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(UST Appeal) 
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Pursuant to 35 lll. Adm. Code I 05.116(b) and I 05.410, the following constitutes an index 

of documents comprising the record: 
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001-112 CWM Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 07/22/2015 
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386-392 CWM/lllinois EPA e-mails 11/22/2016 

393-412 CWM/lllinois EPA e-mails 12/09/2016 
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451-469 Illinois EPA decision letter 01/26/2017 

I, ERIC KUHLMAN, certify on information and belief that the entire record of the 

Respondent's decision, as defined in 35 Ill. Adm. Code 105.410(b), is hereby enclosed. 

BY: &&~~ 
Eric Kuhlman 
Project Manager/Environmental Protection Engineer 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section 
lllinois Environmental Protection Agency 
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~ 
CW MCompany 
Environmental Consulting Services 

July 22, 2015 

Mr. Eric Kuhlman, Project Manager 
LUST Section, Bureau of Land 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

RE: LPC #1610455194-Rock Island County 
Aman Food & Gas - Moline 
1830 51

h A venue, Moline 
Incident Number: 2014-0247 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

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

1610455194- Roc 
A~an Food and Ga: Island County 
lncld~nt # 20140247 
Leakmg UST 

Technical File 

LUST Technical Reports-Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 

Dear Mr. Kuhlman: 

Enclosed, please find the Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan and Budget for the above­
referenced site for Incident Number 2014-024 7. In addition to including the proposed 
plan, the report documents all of the site investigation work that has taken place to date 
at the Aman Food & Gas site in Moline, Illinois. 

In order to minimize, or ideally eliminate consulting costs to rewrite plans and budgets, 
we aim to design a plan and budget which will be approved on the first submittal and 
not require more personnel time. The Plan is based on our experience of what the 
Agency's Project Managers are looking for in such reports; however, should you 
require additional information, we are more than willing to work with you during the 
review process to satisfy your questions or clarifications. 

Accordingly, we request this budget be reviewed in a manner consistent to the manner 
previously deemed appropriate and reasonable to the agency such as the budgets for 
incidents 2006-0366, 2007-1408, 2008-1202, 2008-1657, 2008-1543, 2009-1270, 2009-
0929, 2009-1410, 2011-0837, 2011-0822, 2011-0516, and 2012-0575. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Vince 
Smith or me at (217) 522-8001. 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

(217) 522-800 I 

RECEiVED 
JUL 2 3 2015 

IEPA/BOL 

400 West Jackson, Suite C 
Marion, IL 62959 
(618) 997-2238 
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Carol Rowe, P.G. 
Senior Environmental Geologist 

xc: Mrs. Balbir Kaur & Mr. Jeet Singh, Aman Food & Gas 
Mr. William T. Sinnott, CWM Company, Inc. 
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STAGE 2 SITE INVESTIGATION 
PLAN AND BUDGET 

Aman Food & Gas 
Moline, Illinois 

LPC # 1610455194- Rock Island County 
Incident Number 2014-0247 

Presented to: 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section, Bureau of Land C E IVE D 
1021 North Grand Avenue East RE ·-

Springfield, Illinois 
JUL 2 3 Z015 

IEPA/BOL 
Prepared by: 

CW3M COMPANY, INC. 

701 West South Grand A venue 
Springfield, Illinois 

(217) 522-8001 

JULY 2015 

400 West Jackson, Suite C 
Marion, Illinois 
(618) 997-2238 
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CWM Company, Inc. 
Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Aman Food & Gas -Moline 
LPC #1610455194- Incident Number 2014-0247 

1. SITE HISTORY/EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1. GENERAL 

Mr. Jeet Singh, representative of the owner of the underground storage tanks (USTs) at the 
Aman Food & Gas I Moline site, reported a release to the Illinois Emergency Management 
Agency (lEMA). Incident Number 2014-0247 was assigned to the notification on March 3, 
2014. Mr. Singh and Ms. Balbir Kaur then requested CW3M Company, Inc. (CW3M) to 
proceed with the reporting and early action requirements in accordance with 35 Illinois 
Administrative Code (Ill. Adm. Code) § 734. This Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan (SIP) is 
being prepared in response to Incident Number 2014-0247. 

The 20-Day Certification was submitted to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
(IEPA) on March 7, 2014 (CW3M, 2014). In order to allow for the installation of new 
tanks which were going to be installed following UST removal, an extension of the 45-Day 
Reporting period was requested on April 17, 2014 (CW3M, 2014a), and approved by the 
IEPA on April 28, 2014 (IEPA, 2014). The 45-Day Report was submitted on May 2, 2014 
(CW3M, 2014b) and approved on August 29, 2014 (IEPA, 2014a), with a 45-Day Report 
Addendum being submitted on June 2, 2014 (CW3M, 2014c). 

This Stage 2 SIP and Budget has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of 35 
Ill. Adm. Code 734. !EPA-provided, computer-generated forms have been used and are 
included herein as Appendix A. The proposed budget and certification are included herein 
as Appendix C. 

The investigation will be 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 Aman Food & Gas - Moline, is located at 1830 5th A venue, Moline, 
Rock Island County, Illinois 61265. The site is located in the SW t.4 of the SE t.4 of the 
NE t.4 of Section 32, Township 18 North of the Centralia Baseline and Range 1 West of the 
Fourth Principal Meridian. 
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CWM Company, Inc. 
Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Aman Food & Gas -Moline 
LPC #1610455194 -1ncident Number 2014-0247 

1.3. TANK REMOVAL ACTIVITIES 

A permit for the removal of three USTs and product piping was approved by the Office of 
the State Fire Marshal (OSFM) on March 11, 2014 (OSFM, 2014). CW3M personnel were 
at the site to initiate tank removal activities starting Wednesday April 30, 2014. Due to 
scheduling conflicts trying to arrange the removal of the tanks to coincide with the 
installation of new tanks, CW3M was unable to complete the Early Action Requirements set 
forth in 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 and Illinois Compiled Statutes (ILCS) 5/57-57.17 in the 
allotted 45-day time period. A request for an extension of time to complete these activities 
was sent to the IEPA April 17, 2014 (CW3M, 2014a) and approved by the IEPA on April 
28, 2014 (IEPA, 2014). 

CW3M personnel were at the site on April 30, 2014, to begin UST tank removal early 
action activities. OSFM Tank Specialist Jeffery Hindman and CW3M personnel were at the 
site to supervise the removal of the USTs on May 1, 2014. The tanks were ventilated and 
removed along with the product piping. As the OSFM Field Specialists have been 
instructed not to make the official determination of the release, the source of release was 
made in consult with the OSFM Field Specialist using the best professional judgment of 
field personnel of the tank, piping, and soil conditions. 

Tank 1: This fiberglass tank was found to be in fair condition. The tank had no visible 
holes or pitting. OSFM Tank Specialist Hindman in conjunction with CW3M personnel 
determined that overfills and piping were contributing factors to the cause of the petroleum 
release. 

Tank 2: This fiberglass tank was found to be in fair condition. The tank had no visible 
holes or pitting. OSFM Tank Specialist Hindman in conjunction with CW3M personnel 
determined that overfills and piping were contributing factors to the cause of the petroleum 
release. 

Tank 3: This fiberglass tank was found to be in fair condition. The tank had no visible 
holes or pitting. OSFM Tank Specialist Hindman in conjunction with CW3M personnel 
determined that overfills and piping were contributing factors to the cause of the petroleum 
release. 

2 
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CW M Company, Inc. 
Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Aman Food & Gas - Moline 
LPC #1610455194 -Incident Number 2014-0247 

Table 1-1. Underground Storage Tank Summary 

Tank Tank Tank Incident Release 
Number Volume Contents Number Information 

(gallons) 

1 5,000 Gasoline 2014-0247 Overfills, Piping 

2 3,000 Gasoline 2014-0247 Overfills, Piping 

3 4,000 Gasoline 2014-0247 Overfills, Piping 

4 4,000 Gasoline - -

5 6,000 Gasoline - -

1.4. EARLY ACTION SUMMARY 

Status 

Removed 
5/1/2014 
Removed 
5/1/2014 
Removed 
5/112014 
In Use: 
Installed 

5/13/2014 
In Use: 
Installed 

5/13/2014 

Following lEMA notification of the release, Mr. Jeet Singh and Ms. Balbir Kaur requested 
that CW3M proceed with reporting requirements and early action activities in accordance 
with 35 Ill Adm. Code 734. 

While on site on March 3, 2014, CW3M personnel inspected the USTs and accessible 
components and obtained a release confirmation/waste characterization samples. The 
samples had strong visual and olfactory indications of petroleum contamination. The 
sample results revealed elevated levels of the gasoline fuel indicator contaminants known as 
benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene, and total xylenes (BETX), which confirmed a release of 
gasoline had occurred at the site. This waste characterization sample is also required by 
the landfill in order to accept the contaminated tank pit fill material as special waste. The 
results have been tabulated in Appendix F. 

Approximately 771.04 tons (514.03 cubic yards) of contaminated backfill was removed 
from the former tank pit and properly disposed of at the Upper Rock Island Landfill facility 
in Rock Island, Illinois. Manifests for the contaminated soil disposal were included in the 
45-Day Report Addendum (CW3M, 2014c). Samples were collected for every 20 feet of 
the excavation walls in addition to every 20 feet of piping runs. Floor samples were 
obtained beneath each tank. Samples were collected and analyzed for BETX, and methyl 

3 
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tert-butyl ether (MTBE). The early action soil analytical results are tabulated in Appendix 
F. The analytical results confirmed that the most stringent Tier 1 Clean-up Objectives have 
been exceeded from the release for all BETX contaminants. 

1.5. SITE INVESTIGATION EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Soil analytical results from Stage 1 investigation activities indicate that the Clean-Up 
Objectives for the site have not been exceeded in areas other than the tank pit, but remains 
undefined to the north-northwest of the tank pit. Soil contamination is therefore undefined, 
pending the sampling proposed on the northwest corner of the property. 

Groundwater analytical results from the Stage 1 investigation indicate that Class I 
Groundwater Objectives were exceeded at MW-3 for the gasoline indicator contaminant 
benzene. Therefore, the groundwater plume remains undefined on-site adjacent to MW-3. 
This Stage 2 SIP proposes monitoring well locations in an attempt to complete and more 
narrowly define the on-site groundwater plume, where possible. 

Off-site soil and groundwater investigation activities will be proposed in the Stage 3 SIP, if 
necessary, once the Stage 2 investigation activities have been completed. 

4 
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CWM Company, Inc. 
Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Anum Food & Gas - Moline 
LPC #1610455194- Incident Number 2014-0247 

2. SITE CHARACTERIZATION 

2.1. CURRENT AND PROJECTED POST -REMEDIATION USES 

The site lies near the river front of the city of Moline at the intersection of 5th A venue and 
19th Street. The site is surrounded by light commercial properties and a large apartment 
complex. The Aman Food & Gas site is currently operating as a convenience store that 
sells fuel. 

2.2. PHYSICAL SETTING 

The physical setting including environmental, geologic, hydrogeologic, hydrologic, 
geographic and topographic conditions has been described in the 45-Day Report (CW3M, 
20 14b). Additionally, this information is supplemented by the boring logs and Well 
Completion Reports (WCRs) from the Stage 1 investigation included in Appendix E of this 
report. 

3. SITE INVESTIGATION RESULTS 

3.1. DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES COMPLETED 

On October 1, 2014, CW3M personnel were on site to conduct the Stage 1 investigation. 
MW-1 through MW-5 were drilled, and MW-1 through MW-4 were sampled for soil 
contamination. Additionally, SB-1 through SB-3 were drilled and sampled for soil 
contamination. All soil samples were collected from each drilling location and analyzed for 
BETX and MTBE. CW3M personnel returned to the site on December 11, 2014, to survey 
and groundwater sample the monitoring wells, MW-1 through MW-5. Groundwater 
samples were analyzed for BETX and MTBE. Soil boring logs and WCRs are included in 
Appendix E. Analytical results are summarized and included in Appendix F. 

3.2. GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION 

Static water elevations were measured for each well. The well locations were surveyed to 
determine relative surface elevations. The data collected has been used to determine 
relative groundwater elevations and the groundwater flow direction. Generally, static 
groundwater elevations do not stabilize on the date of well installation and well 
development procedures interfere with determination of static elevation. As a result, an 

5 
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additional trip to the site is required to sample and survey the monitoring wells. Based on 
activities completed to date, it appears that the groundwater flow direction is toward the 
east-northeast. The groundwater flow direction will continue to be evaluated as additional 
monitoring wells are installed during the remainder of the site investigation activities. 

3.3. POTABLE WATER SUPPLY SURVEY 

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 is has been conducted. The Illinois State Water Survey 
(ISWS), the Illinois State Geological Survey (ISGS) and the IEPA Division of Public Water 
Supplies were contacted via the Source Water Assessment Program (SWAP) online. 

The ISGS, ISWS, and IEPA Division of Public Water Supplies were accessed online on 
March 13, 2014 (EPA.STATE.IL.US, 2014). The response indicated that ten ISGS wells 
are located within 2,500 feet of the site. The response stated that there is a groundwater 
ordinance for the entire City of Moline (R10083101). 

Table 3-1. Water Supply Well Information 

Well ID Type Distance From Setback Zone 
USTs (jeet) 
(jeet) 

00672 ISGS 2,429 200 
00865 ISGS 1,056 200 
23575 ISGS 1,848 200 
23569 ISGS 2,059 200 
23570 ISGS 2,059 200 
23571 ISGS 2,059 200 
23572 ISGS 2,429 200 
23573 ISGS 2,429 200 
23574 ISGS 2,429 200 
00328 ISGS 475 200 

6 
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3.4. SITE SPECIFIC PHYSICAL PARAMETERS 

In accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.410, remediation objectives will be determined 
in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 742. The site specific physical parameters have not 
yet been determined, however, the parameters below are proposed to be determined at this 
time. 

Hydraulic Conductivity (K,) 
Soil bulk density (pb), 

Soil particle density (ps), 

Moisture content (w), 
Organic carbon content (foe) 

In order to determine the hydraulic conductivity, a slug test will be performed during the 
Stage 2 Site Investigation activities. The test will be performed by lowering a "slug" 
constructed of polyvinyl chloride (PVC) into a monitoring well. When the slug is lowered 
into the well, the groundwater is displaced by the volume of the slug. As the water within 
the well equilibrates, water depth changes are recorded in relation to the time interval that 
has passed since the test was initiated. 

The hydraulic conductivity calculations are based on the total well depth, screen length and 
radius, initial water depth and the water depth change over time. The depth-to-water 
changes over time will be plotted on a semi-logarithmic graph and the curve will be 
evaluated. The slope of the straight-line portion of the curve, along with the other slug test 
data, is used to calculate the hydraulic conductivity. 

Velocity will then be calculated using the hydraulic conductivity results determined at the 
site, as well as the hydraulic gradient. The hydraulic gradient will be found by calculating 
the change in gradient between the most up-gradient well and the most down-gradient well, 
then dividing this answer by the distance in feet between the two wells. Formula R24, (Ucw 
= K • i) of 35 Ill. Adm. Code§ 742 Appendix C, Table C. 

The other site-specific physical parameters will be determined by conducting a boring near 
the vicinity of MW-2. Those parameters will be determined via laboratory testing. 

7 
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4. SITE INVESTIGATION PROPOSAL 

4.1. DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES PROPOSED 

The location and number of borings are based on the anticipated degree and extent of soil 
and groundwater contamination. A total of two wells, one with a soil sample, are currently 
being proposed to determine the horizontal and vertical extent of contamination on-site. 
One soil boring is also being proposed to determine the extent of contamination at the 
northwest corner of the property, as well as one additional boring being proposed for 
collection of a Tiered Approach to Corrective Action Objectives (TACO) sample, near 
MW-2. The locations of the proposed monitoring wells are shown on Drawing 0006A and 
the location of the proposed soil borings is shown on Drawing 0005B. Both drawings are 
located in Appendix B. The proposed location of these borings will be completed as 
accurately as possible; however, their locations may be adjusted due to actual site and field 
conditions during the investigation. 

4.2. DRILLING METHOD 

Five-foot continuous samplers have been and will continue to be used to advance and 
characterize each boring. This method was selected to minimize the likelihood of gaps in 
the sample column. Augers were and will continue to be decontaminated with a pressure 
steam wash between borings to prevent cross-contamination. Soil boring logs have been 
and will be prepared for all soil borings. 

4.3. MONITOR WELL INSTALLATION AND DEVELOPMENT PROTOCOL 

Two-inch diameter wells consist of a 10-foot PVC screen and PVC riser above the well 
screen. Annular space around the wells is filled with coarse-grained, 20/20, sand. Each 
well is completed at the surface with a flush-mount man way and a locking protective cover. 
The manways are slightly elevated and the concrete sloped away from each well to prevent 
surface water run-in. The elevations of the manways are surveyed to the nearest 0.01 foot. 

Monitoring wells are 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 are developed by surging the bailer back 
and forth for several minutes and then withdrawing groundwater. The development 
process continues until clear water flows into each well. The purpose of the surging was to 
remove the undersize sediment from the well and filter pack. All wells are developed on 
the day of installation. 

8 
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4.4. GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PROTOCOL 

All samples are collected utilizing proper sampling protocol. Samplers wear clean, 
disposable latex gloves, which are changed between each sample. The water level in each 
newly installed well is 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 bailers to purge the well of its contents and collect a fresh 
sample of groundwater as it flows into the well. 

Groundwater samples are 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 to the laboratory. Proper chain-of-custody procedures are followed. 
Each sample is labeled immediately upon collection and logged onto the chain-of-custody 
form. The chain-of-custody form is transported with the samples and then relinquished to 
the laboratory. The data collected is used to determine the groundwater flow direction and 
whether the applicable groundwater quality standards are exceeded. 

5. 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 the locations of proposed boring and monitoring wells are included in 
Appendix B. All maps are prepared in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440. 

A map of the site and any surrounding areas that may be adversely affected by the release 
of petroleum from the UST systems will be provided in the Site Investigation Completion 
Report (SICR). At a minimum, the map will be to scale, oriented north at the top, and will 
show the location of the leaking UST systems with any associated piping and all potential 
natural and/or man-made pathways which are on the site, in right-of-ways attached to the 
site, or that are in areas that may be adversely affected as a result of the release. 
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6. SITE INVESTIGATION COMPLETION REPORT 

Mr. Jeet Singh and Mrs. Balbir Kaur, representative for Aman Food & Gas, owner of the 
USTs at the Moline site, in conjunction with CW3M Company, Inc., will prepare a SICR 
within 30 days of completion of site investigation activities. A description of sampling 
activities, geologic information, soil boring logs, WCRs, and analytical results will be 
included. The SICR will be prepared utilizing all applicable !EPA-prescribed, provided or 
approved forms. 

A Stage 3 SIP to evaluate the extent of the plume that has migrated off-site will be prepared 
once the on-site plume is defined, if necessary. 

10 
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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 Tide XVI orthe Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 514, 5157- 57.17). Failure to disclose this 
Information may result In a civil penalty or 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 5142). Any person who knowingly makes a false material statement or representation, orally or In wrftlng, In any labe!, manifest, record, 
report, permit, or license, or other document filed, maintained or used for the purpose of compliance wtth Title XVI commits a Class 4 felony. Any second or subsequent 
offense after conviction hereunder Is a Class 3 felony (415 ILCS 5144 and 57.17). This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program 
Site Investigation Plan 

A. Site Identification 

lEMA Incident# (6- or 8- digit): 2014-0247 IEPA LPC # (10- digit): 1610455194 ------------------
Site Name: Aman Food & Gas 

Site Address (not a P.O. Box): 1830 5th Avenue --------------------------------------------------
City: Moline County: Rock Island Zip Code: _6_12_6_5 ____ _ 

Leaking UST Technical File 

B. Site Information 

1. 

2. 

Will the owner or operator seek payment from the Underground 
Storage Tank Fund? 

If yes, is the budget attached? 

[8] Yes O No 

[8J Yes O No 

C. Site Investigation 

Provide the following: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Stage of investigation 

a. Stage 2 

b. Stage 3 

[8] 

D 
Summary of Stage 1 [8] or 2 O site investigation activities; 

Characterization of site and surrounding area: 
a. Current and projected post-remediation uses; 
b. Physical setting: 

i. Environmental conditions; 
ii. Geologic, hydrogeologic, and hydrologic conditions; and 
iii. Geographic and topographic conditions; 

RECEIVEC 
JUL 2 3 2015 

IEPA/BOL 

4. Results of Stage 1 or 2 site investigation: 
a. Map(s) showing locations of all borings and groundwater monitoring wells completed 

to date and groundwater flow direction; 
b. Map(s) showing locations of all samples collected; 
c. Map(s) showing extents of soil and groundwater contamination that exceeds the most 

stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives; 
d. Cross-section(s) showing the geology and the horizontal and vertical extents of soil 

and groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier 1 remediation 
objectives; 

e. Analytical results, chain of custody forms, and laboratory certifications; 

IL532 2747 Site Investigation Plan 

LPC 619 Rev. July 2007 1 of 3 
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f. Table(s) comparing analytical results to the most stringent Tier 1 remediation 
objectives (include sample depth, date collected, and detection limits); 

g. Potable water supply well survey (unless provided in previous plan): 
i. Map(s) to scale showing: 

a) Locations of community water supply wells and other potable 
wells and the setback zone for each well; 

b) Location and extent of regulated recharge areas and wellhead 
protection areas; 

c) Extent of groundwater contamination exceeding the most 
stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives; and 

d) Modeled extent of groundwater contamination exceeding the 
most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives (if performed as part 
of site investigation); 

ii. Table(s) listing the setback zones for each community water supply well 
and other potable water supply wells; 

iii. A narrative identifying each entity contacted to identify potable water 
supply wells, the name and title of each person contacted, and any field 
observations associated with any wells identified; and 

iv. A certification from a Licensed Professional Engineer or Licensed 
Professional Geologist that the survey was conducted in accordance with 
the requirements and that documentation submitted includes information 
obtained as a result of the survey; 

h. Soil boring logs and monitoring well construction diagrams; 
i. Proposal for determining the following parameters: 

i. Hydraulic conductivity (K); 
ii. Soil bulk density (Pb); 
iii. Soil particle density (p5); 

iv. Moisture content (w); and 
v. Organic carbon content (foe); and 

j. Budget forms of actual costs (documenting actual work performed during the 
previous stage). 

5. Stage 2 or 3 sampling plan: 
a. Description of and justification for additional activities proposed as part of the plan; 
b. A map depicting locations of proposed borings and groundwater monitoring wells; 

and 
c. Depth of borings/wells and construction details of proposed borings and wells; 

and 

6. Site maps meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440. 

Site Investigation Plan 

2 of 3 
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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: Aman Food & Gas 

Contact: Balbir Kaur 

Address: 5048 Country Court 

City: Davenport 

State: lA 

Consultant 

Company: CWM Company 

Contact: Carol L. Rowe 

Address: 701 South Grand Avenue West 

City: Springfield 

State: ll 
~-------------------------- ---------------------------

Zip Code: ..::..6..:..:12:;..::6....:.5 _________ _ Zip Code: _6_27_0_4 ___ ..,....-________ __ 

Phone: 217-5~0~ Phone: 563-275-8189 

Signature: Signature: L..,::~ 

Date: Date: -:l.J ;u) I $" 

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 [4151LCS 5], 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734, and generally accepted standards and practices of my 
profession; and that the information presented is accurate and complete. l 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 44 and 57.17 of the C !VE 
Environmental Protection Act [415 lLCS 5/44 and 57.17]. R E E 1 

Licensed Professional Engineer or Geologist 

Name: Vince E. Smith 

Company: CWM Company 

Address: 701 South Grand Avenue West 

City: Springfield 

State: ll --------------------------------
Zip Code: 62704 -----------------------------
Phone: 217-522-8001 

Ill. Registration No.: O(Z- dll}r 
Ucense Expiratio:~·~ 10t~J 
Signature: ~£ _ -~~-;:tj:; 
Date: ?j'u,U 

Site Investigation Plan 

3 of 3 

L.P.E. or L.P.G. Seal JUL 2 3 2015 

IEPA/80 
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APPENDIXB 

SITE MAPS AND ILLUSTRATIONS 

STAGE 2 SITE INVESTIGATION 
PLAN AND BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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CWM Company, Inc. 
Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Aman Food & Gas - Moline 
LPG 111610455194 -Incident Number 2014-0247 

INDEX OF DRAWINGS 

Drawing Description 
Number 

0001 Site Location Map 
0001A Topographic Map_ 
0002 Site Map 
0003 Early Action Excavation Location Map 
0004 Early Action Sam_Qle Location Map 

0004A Early Action Sample Value Map 
0005 Soil Boring Location Map 

0005B Proposed Soil Boring Location Map 
0006 Monitoring Well Location Map 

0006A Proposed Monitoring Well Location Map 
0007 Monitoring Well Elevation Map 
0008 Groundwater Elevation Map (December 2014) 

0008A Groundwater Flow Map (December 2014) 
0009A Soil Contamination Values Map (0-5 feet) 
0009B Soil Contamination Values Map (5-10 feet) 
0010 Groundwater Contamination Values Map 

File Name 

Sitemap.doc 
TopoMap.doc 
site.dwg 
eaexc .dwg 
ealoc.dwg 
eaval.dwg 
sbloc.dwg 
psbloc.dwg 
mwloc.dwg 
pmwloc.dwg 
mwelev.dwg 
_gwelev.dwg 
gwflow1214.dwg 
sval0-5.dwg 
sval5-10.dwg 
gwval.dwg 
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CW3M Company, Inc. 
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~COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 

SPRINGFIELD, IL. 62704 
(217) 522-8001 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ILLINOIS 

INCIDENT #2014-0247 
ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 

SITE MAP 

I .,_ 

\ 
\ 
\ 

-~ 

\ 
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I ,_ 

-· C· 

\ 

0 

DATE: 9/5/13 
REVISED DATE: 5/1/14 

SCALE 1 "=30' 
DRAWING: 0002 

·<?· 
s 

BUIJJIINC 

DRAWNBY:MDR 
REVISED BY: BMW 

REVIEWED BY: CLR 
SITE.DWG 
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~COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 

SPRINGFIELD, IL. 62704 
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~COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 

SPRINGFIELD, IL. 62704 
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Location 1 2 3 4 
Date 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 51512014 5/5/2014 

Oeoth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

Benzene 0.03 0.561 u 22 1.63 
Ellwlbenzene 13.0 6.36 28.2 6.42 20.4 
Toluene 12.0 0.338 0.207 0.102 1.96 
Tolal XVIenes 5.6 19.1 115. 8.27 93.5 
MTBE 0.32 NO NO NO NO 

11 12 13 14 
5/5/2014 S/512014 5/5/2014 S/5/2014 

NO NO 1.22 0.41 

/ 
NO NO 10.3 9.91 
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NO NO 24.2 1.7 
NO NO NO NO 

~COMPANY, INC. AMAN FOOD & GAS 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND MOLINE, ILLINOIS 

SPRINGFIELD, IL. 62704 INCIDENT #2014-0247 
(217) 522-8001 ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 
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IWILDING 

~COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 
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C~ COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 

SPRINGFIELD, IL. 62704 
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~COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 
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C~ COMPANY, INC. 
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APPENDIX C 

SITE INVESTIGATION BUDGETS AND 
CERTIFICATION 

STAGE 2 SITE INVESTIGATION 
PLAN AND BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, 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 ?014-0247 . 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 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 lEMA 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. 

Owner/Operator: Aman Food & Gas 

Authorized Representative: Balbir Kaur ----------------------------- Title: Owner 

Signature: f:3f)Lf3, .1 {L k:-~j vf2... Date: 

