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Introduction

M
y

nam
e

is
John

E.
H

ock.
I

am
a

V
ice

P
resident

of
C

ivil
&

E
nvironm

ental
C

onsultants,
Inc.

(C
E

C
)

w
here

I
also

serve
as

the
O

ffice
L

ead
o
f

the
C

hicago
O

ffice.
C

E
C

provides
consulting

services
in

five
areas:

environm
ental

science
and

engineering;
civil

and
site

developm
ent

engineering;
ecological

sciences;
w

aste
m

anagem
ent;

and
w

ater
resources.

I
graduated

from
O

hio
State

U
niversity

in
1987

w
ith

a
B

.S.
in

C
hem

ical
E

ngineering.
F

ollow
ing

graduation
I

spent
over

11
years

w
orking

for
large

and
m

id-size
solid

w
aste

hauling
and

disposal
com

panies
as

a
site

and
regional

engineer
throughout

the
M

idw
est.

M
y

w
ork

allow
ed

m
e

to
develop

an
expertise

in
directing

com
plex

environm
ental

projects
at

solid
w

aste
disposal

sites,
including

issues
related

to
environm

ental
m

onitoring,
m

inor
and

m
ajor

perm
it

m
odifications,

com
pliance

system
s,

landfill
developm

ent,
landfill

gas
system

s,
leachate

treatm
ent

plant
developm

ent,
w

etland
m

itigation,
and

closure
activities.

I
later

served
as

a
senior

project
m

anager
in

the
environm

ental
group

of
a

m
ajor

corporation
w

here
I

m
anaged

m
ultiple

rem
edial

projects
under

C
E

R
C

L
A

,
R

C
R

A
,

N
R

C
,

and
property

transfer
regulations.

T
he

projects
involved

C
orrective

A
ction

P
rogram

s
for

tw
o

active
m

anufacturing
facilities,

investigation
of

a
low

-level
radioactive

disposal
site,

and
O

&
M

o
f

m
ultiple

C
E

R
C

L
A

Sites.

F
or

the
last

11
years

I
have

been
em

ployed
by

C
E

C
in

a
variety

of
positions,

including
m

y
current

position
as

V
ice

P
resident

and
O

ffice
L

ead.
W

hile
at

C
E

C
,

I
have

directed
a

large
num

ber
of

environm
ental

and
w

aste
m

anagem
ent

projects
including

several
involving

C
C

D
D

facilities.
I

am
a

registered
as

a
P

rofessional
E

ngineer
in

the
states

of
Illinois,

M
issouri

and
O

hio
and

have
approxim

ately
24

years
of

experience
in

the
environm

ental
engineering

field.
A

brief
sum

m
ary

o
fm

y
education

and
w

ork
experience

is
included

as
A

ttachm
ent

1.

T
oday

I
w

ill
be

testifying
in

regards
to

the
proposed

am
endm

ents
to

the
existing

35
Illinois

A
dm

inistrative
C

ode
(IA

C
)

P
art

1100
m

andated
by

P
ublic

A
ct

96-1416.
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T
estim

onial
Statem

ent

C
E

C
has

been
assisting

the
Illinois

A
ssociation

ofA
ggregate

Producers
(IA

A
P)

w
ith

their
review

of
the

Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
gency’s

(T
E

PA
’s)

form
al

proposal
to

the
Illinois

P
ollution

C
ontrol

B
oard

to
am

end
35

IA
C

Part
1100.

C
E

C
has

prim
arily

provided
input

regarding
the

Subpart
F

—
Standards

for
U

ncontam
inated

Soil
U

sed
as

Fill
M

aterial
at

Fill
O

perations
R

egulated
by

this
Part

and
Subpart

G
—

G
roundw

ater
M

onitoring.

W
e

appreciate
the

JE
PA

’s
consideration

of
the

Illinois
A

ssociation
of

A
ggregate

Producers’
(IA

A
Ps’)

previous
com

m
ents

and
the

IE
PA

’s
m

odifications
to

the
A

pril
19

D
raft

R
ules

(D
raft

R
ules)

that
are

incorporated
into

the
July

29
P

roposed
R

ules
(Proposed

R
ules).

