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HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: Let's go
on the record.

Good afternoon. M nane is Joe
Sternstein. |'ve been appointed by the
[1linois Pollution Control Board to serve as
hearing officer in this proceeding, which is
entitled, In the Matter of Proposed MIBE
Groundwat er Quality Standards Amendnents, 35
IIlinois Adm nistrative Code 620. The
docketing nunber for this rulenmaking is R 0114.

Sitting to nmy right is N chol as
Mel as, the Board Menber assigned to this
matter.

BOARD MEMBER MELAS: Hello

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: Al so
present today to Board Menmber Melas's right is
Board Menber El ena Kezelis.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELI'S: Good
af t er noon.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: To ny
left is a menber of our technical unit, Anand
Rao.

MR. RAO Good afternoon.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: And to
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to M. Rao's left is Board Menber Maril
McFawn.,

For the record, today's date is Apri
5th, 2001, and it is approxinmately is 1:40 p. m

This is a rul emaki ng subject to the
Board's Procedural Rules, and, therefore, al
rel evant, nonrepetitious and nonprivil eged
testimony will be heard at this, the second
hearing of this proceeding. The first hearing
was held on March 1st, at the Board's
Springfield offices.

The Illinois Environmental Protection
Agency filed this matter on Septenber 1st,

2000. On Septenber 7th, 2000, the Board
accepted this matter for hearing.

At the table at the south end of the
room are copies of the current notice and
service lists. Also on that table, you'll find
copies of the Board's Accept for Hearing O der
inthis matter, dated Septenber 7th, 2000, and
copies of the hearing officer order, dated
January 29th, 2001.

The Agency has submitted copies -- an

Italian article -- which was di scussed at the
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first hearing; also a cost conparison sunmary
prepared by Mke Curry, P.E.; copies of the
materials submtted by Professor Curtis at the
first hearing are also on that table; and
copies of Exhibit 1, which was adnmitted at the
first hearing are also on the table.

The purpose of today's hearing is
twofold. First, we will address the economnic
i npact statenent for ECIS for this Rule.
Pursuant to Section 27(b) of the Illinois
Envi ronmental Protection Act, the Board is
required to request the Departnment of Comerce
and Comunity Affairs, or DCCA, to conduct an
ECIS on certain proposed rules prior to the
adoption of those rules. |f DCCA chooses to
conduct the ECI'S, DCCA has 30 to 45 days after
such request to produce a study of the proposed
rules. The Board nust make the ECIS to DCCA' s
expl anation for not conducting the EC S
available to the public at |east 20 days before
public hearing on the econonic inpact of the
proposed rul es.

In accordance with Section 27(b) of

the Act, on January 24th, 2001, the Board
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requested that DCCA conduct an ECIS for Docket
R01-14. In the request, the Board stated that
if it did not receive a reply from DCCA within
10 days, it would rely on a March 10th, 2000
letter from DCCA. That March 10th, 2000 DCCA
letter notified the Board that DCCA | acked the
technical and financial resources to respond to
any rul emaki ngs. The Board did not receive a
reply from DCCA within the 10-day peri od.
Accordingly, the Board relies on the March
10t h, 2000 DCCA letter as an explanation for no
ECI S being submtted for Docket RO1-14.

Section 27(b) of the Act also
requires the Board to have a hearing on either
the ECIS or DCCA' s explanation not to perform
the ECIS. Thus pursuant to the hearing officer
order in this matter, dated January 29th, 2001
we will hear the testinony from anyone who
wi shes to comment on DCCA's decision not to
conduct an ECI S for RO1-14.

Then, on the prefile testinony, the
Agency's prefile testinobny was entered into the

record at the first hearing as Exhibit 1. [|I'm
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L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292

8
testimony again, but I'msure they'd be glad to
if so requested.

W have one item of prefile testinmony
that was submtted for the hearing today, and
that is the testinony of Professor Craig
Curtis, JD, Ph.D. Since Professor Curtis is not
here today to deliver his testinobny in person
we'll be admitting that as a public coment.

A couple of itens about decorum
Anybody who testifies will be sworn in by the
court reporter. | just ask that you speak one
at atine. |If you're speaking over each other
the court reporter will not be able to get your
guestions on the record. And when answering
guestions, please be sure to say yes or no
i nstead of noddi ng or shaking your head. And,
al so, if everyone could just nmake sure that
their beepers and cell phones are turned off.

M. Melas, is there anything el se
you'd |ike to add?

BOARD MEMBER MELAS: It's nice to
have you up here today.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  First of
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conment on DCCA's decision not to performan
ECIS in this matter?

(No response fromthe

Hearing Partici pants.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  Seei ng
no one, we will proceed with the Agency's
presentation. Before we proceed with the
Agency, 1'd just like to nmention for the record
that we do have one nenmber of the Public here
today, and he is Matthew E. Cohn, and he is
with the firmof Arladis, Geraghty & Ml ler.

At this point, | will turn it over to
M. Ewart with the Agency, so that the Agency
can nake their presentation for today.

MR. EWART: Thank you, M. Hearing
Oficer.

My nane is Stephen Ewart. |'man
attorney with the Illinois EPA. And | brought
as witnesses for this proceeding to ny left,
Dr. Thomas Hornshaw, toxicologist with the
Illinois EPA; and to ny right, Richard Cobb,

who is a geol ogi st and head of the geol ogi st
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of the Illinois EPA. | also, in response to
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10
requests and for other reasons, we have
exhibits to identify and adnmit to the record --
and nmove to adnmit to the record. And | have
gi ven you seven copies, and | would like to
di stribute one, of course, to the court
reporter.

This will be Exhibit 2.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Ckay.

Well, actually -- can we go off the
record for a second?

MR EWART: Sure.

(Di scussion held off the record.)

MR, EWART: The first exhibit that |
would like to identify as Exhibit No. 2 is the
Italian article, and it's entitled,
"Methyl - Tertiary-Butyl Ether (MIBE) -- a
Gasol ine Additive -- Causes Testicular and
Lynmphohaenat opoi etic Cancers in Rats." This is
a paper done by Fiorella Bel poggi, Mrando
Sof fritti and Cesare Maltoni. This was
published in the Toxicol ogy and | ndustri al

Heal th Journal, Volume 11, No. 2, Pages 119 to
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ahead and officially adnt that

adm ssi on of the Bel pogg

No. 2?

woul d |'i ke that

1995.