Subscribedands e remethew~~~~~~~~~~w~~~c~EIVED 
CARO L. ROWE 

-----~~---=~:-:-----t-ff'dt+'\l~'ulftfe.1sTATE OF IUINOIS 
JUL 2 3 2015 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 3-18-2017 IEPA/BOL 
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 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 S~cHb~s""~44'aQ<;f 57.17 of the 
Environmental Protection Act [415 ILCS 5/44 and 57.17]. <,-1)~,11~ ~ ,(~~ ... 

~~~~y~'--·,z~ ~\-
L.P.E./L.P.G.: Vince E. Smith ~ L.P.E./L.P.G. Seal: 9 {/~I.W-~ \ ·\ 

1'?: £ ~;-;// Date: t · ~, ~~ } I L.P.E./L.P.G. Signature: 

c&l~r~~~~~~~~~~~-~---~-~~-~~~~~<! __ 1 

-----___lo.._~-::--:--::-:-----+-ffi:H-AtC~At<URi~~A~~~~NOIS ~~ 
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 3-18-2017 

The Illinois EPA is authorized to require this information under 415 ILCS 5/1. Disclosure 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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General Information for the Budget and Billing Forms 

LPC #: 1610455194 County: Rock Island 

City: Moline Site Name: Aman Food & Gas 

Site Address: 1830 5th Avenue 

lEMA Incident No.: 2014-0247 

lEMA Notification Date.: Mar 3, 2014 

Date this form was prepared: -=-Ja~n~12=:c•c..:2=-:0c..:1...:..5 _______ _ 

This form is being submitted as a (check one): 

[8:J Budget Proposal 

O Budget Amendment (Budget amendments must include only the costs over the previous budget.) 

0 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: 

0 Early Action 

0 Free Product Removal after Early Action 

[8:J Site Investigation 

0 Corrective Action 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 732: 

0 Early Action 

Stage 1: [8:J Stage 2: [8:J Stage 3: 0 

O Free Product Removal after Early Action 

0 Site Classification 

0 Low Priority Corrective Action 

0 High Priority Corrective Action 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 731: 

0 Site Investigation 

0 Corrective Action 

IL 532-2825 
LPC 630 Rev. 1/2007 

RECEIVED 
JUL 2 3 2015 

fEPA/BOL 
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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: Balbir Kaur --------------------------------------------------------------
Send in care of: CWM Company, Inc. 

Address: P.O. Box 571 

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

The payee is the: Owner ~ Operator 0 (Check one or both.) 

W-9 must be submitted. 

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, subsidiary 
or joint stock company of the owner or operator: 

Fewer than 101: l:8l 101 or more: D 

Number of USTs at the site: 5 -=----- (Number of USTs includes USTs presently at the site and USTs that 

have been removed.) 

Number of incidents reported to lEMA for this site: 2 -----------------------------------------
Incident Numbers assigned to the site due to releases from USTs: 2003-0936 2014-0247 

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 I Overfill/ 

Piping Leak 

Gasoline 5,000 Yes [8] NoD 2014-0247 Overfill 

Gasoline 3,000 Yes [8] NoD 2014-0247 Overfill 

Gasoline 4,000 Yes [8] NoD 2014-0247 Overfill 

Gasoline 4,000 Yes D No [8] 

Gasoline 6,000 Yes D No [8] 

Yes D NoD 

Yes D NoD 

Yes D NoD 

Yes D NoD 

Add More Rows I I Undo Last Add 
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Budget Summary 

Choose the applicable regulation: (e' 734 (' 732 

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

Actual Proposed 

Drilling and Monitoring 
Well Costs Form $ $ 4,255.35 $ 2,423.77 $ $ 

Analytical Costs Form $ $ 2,229.27 $ 1,143.55 $ $ 

Remediation and 
Disposal Costs Form $ $ 607.46 $ $ $ 

UST Removal and 
Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

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

Form 

Consulting Personnel 
$ $ 16,224.32 $ 26,588.02 $ $ Costs Form 

Consultant's Materials 
Costs Form $ $ 953.00 $ 1,042.50 $ $ 

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 $ $ 24,269.40 $ 31,197.84 $ $ 
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STAGE 1 
BUDGET SUMMARY 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth (feet) 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSAIPUSHI of Each 
Drilled 

Reason for Drilling 
Drilled Injection Boring 

4 HSA 15.00 60.00 GW Plume Delineation - Stage I 

1 HSA 15.00 15.00 Soii/GW Plume Delineation - Stage I 

3 PUSH 10.00 30.00 Soil Plume Delineation - Stage I 

Total Feet Rate per Foot ($) Total Cost 

Total Feet via HSA: 75.00 ./ 27.94 $2,095.50 

Total Feet via PUSH: 30.00 ./ 21 .87 $656.10 

Total Feet for Injection 
18.23 via PUSH: 

Total Drilling Costs: $2,751 .60 

2. Monitoring I Recovery Wells 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well Depth of Well Total Feet of Wells 
Wells HSA I PUSH I 4" or 6" (inches) (feet) to Be Installed 

Recovery I 8" Recovery 

5 HSA 2.00 15.00 75.00 

Well Installation Total Feet Rate per Foot($) Total Cost 

Total Feet via HSA: 75.00 ./ 20.05 $1 503.75 

Total Feet via PUSH: 15.18 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 30.38 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 49.81 

Total Well Costs: $1,503.75 

Total Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs: $4,255.35 
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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 14 X J 103.26 = $1,445.64 

BETX Water with MTBE EPA 8260 5 X J 98.41 = $492.05 

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 (DO) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Liquids) X = 
PCB I Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X = 
Polynuclear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X = 
Polynuclear 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 = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds)- Soil (Non-Aqueous) X = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds)- Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis 

Soil Bulk Density (Pb) ASTM D2937-94 X = 
Ex-situ Hydraulic Conductivity I Permeability X = 
Moisture Content (w) ASTM D2216-92/ D4643-93 X = 
Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X = 
Sieve I Particle Size Analysis ASTM D422-63/ D1140-54 X = 
Soil Classification ASTM D2488-90 I D2487-90 X = 
Soil Particle Density (Ps) ASTM 0854-92 X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

Analytical Costs Form 

Metals Analysis 

Soil preparation fee for Metals TCLP Soil (one fee per soil sample) X = 
Soil preparation fee for Metals Total Soil (one fee oer soil samole) X = 
Water preparation fee for Metals Water (one fee per water sample) 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 = 
Silver Water X = 
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 14 X ../ 12.15 = $170.10 
sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 2 X J 60.74 = $121.48 
1A sampling event, at a minimum, is all samples (soil and groundwater) collected in a calendar day. 

Total Analytical Costs: $ 2,229.27 --'-------
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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 
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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 

O Subpart H minimum payment amount applies. 

Number of Gallons Cost per Gallon ($) 

E. Drum Disposal 

0 Subpart H minimum payment amount appl ies. 

Number of Drums of Solid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

2 J 303.73 

Number of Drums of Liquid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

Total Drum Disposal Costs 

Total Remediation and Disposal Costs: 

Total Cost($) 

Total Cost($) 

607.46 

Total Cost($) 

607.46 

$607.46 
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I Senior Admin. Assistant I 
3.00 I ../ 54.671 $164.01 

Stage 1-Pay I Stage 1 Reimbursement Preparation & Distribution 

*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $16,224.32 
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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 

PID Rental I 1.00 I 129.001 /day I 
Stage 1-Field I To detect VOC levels in soil samples 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.00 I 75.00 I /day I 
Stage 1-Field I Survey monitoring well elevations for groundwater flow calculations 

Water Level Indicator I 2.00 I 24.00 I /day I 

Total 
Cost 

$129.00 

$75.00 

$48.00 

Stage 1-Field I Test for groundwater during drilling activities/Measure static groundwater elevations 

Measuring Wheel 1 1.00 I 18.001 /day I $18.00 

Stage 1-Field I Mapping sampling locations 

Mileage I 670.oo_l .651 /mile I $435.50 

Stage 1-Field 12 round trips from Springfield office 

Disposable Gloves I 2.ool 13.00 I lboxl $26.00 

Stage 1-Field I Disposable latex gloves for soil and groundwater sampling 

Bailing Twine 

Stage 1-Field 

Bailers 

Stage 1-Field 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Time or I Rate($) I Unit I Total 
Amount Used Cost 

Remediation Category l Description/Justification 

Copies I so.ool .151 /copy I $7.50 

Stage 1-Field I Copies of maps and boring logs for field use 

Copies I 150.00 I .151 /copy I $22.50 

Stage 1-Field IlEPA correspondence, analytical reports, field reports 

Postage I 2.001 6.001 /each I $12.00 

Stage 1-Pay I Mailing Stage 1 Budget forms I completed 

Copies I 200.00 I .151 /copy I $30.00 

Stage 1-Pay I Copies of Stage 1 Budget Summary I Draft 

Copies I 450.00 I .151 /copy I $67.50 

Stage 1-Pay I Copies of Stage 1 Reimbursement Claim I Draft I Forms 

Postage I 2.ool s.ool /each I $12.00 

Stage 1-Pay I Stage 1 Reimbursement Forms 

Total of Consultant Materials Costs $953.00 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

STAGE 2 
BUDGET SUMMARY 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth (feet) 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSAIPUSHI of Each 
Drilled 

Reason for Drilling 
Drilled Injection Boring 

1 HSA 15.00 15.00 Groundwater Plume Delineation 

1 HSA 15.00 15.00 Soii/GW Plume Delineation 

1 PUSH 10.00 10.00 Soil Plume Delineation 

1 PUSH 10.00 10.00 TACO Parameters 

Total Feet Rate per Foot ($) Total Cost($) 

~Subpart H 
minimum payment 
amount applies. 

Total Feet via HSA: 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

30.00 

20.00 

Total Feet for Injection 
via PUSH: 

2. Monitoring I Recovery Wells 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well 
Wells HSA I PUSH I 4" or 6" (inches) 

Recovery I 8" Recovery 

2 HSA 2.00 

Well Installation Total Feet 

Total Feet via HSA: 30.00 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 

~ 27.94 838.20 

./ 21 .87 437.40 

18.23 

Total Drilling Costs: 1,822.27 

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

15.00 30.00 

Rate per Foot ($) Total Cost($) 

20.05 601.50 

15.18 

30.38 

49.81 

Total Well Costs: 601.50 

Total Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs: $2,423.77 
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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 4 X ./ 103.26 = $413.04 

BETX Water with MTBE EPA 8260 2 X ../ 98.41 = $196.82 

COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand) X = 
Corrosivity X = 
Flash Point or lgnitability Analysis EPA 1010 X = 
Fraction Organic Carbon Content (f0 c) ASTM-D 2974-00 1 X .J 46.16 = $46.16 

Fat, Oil, & Grease (FOG) X = 
LUST Pollutants Soil - analysis must include volatile, base/ 
neutral, polynuclear aromatics and metals list in Section 732. 

X = 
Appendix B and 734.Appendix B 

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Liquids) X = 
PCB I Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X = 
Polynuclear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X = 
Polynuclear 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 = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds)- Soil (Non-Aqueous) X = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds)- Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis 

Soil Bulk Density (Pb) ASTM D2937-94 1 X J 26.72 = $26.72 

Ex-situ Hydraulic Conductivity I Permeability X = 
Moisture Content (w) ASTM D2216-92 I D4643-93 1 X J 14.58 = $14.58 

Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X = 
Sieve I Particle Size Analysis ASTM D422-63/ D1140-54 1 X ..1 176.15 = $176.15 

Soil Classification ASTM 02488-90 I D2487-90 X = 
Soil Particle Density (Ps) ASTM D854-92 1 X 100.00 = $100.00 

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 per soil sample) X = 
Water preparation fee for Metals Water (one fee per water sample) 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 = 
Silver Water X = 
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 4 X J 12.15 = $48.60 
sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 2 X .J 60.74 = $121.48 

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

Total Analytical Costs: $ _1!...;.,1~43.;:..;:'..:..55.:....__ __ _ 
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Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

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

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I 12.00 I J 121.491 $1,457.88 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan I Oversite/ Coordination I Technical Compliance 

I DraftpersonfCAD Ill I 8.00 I " 60.741 $485.92 

Stage 2-Pian I Drafting of Maps for Report 

I Engineer I I 36.00 I ./ 91 .11 I $3 ,279.96 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Preparation 

I Engineer Ill I 10.00 I ./ 121.491 $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Sampling Plan I Plan Design 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 4.00 l ./ 54.671 $218.68 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Report Compilation, Assembly and Distribution 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 3.00 l j 157.941 $473.82 

Stage 2-Pian I Slage 2 Plan Certification 
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I Senior Admin. Assistant I 
3.00 I j 54.671 $164.01 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Compilation I Assembly I Distribution 

I Engineer I I 
12.00 I .~ 91.11 I $1 ,093.32 

Stage 2-Field I Log Soil/Groundwater Analytical Results/BL'siWCR's 
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*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $26,588.02 
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Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Am~:~ ~~ed I Rate ($) I Unit I 
Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

PID Rental I 1.00 I 129.00 I /day I 
Stage 2-Field I To Detect VOC Levels in Soil Samples 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.00 I 75.00 I /day I 
Stage 2-Field I Survey Monitor Well Elevations for Groundwater Flow Calculations 

Total 
Cost 

$129.00 

$75.00 

Water Level Indicator I 2.ool 21.ool /dayl $42.00 

Stage 2-Field J Test for Groundwater During Drilling Activities/Measure Static Groundwater Elevations 

Measuring Wheel I 1.00 I 18.00 I /day I $18.00 

Stage 2-Field I Mapping Sampling Locations 

Mileage I 670.00 I .651 /mile I $435.50 

Stage 2-Field I Two Round Trips from Springfield Office (1-Drilling, 1-Groundwater Sampling) 

Disposable Gloves I 1.ool 12.ool /box I $12.00 

Stage 2-Field I Disposable Gloves for Soil and Groundwater Sampling 

Bailers I 2.00 I 13.00 I /each I $26.00 

Stage 2-Field I Disposable Bailers for Monitoring Well Development and Sampling 

Bailing Twine I 1.00 I 5.ool /roll I $5.00 

Stage 2-Field I String for Bailers 

Copies I 100.00 I /each I $15.00 

Stage 2-Field I Field/Pian/Maps/Borelogs 
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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 

Copies I 750.001 .151 /each I $112.50 

Stage 2-Pian I Copies of Plan I Drafts 

Postage I 2.00 I 6.ool /each I $12.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Forms Distribution 

Copies I 150.00 I .151 /each I $22.50 

Stage 2-Budget I Copies of Budget I Drafts 

Postage I 1.00 I 6.ool /each I $6.00 

Stage 2-Budget I Budget Distribution 

Copies I 800.00 I .151 /each I $120.00 

Stage 2-Pay I Copies of Reimbursement Claim 

Postage I 2.ool 6.ool /each I $12.00 

Stage 2-Pay I Distribution of Reimbursement Forms Claim 

Total of Consultant Materials Costs $1,042.50 
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APPENDIXD 

ILLINOIS OFFICE OF THE STATE FIRE 
MARSHAL ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION 

STAGE 2 SITE INVESTIGATION 
PLAN AND BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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-

January 8, :!0 15 

Jeet Singh 

Office of the Illinois 

State Fire Marshal 
"Partnering With the Fire Service to Protect Illinois'' 

CERTIFIED 1\1:\Il.- RECEIPT REQLIESTED #701-t 1820 0001 31-tS 5009 

c/o CW3M Company 
P.O. Box 57 I 
Carlinville, IL 62626 

In Re: 

Dear Applicant: 

Facility No. 3-008580 
lEMA Incident No. 14-0247 
Aman Food &. Gas 
I 830 5' 11 Avenue 
Moline. Rock Island Co., IL 

The Reimbursement Eligibility and Deductible Application received on November 17. 2014 for the above 
referenced occurrence has been reviewed. The following determinations have been made based upon this review. 

It has been determined that you are eligible to seek payment of costs in excess of $5,000. The costs must be in 
response to the occurrence referenced above and associated with the following tanks: 

Eligible Tanks 

Tank I 5,000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 2 3.000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 3 4,000 gallon Gasoline 

You must contact the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency to receive a packet of Agency billing forms for 
submitting your request for payment. 

An owner or operator is eligible to access the llnd~rground Storage Tank Fund if the eligibility requirements are 
satisfied: 

I. Neither the owner nor the operator is the United States Government, 

2. The tank does not contain fuel which is exempt from the Motor Fuel Tax Law. 

3. The costs were incurred as a result of a contirmed release of any of the following substances: 

"Fuel", as defined in Section 1.19 ofthe Motor Fuel Tax La\~ 

Aviation fuel 

Heating oil 

Kerosene 

1035 Stevenson Drive • Springfield, IL 62703-4259 
Printed on Recycled Paper 
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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 La\\. 

4. The owner or operator registered the tnnk and paid all fees in accordance with the statutory and regulatory 
requirements of the Gasoline Storage Act. 

5. The owner or operator notitied the Illinois Emergenc) Management Agency of a confirmed release, the 
costs \\ere incurred after the notitication 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 O\\ner or operator under a private insurance policy. other 
\Hitten agreement, or court order. 

7. The costs were associated with ·'cotTective action". 

This constitutes the final decision as it relates to your eligibility and deductibility. We reserve the right to change 
the deductible determination should additional information that \vould 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 35 da)s of the date of mailing of the tina! decision, (35 Illinois Administrative 
Code 105.504(b)). 

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

Clerk 
Illinois Pollution Control Board 
State of Illinois Center 
I 00 West Randolph. Suite 11-500 
Chicago, Illinois 6060 I 
(312) 814-3620 

The following tanks are also listed for this site: 

Tank 4 4,000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 5 6,000 gallon Gasoline 

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 
ofthese tanks you may submit a separate application for an eligibility determination to seek corrective action costs 
associated with this/these tanks. 

If you have any questions, please contact our Oftice at (217) 785-1 0~0 or (21 7) 785-5878. 

Deanne Lock 
Administrative Assistant 
Division of Petroleum and Chemical Safety 

cc: !EPA 
CW3M Company 
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APPENDIXE 

BORING LOGS AND WELL 
COMPLETION REPORTS 

STAGE 2 SITE INVESTIGATION 
PLAN AND BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency CW M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

f 
Page 1 of 1 

... ..~ST INCIDENT# 2013-0157 BOREHOLE NUMBER: SB-1 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas · Moline BORING LOCATION: 45 ' Nand 8' E corner of SE building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill Rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 10/1/14 1:15 DRILLL'IG/SAi\lPLE METHOD: continuous sampling/hollow stem auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10/1/14 I :30 BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAi\IPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer, etc.) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No odor or discoloration -
I 

Light brown silty clay CL -
2 -

90% 5 Grab SB-1 BETX, MTBE 
-

3 2 .5' -
-

4 -
-

5 -
-

6 -
-

7 -
90% 20.0 Grab SB-1 BETX, MTBE -

8 7.5' -
-

9 -
-

10 Wet 

End of Boring 10' 
-

11 -
-

12 -
-

13 -
-

14 -
-

15 

Stratification lines are approximate, in-situ transition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled at 2.5 and 7.5 per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: .... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10 Auger Depth: Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth : 10' Geologist: MDR,MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
,_.;ST INCIDENT# 2013-0157 BOREHOLE NUMBER: SB-2 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 37' E and 7' N of NE corm:r of building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venue 
Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill Rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 10/1/14 1:30 DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD: Push 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10/l/14 I :45 BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer, etc.) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No odor or discoloration -
1 

Dark brown silty clay CL -
2 -

95% 12 Grab SB-2 BETX, MTBE -
3 2 .5' -

-
4 

Brown silty clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-
7 - 100% 8.0 Grab SB-2 BETX, MTBE -
8 7.5' -

-
9 -

-
10 wet 

End of Boring 10' -
ll -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 

Stratification lines are approx imate , in -situ transition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled 2.5 and 7.5 per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: ... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10 Auger Depth: Driller : AEDC 
v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: 10' Geologist: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
._,uST INCIDENT# 2013-0157 BOREHOLE NUMBER: SB-3 
SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas- Moline BORING LOCATION: 25' Nand 17' E of NE corner building 
SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill Rig 
DATE/TIME STARTED: 10/1/14 1:45 DRILLI:"/G/SAMPLE METHOD: push 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10/1/14 2:00 BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer, etc.) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No Odor I Discoloration 
-

I 

Brown silty clay CL -
2 -

90% 23 Grab SB-3 BETX, MTBE 
-

3 2.5' -
-

4 -
-

5 -
-

6 -
-

7 - 100% 54.0 Grab SB-3 BETX, MTBE -
8 7.5 -

-
9 -

-
10 Wet 

End of Boring 10' -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 

Stratification lines are approximate, in-situ transition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: Samoled 2.5 and 7.5 per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: 

• Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10 Auger Depth: Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: 10' Geologist: MDR,MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
... l.IST INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-1 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas- Molin!! BORI:'IIG LOCATION: 35'S and 10' W of SE cornt!r of building 

1830 5th A venue 

Moline. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck mounted drill rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 10-1-14 9:30 DRILLI~G/SA;\IPLE i\IETHOD : Aug~r 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10-1-14 10:15 BACKFILL: well set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color. 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer. etc.) 

0 

Subbase No odor or discoloration -
1 

Light brown silty clay CL 
-

2 -
90% 10.0 Grab MW-1 BETX, MTBE 

-
3 2 .5' -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 

Brown silty clay with trace of sand CL -
7 -

100% 12 .0 Grab MW-1 BETX, MTBE -
8 7.5' -

-
9 -

-
lO -

wet -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 100% -

-
14 -

-
15 End of boring 15' 

Stratification lines are approximate , in-situ transition b~tween soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: sampled 2.5 and 7.5 per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: 102.2' 

T Groundwater Depth While Drilling: - !0' Auger Depth : 15 ' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth : Installer: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
•• uST INCIDENT# 2014·0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW·2 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 36' E and 54' N of SE corner of building 

1830 5th A venue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck mounted drill rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 10·1-14 10:15 DRILLING/SAMPLE 1\lETHOD:Auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10-1-14 11 :00 BACKFILL: well set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 

<FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer, etc .) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No odor or discoloration -
I 

Dark brown silty clay CL -
2 -

95% 15 .0 Grab MW-2 BETX, MTBE 
-

3 2 .5' -
-

4 

Brown silty clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-
7 -

100% 10 .0 Grab MW-2 BETX, MTBE -
8 7 .5' 

Brown silty clay with traces of sand CL -
9 -

-
10 -

wet -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 90% -

-
14 -

-
15 End of boring 15' 

Stratification lines are approximate, in-situ transition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES : sampled 2 .5 and 7 .5 per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: 101.18' .... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10' Auger Depth: 15 ' Driller : AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
,,uST INCIDENT II 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-3 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 40' Nand 5' W of NE corner of building 

1830 5th Avenue 

Mol ine. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck mounted drill rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 10-1-14 11 :00 DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD:Auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10-1-14 11:45 BACKFILL: set well 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PJD Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor. Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture. Penetrometer. etc.) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No odor I discoloration -
1 

Dark brown silty clay CL 
-

2 -
90% 25 .0 Grab MW-3 BETX, MTBE -

3 2 .5' -
-

4 

Brown silty clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-
7 -

100% 42.0 Grab MW-3 BETX, MTBE -
8 7.5' -

-
9 -

-
10 -

wet -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 100% -

-
14 -

-
15 End of boring 15' 

Stratification lines are appro.\imate, in-situ transit ion between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES : sampled 2.5 and 7.5 per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: 100.0' 

• Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth : Installer: MDRIMJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
,, t.JST INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-4 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 10' Wand 45' N of SW corner of building 

1830 5th A venue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck mounted drill rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 10-1-14 11 :45 DRILLING/SAMPLE 1\IETHOD:Auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10-1-14 12:30 BACKFILL: set well 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color. 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer, etc.) 

0 Grass 

T op soil No Odor I Discoloration -
I 

Dark brown silty clay CL -
2 -

95% 11.0 G MW-4 BETX, MTBE -
3 2.5' -

-
4 

Brown silty clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-
7 -

100% 16.0 G MW-4 BETX, MTBE -
8 7 .5 -

-
9 -

-
10 -

wet -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 End of boring 15' 

Stratification lines are approximate, in-situ trans ition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: sampled 2 .5 and 7.5 per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation : 101.79' 

T Groundwater Depth While Drilling: - 10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller : AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDRIMJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
.... JST INCIDENT# 2014-02~7 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-5 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 3' W & 6' N of NE corner of building 

1830 5th A venue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 10-1-14 12:30 DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD: 5' continuous samplers 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10-1-14 1:15 BACKFILL: Well Set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture. Pt!netrometer, etc .) 

0 

concrete with gravel subbase OM Odor and Discoloration -
I -

-
2 

backfill sand 90% 700 - --
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 -

-
7 -

100% 1200.0 - --
8 -

-
9 -

-
10 -

wet -
II -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 End of Boring 15' 

Stratification lines are approximate, in-situ transition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: Well Installation; Field Screened Only 

Manway I Surface Elevation: 101.75' 

"Y Groundwater Depth While Drilling: 10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDR/MJS 
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lllinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

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-1 
Date Drilled 10/1/2014 
Date Completed _ ___;1..;;.0.:....;/ 1;..;.;/2:;..0;..;.;1;..;.;4 ___ _ 
Geologist MDRJMJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protective 

102.20 ft. Casing 
I 01.95 ft . Top of riser pipe 

102.20 ft . Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

101.70 ft . Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

I 0 I. 70 ft. Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

98.70 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
l 0-slot 
N/A 
10' ft. while drilling 
91.68 ft. static 
N/A 
Approximately l gailon 
Approximately l gailon 

97.70 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

I 0. 0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

87.70 ft . Screen 

Bottom of 

87.20 ft . Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 

AEDC 
Drilling Method Hollow Stem Auger 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal 
Type of Annular Sealant 
Type of Bentonite 
Type of Sand Pack 

\Veil 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-2 
Date Drilled 10/1/2014 
Date Completed _ ___;;.1..;;..0/....;;1....;;/2;_0....;.1_4 ___ _ 

Geologist MDRIMJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protect1ve 

101.18 ft. Casing 
100.93 ft. Top of riser pipe 

101.18 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

100.68 ft. Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

100.68 ft. Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

97.68 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
1 0-slot 
N/A 
10' ft. while drilling 
96.07 ft. static 
N/A 
Approximately 1 gallon 
Approximately l gallon 

96.68 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

10.0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

86.68 ft. Screen 

Bottom of 

86. I 8 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

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-3 
Date Drilled 10/1/2014 
Date Completed __ 1_0_1_1 1_20_1_4 ___ _ 

Geologist MDR!MJS 
Drilling Fluids N/ A 

Top of Protective 

100.00 ft. Casing 

99.75 ft . Top of riser pipe 

100.00 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

99.50 ft. Sealant 

N!A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

99.50 ft. Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

96.50 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
10-slot 
NIA 
10' ft. while drilling 
90.87 ft. static 
NIA 
Approximately 1 gallon 
Aooroximatelv 1 gallon 

95.50 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

1 0 . 0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

85.50 ft. Screen 

Bottom of 

85.00 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

Drilling Method Hollow Stem Auger 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal 
Type of Annular Sealant 
Type of Bentonite 
Type of Sand Pack 

\Veil 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-4 
Date Drilled 10/112014 
Date Completed __ 1..:.0;....;/l;....;/2;....;0..:.1..:.4 ___ _ 
Geologist MDRIMJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protective 

10 l. 79 ft. Casing 
101.54 ft. Top of riser pipe 

I 01.79 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

I 01.29 ft. Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

I 0 1.29 ft. Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

98.29 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
10-slot 
N/A 
10' ft. while drillina 
88.36 ft. static 
N/A 
Approximately I gallon 
Approximately I gallon 

97.29 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

I 0.0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

87.29 ft. Screen 

Bottom of 

86.79 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

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-5 
Date Drilled I 0/ I /2014 
Date Completed __ 1_01_1_12_0_1_4 ___ _ 
Geologist MDRIMJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protective 

101.75 ft. Casing 
101.50 ft. Top of riser pipe 

101.75 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

101.25 ft. Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

I 0 1.25 ft. Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

98.25 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
10-slot 
N/A 
10' ft. while drilling 
93 .03 ft. static 
N/A 
Approximately I gallon 
Approximately I gallon 

97.25 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

10.0 ft . Interval 

Bottom of 

87.25 ft. Screen 

Bottom of 

86.75 ft. Borehole 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
t..LlST INCIDENT# 2014-02~7 BOREHOLE NUMBER: WC-1 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas- Moline BORING LOCATION: 3' West & 6 ' North of Northeast Corner of Building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th Avenue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Geoprobe 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 3-3-2014 11 :10 DRILLING/S.-\:\IPLE METHOD: continuous sampling/hollow stem auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 3-3-2014 11 :30 BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer, etc.) 

0 

concrete with gravel subbase OM odor and discoloration throughout -
I worsening with depth -

-
2 

backfill sand 90% 695 grab WC1-2 .5' -
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 -

-
7 -

100% 1245 .0 grab WC1-7 .5 BETX, MTBE -
8 -

-
9 softens -

-
10 

End of boring 10' -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 

Stratification lines are approximate, in-situ tran~ition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES : Sample collected at 7 .5' depth based on PID reading, odor and dicoloration 

Manway I Surface Elevation : ... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: 10' Auger Depth: 10' Driller: cw M 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: MDR 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
L ... ::iT INCIDENT 112014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: WC-2 
SITE NAME: A man Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 15'W and 33'N of NW Corner of Building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Geoprobe 
DATE/TIME STARTED: 3-3-2014 II :30 DRILLING/SA:'\IPLE METHOD: continuous samplinglhollow stem auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 3-3-2014 II :50 BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture. Penetrometer. etc .) 

0 

concrete with gravel subbase OM odor and discoloration throughout -
I most visable at 5' -

-
2 

backfill sand 90% -
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 850 grab WC2-2 .S' BETX, MTBE, Flash point, PH 

Grey Mottled Brown clayey silt, loam CL Paint Filter -
6 trace sand ·-

-
7 -

100% 422.0 grab WC2-7.5 -
8 -

-
9 -

-
10 

End of boring 10' -
II -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
IS 

Stratification lines are approximate, in-situ transition between soil types may b~ gradual. 

NOTES: Sample collected at 7.5' depth based on PID reading, odor and dicoloration 

Manway I Surface Elevation : .... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: 10' Auger Depth: 10' Driller: cw M 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: MDR 
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( 

APPENDIXF 

ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

STAGE 2 SITE INVESTIGATION 
PLAN AND BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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Parameter 
Benzene 
Ethyl benzene 
Toluene 
Total Xylenes 
MTBE 

Aman Food Gas 
Site Assessment Data 

Waste Characterization 

Location WC-1 
Date 3/3/2014 

Depth 
Class I CUO 

0.03 4.08 
13.0 .83.3 
12.0 84.2 
5.6 466. 
5.6 ND 

WC-2 
3/3/2014 

0.12 
4.86 
3.44 
23.7 
ND 
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Location 1 
Date 5/5/2014 

Depth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

Benzene 0.03 0.561 
Ethyl benzene 13.0 6.36 
Toluene 12.0 0.338 
Total Xylenes 5.6 19.1 
MTBE --0.32 NO 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Early Action 

2 3 
5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

1.4 2.2 
28.2 6.42 

0.207 0.102 
115. 8.27 
NO NO 

4 5 6 7 
5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

1.63 0.14 I 0.463 0.151 
20.4 0.237 NO I 1.3 
1.96 i~ ND 

1.96 
93.5 0 __ 0.184 7.48 
NO NO NO 
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Location 8 
Date 5/5/2014 

Depth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

Benzene 0.03 20.3 
Ethyl benzene 13.0 34.7 
Toluene 12.0 133. 
Total Xylenes 5.6 170. 
MTBE 0.32 NO 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Early Action 

9 10 
5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

0.28 0.0467 
4.73 NO -
10.3 0.0825 
26.1 - 0.227 
NO I NO 

11 12 13 14 
5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

NO NO 1.22 0.41 
NO NO 10.3 9.91 

NO NO I NO 0.156 -

=Ff~ NO 24.2 1.7 
NO NO NO NO 
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--- -
Parameter 

Benzene 
~~_!!?enzene 
Toluene 
Total Xylenes 
MTBE 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Early Action 

Location 15 
Date 5/5/2014 

Depth 
Class I CUO 

0.03 0.346 
13.0 8.08 
12.0 I 3.05 
5.6 41.4 

0.32 I ND 

16 17 
5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

0.0637 ND 
0.169 ND - - ND--0.417 
0.924 ND 

ND ND 
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Location 
Date 

Depth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

Benzene 0.03 
Ethyl benzene 13.0 
Toluene 12.0 
Total Xylenes 5.6 
MTBE 0.32 

MW-1 
10/1/2014 

2.5 

NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Stage 1 Soil 

MW-1 MW-2 
10/1/2014 10/1/2014 

7.5 2.5 

NO NO 
NO NO 
NO NO 
NO NO 
NO NO 

MW-2 MW-3 MW-3 MW-4 
10/1/2014 10/1/2014 10/1/2014 10/1/2014 

7.5 2.5 7.5 2.5 

NO NO NO NO 
NO NO NO NO 
NO NO NO 

I 

NO 
NO NO NO NO 
NO NO NO NO 
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Location MW-4 
Date 10/1/2014 

Depth 7.5 
Parameter Class I CUO 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Stage 1 Soil 

SB-1 SB-1 
10/1/2014 10/1/2014 

2.5 7.5 

SB-2 SB-2 SB-3 SB-3 
10/1/2014 10/1/2014 10/1/2014 10/1/2014 

2.5 7.5 2.5 7.5 

Benzene 0.0~3·----l--~N-=-0--1----...:...NO NO~O NO NO NO 
Ethylbenzene 13.0 NO NO ND ND ND ND ND 

~-+--~----~-~--4---~~--
·~T~o_lu_e_n_e ______ , ___ 1_2 __ .o ___ ~ __ N_D __ ~ ND ~ ND __ N, 7D~ __ 1 __ ~N~D---~-~N~D~-+--~N~0~ __ 1 
Total Xy,_le_n_e_s ____ 

1 
____ 5_.6____ NO NO ND ND::---+---:-N.:.::D~_4 ___ ND ____ +-__ N_D ___ 1 

MTBE 0.32 ---ND ND- -~0 r ---ND ND NO I ND 
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Location 
Date 

Parameter Class I CUO 
Benzene 0.005 
Ethylbenzene 0.7 
Toluene 1.0 
Total Xylenes 10.0 
MTBE - 0.07 

Aman Food Gas 
Site Assessment Data 

Stage 1 GW 

MW-1 MW-2 
12/11/2014 12/11/2014 

NO NO 
NO NO 
NO NO 
NO NO 
NO No -· 

MW-3 MW-4 MW-5 
12/11/2014 12/11/2014 12/11/2014 

0.084 NO NO 
0.054 0.034 NO 

--··-
0.006 0.198 NO -------
0.051 0.11 NO 

NO NO NO 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 

Remit To: 

INVOICE 
FEIN # 36-2695636 

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 

1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150 

Genva, IL 60134 

Phone : 708-544-3260 Fax: 708-544-8587 

Carol Rowe 
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 
CW!'v! Company, Inc 

701 West South Grand 
Springfield, IL 62704 

Workorder: 1410259 

Item Description 

BTEX + MTBE Solid 

Matrix 

Soil 

Miscellaneous Charge Summary 

Item 

5035 Sampling Kit 

Shipping & Handhng 

Comments: Terms per signed agreement 

Illinois Department of Public Health #17585 

Rpt Ver: 10/ 14/2014 1:06PM 

Remarks 

July 2014 - June 2015 

( 'nit 

Sl2. 15 

S60.74 

Qty 

1-1 

Qty 

14 

1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 
Tel (708) 544-3260 Toll Free (800) 783-5227 
Fax (708) 544-8587 

www.suburbanlabs .com 

Unit Price 

s 103.26 

Total 

Invoice#: 116743 

Date: 10/14/2014 

Terms: NET90 
Invoice Due: 1/12/2015 

PO: 

Report To: Carol Rowe 
Fax: (217) 522-8009 

Project: Arnan Food and Gas 

Priority: Priority: Rush 

Sub Total: 
Misc. Charges: 

Surcharges: 

Total 

$1,4-15 .64 

s l ,445.64 
$230.84 

0% 

Sl70.10 
[\'VOICE Total: $1,676.48 

$60.74 
Pre-Paid Amount: $0 .00 

Total Payable Amount: $1,676.48 

R
ECEiVED 

OCT ·1 4 Z014 

BY: CJi,-

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency #100225 

Page I of I 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 

October 14, 2014 

Carol Rowe 

CWM Company, Inc 

70 1 West South Grand 

Springfield, IL 62704 

TEL: (217) 522-8001 

FAX: (217) 522-8009 

RE: Aman Food and Gas 

Dear Carol Rowe: 

1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 
Tel (708) 544-3260 Toll Free (800) 783-5227 
Fax (708) 544-8587 
www.suburbanlabs.com 

Work Order: 1410259 

R
ECEIVED 

OCT 1 4 2014 

BY: Cf\-

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. received 14 sample(s) on 10/7/2014 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 fmal 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. 212 

kelly@suburbanlabs.com 

Illinois Department of Public Health #17585 

RptVcr: 10/14/20141:06 PM 

Illinois EPA #1 00225 Wisconsin FID#:399089350 

Pagr.: l of 15 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva,IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

I Case Narrative 

Client: CWM_INC 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Date: October 14, 2014 

PO: 

WorkOrder: 1410259 
QC Level: 

Temperature of samples upon receipt at lab: 2 C Chain of Custody: 113432 

General Comments: 
-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. 
-All water analyses that are required to be performed in the field (e.g., pH, residual chlorine, sulfite, temperature, etc.) but 
are analyzed in the lab are identified as "in lab" and are considered past holding time. Following industry practices these 
results do not contain an "H" flag but are qualified as being analyzed in the lab. 

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 
- 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: USEP A 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 Vcr: 10/1-t/20 14 I :06 PM 

R
ECEiVED 

OCi 1 4 2014 

BY: ~ 

Pagl.! 2 oC l.;; 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva.IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

Client: CWM Company, Inc 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: 1\IW-1 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-001 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORG.-\.'IIC CO:\IPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylcne 

Methyl tcrt·butyl ether 

o-Xylcnc 

Toul Xylencs 

Toluene 

Internal Oualitv Control Compounds 

Surr: 4-Bromofluorobcnzenc 

Surr: Dibromofluoromcthanc 

Surr: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: 1\IW-1 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-002 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGA.'IIC CO:\IPOUl'iDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzcne 

m ,p-Xylcnc 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

o-Xylcnc 

Total Xylcnes 

Toluene 

Internal Oualjtv Control Compounds 

Surr: 4-Bromofluorobenzcnc 

Surr: Dibromofluoromcthanc 

Surr: Toluene-dB 

RptVcr: 10/14/20141:06 PM 

Date Received: 10/7/2014 9:21AM 

Result 
Report 

Limit 

M<thod: -8:!608-:!, Dec-96 

ND 0.0127 

ND 0.0507 

I'm 0.101 

I'm 0.0507 

ND 0.0507 

ND 0.101 

ND 0.0507 

93.7 0 

107 0 

97.9 0 

M<thod: -0:!216-:!005 

19 1.0 

Date Received: 10/7/2014 9:21AM 

Result 
Report 

Limit 

Method: -8:!608-2, Dec-96 

NO 0.0119 

ND 0.0477 

ND 0.0955 

ND 0.0477 

ND 0.0477 

ND 0.0955 

ND 0.0477 

93.4 0 

106 0 

98.5 0 

Laboratory Results 

Report Date: October 14, 2014 

Workorder: 1410259 

Matri.t: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1/2014 9:35 M! 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analysl: Is 

mg/Kg-dry 40.89 10/91201-l 6:3-l PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 40.89 I 0/912014 6:34 PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 40.89 10/9/2014 6:34PM R52383 

mg/Kg·dry 40.89 I 0/9/2014 6:34 PM R52383 

mg/Kg·dry 40.89 10/9/2014 6:34PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 40.89 10/912014 6:34PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 40.89 10/9/2014 6:34PM R5::!383 

%REC 40.89 10/9/2014 6:3-l PM R52383 

%REC 40.89 10/9/2014 6:34PM R52383 

%REC 40.89 I 0/912014 6:34 PM R52383 

Analyst crw 

wt% 1017/201" 11:05 AM R52221 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/112014 9:40AM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed Bate hiD 

Analyst ls 

mg/Kg-dry 38.4 10/912014 7:07 P:-..1 R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.4 10/912014 7:07PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.4 10/912014 7:07PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.4 10/912014 7:07PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.4 10/912014 7:07PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.4 10/9/2014 7:07PM R52383 

mg/Kg·dry 38.4 10/912014 7:07PM R52383 

%REC 38.4 10/912014 7:07PM R52383 

%REC 38.4 I 019120 14 7:07 PM R52383 

%REC 38.4 10/912014 7:07PM R52383 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

Client: CWM Company, Inc 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: l\IW-1 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-002 

Parameter 

PERCE~T MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: l\IW-2 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-003 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGA~IC CO:\IPOU:'/DS 

B~nzenc 

Ethy !benzene 

m,p-Xylcnc 

Methyltcn·butyl ether 

o-Xylcnc 

Total Xylcncs 

Toluene 

Iotnnal Qltalirv l:;QntrQI!:!l!lliJQ!.!!lQ~ 
Surr: 4-Bromofluorobcnzene 

Surr: Dibromofluoromcthanc 

Surr: Toluenc-dS 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample 10: l\IW-2 (7.5) 

Lab 10: 1410259-004 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGk"'IC CO:\IPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbcnzene 

m,p-Xylenc 

Rpt Vcr: 10/14/2014 1:06PM 

Date Received: 1017/201-t 9:21 AM 

Result 

Mothod: -0~~16-2005 

20 

Report 
Limit 

1.0 

Date Received: 1017/2014 9:21 Al\.1 

Result 
Report 
Limit 

Mothod: -82608-2, Dec-96 

NO 0.0127 

NO 0.0509 

NO 0.102 

ND 0.0509 

ND 0.0509 

ND 0.102 

NO 0.0509 

91.3 0 

109 0 

96.4 0 

Mothod: -02216-2005 

22 1.0 

Date Received: I 017/2014 9:21 AM 

Result 

Method: -82608-2, Oec-96 

NO 

NO 

NO 

Report 
Limit 

0.0115 

0.0459 

0.0919 

DECEmVED n OCT 1 4 2014 
BY: C(L.--

Laboratory Results 

Report Date: October 1-t, 201-t 

Workorder: 1410259 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/112014 9:40AM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: erw 

101712014 11 :05 AM R5::!2::!1 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1 /2014 10:20 AM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: Is 

mg/Kg-dry 39.89 10/9/::!014 7:39PM R5:!3SJ 

mgfKg-dry 39.89 10/9/2014 7:39 P;>.l R5::!383 

mgfl(g-dry 39.89 10/9/2014 7:39PM R52383 

mgfl(g-dry 39.89 10/9/2014 7:39PM R5::!383 

mgfKg-dry 39.89 10/9/2014 7:39PM R52383 

mgfl(g-dry 39.89 10/912014 7:39 P;>.l R52383 

mgfl(g-dry 39.89 10/9/2014 7:39PM R52383 

%REC 39.89 10i9/2014 7:39PM R52383 

%REC 39.89 10/9/2014 7:39PM R52383 

%REC 39.89 10/9/2014 7:39PM R5:!383 

Analyst: erw 

wt% I 017/20 14 II :05 A.\,! R52221 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1/2014 10:25 A..i\11 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: Is 

mgfl(g-dry 37.43 10/9/2014 8:12PM R52383 

mgfl(g-dry 37.43 10/9/2014 8:12PM R52383 

mgfl(g-dry 37.43 10/9/2014 8:12PM R52383 

Page 4 ot ' 15 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

Client: CW?vl Company, Inc 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: l\1\\'-2 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-004 

Parameter 

VOLA TILE ORG . .\..."f!C COMPOUNDS 

M~thyl !crt-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylcncs 

Toluene 

Internal Oug!jtv Control Compounds 

Surr: 4-Bromofluorobcnzcnc 

Surr: Dibromofluoromcthanc 

Surr: Tolucnc-d8 

PERCE:'<T MOISTURE 

Percent 1\loisrurc 

Client Sample ID: l\1\\'-3 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-005 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGA:'o/IC CmiPOUl'iDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbcnzcnc 

m.p-Xylcnc 

Methyl tcrt-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylcncs 

Toluene 

Internal Qualitv !:;Q!JlrQl !:;QmJlounds 

Surr: 4-Bromofluorobcnzenc 

Surr: Oibromofluoromethanc 

Surr: Toluene-dB 

PERCE:-iT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Rpt Ver: 1011 412014 1:06PM 

Date Received: 1017/2014 9:21 A~! 

Result 

Mothod: -81606-2, Dec-96 

ND 

ND 

NO 

NO 

94.8 

108 

94.6 

Method: -02216-2005 

19 

Report 
Limit 

0.0459 

0.0459 

0.0919 

0.0459 

0 

0 

0 

1.0 

Date Received: 1017/2014 9:21AM 

Result 
Report 
Limit 

Method: -82606-2, Dec-96 

NO O.DI40 

ND 0.0559 

NO 0.112 

ND 0.0559 

NO 0.0559 

NO 0.112 

ND 0.0559 

94.2 0 

108 0 

96.0 0 

Method. -02216-2005 

24 1.0 

RECEiVED 
OCT 1 4 2014 

BY: ~ 

Laboratory Results 

Report Date: October 14,2014 

Workorder: 1410259 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/ 112014 10:25 AM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg/Kg-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg.'Kg-dry 

%REC 

%REC 

%REC 

wt% 

Matrb:: 

37.43 

37.43 

37.43 

37.43 

37.43 

37.43 

37.43 

Sot I 

Analyst: Is 

10i912014 8: 11PM R52383 

1019/2014 8:12PM R52383 

10/912014 8. 12 PM R52383 

10/912014 8:12PM R52383 

1019/2014 8:12PM R52383 

10/9/2014 8.12 PM R52383 

1019/2014 8:12PM R52383 

Analyst erw 

101112014 11:05 AM R52221 

Collection Date: I 0/ 112014 I I :05 A..'v! 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed Bate hiD 

Analyst: Is 

mg!Kg-dry 42.52 1019/2014 8:44PM R52383 

rng!Kg-dry 42.52 10/912014 8:44PM R52383 

rng/Kg-dry 42.52 10/9/2014 8:44PM R52383 

mg!Kg-dry 42.52 10/9/2014 8:44PM R52383 

mg!Kg-dry 42.52 10/912014 8:44PM R52383 

rng!Kg-dry 42.52 10/912014 8:44PM R52383 

mg!Kg-dry 42.52 101912014 8:44PM R52383 

%REC 42.52 10/9/2014 8:44PM R52383 

%REC 42.52 10/9/2014 8:44PM R52383 

%REC 42.52 10i9!2014 8:44PM R52383 

AMiyst: erw 

wt% JOn /20 14 11:05 AM R52221 

Pag...: 5 <d [5 
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Client Sample ID: l\IW-3 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-006 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGA:"'IC CO:\! POUNDS 

s~nzcne 

Ethylbcnzene 

m,p-Xylenc 

Methyl tcrt-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylcnes 

Toluene 

lot>rn;~l Q!Jgli~ !::;QnttQl C:Qmgol.m!;!~ 
Surr: 4-Bromofluorobcnzenc 

Surr: Dibromofluoromethanc 

Surr: Toluenc-d8 

PERCE:"iT i\IOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: l\IW-4 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-007 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGA:"'IC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbcnzcnc 

m.p-Xylene 

M~thy1 tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

lot~rna1 Q!.!all~ C:QntrQI C:QrngQl!DQS 
Surr: 4-Bromofluorobenzenc 

Surr: Oibromafluoramethanc 

Surr: Tolucnc-d8 

PERCE:"'T i\IOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: MW-4 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-008 

Parameter 

Rpt Ver: 10/14/20141 :06 PM 

Date Received: 1017120149:21 AM 

Result 
Report 
Limit 

Method: -8]608-], Dec-96 

ND 0.0120 

ND 0.0480 

NO 0.0960 

NO 0.0480 

ND 0.0480 

ND 0.0960 

NO 0.0480 

96.2 0 

106 0 

98.5 0 

Method: -02] 16-]005 

20 1.0 

Date Received: 1017/20149:21 A:Vf 

Result 
Report 
Limit 

Method: -82606-2, Dec-96 

NO 0.0122 

NO 0.0489 

NO 0.0978 

ND 0.0489 

ND 0.0489 

ND 0.0978 

NO 0.0489 

93 .9 0 

105 0 

98.7 0 

Method: -02216-2005 

21 1.0 

Date Received: 101712014 9:21AM 

Result 
Report 
Limit 

QEcE;vED 
Q. OCT ~014 

1\latri:<: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1/2014 11:10 AM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: Is 

mg!Kg-dry 38.4-l 10/9/201-l 9:16PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.44 10/9/201-l 9:16PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.4-l 1019/201-l 9:16PM R52383 

mgfKg-dry 38.4-l 10/9/2014 9:16PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.44 10/9/2014 9:16PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.44 10/9/201-l 9:16PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.44 10/9/2014 9:16PM R52383 

%REC 38.4-1 I0/91201H:I6 PM R52383 

%REC 38.4-1 \0/9/2014 9:16PM R5D83 

%REC 38.4-1 10/9/2014 9:16PM R52383 

Analyst: erw 

wt% 1017/201-1 11:05 AM R52221 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/li201411:50AM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: ls 

mgfKg-dry 38.81 10/9/2014 9:49PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.81 10/9/2014 9.49 PM R52383 

mgfKg-dry 38.81 10/9/2014 9:49PM R52383 

mgfKg-dry 38.81 10/9/2014 9:49PM R52383 

mg/Kg-dry 38.81 10/9/2014 9:49PM R52383 

mgfKg-dry 38.81 101912014 9:49PM R52383 

mgfKg-dry 38.81 101912014 9:49PM R52383 

%REC 38.81 10/9/2014 9:49PM R52383 

%REC 38.81 1019/2014 9:49PM R52383 

%REC 38.81 1019/2014 9:49PM R52383 

Analyst. erw 

wt% 1017/2014 11:05 AM R52221 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1/2014 11:55 AM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Pagt.: (, o!' I 5 
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SUBURBAN LAB ORA TORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL60134 (708) 544-3260 

Client: CWM Company, Inc 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: 1\IW-4 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-008 

Parameter 

VOLA TILE ORGA.'IIC CO:\IPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylb.:nzcne 

m,p-Xyl.:ne 

Mcthyltcrt-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Oualjtv Control Compounds 

Surr: 4-Bromofluorobcnzcnc 

Surr: Dibromofluoromcthane 

Surr: Toluene-dS 

PERCE;';T MOISTL'RE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: SB-1 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-009 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGA:"'IC CD:\IPOU:"'DS 

Benzene 

Ethylbcnzcnc 

m,p-Xylenc 

Methyl !crt-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Oualitv Control Compounds 

Surr: 4-Bromofluorobenzenc 

Surr: Dibromofluoromethanc 

Surr: Toluene-d8 

RptVer: 10/14/20141:06PM 

Date Received: 1017/2014 9:21AM 

Result 
Report 
Limit 

Mothod: -82608-2, Dec-96 

NTI 0.0136 

ND 0.05-13 

ND 0.109 

ND 0.05-13 

ND 0.05-13 

ND 0.109 

ND 0.0543 

93.2 0 

105 0 

95.9 0 

Mothod: -02216-2005 

19 1.0 

Date Received: 1017/2014 9:21 Al'•l 

Result 

Method: -82608-2, Dec-96 

ND 

ND 

I'm 
ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

95.5 

107 

95.0 

Report 
Limit 

0.0153 

0.0611 

0.12:! 

0.0611 

0.0611 

0.122 

0.0611 

0 

0 

0 

[)ECEBVEn n OCT 1 4 Z014 u 
BY: c~ .c 

Laboratory Results 

Report Date: October 14, 2014 

Workorder: 1410259 

!\latrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/112014 11:55 AM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: Is 

mg!Kg-dry 43.96 10/9/201-l 10:21 PM R52383 

mgiKg-dry 43.96 10/9/2014 10:21 PM R52383 

mg!Kg-dry 43.96 10/9/2014 10:21 PM R52383 

mg'Kg-dry 43.96 10/9/2014 10:21 PM R5:!383 

mgiKg-dry 43.96 10/9/2014 10:21 PM R52383 

mgiKg-dry 43.96 10/9/2014 10:21 PM R52383 

mgiKg-dry 43.96 10/9/2014 10:21 PM R52383 

o/oREC 43.96 10/9/201410:21 P~l R52383 

%REC 43.96 10/9/2014 10:21 PM R5:!383 

%REC 43.96 1019/2014 10:21 PM R5:!383 

Analyst: erw 

wt% 1017/2014 11:05 AM R5:!221 

!\latrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1/2014 13:20 PM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: Is 

mgiKg-dry 50.79 10/9/2014 10:54 PM R52383 

mgiKg-dry 50.79 10/9/2014 10:54 PM R52383 

mgiKg-dry 50.79 101912014 10:54 PM R52383 

mg.'Kg-dry 50.79 10/9/2014 10:54 PM R52383 

mgiKg-dry 50.79 10/9/2014 10:54 PM R52383 

mgiKg-dry 50.79 10/912014 10:54 PM R52383 

mg!Kg-dry 50.79 10/9/2014 10:54 PM R52383 

%REC 50.79 10/912014 10:54 PM R52383 

%REC 50.79 10/912014 10:54 PM R52383 

%REC 50.79 101912014 10:54 PM R52383 

Pag--: 7 of IS 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

Client: CWM Company, Inc 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: SB-1 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-009 

Parameter 

PERCE:-IT i\IOISTL'RE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: SB-1 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-010 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGA;'IIIC CD:\IPOl':'oiDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzenc 

m,p-Xylcnc 

Methyl tcrt-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylcncs 

Toluene 

lntmal Oua!jtv Control Comoounds 

Surr: 4-Bromofluorobcnzcnc 

Surr: Dibromofluoromethane 

Surr: Tolucnc-d8 

PERCE;-.iT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: SB-2 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-011 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGA."iiC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzenc 

m,p-Xylene 

RptVer: 10114/20141:06PM 

Date Received: IOn/2014 9:21AM 

Result 

Method: -01216-2005 

17 

Report 
Limit 

1.0 

Date Received: IOn/2014 9:21AM 

Result 
Report 
Limit 

Method -82608-2, Oec ·96 

NO 0.0135 

NO 0.0542 

NO 0.108 

r-m 0.0542 

J-.1) 0.0542 

I'<'D 0.108 

NO 0.0542 

105 0 

99.4 0 

101 0 

Method: -02216-2005 

20 1.0 

Date Received: I On/20 14 9:21 AM 

Result 

Method: -82608-2, Dec-96 

NO 

NO 

NO 

Report 
Limit 

0.0141 

0.0564 

0.113 

DECEiVED 
fl OCT 1 4 Z014 

BY: _ _.::Ql~"'---

Laboratory Results I 

Report Date: October 14,2014 

Workorder: 1410259 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: I 011 /2014 13:20 PM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: erw 

wt% 1017/2014 11 :05 AM R52221 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1/2014 13:25 PM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

AnalySI: Is 

mg/Kg-dry 43.5 10/1012014 11 :21 A..'·l R5:!36S 

mg'Kg-dry 43.5 10/1012014 11:21 A.'·! R5236S 

mg'Kg-dry 43.5 10/1012014 11:21 A.\.! R5236S 

mg/Kg-dry 43 .5 1011012014 11:21 A.\.! R52368 

mg!Kg-dry 43.5 1011012014 11:21 A,.\.[ R5236S 

mg/Kg-dry 43.5 10110/2014 11:21 A.\.[ R52368 

mg!Kg-dry 43 .5 10/10/2014 I !:21 AM R52368 

%REC 43.5 1011012014 11:21 A.\1 R5236S 

%REC 43.5 1011012014 [ 1:21 A.\.1 R52368 

%REC 43.5 10/10/2014 11:21 AM R5236S 

Analyst: erw 

wt% 101712014 11:05 A.\-! R52221 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 1011/2014 13:35 PM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: Is 

mg!Kg-dry 45.87 10110/2014 11:58 AM R52368 

mg!Kg-dry 45.87 10/1012014 11:58 A.\.1 R52368 

mg.'Kg-dry 45.87 10/1012014 11 :58 AM R52368 

Page x of 15 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave .. Suite 150, Geneva, IL 601 34 {708) 544-3260 

Client: CWM Company, Inc 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: SB-2 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1410259-011 

Parameter 

VOLA TILE ORGA~IC COMPOU:'oiDS 

M~thyl tcrt-butyl etb~r 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylcncs 

Toluene 

]n[cm~l Oualjtv Control Compounds 

Surr: 4-Bromotluorobcnzcnc 

Surr: Dibromotluoromcthanc 

Surr: Toluenc-d8 

PERCE:'iT i\IOISTURE 

Percent Moisrurc 

Client Sample ID: SB-2 (7.5) 

·Lab ID: 1410259-012 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORG.-\:-i!C CO:\IPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethy1bcnzenc 

m,p-Xylcne 

Methyltert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Oua1itv Control Compounds 

Surr: 4-Bromofluorobenzcne 

Surr: Dibromofluoromethane 

Surr: Toluene-d8 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Rpt Ver: 10/14/2014 1:06PM 

Date Received: 1017/20149:21 AM 

Result 

Method: -8:!608-2, Dec-96 

NO 

NO 

ND 
ND 

109 

99.4 

10-l 

Mothod: -D:!:!\6-2005 

19 

Report 
Limit 

0.0564 

0.0564 

0.113 

0.0564 

0 

0 

0 

1.0 

Date Received: 1017/2014 9:21 A~\ 

Result 
Report 
Limit 

Method: -82608-2, Dec-96 

NO 0.0141 

ND 0.056-1 

NO 0.113 

NO 0.0564 

NO 0.0564 

ND 0.113 

ND 0.0564 

108 0 

99.5 

101 

Method: -02216-2005 

21 1.0 

R
ECEiVEn 

OCT 1 Li 2014 U 
BY: oc 

Laboratory Results 

Report Date: October 14,2014 

Workorder: 1410259 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1/2014 13:35 PM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg/Kg-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

%REC 

%REC 

%REC 

wt% 

Matrix: 

Collection Date: 

Qual Units 

mg.IJ(g-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

mg!Kg-dry 

%REC 

%REC 

%REC 

wt% 

Analyst: Is 

45.87 10/10/:2014 11:58 A.M R5:!368 

45.87 10/10/201-l 11:58 A..\ol R52368 

45.87 10/10/2014 11:58 AM R52368 

45.87 10/10i2014 11:58 AM R52368 

45.87 10/10/2014 11:58 AM R52368 

45.87 10/10/2014 11:58 AM R52368 

45.87 10/10/2014 11:58 AM R5D68 

Analyst: erw 

1017/2014 11:05 A:.l R52221 

Soil 

10/112014 13:40 PM 

DF Date Analyzed BatchiD 

Analyst: Is 

4-t55 10/10/2014 12:36 PM R52368 

4-1.55 10/10/2014 12:36 PM R52368 

4-1.55 10/10/201-112:36 PM R52368 

4-1.55 10/101201-l 12:36 PM R52368 

4-1.55 10/10/2014 12:36 PM R52368 

4-1 .55 10/1012014 12:36 PM R52368 

4-1.55 10/10/2014 12:36 PM R52368 

44.55 10/10/2014 12:36 PM R52368 

4-1.55 10/10/2014 12:36 PM R52368 

4-1.55 10/10/2014 12:36 PM R52368 

Analyst: erw 

IOn/2014 11:05 AM R52221 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

Client Sample ID: SB-3 (2.5) 

Lab ID: 1-110:!59-013 Date Received: 10/71201-19:21 AM 

Result 
Report 

Parameter Limit 

\ 'OLATILE ORGA.'IIC COMPOUNDS Method: ·8~60B-~. Dec-96 

B~nzcnc ND 0.0135 

Ethylbcnzen~ ND 0.0541 

m.p-Xylene ND 0.108 

~kthyl ten-butyl ether ND 0.0541 

a-Xylene ND 0.0541 

Total Xylcnes ND 0.108 

Toluene ND 0.0541 

Int~rni!l Qualitv CQDt[Q) l:!!!Dil!!Mods 
Surr: 4-Bromofluorobcnzenc 106 0 

Surr: Dibromofluoromcthanc 100 0 

Surr: Tolucnc-dS 100 0 

PERCE;o.IT MOISTURE Method: -02216-2005 

Percent Moisture 22 1.0 

Client Sample ID: SB-3 (7.5) 

Lab ID: 1410:!59-014 Date Received: 1017/2014 9:21 A~! 

Parameter Result 
Report 
Limit 

VOLATILE ORGA~IC CO:\IPOV:-.IDS Method: -82608-2, Dec-96 

Benzene ND 0.0136 

Ethylbcnzenc ND 0.054-1 

m,p-Xylcne ND 0.109 

Methyl ten-butyl ether I'.'D 0.054-1 

a-Xylene ND 0.054-1 

Total Xylcnes ND 0.109 

Toluene ND 0.05-1-1 

Int~rnQI Q!.li!liO! C!!Dt[!!J C!!!llll!!!.lllds 
Surr: 4-Bromofluorobenzenc 106 0 

Surr: Dibromofluoromethane 102 0 

Surr: Toluene-d8 102 0 

PERCENT MOISTURE Method: -02216-2005 

Percent Moisture 19 1.0 

RptVcr: 10114/2014 1:06PM 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/1/2014 13:50 PM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed Bate hiD 

Analyst: Is 

mg/Kg-dry 4:!.11 10110/201-1 1:13PM R52368 

mg!Kg-dry 4:!. 11 10110/201-1 1:13 PI-I R52368 

mg/Kg-dry 42.11 lOll 0/2014 I: 13 PM R52368 

mg!Kg-dry 42.11 10/10/20141:13 PM R5:!368 

mg!Kg-dry 42.11 lOll 0/2014 I: 13 PM R52368 

mg!Kg-dry 4:! .11 10110/20 I-I I: 13 PM R52368 

mg!Kg-dry 42.11 10/10/201-1 1:13PM R52368 

%REC 4:!.11 10/10/201-11:13 PM R52368 

%REC 4:! .11 I0/10i2014 1:13PM R52368 

%REC 4:! . 11 10/10/2014 1:13PM R52368 

Analyst: erw 

wt% IOn/2014 11 :05 AM R52221 

Matrix: Soil 

Collection Date: 10/11201-113:55 PM 

Qual Units DF Date Analyzed Bate hiD 

Analyst. Is 

mg/Kg·dry 4-1.22 10/10/201-1 I :51 PM 

mg!Kg-dry 4-1.22 101101201-11 :51 PM 

mg/Kg·dry 4-1.22 10/10/2014 1:51 P:VI 

mg/Kg·dry 4-1.22 10/10/201-1 1:51PM 

mg!Kg-dry 44.2:! 10/10/201-1 I :5 I PM 

mg/Kg-dry 44.22 10/10/20141:51 PM 

mg!Kg-~ry 4-1 .22 10110/2014 1:51PM 

%REC 44.22 10/10/20141:51 PM 

%REC 4-1.22 10/1012014 1:51PM 

%REC 4-1 .22 10110/2014 1:51PM 

Analyst: erw 

Y.'t% 101712014 II :05 AM 

DECEiVED n OCT 1 4 2014 
BY· OL . 

f>ag•..: lUl)l l 

R52368 

R52368 

R52368 

R52368 

R52368 

R52368 

R52368 

R52368 

R52368 

R52368 

R52221 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. lid e. "" S. """ A"-· '"'" 150, G'"""· "0013< 0081 SM-3200 

RECEEVED 
! OCT 1 4 ?n\A I Prep Dates 

Client: CWM Company, Inc B~: ~ Report Date: October 14, 
2014 

Project: Aman Food and Gas \Vorkorder: 1410259 

Sample ID Client Sample ID Collection Date Prep Batch Prep Test Name Leachate Date Prep Date 

1-110259-00IA MW-1 (2.5) 10/1/20149:35 AM 

1-110259-0018 MW-1 (2.5) 10/1/201-19:35 AM 

I-ll 0259-002A MW-1 (7.5) 10/1/201-19:-10 AM 

1-110259-0028 MW-1 (7.5 ) 10/1/201-19:40 A:l.l 

1410259-003A MW-2 (2.5) I0/1/201-110:20 AM 

1-110259-0038 MW-2 (2.5) I 0/1/20 I-I I 0:20 A.!\ I 

I-ll 0259-00-IA MW-2 (7.5) I 0/1/20 1-l I 0:25 A.J\1 

I-ll 0259-0048 MW-2 (7.5 ) I 0/ I /20 1-l I 0:25 A.J\1 

I-ll 0259-005A MW-3 (2.5 ) IO/I/201-lii:05 A:VI 

1-110259-0058 M\V-3 (2.5) IO/I/201-lii:05 A.J\1 

141 0259-006A MW-3 (7.5) IO/I/201-li1 :10A.J\I 

1410259-0068 MW-3 (7.5) 10/1/2014 11:10 A.J\1 

14\0259-007 A MW-4 (2.5) 10/1/2014 11:50 AM 

1410259-0078 MW-4 (2.5) IO/I/201411:50A.J\I 

141 0259-00SA MW-4 (7.5) 10/1/201411 :55 A.J\1 

1410259-0088 MW-4 (7.5) 10/1/2014 11:55 AM 

1410259-009A SB-1 (2.5) 10/1/2014 1:20PM 

1410259-0098 SB-1 (2.5) 10/l/2014 I :20 PM 

1410259-0IOA SB-1 (7.5) 10/1/2014 1:25PM 

14\0259-0 I 08 SB-1 (7.5) 10/1/2014 I :25 PM 

Rpt Vcr: 10/14/2014 1:06PM 

Pag..: I I ~)r 15 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
~D. ""' s. '"'"' ..... '"" 'so. o~ ... ""'"' " ' " "''·""' 

Client: CWwl Company, Inc 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Prep Dates 

Report Date: October 14, 
2014 

Workorder: 1410259 

Sample lD Client Sample lD Collection Date Prep Batch Prep Test Name Leachate Date Prep Date 

1-H0}59-0IIA SB-~ (2.5) 

1410~59-0IIB SB-2 (2.5) 

1-110259-0I~A SB-2 (7.5) 

1410259-0128 SB-2 (7.5) 

1-110259-0IJA SB-3 (2.5) 

1-110259-0138 SB-3 (2.5) 

1-110259-01-IA SB-3 (7.5) 

1410259-01-IB SB-3 (7.5) 

Rpt Vcr: 10/14/2014 1:06PM 

10/l/201-11:35 PM 

10/1/201-11:35 PM 

10/1/2014 I :40 PM 

10/1/201-11:40 PM 

10/112014 I :50 PM 

10/l/201-1 I :50 P).l 

10/1/~014 1:55PM 

10/1/201-11:55 PM 

R
ECE~VEO 

OCi 1 .1 2014 

BY: Cit--

Page 12 nt' IS 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave .• Suite 150, Gene11a, IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

Qualifiers: 

* Value exceeds Maximum Contaminant Level 

B Analyte detected in the associated Method Blank 

c Analyte not in SLI scope of accreditation 

C Value is below Minimum Compound Limit. 

E 

G 

H 
J 

N 

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 compound 

ND Not Detected at the Reporting Limit 

P Present 

R RPD outside accepted recovery limits 

S Spike Recovery outside accepted recovery limits 

Rpt Vcr: 1011 412014 1:06PM 

Qualifier Definitions 

Report Date: October 14,2014 

WorkOrder: 1410259 

o~=cE!vED h OCT 1 4 2014 . 

BY: Of-/ 

Pag..! 13 o!' 15 
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~SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. CHAIN OF CUSTODY RECORD # 113432 
4140 Litt Drive Hillside, IL 60162 Tel. 708.544.3260 Fax: 708.544.8587 Toll Free: 800.783.LABS www.suburbanlabs.com 

Company Name -

(o:l"\~v 
TURNAROUND TIME REQUESTED Page i of 2-cw;)l'--\ I ~'\C. ANALYSIS & METHOD REQUESTED 

Company Address 
SO<J+""-. t_t'o.V\d ~Normal 0 RUSH* • AddiltonClJ Rush 

Enter an "X" in box below for request 
PO No. 

'7-0\ w. Charges Approved. 

City :.Ci Stalo Z1p I I 
$h1pptng MethOd 

_sf)("', V\4 . "\d -:.LL &"Z..o+L/ •Date & Time Needed: 

Phi L~. 5\CC 1 Fax O Fa• Notmal TAT Is spoctficd on tho prico quotation Of' foe $Ch0di.lto. ! Hcportlng LovOI (ol 
1 2 3 4 n 1..{1 szz. 8o6<7 Report Rush work must bo pro-approved and additional char!JCS apply. I additional chargo) 

Email Address Final Report Spcctfy Regulatory Program: 0 None/Info Only LAB USE ONLY l.l. '>1--'1.. C>. C_w ....... co :.-r.,.Dctt..\" ._e_c,'"'"" \tAll be cmaitoo • (Required) 
ProJ(.'CIIO I Abon 

'VoGd 1 Gc..s 
1 ~LUST 0 SRP 0 SDWA s1Zf'tofEPf MO."'-.. :s: Pro)Cd7r: (Ruport lo)R,r..._• 0 503Siudge 0 NPDES 0 MWRDGC S...m.plo cont.tlnor.i. 0 Yes c ...('-) L.. ,'-'J '\=::" 1'- supplied by customer? 

~~1-\~~~'\~ 0 Disposal O Other• "Picaso specify in common! >< Tc~racuro ot 

~ oc section bolow. 

&1 
Roccivod Saf11>ICS 
S~mplos rccoi\/Cd lho 0 Yes SAMPLE IDENTIFICAllON COLLECTION GRAB/ CONTAINERS cD s:uno day as colloc~on? 

•uso Ono Llno Por ProsOI'Yllllon & Conl~lnor Typo" DATE TIME MATRIX COMP. aryl SIZE& TYPE PRESERVATIVE R- Condition Split LAB# 

1 kw-1 l.S io1 \tl'-1 ~3-5"" s G- 'A <io"''iicr...,. ""'-<-0.%_ 
Nc.\P ~ I l f-u::irrlf 

2 M.W-1 1-,5 I /I I q({c I I I I J 
1 .... 

) 

3 K w-2- 7_,5" I { io'-c I I I I I 
I I 

4 M"V-Z... 1.) 10?..~ I 
I \ I 

5 M.vJ- 3 z._s I I 1/65" I I 
6 #.A \,J- 3 1-.5 I I 

I('() I 
7 ~\}J- '-{ 2,) I I us-o I ! 

8 tl\W-Li 7-.) I I ((~5 I 
9 .st,- \ z...s- I I I i :..c. \ 

I I I 
10 5~"' \ ?-.f 

. . 
I I 

,-z., I 
11 .s~-1. 2,/5 I\ I es- I \ ( I \/ 
12 5 B-2.. 1- S' ,..JJ, f~O ~ \!r .1.-j iY v .J.; ~\~fl) ) 
~ O<lnldng Wator (OW), Soii(S). COMMENTS & SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS: CONDITION CQDE~ 

Waslo Walor fY'/W). Surfaco Waler(SW), 

2.6 \.~- U:;')S"" 'Kc.'-t~...s fjECF~VlJ 1. i"l"'P"r/dam:>god containor/cap 

Ground Walor (GW). SoUd Waslo ()NA), Z. l"l"oper preservation 

Sludge (U). Wlpo (P) CONTAINER: 2oz. N or.r 1 " ?01< 
3. lnsufliclont samplo volumo 

4oz. 8oz. 40ml Vial. 500ml, Ulor (L). Tubo, 4. Ho:Jdspaco/air bubblos lor VOCs 

Glass (G), PI3Siic (P) PRES§RVA11Vti• 

OY: CAL 
5. Rocelved past holding Ume 

H,SO,, HCl, HN03 • Mothanol (MoOH) 6. Rcx:cjved lrozon 

NaOH, Sodium BlsuJialo (NaB). NaThio 7. label connlcts with CCC 

7wt7{/_ Dollo 
2.A;ud~~ 

0

lD/ 7-/4 
J . F<ohnqur..llod By Oato ~. Rohnquoshcd By Dato - ":J {rs- io.- /4 

R~d~~ 11, '§k'o 1i2 Hrw lbJ:ru -o- Ti<t-zl fli1 RCCCIYod By 
Oleo 

Tin'IO R!ICcivud By 
Oleo 

Ttmu · !ot.PiV\ prosonc pi'C$00! pros:cnt ptOSOOI 
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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 

lEMA Incident # (6- or 8-digit) : i '-/ - 0 ?... 4 f- I EPA LPC# (1 0-digit): 

Site Name: A t-\.\rJ f" o
0 

I) p G-As -------

SrteAddress (Nota P.O. Box) : ~~~~~~~-~~~4-~~~~~~1o~e-----------------~ 
City: Ho L 11r County: Koc.k. 1-, Ian J ZIP Code: ______ _ 

Leaking UST Technical File 

8. Sample Collector 

I certify that: 

1. Appropriate sampling 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 

J1L_ 
(Initial) 

~R 

X_ 
(~ 
(Initial) 

__;:_ 
~tial) 

Jr_ 
(Initial) 

G£! 
(Initial) 
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6. SW-846 Analytical Laboratory Procedure (USEPA) methods were used for the analyses. 
(Initial) 

7. An accredited lab performed quantitative analysis using test methods identified in 35 lAC 
186.180 (for samples collected on or after January 1, 2003). 

~ 
(Initial) 

D. Signatures 

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 infonmation, including the possibility of fine and 
imprisonment for knowing violations. 

Sample Collector 

Name K~H h.:.w K\ VfS 

Title Et~~ 1'\ £ e C 
Company CINM Company, Inc. 

Address 701 South Grand Ave. West 

City Springfield 

State .:.:IL=----------------

Signature -!:..-V:L..:..-=:==>--==~------------­

Date --~~~--~~--------------------

Laboratory Representative 

Name Kr ~ fu\roN. 
Title \)fii\(2--t ~m~w 
Company Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 

Address -¢14- L1tt Dnve ft50 S- Bcdo...v\C.\ frJQ_ ~ t5o 
City ttiftside C.. ---e.~ vo. 
State IL 

~-------------------------------
Zip Code erffl.t-(.oO I~ 
Phone 708-544-3260 

Signature t ~ 
Date lo /J Lj /!'1 . . 

D.ECEi"\fED n ocr 2 0 2014 

BY: CJV 

Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

Page 2 of2 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 

RemitTo: 

INVOICE 
FEIN# 36-2695636 

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 

J9j0 S. Batavia Ave., Suite !50 

Genva. IL 6013-l 

Phone : 708-j-l-l-3260 Fax: 70S-5-t-l-Sj87 

Carol Rowe 
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 
CWM Company, Inc 

70 I \Vest South Grand 
Springfield, IL 6270-l 

Workordcr: 1-t 12869 

Item Description i\latrlx Remarks 

BTEX + ~ITBE Water Groundwater July201-l-Junc2015 

:\liscellaneous Charge Summary 

Item 

5035 Samplmg Kit 

Shipping & 1-!Jndlmg 

Comnwnts : Terms per s•gned agreement 

Illinois Department of Public Health #17585 

Rpt Vcr: 12/22/20 1-l 10:37 AM 

L'uir 

512.15 

560.7-l 

Qty 

0 

Qty 

1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 
Tel (708) 544-3260 Toll Free (800) 783-5227 
Fax (708) 544-8587 

www.suburbanlabs.com 

Unit Price 

598.41 

Toru/ 

so.oo 

Invoice#: 118755 

Date: 1212!1201-l 

Terms: i'iET90 
Invoice Due: 3122120 IS 

PO: 

Report To: Carol Rowe 
Fax: (217) 5::!::!-8009 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Priority: Priority: Rush 

Sub Total: 
Mtsc. Charges: 

Surcharges: 

1:\VOICE Total: 

Pre-Paid Amount: 

Total 

$-l9::!.05 

S-t9~ . 05 

S60.74 
0 % 

$552.79 

560.7-t 
so.oo 

Total Pa)able Amount: $552.79 

~., -=: ~~ _,__., .... 
. ---=--~ ~ .... -

I 
j 

--' 

DEC 2 2 201J ac 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency #1 00225 

Page l of I 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 

December 22,2014 

Carol Rowe 

CWM Company, Inc 

701 West South Grand 

Springfield, lL 62704 

TEL: (217) 522-8001 

FAX: (217) 522-8009 

RE: Aman Food and Gas 

Dear Carol Rowe: 

1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 
Tel (708) 544-3260 Toll Free (800) 783-5227 
Fax (708) 544-8587 
www.suburbanlabs.com 

Work Order: 1412869 

o~c 2 2 2oP. 
/'lilt ; LA'L-- . ..-' 

L. t: _____ _ 

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. received 5 sample(s) on 12/1 6/2014 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 repor1 of laboratory analysis consists of this cover letter, case narrative, analytical report, dates report, 
and any accompanying documentation including, 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. 212 

kelly@suburbanlabs.com 

lllinots Department of Public Health #17585 

Rpl Ycr: t 2/22/20 1-1 I 0:3 7 A~l 

Illinois EPA #100225 Wisconsin FlO# 399089350 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150, Geneva, IL 60134 (708) 544-3260 

Case Narrative 

Client: CW~!_rNC 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

WorkOrder: 1412869 

Temperature of samples upon receipt at lab: 5 C 

General Comments: 

Date: December 22,2014 

PO: 

QC LeYel: 

Chain of Custody: 113487 

-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. 
- \Vast.:: water analysis foiiO\vs 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 infom1ation about the laboratories' scope of accreditation, please contact us at (708) 544-3260 or the Agency at 
(217) 782-6455. 
-All water analyses that arc required to be performed in the field (e.g., pH, residual chlorine, sulfite, temperature, etc.) but are 
analyzed in the lab are identified as "in lab" and are considered past holding time. Following industry practices these results do 
not contain an "H" flag but are qualified as being analyzed in the lab. 

Abbreviations: 
-Reporting Limit: The concentration at which an analyte can be routinely detected on a day to day basis, and \Vhich also meets 
regulatory and client needs. 
- Quantitation Limit: The lowest concentration at which results can be accurately quantitated. 
- J: The analyte \\as 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 
-TIC: Tentatively Identified Compound (GCMS library search identitication, concentration estimated to nearest internal 
standard). 
- SS (Surrogate Standard) : Quality control compound added to the sample by the lab. 

l\kthod References: 
For a complete list of method references please contact us. 
- E: USEPA Reference methods 
- SW: USEPA, Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste (SW-S-+6) 
- M: Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater 
- USP: Latest version of United States Pharmacopeia 

Workorder Specific Comments: 

Rpt Vcr: 1222, 2014 10:37 AM 

DCC 2 2 201l 

~ 

,, 
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6. SW-846 Analytical Laboratory Procedure (US EPA) methods were used for the analyses. 

7. An accredited lab performed quantitative analysis using test methods identified in 35 lAC 
186.180 (for samples collected on or after January 1, 2003). 

D. Signatures 

~\ (lmt1a) 

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 infonmation, including the possibility of fine and 
imprisonment for knowing violations. 

Sample Collector 

Name \'(\s;, \\ \::)~ \~ 
Title ftt hY'!CLat' 

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 i/v-tt~fJ?&/ 
Date /d-I)- ) t.; 

Laboratory Representative 

Name 'be\''~ G,, \hC\n~ 

Title '\> m\e c-r t--J...o."'et) .e v­
Company Suburban Laboratories. Inc. 

Address "¢14- em Drive \CjSO S) . Bcrtc.v\~ ft..;e. Ste IS 

city~ Ge('\~"""' 
State .:..:IL=---------------------------­

Zip Code ...e2784 LoOI)j 

Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

Page 2 of2 
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LEAKING UST TECHNICAL REVIEW NOTES 

Reviewed by: Eric Kuhlman 

Date Reviewed: 10-30-2015 

Document(s) Reviewed: 

S2 SIP IS 1 AC I S2 BUD 

General Site Information: 

lEMA 9ate(s): 3-3-2014 
UST sy~~em removed? (YIN): N 
Encountered groundwater? (Y/N/U): Y 

Re: LPC #1610455194- Rock Island County 
Moline I Aman Food & Gas 
1830 5th A venue 
Leaking UST Incident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Site subject to: 734 

l Payment from the Fund? (Y/i-Uunknown): U 
OSFM Fac. ID #: 3-008580 

date: 8-28-20 14 
·~ SWAP mapping and evaluation completion 

I 
Free product? (YIN/unknown): N i Site pla~ement correct in SWAP? (YIN): Y 

Currentlpa~t land us~ convenience store MTBE > 40_ppb m groundwater? (Y INIU): U 

I 

Size & product ofUSTs: (1) 5,000 gallon gasoline, (1) 3,000 gallon gasoline, (1) 4,000 gallon 
gasoline, 

j is site located in EJ area? N - Is investigation of indoor inhalation exposure 
I route required? N 

BOL File Information:( optional) (Arranged chronologically): 

On 3-3-2014, two (2) waste characterization borings {WC-1, WC-2} were advanced to depths of 
10 feet below ground surface (bgs). Soil samples were collected and analyzed for BETX/MTBE. 
Analytical results indicated COCs greater than Tier I SROs for Csat in WC-1 (X); CW Inh in 

WC-1(BETX), WC-2(X); Rlnh in WC-1(BX); SCGW in WC-1(BETX), WC-2(B). 

According to ISGS, ISWS, and lllinois EPA PWS, there are ten (10) wells located within 2,500 
feet of the site. The ISGS Circular 532, also known as the "Berg Circular" indicates this site is 
located within an area classified as "C5", a predominantly till with discontinuous sand and gravel 
locally present within fifty feet of the surface. There is also a city-wide groundwater ordinance 
for the city of Moline. 

On 5-1-2014, three (3) underground storage tanks (USTs) and associated piping were removed 
from this site. Approximately 771 tons (514 cubic yards) of contaminated backfill was excavated 
from the former tank pit and disposed of offsite. Soil samples were collected from excavation 
walls, floors and piping trench, then analyzed for BETX/MTBE. Analytical results indicated 
COCs greater than Tier I ROs for Ring in 8(B); CW Inh in l(B), 2(X), 3(BX), 4(X), 7(X), 
8(BTX), 9(X), 13(X), 15(X); Rlnh in 2(B), 3(B), 4(B), 8(B), 13(B); SCGW in l(B), 2(B), 
4(BE), 5(B), 6(B), 7(B), 8(BETX), 9(B), 10(B), 13(B), 14(B), 16(B), 17(B). 
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Page 2 

On 10-1-2014, four (5) monitoring wells {MW-1 thru MW-5} were installed to depths of 15 
feet below ground surface (bgs) and three (3) soil borings {SB-1 thru SB-3} were advanced to 
depths of 10 feet bgs. Soil samples were collected at 2.5 feet and 7.5 feet bgs, then analyzed for 
BETX/MTBE. Analytical results indicated COCs below detectable limits (BDLs). 

On 12-11-2014, groundwater 5amp1e~ were collected from M\V-1 thru MW-5 and ana1yLecl for 
BETX/MTBE. Analytical results indicated COC~ were greater than Tier I GROs for Class I in 
MW-3(8). 

Site Classification Work Plan/Budget Review Notes: 

CWM proposed to a total of two (2) groundwater monitoring wells and two (2) soil borings to 
determine the horizontal and vertical extent of the onsite contamination. Soil samples will be 
collected and analyzed for BETX/MTBE; however, one soil boring will only be analyzed for the 
site-specific TACO parameters. 

A slug test will also be performed to determine the hydraulic conductivity and hydraulic gradient. 

Illinois EPA Recommendation/Comments: 

The PM recommends that the S2 SIP be modified, while the S 1 AC and S2 BUD be approved ... 

Response Due: 

8-30-2014 

EK:P\ 
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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY . 

1021 NORTH GRAND AVENUE EAST, P .0. Box 19276, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62794-9276 • (217) 782-2829 

BRUCE RAUNER, GOVERNOR LISA BONNETT, DIRECTOR 

217/524-3300 

NOV 0 5 2015 

Aman Fooa & Gas 
Attention: Balbir Kaur 
5048 Country Court 
Davenport, Iowa ~2807 . 

Re: LPC # 1610455194- Rock Island County 
Moline I Aman Food & Gas· 
1830 51

h Avenue 
Leaking UST Incident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Dear Mi-. Kriur: 

· CERTIFIED MAIL 

7012 0470 0001 2970 7957 

ia'A·DiV~~vF ~.:.:.\. ~~iV\NAG*Ri 
RE!.EASALlE 

NOV 1 7 2015 

REViEWER. RDH 

The Illinois Enviro.nmental Protection Agency{IIIinois EPA) has reviewed the Stage 2 Site 
Investigation Plan (plan) submitted for the above-referenced incident. This plan, dated July 22, 
2015, was received by the Jllinois EPA on July 23,2015. Citations in this letter are from. the 
Environmental Protection Act (4 15 [LCS 5) (Act) and Title 35 of the Illinois Administrative 
Code (35 lll. Adm. Code). 

The Illinois EPA requires ~nodification of the plan; therefore, the plan is conditionally approved 
. with the Ulinois EPA's modifications. The Illinois EPA has determined that the modifications 
listed in Attachment A ar~ necessary to demonstrate compliance with Title XVI of the Act·and 
35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 (Sections 57.7(a)(J) and 57.7(c) of the Act and 35 Ul. Adm. Code·· 
734.505(b) and 734.510(a)). 

The actual costs for Stage J are approved for the amounts listed in Section I of Attachment B 
(Sections 57.7(a)(2) and 57 .7(c) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.505(b) and 734.51 O(b)). 
Be aware that the amount of payment from the.Funcl 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. · 

1~ addition, the propos~d budget for Stage(s) 2 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 734.310(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 associa.ted tec~nic;al 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 am.ounts 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 734.51 O(b)). 

~302N. Main St., Rockford, IL 61103(615)967-7760 
S9S 5. Stare, Elglt~. ll 60123 (8<4'7) 608·3 131 
2125 S. f irst St., Champaign, ll 61820 (21 '7) 278-5800 
2009 i.loll Sr. Collinsville, IL 6223<4 (618)3<46-5120 

9511 Harrison St., Des Ploln~t, IL 60016 (6~7) 29~·~000' 
oC 12 SW WD'Ihlng1on Sr., Suite 0, Poorlo, ll 61 602 (309) 671-3022 
2309 W. Molu St., Sill!<! I I 6, Marion, ll 6295'1 (618) 993-7200 
I 00 W. Randolph, Su1111 I 0-300, Chicago, ll 60601 (312) 81 o4.6026 
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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 35lll. 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. 
This notification of field activities may be done by telephone, facsimile, or electronic mail­
and must be provided at least three (3) working days prior to the scheduled field activities. 

Pursuant to Sections 57.7(a)(5) and 57.12(c) and (d) of the Act and 35lll. Adm. Code 734.100 
and 734.125, the Illinois EPA requires submittal of a Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan, and budget 
.if applicable, or Site Investigation Completion Report within 30 days after completing the site 
investigatio11 to: · 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Bureau of Land- #24 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Post Offic~ Box 19276 
Springfield, lL 62794-9276 

·Please submit all correspondence in duplicate and inclt)de the Re: block shown at the beginning 
of this letter. 

An underground storage tank system owner or operator may appeal this decision to the Illinois 
Pollu.tion Control Board. Appeal rights are attached. 

If you have a'ny questions or need further assistance, please contact the Illinois EPA project 
manager, Eric Kuhlman, at 217-785-5715. 
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~~-
Thomas A. Henninger 
Unit Manager 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section 
Division of Remediation Management 
8 ureau of Land 

TAH:EK:P\ 

Attachment: A, B, Appeal Rights 

c: . CWM Company 
BOLFile 
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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 appeal period. If the ~wne~ 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 this decision, must be sent to the 
Illinois EPA as soon as possible. 

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

John Therriault, Assistant Clerk 
Illinois Pollution Control Board 
James R. Thompson Center 
100 West Randolph, Suite 11-500 
Chicago, ll.. 6060 I 
312/814-3620 

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

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency. 
Division of Legal Counsel 
I 021 North Grand A venue East 
Post Office Box 19276 
Springfield, lL 62794-9276 
2171782-5544 
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Attachment A 

Re: LPC # 1610455 194- Rock Island County 
Moline I Aman Food & Gas 
1830 s•h A venue 
Leaking UST Incident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Citations in this attachment are from the Environmental Protection Act (41 5 lLCS 5) (Act) and 
Title 35 of the Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. Adm. Code). 

I. The Stage 2 site investigation must be designed to complete the identification of the 
extent of soil and groundwater contamination at the site that, as a result of the release, 
exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation objectives of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 742 for the 
applicable indicator contaminants. The investigation of any off-site conramination must 
be conducted as part of the Stage 3 site investigation. (Section 57. I (a) of the Act and 35 
111. Adm. Code 734.320) 

The additional soil boring proposed for collection of the TACO sample should be 
moved further away from the former UST field, preferably somewhere in the 
southern portion of the subject property and not so close to the . 

Note: The soil sample coJiecte~ from the TACO boring should also be analyzed for BETX 
and MTBE to confy-m that the soil sample collected is not within the horizontal and 
vertical extent of the soil contamination. 

2. The Stage 2 site investigation must be designed to complete the identification of the 
extent o.f soil and groundwater contamination at thp site that, as a result of the release, 
exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation objectives of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 742 for the 
_applicable indicator contaminants. The investigation of any off-site contamination must 
be conducted as part of the Stage 3 site investigation. (Section 57.1 (a) of the Act and 35 
Til. Adm. Code 734.320) 

The soil boring and monitoring wells proposed to determine the vertical and 
horizontal extent of the contamination onsite should be located as close to the 
property lines as humanly possible so that additional soil borings and monitoring 
wells are not required to determine the extent of the contamination onsite. 

3. At a minimum, all site maps submitted to the Illinois EPA must meet the following 
requirements: 

a. The maps must be of sufficient detail and accuracy to show required information; 

b. The maps must contain the map scale, an arrow indicating north orientation, and 
the date the map was created; and 
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c. The maps must show the following: 

i. The property boundary lines of the site, properties adjacent to the site, and 
other properties that are, or may be, adversely affected by the release; 

ii. The uses of the site, properties adjacent to the site, and other properties 
that are, or may be, adversely affected by the release; 

iii . The locations of all current and former USTs at the site, and the contents 
of each UST; and 

i v. All structures, other improvements, and other features at the site, 
properties adjacent to the site, and other properties that are, or may be, 
adversely affected by the release, including but not limited to buildings, 
pump islands, canopies, roadways and other paved areas, utilities, 
easements, rights-of-way, and actual or potential natural or man-made 
pathways. 

(Section 57 .I (a) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440) 

All the site maps submitted to the Agency do not meet the requirements 9f 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.440, since these maps do not show the following requirements: 

i. The map scale is listed in the title block but not shown on the site map. The 
map scale needs to be drawn somewhere on the site map so that if the map is 
reduced ·or enlarged the scale of the map c;an be determined, 

ii. There are two arrows north orientation, assumed north and true north but 
only the true north orientations should be drawn on these site maps, 

iii. The property lines of the subject property are not completely drawn along 51
h 

Avenue, the southwestern adjacent property along 51
h Avenue, or the 

southeastern adjacent property along 191
h Street. 

These site maps need to be corrected and submitted to the Agency for review. 

4. The Stage 2 site investigation plan must include, but not be limited to, the results of the 
Stage I site investigation, including but not limited to the following: 

a. One or more site maps meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440 
that show the locations of nil borings and groundwater monitoring wells 
completed to date, and the groundwater flow direction. 

b. One or more site maps meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440 
that show the locations of all samples collected to date and analyzed for the 
applicable indicator contaminants. 
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c. One or more site maps meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Aclm. Code 734.440 
that show the extent of soil and groundwater contamination at the site that 
exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation objectives of 35 lll. Adm. Code 742 
for the applicable indicator contaminants. 

d One or more cross-sections of the site that show the geology of the site and the 
horizontal and vertical extent of soil and groundwater contamination at the site 
that exceeds the most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives of 35 IJI. Adm. Code 
742 for the applicable indicator contaminants. 

e. Analytical results, chain of custody forms, and laboratory certifications for all 
samples analyzed for the applicable indicator contaminants as part of the Stage 1 
site investigation. 

f. One or more tables comparing the analytical results of the samples collected to 
date to the most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives of 35 Til. Adm. Code 742 
for the applicable indicator contaminants. 

g. Water supply well survey documentation required pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734.44S(d) for water supply well survey activities conducted as part of the Stage l 
site investigation. 

h. For soil borings and groundwater monitoring wells installed as part of the Stage I 
site investigation, soil boring logs and monitoring well construction diagrams 
meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.425 and 734.430. 

(Section 57.1 (a) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.320(b)(3)) 

The Stage 2 site investigation plan did not include one or more cross-sections of the 
site showing the site geology and the horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and 
groundwater contamination beneath the site that exceeds the most stringent Tier 1 
remediation objectives of 35 lAC 742 for the applicable indicator contaminants. 

These cross-sectional site maps need to be submitted to the Agency for review. 

5. The Stage 2 site investigation plan must include, but not be limited to, the results of the 
Stage I site investigation, including but not limited to the following: 

a. One or more site maps meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440 
that show the locations of all borings and groundwater monitoring wells 
completed to date, and the groundwater flow direction. 

b. One or more site maps meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440 
that show the locations of all samples collected to date and analyLed for the 
applicable indicator contaminant~. 
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EK:P 

c. One or more site maps meeting the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440 
that show the extent of soil and groundwater contamination at the site that 
exceeds the most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 742 
for the applicable indicator contaminants. 

d One or more cross-sections of the site that show the geology of the site and the 
horizontal and vertical extent of soil and groundwater contamination at the site 
that exceeds the most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
742 for the applicable indicator contaminants. 

e. Analytical results, chain of custody forms, and laboratory certifications for all 
samples analyzed for the applicable indicator contaminants as part of the Stage I 
site investigation. 

f. One or more tables comparing the analytical results of the samples collected to 
date to the most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives of 35 111. Adm. Code 742 
for the applicable indicator contaminants. 

g. Water supply well survey documentation required pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734.445(d) for water supply well survey activities conducted as part of the Stage I 
site investigation. 

h. For soil borings and groundwater monitoring wells installed as part of the Stage I 
site investigation, soil boring logs and monitoring well construction diagrams 
mee~ing the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.425 and 734.430. 

(Section 57.l(a) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.320(b)(3)) 

One or more tables comparing the analytical results of the early action samples 
collected on May 5, 2014 to the most stringent Tier I remediation objectives of 35 
lAC 742 for the applicable indicator contaminants do not show the approximate 
depth that these early action excavation samples were collected. 

