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BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

IN THE MATTER OF :

	

)

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO :

	

)
REGULATION OF PETROLEUM LEAKING ) R04-23(B)
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS

	

) (UST Rulemaking)
(35 ILL. ADM. CODE 734)

	

)

	

(Consolidated)

Proposed Rule . Subdocket B

PRE-FILED TESTIMONY FROM CW3M COMPANY, INC. FOR THE ILLINOIS
POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD's MARCH 23, 2006 HEARING OF AMENDMENTS

TO 35 ILL. ADM. CODE 734 AND 35 ILL . ADM. CODE 732 SUBDOCKET B

This testimony was prepared by Vince E . Smith, Jeffrey R . Wienhoff and Carol L. Rowe of

CW3M Company who are available to assist with providing information during today's

proceedings .

CW3M has spent a considerable amount of time researching environmental cost data from

numerous sources and preparing testimony for these rulemaking proceedings . Our intent during

the previous hearings was to provide the Illinois Pollution Control Board (Board), the Illinois

Environmental Protection Agency (Agency) and other interested parties with credible, supported

data to illustrate the flaws in the rates initially proposed by the Agency .

In the Board's January 5, 2006 Opinion and Order, several requests were made of both Agency

and the Public to provide input and additional testimony regarding professional services, scopes

of work and the merit of lump sum payment amounts . A subsequent Hearing Officer Order
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dated February 16, 2006 also requested additional testimony regarding the Economic Impact
Study and ineligible costs listed in Sections 732 .606(ddd) and (eee) and 734 .630(aaa) and (bbb) .

The Professionals of Illinois for Protection of the Environment (PIPE) have prepared and pre-
filed testimony in response to the January 5, 2006 Opinion and Order . Given the minimal time
frame between the February 16, 2006 Order and the deadline for pre-filed testimony, we are

unsure if there will be sufficient time for PIPE to prepare comments for the additional issues .
However, CW 3M offers its support and concurrence with PIPE's pre-filed testimony regarding
scopes of work and rate development . In the interest of time, we are providing additional

comments or detail to support PIPE and will attempt to address the additional issues presented in
the February 16, 2006 Order .

Professional Consulting Services Should be Reimbursed on a Time-and-Materials Basis

CW3M appreciates that the Board recognized and opened a Subpart B Docket to reflect that
currently there is not sufficient information to reimburse professional consulting services on a
lump sum basis. Accordingly, professional consulting services should continue to be reimbursed
on a time-and-materials basis, if not indefinitely, at least until valid lump sum amounts can be
developed for specific tasks . As demonstrated by the information that USI presented at hearing

and for the record, which was a more statistically valid analysis than anything proposed by the
Agency, there can be a significant variation in the scope and extent of professional consulting
services due to variations between sites . At some point in the future, it may be possible to
develop lump sum payment amounts for more routine tasks, but that is information that will need
to be obtained . It is does not currently exist . CW3M proposes below a methodology to acquire
the information and data necessary in order to determine for which scopes of work a lump sum
payment could be developed . It is quite possible that, for some scopes of work, it will not be

possible to develop a lump sum payment . Accordingly, CW3M believes that professional
consulting services should continue to be reimbursed on a time-and-materials basis .



Scopes of Work

As the Board recognized, it is important to clarify scopes of work for specific tasks before

beginning to develop a framework to incorporate scopes of work into the reimbursement process :

Fundamentally, we believe that professional services should be reimbursed on a time-and-
materials format . We also believe that for the long-term success of the program and to reduce
future contention between the Agency and those it regulates, that scopes of work be well defined

and incorporated into the Board rules if costs are directly tied to the scopes . We further believe
that the Agency must collect statistically valid data for all costs associated with LUST

compliance and remediation . However, if professional consulting services are reimbursed solely

on a time-and-materials format, there are advantages to developing the scopes outside of the
rulemaking process . The scopes could be periodically updated, dynamic, and easily adapted to
regulatory changes, which affect the deliverable . For example, the recently proposed rules for
Subtitle N: Right to Know include expanded requirements for well surveys and notifications .

Once adopted, the scopes of work could be easily amended to accommodate the new
requirements .