Stri ke that.

In 1995.

identified as

L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292

t No.

2.

11

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: "1l go

ri ght now

Are there any objections to the

(No response fromthe

article as Exhibit

Hearing partici pants.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Then

that exhibit wll

for Do

Exhi bi

entitl

cket

RO1- 14.

be admtted as Exhibit No. 2

(Wher eupon,

as Exhi

as of 4-5-01,

bi t

evi dence.)

MR, EWART:

t No.

3. |

sai d docunent was mar ked

No. 2, for identification

and admtted into

For identification is

have a one-page article

ed, "Cost Conparison Sunmmary Prepared by

M ke Curry,

P.E,"

or

Pr of essi onal

Engi neer.

This was part of an East Al den study dated

June,

2000.
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there any objections to the admi ssion of the

"Cost Conparison Sumary Prepared by M ke

L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292

12
Curry," as Exhibit 3?
(No response from
the Hearing participants.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  That
table is adnmitted as Exhibit 3.

(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked
as Exhibit No. 3, for identification
as of 4-5-01, and admitted into
evi dence.)

MR, EWART: The next docunent that |

would like to identify as Exhibit No. 4 is a
one- page docunent entitled, MIBE G oundwat er
Cl ean-up Levels for LUST Sites: Current and
Proposed. And this was prepared by Delta
Envi ronmental Consultants, Inc., dated, 2001.
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: So
we'll admit the MIBE G oundwat er Cl ean-up
Levels for LUST Sites: Current and Proposed
map as Exhibit 4.
(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked

as Exhibit No. 4, for identification
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evi dence.)

MR EWART: Identified at Exhibit

L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292

13
No. 5, a docunent entitled, "State Drinking
Wat er Regul ations and Cui delines for MIBE --"
and in paren, it's mcrograns per liter, or
ug/ L.

This was prepared by U S. EPA, dated
February, 2001.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: | f
there are no objections, the board will admt
the map entitled, State Drinking Water
Regul ations and Guidelines for MIBE, U.S. EPA,
February, 2001, as Exhibit 5.

(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked
as Exhibit No. 5, for identification
as of 4-5-01, and admitted into
evi dence.)

MR EWART: Identified as Exhibit

No. 6 is a paper done by James E. Landneyer and
others, entitled, "Methyl tert-Butyl Ether
Bi odegr adati on by I ndi genous Aquifer

M croor gani sns under Natural and Artificial
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Oxic Conditions." This was a paper that was
published in the Environmental Science and
Technol ogy Journal at Volume 35, No. 6, dated

March 15th, 2001.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: | f
there are no objections, the Board will admt
the Landneyer article as Exhibit No. 6 for this
proceedi ng.

(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked
as Exhibit No. 6, for identification
as of 4-5-01, and admitted into
evi dence.)

MR, EWART: The other attached
article is by Paul M Bradley and others,
entitled, "Wdespread Potential for M crobial
MIBE Degradation in Surface/ Water Sedinments,"
fromthe Environnental Science and Technol ogy
Journal, Volune 35, No. 4, 2001

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: | f
there are no objections, the Bradley article
that M. Ewart just described will be admtted
as Exhibit No. 7 in this proceeding.

(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked

as Exhibit No. 7, for identification
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evi dence.)
MR. EWART: | have sone other posters

that we would Iike to submit as part of this.
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This is in reference to the other proposed
anmendnments in this proceeding for --
specifically for Section 62505 A5. These are
posters that the Agency used in proceeding
agai nst Stonehedge. It was an enforcenent case
in McHenry County, Illinois. The first which
would Iike to identify as the next nunber,
which | believe is 8 --

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: 8.

MR EWART: -- is a site location for
St onehedge, Wbnder Lake, MHenry County,
IIlinois, and this is basic source of
i nformation about the site.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: "1l be
marki ng the site location for Stonehedge,
I ncor porated, Wonder Lake, MHenry County,
I1linois, oversized map as Exhibit No. 8 in
thi s proceedi ng.

(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked
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as Exhibit No. 8, for identification
as of 4-5-01, and admitted into

evi dence.)

MR EWART: Identified as Exhibit

No. 9 are field photographs for Stonehedge,

L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292
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Inc., and adjacent areas in Wnder Lake.
Again, this is source information on this case.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: | f
there's's no objections, I'll admt the
oversi zed map and phot ographs entitled, Field
Phot ogr aphs for Stonehedge, |ncorporated, and
Adj acent Areas in Whnder Lake as Exhibit 9.

(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked

as Exhibit No. 9, for identification
as of 4-5-01, and admitted into
evi dence.)

MR EWART: Identified as Exhibit 10
are the Wonder Lake Aerial Photograph and
Private Well Chloride Assessnents.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: | f
there are no objections, | will admt the
oversi zed chart showi ng charts and a map
entitled, Wnder Lake Aerial Photograph and

Private Well Chloride Assessnent as Exhibit
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(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked
as Exhibit No. 10, for identification
as of 4-5-01, and adnmitted into

evi dence.)
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MR. EWART: And as identified at
Exhi bit No. 11 are cross-sections through
St onehedge and Wonder | ake area involving this
case.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: | f
there's no objections, I'll be admtting the
oversi zed di agram whi ch show the cross-sections
t hrough St onehedge and Wonder | ake area as
Exhibit No. 11 in this proceeding.

(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked
as Exhibit No. 11, for identification
as of 4-5-01, and admitted into
evi dence.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: M.

Ewart, does the Agency have any other exhibits
to admt?

MR, EWART: Not at this tineg,

M. Hearing Oficer.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  Not at
this tinme.

Does the Agency wi tnesses have any
testinmony or anything they'd like to say with
respect to the exhibits or anything else in

this matter at the present tine?