M
odified

item
s

include:

•
A

facility
can

delay
im

plem
entation

of
groundw

ater
m

onitoring
ifthe

facility
has

a
“cone

of
depression”

(w
here

draw
dow

n
due

to
pum

ping
has

altered
groundw

ater
flow

such
that

representative
groundw

ater
conditions

do
not

exist).
A

dem
onstration

m
ust

be
m

ade
and

an
annual

notification
m

ust
be

subm
itted.

T
he

D
raft

R
ules

did
not

include
this

exception.

•
T

he
groundw

ater
rules

are
not

applicable
if

a
site

has
certified

closure
w

ithin
one

year
after

the
effective

date.
T

he
D

raft
R

ules
based

im
plem

entation
on

certification
of

post
closure.

•
T

he
“presum

ption
of

guilt”
language

(in
1100.750)

for
the

exceedance
of

a
C

lass
1

standard
has

been
elim

inated.

•
B

ackground
groundw

ater
quality

is
expressly

allow
ed

to
be

used
to

dem
onstrate

that
concentrations

m
easured

in
groundw

ater
w

ells
above

the
C

lass
I

standards
are

not
due

to
the

landfill.
T

he
D

raft
R

ules
did

not
consider

background
groundw

ater
quality.

•
T

he
IE

PA
m

ust
publish

the
list

of
M

axim
um

A
llow

able
C

oncentrations
(M

A
C

s).
T

he
D

raft
R

ules
did

not
include

this
provision.

I
w

ill
be

testifying
regarding

the
follow

ing
item

s:

•
A

pplicability
of

groundw
ater

m
onitoring;

•
T

he
param

eter
list

for
groundw

ater
m

onitoring
(ifrequired);

and

•
T

he
M

A
C

s
for

param
eters

w
ith

pH
specific

soil
rem

ediation
objectives.

E
ach

ofthese
item

s
is

discussed
below

.
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A
pplicability

of
G

roundw
ater

M
onitoring

T
estim

ony
from

IE
PA

indicates
that,

if
all

m
aterials

accepted
at

fill
sites

m
et

the
M

A
C

s,
groundw

ater
m

onitoring
w

ould
not

be
needed.

T
he

IE
PA

indicated
that

groundw
ater

m
onitoring

is
being

required
because

a
certain

percentage
of

received
m

aterial
m

ay
not

m
eet

the
standards,

C
lean

C
onstruction

and
D

em
olition

D
ebris

(C
C

D
D

)
facilities

m
ay

accept
a

relatively
large

volum
e

of
m

aterial
and

the
accepted

m
aterial

m
ay

be
placed

in
direct

contact
w

ith
groundw

ater.
(See

N
ightingale

pre-filed
testim

ony
page

24).
T

he
IE

PA
also

indicated
during

verbal
testim

ony
that

they
do

not
possess

and
w

ere
not

able
to

review
any

data
regarding

actual
concentrations

of
contam

inants
in

C
C

D
D

fill
sites.

C
E

C
has

perform
ed

or
review

ed
the

data
from

investigations
of

m
ultiple

C
C

D
D

fill
sites.

T
he

C
C

D
D

sam
pled

at
each

of
these

sites
w

as
predom

inantly
filled

prior
to

the
current

rules,
including

the
current

pre-screening
requirem

ents.
For

each
facility,

the
investigation

included
the

follow
ing:

•
A

dvancing
borings

at m
ultiple

locations
through

the
fill

depth
(or

until
refusal);

•
Sam

pling
of

each
boring

atpre-determ
ined

intervals;

•
V

isual
screening

of
each

sam
ple

from
each

boring
for

evidence
of

im
pacts

(e.g.,
staining

or
sheens);

•
Field

screening
of

each
sam

ple
from

each
boring

for
evidence

of
V

olatile
O

rganic
C

om
pound

(V
O

C
)

contam
ination;

•
A

nalysis
of

one
sam

ple
from

each
borehole

exhibiting
the

highest
levels

of
contam

ination
(based

on
the

field
screening)

for
the

param
eters

listed
in

35
IA

C
Part

742
—

T
iered

A
pproach

to
C

orrective
A

ction
O

bjectives
(T

A
C

O
);