The rules will contain maximum payment amounts for contractor services and an hourly rate
schedule 'for consulting service personnel . Early in the rulemaking proceedings, testimony was

provided that the contractor services, particularly excavation, transportation and disposal were
the most significant expense to the Fund . These costs have now been contained ; there are also

provisions for establishing extraordinary costs . If scopes of work are included in the rules,
consultants will be protected from being asked by the Agency to conduct additional work at no

cost. If the Agency collects and maintains defensible data, it can utilize the results to support its
decisions if a consultant's costs appear too high or to allow the consultant to justify why costs at

a particular site are higher than normally seen by the Agency .

If the Agency's intent in proposing Subpart H were to streamline the reimbursement process,

they now have multiple tools to do so . Providing a standardized task list with associated scopes
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of work is another tool for the LUST program to be run more effectively . With established

scopes of work, the consultants will be able to bill in a consistent manner, providing the Agency
with the ability to more easily identify costs submittals which are outside the norm .

Further, we predict that, after collecting meaningful data, it will become clear that the amount of

time and/or costs for many tasks conducted by professionals, do not fall within a statistical
distribution such that lump sum rates can be accurately established . Only a few tasks, such as

the Stage One Site Investigation Plan, are based on quantifiable deliverables with few variations

between sites . Most tasks, such as Stage Two plans, will be variable, dependent upon the size of

site, number of samples, drilling locations, amount of data to interpret and report, etc . The data.

collected by USI and presented to the Board illustrates the variability in consulting costs .

The Board discussed in the January 5, 2006 Opinion the adequacy of the Agency's proposed

lump sum rates and questioned whether or not the Agency's existing data could be evaluated or
if the Agency would be willing to collect the necessary data . Based upon the information
derived from USI's study of the Agency's data, there is no apparent means of extracting

meaningful data from the Agency's records at levels less broad than the major phases of LUST

compliance . Throughout these proceedings, the Agency has adamantly declined to even

entertain the notion of data collection for rate development, so it is unlikely that the Agency
would now elect to do so . This presumption further compels us to propose the time-and-

materials format for reimbursing professional service costs .

The Agency has indicated in previous testimony that the scope of work is whatever it takes to
comply with the regulations. The professional consultant's job into do just that . For some sites

it takes less and some more. At those sites where less work is required and the payment is a

lump sum, there is a possibility that the Fund would overpay for the work, whereas at a site
where more work is required, the owner/operator would be stuck making up the difference if the

Fund does not fully reimburse the consultant's services . While this procedure might eventually

"average out" if the owner/operator owns enough sites, it is unfair to the small owner/operator

who owns only one or a few sites, especially if the site is a more contaminated and complex site.
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Accordingly, the reimbursement framework must recognize that site specific circumstances and
facts impact the amount and type of work necessary to comply with the corrective action

requirements . Thus, the reimbursement process must cover all costs to allow the consultant to do

the work necessary to assist the owner/operator in achieving compliance and closure .

CW3M did not prepare hourly estimates for tasks as requested by the Board as we feel it is
impossible to do so without narrowly defined scopes of work and because, we would have been

extracting information from a few recent sites rather than conducting an exhaustive evaluation of

our own data . We, similar to the Agency, do not collect data for this type of evaluation . We

track cost data in differing formats and to extract per-task costs at this time would be unduly

burdensome . PIPE was criticized in a previous hearing for attempting to develop information on
number of hours per task. We agree with PIPE today that providing that type of information is

merely guessing and estimating and rules should be developed based on fact and statistically

sound inputs . If the Board still requests such information once the scopes of work are developed,

we are willing to attempt to assemble such information but, even then, such information would

be only an estimation . Given that the issue of average hourly rates would be addressed and

quantified by that time, we do not believe that assigning a set number of hours to each task is

appropriate .