L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292

18
(No response fromthe
Hearing partici pants.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Wy
don't we swear in both M. Cobb and
Dr. Hornshaw ri ght now?
(Whereupon, the w tnesses were duly sworn.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: Go ahead,
M. Cobb
MR, COBB: The exhibits that were
just entered in regard to the Stonehedge,
Inc.'s site, | want to wal k through those. And
nmy purpose in bringing those is to give you --
give alittle bit nmore support for the record
here in regards to the anmendnents to Section
62505, which essentially are -- involves
conpl i ance point determ nations for groundwater
st andar ds.

I"mgoing to Exhibit 8, first, just
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map. This case, Stonehedge, Inc., involve a

pl acenent of a salt pile greater than 50, 000
pounds on the ground. W received sone
requests for assistance fromthe MHenry County

Health Departnent. There were several private

L. A REPORTI NG (312) 419-9292

19
wells in which the salt pile, which was greater
t han 50, 000 pounds, was within the setback of,
and the salt pile was a potential secondary
source of groundwater contam nation under the
I1linois Environnental Protection Act, as wel
as there were other nunerous conpl aints about
the taste of the water.

And the McHenry County Health
Department had conducted numerous sanplings of
the private wells in the area. So they called
us in for sonme assistance on this case. But
this just gives you the general site up in
McHenry County, kind of up in the northeast
corner. This is an aerial photograph map --

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: That's
t he phot ograph on the --

MR. COBB: On the right-hand side of
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-- which shows the private wells that
wer e sanpl ed, and al so shows the |ocation of
the salt pile at Stonehedge, Inc.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  Any
guesti ons on Exhibit 8?

BOARD MEMBER KEZELIS: |I'mtrying to

L. A REPORTI NG (312) 419-9292
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figure out if there's any way we can see it.

MR COBB: | could get in the center
too, seriously.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELI S:  You know, you
may need to do that. That may be easier

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Go off
the record for a second here.

(Di scussion held off the record.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Back on
the record.

Board Menber Kezelis has a question
about Exhibit 8.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELIS: The aeri al
phot ograph on the far right-hand side of
Exhibit 8 has a nunber of red dots. Those are
the wells?

MR. COBB: Those are private potable
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wat er supply wells.
BOARD MEMBER KEZELI S:  Thank you
MR, COBB: The second exhibit -- and
once again, it just kind of gives you sone
| ocational information. And in this case --
MR EWART: Excuse nme, Rick. Wuld

you identify that as Exhibit No. 97

L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292

21

MR. COBB: Exhibit No. 9, once again,
is a further exhibit show ng | ocationa
i nformati on. The sane aerial photograph is on
Exhi bit No. 8, but now we're showing, tying in
an aerial photograph -- a field photograph --
of the salt pile, which is right here, so you
can kind of see what the salt pile |ooks I|ike.
And it's actually located right here where the
little black triangle is (indicating).

And then across the street is a hone,
which is this hone right here, that's
associated with Well -- Private Well 7415
(indicating). So once again, it's just kind of
| ocati onal information.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Any

guesti ons on Exhibit 9?
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(No response fromthe
Hearing Partici pants.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Ckay.
Go ahead.
MR, COBB: The next exhibit shows the
concentrations of chlorides sanpled in those
same private wells and in adjacent to

St onehedge, Inc., where the salt pile was

L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292
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| ocated. This salt pile was sitting outside
without a cover on it. So when it rained, it
essentially | eached into the groundwater table.
And in this case, there were suggestions by the
other parties that this was due to road salting
and other things. So we |ooked at the
concentrations of chlorides over tinme, and we
al so | ooked, then, at the rainfall and
precipitation events over tine. And, in
ef fect, we had one of the driest springs on
record during that particular year. And then
they had --

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN. That woul d be
1992?
MR, COBB: That's correct, 1992.

And, actually, prior to that.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: And the
weat her you're tal king about is reflected in
the mnichart there entitled MHenry County
Cdimactic Data?

MR. COBB: That's right.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  Ckay.

MR. COBB: In fact, we've got

preci pitation and snow, and then we al so have

L. A. REPORTI NG (312) 419- 9292
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mont hly nmean air and soil tenperature. And
there is -- this is actually fromstations up
in McHenry County. The state is collected by
the Mdwest Cimte Center down at the U of 1.

Essentially, we |ooked at the
chl oride concentrations over tine, and what we
saw is that the wells -- topographically,
here's Wnder | ake down here at this elevation,
and up here is Stonehedge, Inc. This is
actual ly going downhill as you proceed down to
the | ake.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: That's
from goi ng downhill from East Wnder Lake Road
t owards East Lake Shore Drive?

MR. COBB: Correct.
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BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN. How big is
St onehedge, Inc.'s property?

MR COBB: It's --

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: | nean, can

you just kind of circle or explain it on the

chart?

MR COBB: | think |I could better
explain it on -- naybe with this one.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: We're

L. A, REPORTI NG (312) 419-9292
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back to --

MR, COBB: Exhibit No. 9.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N Exhi bi t
No. 9

MR. COBB: This is Stonehedge,
Inc.'s --

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: Salt pile?

MR COBB: Salt pile. And their site
was nmaybe, oh, another lot -- nmaybe a lot size

bi gger than this with a building onit, and

then sone open area to the south of this salt

pile. So it wasn't a trenendously big --
BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: \What is

St onehedge, Inc.?

MR COBB: Par don?
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BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: \What is
St onehedge, Inc.?

MR COBB: Well, essentially, this
guy had kind of an off-side business in terns
of just applying road salt. Oher than that,
he didn't seemto have any other business
activities.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAVWN. So do you

know -- |'msorry.

L. A REPORTI NG (312) 419-9292
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MR, COBB: Go ahead.
BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN:. On this --
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Just for

the record, we're talking about Exhibit 10,

agai n?

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN:  Yes.

On Exhibit 10 --

MR. COBB: This one is -- yeah
Exhi bit 10.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN. On Exhi bit 10,

then, where it's | abel ed "Stonehedge, Inc.'s
Salt Pile," is that where the salt pile is?
MR. COBB: Yes.

