a release from one or more 

of these tanks you may submit a separate application for an eligibility determination to seek corrective action costs 

associated w ith this/these tanks . 

If you have any questions, please contact our Office at (217) 785-1020 or (217) 785-5878 . 

Deanne Lock 
Administrative Assistant 
Division of Petroleum and Chemical Safety 

cc: IEPA 
Facility File 
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• 
APPENDIXD 

BORING LOGS AND WELL COMPLETION 
REPORTS 

SITE INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETION REPORT 

DERSCH CROSLOWS 
LAWRENCEVILLE, ILLINOIS 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies, Inc. BORING NO.: B-1 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville. IL MW-1 

DATE DRILLED: 10/17/06 

DEPTI-J OF BORJNG: 20' 
WAIER INDICATION: 9.5' 

WATER SAMPLE: PRODUCT LAYER: 
METHODS: DRILLING· Geom:obe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 

DRlLLING CO.: Advanced Environmental Drilling. Inc. 

OBSERVATIONS BY: Bryan Williams Page_l_ of_l _. os~ - IT D 
E ~ FID DESCRIPTION E RECC 
P. ,2.. P. VERY ,___ ,-- -

L 

-0 E -o 
111 I 111 ,,I I liT Dark Brown Toosoil -- -

t-

>-2 -2 
I ND t- -- -

t- -._4 -4 
t- Brown Silty Clay -

ND --
t- -
--6 -6 
t- -- -

ND -
-8 -8 -
- -

-
-10 I 35 . ' "· Q' ~ v .. -10 

" 17 " -- ·" 9 ·"' ' -
17 'l 17 Brown Sandy Clay (Wet) -

-12 6 v • f'J ' Q',. -12 . -• 149 " 17 " - -

-14 =-i4 
-

- ND -
Brown Silty Clay -

-1.6 -16 
- -

ND -
-H - --

Stiff Brown Mottled Gray Silty Clay -u - -
I --

with Till Pebbles - -- -- -
-l( -2( ND '· -

"'----- Bottom of Boring: 20' 
-- -

~2 Groundwater Encountered: 9.5' =-z~ 
t- -
>- -

-
~-4 --2L 
t- -
>- -
::_2l ... I Soils Sampled for BTEX and MIBE = ;2( 

-
t- -

BORING LOO Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch En~es, Inc. BORING NO.: B-2 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville IL MW-2 
DATE DRlLLED: 10/17/06 
DEPTH OF BORING: 18' 
WATER INDICATION: 10' 
WATERSAMPLE: PRODUCTLAYER.; 
MElHODS: DRILLING: Geoprobe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 
DRILLING CO.: Advanced Environmental Drilling, Inc. 
OBSERVATIONS BY: Bryan Williams Page_l _ of _ 1_. os- ~~ 

D ff. 
E ~ AD DESCRIPTION E RECC 
~ .e... .__ P. VERY ,._ -

L 

-0 E 
-0 )2:;t"'i mr ~n~ Asphalt/Rock - \,",(")~( ..ll -- -

-2 
I ND 

>--2 - -- --. --4 -4 - -- ND -- Brown Silty Clay -~6 -6 
-- -- I ND --8 -8 - -- -.. -

-10 ND -10 . ' . " Brown Sandy Clay (Wet) ... 'l 17 'l -- -- -
'-12 

I -12 - ND Brown Silty Clay -- -

>-14 '=---14 - -- ND - -- -Stiff Brown Mottled Gray Silty Clay -16 -1( 
with Ttll Pebbles -- - -- -- I ND ---u " -u -

"" 
-

- _ _ Boring Refusal: 18' -- Groundwater Encountered: 1 0' - :2( -2( 
-- -

~2 ~~ 
--

- -
~4 -

-2~ - -- -
::-2t I Soils Sampled for BTEX and MIBE = ;21 -- -- -

BORING LOO Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies, Inc. BORJNG NO.: B-3 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville IL MW-3 

DATE DRILLED: 10/17/06 
DEPTI-l OF BORING: 19' 
WATER INDICATION: 10' 

WATER SAMPLE: PRODUCT LAYER: 
METHODS: DRILLING· Geoprobe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 

DRILLING CO. : Advanced Environmental Drilling, Inc. 

OBSERVATIONS BY: Baan Williams Page_l _ of _ l_. 
ns- ~~ 

D Ff 
E ~ FID DESCRIPTION E RECO 

_L:e__ P. VERY 
t-- -L 

- 0 E -o - ~~n~9~n~ Concrete/Rock -- -
-2 -2 

I ND - -- -
-
- 4 -4 - -
1-- ND -
- Brown Silty Clay -
-6 -6 - (discolored with very strong odor) -
1-- -

I 1123 -
f-- 8 - 8 - -- -
>- -
HO 892 - 1( . ' . ~ Brown Sandy Clay (Wet - Odor) >- Sj [7 "';] -- -
... -
H2 --12 

I - 248 Brown Silty Clay (Odor) -- -
---14 =--14 - - - -
1-- 14 -

-
Stiff Brown Mottled Gray Silty Clay t-f6 =-16 

>- with TIU Pebbles -
I 2.5 

- - - - -
-H ....r 

Sandstone 
-H 

- ~~ -...., 
- ND ~-

-
-

:._2( - 2C "''--Boring Refusal: 19' - Groundwater Encountered: 10' -
- -
~2 ~~ 
- -- -

.=_24 
-
-:2L -

1-- -
::._2( I Soils Sampled for BTEX and MIBE = :2( 
1-- --

BORING LOG Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies, Inc. BORING NO.: B-4 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville IL MW-4 
DATE DRILLED: 10/17/06 
DEPTI-I OF BORlNG: 18' 
WATER INDfCATION: 10' 
WATER SAMPLE: PRODUCT LAYER: 
METI-fODS : DRILLING· Geoprobe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 
DRILLING CO.: Advanced Environmental Drilling, Inc. 
OBSERVATIONS BY: Bryan Williams Page_l_ of_·_l _. os- - TT. D 

E A 
FID DESCRIPTION E RECC M 

P. .e... P. VERY f---- ,--- - -L 

-0 E 
- 0 - ~o:n~Qn~ Concrete/Rock -- -

- --2 
I - 2 - 67 -- -

- -- 4 -4 - -- 1123 -
- Brown Silty Clay -
- 6 - 6 - (discolored with very strong odor) -- -- I 1123 -
- 8 -8 - -- -- -
c-lQ 1123 - rn . ~ . ~ - 'l p "<I -- . 'Cl 9 .v ' -

p <l p 

Brown Sandy Clay (Wet - Odor) -
H2 'v• 'O 0- Q,. -l~ I 

~ - 314 . 
-- -

µ4 Brown Silty Clay (Odor) -14 
>- -
- 24 --- - - -- Stiff Brown Mottled Gray Silty Clay r-}6 - 1( 

- with Ttll Pebbles -- I ND -
- 18 '\. 1 ~ - ~ Boring Refusal : 18' - -- Groundwater Encountered: 1 O' -
.-2c - 2( 
>- -- -

~ 2 ~~ - -- -

=-24 - 2-l - -
>- -
~2t ... I Soils Sampled for B1EX and MIBE = it 
>- --

BORING LOO Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies, Inc. BORING NO.: B-5 
LOCATJON: Lawrenceville. IL MW-5 
DATE DRILLED: l 0/17/06 
DEPTH OF BORING: 18' 
WATER JNDICATION: 10' 
WATER SAMPLE: PRODUCT LAYER: 
METHODS: DRfLLING: Geoprobe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 
DRfLLlNG CO.: Advanced Environmental Drilling. Inc. 

OBSERVATIONS BY: Bryan Williams Page_I _ of_l _ . ns ~ ~-
D FI. 

E ~ FID DESCRIPTION E RECC 
P. l£.. . P. ~ ~ t---

f---
L 

~ o E 
-0 ~gn~S<c:in~ Concrete/Rock -

>-- -
.__2 -2 

342 -
'- -
'- -.__4 -4 
~ -
f.- I 1123 -
'-

Bromi Silty Clay -~6 -6 
(discolored with very strong odor) -

L- -
'- I 1123 ~ s -8 

-
' L- -

-
'-10 1123 . 6 

' 
"- -IC >- 'SI I" 'SI I-

L-

·" 
., 

·" -
>- I" 'SI '7 

Brown Sandy Clay (Wet - Odor) -
H2 

0 "' 
'O 4 ,e. vt ... -]~ 

>- I 1123 . -
L- -
H4 '=-1~ 

-
- 21 Bromi Silty Clay -

-
:-16 -H 

-
,- -:St1ffB~lty Clay -

I 25 -- - .. ,.;th Till :eebbles - H \. - u 
"'--Boring Refusal: 18' 

-
L- -

=-2c Groundwater Encountered: 1 O' =-2( 
- -- -

y2 - .~ -2~ 
I-

L- -
-

~ 24 -2~ 
-

L- 1--

'-2t I Soils Sampled for BTEX and MIBE =-21 
L- 1---

BORING LOG Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies, Inc. BORING NO.: B-6 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville. IL 
DATE DRILLED: 10/17/06 

DEPTH OF BORING: 18' 
WATER INDICATlON: 1 O' 
WATER SAMPLE: PRODUCT LAYER: 
METHODS: DRILLING: Geoprobe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 
DRILLING CO.: Advanced Environmental Drilling, Inc. 
OBSERVATIONS BY: Bn:m Williams Page_l _ of _ l_. os~ .------- -

D ff. 
E ~ FID DESCRIPTION E RECO 
P. te... P. VERY I---- ,____ 

1-----

L 

-0 E 
-0 

~~n~~~n~ Concrete/Rock -- -

-2 - 2 
ND - -- -

-f-4 -4 -,__ I 64 -

Brown Silty Clay -
f-6 - 6 
-- (discolored with very strong odor) -
~ -

I 1123 ..._8 -8 
'- -
1-- -

-
'-10 1123 . A . L -ic 

"l p "l -,__ 
·" 9 ·" . -

~ p "l p 

Brown Sandy Clay (Wet - Odor) -
'--12 '"· V ~ V, -l2 

1123 . 
'Q 'Q -p ,__ -

--14 =--1 t1 
-- I 147 Brown Silty Clay -

-16 ½e 
- ~ -

'- Sandstone -
-H I ND 

" ----u -
~ Boring Refusal: 18' 

-
,__ -- Groundwater Encountered: IO' '=-2< -2( 
- -
- -

~2 ~~ ... -
1-- -
..._2L -2L 
'- -
~ -

::.....2e I Soils Sampled for BTEX and MIBE =--2t 
,__ -----

BORING LOG Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch En~es) Inc. BORING NO.: 8-7 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville IL 
DATE DRI.LLED: 10/17/06 
DEPTH OF BORfNG: 18' 

WATER INDICATION: 10' 
WATER SAMPLE: PRODUCT LA YER: 
METIIODS: DRILLING: GeoQ!Obe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 
DRfLLJNG CO.: Advanced Environmental Drilling, Inc. 

OBSERVATIONS BY: Bryan Williams Page_l_ of_l _. os- ~-
D Ff. 

E ~ FID DESCRIPTION E REa) 
P. le._ P. VERY ~ - >--

L 

>-0 E -o :::=lll=IIEIII= -
1-- II Il l ill .il Dark Brown Topsoil -,_ .:::::11 E l 11-111 '--2 1-2 .... I ND -
I- -,_ -._4 -4 ... -,__ ND -,_ 

Brown Silty Clay -
>-6 - 6 ... 

( discolored with odor) -,__ -
.... I 239 

-8 >-8 
t-

I- -... -
1-10 126 . .. . .. -1c .... 

'SJ -" 17 
I-

. "<J ? .'1 -
~ p <) p 

Brown Sandy Clay (Wet - Odor) -
H2 .. '1 , '1 .. <l , - 1:2 .... I 20 . . 

" -'l p ,__ -

~4 
Brown Silty Clay 

=-1L1 .... -
I- 7 -

-
c-16 -=~ -1( ~-:;::: 
I-

:p- Sandstone -,_ - ~ -
>-H I ND 

'\. -1~ ... 
~ Boring Refusal: 18' 

-
I- -... 

Groundwater Encountered: 1 O' =-2( >-2( 
~ -
I- -
f=--22 ~: ,_ 

t-

- -
~L -2, 

-
I- -
~2( ,_ I Soils Sampled for B1EX and MfBE =-2t 

-... -

BORING LOO Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies, Inc. BORING NO.: B-8 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville. IL 
DATE DRILLED: 10/17/06 

DEPTH OF BORJNG: 18' 
WATER fNDICATJON: 10' 
WATER SAI'VIPLE: PRODUCT LA YER: 

METI-1OOS: DRILLING: Geoprobe SAMPUNG: 2" Continuous 
DRILUNG CO. : Advanced Environmental Drilling, Inc. 
OBSERVATIONS BY: Bi:yan Williams Page_]_ of_l _. ns- --

D IT. 
E ~ FID DESCRIPTION E RECC 
P. le.. ~ mY '--- -

L 

'-0 E -o ~25~> Gravel -1-- -
i--2 

I 
1--2 

ND -
'-- -

-'-4 -4 
-- ND -

Brown Silty Clay -
i--6 -6 

-- -
I 4.5 ~ 

-8 - 8 
-

- -
~ -1-10 126 .. . ~ -1c ... 

"1 -"1 17 Brown Sandy Clay (Wet) I-- 17 9 .v -. - ,.,, 
~ -
~12 -1: .... I ND -
~ -

1=--14 
Brown Silty Clay 

~~ ... -
~ ND -
~ 

~16 1-1t ... ,-
1-- .r- -c-< 

Sandstone ~ .--, -
:-1g I ND 

~ - u 
""--- Boring Refusal: 18' 

-
~ -
:=_2( Groundwater Encountered: 1 O' =-2( ... -
~ -
~2 =-2: 
~ -
1-- -

:::-2~ =-2, 
-

1-- -
~2l I Soils Sampled for BTEX and MIBE =-2t 
1-- -
~ -

BORING LOO Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies, Inc. BORING NO.: B-9 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville IL 
DATE DRILLED: 10/17/06 
DEPTH OF BORJNG: 18' 
WATER INDICATION: 10' 
WATER SAMPLE: PRODUCT LAYER: 
METHODS: DRILLING: Geoprobe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 
DRILLING CO.: Advanced Environmental Drilling. Inc. 
OBSERVATIONS BY: Bryan Williams Page_l _ of _ 1_. ns~ --

D FT. 
E A 

DESCRIPTION E RECO M FID 
P. :e... P. VERY - - --- t---

L 

-0 E 
-0 - ~gn~J~gn~ Concrete/Rock -- ---2 -2 

89 - -- -
- --4 -4 - -
,-. I 682 -- Brown Silty Clay (Strong Odor) --6 -6 - -- -- I 1123 --8 - 8 - -- -- -
-10 1123 -10 . " ' 

4 - '<l 

" 'I Brown Sandy Clay (Wet) 
-

,-
.<J ,;, .v -

,- ,, - ,, 
-

-12 -12 
,- 462 -- -

=-14 -14 
Brown Silty Clay ,- -- I 587 -- -

-16 
_>-'--i_>-l ~->- -16 ,-

1-, 

>--
~ -- ,_ Sandstone -:-u I 61 

" -u 
""------ Boring Refusal: 18' 

-
,-. -,-

Groundwater Encountered: 1 0' --2( -:2( 
,- -
,- -

~2 ~2 
,- -
- -

--2L ~A -- -

~2E I Soils Sampled for BlEX and MIBE = :2( - ---

BORING LOG Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Fl 

19 
n 
n 
rl 
rl 
LI 

n 
LI 

I~ 
11 

lJ 
II 
u 
ll 
IJ 

l9 
LI 

LI 

PROJECT: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energjes, Inc. BORING NO.: 8-10 
LOCATION: Lawrenceville. IL 
DATE DRILLED: 10/17/06 
DEPTH OF BORTNG: 18' 
WATER INDICATION: HY 
WATER SAMPLE: PRODUCT LAYER: 
METHODS: DRILUNG: Geoprobe SAMPLING: 2" Continuous 
DRfLLING CO.: Advanced Environmental Drilling, Inc. 
OBSERVATIONS BY: Bryan Williams Page_l_ of_]_. --- r---

D s D Ff. 
E IA 

DESCRIPTION E RECC IM FID 
P. le... L .YfID'. -

L 

-0 E 
- 0 ~n~on~ Concrete/Rock -- -

-2 -2 ... 42 -,_ -... -
~4 -4 ... -- I 325 '--... 

Brown Silty Clay (Strong Odor) -
'-6 - 6 I- -,_ -... I 1123 '-8 1--g 

-
'- -
I- -~10 1123 . ' . 6 -1c 

"I " "I -
1--

·"' ? .9 -... [7 '<l [7 Brown Sandy Clay (Wet) -
H2 ' "' · V 

4 
v~ (Strong Odor) -12 

~ 1123 
. 

-" " " I-- -
I-

=---i L1 ~14 
Brown~Clay - -,_ I 1123 (Strong or) -

I-

=-16 '-16 ~- ~ ... 
h -

'- & -
I- ..... Sandstone -
-18 I 12 

' --u 
I-

""--- Boring Refusal: 18' 
-

,_ -
I-

Groundwater Encountered: 1 O' I-
~2c - ;2( 
I- -
'- -
~2 ~~ ... -- -
I-

,__2L ~.:: 
I- -
I-- -
:::.__2( 
I- I Soils Sampled for BTEX and MIBE =-2, ,_ --

BORING LOO Applied Environmental Technologies, Inc. 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cwi: ;· M COMPANY, INC. 

DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG • Page 1 of 2 
LUST INCIDENT#: 2005-0374 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-6 

SITE NAME: Dersch Croslow Shell Lawrenceville BORING LOCATION: 25'S &98 'E of SE corner ofCroslows 

SITE ADDRESS: 1421 Lexing1on Avenue (SO' E of MW- I } 

Lawrr!nCeville, Ill inois 62439 RIG TYPE: Truck moumed drill rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 3/27/14 12 :00 DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD: con1inuous sampling/hollow Siem auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 3/27/14 12 :50 BACKFILL: lnsialled Moni1oring Well 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color , 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (oom) Type NUMBER Mois1ure, Pene1rometer, etc .) 

0 Asphalt 

Gravel Subbase No Odor or Discoloration 
-

I Throughout 

Brown Silty Clay with Fine Grain to Medium CL -
2 Grain Sand -

95% 0 Grab MW6-2.5 BETX. MTBE -
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 

Brown Monled Grey Silly Clay CL -
7 -

-
8 85% 0 Grab MW6-7 .5 BETX , MTBE -

-
9 -

-
10 -

-
11 -

-
12 

Brown Mottled. Grey Silty Clay with Fine CL -
13 Grained Sand 100% 0 Grab MW6-12 .5 BETX , MTBE -

-
14 -

-
15 End of Boring 15 · 

Scracificacion lines are approxi mate. in-si cu cran.sicion between soil 1ypes may he gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled at 2 .5 , 7 .5. and 12.5 per regulations 

Manway / Surface Elevation: 96,94 ,,. 
Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -9-11 Auger Depth: 15 ' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: 93. 18 Rotary Depth: Geologist: RJS/BMW 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw:1 j: M COMPANY, INC. 

DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

.. INCIDENT #: 2005-0374 

Page l of 2 
BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-7 

SITE NAME: Dersch Croslow Shell Lawrenctville BORING LOCATION: 105' S & 21 'W of SE Corner of Croslows 
SITE ADDRESS: 1421 Lexington Avenue 

Lawrenceville, Illinois 62439 RIG TYPE: Truck mounted drill rig 
DATE/TIME STARTED: 3/27/14 12 :50 DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD: continuous sampling/hollow stem auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 3/27/14 I :40 BACKFILL: Installed Monitoring Well 
DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture. Penetrometer. etc .) 

0 Decorative Gravel 

Gravel/Soil subbase -
I 

Brown Silty Clay with Fine Grain to Medium CL -
2 Grain Sand - 95% 0 Grab MW7-2.5 BETX. MTBE -
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 

Brown Mo1tled Grey Silty Clay CL -
7 - 90% 0 Grab MW7-7.5 BETX. MTBE -
8 -

-
9 -

-
10 -

-
II -
12 Grey Mo1tled Brown Silty Clay with Fine Grain CL - Sand -
13 90% 226 Grab MW7-12 .5 BETX, MTBE - Odor and Discoloration 12 .5 ' -
14 -

-
15 End of Boring 15' 

Stratification lines an: approximate , in-situ transition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES : Sampled at 2 .5, 7 .5, and 12.5 per regulations 

• Manway / Surface Elevation: 98.41 ... Groundwater Depth While Drllling: -9- 11 Auger Depth: 15' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: 94 .2 Rotary Depth: Geologist: RJS/BMW 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw:i ,IM COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

• INCIDENT II: 2005-0374 

Page l of 2 
BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-8 

SITE NAME: Dersch Croslow Shell Lawrenceville BORING LOCATION: 35 · S & I 08' W of NW Corner of Croslows 
SITE ADDRESS: I 421 Lexington A venut: 

Lawrenci:ville , Illinois 62439 RIG TYPE: Truck moumed drill rig 
DATE/TIME STARTED: 3/27/14 I :40 DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD: cominuoos sampling/hollow stem auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 3/27/14 2:30 BACKFILL: Installed Monitoring Well 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PIO Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color , 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (oom) Type NUMBER Moisture , Penetrometer. etc.) 