These tables need to be corrected and submitted to the Agency for review. 
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Attachment B 

Re: LPC #1610455194- Rock Island County 
Moline I A man Food & Gas 
1830 51

h Avenue 
Leaking UST Jncident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

SECTION 1 

STAGE I Actual Costs 

The following amounts are approved: 

$4,255.35 
$2,229.27 

$607.46 
$0.00 
$0.00 

$16,224.32 
$953.00 

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 lllinois 
EPA. The amount of allowable handling charges will be determined in accordance with Section 
57.l(a) of the Environmental Protection Act (Act) and 35 Illinois Administratiye Code (35 Ill. 
Adm. Code) 734.635. 

STAGE 2 Proposed Budget 

Costs must be incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be determined in 
accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E. 

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.l(a) of the Environmental Protection Act (Act) and 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. 
Adrn. Code) 734.635 . 

EK:P\ 
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CW MCompany 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, JL 62704 

Environmental Consulting Services Phone: (217) 522-800 I 
Fax: (217) 522-8009 

1610455194- Rock Island County 
Amad Food and Gas 

July 28, 2016 

Mr. Eric Kuhlman, Project Manager 
LUST Section, Bureau of Land 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

RE: LPC #1610455194 -Rock Island County 
Aman Food & Gas 
1830 51

h A venue 
Incident Number: 2014-0247 

Incident# 20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

LUST Technical Reports-Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 

Dear Mr. Kuhlman, 

On behalf of Aman Food & Gas, owner of the USTs at the above-referenced site, we 
are submitting the attached Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and Budget. This includes 
the results of the Stage 2 investigation as well as a summary of the costs. 

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 2013-0876, 2014-1417, 2014-0944, 2014-
0673, 2014-1190, 2013-0198, 2015-0158, 2014-0510, 2012-0515, 2013-0906, 2014-
0556, 2015-0257, 2011-0837, 2011-0822, 2011-0516, 2012-0575, 2009-0929, 2009-
0948, 2009-1410, and 2007-0082. 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 includes project managers, unit managers, Section 
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. RECE\VED 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

(217) 522-800 I 

400 West Jackson, Suite C 
Marion, IL 62959 
(618) 997-2238 

JUl 2 9 [Q\6 

SOL 
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In addition, we have had prior discussions with managers and project managers about 
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 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 the Agency's technical personnel or project should well know, there are 
many technical and regulatory components to the reimbursement side of the equation. 
It is not all just accounting. Currently, the Agency has technical staff conduct the 
review of any claim that is not simplistic or requires decision making and judgment 
versus just checking for accounting errors, line items, and that totals not in an excess of 
their budgeted approval totals. The project managers also assist with reviews to 
prevent a backlog, while conducting work reviewing claims. These project managers 
do not change their titles or billing codes (i.e. -their take home pay is not decreased). 
Their expertise of the program is valued and their pay is left therefore intact. The 
merit of their technical input is valuable as is the technical input into the development 
of the claims by consultants as well, if not more so. Consultants are actually putting 
together all the pieces and preparing the claim as opposed to reviewing it. 

Cutting the rate of a title in the budget is the same as cutting personnel pay and is 
beyond the purpose of the personnel descriptions. It violates the Professional Engineer 
and Professional Geologist Acts as well. Technically, the Professional Engineer should 
never change his or her rate and should be billed at that rate regardless of what they do; 
they are functioning at that capacity at all times oversighting, asking questions, 
modifying drilling plans, and developing less experienced engineer/geologists, for 
example. 

As a solid group of personnel gain experience and seniority and no new positions need 
filling, those present take on all roles and do whatever is needed to get the job done. 
An Environmental Protection Specialist (EPS) III who may have performed the work of 
an EPS I or an Account Technician I-IV does not suddenly get a pay cut. However, 
once the Agency starts assigning titles because they do not like the rate, they try to 
force fit a new job title that may or may not fit that person's real title and work 
(perhaps one title in a budget) in their company. Forcing rates forces pay cuts. If the 
rates of titles assigned by companies are not obtained, that person cannot be paid at 
their full rate of compensation. 

We use the comparison to the Agency only to attempt to explain the situation in a way 
that might show the net effect of altering titles and rates. While the dollar amount in 
one budget may be seemingly small, even to us, the net effect over a year means so 
much more. That hourly rate must pay not only that person, but collectively aid costs 
and overhead of the business: rent, utilities, multiple forms of insurance (liability, 
workers, compensation, po!lution.liability, healt.h insurance umbrella, fiducJDc C E IVE 0 
accountants, attorneys, busmess hcenses, state hcenses, computers, office s!I~s, 

JUL 2 9 2016 

IEPA/BOL 
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copies- the list is endless). The hourly rate of billable personnel pays for personnel 
conducting non-billable work, such as paying bills, data entry for invoicing, staff 
meetings, business development, etc. Again, like the Agency, who has personnel 
dedicated to special tasks, and projects, ongoing reports to address regulations or policy 
changes, reports to USEPA, the Director and Governor's Office, etc. While our 
worlds seem polar and miles apart, the function of staff is similar; again why we 
attempted to use an example. The one difference is that the private sector has to be 
profitable. The Agency has to be accountable and achieve goals. 

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. Matt 
Rives or me at (217) 522-8001. 

Q1_ 
Carol L. Rowe, P.G. 
Senior Environmental Geologist 

xc: Mrs . Balbir Kaur & Mr. Jeet Singh, Aman Food & Gas 
Mr. William T. Sinnott, CWM Company, Inc. 
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APPENDIX A 

SITE INVESTIGATION PLAN FORM 

STAGE 3 SITE INVESTIGATION PLAN AND 
BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 

MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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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 ntle XVI of lhe Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 514, 5157- 57.17). Failure to disclose this 
lnfonnatlon may result In a civil penalty of not to exceed $50,000.00 lor the violation and an additional civil penalty of not to exceed $10,000.00 lor 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, penni!, or license, or other document nled, maintained or used for the purpose of compliance with Title XVl commits a Class 4 felony. Any second or subsequent 
offense after conviction hereunder Is a Class 3 felony (41 5 ILCS 5144 and 57.17). This fonn has been approved by the Fonns Management Center. 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program 
Site Investigation Plan 

A. Site Identification 

lEMA Incident# (6- or 8- digit): 2014-0247 -------------------- !EPA LPC # (10- digit): 1610455194 

Site Name: Aman Food & Gas 

Site Address (not a P.O. Box): 1830 5th Avenue ------------------------------------------------------
City: Moline County: Rock Island Zip Code: ...:...6...:...12...:...6c..::.5 ____ _ 

Leaking UST Technical File 

B. Site Information 

1. 

2. 

Will the owner or operator seek payment from the Underground 
Storage Tank Fund? 

If yes, is the budget attached? 

~Yes 0 No 

~Yes 0 No 

C. Site Investigation 

IL532 2747 

Provide the following: 

1. 

2. 

Stage of investigation 

a. 
b. 

Stage 2 

Stage 3 

Summary of Stage 

RECEIVED 
JUL 2 9 Z016 

D or 2 ~ site investigation activities; IEPA/BOL 
3. Characterization of site and surrounding area: 

4. 

a. Current and projected post-remediation uses; 
b. Physical setting: 

i. Environmental conditions; 
ii. Geologic, hydrogeologic, and hydrologic conditions; and 
iii. Geographic and topographic conditions; 

Results of Stage 1 or 2 site investigation: 
a. Map(s) showing locations of all borings and groundwater monitoring wells completed 

to date and groundwater flow direction; 
b. Map(s) showing locations of all samples collected; 
c. Map(s) showing extents of soil and groundwater contamination that exceeds the most 

stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives; 
d. Cross-section(s) showing the geology and the horizontal and vertical extents of soil 

and groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier 1 remediation 
objectives; 

e. Analytical results, chain of custody forms, and laboratory certifications; 

LPC 619 Rev. July 2007 

Site Investigation Plan 

1 of 3 
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f. Table(s) comparing analytical results to the most stringent Tier 1 remediation 
objectives (include sample depth, date collected, and detection limits); 

g. Potable water supply well survey (unless provided in previous plan): 
i. Map(s) to scale showing: 

a) Locations of community water supply wells and other potable 
wells and the setback zone for each well; 

b) Location and extent of regulated recharge areas and wellhead 
protection areas; 

c) Extent of groundwater contamination exceeding the most 
stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives; and 

d) Modeled extent of groundwater contamination exceeding the 
most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives (if performed as part 
of site investigation); 

ii. Table(s) listing the setback zones for each community water supply well 
and other potable water supply wells; 

iii. A narrative identifying each entity contacted to identify potable water 
supply wells, the name and title of each person contacted, and any field 
observations associated with any wells identified; and 

iv. A certification from a Licensed Professional Engineer or Licensed 
Professional Geologist that the survey was conducted in accordance with 
the requirements and that documentation submitted includes information 
obtained as a result of the survey; 

h. Soil boring logs and monitoring well construction diagrams; 
i. Proposal for determining the following parameters: 

i. Hydraulic conductivity (K) ; 
ii. Soil bulk density (Pb); 
iii. Soil particle density (p5 ) ; 

iv. Moisture content (w); and 
v. Organic carbon content (foe); and 

j. Budget forms of actual costs (documenting actual work performed during the 
previous stage). 

5. Stage 2 or 3 sampling plan: 
a. Description of and justification for additional activities proposed as part of the plan; 
b. A map depicting locations of proposed borings and groundwater monitoring wells; 

and 
c. Depth of borings/wells and construction details of proposed borings and wells; 

and 

6. Site maps meeting the requirements of 35 111 . Adm. Code 734.440. 

Site Investigation Plan 

2 of 3 
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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: Aman Food & Gas 

Contact: Balbir Kaur 

Address: 5048 Country Court 

City: Davenport 

State: lA -----------------------------
Zip Code: 61265 

--------------------------Phone: 563~275~8189 

Signature: \5~ L B \ R I< A lJ R 
Date: 

Consultant 

Company: CWM Company 

Contact: Carol L. Rowe 

Address: 701 South Grand Avenue West 

City: Springfield 

State: IL -----------------------------
Zip Code: -=-6=-27~0~4'--------------

Phone: 217~5~~ 
Signature. t_ ()/._ 
Date: ~ · d-i)jt;!b_ 

/' 
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 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 44 and 57.17 of thREC EJVED 
Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5/44 and 57.17] . 

Licensed Professional Engineer or Geologist 

Name: Vince E. Smith 

Company: CWM Company 

Address: 701 South Grand Avenue West 

City: Springfield 

State: IL 
~-------------------------------

Zip Code: 62704 
~----------------------------

Phone: 217-522~8001 

Ill. Registration No.: 062-046118 -----------------------
License Expirat~ ~Z 
Signature: ~ E~t! 
Date: 7/i01 

I !::fL. 

Site Investigation Plan 

3 of 3 

L.P.E. or L.P.G. Seal JUL 2 9 2o.t6 

iEPAJBOL 
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STAGE 3 SITE INVESTIGATION 
PLAN AND BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 

Moline, Illinois 
LPC #1610455194 - Rock Island County 

Incident Number 2014-0247 

Presented to: 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section, Bureau of Land 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 

Springfield, Illinois 

Prepared by: 

CW3M COMPANY, INC. 

701 West South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, Illinois 

(217) 522-8001 

JULY 2016 

400 West Jackson, Suite C 
Marion, Illinois 
(618) 997-2238 
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CWM Company, Inc. 
Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Aman Food & Gas 
LPC #1610./5519-1/ncident Number 2014-02-17 
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CWM Company, Inc. 
Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Amm! Food & Gas 
LPC #1610./5519-1 Incident Number 2014-0247 

1. SITE HISTORY/EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

l.lGENERAL 

Mr. Jeet Singh, representing the owner of the underground storage tanks (USTs) at the 
Aman Food & Gas site in Moline, Illinois reported a release to the Illinois Emergency 
Management Agency (lEMA). Incident Number 2014-0247 was assigned to the 
notification on March 3, 2014. Mr. Singh and Ms. Balbir Kaur then requested CW3M 
Company, Inc. (CW3M) to proceed with the reporting and early action requirements in 
accordance with 35 Illinois Administrative Code (Ill. Adm. Code) § 734. This Stage 3 Site 
Investigation Plan (SIP) and Budget is being prepared in response to Incident Number 
2014-0247. 

The 20-Day Certification was submitted to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
(IEPA) on March 7, 2014 (CW3M, 2014). In order to allow for the installation of new 
tanks which were going to be installed following UST removal, an extension of the 45-Day 
Reporting period was requested on April 17, 2014 (CW3M, 2014a), and approved by the 
IEPA on April 28, 2014 (IEPA, 2014). The 45-Day Report was submitted on May 2, 2014 
(CW3M, 2014b) and approved on August 29, 2014 (IEPA, 2014a), with a 45-Day Report 
Addendum being submitted on June 2, 2014 (CW3M, 2014c). A Stage 2 SIP and Budget 
was submitted to the Agency on July 23, 2015 (CW3M, 2015) and was approved, with 
modifications, on November·s, 2015 (IEPA, 2015). 

This Stage 3 SIP and Budget has been prepared by CW3M in accordance with the 
requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734. The Site Investigation Plan certification form, 
which has been prescribed and provided by the IEPA, has been included herein as 
Appendix A. The Stage 2 actual costs and the Stage 3 proposed budget 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 Aman Food & Gas, is located at 1830 5th A venue, Moline, Rock Island 
County, Illinois 61265. The site is located in the SW 1.4 of the SE IA of the NE IA of 
Section 32, Township 18 North of the Centralia Baseline and Range 1 West of the Fourth 
Principal Meridian. 
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1.3 UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK INFORMATION 

A permit for the removal of three USTs and product piping was approved by the Office of 
the State Fire Marshal (OSFM) on March 11, 2014 (OSFM, 2014). CW3M personnel were 
at the site to initiate tank removal activities starting Wednesday April 30, 2014. Due to 
scheduling conflicts trying to arrange the removal of the tanks to coincide with the 
installation of new tanks, CW3M was unable to complete the Early Action Requirements set 
forth in 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 and Illinois Compiled Statutes (ILCS) 5/57-57.17 in the 
allotted 45-day time period. A request for an extension of time to complete these activities 
was sent to the IEPA April 17, 2014 (CW3M, 2014a) and approved by the IEPA on April 
28, 2014 (IEPA, 2014). 

CW3M personnel were at the site on April 30, 2014, to begin UST tank removal early 
action activities. OSFM Tank Specialist Jeffery Hindman and CW3M personnel were at the 
site to supervise the removal of the USTs on May 1, 2014. The tanks were ventilated and 
removed along with the product piping. As the OSFM Field Specialists have been 
instructed not to make the official determination of the release, the source of release was 
made in consult with the OSFM Field Specialist using the best professional judgment of 
field personnel of the tank, piping, and soil conditions. 

Tank 1: This fiberglass tank was found to be in fair condition. The tank had no visible 
holes or pitting. OSFM Tank Specialist Hindman in conjunction with CW3M personnel 
determined that overfills and piping were contributing factors to the cause of the petroleum 
release. 

Tank 2: This fiberglass tank was found to be in fair condition. The tank had no visible 
holes or pitting. OSFM Tank Specialist Hindman in conjunction with CW3M personnel 
determined that overfills and piping were contributing factors to the cause of the petroleum 
release. 

Tank 3: This fiberglass tank was found to be in fair condition. The tank had no visible 
holes or pitting. OSFM Tank Specialist Hindman in conjunction with CW3M personnel 
determined that overfills and piping were contributing factors to the cause of the petroleum 
release. 

2 
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Table 1-1. Underground Storage Tank Summary 

Tank Tank Tank Incident Release 
Number Volume Contents Number Information 

(gallons) 

1 5,000 Gasoline 2014-0247 Overfills, Piping 

2 3,000 Gasoline 2014-0247 Overfills, Piping 

3 4,000 Gasoline 2014-0247 Overfills, Piping 

4 4,000 Gasoline - -

5 6,000 Gasoline - -

1.4 EARLY ACTION SUMMARY 

Status 

Removed 
5/112014 
Removed 
5/112014 
Removed 
5/112014 
In Use: 
Installed 

5/13/2014 
In Use: 
Installed 

5/13/2014 

Following lEMA notification of the release, Mr. Jeet Singh and Ms. Balbir Kaur requested 
that CW3M proceed with reporting requirements and early action activities in accordance 
with 35 Ill Adm. Code 734. 

While on site on March 3, 2014, CW3M personnel inspected the USTs and accessible 
components and obtained a release confirmation/waste characterization samples. The 
samples had strong visual and olfactory indications of petroleum contamination. The 
sample results revealed elevated levels of the gasoline fuel indicator contaminants benzene, 
ethylbenzene, toluene, and total xylenes (BETX), which confirmed a release of gasoline 
had occurred at the site. This waste characterization sample is also required by the landfill 
in order to accept the contaminated tank pit fill material as special waste. The results have 
been tabulated in Appendix E. 

Approximately 771.04 tons (514.03 cubic yards) of contaminated backfill was removed 
from the former tank pit and properly disposed of at the Upper Rock Island Landfill facility 
in Rock Island, Illinois. Manifests for the contaminated soil disposal were included in the 
45-Day Report Addendum (CW3M, 2014c). Samples were collected for every 20 feet of 
the excavation walls in addition to every 20 feet of piping runs. Floor samples were 
obtained beneath each tank. Samples were collected and analyzed for BETX, and methyl 
tert-butyl ether (MTBE). The early action soil analytical results are tabulated in Appendix 

3 
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E. The analytical results confirmed that the most stringent Tier 1 Clean-up Objectives have 
been exceeded from the release for all BETX contaminants. 

1.5 SITE INVESTIGATION SUMMARY 

Soil analytical results from waste characterization/release confirmation, early action 
sampling, Stage 1 investigation sampling and Stage 2 investigation sampling indicate that 
the most stringent Tier 1 Clean-up Objectives have only been exceeded for the waste 
characterization samples and early action samples. At the conclusion of the Stage 2 site 
investigation, the soil contamination plume has been defined to an area encompassing the 
former tank field. A description of the Stage 1 and 2 site investigations is included in 
Section 3 .1. Analytical results are included in Appendix E. 

Groundwater analytical results indicate that the Class I Groundwater Clean-up Objectives 
have been exceeded on site at MW-3 and MW-6. At the conclusion of the Stage 2 site 
investigation, the groundwater contamination plume remains undefined to the north­
northwest of the site. Analytical results are included in Appendix E. 

2. SITE CHARACTERIZATION 

2.1 CURRENT AND PROJECTED POST-REMEDIATION USES 

The site lies near the river front of the city of Moline at the intersection of 5[h A venue and 
19m Street. The site is surrounded by light commercial properties and a large apartment 
complex. The Aman Food & Gas site is currently operating as a convenience store that 
sells fuel. 

2.2 PHYSICAL SETTING 

The physical setting, including environmental, geologic, hydrogeologic, hydrologic, 
geographic, and topographic conditions was described in the 45-Day Report (CW3M, 
2014b). Additionally, this information is supplemented by the boring logs from the Stage 1 
and Stage 2 Site Investigations, which are included in Appendix D of this report. 

4 
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3. SITE INVESTIGATION RESULTS 

3.1 DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES COMPLETED 

On October 1, 2014, CW3M personnel were on site to conduct the Stage 1 investigation. 
MW-1 through MW-5 were drilled, and MW-1 through MW-4 were sampled for soil 
contamination. Additionally, SB-1 through SB-3 were drilled and sampled for soil 
contamination. All soil samples were collected from each drilling location and analyzed for 
BETX and MTBE. Soil analytical results from the Stage 1 investigation indicate that the 
most stringent Tier 1 Clean-up Objectives (CUOs) for the site have not been exceeded at 
any of the soil boring locations sampled during the Stage 1 investigation. 

CW3M personnel returned to the site on December 11, 2014, to survey and groundwater 
sample the monitoring wells, MW-1 through MW-5. Groundwater samples were analyzed 
for BETX and MTBE. Groundwater analytical results from the Stage 1 investigation 
indicate that the Class I Groundwater CUOs have been exceeded on site at MW -3 for the 
indicator contaminant benzene. 

On April 19, 2016, CW3M personnel were on site to conduct Stage 2 investigation 
activities. One soil borings (SB-4) and two monitoring wells (MW-6 and MW-7), with soil 
samples being taken from MW-6, were advanced as part of the plume delineation activities. 
Soil samples were analyzed for BETX and MTBE indicator contaminants. Soil analytical 
results from the Stage 2 investigation indicate that the most stringent Tier 1 CUOs for the 
site have not been exceeded at any of the soil boring locations sampled during the Stage 2 
investigation. An additional soil sample was also taken near the location of previously 
deemed clean well, MW-1, for the Tiered Approach to Corrective Action Objectives 
(TACO) parameters; this sample was also sampled for BETX and MTBE soil 
contamination per the !EPA's request. A slug test was also performed on this date at MW-
1. The hydraulic conductivity calculations are included herein as Appendix G. 

CW3M personnel returned to the site on April 20, 2016 to sample and survey the newly 
installed monitoring wells. Groundwater samples were analyzed for BETX and MTBE 
indicator contaminants. Groundwater analytical results from the Stage 2 investigation 
indicate that the Class I Groundwater CUOs have been exceeded on site at MW-6 for 
various indicator contaminants. Tables summarizing the results of all soil and groundwater 
sampling to date, as well as the analytical reports from the Stage 2 investigation, are 
included herein as Appendix E. Soil boring logs and well completion reports (WCRs) are 
included in Appendix D. 

At the conclusion of the Stage 2 investigation, the soil contamination plume is confined to 
the property in the vicinity of the former tank field. The only remaining undefined 

5 
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contaminated groundwater is to the ner-th-Reflhwest of the site, as dictated by contaminated 
locations MW-3 and MW-6, therefore justifying the need for an off-site investigation. 

3.2 GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION 

Based on the groundwater survey conducted on April 20, 2016, the groundwater appears to 
flow to the west-ner-tbwest- across the site. Refer to Drawing 0006B in Appendix B for the 
most recent groundwater flow map. The groundwater flow direction will continue to be 
evaluated as additional monitoring wells are installed during investigation activities. 

3.3 POTABLE WATER SUPPLY SURVEY 

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 is has been conducted. The Illinois State Water Survey 
(ISWS), the Illinois State Geological Survey (ISGS) and the IEPA Division of Public Water 
Supplies were contacted via the Source Water Assessment Program (SWAP) online. 

The ISGS, ISWS, and IEPA Division of Public Water Supplies were accessed online on 
March 13, 2014 (EPA.STATE.IL.US, 2014). The response indicated that ten ISGS wells 
are located within 2,500 feet of the site. The response stated that there is a groundwater 
ordinance for the entire City of Moline (R10083101). 

Table 3-1. Water Supply Well Information 

Well ID Type Distance From Setback Zone 
USTs (feet) 
(feet) 

00672 ISGS 2,429 200 
00865 ISGS 1,056 200 
23575 ISGS 1,848 200 
23569 ISGS 2,059 200 
23570 ISGS 2,059 200 
23571 ISGS 2,059 200 
23572 ISGS 2,429 200 
23573 ISGS 2,429 200 
23574 ISGS 2,429 200 
00328 ISGS 475 200 

6 
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3.4 SITE SPECIFIC PHYSICAL PARAMETERS 

In accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.410, remediation objectives were determined in 
accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code§ 742. One of the clean soil boring locations (MW-1) 
was sampled for TACO parameters. The site specific physical parameters have been 
determined as follows: 

Hydraulic Conductivity (K), 4.91 X 10"6 ft/sec 
Soil bulk density (pb), 1.807 g/cm3 

Soil particle density (ps),2.637 g/cm3 

Moisture content (w),0.18 
Organic carbon content (foe), 0.45% 

In order to determine the hydraulic conductivity, a slug test was performed during Stage 2 
Site Investigation activities. The test was performed by lowering a "slug" constructed of 
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) into a previously deemed clean monitoring well, MW-1. When 
the slug is lowered into the well, the groundwater is displaced by the volume of the slug. 
As the water within the well equilibrates, water depth changes are recorded in relation to 
the time interval that has passed since the test was initiated. 

The hydraulic conductivity calculations are based on the total well depth, screen length and 
radius, initial water depth, and the water depth change over time. The depth-to-water 
changes over time were plotted on a semi-logarithmic graph and the curve was evaluated. 
The slope of the straight-line portion of the curve, along with the other slug test data, is 
used to calculate the hydraulic conductivity. 

Velocity is calculated using the hydraulic conductivity results determined at the site, as well 
as the hydraulic gradient. The hydraulic gradient is found by calculating the change in 
gradient between the most up-gradient well and the most down-gradient well, then dividing 
this answer by the distance in feet between the two wells. Formula R24, (Ucw = K • i) of 
35 Ill. Adm. Code§ 742 Appendix C, Table C. 

7 
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4. SITE INVESTIGATION PROPOSAL 

4.1 DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES PROPOSED 

Two monitoring wells, installed to a depth of fifteen feet, are currently being proposed off­
site, one on the property west of the site, and one on the property north of the site across 
5m Avenue, respectively, to further define the groundwater contamination plume. The 
proposed monitoring wells will be sampled for groundwater contamination only. 
Groundwater samples will be tested for BETX and MTBE contaminants. The locations of 
the proposed monitoring wells are shown on Drawing 0009 in Appendix B. The proposed 
locations of the drilling will be completed as accurately as possible; however, their 
locations may be adjusted to due to actual site and field conditions during the investigation. 

4.2 DRILLING METHOD 

Five-foot continuous samplers have been and will continue to be used to advance and 
characterize each boring. This method was selected to minimize the likelihood of gaps in 
the sample column. Augers were and will continue to be decontaminated with a pressure 
steam wash between borings to prevent cross-contamination. Soil boring logs have been 
and will continue to be prepared for all soil borings. 

4.3 MONITOR WELL INSTALLATION AND DEVELOPMENT PROTOCOL 

Two-inch diameter wells consist of a 10-foot PVC screen and PVC riser above the well 
screen. Annular space around the wells is filled with coarse-grained, 20/20, sand. Each 
well is completed at the surface with a flush-mount man way and a locking protective cover. 
The manways are slightly elevated and the concrete sloped away from each well to prevent 
surface water run-in. The elevations of the manways are surveyed to the nearest 0.01 foot. 
Monitoring wells will be set at the depth that groundwater is encountered during drilling 
with the center screen set at the depth of groundwater. 

Monitoring wells are 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 are developed by surging the bailer back 
and forth for several minutes and then withdrawing groundwater. The development 
process continues until clear water flows into each well. The purpose of the surging is to 
remove the undersize sediment from the well and filter pack. All wells are developed the 
day of installation. WCRs will be prepared for each well installed. 

8 
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4.4 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PROTOCOL 

All samples are collected utilizing proper sampling protocol. Samplers wear clean, 
disposable latex gloves, which are changed between each sample. The water level in each 
newly-installed well is 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 bailers to purge the well of its contents and collect a fresh 
sample of groundwater as it flows into the well. 

Groundwater samples are gently poured into 40 milliliter (mL) glass vials for BETX and 
MTBE analysis. The samples are placed in coolers with ice for delivery to the laboratory. 
Proper chain-of-custody procedures are followed. Each sample is labeled immediately 
upon collection and logged onto the chain-of-custody form. The chain-of-custody form is 
transported with the samples and then relinquished to the laboratory. The data collected is 
used to determine the groundwater flow directions and whether the applicable groundwater 
quality standards are exceeded. 

5. 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 the locations of proposed soil borings and monitoring wells are included in 
Appendix B. All maps are prepared in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.440. 

A map of the site and any surrounding areas that may be adversely affected by the release 
of petroleum from the UST systems will be provided at the conclusion of investigation 
activities in the Site Investigation Completion Report (SICR). At a minimum, the map will 
be to scale and will show the location of the leaking UST systems with any associated 
piping and all identified potential natural and/or man-made pathways which are on the site, 
in right-of-ways attached to the site, or that are in areas that may be adversely affected as a 
result of the release. 

9 
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6. CONCLUSIONS 

Aman Food & Gas, the owner of the USTs, in conjunction with CW3M, will prepare a 
SICR upon completion of all Stage 3 Site Investigation activities. A description of 
sampling activities, geologic information, soil boring logs, well completion reports, and 
analytical results will be included. The SICR will be prepared utilizing all applicable 
!EPA-prescribed, provided, or approved forms. 

10 
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MAP (APRIL 2016) 

\ ~· ·~· 
~ s 

TRUE NORTH 

0 

s 
ASSUMED NORTH 

DATE: 6/22/16 
REVISED DATE: 

SCALE 1"=30' 
DRAWING: 0006B 

Btm.DINO 

DRAWN BY: MJS 
REVISED BY: 

REVIEWED BY: CLR 
GW0416.DWG 
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~COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 

SPRINGFIELD, U... 62704 
(217) 522-8001 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ILLINOIS 

INCIDENT #2014-0247 
ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 

ASSUMED NORTH 

CONCRJrrll 

0 

MW-1 ~ 
CU!.AN • r 

• 1/tt.:0-1 

SOU. CONTAMJNATION 
VALVES MAP (0-5 FEEl) 

DATE: 1/9/2014 
REVISED DATE: 6/22/16 

SCALE 1 "=30' 
DRAWING: 0007A 

atiiLDIIIG 

DRAWN BY: MJS 
REVISED BY: 

REVIEWED BY: CLR 
SOILCONO-S.DWG 
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BtllLDING 

C~ COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 

SPRINGFIELD, ll... 62704 
(217) 522-8001 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ll..LINOIS 

INCIDENT #2014-0247 
ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 

hii-:Z 

•CI.KAH 

CONCR£l1: 

SOIL CONTAMINATION 
VALUES MAP (5-10 FEET) 

\ ~· ·<e?· 
~ s 

TRUE NORTH 

0\\ 
0 

s 
ASSUMED NORTH 

DATE: 119/2014 
REVISED DATE: 6/22/16 

SCALE 1 "=30' 
DRAWING: 0007B 

BlllUJING 

DRAWN BY: MJS 
REVISED BY: 

REVIEWED BY: CLR 
SOU.CONS-10.DWG 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

aUIUliNC 

~COMPANY, INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 

SPRINGFIELD, IL. 62704 
(217) 522-8001 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ILLINOIS 

INCIDENT #2014-0247 
ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 

GROUNDWATER 
CONTAMINATION 

VALUES MAP 

CONCRI:TI: 

\ ~· ·t· 
~ s 

TRUE NORTH 

o\j 
0 

s 
ASSUMED NORTH 

DATE: 1/9/2014 
REVISED DATE: 6/22/16 

SCALE 1 "=30' 
DRAWING: 0008 

BUIIJIINC 

DRAWN BY: MJS 
REVISED BY: 

REVIEWED BY: CLR 
GWCON.DWG 
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\ .. 

IIIIILDING 

C~COMPANY,INC. 
701 W. SOUTH GRAND 

SPRINGFIELD, IL. 62704 
(217) 522-8001 

e tMW ~,i. 

\ 
" ':j, 

\ 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 
MOLINE, ILLINOIS 

INCIDENT #2014-0247 
ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 

11:1.-... 
• MW-3 CONCRUI!: 

·-·7 u 

CONCRr:TII: 

\ ~· ·«?· 
~ s 

TRUE NORTH 

0~ 
0 

s 
ASSUMED NORTH 

IIUIUIING 

I\IW-1 ~ 
CL&AN • r 

PROPOSED 
MONITORING WELL 

LOCATION MAP 

DATE: 6/22/16 
REVISED DATE: 

SCALE 1 "=30' 
DRAWING: 0009 

DRAWNBY:MJS 
REVISED BY: 

REVIEWED BY: CLR 
PMWLOC.DWG 
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Parameter 
Benzene 
Ethyl benzene 
Toluene 
Total Xylenes 
MTBE 

Aman Food Gas 
Site Assessment Data 

Waste Characterization 

Location WC-1 
Date 3/3/2014 

Depth 
Class I CUO 

0.03 4.08 
13.0 83.3 
12.0 84.2 
5.6 466. 
5.6 ND 

WC-2 
3/3/2014 

I 0.12 
4.86 
3.44 
23.7 
ND 
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Location 1 
Date 5/5/2014 

Depth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

2 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Early Action 

3 
5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

4 5 6 
5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

Benzene 0.03 0.561 1.4 I 2.2 1.63 0.1~ 0.463 
_Ethylbenzene 13.0 6.36 28.2 6.42 20.4 0.237 ND 
Toluene ---1-2-.0---l---0-.3...,..3-=-8--1- 0.20_7 ___ 0-.~--1.~ ND - ND--+-

' =T~o-ta...,...I ..,...,X,-yl,-e-ne_s ____ ,. ___ 5_._6 ___ , __ 1-=-=9,.-.1:-----t- 115. t 8.27 93.5 _, 0.8_l9__ _6.1 84 
-="'M=T=s=E.;.L..=~=-----I------:o:-.3:-:2:----1------,-ND -f-----:N-=-=o=---- ' ND ND ND ND 

7 
5/5/2014 

0.151 
1.3 

1.96 
7.48 
ND 
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Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Early Action 

Location 8 9 10 11 12 13 
Date 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

Depth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

14 
5/5/2014 

Benzene __ 0.03__ 20.3 1 0.28 f 0.0467 I NDbFNO 1.22 _-+-__ 0
9 

.. 4
9

1
1 Ethylben_zene 13.0 ] 34.7 4.73 NO NO NO 10.3 

~~!~~~~~~-ne-.~----- - ~~6°--J- -~;~g ~~:;____ %~~82275 ~~-- ---~~ -
02¥2-6 - f0

_7 __ _ 

MTBE 0.32 NO --NO ~--NO ____ NO-- - NO NO 1 - NO --
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Parameter 
Benzene 
Ethylbenzene 
Toluene 
_!otal Xylenes 
MTBE 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Early Action 

Location 15 
Date 5/5/2014 

Depth 
Class I CUO 

16 17 
5/5/2014 5/5/2014 

0.03_ _ __ 0.346 -~0~~ ND _ 
13.0 =l 8.08 0.16~ ___ 1';1_0 __ 
12.0 3.05 0.417 NO .------- -
5.6 41.4 0.924 NO 
0.32- I NO N-0 -- ND--
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Location 
Date 

Depth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

Benzene 0.03 
Ethylbenzene 13.0 
Toluene 12.0 
Total Xylenes 5.6 
MTBE 0.32 

MW-1 
10/1/2014 

2.5 

ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Stage 1 Soil 

MW-1 MW-2 
10/1/2014 10/1/2014 

7.5 2.5 

ND ND 
ND NO 

I ~~--ND 
ND 
ND ND 

MW-2 MW-3 MW-3 MW-4 
10/1/2014 10/1/2014 10/1/2014 10/1/2014 

7.5 2.5 7.5 2.5 

ND ND ND ND 
NO NO ND ND --
ND ND NO ND ----ND--ND ND ND 
ND ND ND 1--ND-
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Location 
Date 

Depth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

Benzene 0.03 
Ethyl benzene 13.0 
Toluene - 12.0 
Total Xylenes 5.6 
MTBE 0.32 

MW-4 
10/1/2014 

7.5 

NO 
NO 
ND 
ND 
NO 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Stage 1 Soil 

SB-1 SB-1 
10/1/2014 10/1/2014 

2.5 7.5 

NO NO 
NO NO 
ND ND --
ND NO 
NO NO 

SB-2 SB-2 SB-3 SB-3 
10/1/2014 10/1/2014 10/1/2014 10/1/2014 

2.5 7.5 2.5 7.5 

NO NO 

~~ r- -~:~ NO NO 
NO ND 
NO NO 

I --------
NO NO NO NO 
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Location 
Date 

Parameter Class I CUO 
Benzene 0.005 
Ethylbenzene 0.7 
Toluene 1.0 
Total Xylenes 10.0 
MTBE -- 0.07 

Aman Food Gas 
Site Assessment Data 

Stage 1 GW 

MW-1 MW-2 
12/11/2014 12/11/2014 

ND ND 
ND ND 
--- ----

ND ND ----- --NO-ND 
ND ND 

MW-3 MW-4 MW-5 
12/11/2014 12/11/2014 12/11/2014 

0.084 ND ND -----
0.054 0.034 ND 
0.006 0.198 ND ----
0.051 0.11 ND 

ND ND ND 
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Location 
Date 

Depth 
Parameter Class I CUO 

Benzene 0.03 
Ethyl benzene 13.0 
Toluene 12.0 
Total Xylenes 5.6 
MTBE 0.32 

Aman Food Gas 
Soil Data 

Stage 2 Soil 

MW-6 
4/19/2016 

2.5 

ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

MW-6 SB-4 SB-4 
4/19/2016 4/19/2016 4/19/2016 

7.5 2.5 7.5 

ND ND 

I ~-~~ ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 

I 
ND 

ND ND ND 
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Parameter 
Benzene 
Ethyl benzene 
Toluene 
Total Xylenes 
MTBE 

Aman Food Gas 
Site Assessment Data 

Stage 2 GW 

Location MW-6 
Date 4/20/2016 

Class I CUO 
0.005 0.119 

--· 
0.7 2.55 
1.0 0.013 ----

10.0 6.0 ----- -----
0.07 ND 

MW-7 
4/20/2016 

ND 
ND 
ND 

- No __ N_D __ 
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Site Aman Food & Gas 
Sample ID TAC0-1 

Date 4/19/2016 

FOC 0.45% 
Gravel 0% 
Sand 9.50% 
Silt 83.30% 

Clay 3.10% 
Bulk Density 1.807 o/cm3 

Percent Moisture 18.00% 
Specific Gravity 2.637 g/cm3 
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( 

APPENDIXD 

BORING LOGS AND WELL COMPLETION 
REPORTS 

STAGE 3 SITE INVESTIGATION PLAN AND 
BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 

MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
:r INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: RC-1 

-
SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - t\loline BORING LOCATION: 48' W & 6' S from NW corner of station 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venue 

Moline. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill Rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 2/ 1911 3 1:00pm DRILLI:'IiG/SAL\Il'LE METHOD: cominuous samplinglhollo\\ stem auger 

DATE/Tii\IE FINISHED: 2/ 19/ 13 1:20pm BACKFILL: Grout/Cuttings 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor. Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer, etc.) 

0 Grass 

Black silty loam, topsoil 
-

1 

Dark brown silty clay CL 
-

? -_ 
-

3 90% 0 -
-

4 -
-

5 -
-

6 

Gray silty clay CL -

-
-

8 95% -
Odor & discoloration 

9 Gray clayey silt ML 960.3 Grab RC-1-8.5' Waste characterization parameters -
-

10 

End of boring - 10' -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 

Stratification lines are arrroximate. in-situ transition between soil tyre~ may he gradual. 

NOTES: 

Manway I Surface Elevation: .. Groundwater Depth While Drilling: N/A Auger Depth: 10' Driller: cw M 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: MAB 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 

DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 
Page I of I 

I r INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: WC· I 
1-
SITE N.-\i\IE: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 3' West & 6 ' North of Northeast Corn.:r of Building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venu.: 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Geoprobe 
DATE/Tii\IESTARTED: 3/3/14li:IOAM DRILLINGISA:\IPLE ii!ETHOD: cominuous samplinglhollo\\ st~m auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 3/3114 II :30 AM BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION· CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUI\IBER Moisture. Penetrometer, etc.) 

0 

concrete with gravel subbase OM odor and discoloration throughout -
I worsening with depth -

-
2 

backfill sand 90% 695 grab WC1-2.5' -
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 -

-

-
100% 12-J.S.O grab WC1-7.5 BETX, MTBE -

8 -
-

9 softens -
-

lO 

Endofboring 10' -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
IS 

Stratitication lin~s are approximate, in-l itu tran1 ition between soil types nn1y he gratlual. 

NOTES: Sample collected at 7.5' depth based on PID reading, odor and dicoloration 

( Mamvay I Surface Elevation: 

~ Groundwater Depth While Drilling: LO ' Auger Depth: 10' Driller: CW M 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: MDR 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
r INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUI\IBER: WC-2 

SITE NAI\IE: Aman Food & Gas- Moline BORING LOCATION: 15 'W and 33'N of NW Corner of Building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venue 

Moline. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Geoprobe 

DATE/TL\IE STARTED: 3-3-2014 II :30 DRILLII'\GIS .. \;\IPLE METHOD: CDntinuous samplingihDIInw ~!em auger 

DATE/TIME FI:'•IISHED: 3-3-2014 II :50 BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor. Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUl\IBER Moisture. Penetrometer. etc .) 

0 

concrete with gravel subbase OM odor and discoloration throughout -
I most visable at 5' -

-
2 

backfill sand 90% -
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 850 grab WC2-2.5' BETX, MTBE. Flash point, PH 

Grey Mottled Brown clayey silt , loam CL Paint Filter -
6 trace sand -

-

-
100% 422 .0 grab WC2-7.5 -

8 -
-

9 -
-

10 

End of boring 10' -
II -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 

Strat ification lines are approxinlolte , in-situ trans ition between soiltypt:s may be gradual. 

NOTES: Sample collected at 7 .5' depth based on PID reading, odor and dicoloration 

( Manway I Surface Elevation : 

T Groundwater Depth While Drilling: 10' Auger Depth: 10' Driller: cw M 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth : Geologist: MDR 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 

DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 
Page 1 of 1 

L .. ;r INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUi\IBER: MW-1 
SITE NA~IE: Aman Food & Gas- 1\loline BORING LOCATION: 35'S and 10' W of SE corner of building 

1830 5th Avenue 
Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill 

D:\TE/Tii\IE STARTED: 10-1-14 9:30AM DRILLII'\G/SAMPLE l\IETHOD: Hollow Stem Aug~r 
DATE/Tii\IE FINISHED: 10-1-14 10:15 AM BACKFILL: N/A- Well Set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAi\IPLE REi\1:\RKS: (Odor, Color. 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUi\IBER Moisture. Penetrometer. etc.) 

0 

Subbase No Ouor or Discoloration -
I 

Light Brown Silty Clay CL -
1 -

90% 10.0 Grab MW-1 BETX. MTBE -
3 1.5' -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 

Brown Silty Clay with Trace of Sand CL -
I -

100% 11.0 Grab MW-1 BETX, MTBE -
8 7 .5' -

-
9 -

-
10 -

Wet -
11 -

-
11 -

-
13 100% -

-
14 -

-
15 End of boring 15' 

Stratification lines are approximate. in->itu trJn>ition h<! t w~en >Oil types may be gradual 
NOTES: Sampled at 2.5' & 7.5' per regs 

( Mammy I Surface Elevation : 102.2' 

T Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page I of I 

- .:iT INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUi\IBER: MW-2 

SITE NAi\IE: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 36 ' E and 54' N of SE corner of building 

1830 5th A venue 

Moline. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill 

D.-\TE/Tii\IE STARTED: 10-1-14 10:15 AM DRILLI~G/SA;\IPLE l\IETHOO: Hollow Swm Auger 

DATE/TI:\IE FINISHED: 10-1-14 11 :00 AM BACKFILL: N/A- Well Set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAi\IPLE REi\IARKS: (Odor, Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUi\IBER Moisture . Penetrometer, elc .) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No Odor or Discoloration -
I 

Dark Brown Silty Clay CL -
'J -_ 

95 % 15.0 Grab MW-2 BETX, MTBE -
3 2 .5' -

-
4 

Brown Silty Clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-
i -

100% 10.0 Grab MW-2 BETX. MTBE -
8 7 .5 ' 

Brown Silty Clay with Traces of Sand CL -
9 -

-
10 -

Wet -
II -

-
12 -

-
13 90% -

-
14 -

-
15 End of Boring 15' 

Strat ifi cation line~ are arrro.ximate. in-si tu transition between soil tyres may he gradua l. 

NOTES : Sampled at 2.5' & 7 .5' per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: 101.18' 

T Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller : AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page I of I 
..,T INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-3 

SITE NA\IE: Aman Food & Gas - Molin~ BORING LOCATION: 40' Nand 5' W of NE corn~r of building 

1830 5th Av~nue 

Molin~. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mount~d Drill 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 10-1-14 11:00 AM DIULLI:\'G ISA:\IPLE i\IETHOD: Hollow Stem Auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10-1-14 11:45 AM BACKFILL: N/A- Well Set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS RecoveQ· (ppm) Type NUI\IBER Moistur~. P~netromet~r. etc.) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No Odor or Discoloration -
I 

Dark Brown Silty Clay CL -
2 -

90 % 25.0 Grab MW-3 BETX. MTBE -
3 2.5' -

-
4 

Brown Silty Clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-
I -

100% 42.0 Grab MW-3 BETX, MTBE -
8 7.5' -

-
9 -

-
10 -

Wet -
II -

-
12 -

-
13 100% -

-
14 -

-
15 End of Boring 15' 

Stratitication lines arc approximate. in-situ transition hetween soil types may he gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled at 2.5' & 7.5' per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: 100.0' .... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw l\1 COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
r INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-4 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 10' Wand 45' N of SW corner of building 

1830 5th A venue 
Moline. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Trucl.. Mounted Drill 

DATE/Tii\IE STARTED: 10-1-14 11:45 AM DRILLING/SAl\IPLE METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10-1-14 12:30 PM BACKFILL: N/A - Well Set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAi\IPLE RE:\IARKS: (Odor, Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NU i\IBER Moisture. Penetrometer, etc.) 

0 Grass 

Top Soil No Odor or Discoloration -
I 

Dark Brown Silty Clay CL -
2 -

95% 11.0 Grab MW-4 BETX. MTBE -
3 2.5' -

-
4 

Brown Silty Clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-

-
100% I6.0 Grab MW-4 BETX, MTBE 

-
8 7.5 -

-
9 -

-
10 -

Wet -
II -

-
12 -

-
I3 -

-
I4 -

-
I5 Endofboring 15' 

Str~tilicat inn li nes are app roximate. in-situ trnn~ ition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled at 2.5' & 7.5' per regs 

( l\lammy I Surface Elevation: I01.79' .. Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10' Auger Depth: I5' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDR/MJS 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page I of I 
JT INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: MW-5 

SITE NA:\IE: Aman Food & Gas- Moline: BORING LOCATION: 3' W & 6' N of NE cornt:r of building 

1830 5th A vt:nut: 

Moline:, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill 

DATE/Tii\IE STARTED: 10-1-14 12:30 PM DRILLING/SA:\IPLE METHOD: Hnlhm St~m Auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 10-1-14 1:15PM BACKFILL: N/A- Well Set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAi\IPLE REMARKS: (Odor. Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUi\IBER Moisture:. Penetrometer. etc .) 

0 Concrete 

Gravel Subbase OM Odor and Discoloration -
I -

-
2 

Backfill Sand 90% 700 - --
3 -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 -

-

-
100% 1200.0 - --

8 -
-

9 -
-

10 -
Wet -

II -
-

12 -
-

13 -
-

14 -
-

15 End of Boring 15' 

Stratification line~ are appro.ximate, irHitu trJns it ion between ~oil types may be gradual 

NOTES : Well Installation; Field Screened Only 

Manway I Surface Elevation: 101.75' .... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: 10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth : Installer: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
;r INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: SB-1 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas · Molint: BORii'iG LOCATION: 45' Nand 8' E cornt:r of SE building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venue 

Moline. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill Rig 
DATE/Tii\IE STARTED: 1011114 1:15 P:'vl DRILLI:-.iG/SA:\II'LE i\IETHOD: continuous sampling/hollow st~m aug~r 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 1011114 1:30PM BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAi\IPLE REi\IARKS: (Odor. Color. 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer. etc.) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No odor or discoloration 
-

I 

Light brown silty clay CL -
2 -

90 % 5.0 Grab SB-1 BETX. MTBE -
3 2.5' -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 -

-

-
90% 20.0 Grab SB-1 BETX, MTBE -

8 7.5' -
I -

9 -
-

10 Wet 

End of Boring 10' -
ll -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 

Stratilication lin~s are approximate, in-situ tran~ i tion between ~oi l type' may be gra!.lu ,tl. 

NOTES: Sampled at 2.5 and 7.5 per regs 

Manway I Surface Elevation: ... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10 Auger Depth : 10' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: MDR,MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
( 

_,T INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: SB-2 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 37' E and 7' N of NE corner of building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th Avenue 

Moline.IL61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill Rig 

DATE/Tt:\IE STARTED: 10/ 1/ 14 1:30PM DRJLLI:-oG/SA:\II'LE i\IETHOD: Push 

DATE/Tt:\IE FINISHED: 10/1/1 4 1:45PM BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor. Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture. Penetrometer, etc_) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No odor or discoloration -
I 

Dark brown silty clay CL -
? -_ 

95 % 12 .0 Grab SB-2 BETX, MTBE -
3 2.5' -

-
4 

Brown silty clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-
-

100% 8.0 Grab SB-2 BETX, MTBE -
8 7.5' -

-
9 -

-
10 wet 

End of Boring 10' -
II -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
I..J. -

-
15 

Strat itication lines are approximate. in-situ transi tion hetwecn soil types may he gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled 2 .5 and 7.5 per regs 

( Manway I Surface Elevation: 

T Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -10 Auger Depth: 10' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
, r INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUi\IBER: SB-3 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 25' Nand 17' E of NE corner building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5[11 Avenue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Moumed Drill Rig 

DATE/Tii\IE STARTED: 1011114 1:45PM DRJLLI!';G/SA~II'LE METHOD: push 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 1011114 2:00PM BACKFILL: grou[ 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAi\IPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color, 

(FEET> DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUi\IBER Mois[ure, Pene[rome[er. e[c.) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No Odor I Discoloration -
I 

Brown silty clay CL -
2 -

90% 23.0 Grab SB-3 BETX , MTBE -
3 2.5' -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 -

-
-

100% 54.0 Grab SB-3 BETX. MTBE -
8 7.5 -

-
9 -

-
10 Wet 

End of Boring 10' -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
14 -

-
15 

Srrarilicatinn lines are apprnximJte. in-situ transition hetwcen sniltypcs may he gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled 2.5 and 7.5 per regs 

l\lanwav I Surface Elevation: 

T Groundwater Depth While Drilling : -10 Auger Depth : 10' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: MDR,MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
( .. T INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: SB-4 

~ITE NAi\ IE: Aman Food & Gas - 1\lolint! BORING LOCATIO:'~~: 30 ' Nand 15 ' E of NW corn.:r building 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venut! 

Molin.:. IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mountt:d Drill Rig 

D.-\TE/Tii\IE STARTED: 411 9/ 16 12: 15 PM DRILLI:-.iG/SA:\IPLE 1\IETHOD: push 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 411 9/ 16 12:30 PM BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REi\IARKS: (Odor. Color, 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUi\IBER Moisture, Pen~:trom~:ter. etc .) 

0 Top soil OL -
No Odor I Discoloration -

I 

Dark brown silty clay CL -
2 -

95 % 0.0 Grab SB-4 BETX, MTBE -
3 2 .5' -

-
4 

Brown silty clay CL -
5 -

-
6 -

-

-
IOO% 0.0 Grab SB-4 BETX, MTBE -

8 7 .5 -
-

9 -
Wet -

10 

End of Boring IO' -
II -

-
12 -

-
I3 -

-
I..J. -

-
15 

Str~titicat ion lines are apprnxim~le . in -~ ilu 1ransi 1inn between soil types m.ty he gradual 

NOTES : Sampled 2 .5 and 7.5 per regs 

\ Manway I Surface Elevation : .. Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -9-10 Auger Depth : 10' Driller : AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling : Rotary Depth: Geologist: MDR,MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

I Page 1 of 1 
,T INCIDENT# 2014-0247 BOREHOLE NUl\IBER: MW-6 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas - Moline BORING LOCATION: 37' N & 2' E of NW corner of building 

1830 5th A venue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill 

DATE/TI:\IE STARTED: 4-19-16 10:30 AM DRILLii'IG/SA;\II'LE i\IETHOD: Hollo'' St~m Auger 

DATE/TIME FINISHED: 4-19-16 11:15 AM BACKFILL: N/A- Well Set 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color. 

(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture, Penetrometer. etc .) 

0 Com: rete 

Subbase GP Slight Odor/Discoloration 
-

I 

Dark Brown Silty Clay CL -
2 -

90% 14 Grab MW-6 BETX, MTBE -
3 2.5' -

-
4 -

-
5 

Brown Silty Clay CL -
6 -

-

-
100% 95.0 Grab MW-6 BETX. MTBE -

8 7.5' -
-

9 -
Wet 

-
10 -

-
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 100% -

-
14 -

-
15 End of Boring 15' 

Stratification lines ar~ approximate, in-situ transition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled at 2.5' & 7.5' per regs 

Man way I Surface Elevation: 100.4 7' ... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: 9-10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDR/ MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 

DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
. f INCIDENT# 2014-01-17 BOREHOLE NUi\IBER: MW-7 

SITE N:\i\IE: Aman Food & Gas- Molin<! BORil'iG LOCATION: 40' N & 30 ' E of NE cornt!r of build ing 

1830 5th A venue 
Moline:. IL 61165 RIG TYPE: Truck Mounted Drill 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 4-19-16 11 : 15 AM DRILLING/SAMPLE METHOD: Hollow St~m Auger 
DATE/Tii\IE FINISHED: 4- 19- 16 12 :00 PM BACKFILL: N/A- Wdl Sc:t 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor, Color. 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS Recovery (ppm) Type NUMBER Moisture. Penc:tromc:tc:r. etc .) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase GP No Odor or Discoloration 
-

I 

Dark Brown Silty Clay CL -
2 -

90% 0 Grab MW-7 -
3 2 .5' -

-
4 -

-
5 

Brown Silty Clay CL -
6 -

-

-
95% 0.0 Grab MW-7 -

8 7 .5' -
-

9 -
Wet -

10 -
-

11 -
-

12 -
-

13 100% -
-

14 -
-

15 End of Boring 15 ' 

Strat ilication lines are appro~imate . in-situ transition hctween soil types may be grauual. 

NOTES: Samples Field Screened Only 

t Manway I Surface Elevation: 100.60' 

T Groundwater Depth While Drilling: 9-10' Auger Depth: 15' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Installer: MDR/MJS 
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~ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency cw M COMPANY, INC. 
DRILLING BOREHOLE LOG 

Page 1 of 1 
.T INCIDENT# 2014·0247 BOREHOLE NUMBER: TACO-I 

SITE NAME: Aman Food & Gas- Moline BORING LOCATION: 2' S of MW-1 

SITE ADDRESS: 1830 5th A venue 

Moline, IL 61265 RIG TYPE: Truck Moumed Drill Rig 

DATE/TIME STARTED: 4/1 9/ 16 12 :00 PM DRILLI:-IG/SA:\IPLE i\IETHOD: push 

DATE/TI\IE FINISHED: 411911 6 12 :15 PM BACKFILL: grout 

DEPTH SOIL AND ROCK uses Sample PID Sample SAMPLE REMARKS: (Odor. Color, 
(FEET) DESCRIPTION CLASS RccO\'t!r)' (ppm) Type NUi\IBER Moisture. Penetrometer. et~ . ) 

0 Concrete 

Subbase No Odor I Discoloration -
I 

Light brown silty clay CL -
2 -

90 % 0.0 Grab TACO-I -
3 2.5' -

-
4 -

-
5 -

-
6 

Brown silty clay with trace of sand CL -

-
100% 0.0 Grab TACO-I BETX, MTBE. -

8 7.5 TACO Parameters -
-

9 -
Wet -

10 

End of Boring 10' -
11 -

-
12 -

-
13 -

-
1-t -

-
15 

Stratification lines are approximate, in-situ transition between soil types may be gradual. 

NOTES: Sampled for TACO as well as BETX, MTBE per !EPA Request 

l Mamvav I Surface Elevation: ... Groundwater Depth While Drilling: -9'10 Auger Depth: 10' Driller: AEDC 

v Groundwater Depth After Drilling: Rotary Depth: Geologist: MDR,MJS 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

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-1 
Date Drilled 10/ l/2014 
Date Completed __ l_O_Il_/2_0_1_4 ___ _ 

Geologist MDRIMJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protective 

I02.20 ft. Casing 
I 01.95 ft. Top of riser pipe 

102.20 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

IOI.70 ft. Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

l 0 l. 70 ft. Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

98.70 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
10-slot 
N/A 
10' ft. while drillin!! 
91.68 ft. static 
NIA 
Approximately l gallon 
Approximately l gallon 

97.70 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

I 0.0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

87.70 ft. Screen 

Bottom of 

87.20 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency LUST Well Completion Report 

Incident No. 2014-0247 Well No. MW-2 
Site Name Aman Food & Gas Date Drilled 10/l /2014 
Drilling Contractor AEDC Date Completed 10/l/2014 
Driller AEDC Geologist MDRIMJS 
Drilling Method Hollow Stem Au~er Drilling Fluids N/A 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal Concrete I 
Type of Annular Sealant Bentonite ...-
Type of Bentonite High-Yield 

I 1-

Type of Sand Pack Coarse 20-20 Top of Protective 

10.1.18 ft. Casing 
100.93 ft. Top of riser pipe 

101.18 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

100.68 ft. Sealant 

\Veil Construction Materials N/A Casing Stickup 

Stainless PVC Other 

Steel Specify Specify 

Type Type Type 

Riser Coupling Joint 

Riser Pipe Above 
Sched.-40 

w.t. 100.68 ft. Top of Seal 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. 

Screen Sched.-40 3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

Coupling Joint 
Sched.-40 

Screen to Riser 97.68 ft. Top of Sand 

Protective Casing Steel 

96.68 ft. Top of Screen 

1-
Measurements 1-

1-

1-

Riser Pipe Length 4.25 ft. 1-

Screen Length 10.0 ft. 
1-
1-

Screen Slot Size l 0-slot 1-

Protective Casing Length N/A 
1-
1-

Depth to Water 10' ft. while drilling 1- Total Screen 
1-

Depth to Water 96.07 ft. static 1- 10.0 ft. Interval 

Free Product Thickness N/A 1-

Gallons removed (develop) Approximately l gallon 
1-
1-

Gallons removed (purge) Approximately l gallon 1-

Other 1-
1-
1-

1- Bottom of 
1-

Completed by: MJS 1- 86.68 ft. Screen 
I= Bottom of 

86.18 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

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-3 
Date Drilled 10/1/2014 
Date Completed __ 1_0....;/1"-/2-'0-'1...;.4 ___ _ 
Geologist MDR!MJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protective 

100.00 ft. Casing 
99.75 ft. Top of riser pipe 

100.00 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

99.50 ft. Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

99.50 ft. Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

96.50 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
10-slot 
N/A 
10' ft. while drilling 
90.87 ft. static 
N/A 
Approximately 1 gallon 
Approximately I gallon 

95.50 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

10.0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

85.50 ft. Screen 

Bottom of 

85.00 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

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 Coupl ing 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-4 
Date Drilled 10/1/2014 
Date Completed _ ___;;1...;;.0....;/1....;/2:...;:0....;1...;;.4 ___ _ 
Geologist MDR!MJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protective 

l 01.79 ft. Casing 
l 01.54 ft. Top of riser pipe 

l 01.79 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

l 01.29 ft. Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

l 0 1.29 ft . Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

98.29 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
I 0-slot 
N/A 
10' ft. while drilling 
88.36 ft. static 
N/A 
Approximately 1 gallon 
Approximately I gallon 

97.29 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

10.0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

87.29 ft. Screen 

Bottom of 

86.79 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

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-5 
Date Drilled 10/l/2014 
Date Completed __ 1_01_1_/2_0_1_4 ___ _ 
Geologist MDRIMJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protective 

101.75 ft. Casing 
101.50 ft. Top of riser pipe 

101.75 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

I 01.25 ft. Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

I 0 I .25 ft. Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

98.25 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: MJS 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft. 
10-slot 
N/A 
10' ft. while drilling 
93.03 ft. static 
N/A 
Approximately l gallon 
Approximately l gallon 

97.25 ft. Top of Screen 

Total Screen 

10.0 ft. Interval 

Bottom of 

87.25 ft. Screen 

Bottom of 

86.75 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency LUST Well Completion Report 

Incident No. 2014-0247 Well No. MW-6 
Site Name Aman Food & Gas Date Drilled 4/19/2016 
Drilling Contractor AEDC Date Completed 4/19/2016 
Driller AEDC Geologist MDRIMJS 
Drilling Method Hollow Stem Auger Drilling Fluids N/A 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal Concrete I I 
Type of Annular Sealant Bentonite 

I -
Type of Bentonite High-Yield -

Type of Sand Pack Coarse 20-20 Top of Protective 

100.4 7 ft. Casing 
100.22 ft. Top of riser pipe 

100.47 ft. Ground surface 

I 

Top of Annular 

99.97 ft. Sealant 

Well Construction Materials I N/A Casing Stickup 

I 
I 

Stainless PVC Other 

Steel Specify Specify 

Type Type Type -
Riser Coupling Joint 

I Riser Pipe Above 
Sched.-40 

w.t. I 99.97 ft. Top of Seal 

Riser Pipe Below w.t. 

Screen Sched.-40 3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

Coupling Joint 
Sched.-40 

Screen to Riser 96.97 ft. Top of Sand 
C1. 

Protective Casing Steel 

95.97 ft. Top of Screen 

-
Measurements -

-
-

Riser Pipe Length 4.25 ft. ~ 

Screen Length 10.0 ft. 
,_ 
-

Screen Slot Size 1 0-slot -
-Protective Casing Length N/A -

Depth to Water 9-10' ft. while drilling - Total Screen 
~ 

Depth to Water 93.77 ft. static r- 10.0 ft. Interval 

Free Product Thickness NIA f-

Gallons removed (develop) r--
r--

Gallons removed (purge) 
f-

Other r--
r--
f-
f- Bottom of 
f-

Completed by: MJS r-- 85 .97 ft. Screen 
I= Bottom of 

85.47 ft. Borehole 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Incident No. 
Site Name 

2014-0247 
Aman Food & Gas 

Drilling Contractor 
Driller 

AEDC 
AEDC 

Drilling Method Hollow Stem Auger 

Annular Space Details 

Type of Surface Seal 
Type of Annular Sealant 
Type of Bentonite 
Type of Sand Pack 

\Veil Construction Materials 

Stainless 

Steel 

Type 

Riser Coupling Joint 

Riser Pipe Above 

W.l. 

Riser Pipe Below w.l. 

Screen 

Coupling Joint 

Screen to Riser 

Protective Casing 

Measurements 

Riser Pipe Length 

Screen Length 

Screen Slot Size 

Protective Casing Length 

Concrete 
Bentonite 
High-Yield 
Coarse 20-20 

PVC 

Specify 

Type 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

Sched.-40 

4.25 ft. 
10.0 ft . 
1 0-slot 
N/A 

LUST Well Completion Report 

Well No. MW-7 
Date Drilled 4/ 19/2016 
Date Completed __ 4_11_9_12_0_1_6 ___ _ 
Geologist MDRIMJS 
Drilling Fluids N/A 

Top of Protective 

100.60 ft. Casing 
100.35 ft. Top of riser pipe 

100.60 ft. Ground surface 

Top of Annular 

100.10 ft. Sealant 

N/A Casing Stickup 

Other 

Specify 

Type 

100.10 ft . Top of Seal 

3.00 ft. Total Seal interval 

97.10 ft . TopofSand 

Steel 
96.10 ft. Top of Screen 

Depth to Water 9-10' ft. while drilling Total Screen 

10.0 ft. Interval Depth to Water 

Free Product Thickness 

Gallons removed (develop) 

Gallons removed (purge) 

Other 

Completed by: MJS 

94.55 
N/A 

ft. static 

Bottom of 

86. 1 0 ft . Screen 

Bottom of 

85.60 ft. Borehole 
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APPENDIXE 

ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

STAGE 3 SITE INVESTIGATION PLAN AND 
BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 

MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 

INVOICE 
FEIN # 36-2695636 

Remit To: Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 

1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150 

Geneva, lL 60134 

Phone: 708-5-!-!-3260 Fax: 708-5-!-!-8587 

Carol Rowe 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 

CWNI Company, Inc 

701 West South Grand 

Springfield, lL 62704 

Work Order- 160.UU5 Date Received. ~/:!6/::!.0 t 6 

Item Description 

BTEX + 1\.tTBE Solid 

BTEX + 1\.tTBE Water 

DRY BULK DENSITY 

ORGANIC 1\.tA TIER & ORGANIC CAR 

PARTICLE-SIZE ANALYSIS OF SOILS 

SOfL PARTICLE DENSITY 

Miscdlaneous Charge Summary 

Ttl! II/ 

Shipping & Handling 

5035 Samp_lin...:g;...K_i_t ___ _ 

:'\latrix 

Soil 

Groundwater 

Soil 

Soil 

Soil 

Soil 

Remarks 

July 201~- June ::!.015 

July 2014- June ::!.015 

July 201~- June 2015 

July 2014 - June 2015 

July 2014 - June 2015 

July 2014 -June ::!.0 15 

Uuit 
S60.74 

S12.15 

Q(l' 

1 

5 

Comments: Terms per signed agreement REVISED INVOICE 5/11/16 

Illinois Department of Public Heallh Accredited #17585 

Total 
S60.74 

S60.75 

Qty 

2 

1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150 Geneva, Illinois 60134 

Tel. (708) 544-3260 • Toll Free (800) 783-LABS 

Fax (708) 544-8587 

www.suburbanlabs.com 

Invoice#: 13396~ 

Invoice Date: 5/5/2016 

Tenns: NET90 

Invoice Due: 8/3/2016 

Priority: Rush 

PO: 

R~port To: Carol Rowe 

Fax: (217) 522-8009 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Cnit Price %Disc. i"•ict Price Total 
$103 26 

$98 41 

$26 7::!. 

$~6.16 

$176 15 

$75 00 

Sub Total 

i\l1sc Charg~s 

Surcharge 

INVOICE Total: 
Pre-Paid Amount: 

$516 30 

$196 82 

$::!.6 72 

$~6 16 

$176 15 

$75 00 

$1,037 15 

$121 49 

0.00% 

Sl,l58.6~ 

$0.00 

Total Payable Amount: Sl,158.64 

nE,..........,._r" •. ·r-D L,. '!,_; : :. .. :_;" a::: t n NAY 1 1 2Dif. J 
BY: (jL-

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency Accredited #100225 
I 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. 
1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150 Geneva, Illinois 60134 

Tel. (708) 544-3260 ·Toll Free (800) 783-LABS 

Fax (708) 544-8587 

www.suburbanlabs .com 

May 05,2016 

Carol Rowe 
CWM Company, Inc 
701 West South Grand 
Springfield, IL 62704 

~:\ r::: __ _..., ·· · · .... ~ 1';" ... -~-
: -~ .. .. ~'" - - , ~ l 

' . 
rl.~f - 6 2010 I ' 

1 TEL: (217) 522-8001 

FAX: (217) 522-8009 
~ - 0/-~ S'l; ________ _ 

RE: Aman Food and Gas 

Dear Carol Rowe: 

Suburban Laboratories, fnc. received 7 sample(s) on 4/26/2016 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 repot1, and any accompanying documentation including, 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, fnc. 

If you have any questions regarding these test results, please call me at (708) 544-3260. 

Sincerely, 

Shane Clarke 
Business Development Manager 
708-544-3260 ext 217 
shane-'a Suburban Labs.com 

Illinois Department of Public Health Accredited #17585 

Rpt Ver: shane 5/5/2016 2:43 PM 

Illinois EPA #100225 Wisconsin FID#:399089350 
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Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

Client: CWM Company. Inc 

Project: Am:m Food and Gas 

\VorkOrder: 160-4H25 

Temperature of samples upon receipt at SLI: 1 C 

General Comments: 

Case Narrative 

Date: i\.lay 05, 20 16 

PO#: 

QC Level: 

Chain of Custody#: 13270-t 

-All results reported in wet \\eight unless otherwise indicated. (dry= Dry Weight) 
- Sample results relate only to the anal}tes 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. 
-All water analyses that are required to be performed in the field (e.g., pH, residual chlorine, sulfite, temperature, 
etc.) but are analyzed in the lab are identified as "in lab" and are considered past holding time. Following industry 
practices these results do not contain an "H" flag but are qualified as being analyzed in the lab. 

Abbreviations: 
- Reporting Limit: The concentration at which an analyte can be routinely detected on a day to day basis, and \vhich 
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; ho\vever, the associated numerical value is the approximate concentration of the analyte in the sample. 
- ATC: Automatic Temperature Correction. - TNTC: Too Numerous To Count 
-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: ... "\ -~ ~ .. ~:: .. '1. ., - ":"'"'>·, 

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 \Vater and Wastewater 
- USP: Lat.est version of United States Pharmacopeia 

Workorder Specific Comments: 

Rpt Ver: shane 5/5/2016 2:43 PM 

.. -. - -- . I 

t·u .. Y - f, ? n 1:: 
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I 

CrL ·-J 
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Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. Laboratory Results 
1950 S. Bata,ia A \0 . Sutt< 150. Geneva. IL 6013~ (70S) 54~·3260 

Client ID: C\VM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: i\1\V-6 2.5 

Lab ID: 1604H25-00I 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control ComQounds 

SS : 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS : Oibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: i\1\\'-6 7.5 

Lab ID: 16041-125-002 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control ComQounds 

SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Oibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Date: May 05 , 10 I 6 

Workorder: 160-H-125 

i\latrix: SOIL 

Date Received: 04/26/2016 9 :30AM Collection Date: 04/1 9/ 2016 10:35 AM 

Report Dilution 

Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method EPA-82608-Rev 2, Oec-96 Analyst mkl 

NO 0.0140 mg/Kg-dry 43.B3 04/27/2016 3:1B AM 

NO 0.0559 mg/Kg-dry 43.B3 04/27/2016 3 1B AM 

NO 0.112 mg/Kg-dry 43 .83 04/27/2016 3.18 AM 

NO 0.0559 mg/Kg-dry 43.B3 04/27/2016 3.18 AM 

NO 0.0559 mg/Kg-dry 43.B3 04/27/2016 3:18AM 

NO 0.112 mg/Kg-dry 43.B3 04/27/2016 3:18AM 

NO 0.0559 mg/Kg-dry 43.B3 04/27/2016 3:1B AM 

9B.7 85 .9-111 %Rec 43.83 04/27/2016 3:18AM 

8B.9 87.5-113 %Rec 43.B3 04/27/2016 3:18AM 

99.4 83.3-121 %Rec 43.B3 04/27/2016 3:18AM 

Method ASTM-0221 6-Rev 2005 Analyst cjg 

22 1.0 wt% 05/02/2016 5.00 PM 

Matrix: SOIL 

Date Received: 04/26/2016 9 :30AM Collection Date: 04/19/2016 10:45 Al\.-1 

Report Dilution 

Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method EPA-82608-Rev 2, Oec-96 Analyst. mkl 

NO 0.0136 mg/Kg-dry 42.43 04/27/2016 3 45 AM 

NO 0.0542 mg/Kg-dry 42.43 04/27/2016 3.45 AM 

NO 0.108 mg/Kg-dry 42.43 04/27/2016 3.45 AM 

NO 0.0542 mg/Kg-dry 42.43 04/27/2016 3:45AM 

NO 0.0542 mg/Kg-dry 42.43 04/27/2016 3.45 AM 

NO 0.108 mg/Kg-dry 42.43 04/27/2016 3:45AM 

NO 0.0542 mg/Kg-dry 42.43 04/27/2016 3:45 AM 

97 .5 85.9-111 %Rec 42.43 04/27/2016 3:45AM 

B9.7 87.5-113 %Rec 42.43 04/27/2016 3:45AM 

99 .7 83.3-121 %Rec 42.43 04/27/2016 3:45AM 

Method ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 Analyst· cjg 

22 1.0 wt% 05/02/2016 5 DO PM 

Batch ID 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R7135B 

R71358 

R71358 

R7135B 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71544 

Batch ID 

R71358 

R71358 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R71358 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R71358 

R71358 

R71544 

Rpt Ver: shane 5/5/2016 2:43 PM 
, hAY ~ 1016 u 

L•/. __ _ __ ·----
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Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. Laboratory Results 
1950 5 Ba1a1ia -\1e .. Suit< 150, Gone1a. IL 60134 (708) 544-32o0 

Client ID: CWM Company, Inc 

Project Name: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: SB-.t 2.5 

Lab ID: 160-tl-!25-003 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control ComQounds 

SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Oibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Client Sample ID: SB-.t 7 .5 

Lab ID: I 60.tH25-00.t 

P:1rameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Elhylbenzene 

m.p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control ComQounds 

SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Oibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 

Report Date: May 05 , 20 I 6 

Workonler: 160.tH25 

i\latrix: SOIL 
Date Received: O.t/26/20 16 9:30 A;\ I Collection Date: O.t/19/20 16 12:20 PM 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method EPA-62608-Rev 2, Dec-96 Analyst: mkl 

NO 0.0141 mg/Kg-dry 43 .87 04/27/2016 4:12AM 

NO 0.0566 mg/Kg-dry 43.87 04/27/2016 4:12AM 

NO 0.113 mg/Kg-dry 43.87 04/27/2016 4:12AM 

NO 0.0566 mg/Kg-dry 43.87 04/27/2016 4:12AM 

NO 0.0566 mg/Kg-dry 43.87 04/27/2016 4.12 AM 

NO 0.113 mg/Kg-dry 43.87 04/27/2016 4:12AM 

NO 0.0566 mg/Kg-dry 43.87 04/27/2016 4.12 AM 

98.3 85.9-111 %Rec 43.87 04/27/2016 4.12 AM 

88 .0 87.5-113 %Rec 43 .87 04/27/2016 4:12AM 

99.5 B3.3-121 %Rec 43.B7 04/27/2016 4:12AM 

Method ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 Analyst: CJQ 

22 1.0 wt% 05/02/2016 5:00PM 

i\latrix: SOIL 
Date Received: O.t/26/20 I 6 9:30AM Collection Date: 04/ 19/2016 12 :25 P~l 

Report Dilution 
Result Limit Qual. Units Factor Date Analyzed 

Method: EPA-62608-Rev 2, Dec-96 Analyst : mkl 

NO 0.0164 mg/Kg-dry 51 .29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

NO 0.0656 mg/Kg-dry 51.29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

NO 0.131 mg/Kg-dry 51 .29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

NO 0.0656 mg/Kg-dry 51.29 04127/2016 4:39AM 

NO 0.0656 mg/Kg-dry 51 .29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

NO 0.131 mg/Kg-dry 51.29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

NO 0.0656 mg/Kg-dry 51 .29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

98.4 85.9-111 %Rec 51.29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

B7.3 B7.5-113 %Rec 51 .29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

99 .6 B3.3-121 %Rec 51 .29 04/27/2016 4:39AM 

Method: ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 Analyst· cjg 

22 1.0 wt% 05/02/2016 5.00 PM 

, - ..... I · ~ 

Rpt Ver: shane 5/5/2016 2:43 PM 
n~Y ·-A zn1r 

(fl 

Batch ID 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R71358 

R71358 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R71544 

Batch lD 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R71358 

R71358 

R7135B 

R71358 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R7135B 

R71544 

4 of 9 
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Suburban Laboratories, Inc. Laboratory Results 
1950 S B,ttJ d a \'<. Su11c 150, Gene' a. IL 6013~ (708) 5~~-3~ 60 

Client 10: C\\'M Company, Inc 

Project Name: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: TACO 

Report Date: May 05,2016 

Workorder: 160~H25 

i\latrix: SOIL 

Lab 10: 160-IH25-005 Date Received: 0-1/26/2016 9:30 A i\-1 Collection Date: 0-1/1 9/20 16 12:10 PM 

Parameter 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS 

Benzene 

Ethyl benzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 

SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Dibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

DRY BULK DENSITY 

Soil Bulk Density (Pb) 

Result 

NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 

98.0 

87 .0 

99.2 

1.807 

ORGANIC MATTER & ORGANIC CARBON CONTENT 

FOM-Organic Matter(@ 440 C) . 0.00770 

FOG-Organic Carbon (0.58 Factor) 0.00450 

PARTICLE-SIZE ANALYSIS OF SOILS 

Hydrometer Complete 

Particle Density Complete 

Sieve Analysis Complete 

SOIL PARTICLE DENSITY 

Soil Particle Density (Ps) 2.637 

PERCENT MOISTURE 

Percent Moisture 18 

Rpt Ver: shane 5/5/2016 2:43PM 

Report 

Limit Qual. Units 

Method EPA-82609-Rev 2, Oec-96 

0.0127 mgiKg-dry 

0.0508 mgiKg-dry 

0.102 mgiKg-dry 

0.0508 mgiKg-dry 

0.0508 mgiKg-dry 

0.102 mgiKg-dry 

0.0508 mgiKg-dry 

85.9-111 %Rec 

87.5-113 %Rec 

83.3-121 %Rec 

Method. ASTM-02937-Rev 2004 

0 c gicm' 

Method ASTM-0297 4-Rev 2000 

0.00100 gig 

0.00100 gig 

Method. ASTM-0422-Rev 1963 

0 c 

0 c 

0 c 

Method. ASTM-0854-Rev 2000 

0 c gicm' 

Method. ASTM-02216-Rev 2005 

1.0 wt% 

Dilution 

Factor 

41.61 

41 .61 

41 .61 

41.61 

41 .61 

41 .61 

41.61 

41.61 

41 .61 

41.61 

Date Analyzed 

Analyst mkl 

04i27i2016 5.06 AM 

04i27i2016 5:06AM 

04i27i2016 5.06 AM 

04i27i2016 5:06AM 

04i27i2016 5:06AM 

04i27i2016 5:06AM 

04i27i2016 5:06AM 

04i27i2016 5:06AM 

04i27i2016 5:06AM 

04i27i2016 5:06AM 

Analyst: cjg 

04i26i2016 3:37PM 

Analyst cjg 

04i26i2016 4:22PM 

04i26/2016 4:22PM 

Analyst: CJ9 

05/05/2016 1:09PM 

05/05/2016 1:09PM 

05i05i2016 1:09PM 

Analyst: cjg 

04/27i2016 12:33 PM 

Analyst: cjg 

04/26/2016 4:22PM 

- ~ 

' 

t-1/<.Y - R 2016 

~ · - C..}l./ uf: ____ _ 

Batch lD 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71358 

R71303 

R71310 

R71310 

R71654 

R71654 

R71654 

R71339 

R71310 
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Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
19;0 S Bata\la ·\\o. Sull< 150. Gono\a. IL 60 1H (70S) 544 · 3~ b0 

Client ID: CWM Comp::m:, Inc 

Project Name: Aman Food and Gas 

Client Sample ID: i\IW-6 

Lab ID: !60-IH25-006 Date Received: 0-1/26/2016 9:30 Al\1 

Report 
Parameter Result Limit Qual. 

Laboratory Results 

Report Date: Ma:r 05, 2016 

Workonler: 160-IH25 

i\latrix: GROUNDWATER 

Collection Date: 0-1/20/2016 I :00 Pl\1 

Dilution 
Units Factor Date Analyzed Batch ID 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS Method: EPA-SWB2608-Rev 2, Dec-96 Analyst: mkl 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m,p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

Internal Quality Control Compounds 

SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Oibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

Client Sample ID: i\IW-7 

Lab ID: I 60-IH25-007 

Parameter 

0.119 

2.55 

5.30 

NO 

0.700 

6.00 

0.0125 

120 

96.4 

BB.7 

0.00100 

0.0200 

0.0400 

0.00100 

0.0200 

0.0400 

0.00100 

67.9-119 s 
62.3-122 

6B 2-119 

Date Received: 0-1126/2016 9:30 Al\1 

Report 
Result Limit Qual. 

mg/L 0412B/2016 5:37PM 

mg/L 20 05/02/2016 12:35 PM 

mg/L 20 05/02/2016 12:35 PM 

mg/L 04/2BI2016 5 '37 PM 

mgll 20 05/02/2016 12:35 PM 

mg/L 20 05/02/2016 12:35 PM 

mgll 04/2B/2016 5:37PM 

%Rec 0412B/2016 5:37PM 

%Rec 0412B/2016 5:37PM 

%Rec 04/2B/2016 5:37PM 

i\latrix: GROUNDWATER 

Collection Date: 0-1/20/2016 I: 15 Pl\1 

Dilution 
Units Factor Date Analyzed 

R71444 

R71555 

R71555 

R71444 

R71555 

R71555 

R71444 

R71444 

R71444 

R71444 

Batch ID 

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS Method EPA-SWB2608-Rev 2, Dec-96 Analyst: mkl 

Benzene 

Ethylbenzene 

m.p-Xylene 

Methyl tert-butyl ether 

a-Xylene 

Total Xylenes 

Toluene 

lnlernal Quality Control Compounds 

SS: 4-Bromofluorobenzene 

SS: Oibromofluoromethane 

SS: Toluene-dB 

Rpt Ver: shane 5/5/2016 2:43 PM 

NO 0.00100 

NO 0.00100 

NO 0.00200 

NO 0.00100 

ND 0.00100 

NO 0.00200 

ND 0.00100 

11B 67.9-119 

97.1 62.3-122 

96.5 6B.2-119 

mg/L 

mg/L 

mg/L 

mg/L 

mg/L 

mg/L 

mg/L 

%Rec 

%Rec 

%Rec 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

04/29/2016 2:1B PM 

R71510 

R71510 

R71510 

R71510 

R71510 

R71510 

R71510 

R71510 

R71510 

R71510 

~L~Y - R 2G1f, 

l., ' 
[1l/ 
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Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
19'0 S B.ua" a .-\'<.Sullo 150. G<no,a.IL60134 (708) 544-3200 

Client: C\\'M Company, Inc 

Project: Aman Food and Gas 

Sample ID Collection Date Batch ID Pt-cp ;\[cthod 

1604H25-001A 4/19/2016 10:35:00 A 35834 5035PR 

1604H25-002A 4/19/2016 10:45:00 A 35834 5035PR 

1604H25-003A 4/19/2016 12.20:00 p 35834 5035PR 

1604H25-004A 4/19/2016 12 25•00 p 35834 5035PR 

1604H25-005A 4/19/20161210 00 p 35834 5035PR 

Rpt Ver: shane 5/5/2016 2:43 PM 

PREP DATES REPORT 

Report Date: May 05,2016 

Lab Order: 160-'H25 

Prep Test i\ame TCLP Date 

CLOSED SYSTEM P& T VOC 
Prep 

CLOSED SYSTEM P& T VOC 
Prep 

CLOSED SYSTEM P& T VOC 
Prep 

CLOSED SYSTEM P& T VOC 
Prep 

CLOSED SYSTEM P& T VOC 
Prep 

Prep Date 

4/26/2016 

4/26/2016 

4/26/2016 

4/26/2016 

4/26/2016 

..,. · - - 't. 
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Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

Suburban Laboratories, Inc. 
1950 S B.lla\la A\'o .. Suit< 150. Gono,·a. IL 6013~ (70S) 5~~-3260 

Qualifiers: 

*/x Value exceeds Maximum Contaminant Level 

B 

c 
c 

E 

G 

Analyte detected in the associated Method Blank 

Value is below Minimum Concentration Limit 

Analyte not in SU scope of accredidation 

Estimated, detected above quantitation range 

Refer to case narrative page for specific comments 

H Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded 

J Analyte detected below quantitation limit (QL) 

N Tentatively identified compounds 

NO Not Detected at the Reporting Lim it 

P Present 

Q Accredidation is not available from Wisconsin 

R RPD outside accepted recovery limits 

S Spike Recovery outside accepted recovery limits 

T Analyte detected in sample trip blank 

Rpt Ver: shane 5/5/2016 2:43 PM 

Qualifier Definitions 
WO#: 160-Ul25 

Oat.:: 5/5/2016 

., .. - ...... . ---, 
I I 

!__; 
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,JD: SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, Inc. CHAIN OF CUSTODY RECORD # -
132704 1950 S. Batavia Ave., Ste 150, Geneva, IL 60134 Tel. 708.544.3260 Fax: 708.544.8587 Toll Free: 800.783.UIBS www.suburbanlabs.com 

ComO'lny NL~ "3 f-1. 
C..c"''.oan " TV\r TURNAROUND TIME REQUESTED 

ANALYSIS & METHOD REQUESTED Page t of j 
Company Ad:rss 

VJt><i ·-~ 'r,,. .. f'cuAJ. A..vP 0 Normal 0 RUSH" • Additional Rush 
Enter an "X' in box below for request 

PO No. 
0 1 ..Scu~ Chal'llcs Approved. 

City 

.S. w~. 1"\ .-\ .C; ei.J 7~ ~?~eJi "D:~te & Time Needed: I I Stupptng Molhod 

i Phone '-..J Fax 0 Fax NortT\31 TAT is specified on lhe price quot:Uion or fee schodule. Reporting Level (:n 
1 2 3 4 Zt1 -S<..7.. -Boa\ Z(f. ~sz. 2 -&::,cq Roport Ruoh 'NOri< rrust be pro-;>pprovcod ond :>dCI!JoN>I c:h:IIJIOS opply. 

I 
odd1!1onol ch:>rgo) 

Emooi 7~=--. ~ 0 . C.w ~ /" oLI-IJt:MJ £> • ( J v1 
Flnol Report Specrty Regulatory Program: D None/Info Only ' 
will beemolled (Required) 2- 1 LAB USE qNLY 

Pr~octl~"::.,.. ~N.d i;_~.s I ~LUST 0 SRP 0 SDWA 1--: !'I S~l ORDER No. 
(o b'-! m5' j j l ~~ 

PIOject ("' (R•port 112_ 0 503 Sludge 0 NPDES 0 MWRDGC I i~~ 1- s..tnp~o c:ont:llnors ! D 
Cnul ~I"'LH' 

~ I I)I!J:J supplied by cuo1Dmor7 I Yos 

somple co1t~~ Nfr / J1\." 0 Disposal 0 Othe,.. "P!o,... speedy In """""""t T omporaturo of 

'I S&Ction below. g \U d .j .~l ~ ~ RCtCII:tYcrd S3mplos 
oc 

~ 'fl ~es rece~ved tho 1 0 Yes SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION COLLECTION GRAB/ CONTAINERS f i 
a •_...,_. v 

samo d:.y as col&ectfon? i 
'"'Uso Ono Uno Por Prosotvo:atfon & Cont:tlnor Typo• DATE TIME MATRIX COMP. Qty SIZE& TYPE PRESERVATTVE P-i Ll-- ,~1 t:! .n R Condition Split LAB# 

1 H \>1- L 2...5"( '-It Itt d G 103 '5' .s G- M 'iD""' 4ot... IW)'l, 
r.cl:.ttL- XI 'I I I I 'A!3 

2 tv' VJ ---eo 1 ..-J to"s- ,.. ~ I I 
I 

I I -~ I I 

3 5 B-LJ ?.5"' I I llz. -..o LA · .· .... .. ·-1··-······ i I I 
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SUBURBAN LABORATORIES. Inc. 

1950 S Bat:!\ ia A\ e Ste. 150 Gene\·a. Illinois 60134 

Tel. (708) 544-3260 ·Toll Free (800) 783-LABS ·Fax (708) 5-f.f-8587 

\\'\\\\ .suburbanlabs.com 

SLI Work Order: 160 .. m25 Analysis Date: 5/2/2016 
SLI Sample ID: 160..tH25-005C 

Standard Test Method for Particle-Size Analysis of Soil 

Percent Retained 

Sieve (U.S.) Sieve Opening (mm) 
160~H25-005C 

1-112" 38.1 0.00% 

I" 25.4 0.00% 

0.75" 19.1 0.0% 

No.4 .us 0.0% 

No. 10 2.00 1.5% 

No. 20 0.85 0.7% 

No. 40 0.420 0.7% 

No. 60 0.250 1.8% 

No. 140 0.106 2.9% 

No. 200 0.075 2.0% 

Percent Present 

Particle(s) 
Particle Size 

(mm) 160-tH25-005C 

Gravel >4.75 0.0% 

Sand, Course 4.74-2.0 1.5% 

Sand, Medium 1.99-0.420 1.3% 

Sand, Fine 0.419-0.075 6.7% 

Silt 0.074-0.005 83.3% 

Clay <0.005-0.00 I 3.1% 

Colloids <0.001 14.0% 
Q9ta•v s"Jned by Colby Cuta 

f .... :~-~~~ _;_;:2..1 . ON CN"' Colby Gura. C • US 

Anal yst: -- . . ~-:::/_... 1', Reason·Jamtheaulhaoflhlsdocu~N~nt 

. --------------~ -o·-··-'"'-'"-'"-"-'"~"-·~-·M~-------

Revie\\'ed: 
0oQ1!1~1''9~•o~ 
OebOr1nCot~t~•• 
C'l CN •0'!!:., ,1'1 - ... ......... .... ... 
Rn1on IN~•••-wed 
thlsdocumenl 
Ca~e 2018 05 O!i 
IJ21JI.Q5QO' 

Date: 5/5/2016 

Date: 

t'IAY - R 2016 
C-rv 

i 
I 
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SUBURBAN LA BORA TORIES. Inc. 
!950 S Batavia A\·e Ste. !50 GeneYa, Illinois 60!34 

Tel. (703) 544-3260 ·Toll Free (800) 783-LABS ·Fa:-.. (708) 544-8587 
\\'\\W.suburbanlabs.com 

Textural triangle by A. Gerakis and B. Baer, 26 July 2000. 
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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 850,000.00 for the violation and an 
additional civil penalty of not to exceed S 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 Physical Soil Analysis 

n .. E~r-:~ r,::::~J ~ . '""'- ' .... ....... .. -_ . . 
~; .I, 

~ ? ~lAY - 9 2 0 16 :: 
'· ' 1'¥7 ; 01

0..1{: ~ .:: 

lEMA Incident# (6- or 8-digit): lD\ Ll -D7....L( 1 
Site Name: A Mal'l\ 1="~~ ~ Cr:.? 

I EPA LPc# (10-digit): 1 6 to~ s-s-tct y 
Si~Addffiss(NotaP.O. Bo~: ~~~~3~~~~~~~~~~A~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
City: 't-A,0\( ~ County: _______ Zl P Code: -=":...:..I_Z.--=c;:....::s-:___ __ _ 

Leaking UST Technical File 

B. Sample Collector 

I certify that: 

1. Samples were collected using ASTM procedures. 

2. Chain-of-custody procedures were followed in the field. 

3. Sample int:=grity was maintained by proper preservation. 

4. All samples were properly labeled. 

C. Laboratory Representative 

I certify that: 

1. Proper chain-of-custody procedures 'v'lere 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. The test methods specified in the ASTM Standard D 422-63 or or D 1140-54 were used for 
particle size analysis. 

L 532 2437 
_PC 542 Rev. March 2006 

Laboratory Certification for Physical Soil Analysis 

Pagelof2 

(Initial) 

~ 
(I nitia~ 

~ 
(Initial) 

~ 
(Initial) 
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(~ 

X') 
L 

(Initial) 
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6. The test methods specified in ASTM Standards 0 2216-90 or 0 4643-87 were used for soil 
moisture content. 

7. The test methods specified in ASTM Standards 0 2487-90 or 0 2488-90 were used for soil 
classification. 

8. The test methods specified in ASTM Standards 0 5084-90 or D 4525-90 were used for hydraulic 
conductivity. 

D. Signatures 

~ 
(Initial) 

~ 
(Initial) 

~ 
(Initial) 

1 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 · J·t\.t\- R.)v0 

Title :..:_:: .-:Ett~ ~~e~r _________ _ 
Company CWl\11 Company, Inc. 

Address 701 W. South Grand Ave. 

City Sprinfield 

State .:..:ll=-----------------
Zip Code .:..62=-7:....:0:....:4:...._ ___________ _ 

Phone (217)522-8001 

Signature ~~ 

Date ~) lo /i b 

City .. - < n~ ""~· 
State ..:t:t.-

Zip Code WM' Y' 

Phone 7e-w-s-f/~·-J.-7db 

Signature _d~:.....-_· r-C22=-.:::~· --=--------
Date S /.> Zc.. 

nEC
~ .. ~r~~ ... .. -·- ;.) ~=~ ! 

J · ' 

·~ ~ MAV -· 9 'Z L'i 1,. l 1 I . ' . · C' I J l nO- · 1 

sr: UL-- _.,. 

Laboratory Certification for Physical Soil Analysis 

Page 2 of 2 
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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. 

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program 
Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

A. Site Identification 

lEMA Incident# (6- or 8-digit): 2.6 I '-l - d Z.4}­

Site Name: A t'-t!.l..V\. Y:ocd ::8 C-.-... s 
!EPA LPC# (10-digit) : 

n~ r:~,\ l'Cn i . J:_ ,._,. · ~· ' ·,, ~~ 

:. ' ~' l ·''i - q "01~ l , j 'i I • { r I 

j j f'I!J . J 
rn:_u~ 

i L\a~ o51Q(f 

Site Address (Nota P.O. Bo~: ~~~~~3~~~~~~}-~~~~V-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
City: r\.c.LA..L County : ~~~~~~- ZIP Code: -'t)=-..!..j_,-z_"""'=i>-~~­
Leaking UST Technical File 

B. Sample Collector 

I certify that: 

1. Appropriate sampling 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 
LPG 509 Rev. March 2006 

Laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

Page 1 of 2 
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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 lAC 
186.180 (for samples collected on or after January 1, 2003). 

D. Signatures 

k 
(I~ 

(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 Matthew Rives 

Title Engineer 

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 _j_i/d:.~~-<~~;;:::;:;:;;;~2~-------
Date 'f-Z() -(t,_ 

Title 
I 

Com any Suburban laboratories, Inc. 

Address 1950 S. Batavia Ave., Suite 150 

City Geneva 

State IL 
~------------------------

Zip Code .::..60=-1:....:3:....:4 ____________ _ 

Phone 708-544-3260 

~;t~ature ~f/:z;f 

laboratory Certification for Chemical Analysis 

Page 2 of2 
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APPENDIXF 

SITE INVESTIGATION BUDGETS AND 
CERTIFICATIONS 

STAGE 3 SITE INVESTIGATION PLAN AND 
BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 

MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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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 #: 1610455194 County: Rock Island 

City: Moline Site Name: Aman Food & Gas 

Site Address: 1830 5th Avenue 

lEMA Incident No. : 2014-0247 

lEMA Notification Date: Mar 3, 2014 

Date this form was prepared: _Ju_n_2_2_:.,_2_0_16 _______ _ 

This form is being submitted as a (check one, if applicable): 

1:8J Budget Proposal 

0 Budget Amendment (Budget amendments must include only the costs over the previous budget.) 

0 Billing Package 

Please provide the name(s) and date(s) of report(s) documenting the costs requestRE C E IVE 0 
Name(s) : 

Date(s): 

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

35 Ill. Adm. Code 734: 

0 Early Action 

0 Free Product Removal after Early Action 

1:8J Site Investigation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Stage 1: 0 
0 Corrective Action Actual Costs 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 732: 

0 Early Action 

O Free Product Removal after Early Action 

0 Site Classification 

0 Low Priority Corrective Action 

0 High Priority Corrective Action 

35 Ill. Adm. Code 731: 

0 Site Investigation 

0 Corrective Action 

IL 532 -2825 
LPC 630 Rev. 1/2007 

Stage 2: 1:8J 
Actual 

JUL 2 9 2016 

IEPA/BOL 

Stage 3: 1:8J 
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: _B_a_lb_ir_K_a_u_r __________________________ _ 

Send in care of: CWM Company, Inc. 

Address: P.O. Box 571 

City: Carlinville State: IL .:...::.... _____ _ Zip: 62626 

The payee is the: Owner [8] Operator 0 (Check one or both.) 

W-9 must be submitted. 

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, subsidiary 
or joint stock company of the owner or operator: 

Fewer than 101: ~ 101 or more: 0 

Number of USTs at the site: 5 .:__ __ _ (Number of USTs includes USTs presently at the site and USTs that 

have been removed .) 

Number of incidents reported to lEMA for this site: 2 ---------------------
Incident Numbers assigned to the site due to releases from USTs: 2003-0936 2014-0247 

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 I Overfill/ 

Piping Leak 

Gasoline 5,000 Yes~ NoD 2014-0247 Overfill 

Gasoline 3,000 Yes~ NoD 2014-0247 Overfill 

Gasoline 4,000 Yes~ NoD 2014-0247 Overfill 

Gasoline 4,000 Yes D No~ 

Gasoline 6,000 Yes 0 No (8] 

Yes D NoD 

Yes D NoD 

Yes D NoD 

Yes 0 NoD 
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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 2014-0247 . 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 include but are not limited to: 

Costs associated with ineligible tanks. 
Costs associated with site restoration (e.g., pump islands, canopies). 

RECEIVED Costs associated with utility replacement (e.g., sewers, electrical, telephone, etc.). 
Costs incurred prior to lEMA notification. 
Costs associated with planned tank pulls. 
Legal fees or costs. JUL 2 9 2016 
Costs incurred prior to July 28, 1989. 
Costs associated with installation of new USTs or the repair of existing USTs. IEPNBOL 

Owner/Operator: Aman Food & Gas 

Authorized Representative: .=.B.=.al~b,;,;,ir,;,K.::a:..::u.;...r _________ _ Title: Owner 

Signature: Date: 

Subscribed and sworn to 

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 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 44 and 57.17 of the 

Environmental Protection Act [4151LCS 5/44 and 57.17]. , ~:~~<~:·~~:.i::...~~~~/ ~'-;: :.. 
L.P.E./L.P.G. Seal: -~' .,:}' .-:.y -;., _~ .. ) ' \ 

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

Subscribed and sworn to befor. 

:;' ;< ·~ 'i ,f. \ ~ 
=:' ~~ /, ~J.rrl){.~ ~~ ~ 

Date: ; ~V~-'ffl'i~ltid ! ~ 
.;. i ,:;J' i'.l <!'{ ./;;0 J ~ 