And back to the wettest -- or the
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driest spring on record, alnost -- | think it
was the second driest spring, alnost, in record
since the Mdwest Clinmate Center began keepi ng
records, they had the second hi ghest rainfal
that they've ever had in and around July of
that sanme year. Followi ng that, then, is when
we had some of the highest spikes in the
downgradient wells, in particular, here, and in
a couple of the other wells --

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Each of
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the red dots and the four digit nunbers
represents a separate well?

MR COBB: A well, yes.
BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN. And those are
t he downgradi ent ones --

MR. COBB: Yes.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: -- by South
Drive and --

MR. COBB: Yes.

And this histogramgoes up to around
4500 - -

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: Can you name
that chart?

MR COBB: This is chloride
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detections at 7417 South Drive and that well
And these chloride concentrations go up to
around 4500; and, of course, seawater is around
10,000. So | nean, it was pretty chloride-rich
water. So we -- not only was there a setback
violation here at this particular site, but
there was al so sone pretty good evidence that
showed the association with fromthe salt pile
to the contam nation of the wells. | nean, it

obviously wasn't due to road salting because
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t he hi ghest spikes were in July after one of
the second largest rainfalls on record at the
M dwest Clinate Center in July during the
sunmer. And those concentrations all seemto
follow after precipitation events, not so nuch
in the winter, but nore in the spring or in the
sunmer .

So there's pretty good data here to
make a case

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: How deep are
those wel | s?

MR COBB: Well, | think I can

explain that a little bit better with this.
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MR. RAO  You nentioned that the
facility was violating the setback di stances?

MR COBB: Yes.

MR RAO Did they ever get an
exception or --

MR. COBB: No.

MR. RAO No?

MR. COBB: They didn't cone for a
wai ver and exception. So we sued them and we
won that case. And they noved the salt pile.

MR. RAO How did they nove that,
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t hen?

MR. COBB: They just picked it up and
noved it.

MR. RAC Ckay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: What is
the state chloride limt for --

MR, COBB: 200.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N.  And what
units are you using there?

MR COBB: Mlligrans per liter I'm
sure, but let ne make sure. 200 mlligrams per
liter.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN.  Just to
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clarify, you had nentioned that some of those
spi kes --

MR. COBB: 4500 nmilligrans per liter

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  And
seawater is 10,000 mlligrans?

MR COBB: 10,000. Seawater is
typically around 10,000 nmilligrans.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  And j ust
to clarify on Exhibit 10, each of those col ored
graphs there represent individual wells and

represent the chloride levels in the individua
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wel | s?
MR. COBB: Yes. Each of the graphs
represent an individual well. And then each
color is a different tinme -- actually, sone of

these tinmes go clear back to 1991. But the
colors in the graph are sequential over tine,
you know, fromearly to the |latest set of
sanpl es.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  From
left to right?

MR. COBB: In particular this spike

right here -- 4500 nmilligrams per liter was
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9-17-1992. So in Septenber of 1992.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  And
whi ch graph is that?

MR COBB: It's the chloride
detections for Well 7417 South Drive. And
then, also, here's the chloride detections for
410 East Drive, which is also in proximty to
the salt pile; in fact, it's right next to it.
You can wal k through the side yard and | ook
t hrough the fence, and you can see the salt
pile. You can see there the concentrations

were up to around 400 milligrams per liter
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Al'so, on this well -- 7421 South Drive, which
is up here -- you can see that we had a
chloride sanmple of 800 mlligrans per liter
So we had some definite chloride contam nation
goi ng on there.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELIS: M. Cobb, when
was the salt pile placed there by Stonehedge?

MR. COBB: The salt pile was placed
there in August of 1998, and the -- from--

MR. RAO 1988 or --

MR COBB: | nmean -- I'msorry.

1988. I'msorry. Thank you.
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1988. And we had estinmates on the
size of anywhere from 100 to 400, 000 pounds.
And those cane fromrecords that we obtained
fromthe -- and observations nade and estinates
made fromthe McHenry County Heal th Departnent.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELI'S: And when was
the salt renoved?

MR, COBB: The salt was renoved --

BOARD MEMBER KEZELI'S: The renani ni ng
salt.

MR. COBB: Yeah. The remmining salt

was renoved, ny best guess, is in 1993. It was
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before we went to hearing, and so we were stil
interested in clean up and restoration of the
wel I's and -- because sonme of these people
actually drilled deeper wells because of this.

Getting back to the geol ogic
guestions and the depths --

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN. This is
Exhibit 1172

MR COBB: -- of the wells, I'm now
showi ng you Exhibit No. 11, which first shows a

t opographic map of the Wonder Lake area. You
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can see that Stonehedge up here is around 840,
30 foot contour, whereas the | ake -- the

el evation of the spillway, for exanple, is at
802. So there's quite a topographic drop here.
Actually, it's pretty steep. So what we did --
actual ly wal ked through this area nyself. And
we went out there with the County, and we
obtained all of the existing geologic well
records that were available for these wells.
And as a result of that, we put together these
two geol ogic cross-sections -- Ato A-prineg,
going fromwest to east; B to B-prine, going

fromsort of the southwest to the northeast,
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t hrough the area in which Stonehedge and the
wells are |located. And, essentially, what we
got, there is a very shallow sand and grave
aquifer at the surface. And then that's
separated by a plate hill layer. And then
there's a | ower sand and gravel aquifer
foll owed by a bedrock aquifer below that. The
well's that were inpacted in the -- that |
showed you in Exhibit No. 10, were the shall ow
well's, up in the sand and gravel on which the

salt pile was sitting. One of the issues that
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we cane across, however, is that -- and this
gets back to the depth of the wells -- these
were sand point wells. And a sand point well
is alnpbst like a monitoring well; it's a stee
casing with a point on the end of it. |It's
driven into the ground. It's a very snall

di ameter and very shallow -- 20 to 50 feet in
dept h.

What we got hung up on is that even
though this is sand and gravel and those wells
aren't too much different than any ot her
nonitoring well that you might see -- in other

words, it's going to do a good job of
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monitoring in situ groundwater -- sand point
wells, in terns of the new water |aw
construction code, do not nmeet code. So we
ki nd of cane across the thing that we hadn't
t hought of in the Goundwater Quality Standards
in that you had to have a well [og and you had
to have a construction record to have to be in
Code to be a conpliance point for determn ning
conpliance with the Groundwat er Standards.