0 Grass 

Silt Loam top soil Slight Odor Throughout -
I 

Brown Silty Clay with Fine Grain 10 Medium CL -
2 Grain Sand - 90 % 16.3 Grab MWB-2.5 BETX . MTBE -
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 

Brown Mo11led Grey Silty Clay CL very soft -
7 -

-
8 90% 0 Grab MW8-7 .5 BETX. MTBE -

-
9 -

-
10 -

-
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 90% 0 Grab MW8-12 .5 BETX. MTBE -

-
14 -

-
15 End of Boring 15 ' 

Stratification lines are approximate . in-situ transition between soi l types may be gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled at 2 .5. 7 .5 . and 12.5 pe r regulations 

Manway / Surface Elevation: 101 .52 ... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -9- 11 Auger Depth: 15 ' Driller: AEDC 

'v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: 98.27 Rotary Depth: Geologist: RJS /BMW 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw!I jj M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

• INCIDENT #: 2005-0374 

Page l of 2 
BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-9 

SITE NAME: Dersch Croslow Shell Lawrenceville BORING LOCATION: 20' E of NE Corner of Croslows 
SITE ADDRESS: 1421 Lexingron Avenue 

Lawrenceville. Illinois 62439 RIG TYPE: Truck mounted drill rig 
DATE/TIME STARTED: 3/27/14 2:30 DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD: continuous sampling/hollow stem auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 3/27/14 3:20 BACKFILL: .Installed Monitoring Well 
DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor. Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture. Pene1rome1er. ere.) 

0 Gravel 

Subbase No Odor & Discoloration -
I 

Brown Mottled Grey Silry Clay with Fine CL -
2 Grain to Medium Grain Sand - 90% 0 Grab MW9-2 .5 BETX, MTBE -
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 

Brown Mottled Greay Silty Clay CL very soft -
7 -

-
8 90% 0 Grab MW9-7 .5 BETX , MTBE -

-
9 -

-
10 -

-
II -

-
12 -

-
13 95% 0 Grab MW9-12 .5 BETX, MTBE 

Brown Mortled Grey Silty Clay wi1h 1race sand CL -
14 -

-
15 End of Boring 15 ' 

S1ra1itica1ion lines are approximate, in-situ 1ransi1ion between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES : Sampled at 2 .5, 7.5 , and 12.5 per regulations 

Manway / Surface Elevation : 99.36 ... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -9-11 Auger Depth : 15 ' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: 97.74 Rotary Depth : Geologist: RJS I BMW 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw:1 
)i M COMPANY, INC. 

DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

• INCIDENT II: 2005-0374 
Page 1 of 2 

BOREHOLE NUMBER: SB-I 
SITE NAME: Dersch Croslow Shell Lawrenceville BORING LOCATION: IO'S & 20'W of NW Corner of Croslows 
SITE ADDRESS: 1421 Lt:xingcon A venue 

Lawrenceville. Illinois 62439 RIG TYPE: Truck mounted drill riR 
DATErrlME STARTED: 3/27/14 3:20 DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD: continuous sampling/hollow stem auger 
DATErrlME FINISHED: 3/27114 3:50 BACKFILL: lnscalled Monitoring Well 
DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (oom) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer, etc .) 

0 Concrete 

with Gravel Subbase Slight Odor & Discoloration -
I Throughout 

Brown Silty Clay with Fine Grain to Medium CL -
2 Grain Sand - 75% 2 .1 Grab SBl-2 .S BETX, MTBE -
3 -

-
4 -

-s -
-

6 

Brown Silty Clay CL -
7 -

-
8 90% 0 Grab SBl-7.S BETX, MTBE -

-
9 -

-
10 -

-
II -

-
12 -

-
13 95% 0 Grab SBl-12 .S BETX. MTBE 

Brown Mottled Grey Silty Clay with Fine CL -
14 Grain Sand -

-
IS End of Boring 15' 

Stratification lines are approximate. in-situ transition lictween soil types may be gradual. 
NOTES:Sarnpled at 2 .5, 7.5, and 12.5 per regulations 

• Manway / Surface Elevation: ... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -9-11 Auger Depth : 15 ' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: RJS I BMW 
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Applied Enviromnental Technologies Well Completion Report 

Incident No.: H-20050374 Well No.: MW - I 
Site Name: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies., Inc. Date Drilled Start: ---'--I0'-'-/-'--17'-/0c...;6;__ ______ _ 
Drilling Contractor: Advanced Environmental Drilling Date Completed: __ ....:l:...::0;_.:/l:...:.7;_.:I06:...::;_ _______ _ 

Driller: Greg Courson Geologist: Bry_.,_an==-Wi-'--'-='11.:.::liams="---------- -
Drilling Method: Hollow Stem Augers Drilling Fluids (type): __ N.,_,l:.!.A.:.._ ______ _ 

Annular Space Details Elevations - .01 ft. 

Type of Surface Seal: _...::C::.:o:.:.:n~cre=te'-------------
Top of Protective Type of Annular Sealant: _ _ Be_nt_o_ni_te __________ _ 

Type ofBentonite Seal (Granular, Pellet): _..;;;G=ran=ul:::::ar'-------­

Type of Sand Pack: _..;;;S_;,,;il;;...;ica-"--"Sand=c,__------------

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 
PVC Other Steel 

Specify Type Specify Type Specify Type 

Riser Coupling Joint Screw 

Riser Pipe Above w.t Sched40-2" 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. Sched 40 - 2" 

Screen Sched 40 - 2" 

Coupling Joint Screen to 
Screw Riser 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 9.60' 

Screen Length 10' 

Screen Slot Size 0.010" 

Protective Casing Length I' 

Depth to Water 5.47 

Elevation of Water 90.53' 

Free Product.Thida,ess NIA 

Gallons Removed (develop) NIA 
Gallons Removed (purge) 8 Gallons 

Other 

96.40' 
Casing 

96.00' Top of Riser Pipe 

96.40' Ground Surface 

95.40' Top of Annular 
Sealant 

NIA Casing Stickup 

95.40' Top of Seal 

5' Total Seal Interval 

20.40' Top of Sand 

86.40' Top of Screen 

. IO' Total Screen Interval 

76.40' Bottom of Screen 

76.40' Bottom of Borehole 

Completed By: Jay Emery 
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Applied Environmental Technologies Well Completion Report 
Incident No.: __ H:....:--=2:.::00.::c:5::.:,0~3~74..!.__ _________ _ Well No.: MW- 2 
Site Name: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Enerp,ies, Inc. Date Drilled Start: ___ I0_/_17_/0_6 ______ _ _ 
Drilling Contractor: Advanced Environmental Drilling_ Date Completed: ---'l--'-'0/..c:..l ..:.c.7/_:;_06~----- --
Driller: Greg Courson Geologist: Bryan Williams 
Drilling Method: Hollow Stem Augers Drilling Fluids (type): ---=-N/"""A:..,::_ _______ _ 

Annular Space Details 
Type ofSUJface Seal: _....::C=o=n=crec=ct=e ___________ _ 
Type of Annular Sealant: __ Be_nt_o_ni_te ________ __ _ 

Type ofBentonite Seal (Granular, Pellet): --=G.:..:ran=ul=ar'-------­

Type of Sand Pack: _..::;S~il.:..:ica==--=S=an~d=---- -----------

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 
PVC Other Steel 

Specify Type Specify Type Specify Type 

Riser Coupling Joint Screw 

Riser Pipe Above w.t. Sched 40-2" 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. Sched 40-2" 

Screen Sched40-2" 

Coupling Joint Screen to 
Screw Riser 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 9.70' 

Screen Length 10' 
Screen Slot Size 0.0IO" 

Protective Casing Length I' 

Depth to Water 5.%' 

Elevation of Water 92.74' 
free Product Thickness NIA 
Gallons Removed (develop) NIA 
Gallons Removed (purge) 8 Gallons 

Other 

-
Elevations - .01 ft. 

99.00' Top of Protective 
Casing 

98.70' 

99.00' 

98.00' 

NIA 

Top of Riser Pipe 

Ground Surface 

Top of Annular 
Sealant 

Casing Stickup 

98.00' Top of Seal 

_..,_5' __ Total Seal Interval 

93.00' Top of Sand 

89.00' Top of Screen 

IO' Total Screen Interval 

79.00' Bottom of Screen 

79.00' Bottom of Borehole 

Completed By: Jay Eme!Y.J----
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Applied Environmental Technologies Well Completion Report 

Incident No.: __ :....:H....::-2=-=00-"'5:::..:0:c..::3:..:.7...:..4 _ _ ___ ____ _ Well No.: MW - 3 
Site Name: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Ene!'Ries, Inc. Date Drilled Strut: __ ..;_I0;;.;../..;;..17;.;.../06=---------
Drilling Contractor: Advanced Environmental Drilling_ Date Completed: _ _ _ l-'-O/_l..;_7/--'-0..::.6 ___ _ _ __ _ 

Driller: Greg Courson Geologist: Brv.,_~="-Wi~1l=liams==--------- - - -
Drilling Methcxl: Hollow Stem Augers Drilling Fluids (type): __ ..,__N::...:.IA....:...._ ______ _ 

Annular Space Details Elevations - .01 ft. 

Type of Surface Seal: _....::C=o=nc=re=t=e _ _____ _____ _ 
Top of Protective Type of Annular Sealant: _ _ .Be_n_to_n_ite ___ _____ __ _ 

Type of Bentonite Seal (Granular, Pellet): - ~G_ran--'-u=lar=--------­

Type of Sand Pack: _ ..:::SC!!il.!..!ica::=....::::Sand=:___--- --- -----

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 
PVC Steel Other 

Specify Type Specify Type Specify Type 

Riser Coupling Joint Screw 

Riser Pipe Above w.t. Scheel 40 - 2" 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. Sched 40-2" 

Screen Sched40-2" 

Coupling Joint Screen to 
Screw Riser 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length ' 9.6T 

Screen Length 10' 
Screen Slot Size 0.010" 

Protective Casing Length I' 

Depth to Water 5.68' 

Elevation of Water 92.50' 
Free Product Thickness NIA 
Gallons Removed (develop) NIA 
Gallons Removed (purge) 8 Gallons 

Other 

- 98.51' 
Casing 

98.18' Top of Riser Pipe 

98.51' Ground Surface 

97.51' Top of Annular 
Sealant 

NIA Casing Stickup 

97.51' Top of Seal 

5' Total Seal Interval 

92.51' TopofSand 

88.51' Top of Screen 

10' Total Screen Interval 

78.51' Bottom of Screen 

78.5 l ' Bottom of Borehole 

Completed By: Ja.~y..,,,Em.........,,e~l)'.'----
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Applied Envirorunental Technologies Well Completion Report 
Incident No.: __ .:...:Hc...:·2=-=00-=-=50=3c..:.7....:..4 _ _ ______ _ _ Well No.: MW - 4 
Site Name: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies., Inc. Date Drilled Start: _ _ ..:..I0;:;.:../..:..17:..:../0.::::.c6:--_ _____ _ 
Drilling Contractor: Advanced Environmental Drilling Date Completed: __ _;l...c.0/--'l--7/...c.06.;;;.._ _______ _ 
Driller: Greg Courson Geologist: ___fuy=an:.:....:.Wi.:...:11:.:.:li=ams=-- --------
Drilling Method: Hollow Stern Augers Drilling Fluids (type): __ .,_,N/,....,_A..,__ ___ ___ _ 

Annular Space Details Elevations - .01 ft. 
Type of Surface Seal: --'Co=n=cre=te _ __________ _ 

Top of Protective Type of Annular Sealant: __ B_e_nt_o_ru_'te ____ ______ _ 

Granular Type ofBentonite Seal (Granular, Pellet):_-=.:=:=-.--- ---
Type of Sand Pack: _ ..:::.S=ili=ca.cc...:::..;San=d _ ______ ____ _ 

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 
PVC Other Steel 

Specify Type Specify Type Specify Type 

Riser Coupling Joint Screw 

Riser Pipe Above w.t. Scheel 40 - 2" 
Riser Pipe Below w.t. 

' 
Scheel 40 - 2" 

Screen Sched40-2" 

Coupling Joint Screen to 
Screw Riser 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 9.62' 

Screen Length 10' 
Screen Slot Siz.e 0.010" 

Protective Casing Length I' 

Depth to Water 4.02' 

Elevation of Water 94.02' 

Free Product 111.ickness NIA 
Gallons Removed (develop) NIA 
Gallons Removed (purge) 8 Gallons 
Other 

98.42' 
Casing 

98.04' Top of Riser Pipe 

98.42' Ground Surface 

97.42' Top of Annular 
Sealant 

NIA Casing Stickup 

97.42' TopofSeal 

5' Total Seal Interval 

22.42' Top of Sand 

88.42' Top of Screen 

10' Total Screen Interval 

78.42' Bottom of Screen 

78.42' Bottom of Borehole 

Completed By: Jay Em!._ry.,_ __ _ 
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Applied Environmental Technologies Well Completion Report 

Incident No.: H-20050374 Well No. : MW - 5 
Site Name: Croslow's Shell - Dersch Energies, Inc. Date Drilled Start: _ _ ..:.:I 0:::../=-:J 7:..:.../0:::.:6::....__ ______ _ 
Drilling Contractor: Advanced Environmental Drilling Date Completed: ---'lc..cO.:...;/l--'7'-'I06;..;c_ _ ______ _ 
Driller: Greg Courson 
Drilling Method: Hollow Stem Ayg,_ers _ _____ _ 

Geologist: ~~'-Wi'--'-=1!1=iams='------- ----­
Drilling Fluids (type): ---'--'N""'"/A~ -------

Annular Space Details 
Type of Surface Seal: -~C~o=n=cre=t=e ________ ___ _ 

Type of Annular Sealant: __ .Ben_t_oru_·re _ _ ________ _ 

Type of Bentonite Seal (Granular, Pellet): __ Gran-=--'u~lar _____ _ _ 

Type of Sand Pack: _.c::;S.:..:.il:..:::ica=Sand='--------- ----

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 
PVC Steel Other 

Specify Type Specify Type Specify Type 

Riser Coupling Joint Screw 
Riser Pipe Above w.l Scheel 40 - 2" 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. Sched 40-2" 

Screen Sched40- 2" 

Coupling Joint Screen to 
Screw Riser 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 9 .60' 

Screen Length 10' 
Screen Slot Size 0.010" 

Protective Casing Length I' 

Depth to Water 5.13' 

Elevation of Water 91.13' 

Free Product Thickness NIA 

Gallons Removed (develop) NIA 
Gallons Removed (purge) 8 Gallons 

Other 

-
Elevations - .01 ft. 

96.66' Top of Protective 
Casing 

96.26' Top of Riser Pipe 

96.66' Ground Surface 

95.66' Top of Annular 
Sealant 

NIA Casing Stickup 

95.66' Top of Seal 

5' Total Seal Interval 

90.66' Top of Sand 

86.66' Top of Screen 

IO' Total Screen Interval 

76.66' Bottom of Screen 

76.66' Bottom of Borehole 

Completed By: Jay Em~.,_ __ _ 
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• Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2005-0374 
Dersch Lawrenceville 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

CWM 
CWM 

Drilling Method Hollow Stem Auger 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal 
Type of Annular Sealant 
Type of Bentonite 
Type of Sand Pack 

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 

Steel 

Type 

Riser Coupling Joint 

Riser Pipe Above 

w.t. 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. 

Screen 

Coupling Joint 

Screen to Riser 

Concrete 
Bentonite 
High-Yield 
Coarse 20-20 

PVC 

Specify 

Type 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

LUST Well Completion Report 

Well No. MW-6 
Date Drilled 3/27/2014 
Date Completed __ 3_/2_7_/2_0_1_4 ___ _ 

Geologist RJSIBMW 
Drilling Fluids NI A 

Top of Protective 

96.94 ft. Casing 
96.69 ft . Top of riser pipe 

96.94 ft . Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

96.44 ft . Sealant 

NIA Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

96.44 ft . Top of Seal 

3. 00 ft. Total Seal interval 

93.44 ft . Top of Sand 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 

Screen Length 

Screen Slot Size 

Protective Cas ing Length 

Depth to Water 

Depth to Water 

Free Product Thickness 

Gallons removed (develop) 

Gallons removed (purge) 

Other 

Completed by: BMW 

4.25 ft . 
10.0 ft . 
IO-slot 
NIA 
-9-1 I ft. while drilling 
93 . 18 ft . static 
NIA 
Annroximatelv 3 gallons 
Anoroximatelv 3 i:tallons 

92.44 ft . Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

) O. O ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

82.44 ft . Screen 

Bottom of 

8 J .94 ft . Borehole 
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• Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2005-0374 
Dersch Lawrenceville 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

CWM 
CWM 

Drilling Method Hollow Stem Auger 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal 
Type of Annular Sealant 
Type or Bentonite 
Type or Sand Pack 

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 

Steel 

Type 

Riser Coupling Joint 

Riser Pipe Above 

w.t. 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. 

Screen 

Coupling Joint 

Screen to Riser 

Concrete 
Bentonite 
High-Yield 
Coarse 20-20 

PVC 

Specify 

Type 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

LUST Well Completion Report 

Well No. MW-7 
Date Drilled 3/27/2014 
Date Completed __ 3_/2_7_n_o_1_4 ___ _ 
Geologist RJSIBMW 
Drilling Fluids NIA 

Top of Protective 

98.41 ft . Casing 
98 . 16 ft . Top of riser pipe 

98.41 ft . Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

97.91 ft. Sealant 

NIA Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

97. 91 ft. Top of Seal 

3 .00 ft . Total Seal interval 

94.91 ft . TopofSand 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 

Screen Length 

Screen Slot Size 

Protective Casing Length 

Depth to Water 

Depth to Water 

Free Product Thickness 

Gallons removed (develop) 

Gallons removed (purge) 

Other 

Completed by: BMW 

4.25 ft . 
10.0 ft . 
IO-slot 
NIA 
-9-11 ft. while drillin2 
94.20 ft. static 
NIA 
Aooroximately 3 gallons 
Approximately 3 gallons 

93. 91 ft . Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

10.0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

83 . 91 ft . Screen 

Bottom of 

8 3 .4 I ft . Borehole 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2005-0374 
Dersch Lawrenceville 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

CWM 
CWM 

Drilling Method Hollow Stem Auger 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal 
Type of Annular Sealant 
Type of Bentonite 
Type of Sand Pack 

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 

Steel 

Type 

Riser Coupling Joint 

Riser Pipe Above 

W.l. 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. 

Screen 

Coupling Joint 

Screen to Riser 

Concrete 
Bentonite 
High-Yield 
Coarse 20-20 

PVC 

Speci fy 

Type 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

LUST Well Completion Report 

Well No. MW-8 
Date Drilled 3127/2014 
Date Completed 312712014 ----------Geo Io gist RJS/BMW 
Drilling Fluids NIA 

Top of Protective 

IO 1.52 ft . Casing 
101.27 ft. Top of riser pipe 

101 .52 ft . Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

101.02 ft . Sealant 

NIA Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

101 .02 ft . TopofSeal 

3. 00 ft . Total Seal interval 

98.02 ft. Top of Sand 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 

Screen Length 

Screen Slot Size 

Protective Casing Length 

Depth to Water 

Depth to Water 

Free Product Thickness 

Gallons removed (develop) 

Gallons removed (purge) 

Other 

Completed by: BMW 

4.25 ft . 
10.0 ft . 
I 0-slot 
NIA 
-9-11 ft. while drilling 
98.27 ft. static 
NIA 
Aooroximatelv 3 gallons 
Aooroximately 3 gallons 

97.02 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

10.0 ft . Interval 

Bottom of 

87 .02 ft . Screen 

Bottom of 

86.52 ft . Borel10le 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2005-0374 
Dersch Lawrenceville 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

CWM 
CWM 

Drilling Method Hollow Stem Auger 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal 
Type of Annular Sealant 
Type of Bentonite 
Type of Sand Pack 

Well Construction Materials 

Stainless 

Steel 

Type 

Riser Coupling Joint 

Riser Pipe Above 

W.l. 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. 

Screen 

Coupling Joint 

Screen to R iscr 

Concrete 
Bentonite 
High-Yield 
Coarse 20-20 

PVC 

Specify 

Type 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

LUST Well Completion Report 

Well No. MW-9 
Date Drilled 3/27/2014 
Date Completed __ 3_/2_7_/2_0_1_4 ___ _ 

Geologist RJS/BMW 
Drilling Fluids NIA 

Top of Protective 

99.36 ft . Casing 
99 .11 ft . Top of riser pipe 

99 .36 ft . Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

98 .86 ft . Sealant 

NIA Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

98.86 ft. Top of Sc:al 

3 .00 ft. Total Seal interval 

95 .86 ft . Top of Sand 

Protective Casing Steel 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 

Screen Length 

Screen Slot Size 

Protective Casing Length 

Depth to Water 

Depth to Water 

Free Product Thickness 

Gallons removed (develop) 

Gallons removed (purge) 

Other 

Completed by: BMW 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
I 0-slot 
NIA 
-9-11 ft . while drilling 
97.74 ft . static 
NIA 
Annroximatelv 3 gallons 
Aooroximatelv 3 gallons 

94 .86 ft . Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

I O.O ft . Interval 

Bottom of 

84.86 ft . Screen 

Bottom of 

84 .36 ft. Borehole 
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APPENDIXE 

ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

SITE INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETION REPORT 

DERSCH CROSLOWS 
LAWRENCEVILLE, ILLINOIS 

j PETITIONER'S 
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L ._ --
Cleanup No. 1 

Analyte objectives WWa11S8ft 

Date Sampled 5/5/2005 

BTEX 
Benzene 0.03 0.012 
Toluene 12 0.0078 
Ethylbenzene 13 0.002 
Total Xylene 150 O.D19 

MTBE 0.32 0.039 

PNA's 
Anthracene 12,000 <0.041 
Acenaphthene 570 <0.041 
Acenaphthylene 30 <0.041 
Benzo (a) anthracene 2 -<0.041 
Benzo (a) pyrene 0.8 -<0.041 
Benzo (b) fluoranthene 5 -<0.041 
Benzo (g,h,i) perylene 2,300 -<0.041 
Benzo (k) fluoranthene 49 -<0.041 
Chrysene 160 <0.041 
Dibenzo (a,h) anthracene 0.8 <0.041 
Fluoranthene 4,300 <0.041 
Fluorene 560 <0.041 
lndeno (1,2,3,-cd) pyrene 8 <0.041 
Napthalene 12 <0.041 
Phenanthrene <0.041 
Pyrene 4,200 <0.041 

__ I 

No. 2 
WWallN8ft 

5/5/2005 

0.0087 
0.01 1 

0.0031 
0.012 

0.035 

<0.041 
<0,041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 
<0.041 

---
Croslow's Shell 

UST Removal Samples 
Collected May 5, 2005 

No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 
NWaOW7ft NWallE 7ft E Wa~ N 8ft 

5/5/2005 5/5/2005 5/5/2005 

0.0056 0.0028 0.013 
0.019 0.007 <0.0063 

0.0078 0.0028 0.0022 
0.04 0.0055 0.0098 

0,017 0.0013 0.005 

<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0,041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0,041 <0.041 
<0,041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 
<0.041 <0.041 <0 .041 

Tier I Soil Remediation Objectives for Commerical/lndustrial Property 
All results given in mg/kg. Bold entries exceed cleanup objectives. 