In
sum

m
ary,

data
from

44
sam

ples
collected

from
44

borings
w

ere
review

ed.
T

he
borings

w
ere

advanced
up

to
43

feet
in

depth
and

averaged
15.7

feet
in

depth.
T

he
sam

ples
w

ere
analyzed

by
U

nited
States

E
nvironm

ental
P

rotection
A

gency
(U

SE
PA

)
SW

-846
T

est
M

ethods
for

Solid
W

aste
as

follow
s:

•
V

O
C

s
—

U
S

E
P

A
M

ethods
503

5/8260B
;

•
S

em
i-volatile

O
rganic

C
om

pounds
(SV

O
C

s)
—

U
S

E
P

A
M

ethod
8270C

;

•
P

olychlorinated
B

iphenyls
(PC

B
s)

—
U

S
E

P
A

M
ethod

8082;

•
P

esticides
—

U
SE

PA
M

ethod
8081A

;

•
P

olynuclear
A

rom
atics

(PN
A

s)
—

U
S

E
P

A
M

ethod
8270C

;
and

•
T

arget
A

nalyte
L

ist
(T

A
L

)
M

etals
—

U
S

E
P

A
M

ethods
6000/7000

series.
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T
he

data
indicated

the
follow

ing:

•
T

he
pH

ofthe
sam

ples
ranged

from
7.3

to
11.0

and
averaged

8.1.

•
N

o
V

O
C

s
w

ere
detected

at
concentrations

above
the

proposed
M

A
C

s.
M

ost
borings

had
no

detections
of

V
O

C
s

and
the

param
eters

predom
inantly

detected
w

ere
benzene,

toluene,
ethyl

benzene,
and

xylenes
(B

T
E

X
)

or
related

com
pounds.

•
N

o
SV

O
C

s
w

ere
detected

at
concentrations

above
the

proposed
M

A
C

s.
M

ost
borings

had
no

detections
of

SV
O

C
s

and
the

param
eters

detected
w

ere
variable.

•
N

o
PC

B
s

w
ere

detected
at

concentrations
above

the
proposed

M
A

C
s.

M
ost

borings
had

no
detections

of
PC

B
s

and
the

detected
concentrations

w
ere

all
at

least
an

order
of

m
agnitude

below
the

M
A

C
of

1
m

illigram
per

kilogram
(m

g/kg).

•
N

o
P

esticides
w

ere
detected

at
concentrations

above
the

proposed
M

A
C

s.
M

ost
borings

had
no

pesticides
reported

above
the

detection
lim

it.
T

he
param

eters
predom

inantly
detected

w
ere

D
D

D
and

dichlorodipheneyldichloroethylene
(D

D
E

)
and

the
detected

concentrations
w

ere
all

over
an

order
of

m
agnitude

below
the

M
A

C
s

of
3

m
g/kg

and
2

m
g/kg,

respectively.

•
P

N
A

s
w

ere
detected

above
their

respective
M

A
C

s
in

7
of

the
44

sam
ples.

M
ost

borings
had

at
least

one
detection

of
a

PN
A

and
the

param
eters

detected
w

ere
variable.

•
T

A
L

m
etals

w
ere

detected
above

the
proposed

M
A

C
s

in
36

of
the

44
sam

ples.
T

he
param

eters
predom

inantly
detected

above
the

M
A

C
s

w
ere

arsenic,
iron,

lead,
nickel,

and
m

ercury.

o
T

he
proposed

M
A

C
for

arsenic
is

11.3
or

13
m

g/kg
based

on
background.

A
ll

of
the

arsenic
detections

w
ere

below
the

neutral
range

pH
specific

soil
rem

ediation
objective

of29
m

g/kg.
In

addition,
the

arsenic
concentrations

above
the

proposed
M

A
C

w
ere

predom
inantly

from
one

site
and

w
ere

dem
onstrated

to
be

consistent
w

ith
background

concentrations.

o
T

he
proposed

M
A

C
for

iron
is

15,000
or

15,900
m

g/kg
based

on
background.

N
early

all
ofthe

iron
detections

w
ere

below
25,000

m
g/kg.

o
T

he
proposed

M
A

C
for

lead
is

20.9
or

36
m

g/kg
based

on
background.