However, we had logs all around that
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area and adj acent to sone of the wells that
were inpacted. W knew those were sand poi nt
well's; we knew those wells were in this unit,
and we could correl ate enough that we could
make this official geologic map with confidence
and have a feeling that we could use these as
conpl i ance point determ nations.

Any ot her questions before | go sit
back down?

BOARD MEMBER MELAS: Your initial
statenent -- what was the actual nunber of the
of -- where the anendnent is going -- 630 --

MR COBB: Section 620.505.

BOARD MEMBER MELAS: 6207
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MR, COBB: Section 620.505.

Now, if we go to Section
620. 505(a) -- Subsection (a)(5) -- essentially
what (a)(5)(a), for exanple, what | was trying
to do with that anendnent is somewhat build off
of this exanple where we nay have ot her
portable wells in the area where we have
construction records, and it's in an i medi ate
area of, say, 1,000 feet. So that we know,

then, that this well that we don't have a wel
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log for by a professional judgment is it the
same hydrogeol ogic materials as the other
wells? It's in very close proxinty. It's a
correlation. And, in fact, then what we were
al so, then, trying to do is, okay, that's a
hydr ogeol ogi ¢ correl ation and a professiona
judgment. But to further safeguard, let's go
ahead and add that Subsection 5(c), which al so
assures sone safeguards there with respect to
representing in situ groundwater conditions.
In addition, let's exclude -- let's
be nore specific in terns of the exclusions for
certain water wells, and we added those under

Subsection 6. It starts out, "For groundwater
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any potable well |isted below, nonitoring shal
not be conducted."”

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: That's
Section 620.505(a)(6). And just to clarify,
all the oversized exhibits have been adnmitted
in order to prove the point there to support
the Agency's addition of that |anguage.

MR, COBB: That's correct,

M. Hearing Oficer. Wat | was trying to do
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was to show you the origin of where we were
overturned and, in essence, that was remanded
or --

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: I n the
enf or cenent case?

MR COBB: In the enforcenment case
We couldn't bring a groundwater standards
enforcenent case, even though |I think the
exhibits that | showed were rather
denonstrative in terns of show ng the
rel ati onshi p and excl usion of other sources.
However, even though these were existing
potable wells that people had to drill new
wells to replace those because of the excessive

chlori de contam nation, we just kind of found a
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weak point in the conpliance point
determ nations as it was previously drafted.
So this is the purpose for these anendnents.
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: Is there
any further testinony on the exhibits fromthe
Agency?
(No response fromthe
Hearing partici pants.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N.  Any
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further questions for the Agency w tnesses from
the Board or fromthe public?

BOARD MEMBER KEZELIS: Is this the
only situation that you've come across that
woul d have caused this type of a discrepancy?

MR COBB: So far, this is the only
area where we've had this kind of a problem
But we anticipate that we m ght have it again.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELI'S: Were the --
how ol d were the wells in the Wnder Lake area?

MR COBB: | would say they were
probably 20-plus years old. They were stil
serving fine as potable wells. It's kind of an
interesting situation there. Even if you --

with it being sand and gravel and unconfined at
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the surface down to the bottom of the wel
screen, it really couldn't even seem being too
much nore protective, even if you put in a well
that was to Code and you cenented it. Unless
there was sonet hing right adjacent to the well
where you were over landflow, but, primrily,
it's going to -- anything that's | eached out

onto the ground or is spilled onto the ground
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is going to sink in, and that surface casing
and grouting really isn't -- it's still going
to go down and get into that well and, in this
case, in ny opinion, then, the sand point wells
are not much different than a dedi cated
nonitoring well. 1In fact, there's sand and
gravel packed around the well, sinply because
they're giving in.
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Any
further questions fromthe Agency?
(No response fromthe
Hearing partici pants.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  Does
t he Agency have anything further to add?
MR. EWART: M. Hearing Oficer, |

woul d wish to nove to adnit all the exhibits
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that | submitted today from2 through -- 10, is
it?

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN. 11

MR EWART: 11

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Actual ly,
I think I've already taken care of that, so
they've all been admtted.

MR. EWART: Well, okay. |'msorry.
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W do want to -- one of the exhibits that we
submitted -- Exhibit No. 6, | believe -- the
article by Landneyer involving bi odegradation
in an aquifer under natural and artificial oxic
condi ti ons.

MR. COBB: | just wanted to coment
on that article a little bit.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Go ri ght
ahead.

MR. COBB: Actually, yesterday,
M. Ewart and myself contacted M. Landneyer
and got a little bit nore insight as to the
article. It's got a publication date, which
was very recent. And, essentially, what this
is showing -- and we're seeing nore and nore of

this type of thing in renediation -- is the use
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of oxygen-rel easi ng conpound -- ORC. And
that's essentially what one of the things that
they did here to enhance the degradati on and
the growt h of indigenous m croorganisns to
attack the MIBE. And according to
M. Landneyer, we had this persona

conversation yesterday, once that they added
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t he oxygen via the oxygen-rel easi ng conpound - -
this ORC -- they had a reduction of 80 percent
mass in a 60-day period. Now, keep in nmind the
other thing that M. Landneyer enphasized and
enphasizes in the article here is that this is
when you're outside of a well capture zone.
For exanple, we tal ked about East Alton in the
previ ous hearing and about the | eaking
under ground storage tanks within the protruding
and recharge area -- the capture zone -- in
East Alton wells. And, really, we probably
have an MIBE plunme within the capture zone of
all the wells, obviously, that have detections
where we found detections and presented that
i nformation.