~~~~~~~D 0 I or, ... ;.-

The Illinois EPA is authorized to require this information under 415 ILCS 5/1. Disclosure 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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Budget Summary 

Choose the applicable regulation: (e' 734 (' 732 

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

Actual Proposed 

Drilling and Monitoring 
Well Costs Form $ $ $ 2,472.21 $ 2,497.10 $ 

Analytical Costs Form $ $ $ 1,282.15 $ 265.32 $ 

Remediation and 
Disposal Costs Form $ $ $ 619.58 $ 625.76 $ 

UST Removal and 
Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

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

Form 

Consulting Personnel 
$ $ $ Costs Form 18,697.77 $ 35,822.81 $ 

Consultant's Materials 
Costs Form $ $ $ 1,138.50 $ 1,281.00 $ 

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 $ $ $ 24,210.21 $ 40,491.99 $ 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

STAGE 2 ACTUAL COSTS 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth (feet) 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSA/PUSHI of Each Reason for Drilling 
Drilled Injection 

1 PUSH 

1 HSA 

1 HSA 

1 PUSH 

~Subpart H 
minimum payment 
amount applies. 

Boring 

10.00 

15.00 

15.00 

10.00 

Total Feet via HSA: 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet for Injection 
via PUSH: 

2. Monitoring I Recovery Wells 

Drilled 

10.00 Soil Plume Delineation 

15.00 Soil and Groundwater Plume Delineations 

15.00 Groundwater Plume Delineation 

10.00 Tier 2 Analysis TACO Sample 

Total Feet Rate per Foot($) Total Cost($) 

I 30.00 27 '1'1 -28-:56- 855.00 

J 20.00 2t.8l ~ 446.00 

18.59 

Total Drilling Costs: 1,858.71 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well Depth of Well Total Feet of Wells 
HSA I PUSH I 4" or 6" Wells 

Recovery I 8" Recovery 
(inches) (feet) to Be Installed ($) 

2 HSA 2.00 15.00 30.00 

Well Installation Total Feet Rate per Foot($) Total Cost ($) 

Total Feet via HSA: / 30.00 20.45 613.50 

Total Feet via PUSH: 15.49 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 30.98 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 50.80 

Total Well Costs: 613.50 

Total Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs: $2,472.21 

' 
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Analytical Costs Form 

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

Chemical Analysis 

10:5,2 /o 

BETX Soil with MTBE EPA 8260 5 X ""1-65:5S- = $526.65 

BETX Water with MTBE EPA 8260 2 X :t-QG:a=f- = $200.74 

COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand) X 988 l = 
Corrosivity X = 
Flash Point or lgnitability Analysis EPA 1010 X = 
Fraction Organic Carbon Content (f0 c) ASTM-D 2974-00 1 X ~ = $47.08 

Fat, Oil, & Grease (FOG) X 'flo .' b = 
LUST Pollutants Soil - analysis must include volatile, base/ X = 
neutral, polynuclear aromatics and metals list in Section 732. 
Appendix 8 and 734.Appendix B 

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Liquids) X = 
PCB I Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X = 
Polynuclear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X = 
Polynuclear 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 = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds) - Soil (Non-Aqueous) X = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds) -Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis zro.7Z 
Soil Bulk Density (Pb) ASTM D2937-94 1 X .zT:Z6- = $27.26 

Ex-situ Hydraulic Conductivity I Permeability X 1'1.~ = 
Moisture Content (w) ASTM D2216-92 I D4643-93 1 X 44-:£.7- = $14.87 

Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X 176..15" = 
Sieve I Particle Size Analysis ASTM D422-63 I D 1140-54 1 X "''f9:68· = $179.68 

Soil Classification ASTM D2488-90 I D2487 -90 X = 
Soil Particle Density (p5) ASTM D854-92 1 X 100.00 = $100.00 

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 preparation fee for Metals Total Soil {one fee per soil sample) X = 
Water preparation fee for Metals Water {one fee per water sample) 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 = 
Silver Water X = 
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 12.15 

EnCore® Sampler, purge-and-trap sampler, or equivalent 5 X -+2:59-- = $61.95 
sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 2 X ~e- = $123.92 

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

Total Analytical Costs: $ 1,282.15 --'-------
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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 
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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 ($) 

2 309.79 

Number of Drums of Liquid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

Total Drum Disposal Costs 

Total Remediation and Disposal Costs: 

Total Cost($) 

Total Cost($) 

6~9.58-

"07. "/Z... 