N
early

all
of

the
lead

detections
w

ere
below

the
neutral

range
pH

specific
soil

rem
ediation

objective
of

107
m

g/kg.

o
T

he
proposed

M
A

C
for

nickel
is

20
m

g/kg
based

on
the

low
pH

specific
soil

rem
ediation

objective.
A

ll
of

the
nickel

detections
w

ere
below

the
neutral

range
pH

specific
soil

rem
ediation

objective
of

180
m

g/kg.

o
T

he
proposed

M
A

C
for

m
ercury

is
0.05

m
g/kg

based
on

the
low

pH
specific

soil
rem

ediation
objective.

A
ll

of
the

m
ercury

detections
w

ere
below

the
neutral

range
pH

specific
soil

rem
ediation

objective
of

3.3
m

g/kg.
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In
sum

m
ary,

the
results

indicate
that,

other
than

PN
A

s
and

m
etals,

C
C

D
D

facilities
should

not
contain

significant
quantities

of
fill

that
contain

concentrations
greater

than
the

proposed
M

A
C

s.
PN

A
s

are
present

in
reclaim

ed
asphalt,

w
hich

m
eets

the
definition

of
C

C
D

D
.

T
he

m
etal

concentrations
w

ere
nearly

all
below

the
respective

neutral
range

pH
specific

soil
rem

ediation
objective.

B
ased

on
the

above
data

and
IE

PA
’s

testim
ony,

C
C

D
D

facilities
should

not
be

subject
to

groundw
ater

m
onitoring.

T
his

approach
of

not
m

onitoring
groundw

ater
at

C
C

D
D

facilities
is

supported
by

the
regulatory

approach
for

other
States.

C
E

C
surveyed

the
States

adjacent
to

Illinois
and

additional
M

idw
est

States.
N

one
of

the
surveyed

States
require

groundw
ater

m
onitoring

at
C

C
D

D
or

sim
ilar

sites.
A

s
an

exam
ple,

P
ennsylvania

is
believed

to
have

relatively
stringent

regulations
regarding

C
C

D
D

type
m

aterials.
P

ennsylvania
defines

clean
fill

as
“uncontam

inated,
non-w

ater
soluble,

non-decom
posable

inert
solid

m
aterial

used
to

level
an

area
or

bring
it

to
grade.

T
he

term
does

not
include

m
aterials

placed
in

or
on

the
w

aters
of

the
C

om
m

onw
ealth.

T
he

term
does

include
the

follow
ing

m
aterials:

soil,
rock,

stone,
dredged

m
aterial,

used
asphalt,

and
brick,

block
or

concrete
from

construction
and

dem
olition

activities
that

is
separate

from
other

w
aste

and
recognizable

as
such.”

Pennsylvania’s
C

lean
Fill

Policy
indicates

that
clean

fill
m

ay
be

used
in

an
unrestricted

m
anner,

exceptthat
clean

fill
m

ay
only

be
placed

in
w

aters
ofthe

C
om

m
onw

ealth
ifother

environm
ental

program
s

authorize
such

use.

In
sum

m
ary,

C
E

C
suggests

that
groundw

ater
m

onitoring
only

be
required

for
C

C
D

D
facilities

w
hich

are
know

n
or

dem
onstrated

to
have

taken
significant

am
ounts

ofnon-C
C

D
D

fill.

P
aram

eter
L

ist
for

G
roundw

ater
M

onitoring

D
eterm

ining
w

hether
concentrations

in
groundw

ater
are

caused
by

a
C

C
D

D
fill

site
is

an
involved

process.
In

order
for

concentrations
in

groundw
ater

to
be

attributed
to

a
release

from
a

facility,
the

follow
ing

circum
stances

m
ust

all
occur:

•
T

he
constituents

detected
in

the
groundw

ater
m

ust
be

present
in

the
source

facility
in

significantly
higher

concentrations
than

in
the

groundw
ater.

•
Im

pacted
groundw

ater
m

ust
exhibit

persistent
concentrations

of
those

com
ponents.

A
sporadic,

short
lived

concentration
of

an
individual

constituent
is

not
indicative

of
a

contam
inant

release,
but

is
indicative

of
som

e
possible

anom
aly

in
groundw

ater
quality

or
sam

pling
error.

•
T

he
constituents

detected
m

ust
be

m
obile

in
groundw

ater.
Individual

constituents
are

affected
differently

by
absorption,

oxidation,
and

biodegradation
in

the
subsurface,

w
hich

affect
their

m
obility

through
the

subsurface.