The point is is that what he -- the

poi nt he made there is that the velocity of
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groundwater flow, once you're in that setting,
woul d overconme the enhanced bi odegradati on
t hr ough oxygen-rel easi ng conpound and can
overcone that and probably wouldn't be as
protective because the plune woul d be novi ng
faster and the risk would be greater in that

situation. However, if you were outside of
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that, say, doing a renediation on a |eaking
underground storage tank or some other site
where you have MIBE, and you renedi ated the
site and got it at the point where when it was
still on-site or not within a capture zone of
the water supply well, then | think this shows
sone promise in terms of clean up. And I'm
sure, then, it goes to the econom cs of clean
up with respect to |eaking underground storage
tanks and other sites within the MIBE

However, once it gets fromthat capture zone,
then we get back into the scenario of the
groundwater is noving too fast; it noves faster
than at which the rate of degradation can occur
and may not be that effective. Plus, if it
gets into a well, then you get into the water

treatment scenarios, simlar if we have high
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concentration plunes than you can essentially
see -- what's the --

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Referring
to Exhibit 3 -- the cost conparison sunmaries
by Curry?

MR. COBB: Exhibit 3, once again,
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| ays out the cost analysis done for different
treatment options at East Alton. And you can
see it's -- if we're not preventive, with
respect to the MIBE, it can be quite costly in
terns of treatnment at the well-heads or at the
water treatnent plant. Essentially, there's
four different options there that M. Curry put
together -- all the way out to getting a new
wel I -field and obtaining a | ow interest |oan,
say, with -- fromlllinois EPA with a | ow debt,
no coverage, 3 percent interest. But you can
see those cost figures keep going up as you add
on nore treatnent. The air stripping, the
granul ated activated carbon exanple is about as
much as drilling a new well-field. And down
there, in that particular area, they didn't
really have any options or anyplace to go to

drill a newwell-field. And they had an
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existing -- what isn't shown here is the fact
that they just built a new water treatnent
plant; and not only did they just build that
plant, but they still had a mllion dollars out
on bond.

BOARD MEMBER MELAS: Just a quick



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

si mpl e question

MR COBB: Sure.

BOARD MEMBER MELAS: Oxic condition
does that relate to oxygen?

MR. COBB: Yes. The oxygen-releasing

conpounds - -

BOARD MEMBER MELAS:  Anoxi ¢ woul d be
the --

MR COBB: That's correct. That's a
reduci ng -- anoxic versus oxic would be an

oxygen-ri ch.

Now, when they did that -- back to
that just for a second. Wen they did that
study, they didn't bubble any gas through there
because that could adsorb sonme of the MIBE and
result in losses that way, just through
bubbling it out through the atnosphere.

So they actually did this with the
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oxygen-rel easi ng conmpound in situ, put it down
into the aquifer --

BOARD MEMBER MELAS: Into the
aqui fer?

MR. COBB: Into the aquifer so they
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know t hat they oxygen-enriched it, and then
they saw resultant cause and effect with the
reduction in the mass of MIBE

BOARD MEMBER KEZELI S:  \Whereas air
stripping would be the actual bubbling --

MR, COBB: Transfers.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELIS: -- and
rel eases gas?

MR. COBB: Correct.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: So we're
clear for the record that the previous set of
guestions and answers was with respect to
Exhi bit 6.

Anyt hing el se fromthe Agency?

(No response fromthe

Hearing partici pants.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: They're

i ndi cating no.

At this point, | know that M. Rao
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had a couple of itens he's like to very briefly
di scuss.

M. Rao, go right ahead.
MR. RAO Basically, what | wanted to

bring up in this proceeding was that, you know,
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the Exhibit No. 4 that you introduced today.
think the sane docunent was al so introduced in
anot her proceedi ng before the Board RO-126,

whi ch deal s with underground storage tank

regul ations. And when we were |ooking at that
exhibit a couple of days ago, and | think the
second page of that exhibit -- let nme just --
No. -- Exhibit No. 5 in this proceeding. W
are | ooking at the states which have drinking
wat er standards for MIBE, and we saw that there
were five states which had drinking water
standards for MIBE. And out of those five
states, four of them had nunbers which were

| ower than the MIBE nunmber that's been proposed
inthis rulemaking. And with the little tine
we had, we tried to see, you know, what were

t he bases of those drinking water standards
adopted by the other states, and we were able

to find a couple of docunents, one from
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California and another one from New Hanpshire.
And we al so contacted New York, and they sent
their rule and they sent information, but we

have not received that information.
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There are two docunents that we have
which we'd like to introduce into the record
and request the Agency to, you know, review
t hose docunents and provide comments to, you
know, what do you think about those. The bases
of justifications which were provided by State
of California and New Hampshire. [1'll read the
titles of the docunments, and if the Agency or
anybody el se doesn't have any objections, 1'd
like to introduce it into this record.

The first one is fromthe State of
California, prepared by Ofice of Environnental
Heal th Hazard Assessment, California
Envi ronment al Protection Agency, dated March
1999. The docunent is entitled, "Public Health
Coals for Methyl-Tertiary-Butyl Ether (per
MIBE) in Drinking Water. "

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Ckay.
Are there any objections to the adni ssion of

t hi s docunent ?
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(No response from
Hearing partici pants.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Seei ng

none, I'll mark it as Exhibit 12.
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(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked
as Exhibit No. 12, for identification,
as of 4-5-01 and adnitted into

evi dence.)

MR. RAO W have copies for the
Agency.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  And for
the court reporter.

MR RAO Yes. And the second
docurment, which is fromthe State of New
Hampshire, it's entitled Draft Final, Technical
Support Docunent: Derivation of Proposed
Primary and Secondary Drinking Water Standards
for Methyl tert-Butyl Ether in New Hanpshire
Drinki ng Water Supplies, dated February, 2000.
And this was prepared by the New Hanpshire
Department of Human -- no, sorry. It's New
Hampshi re Departnent of Health & Hunman
Services, Ofice of Conmmunity and Public

Heal th, in Cooperation with Janet
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Keat i ng- Connol ly, MsS, GZA Ceoenvironmental ,
I nc.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Are
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there any objections to the adm ssion of the
docunent that M. Rao just described?

MR. EWART: No objection

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: W' |
mark that as Exhibit 13, please.

(Wher eupon, said docunent was marked

as Exhibit No. 13, for identification

as of 4-5-01 and adnitted into
evi dence.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: For the
record, M. Rao, you found both of these
docunments on the Internet; is that true?