Further, providing hours or estimates of each task first requires numerous, factual, site-specific
details to develop site-specific scopes of work and to quantify variables . For example, to

estimate the hours for oversight of an UST removal, factors such as number of tanks, size of
tanks, product type stored in tanks, number of tank beds, number and length of piping runs and

pump islands, quantity of soil to be disposed of, type of soil, location of the site, whether or not
additional liquids have accumulated and require disposal, temperature, and other weather

conditions, etc ., need. be known. Obviously; more work and time are typically necessary to pull

eight tanks as opposed to two tanks . In our consulting practices we typically develop narrowly

defined scopes which include all of the above factors .
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Ineligible costs listed in Sections 732 .606(ddd) and (eee) and 734.630(aaa) and (bbb)

The Board specifically requested additional comments on whether reimbursement should be

allowed for corrective action costs in excess of those to meet the TACO Tier II objectives or if
there is a groundwater ordinance prohibiting the installation of potable water wells . CW3M has

previously provided testimony regarding The Agency's proposal to list as ineligible payment of
remediation costs beyond those costs necessary to meet Tier II objectives and payment of
groundwater remediation . costs if a groundwater ordinance is used as an institutional control .
The following discussion offers additional comments .

The addition of these items as ineligible costs was a last minute revision to the proposed
regulations which we believe to be a short term desperate fix to balance the Fund and not well

thought out as to the potential negative effects on property owners and groundwater as a resource
in this State . Further, as currently worded, the listed ineligible costs go too far and a specific
example is described below .

The Groundwater Protection Act was a driving force behind registration and regulation of

underground storage tanks as threats to groundwater as a vital resource in Illinois . The
Groundwater Protection Act was developed to identify and control potential sources of
groundwater contamination to preserve the resource for long-term use .

The Agency supported its proposed changes based on the assumption that if a groundwater
ordinance were present, there is no potential exposure or threat to human health and .the

environment . We do not believe that assumption to be true and offer an example where other

threats or exposure are present .
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There are insufficient data generated by LUST investigations to determine far-reaching effects of
contamination of shallow aquifers to assume that leaving groundwater contamination in place

where there is an ordinance will have no impact on drinking water resources in the State . If a

shallow aquifer or perched groundwater is contaminated, it is usually unknown if that
contamination is confined from other aquifers . Shallow aquifers or perched groundwater may

also be hydraulically connected to surface bodies of water, which could be tributary to a source

of drinking water. The current LUST regulations require inspection of surface bodies of water

within 100 feet of the LUSTs . Just because sheen is absent does not mean that body has not or

could not be impacted. Concentrations above a point source discharge level could be present

without any visual indication.

Another scenario by which contaminated groundwater could cause threats to human health and
the environment when an ordinance is present involves contaminated groundwater and/or vapor

intrusion. As most people have experienced or are aware of, not all basements and foundations

are waterproof. Often, improvements are made to either keep water out or collect and route it by

sump pumps to another point of drainage . CW3M has been involved with a site that experienced
a severe example of exposure by contaminated groundwater when not being used as a source of

drinking water.

In this example, a hotel was situated on the property boundary adjacent to a site with LUSTs .

The hotel foundation was not watertight and the owners collected water in their sump systems
and discharged the water to the sewer . Because of high levels of gasoline contamination from

the station site and migration to the neighboring property, the groundwater entering through the

basement walls created a gasoline vapor hazard . The hotel had to be evacuated and an

interceptor system installed to capture and treat the groundwater before it entered the basement .

If a groundwater ordinance had been in effect as Sections 732 .606(ddd) and (eee) and

734.630(aaa) and (bbb) are currently drafted, this site would not have been eligible to receive

reimbursement for corrective action that was required to prevent human exposure and a possible
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explosion hazard. This same scenario is possible while an incident is open or after issuance of a
No Further Remediation Letter, if on-site contamination were allowed to remain in place because

of a groundwater ordinance and modeling that was limited to migration to off-site properties .

If the Agency is unwilling to allow owners or operators back into the LUST reimbursement

program if a problem later arises as a result of the Agency forcibly imposing relaxed remedial
alternatives, then the Board should not consider limiting reimbursement to achieve only Tier II

remedial objectives and should not eliminate reimbursement even if an ordinance prohibits the

installation of private water wells . The applicability of TACO Tier I, II or III should be at the

discretion of the LUST owner or operator or the property owner and reimbursement of corrective

action costs should be provided.

The Agency currently requires that the LUST owner or operator define the extent of
contamination and compare it to Tier 1 Residential objectives . In order to do this, the consultant,

on behalf of the owner or operator, contacts potentially affected neighboring or adjoining
property owners and requests access . In accordance with the Agency's current policy and

proposed regulatory language, the property owner is to be notified that legal responsibility to
remediate the contamination is the responsibility of the LUST owner or operator and that failure
to remediate contamination from the release may result in threats to human health and the

environment and diminished property value.