•
Im

pacted
groundw

ater
w

ill
norm

ally
consist

of
high

concentrations
of

a
suite

of
several

constituents,
including

organic
and

inorganic
com

pounds.
W

ater
quality

param
eters

such
as

pH
and

specific
conductance

m
ay

also
be

significantly
out

of
range

of
norm

al
groundw

ater
quality.

•
T

he
groundw

ater
w

ell
m

ustbe
dow

n
gradient

from
the

source
facility.
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Factors
w

hich
also

m
ust

be
evaluated

before
a

determ
ination

of
w

hether
constituents

present
in

groundw
ater

are
due

to
a

release
from

a
facility

include:

•
E

xceedances
ofpre-established

values
are

statistically
expected.

•
Som

e
com

m
on

constituents
in

C
C

D
D

fill
sites

also
com

m
only

occur
naturally

in
groundw

ater.

•
Spatial

variability
in

groundw
ater

chem
istry

is
com

m
on

and
som

etim
e

severe
due

to
the

variability
in

horizontal
and

vertical
chem

istry
of

the
heterogeneous

geologic
m

aterial
through

w
hich

the
groundw

ater
flow

s.

•
T

em
poral

variability
in

groundw
ater

chem
istry

is
a

com
m

on
occurrence

due
to

natural
fluctuations

in
groundw

ater
elevations

caused
by

seasonal
precipitation,

and
is

typically
m

ore
pronounced

w
hen

gradients
and

flow
directions

also
change

due
to

construction
dew

atering
or

installation
of

subsurface
flow

barriers.

P
roposed

Section
1100.735

requires
that

m
onitoring

be
perform

ed
for

all
param

eters
w

hich
have

a
C

lass
I

groundw
ater

standard
in

35
IA

C
620.410.

T
he

C
lass

I
list

includes
m

etals,
radionuclides,

other
inorganic

param
eters,

V
O

C
s.

SV
O

C
s,

pesticides/herbicides,
and

PC
B

s.
B

ased
on

the
above

analytical
data,

m
ost

of
these

param
eters

are
not

expected
to

be
found

in
C

C
D

D
fill,

let
alone

in
groundw

ater.

B
ased

on
a

quote
from

First
E

nvironm
ental

L
aboratories,

Inc.
(First

E
nvironm

ental)
located

in
N

aperville,
the

estim
ated

cost
for

analyzing
for

the
entire

C
lass

I
list

is
$2,996

per
sam

ple
(See

A
ttachm

ent
2).

T
he

cost
for

the
four

radionuclides
(radium

-226,
radium

-228,
tritium

and
strontium

-90)
is

$820
per

sam
ple.

T
hese

param
eters

are
not

expected
to

be
in

C
C

D
D

,
and

M
A

C
s

are
not

proposed
for

these
param

eters.

In
addition,

certain
other

param
eters

also
have

a
significant

additional
cost

due
to

a
separate

analytical
m

ethodology
needing

to
be

perform
ed.

T
hese

include:

•
E

thylene
dibrom

ide
(E

D
B

)
and

2,6-di-tert-butyl-p-cresol
(D

B
PC

)
$100

per
sam

ple;

•
E

ndothall
-

$200
per

sam
ple;

•
A

ldicarb
and

carbofuran
-

$150
per

sam
ple;

and

•
A

lachlor,
atrazine,

sim
azine

-
$150

per
sam

ple.

T
he

total
cost

for
these

eight
param

eters
is

approxim
ately

$600,
and

based
on

the
above

referenced
investigations,

are
not

expected
to

be
in

C
C

D
D

.
T

hese
param

eters
are

not
even

required
to

be
routinely

analyzed
at

m
unicipal

solid
w

aste
(M

SW
)

landfills
(pursuant

to
Parts

811
through

814),
w

hich
are

expected
to

have
a

m
uch

w
ider

range
ofpotential

contam
inants.
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B
ased

on
the

above
inform

ation,
m

onitoring
for

the
entire

C
lass

1
param

eter
list,

in
lieu

of
an

indicator
list,

is
overly

burdensom
e

w
ithout

providing
any

additional
value.

C
E

C
suggests

that
m

onitoring
should

be
perform

ed,
if

required,
for

an
“indicator

list”
of

m
etals,

PN
A

s,
and

any
other

site
specific

contam
inants

of
concern.