MR RAO Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN. And |'d
just like to again nention for the record that
i f anybody who's reading this transcript would
i ke those docunents or copies of those
docunents, they will either be on the Board's
web site or there will be a link to themon the
Board's web site or that link. O the docunent

is not there, those persons should call ne at
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my office in Chicago and I'Il make sure that
they are able to find them

I s there anything el se?
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MR RAO No, that's all.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: | was
wondering, you nentioned that you've requested
docunments from New York?

MR RAO Yes.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN:  And t hose
woul d be supporting drinking water standards?

MR RAO | think the person | talked
to was not very sure about what, you know, the
docurments woul d be, so let nme take a | ook when
it comes in and see whether it's relevant.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN.  Thanks.

DR. HORNSHAW Who did you talk with
in New York? |Is it Nancy KinP

MR. RAOC No, sonebody el se

MR. COBB: Another thing, too. These
are proposed drinking water --

MR. RAO Actually, in the California
one, they have adopted the standards already,
and New Hanpshire has adopted the standards.

MR. COBB: Versus groundwater?
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MR. RAO Yes. They are drinking

wat er standards, and the reason | thought it
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was rel evant was nost of our groundwater
standards are based on drinking water
standards, if I'mcorrect.

MR COBB: Al of them have been
based on U. S. EPA drinking water standards.

MR. RAO Yes, yes. And the
California report has been peer reviewed by
U S. EPA and sone other acadenic institutions.

DR. HORNSHAW |'ve actually had
di scussions with George Al exeeff, one of the
preparers of the docunent. He's on the Acute
Exposure Guideline Conmittee that I"mon with
US. EPA W've actually talked with Nancy Kim
from New York State Departnment of Health, who |
t hought you had tal ked to about getting the New
York standard. All of these are based on
cancer as an endpoint, and we've al ways
operated under the assunption that if we're
goi ng to have a standard based on cancer as an
endpoi nt that cancer determ nati on would be
made by U S. EPA. California, | know, has made

that deternination on their own, and | know
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fromtalking with Nancy Kimthat they've al so

made that determ nation on their owmn. W would
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have to kind of step beyond how we usually do
this if we were to use cancer as an endpoi nt
for the MIBE standards.

MR RAO Yeah. | -- you know, |I'm
not asking that you propose a nunber based on
the studies that they have used. But | ooking
at the nunbers that they have and what was
proposed, and | thought it would be helpful to
the Board to have this information and coment
fromyou because you have the expertise to | ook
at the docurment and provide conents on those
docunent s.

MR. COBB: | think the dial ogue that
just occurred is good to hear. | nean, you
provi ded the docunents, and then Tom s reply,
think --

MR. RAO Toms expertise is in
toxi col ogy. You know, we really appreciate to
hear fromyou -- what you can come up with

MR, COBB: Another comment, too, on
the -- in the original statement of reasons.

If you go to Exhibit No. 2, you'll see that
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t hose nunbers there, there have been sone
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changes since August of 2000. But sone of
those are very simlar to the -- sone of the
concentrations you see are on Exhibit 5 and
Exhibit 4. And, in particular, | think an
interesting one to look at on Exhibit 4 is the
Wsconsin standard. The Wsconsin standard is
a groundwater standard with a preventive action
limt -- a PAL as they call it. And you'll see
that their groundwater standard is set at 60,
and preventive action limt is set at 12. And
t hese are groundwat er standards, not drinking
water. Pretty sinmilar to the Illinois approach
with that preventive response |evel down to 20,
and W sconsin's groundwater standards is a 60.
So just -- | think further reflecting upon this
and the previous Exhibit No. 2 and the

stat ement of reasons.

In addition, there are a nunmber of
states that have MIBE cl ean up and/ or
groundwat er soil standards greater than 70
parts per grade: Connecticut, New Mexico
O egon, Utah, Woning.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  And,
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again for clarification, M. Cobb, you were
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tal ki ng about Exhibit 4 to the Agency's Mtion
for Acceptance, correct?
MR. COBB: Yes. Wen | was speaking

about Wsconsin, the testinony was Exhibit

No. 3.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  |'m
sorry. Exhibit 4 for today's hearing. |I'm
sorry.

MR. COBB: Now, | was -- previously,
| was tal ki ng about Exhibit No. 2 and the
St at ement of Reasons.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Ckay.
I'msorry

MR. COBB: By the way, the
concentrations in either Exhibit No. 2 fromthe
Agency's original Statement of Reasons or from
today's Exhibit No. 4, those concentrations
are, in part, per mllion or mcrogranms per
liter.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAVWN. On Exhi bit
No. 4, maybe | need a little hel p knowi ng how
to read this because when you just identified

that with the 60/12 Iimt for Wsconsin, how
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woul d | have been able to know that that's what
it meant -- that it was a groundwater standard
and preventive response standard?

MR COBB: Well, a part of that
cones -- you nmay not have read the footnote in
No. 6. Just because back in 1990 and 1988,
1999, | studied all the other state groundwater
standards that were pronul gated, and | becane
pretty famliar with Wsconsin's regul ations
because | reviewed all those regul ations and as
a preparation for the original Part 620
proposal that we proposed. So | just know that
the WDNR NR 140 enforcement standard is an
enf orceabl e groundwat er standard.

In addition, | know that the
preventive action, one of the goals is a
preventive action one. And | guess even nore
clearly, | have a letter that | got back on
Sept ember 1st of 2000, from Dave Lyndorf
(phonetic) of the Wsconsin DNR descri bing
that's their standards.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN:  Well, how -- |
mean, it's probably very evident, but for

i nstance, with Connecticut, how do | know what
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the 100 represents?

MR. COBB: That doesn't have any
footnotes, so | assunme that you go back to
the -- and it is the Connecticut has -- there's
two ways: Number 1, the title at the top;
Nurmber 2 is the key under where it says
January, 2001, and the dark blue states are
MIBE Cl ean-up/action Levels. So | know that
that's a clean up/action level for Connecticut
for LUST sites.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN. O 100
m crograns per liter?

MR. COBB: 100 microgranms per liter.

DR. HORNSHAW If you'd like, | could
expl ain how New York's work because |'ve tal ked
wi th Nancy Ki m about that.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELI S: Pl ease.