---, __J :-=.J -- ] -- __ , 

No. 6 No. 7 No. 8 No. 9 No. 10 
E WaltS8ft swan E6ft SWaltW8ft SW Floor 12ft NW Floor 11ft 

5/5/2005 5/5/2005 5/5/2005 5/5/2005 5/5/2005 

0.15 0.1 0.031 0.08 0.48 
0.62 <0.51 <0.24 <0.0062 <1 .2 
0.7 <0.051 <0.024 0.0044 3.2 
3 0.44 0.09 0.012 7.9 

<0.10 <0.10 0.079 0.075 <0.24 

<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0,041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0,041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0,040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0,041 <0.041 <0.040 
0.35 0.044 <0.041 <0.041 1.1 

<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
<0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.041 <0.040 
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No. 11 Cleanup 
SE Floor 11 .511 Analyte objectives 

Date Sampled 5/5/2005 

BTEX 
Benzene 0.03 0.12 
Toluene 12 <0.24 
Ethyl benzene 13 0.058 
Total Xylene 150 0.15 

MTBE 0.32 0.068 

PNA's 
Anthracene 12,000 <0.042 
Acenaphthene 570 <0.042 
Acenaphthylene 30 <0.042 
Benzo (a) anthracene 2 <0.042 
Benzo (a) pyrene 0.8 <0.042 
Benzo (b) fluoranthene 5 <0.042 
Benzo (g,h,i) perylene 2,300 <0.042 
Benzo (k) fluoranthene 49 <0.042 
Chrysene 160 <0.042 
Dibenzo (a,h) anthracene 0.8 <0.042 
Fluoranthene 4,300 <0.042 
Fluorene 560 <0.042 
lndeno {1 ,2,3,·cd) pyrene 8 <0.042 
Napthalene 12 <0.042 
Phenanthrene <0.042 
Pyrene 4,200 <0.042 

__ , 

No. 12 
NE Floor 11 .511 

5/5/2005 

0.16 
<0.26 
0.062 
0.16 

<0.052 

<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
<0.042 
0.076 

<0.042 
<0.042 

---
Croslow's Shell 

UST Removal Samples 
Collected May 5, 2005 

No. 13 No. 14 No. 15 

Diesel Fill 11 fl Dispenser 1 211 
Dispenser 2 

2ft 

5/5/2005 5/5/2005 5/5/2005 

1.5 0.065 0.024 
<2.4 <0.56 <0.0063 

<0.24 <0.056 0.0024 
<0.72 <0.17 <0.0019 

<0.48 <0.11 0.014 

<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 
<0.041 <0.042 

Tier I Soil Remediation Objectives for Commerical/lndustrial Property 
All results given in mg/kg. Bold entries exceed cleanup objectives. 

.. - · 1 - i ___J -~ -r -, 

No. 16 No.17 
Dispenser 3 Dispenser 4 

2ft 211 

5/5/2005 5/5/2005 

0.073 0.062 
<0.29 0.021 

<0.029 0.0014 
<0.088 0.0065 

<0.058 0.015 
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Analytical Summary 
Croslow's Shell 

Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Lawrenceville; IL 

Results of Soil Sample Analyses for BTEX and MTBE 
tngestlon Inhalation Migration to B-1 B--1 

Analyte Objective Objective GWObjective 2.5 Feet 10 Feet 

Date Sampled. ·. . .. ' . 1011.7/06 . 10/1.7/06 

BTEX 
Benzene 12 0.8 0.03 <0.00063 ' 0.0066 
Toluene 16000 650 12 <0.0063 0,0082 
Ethylbenzene 7800 400 13 <0.00063 0 .0029 
Xylenes (total) 160000 320 150 <0.0019 0.0067 

MTBE 20000 8.8 0.32 <0.0012 0.0038 

B-1 B-1 
13 Feet 19 Feet 

10/17/06 10/17/06 

0.16 <0,00058 
0.13 <0,0058 

0.014 <0.00058 
0.088 <0.0017 

0.097 <0.0012 

All concentrations given in mg/kg. Bold entnes exceed IEPA TACO Tier 1 Residential Cleanup ObJect1ves 

R esu ts o f S ·1 S 01 t BTEX ample Anal~ ses or and MTBE 
Ingestion Inhalation Migration to B-2 8 -2 8-2 B-2 

Analyte Objective Objective GWObJec;tlve 2.5 Feet 7.5 Feet 12.5 Feet 17.5 Feet 

Date Sampled 10/17/06 10/17/06 10/17/06 10/17/06 

BTEX 
Benzene 12 0.8 0.03 0.0017 0.0066 <0.00061 <0.006 
Toluene 16000 650 12 <0.0061 0.011 <0.0061 <0.006 
Ethylbenzene 7800 400 13 <0.00061 0.004 <0.00061 <0.0006 
Xylenes (total) 160000 320 150 <0.0018 0.0081 <0.0018 <0.0018 

MTBE 20000 8.8 0.32 0.0017 0.0031 0.003 0.0028 

All concentrations given in mg/kg . Bold entries exceed IEPA TACO Tier 1 Residential Cleanup Objectives 

Results of Soil Sample Analyses for BTEX and MTBE 
Ingestion lnhallltlon Migration to B-3 B-3 B-3 B-3 

Analyte Objective Oblectlve GW Objective 2.5 Feet 7.5 Feet 12.5 Feet 17.5 Feet 

Date Sampled 10/17/06. 10/17/06 10/17/06 10/17/06 

BTEX 
Benzene 12 0.8 0.03 0.008 0.8 0.13 0.0038 
Toluene 16000 650 12 0.0096 0.9 0.026 <0.0062 
Ethylbenzene 7800 400 13 0.00068 0.35 0.012 <0.00062 
Xylenes (total) 160000 320 150 0.014 0.83 0.021 <0.0019 

MTBE 20000 8.8 0.32 0.0043 0.26 0.066 0.022 

All concentrations given 1n mg/kg. Bold entries exceed lEPA TACO ner 1 Residential Cleanup ObJect1ves 

.. 
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Analytical Summary 
Croslow's' Shell 

Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Lawrenceville, IL 

Results of Soil Sample Analyses for BTEX and MTBE 
Ingestion Inhalation Migration to · 8-4 8-4 

Analyte Objective Objective GW Objective 2.5 Feet 7.5 Feet 

Date Sampled 10/1-7/06 10/17/06-

BTEX 
Benzene 12 0.8 0.03 0.022 4.7 
Toluene 16000 650 12 0.014 3.4 
Ethylbenzene 7800 400 13 0.0043 3.1 
Xylenes (total) 160000 320 150 0.017 3.8 

MTBE 20000 8.8 0.32 0.012 1.2 

8-4 8-4 
13 Feet 18 Feet 

1-0/17/06 10/17/06-

0.082 <0.00058 
0.038 <0.0058 
0.037 0.00064 
0.054 <0.0018 

0.073 0.094 

All concentrations given 1n mg/kg. Bold entries exceed IEPA TACO ner 1 Residential Cleanup Objectives 

R esu ts o fS . S Ori ample Anal) ses for B TE Xand MTBE 
Ingestion Inhalation Migration to B-5 B-5 B-5 B-5 

Analyte Objectlve Objec11ve GW Objective 5 Feet 7.5 Feet 12.5 Feet 18 Feet 

Date Sampled 10/17/06 10/17/06. 10/17/06 10/17/06. 

BTEX 
Benzene 12 0.8 0.03 1.2 3.4 0.84 0.00062 
Toluene 16000 650 12 2.4 3.6 <0.24 <0.0062 
Ethylbenzene 7800 400 13 5.3 22 1.6 0.00071 
Xylenes (total) 160000 320 150 2.9 64 0.28 0.0027 

MTBE 20000 8.8 0.32 0.35 2 0.13 0.015 

All concentrations given in mg/kg. Bold entries exceed IEPA TACO Tier 1 Residential Cleanup Objectives 

Results of Soil Sample Analyses for BTEX and MTBE 
Ingestion Inhalation Migration to B-6 B-6 B-6 B-6 

Analyte Objective Objective GW Objoetive 5 Feet 7.5 Feet 15 Feet 18 Feet 

Date Sampled 10/17/06 10/1-7/06- -10/1-7/06- 10/.1-7/06 

BTEX 
Benzene 12 0.8 0.03 0.038 5.2 0.047 0.017 
Toluene 16000 650 12 0.034 5 <0.0062 0.0098 
Ethylbenzene 7800 400 13 0.016 21 0.0082 0.0025 
Xylenes (total) 160000 320 150 0.051 10 0.0058 0.007 

MTBE 20000 8.8 0.32 0.018 1.9 0.048 0.026 
TOC 
All concentrations given m mg/kg. Bold entries exceed IEPA TACO Tier 1 Residential Cleanup Ob1ect1ves 
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Analytical Summary 
Croslow's Shell 

Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Lawr~nceville, IL 

Results of Soil Sample Analyses for BTEX and MTBE 

Ingestion Inhalation · Migration to · B-10 8-10 
Analyte Objective ObJectlve GW ObJectlve SFeet 10 Feet 

Date Sampled- - 10/17/06 10/11/06 

BTEX · 
Benzene 12 0.8 0.03 0.042 0_099 
Toluene 16000 650 12 0.018 0.072 
Ethylbenzene 7800 400 13 0.0037 0.036 
Xy!enes (total) 160000 320 150 0.018 0.15 

MTBE 20000 8.8 0_32 0.015 0.045 

B-10 8-10 
15 Feet 18 Feet 

10/17/06 10/17/06 .. 

0.51 0 .011 
0.32 <0.0058 
2.2 0.0053 
0.15 0.0052 

0.28 0.011 

All concentrations given in mg/kg. Bold entries exceed lEPA TACO Tier 1 Residential Cleanup ObJect1ves 
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Class 1 GW 

Analyte Objectives 

Date Sampled 

BTEX 
Benzene 0.005 
Toluene 1.0 
Ethyl benzene 0.7 
Total Xylene 10.0 

MTBE 0.07 

PNA's 
Anthracene 2.1 
Acenaphthene 0.42 
Acenaphthylene 
Benzo (a) anthracene 0.00013 
Benzo (a) pyrene 0.0002 
Benzo (b) fluoranthene 0.00018 
Benzo (g,h,i) perylene 
Benzo (k) fluoranthene 0.00017 
Chrysene 0.0015 
Dibenzo (a,h) anthracene 0.0003 
Fluoranthene 0.28 
Fluorene 0.28 
lndeno (1,2,3,-cd) pyrene 0.00043 
1-Methylnaphthalene 
2-Methylnaphthalene 
Naphthalene 0.14 
Phenanthrene 
Pyrene 0.21 

Analytical Summary Table 
Dersch Energies, Inc. 

Croslow Shell 
Lawrenceville IL 

MW-1 MW-2 

10/24/2006 10/24/2006 

0.038 <0.0005 
<0.025 <0.005 
0.004 <0.0005 

<0.0075 <0.0015 

0.023 0 .013 

<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0,0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 

0.017 <0.0001 
0.014 <0.0001 

0.0055 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 

Petroleum Cleanup ObJect1ves for Groundwater (TACO Tier 1 Class 1). 
All results given in mg/I. Bold entries exceed cleanup objectives. 

MW-3 MW-4 MW-5 

10/24/2006 10/24/2006 10/24/2006 

0.24 0.065 1 
<0.05 <0.12 <0.5 
0 .062 0.11 3.1 
<0.015 <0.038 3.5 

0.21 0.26 0 .16 

<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 

0 .076 0.076 0.23 
0.12 0.072 0.29 

0.046 0.078 0.44 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
<0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 
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-
Location MW6 MW& MW& 
OeDth lftl 2.S 7.5 . 12.6 

Date 3/2712014 3/2712014 3/2712014 
Parameter CluslCUO 

Benzene 0.03 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 

Ethy1benzene 13.0 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 

TDlueno 12.0 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 
Total Xytenes 6.6 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 
MTBE 0.32 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 

MW7 
2.5 

3/2712014 

<0.002 
<0.002 
<0.002 
<0.005 
<0.005 

• Dersch Energies, Inc . 
Lawrenceville, Illinois 
Corrective Action Data 

CWM SOIL 3-27-14 

MW7 MW7 MW8 MWI 
7.5 12.6 2.S 7.5 

3/2712014 3/2712014 3/2712014 3127/2014 

<0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 
<0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 
<0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 
<0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 
<0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 

-
MW& MW9 MW9 MW9 S81 S81 S81 
12.6 2.5 7.S 12.S 2.6 7.5 12.5 

3/27/2014 3/27/2014 3/27/2014 3/27/2014 3/27/2014 312712014 3/2712014 

<0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 
<0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 

<0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 <0.002 
<0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0 .005 <0.005 <0.005 
<0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0 .005 <0.005 <0.005 
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Parameter 

Benzene 
~!benzene 
Toluene 
Total Xylenes 
MTBE 

I 

-Dersch Energies, Inc. 
Lawrenceville, Illinois 
Corrective Action Data 

CWM GW 4-4-14 

Location MW6 MW7 
Date 4/4/2014 4/4/2014 

Class I CUO I 
0.005 <0.002 <0.002 
0.7 <0.002 <0.002 

1.0 0.003 0.011 

10.0 0.007 0.022 

0.07 <0.005 <0.005 

I I 

-
MWB MW9 

4/4/2014 4/4/2014 

I I 
<0.002 <0.002 
<0.002 0.002 
0.003 0.018 
0 .01 0.032 

<0.005 <0.005 

I I I 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES 

Remit To : 

INVOICE 
FEIN# 36-2695636 

Suburban L aboratories, Inc. 

1950 S. Batav ia Ave., Suite 150 
Geneva, IL 60134 
Phone: 708-544-3260 Fax: 708-544-8587 

Carol Rowe 
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 
CWM Company, Inc 

701 West South Grand 

Springfield, IL 62704 

Inc. 

Work Order: 1-10-1010 Dare Received: 4/ 1/2014 

llem Descrlplion 

BTEX + MTBE Sol id 

Miscellaneous Charge Summary 

Item 
Shipping & Handling 

5035 Sampling Kit 

M11Cr ix 

Soil 

Comments: Terms per signed agreemenc 

Remarks 

July 201 2 - June 2013 

Unit Qty 
$58.50 1 

$11 .70 15 

Illinois Department of Public Health Accredited #17585 

Total 
$58.50 

$175.50 

Qcy 

15 

1950 S. Batavia Ave ., Suite 150 Geneva , Ill inois 60134 

Tel. (708) 544-3260 • Toll Free (800) 783-LABS 

Fax (708) 544-8587 

www.suburbanlabs.com 

Invoice# : 111239 

Invoi ce Date: 4/8/2014 

TemlS: NET90 
Invoice Due: 7/7/2014 

Priori ty: Rush 

PO: 

Report To: Carol Rav.-.: 

Fax: (217)5 22-8009 

Project: Dersch - Crostows - Lawrenceville 

Unit Price ¾ Disc. Net Price Total 

S99.45 S 1,491.75 

Sub Total : S 1,491.75 

Misc. Charges: $234.00 

Surcharge: 0.00% 

INVOICE Total: S1,725.75 
Pre-Paid Amount: $0.00 

Total Payab le Amount : $1 ,725.75 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency Accredited #100225 

Page I of I 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 

April 08, 2014 

Carol Rowe 
CWM Company, Inc 
70 I West South Grand 
Springfield, [L 62704 

TEL: (21 7) 522-8001 

FAX: (217) 522-8009 
RE: Dersch - Crostows - Lawrenceville 

Dear Carol Rowe: 

1950 S. Batavia Ave .. Suite 150 Geneva, Illinois 60134 
Tel. (708) 544-3260 • Toll Free (800) 783-LABS 
Fax (708) 544--8587 

www.suburbaolabs.com 

Workorder: 1404010 

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. received 15 sample(s) on 4/1/2014 for the analyses presented in the 
following report. 

All data for the associated quality control (QC) met EPA, method, or internal laboratory 
specifications except where noted in the case narrative. If you are comparing these results to 
external QC specifications or compliance limits and have any questions, please contact us. 

This final report of laboratory analysis consists of this cover letter, case narrative, analytical 
report, dates report, and any accompanying documentation on, but not limited to, chain of 
custody records, raw data, and letters of explanation or reliance . This report may not be 
reproduced, except in full , without the prior written approval of Suburban Laboratories, Inc . 

If you have any questions regarding these test results, please call me at (708) 544-3260. 

Sincerely, 

Kelly Culhane 
Project Manager 
708-544-3260 ext 2 I 2 
kellv@suburbanlabs.com 

Illinois Department of Public Health Accredited #17585 Illinois Environmental Protection Agency Accredited #100225 
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,,,.,_..._.,II:; Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
f//////ll'/liii ·•· 1950 S. B,cavia Ave .. Suite 150, Geneva. IL 60134 (708) 544 -3260 I Case Narrative i 

Client: CWM Company, Inc 

Project: Dersch - Crostows • Lawrenceville 

WorkOrder: 1404010 

Temperature or samples upon receipt at SU: 2 C 

General Comments : 

Date: April 08, 20 l 4 

PO#: 

QC Level: 

Chain of Custody#: 111248, 111249 

-All results reported in wet weight unless otherwise indicated . (dry= Dry Weight) 
- Sample results relate only to the analytes of interest tested and to sample as received by the laboratory. 
- Environmental compliance sample results meet the requirements of 35 lAC Part 186 unless otherwise indicated. 
- Waste water analysis follows the rules set forth in 40 CFR part 136 except where otherwise noted . 
-Accreditation by the State of Illinois is not an endorsement or a guarantee of the validity of data generated. 
- For more information about the laboratories' scope of accreditation, please contact us at (708) 544-3260 or the 
Agency at (217) 782-6455 . 

Abbreviations: 
- Reporting Limit: The concentration at which an analyte can be routinely detected on a day to day basis, and which 
also meets regulatory and client needs. 
- Quantitation Limit: The lowest concentration at which results can be accurately quantitated. 

- J : The analyte was positively identified above our Method Detection Limit and is considered detectable and 
usable; however, the associated numerical value is the approximate concentration of the analyte in the sample. 
- ATC: Automatic Temperature Correction . - TNTC: Too Numerous To Count 
- In Laboratory: EPA recommends this analyte be analyzed "immediately" (e.g., tests that should be performed in 
the field within 15 minutes of collection). Analytes with "immediate" hold times are analyzed as soon as possible 
upon receipt by the laboratory. 
- TIC: Tentatively Identified Compound (GCMS library search identification, concentration estimated to nearest 
internal standard). 
- SS (Surrogate Standard): Quality control compound added to the sample by the lab. 