M
A

C
s

for
P

aram
eters

w
ith

pH
Specific

Soil
R

em
ediation

O
bjectives

Section
1lO

0.605(a)(2)
states

the
follow

ing:

F
o
r

ionizing
organic

constituents,
the

low
estpH

-dependent
value

fo
r

the
soil

com
ponent

o
f

the
C

lass
I

groundw
ater

ingestion
exposure

route
in

35
ILL.

A
dm

.
C

ode
742.A

ppendix
B,

T
able

C
m

ust
be

substituted
fo

r
the

pH
-neutral

value
provided

for
the

soil
com

ponent
o

f
the

C
lass

I
groundw

ater
ingestion

exposure
route

in
A

ppendix
B

,
T

able
A

before
determ

ining
the

low
est

T
ier

1
chem

ical-specific
soil

value
pursuant

to
subsection

(à,)(’1
o

fthis
Section.

Section
11

00.605(a)(3)
states

the
follow

ing:

F
o
r

inorganic
constituents,

the
rem

ediation
objectives

for
the

soil
com

ponent
o

f
the

C
lass

I
groundw

ater
ingestion

exposure
route

in
A

ppendix
B

,
T

ables
A

and
B

are
based

on
the

contam
inant

concentration
resulting

fron2
an

extraction
test

and
are

not
directly

com
parable

to
the

rem
ediation

objectives
provided

for
the

ingestion
and

inhalation
exposure

routes,
w

hich
are

based
on

total
concentrations.

T
he

follow
ing

values,
based

on
total

concentrations,
m

ust
be

substituted
.for

the
extraction

test
values

in
T

able
A

before
determ

ining
the

low
est

T
ier

1
chem

ical-specific
soil

value
pursuant

to
subsection

(‘a,)(l)
o
fthis

S
ection:

A
)

T
he

low
est

chem
ical-specific,pH

-dependent
values

in
A

ppendix
B

,
T

able
C

;
or

B
oth

11
00.605(a)(2)

and
(a)(3)(A

)
require

that,
for

both
ionizing

organic
and

inorganic
constituents,

the
low

est
pH

-dependent
values

for
the

soil
com

ponent
of

the
C

lass
I

groundw
ater

ingestion
exposure

route
in

35
IA

C
742.A

ppendix
B

,
T

able
C

m
ust

be
substituted

for
the

pH
-

neutral
value

provided
for

the
soil

com
ponent

of
the

C
lass

I
groundw

ater
ingestion

exposure
route

value
in

A
ppendix

B
.

T
able

A
.

B
asing

M
A

C
s

upon
low

pH
specific

soil
rem

ediation
objectives

is
not

appropriate.
T

he
pH

data
from

the
above

referenced
investigation

show
s

that
the

pH
of

C
C

D
D

facilities
w

ill
typically

range
be

above
7.3.

First
E

nvironm
ental

provided
pH

data
from

“solid”
sam

ples
analyzed

by
their

lab.
T

he
solid

sam
ples

include
soil

and
non-soil

m
aterials

(e.g.,
w

astes
that

are
not

even
considered

to
be

sent
to

a
C

C
D

D
facility).

First
E

nvironm
ental

has
analyzed

approxim
ately

8,500
solid

sam
ples

from
January

2006
to

S
eptem

ber
2011.

E
ight

thousand
three

hundred
of

these
sam

ples
(over

97.6
percent)

had
a

pH
of

6.25
or

greater
(See

A
ttachm

ent
3).

B
ased

on
the

above
data,

C
E

C
suggests

establishing
a

M
A

C
for

pH
of

6.25
or

greater
and

basing
M

A
C

s
for

applicable
param

eters
on

the
low

est
pH

specific
soil

rem
ediation

objectives
from

pH
6.25

and
above.
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M
r.

H
ock

is
a

V
ice

P
resident

in
C

E
O

’s
C

hicago
O

ffice
w

here
he

serves
as

the
w

aste
m

an
ag

em
en

t
practice

lead.
H

e
has

over
24

y
ears

of
experience

w
ith

environm
ental

issu
es

at
solid

w
aste,

C
E

R
C

L
A

,
R

C
R

A
,

and
voluntary

action
sites

from
both

the
private

industry
and

consulting
perspectives.

M
r.