Total Cost($) 

619.58 

$619.58 
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Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

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

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I --&ee I -+r.T.91 I $619.55 

Stage 2-Field 
I '1 S'U./ 

jField Preparation , Scheduling. Arrangements/Coordination for Investigation Activities 

I Engineer I s~ 3 I I\ I 12.00 I 92.931 $1,115.16 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test 

!
Engineer Ill / ?G- I I I 

16.00 --1-r3;91-l $1,982.56 

Stage 2-Field 
I 

I\ \.£G:, 
Drilling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test I Field Prep I Mobilization I Drilling Plan 

I Engineer Ill / (II\~ I 10.00 I ifi*l $1 ,239.10 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 
I • \ 

I Senior Project Manager / PG- I 
10.00 I ~I $1,239.10 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 
I\\./(, 

!
Senior Project Manager I I I 

6.00 -1*.9·1-l $743.46 

Stage 2-Field 
I 

1'2.1.'19 
Evaluate Analytical Results, Borelogs, and Well Completion Reports I Sl Documentation 

I Engineer I I 8.00 I -gr.gs.l $743.44 

Stage 2-Field 
I 

~ l, \\ 
Record Borelogs, Record Well Completion Reports, and Tabulation of Analytical Results 

I Draftperson/CAD Ill I 5.00 I $309.80 

Stage 2-Field I Field Prep Maps I Drafting for Field Activities 

!
Senior Admin. Assistant I I 

2.00 ~I $111.52 

Stage 2-Field _l Arrangements for Investigation. Utilities/JULIE, and Scheduling 
5l{.bl 
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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 -4-2B:91 I $743.46 

Stage 2-Pian I Site Investigation Plan Development OversighUReview 
I Zl. 'i9 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 3.00 I -1'&1-:091 $483.27 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Certification 

\';7 Cl<-( 

I Engineer I I 26.00 I -92:93·1 $2,416.18 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Inputs 

~ 1.1\ 

I Draftperson/CAD Ill I / 5.00 I -&1: 96'1 $309.80 

Stage 2-Pian I Drafting/Editing of Maps 
~.1'-1 

I Engineer Ill l ..1 3.00 l +25:911 $371.73 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Development I Drill Plan 
1 2.1 . '-("( 

I Engineer Ill I -!HlG- I -~-I $743.46 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling Plan/ Field Prep/ Mobilization 
'1 l'2.\,Y9 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I "1'237911 $743.46 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Technical Compliance and Oversight 

\'Z.\, 1.{9 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 2.00 I -~I $322.18 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Certification 
1'31.9"\ 
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Employee Name l Personnel Title J Hours [ Rate*($) [ Total Cost 

Remediation Category l Task 

I Engineer I I 8.00 I ~951 $743.44 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Calculations and Inputs 
'\ t. \\ 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 2.00 I ~~I $111.52 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Compilation, Assembly, and Distribution 
:5'-l.bl 

I Senior Project Manager I 10.00 I -+2&.91·1 $1,239.10 

Stage 2-Pay I 12.1. ~q 
Stage 2 Reimbursement Coordination I Oversight and Technical Compliance 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 4.00 I ~I $644.36 

Stage 2-Pay I Stage 2 Reimbursement Certification 
15"1.'!'1 

I Senior Acct. Technician I 22.00 I ·68:141 $1,499.08 

Stage 2-Pay I Stage 2 Reimbursement Preparation 

(&,1,.8\ 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 
3 

I -55~76· 1 --4:6(}- $223.04 

Stage 2-Pay I Stage 2 Reimbursement Compilation, Assembly, and Distribution 
s~.'<>l 

*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $18,697.77 
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Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Am~~n~ ~~ed I Rate ($) I Unit I 
Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

PID Rental I 1.00 I ~4a~GGI /day I 
Stage 2-Field I Detect VOC Levels in Soil Samples \7.."\.00 

Measuring Wheel I 1.00 I -r+.ee-1 /day I 
Stage 2-Field I Mapping Sampling Locations '8.ou 

Disposable Gloves I 1.ool ~~~~ /boxl 

Stage 2-Field I Disposable Latex Gloves for Soil Sampling, Groundwater Sampling 

Total 
Cost 

$148.00 

$21.00 

$13.00 

Mileage r ,be;; y z :- 3 30 y 2. == bb o .. -->-~~ I ~~~.00 I .651 /mile I $442.00 

Stage 2-Field 12 Round Trip from Springfield Office to Site (Drilling/Sampling - Groundwater Sampling) 

Water Level Indicator I 
I z1.ou I I 

2.oo 1 ~&\ tday 1 $56.00 

Stage 2-Field I Measure Groundwater Levels During Drilling I Slug Test, Groundwater Sampling 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.00 I 7~~0°0 1 /day 1 $86.00 

Stage 2-Field I Survey monitoring well elevations for groundwater flow calculations 

Copies I 5oo.ool .151 /copy I $75.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Copies/Drafts/Forms of Stage 2 Plan IlEPA Correspondences 

Postage I 2.ool 6.00 I /each [ $12.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Report/Forms Distribution 

Copies I ISQ,OI)~l 
-2tl&.ee- .151 /copy I $30.00 

Stage 2-Budget I Copies of Stage 2 Budget/Draft 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase 

Remediation Category 

Postage 

Stage 2-Budget 

Copies 

Stage 2-Pay 

Postage 

Stage 2-Pay 

Copies 

Stage 2-Field 

Bailers 

Stage 2-Field 

Bailing Twine 

Stage 2-Field 

Slug Test 

Stage 2-Field 

I Description/Justification 

I 2.ool 6.00 I /each I 
I Stage 2 BudgeUForms Distribution 

I 800.00 I .151 /copy I 
I Copies of Stage 2 Reimbursement Request/Supporting Documentation 

I 2.oo[ 6.00 I /each I 
I Stage 2 Forms and Reimbursement Distribution 

I Field Preparation/Maps/Borelogs/Analytical Reports/Field Reports 

I I 
1:s.oa I I 

2.00 -t&.ee 1 /each I 

I Disposable Bailers for Monitoring Well Development and Sampling 

I 1.00 I 

I String for Bailers, Well Development, and Sampling 

I 1.ool 
I Materials Used to Perform Slug Test 

s.o•) 1 

-&GGI 

36.001 

Total of Consultant Materials Costs 

/roll I 

/day I 

Total 
Cost 

$12.00 

$120.00 

$12.00 

$37.50 

$32.00 

$6.00 

$36.00 

$1,138.50 

"'30 
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STAGE 3 PROPOSED COSTS 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth (feet) 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSAIPUSHI of Each 
Drilled 

Reason for Drilling 
Drilled Injection Boring 

2 HSA J 15.00 30.00 Groundwater Plume Delineation 

1Z1 Subpart H 
minimum payment 
amount applies. 

Total Feet via HSA: 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet 

30.00 

Total Feet for Injection 
via PUSH: 

2. Monitoring I Recovery Wells 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well 
Wells HSA I PUSH I 4" or 6" (inches) 

Recovery I 8" Recovery 

2 HSA 2.00 

Well Installation Total Feet 

Total Feet via HSA: ./ 30.00 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 

Rate per Foot($) Total Cost($) 

./ 28.79 863.70 

22.53 

18.77 

Total Drilling Costs: 1,877.30 

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

J 15.00 30.00 

Rate per Foot ($) Total Cost($) 

./ 20.66 619.80 

15.64 

31 .29 

51 .31 

Total Well Costs: 619.80 

Total Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs: $2,497.10 
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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 X = 
BETX Water with MT8E EPA 8260 2 X ,/ 101.37 = $202.74 

COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand) X = 
Corrosivity X = 
Flash Point or lgnitability Analysis EPA 1010 X = 
Fraction Organic Carbon Content (f0 c) 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 8 and 734.Appendix 8 

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Liquids) X = 
PCB I Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X = 
Polynuclear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X = 
Polynuclear 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 = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds) - Soil (Non-Aqueous) X = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds) -Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis 

Soil Bulk Density (Pb) ASTM D2937-94 X = 
Ex-situ Hydraulic Conductivity I Permeability X = 
Moisture Content (w) ASTM D2216-92/ D4643-93 X = 
Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X = 
Sieve I Particle Size Analysis ASTM 0422-63/ D 1140-54 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 per soil sample) X = 
Soil preparation fee for Metals Total Soil lone fee oer soil samole) X = 
Water preparation fee for Metals Water (one fee oer water sam ole) 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 = 
Silver Water X = 
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 X = 
sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 1 X J 62.58 = $62.58 

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

Total Analytic~ Costs: $ 265.32 -------
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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 
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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 ($) 

2 .I 312.88 

Number of Drums of Liquid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

Total Drum Disposal Costs 

Total Remediation and Disposal Costs: 

Total Cost($) 

Total Cost($) 

625.76 

Total Cost($) 

625.76 

$625.76 
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Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

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

Remediation Category I Task 

!
Senior Project Manager I j ..; l 

8.00 125.15 $1,001 .20 

Stage 3-Field I Field Preparation, Scheduling, Arrangements/Coordination for Investigation Activities with Off-Site 

I Engineer II I 
10.00 I v 106.381 $1,063.80 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site Drilling 

I Engineer Ill I 
12.00 I ./125.151 $1 ,501 .80 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site Drilling 

I Senior Project Manager I 
6.00 I ../ 125.151 $750.90 

Stage 3-Field I Site Investigation Oversight and Documentation 

!Senior Admin. Assistant I I 
4.00 J 56.321 $225.28 

Stage 3-Field I Arrangements for Investigation, Utilities/JULIE, and Scheduling 

'

Senior Project Manager I I 
6.00 ../125.151 $750.90 

Stage 3-Field I Evaluate Analytical Results , Borelogs, and Well Completion Reports 

I Engineer II _f 8.00 I J 106.381 $851.04 

Stage 3-Field I Record Borelogs, Record Well Completion Reports, and Tabulation of, Analytical Results 

I Engineer Ill I 10.00 I $1,251 .50 

Stage 3-Field I Groundwater Sampling/Surveying 

I Engineer II I 10.00 I ./ 106.381 $1 ,063.80 

Stage 3-Field I Groundwater Sampling/Surveying 
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Employee Name 1 Personnel Title I Hours I Rate*($) _l Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

l Senior Project Manager I 8_00 I J 125_15 1 $1,001.20 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site access requests, agreements, correspondence/Property Owner Negotiations 

I Engineer Ill I 16.00 I ..; 125.151 $2,002.40 

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

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 
12.00 I ../ 56.321 $675.84 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site access requests assembly. distribution 
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*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $35,822.81 
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Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

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

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

PID Rental I 1.00 I 148.00 I /day I 
Stage 3-Field I Detect VOC Levels in Samples 

Measuring Wheel I 1.00 I 21 .00 I 
Stage 3-Field I Mapping Sampling Locations 

Mileage (ib1~~ z.: 3'3-i......t~ I -eSM~ .651 /mile I 
Stage 3-Field 12 Round Trips from Springfield Office to Site (Drilling, GW Sampling) 

Disposable Gloves f 1.00 I 16.001 /box! 

Stage 3-Field I Disposable Latex Gloves for Groundwater Sampling 

Water Level Indicator I 2.001 28.001 /dayl 

Total 
Cost 

$148.00 

$21.00 

$442.00 

$16.00 

$56.00 

Stage 3-Field I Determining Depth to Groundwater While Drilling I Measure Static GW Elevations 

Copies I 600.001 .151 /copyl $90.00 

Stage 3-Pian I Copies/Drafts/Forms of Stage 3 Plan /I EPA Correspondences 

Postage I 2.001 6.ool /eachl $12.00 

Stage 3-Pian I Stage 3 Report/Forms/Draft Distribution 

Copies I 400.001 .151 /copy! $60.00 

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

~ 78 

~ 7.9 

dA 78 

--'.!1, ,jj~o 

~3\ ,.$0 
' 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

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

Remediation Category l Description/Justification 

Postage J 2.001 6.ool /each I $12.00 

Stage 3-Budget I Stage 3 BudgeUDraft/Forms Distribution 

Copies I 600.001 .151 /copy I $90.00 
~31, -,ol30 

Stage 3-Pay I Copies of Stage 3 Reimbursement Draft/RequesUSupporting Documentation 

Postage I 2.oo! 6.ool /each I $12.00 

Stage 3-Pay I Stage 3 Forms/Draft and Reimbursement Distribution 

Copies I 150.00 I .151 /copy I $22.50 ~ 3'1, ~30 

Stage 3-Field I Field Preparation/Maps/Borelogs/Analytical Reports/Field Reports 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.oo[ 86.001 /day! $86.00 
~ 7S 

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

Bailers 1 2.00 l 16.00 I /each I $32.00 
,.L79 

Stage 3-Field I Disposable Bailers for monitoring well development and sampling 

Bailing Twine I 1.00 I 6.oo[ /roll' $6.00 '*'78 

Stage 3-Field I String for Bailers 

Copies I 600.001 .15[ /each l $90.00 ~3'1, ~.!o 

SICR I Copies of SICR Draft/Forms and Attachments 

Postage I 2.00 I 6.oo[ /day l $12.00 

SICR I SICR Draft/Forms/Distribution 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Time or I I 
Amount Used Rate ($) 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

Unit I Total 
Cost 

Copies I 250.00 I .151 /each I $37.50 "' 3 '• -M 
30 

~--------------~----------~------~------~--~~----~ 

Stage 3-Field I Copies of Off-site Access Correspondence 

Postage I 6.00 I 6.ool /eachl $36.00 

Stage 3-Field I Off-site Access Correspondence/Agreement Distribution 

Total of Consultant Materials Costs $1,281.00 
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APPENDIXC 

ILLINOIS OFFICE OF THE STATE FIRE 
MARSHAL ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION 

STAGE 3 SITE INVESTIGATION PLAN AND 
BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 

MOLINE, ILLINOIS 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

-

January 8. 2015 

Jeet Singh 

Office of the Illinois 

State Fire Marshal 
"Partnering With the Fire Service to Protect Illinois'' 

CERTIFIED i\1.-\11.- RECEIPT Rr.Ql iESTED 11701-t 18:!0 0001 31-tS 5009 

c/o CW3M Company 
P.O. Box 571 
Carlinville. IL 62626 

In Re: 

Dear Applicant: 

Facilit; No. 3-008580 
lEMA Incident No. 1~-02~7 
Aman Food & Gas 
1830 5'h Avenue 
Moline. Rock Island Co .. IL 

The Reimbursement Eligibility and Deductible Application received on November 17. 2014 for the above 
referenced occunence has been revie\~ed. The following determinations have been made based upon this revie\\ . 

It has been determined that you are eligible to seeh. pa;ment of costs in excess ofS5,000. The costs must be in 
response to the occun·ence referenced above and associated with the following tanks: 

Eligible Tanks 

Tank I 5,000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 2 3.000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 3 4.000 gallon Gasoline 

You must contact the Illinois Environmental Protection AgenC) to receive a packet of Agency billing forms for 
submitting your request for payment. 

An owner or operator is eligible to access the llndt:rground Storage Tank fund if the eligibility requirements are 
satisfied: 

I. Neither the O\\ ner nor the operator is the United States Government, 

.., The tank does not contain fuel which is exempt from the Motor Fuel Tax La\\<, 

3. The costs were incurred as a result of a confirmed release of any of the following substances: 

"Fuel ... as defined in Section 1.19 of the Motor Fuel Tax Law 

A vi at ion fuel 

Heating oil 

Kerosene 

1035 Stevenson Drive • Springfield. IL 62703-4259 
Printed on Recycled Paper 
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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 La\\. 

4. The owner or operator registered the tank and paid all fees in accordance with the statutor;r and regulator; 
requirements of the Gasoline Storage Act. 

5. The O\\ller or operator notitied the Illinois Emergency Management Agency of a confirmed release, the 
costs \~ere incurred after the notification and the costs \\ere a result of a release of a substance listed in this 
Section. Costs of corrective action or indemnification incuJTed before providing that notification shall not 
be eligible for payment. 

6. The costs have not already been paid to the O\\ner or operator under a private insurance policy. other 
written agreement. or court order. 

7. The costs were associated with ··coJTective action ... 

This constitutes the final decision as it relates to ;our 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 \~ho seeks to appeal the decision shall file a petition 
for a hearing before the Board within 35 days of the date of mailing of the tina! decision. (35 Illinois Administrative 
Code I 05.504(b)). 

For information regarding the filing of an appeal, pkase contact: 

Clerk 
Illinois Pollution Control Board 
State of Illinois Center 
I 00 West Randolph. Suite 11-500 
Chicago. Illinois 6060 I 
(3 12) 8 14-3620 

The following tanks are also listed for this site: 

Tank 4 4.000 gallon Gasoline 
Tank 5 6,000 gallon Gasoline 

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 correcti've 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 with this/these tanks. 

If you have any questions, please contact our Office at (217) 785-1020 or (217) 785-58 78. 

Deanne Lock 
Administrative Assistant 
Division of Petroleum and Chemical Safety 

cc: !EPA 
CW3M Company 
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APPENDIX G 

HYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY 
CALCULATIONS 

STAGE 3 SITE INVESTIGATION PLAN AND 
BUDGET 

AMAN FOOD & GAS 

MOLINE, ILLINOIS 
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Bouwer & Rice Method Notice to users: Each user will determine the accuracy of this program and its 
Version 

2
_
00 

suitability to a particular purpose before basing any decisions upon program results. 
All risks of such decisions will be borne by the user. Please notify CSA of any 

611811995 suspected errors in the program. 

I ©Creative Scientific A pp I i cations Calculation Status 

Automatic Calculation 

Bouwer & Rice Method for Calculating Hydraulic Conductivity 
Project Name: Aman Food & Gas Project No.: 2014-0247 
Client Name: Aman Food & Gas Identification: MW-1 
Analysis By: MDRIMJS 

Run Date: 4/ 19/2016 10 

Riser Pipe Diameter: 0.1667 feet 
( 

Intake Diameter: 0.604 feet c. 1 

Intake Length: 10 feet 
:::l c 

~ 
s: 

Saturated Column Length: 9.58 feet 0 0.1 1:l s: 
Water Table Depth: 8.85 feet ~ 

0 

Aquifer Thickness: 10 feet 0.01 

Line Fit Starting No.: 2 Min I to 200 400 600 

Line Fit Ending No.: I8 Max 21 0.001 

Specify Output Units: I 1 to 9 
Hyd. Cond., K(h): 4.91 E-06 ft./sec. Time 

Error of Fit: 0.966 
Me as. Time Field Meas. Drawdown/up Line Fit To Regression On 

# seconds feet feet LN(Yt) LN(Yt) 

I) 0.00 4.30 4.55 1.515 -1.778 

2) 5.00 8.62 0.23 -1.470 -1.806 

3) 10.00 8.62 0.23 -1.4 70 -1.834 

4) 15.00 8.62 0.23 -1.4 70 -1.862 

5) 20.00 8.68 0.17 -1.772 -1.890 

6) 30.00 8.71 0.14 -1.966 -1.947 

7) 40.00 8.75 0.10 -2.303 -2.003 

8) 50.00 8.75 0.10 -2.303 -2.059 

9) 60.00 8.75 0.10 -2.303 -2.115 

I 0) 90.00 8.76 0.09 -2.408 -2.284 

I I) 120.00 8.78 0.07 -2.659 -2.453 

12) 150.00 8.79 0.06 -2.813 -2.621 

13) 180.00 8.80 0.05 -2.996 -2.790 

14) 210.00 8.81 0.04 -3.219 -2.959 

15) 240.00 8.81 0.04 -3.219 -3.127 

16) 270.00 8.81 0.04 -3.219 -3.296 

17) 300.00 8.81 0.04 -3.219 -3.465 

18) 360.00 8.82 O.Q3 -3.507 -3.802 

CW3M Company, Inc. 6/24/2016 
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19) 420.00 8.8-+ 0.01 -4.605 -4.139 

20) 480.00 8.84 0.01 -4.605 -4.477 

21) 540.00 8.84 0.01 -4.605 -4.814 

CW3M Company, Inc. 6/24/2016 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: Kuhlman, Eric 
Sent: Friday, September 30,2016 10:17 AM 

Matt Rives To: 
Subject: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD because of the following: 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC 
with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid water should be 
deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and hours were approved by 
the Agency: 

~ First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior 
Project Manager. 

:r First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer Ill. 

-,_ First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer Ill . 

).. First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

,. Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

.., Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

• Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and 
Stage 3 BUD. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to perform slug test" ? Cause I have no idea what 
you're talking about. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the distance from CWM in 
Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

Thanks, Eric. 

P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action sampling? Otherwise, I need to 
go back to previous reports and try and determine where the "hot spots" are concerning the early 
action samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-section map showing the geology and 
horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and groundwater contamination that exceeds the most 
stringent Tier I remediation objectives. 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11 :29 AM 

Kuhlman, Eric To: 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

budget update.pdf Attachments: 

Hey Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found . 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the 
Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates . 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid water 
should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and hours were 
approved by the Agency: 

o ~First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 
not the Senior Project Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should have been caught. 
The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a Senior Administrative Assistant and 
were completed by a Senior Project Manager. 

• ~First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer Ill. 

A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling and an Engineer 
I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During development of a proposed budget there 
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is no way we can know exactly who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks 
or activities. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their 
specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 
standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation personnel costs that add up to a lower 
total then proposed were used along with completing the task in less time than proposed. 

• -,. First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer Ill. 

• ~First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will be 
available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Specifically in this situation, 
where we proposed work that was completed nine months after the proposed budget was 
submitted. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their 
specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 
standards to complete such task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project Manager 
did the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than proposed, making the line 
item under the proposed cost for that task. 

• ,-Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is proposed 
budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly 
different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required to 
complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide consultants and 
owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, 
followed by actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 
case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case 
scenario hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The 
purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large 
amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours that were actually required for drill plan/ field 
prep were due to the fact that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This 
required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for location of this main and set up 
of drilling with them on site. 

2 
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• ,-Third page, Last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is proposed 
budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly 
different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required to 
complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide consultants and 
owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, 
followed by actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 
case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case 
scenario hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEPA. The 
purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large 
amount of cost. In this case the hour that will be required for compilation assembly and 
distribution of the Stage 2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for explanation of 
extra hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to complete a review. 

• Please be aware you'LL need to justify the consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 
AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you and other 
project managers. We have found that the agency has established new rates, which are less than 
ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness of the rates. We 
believe this issue will be addressed in the appeals currently in process and a budget amendment 
for approved cost can be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove wasted 
time for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or frustration that may 
be accrued between us and project managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to pe1jorm slug test"? Cause I have 1zo 
idea what you're talking about. 

3 
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The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data Jogging materials. If you are not familiar 
with how a slug test is performed and material required you can reference ASTM 4044/4044M 
for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Coogle Maps has the distance from 
CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office location in to 
Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't include the extra distance for 
stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This extra distance can be an extra 10% 
approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from 
site. Your actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the 
extra distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated costs. Per the 
IEPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time the plan is approved and only 
includes specified language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be 
incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it can be 
reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come under or within a 
marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have been incurred and presented as the 
actual budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an expectation of which personnel may 
conduct itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are 
completed by other equally qualified and competent personnel, all within Subpart H 
rates. Should the actual budget show significant deviation in time and effort, a justification 
would then be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's letter approving plans, the Agency's 
treatment of proposed vs actual budget on prior sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be wrong and not 
match the technical report either. We review the totals for each subsection completed to verify if 
actual is under or over within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to 
give the Agency reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount proposed for 
personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from 
proposed to actual. 

Matthew D. Rives 

4 
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CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

---------Original Message ---------
Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@ Illinois.gov> 
Date: 9/30/l6 8:17am 
To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD because of 
the following: 

<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, 
please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I 
<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum 

I disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

<!!~if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following 
J personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were 
tasked for field preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>;;.. <![endif]>First page, Third entry-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer III. 

<![if !supportLists]> >- <![endif]>First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I 
was tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 
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<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours 
were approved for drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer 
III, 

<![if !supportLists]>,_ <![endif]>Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were 
approved for Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's 
j material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what "Materials used to perform 
slug test"? Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, 
I Google Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

Thanks, Eric . 

I 
_ P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action sampling? 
Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and determine where the "hot 
spots" are concerning the early action samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing 
the cross-section map showing the geology and horizontal and vertical extent of the soil 
and groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation 
objectives. 

State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this 
communication is confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or attorney work 
product, may constitute inside information or internal deliberative staff 

' communication, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized 
use, disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly 

1 
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in 

1 error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and destroy this 
communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an 
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1 unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 
product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 
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Budget Summary 

Choose the applicable regulation: (i' 734 (' 732 

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

Actual Proposed 

Drilling and Monitoring 
Well Costs Form $ $ $ 2,472.21 $ 2,497.10 $ 

Analytical Costs Form $ $ $ 1,282.15 $ 265.32 $ 

Remediation and 
Disposal Costs Form $ $ $ $ 625.76 $ 

UST Removal and 
Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

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

Form 

Consulting Personnel 
$ $ $ Costs Form 18,330.40 $ 35,822.81 $ 

Consultant's Materials 
Costs Form $ $ $ 1,138.50 $ 1,281.00 $ 

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 $ $ $ 23,223.26 $ 40,491.99 $ 
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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 5.00 I 121 .49 1 $607.45 

Stage 2-Field I Field Preparation, Scheduling, ArrangementsiCoordination for Investigation Activities 

I Engineer I I 12.00 I 91 .11 I $1,093.32 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test 

I Engineer Ill I 16.00 I 121.49_1 $1 ,943.84 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling( Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test I Field Prep I Mobilization I Drilling Plan 

~Engineer Ill 
I 10.00 I $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 

I Senior Project Manager I 10.00 121.491 $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I 121 .49 I $728.94 

Stage 2-Field I Evaluate Analy1ical Results, Borelogs, and Well Completion Reports I Sl Documentation 

lEngineerl I 8.00 I 91.111 $728.88 

Stage 2-Field I Record Borelogs, Record Well Completion Reports, and Tabulation of Analy1ical Results 

I DraftpersoniCAD Ill 
I 5.00 I 60.741 $303.70 

Stage 2-Field I Field Prep Maps I Drafting for Field Activities 

'

Senior Admin. Assistant I I 
2.00 54.671 $109.34 

Stage 2-Field I Arrangements for Investigation, UtilitiesiJULIE, and Scheduling 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate" ($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Engineer I I 8.00 I 91.11 I $728.88 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Calculations and Inputs 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 2.00 I 54.671 $109.34 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Compilation, Assembly, and Distribution 

*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $18,330.40 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: Kuhlman, Eric 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 2:21 PM 

'matt@ cwmcompany.com' To: 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Because you only sent me a 
revised Budget Summary and the Consulting Personnel Costs forms for the Stage 2 Actual Costs. Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany .com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany .com] 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found. 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the 
Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid water 
should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and hours were 
approved by the Agency: 

o ";>First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 
not the Senior Project Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should have been caught. 
The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a Senior Administrative Assistant and 
were completed by a Senior Project Manager. 

• ~First page, Third entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer Ill. 

A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling and an Engineer 
I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During development of a proposed budget there 
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is no way we can know exactly who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks 
or activities. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their 
specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 
standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation personnel costs that add up to a lower 
total then proposed were used along with completing the task in less time than proposed. 

• ~First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer III. 

• ~First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will be 
available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Specifically in this situation, 
where we proposed work that was completed nine months after the proposed budget was 
submitted. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their 
specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 
standards to complete such task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project Manager 
did the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than proposed, making the line 
item under the proposed cost for that task. 

• ~Second page, sixth elltry -- only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is proposed 
budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly 
different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required to 
complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide consultants and 
owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, 
followed by actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 
case it would require us to propose and the IEP A to deem acceptable the extreme worst case 
scenario hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEPA. The 
purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large 
amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours that were actually required for drill plan/ field 
prep were due to the fact that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This 
required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for location of this main and set up 
of drilling with them on site. 

• ~Third page, last en fly -- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is proposed 
budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly 
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different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required to 
complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide consultants and 
owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, 
followed by actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 
case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case 
scenario hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEPA. The 
purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large 
amount of cost. In this case the hour that will be required for compilation assembly and 
distribution of the Stage 2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for explanation of 
extra hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to complete a review. 

• Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 
AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you and other 
project managers. We have found that the agency has established new rates, which are less than 
ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness of the rates. We 
believe this issue will be addressed in the appeals currently in process and a budget amendment 
for approved cost can be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove wasted 
time for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or frustration that may 
be accrued between us and project managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to pe1jonn slug test"? Cause I have no 
idea what you're talking about. 

The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you are not familiar 
with how a slug test is performed and material required you can reference ASTM 4044/4044M 
for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Coogle Maps has the distance from 
CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office location in to 
Google Maps it came up with 167 miles . This of course doesn't include the extra distance for 
stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This extra distance can be an extra 10% 
approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from 
site. Your actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the 
extra distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated costs. Per the 
!EPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time the plan is approved and only 
includes specified language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be 
incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 
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While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it can be reasonably 
expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come under or within a marginally 
increased amount when the actual amounts have been incurred and presented as the actual 
budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an expectation of which personnel may conduct 
itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are completed by 
other equally qualified and competent personnel, all within Subpart H rates. Should the actual 
budget show significant deviation in time and effort, a justification would then be in order. Our 
best guideline is the Agency's letter approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs 
actual budget on prior sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be wrong and not 
match the technical report either. We review the totals for each subsection completed to verify if 
actual is under or over within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to 
give the Agency reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount proposed for 
personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from 
proposed to actual. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric. Kuhlman@ lllinois.gov> 
Date: 9/30116 8: 17 am 
To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD because of 
the following: 

<![,if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, I please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

<![!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the dmm 
I disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 
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<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following 
personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 

<![if !supportLists]>" <![endif]>First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were 
tasked for field preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, Third entry-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer III. 

<![if !supportLists]>, <![endif]>First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I 
was tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

<![if !supportLists]>, <![endif]>First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>).- <![endif]>Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours 
were approved for drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer 
III, 

<![if !supportLists]>, <![endif]>Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were 
approved for Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's 
, material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

I 
<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what "Materials used to perform 

slug test" ? Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

I 
<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, 

1 Google Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

Thanks, Eric . 

I P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action sampling? 
Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and determine where the "hot 

l 
spots" are concerning the early action samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing 
the cross-section map showing the geology and horizontal and vertical extent of the soil 

5 
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I and groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation 
objectives. 

State of Illinois - CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this 
communication is confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or attorney work 

I product, may constitute inside information or internal deliberative staff 
communication, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized 
use, disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly 
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in 
error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and destroy this 
communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an 
unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 

1 product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: Kuhlman, Eric 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 2:23 PM 

'matt@cwmcompany.com' To: 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Hey Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found. 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the 
Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid water 
should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, tlze following personnel and hours were 
approved by the Agency: 

o rFirst page, First ellfry --Only 4/zours were taskedforfield preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 
not the Senior Project Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should have been caught. 
The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a Senior Administrative Assistant and 
were completed by a Senior Project Manager. 

• ,. First page, Third entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer Ill. 

A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling and an Engineer 
I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During development of a proposed budget there 
is no way we can know exactly who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks 
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or actiVIttes. A vail able personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their 
specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 
standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation personnel costs that add up to a lower 
total then proposed were used along with completing the task in less time than proposed. 

• ,. First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer Ill. 

• ;.-First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will be 
available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Specifically in this situation, 
where we proposed work that was completed nine months after the proposed budget was 
submitted. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their 
specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 
standards to complete such task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project Manager 
did the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than proposed, making the line 
item under the proposed cost for that task. 

• ,.second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is proposed 
budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly 
different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required to 
complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide consultants and 
owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, 
followed by actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 
case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case 
scenario hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The 
purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large 
amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours that were actually required for drill plan/ field 
prep were due to the fact that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This 
required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for location of this main and set up 
of drilling with them on site. 

• ,.Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is proposed 
budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly 
different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 

2 
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should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required to 
complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide consultants and 
owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, 
followed by actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 
case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case 
scenario hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The 
purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large 
amount of cost. In this case the hour that will be required for compilation assembly and 
distribution of the Stage 2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for explanation of 
extra hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to complete a review. 

• Please be aware you'llneed to justify the consultallt 's material costs in both the Stage 2 
AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you and other 
project managers. We have found that the agency has established new rates, which are less than 
ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness of the rates. We 
believe this issue will be addressed in the appeals currently in process and a budget amendment 
for approved cost can be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove wasted 
time for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or frustration that may 
be accrued between us and project managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to pelform ~lug test"? Cause I have no 
idea what you're talking about. 

The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you are not familiar 
with how a slug test is performed and material required you can reference ASTM 4044/4044M 
for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the distance from 
CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office location in to 
Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't include the extra distance for 
stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This extra distance can be an extra 10% 
approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from 
site. Your actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the 
extra distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated costs. Per the 
!EPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time the plan is approved and only 
includes specified language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be 
incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

3 
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While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it can be reasonably 
expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come under or within a marginally 
increased amount when the actual amounts have been incurred and presented as the actual 
budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an expectation of which personnel may conduct 
itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are completed by 
other equally qualified and competent personnel, all within Subpart H rates. Should the actual 
budget show significant deviation in time and effort, a justification would then be in order. Our 
best guideline is the Agency's letter approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs 
actual budget on prior sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be wrong and not 
match the technical report either. We review the totals for each subsection completed to verify if 
actual is under or over within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to 
give the Agency reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount proposed for 
personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from 
proposed to actual. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------

1 

Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric. Kuhlman@ lllinois.gov> 

l 
Date: 9/30/16 8: 17 am 
To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD because of 
the following: 

<!I if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, 
please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

<!lif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum 
I disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

4 
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<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following 
personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were 
tasked for field preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>First page, Third entry -- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer III. 

<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I 
was tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>.Y <![endif]>First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours 
were approved for drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer 
III, 

<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were 
approved for Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's 
material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

<!llif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what "Materials used to perform I slug test" ? Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, 
Google Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I Thanks, Eric . 

I 
P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action sampling? 
Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and determine where the "hot 

I spots" are concerning the early action samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing 
the cross-section map showing the geology and horizontal and vertical extent of the soil 
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and groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation 
objectives. 

I 
State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this 
communication is confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or attorney work 
product, may constitute inside information or internal deliberative staff 
communication, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized 
use, disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly 

' prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in 
error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and destroy this 

I communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an 
unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 

1 

product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

6 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, November 15, 2016 2:56 PM 
Kuhlman, Eric 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
Budget Update 1.1.pdf 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just personnel. Here is the 
updated sheets, and summary page. 
Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "KutVman, Eric" 
Date: 11115/16 1:23pm 

I To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" 

Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
I Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Hey Eric, 

I I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found. 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit 
the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

1 
I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

l • On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid 
water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I 

I I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

1 
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• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and hours 
were approved by the Agency: 

o rFirst page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior Administrative 
Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should have been 
caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a Senior Administrative 
Assistant and were completed by a Senior Project Manager. 

• rFirst page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer Ill. 

A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling and an 
Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During development of a 
proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will be available to perform 
and complete the specific tasks or activities. Available personnel at the time are used for 
the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line item 
they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, in this 
situation personnel costs that add up to a lower total then proposed were used along with 
completing the task in less time than proposed. 

• "?-First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Engineer Ill. 

• '?First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will 

I 
be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Specifically in this 
situation, where we proposed work that was completed nine months after the proposed 

I 
budget was submitted. A vail able personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and 
though their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a 
comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, even though the 
Engineer III and Senior Project Manager did the work they were able to do it in a shorter 
amount of time than proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that 
task. 

• ,.Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is 
proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost 
incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed 
budget; but may be slightly different when the works actually completed. Our due 
diligence and ability to reduce costs should not result in the denial of work on a specific 

2 
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line item's time that was actual required to complete the task. The regulatory intent of 
the proposal budget was to provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in 
stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for 

l which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require us 

1 to propose and the IEP A to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours for 
every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The purpose of the 
actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher 
than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the 
large amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours that were actually required for drill 
plan/ field prep were due to the fact that a major gas main utility was located in the 
vicinity of SB-4. This required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for 
location of this main and set up of drilling with them on site. 

I 
• >-Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 

compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is 
proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost 
incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed 

l budget; but may be slightly different when the works actually completed. Our due 
diligence and ability to reduce costs should not result in the denial of work on a specific 
line item's time that was actual required to complete the task. The regulatory intent of 
the proposal budget was to provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in 

' stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for 
I which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require us 
to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours for 

I 
every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The purpose of the 
actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher 
than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the 
large amount of cost. In this case the hour that will be required for compilation assembly 
and distribution of the Stage 2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for 
explanation of extra hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to 

1 complete a review. 

• Please be aware you 'llneed to justify the consultant's material costs in both the 
Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you and 
other project managers. We have found that the agency has established new rates, which 

I 
are less than ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness 
of the rates. We believe this issue will be addressed in the appeals currently in process 

] and a budget amendment for approved cost can be established then. This helps move the 

I 
projects forward, remove wasted time for correspondence and removes any possible 
animosity or frustration that may be accrued between us and project managers. 

3 
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• Could you also explain what "Materials used to perform slug test"? Cause I have 
no idea what you're talking about. 

The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you are not 
familiar with how a slug test is performed and material required you can reference 
ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the distance 
from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I 
I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office location 
in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't include the extra 

1 distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This extra distance can be an 
extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile could be expected for 
travel to and from site. Your actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 
miles per round trip) for the extra distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated costs. Per 

I 
the IEPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time the plan is 
approved and only includes specified language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; 
and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be 
determined in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and 
Appendix E". 

While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it can be 
reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come under or within 
a marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have been incurred and 
presented as the actual budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an expectation of 

I 
which personnel may conduct itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, field 

1 demands etc, some tasks are completed by other equally qualified and competent 
j personnel, all within Subpart H rates. Should the actual budget show significant 
deviation in time and effort, a justification would then be in order. Our best guideline is 
the Agency's letter approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual 
budget on prior sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be wrong and 
not match the technical report either. We review the totals for each subsection completed 

1 to verify if actual is under or over within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is 
truly the only way to give the Agency reasonable budgets. For this project the complete 
total amount proposed for personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of 
$18,330.40 a 31% decrease from proposed to actual. 

Matthew D. Rives 

I CW3M Company, Inc. 
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1701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 

1 p: (217) 522-8oo1 
. f: (217) 522-8009 

I --------- Original Message ---------
1 

I! Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
• From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
11 Date: 9/30/16 8:17am 
I' To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 
'! 
11 Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 
: i because of the following: 

l! 
• ' fihe Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit 

: the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 
I 

j, 
• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid 

1. water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 
I 
I 

• <')n the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and hours were 
1 approved by the Agency: 

I 
,, 
I. 
I ,, 

11 
l 

>- First page, First entry -- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

., First page, Third entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, 
not the Engineer III. 

>- First page, Fourth entry -- The Engineer I was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III . 

>- First page, Fifth entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

>- Second page, sixth entry -- only 4 hours were approved for drilling 
plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

,. Third page, last entry -- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, and distribution by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, 
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l 

• Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's material costs in both the I Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

• Cjould you also explain what "Materials used to perform slug test" ? Cause I have 
I no idea what you're talking about. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the distance 

1
l from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

1 Thanks, Eric . 

II P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action 
sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and 

' determine where the "hot spots" are concerning the early action samples. Please 

I
. note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-section map showing the geology and 

horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and groundwater contamination that 
1 exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation objectives. 

li 
I State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained 

I 
in this communication is confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or 

, attorney work product, may constitute inside information or internal 
deliberative staff communication, and is intended only for the use of the 
addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or copying of this 

l communication or any part thereof is strictly prohibited and may be 
I unlawful. If you have received this communication in error, please notify 
1 the sender immediately by return e-mail and destroy this communication 
1 and all copies thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an 
I unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney 
work product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

6 
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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 5 X 103.26 = $516.30 

BETX Water with MTBE EPA 8260 2 X 98.41 = $196.82 

COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand} X = 
Corrosivity X = 
Flash Point or lgnitability Analysis EPA 1010 X = 
Fraction Organic Carbon Content (f0c) ASTM-D 2974-00 1 X 46.16 = $46.16 

Fat, Oil, & Grease (FOG) X = 
LUST Pollutants Soil -analysis must include volatile, basel X = . 
neutral, polynuclear aromatics and metals list in Section 732. 
Appendix 8 and 734.Appendix 8 

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Uquids) X = 
PCB I Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X = 
Polynuclear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X = 
Polynuclear 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 = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds) - Soil (Non-Aqueous) X = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds) -Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis 

Soil Bulk Density (Pb) ASTM D2937 -94 1 X 26.72 = $26.72 

Ex-situ Hydraulic Conductivity I Permeability X = 
Moisture Content (w) ASTM D2216-921 D4643-93 1 X 14.58 = $14.58 

Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X = 
Sieve I Particle Size Analysis ASTM 0422-631 D1140-54 1 X 179.15 = $179.15 

Soil Classification ASTM 02488-90 I 02487-90 X = 
Soil Particle Density (p5) ASTM 0854-92 1 X 100.00 = $100.00 

X = 
X = 
X = 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth (feet) 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSAIPUSHI of Each Reason for Drilling 
Drilled Injection 

1 PUSH 

1 HSA 

1 HSA 

1 PUSH 

[g) Subpart H 
minimum payment 
amount applies. 

Boring 

10.00 

15.00 

15.00 

10.00 

Total Feet via HSA: 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet for Injection 
via PUSH: 

2. Monitoring I Recovery Wells 

Drilled 

10.00 Soil Plume Delineation 

15.00 Soil and Groundwater Plume Delineations 

15.00 Groundwater Plume Delineation 

10.00 Tier 2 Analysis TACO Sample 

Total Feet Rate per Foot($) Total Cost($) 

30.00 27.94 838.20 

20.00 21.87 437.40 

18.23 

Total Drilling Costs: 1,822.27 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well Depth of Well Total Feet of Wells 
HSA I PUSH /4" or 6" Wells 

Recovery I 8" Recovery 
(inches) {feet) to Be Installed ($) 

2 HSA 2.00 15.00 30.00 

Well Installation Total Feet Rate per Foot{$) Total Cost{$) 

Total Feet via HSA: 30.00 20.05 601.50 

Total Feet via PUSH: 15.18 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 30.38 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 49.81 

Total Well Costs: 601.50 

Total Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs: $2,423.77 
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Analytical Costs Form 

Metals Analysis 

Soil preparation fee for Metals TCLP Soil (one fee per soil sample) X = 
Soil preparation fee for Metals Total Soil (one fee per soil sample} X = 
Water preparation fee for Metals Water (one fee per water sam ole} 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 = 
Silver Water X = 
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 5 X 12.15 = $60.75 
sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 2 X 60.74 = $121.48 

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

Total Analytical Costs: $ 1,261.96 ___,__;;__;..:..;:_;:;___ __ _ 
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Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

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

Remediation Category I Task 

I Senior Project Manager I 5.00 I 121 .49 1 $607.45 

Stage 2-Field I Field Preparation, Scheduling, Arrangements/Coordination for Investigation Activities 

I Engineer I I 12.00 I 91 .111 $1,093.32 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test 

I Engineer Ill I 16.00 I 121 .49_1 $1 943.84 

Stage 2-Field I Drllling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test I Field Prep I Mobilization I Drilling Plan 

I Engineer Ill I 10.00 I 121.491 $1 ,214.90 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 

I Senior Project Manager I 10.00 I 121 .491 $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I 121.491 $728.94 

Stage 2-Field I Evaluate Analytical Results, Borelogs, and Well Completion Reports I Sl Documentation 

I Engineer I I 8.00 I 91.111 5728.88 

Stage 2-Field I Record Borelogs, Record Well Completion Reports, and Tabulation of Analytical Results 

I Draftperson/CAD Ill I 5.00 I 60.741 $303.70 

Stage 2-Field I Field Prep Maps I Drafting for Field Activities 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 2.00 I 54.671 $109.34 

Stage 2-Field I Arrangements for Investigation, Utilities/JULIE, and Scheduling 
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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 121.491 $728.94 

Stage 2-Pian I Site Investigation Plan Development Oversight/Review 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 3.00 I 157.941 $473.82 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Certification 

I Engineer I I 26.00 I 91.111 $2,368.86 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Inputs 

I Draftperson/CAD Ill I 5.00 I 60.741 $303.70 

Stage 2-Pian I Drafting/Editing of Maps 

I Engineer Ill I 3.00 I 121.491 $364.47 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Development I Drill Plan 

I Engineer Ill I 6.00 I 121.491 $726.94 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling Plan/ Field Prep/ Mobilization 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I 121.491 5726.94 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Technical Compliance and Oversight 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 2.00 I 157.941 $315.66 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Certification 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate*($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Engineer I I 8.00 I 91.111 $728.88 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Calculations and Inputs 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 2.00 I 54.671 $109.34 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Compilation, Assembly, and Distribution 

*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $18,330.40 
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Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

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

Remediation Category [ Description/Justification 

PID Rental I 1.ool 148.00 I /day I $148.00 

Stage 2-Field I Detect VOC Levels in Soil Samples 

Measuring Wheel I 1.00 I 21 .001 /day I $21.00 

Stage 2-Field I Mapping Sampling Locations 

Disposable Gloves I 1.001 13.001 /boxl $13.00 

Stage 2-Field I Disposable Latex Gloves for Soil Sampling, Groundwater Sampling 

Mileage I 680.00 I .651 /mile I S442.00 

Stage 2-Field 12 Round Trip from Springfield Office to Site (Drilling/Sampling - Groundwater Sampling) 

Water Level Indicator I 2.00 I 28.00 I /day I $56.00 

Stage 2-Field I Measure Groundwater Levels During Drilling I Slug Test, Groundwater Sampling 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.00 I 86.00 I /day 1 $86.00 

Stage 2-Field I Survey monitoring well elevations for groundwater flow calculations 

Copies I 500.001 .151 /copyl $75.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Copies/Drafts/Forms of Stage 2 Plan IlEPA Correspondences 

Postage I 2.ool s.ool /each I $12.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Report/Forms Distribution 

Copies I 200.001 .151 /copy I $30.00 

Stage 2-Budget I Copies of Stage 2 BudgeUDraft 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase l Timeor I I I Amount Used Rate ($) Unit 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

Postage I 2.ool 6.ool /each I 
Stage 2-Budget j Stage 2 BudgeUForms Distribution 

Copies I 800.00 I .151 /copy I 
Stage 2-Pay J Copies of Stage 2 Reimbursement RequesUSupporting Documentation 

Postage I 2.ool 6.ool /each I 

Stage 2-Pay I Stage 2 Forms and Reimbursement Distribution 

Copies I 250.00 I . 151 /copy I 
Stage 2-Field I Field Preparation/Maps/Borelogs/Analytical Reports/Field Reports 

Bailers I 2.00 I 16.001 /each I 
Stage 2-Field ·I Disposable Bailers for Monitoring Well Development and Sampling 

Bailing Twine I 1.00 I s.ooj /roll I 
Stage 2-Field I String for Bailers, Well Development, and Sampling 

Slug Test I 1.00 I 36.00 I /day I 
Stage 2-Field . I Materials Used to Perform Slug Test 

Total of Consultant Materials Costs 

Total 
Cost 

$12.00 

$120.00 

$12.00 

$37.50 

$32.00 

$6.00 

$36.00 

$1,138.50 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08 PM 
Kuhlman, Eric 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
Summary Update 1.1.pdf 

Here is the Summary Page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: matt@cwmcompany.com 
Date: ll/15/16 1:55pm 
To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just personnel. Here is 
the updated sheets, and summary page. 

Matthew D. Rives 
I 
' 
1 
CW3M Company, Inc. 

! 701 W. South Grand Ave. 

I 
Springfield, IL 62704 

I p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

' From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

1
' Date: ll/15116 1:23pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

1 
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Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Eric 

I ·From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
I Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 

I Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 

1 

Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

1 
Hey Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found. 

II 
• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and 

re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

j I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

l 
i 

II 

II 
I 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for 
solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and 
hours were approved by the Agency: 

o ,-First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should 
have been caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a 
Senior Administrative Assistant and were completed by a Senior Project 
Manager. 

• ,. First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the 
Engineer III. 

A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling 
and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During 
development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who 
will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or 

2 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

I actiVIties. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and 

1 though their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a 
j comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation 
1 personnel costs that add up to a lower total then proposed were used along with 
I completing the task in less time than proposed. 

• ,..First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Engineer Ill. 

• ,..First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly 
who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. 
Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work that was completed nine 

1
' months after the proposed budget was submitted. Available personnel at the 

1 
time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match 
the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to 
complete such task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project 
Manager did the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than 
proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

• -,Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling 
plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 
actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 
resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 

1 actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 
to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to 
provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 
proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which 
the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require 
us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario 
hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the 
IEPA. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice 
costs that are exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing 
the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the 
extra two hours that were actually required for drill plan/ field prep were due to 
the fact that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This 
required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for location of this 
main and set up of drilling with them on site. 

3 
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• 'YThird page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
I is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 
1 actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 
I resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 

actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 

I 
to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to 

; provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 
I proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which 

the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require 
us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario 

1 hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the 

I 
IEPA. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice 
costs that are exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing 

' the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the 
hour that will be required for compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 
2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for explanation of extra 
hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to complete a 
review. 

• Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's material costs in 
both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you 
and other project managers. We have found that the agency has established new 
rates, which are less than ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we 

l submit for reasonableness of the rates. We believe this issue will be addressed 
in the appeals currently in process and a budget amendment for approved cost 

~ can be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove wasted 
' time for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or frustration that 
I may be accrued between us and project managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to pe1jorm slug test"? 
Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you 
are not familiar with how a slug test is performed and material required you can 

l reference ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the 
distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

4 
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I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office 
11 location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't 
j, include the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This 
I extra distance can be an extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 round 

I 
trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from site. Your actual is well 

I below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the extra 
• distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated 
I costs. Per the IEPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time 
, the plan is approved and only includes specified language about the approval of 

1 
the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the 
approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it 
can be reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come 
under or within a marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have 
been incurred and presented as the actual budget. We can plan and develop a 
budget with an expectation of which personnel may conduct itemized 
tasks. However, because of workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are 
completed by other equally qualified and competent personnel, all within 
Subpart H rates. Should the actual budget show significant deviation in time and 
effort, a justification would then be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's 
letter approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual budget on 
prior sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be 
' wrong and not match the technical report either. We review the totals for each 
1 subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over within reasonable 

margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to give the Agency 
reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount proposed for 
personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% 
decrease from proposed to actual. 

II 
1

1 

Matthew D. Rives 

l CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

I· Springfield, IL 62704 

ll 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

5 
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I 
! 1--------- Original Message ---------

1 
l[ Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
l From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
II Date: 9/30/16 8:17am 
j1 To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 
ll 
1 Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 
I BUD because of the following: 

,,, 
Ill 

I 

<
1
![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the 
I d wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 
-11 Subpart H rates. 
jl, 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and Disposal Costs 

1 j page, the drum disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since 
l they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I 
<!

1

[if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel Costs 
I ; pages, the following personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 

ll 
J 

II f 
Ill 

<![if !supportLists]>r <![endif]>First page, First entry-­
Only 4 hours were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, Third entry-­
The Professional Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the 
Engineer III. 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, Fourth entry-­
The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>r <![endif]>First page, Fifth entry-­
The Professional Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

6 
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l 
lj 
h 
:! 

<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>Second page, sixth entry-­
only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

<![if !supportLists]> ' <![endif]>Third page, last entry-­
only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to justify the 
consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what "Materials 
used to perform slug test"? Cause I have no idea what you're talking 
about. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a mathematical error in 
' your mileage, Google Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the 
, site as 165 miles. 

Thanks, Eric . 

11
1 

L, P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action 
~ 1' sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and 
Jl 1 determine where the "hot spots" are concerning the early action 
· samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-section map 

1 
showing the geology and horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and 

t groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I 
I remediation objectives. 

1l 
·j 

II 
lj 
li 
1 
State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information 

1
; contained in this communication is confidential, may be attorney­
client privileged or attorney work product, may constitute inside 

' information or internal deliberative staff communication, and is 
I intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized use, 

7 
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disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is 
strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by 
return e-mail and destroy this communication and all copies 

1, thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an unintended 
11 recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 

product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

8 
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Budget Summary 

Choose the applicable regulation: r. 734 t 732 

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

Actual Proposed 

Drilling and Monitoring 
Well Costs Form $ $ $ 2,423.77 $ 2,497.10 $ 

Analytical Costs Form $ $ $ 1,261.96 $ 265.32 $ 

Remediation and 
Disposal Costs Form $ $ $ $ 625.76 $ 

UST Removal and 
Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

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

Form 

Consulting Personnel 
$ $ $ 18,330.40 $ 35,822.81 $ Costs Form 

Consultant's Materials 
Costs Form $ $ $ 1,138.50 $ 1,281 .00 $ 

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 $ $ $ 23,154.63 $ 40,491.99 $ 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: Kuhlman, Eric 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, November 16, 2016 7:43AM 
'matt@ cwmcompany.com' 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Thanks, Matt. 

However, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response letter signed and mailed 
before the due date on November 26th before the upcoming holiday. Therefore, I respectfully request 
that your client waive the right to final decision for a minimum of 60 days in accordance with 
734.50S(d). That way we're covered if my managers and support staff decide to take leave before the 
holiday. Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08 PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Here is the Summary .Page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
1 From: matt@cwmcompany.com 
I Date: 11115/16 1:55pm 

To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just personnel. Here is 
the updated sheets, and summary page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

1 CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

1 
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Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

1 From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11/15/16 1:23pm 

'
1 To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

I Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Eric 

I 
! 

I 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcomoany.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 

1 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I Hey Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found. 

I • The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and 

I. re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for 
solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and 
hours were approved by the Agency: 

o ~First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

2 
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I 
We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should 
have been caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a 

I Senior Administrative Assistant and were completed by a Senior Project 
j Manager. 

~ I 
I 
I' 

• ~First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the 
Engineer Ill. 

1 A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling 

1

1 and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During 
development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who 

I will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or 
activities. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and 
though their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a 

1 comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation 
personnel costs that add up to a lower total then proposed were used along with 
completing the task in less time than proposed. 

• ,.-First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

• >-First page, Fifth ent1y -- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly 
who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. 

j: Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work that was completed nine 
months after the proposed budget was submitted. Available personnel at the 

l
, time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match 

the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to 

I complete such task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project 
Manager did the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than 
proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

• Jr>Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling 
plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 
actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 

•I resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
J1 actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
I result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 
I to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to 
l provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 
' proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which 

3 
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the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require 
us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario 

I hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the 
1 
IEPA. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice 

' costs that are exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing 
the IEP A to ask for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the 
extra two hours that were actually required for drill plan/ field prep were due to 

I, the fact that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This 
l required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for location of this 

main and set up of drilling with them on site. 

l· • >-Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 

• actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 
resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 
to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to 

II 

· provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 
proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which 
the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require 
us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario 
hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the 
IEPA. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice 
costs that are exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing 
the IEPA to ask for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the 
hour that will be required for compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 
2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for explanation of extra 
hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to complete a 
review. 

• Please be aware you 'llneed to justify the consultant's material costs in 
both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you 
and other project managers. We have found that the agency has established new 

I rates, which are less than ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we 

l
' submit for reasonableness of the rates. We believe this issue will be addressed 

in the appeals currently in process and a budget amendment for approved cost 
I can be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove wasted 
j time for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or frustration that 
may be accrued between us and project managers. 

4 
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I 
• Could you also explain what "Materials used to pe1form slug test"? 

Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

I The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you 
are not familiar with how a slug test is performed and material required you can 

1 
reference ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the 
distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office 
location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't 
include the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This 
extra distance can be an extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 round 

1 trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from site. Your actual is well 
below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the extra 
distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

1
1 
A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated 
costs. Per the IEPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time 
the plan is approved and only includes specified language about the approval of 
the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the 
approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 ill. Adm. Code 
734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it 
can be reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come 
under or within a marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have 
been incurred and presented as the actual budget. We can plan and develop a 

1 budget with an expectation of which personnel may conduct itemized 

II 
tasks. However, because of workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are 
completed by other equally qualified and competent personnel, all within 

II Subpart H rates. Should the actual budget show significant deviation in time and 

1 effort, a justification would then be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's 
1 letter approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual budget on 
I prior sites 

IJ To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be 
1 wrong and not match the technical report either. We review the totals for each 

II 
subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over within reasonable 
margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to give the Agency 
reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount proposed for 

1
1 personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% 

1
1 

decrease from proposed to actual. 

ll 
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1 Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
1701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 

I p: (217) 522-8001 
l f: (217) 522-8009 
I 

! 
I I --------- Original Message ---------

1 Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 9/30/16 8:17am 
To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 
I 1 

BUD because of the following: 

I 
IJ 

II 
<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the 

I
ll wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 
!~ Subpart H rates. 
, 

I· 

<!(if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and Disposal Costs 
1

1! page, the drum disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since 
1; they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

l 
<>![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel Costs 

il pages, the following personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 
II 
II 
I 
I 

i 
li 
I 
II 

<![if !supportLists]>)i;> <![endif]>First page, First entry-­
Only 4 hours were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>r <![endif]>First page, Third entry-­
The Professional Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the 
Engineer III. 
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<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>First page, Fourth entry-­
The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, Fifth entry-­
The Professional Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>Second page, sixth entry-­
only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>Third page, last entry-­
only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

<:'![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to justify the 
II consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what "Materials 
1 used to perform slug test"? Cause I have no idea what you're talking 

I : about. 

J ![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There 's also a mathematical error in 
11 your mileage, Google Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the 

1
lJ site as 165 miles. 

l 
lj (. 

jJ Thanks, Eric . 

'I ,, 
P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action 
sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and 
determine where the "hot spots" are concerning the early action 
samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-section map 
showing the geology and horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and 
groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I 
remediation objectives. 

7 
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II 
State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information 
contained in this communication is confidential, may be attorney­

! client privileged or attorney work product, may constitute inside 
information or internal deliberative staff communication, and is 

11 intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized use, 
disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is 

;jl strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this 
1 communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by 
1 return e-mail and destroy this communication and all copies 
thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an unintended 
recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 

1 product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Wednesday, November 16, 2016 9:48AM 
Kuhlman, Eric 
RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Yes I am sure I can get an extension out to you, I understand with the holiday next week it might 
be close. I assume the response letter would be in after the holiday week and not need the whole 
60 days? 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

I --------- Original Message ---------

1 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11/16116 6:42 am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

I 
Thanks, Matt. 

However, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response letter signed and 
mailed before the due date on November 26111 before the upcoming holiday. Therefore, I 
respectfully request that your cl ient waive the right to final decision for a minimum of 60 days 
in accordance with 734.SOS(d). That way we're covered if my managers and support staff 
decide to take leave before the holiday. Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08 PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
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Here is the Summary Page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

I--------- Oricrinal Messacre ---------1 0 0 
I 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: matt@cwmcompany.com 
Date: 11115/16 1:55pm 
To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Ulinois.gov> 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just 
personnel. Here is the updated sheets, and summary page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 

2 
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From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11115/16 1:23pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget 
I forms? Eric 
! 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 

I 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 

1 Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

l' 
II 
I Hey Eric, 

ll, I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I 

I
Ii found. 