Method References: 
For a complete list of method references please contact us. 
- E: USEPA Reference methods 
- SW: USEPA, Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste (SW-846) 
- M: Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater 

A~S=3~-/1[ED' p_},l ,l · 
f~ APR - 8 2014 ~ . 
~ u CfL_.; BY: ______ _ 

- USP: Latest version of United States Pharmacopeia 

Workorder Specific Comments: 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950 S. Baiavia A,·e .. Sui1e 150, Geneva, IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Dersch - Crostows - Lawrenceville 

Report Date: April 08 , 2014 

Workorder: 1404010 

Matrix: SOIL Client Sample ID: MW6 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-001 Date Received: 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 12:05 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Elhylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Brornonuorobenzene 

SS: Dibromonuoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

- Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: MW6 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-002 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethyl benzene 

m ,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluoromethane 
SS: Toluene-d8 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-82608-Rev 2, Oec-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0123 mg/Kg-dry 39.38 04/03/2014 3:12 PM 
NO 0.0494 mg/Kg-dry 39.38 04/03/2014 3:12 PM 
ND 0.0987 mg/Kg-dry 39.38 04/03/2014 3:12 PM 
ND 0.0494 mg/Kg-dry 39 .38 04103/2014 3:1 2 PM 
ND 0.0494 mg/Kg-dry 39.38 04/03/2014 3:12 PM 
ND 0.0987 mg/Kg-dry 39.38 04/03/2014 3:12 PM 
ND 0.0494 mg/Kg-dry 39.38 04103/2014 3:12 PM 

98.1 85.9-111 %REC 39 .38 04/03/2014 3:12 PM 
103 87.5-113 %REC 39.38 04/03/2014 3:12 PM 
103 83.3-121 %REC 39.38 04/03/2014 3:12 PM 

Method: ASTM-0221&-Rev 2005 Analyst ml<l 

20 1.0 wt¾ 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Matrix: SOIL 
Date Recei\•ed: 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 12: 15 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-82608-Rev 2, Oec-96 Analyst Is 

ND 0.0141 mg/Kg-dry 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 
ND 0.0565 mg/Kg-dry 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 
ND 0.113 mg/Kg-dry 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 
ND 0.0565 mg/Kg-dry 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 
ND 0.0565 mg/Kg-dry 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 
ND 0.113 mg/Kg-dry 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 
ND 0.0565 mg/Kg-dry 43 .68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 

95.9 85.9-111 %REC 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 
104 87.5-113 %REC 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 
102 83.3-121 %REC 43.68 04/03/2014 3:47 PM 

Method: ASTM-0221&-Rev 2005 Analyst: ml<l 

23 1.0 wt¾ 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Batch ID 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45481 

Batch ID 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45481 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., SuilC ISO, GC11eva. IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Dersch - Crostows - Lawrenceville 

Report Date: April 08 , 20 I 4 

\Vorkorder: 1404010 

Matrix: SOIL 
Client Sample ID: M'W6 (12.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-003 Date Received : 04/0\/20\4 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 12:25 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethyl benzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

- Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: MW7 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-004 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobeniene 

ss: Dlbromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qua(. Units factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-8260B-Rev 2. Dec-96 Analyst: ks 

ND 0.0125 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 2:42 AM 
ND 0.0502 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 2:42 AM 
ND 0.100 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 2:42 AM 
ND 0 .0502 mg/Kg-dry 41.18 04/03/2014 2:42 AM 
ND 0.0502 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 2:42 AM 
ND 0.100 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 2:42 AM 
ND 0.0502 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 2:42 AM 

103 85.9-111 %REC 41 .18 04/03/2014 2 :42 AM 
87.6 87.5-113 %REC 41 .18 04/03/2014 2 :42 AM 
98.8 83.3-121 %REC 41 .18 04/03/2014 2:42 AM 

Method: ASTM-D2216-Rev 2005 Analyst : mkl 

18 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Matrix: SOIL 
Dute Received: 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 12:55 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-8260B-Rev 2, De<:-96 Analyst: Is 

NO 0.0125 mg/Kg-dry 39 .76 04/03/2014 4 :22 PM 
NO 0.0500 mg/Kg-dry 39.76 04/03/2014 4:22 PM 
ND 0.100 mg/Kg-dry 39.76 04/03/2014 4 :22 PM 
NO 0 .0500 mg/Kg-dry 39.76 04/03/2014 4:22 PM 
ND 0.0500 mg/Kg-dry 39.76 04/03/2014 4:22 PM 
NO 0.100 mg/Kg-dry 39.76 04/03/2014 4:22 PM 
ND 0.0500 mg/Kg-dry 39.76 04/03/2014 4:22 PM 

98.8 85.9-111 %REC 39.76 04/03/2014 4:22 PM 
105 87.5-113 %REC 39 .76 04/03/2014 4 :22 PM 
102 83.3-121 %REC 39.76 04/03/2014 4:22 PM 

Method: ASTM-D2216-Rev 2005 Analyst: mkl 

21 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Batch ID 

R45510 

R45510 

R45510 

R45510 

R45510 

R45510 

R45510 

R45510 

R45510 

R45510 

R45481 

Batch ID 

R45539 

R4553g 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45481 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
19.SOS. Batavio Ave., Suite 1,0, Genc\'a. lL 601 34 (708) 544-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Dersch - Crostows - Lawrenceville 

Report Date: April 08 , 2014 

Workorder: 1404010 

Matrix: SOIL 
Client Sample ID: MW7 (7.5) 

Lab IO: 1404010-005 Date Received : 04/0l i2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 1 :05 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethyl benzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofiuorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

- Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: l\lW7 (12.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-006 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m ,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofiuorobenzene 

SS: Oibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-8260B•Rev 2. Dec-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0131 mg/Kg-dry 41 .21 04/03/2014 4 :56 PM 
ND 0.0523 mg/Kg-dry 41 .21 04/03/2014 4 :56 PM 
ND 0.105 mg/Kg-dry 41.21 04/03/2014 4 :56 PM 
ND 0.0523 mg/Kg-dry 41 .21 04/0312014 4 :56 PM 
ND 0.0523 mg/Kg-dry 41 .21 04/03/2014 4:56 PM 
ND 0 .157 mg/Kg-dry 41 .21 04/03/2014 4 :56 PM 
ND 0 .0523 mg/Kg-dry 41 .21 04/03/2014 4 :56 PM 

93.7 85.9-111 %REC 41.21 04/03/2014 4:56 PM 
103 87.5-113 %REC 41 .21 04/03/2014 4:56 PM 
101 83.3·121 %REC 41 .21 04/03/2014 4:56 PM 

Melhod: ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 Analyst mkl 

21 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Matrix: SOIL 
Date Received : 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 I :15 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-82608-Rev 2, Oec-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0133 mg/Kg-dry 42.14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 
ND 0 .0533 mg/Kg-dry 42.14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 
ND 0 .107 mg/Kg-dry 42.14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 
ND 0.0533 mg/Kg-dry 42 .14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 
ND 0 .0533 mg/Kg-dry 42 .14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 
ND 0.107 mg/Kg-dry 42,14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 
ND 0.0533 mg/Kg-dry 42.14 04/0412014 12:33 PM 

97.7 85 .9-111 %REC 42.14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 
104 87 .5-113 %REC 42.14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 

97.3 83.3-121 %REC 42 .14 04/04/2014 12:33 PM 

Method: ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 Analyst: mkl 

21 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Batch ID 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45481 

Batch ID 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45481 
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Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
19l0 S. B:itavio Ave., Suite llO. Geneva, IL 60134 (708) 544,3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company , Inc 

Project Name: Dersch - Crostows - La\\Tenceville 

Report Date: April 08, 2014 

\Vorkorder: 1404010 

Matrix: SOIL 
Client Sample ID: MW8 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-007 Date Received: 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 I :45 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m.p-Xytene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Comoqunds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 
SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

- Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: l\1W8 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-008 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethyl benzene 

m.p-Xylene 
Methyl tert-butyl ether 
o-Xylene 
Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Me1hod: EPA-82608-Rev 2, Oec-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0130 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 
ND 0.0519 mg/Kg-dry 41.18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 
ND 0.104 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 
NO 0.0519 mg/Kg-dry 41.18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 
NO 0.0519 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 
ND 0.104 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 
ND 0.0519 mg/Kg-dry 41 .18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 

97.5 85.9-111 %REC 41.18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 
104 87 .5-113 %REC 41 .18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 

99.6 83.3-121 %REC 41 .18 04/03/2014 5:33 PM 

Method: ASTM-O2216-Rev 2005 Analyst: mkl 

21 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Matrix: SOIL 
Date Received : 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/20 I 4 1 :55 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-82608-Rev 2. Oec-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0137 mg/Kg-dry 42.49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 
ND 0.0550 mg/Kg-dry 42.49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 
ND 0.110 mg/Kg-dry 42.49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 
ND 0.0550 mg/Kg-dry 42.49 04/03/2014 6:1 0 PM 
ND 0.0550 mg/Kg-dry 42.49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 
NO 0.110 mg/Kg-dry 42.49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 
NO 0.0550 mg/Kg-dry 42.49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 

97.0 85 .9-111 ¾REC 42.49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 
103 87.5-113 %REC 42.49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 

97 .1 83.3-121 %REC 42 .49 04/03/2014 6:10 PM 

MelhOd: ASTM-O2216-Rev 2005 Analyst: mkl 

23 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Batch ID 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45481 

Batch ID 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45539 

R45481 
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.. 

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950S. Bau,via Ave .. Suite 150. Gmcva, IL601 34 (708) 544-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Dersch - Crostows - Lawrenceville 

Report Date: April 08 , 2014 

Workorder: 1404010 

Matri.c SOIL 
_Client Sample ID: MW8 (12.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-009 Date Received: 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 2 :05 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethyl benzene 
m,p-Xylene 
Methyl tert-butyt ether 
a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

- Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: MW9 (2.5) 

Lab ID : 1404010-010 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 
m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 
o-Xylene 

Tota l Xylenes 
Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 
SS: Dlbromonuoromelhane 
SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qua!. Units Factor Date Analyud 

Melhod: EPA-8260B-Rev 2. Deo-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0,0129 mg/Kg-<lry 42.64 04/04/2014 1 :41 PM 
ND 0.0515 mg/Kg-dry 42.64 04/04/20141 :41 PM 
ND 0.1 03 mg/Kg-dry 42.64 04/04/2014 1:41 PM 
NO 0.0515 mg/Kg-dry 42.64 04/04/20141 :41 PM 
ND 0.0515 mg/Kg-dry 42 ,64 04/04/2014 1 :41 PM 
ND 0.103 mg/Kg-dry 42.64 04/04/20141 :41 PM 
ND 0.0515 mg/Kg-dry 42.64 04/04/2014 1 :41 PM 

99.3 85 ,9-1 11 %REC 42.64 04/04/2014 1:41 PM 
105 87.5-1 13 %REC 42.64 04/04/2014 1 :41 PM 

98.6 83.3-1 21 %REC 42.64 04/04/20141 :41 PM 

Method: ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 Analyst: mkl 

17 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Matrix: SOIL 
Date Received : 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date : 03/27/2014 2:35 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-8260B-Rev 2, Deo-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0113 mg/Kg-dry 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 
ND 0.0453 mg/Kg-dry 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 
ND 0.0906 mg/Kg-dry 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 
ND 0.0453 mg/Kg-dry 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 
ND 0.0453 mg/Kg-<lry 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 
ND 0.0906 mg/Kg-dry 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 
ND 0.0453 mg/Kg-dry 35.69 04/04/2014 1:07 PM 

97 .9 85 .9-1 11 %REC 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 
105 87 .5-113 %REC 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 
100 83.3-1 21 %REC 35.69 04/04/2014 1 :07 PM 

Method: ASTM-D2216-Rev 2005 Analyst: mkl 

21 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Batch ID 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 
R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45481 

Batch ID 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45481 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite ISO, Geneva. IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Dersch• Crostows • La\\Tenceville 

Report Date: April 08, 2014 

Workorder: 1404010 

Matrix: SOIL Client Sample ID: MW9 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-011 Date Received: 04/01 /2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 2:45 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Elhylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Dibromonuoromethane 

SS: Toluene-d8 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

-- Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: MW9 (12.5) 

Lab ID: 1404010-012 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Ben:i:ene 

Ethyl benzene 

m.p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Dlbromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-d8 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-62608-Rev 2, Dec-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0128 mg/Kg-dry 39.47 04/04/2014 2:15 PM 

ND 0.0513 mg/Kg-dry 39.47 04/04/2014 2:15 PM 

ND 0.103 mg/Kg-dry 39 .47 04/04/2014 2:15 PM 

ND 0.0513 mg/Kg-dry 39.47 04 /0412014 2:15 PM 
ND 0.0513 mg/Kg-dry 39.47 04/0412014 2:15 PM 
ND 0.103 mg/Kg-dry 39.47 04/04/2014 2:15 PM 

ND 0,0513 mg/Kg-dry 39.47 04104/2014 2:1 5 PM 

100 85 .9-1 11 ¾REC 39.47 0410412014 2:15 PM 

105 87 .5-113 ¾REC 39.47 04/04/2014 2:15 PM 

102 83.3-121 %REC 39.47 04/04/2014 2:15 PM 

Method: ASTM-D22 16-Rev 2005 Analyst: ml<l 

23 1.0 wt% 04102/2014 3:00 PM 

Matrix: SOIL 
Date Received: 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 2:55 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-82608-Rev 2, Dec-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0129 mg/Kg-dry 42.88 04104/2014 2:59 PM 

ND 0.0518 mg/Kg-dry 42.88 04/04/2014 2:59 PM 
ND 0.104 mg/Kg -dry 42.88 04/04/2014 2:59 PM 
ND 0,0518 mg/Kg-dry 42.88 04/04/2014 2:59 PM 
ND 0.0518 mg/Kg-dry 42.88 04/04/2014 2:59 PM 
ND 0,104 mg/Kg-dry 42.88 04/04/2014 2:59 PM 
ND 0.0518 mg/Kg-dry 42.88 04/04/2014 2:59 PM 

95.7 85.9-111 %REC 42.88 04104/2014 2:59 PM 
105 87.5-113 ¾REC 42.88 04/04/2014 2:59 PM 
103 83 .3-121 %REC 42.88 04/04/2014 2:59 PM 

Method: ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 Analyst: ml<l 

17 1.0 wt¾ 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Batch ID 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45481 

Batch ID 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

.R45590 

R45481 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
I 950 S. Batavia A,-. .. Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60 IH (708)544-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Dersch - Crostows - Lawrenceville 

Client Sample ID: SBI 2.5 

Report Date: April 08, 2014 

\Vorkorder: 1404010 

Matrix: SOIL 
Lab ID: 1404010-013 Date Received: 04/01/2014 9 :20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 3 :25 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m ,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Brornofluorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluorornethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

- Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: S81 7.S 

Lab ID: 1404010-014 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Brornonuorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qua!. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-82608-Rev 2. Oec-96 Analyst: Is 

ND 0.0124 mg/Kg-dry 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 
ND 0.0495 mg/Kg-dry 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 
ND 0.0991 mg/Kg-dry 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 
ND 0.0495 mg/Kg-dry 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 
ND 0.0495 mg/Kg-dry 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 
ND 0.0991 mg/Kg-dry 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 
ND 0.0495 mg/Kg-dry 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 

97 .5 85.9-111 %REC 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 
105 87.5-113 %REC 39.24 04/04/2014 3:33 PM 

97.8 83.3-121 %REC 39.24 04/04/2014 3 :33 PM 

Metl1od: ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 Analyst mkl 

21 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Matrix: SOIL 
Date Received: 04/01/2014 9:20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 3 :35 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-8260B-Rev 2. Oeo-96 Analys t: Is 

ND 0.0123 mg/Kg-dry 40.37 04/04/2014 4:06 PM 
ND 0.0494 mg/Kg-dry 40.37 04/04/2014 4:06 PM 
ND 0.0987 mg/Kg-dry 40.37 04/04/2014 4 :06 PM 
ND 0.0494 mg/Kg-dry 40 .37 04/0412014 4:06 PM 
ND 0.0494 mg/Kg-dry 40.37 04/04/2014 4 :06 PM 
ND 0.0987 mg/Kg-dry 40.37 04/04/2014 4 :06 PM 
ND 0.0494 mg/Kg-dry 40.37 04/04/2014 4:06 PM 

96 .4 85.9-111 %REC 40.37 04/04/2014 4:06 PM 
107 87.5-113 %REC 40.37 04/04/2014 4:06 PM 

98.7 83.3-121 %REC 40.37 04/04/2014 4:06 PM 

Method: ASTM-D2216-Rev 2005 Analyst: mkl 

18 1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Batch ID 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45481 

Batch ID 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45481 
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Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite ISO. Geneva, IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Dersch - Crostows - La\\TCncevillc 

Report Date: April 08, 2014 

\Vorkordcr: 1404010 

Matrix: SOIL Client Sample ID: SBI 12.5 

Lab ID: 1404010-015 Date Received: 04/01/2014 9 :20 AM Collection Date: 03/27/2014 3:45 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-d8 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

- Percent Moisture 

Result 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

98 .5 

106 

96.2 

19 

Report Dilution 
Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-82608-Rev 2, Oec-96 Analyst: Is 

0.0118 mg/Kg-dry 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

0.0473 mg/Kg-dry 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

0.0947 mg/Kg-dry 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

0.0473 mg/Kg-dry 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

0.0473 mg/Kg-dry 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

0.0947 mg/Kg-dry 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

0.0473 mg/Kg-dry 38 .45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

85.9-1 11 %REC 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

87 .5-113 %REC 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

83 .3-121 %REC 38.45 04/04/2014 4:40 PM 

Method: ASTM-O2216-Rev 2005 Analyst: mkl 

1.0 wt% 04/02/2014 3:00 PM 

Batch ID 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45590 

R45481 
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- wb.1. Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
19~ S. Baia,ia Ave .• Suite ISO, Geneva. !L 60 134 (708) 544-3260 

Client: CWM Company, Inc 

Project: Dersch - Crostows - Lawrenceville 

Sample ID Collection Date Batch ID Prep l\·lethod 
1404010-001 A 3/27/2014 12:05:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-002A 3/27/2014 12:15:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-00JA 3/27/201 4 12:25:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-004A 3/27/2014 12:55:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-00SA 3/27/2014 1:05:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-006A 3/27/2014 1:15:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-00?A 3/27/2014 1:45:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-008A 3/27/2014 1 :55:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-009A 3/27/2014 2:05 :00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-0lOA 3/27/2014 2:35:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-0llA 3/27/2014 2:45:00 P 21048 5035PR 

- 1404010-012A 3/27/2014 2:55:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010--013A 3/27/2014 3:25:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-014A 3/27/2014 3:35:00 P 21048 5035PR 

1404010-0lSA 3/27/2014 3:45:00 P 21048 5035PR 

PREP DATES REPORT 

Report Date: April 08, 2014 

Lab Order: 1404010 

Prep Test Name TCLP Date Prep Date 

CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P& T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 
CLOSED SYSTEM P&T voe 
Prep 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

4/1/2014 

~, r=:,--,, ~ .. ., - -­lt~1 •. . - ., t ,! --· •t . ' • .... .. f., {.::'\ 1UJ·-- --.c ---- . . - - :, '.j 

~

l ·J IJ n APR - s zo1i :"1 1 
~ . . , r l 

sv:_c/L s, · 
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wit!. Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia An., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

Qualifiers: 

*/x Value exceeds Maximum Contaminant Level 

B Analyte detected in the associated Method Blank 

c Analyte not in SLI scope of accreditation 

E 

G 

H 

J 

Estimated, detected above quantitation range 

Refer to case narrative page for specific comments 

Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded 

Analyte detected below quantitation limit (QL) 

N Tentatively identified compounds 

ND Not Detected at the Reporting Limit 

P Present 

R RPO outside accepted recovery limits 

S Spike Recovery outside accepted recovery limits 

Qualifier Definitions 
WO#: 1404010 

Date: 4/8/2014 
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~SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. CHAIN OF CUSTODY RECORD # 111248 

4140 Litt Drive Hillside, IL 60162 Tel. 708.544.3260 Fax: 708.544.8587 Toll Free: 800.783.LABS www.suburbanlabs.com ' 
f-0"11>"'1Yr-llmo l~w µ ra ~C- TURNAROUND TIME REQUESTED Page of ANALYSIS & METHOD REOUESTEO 

~ ........ 70/ w, S, bro..v-.t 4'l.. ~nnal D RUSH" "Addilionol Rush 
Enter an •x- in bo• below for request 

PO No. 
Chatgos Approved. 

µ,y 'Spl',-,._f.h-ricJ IL. Zlp~?..'?ol{ "Cata & rime Needed: 
S/lipplng!Aolhod 

r,,ono 
21< s-1.:z. -Xe;{/ 'i'oc9 Q F'1l< Nonnol TAT is spodfood on tho pric<> quoblian or foo sd-.oduo. Rcponi,,g Level (•1 

1 2 3 4 Rcl)Otl Rmh_ ""'11 mm bO P,""Dl)IOIIOG and addiliorlal ~ 2Plll)-. I~ lldditJOnoJ chotg(,) 

,:n,;j Add,c,.5 C LJ M ~ ( ., C Anal Rcpart Specify Regulatory Program: O None/Info Only 
LAB USE ONLY . Wr-.A.. -~C-IA.U~ ~ will boomoa.d (Required) 

~I 
l'lqod IO I LocaUcn Vi . . L .. ~LUST O SRP 0 SOWA 

SLI OROER1'o. 14o4o lo c,cSc..L -lr-<eStc ,,./S - Lnl,Jfo"lc..v :-{\( 
Projod~(RDpat "C . /2nJ 0 503 Sludge O NPOES 0 MWROGC San-c>I•~ 0 Yu V.>I L. , <.., ~I'\ I $Ul)l)liCd by Q/Slom:,? 
Samplo Collo<Uw(s)..,.,,,. f2J5/6µi,J D Disposal O Other· ""'"""'spocityin"°"""""' TCffll)Or.111Jfo al :-.... f o) •c .,.,,.., below. 