H
ock

sp
en

t
over

11
y

ears
of

his
career

w
orking

for
large

and
m

id-size
solid

w
aste

hauling
and

disposal
com

panies
as

a
site

and
region

engineer
throughout

the
M

idw
est.

In
this

role,
he

developed
an

expertise
in

directing
com

plex
environm

ental
projects

at
solid

w
aste

disposal
sites,

including
issues

related
to

environm
ental

m
onitoring,

m
inor

and
m

ajor
perm

it
m

odifications,
com

pliance
system

s,
landfill

developm
ent,

landfill
g

as
system

s,
leachate

treatm
ent

plant
developm

ent,
w

etland
m

itigation,
and

closure
activities.

M
r.

H
ock

also
served

as
a

senior
project

m
an

ag
er

in
the

environm
ental

group
of

a
m

ajor
corporation.

In
this

role,
he

m
anaged

m
ultiple

rem
edial

projects
under

C
E

R
C

L
A

,
R

C
R

A
,

N
R

C
and

property
transfer

regulations.
T

he
projects

involved
C

orrective
A

ction
P

rogram
s

for
tw

o
active

m
anufacturing

facilities,
investigation

of
a

low
-level

radioactive
disposal

site,
and

O
&

M
of

m
ultiple

C
E

R
C

L
A

S
ites.

S
E

L
E

C
T

P
R

O
JE

C
T

E
X

P
E

R
IE

N
C

E

D
ev

elo
p

m
en

t
P

ro
jects

K
endall

C
ounty,

Illinois
-

P
rincipal

for
engineering

design
and

preparation
of

a
local

siting
application

for
a

green
field

solid
w

aste
disposal

facility
w

ith
a

capacity
of

approxim
ately

50
m

illion
cubic

yards.

•
N

ew
ark,

N
ew

Jersey
—

M
anaged

the
design/build

of
an

approxim
ately

1600
tpd

truck
to

rail
transfer

facility
including

overall
site

grading,
drainage,

relocation
of

over
1
-4

m
iles

of
live

rail,
truck

and
rail

scales,
and

utilities.

M
idw

est
—

P
erlorm

ed
due

diligence
on

m
ultiple

solid
w

aste
landfills

for
start

up
solid

w
aste

com
panies.

C
hicago,

Illinois
-

O
versaw

the
preparation

of
the

perm
it

application
and

prepared
an

environm
ental

im
pact

report
for

a
proposed

construction
and

dem
olition

w
aste

recycling
and

transfer
facility.

M
orris,

Illinois
—

M
anaged

the
redesign

and
perm

itting
of

a
solid

w
aste

landfill.

•
N

orthw
est

O
hio

-
M

anaged
the

perm
itting

of
a

solid
w

aste
landfill

expansion
including

presenting
the

proposed
project

at
the

local
zoning

hearing
and

the
public

m
eeting.

•
N

orthw
est

O
hio

-
M

anaged
the

perm
itting

of
a

new
solid

w
aste

transfer
station.

I
j
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A
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m
en

t
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K
entucky

-
M

anaged
the

perm
itting

of
a

landfill
expansion

that
w

as
located

in
a

w
etland,

in
a

floodplain
and

w
ithin

10,000
feet

of
a

m
ajor

airport,
including

satisfying
approxim

ately
17

different
regulatory

ag
en

cies
and

testifying
at

the
local

zoning
hearing.

Illinois
-

P
rep

ared
the

perm
it

application
and

testified
at

the
local

zoning
hearing

for
a

com
post

facility.

Illinois
—

M
anaged

the
redesign

of
several

solid
w

aste
landfills

to
com

ply
w

ith
the

S
ubtitle

D
regulations.

L
andfill

G
as

C
o
llectio

n
an

d
C

ontrol
S

y
stem

s
Illinois

—
P

rincipal
for

landfill
g
as

collection
and

control
system

repairs
and

u
p

g
rad

es
at

m
ultiple

landfills,
including

dow
nhole

investigations,
piping

replacem
ent,

sum
p

installations
and

m
odifications.

Illinois
—

P
rincipal

for
m

onitoring
and

perform
ing

O
&

M
of

a
G

C
C

S
and

a
soil-gas

extraction
system

.
T

he
G

C
C

S
includes

approxim
ately

240
g
as

w
ells!

extraction
points

in
tw

o
sep

arate
landfill

units.
T

he
soil-gas

extraction
system

includes
a

slurry
w

all,
approxim

ately
30

extraction
w

ells
and

the
evaluation

of
the

system
to

m
itigate

g
as

m
igration.