It seems unconscionable to notify an off-site property owner that they may experience loss of
property value if remediation does not occur to Tier I levels only to then inform them that there
will be no remediation, regardless of levels of contamination, just because an ordinance is in

place preventing them from consuming the groundwater . A community could retract its

ordinance at any time, once again potentially jeopardizing human health . In such cases, the off-

site property owners should have the discretion of remediating their property or relying on an
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institutional control to address whatever levels of contamination may be present . The potential

cost savings of the Agency's proposal may be overshadowed by increased lawsuits and

indemnification costs, which have historically been rare because current Agency policy is to be
certain on and off-site property owners are afforded decision-making control over their own

property .

Economic Impact Study

PIPE, as well as several other entities, have tried to convey the seriousness of this rulemaking

with regard to the economic impact to UST owners/operators, consultants and contractors . The

fiscal impact to us by participating in these proceedings has been significant, given we are a

small business and have dedicated an extraordinary amount of time to hearings and testimony .

However, given the serious nature of the proposed rate structure, it was imperative that we
participate if we are to survive as a business and continue to conduct LUST consulting services .

It is unconscionable for Illinois State Government to proceed with imposing new regulations

without evaluating the economic impact, particularly when the most contentious component of
these proceedings has been the setting of rates, which have not been supported by industry and

threaten to cause the demise of firms who predominately conduct LUST work . There has also

been considerable testimony presented that predicted the decline in LUST remediation work and
compliance if consultants and contractors could not profitably complete the work and if

owners/operators could not carry the nonreimbursable costs .
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If the Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity cannot evaluate the economic

impact of proposed rates, it becomes crucial that cost data be properly collected and statistically

evaluated and maximum rates only be established where typical situations are well defined and a
sufficient amount of valid data exist to support the rates .

A component of the economic impact should also include the administrative costs to businesses

to comply with the new regulations . Because of the rules passed as part of Subdocket A, we are
in the process of developing new tracking, budgeting and field forms for use by our personnel .

Of more significance is the effort to develop new, accounting and billing programs to

accommodate multiple types of payments, as well as tracking costs for which there are lump sum

payment amounts .

APPENDIXA:Proposed 734 Regulations : Scopes of Work

In Appendix A, CW3M has attempted to construct general scopes of work that we feel would

adequately address the needs of the LUST program by providing a framework to add quantifiable

deliverables based on actual data. Generalized scopes of work are adequate for budgeting and

reimbursement in a time-and-materials format . However, if lump sum payment amounts are to
be developed and used, very specific scopes of work with quantifiable deliverables must be

developed . While we still believe that time and materials billing is the most appropriate method

for reimbursement of consulting services, the draft regulations in Appendix A, also provide : for

methods to calculate lump sums where appropriate . We listed these items in a manner that we

feel is most appropriate to calculate lump sums if the Board deems some lump sum payment

amounts are appropriate for the LUST program . If the Board deems that time and materials is

the appropriate method of payment, then 734 .845(b) could easily be removed and collection of

the data and its statistical evaluation could be used to create tools for the Agency to determine

reasonableness . While the regulations proposed in Appendix A are not a polished finished
product, we believe the format and the information provided are excellent starting points to

developing a complete scope of work rule . A strikethrough/underline version has not been
10



provided because our proposed version varies significantly from the version put forth by the

Board, therefore, a fresh document was started and should be viewed as replacing the Board's

version in whole .

We would like to thank the Board for creating Subdocket B and considering further testimony on

these very important issues . We will be pleased to answer any questions in relation to our

testimony here today .