1~ '{I I Roc...,.,Sompb 

/ 

I =:=~7 □ Yes SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION COLLECTION . GRAB/ CONTAINERS ~ 
0 U&0 Ono Una Per p,...-.,crr.,tlon & Cont.-ilnc<Typo• DATE TIME MATRIX COMP. □tyl SIZE & TYPE PRESERVATIVE I R Condition Soli• LAB# 

1 Iv( iJ lo CZ.<') 1; 1l1,l'f IZ.'t>} s G- 1~1 '1"~/<f'Q r"l<Po/~ ~ Ix I I I iA/8 
,.,5) 'Vt5_, f 

. 
I I I 2 ~wk I I I I • I 

~µ..(_ 11, ,5") /'U'l ~I i I 

3 I I I ! 
4 f1 i.J ·7 ·z.s'·) I I II-Z,•.5"!1-- •i l I I . . ~ ... 

5 fJ,,w 7 -r~n I I V:or I I I I .. 
6 ,~1...,, 111...')) I I ·:· V:;•,~ I I 
7 MvJY r-z_.5) I I li/tcr . I I 
8 f-1 · l) y (--,.<) I I I>> \ I 
9 Mv..J2 r?...51 I I ~"t>) \ I I 
10 ;..,;wq ( 7 .<) I I m2 ~> 

rtwq , ... ~) ?,q{'" ' I 11 I I I I I, I I I 
I 

12 1--tv t; i•-i,S') ,'V, 2'>? ,r ,I/ ~ iv ,y I'' -I i IJA/P; 
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il.-r~ ~> 
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~ (\/~ Wlpo (P) CONTAIIIER; 20L . - - "-" -· - ~ .:. t - 1 ' . J . tnwl!ldonl ,.:,n-c,le -l . j I~ 
40<. 8oz. 40m ~ -SOOrn. U:or (l~ Tli>o. : ' I: I •.~bubbles lo<VOCS 

iGl<m (GI. Pllllio (P) PRESf:INATIIIE· i: :. APR - 8 2014 ~ 5. RoccNCd pas! l1oldlng ~mo 

~ .. HCI.HNO,.-(~H) r~- Gr i-, 6. Ro<:c,,cdfn,zcn 

NaOH. Sodium Blsutf.oto (Noll~ NaThlo 1. ul>dconft.cls..;lhcoc 

Z~.Z_L V;__- °J...JJ-1r 
12- Rollnqi.asnod Sy 0010 ~o~By~t ,1 

ooic_ I>. Rd;nquls/,ed By D:>lo ]-~ ,~ 0. 4--)-)4--VV" 

-ev~ 01cc Time rr:: J:. cf\. .tJ-tco r..w--Z:) < rt~ ' , r..., Roc:ci-Oy 01a> Ti,ro 

~ - - " ...... ,,. JJI },,__A ' ;1; c, :;vl/1;, -· Submission of samples subiect to Terms and Conditions on ~ - 0 \ ~ . 07/2tll08 White-Original. Pink-Sampler Copy 
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__ Rf:' SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
~&_ 4140 Litt Drive Hillside, IL 60162 Tel. 708.544.3260 

CHAIN OF CUSTODY RECORD I# 1112 4 9 
• Fax: 708.544.8587 Toll Free: 800.783.LABS www.suburbanlabs.com 

ic-,>ny Namo C..W /1-1 CO/Vl ? AN y: TURNAROUND TIME REQUESTED 
ANALYSIS & METHOD REQUESTED tage 7 ~ -z:. :eompony Adeross 

v) __ CA,,0M @_au,,, c.o,.-.,p,,:,.,,.._I'{, C.v"'-
□ Nonnal D RUSH" "Additlonol Rw, 

Q\a<-gcs~- Enter on "X" in box below lo, request 

~ - ~ 

( 
5 P-Jr../0,=;1 Cl IL b:.a.. 70<J •oate&,rmeNcedcd: 

PhonO F:,x O F4X Nonn:ilTAT;sSj)oti,cdcnthc~QIJOtll..,.,orfcoachodulo. -Z.. I 7 - 5 ;?. 4-. -80::::> / R<l)on R\ISll-11 IT'llst bo PR>-"PPIOYcd Ond odditlon;,I ChOrliCS aoc,ly. 

~ ~ '?Ov'Tif G/LA.fl.l"\:;> /W£. cJ F'."" ~ I Specify Regu1a10ry Program: D None/Info Only . 10 / Locaocn ' val bO omoilcd (ReqUlre(f) 
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COMP. Qty SIZE & TYPE PRESERVATIVE ~ 

COLLECTION 

OATE · TIME MATRIX 

115~_, z.s-
21 s,;\ 7 , ~ 
3 I 51\ 12. . S-
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Bureau of land • 1021 N. Grand Avenue E. • P.O. Box 19276 • Springfield • Illinois • 62794-9276 

The Agency is authorized to require this information under Section 4 and Title XVI of the Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5/4, 

5/57 - 57.17). Failure to disclose this information may result in a civil penalty of not to exceed $50,000.00 for the violation and an 
additional civil penalty of not to exceed $10,000.00 for each day during which the violation continues (415 ILCS 5/42) . Any person who 
knowingly makes a false material statement or representation , orally or in writing, in any label, manifest, record , report, permit, or license, 
or other document filed, maintained or used for the purpose of compliance with Title XVI commits a Class 4 felony. Any second or 
subsequent offense after conviction hereunder is a Class 3 felony (415 ILCS 5/44 and 57 .17). This form has been approved by the Forms 
Management Center. 

A. Site Identification 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program 
Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

IEMA Incident# (6- or 8-digit) : ·Z.0:,S ·- O ~ 7'{ IEPA LPC# (10-digit) : IO} OJ s-5" OZ<-/ 

Site Name: Q1::'2;,5c.H - l,.A<,.;f-. 1=/1..-t-E vf l-L-E CfZ.cSl.ou.J 
Site Address (Not a P.O. Box) : / L/ 2..../ '-£.Jr1,vG-7p,v A-vavvs 
City: {._ Al,v!-fEll,l:..€vtu..J: County: l.A-u)rz. E/f/C..~ ZIP Code: 6'-Z C/ ~9 

Leaking UST Technical File 

B. Sample Collector 

I certify that: 

1. Appropriate sampl ing equipment/methods were utilized to obtain representative samples. 

2. Chain-of-custody procedures were followed in the field. 

3. Sample integrity was maintained by proper preservation . 

4. All samples were properly labeled. 

C. Laboratory Representative 

I certify that: 

1. Proper chain-of-custody procedures were followed as documented on the chain-of-custody forms 

2. Sample integrity was maintained by proper preservation. 

3. All samples were properly labeled. 

4. Quality assurance/quality control procedures were established and carried out. 

5. Sample holding times were not exceeded . 

IL 532 2283 
LPC 509 Rev. March 2006 

Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

Page 1 of2 

~~ 
(lnit~al)) 

/tf.A.J 
~ 
(Initial) 

L 
_lr_ 

(Initial) 

a 
(Initial) 

~ 
(lnltial) 
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6. SW-846 Analytical Laboratory Procedure (USEPA) methods were used for the analyses. 

7. An accredited lab performed quantitative analysis using test methods identified in 35 IAC 
186.180 (for samples collected on or after January 1, 2003). 

D. Signatures 

I~ ( mt,a) 

ti> 
(Initial) 

I hereby affirm that all information contained in this form is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and 
imprisonment for knowing violations. 

Sample Collector 

Name 8'2...4-2 ~(.,w6,<... 

Title ptv&:1,v G:r.fl-. 

Company CWM Company, Inc. 

Address 701 W. South Grand Avenue 

City Springfield 

State Illinois ------------------
2 i p Code _6_27_0_4 _____________ _ 

Signature ~-___..e:.....,,,.,.-,,:::;..._--'.,.__..:.--______ _ 

Date 

Laboratory Representative 

Name telly rltltu~ 
Title 1' dSf ct PonOCjX 
Company Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 

Address 1950 S. Batavia Ave Ste 150 

City Geneva 

State Illinois ------------------
Zip Code ..:.6.:..0_13.;...4 _____________ _ 

Phone 708-544-3260 

Signature. f ~ 
Date ~-~/Lf 

Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

Page 2 of 2 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES 

Remit To : 

INVOICE 
FEIN # 36-2695636 

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150 
Geneva, IL 60134 
Phone: 708-544-3260 Fax: 708-544-8587 

Carol Rowe 
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 
CWM Company, Inc 

70 I West South Grand 
Springfield, IL 62704 

Inc. 

Work Order: 140U73 Date Received: 4/8/20 14 

item Description Matrix Rem11rk5 
BTEX + MTBE Water Groundwater July 2012 • June 2013 

Miscellaneous Charge Summary 

Item 
Shipping & Handling 

5035 Sampling Kit 

Comments: Terms per signed agreement 

U11it 
$58.50 

S1 1.70 

Illinois Department of Public Health Accredited #17585 

Rpt Ver: Kelly 4/10/2014 2 :32 PM 

Qty , 
0 

Total 
$58.50 

$0.00 

4 

1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150 Geneva, rninois 60134 
Tel. (708) 544-3260 • Toll Free (800) 783-LABS 

Fax (708) 544-8587 

WNW suburbantabs.com 

Invoice#: 111318 

Invoice Date: 4/10/2014 

Terms: NET90 
Invoice Due: 7/9/2014 

Priority: Rush 

PO: 

Report To: Carol Rowe 

Fax: (217) 522-8009 

Project Croslows Shell • Lawrenceville, IL 

Unit Price % Disc. Net Price 
$94.77 

Sub Total : 

Misc . Charges: 
Surcharge: 

INVOICE Total: 
Pre-Paid Amount: 

Total Payable Amount: 

Total 

S379.08 

S379.08 

$58.50 

0.00% 

$437.58 
$0.00 

$437.S8 

Illinois Environmen1al Protection Agency Accred ited #100225 

Page I of l 

1 of 1 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150 Geneva, Illinois 60134 

April 10, 2014 

Carol Rowe 
CWM Company, Inc 
70 I West South Grand 

Springfield, IL 62704 

TEL: (217) 522-800 I 

FAX: (217) 522-8009 

RE: Croslows Shell - Lawrenceville, IL 

Dear Carol Rowe: 

Tel. (70B) 544·3260 • Toll Free (800) 783-LABS 

Fax (708)544-8587 

www suburbanlabs com 

Workordcr: 1404373 

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. received 4 sample(s) on 4/8/2014 for the analyses presented in the 
following report. 

All data for the associated quality control (QC) met EPA, method, or internal laboratory 
specifications except where noted in the case narrative. If you are comparing these results to 
external QC specifications or compliance limits and have any questions, please contact us. 

This final report of laboratory analysis consists of this cover letter, case narrative, analytical 
report, dates report, and any accompanying documentation on, but not limited to, chain of 
custody records, raw data, and letters of explanation or reliance. This report may not be 
reproduced, except in full , without the prior written approval of Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 

If you have any questions regarding these test results, please call me at (708) 544-3260. 

Since"rely, 

Kelly Culhane 
Project Manager 
708-544-3260 ext 212 
kel ly@suburbanlabs.com 

Illinois Department ot Public Health Accredited #175B5 

Rpt Ver: Kelly 4/10/2014 2:31 PM 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency Accredited #100225 

1 of 6 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

A-~S': Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
~·•· 19SOS. Batavi,Ave., Suite ISO. Geneva, IL601H (708)544-3260 

Client: CWM Company, Inc 

Project: Croslows Shell • Lawrenceville, IL 

WorkOrder: 1404373 

Temperature of samples upon receipt at SLI: 4 C 

General Comments: 

I Case Narrative 

Date: April 10, 2014 

PO#: 

QC Level: 

Chain of Custody#: 113251 

- All results reported in wet weight unless otherwise indicated . (dry= Dry Weight) 
- Sample results relate only to the analytes of interest tested and to sample as received by the laboratory. 

i 

- Environmental compliance sample results meet the requirements of 35 lAC Part 186 unless otherwise indicated . 
- Waste water analysis fol lows the rules set forth in 40 CFR part 136 except where otherwise noted. 
- Accreditation by the State of Illinois is not an endorsement or a guarantee of the validity of data generated. 
- For more information about the laboratories' scope of accreditation, please contact us at (708) 544-3260 or the 
Agency at (217) 782-6455. 

Abbreviations: 
- Reporting Limit: The concentration at which an analyte can be routinely detected on a day to day basis, and which 
also meets regulatory and client needs . 

a- Quantitation Limit : The lowest concentration at which results can be accurately quantitated . 
9- J: The analyte was positively identified above our Method Detection °Limit and is considered detectable and 

usable; however, the associated numerical value is the approximate concentration of the analyte in the sample. 
-ATC: Automatic Temperature Correction. - TNTC: Too Numerous To Count 
- In Laboratory: EPA recommends this analyte be analyzed "immediately" (e.g. , tests that should be performed in 
the field within 15 minutes of collection). Analytes with "immediate" hold times are analyzed as soon as possible 
upon receipt by the laboratory. 
- TIC: Tentatively Identified Compound (GCMS library search identification, concentration estimated to nearest 
internal standard) . 
- SS (S_urrogate Standard): Quality control compound added to the sample by the lab. 

Method References: 
For a complete list of method references please contact us. 
- E: USEPA Reference methods 
- SW: USEPA, Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste (SW-846) 
- M: Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater 
- USP: Latest version of United States Pharmacopeia 

Workorder Specific Comments: 

Rpt Ver: Kelly4/10/2014 2:31 PM 2 of 6 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950 S. B•tavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva. IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client JD: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Croslows Shell• Lawrenceville, IL 

Client Sample ID: MW6 

Report Date: April 10, 2014 

\Vorkorder: 1404373 

Lab ID: 1404373-001 Date Received: 04/08/2014 9:26 AM 
Matrix : GROUNDWATER 

Collection Date: 04/04/2014 10:00 AM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethyl benzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl ten-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

lnlernal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-BromoOuorobenzene 

SS : Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-d8 

Client Sample ID : MW7 

- Lab JD: 1404373-002 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 
o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 
SS: Oibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

Rpt Ver: Kelly 411012014 2:31 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-SWB2608-Rev 2, Oec-96 Analyst: JJ 

ND 0.00100 mg/l 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 
NO 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 
NO 0.00200 mg/L 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 
ND 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 

0.00674 0.00100 mg/L 04/0912014 5:06 PM 
0.00674 0.00200 mg/L 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 
0.00309 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 

97.6 67 .9-119 %REC 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 
104 62.3-122 %REC 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 
103 68 .2-119 %REC 04/09/2014 5:06 PM 

Date Received : 04/08/2014 9 :26 AM 
Matrix: GROUNDWATER 

Collection Date: 04/04/2014 10:20 AM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-SW82608-Rev 2. Dec-96 Analyst JJ 

ND 0.00100 mg/L 04109/2014 5:41 PM 
NO 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 5:41 PM 
ND 0.00200 mg/L 0410912014 5:41 PM 
NO 0 .00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 5:41 PM 

0.0224 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 5:41 PM 
0.0224 0.00200 mg/L 04109/2014 5:41 PM 
0.0109 0 .00100 mg/L 04109/2014 5:41 PM 

102 67.9-119 %REC 04/09/2014 5:41 PM 
105 62.3-122 %REC 04109/2014 5:41 PM 

98.6 68.2-119 %REC 04109/2014 5:41 PM 

Batch ID 

-

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

Batch ID 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

3 of 6 
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di! Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
J9SOS. Bata,ia Ave., Suite ISO, Geneva, IL60134 (708) S44-3260 

I Laboratory Results 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Croslows Shell - Lawrenceville, IL 

Client Sample ID: MW8 

Report Date: April 10, 2014 

Workorder: 1404373 

Lab IO: 1404373-003 Date Received: 04/08/2014 9:26 AM 
Matrix: GROUNDWATER 

Collection Date: 04/04/2014 10:40 AM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Elhylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Oibromofluoromelhane 

SS : Toluene-d8 

Client Sample ID: MW9 

Lab ID: 1404373-004 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m.p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-bulyl ether 

o-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds . 
SS: 4-Bromofluorobeniene_ 
SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

Rpl Ver: Kelly 4/10/2014 2:31 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-SWB2608-Re11 2, Oee·96 Analyst: JJ 

ND 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 
ND 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 

0.00253 0.00200 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 
ND 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 

0.00700 0.00100 m9/L 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 
0.00953 0.00200 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 
0.00256 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 

101 67.9-119 %REC 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 
105 62.3-122 %REC 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 

99.6 68.2-119 %REC 04/09/2014 6:16 PM 

Date Received: 04/08/2014 9:26 AM 
Matrix: GROUNDWATER 

Collection Date: 04/04/2014 11 :00 AM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date A nalyzed 

MelhOd: EPA-SWB2608-Re11 2. Oec-96 Analyst: JJ 

ND 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:51 PM 
0.00171 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:51 PM 
0.0113 0.00200 mg/L 04109/2014 6:51 PM 

ND 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:51 PM 
0.0203 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:51 PM 
0.0316 0.00200 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:51 PM 
0.0180 0.00100 mg/L 04/09/2014 6:51 PM 

97.7 67.9-119 %REC 04/09/2014 6:51 PM 
106 62.3-122 %REC 04/09/2014 6:51 PM 

99.9 68 .2-119 ¾REC 04/0912014 6:51 PM 

Batch ID 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

Batch ID 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R-45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 

R45696 
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Qualifiers: 

*Ix 

B 

C 

E 

G 

H 

J 

N 

ND 
p 

R 

s 

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
19SO S. Batavia Ave., Suite ISO, Gene va, IL 60134 (708) S44-3260 

Value exceeds Maximum Contaminant Level 

Analyte detected in the associated Method Blank 

Analyte not in SLI scope of accreditation 

Estimated, detected above quantitation range 

Refer to case narrative page for specific comments 

Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded 

Analyte detected below quantitation limit (QL) 

Tentatively identified compounds 

Not Detected at the Reporting Limit 

Present 

RPD outside accepted recovery limits 

Spike Recovery outside accepted recovery limits 

Rpt Ver: Kelly 4/10/2014 2:31 PM 

Qualifier Definitions 
WO#: 140-B73 

Date: 4/I0n0t4 
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-

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Bureau of land • 1021 N. Grand Avenue E. • P.O. Box 19276 • Springfield • Illinois • 62794-9276 

The Agency is authorized to require this information under Section 4 and Title XVI of the Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5/4, 

5/57 - 57.17). Failure to disclose this information may result in a civil penalty of not to exceed $50,000.00 for the violation and an 

additional civil penalty of not to exceed $10,000.00 tor each day during which the violation continues (415 ILCS 5142) . Any person who 

knowingly makes a false material statement or representation, orally or in writing, in any label, manifest, record , report, pennit, or license, 

or other document filed , maintained or used for the purpose of compliance with Title XVI commits a Class 4 felony. Any second or 

subsequent offense after conviction hereunder is a Class 3 felony (415 ILCS 5/44 and 57. 17). This form has been approved by the Forms 

Management Center. 

A. Site Identification 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program 
Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

IEMA Incident# (6- or 8-digit) : os-✓ 03 7~ IEPA LPC# (10-digit) : /o/6/ 550,J..t( 

Site Name: lraslows 5~1( 
Site Address (Not a P.O. Box): ll J..I l¢<11Jf.1® kt. 

C, 

City: kwer~~(~v'i lle. County: ZIP Code: -'(p,._.cJ.'--1.J ....... J<-,'f----
leaking UST Technical File 

B. Sample Collector 

I certify that: 

1. Appropriate sampling equ ipmenl/methods were utilized to obtain representative samples. 

2. Chain-of-custody procedures were followed in the field . 

3. Sample integrity was maintained by proper preservation. 

4. All samples were properly labeled . 

C. Laboratory Representative 

t certify that: 

1. Proper chain-of-custody procedures were followed as documented on the chain-of-custody forms 

2. Sample integrity was maintained by proper preservation . 

3. All samples were properly labeled. 

4. Quality assurance/quality control procedures were established and carried out. 

5. Sample holding times were not exceeded . 

IL 532 2283 
-LPC 509 Rev. March 2006 

Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

Page 1 of 2 

MIZ . 
(Initial) 

mo 
(Initial) 

/rlO 
(Initial) 

mD 
(Initial) 

~tial) 

(Initial) 

@ 
(Initial) 

(~al) 

@ 
(Initial) 
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6. SW-846 Analytical Laboratory Procedure (USEPA) methods were used for the analyses. 

7. An accredited lab performed quantitative analysis using test methods identified in 35 IAC 

186.180 (for samples collected on or after January 1, 2003). 

D. Signatures 

(Initial) 

@ 
(Initial) 

I hereby affirm that all information contained in this form is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting· false information, including the possibility of fine and 

imprisonment for knowing violations. 

Sample Collector 

Name fV!◊ H- /JigP9 If-
Title -/-((Vl n i l/A fl 

Company CWM Company, Inc. 

Address 701 South Grand Ave . West 

City Springfield 

State IL -----------------
Zip Code _6_27_0_4 _____________ _ 

Phone 217-522-8001 

Signature ~ ~ 
Date q-q- /y 

Laboratory Representative 

Name e... 
Title 

Company uburban Laboratories, Inc. 

Address .. 14- Litt Dnve ) qsp S'-~ Prf f, Ste l'S: 
City -HittST'Cte Geo ~6\ 

State IL -----------------
Zip Code ~, oi)3c../ 
Phone 708-544-3260 

SignatureE;._ ~ 
Date '-/-'JD -/ '-f 

Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

Page2of2 
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APPENDIXF 

ST AGE 3 ACTUAL COSTS 

SITE INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETION REPORT 

DERSCH CROSLOWS 
LAWRENCEVILLE, ILLINOIS 
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• 

Owner/Operator and Licensed Professional Engineer/Geologist Budget 
Certification Form 

I hereby certify that I intend to seek payment from the UST Fund for costs incurred while performing corrective action 
activities for Leaking UST incident 20050374 . I further certify that the costs set forth in 
this budget are for necessary activities and are reasonable and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief. I 
also certify that the costs included in this budget are not for corrective action in excess of the minimum requirements 
of 415 ILCS 5/57, no costs are included in th is budget that are not described in the corrective action plan, and no 
costs exceed Subpart H: Maximum Payment Amounts, Appendix D Sample Handling and Analysis amounts, and 
Appendix E Personnel Titles and Rates of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732 or 734. I further certify that costs ineligible for 
payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732.606 or 734.630 are not included in the budget proposal or 
amendment. Such ineligible costs include but are not limited to : 

Costs associated with ineligible tanks. 
Costs associated with site restoration (e.g., pump islands, canopies) . 
Costs associated with utility replacement (e.g., sewers, electrical, telephone, etc.). 
Costs incurred prior to IEMA notification. 
Costs associated with planned tank pulls. 
Legal fees or costs. 
Costs incurred prior to July 28, 1989. 
Costs associated with installation of new USTs or the repair of existing USTs. RECEIVED 

Owner/Operator: Dersch Energies, Inc. MAY 2 2 2015 

Authoriz~ive: Tom Dersch 

- Signature. ~ fjlr19J.LJ" 
I 

Title: Owner iEPAJBQl 
Date: 5.-J / · oO I~ 

Subscribed and sworn to before me the _f/ ___ day of _-P'\-.;___4a--...----:;,.-;;.~~~~-~~-1J .... l,.,.5 __ ..,.._,....,.,.,,,,..,,...,..,.. 