·'I ·IIi • The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct 
, and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I . II I have attached the updated sheets With the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I! • On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal 

I
I costs for solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the 

Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel 
and hours were approved by the Agency: 

o ;.-First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for 
field preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination 
by the Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior 

I Project Manager. 

I
I We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and 
should have been caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for 

l 
completion by a Senior Administrative Assistant and were completed by 

I a Senior Project Manager. 

3 
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• );.>First page, Third entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, 
not the Engineer Ill. 

A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ 
, I sampling and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the 
I task. During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can 

know exactly who will be available to perform and complete the specific 
tasks or activities. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks 
at hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line 

1 item they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such 
' task. Also, in this situation personnel costs that add up to a lower total 
then proposed were used along with completing the task in less time 
than proposed. 

• );>First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

• );>First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

1 During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know 
1 I exactly who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks 

or activities. Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work that 
was completed nine months after the proposed budget was 

'I 

submitted. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at 
hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line 
item they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such 
task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project Manager did 
the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than 
proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

• );>Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for 
drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the 
proposed as it is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual 
budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and 
expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be 
slightly different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence 
and ability to reduce costs should not result in the denial of work on a 
specific line item's time that was actual required to complete the 
task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 

1 proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs 
for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 

4 
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I
' I case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the 

extreme worst case s~enario hours for every task. We both know that 
would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget 

II 
is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher 
than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for 
clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours 
that were actually required for drill plan/ field prep were due to the fact 
that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This 
required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for 

1 location of this main and set up of drilling with them on site. 

• >-Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, and distribution by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the 
proposed as it is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual 
budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and 
expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be 
slightly different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence 
and ability to reduce costs should not result in the denial of work on a 

1 specific line item's time that was actual required to complete the 
task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 
proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs 
for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 

1 case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the 
I • 

extreme worst case scenano hours for every task. We both know that 
! 1 would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget 

is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher 
than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for 

, clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the hour that will 
be required for compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 2 

I 
reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for explanation of 
extra hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to 

I 
j complete a review. 

• Please be aware you 'II need to justify the consultant's material 
costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

I We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of 
j ways to you and other project managers. We have found that the agency 
has established new rates, which are less than ours in some cases and it 
doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness of the rates. We 
believe this issue will be addressed in the appeals currently in process 

l and a budget amendment for approved cost can 
5 
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I be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove 

I
I wasted time for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or 
frustration that may be accrued between us and project managers. 

II 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to peifonn slug 
test"? Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging 
materials. If you are not familiar with how a slug test is performed and 
material required you can reference ASTM 4044/4044M for 
clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps 
has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

1 I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your 
I 1 office location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of 
,, course doesn't include the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom 

breaks and lunch. This extra distance can be an extra 10% 
~~ approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile could be 

,, expected for travel to and from site. Your actual is well below that, and 
actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the extra distance 

!1 included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

I' A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of 
anticipated costs. Per the IEPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not 
approved at the time the plan is approved and only includes specified 
language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs 
must be incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be 

'I determined in accordance with 35 TIL Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, 
I Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

While every individual line item may not come under the proposed 
amount, it can be reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase 
code should come under or within a marginally increased amount when 
the actual amounts have been incurred and presented as the actual 
budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an expectation of which 'I personnel may conduct itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, 
field demands etc, some tasks are completed by other equally qualified 
and competent personnel, all within Subpart H rates. Should the actual 

I 
budget show significant deviation in time and effort, a justification 
would then be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's letter 

1 approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual budget on 
I prior sites 

6 
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1

1
1 To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would 
just be wrong and not match the technical report either. We review the 

I 
totals for each subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over 

. within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to 
I give the Agency reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total 
I amount proposed for personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and 

actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from proposed to actual. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 

I 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 

II p: (217) s22-som 
ql !: (217) 522-8009 

I 
I 

!I 
!I 
II' --------- Ori oinal Messa oe ---------
11 0 0 

j Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 9/30116 8:17am 

I 

1 To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

I 
I 

Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and 
Stage 3 BUD because of the following: 

li 
<·H!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted II'! with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 
jl , AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

J ,[!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and 
I Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid water I should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

<·!·[rif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel 

1111 
Costs pages, the following personnel and hours were approved 

. by the Agency: 

7 
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,I 

<![if !supportLists]>~ <![endif]>First page, First 
entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>;;.. <![endif]>First page, Third 
entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer 
III. 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, Fourth 
entry -- The Engineer I was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>,_ <![endif]>First page, Fifth 
entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>' <![endif]>Second page, sixth 
entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling 
plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

<![if !supportLists]>~ <![endif]>Third page, last 
entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative 
Assistant, 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to 
I justify the consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and 

Stage 3 BUD. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what 
I "Materials used to perform slug test" ? Cause I have no idea 

,

11 

what you're talking about. 

<I:! [if !supportLists]>• <! [ endif]> There's also a mathematical Ill error in your mileage, Google Maps has the distance from CWM 

1 in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

8 
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!II 
I Thanks, Eric . 

~~~~ P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning 

II
' early action sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous 
1 reports and try and determine where the "hot spots" are 

concerning the early action samples. Please note your Stage 3 

I 
SIP is missing the cross-section map showing the geology and 

' horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and groundwater 
I]' co~ta~ination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation 

l. objeCtives. 
I I 

ill, 
I' I' jill 
1!!1 
jl' 
l . State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The 
I . 

l
l· information contained in this communication is 

jll confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or attorney 
.

1

· work product, may constitute inside information or internal 
lj deliberative staff communication, and is intended only for 
11 . the use of the addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or 
1

1 

copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly 

ll 
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify the sender 

l. · immediately by return e-mail and destroy this 
111 communication and all copies thereof, including all 

I
ll attachments. Receipt by an unintended recipient does not 

1

.

1

·1" waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work product 
d privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

9 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

That's right. 

Kuhlman, Eric 
Wednesday, November 16, 2016 9:57AM 
'matt@ cwmcompany.com' 
RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

From: matt@cwmcompany .com [mailto: matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 9:48 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Yes I am sure I can get an extension out to you, I understand with the holiday next week it might 
be close. I assume the response letter would be in after the holiday week and not need the whole 
60 days? 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

1--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@IIlinois .gov> 
Date: 11116116 6:42am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Thanks, Matt. 

However, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response letter signed and 
mailed before the due date on November 261

h before the upcoming holiday. Therefore, I 
respectfully request that your client waive the right to final decision for a minimum of 60 days 
in accordance with 734.SOS(d) . That way we're covered if my managers and support staff 
decide to take leave before the holiday. Eric 
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From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08 PM 

1 To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I 

Here is the Summary Page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

j
1 
--------- Original Message ---------

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: matt@cwmcompany.com 
Date: 11115116 1:55pm I To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman @Illinois.gov> 

I
. I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just 

personnel. Here is the updated sheets, and summary page. 
I 

II 
Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
1 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

1
1 Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 

I f: (217) 522-8009 

2 
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--------- Original Message ---------

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois .gov> 

l Date: 11/15116 1:23pm 

1 

To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

I 
Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget 
forms? Eric 

I 
I 

.11 From: matt@cwmcomoany.com [mallto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
lj·l Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 

1

1 To: Kuhlman, Eric 

I 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 

. Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I!! 
lj 
jl Hey Eric, I
I· 

II I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I 
1
1 found. 

I 
• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct 

II and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

11 I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

II • On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the dmm disposal 

1 
I costs for solid water should be deducted since they weren 't in the 

Stage 2 BUD. 

j I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

1, 
I 

I 

II 
l. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel 
and hours were approved by the Agency: 

a )-First page, First entry -- Only 4 hours were tasked for 
field preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination 
by the Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior 
Project Manager. 

3 
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I 
We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and 

1 should have been caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for 
1

1 

completion by a Senior Administrative Assistant and were completed by 
1 a Senior Project Manager. 

• ~First page, Third entl)' -- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, 
not the Engineer III. 

I A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ 
I sampling and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the 

task. During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can 
know exactly who will be available to perform and complete the specific 
tasks or activities. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks 

1 at hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line 

l item they are still a comparable title by IEP A standards to complete such 
task. Also, in this situation personnel costs that add up to a lower total 

1 
then proposed were used along with completing the task in less time 
than proposed. 

I 
• , First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with 

l groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

I :1 
, • -,.First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked 

I 
with groundwater sampling & surveying, 1zot the Senior Project I Manager. 

I During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know 
exactly who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks 

I
ll or activities. Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work that 

was completed nine months after the proposed budget was 
' 1 submitted. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at 
hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line 
item they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such 
task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project Manager did 

I 
the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than 
proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

!I 
• ~Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for 

drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer II/, 

' Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the 
proposed as it is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual 

! budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and 
expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be 
I slightly different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence 

1 and ability to reduce costs should not result in the denial of work on a 
4 
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1 specific line item's time that was actual required to complete the I task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 

.1 proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs 
I. for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the 
I case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the 
I extreme worst case scenario hours for every task. We both know that 

would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget 

I
. is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher 
I than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for 

·
11 

clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours 

1

,· that were actually required for drill plan/ field prep were due to the fact 
I that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This 
j j required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for 
j. location of this main and set up of drilling with them on site. 

I
I • ";- Third page, Last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
l reimbursement compilation, assembly, and distribtttion by the ill Senior Administrative Assistant, 

11 Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the 
, ' proposed as it is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual I budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and 
I expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be 
, slightly different when the works actually completed. Our due diligence 

I
ll. and ability to reduce costs should not result in the denial of work on a 
I specific line item's time that was actual required to complete the 

. task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 
proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs 
for which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the l case it would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the 

1 
extreme worst case scenario hours for every task. We both know that 
would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget II is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher 

l than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for 

II
. clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the hour that will 
be required for compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 2 

' ! reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for explanation of 
.I extra hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to 
'I complete a review. 

• Please be aware you 'llneed to justify the consultant's material 
costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

5 
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]1 We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of 
ways to you and other project managers. We have found that the agency 

I has established new rates, which are less than ours in some cases and it 
doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness of the rates. We 
believe this issue will be addressed in the appeals currently in process 

1 I and a budget amendment for approved cost can 
be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove 

I 
wasted time for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or 
fmstration that may be accmed between us and project managers. 

I 

'I: 
• Could you also explain what "Materials used to perform slug 

test"? Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging 
materials. If you are not familiar with how a slug test is performed and 

1 material required you can reference ASTM 4044/4044M for 
clarification. 

Jl • There 's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Coogle Maps 
'I has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your 
office location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of 
course doesn't include the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom 
breaks and lunch. This extra distance can be an extra 10% 
approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile could be 
expected for travel to and from site. Your actual is well below that, and 
actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the extra distance 
included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of 
anticipated costs. Per the IEPA' s guidelines that is why a budget is not 
approved at the time the plan is approved and only includes specified 
language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs 
must be incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be 
determined in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, 
Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

! I While every individual line item may not come under the proposed 

1
1 amount, it can be reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase 
· code should come under or within a marginally increased amount when 

1 the actual amounts have been incurred and presented as the actual 

1

1 budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an expectation of which 
, personnel may conduct itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, 

'I field demands etc, some tasks are completed by other equally qualified 
I and competent personnel, all within Subpart H rates. Should the actual 

6 
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budget show significant deviation in time and effort, a justification 
would then be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's letter 
approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual budget on 
prior sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would 
just be wrong and not match the technical report either. We review the 
totals for each subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over 
within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to 

I give the Agency reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total 
1 amount proposed for personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and 
II actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from proposed to actual. 

·I Matthew D. Rives 

11 CW3M Company, Inc. 
j1701 W. South Grand Ave. 

!
.l Springfield, IL 62704 

p: (217) 522-8001 ll f: (217) 522-8009 

i 

--------- Original Message ---------

Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 9/30/16 8:17am 
To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and 
Stage 3 BUD because of the following: 

<·:·!hif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted 

Ill with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 
AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

7 
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):~!;[if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and 
Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid water 
should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

<'![1if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel 
Costs pages, the following personnel and hours were approved 
by the Agency: 

<![if !supportLists]>);;> <![endif]>First page, First 
entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>);;> <![endif]>First page, Third 
entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer 
III. 

<![if !supportLists]>);;> <![endif]>First page, Fourth 
entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>);;> <![endif]>First page, Fifth 
entry -- The Professional Geologist was tasked 
with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>);;> <![endif]>Second page, sixth 
entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling 
plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

<![if !supportLists]>,- <![endif]>Third page, last 
entry -- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative 

j Assistant, 

J ,!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to 

II II 
justify the consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and 
Stage 3 BUD. 

B 
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}:i!'!lif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what 
"Materials used to perform slug test" ? Cause I have no idea 
what you're talking about. 

<•!!1if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a mathematical l error in your mileage, Google Maps has the distance from CWM 
' in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

Thanks, Eric . 

r II 
~~~ P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning 
~~· early action sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous 

I 

reports and try and determine where the "hot spots" are 
l concerning the early action samples. Please note your Stage 3 

I 
SIP is missing the cross-section map showing the geology and 

I 
horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and groundwater 

! contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation 
l1 objectives. 

State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The 
information contained in this communication is 
confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or attorney 
work product, may constitute inside information or internal 

1 deliberative staff communication, and is intended only for 
j the use of the addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or 

copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly 
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify the sender 
immediately by return e-mail and destroy this 
communication and all copies thereof, including all 
attachments. Receipt by an unintended recipient does not 
waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work product 
privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

9 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Wednesday, November 16, 201610:45 AM 
Kuhlman, Eric 
RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
Aman Extension St3.pdf 

The hard copy will be in by the end of the week. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

1 ---------Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@lllinois.gov> 
Date: 11116/16 8:56am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

l That's right. 
I 

I 
• From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 9:48 AM 

I 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I 

l 
I 
1 

Yes I am sure I can get an extension out to you, I understand with the holiday next week 
it might be close. I assume the response letter would be in after the holiday week and not 
need the whole 60 days? 

I 
I 
i Matthew D. Rives 
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CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

l· --------- Original Message ---------

j Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
I From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Jllinois.gov> 

I 
Date: 11116/16 6:42am I To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

d 

~~ Thanks, Matt. 

.l 
ll 
Jl However, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response letter 
i! signed and mailed before the due date on November 26th before the upcoming r holiday. Therefore, I respectfully request that your client waive the right to final 

I 
decision for a minimum of 60 days in accordance with 734.SOS(d). That way we're 
covered if my managers and support staff decide to take leave before the holiday. Eric 

II .I 
I From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08 PM 
, To: Kuhlman, Eric 
1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

.I p 
,l 

jl Here is the Summary Page. 
I 

~~1· Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
1701 W. South Grand Ave. 
I Springfield, IL 62704 

2 
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p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

1--------- Original Message ---------

1 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 

I From: matt@cwmcompany.com 
Date: 11115116 1:55pm 

1 To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

1 
I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just 
personnel. Here is the updated sheets, and summary page. 

ll1 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

l1 Springfield, IL 62704 
1 

I p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

I! 

~~ --------- Original Message ---------

1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas --LUST 

1 
Incident #20 14 024 7 

Jjl From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

II Date: 11115/16 1:23pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

,I Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget 
• forms? Eric 

ll1 

3 
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From: matt@cwmcomoa ny .com [mail to: matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 

Hey Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is 
what I found. 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please 
correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 
Subpart H rates. 

I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H 
rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum 
disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since 
they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I 
I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal 

I removed. 

1 I • On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following 
I l personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 

i 
II~ 
I 

0 >First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were 
tasked for field preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

I • We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget 
1

1

· and should have been caught. The tasks described are not 
, acceptable for completion by a Senior Administrative Assistant 

and were completed by a Senior Project Manager. 

• );:>First page, Third entry -- The Professional Geologist was 
tasked with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer III. 

4 
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:1 A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for 
1 l drilling/ sampling and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually 
, I completed the task. During development of a proposed budget 
, there is no way we can know exactly who will be available to 
II perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Available 

personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though 
1 , their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are 
ljl still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. 

Also, in this situation personnel costs that add up to a lower total 
I then proposed were used along with completing the task in less 
jr1 time than proposed. 

l
il 

I
' • >-First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked 

1 with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Engineer III. 

•.., First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was 
tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we 
I can know exactly who will be available to perform and complete 
the specific tasks or activities. Specifically in this situation, 

I' where we proposed work that was completed nine months after 
, the proposed budget was submitted. Available personnel at the 
1

1 time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific title 
1 I may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable 
' title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, even though 

the Engineer III and Senior Project Manager did the work they 
I j were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than proposed, 
11 making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

I 
• >-Second page, sixth entry -- only 4 hours were approved 

for drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer 
III, ! I 

!1 Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the 
I! proposed as it is proposed budget of expected costs, and the 
1

1 

actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
I experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the 
l I proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 

actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's 

I time that was actual required to complete the task. The 
11 regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 

I 
consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and 
the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by 

5 
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11 actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. 
J If this wasn't the case it would require us to propose and the 
I IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours 

II 
for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to 
the IEPA. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA 
flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher than what 
was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for 

II 
clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the extra 
two hours that were actually required for drill plan/ field prep 
were due to the fact that a major gas main utility was located in 
the vicinity of SB-4. This required extra correspondence with 
multiple utility personnel for location of this main and set up of 

11 drilling with them on site. 

• .,_Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for 
Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

lj 1 Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the 
ll proposed as it is proposed budget of expected costs, and the 
1 actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 

II 
experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the 

I proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
I I actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
.. should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's 
I time that was actual required to complete the task. The 
I I regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
· consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and 

the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by 'I actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. 
If this wasn't the case it would require us to propose and the 

'j IEP A to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours 
for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to 

' II the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEP A 

I 
flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher than what 

1
1 was previous! y proposed allowing the IEP A to ask for 

:I clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the hour 
· I that will be required for compilation assembly and distribution 

I of the Stage 2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need 
for explanation of extra hours. The explanation is simply that is 
the time it will take to complete a review. 

I ill • Please be aware you 'llneed to justify the consultant's 
material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

6 
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'l We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude 
of ways to you and other project managers. We have found that 
the agency has established new rates, which are less than ours in 
some cases and it doesn't matter what we submit for 

I reasonableness of the rates. We believe this issue will be 
addressed in the appeals currently in process and a budget 

1 amendment for approved cost can be established then. This l ! helps move the projects forward, remove wasted time for !'II correspondence and removes any possible animosity or 
! ; frustration that may be accrued between us and project 

I' managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to pe1jorm 
I

ll, ll 

I I slug test"? Cause l have no idea what you're talking I about. 

! : The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging 
Ill materials. If you are not familiar with how a slug test is 

1 performed and material required you can reference ASTM 

J'll: 4044/4044M for clarification. 

I
I • There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Coogle 
1 Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 
1 165 miles. 

I I I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses 

I 
and your office location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 

!l miles. This of course doesn't include the extra distance for 
stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This extra 
distance can be an extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 
round trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from 

1 
site. Your actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles 

I 
(6 miles per round trip) for the extra distance included for fuel, 
bathroom breaks and lunch. 

1

1 
A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines 

' of anticipated costs. Per the IEPA's guidelines that is why a 
I budget is not approved at the time the plan is approved and only 

includes specified language about the approval of the Stage 2 
plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with 
the approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 

I 35 Ul. Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix 

IE". 

I While every individual line item may not come under the 
l proposed amount, it can be reasonably expected that each 
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subsection, task I phase code should come under or within a 
marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have 
been incurred and presented as the actual budget. We can plan 
and develop a budget with an expectation of which personnel 

I 
may conduct itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, 
field demands etc, some tasks are completed by other equally 
qualified and competent personnel, all within Subpart H 

l 
rates. Should the actual budget show significant deviation in 
time and effort, a justification would then be in order. Our best 
guideline is the Agency's letter approving plans, the Agency's 
treatment of proposed vs actual budget on prior sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual 
1 I would just be wrong and not match the technical report either. 
I We review the totals for each subsection completed to verify if 

1

1jj actual is under or over within reasonable margins of the 
proposed. This is truly the only way to give the Agency 

' reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount 
proposed for personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and 

I 
actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from proposed to 

1 I actual. 

'I 
I 

Matthew D. Rives 

I CW3M Company, Inc. 
j 701 W. South Grand Ave. 

I 
Springfield, IL 62704 

1 
I p: (217) 522-8001 
1 f: (217) 522-8009 

~ --------- Original Message ---------

Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 

I 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 9/30/16 8:17am 

1 To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

8 
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I
ilii Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 
I AC and Stage 3 BUD because of the following: 
,~,, 

1111 
<·![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was Ill submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re-
I submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

rl:1!f'it !supportLists]>• <![endif)>On the Remediation and 
1 I I! Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid 

I 
water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 

II 2BUD. 
' I 

!J I!
1
!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting 

11
1 Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and 

!J hours were approved by the Agency: 

<![if !supportLists]>r <![endif]>First page, 
First entry -- Only 4 hours were tasked 
for field preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior 
Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]> ).- <![endif]>First page, 
Third entry -- The Professional Geologist 
was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling 
plan, not the Engineer III. 

<![if !supportLists]>J;> <![endif]>First page, 
Fourth entry -- The Engineer I was tasked 
with groundwater sampling & surveying, 
not the Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>~ <![endif]>First page, 
Fifth entry -- The Professional Geologist 
was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>~ <![endif]>Second 
page, sixth entry -- only 4 hours were 
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approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>Third page, 
last entry-- only 3 hours were approved 
for Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, 
assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The 

10 
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' information contained in this communication is 
confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or 

I 
attorney work product, may constitute inside 
information or internal deliberative staff 

I 
1 communication, and is intended only for the use of 

I the addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or 
I copying of this communication or any part thereof 

I I is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you 
I have received this communication in error, please 
! notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and 
lj destroy this communication and all copies thereof, 
1 including all attachments. Receipt by an 
~~~ unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client 

privilege, attorney work product privilege, or any 
I other exemption from disclosure. 

11 
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.-----------------------------------------------------------------, 

1111 

CW MCompany 
Environmental Consulting Services 

November 16, 2016 

Mr. Eric Kuhlman, Project Manager 
LUST Section, Bureau of Land 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

RE: LPC #1610455194 -Rock Island County 
Aman Food & Gas 
1830 51

b A venue 
Incident Number: 2014-0247 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

Phone: (217) 522-8001 
Fax: (217) 522-8009 

LUST Technical Reports-Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Extension for Final Decision 

Dear Mr. Kuhlman, 

On behalf of Aman Food & Gas, owner of the USTs at the above-referenced site, we 
are submitting an extension for the final decision allowed by 734.550 (d) for the 
minimum of 60 days. The extension is for the Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and 
Budget submitted on July 29, 2016. This includes the results of the Stage 2 
investigation as well as a summary of the costs. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Matt 
Rives or me at (217) 522-8001. 

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

xc: Mrs. Balbir Kaur & Mr. Jeet Singh, Aman Food & Gas 
Mr. William T. Sinnott, cW M Company, Inc. 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

(217) 522-800 I 

400 West Jackson, Suite C 
Marion, IL 62959 
(618) 997-2238 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: Kuhlman, Eric 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, November 16, 2016 11 :32 AM 
'matt@ cwmcompany.com' 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Thanks, Matt. 

P.S. Are you sure we can't work out something regarding the Consultant's Materials Costs in your 
budgets? 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 10:45 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

The hard copy will be in by the end of the week. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

j --------- Original Message ---------
1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
I Date: ll/16/16 8:56am 

To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

That's right. 

From: matt@cwmcomoany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcomoany.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 9:48AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Yes I am sure I can get an extension out to you, I understand with the holiday next week 
. it might be close. I assume the response letter would be in after the holiday week and not 
' need the whole 60 days? 

1 
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Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

I --------- Original Messacre ---------
' 0 

1

11 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

1 Date: 11116/16 6:42 am 
1 To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

I Thanks, Matt. 

~~: However, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response letter 

I 
signed and mailed before the due date on November 261

h before the upcoming 
holiday. Therefore, I respectfully request that your client waive the right to final 

1 decision for a minimum of 60 days in accordance with 734.505(d). That way we're 
11 covered if my managers and support staff decide to take leave before the holiday. Eric 

I 
I From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08 PM 
1 To: Kuhlman, Eric 
I Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

l 
Here is the Summary Page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

l 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 

I £: (217) 522-8oo9 

I --------- Original Message ---------

2 
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Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
10247 
From: matt@cwmcompany.com 
Date: 11115/161:55pm I To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@lllinois.gov> 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just 
personnel. Here is the updated sheets, and summary page. 

, Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
1701 W. South Grand Ave. 
1 Springfield, IL 62704 

ljl p: (217) 522-8001 

!II 
f: (217) 522-8009 

1--------- Oricrinal Messacre ---------
11 b b 

I Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST 
Incident #2014 0247 

1! From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
fi Date: 11115116 1:23pm 
I[ To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

~~~ Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget 
l forms? Eric 

II From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mallto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
1 Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 

To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 

Hey Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is 
what I found. 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please 
correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 
Subpart H rates. 

3 
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I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H 
rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum 
disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since 
they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal 
removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following 
personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 

o ~First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were 
tasked for field preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget 
I and should have been caught. The tasks described are not 

acceptable for completion by a Senior Administrative Assistant 
and were completed by a Senior Project Manager. 

• ~First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was 
tasked with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer III. 

j A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for 
drilling/ sampling and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually 

I· completed the task. During development of a proposed budget 
I there is no way we can know exactly who will be available to 
jl perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Available 

personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though 
11 their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are 

1 still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. 
1 Also, in this situation personnel costs that add up to a lower total 

then proposed were used along with completing the task in less 
time than proposed. 

• ~First page, Fourth enfly -- The Engineer I was tasked 
with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Engineer III. 

• ~First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was 
tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

4 
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During development of a proposed budget there is no way we 
can know exactly who will be available to perform and complete 
the specific tasks or activities. Specifically in this situation, 
where we proposed work that was completed nine months after 
the proposed budget was submitted. Available personnel at the 
time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific title 

J may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable 

I 
title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, even though 

I 
the Engineer III and Senior Project Manager did the work they 

.1 were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than proposed, 
11 making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

• ~Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved 
for drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer 
III, 

, Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the 
~~ proposed as it is proposed budget of expected costs, and the 
, actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
lq experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the 
q, proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
i lj actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
'jl should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's 
. 
1 

time that was actual required to complete the task. The 

I
I regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 

consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and 

I 
the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by 
actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. 
If this wasn't the case it would require us to propose and the 

j IEP A to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours 
• for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to 
1 the IEPA. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA I flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher than what 

! I was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for 
clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the extra 

1 two hours that were actually required for drill plan/ field prep 

I 
were due to the fact that a major gas main utility was located in 

I
I the vicinity of SB-4. This required extra correspondence with 
1 multiple utility personnel for location of this main and set up of 

J drilling with them on site. 

• ';;-Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for 
Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 
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Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the 
proposed as it is proposed budget of expected costs, and the 
actual budget should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to our 
experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the 
proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs 
should not result in the denial of work on a specific line item's 

I 
time that was actual required to complete the task. The 
regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and 
the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by 
actual costs for which the agency would approve as the budget. 
If this wasn't the case it would require us to propose and the 
IEP A to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours 

I for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to 
the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA 
flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher than what 

l was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for 
1 I clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the hour 

that will be required for compilation assembly and distribution 

1

1 of the Stage 2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need 

I 

for explanation of extra hours. The explanation is simply that is 
I the time it will take to complete a review. 

•Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's 

I 
material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

1 
We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude 

I
ll of ways to you and other project managers. We have found that 

the agency has established new rates, which are less than ours in 
1 some cases and it doesn't matter what we submit for 

' reasonableness of the rates. We believe this issue will be 
addressed in the appeals currently in process and a budget 
amendment for approved cost can be established then. This 

l 
1 

helps move the projects forward, remove wasted time for 
1 correspondence and removes any possible animosity or 

I frustration that may be accrued between us and project 
managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to petform 
slug test"? Cause I have no idea what you're talking 
about. 

I The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging 
materials. If you are not familiar with how a slug test is 

6 
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performed and material required you can reference ASTM 
4044/4044M for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google 
Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 
165 miles. 

I
I I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses 

and your office location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 
il miles. This of course doesn't include the extra distance for 

1·j stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This extra 
I distance can be an extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 

1
' 

1

1 round trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from 

1 • site. Your actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles 
' 

11 (6 miles per round trip) for the extra distance included for fuel, 
bathroom breaks and lunch. 

1
1
1 A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines 

1 of anticipated costs. Per the !EPA's guidelines that is why a Iii budget is not approved at the time the plan is approved and only 
I includes specified language about the approval of the Stage 2 
''I plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with 
Ill the approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 

35 lll. Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix 

'II E". ,,, 
l While every individual line item may not come under the 

1, proposed amount, it can be reasonably expected that each 

I 

subsection, task I phase code should come under or within a 
1 marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have 

1

1 been incurred and presented as the actual budget. We can plan 

II 
and develop a budget with an expectation of which personnel 
may conduct itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, 

j 
11 

field demands etc, some tasks are completed by other equally 

lt qualified and competent personnel, all within Subpart H 

I 
rates. Should the actual budget show significant deviation in 

! time and effort, a justification would then be in order. Our best 
11· , guideline is the Agency's letter approving plans, the Agency's 

treatment of proposed vs actual budget on prior sites 

I
I To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual 

II 
would just be wrong and not match the technical report either. 

I 
We review the totals for each subsection completed to verify if 

l 
actual is under or over within reasonable margins of the 
proposed. This is truly the only way to give the Agency II reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount 

7 
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proposed for personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and 
actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from proposed to 
actual. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

1--------- Original Message ---------

Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 

I 

From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@IIlinois.gov> 
Date: 9/30116 8:17am 
To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

I 
Matt, you' II need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 
AC and Stage 3 BUD because of the following: 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was 
!11 submitted with the wrong rates, please correct andre-
I submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

tt![Jf !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and 
Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid 
water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 

l 
1
2BUD. 

·,~ !
1

[ 1 if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting 
111 Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and 
· hours were approved by the Agency: 

<![if !supportLists]>~ <![endif]>First page, 
First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked 
for field preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the Senior 

8 
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I 
I 

II 

I 

Administrative Assistant, not the Senior 
Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, 
Third entry -- The Professional Geologist 
was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling 
plan, not the Engineer III. 

<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>First page, 
Fourth entry -- The Engineer I was tasked 
with groundwater sampling & surveying, 
not the Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, 
Fifth entry -- The Professional Geologist 
was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>Second 
page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were 
approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>Third page, 
last entry-- only 3 hours were approved 
for Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, 
assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll ill need to justify the consultant's material costs in both the 
II Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

<!I if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain 
what "Materials used to perform slug test" ? Cause I 
have no idea what you're talking about. 

<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a 

I mathematical error in .your mileage, Google Maps has 
the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 
miles. 

I Thanks, Eric . 

9 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map 
concerning early action sampling? Otherwise, I need to 
go back to previous reports and try and determine where 
the "hot spots" are concerning the early action 
samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the 
cross-section map showing the geology and horizontal 
and vertical extent of the soil and groundwater 
contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I 
remediation objectives. 

II State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The 
jl information contained in this communication is 

I confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or 
attorney work product, may constitute inside 
I information or internal deliberative staff 

' 

1 

communication, and is intended only for the use of 
I the addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or 

1
! copying of this communication or any part thereof 

I
'! is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you 
! have received this communication in error, please 

; i notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and 
l destroy this communication and all copies thereof, 

I including all attachments. Receipt by an 

I 
unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client 

I 
privilege, attorney work product privilege, or any 

! other exemption from disclosure. 

10 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, November 16, 2016 3:56 PM 
Kuhlman, Eric 

I 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Ya I am always willing to work with you guys. I like being able to move these forward without 
the extra time that the appeal take up. What ya thinking? 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11116116 10:31 am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Thanks, Matt. 

l 
P.S. Are you sure we can't work out something regarding the Consultant's Materials Costs in 
your budgets? 

I 
I From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 10:45 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 

1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I 

I The hard copy will be in by the end of the week. 

1 
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Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 

I p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

!I --------- Original Message ---------
1 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

•I Date: 11/16116 8:56am 
,, To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt @cwmcompany.com> 

I That's right. 

" 
'll From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 9:48 AM 
• To: Kuhlman, Eric 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I Yes I am sure I can get an extension out to you, I understand with the holiday 
j1 next week it might be close. I assume the response letter would be in after the 
II holiday week and not need the whole 60 days? 

li Matthew D. Rives 

1
' CW3M Company, Inc. 

1 701 W. South Grand Ave. 
1 Springfield, IL 62704 

' p: (217) 522-8001 

11 

f: (217) s22-soog 

!I 
I --------- Original Message ---------

1 : Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 

I 
0247 

I From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11116116 6:42am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

2 
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Thanks, Matt. 

II' I However, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response 
l letter signed and mailed before the due date on November 261

h before the 
·,l! upcoming holiday. Therefore, I respectfully request that your client waive the 

1
• right to final decision for a minimum of 60 days in accordance with 

1

1 734.SOS(d). That way we're covered if my managers and support staff decide 
to take leave before the holiday. Eric 

I From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] II Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08PM 
l To: Kuhlman, Eric 
t1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Here is the Summary Page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
ljl 701 W. South Grand Ave. 
I i Springfield, IL 62704 

p: (217) 522-8001 
I f: (217) 522-8009 

ljl ,.1 
'IIi --------- Original Message ---------

. 
1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST 

; 1' Incident #20 14 024 7 · 
I From: matt@cwmcompany.com 

'!:!I Date: 111151161:55 pm 
1J1 To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

jill/! I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was 
just personnel. Here is the updated sheets, and summary page. 

I 
I 

j I Matthew D. Rives 

I! 
I
I CW3M Company, Inc. 
I 701 W. South Grand Ave. 

J jl 
1
]· Springfield, IL 62704 

I 
p: (217) 522-8001 

l il f: (217) 522-8009 

3 
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I 
I 

1--------- Original Message ---------
1 

I Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST 
Incident #2014 0247 

. From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
I 

Date: 11/15/16 1:23 pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" 

I 

<matt@cwmcompany.com> 

1 
Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised 

)j budget forms? Eric 

II 
From: matt@cwmcompany.com 

I 
[mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 

1 To: Kuhlman, Eric 
• 1 Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 

lj Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident 
. #2014 0247 

.I' l Hey Enc, 

1 I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and 
this is what I found. 

I • The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong 'I rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 

1

,1 ! AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

~~~~~ I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart 

II H rates. 

1! • On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, 

I
' the drum disposal costs for solid water should be 

, deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 
I . ll
1 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal 

!1 I' removed. 
1

1
1 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the II following personnel and hours were approved by 
1 the Agency: 

4 
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llj 
I· I 

I 

o >-First page, First entry -- Only 4 hours 
were taskedforfield preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination 
by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 
not the Senior Project Manager. 

1 i We apologize this was submitted in error in the 
I 

lil proposed budget and should have been caught. The tasks r I described are not acceptable for completion by a Senior 

I 
Administrative Assistant and were completed by a 
Senior Project Manager. 

' 1, 

I
L; 
Ill· 

• J;-First page, Third entry-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, 
not the Engineer III. 

A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were 
proposed for drilling/ sampling and an Engineer I and 
Engineer III actually completed the task. During 
development of a proposed budget there is no way we 
can know exactly who will be available to perform and 

, complete the specific tasks or activities. Available 

1 
1 personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and 

l though their specific title may not match the proposed 
l 1 

1 line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 

l. standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation 
1
1 

personnel costs that add up to a lower total then 

I
. 1'! 1 proposed were used along with completing the task in 
l1 less time than proposed. 

I P , 

Ill' 
I I 

I I 
i I: 

• 

• 

">-First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was 
tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, 
not the Engineer III. 
">-First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

1
1 During development of a proposed budget there is no 

11
1 way we can know exactly who will be available to 

, . I perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. 
Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work 
that was completed nine months after the proposed 
budget was submitted. A vail able personnel at the time 
are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific 

5 
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1 title may not match the proposed line item they are still 

Ill 
a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such 
task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior 

i 

1 

Project Manager did the work they were able to do it in 

I 
a shorter amount of time than proposed, making the line 

II item under the proposed cost for that task. 

I • ~Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were 
I 

1 approved for drilling plan/field 

1 
j prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

·jill Not all actual line items should be expected to come in 
under the proposed as it is proposed budget of expected 

1 costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost 

I 
incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most 
items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be 

·j! slightly different when the works actually completed. 
lq Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
; ·j result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time 
! I I that was actual required to complete the task. The 
· 
1 

regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
I consultants and owner operators approval of costs in 

i I stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely 
: I cost, followed by actual costs for which the agency 
l i 1j would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it 
j would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem 

1 acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours for 

1

111 every task. We both know that would not be acceptable 
to the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget is to help 

j! I' the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
'ill higher than what was previously proposed allowing the 
i It IEPA to ask for clarification on the large amount of 
l1! cost. In this case the extra two hours that were actually 
ll' 1 required for drill plan/ field prep were due to the fact 
! that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity 
'1 of SB-4. This required extra correspondence with 
I multiple utility personnel for location of this main and 

~ i set up of drilling with them on site. 

j • ~Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were 
II approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
' l compilation, assembly, and distribution by the 

I 

Senior Administrative Assistant, 

1 Not all actual line items should be expected to come in 
I I~ under the proposed as it is proposed budget of expected 
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! J costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost 
1 incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most 

1 items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be 
j slightly different when the works actually completed. 

I 
Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 

. llj result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time 
11, that was actual required to complete the task. The 

I 
' regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 

ll, consultants and owner operators approval of costs in 

I 
stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely 

l 
cost, followed by actual costs for which the agency 

~ would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it 
l would require us to propose and the IEP A to deem 
I j acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours for I every task. We both know that would not be acceptable 

to the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget is to help 
the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
higher than what was previously proposed allowing the 
IEP A to ask for clarification on the large amount of 
cost. In this case the hour that will be required for 
compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 2 
reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for 
explanation of extra hours. The explanation is simply 

, that is the time it will take to complete a review. 

~.Ill 
111 
i 1'l . 

• Please be aware you 'if need to justify the 
consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 
AC and Stage 3 BUD 

II, 
1 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a 
j I' multitude of ways to you and other project managers. 
j 

1 
We have found that the agency has established new 

j 11 rates, which are less than ours in some cases and it 

1

1

• doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness of the 
1! I rates. We believe this issue will be addressed in the 

! l j appeals currently in process and a budget amendment 
j1 l for approved ~ost can be established then. ~his helps 
; ' move the proJects forward, remove wasted time for 

correspondence and removes any possible animosity or 
frustration that may be accrued between us and project 

1 
1 managers. 

I ~ I 

1 • Could you also explain what "Materials used to 
\ peiform slug test"? Cause I have no idea what 
j you're talking about. 

7 
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The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data 
logging materials. If you are not familiar with how a 
slug test is performed and material required you can 
reference ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your 
mileage, Google Maps has the distance from 
CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site 

ll ! 

I 
addresses and your office location in to Google Maps it 

li came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't include 
the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks 
and lunch. This extra distance can be an extra 10% 
approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile 

1 , could be expected for travel to and from site. Your 
actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 
miles per round trip) for the extra distance included for 

' · fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 
til 

l 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working 
guidelines of anticipated costs. Per the !EPA's 

"1 guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the 
1 

1 
time the plan is approved and only includes specified 

!11 language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; and 
budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with 

1 
l the approved plan and must be determined in 

-~1 accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, 
, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

,,1 t 

PI~ While every individual line item may not come under 
ll! 1 the proposed amount, it can be reasonably expected that 
j {1 11 each subsection, task I phase code should come under or ll · ! within a marginally increased amount when the actual 
I amounts have been incurred and presented as the actual 

1
'1 budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an 
L expectation of which personnel may conduct itemized 

\ tasks. However, because of workloads, field demands 
! ll etc, some tasks are completed by other equally qualified 

1 and competent personnel, all within Subpart H 

1 rates. Should the actual budget show significant 
1 l deviation in time and effort, a justification would then 

l be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's letter 
I i approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs 
I actual budget on prior sites 

8 
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I 1 To report anything for reimbursement other than our 
' tme actual would just be wrong and not match the 

technical report either. We review the totals for each 
, subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over 

1

1

'1 within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is truly 
the only way to give the Agency reasonable budgets. 

1 
For this project the complete total amount proposed for 

ljl personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual 
costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from proposed to 
actual. 

I I Matthew D. Rives 
ll 

'• 
11 i CW3M Company, Inc. 
jJ 701 W. South Grand Ave. 
I Springfield, IL 62704 

j1 p: (217) 522-8001 
1!1 f: (217) 522-8009 

11
11 

ill• --------- Original Message ---------
l 
I 

1

1 I Subject: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident 

Il

l #2014 0247 
I From: "Kuhlman, Eric" 

1

11 1 <Eric.Kuhlman@lilinois.gov> 

I 
1

1 

Date: 9/30/16 8:17 am 
~~~ To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

II I Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the 
'1 Stage 2 A C and Stage 3 BUD because of the 

11. . following: 

,1111 
k.![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC 
!ljj was submitted with the wrong rates, please 

I
ll , correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 

l
l 2015 Subpart H rates. 

l I 
<·![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the 

IIIl
i Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the dmm 

, disposal costs for solid water should be 
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'II deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 

I! BUD. 

d [if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the 
I' Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following 
I I personnel and hours were approved by the 

ll' Agency: 

I 
J.l 

I 'II 
1
1

1: 
IIIII I 
,;JII 

Iilii 
l. J II' l II 
. jl 
IH! I 
r 1 

I! l 

'I 

<![if 
!supportLists]>' <![endif]>First 
page, First entry-- Only 4 hours 
were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, 
not the Senior Project Ma!1ager. 

<![if 
!supportLists]>:r- <! [endif]>First 
page, Third entry-- The 
Professional Geologist was 
tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, 
not the Engineer III. 

<![if 
!supportLists ]> ~ <! [ endif]>First 
page, Fourth entry -- The 
Engineer I was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer III . 

<![if 
!supportLists]>~ <![endif]>First 
page, Fifth entry -- The 
Professional Geologist was 
tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

<![if 
!supportLists ]> ~ <! [ endif]>Seco 
nd page, sixth entry-- only 4 
hours were approved for drilling 

10 
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II . 
plan/field prep/mobilization by 
the Engineer III, 

<![if 
!supportLists]>,_ <![endif]>Thir 
d page, last entry -- only 3 hours 

I were approved for Stage 2 I 
1

1 reimbursement compilation, 

1
1

1

, : assembly, and distribution by the 
I, n. Senior Administrative Assistant, 

~}![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware 
'I lj' you'll need to justify the consultant's material 
~ .. ~~~~ costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 
1' II 
1L!

1
[if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also 

; llljljl explain what "Materials used to perform slug 
: I test" ? Cause I have no idea what you're talking 

II 
about. 

I I 
1<i:![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a 

1
1
': mathematical error in your mileage, Google 

: 1 Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to 
the site as 165 miles. 

lj 
1 
1 Thanks, Eric . 

! II P.S. In the future, could you submit the site 
j 1 map concerning early action sampling? 

I Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports 
and try and determine where the "hot spots" are 
concerning the early action samples. Please 
note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-

! 1 1 section map showing the geology and horizontal 

1 , and vertical extent of the soil and groundwater 
lj i j contamination that exceeds the most stringent 

II 

II Tier I remediation objectives. 

11,1; 

l IJ State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY 

I, , I NOTICE: The information contained in this 

I

I communication is confidential, may be 

I 
attorney-client privileged or attorney work 
product, may constitute inside information I 1 or internal deliberative staff communication, 

11 
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!, 1 and is intended only for the use of the 
Ill addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or 
I j copying of this communication or any part 
II thereof is strictly prohibited and may be 
: unlawful. If you have received this 

II communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and 

lj destroy this communication and all copies 
1 l thereof, including all attachments. Receipt 

by an unintended recipient does not waive 
, I i attorney-client privilege, attorney work 

1l1 product privilege, or any other exemption 
.!1 I! from disclosure. 

12 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: Kuhlman, Eric 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, November 16, 2016 5:42PM 
'matt@ cwmcompany.com' 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Here's what I'm thinking: 

I'd rather see you get something for your equipment rather than nothing. I think it's easier talking to me 
than through lawyers and a lot more productive, as well as less costly. However, if you'd rather the unit 
rates for Consulting Materials were addressed in appeals that is your right and I can respect that. 

It's just unfortunate that there's a better, cheaper, and faster way to resolve our disagreements. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Kuhlman 
Leaking UST Section 
Bureau of Land 
Illinois EPA 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 3:56PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Ya I am always willing to work with you guys. I like being able to move these forward without 
the extra time that the appeal take up. What ya thinking? 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@lllinois.gov> 
Date: 11116/1610:31 am 

I To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

1 
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Thanks, Matt. 

I P.S. Are you sure we can't work out something regarding the Consultant's Materials Costs in 
your budgets? 

, From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
I Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 10:45 AM 

To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I 
i 

' The hard copy will be in by the end of the week. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
1 701 W. South Grand Ave. 

Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

II --------- Original Message ---------

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@ Illinois.e:ov> 
Date: 11116/16 8:56am 
To: "matt @cwmcompany.com" <matt @cwmcompany.com> 

1 That's right. 

,, . 
: From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mallto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
1 Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 9:48AM I' To: Kuhlman, Eric 
j Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
I 

Yes I am sure I can get an extension out to you, I understand with the holiday 
next week it might be close. I assume the response letter would be in after the 
holiday week and not need the whole 60 days? 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

2 
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~ --------- Original Message ---------

1 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

L Date: 11/16/16 6:42am 
p To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

1:1 Thanks, Matt. 

; Jj However, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response 

1 
letter signed and mailed before the due date on November 26th before the 

1!1 upcoming holiday. Therefore, I respectfully request that your client waive the 

1

1 1 right to final decision for a minimum of 60 days in accordance with 
734.505(d). That way we're covered if my managers and support staff decide 

j to take leave before the holiday. Eric 

I 
From: matt@cwmcompanv.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

' Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08 PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: (External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I Here is the Summary Page. 

I,· Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
I' 701 W. South Grand Ave. 

: Springfield, IL 62704 

II p: (217) 522-8001 
1 f: (217) 522-8009 

I 
ll --------- Original Message ---------

1 
1 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST 
1l Incident #20 14 024 7 
lj'll From: matt@cwmcompany.com 
' 1 Date: 11/15/16 1:55pm 
I' To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@IIlinois.gov> 

II) I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off! thought it was 
1 just personnel. Here is the updated sheets, and summary page. 

3 
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j Matthew D. Rives 
I 

lj CW3M Company, Inc. 

1 701 W. South Grand Ave. 
I Springfield, IL 62704 
i I p: (217) 522-8001 
l f: (217) 522-8009 

I! i --------- Original Message---------

1 I Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST 

1 
Incident #2014 0247 

' From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric. Kuhlman@ Ill inois.gov> 
I 

11 Date: 11/15/16 1:23pm 
;1, To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" 
l <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

1

11
1

,
1 

Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised 
1, budget forms? Eric 

til 
!II From: matt@cwmcompany.com 

II 1 [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

I
I l Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 

I 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 

I l1 Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 

1

1,. Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident 

I 
'. #2014 0247 

: !! I 
J ,

1

1 Hey Eric, 

i i' 
; j! I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and 

II:' this is what I found. 

i!J • The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong 

11

,

1

! 1 rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 
, ' AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

1!IJ, I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart 
j i 1' H rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, 
the drum disposal costs for solid water should be 
deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

4 
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I! 11, I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal 

!I removed. 

l • On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the I following personnel and hours were approved by 

II the Agency: 

I o ~First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours 

. 1 wehredta1.~kedforfield prepc~ratiodn: . 

I 
sc e u mg, arrangementstcoor matwn 
by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

I not the Senior Project Manager. 

I 
11 We apologize this was submitted in error in the 
J i proposed budget and should have been caught. The tasks 

I
ll' described are not acceptable for completion by a Senior 
'

1 

1 Administrative Assistant and were completed by a 
I Senior Project Manager. 
I I 
l I • ~First page, Third entry-- The Professional 
! Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
! ! 

1

1
1 

sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, 

1 
': not the Engineer III. 

ll A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were 

Ill proposed for drilling/ sampling and an Engineer I and 
Engineer III actually completed the task. During 

l1l1 development of a proposed budget there is no way we 
I I: I can know exactly who will be available to perform and 
1' IJ complete the specific tasks or activities. Available 

l
j' 1 1 personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and 
·I j though their specific title may not match the proposed 

Ill I line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 

1 

1 standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation 
j I personnel costs that add up to a lower total then 

I
\! proposed were used along with completing the task in 
l:; less time than proposed. 

• ~First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was 
tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, 
not the Engineer Ill. 

• >-First page, Fifth ellfry -- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

5 
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1 During development of a proposed budget there is no 

1 way we can know exactly who will be available to 
I perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. 

Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work 
that was completed nine months after the proposed 
budget was submitted. A vail able personnel at the time 
are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific 
title may not match the proposed line item they are still 

11 a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such 
task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior 

l
~~~ Project Manager did the work they were able to do it in 
1 a shorter amount of time than proposed, making the line 

item under the proposed cost for that task. 
1 I 

l'! 
1 ' • >-Second page, sixtlz entry-- only 4 hours were 
j; approved for drilling plan/field 
I! prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

ijl Not all actual line items should be expected to come in 

I 
ill under the proposed as it is proposed budget of expected 

l costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost 
· incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most 

1 items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be 
: 1 slightly different when the works actually completed. 
)I Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
'! result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time 

that was actual required to complete the task. The 
regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 

; consultants and owner operators approval of costs in 
~ 'j stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely 

I j 
cost, followed by actual costs for which the agency 

1

1 
would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it 
would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem 
acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours for 

, every task. We both know that would not be acceptable 
to the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget is to help 
the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 

1
1
1' higher than what was previously proposed allowing the 

' 
1

1 IEPA to ask for clarification on the large amount of 
II cost. In this case the extra two hours that were actually 
jl required for drill plan/ field prep were due to the fact 
! 1 I that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity 

II 
of SB-4. This required extra correspondence with 
multiple utility personnel for location of this main and 

1 set up of drilling with them on site. 
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I 
• -,Third page, last entry-- only 3 lzours were 

approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 

1 
I compilation, assembly, and distribution by the I Senior Administrative Assistant, 

1 Not all actual line items should be expected to come in 
. under the proposed as it is proposed budget of expected 

1 jj costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost 

'

, j j incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most 
1l I items closely resemble the proposed budget; but may be 
II slightly different when the works actually completed. 

1

1 1 
Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 

ljl'l result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time 
'I that was actual required to complete the task. The 
11 regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 

consultants and owner operators approval of costs in 
1 

j stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely 
cost, followed by actual costs for which the agency 

111
1 would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it 

d · would require us to propose and the IEPA to deem 
l, 1 acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours for 

' every task. We both know that would not be acceptable 
j to the IEP A. The purpose of the actual budget is to help 

I 
1 the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 

l' higher than what was previously proposed allowing the 
IEPA to ask for clarification on the large amount of 

l cost. In this case the hour that will be required for 
, compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 2 

Ill 
reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for 
explanation of extra hours. The explanation is simply 
that is the time it will take to complete a review. 

• Please be aware you' llneed to justify the 
consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 
AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a 

l 
multitude of ways to you and other project managers. 

I
ll We have .found that the agency. has established n~w 
'II rates, whtch are less than ours m some cases and 1t 

l doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness of the 
. rates. We believe this issue will be addressed in the 

I appeals currently in process and a budget amendment 

Ill
! for approved cost can be established then. This helps 
I move the projects forward, remove wasted time for 

! 1
' correspondence and removes any possible animosity or 
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I frustration that may be accrued between us and project 
1 managers. 

I 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to 
perform slug test"? Cause I have no idea what 
you're talking about. 

1 The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data 
I logging materials. If you are not familiar with how a 

11 slug test is performed and material required you can 
1 reference ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

I 
I I 

II' I, I 

• There's also a mathematical error in your 
mileage, Google Maps has the distance from 
CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I II! 
l I I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site 

1 addresses and your office location in to Google Maps it 
came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't include 
the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks 

jllj and lunch. This extra distance can be an extra 10% 
• 1 approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile 

could be expected for travel to and from site. Your 
actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 
miles per round trip) for the extra distance included for 
fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

I 

I

' I A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working 
guidelines of anticipated costs. Per the IEPA' s 
guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the 
time the plan is approved and only includes specified 
language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; and 
budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with 

I the approved plan and must be determined in 
II accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, 
i Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

l 1 

While every individual line item may not come under 
l
1 

the proposed amount, it can be reasonably expected that 
1 each subsection, task I phase code should come under or 

' ' 1 within a marginally increased amount when the actual II amounts have been incurred and presented as the actual 
1
1 

budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an 
1 1 expectation of which personnel may conduct itemized 

I
, j11 tasks. However, because of workloads, field demands 
, etc, some tasks are completed by other equally qualified 
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I and competent personnel, all within Subpart H II rates. Should the actual budget show significant 
I. II deviation in time and effort, a justification would then 

1 be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's letter 

II 
: approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs 

l actual budget on prior sites 
lid 
ll!j To report anything for reimbursement other than our 
. true actual would just be wrong and not match the 
! '11 technical report either. We review the totals for each 
lj subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over 
!1 within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is truly 
I 1 the only way to give the Agency reasonable budgets. 

jt l For this project the complete total amount proposed for 
li!J personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual 

j costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease from proposed to 

1 
actual. 

! , Matthew D. Rives 

' 1\ 
l1 CW3M Company, Inc. 
I' 701 W. South Grand Ave. 

l
l Springfield, IL 62704 

I i p: (217) 522-so01 
I f: (217) 522-8009 
Ill 

Jill 

I' ~~~~~ --------- Original Message ---------

,1 j Subject: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident 
,:1 #2014 0247 
ill From: "Kuhlman, Eric" 
j 

1
~

1 
<Eric. Kuhlman@ Illinois. gov> 

1 Date: 9/30/16 8:17 am 

''II To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

~~ Matt, you' 11 need to correct and re-submit the 
jl Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD because of the 

1 

I following: 

.l 

IJ, I 
]'lc~!l'if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC 
YJ was submitted with the wrong rates, please 

9 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

I' I correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the I 2015 Subpart H rates. 

<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the 

I 
1 
II Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum 

I disposal costs for solid water should be 

Il
l I deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 

'II BUD. 

~:!I if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the 
1j Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following 

1 I personnel and hours were approved by the 
I Agency: 
I I 

11111 

II il 
,I! 

'I Ill 
/11 

,~, 

~ I 
I 
II 

~ I· I I 

I 

d 
II II 

<![if 
!supportLists]>)i;> <![endif]>First 
page, First entry-- Only 4 hours 
were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, 
not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if 
!supportLists]>.r <! [endif]>First 
page, Third entry -- The 
Professional Geologist was 
tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, 
not the Engineer III. 

<![if 
!supportLists ]>.., <! [ endif]>First 
page, Fourth entry -- The 
Engineer I was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer III . 

<![if 
!supportLists]>.r <![endif]>First 
page, Fifth entry -- The 
Professional Geologist was 
tasked with groundwater 
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11 

sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

<![if 
!supportLists]>)i:.> <![endif]>Seco 
nd page, sixth entry -- only 4 
hours were approved for drilling 
plan/field prep/mobilization by 
the Engineer III, 

<![if 
!supportLists]>)i:.> <![endif]>Thir 
d page, last entry-- only 3 hours 
were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, 
assembly, and distribution by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, 

f:![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware 
'l you'll need to justify the consultant's material 
:1 lj costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

' 
•':![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also 

, 
1

1 
; explain what "Materials used to perform slug 

j 1
1 

I test" ? Cause I have no idea what you're talking 

l.ll j about. 
il I 
L<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a 
p mathematical error in your mileage, Google 
l!l!l Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to 

the site as 165 miles. 

jl Thanks, Eric. 

I
I 

P.S. In the future, could you submit the site 
j II map concerning early action sampling? 

Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports 
! , and try and determine where the "hot spots" are 
11 I concerning the early action samples. Please 
: 1~1 1 

note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-
1 section map showing the geology and horizontal 
l. i ljj and vertical extent of the soil and groundwater 
, '!

1 
contamination that exceeds the most stringent 

II Tier I remediation objectives. 

11 
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State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY 
NOTICE: The information contained in this 
communication is confidential, may be 

1 attorney-client privileged or attorney work 
11 product, may constitute inside information 

I 
or internal deliberative staff communication, 

j and is intended only for the use of the 

l 
addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or 
copying of this communication or any part 

j thereof is strictly prohibited and may be 
unlawful. If you have received this 

l1' communication in error, please notify the 

1

1
. i sender immediately by return e-mail and 

I 1
' destroy this communication and all copies 

1! . thereof, including all attachments. Receipt 
wlq by an unintended recipient does not waive 

I
, 1 attorney-client privilege, attorney work 

1 product privilege, or any other exemption 
11 from disclosure. 
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~ 

CW MCompany 
Environmental Consulting Services 

November 16, 2016 

Mr. Eric Kuhlman, Project Manager 
LUST Section, Bureau of Land 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
1021 North Grand Avenue East 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

RE: LPC #1610455194 -Rock Island County 
Aman Food & Gas 
1830 5th A venue 
Incident Number: 2014-0247 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

Phone: (217) 522-8001 
Fax: (217) 522-8009 

LPC#l610455194 Rock Island County 
Aman Food and Gas 
lncident#20140247 
LUST TECH 

LUST Technical Reports-Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Extension for Final Decision 

Dear Mr. Kuhlman, 

On behalf of Aman Food & Gas, owner of the USTs at the above-referenced site, we 
are submitting an extension for the final decision allowed by 734.550 (d) for the 
minimum of 60 days. The extension is for the Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and 
Budget submitted on July 29, 2016. This includes the results of the Stage 2 
investigation as well as a summary of the costs. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Matt 
Rives or me at (217) 522-8001. 

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

RECEIVED 
xc: Mrs. Balbir Kaur & Mr. Jeet Singh, Aman Food & Gas 

Mr. William T. Sinnott, CWM Company, Inc. NOV 2 1 2016 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

(217) 522-8001 

IEPA/BOL 
400 West Jackson, Suite C 

Marion, IL 62959 
(618) 997-2238 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Thursday, November 17,2016 8:18AM 
Kuhlman, Eric 
RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I totally agree this is something we should be able to wok out together. Appeals just take to 
much time and extra money that could be saved. What line items are you looking at and what 
adjusted rates are you thinking? 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11116/16 4:41pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Here's what I'm thinking: 

I'd rather see you get something for your equipment rather than nothing. I think it's easier 
talking to me than through lawyers and a lot more productive, as well as less costly. However, if 
you'd rather the unit rates for Consulting Materials were addressed in appeals that is your right 
and I can respect that. 

It's just unfortunate that there's a better, cheaper, and faster way to resolve our 
disagreements. 

Sincerely, 

1 
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Eric Kuhlman 

' Leaking UST Section 

Bureau of Land 

Illinois EPA 

I 
I 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

I 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 3:56 PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Ya I am always willing to work with you guys. I like being able to move these forward 
without the extra time that the appeal take up. What ya thinking? 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
: 701 W. South Grand Ave. 
I Springfield, IL 62704 

p: (217) 522-8001 
I f: (217) 522-8009 

I 
i 
1-• --------- Ori oinal Messa oe ---------. ~ ~ 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 1111611610:31 am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Thanks, Matt. 

2 
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I' P.S. Are you sure we can't work out something regarding the Consultant's Materials 
Costs in your budgets? 

From: matt@cwmcomoany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 10:45 AM 

I To: Kuhlman, Eric 
1 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

II The hard copy will be in by the end of the week. 
'I 
' Matthew D. Rives 

I' 

1 
CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 

I p: (217) 522-8001 
ll f: (217) 522-8009 

I 

Ill --------- Original Message ---------

1. 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 
0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@ lllinois.gov> 
Date: 11116116 8:56am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

That's right. 

I 
From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

I Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 9:48 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Yes I am sure I can get an extension out to you, I understand with the 
holiday next week it might be close. I assume the response letter would 

1 be in after the holiday week and not need the whole 60 days? 

Matthew D. Rives 

, CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

3 
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I --------- Original Message ---------,, 
j l Subject: RE: [External] RE: A man Food & Gas -- LUST 
1 Incident #2014 0247 

From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11/16116 6:42 am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

, Thanks, Matt. 
lq 
1 1

1 
However, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency 

I 
response letter signed and mailed before the due date on November 
261

h before the upcoming holiday. Therefore, I respectfully request 

1 that your client waive the right to final decision for a minimum of 60 
days in accordance with 734.SOS(d). That way we're covered if my 
managers and support staff decide to take leave before the 
holiday. Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

1 Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 3:08 PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 

I 
I 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident 
#2014 0247 

Here is the Summary Page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 

I f: (217) 522-8009 
I 

ji, 
,!. --------- Original Message ---------

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST 
Incident #20 14 024 7 

I 
From: matt@cwmcompany.com 
Date: 11115/16 1:55pm 

',l To: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

4 
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II 
I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought 

l it was just personnel. Here is the updated sheets, and 
I , summary page. 

I • I Matthew D. Rives 

II 
CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

1 
I Springfield, IL 62704 

1
1 p: (217) 522-8001 

11
1 f: (217) 522-8009 

i Ill 
: jJI! --------- Original Message---------

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas 
--LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" 
<Eric.Kuhlman@ Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11115/16 1:23pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" 
<matt@ cwmcompany.com> 

' Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other 
I• revised budget forms? Eric 

11 1 ll 1 

Il
l From: matt@cwmcompany.com 

[mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
·~1Jl1 Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
I To: Kuhlman, Eric 
j 1 1 Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
i j

1
: ,, Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST 

· ~ Incident #2014 0247 
I 

l: Hey Eric, 

I 

I 
I had a chance to look over your budget 

I 
concerns and this is what I found. 

II
~~~~~~~ • The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the 

wrong rates, please correct and re-

~1 l,l,.l submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 
1 Subpart H rates. 