Dated: March 1, 2006

Respectfully submitted,

CW3M Company

By : (	CR &W-Q- (sii)

Carolyn S. Hesse, Esq .
Barnes & Thornburg LLP
One North Wacker Drive
Suite 4400
Chicago, Illinois 60606
(312) 357-1313

By:
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APPENDIX A

PROPOSED 734 REGULATIONS
SCOPES OF WORK

PRE-FILED TESTIMONY FROM CW 3M COMPANY, INC. FOR THE ILLINOIS
POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD's MARCH 23, 2006 HEARING OF AMENDMENTS

TO 35 ILL. ADM. CODE 734 AND 35 ILL. ADM. CODE 732 SUBDOCKET B
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Section 734 .845

	

. Professional Consulting Services

Costs associated with professional consulting services shall be considered reasonable as long as they are submitted
in accordance with the requirements of this Section. Such costs include, but are not limited to, those associated with
project planning and oversight ; field work ; field oversight, field equipment; travel ; per diem ; mileage ;
transportation ; vehicle charges ; lodging; meals; and the preparation, review, certification, and submission of all
plans, budgets, reports, applications for payment, and other documentation . The amounts set forth in this section are
not subject to the provisions of Section 734 .855 .

a) The following lists tasks for which professional consulting services may be reimbursed . Any and
all activities which are required to be performed by a consultant on behalf of the owner/operator
are listed within the Scope of Work of at least one of the tasks identified below . The Scopes of
Work for these tasks are in Appendix F .

1)

	

Preparation for the abandonment or removal of USTs .

2)

	

Preparation and submission of a 20-Day Certification and 45-Day Reports .

3)

	

Preparation and submission of a report submitted in accordance with 734 .210(h)(3).

4)

	

Preparation and submittal of a Free Product Removal Report .

5)

	

Oversight of free product removal activities .

6)

	

Preparation for Stage I site investigation .

7)

	

Preparation and submission of a Stage 2 Site Investigation Report and preparation for
corresponding field activities

8)

	

Preparation and submission of a Stage 3 Site Investigation Report and preparation for
corresponding field activities

Preparation and submission of a Site Investigation Completion Report .

10)

	

Preparation and submission of a conventional technology Corrective Action Plan .

11)

	

Preparation and submission of a conventional technology Corrective Action Completion
Report .

12)

	

Preparation and submission of a conventional technology Corrective Action Plan
addendum which is required due to unforeseen circumstances .

13)

	

Preparation and submittal of a reimbursement package .

14)

	

Oversight of the removal of USTs .

15)

	

Oversight of the removal of soil and the placement of backfill .

16)

	

Oversight of the repairing of an UST line .

17)

	

Oversight of the completion of soil borings not to be used for installation of monitoring
wells .
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18)

	

Oversight of the installation of monitoring well(s) and associated surveying and sampling
requirements.

19)

	

Collection of data from hydraulic conductivity test(s).

20)

	

Conducting water well surveys .

21)

	

Performing Community Relations for off-site contamination .

22)

	

Obtaining Environmental Land Use Controls .

23)

	

Obtaining Highway Authority Agreements from jurisdictions other than Illinois
Department of Transportation .

24)

	

Obtaining a Highway Authority Agreement with the Illinois Department of
Transportation .

25)

	

Obtaining a copy of an existing groundwater ordinance .

26)

	

Assist in developing a new groundwater ordinance

27)

	

Development of Tier 2 or Tier 3 remediation objectives .

28)

	

Preparation and submittal of an alternative technology Corrective Action Plan .

29)

	

Preparation and submittal of an alternative technology Corrective Action Completion
Report.

30)

	

Oversight and performance of alternative technology corrective action .

31)

	

Travel, per diem and lodging .

32)

	

Any other technically required task not listed in above .

b)

	

In establishing rates for the tasks listed in subsection (a of this Section :

1)

	

The Agency must collect data in a format consistent with the task listed in subsection (a)
of this Section directly from reimbursement requests submitted by an owner or operator .
For tasks where the level of effort varies depending on the size of the project, or the
distance from the consultant's office, the Agency must calculate a unit cost, e .g., cost to
install one monitoring well, performing 4 soil borings, oversee removal of 200 cubic
yards of soil, etc .

2)

	

The Agency must determine that datasets contain a scientifically sufficient and
significant amount of data before lump sum billing rates may be established for the tasks
represented in that dataset .

3)

	

After (2) is accomplished, rates must be scientifically calculated to the 95% confidence
level .

4)

	

Any lump sum billing rates established in accordance with (2) and (3) must cover 90% of
submittals for that task .
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Any established lump sum rate must be posted on the IEPA website and list an effective
date equal to 30 days from the date of its posting .

The Agency must update the rates on an annual basis by the same method and no more
frequently .