DR. HORNSHAW | f an organic chem cal
is detected in groundwater or public water
supply, its standard is autonatically 50
m crograms per liter, 50 parts per building so
that's why you see 50 as the footnote says,
"Enforceabl e drinking water standard,” that's a

statewi de standard that's a default val ue and
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it's on the books until it's changed by a new
value. And the first value -- the 10 that's
there -- the footnote says, "Unenforceable
gui dance criteria." That's the first step of

that's the |last step before it becones a
standard. And when | talked with Nancy about
this at our |ast Acute Exposure Cuideline
conmittee neeting in January, she told ne at
that point that the conversion from50 to 10
was immnent; it was just a matter of sone
paperwork that had to be conpleted. So it may
al ready be 10 as an enforceabl e standard at
this point. And that's al so based on cancer as
an endpoint. And the reason it's 10 instead of
13 is because they round to the nearest digits.
MR RAO W had a press rel ease from
Covernor Patacki's office when he signed the
| egi slation for MIBE which basically got at the
Department of Environnental Conservation and --
let me see -- the State Departnent of Health,
directing themto allow the 10-part-per-billion
MIBE standard. So | was al so under the
i npression they were going to the rulenmaking to

make that their final standard.
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DR HORNSHAW Ri ght .

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:. Are
there any further questions for the Agency or
for M. Rao?

Go ahead, Menber Kezelis.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELI S: You testified
a few monents ago that the use of cancer as an
endpoi nt was what California had done instead
of relying on U S. EPA standards.

DR HORNSHAW That's correct.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELIS: Do you have
any sense of any novenent in the near future
that the U.S. EPA may anticipate with respect
to MIBE, or do you envision states noving to
reliance on cancer as an endpoint for purposes
of MIBE t hr oughout the country?

DR. HORNSHAW | haven't talked with
anybody from U.S. EPA about this in quite a
while now | was under the inpression
probably about a year ago, that they were
pretty close to making a final determ nation
But | haven't seen any further discussion of
that or haven't heard any new entries in the

integrated risk informati on system dat abase
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that we use all the time. So |I'mnot sure
where that is at the federal |evel.

BOARD MEMBER KEZELIS: So you see
instead, that nmore and nore states wll
probably proceed as these footnotes indicate
and adopt their own standards, given the |ack
of further guidance fromthe U S. EPA?

DR. HORNSHAW | think the states
have to because they're stuck with no
enforceabl e | evels, you know, when it comes to
cl ean-up, and this chem cal seens to be show ng
up nore often. So it's sonething that the
states just have to do, but until the U S. EPA
makes their final determ nation.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Any
ot her questions for the Agency?

(No response fromthe

Hearing partici pants.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: | had a
couple -- just a couple of leftovers fromthe
| ast hearing. Towards the end, actually, Page
64 of the first hearing transcript, M. Rao had
asked the Agency a question about the

definition for licensed professiona
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geol ogi sts. And | had pointed out what | think
is adrafting error at 620.505 (a)(5)(c). WII
t he Agency be addressing those in public
comment s?

MR. EWART: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N: Just
wanted to check. Thanks.

MR. COBB: Another thing, too,
think we need to check on is when we were
there, | thought that M. King also testified
that there's three different definitions.

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: For LPG?

MR, COBB: Yes. And so --

MR RAO As long as we get a
definition that is conpatible with the
rul emaki ng. That's where |I'm going right now.

MR. EWART: | think representatives
of all three proceedi ngs should get together
very soon.

BOARD MEMBER MC FAWN: | will agree
with that very soon (Laughter).

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN: Are
there any other questions for the Agency?

Let's go off the record for just a

L. A REPORTI NG (312) 419-9292
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second.

(Di scussion held off the record.).

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEIN:  Back on
t he record.

Does anybody present have any further
comments on this Rul emaking RO1-14 with a
deci si on by DCCA not to conduct an economc
i mpact study?

(No response fromthe

Heari ng partici pants.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER STERNSTEI N:  Ckay.

Request for additional hearings wll
be accepted pursuant to the Board's Procedura
Rul es, then 35 Illinois Adm nistrative Code
102. 412 Subpart B. Those are the new
Procedural Rules. That Rule requires the
proponent or any other participants to
denonstrate in a nmotion to the Board that
failing to hold an additional hearing wll
result in naterial prejudice to the novant.

The transcript for this hearing
shoul d be able within 10 busi ness days. |If
anybody would |ike a copy, you can downl oad the

hearing fromthe Board's web site; you can
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speak to the court reporter directly; contact
the Board's clerk's office in Chicago for a
hard copy, which is 75 cents a page; or contact
ne.

Public conments in this matter nust
be filed by May 18th, 2001. The mail box rule
will not apply. Anyone nay file public
conmments with the clerk of the Board. Wen
filing conments with the Board, an original and
nine copies are required. You nust also
si mul t aneously deliver your comrent to al
persons on the notice list and include an
attached notice sheet, proof of service and a
copy of the current service list. You should
check the Board's web site or contact the
clerk's office to make sure you have an updated
service |ist.

O course, public comments may al so
be filed after the issuance, and the first
noti ce, opinion and order as well.

Is there anyone el se present who
would like to testify today?

Seei ng no such person, that concl udes

today's hearing. Thank you all very nuch for
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your tinme, attention and effort. This hearing
i s adj ourned.

(Wher eupon the above-entitled

proceedi ngs were adj ourned.)
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STATE OF ILLINO S )

) SS.
COUNTY OF COOK )

I, MARY ELLEN KUSI BAB, a Notary
Public in and for the County of Cook, State of
Il1linois, do hereby certify that the foregoing
61 pages conprise a true, conplete and correct
transcript of the proceedings held on the 5th
day of April A.D., 2001, at 100 West Randol ph
Street, Room 8-033, Chicago, Illinois, In the
Matter of: Proposed MIBE G oundwater Quality
St andards Anendnents: 35 II1. Adm Code 620
in proceedings held before JOEL J. STERNSTEI N,
Hearing O ficer, and recorded i n machine
short hand by ne.

IN WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto
set nmy hand and affixed ny Notarial Seal this

17th day of April A D., 2001
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