5 
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I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 
Subpart H rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs 
I page, the drum disposal costs for solid 

II 
water should be deducted since they 
weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I I have attached the updated budget sheets with 

I 
disposal removed. 

ll 
l 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs 

l 1

1 

pages, the following personnel and 

I· 
II, 
I I 

hours were approved by the Agency: 

0 ~First page, First entry-- Only 
4 hours were taskedforfield 
preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by 
the Senior Administrative I I ! . Assistant, not the Senior Project 

jl Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the I 
Ll 

1'! proposed budget and should have been caught. 
The tasks described are not acceptable for 

I 
' completion by a Senior Administrative Assistant 
1 and were completed by a Senior Project 

1 Manager. 

!I' I ·:, 
,, rl 

h II 
li j I 
I d 

• >-First page, Third entry-- The 
Professional Geologist was tasked with 
drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the 
Engineer Ill. 

j · A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were 
proposed for drilling/ sampling and an Engineer 

j I and Engineer III actually completed the 
l' task. During development of a proposed budget 

I I• there is no way we can know exactly who will 
· be available to perform and complete the 
11 specific tasks or activities. Available personnel 
I at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and 

though their specific title may not match the 
1 proposed line item they are still a comparable 

6 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

I 
title by IEPA standards to complete such task. 
Also, in this situation personnel costs that add 

I up to a lower total then proposed were used 
. along with completing the task in less time than 

IIi, proposed. 

'I I • l> First page, Fourth entry -- The 
Engineer I was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Engineer I III. 

1 1! • "r First page, Fifth entry -- The 

I l Professional Geologist was tasked with 
!
1
ij1 groundwater sampling & surveying, not 

!l)jlj the Senior Project Manager. 

I Jltl During development of a proposed budget there II' 1 
is no way we can know exactly who will be 

ll t available to perform and complete the specific 

I ' tasks or activities. Specifically in this situation, 
where we proposed work that was completed 

j 
1 

,I, nine months after the proposed budget was 
l 1' submitted. Available personnel at the time are 
·II ' used for the tasks at hand, and though their 

I specific title may not match the proposed line 
item they are still a comparable title by IEPA 

1
11 standards to complete such task. Also, even 
1

1 
though the Engineer III and Senior Project 

'jl Manager did the work they were able to do it in 
'I a shorter amount of time than proposed, making 

l1 1 the line item under the proposed cost for that 
'I task. 

I' • ,-Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 
· hours were approved for drilling 

, 11'.1 plan/field prep/mobilization by the 
Engineer Ill, 

, 'II Nat all actual line i terns should be expected to 

II
' I come in under the proposed as it is proposed 
1 budget of expected costs, and the actual budget 
j should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to 

our experience and expertise, most items closely 
resemble the proposed budget; but may be 
slightly different when the works actually 
completed. Our due diligence and ability to 

'1 reduce costs should not result in the denial of 
7 
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''I work on a specific line item's time that was 

I 
actual required to complete the task. The 

j regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to 
I J 1 provide consultants and owner operators 

1 approval of costs in stages and the proposal was 
j I to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by 
l II actual costs for which the agency would 

I 
approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it 

I would require us to propose and the IEPA to 
deem acceptable the extreme worst case 

liJI scenario hours for every task. We both know 

1 _ that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The 
i ' purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA 

jl flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 

1 higher than what was previously proposed 
I 1 allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the 

!I• 
1J 
rl 
II 

large amount of cost. In this case the extra two 
hours that were actually required for drill plan/ 
field prep were due to the fact that a major gas 
main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-
4. This required extra correspondence with 
multiple utility personnel for location of this 
main and set up of drilling with them on site. 

• :rThird page, last entry-- only 3 hours 
were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, 
and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 1,'! ill 

II. 

!
'jill j Not all actual line items should be expected to 
_I come in under the proposed as it is proposed 
j:l budget of expected costs, and the actual budget 
jll j l should reflect the actual cost incurred. Due to 
i , our experience and expertise, most items closely 

II • resemble the proposed budget; but may be , I slightly different when the works actually 
! . completed. Our due diligence and ability to 

II , 
1 
reduce costs should not result in the denial of 

: l~l work on a specific line item's time that was 
i · actual required to complete the task. The 
I • regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to 

1 
1 provide consultants and owner operators 

j approval of costs in stages and the proposal was 

ll 1! to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by 
,i actual costs for which the agency would 

8 
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1
1

'11 approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it 
would require us to propose and the IEPA to 
deem acceptable the extreme worst case 

1 
scenario hours for every task. We both know 

lll that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The 
1 purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA 

flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly 
higher than what was previously proposed 
allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the 

1 large amount of cost. In this case the hour that 
~~~ will be required for compilation assembly and 

II distribution of the Stage 2 reimbursement does 

1
1 I not require a denial or a need for explanation of 

I , extra hours. The explanation is simply that is 
the time it will take to complete a review. 

iII 
I :!II 

• Please be aware you' llneed to justify 
the consultant's material costs in both 
the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

1

1
: j1 We have answered these questions plenty of 

times in a multitude of ways to you and other 
' J project managers. We have found that the 
I 
• agency has established new rates, which are less 

than ours in some cases and it doesn't matter 
1 what we submit for reasonableness of the 

rates. We believe this issue will be addressed in 
the appeals currently in process and a budget 

; i! amendment for approved cost can 

llll be established then. This helps 
1 move the projects forward, remove wasted time 

., for correspondence and removes any 
I ; possible animosity or frustration that may I' ; 1 be accrued between us and project managers. 

J • Could you also explain what "Materials 

I used to peiform slug test"? Cause I have 
no idea what you're talking abollt. 

!I 
\1 The materials used for a slug test are the slug 
! and data logging materials. If you are not 

I 
j 1 familiar with how a slug test is performed and 

I
I material required you can reference ASTM 

1 4044/4044M for clarification. 

9 
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• There's also a mathematical error in 
your mileage, Coogle Maps has the 
distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site 
as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed 

I
ll the site addresses and your office location in to 

I 
Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This 

1 of course doesn't include the extra distance for 
• · stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and 

! 
lunch. This extra distance can be an extra I 0% 

I' approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 
735 mile could be expected for travel to and 
from site. Your actual is well below that, and 

1 actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) 
I l l for the extra distance included for fuel, 

l bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or 
" working guidelines of anticipated costs. Per the 
I ' IEPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not 
1 approved at the time the plan is approved and 

II' i only includes specified language about the 
approval of the Stage 2 plan; and budget is 

I "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the 
approved plan and must be determined in 

I 

1 accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734. Subpart 
11 H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

I:IJ While every individual line item may not come 

1 1 ~ under the proposed amount, it can be reasonably 
I , '' expected that each subsection, task I phase code 

' should come under or within a marginally 
increased amount when the actual amounts have 

I 
been incurred and presented as the actual 
budget. We can plan and develop a budget with 

1 an expectation of which personnel may conduct 
itemized tasks. However, because of 

I
I l workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are 
i completed by other equally qualified and 

1 
1 competent personnel, all within Subpart H 
rates. Should the actual budget show significant 

!j deviation in time and effort, a justification 

! 
1 would then be in order. Our best guideline is 

II, the Agency's letter approving plans, the 

10 
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Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual 

~~~~~ budget on prior sites 

lj To report anything for reimbursement other than 
lj our true actual would just be wrong and not 
'l: match the technical report either. We review the 
lj totals for each subsection completed to verify if 

. 11 J actual is under or over within reasonable 

ll: margins of the proposed. This is truly the only 

In 1 way to give the Agency reasonable budgets. For 
I' I this project the complete total amount proposed 

I 
11 
l for personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 

\1 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% decrease 
j 

1 
from proposed to actual. 

11'1 I• Matthew D. Rives 

1; CW3M Company, Inc. 

1 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 li ,j. p: (217) 522-8001 

! JJ (217) 522-8009 

I 

I I' 
l'j 

1 " 0 0 ll ll! --------- Orioinal Messaoe ---------

~~~ . 1 Subject: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST 
, 1 Incident #20 14 024 7 

"l'ij
1 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" 

I! 1 <Eric. Kuhlman@ lllinois.gov> 
ld Date: 9/30116 8:17am 
•1 To: "Matt Rives" 
Ill 

1 
<matt@cwmcompanv.com> 

I I 

I
' 

1 
Matt, you' II need to correct and re-
submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 

1 BUD because of the following: 

I. !il 
cj:
1
!
1

[if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The 

llj Stage 2 AC was submitted with the 
111 l wrong rates, please correct and re-

11 
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I , 
1 

II submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Ill Subpart H rates. 

1 (lt f !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the 

I
ll Remediation and Disposal Costs page, 
, the drum disposal costs for solid water 

should be deducted since they weren't 

I li; in the Stage 2 BUD. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the 
~~~· lj' Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the 
l 1 following personnel and hours were 
lj, approved by the Agency: 

~~~ I <![if I 
1

.,1 !supportLists]>,. <![endi 

1 
lj f]>First page, First entry 

l
i ljiJ -- Only 4 hours were 

II 1 tasked for field 

I
. tl preparation, scheduling, 
, j i I 

1 
arrangements/coordinatio 
n by the Senior 

Ill I Administrative Assistant, 
not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

<![if 
!supportLists]>~ <![endi 
f]>First page, Third entry 
-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked 
with drilling/soil 
sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drillin 
g plan, not the Engineer 
III. 

<![if 
!supportLists]>~ <![endi 
f]>First page, Fourth 
entry -- The Engineer I 
was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the 
Engineer III . 

12 
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<![if 
!supportLists]>~ <![endi 
f]>First page, Fifth entry 
-- The Professional 
Geologist was tasked 
with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, 
not the Senior Project 
Manager. 

<![if 
!supportLists]>,. <![endi 
f]>Second page, sixth 
entry -- only 4 hours 
were approved for 
drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the 
Engineer III, 

<![if 
!supportLists]>>- <![endi 
f]>Third page, last entry 
-- only 3 hours were 
approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, 
and distribution by the 
Senior Administrative 
Assistant, 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please 
be aware you'll need to justify the 

lj: consultant's material costs in both the 
'1 Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

', •.:![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could 
you also explain what "Materials used Ill' to perform slug test" ? Cause I have no 

11 11 idea what you're talking about. 
I I 

'<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's 
also a mathematical error in your 

;111 ' mileage, Google Maps has the distance 
•
1,1 from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 
I ' miles. 

13 
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Thanks, Eric . 

P.S. In the future, could you submit the 
site map concerning early action 
sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back 
to previous reports and try and 

I determine where the "hot spots" are 
concerning the early action 

l 
1 
samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP 

1 1 is missing the cross-section map 
1 ~~ showing the geology and horizontal and 
I vertical extent of the soil and 
ill, 
j I 

llj11 

groundwater contamination that exceeds 
the most stringent Tier I remediation 
objectives. 

1

'1 

I ' State of Illinois -
~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The 

; information contained in this 

ljlil communication is confidential, may 
, 'llq be attorney-client privileged or 
1,•1 attorn.ey w?rk. pr~duct, m~y 
~~~- constitute 1ns1de 1nformat1on or 
• 1 internal deliberative staff 
j· communication, and is intended only 

l 1 for the use of the addressee. 
1 

1 Unauthorized use, disclosure or 
'

1 
! copying of this communication or 

111 any part thereof is strictly prohibited 
l l. and may be unlawful. If you have 
J l l received this communication in 

• error, please notify the sender 
jj1 immediately by return e-mail and 

'I destroy this communication and all 
I!P, copies thereof, including all 

.lll attachments. Receipt by an Ill ' unintended recipient does not waive I' 
1 

attorney-client privilege, attorney 

1• work product privilege, or any other 
exemption from disclosure. 

14 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kuhlman, Eric 
Friday, November 18, 2016 11 :49 AM 
'matt@ cwmcompany.com' 
RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Hey Matt, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response letter signed and mailed 
before the due date on November 261

h due to the upcoming holiday. 

Therefore, I respectfully request that your client waive the right to final decision for a minimum of 60 
days in accordance with 734.505(d) . That way we're covered if my managers and support staff decide to 
take leave before the holiday. Eric 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Friday, November 18, 2016 1 :34 PM 
Kuhlman, Eric 
RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
Aman Extension St3.pdf 

Did you send that by accident or did you not get the copy of the extension? Ire attached the 
extension. The me know if you got it please the hard copy will go into the EPA today 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
1 From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@lllinois.!WV> 
Date: 11/18/16 10:48 am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Hey Matt, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response letter signed and 
mailed before the due date on November 26111 due to the upcoming holiday. 

I 
Therefore, I respectfully request that your client waive the right to final decision for a minimum 

. of 60 days in accordance with 734.SOS(d). That way we're covered if my managers and support 
staff decide to take leave before the holiday. Eric 

! State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this 
communication is confidential , may be attorney-client privileged or attorney work 
l product, may constitute inside information or internal deliberative staff 

I communication, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized 
use, disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly 

1 prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in 
error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and destroy this 
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communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an 
unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 
product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

2 
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,---------------·----·--·---·····"--·---·-----.. --------------------------------, 
~ 

CW MCompany 
Environmental Consulting Services 

November 16, 2016 

Mr. Eric Kuhlman, Project Manager 
LUST Section, Bureau of Land 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
l021 North Grand Avenue East 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

RE: LPC #1610455194 -Rock Island County 
Aman Food & Gas 
1830 S'h A venue 
Incident Number: 2014-0247 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

Phone: (217) 522-8001 
Fax: (217) 522-8009 

LUST Technical Reports-Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and Budget 
Extension for Final Decision 

Dear Mr. Kuhlman, 

On behalf of Aman Food & Gas, owner of the USTs at the above-referenced site, we 
are submitting an extension for the final decision allowed by 734.550 (d) for the 
minimum of 60 days. The extension is for the Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and 
Budget submitted on July 29, 2016. This includes the results of the Stage 2 
investigation as well as a summary of the costs. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Matt 
Rives or me at (217) 522-8001. 

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

xc: Mrs. Balbir Kaur & Mr. Jeet Singh, Aman Food & Gas 
Mr. William T. Sinnott, CWM Company, Inc. 

701 W. South Grand Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62704 

(217) 522-800 I 

400 West Jackson, Suite C 
Marion, IL 62959 
(6 I 8) 997-2238 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: Kuhlman, Eric 
Sent: 
To: 

Friday, November 18, 2016 2:07 PM 
'matt@ cwmcompany.com' 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Thanks, Matt. I wasn't sure if I requested an extension or not since I was out of the office yesterday. 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2016 1:34PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Did you send that by accident or did you not get the copy of the extension? Ire attached the 
extension. The me know if you got it please the hard copy will go into the EPA today 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

I 

I 

Date: 11/18/16 10:48 am 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Hey Matt, it occurs to me that I may not be able to get the Agency response letter signed and 
mailed before the due date on November 261

h due to the upcoming holiday. 

Therefore, I respectfully request that your client waive the right to final decision for a minimum 
J of 60 days in accordance with 734.505(d). That way we're covered if my managers and support 
staff decide to take leave before the holiday. Eric 

l State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this 

1 
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communication is confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or attorney work 
product, m9y constitute inside information or internal deliberative staff 
communic~ion, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized 
use, disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly 
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in 
error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and destroy this 
communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an 
unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 
product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

2 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kuhlman, Eric 
Tuesday, November 22, 2016 2:45 PM 
'matt@ cwmcompany.com' 
RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Hey Matt, after reviewing your revised budget forms for the Stage 2 Actual Costs I discovered the 
following discrepancies in the revised Stage 2 Budget forms: 

o the particle size analysis rate was not the agreed upon rate stated in the Stage 2 Budget dated 
7/22/2015, 

o you didn't submit the revised Remediation and Disposal Costs forms, 
o entries 1-5 on the 1st page of the Consulting Personnel Costs were not the agreed Personnel 

titles proposed in the Stage 2 Budget dated 7/22/2015. Please note that in accordance with 
Section 870{d)(1), once the Agency approves a cost, the applicable maximum payment amount 
for the cost must not be increased (e.g. by proposing the cost in a subsequent budget), and 

o the Consultant Material Costs submitted were not the agreed upon costs stated in the Stage 2 
Budget dated 7/22/2015, 

So if you could correct these entries and resubmit those forms that would be great. Thanks, Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 2:56 PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just personnel. Here is the 
updated sheets, and summary page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
! Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
I From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11/15/16 1:23pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 
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Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Eric 

I From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcomoany.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

1 Hey Eric, 

' I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found. 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re-submit 
the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for solid 
water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and hours 
were approved by the Agency: 

o -,First page, First entry-- Only 4 hours were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior Administrative 
Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should have been 
caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a Senior Administrative 
Assistant and were completed by a Senior Project Manager. 

• ~First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer III. 

I 
A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling and an 
Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During development of a 

· proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will be available to perform 
and complete the specific tasks or activities. A vail able personnel at the time are used for 
the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line item 
they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, in this 

2 
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I situation personnel costs that add up to a lower total then proposed were used along with 
completing the task in less time than proposed. 

• ~First page, Fourth entty --The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

• 'First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will 
be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Specifically in this 
situation, where we proposed work that was completed nine months after the proposed 

1 budget was submitted. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, 
and though their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a 
comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, even though the 
Engineer III and Senior Project Manager did the work they were able to do it in a shorter 
amount of time than proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that 
task. 

• -,..Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

1 
Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is 

I 
proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost 
incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed 
budget; but may be slightly different when the works actually completed. Our due 
diligence and ability to reduce costs should not result in the denial of work on a specific 
line item's time that was actual required to complete the task. The regulatory intent of 

1 
the proposal budget was to provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in 

1 
stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for 
which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require us 

1 
to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours for 
every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The purpose of the 

j actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher 
than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the 

l large amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours that were actually required for drill 

I 
plan/ field prep were due to the fact that a major gas main utility was located in the 
vicinity of SB-4. This required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for 
location of this main and set up of drilling with them on site. 

t 

• ,.Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

! Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it is 
I proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the actual cost 

incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely resemble the proposed 
1 budget; but may be slightly different when the works actually completed. Our due 

3 
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I diligence and ability to reduce costs should not result in the denial of work on a specific 
line item's time that was actual required to complete the task. The regulatory intent of 

I 
the proposal budget was to provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in 
stages and the proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for 
which the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require us 

I to propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours for 
every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEPA. The purpose of the 
actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are exorbitantly higher 
than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask for clarification on the 
large amount of cost. In this case the hour that will be required for compilation assembly 
and distribution of the Stage 2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for 
explanation of extra hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to 
complete a review. 

• Please be aware you 'llneed to justify the consultant's material costs in both the 
Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you and 
1 
other project managers. We have found that the agency has established new rates, which 
are less than ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we submit for reasonableness 
of the rates. We believe this issue will be addressed in the appeals currently in process 
and a budget amendment for approved cost can be established then. This helps 

I 
move the projects forward, remove wasted time for correspondence and removes any 
possible animosity or frustration that may be accrued between us and project managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to pe1jonn slug test"? Cause I have 
no idea what you're talking about. 

The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you are not 
I familiar with how a slug test is performed and material required you can reference 
ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Coogle Maps has the distance 
from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office location 
in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't include the extra 
distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This extra distance can be an 

1 extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 round trips 735 mile could be expected for 
travel to and from site. Your actual is well below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 

I miles per round trip) for the extra distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and 
I lunch. 

I A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated costs. Per 
I the !EPA's guideli~es that is wh~ ~budget is not approved at the time the plan is 

approved and only mcludes specified language about the approval of the Stage 2 plan; 
4 
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and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be 
1 determined in accordance with 35 lil. Adm. Code 734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and 
Appendix E". 

I 
While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it can be 
reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come under or within 
a marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have been incurred and 

I 
presented as the actual budget. We can plan and develop a budget with an expectation of 

I which personnel may conduct itemized tasks. However, because of workloads, field 
demands etc, some tasks are completed by other equally qualified and competent 

1 
personnel, all within Subpart H rates. Should the actual budget show significant 

1 deviation in time and effort, a justification would then be in order. Our best guideline is 
the Agency's letter approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual 

1 budget on prior sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be wrong and 
I not match the technical report either. We review the totals for each subsection completed 
to verify if actual is under or over within reasonable margins of the proposed. This is 
truly the only way to give the Agency reasonable budgets. For this project the complete 
total amount proposed for personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of 
$18,330.40 a 31% decrease from proposed to actual. 

Matthew D. Rives 
I 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

I 
Springfield, IL 62704 

I p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

] --------- Original Message ---------

1 Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
J' From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@IIlinois.gov> 
I Date: 9/30/16 8:17am 

1\ To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

1
1 
Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

1 because of the following: 

5 
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II 
< !!'if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong 

1 
rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H 
rates. 

<!I if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, 
II the drum disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since they weren't in 

the Stage 2 BUD. 

II 
<!lif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the I following personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 

<![if !supportLists]>>- <![endif]>First page, First entry-- Only 4 
hours were tasked for field preparation, scheduling, 
arrangements/coordination by the Senior Administrative 
Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>)P> <![endif]>First page, Third entry-- The 
Professional Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer 
III. 

<![if !supportLists]>)P> <![endif]>First page, Fourth entry-- The 
Engineer I was tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, 
not the Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>)P> <![endif]>First page, Fifth entry-- The 
Professional Geologist was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>,.. <![endif]>Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 
hours were approved for drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by 
the Engineer III, 

<![if !supportLists]>~ <![endif]>Third page, last entry-- only 3 
hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, 

I 
assembly, and distribution by the Senior Administrative 
Assistant, 

<!ljif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to justify the 
~~ consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

<!llif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what "Materials used to 
II perform slug test" ? Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

6 
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<!!if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a mathematical error in your 
mileage, Google Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 
miles. 

Thanks, Eric . 

P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action 
1 sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and 
' determine where the "hot spots" are concerning the early action samples. Please 
note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-section map showing the geology and 

1

: horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and groundwater contamination that 
j exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation objectives. 

State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained 
in this communication is confidential, may be attorney-client privileged or 

:· attorney work product, may constitute inside information or internal 
deliberative staff communication, and is intended only for the use of the 

I addressee. Unauthorized use, disclosure or copying of this 
communication or any part thereof is strictly prohibited and may be 

1• unlawful. If you have received this communication in error, please notify 
the sender immediately by return e-mail and destroy this communication 
and all copies thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an 

' unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney 
work product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

7 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

matt@ cwmcompany.com 
Friday, December 09, 2016 2:05 PM 
Kuhlman, Eric 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
Stage 2 Actual.pdf Attachments: 

Eric: 

I have attached a new revised complete budget; sorry about that I thought it was just the 
Personnel rates that were at the wrong year. I also changed the material rates back to the initial 
proposed costs in the 2015 Stage 2 Plan. As for the personnel titles being changed per Section 
870( d)(l ), I believe there is some confusion on what that regulation is actually stating and what it 
is in reference to. I do appreciate you letting me know what regulation you are referencing for 
your decisions. It helps eliminate any confusion we may have and provides an understanding as 
to how the regulations are being utilized. If you read the paragraph under Section 734.870 
Increase in Maximum Payment Amounts, it States 

"The maximum paymellf amounts set forth in this Subpart H must be adjusted annually 
by an inflation factor determined by the annual Implicit Price Deflatorfor Gross 
National Product as published by the U.S. Department of Commerce in its Survey of 
Current Business. " 

And if you read the entire Section 870(d) (1), (2), and (3) 

"d) Adjusted maximum paymellf amounts must be applied as follows: 

1) For costs approved by the Agency in writing prior to the date the costs are 
incurred, the applicable maximum payment amounts must be the amounts 
in effect on the date the Agency received the budget in which the costs 
were proposed. Once the Agency approves a cost, the applicable 
maximum payment amount for the cost must not be increased (e.g, by 
proposing the cost in a subsequent budget). 

2) For costs not approved by the Agency in writing prior to the date the costs are 
incurred, including, but not limited to, early action costs, the applicable 
maximum payment amounts must be the amounts in effect on the date the 
costs were incurred. 

3) Owners and operators must have the burden of requesting the appropriate 
adjusted maximum payment amounts in budgets and applications for 
payment." 
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The regulation is very specific to the fact that the maximum payment amount set forth in 
Subpart H will be adjusted Annually. The amount of each rate will be determined upon the rate 
in effect on the date the agency receives a budget. Conversely, 870 (d) (2), allows for maximum 
payment amounts to be in the amount in effect on the date the cost was incurred. The separation 
of the two rates has long been standing as work incurred and work proposed, specifically giving 
guidance to the use of maximum payment amounts, defined in subpart H. 

You can see this regulation pertains to Subpart H Rate amounts and what year's rates are 
deemed actable (like how I am changing the personnel and analytical rates of this budget back to 
the 15-16 proposed rates when the plan was proposed, even though it was conducted at a later 
time) and has nothing to do with personnel proposed titles requirements having to match actual 
or how the plan is implemented and completed. As I stated in the previous e-mail during 
development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will be available to 
perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Available personnel at the time are used for 
the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are 
still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. A proposed budget is just that, a 
proposal or working guidelines. Per the !EPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved 
at the time the plan is approved and only includes specified language about the approval of the 
Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the approved plan and 
must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.Subpart H, Appendix D, and 
Appendix E". 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" 
Date: 11/22/16 1 :44 pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" 

Hey Matt, after reviewing your revised budget forms for the Stage 2 Actual Costs I discovered 
the following discrepancies in the revised Stage 2 Budget forms: 

o the particle size analysis rate was not the agreed upon rate stated in the Stage 2 Budget 
dated 7/22/2015, 

o you didn't submit the revised Remediation and Disposal Costs forms, 

2 
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' 

o entries 1-5 on the 151 page of the Consulting Personnel Costs were not the agreed 
Personnel titles proposed in the Stage 2 Budget dated 7/22/2015. Please note that in 
accordance with Section 870(d)(l), once the Agency approves a cost, the applicable 
maximum payment amount for the cost must not be increased (e.g. by proposing the 
cost in a subsequent budget), and 

o the Consultant Material Costs submitted were not the agreed upon costs stated in the 
Stage 2 Budget dated 7/22/2015, 

So if you could correct these entries and resubmit those forms that would be great. Thanks, Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 2:56 PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just personnel. Here is the 
updated sheets, and summary page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

lj ---------Original Message---------

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11115/16 1:23pm 

' To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Eric 

I] 
1 From: matt@cwmcomoany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

I 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 

1 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Hey Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found. 

3 
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• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and 
re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for 
solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and 
hours were approved by the Agency: 

o >-First page, First ently --Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

' We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should 
have been caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a 
Senior Administrative Assistant and were completed by a Senior Project 

I Manager. 

i' • ,. First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the 
Engineer III. 

I 

A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling 
and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During 
development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who 
will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. 

l Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their 
specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable 
title by IEP A standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation personnel 
costs that add up to a lower total then proposed were used along with completing 
the task in less time than proposed. 

• -,.First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

• >-First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly 
• who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. 

Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work that was completed nine 
months after the proposed budget was submitted. Available personnel at the time 
are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match the 

4 
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proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to 

1 
complete such task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project 

j Manager did the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than 
1 

proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

II 
• "'Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling 

plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
' is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 

actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 
resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 
to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was 
to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which the agency 
would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require us to 
propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours 
for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The 

1 purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are 
exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask 
for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours that 
were actually required for drill plan/ field prep were due to the fact that a major 
gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This required extra 
correspondence with multiple utility personnel for location of this main and set 
up of drilling with them on site. 

II 
• ,-Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 

reimbursement compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 
actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 
resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 
to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 

, consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was 
; to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which the agency 

would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require us to 
propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours 

I 
1 
for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The 

' purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are 
exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask 

5 
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I for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the hour that will be 
1 required for compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 2 reimbursement 

' does not require a denial or a need for explanation of extra hours. The 
explanation is simply that is the time it will take to complete a review. 

• Please be aware you 'llneed to justify the consultant's material costs in 
both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you 
and other project managers. We have found that the agency has established new 
rates, which are less than ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we 
submit for reasonableness of the rates. We believe this issue will be addressed in 
the appeals currently in process and a budget amendment for approved cost can 
be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove wasted time 

1 for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or frustration that may 
·be accrued between us and project managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to pe1jorm slug test"? 
Cause I have llO idea what you're talking about. 

1 
The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you 
are not familiar with how a slug test is performed and material required you can 
reference ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Coogle Maps has the 
distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office 
location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't 
include the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This 
extra distance can be an extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 round 
trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from site. Your actual is well 
below that, and actually only 12 miles ( 6 miles per round trip) for the extra 
distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated 
costs. Per the !EPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time 

. the plan is approved and only includes specified language about the approval of 
the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the 
approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it 
I can be reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come 

under or within a marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have 
been incurred and presented as the actual budget. We can plan and develop a 

6 
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budget with an expectation of which personnel may conduct itemized tasks. 
However, because of workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are completed by 
other equally qualified and competent personnel, all within Subpart H rates. 
Should the actual budget show significant deviation in time and effort, a 

I 
justification would then be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's letter 
approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual budget on prior 
sites 

' To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be 
wrong and not match the technical report either. We review the totals for each 
subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over within reasonable 

1! margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to give the Agency 
; reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount proposed for 
personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% 

1 
' decrease from proposed to actual. 

I Matthew D. Rives 
I 
i CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

I Springfield, IL 62704 
I p: (217) 522-8001 
I f: (217) 522-8009 

li --------- Ori oinal Messa oe ---------
jl• 0 0 

I 
Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

1 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 

jj Date: 9/30116 8:17am 
J To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

j1J Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 
, I BUD because of the following: ,, 

· ~T he Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct andre­
·l submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

ll 
• b n the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for 

IJI solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD . 

• 
1
::,n the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and 
11 hours were approved by the Agency: 

,. First page, First entry -- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by 

7 



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 4/5/2017

the Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior 
Project Manager. 

);-First page, Third entry --The Professional Geologist was 
tasked with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer III. 

);-First page, Fourth entry -- The Engineer I was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

, First page, Fifth entry -- The Professional Geologist was 
tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

);-Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for 
drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

, Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for 
Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

• Please be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's material costs in 
I both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

· ~Could you also explain what "Materials used to perform slug test" ? Cause 
I have no idea what you're talking about. 

• 'There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the 
distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

1, Thanks, Eric . 
I 

I P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action 
sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and 
determine where the "hot spots" are concerning the early action samples. 
Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-section map showing 
the geology and horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and 

1, groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I 
11 remediation objectives. 

II 
1 

I State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information 
1 contained in this communication is confidential, may be attorney­
client privileged or attorney work product, may constitute inside 

8 
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information or internal deliberative staff communication, and is 
intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized use, 

Ill disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is 
W strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this 

communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by 
return e-mail and destroy this communication and all copies 
thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an unintended 
recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 
product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

9 
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Budget Summary 

Choose the applicable regulation: r. 734 (' 732 

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

Drilling and Monitoring 
Well Costs Form $ $ $ 2,423.77 $ 2,497.10 $ 

Analytical Costs Form $ $ $ 1,258.96 $ 265.32 $ 

Remediation and 
Disposal Costs Form $ $ $ $ 625.76 $ 

UST Removal and 
Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

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

Form 

Consulting Personnel 
$ $ $ Costs Form 18,330.40 $ 35,822.81 $ 

Consultant's Materials 
Costs Form $ $ $ 1,022.50 $ 1,281.00 $ 

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 $ $ $ 23,035.63 $ 40,491 .99 $ 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth (feet) 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSNPUSHI of Each 
Drilled 

Reason for Drilling 
Drilled Injection Boring 

1 PUSH 10.00 10.00 Soil Plume Delineation 

1 HSA 15.00 15.00 Soil and Groundwater Plume Delineations 

1 HSA 15.00 15.00 Groundwater Plume Delineation 

1 PUSH 10.00 10.00 Tier 2 Analysis TACO Sample 

Total Feet Rate per Foot($) Total Cost ($) 

[g) Subpart H 
minimum payment 
amount applies. 

Total Feet via HSA: 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

30.00 

20.00 

Total Feet for Injection 
via PUSH: 

2. Monitoring I Recovery Wells 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well 
Wells HSA I PUSH I 4" or 6" (inches) 

Recovery I 8" Recovery 

2 HSA 2.00 

Well Installation Total Feet 

Total Feet via HSA: 30.00 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 

27 .94 838.20 

21 .87 437.40 

18.23 

Total Drilling Costs: 1,822.27 

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

15.00 30.00 

Rate per Foot($) Total Cost($) 

20.05 601 .50 

15.18 

30.38 

49.81 

Total Well Costs: 601 .50 

Total Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs: $2,423.77 
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Analytical Costs Form 

Metals Analysis 

Soil preparation fee for Metals TCLP Soil (one fee per soil sample} X = 
Soil preparation fee for Metals Total Soil lone fee cer soil samclel X = 
Water preparation fee for Metals Water (one fee per water sample} 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 = 
Silver Water X = 
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 5 X 12.15 = $60.75 
sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 2 X 60.74 = $121.48 
1 A sampling event, at a minimum, Is all samples (soil and groundwater) collected In a calendar day. 

Total Analytical Costs: $ 1,258.96 -'-------
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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 5 X 103.26 = $516.30 

BETX Water with MTBE EPA 8260 2 X 98.41 = $196.82 

COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand) X = 
Corrosivity X = 
Flash Point or lgnitability Analysis EPA 1010 X = 
Fraction Organic Carbon Content (f0 c) ASTM-D 2974-00 1 X 46.16 = $46.16 

Fat, Oil, & Grease (FOG) X = 
LUST Pollutants Soil -analysis must include volatile, base/ 
neutral, polynuclear aromatics and metals list in Section 732. 

X = 
Appendix B and 734.Appendix 8 

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Liquids) X = 
PCB I Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X = 
Polynuclear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X = 
Polynuclear 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 = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds)- Soil (Non-Aqueous) X = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds)- Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis 

Soil Bulk Density (Pb) ASTM D2937-94 1 X 26.72 = $26.72 

Ex-situ Hydraulic Conductivity I Permeability X = 
Moisture Content (w) ASTM D2216-92/ D4643-93 1 X 14.58 = $14.58 

Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X = 
Sieve I Particle Size Analysis ASTM D422-63 I D1140-54 1 X 176.15 = $176.15 

Soil Classification ASTM D2488-90 I D2487-90 X = 
Soil Particle Density (Ps) ASTM D854-92 1 X 100.00 = $100.00 

X = 
X = 
X = 
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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 
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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 ($) 

Number of Drums of Liquid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

Total Drum Disposal Costs 

Total Remediation and Disposal Costs: 

Total Cost{$) 

Total Cost($} 

Total Cost($} 

.00 

$.00 
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Consulting Personnel Costs Form 

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

Remediation Category I Task 

!Senior Project Manager I I I 
5.00 121 .491 $607.45 

Stage 2-Field I Field Preparation, Scheduling, Arrangements/Coordination for Investigation Activities 

I Engineer I I 12.00 I 91.11 I $1,093.32 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test 

\Engineer Ill I 16.00 I 121.491 $1,943.84 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test I Field Prep I Mobilization I Drilling Plan 

I Engineer Ill I 10.00 I 121.491 $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 

I Senior Project Manager 1 10.00 121.491 $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 

I Senior Project Manager 1 I I 
6.00 121.49 $728.94 

Stage 2-Field I Evaluate Analytical Results, Borelogs , and Well Completion Reports I Sl Documentation 

\Engineer! I 8.00 I 91 .111 $728.88 

Stage 2-Field I Record Borelogs, Record Well Completion Reports, and Tabulation of Analytical Results 

I Draftperson/CAD Ill I 5.00 I 60.741 $303.70 

Stage 2-Field I Field Prep Maps I Drafting for Field Activities 

!Senior Admin. Assistant I I 
2.00 54.671 $109.34 

Stage 2-Field I Arrangements for Investigation, Utilities/JULIE, and Scheduling 
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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 121.491 S728.94 

Stage 2-Pian I Site Investigation Plan Development OversighUReview 

l Senior Prof. Engineer I 3.00 I 157.941 $473.82 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Certification 

I Engineer I I 26.00 I 91.111 $2,368.86 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Inputs 

I Draftperson/CAD Ill I 5.00 I 60.741 $303.70 

Stage 2-Pian I Drafting/Editing of Maps 

I Engineer Ill I 3.00 l 121.491 $364.47 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Plan Development I Drill Plan 

I Engineer Ill I 6.00 I 121.491 $728.94 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling Plan/ Field Prep/ Mobilization 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I 121.491 $728.94 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Technical Compliance and Oversight 

I Senior Prof. Engineer I 2,00 I 157.941 $315.88 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Certification 
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I Senior Project Manager I 10.00 I 121.491 $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Pay 
I Stage 2 Reimbursement Coordination I Oversight and Technical Compliance 

I Senior Prof. Engineer 
_I 4.00 I 157.491 $629.96 

Stage 2-Pay 
I Stage 2 Reimbursement Certification 

I Senior Acct. Technician 
_I 22.00 I 66.811 $1,469.82 

Stage 2-Pay 
I Stage 2 Reimbursement Preparation 

I Senior Admin. Assistant 
_I 4.00 I 54.671 $218.68 

Stage 2-Pay I Stage 2 Reimbursement Compilation, Assembly, and Distribution 

*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $18,330.40 
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Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Am~:;;,~ ~~ed I Rate($) I Unit I Total 
Cost 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

PID Rental I 1.oo1 129.001 /day I $129.00 

Stage 2-Field I Detect VOC Levels in Soil Samples 

Measuring INheel I 1.001 18.001 /day I $18.00 

Stage 2-Field I Mapping Sampling Locations 

Disposable Gloves I 1.ool 12.ool tboxl $12.00 

Stage 2-Field I Disposable Latex Gloves for Soil Sampling, Groundwater Sampling 

Mileage I 680.00 I .55_[ /mile I $374.00 

Stage 2-Field 12 Round Trip from Springfield Office to Site (Drilling/Sampling - Groundwater Sampling) 

Water Level Indicator I 2.ool 21.ooJ tdayl $42.00 

Stage 2-Field I Measure Groundwater Levels During Drilling I Slug Test, Groundwater Sampling 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.00 I 75.00 I /day I $75.00 

Stage 2-Field I Survey monitoring well elevations for groundwater flow calculations 

Copies I 500.00 I .151 /copy I $75.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Copies/Drafts/Forms of Stage 2 Plan I I EPA Correspondences 

Postage I 2.001 s.oo1 /each I $12.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Report/Forms Distribution 

Copies I 200.001 .151 /copy I $30.00 

Stage 2-Budget I Copies of Stage 2 Budget/Draft 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Time or I I I Amount Used Rate ($) Unit 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

Postage I 2.00 I 6.ool /each I 
Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget/Forms Distribution 

Copies I aoo.ool .151 /copy' 

Stage 2-Pay I Copies of Stage 2 Reimbursement Request/Supporting Documentation 

Postage I 2.ool 6.ool /each I 
Stage 2-Pay I Stage 2 Forms and Reimbursement Distribution 

Copies I 250.00 I .151 /copy I 
Stage 2-Field I Field Preparation/Maps/Borelogs/Analytical Reports/Field Reports 

Bailers I 2.00 I 16.00 I /each I 
Stage 2-Field I Disposable Bailers for Monitoring Well Development and Sampling 

Bailing Twine I 1.00 I 6.ool /roll I 
Stage 2-Field I String for Bailers, Well Development, and Sampling 

Slug Test I 1.00 I 36.001 /day I 
Stage 2-Field I Materials Used to Perform Slug Test 

Total of Consultant Materials Costs 

Total 
Cost 

$12.00 

$120.00 

$12.00 

$37.50 

$32.00 

$6.00 

$36.00 

$1,022.50 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Kuhlman, Eric 
Wednesday, December 14, 2016 10:59 AM 
Bauer, Brian P.; Dilbaitis, Bradley 

Subject: FW: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
Stage 2 Actual.pdf Attachments: 

I thought you should see this. 

Matt still thinks that CWM can increase their rates based on when they were incurred. Do you believe 
this guy? 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 09, 2016 2:05PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Eric: 

I have attached a new revised complete budget; sorry about that I thought it was just the 
Personnel rates that were at the wrong year. I also changed the material rates back to the initial 
proposed costs in the 2015 Stage 2 Plan. As for the personnel titles being changed per Section 
870(d)(l), I believe there is some confusion on what that regulation is actually stating and what it 
is in reference to. I do appreciate you letting me know what regulation you are referencing for 
your decisions. It helps eliminate any confusion we may have and provides an understanding as 
to how the regulations are being utilized. If you read the paragraph under Section 734.870 
Increase in Maximum Payment Amounts, it States 

"The maximum payment amoullts set forth in this Subpart H must be adjusted annually 
by an inflation factor determined by the annual Implicit Price Deflator for Gross 
National Product as published by the U.S. Department of Commerce in its Survey of 
Current Business. " 

And if you read the entire Section 870(d) (1), (2), and (3) 

"d) Adjusted maximum payment amounts must be applied as follows: 

1) For costs approved by the Agency in writing prior to the date the costs are 
incurred, the applicable maximum paymellt amounts must be the amounts 
in effect on the date the Agency received the budget in which the costs 
were proposed. Once the Agency approves a cost, the applicable 
maximum payment amount for the cost must not be increased (e.g, by 
proposing the cost in a subsequent budget). 

1 
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2) For costs not approved by the Agency in writing prior to the date the costs are 
incurred, including, but not limited to, early action costs, the applicable 
maximum payment amounts must be the amounts in effect on the date the 
costs were incurred. 

3) Owners and operators must have the burden of requesting the appropriate 
adjusted maximum payment amounts in budgets and applications for 
payment." 

The regulation is very specific to the fact that the maximum payment amount set forth in 
Subpart H will be adjusted Annually. The amount of each rate will be determined upon the rate 
in effect on the date the agency receives a budget. Conversely, 870 (d) (2), allows for maximum 
payment amounts to be in the amount in effect on the date the cost was incurred. The separation 
of the two rates has long been standing as work incurred and work proposed, specifically giving 
guidance to the use of maximum payment amounts, defined in subpart H. 

You can see this regulation pertains to Subpart H Rate amounts and what year's rates are 
deemed actable (like how I am changing the personnel and analytical rates of this budget back to 
the 15-16 proposed rates when the plan was proposed, even though it was conducted at a later 
time) and has nothing to do with personnel proposed titles requirements having to match actual 
or how the plan is implemented and completed. As I stated in the previous e-mail during 
development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will be available to 
perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Available personnel at the time are used for 
the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are 
still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. A proposed budget is just that, a 
proposal or working guidelines. Per the IEPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved 
at the time the plan is approved and only includes specified language about the approval of the 
Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the approved plan and 
must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.Subpart H, Appendix D, and 
Appendix E". 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

l• --------- Ori crinal Messa cre ---------o 0 

2 
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Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11/22116 1:44pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

· Hey Matt, after reviewing your revised budget forms for the Stage 2 Actual Costs I discovered 
the following discrepancies in the revised Stage 2 Budget forms: 

the particle size analysis rate was not the agreed upon rate stated in the Stage 2 Budget 
dated 7/22/2015, 

you didn't submit the revised Remediation and Disposal Costs forms, 

entries 1-5 on the 151 page of the Consulting Personnel Costs were not the agreed Personnel 
titles proposed in the Stage 2 Budget dated 7/22/2015. Please note that in accordance 
with Section 870(d)(1}, once the Agency approves a cost, the applicable maximum 
payment amount for the cost must not be increased (e.g. by proposing the cost in a 
subsequent budget), and 

the Consultant Material Costs submitted were not the agreed upon costs stated in the 
Stage 2 Budget dated 7/22/2015, 

So if you could correct these entries and resubmit those forms that would be great. Thanks, Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 2:56 PM 

I To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just personnel. Here is the 
updated sheets, and summary page. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
I 701 W. South Grand Ave. 

Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

3 
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i: o· · IM ' --------- ngma essage ---------

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11115116 1:23pm 
To: "matt @cwmcompany.com" <matt @cwmcompany.com> 

Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Eric 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
~ Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 

I Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

. Hey Eric, 
'i 

! I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found . 

II • The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and 
re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

' I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

I( • On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for 
1· solid water should be deducted since they weren 't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

1 I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and 
hours were approved by the Agency: 

o ');>First page, First entry -- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should 
. · have been caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a 

4 
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' Senior Administrative Assistant and were completed by a Senior Project 
Manager. 

• >-First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 
drilling/soil sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the 
Engineer Ill. 

•' A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling 
and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During 
development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who 
will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. 

I 

A vail able personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their 
specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a comparable 
title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation personnel 
costs that add up to a lower total then proposed were used along with completing 
the task in less time than proposed. 

• "First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

I. 
• "First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 

groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly 
, who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. 

Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work that was completed nine 
I months after the proposed budget was submitted. Available personnel at the time 
are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match the 
proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to 
complete such task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project 

, Manager did the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than 
proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

! 

• "Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling 
plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer Ill, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 
actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 
resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 

.I actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
· result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 

to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
' consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was 

: to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which the agency 
would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require us to 

II propose and the IEP A to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours 
5 
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h for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEP A. The 
r! purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEP A flag/quickly notice costs that are 
I· exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask 
11 for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the extra two hours that 
.
1
1 were actually required for drill plan/ field prep were due to the fact that a major 

.I gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This required extra 
I< j · correspondence with multiple utility personnel for location of this main and set 

1 ~ up of drilling with them on site. 

" r 
i' 
I 
! 
! p 
l1 ~ 

• ,-Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

;' Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
II is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 

actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 
11 resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
I• actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not ll result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 
j, to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to provide 
il consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the proposal was !l to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which the agency 
11 would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require us to i propose and the IEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario hours 
l• for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the IEPA. The 
II purpose of the actual budget is to help the IEPA flag/quickly notice costs that are 
I' exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing the IEPA to ask 
I; for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the hour that will be 
!! required for compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 2 reimbursement 
i: does not require a denial or a need for explanation of extra hours. The 
!1 

explanation is simply that is the time it will take to complete a review. 
,I 

!: 
" I! 
I! _, 

: ~ 

• Please be aware you 'llneed to justify the consultant's material costs in 
both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

1 We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you 
~~ and other project managers. We have found that the agency has established new 
II rates, which are less than ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we t submit for reasonableness of the rates. We believe this issue will be addressed in 
H the appeals currently in process and a budget amendment for approved cost can 
h be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove wasted time 
P for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or frustration that may 
' be accrued between us and project managers. 

• Could you also explain what "Materials used to peiform slug test"? 
Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

6 
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The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you 
1 are not familiar with how a slug test is performed and material required you can 

reference ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

II • There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the 
i distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office 
, location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't 

include the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This 
extra distance can be an extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 round 
trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from site. Your actual is well 
below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the extra 
distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated 
. costs. Per the !EPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time 

1 the plan is approved and only includes specified language about the approval of 

1 I the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the 
approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 ill. Adm. Code 
734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

I 

While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it 

1 
can be reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come 

i under or within a marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have 
been incurred and presented as the actual budget. We can plan and develop a 
budget with an expectation of which personnel may conduct itemized tasks. 
However, because of workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are completed by 
other equally qualified and competent personnel, all within Subpart H rates. 

, ~ Should the actual budget show significant deviation in time and effort, a 
justification would then be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's letter 
approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual budget on prior 
sites 

To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be 
• i wrong and not match the technical report either. We review the totals for each 

subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over within reasonable 
margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to give the Agency 
reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount proposed for 

1 personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% 
decrease from proposed to actual. 

7 
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Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
1 701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

lj 
.! 

ji 
tl 

''t' 0 .. 1 t --------- ngmal Message ---------

1 Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
-II From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@lllinois.gov> 
r" Date: 9/30116 8:17am 
-To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcornpany.com> 

li Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 
BUD because of the following: 

Tl(= Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and re­II submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 
L 
!!~ 

Oi,i the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for 
Hi solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 
oi· 
iH 

c:U the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and hours 
Ill were approved by the Agency: 
1,1 

First page, First entry -- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by 
the Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior 
Project Manager. 

First page, Third entry -- The Professional Geologist was 
tasked with drilling/soil sampling/field 
prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the Engineer III. 

First page, Fourth entry -- The Engineer I was tasked with 
groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 

8 
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1!1 

! 

I 
' I 

' 

First page, Fifth entry -- The Professional Geologist was 
tasked with groundwater sampling & surveying, not the 
Senior Project Manager. 

Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for 
drilling plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

Third page, last entry -- only 3 hours were approved for 
Stage 2 reimbursement compilation, assembly, and 
distribution by the Senior Administrative Assistant, 

Pl~ ase be aware you'll need to justify the consultant's material costs in both 
the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

Ctmld you also explain what "Materials used to perform slug test" ? Cause I 
I have no idea what you're talking about. 
·I 

There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the 
'I distance from CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

lfl 
1: Thanks, Eric. 

,11 
I 

: P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action 
I I sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and 

determine where the "hot spots" are concerning the early action samples. 
' Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-section map showing 

the geology and horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and 
•I groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I 

' remediation objectives. 
I 

1!' State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information 
' contained in this communication is confidential, may be attorney­

client privileged or attorney work product, may constitute inside 
, information or internal deliberative staff communication, and is 

l1 intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized use, 

9 
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' disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is 
strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by 
return e-mail and destroy this communication and all copies 
thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an unintended 
recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 
product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

10 
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Budget Summary 

Choose the applicable regulation: r. 734 (' 732 

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

Drilling and Monitoring 
Well Costs Form $ $ $ 2,423.77 $ 2,497.10 $ 

Analytical Costs Form $ $ $ 1,258.96 $ 265.32 $ 

Remediation and 
Disposal Costs Form $ $ $ $ 625.76 $ 

UST Removal and 
Abandonment Costs $ $ $ $ $ 

Form 

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

Form 

Consulting Personnel 
$ $ $ Costs Form 18,330.40 $ 35,822.81 $ 

Consultant's Materials 
Costs Form $ $ $ 1,022.50 $ 1,281 .00 $ 

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 $ $ $ 23,035.63 $ 40,491.99 $ 
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Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs Form 

1. Drilling 

Number of Type Depth (feet) 
Total Feet 

Borings to Be HSNPUSHI of Each 
Drilled 

Reason for Drilling 
Drilled Injection Boring 

1 PUSH 10.00 10.00 Soil Plume Delineation 

1 HSA 15.00 15.00 Soil and Groundwater Plume Delineations 

1 HSA 15.00 15.00 Groundwater Plume Delineation 

1 PUSH 10.00 10.00 Tier 2 Analysis TACO Sample 

Total Feet Rate per Foot($) Total Cost ($) 

~Subpart H 
minimum payment 
amount applies. 

Total Feet via HSA: 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

30.00 

20.00 

Total Feet for Injection 
via PUSH: 

2. Monitoring I Recovery Wells 

Number of Type of Well Diameter of Well 
Wells HSA I PUSH I 4" or 6" (inches) 

Recovery I 8" Recovery 

2 HSA 2.00 

Well Installation Total Feet 

Total Feet via HSA: 30.00 

Total Feet via PUSH: 

Total Feet of 4" or 6" 
Recovery: 

Total Feet of 8" or 
Greater Recovery: 

27.94 838.20 

21.87 437.40 

18.23 

Total Drilling Costs: 1,822.27 

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

15.00 30.00 

Rate per Foot($) Total Cost($) 

20.05 601 .50 

15.18 

30.38 

49.81 

Total Well Costs: 601 .50 

Total Drilling and Monitoring Well Costs: $2,423.77 
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Analytical Costs Form 

Metals Analysis 

Soil preparation fee for Metals TCLP Soil (one fee per soil sample) X = 
Soil preparation fee for Metals Total Soil (one fee per soil sample) X = 
Water preparation fee for Metals Water (one fee per water sample) 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 = 
Silver Water X = 
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'g, Sampler, purge-and-trap sampler, or equivalent 5 X 12.15 = $60.75 
sampling device 

Sample Shipping per sampling event1 2 X 60.74 = $121.48 

1A sampling event. at a minimum, is ail samples (soli and groundwater) collected in a calendar day. 