All tasks will continue to be billed on a time and materials basis until such time as (5) has
been satisfied for a particular task .

8)

	

As the scopes of work in Appendix F are dependent upon ]EPA forms for report
submittal, steps (1) through (7) must be repeated if substantive changes are made to the
IEPA forms at any time .

APPENDIX F. Scope of Work for Professional Consulting Services

The following lists specific scopes of work and correlates the scopes of work to particular regulatory requirements .
A complete, all-inclusive scope of work is the list of requirements beneath each scope of work . A brief description
lists the typical items to be performed and is not intended to be all-inclusive . If a regulation is listed under a certain
scope of work and then a subsection of that regulation is listed elsewhere, the more general regulation is not meant
to include the more specific subsection listed elsewhere . (For example, 734 .210(h)(3) is listed under 734 .845 (a)(3)
and therefore 734 .210(h)(3) is not considered part of the Scope of Work for 734 .845(a)(2) where 734 .210 is listed) .

General Scopes : These items are general items which are considered reasonable and expected and are common to
numerous tasks . They are to be considered part of each of the other scopes of work but are only listed once for
brevity . They should be billed in relation to the specific tasks under which they are performed .

Regulations covered: 734.130 - 734.135 - 734.145
Brief Description : Project Management - Client Correspondence - Obtaining client signatures on required

forms -- State Agency Correspondence - Agency Meetings - Review or supervision by senior staff- Report
Compilation, Reproduction & Distribution - Notification of field activities - Certification by licensed professionals

734 .845(a)(1)Preparation for thee abandonment or removal of USTs
Regulations Covered : 734.210 (f)
Brief Description : Office of the State Fire Marshal Notifications and Permits - Drilling/Waste

Characterization sampling- Site visit/UST inspection -- Prepare waste profile - Arrange for landfill
approval/Contents disposalBackfill-Prepare waste manifests or tracking forms - Coordination and scheduling -
Utility location

734 .845(a)(2)Preparation and submission of 20-Day Certification and 45-Day Reports
Regulations Covered : 734 .210 - 734.440
Brief Description : Prepare a 20-Day certification in compliance with IEPA form - Prepare 45-Day Reports

in compliance with IEPA form - Prepare 45-Day Report Addendum with information not available at time of 45-
Day report submittal - Performing any field work required to adequately complete report (i .d. site mapping, Site
visit, etc .)

734 .845(a)(3)Preparation and submission of an early action closure report
Regulations Covered : 734.210(h)(3)
Brief Description : Prepare closure paperwork - Obtain PE certification-Record NFR - Submit recorded

NFR

734.845(a)(4)Preparation and submission of a free product removal report
Regulations Covered : 734.215(a)(4) - 734 .215 (a)(5)
Brief Description : Prepare a free product report in compliance with IEPA form - Each additional quarterly

report counts as one submittal
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734 .845 (a)(5) Oversight of free product removal activities
Regulations Covered : 734.215
Brief Description : Professional oversight of any on-site free product removal activities

734.845 (a)(6)Preparation of Stage I Site Investigation
Regulations Covered : 734.310-734.315-734.440
Brief Description : Review EA data-- Determine appropriate drilling locations - Determine if groundwater

investigation is required -- Prepare Stage I Site Investigation Plan & Budget in compliance with IEPA form - Field
activities coordination and scheduling - Utility location

734.845 (a)(7)Preparation and submission of Stage 2 Site Investigation Report and preparation for corresponding
field activities

Regulations Covered : 734 .310 - 734 .320 - 734.425(c) - 734 .430(b) -- 734 .440
Brief Description : Complete documentation of Stage I activities -- Review Stage I data -- Determine

appropriate drilling locations - Prepare Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan & Budget in compliance with IEPA form -
Field activities coordination and scheduling - Utility location -Includes all required Stage 2 plans

734.845(a)(8)Preparation and submission of Stage 3 Site Investigation Report and preparation for corresponding
field activities

Regulations Covered : 734 .310 - 734.325 - 734.350 - 734.425(c) - 734 .430(b) -- 734 .440
Brief Description : Complete documentation of Stage 2 activities -- Review Stage 2 data - Determine

appropriate drilling locations - Prepare Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan & Budget in compliance with IEPA form -
Perform off site access attempts and negotiations -- Field activities coordination and scheduling - Utility location -
Property owner coordination - Includes all required Stage 3 plans