Seal: 
OFFICIAL SEAL 

DOROTHY DERSCH 
NOTARY PUBLIC • STATE F ILUNOIS 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES . . ·Tm fl\\ 
..__,.__,,_ ___ ~~~=-n ~!ED 

In addition, I certify under penalty of law that all activities that are the subject of th is plan, budget, or report were 
conducted under my supervision or were conducted under the supervision of another Licensed ProfessionM~gB,Bef015 
or Licensed Professional Geologist and reviewed by me; that this plan, budget, or report and all attachm_fillts were 
prepared under my supervision; that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the work described in th~,plauµqgtfr.~Ol 
or report has been completed in accordance with the Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5], 35 llf. ~C tolM t;;;b 
732 or 734, and generally accepted standards and practices of my profession; and that the information presented is 
accurate and complete. I am aware there are significant penalties for submitting false statements or representations 
to the Illinois EPA, including but not limited to fines, imprisonment, or both as provided in Sections 4r!~O.~.~z.11 of the 
Environmental Protection Act [415 ILCS 5/44 and 57.17]. ~ I"~ ~ fJ, ~~ 

l~"'$J ~fl J@il@ L.P.E./L.P.G. Seal : 

L.P.E./L.P.G. Signature: Date : 

Subscribed and sworn t 

OFF IALSEAL 
C~LL.ROWE 

-------~=,........,::..,-,.------f---f!lr'fl'llmy PUBLIC, STATE OF ILLINOIS · 
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 3-18-2017 

The Illinois EPA is authorized to require this information unaer this information is 
required. Failure to do so may result in the delay or denial of any budget or payment requested hereunder . 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Bureau of Land • 1021 N. Grand Avenue E. • P.O. Box 19276 • Springfield • Illinois • 62794-9276 

General Information for the Budget and Billing Forms 

LPC #: 1010155024 County: Lawrence 

City: Lawrenceville Site Name: Croslow's Shell 

Site Address: 1421 Lexington Avenue 

IEMA Incident No.: 2oo5o374 

IEMA Notification Date : 3/17/2005 

Date this form was prepared: _J_un_1_0,'-2_0_1_4 _______ _ 

This form Is being submitted as a (check one, If applicable): 

[8:] Budget Proposal · 

0 Budget Amendment (Budget amendments must include only the costs over the previous budget.) 

O Billing Package 

- Please provide the name(s) and date(s) of report(s) documenting the costs requested : 

• 
• 

Name(s): 

Date(s): 

This package Is being submitted for the site activities indicated below: 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 734: 

O Early Action 

O Free Product Removal after Early Action 

~ Site Investigation.. ... .. . . . . . . . Stage 1: D 
O Corrective Action Actual Costs 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 732: 

D Early Action 

D Free Product Removal after Early Action 

D Site Classification 

0 Low Priority Corrective Action 

O High Priority Corrective Action 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 731: 

0 Site Investigation 

O Corrective Action 

IL 532-2825 
LPC 630 Rev. 1/ 2007 

Stage 2: D 

RECE~VED 
MAY 2 2 2015 

iEPA/BOl 
Stage 3: C8J 
Actual 
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General Information for the Budget and Billing Forms 

The following address will be used as the mailing address for checks and any final determination letters 
regarding payment from the Fund. 

Pay to the order of: Dersch Energies, Inc. / Croslow's Shell 

Send in care of: C'M-11 Company. Inc. 

Address: P.O. Box 571 

City: Carlinville State: IL Zip: 62626 -------
The payee is the: Owner ~ Operator D (Check one or both.) 

g;?,==12 ,y~ 
S~ owner or op6ra~or of the UST(s) (required) 

W-9 must be submitted. 
Click here to print off a W-9 Form. 

Number of petroleum USTs in Illinois presently owned or operated by the owner or operator; any subsidiary. 
parent or joint stock company of the owner or operator; and any company owned by any parent, subsidiary 
or joint stock company of the owner or operator: 

Fewerthan 101 : C8l 101 or more: D 

Number of USTs at the site: 4 (Number of USTs includes USTs presently at the site and USTs that ----
have been removed.) 

Number of incidents reported to IEMA for this site: 2 ----------------------
1 n c id en t Numbers assigned to the site due to releases from USTs: 20050374 

Please list all tanks that have ever been located at the site and tanks that are presently located at the site. 

Product Stored in UST Size Did UST have Incident No. Type of Release 
(gallons) a release? Tank Leak/ Overfill/ 

Piping Leak 

Gasoline 6,000 Yes [8] No □ 20050374 Tank Leak 

Gasoline 6,000 Yes C8] No □ 20050374 Tank Leak 

Gasoline 6,000 Yes [8] No □ 20050374 Tank Leak 

Diesel Fuel 1,000 Yes □ No [8] 

Used Oil 560 Yes [8] No □ 2005-0374 Tank Leak 

Yes □ No □ 

Yes □ No 0 

Yes D No 0 
Yes D No □ 
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Budget Summary 

Choose the applicable regulation: (!1 734 O 732 

734 Free Product 
Stage 1 Site Stage 2 Site Stage 3 Site Corrective 
Investigation Investigation Investigation Action 

Actual 

Drilling and Monitoring 
Well Costs Form $ $ $ $ 3,089.10 $ 

Analytical Costs Form s $ $ $ 2,163.33 $ 

Remediation and 
Disposal Costs Form $ $ $ $ 1,170.00 $ 

UST Removal and 
Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

Paving, Demolition, and 
Well Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

Consulting Personnel 
s $ Costs Form $ $ 36,377.59 $ 

Consultant's Materials 
Costs Form $ $ $ $ 1,436.60 $ 

Handling charges will be determined at the time a billing package is submitted to 

Handling Charges Form the Illinois EPA. The amount of allowable handling charges will be determined in 

accordance with the Handling Charges Form. 

Total $ $ $ $ 44,236.62 $ 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth (feet) 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSA/PUSH/ of Each 
Drilled 

Reason for Drilling 
Drilled Injection Boring 

1 PUSH 15.00 15.00 On-site Soil Plume Delineation 

1 HSA 15.00 15.00 On-site Soil and Groundwater Plume Delineation 

3 HSA 15.00 45.00 Off-site Soil and Groundwater Plume Delineation 

Total Feet Rate per Foot($) Total Cost ($) 

0 Subpart H 
minimum payment 
amount applies. 

Total Feet via HSA: 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

60.00 

15.00 

Total Feet for Injection 
via PUSH: 

2. Monitoring / Recovery Wells 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well 
Wells HSA / PUSH / 4" or 6" (inches) 

Recovery / 8" Recovery 

4 HSA 2.00 

Well Installation Total Feet 

Total Feet via HSA: 60.00 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 

26.91 1,614.60 

21.06 315.90 

17 .55 

Total Drilling Costs: 1,930.50 

Depth of Well Total Feet of Wells 
(feet) to Be Installed ($) 

15.00 60.00 

Rate per Foot ($) Total Cost($) 

19.31 1 158.60 

14.62 

29.25 

47.97 

Total Well Costs: 1,158.60 

Total Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs: $3,089.10 
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Analytical Costs Form 

• Laboratory Analysis Number of Cost($) per Total per 
Samples Analysis Parameter 

Chemical Analysis 

BETX Soil with MTBE EPA 8260 15 X 99.45 = $1 ,491 .75 

BETX Water with MTBE EPA 8260 4 X 94.77 = $379.08 

COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand) X = 
Corrosivity X = 
Flash Point or lgnitability Analysis EPA 1010 X = 
Fraction Organic Carbon Content (foe) ASTM-O 2974-00 X = 
Fat, Oil, & Grease (FOG) X = 

LUST Pollutants Soll - analysis must include volatile, base/ X = 
neutral, polynuclear aromatics and metals list in Section 732. 
Appendix B and 734.Appendix B 

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Liquids) X = 
PCB/ Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X = 
Polynuclear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X = 
Polynuciear Aromatics PNA, or PAH WATER EPA 8270 X = 
Reactivity X = 

SVOC - Soil (Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds) X = 
SVOC - Water (Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds) X = 
TKN (Total Kjeldahl) "nitrogen" X = 
TPH (Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons) X = 
voe (Volatile Organic Compounds)- Soil (Non-Aqueous) X = 
voe (Volatile Organic Compounds) - Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis 

Soil Bulk Density (Ph) ASTM 02937-94 X = 

Ex-situ Hydraulic Conductivity / Permeability X = 

Moisture Content (w) ASTM 02216-92 / D4643-93 X = 
Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X = 

Sieve t Particle Size Analysis ASTM 0422-63 / D1140-54 X = 
Soil Classification ASTM D2488-90 I D2487-90 X = 
Soil Particle Density (Ps) ASTM 0854-92 X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
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Analytical Costs Form 

Metals Analysis 

Soil preparation fee for Metals TCLP Soil (one fee oer soil samolel X = 
Soil oreoaration fee for Metals Total Soil (one fee ner soil samolel X = 
Water preparation fee for Metals Water (one fee oer water samolel X · -- ~ . = ·- . ~ 

Arsenic TCLP Soil X = 
Arsenic Total Soil X = 
Arsenic Water X = 
Barium TCLP Soil X = 
Barium Total Soil X = 
Barium Water X = 
Cadmium TCLP Soil X = 
Cadmium Total Soil X = 
Cadmium Water X = 
Chromium TCLP Soil X = 
Chromium Total Soil X = 
Chromium Water X = 
Cyanide TCLP Soil X = 
Cyanide Total Soil X = 
Cyanide Water X = 
Iron TCLP Soil X = 
Iron Total Soil X = 
Iron Water X = 
Lead TCLP Soil X = 
Lead Total Soil X = 
Lead Water X = 
Mercury TCLP Soil X = 
Mercury Total Soil X = 
Mercury Water X = 
Selenium TCLP Soil X = 
Selenium Total Soil X = 
Selenium Water X = 
Silver TCLP Soil X = 
Silver Total Soil X C 

Silver Water X Cl 

Metals TCLP Soil (a combination of all metals) RCRA X = 

Metals Total Soil (a combination of all metals) RCRA X = 
Metals Water (a combination of all metals) RCRA X ::, 

X .. 
X ::: 

X ::: 

X = 
Other 

EnCore® Sampler, purge-and-trap sampler, or equivalent 15 X 11.70 = $175.50 

sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 2 X 58.50 = $117.00 

1A sampling event. et a minimum, is au samples (soil and groundwater) collected In a calendar day. 

Total Analytical Costs: $ 2,163.33 _:.._;;..;..;;...:.,_ ___ _ 
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• 
Remediation and Disposal Costs Form 

A. Conventional Technology 

Excavation, Transportation, and Disposal of contaminated soil and/or the 4-foot backfill 
material removal during early action activities: 

Number of Cubic Yards Cost per Cubic Yard ($) Total Cost 

Backfilling the Excavation: 

Number of Cubic Yards Cost per Cubic Yard ($) Total Cost 

Overburden Removal and Return: 

Number of Cubic Yards Cost per Cubic Yard ($) Total Cost 

B. Alternative Technology 

Alternative Technology 
Selected: 

Number of Cubic Yards of Soil to Be Remediated 

Total Non-Consulting Personnel Costs Summary Sheet ($) 

Total Remediation Materials Costs Summary Sheet($) 

Total Cost of the System 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Remediation and Disposal Costs Form 

C. Groundwater Remediation and/or Free Product Removal System 

Total Non-Consulting Personnel Costs Summary Sheet($) 

Total Remediation Materials Costs Summary Sheet($) 

Total Cost of the System 

D. Groundwater and/or Free Product Removal and Disposal 

D Subpart H minimum payment amount applies. 

Number of Gallons Cost per Gallon ($) 

E. Drum Disposal 

D Subpart H minimum payment amount applies. 

Number of Drums of Solid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

4 292.50 

Number of Drums of Liquid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

Total Drum Disposal Costs 

Total Remediation and Disposal Costs: 

Total Cost ($) 

Total Cost($) 

1,170.00 

Total Cost($) 

1,170.00 

$1 170.00 
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- Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

Employee Name ! Personnel Title l Hours I Rate*($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I 2.00 I 117.00 I $234.00 

Stage 3-Plan I Stage 3 Plan Review for Technical Compliance 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 3.00 I 152. 10 I $456.30 

Stage 3-Plan I Stage 3 Plan Oversight & Coordination 

I Professional Geologist I 4.00 I 107.631 $430.52 

Stage 3-Plan I Stage 3 Plan Review for Design & Requisite 

I Senior Oraftperson/CAD I 6.00 I 70.191 $421 .14 

- Stage 3-Plan I Stage 3 Plan Drawings / Proposed I St 1 Maps 

Christy Churchill (AET) 
I Administrative Assistant IV I 6.00 I 40.ool $240.00 

Stage 3-Plan I Copy, bind. and mall Site Investigation Stage 2/3 Plan and Budget 

Brian Williams (AET) 
I Professional Geologist I 3.00 I 75.ool $225.00 

Stage 3-Plan I Stag'e 3 Plan Review/ Certification 

Brian Will iams (AET) I Professional Geologist I 
40.00 I 75.ool $3,000.00 

Stage 3-Plan I Prepare Site Investigation Phase 2/3 Work Plan and Budget 

- 1---1 --r--_..____ _ __,_____,___~ 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate• ($) I Total Cost 

- Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 4.00 I 152.101 $608.40 

Stage 3-Budget I Stage 3 Budget Certification 

I Senior Project Manager I I 
16.00 117.00 I $1 ,872.00 

Stage 3-Budget I Stage 3 Budget/ Oversight / Coordination I Technical Compliance 

I Professional Geologist I 32.00 I 107.631 $3,444.16 

Stage 3-Budget I Budget Calculations/ Development 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 4.00 I 52.651 $210.60 

Stage 3-Budget I Stage 3 Budget compilation, assembly and distribution. 

• 11---~__._____ _ ___._____.____.___ 
I 

"' 
--.... 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate•($) I Total Cost 

- Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I 111.ool $702.00 

Stage 3-Field I Coordination I Technical Compliance/ Scheduling 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 2.00 I 52.651 $105.30 

Stage 3-Field I Office Prep., Scheduling. Arrangements for Investigation 

I Professional Geologist I 14.00 I 107.631 $1 ,506.82 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site Drilling 

I Engineer Ill I 14.00 I 111.ool $1,638.00 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site Drilling Oversight 

I Project Manager I 10.00 I 105.30 I $1,053.00 

Stage 3-Field I MW Surveying and Sampling 

I Technician IV I 10.00 I 70.191 $701.90 

Stage 3-Field I MW Surveying and Sampling 

I Senior Project Manager I 8.00 I 117.001 $936.00 

Stage 3-Field I Analytical Review/Field Reports/SI Doc/BL/WCR/Review 

I Senior Draflperson/CAD I 6.00 I 70.191 $421 .14 

Stage 3-Field I Drafting Locations/Elevation and Contamination Levels/Orilling Prep. 

I Engineer I I 6.00 I 87.741 $526.44 

Stage 3-Field I BL and WCR Data Entry 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate* ($) I Total Cost 

·• Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I 12.00 I 117.001 $1 ,404.00 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site access I Drilling I Sampling coordination I Negotiation 

I Professional Geologist I 16.00 I 107.631 $1 ,722.08 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site results, SI Reports, Property Owner Correspondence 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 14.00 I 52.651 $737.10 

Stage 3-Field I Office Prep., Scheduling, Arrangements for Off-site access 

I Engineer Ill I 6.00 I 117.00 I $702.00 

Stage 3-Field I Log soil/groundwater analytical results 

! Senior Prof. Geologist I 6.00 I 128.70 I $772.20 - Stage 3-Field I Hydraulic Conductivity/ GW Flow Cales 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021

Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate* ($) I Total Cost 

- Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 3.00 I 152.10 I $456.30 

SICR I SICR Certification 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I 117.00 I $702.00 

SICR I SICR oversight I Technical Compliance 

I Professional Geologist I 45.00 I 107.631 $4,843.35 

SICR 
ls,cR 

I Engineer I I 6.00 I 87 .741 $526.44 

S1CR I SICR/lnputs 

I Senior Oraf\person/CAD I 16.00 I 70.191 $1 ,123.04 

SICR I Drafting/Update and Complete Maps 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 4.00 I 52.651 $210.60 

SICR I SICR Assembly/Distribution 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate•($) I Total Cost 

- Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 4.00 I 152.101 $608.40 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Reimbursement Certification 

I Senior Project Manager I 16.00 I 111.ool $1 ,872.00 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Reimbursement Oversight/Technical Compliance 

I Senior Acct. Technician I 24.00 I 64.341 $1 ,544.16 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Reimbursement Preparation 

I Senior Admln. Assistant I I 
8 .00 $421 .20 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Reimbursement Compilation, Assembly and Distribution 

- 1---1 ------.------'---____.,______._-'---1 

I 

*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $36,377.59 
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• Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Time or I I I Amount Used Rate ($) Unit 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

PIO Rental I 1.00 I 129.ool /day I 
Stage 3-Field I To detect voe levels in soil samples 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.00 I 75.00 I /day I 
Stage 3-Field I Survey monitor well elevations for groundwater flow calculations 

Water Level Indicator I 2.ool 21 .ool /day I 

Total 
Cost 

$129.00 

$75.00 

$42 .00 

Stage 3-Field I Test for groundwater during drilling activities/Measure static groundwater elevations 

Measuring Wheel I 1.ool 1a.ool /day I $18.00 

- Stage 3-Field I Mapping sampling locations 

Mileage I 620.001 .sal /mile I $359.60 

Stage 3-Field I Two round trips from Springfield Office (1-Drilling, 1-Groundwater Sampling) 

Disposable Gloves I 2.ool 13.ool /box I $26.00 

Stage 3-Field I Disposable gloves for soil and groundwater sampling 

Bailers I 4.ool 13.00 I /each I $52.00 

Stage 3-Field I Disposable bailers for monitoring well development and sampling 

Bail ing Twine I 1.00 I 5.ool Iron I $5.00 

Stage 3-Field I String for Bailers 

Copies I 200.ool .101 /each I $20.00 

Stage 3-Field I Field/Plan/Maps/Borelogs/Analytical/Off-site 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Time or I Rate($) I Unit I Total 
Amount Used Cost 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

Per diem I 2.ool 39.ool teach I $78.00 

Stage 3-Field I Per diem for drilling /sampling activities 

Hotel I 2.ool so.col /each I $160.00 

Stage 3-Field I Hotel stay for drilling /sampling activities 

Copies I 250.ool .101 /each I $25.00 

Stage 3-Budget I Copies of Budget / Draft/ Final / Attachments I Forms 

Postage I 2.ool 5.ool /each I $10.00 

Stage 3-Budget I Budget/ Forms Distribution 

Copies I aoo.ool .101 /each I $80.00 - Stage 3-Pay I Copies of Reimbursement Claim 

Postage I 3.ool 5.ool teach I $15.00 

Stage 3-Pay I Distribution of Reimbursement Claim / forms 

Copies I , .000.00 I .10! /each I $100.00 

SICR I Copies of Report/ Draft/ Final/ Attachments/ Forms 

Postage I 2.ool 5.ool /each! $10.00 

SICR I Report I Forms Distribution 

Copies I 300.ool .101 /each I $30.00 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site access requests / correspondences / reports 

... 
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• 
Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Am~:~ ~:ad I Rate($) I Unit I 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

Postage I 20.00 I 5.00 I /each I 
Stage 3-Field . I Off-site access requests / correspondences / reports / results / status 

Copies (AET) I 600.ool /copy! 