Total Analytical Costs: $ 1,258.96 --'--------
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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 ·5 X 103.26 = $516.30 

BETX Water with MTBE EPA 8260 2 X 98.41 = $196.82 

COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand) X = 
Co rrosivity X = 
Flash Point or lgnitability Analysis EPA 1010 X = 
Fraction Organic Carbon Content (f0 c) ASTM-D 2974-00 1 X 46.16 = $46.16 

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 8 

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) X = 
Paint Filter (Free Liquids) X = 
PCB I Pesticides (combination) X = 
PCBs X = 
Pesticides X = 
pH X = 
Phenol X I = 
Polynuclear Aromatics PNA, or PAH SOIL EPA 8270 X = 
Polynuclear 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 = 
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds)- Soil {Non-Aqueous) X = 
VOC {Volatile Organic Compounds}- Water X = 

X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 
X = 

Geo-Technical Analysis 

Soil Bulk Density (Ph) ASTM D2937 -94 1 X 26.72 = $26.72 

Ex-situ Hydraulic Conductivity I Permeability X = 
Moisture Content (w) ASTM D2216-92/ D4643-93 1 X 14.58 = $14.58 

Porosity X = 
Rock Hydraulic Conductivity Ex-situ X = 
Sieve I Particle Size Analysis ASTM D422-63/ D1140-54 1 X 176.15 = $176.15 

Soil Classification ASTM D2488-90 I D2487-90 X = 
Soil Particle Density (Ps) ASTM D854-92 1 X 100.00 = $100.00 

X = 
X = 
X = 
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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 
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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 

0 Subpart H minimum payment amount applies. 

Number of Gallons Cost per Gallon ($) 

E. Drum Disposal 

0 Subpart H minimum payment amount applies. 

Number of Drums of Solid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

Number of Drums of Liquid Waste Cost per Drum ($) 

Total Drum Disposal Costs 

Total Remediation and Disposal Costs: 

Total Cost($) 

Total Cost ($) 

Total Cost{$) 

.00 

$.00 
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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 S.OO I 121 .49 I 5607.45 

Stage 2-Field I Field Preparation, Scheduling, Arrangements/Coordination for Investigation Activities 

I Engineer I 
12.00 I 91.111 $1,093.32 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test 

IEngineerlll I 16.00 I 121.491 $1,943.84 

Stage 2-Field I Drilling/ Soil Sampling I Performing Slug Test I Field Prep I Mobilization I Drilling Plan 

I Engineer Ill I 10.00 I 121.491 $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Field I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 

I Senior Project Manager 
I 10.00 I 121.491 $1,214.90 

Stage 2-Field 
I Groundwater Sampling, Surveying 

I Senior Project Manager I 6.00 I 121 .49 1 $728.94 

Stage 2-Field I Evaluate Analytical Results, Borelogs, and Well Completion Reports I Sl Documentation 

I Engineer I I 8.00 I 91.111 $728.88 

Stage 2-Field I Record Borelogs, Record Well Completion Reports, and Tabulation of Analytical Results 

I Draflperson/CAD Ill· 
5.00 I 60.741 $303.70 

Stage 2-Field I Field Prep Maps I Drafting for Field Activities 

'

Senior Admin. Assistant I I 
2.00 54.671 $109.34 

Stage 2-Field I Arrangements for Investigation, Utilities/JULIE, and Scheduling 
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Employee Name I Personnel Title I Hours I Rate*($) I Total Cost 

Remediation Category I Task 

I Engineer I I 8.00 I 91.11 I 5728.88 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Calculations and Inputs 

I Senior Admin. Assistant I 2.00 I 54.671 5109.34 

Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget Compilation, Assembly, and Distribution 

*Refer to the applicable Maximum Payment Amounts document. 

Total of Consulting Personnel Costs $18,330.40 
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Consultant's Materials Costs Form 

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

Total 
Cost 

Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

PID Rental J 1.ool 129.001 /day I $129.00 

Stage 2-Field I Detect VOC Levels in Soil Samples 

Measuring lf\lheel I 1.001 18.001 /day I $18.00 

Stage 2-Field I Mapping Sampling Locations 

Disposable Gloves I 1.ooj 12.00J /boxl $12.00 

Stage 2-Field I Disposable Latex Gloves for Soil Sampling, Groundwater Sampling 

Mileage I 680.00 I .ssl /mile J $374.00 

Stage 2-Field 12 Round Trip from Springfield Office to Site (Drilling/Sampling - Groundwater Sampling) 

Water Level Indicator J 2.ooJ 21 .ooJ /dayl $42.00 

Stage 2-Field I Measure Groundwater Levels During Drilling I Slug Test, Groundwater Sampling 

Survey Equipment Rental I 1.00 I 75.00 I /day I $75.00 

Stage 2-Field I Survey monitoring well elevations for groundwater flow calculations 

Copies I 500.001 .1sl /copy I $75.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Copies/Drafts/Forms of Stage 2 Plan /I EPA Correspondences 

Postage I 2.ooJ s.ooj /each I $12.00 

Stage 2-Pian I Stage 2 Report/Forms Distribution 

Copies J 200.001 .151 /copy I $30.00 

Stage 2-Budget I Copies of Stage 2 Budget/Draft 
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Materials, Equipment, or Field Purchase I Am:i::;,~ ~~ed J Rate ($) I Unit I 
Remediation Category I Description/Justification 

Postage I 2.001 6.ool /each I 
Stage 2-Budget I Stage 2 Budget/Forms Distribution 

Copies I soo.ool .151 /copy' 

Stage 2-Pay I Copies of Stage 2 Reimbursement Request/Supporting Documentation 

Postage I 2.ool 6.ool /each I 
Stage 2-Pay I Stage 2 Forms and Reimbursement Distribution 

Copies I 250.001 .151 /copyl 

Stage 2-Field I Field Preparation/Maps/Borelogs/Analytical Reports/Field Reports 

Bailers I 2.00 I 16.00 I /each I 
Stage 2-Field I Disposable Bailers for Monitoring Well Development and Sampling 

Bailing Twine I 1.ool s.ool /roll I 
Stage 2-Field I String for Bailers, Well Development, and Sampling 

Slug Test I 1.ool 36.001 /day I 
Stage 2-Field I Materials Used to Perform Slug Test 

Total of Consultant Materials Costs 

Total 
Cost 

$12.00 

$120.00 

$12.00 

$37.50 

$32.00 

$6.00 

$36.00 

$1,022.50 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Dilbaitis, Bradley 
Wednesday, December 14, 2016 11:18 AM 
Kuhlman, Eric 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

He's ignoring the fact that he submitted a proposed budget in 2015 when he mentions 870(d)(2) . That 
has nothing to do with anything except early action and work performed without a proposed budget. If 
they want the rates in effect when the work is done then they shouldn't bother submitting a proposed 
budget with their plan. But, if they do it that way, they won't get paid for the preparation of 2 budgets. 

From: Kuhlman, Eric 
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2016 10:59 AM 
To: Bauer, Brian P.; Dilbaitis, Bradley 
Subject: FW: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I thought you should see this. 

Matt still thinks that CWM can increase their rates based on when they were incurred. Do you believe 
this guy? 

From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 09, 2016 2:05 PM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas -- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Eric: 

I have attached a new revised complete budget; sorry about that I thought it was just the 
Personnel rates that were at the wrong year. I also changed the material rates back to the initial 
proposed costs in the 2015 Stage 2 Plan. As for the personnel titles being changed per Section 
870(d)(l), I believe there is some confusion on what that regulation is actually stating and what it 
is in reference to. I do appreciate you letting me know what regulation you are referencing for 
your decisions. It helps eliminate any confusion we may have and provides an understanding as 
to how the regulations are being utilized. If you read the paragraph under Section 734.870 
Increase in Maximum Payment Amounts, it States 

"The maximum payment amounts set forth in this Subpart H must be adjusted annually 
b.v an inflation factor determined by the amwal Implicit Price Deflator for Gross 
National Product as published by the U.S. Department of Commerce in its Survey of 
Current Business." 

And if you read the entire Section 870(d) (1), (2), and (3) 

"d) Adjusted maximum payment amounts must be applied as follows: 
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I) For costs approved by the Agency in writing prior to the date the costs 
are incurred, the applicable maximum payment amounts must be the 
amounts in effect on the date the Agency received the budget in which the 
costs were proposed. Once the Agency approves a cost, the applicable 
maximum payment amount for the cost must not be increased (e.g, by 
proposing the cost in a subsequent budget). 

2) For costs not approved by the Agency in writing prior to the date the 
costs are incurred, including, but not limited to, early action costs, the 
applicable maximum payment amounts must be the amounts in effect on 
the date the costs were incurred. 

3) Owners and operators must have the burden of requesting the 
appropriate adjusted maximum payment amounts in budgets and 
applications for payment. " 

The regulation is very specific to the fact that the maximum payment amount set forth in 
Subpart H will be adjusted Annually. The amount of each rate will be determined upon the rate 
in effect on the date the agency receives a budget. Conversely, 870 (d) (2), allows for maximum 
payment amounts to be in the amount in effect on the date the cost was incurred. The separation 
of the two rates has long been standing as work incurred and work proposed, specifically giving 
guidance to the use of maximum payment amounts, defined in subpart H. 

You can see this regulation pertains to Subpart H Rate amounts and what year's rates are 
deemed actable (like how I am changing the personnel and analytical rates of this budget back to 
the 15-16 proposed rates when the plan was proposed, even though it was conducted at a later 
time) and has nothing to do with personnel proposed titles requirements having to match actual 
or how the plan is implemented and completed. As I stated in the previous e-mail during 
development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who will be available to 
perform and complete the specific tasks or activities. Available personnel at the time are used 
for the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match the proposed line item they 
are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. A proposed budget is just 
that, a proposal or working guidelines. Per the !EPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not 
approved at the time the plan is approved and only includes specified language about the 
approval of the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the 
approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.Subpart H, 
Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 

2 
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Springfield, IL 62704 

p: (217) 522-8001 

f: (217) 522-8009 

--------- Original Message ---------
Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11/22/16 1:44pm 

! To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

! 
: Hey Matt, after reviewing your revised budget forms for the Stage 2 Actual Costs I discovered 
; the following discrepancies in the revised Stage 2 Budget forms: 

! 
! 
! 

<![if !supportLists]>o <![endif]>the particle size analysis rate was not the agreed upon 
rate stated in the Stage 2 Budget dated 7/22/2015, 

<![if !supportLists]>o <![endif]>you didn't submit the revised Remediation and Disposal 
Costs forms, 

<![if !supportLists]>o <![endif]>entries 1-5 on the 151 page of the Consulting Personnel 
Costs were not the agreed Personnel titles proposed in the Stage 2 Budget dated 
7/22/2015. Please note that in accordance with Section 870(d)(1}, once the Agency 
approves a cost, the applicable maximum payment amount for the cost must not be 
increased (e.g. by proposing the cost in a subsequent budget), and 

<![if !supportLists]>o <![endif]>the Consultant Material Costs submitted were not the 
agreed upon costs stated in the Stage 2 Budget dated 7/22/2015, 

So if you could correct these entries and resubmit those forms that would be great. Thanks, Eric 

I From: matt@cwmcomoany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
1 Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 2:56 PM 

1 To: Kuhlman, Eric 
1 Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

I am sorry I didn't realize all the rates were off I thought it was just personnel. Here is 
I the updated sheets, and summary page. 

3 
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Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 
p: (217) 522-8001 
f: (217) 522-8009 

I' --------- Ori crinal Messa cre ---------! 1:> 0 

Subject: RE: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@Illinois.gov> 
Date: 11/15/16 1:23pm 
To: "matt@cwmcompany.com" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

1 Hey Matt, when should I expect to receive the other revised budget forms? Eric 

' I. 
l, 

I 
' From: matt@cwmcompany.com [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 

II 

I 
If 
I 

Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Cc: Carol Rowe; Colantino, Steve 
Subject: [External] RE: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 

Hey Eric, 

I had a chance to look over your budget concerns and this is what I found. 

• The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the wrong rates, please correct and 
re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

' I have attached the updated sheets with the 2015 Subpart H rates. 

r . , 
I 

• On the Remediation and Disposal Costs page, the drum disposal costs for 
solid water should be deducted since they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD . 

I have attached the updated budget sheets with disposal removed. 

4 
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• On the Consulting Personnel Costs pages, the following personnel and 
hours were approved by the Agency: 

o >-First page, First entry -- Only 4 hours were tasked for field 
preparation, scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the 
Senior Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

We apologize this was submitted in error in the proposed budget and should 
have been caught. The tasks described are not acceptable for completion by a 
Senior Administrative Assistant and were completed by a Senior Project 
Manager. 

!; • ;... First page, Third entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with II drilling/soil sampling/field prep/nwbilization/drilling plan, not the 
!j Engineer Ill. 

I 

1 
A Professional Geologist and Engineer III were proposed for drilling/ sampling 
and an Engineer I and Engineer III actually completed the task. During 

' development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly who 
will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or 

I activities. Available personnel at the time are used for the tasks at hand, and 
though their specific title may not match the proposed line item they are still a 
comparable title by IEPA standards to complete such task. Also, in this situation 

I personnel costs that add up to a lower total then proposed were used along with 
completing the task in less time than proposed. 

lj • )0> First page, Fourth entry-- The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater 
tl sampling & surveying, not the Engineer III. 
ilij' • ;... First page, Fifth entry-- The Professional Geologist was tasked with 

groundwater sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

During development of a proposed budget there is no way we can know exactly 
who will be available to perform and complete the specific tasks or activities . 
Specifically in this situation, where we proposed work that was completed nine 
months after the proposed budget was submitted. Available personnel at the 

! time are used for the tasks at hand, and though their specific title may not match 
the proposed line item they are still a comparable title by IEPA standards to 
complete such task. Also, even though the Engineer III and Senior Project 

1 Manager did the work they were able to do it in a shorter amount of time than 
proposed, making the line item under the proposed cost for that task. 

• )O>Second page, sixth entry-- only 4 hours were approved for drilling 
plan/field prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

1
1 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 

5 
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actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 
resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 

I result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 
to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to 

1 provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 
. proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which 
the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require 
us to propose and the JEPA to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario 
hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the 

' JEP A. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the JEPA flag/quickly notice 
costs that are exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing 
the JEP A to ask for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the 
extra two hours that were actually required for drill plan/ field prep were due to 
the fact that a major gas main utility was located in the vicinity of SB-4. This 
required extra correspondence with multiple utility personnel for location of this 

· main and set up of drilling with them on site. 

li 
II 

• ~Third page, last entry-- only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 
reimbursement compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

Not all actual line items should be expected to come in under the proposed as it 
is proposed budget of expected costs, and the actual budget should reflect the 
actual cost incurred. Due to our experience and expertise, most items closely 

' resemble the proposed budget; but may be slightly different when the works 
actually completed. Our due diligence and ability to reduce costs should not 
result in the denial of work on a specific line item's time that was actual required 

• to complete the task. The regulatory intent of the proposal budget was to 
·\ provide consultants and owner operators approval of costs in stages and the 

proposal was to be an estimate of likely cost, followed by actual costs for which 
the agency would approve as the budget. If this wasn't the case it would require 
us to propose and the JEP A to deem acceptable the extreme worst case scenario 
hours for every task. We both know that would not be acceptable to the 
JEP A. The purpose of the actual budget is to help the JEPA flag/quickly notice 

' costs that are exorbitantly higher than what was previously proposed allowing 
the IEP A to ask for clarification on the large amount of cost. In this case the 
hour that will be required for compilation assembly and distribution of the Stage 

' 2 reimbursement does not require a denial or a need for explanation of extra 
hours. The explanation is simply that is the time it will take to complete a 
review. 

• Please be aware you 'II need to justify the consultant's material costs in 
both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD 

6 
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We have answered these questions plenty of times in a multitude of ways to you 
r1 and other project managers. We have found that the agency has established new 

rates, which are less than ours in some cases and it doesn't matter what we 
t submit for reasonableness of the rates. We believe this issue will be addressed 
in the appeals currently in process and a budget amendment for approved cost 
can be established then. This helps move the projects forward, remove wasted 

I' time for correspondence and removes any possible animosity or frustration that 
may be accrued between us and project managers. 

• Could you also explain ·what "Materials used to pe1jonn slug test"? 
Cause I have no idea what you're talking about. 

The materials used for a slug test are the slug and data logging materials. If you 
are not familiar with how a slug test is performed and material required you can 

~ reference ASTM 4044/4044M for clarification. 

• There's also a mathematical error in your mileage, Google Maps has the 
distance from. CWM in Spgfd to the site as 165 miles. 

' I see no error with your actual. When I typed the site addresses and your office 
" location in to Google Maps it came up with 167 miles. This of course doesn't 
P include the extra distance for stopping for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. This 

extra distance can be an extra 10% approximately. So with a total of 2 round 
trips 735 mile could be expected for travel to and from site. Your actual is well 

I' below that, and actually only 12 miles (6 miles per round trip) for the extra 
distance included for fuel, bathroom breaks and lunch. 

~ A proposed budget is just that, a proposal or working guidelines of anticipated 
I costs. Per the !EPA's guidelines that is why a budget is not approved at the time 

the plan is approved and only includes specified language about the approval of 
' the Stage 2 plan; and budget is "Costs must be incurred in accordance with the 

' approved plan and must be determined in accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
1 734. Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E". 

1 While every individual line item may not come under the proposed amount, it 

1 can be reasonably expected that each subsection, task I phase code should come 
under or within a marginally increased amount when the actual amounts have 
been incurred and presented as the actual budget. We can plan and develop a 
budget with an expectation of which personnel may conduct itemized 
tasks. However, because of workloads, field demands etc, some tasks are 

. completed by other equally qualified and competent personnel, all within 
Subpart H rates. Should the actual budget show significant deviation in time and 

r effort, a justification would then be in order. Our best guideline is the Agency's 
letter approving plans, the Agency's treatment of proposed vs actual budget on 

. ' prior sites 

7 
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To report anything for reimbursement other than our true actual would just be 
wrong and not match the technical report either. We review the totals for each 
subsection completed to verify if actual is under or over within reasonable 
margins of the proposed. This is truly the only way to give the Agency 
reasonable budgets. For this project the complete total amount proposed for 
personnel of the two plans was $26,588.02 and actual costs of $18,330.40 a 31% 
·decrease from proposed to actual. 

Matthew D. Rives 

CW3M Company, Inc. 
701 W. South Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62704 

I p: (217) 522-8001 
' f: (217) 522-8009 

It 

I --------- Ori crinal Messa ere ---------
[ , D D 

. Subject: Aman Food & Gas-- LUST Incident #2014 0247 
~d From: "Kuhlman, Eric" <Eric.Kuhlman@lllinois.gov> 
q; Date: 9/30/16 8:17am 
1 ~ To: "Matt Rives" <matt@cwmcompany.com> 

, Matt, you'll need to correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 
1 BUD because of the following: 

II 
<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>The Stage 2 AC was submitted with the 

1 
wrong rates, please correct and re-submit the Stage 2 AC with the 2015 
Subpart H rates. 

I 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Remediation and Disposal Costs 
' page, the drum disposal costs for solid water should be deducted since 
they weren't in the Stage 2 BUD. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>On the Consulting Personnel Costs 
pages, the following personnel and hours were approved by the Agency: 

B 
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I 
I 

,I! 
II 
, I , .. 
II' 

II' 
1'1 
!' 

ll' ~·,-I 

1

:1; 

ill 
II I 
! 
I. 

i!'i 
II ,j 
'! 

I, 

<![if !supportLists]>,. <![endif]>First page, First entry-­
Only 4 hours were tasked for field preparation, 
scheduling, arrangements/coordination by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>)i:- <![endif]>First page, Third entry-­
The Professional Geologist was tasked with drilling/soil 
sampling/field prep/mobilization/drilling plan, not the 
Engineer III. 

<![if !supportLists]>)i:- <![endif]>First page, Fourth entry-­
The Engineer I was tasked with groundwater sampling & 
surveying, not the Engineer III . 

<![if !supportLists]>,- <![endif]>First page, Fifth entry-­
The Professional Geologist was tasked with groundwater 
sampling & surveying, not the Senior Project Manager. 

<![if !supportLists]>)i:- <![endif]>Second page, sixth entry-­
only 4 hours were approved for drilling plan/field 
prep/mobilization by the Engineer III, 

<![if !supportLists]>)i:- <![endif]>Third page, last entry-­
only 3 hours were approved for Stage 2 reimbursement 
compilation, assembly, and distribution by the Senior 
Administrative Assistant, 

<!Jif !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Please be aware you'll need to justify the 
consultant's material costs in both the Stage 2 AC and Stage 3 BUD. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>Could you also explain what "Materials 
used to perform slug test"? Cause I have no idea what you're talking 

:1• about. 

<![if !supportLists]>• <![endif]>There's also a mathematical error in 
I your mileage, Google Maps has the distance from CWM in Spgfd to the 

site as 165 miles. 

lu 

1 
Thanks, Eric . 

9 
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1 
1 
P.S. In the future, could you submit the site map concerning early action 

1 sampling? Otherwise, I need to go back to previous reports and try and 
11 determine where the "hot spots" are concerning the early action 

samples. Please note your Stage 3 SIP is missing the cross-section map 
showing the geology and horizontal and vertical extent of the soil and 
groundwater contamination that exceeds the most stringent Tier I 
remediation objectives. 

! State of Illinois- CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information 
t contained in this communication is confidential, may be attorney-

111 client privileged or attorney work product, may constitute inside 

1 information or internal deliberative staff communication, and is 
intended only for the use of the addressee. Unauthorized use, 

n disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is 

1 strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by 
return e-mail and destroy this communication and all copies 
thereof, including all attachments. Receipt by an unintended 
recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work 
product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure. 

10 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Currently, it's under review. 

Kuhlman, Eric 
Tuesday, January 1 0, 2017 1 0:42 AM 
'Matthew Rives' 
RE: [External] Aman food and gas 

Right now, I'm trying to find at what depths the early action samples dated 5-5-2014 were 
collected. However, the sample depths were not included on the tabular summary for the early action 
analytical results and there's no cross-sectional amp showing the geology and extents of soil and 
groundwater contamination. 

From: Matthew Rives [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 09, 2017 11:30 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: [External] Aman food and gas 

Hey Eric, 
Now that the holidays are over was looking for a update on the stage three approval for Aman? 

Sent via the Samsung GALAXY S®4, an AT&T 4G L TE smartphone 

1 
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Kuhlman, Eric 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kuhlman, Eric 
Tuesday, January 10, 2017 1 :40 PM 
Colantino, Steve 
RE: [External] Aman food and gas 

Steve, I just got off the phone and I need to take a walk around the block. I'll be back in 15 minutes. Eric 

From: Matthew Rives [mailto:matt@cwmcompany.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 09, 2017 11:30 AM 
To: Kuhlman, Eric 
Subject: [External] Aman food and gas 

Hey Eric, 
Now that the holidays are over was looking for a update on the stage three approval for Aman? 

Sent via the Samsung GALAXY S®4. an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone 

1 
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LEAKING UST TECHNICAL REVIEW NOTES 

Reviewed by: Eric Kuhlman 

Date Reviewed: 1-10-2017 

Document(s) Reviewed: 

S3 SIP I S2 AC I S3 BUD 

Re: LPC #1610455194- Rock Island County 
Moline I Aman Food & Gas 
1830 5th Avenue 
Leaking UST Incident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

General Site Information: 

-------------------------------------------------------------- ---~g~-~-~_!?.jec~lo: 7l~. 
L IE_M_~da~(~:_l-3-2Q_!_4_ ______________________________________ _[_ Pay_lP.~!!!J!~~~ the_:f:~~d ? __ fX@.unkno~!!2:_ld_ ___ _j 

UST system re~9_ved?_(Y_[N): ~----- __ I __ OSFM _fac.:...!P #_:_3-00~_580 _______ _ 
Encountered groundwater? (Y /N/U): Y [ SWAP mapping and evaluation completion 

I date: 8-28-2014 
I Free prod~~t? ___ (Y 1Niunkn~w~)-~-N----- I Site placement correct i~-SW AP? - (YIN): y----
~-------------------------------------------·-···---------------------- ---------------------------------------------------
l_f_!!rrent!P.aSt land use: _ _£_onve.!!.i~I!£~- stor~_I _______ _MT~_!j > 4Q_P..P.Q_i_!!_gro~ndwater? _jY ~I_Y): __ Q 

r 

Size & product ofUSTs: (1) 5,000 gallon gasoline, (1) 3,000 gallon gasoline, (1) 4,000 gallon 

,_g~~oline _ _ _____________ ----------------------------~ 
I Is site located in EJ area? Y T ;~~~:;~ti~:~~~ ~indoor inhalation exposure I 
·-----------------------------------------------------------g ________________________________ _ 

BOL File Information:( optional) (Arranged chronologically): 

On 3-3-2014, two (2) waste characterization borings {WC-1, WC-2} were advanced to depths of 
10 feet bgs. Two (2) soil samples were collected and analyzed for BETX/MTBE. Analytical 
results indicated COCs >Tier I SROs for Csat in WC-1 8'(X); CW lnh in WC-1 8'(BETX), 
WC-2 3'(X); R Inh in WC-1 8'(BX); SCGI in WC-1 8'(BETX), WC-2 3'(B). 

The ISGS Circular 532, also known as the "Berg Circular" indicates this site is located within an 
area classified as "C5", a predominantly till with discontinuous sand and gravel locally present 
within fifty feet of the surface. 

On 5-1-2014, three (3) underground storage tanks (USTs) along with the product piping were 
removed from the site. Approximately 771 tons (514 cubic yards) of contaminated backfill was 
excavated, removed, and disposed offsite. Seventeen (17) soil samples were collected from 
excavation walls, piping trench and floor beneath each tank; then analyzed for BETX/MTBE. 
Analytical results indicated COCs >Tier I SROs for RIng in 8(B); CW Inh in 1(B), 2(X), 
3(BX), 4(X), 7(X), 8(BTX), 9(X), 13(X), 15(X); R lnh in 2(B), 3(B), 4(B), 8(B), 13(B); SCGI in 
1(B), 2(B), 4(BE), 5(B), 6(B), 7(B), 8(BETX), 9(B), 10(B), 13(B), 14(B), 16(B), 17(B). 

On 10-1-2014, four (5) monitoring wells {MW-1 thru MW-5} were installed to depths of 15 
feet below ground surface (bgs) and three (3) soil borings { SB-1 thru SB-3} were advanced to 
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depths of 10 feet bgs. Fourteen (14) soil samples were collected and analyzed for BETX/MTBE. 
Analytical results indicated COCs <Tier I SROs. Groundwater flow direction was to the west­

southwest (SW). 

On 12-11-2014, groundwater samples were collected from MW-1 thru MW-5 and analyLed for 
BETX/MTBE. Analytical results indicated COCs >Tier I GROs for WCGI in MW-3(B). 

Site Investigation Plan/Budget Review Notes: 

On 4-19-2016, one (1) soil boring {SB-4} were advanced to depths of 10 feet bgs and two (2) 
monitoring wells {MW-6, MW-7} were installed to depths of 15 feet bgs. One (1) additional 
soil boring {TAC0-1} was advanced to depths of 10 feet bgs to determine site-specific TACO 
parameters. Seven (7) soil samples were collected and analyzed for BETX/MTBE; plus moisture 
content (co), organic carbon content (foe), soil particle density (p5), soil bulk density (pb), and 
sieve analysis. Analytical results indicated COCs <Tier I SROs and Pb of 1.807 g/cm3

, foe of 
0.00450 g/g, Ps of 2.637 g/cm3

, co of 18%, and sieve analysis (9.6% sand, 7.1% clay, 83.3% silt)­
Soil Classification: Silt. 

On 4-19-2016, one ( 1) slug test was performed on monitoring well MvV-1 indicated a hydraulic 
conductivity value (K) of 4.91 x 10·6 em/sec using Bouwer & Rice Method. 

On 4-20-2016, groundwater samples were collected from MW-6 and MW-7; then analyzed for 
BETX/MTBE. Analytical results indicated COCs >Tier I GROs for "VCGI in MW-6(BE). 
Groundwater flow direction was to the southwest (SW). 

According to ISWS, ISGS, and SWAP, ten (10) ISGS wells are located within 2,500 feet; the 
closest well is approximately 475 feet from the site. There is a groundwater ordinance for the 
entire city of Moline. 

CWM proposed two (2) offsite monitoring wells be installed to depths of 15 feet bgs to further 
define the groundwater contamination; one (1) well on the western adjacent property and one (1) 
well across 5th A venue. Groundwater samples will be collected and analyzed for BETX/MTBE. 

Illinois EPA Recommendation/Comments: 

The PM recommends that the S3 SIP, S2 AC, and S3 BUD be modified ... {see attachments} 

Response Due: 

1-25-2017 

EK:P\ 
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701 S Grand Ave W, Springfield, IL 62704 to 1830 5th Ave, Moline, IL 61265- Google ... Page I of3 

Go-... gfe Maps 701 S Grand Ave W, Springfield, IL Drive 167 miles, 2 h 32 min 
62704 to 1830 5th Ave, Moline, IL 61265 

Roundtrip from CWM Company in Springifeld to P..man Food & Gas in Moline 
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701 S Grand Ave W, Springfield, IL 62704 to 1830 5th Ave, Moline, IL 61265- Google ... Page 2 of3 

Follow 1-55 N, 1-155 Nand 1-74 to 7th Ave in Moline. Take exit 2 from 1-74/US-6 W 

t. 4. Merge onto 1-55 N/1-72 E 

0 Continue to follow I-55 N 

\• 5. Keep left at the fork to continue on 1-155 N 

~ 6. Use the left lane to take the Interstate 7 4 W exit toward Peoria 

t. 7. Merge onto 1-74 

rt> 8. Keep right to stay on 1-74 

"I' 9. Take the exit onto 1-280 W/1-74 toward Moline/Rock Island 

"'' 
10. Take exit 5A for 1-74 W/US-6 W toward Moline 

A 11 . Merge onto 1-74/US-6 W 

,. 
12. Take exit 2 for 7th Ave 

\? 13. Use the right lane to keep left at the fork and continue toward 7th Ave 

Continue on 7th Ave. Take 19th St to 5th Ave 

.. 14. Use the right lane to turn left onto 7th Ave 

f' 15. Slight right toward 19th St 

.. 16. Turn right onto 19th St 

.. 17. Turn left onto 5th Ave 

G Dest ination will be on the left 

1830 5th Ave 
Moline. IL 61265 

These directions are for planning purposes only. You may f1nd that construction 
projects, traffic, weather. or other events may cause cond1t10ns to differ from the 

2 h 20 min (163 mi) 

30.3mi 

32.0ml 

0.8m1 

l 2m1 

85.5mi 

9.5ml 

0.4mi 

3.0ml 

0.3ml 

187ft 

1 min (0.2 mi) 

318ft 

236ft 

o. m1 

79ft 
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S2AC 

DEDUCTIONS 

SUBTOTALS 

Re: 

Drilling Analysis Remediation 

$ 2,423.77 $1,258.96 $ 

$ $ $ 

$ 2,423.77 $1,258.96 $ 

LPC #1610455194 - Rock Island County 
Moline I Aman Food & Gas 

1830 5111 A venue 
Leaking UST Incident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Demolition & 
UST Removal Well Abandonment 

$ $ $ 

$ $ $ 

$ $ $ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

Consulting 
Personnel Materials 

18,330.40 $ 1,022.50 $23,035.63 

945.55 $ 312.10 $ 1,257.65 

17,384.85 $ 710.40 $21,777.98 

$ 21,777.98 

=========== 
388.77 $ 6.60 
155.68 $ 75.00 
303.80 $ 7.50 

97.30 $ 22.50 

945.55 $ 120.00 
$ 22.50 
$ 15.00 
$ 6.00 

$ 1.00 
$ 36.00 

$ 312.10 
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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

1021 NORTH GRAND AVENUE EAsT, P.O. BOX 19276, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62794-9276 • (217) 782-3397 

BRUCE RAUNER, GOVERNOR ALEC MESSINA, ACTING DIRECTOR 

217/524-3300 

JAN 2 6 2017 

Aman Food & Gas 
Attention: Balbir Kaur 
5048 Country Court 
Davenport, Iowa 52807 

Re: LPC #1610455194- Rock Island County 
Moline I Aman Food & Gas 
1830 51

h A venue 
Leaking UST Incident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Dear Mr. Kaur: 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

7014 2120 0002 3290 8074 

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) has reviewed the Stage 3 Site 
Investigation Plan (plan) submitted for the above-referenced incident. This plan, dated July 28, 
2016, was received by the Illinois EPA on July 29,2016. Additional information was received 
by the Illinois EPA on December 9, 2016 via email that included costs which superseded the line 
items and total costs originally submitted in the associated budget. Citations in this Jetter 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 requires modification of the plan; therefore, the plan is conditionally approved 
with the IJJinois EPA's modifications. The Illinois EPA has determined that the modifications 
listed in Attachment A are necessary to demonstrate compliance with Title XVI of the Act and 
35lll. Adm. Code 734 (Sections 57.7(a)(l) and 57.7(c) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734.505(b) and 734.510(a)). 

The actual costs for Stage 2 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 734.5lO(b ). Based on the modifications listed in Section 
2 of Attachment B, the amounts listed in Section I of Attachment B are approved. 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 us 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630 and 734.655. 

In addition, the proposed budget for Stage(s) 3 is modified pursuant to Sections 57.7(a)(2) and 
57.7(c) of the Act and 35 lll. Adm. Code 734.505(b) and 734.510(b). The modifications are 
listed in Section 2 of Attachment B. Costs must be incurred in accordance with the approved 
plan. The maximum amounts that can be paid from the Fund must be determined in accordance 
with Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 (35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734.310(b)). Please be advised that costs associated with materials, activities, and services must 

..C302 N. MalnSt, Rotkfard, ll 61 103 (815) 987.7760 
59$ S. State, Elgil\ I~ 60123 (8..C7) 608-3131 
2 12SS.FintSI, Champc~ign,IL 61820 (217) 278-5800 
'2009 Mal St. CoUtn&vllle,IL 622341618) l.t6-SI20 

9511 Harrhon St., Das Platno~ IL 60016 (BA7) 294 .~00 

..C12 SW Wa1h1ngtonsr., Sullo D, Pea~a. 1~ 61602 {3ov: 671.3022 
'2309 W, Main St., Suite 116, Marion, iL 62959 10 18) 993.7200 
100 W.Randolph.Sul!o I0-300,Chlcago,IL 60601 
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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 Ulinois 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. 
This notification of field activities may be done by telephone, facsimile, or electronic mail­
and must be provided at least two weeks prior to the scheduled field activities. 

Pursuant to Sections 57.7(a)(5) 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 Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan, and budget 
if applicable, or Site Investigation Completion Report within 30 days after completing the site 
investigation to: 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Bureau of Land - #24 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section 
l 021 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 at the beginning 
of this letter. 

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

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact the Illinois EPA project 
manager, Eric Kuhlman, at 217-785-5715. 
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Sincerely, 

Jll(qfam/~ 
Stephen A. Colantino 
Acting Unit Manager 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section 
Division of Remediation Management 
Bureau of Land 

SAC:EK:P\ 

Attachment: A, B, Appeal Rights 

c: Matt Rives, CWM Company (electronic copy), matt@cwmcompany.com 
BOL File 
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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 tbe 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 lllinois EPA within the initial 35-day appeal period. If the 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 this decision, must be sent to the 
Illinois EPA as .soon as possible. 

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

John Therriault, Assistant Clerk 
Illinois Pollution Control Board 
James R. Thompson Center 
100 West Randolph, Suite 11-500 
Chicago, IL 6060 I 
312/814-3620 

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 Box 19276 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 
2171782-5544 
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Attachment A 

Re: LPC #1610455 194- Rock Island County 
Moline I Aman Food & Gas 
1830 5111 A venue 
Leaking UST Incident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

Citations in this attachment are from the Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5) (Act) and 
Title 35 of the Ulinois Administrutive Code (35 Ul. Adm. Code). 

l. The Stage 3 site investigation must be designed to identify the extent of off-site soil and 
groundwater contamination that, as a result of the release, exceeds the most stringent Tier 
l remediation objectives of 35 Ul. Adm. Code 742 for the applicable indicator 
contaminants. The Stage 3 site investigation must consist of the following: 

a. The drilling of soil borings and collection of soil samples necessary to identify the 
extent of soil contamination beyond the site's property boundaries that exceeds 
the most stringent Tier I remediation objectives of 35 lll. Adm. Code 742 for the 
applicable indicator contaminants. Soil samples must be collected in appropriate 
locations and at appropriate depths, based upon the results of the soil sampling 
and other investigation activities conducted to date, provided, however, that soil 
samples must not be collected below the groundwater table. All samples must be 
analyzed for the applicable indicator contaminants; and 

b. The installation of groundwater monitoring wells and collection of groundwater 
samples necessary to identify the extent of groundwater contamination beyond the 
site's property boundaries that exceeds the most stringent Tier I remediation 
objectives of 35 111. Adm. Code 742 for the applicable indicator contaminants. If 
soil samples are collected from a monitoring well boring, the samples must be 
collected in appropriate locations and at appropriate depths, based upon the results 
of the soil sampling and other investigation activities conducted to date, provided, 
however, that soil samples must not be collected below the groundwater table. 
All samples must be analyzed for the applicable indicator contaminants. 

(Section 57.1 (a) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.325) 

Tlze installation of one ( 1) additional groundwater monitoring well and collection of 
groundiVater samples is necessary to identify the extell! of groundwater contaminatioll 
beyolld the site's property boundaries. The location of tllis additional well should be 
across 5111 A venue and north of monitoring well MW-3. 

Please note that the groundwaterflow direction, determined by the Illinois EPA. is to the 
sollthwest (SW)for the October 2014 and April 20 I 6 Grou11d1Vater Flow Direction Maps. 
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EK:P\ 

If the lllinois EPA is correct, then any growulwmer in contact with cof/taminated soil 
near the former UST system would potemially migrate to the pre1•ious/y uninvestigated 
location southwest of tire UST excavation and west of monitoring well MW-4. However, 
110 additional groundwater investigation will be required at this rime, unless there is 
evidence ofgrowzdwater contaminmion within MW-4. 
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Attachment B 

Re: LPC # 1610455194- Rock Island County 
Moline I Aman Food & Gas 
1830 51

h A venue 
Leaking UST Incident No. #20140247 
Leaking UST Technical File 

SECTION 1 

STAGE 2 Actual Costs 

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

$2,423.77 
$1,258.96 

$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 

$17,384.85 
$710.40 

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 

Hundling charges will be determined at the time a billing package is reviewed by the Illinois 
EPA. The amount of allowable hundling charges will be detennined in accordance with Section 
57.l(a) of the Environmental Protection Act (Act) and 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. 
Adm. Code) 734.635. 

STAGE 3 Proposed Bud!!et 

Costs must be incurred in accordance with the approved plan and must be determined in 
accordance with 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.Subpart H, Appendix D, and Appendix E. 

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. 

SECTION2 

STAGE 2 Modifications 

1. $388.77 for costs for field preparation, scheduling, arrangements, and coordination by the 
Senior Project Manager that are inconsistent with the associated technical plan. One of 
the overall goals of the financial review is to assure that costs associated with materials, 
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activities, and services are consistent with the associated technical plan. Such costs are 
ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.51 O(b ). 

Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action activities and associated 
materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements necessary to comply with the 
Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act 
and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

Therefore, the Senior Project Manager rate was reduced to the Senior Administrative 
Assistant rate of $54.67 which was the approved personnel title and rate For this task in 
the Stage 2 Site investigation Plan Budget dated July 22, 2015. In addition, one hour was 
deducted since only 4 hours were approved for this task, not the 5 hours listed in the 
Stage 2 Actual Costs Budget. 

Furthermore, in accordance with Section 734.870(d)( l ), for costs approved by the 
Agency in writing prior to the date the costs are incurred, the applicable maximum 
payment amounts must be the amounts in effect on the date the Agency received the 
budget in which the costs were proposed. Once the Agency approved a cost, the 
applicable maximum payment amount for the cost must not be increased. 

2. $155.68 for costs for drilling, soil sampling, performing slug test, and field prep by the 
Engineer III that are inconsistent with the associated technical plan. One of the overall 
goals of the financial review is to assure that costs associated with materials, activities, 
and services are consistent with the associated technical plan. Such costs are ineligible 
for payment from the Fund pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. 
Code 734.510(b). 

Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action activities and associated 
materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements necessary to comply with the 
Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act 
and 35 HI. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

Therefore, the Engineer III rate was reduced to the Professional Geologist of $111.76 
which was the approved personnel title and rate for this task in the Stage 2 Site 
Investigation Plan Budget dated July 22, 2015. 

Furthermore, in accordance with Section 7 34.870( d)( I), for costs approved by the 
Agency in writing prior to the date the costs are incurred, the applicable maximum 
payment amounts must be the amounts in effect on the date the Agency received the 
budget in which the costs were proposed. Once the Agency approved a cost, the 
applicable maximum payment amount for the cost must not be increased. 

3. $303.80 for costs for groundwater sampling, surveying by Engineer III that are 
inconsistent with the associated technical plan. One of the overall goals of the financial 
review is to assure that costs associated with materials, activities, and services are 
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consistent with the associated technical plan. Such costs are ineligible for payment from 
the Fund pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill . Adm. Code 734.510(b). 

Costs associuted with site investigation and corrective action activities and associated 
materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements necessary to comply with the 
Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to Section 57 .7(c)(3) of the Act 
and 35 lll. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

Therefore, the Engineer III rate was reduced to the Engineer I rate of $91.11 which was 
the approved personnel title and rate for this task in the Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan 
Budget dated July 22, 2015. 

Furthermore, in accordance with Section 734.870( d)( I), for costs approved by the 
Agency in writing prior to the date the costs are incurred, the applicable maximum 
payment amounts must be the amounts in effect on the date the Agency received the 
budget in which the costs were proposed. Once the Agency approved a cost, the 
applicable maximum payment amount for the cost must not be increased. 

4. $97.30 for costs for groundwater sampling and surveying by Senior Project Manager that 
are inconsistent with the associated technical plan. One of the overall goals of the 
financial review is to assure that costs associated with materials, activities, and services 
are consistent with the associated technical plan. Such costs are ineligible for payment 
from the Fund pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734.510(b). 

Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action activities and associated 
materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements necessary to comply with the 
Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act 
and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

Therefore, the Senior Project Manager rate was reduced to the Professional Geologist rate 
of $111.76 which was the approved personnel title and rate for this task in the Stage 2 
Site Investigation Plan Budget dated July 22, 2015. 

Furthermore, in accordance with Section 734.870( d)(l ), for costs approved by the 
Agency in writing prior to the date the costs are incurred, the applicable maximum 
payment amounts must be the amounts in effect on the date the Agency received the 
budget in which the costs were proposed. Once the Agency approved a cost, the 
applicable maximum payment amount for the cost must not be increased. 

5. $6.60 for costs for mileage, which exceed the minimum requirements necessary to 
comply with the Act. Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action 
activities and associated materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements 
necessary to comply with the Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 
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According to Google Maps, there is between 161-171milesfrom tlzefteld office to the 
site depending on wlziclz route you take. Tile fastest route is approximately 167 miles 
wlzicll is abow 334 miles roundtrip. Therefore, tlze Illinois EPA deducted the ctdditional 
mileage that exceeded tlze minimum requiremetzts necessw-y to comply with tile Act si11ce 
they are not eligible for payment from the Fund. 

6. $75.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 500 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, the Ulinois 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To date, the consultant has not yet provided any receipt or invoice for costs associated 
with making 500 copies for the Stage 2 Plan. Please 1zote the Illinois EPA only needs 1\Vo 
copies of any plan, budget, or report submitted to the Illinois EPA for review. 

7. $7.50 for costs for 50 copies, which exceed the minimum requirements necessary to 
comply with the Act. Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action 
activities and associated materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements 
necessary to comply with the Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

Costs associated witlz makilzg 50 copies exceed the minimum requirements necessary to 
comply with tile Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund because only /50 copies 
were approl'ed in the Stage 2 Site inl'estigation Budget dated July 22, 2015, instead of tile 
200 copies submitted in tile Stage 2 Acwal Costs. 

8. $22.50 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 150 cooies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 
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To date, the consultant has not yet provided llll)' receipt or invoice for costs associated 
with making 150 copies for the Stage 2 Budget. Please note 1he /llinois EPA only needs 
two copies oja11y pla11, budget, or report submitled to the Illinois EPAfor review. 

9. $120.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 800 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To date, the consultant has not yet provided any receipt or invoice for costs associated 
with making 800 copiesfor the Stage 2 ReimbursemellT Request. Please note the Illinois 
EPA only needs two copies of any claim submitted to the lllinois EPA for review. 

10. $22.50 for costs for !50 copies, which exceed the minimum requirements necessary to 
comply with the Act. Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action 
activities and associated materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements 
necessary to comply with the Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 IJI. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

Costs associated with making 150 copies exceeded the minimum requiremellfs necessary 
to comply with the Act are not eligible for paymelll from the Fund since only 100 copies 
were approved in the Stage 2 Site investigation Budget dated July 22, 2015, instead of the 
250 copies submitted in tile Stage 2 Acwal Costs. 

11. $15.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 100 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ul. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To dare, tile consultallt has not yet provided a11y receipt or invoice for costs associated 
with making 100 copies for the field preparation, maps, boring logs, analytical reports, 
and field reports. In fact, any costs associated with making copiesforfield preparation, 
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maps, boring logs, analytical reports, and field reporTs should already be included witlzin 
the Stage 2 Plmz. Therefore, these costs are not eligible for payment from the Fund since 
they are duplicaTe costs. 

12. $6.00 for costs for disposable bailers, which exceed the minimum requirements necessary 
to comply wilh the Act. Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action 
activities and associated materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements 
necessary to comply with the Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

Costs associated with disposable bailers exceeded the minimum requirements necessary 
to comply witfl the Act. Therefore, the Illinois EPA reduced the disposable bailer rate to 
$13.00 per bailer, which was the rate approved by rlze Illinois EPA ill the Stage 2 Site 
Investigation Budget dared July 22, 2015. 

13. $1.00 for costs for bailin!! twine, which exceed the minimum requirements necessary to 
comply with the Act. Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action 
activities and associated materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements 
necessary to comply with the Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

Costs associated with disposable bailers exceeded the minimum requirements neceSSlll)' 
to comply with tlze Act. Therefore, the Illinois EPA reduced the baili11g twine rate to 
$5.00 per roll, w!ziclz was the rate approved by the Illinois EPA in tlze Stage 2 Site 
Investigation Budget dated July 22, 2015. 

14. $36.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for materials used to perform slu!! 
test that are not reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the 
Fund pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ul. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 
734.630(cc). Since there is no suppo11ing documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not 
approved pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site 
investigation or corrective action activities in excess of those required to meet the 
minimum requirements of Title XVI of the Act. 

To date, the consultaflt has not yet provided a list of the materials used to pe1jonn slug 
testing. Since there is no supporti11g docume11tatioll of these costs, tlze Illinois EPA 
camwl determine that cosrs will not be used for acrivities in excess of those necessm:v ro 
meet the minimum requiremellts of the Act. Therefore, suclz costs are not approved. 

STAGE 3 Modifications 
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1. $148.00 for costs for PID, which lack supporting documentation. Such costs are 
ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 UI. Adm. Code 734.630(cc). Since 
there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. 

Pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b) costs associated with activities that do not have 
a maximum payment amount set forth pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 Subpart H must 
be determined on a site specific basis and the owner/operator must demonstrate to the 
Agency the amounts sought for reimbursement are reasonable. The Agency has 
requested additional documentation to support the rate requested for a PID pursuant to 35 
III. Adm. Code 734.505(a). The documentation was either not provided or fails to 
provide sufficient information for the Agency to make a site specific reasonableness 
determination. 

In addition, without supporting documentation for the rate requested the PID costs are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

2. $21.00 for costs for measurine wheel, which lack supporting documentation. Such costs 
are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 IJI. Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 
Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, the IJiinois 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. 

Pursuant to 35 Ul. Adm. Code 734.850(b) costs associated with activities that do not have 
a maximum payment amount set forth pursuant to 35 Til. Adm. Code 734 Subpart H must 
be determined on a site specific basis and the owner/operator must demonstrate to the 
Agency the amounts sought for reimbursement are reasonable. The Agency has 
requested additional documentation to support the rate requested for measuring wheel 
pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.505(a). The documentation was either not provided or 
fails to provide sufficient information for the Agency to make a site specific 
reasonableness determination. 

In addition, without supporting documentation the rate requested the measuring wheel is 
not reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund 
pursuant to Section 57 .7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

3. $7.80 for costs for mileage, which exceed the minimum requirements necessary to 
comply with the Act. Costs associated with site investigation and corrective action 
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activities and associated materials or services exceeding the minimum requirements 
necessary to comply with the Act are not eligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(o). 

According to Google Maps, there is berwee11 161-171 milesfrom the field office to 1/ze 
site depending on which rowe you take. The fastest route is approximately 167 miles 
which is about 334 miles roundtrip. Therefore, the lllinois EPA deducted the additional 
mileage tlzat exceeded the minimum requirements necessary to comply wiTh the Act since 
they are not eligible for payment from the Fund. 

4. $73.48 for costs for mileage, which lack supporting documentation. Such costs are 
ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ul. Adm. Code 734.630(cc). Since 
there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57. 7(c)(3) of the Acl because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. 

The Illinois EPA will reimburse for mileage at a rate of $0.54 per mile when sufficient 
documentation was not submitted for a higher daily amount. Based on a roundtrip from 
CWM Company to the site being 334 miles per day for a total of 2 days proposed the 
allowable reimbursement is $360.72. Based on this calculation, $73.48 is being deducted 
from the consultant's material costs of the budget. A vehicle rental invoice showing the 
daily cost to rent the vehicle would be considered supporting documentation. 

5. $16.00 for costs for disposable !!loves. which Jack supporting documentation. Such costs 
are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 
Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. 

Pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b) costs associated with activities that do not have 
a maximum payment amount set forth pursuant to 35 Ul. Adm. Code 734 Subpart H must 
be determined on a site specific basis and the owner/operator must demonstrate to the 
Agency the amounts sought for reimbursement are reasonable. The Agency has 
requested additional documentation to support the rate requested for disposable gloves 
pursuant to 35 lil. Adm. Code 734.505(a). The documentation was either not provided or 
fails to provide sufficient information for the Agency to make a site specific 
reasonableness determination. 

·~ ·-
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In addition, without supporting documentation the rate requested the disposable gloves is 
not reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund 
pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

6. $56.00 for costs for water level indicator, which lack supporting documentation. Such 
costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ul. Adm. Code 
734.630(cc). Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not 
approved pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site 
investigation or corrective action activities in excess of those required to meet the 
minimum requirements of Title XVI of the Act. 

Pursuant to 35 lil. Adm. Code 734.850(b) costs associated with activities that do not have 
a maximum payment amount set forth pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 Subpart H must 
be determined on a site specific basis and the owner/operator must demonstrate to the 
Agency the amounts sought for reimbursement are reasonable. The Agency has 
requested additional documentation to support the rate requested for water level indicator 
pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.505(a). The documentation was either not provided or 
fails to provide sufficient information for the Agency to make a site specific 
reasonableness determination. 

In addition, without supporting documentation the rate requested the water level indicator 
is not reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund 
pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

7. $90.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 600 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, the Ulinois 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To date, the consultalll has 1101 yet provided any receipt or inl'oice for costs associated 
with making 600 copies for the Stage 3 Plan. Please note the lllinois EPA only needs two 
copies of ally plan, budget, or report submitted to the fllinois EPA for rel'iew. 

8. $60.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 400 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 
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Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, the lllinois 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs arc ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To date, the consultamlzas not yet provided any receipt or invoice for costs associated 
with making 400 copies for the Stage 3 Budget. Please note the Illinois EPA only needs 
two copies of any plan, budge!, or report submitted to rile Illinois EPA for review. 

9. $90.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 600 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuanc to 
Section 57 .7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ul. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To dare, tlze consultamlzas not yeT provided any receipt or invoice for costs associated 
witlz making 600 copies for the Stage 3 Reimhursement Request. Please note tire Illinois 
EPA only needs two copies of any claim submitted to the Illinois EPA .for review. 

10. $22.50 for site investigation or corrective action costs for J 50 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To date, the cmzsulranr has not yet provided any receipt or invoice for costs associated 
with making 150 copies for the field preparation, maps, boring Jogs, cmalytic:al reports, 
and field reports. In fact, any costs associated with making copiesjor field prepararion, 
maps, boring logs, analytical reports, wzd field reports should already be included within 
the Stage 3 Plan. Therefore, these costs are not eligible for payment from the Fwzd since 
they are duplicate cosrs. 
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II. $86.00 for costs for survey eguipment, which lack supporting documentation. Such costs 
are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 
Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, the lllinois 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. 

Pursuant to 35 Til. Adm. Code 734.850(b) costs associated with activities that do not have 
a maximum payment amount set forth pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 Subpart H must 
be determined on a site specific basis and the owner/operator must demonstrate to the 
Agency the amounts sought for reimbursement are reasonable. The Agency has 
requested additional documentation to supporc the rate requested for survey equipment 
pursuant to 35 TIL Adm. Code 734.505(a). The documentation was either not provided or 
fails to provide sufficient information for the Agency to make a site specific 
reasonableness determination. 

In addition, without supporting documentation the rate requested the survey equipment is 
not reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund 
pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

12. $32.00 for costs for disposable bailers, which lack supporting documentation. Such costs 
are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 TIL Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 
Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, the lllinois 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. 

Pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b) costs associated with activities that do not have 
a maximum payment amount set forth pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 Subpart H must 
be determined on a site specific basis and the owner/operator must demonstrate to the 
Agency the amounts sought for reimbursement are reasonable. The Agency has 
requested additional documentation to support the rate requested for disposable bailers 
pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.505(a). The documentation was either not provided or 
fails to provide sufficient information for the Agency to make a site specific 
reasonableness determination. 

In addition, without supporting documentation the rate requested the disposable bailers is 
not reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund 
pursuant to Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 
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13. $6.00 for costs for bailing twine, which lack supporting documentation. Such costs are 
ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(cc). Since 
there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. 

Pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.850(b) costs associated with activities that do not have 
a maximum payment amount set forth pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734 Subpart H must 
be determined on a site specific basis and the owner/operator must demonstrate to the 
Agency the amoums sought for reimbursement are reasonable. The Agency has 
requested additional documentation to support the rate requested for bailing twine 
pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.505(a). The documentation was either not provided or 
fails to provide sufficient information for the Agency to make a site specific 
reasonableness determination. 

In addition, without supporting documentation the rate requested the bailing twine is not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

14. $90.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 600 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, the lllinois 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs arc ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To date, tl1e consultant has 1101 yet prol'ided any receipt or in11oice for costs associated 
with making 600 copies for the SICR. Please note the Illinois EPA only 11eeds two copies 
of any plan, budget, or report submitred to the Illinois EPA for review. 

15. $90.00 for site investigation or corrective action costs for 250 copies that are not 
reasonable as submitted. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.630(dd). 

Since there is no supporting documentation of costs, 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. Therefore, such costs are not approved pursuant to 
Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act because they may be used for site investigation or corrective 
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action activities in excess of those required to meet the minimum requirements of Title 
XVI of the Act. Such costs are ineligible for payment from the Fund pursuant to 35 Ill. 
Adm. Code 734.630(cc). 

To date, tlze consult all! has not yet provided any receipt or invoice for costs associated 
with making 600 copies for the SICR. Please note the Illinois EPA only needs two copies 
of any correspondence submitted to the Illinois EPA for review. In fact, rite consultant 
has not provided any explanation why 250 copies are needed to notify only two o.ffsite 
property owners. 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I, the undersigned, on affirmation state the following: 

That I have served the attached CERTIFICATE OF RECORD ON APPEAL and the 
accompanying documents comprising the entire record of the Respondent’s decision 

by e-mail upon Patrick D. Shaw at the e-mail address of pdshaw1law@gmail.com and 

upon Hearing Officer Carol Webb at the e-mail address of Carol.Webb@Illinois.gov. 

 

That my e-mail address is Scott.Sievers@Illinois.gov. 

 

That the number of pages in the e-mail transmission is four hundred and seventy-two 

(472). 

 

That the e-mail transmission took place before 5:00 p.m. on the date of April 5, 2017. 

 

/s/Scott B. Sievers                              

April 5, 2017 
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