734.845(a)(9)Preparation and submission of Site Investigation Completion Report
Regulations Covered : 734 .310 - 734.330 - 734.425(c) - 734 .430(b) -- 734.440
Brief Description : Complete documentation of Site investigation activities -- Review all site investigation

data - Prepare Site Investigation Completion Report in compliance with IEPA form

734.845(a)(10)Preparation and submission of a conventional technology Corrective Action Plan
Regulations Covered: 734.335 -- 734.440
Brief Description : Review site investigation data,- Conduct technical evaluation and design - Collect

additional site data as may be required for design or implementation -- Prepare Corrective Action Plan & Budget in
compliance with IEPA form -- Prepare waste profile - Arrange for landfill approval - Prepare waste manifests or
tracking forms-Coordination and scheduling-Utility location

734.845(a)(I1) Preparation and submission of a conventional technology Corrective Action Completion Report
Regulations Covered : 734 .345 -- 734.350(c) - 734.700
Brief Description : Complete documentation of corrective action activities -- Review corrective action data

- Determine the necessity of any institutional controls -- Prepare closure paperwork - Prepare Corrective Action
Completion Report in compliance with IEPA form - Record NFR - Submit recorded NFR

734.845(a)(12)Preparation and submission of a conventional technology Corrective Action Plan addendum which
is required due to unforeseen circumstances

Regulations Covered : 734.335
Brief Description : Review corrective action data -- Conduct technical evaluation and design of possible

and selected technologies -- Prepare Corrective Action Plan & Budget addendum in compliance with IEPA form --
Prepare waste profile- Arrange for landfill approval - Prepare waste manifests or tracking forms - Coordination
and scheduling-Utility location
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734.845(a)(13) Preparation and submission of a reimbursement package
Regulations Covered : 734.220 - 734.600
Brief Description : Obtaining .OSFM Eligibility & Deductibility Determination - Prepare UST

reimbursement claim in compliance with IEPA forms - I claim may be submitted for each of the following
situations : Early action, Stage I site investigation, Stage 2 site investigation, Stage 3 site investigation, every 90
days during free product or corrective action activities

734.845(a)(14)Oversight of the removal of a UST
Regulations Covered : 734 .210(h)
Brief Description : On-site oversight of removal of UST - Document condition and removal of tanks and

system - Collect required samples - oversight of safety procedures; OSHA competent person oversight of
excavation work

734.845(a)(15)Oversight of the removal of soil and placement of backfill
Regulations Covered : 734.210(h)--734 .345(a)(2)
Brief Description : On-site oversight of removal of contaminated soil and placement of backfill materials -

Assure compliance with technical regulations and/or approved technical plans - Document removal activities -
Maintain manifest or waste tracking forms Oversee and verify any subcontractors -- Collect required samples-
Safety/Regulatory supervision ; OSHA competent person oversight

734.845 (a)(16)Oversight of the repairing of a UST line
Regulations Covered : 734.210(h)
Brief Description : On-site oversight of the repairing of a UST line - Document condition and repair of

UST line - Collect required samples

734.845 (a)(17)Oversight of the completion of soil borings not to be used for installation of monitoring wells
Regulations Covered : 734.315(a)-734 .320(a)-734 .325(a)-734 .425
Brief Description : On-site oversight of the completion of soil borings - Assure compliance with technical

regulations and/or approved technical plans -Document completion of borings on IEPA boring logs with all required
information - Collect required samples

734.845 (a)(l8) Oversight of the installation of monitoring well(s) and associated surveying and sampling
requirements

Regulations Covered : 734.315(a) - 734 .320(a) - 734.325(a) - 734.425 - 734.430
Brief Description : On-site oversight of the completion of monitoring well(s) - Assure compliance with

technical regulations and/or approved technical plans -Document completion of borings on IEPA boring logs with
all_ required information - Collect required soil samples-On second site visit : Survey monitoring well elevations -
Determine static groundwater levels - Collectt required groundwater samples

734.845 (a)(19)Collection of data from a hydraulic conductivity test
Regulations Covered : 734.315(a)(2)(E)
Brief Description : On-site completion of in-situ hydraulic conductivity test(s)