Stage 3-Plan I Copies of Stage 3 Plan 

Postage (AET) I 2.00 I s.ool /each I 
Stage 3-Plan I Stage 3 Plan/Forms Distribution 

• Total of Consultant Materials Costs 

Total 
Cost 

$100.00 

$90.00 

$12.00 

$1,436.60 
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APPENDIX G 

HYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY 
DETERMINATION 

SITE INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETION REPORT 

DERSCH CROSLOWS 
LAWRENCEVILLE, ILLINOIS 
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Hydraulic Conductivity from Slug Test Data 
using Bouwer and Rice Method 

Project: Croslow's Shell - MW-1 Date: 10/24/2006 
Cale. By: JME Chk'd by: -------------

Well Column Diameter (2rc): 
Sand Pack Diameter (2rw): 

Screened Length (Le): 
Aquifer Thickness (H): 

Water ht above screen bot (Lw): 
Lw/rw: 
Le/rw: 

Bouwer-Rice Factors: A: 
B: 
C: 

ln(Re/rw): H=Lw: 
H>Lw: 

Hydr. Cond. (cm/s) H=Lw: 
H>Lw: 

TIME(sec) 
D sub n 

1 0 0 
2 5 0.7 
3 10 1:2 
4 15 1.7 
5 20 2.14 
6 25 2.62 
7 30 2.86 
8 35 3.08 
9 40 3.32 

10 45 3.58 
11 50 3.7 
12 55 3.86 
13 60 3.98 
14 70 4.18 
15 80 4.33 
16 90 4.48 
17 100 4.59 
18 110 4.64 
19 120 4.71 
20 130 4.76 
21 140 4.8 
22 150 4.83 
23 160 4.84 
24 170 4.85 
25 180 4.87 
26 190 4 .89 
27 200 4.91 
28 210 4 .92 
29 220 4.93 

2.0 inches 
8.0 inches 

10.0 feet 
18.00 feet 
14.13 feet 
42.4 
30.0 ln(Le/rw): 
2.37 
2.21 
1.81 

Depth to water tbl(ft): 
Depth of well bot (ft) : 
Ref Depth: top of riser 
Oepth/Xducer: Depth 

3.40 
4th Order Polynomial 
approximations to curves in 
1989 paper 

5.47 
20.00 

96 

1.808 

7.6718E-05 
best fit slope: 0.00401 

Estimated 
h sub n ln(h sub n) tn(hn/hn-1) ln(h/h-1)/t srope 

5.47 1.70 
4. 11 1.56 -o.1·35932 -0:027386 -o. 0273865 
4.27 1.45 -0.110732 -0.022146 -0.0247665 
3. 77 1.33 -0.124539 -0.024908 -0.0245469 
3.33 1.20 -0.124103 -0.024821 -0.0245577 
2.85 1.05 -0.155653 -0.031131 -0 .0254998 
2.61 0.96 -0.087969 -0.017594 -0.0249892 
2.39 0.87 -0.088057 -0:017611 -0.0241616 
2.15 0.77 -0.105826 -0.021165 -0.0235756 
1.89 0.64 -0.128891 -0.025778 -0.0233974 
1.77 0.57 -0.065597 -0.013119 -0.0228331 
1.61 0.48 -0.094745 -0.018949 -0.0223581 
1.49 0.40 -0.077458 -0.015492 -0.0218447 
1.29 0.25 -0.144134 -0.014413 -0.0210398 
1.14 0.13 -0.123614 -0.012361 -0.0200722 
0.99 -0.01 -0.141079 -0.014108 -0.0192155 
0.88 -0.13 -0.117783 -0.011778 -0.0184054 
0.83 -0.19 -0.058496 -0.00585 -0.0174821 
0.76 -0.27 -0.088107 -0.008811 -0.0166487 
0.71 -0.34· -0.068053 -0.006805 -0.0068053· 
0.67 -0.40 -0.057987 -0.005799 -0.006302 
0.64 -0.45 -0.04581 -0.004581 -0.0057354 
0.63 -0.46 -0.015748 -0.001575 -0.0047899 
0.62 -0.48 -0.016 -0.0016 -0.0040641 
0.60 -0.51 -0.03279 -0.003279 -0.0037208 
0.58 -0.54 -0.033902 -0.00339 -0.0035502 
0.56 -0.58 -0.035091 -0.003509 -0.0034678 
0.55 -0.60 -0.018019 -0.001802 -0.003335 
0.54 -0.62 -0.018349 -0.001835 -0.0031944 
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30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 

230 4.94 
240 4.94 
250 4.95 
260 4 .96 
270 4.97 
280 4.98 
290 4.99 
300 5 
320 5.02 
340 5.03 
360 5.05 
380 5.06 
400 5.08 
420 5.09 
440 5.01 
460 
480 
500 
520 
540 
560 
580 
600 
660 
720 
780 
840 
900 
960 

1020 

0.53 -0.63 -0.018692 -0.001869 -0.0030623 
0.53 -0.63 0 0 -0.0028815 
0.52 -0.65 -0.019048 -0.001905 -0.00274 
0.51 -0.67 -0.019418 -0.001942 -0.002628 
0.50 -0.69 -0.019803 -0.00198 -0.0025388 
0.49 -0. 71 -0.020203 -0.00202 -0.0024674 
0.48 -0.73 -0.020619 -0.002062 -0.0024102 
0.47 -0.76 -0.021053 -0.002105 -0.0023644 
0.45 -0.80 -0.043485 -0.002174 -0.002323 
0.44 -0.82 -0.022473 -0.001124 -0.0022583 
0.42 -0.87 -0.04652 -0.002326 -0.0022137 
0.41 -0.89 -0.024098 -0.001205 -0.0021584 
0.39 -0.94 -0.05001 -0.002501 -0.0021266 
0.38 -0.97 -0.025975 -0.001299 -0,0020884 
0.46 -0.78 0.191055 0.009553 -0 .0018624 
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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

1021 NORTH GRAND AVENUE EAsT, P.O. Box 19276, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62794-9276 • (217) 782-2829 

BRUCE RAUNER, GOVERNOR LISA BONNETT, DIRECTOR 

217/524-3300 

JUN O 5 2015 

Dersch Energies, Inc . 
Mr. Tom Dersch 
P.O. Box 217 
Mt. Carmel , lllinois 62863 

Re: LPC #IO IO 155024-Lawrence County 
Lawrenceville/ Dersch Croslow's Shell 
1421 Lexington A venue 
Leaking UST Incident No. 20050374 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Dear Mr. Dersch: 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

7013 2630 0001 4708 7874 

IIRWIMl!ON o, IU!COAtlS lllllACEMENf 
RELEAMllla 

JUN 16 2015 

.REVIEWER: JKS 

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) has reviewed the Site Investigation 
Completion Report (report) submitted for the above-referenced incident. This report, dated May 18, 
2015, was received by the Illinois EPA on May 22 , 2015. Citations in this letter are from the 
Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5) (Act) and Title 35 of the Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. 
Adm. Code). 

The Illinois EPA has determined that the requirements of Title XVI of the Act have been satisfied 
(Sections 57 .7(a)(5) and 57.7(c) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.505(b) and 734 .5 I0(a)) . Therefore , 
the report is approved . 

ln addition, the actual costs budget for Stage 2 and 3 is approved for the amounts listed in Section I of 
Attachment A (Sections 57 .7(a)(2) and 57 .7(c) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 .505(b) and 
734.5 IO(b)). Be aware that the amount of payment from the Fund may be limited by Sections 57.8(d), 
57.8(e), and 57 .8(g) of the Act, as well as 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630 and 734.655 . 

Pursuant to Sections 57.7(b)(2) and (3) and 57 . I 2(c) and (d) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734. 100, 
734. 125, and 734 .335(a), the Illinois EPA requires submittal of a Corrective Action Plan and budget 
within 30 days from the date of this letter to: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Bureau of Land - #24 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section 
I 021 North Grand Avenue East 
Post Office Box 19276 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

Please note that the Illinois EPA does not require the submission of a budget if the owner or operator does 
not intend to seek payment from the Underground Storage Tank Fund. 

4302 N. Main Sr., Rockford, IL 61 I 03 (81 S) 987.n60 
S9S S. Sratc,, Elgll\ IL 60 I 23 (847) 608-3131 
2125 S. Rru S1 .• Champaign, IL 61820 (217) 278-5800 
2009 MoU Sr. Collln,vUlo, IL 62234 (618) 346-S 120 

9Sl I Horrl1onS1., Oo, Plaine,, IL 60016(8-47) 
412 S'W Wamlngron S1., Sulto 0, Paorta, IL 61 
2309 W . Main St •• Sulro 1 \ 6, Morion. IL 629 5 
I 00 W . Randolp~, SultO \ 0-300, Chicago. IL 6 

PETITIONER'S 
EXHIBIT 

E 
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Page 2 

Please submit all correspondence in duplicate and include the Re : block shown at the beginning of this 

letter. · 

lf you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact Brad Dilbaitis at (217) 785-8378 or 

Bradley. Di lbaiti s@ill inois .gov. 

Sincerely, 

r::312fl&2--
Thomas A. Henninger 
Unit Manager 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section 
Division of Remediation Management 
Bureau of Laryd 

TAH:BD\SICRappAC2&3app.docx 

Attachment: Attachment A 

c: CWM Company 
BOL File 
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Attachment A 

Re : LPC #1010155024-Lawrence County 
Lawrenceville/ Dersch Croslow 's Shell 
1421 Lexington Avenue 
Leaking UST Incident No. 20050374 
Leaking UST Technical File 

ST AGE 2 and 3 Actual Costs 

The following amounts are approved : 

$3,089. IO 
$2,163 .33 
$1,170.00 

$0.00 
$0.00 

$36,377 .59 
$1 ,436.60 

Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs 
Analytical Costs 
Remediation and Disposal Costs 
UST Removal and Abandonment Costs 
Paving, Demolition , and Well Abandonment Costs 
Consulting Personnel Costs 
Consultant 's Material s Costs 

Handling charges will be determined at the time a billing package is reviewed by the Illinois EPA. The 
amount of allowable handling charges will be determined in accordance with Section 57. I (a) of the 
Environmental Protection Act (Act) and 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. Adm. Code) 734.635 . 

B D\S ICRappAC2&3appA.docx 
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Updated Apri l 2009 

Instructions for the Budget and Billing Forms 

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) has revised the Budget and 
Billing Forms for payment from the Underground Storage Tank Fund (Fund). The 
Illinois EPA's new forms shall be used for all budgets and applications for payment for 
all sites subject to 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. Adm. Code) 734, 732 , or 731 , 
except as noted below. The Budget and Billing Forms reflect the amendments to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 732 and the adoption of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734. When using these forms, 
please follow the instructions for each particular form that pertains to your site. 

Maximum Payment Amounts 

The Illinois EPA will only approve payment from the Fund for corrective action costs 
actually incurred up to the maximum amounts listed in Subpart H, Appendix D, and 
Appendix E of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732 or 734-unless bidding is used or the unusual or 
extraordinary circumstance provisions are followed. The Subpart H, Appendix D, and 
Appendix E maximum payment amounts will be adjusted for inflation each year on the 
first day of July of that year. The first adjustment was made on July 1, 2006. The 
maximum amounts that are applicable for costs submitted in a budget are the amounts 
in effect on the date the Illinois EPA receives the budget. Please note that, once the 
Illinois EPA approves a cost, the applicable maximum payment amount for that cost 
may not be increased by proposing the cost in a subsequent budget (35 Ill. Adm. Code 
732.870(d) or 734.870(d)). The maximum amounts that are applicable for costs not 
approved in a budget by the Illinois EPA, such as early action costs, are the amounts in 
effect on the date the costs were incurred. 

Signature Requirements 

For owners and operators other than individuals, a duly authorized representative must 
sign the forms on behalf of the owner or operator. For the following entities, the duly 
authorized representative must be one of the following persons: 

1. For a corporation , a principal executive officer of at least the level of vice president, 
or a person authorized by a resolution of the board of directors to sign the 
applicable document if a copy of the resolution , certified as a true copy by the 
secretary of the corporation , is submitted with the document. 

2. For a sole proprietorship , the sole proprietor. 
3. For a partnership, a general partner. 
4. For a municipality, state, federal , or other public agency, the head of the agency or 

a ranking elected official. 
5. For a limited liability company, a member for a member-managed company and 

either a manager or a member for a manager-managed company. 
6. For a land trust, a beneficiary of the land trust who meets the definition of "owner" 

or "operator" under 35 Ill. Adm. Code 731 , 732, or 734. 

Budgets 

Title XVI of the Environmental Protection Act requires owners or operators to sub~w.-111111■-~~-, 
budget prior to seeking payment from the Fund , except in the case of costs asso ij PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT 
~ ~ e--~ ~ 
re 
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with early action activities. Owners or operators of sites subject to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
731 are not required to submit budgets. 

For owners or operators conducting site investigation pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 , 
the certification that the costs of the Stage 1 investigation will not exceed the amounts 
set forth in Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E serves as the budget for the Stage 
1 site investigation. The actual costs for conducting the Stage 1 site investigation must 
be submitted on budget forms concurrently with the results of the Stage 1 site 
investigation and the next Site Investigation Plan and budget (submitted on its own 
budget forms) or with the Site Investigation Completion Report if the site investigation is 
complete. Likewise, the actual costs for conducting the Stages 2 and/or 3 site 
investigation must be submitted on budget forms concurrently with the results of the 
previous site investigation and the next Site Investigation Plan and budget (submitted 
on its own budget forms) or with the Site Investigation Completion Report if the site 
investigation is complete. When preparing budget forms, complete and submit only the 
pages that apply. If multiple budgets are included in one submittal, only one budget 
certification form is required. 

Budget amendments to an approved budget must be submitted on the same forms as 
the original budget was submitted. Any new budgets for new activities shall be 
submitted on the Illinois EPA's new Budget and Billing Forms. These new forms should 
not be combined with other versions of Budget and Billing Forms and vice versa. 

An original and one copy of the complete budget for sites subject to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734 or 732 must be submitted with an associated plan. The forms may be copied; 
however, one form must include original signatures. The original and one copy should 
be mailed to: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Bureau of Land - #24 
Leaking UST Section 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Post Office Box 19276 
Springfield , Illinois 62794-9276 

Applications for Payment 

If an owner or operator has received approval of a budget on old forms, the 
corresponding application for payment must be submitted on the old forms. Any new 
budgets for new activities and corresponding applications for payment shall be 
submitted on the Illinois EPA's new Budget and Billing Forms. These new forms should 
not be combined with other versions of Budget and Billing Forms and vice versa. 

When submitting an application for payment, an accounting of all costs must be 
provided (i.e. , invoices and receipts). Invoices and receipts must contain enough 
documentation to support the amount requested for payment from the Fund. Any costs 
not substantiated by invoices or receipts will not be paid. Invoices and receipts must 
include the date the work was performed and a breakdown of all costs with 
documentation of activities conducted and materials purchased. For example, an 
invoice from the accredited laboratory noting the date of sample collection, number of 
samples analyzed, amount charged, etc. is required for payment of analytical costs. If 
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the invoices and receipts do not contain detailed information, additional documentation 
must be submitted providing the required information. Invoices and receipts must also 
provide adequate documentation that the work approved in the applicable plan and 
budget was conducted. 

Proof of payment of subcontractor costs can be shown in one of three ways: 

1. Cancelled checks - photocopy of fronts and backs of cancelled checks. 

a. One payment per site to one payee for the entire amount of one invoice with a 
note indicating the date of the invoice and the invoice number being paid. 

b. One payment per site to one payee for the entire amount of several invoices 
with a note indicating the dates of the invoices, invoice numbers, and the 
amounts being paid on said invoices. 

c. Payment to one payee for multiple sites for the entire amount of several 
invoices with a note indicating the sites involved , including incident numbers, 
dates of the invoices, invoice numbers, and the amounts being paid on said 
invoices. 

2. Lien waivers with the name of the company, invoices(s) being paid , date payment 
took place, and the amount(s) paid on said invoice(s) along with necessary 
signatures. 

3. Affidavits with the name of the company, invoice(s) being paid, date payment took 
place, and the amount(s) paid on said invoice(s) along with necessary signatures. 

Please note that an application for payment for site classification pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 732 cannot be submitted until a Site Classification Completion Report has 
been approved or approved with modifications by the Illinois EPA. Likewise, an 
application for payment for the previous stage of site investigation pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734 cannot be submitted until either a Site Investigation Plan and budget for 
the next stage of investigation or a Site Investigation Completion Report (if further 
investigation is not required) has been approved or approved with modifications by the 
Illinois EPA. 

The complete application for payment with original signatures for sites subject to 35 
Ill. Adm. Code 734, 732, or 731 should be mailed to: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Bureau of Land - #24 
Leaking UST Claims Unit 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Post Office Box 19276 
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 
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Pursuant to: 

A complete budget or application for 
payment must include all of the forms 

listed below, as applicable: 

General Information for the Budget and 
Billinq Forms 

Budqet Summary 
Billing Summary 

Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 
Analytical Costs Form 
Remediation and Disposal Costs Form 

Non-Consulting Personnel 
Costs Summary Sheet 
Remed iation Materials Costs 
Summary Sheet 

UST Removal and Abandonment Costs 
Form 
Paving, Demolition, and Well 
Abandonment Costs Form 
Consulting Personnel Costs Form 
Consultant's Materials Costs Form 
Bid Summary and Contractor 
Certification Forms 
Handling Charges Form 

Owner/Operator and Professional 
Engineer/Geologist Budget Certification 
Form 
Eligibility and Deductibility 
Determination 

Payment Certification Form 
Owner/Operator and Professional 
Engineer/Geologist Billing Certification 
Form 
Private Insurance Coverage 
Questionnaire 
Private Insurance Affidavit 
W-9 Form 
Women and Minority Business 
Enterprises Form 
Copies of all bills and receipts for which 
payment is sought 

P = Appl ication for Payment only 
B = Budget only 

732 732 732 
734 734 734 
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General Information for the Budget and Billing Forms 

Complete the form with the requested information . 

On the first page of the form, there is an area to designate the applicable regulations 
and the site activities for which the package is being submitted. If the site activities 
involved are those of a Stage 1 site investigation pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734, the 
only submittal is that of actual costs. If the site activities involved are those of a Stage 2 
and/or 3 site investigation pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734, you must select from the 
drop-down box whether the submittal is that of actual costs (for work done during the 
previous stage of investigation) or a proposed budget. 

On the second page of the form, include information pertaining to payment from the 
Fund (if eligible), such as where payment checks should be sent. Please note that only 
owners or operators of USTs are eligible for payment from the Fund. Therefore, 
payment can only be made to an owner or operator of the USTs. The Illinois EPA is not 
required to and will not recognize an assignment or other delegation of payment as 
justification for issuing payment to anyone other than the owner or operator. The 
address, as completed on this form , will be used as the mailing address for payment 
checks and any final determination letters regarding payment from the Fund. 

When submitting an application for payment, you must always include a completed and 
signed W-9 form. In an effort to speed up review of your claim, it is suggested that the 
W-9 form always be submitted with every application for payment. As noted on the 
form, your name should be entered as shown on your income tax return. 

Lastly, at the end of page 2 is a table to be completed by listing tanks that have ever 
been or are presently located at the site. Please note that there is only enough space 
for entry of one incident number. Therefore, if more than one incident number was 
assigned to a particular tank, multiple lines of the table must be used to list the 
additional incident numbers (as well as to indicate whether there was a release and, if 
so, the type of release associated with that incident number). For a tank with multiple 
incident numbers, it should somehow be indicated that the information pertains to the 
same tank. An example follows: 

Product Stored in UST Size Did UST Incident No. Type of Release 
(gallons) have a Tank Leak/ Overfill/ 

release? Piping Leak 
unleaded gasoline 10,000 Yes [8] No D 888888 overfill 

(same UST as above) Yes [8] No D 999999 piping leak 

(same UST as above) Yes 161 No U 20000000 tank leak 

diesel fuel 500 Yes 161 No D 20000000 tank leak 

Click, as instructed , if additional rows of the table are needed. 

Budget Summary 

Select the regulations (either Part 734 or Part 732) that apply to the owner or operator 
of the USTs for which the release was reported. The corresponding column headings 
will appear. 

5 
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PART 734: 

If Part 734 is selected, in each column, as appropriate, select from the drop-down box 
one of the following: 

• "Proposed" if the budget is a proposed budget, 
• "Actual" if the budget is a summary of actual costs incurred during the previous 

stage of site investigation, or 
• "N/A" (not applicable) if the budget doesn't apply to that particular column 

heading. 

Enter budget summary information in only the columns that apply to the budget at-hand. 
For example, if the proposed budget pertains to Stage 2 Site Investigation costs and 
accompanying it are actual costs of the Stage 1 Site Investigation, then "N/A" should be 
selected for columns labeled "Free Product," "Stage 3 Site Investigation," and 
"Corrective Action." Then, under the column labeled "Stage 1 Site Investigation," 
"Actual" should be selected from the drop-down box, and actual costs of the Stage 1 
site investigation should be entered on the appropriate lines. Under the column labeled 
"Stage 2 Site Investigation," "Proposed" should be selected from the drop-down box, 
and proposed costs for Stage 2 of the site investigation should be entered on the 
appropriate lines. Following is an example, in part: 

Choose the applicable regulation : 0 734 0 732 

734 Free Product Stage 1 Site Stage 2 Site Stage 3 Site Corrective 
Investigation Investigation Investigation Action 

N/A Actual Proposed N/A N/A 

Drilling and Monitoring 
$ $ 2,000.00 $ 2,000.00 $ $ Well Costs Form 

Analytical Costs Form $ $ 1,000.00 $ 1,000.00 $ $ 

Stage 1 site investigation budgets must always be submitted as actual costs incurred. 
The actual costs must be submitted with a proposed Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan, a 
Stages 2 and/or 3 Site Investigation Plan, or a Site Investigation Completion Report (if 
no additional site investigation is required after Stage 1 ). 

The actual costs of Stage 2 (if Stage 2 was needed) must be submitted with the 
proposed Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan or Site Investigation Completion Report (if no 
additional work is required after Stage 2). The actual costs of Stage 3 (if Stage 3 was 
needed) must be submitted with a Site Investigation Completion Report. Please note 
that, if contingency work is proposed (to either complete a stage or carry out the next 
stage), costs of the contingency work must be submitted as proposed costs. See the 
Site Investigation Process flowchart and accompanying explanation for information 
about the various combinations of stages that may be encountered. 
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List the total dollar amount from each of the forms listed, as appl icable. The "Total" will 
be automatically calculated. 

PART 732: 

If Part 732 is selected, budget summary information should be entered in only the 
column that applies to the budget at-hand. List the total dollar amount from each of the 
forms listed , as applicable. The "Total" will be automatically calculated. 

Billing Summary 

The total amounts from each individual form should be entered in the appropriate box. 
Please note that early action activities or corrective action conducted pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 731 neither requires nor allows for pre-approval of costs in a budget. 
Therefore , the first column of this form "$ Amount Approved in the Budget" will not be 
completed for Part 731 or early action applications for payment. 

Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

Section 1 - Drilling 

Include in the "Rate per Foot ($)" drilling charge for advancement of a boring or the 
installation of a well all costs associated with advancing the boring including but not 
limited to all drilling labor (including driller, driller assistant or laborer, etc.) , drill rig time , 
drill rig and operator travel time and per diem, driller mileage, mobilization , 
decontamination, Shelby tubes, soil boring abandonment, all remediation compound 
injection costs (including slurry preparation and mixing equipment), bentonite, boring 
surface patches, and concrete saw. 

An indication must be made as to why each boring is being advanced (i.e. , defining the 
extent of contamination , classification boring, installation of monitoring wells, 
investigation of migration pathways, injection of a remediation compound) and the 
drilling type (either hollow-stem auger/conventional [HSA], push-driven technologies 
[PUSH] , or Injection). 

If the Subpart H minimum payment amount applies, then the box should be checked 
indicating such. Upon doing so, the field for "Total Drilling Costs" zeroes out so that the 
total drilling costs can be entered manually. In addition, an asterisk appears , indicating 
that the total drilling costs have been adjusted to reflect one or more Subpart H 
minimum payment amounts. (More than one might apply if the proposed budget or 
actual costs budget includes more than one round of drilling.) 

When the Subpart H minimum payment amount box is not checked , the 'Total Drilling 
Costs" are automatically calculated. 

Section 2 - Monitoring/Recovery Wells 

Include in the "Rate per Foot ($)" charge all costs associated with the installation of a 
monitoring or recovery well (excluding drilling) including but not limited to costs 
associated with labor to install wells , all well materials (such as well casings, risers , 
screens, caps and plugs, filter packs, annular seals, surface seals, sand, gravel , 
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bentonite, concrete, well covers , and locks), and labor and equipment (including 
groundwater pump) for well development done by the driller. 

Analytical Costs Form 

Include in the "Cost ($) per Analysis" charge all costs associated with sample handling 
and analysis of each sample including but not limited to laboratory personnel , sample 
handling, sample preparation , all aspects of the laboratory analysis, sample jars and 
other sampling containers, sample kits, sample disposal fees , and reporting of sampling 
results. Include the number of samples for each parameter and the actual cost per 
analysis (up to the maximum total amount per sample listed in Appendix D of 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 732 or 734) . 

For laboratory analyses not included in Appendix D, the Illinois EPA will determine 
reasonable maximum payment amounts on a site-specific basis. 

Include in the soil sampling equipment charge all costs associated with sampling 
equipment including but not limited to Encore sampler, purge-and-trap sampler, or 
equivalent sampling device. 

Include in the sample shipping charge all costs associated with sample shipping 
including but not limited to transportation and/or delivery of samples to the laboratory 
(e.g. , FedEx, UPS, or any other courier service), ice, coolers, and bubble wrap. The 
maximum total amount per sample listed in Appendix D is the maximum total amount for 
shipping all samples (soil and groundwater) collected in a calendar day. 

Remediation and Disposal Costs Form 

Section A- Conventional Technology 

Excavation, Transportation, and Disposal of contaminated soil and/or the 4-foot 
backfill material removal during early action activities: 

Include in the "Cost per Cubic Yard ($)" all costs associated with the excavation, 
transportation , and disposal of contaminated soil and/or backfill material exceeding the 
applicable remediation objectives including but not limited to all non-consulting 
personnel (subcontractors); trucker/equipment operator labor; trucker/equipment 
operator travel and per diems; truck charges; visqueen truck liner; backhoe charges; 
equipment (including concrete breaker); equipment mobilization; skid steer; 
concrete/asphalt excavation, transportation , and disposal ; landfill charges; 
decontamination; barriers; cones ; tape; permit fees; traffic control ; and other materials 
and related expenses. 

The volume of soil removed and disposed must be determined by the following equation 
using the dimensions of the resulting excavation: 

Soil [(Excavation Length in feet x Excavation Width in feet x Excavation Depth in feet of 
contaminated soil) + 27) x 1.05 bulking factor 

A conversion factor of 1.5 tons/cubic yard will be used to convert tons to cubic yards. 
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The volume of soil removed from within four feet of the outside dimensions of the UST 
and disposed pursuant to early action provisions must be determined in accordance 
with Appendix C of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732 or 734. 

Backfilling the Excavation: 

Include in the "Cost per Cubic Yard ($)" all costs associated with the purchase, 
transportation , and placement of clean material used to backfill the excavation resulting 
from the removal and disposal of soil , including but not limited to all non-consulting 
personnel (subcontractors) , trucker/equipment operator labor, trucker/equipment 
operator travel and per diems, truck charges, visqueen truck liner, backhoe charges , 
equipment, equipment mobilization, backfill material (clay, sand , gravel) , barriers, 
cones , tape , permit fees, traffic control , and other materials and related expenses. 

The volume of backfill material must be determined by the following equation using the 
dimensions of the backfilled excavation : 

Soil [(Excavation Length in feet x Excavation Width in feet x Excavation Depth in feet of 
contaminated soil) + 27] x 1.05 bulking factor 

A conversion factor of 1.5 tons/cubic yard will be used to convert tons to cubic yards. 

The volume of backfill material used to replace soil removed from within four feet of the 
outside dimensions of the UST and disposed pursuant to early action provisions must 
be determined in accordance with Appendix C of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732 or 734. 

Overburden Removal and Return : 

Include in the "Cost per Cubic Yard ($)" all costs associated with the removal and 
subsequent return of soil that does not exceed the applicable remediation objectives but 
whose removal is required in order to conduct corrective action, including but not limited 
to all non-consulting personnel (subcontractors) , trucker/equipment operator labor, 
trucker/equipment operator travel and per diems, truck charges, visqueen truck liner, 
backhoe charges, equipment, equipment mobilization, barriers, visqueen, cones, tape, 
permit fees , traffic control , and other materials and related expenses. 

The volume of soil removed and returned must be determined by the following equation 
using the dimensions of the excavation resulting from the removal of soil: 

Overburden Soil [ (Excavation Length i n feet x Excavation Width in feet x Excavation 
Depth in feet of non-contaminated soil) + 27] 

A conversion factor of 1.5 tons/cubic yard will be used to convert tons to cubic yards. 

Section B -Alternative Technology 

This section must be used for any remediation technology other than conventional 
technology. Alternative technology includes but is not limited to soil vapor extraction, 
land-farming, bio-piles, low-temperature thermal desorption , air sparging, bio-sparging, 
in-situ bioremediation, chemical oxidation , or dual-phase extraction . Other alternative 
technologies may be proposed . 
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Include a time and materials breakdown of all costs. Include in the "Total Cost of the 
System" all costs including but not limited to all non-consulting personnel 
(subcontractors), equipment, materials, construction , installation , operation and 
maintenance, system shutdown and closure , and other expenses of the proposed 
remediation system. Maximum payment amounts for costs associated with alternative 
technology will be determined by the Illinois EPA on a site-specific basis . 

Also include the information listed in the Remediation System Information document. 

The volume of soil to be treated in-situ must be determined by the following equation: 

Soil [(Length in feet x Width in feet x Depth in feet of contaminated soil) + 27) 

A conversion factor of 1.5 tons/cubic yard will be used to convert tons to cubic yards. 

All materials, equipment, field purchases, and subcontractor costs must be listed on the 
Remediation Materials Costs Summary Sheet and Non-Consulting Personnel Costs 
Summary Sheet, and the totals from those forms should be placed on the "Total Cost of 
the System" line in Section B. All professional consultant time (design time, oversight 
time, etc.) must be listed on the Consulting Personnel Costs Form. 

Section C - Groundwater Remediation and/or Free Product Removal System 

This section must be used if a groundwater remediation and/or free product removal 
system (such as pump-and-treat or dual-phase vapor extraction) is proposed in a plan. 

Include a time and materials breakdown of all costs. Include in the "Total Cost of the 
System" all costs including but not limited to all non-consulting personnel 
(subcontractors) , equipment, materials, construction , installation , operation and 
maintenance, system shutdown and closure, and other expenses of the proposed 
removal system. Maximum payment amounts for costs associated with the proposed 
removal system will be determined by the Illinois EPA on a site-specific basis. 

Also include the information listed in the Remediation System Information document. 

All materials, equipment, field purchases, and subcontractor costs must be listed on the 
Remediation Materials Costs Summary Sheet and Non-Consulting Personnel Costs 
Summary Sheet, and the totals from those forms should be placed on the 'Total Cost of 
the System" line in Section C. All professional consultant time (design time, oversight 
time, etc.) must be listed on the Consulting Personnel Costs Form. 

Section D - Groundwater and/or Free Product Removal and Disposal 

This section must be used if groundwater or free product is removed via vacuum truck 
or other similar method from a groundwater monitoring well , recovery well , or container 
(such as a drum). 

Include in the "Cost per Gallon ($)" all costs associated with the removal , transportation , 
and disposal of free product or contaminated groundwater including but not limited to all 
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non-consulting personnel (subcontractors) , truck driver labor, mobilization, vac truck, 
mileage, equipment, materials, disposal fees , and other related expenses. 

If the Subpart H minimum payment amount applies , then the box should be checked 
indicating such. Upon doing so, the field for 'Total Cost" zeroes out so that the total 
groundwater and/or free product removal and disposal cost can be entered manually. 
In addition , an asterisk appears , indicating that the total groundwater and/or free 
product removal and disposal cost has been adjusted to reflect the Subpart H minimum 
payment amount. (More than one might apply if the proposed budget or actual costs 
budget includes more than one round of groundwater and/or free product removal and 
disposal.) 

When the Subpart H minimum payment amount box is not checked , the "Total Cost" is 
automatically calculated. 

Section E - Drum Disposal 

This section must be used whenever a sol id or liquid waste generated as a result of 
corrective action (e.g. , soil borings, water bailed for well development or sampling , or 
hand-bailed free product) is disposed in a 55-gallon drum. 

Include in the "Cost per Drum ($)" all costs associated with drum disposal including but 
not limited to drum purchase, drum dolly, transportation , truck charge and mobilization , 
truck driver labor, and disposal fees. 

If the Subpart H minimum payment amount applies , then the box should be checked 
indicating such. Upon doing so, the field for "Total Drum Disposal Costs" zeroes out so 
that the total drum disposal costs can be entered manually. In addition, an asterisk 
appears, indicating that the total drum disposal costs have been adjusted to reflect the 
Subpart H minimum payment amount. (More than one might apply if the proposed 
budget or actual costs budget includes more than one round of drum disposal.) 

When the Subpart H minimum payment amount box is not checked , the "Total Drum 
Disposal Costs" are automatically calculated. 

Non-Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

(Note: For this form to function properly, Adobe Reader 8.0 is required.) 

This form should only be used to list personnel costs that are not associated with 
professional consulting services. Professional consulting services (that is, services 
performed by the primary consulting firm) must be listed separately on the Consulting 
Personnel Costs Form. Do not include costs that are part of maximum payment 
amounts listed in the Maximum Payment Amounts sheets . 

a. Employee Name - List the name of the employee (required for application for 
payment only) . 

b. Personnel Title - List the title of the employee. Personnel titles must be 
comparable to the task being performed. 
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c. Hours - List the number of hours worked or proposed to be worked for that 

particular task. 

d. Rate($) - List the hourly rate of the employee. Personnel costs must be based 
upon the work being performed , regardless of the title of the person performing the 
work. 

e. Total Cost - Enter the total dollar amount requested for each task (Hours X Rate). 

f. Task - Complete an individual line item for each task conducted. The following are 
some examples of tasks : remediation system installation , operation and 
maintenance, or alternative technology remediation construction. Provide 
additional details to supplement this information; for example, the details may 
include the number of trips for operation and maintenance, number of hours for 
each trip, and how often trips are proposed. 

g . Cumulative Total of Non-Consulting Personnel Costs Summary Sheet(s) -
Enter the total non-consulting personnel costs (the sum of all tasks). 

Remediation Materials Costs Summary Sheet 

(Note: For this form to function properly, Adobe Reader 8.0 is required .) 

Include all costs for materials , equipment, and field purchases associated with a 
groundwater remediation and/or free product removal system and/or alternative technology. 
Such costs include but are not limited to remediation compounds, nutrients for in-situ 
bioremediation, and soil vapor extraction equipment. 

a. Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase - List all the materials , equipment, and 
field purchases used or proposed to be used that are not part of maximum 
payment amounts listed in the Maximum Payment Amounts sheets. 

b. Time or Amount Used - List, if applicable, the amount of time or the number of 
individual items used. 

c. Rate($) - List the rate at which an item is charged. 

d. Unit - List the unit of the rate charged, which may be hourly, daily, weekly, 
monthly, yearly, etc. or may be based upon an activity such as per foot, cubic yard , 
square foot, gallon, etc. 

e. Total Cost/Item - List the total cost of the material , equipment, or field purchase. 

f. Subcontractor - If a service is provided by a subcontractor, list the name of the 
subcontractor. 

g. Cumulative Total of Remediation Materials Costs Summary Sheet(s) - Enter 
the total cost of all materials, equipment, and field purchases. 

UST Removal and Abandonment Costs Form 
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This section applies to UST removal , abandonment, and disposal activities. 

Include in the "Cost($)" all costs associated with the excavation, removal , disposal , 
and/or abandonment of UST systems including but not limited to all non-consulting 
personnel (subcontractors) , mobilization , equipment, materials, decontamination, 
barriers, cones, tape , PIO, slurry, disposal fees , permit fees , and other related 
expenses. 

Please list all tanks that have been removed from or abandoned at the site for which 
payment from the Fund is requested. The maximum total amount payable per UST is 
based on the UST volume, as prescribed in the regulations. 

Paving, Demolition, and Well Abandonment Costs Form 

Section A - Concrete and Asphalt Placement/Replacement 

This section must be used for costs associated with concrete, asphalt, and paving 
installed as an engineered barrier, as well as for costs associated with the replacement 
of concrete , asphalt, and paving . 

Include in the "Cost ($) per Square Foot" all costs associated with concrete, asphalt, and 
paving placement or replacement, including but not limited to all non-consulting personnel 
(subcontractors) , placement or replacement labor, per diems, equipment, materials and 
delivery, base preparation/compaction/leveling , surface preparation and equipment, forms, 
and other related expenses. In addition, include in the accompanying plan or report 
documentation of the material (either asphalt, paving , or concrete) , the depth of material , and 
the square footage of the asphalt, paving , or concrete being placed or replaced . 

Section B - Building Destruction or Dismantling and Canopy Removal 

This section must be used for costs associated with the destruction or the dismantling 
and reassembly of above grade structures. 

Include in the "Unit Cost($)" all costs including but not limited to all personnel (primary 
consultant and subcontractors), per diems, equipment, mobilization , truck charges, backhoe 
charges, materials , asbestos abatement, barriers , cones , tape , permit fees , and other related 
expenses. Payment will be determined on a time and materials basis. 

The total cost for the destruction or the dismantling and reassembly of above grade 
structures must not exceed $10,000 per site . A time and materials breakdown of all 
costs must be submitted with the application for payment. 

Section C - Well Abandonment 

This section must be used for the abandonment of monitoring or recovery wells that are 
abandoned pursuant to regulations promulgated by the Illinois Department of Public 
Health at 77 Ill. Adm. Code 920.120. Please note that each monitoring well must be 
listed individually. 
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Include in the "Cost($) per Foot" all costs including but not limited to all personnel (primary 
consultant and subcontractors) , labor, per diems, transportation, equipment (including 
jackhammer) , mobilization, bentonite, concrete, and other related expenses. 

Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

(Note: For this form to function properly, Adobe Reader 8.0 is required.) 

Include all costs associated with professional consulting services (that is, services provided 
by the primary consulting firm). Personnel not directly part of the primary consulting firm 
must be listed on the Non-Consulting Personnel Costs Form. 

In the "Personnel Title" fields , use the titles listed at Appendix E of 35 Ill . Adm. Code 732 or 
734. The highest maximum hourly rate for each personnel title listed in Appendix E may be 
proposed in the budget, but the amount billed in the application for payment must be based 
upon the degree, licensing, and experience requirements identified in Appendix E. 

Include in the "Rate ($)" the costs associated with professional consulting services provided 
by the primary consulting firm including but not limited to plan , budget, and report 
preparation, application-for-payment preparation, certifications, project oversight, and field 
activities. 

A separate line should be used for each employee performing tasks in each remediation 
category. 

a. Employee Name - List the name of the employee (required for application for 
payment only). 

b. Personnel Title - Select the title of the employee using the personnel titles listed 
in Appendix E of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732 or 734 (also listed in the Maximum 
Payment Amounts/Personnel Titles and Requirements document). Personnel titles 
must be comparable to the task being performed . 

c. Hours - List the number of hours worked or proposed to be worked for that 
particular task. 

d. Rate($) - List the hourly rate of the employee. The rate may not exceed the 
maximum hourly rate listed in the applicable Maximum Payment 
Amounts/Personnel Titles and Requirements document. Personnel costs must be 
based upon the work being performed , regardless of the title of the person 
performing the work. 

e. Total Cost - Enter the total dollar amount requested for each task (Hours X Rate) . 

f. Remediation Category - Select the appropriate remediation category abbreviation 
from the Remediation Categories List document that is appl icable to each phase of 
corrective action that has been or is proposed to be performed. 

g. Task - Complete an individual line item for each task conducted. The following are 
some examples of tasks: preparation of CAP and budget, site investigation 
fieldwork, operation and maintenance, alternative technology oversight, or 
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alternative technology remediation design. Provide additional details to 
supplement this information; for example, the details may include the number of 
trips for operation and maintenance, number of hours for each trip, and how often 
trips are proposed. 

h. Cumulative Total of Consulting Personnel Costs Form(s) - Enter the total 
consulting personnel costs (the sum of all tasks). 

Multiple pages of the form must be used if additional space is needed. 

Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

(Note: For this form to function properly, Adobe Reader 8.0 is required.) 

Include on the form the costs associated with materials provided by the professional 
consulting service (that is , the primary consulting firm) including but not limited to lodging 
and per diems, mileage (or vehicle) , private utility locator, permit fees, well survey fees, 
NFR Letter recording fees , manifests, copies, and other equipment and supplies (such as 
PIO, FID, explosimeter, D0/0RP/pH meters, hand augers, cameras/photo development, 
gloves, plastic bags, decon kit [for consultant's nondisposable field equipment] , equipment 
to survey wells , peristaltic pump, purge pump, rope , bailers, measure wheel, transducer, 
data logger, water level indicator/interface probe, plastic tubing , metal detector, and 
barricades). 

a. Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase - List all the materials, equipment, and 
field purchases used or proposed to be used that are not part of maximum 
payment amounts listed in the Maximum Payment Amounts sheets. 

b. Time or Amount Used - List, if applicable , the amount of time or the number of 
individual items used. 

c. Rate($) - List the rate at which an item is charged. 

d. Unit - List the unit of the rate at which an item is charged, if applicable. The unit 
may be hourly, daily, weekly, monthly, yearly, etc. The unit and unit rate may also 
be based on an activity such as per foot, cubic yard , square foot, gallon, etc. 

e. Total Cost - List the total cost of materials, equipment, or field purchase. 

f. Remediation Category - Enter the appropriate remediation category abbreviation 
from the Remediation Categories List document that is applicable to each phase of 
corrective action that has been or is proposed to be performed . 

g. Description/Justification - Enter a description of the materials, equipment, or 
field purchase and/or justification for its use. 

h. Cumulative Total of Consultant's Materials Costs Form(s) - Enter the total 
costs of all materials, equipment, and field purchases. 

Multiple pages of the form must be used if additional space is needed. 
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Bid Summary Form 

As an alternative to the maximum payment amounts set forth in Subpart H, Appendix D, 
and Appendix E of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 or 732, one or more payment amounts may be 
determined via bidding in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.855 or 732.855. Each 
bid must cover all costs included in the maximum payment amount that the bid is 
replacing . 

The following items must be provided to the Illinois EPA with the associated budget: 

1. A copy of the scope of work provided to the subcontractors requesting bids; 
2. Copies of all bids received (a minimum of three bids is required unless unusual 

or extraordinary circumstances apply) , accompanied by completed and signed 
Contractor Certification Forms and bid details ; and 

3. A completed and signed copy of the Bid Summary Form. 

Contractor Certification Form 

Whenever a job is bid , completed and signed Contractor Certification Forms must 
accompany the Bid Summary Form. Bid details should be attached. 

Handling Charges Form 

Handling charges for fie ld purchases and subcontractor billings must be calculated 
based on the table below. Handling charges do not need to be submitted in a 
budget. Submit copies of invoices and/or receipts of the subcontractor charges and/or 
field purchase with an application for payment. Include a breakdown of the date the 
work was conducted , as well as documentation of all activities and materials purchases, 
with invoices and/or receipts. If the invoices and receipts do not contain this 
information , submit additional documentation providing this information. 

Subcontract and Field 
Purchase Cost 
$1 - $5,000 
$5,001 - $15,000 
$15,001 - $50,000 
$50,001 - $100,000 
$100,001 - $1 ,000,000 

Miscellaneous Forms 

Eligible Handling Charges as a 
Percentage of Cost 
12% 
$600 + 10% of amt. over $5,000 
$1 ,600 + 8% of amt. over $15,000 
$4,400 + 5% of amt. over $50,000 
$6,900 + 2% of amt. over 100,000 

The following forms should be completed , signed , and submitted, as applicable: 

• Owner/Operator and Licensed Professional Engineer/Geologist Budget 
Certification Form 

• Owner/Operator and Licensed Professional Engineer/Geologist Billing Certification 
Form 

• Payment Certification Form 
• Private Insurance Coverage Questionnaire and Private Insurance Affidavit 
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• Federal Taxpayer Identification Number and Legal Status Disclosure Certification 

Requirements 
• Women and Minority Business Enterprises Form 
• Personnel Weekly Work Sheet 
• Materials Weekly Work Sheet 

Reference Documents 

The following reference documents should be used, as applicable, when completing 
budgets and/or applications for payment: 

• Personnel Title Descriptions and Duties Summary 
• Remediation Categories List 
• Remediation System Information 
• Maximum Payment Amounts (March 1, 2006 through June 30, 2006) 
• Maximum Payment Amounts (July 1, 2006 through June 30, 2007) 
• Maximum Payment Amounts (July 1, 2007 through June 30, 2008) 

17 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 10/08/2021~ U.S. BUREAU OF LABOR $TAJl$IIC$ ,, ~ 
Databases, Tables & Calculators by Subject 
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CPI Inflation Calculator 
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About the CPI Inflation Calculator 
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The CPI inflation calculator uses the Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U) U.S. city average series for all items, not seasonal ly adjusted. This data represents 

changes in the prices of all goods and services purchased for consumption by urban households, 
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