734.845 (a)(20) Conducting water well surveys
Regulations Covered : 734.445(b)-35 IAC Part 1505 Subpart B
Brief Description : Contact required agencies for well information -- Review and evaluate information

obtained - Prepare required charts and maps - May be performed at multiple stages as required by regulations

734.845 (a)(21)Performing Community Relations for off-site contamination
Regulations Covered : 35 JAC Part 1505 Subpart B
Brief Description : Preparing contact lists - Preparing fact sheets-Updating fact sheets as required -

Gaining Agency approval of fact sheets and contact lists - Each distribution of fact sheets qualifies as a separate
event - Developing and performing community relations plans
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734.845(a)(22)Obtaining an Environmental Land Use Control
Regulations Covered : 734.345(a)(3)(B) - 742.1010
Brief Description : Contacting affected property owners - Negotiating terms for ELUCs - Preparing

ELUCs - Obtaining executed ELUCs

734.845 (a)(23)Obtaining a Highway Authority Agreement with a jurisdictions other than the Illinois Department of
Transportation

Regulations Covered : 734 .345(a)(3)(B) - 742.1020
Brief Description : Identifying Highway Authority - Contacting Highway Authority - Preparing HAA -

Obtaining executed HAAS

734:845(a)(24) Obtaining a Highway Authority Agreement with the Illinois Department of Transportation
Regulations Covered : 734 .345(a)(3)(B)-742 .1020
Brief Description : Identifying Highway Authority - Preparing IDOT HAA for - Reviewing HAA

forwarded by IDOT - Obtaining executed HAAs

734.845(a)(25) Obtain a Copy of an Existing Groundwater Ordinance
Regulations Covered : 734.345(a)(3)(B)-742 .1015
Brief Description : Obtain copy of ordinance - notify neighbors of ordinance and impacted groundwater .

734.845(a)(26) Assist in developing a new groundwater ordinance
Regulations Covered : 734.345(a)(3)(B) - 742.1015
Brief Description : Contacting responsible party and neighbors - Explaining conditions of ordinance -

Attending meeting with governing board-Preparing ordinance-Obtaining executed ordinance - Obtaining a
memorandum of understanding

734.845(a)(27) Development of Tier 2 or Tier 3 remediation objectives
Regulations Covered : 734.140 - 734.410 - 742 Subpart F - 742 Subpart G - 742 Subpart H - 742
Subpart I
Brief Description : Reviewing appropriate site data - Determining which equations need to be used and for

which constituents - Utilize appropriate equation-Determine if objectives have been met

734.845 (a)(28)Preparation and submission of an alternative technology Corrective Action Plan
Regulations Covered: 734.335 - 734.340 - 734.440
Brief Description : Review site investigation data - Conduct technical evaluation and design - Perform

costs comparison -- Collect additional site data as may be required for design or implementation -- Prepare
Corrective Action Plan & Budget in compliance with IEPA form - Any required amendments

734 .845 (a)(29)Preparation and submission of an alternative technology Corrective Action Completion Report
Regulations Covered : 734.340-734.345-734.350(c)-734.440
Brief Description : Complete documentation of corrective action activities -- Review corrective action data

- Determine the necessity of any institutional controls -- Prepare closure paperwork - Prepare Corrective Action
Completion Report in compliance with IEPA form - Record NFR - Submit recorded NFR

734.845 (a)(30)Oversight and performance of alternative technology corrective action
Regulations Covered: 734.340-734.355
Brief Description : Will be site specific dependent upon site specific conditions and alternative technology

chosen

734.845(a)(31)Travel, per diem, and lodging based on 30 mile increments from the consultants office
Regulations Covered : 734 .210 - 734.210(h) -- 734.215 -- 734.345(a)(2) -- 734 .315(a) - 734.320(a) -
734.325(a)-- 734.315(aX2)(E) 734 .445(b)- 35 IAC Part 1505 Subpart B --734 .340
Brief Description : Covers personnel time and vehicle charges for travel to site when oversight is required -

Covers any required per diem and lodging
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734.845 (a)(32) Any other technically required task not listed above
Regulations Covered : 734
Brief Description: A detailed explanation of the work completed and a description of why it is a required

activity must be submitted for all requested budgets or reimbursement under this task .

320301v I
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