Illinois
—

P
roject

M
anager

and
P

rincipal
for

the
m

itigation
of

g
as

m
igration

at
a

closed
landfill,

including
m

onitoring
the

effectiveness
of

an
interceptor

trench
and

installation
of

vent
w

ells.

Illinois
—

P
rincipal

for
the

evaluation
of

the
landfill

g
as

collection
and

control
system

for
a

closed
landfill

in
support

of
constructing

a
golf

course
on

the
landfill.

Illinois,
K

entucky
and

O
hio

-
M

anaged
the

design,
construction

and
operation

of
landfill

g
as

collection
and

control
sy

stem
s

in
closed

and
active

portions
of

various
solid

w
aste

landfills.
T

he
design

included
evaluating

the
overall

effectiveness
of

the
system

and
the

construction
included

replacing!reconfig
uring

non-functional
portions.

T
he

operations
involved

review
ing

routine
m

onitoring
inform

ation
from

the
system

and
recom

m
ending

action
item

s.

P
ennsylvania

-
S

upported
determ

ination
of

odor
origin,

developed
and

m
an

ag
ed

odor
control

m
easu

res
at

a
various

solid
w

aste
landfills

w
hich

w
ere

receiving
num

erous
odor

com
plaints.

M
easures

included
im

proving
operations

of
landfill

g
as

collection
and

control
system

,
installing

additional
landfill

g
as

extraction
w

ells
and

piping,
applying

geo-synthetic
m

aterials
as

interm
ediate

cover
m

aterial
and

using
odor

m
asking

agents,
tracking

the
effectiveness

of
odor

control
m

easu
res

based
on

odor
observations

and
com

plaints
and

m
eeting

w
ith

local
officials,

residents
and

governm
ental

ag
en

cies.

C
o
n
stru

ctio
n

Illinois
—

C
ertifying

engineer
for

approxim
ately

15
acres

of
com

posite
final

(G
C

C
S

)
cam

era
control

r
1
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S
I

cover,
surface

w
ater

m
an

ag
em

en
t

system
upgrades,

and
leachate

system
im

provem
ents

•
O

hio
—

P
rincipal

for
the

construction
of

approxim
ately

16
acres

of
com

posite
liner

system
,

surface
w

ater
m

an
ag

em
en

t
system

upgrades,
and

leachate
system

im
provem

ents.

•
Illinois

-
C

ertifying
en

g
in

eer
for

the
liner

developm
ent

of
four

solid
w

aste
landfill

cells
in

Illinois
w

ith
a

groundw
ater

underdrain
and

a
com

posite
liner

system
.

•
Illinois,

K
entucky,

O
hio

and
P

ennsylvania
-

M
anaged

the
construction

of
over

100
acres

of
com

posite
and/or

double
com

posite
liner

and
leachate

collection
sy

stem
s

over
a

10+
year

period
at

various
solid

w
aste

landfills.

•
Illinois,

K
entucky,

O
hio

and
P

ennsylvania
-

M
anaged

the
construction

of
over

200
acres

of
soil

and/or
com

posite
final

cover
sy

stem
s

over
a

10+
y

ear
period

at
various

solid
w

aste
landfills.

•
P

ennsylvania
-

M
anaged

the
construction

of
1O

M
gallon

per
year

leachate
treatm

ent
plant

including
aerobic

and
anaerobic

treatm
ent

capabilities
and

an
on-site

stream
discharge

•
Illinois

-
M

anaged
the

R
C

R
A

C
losure

of
an

approxim
ately

20
acre

drum
trench

area
and

60
acre

co-disposal
landfill,

and
clean

closure
of

a
d
ecan

t
facility,

container
sto

rag
e

area
and

w
aste

sto
rag

e
ponds.

Illinois-
M

anaged
the

H
SW

A
investigation

of
tw

o
landfill

areas
including

the
exhum

ation/relocation
of

w
aste

m
aterial,

installation
of

a
slurry

w
all

and
retro-fitting

of
a

leachate
collection

system
.

P
ennsylvania

-
M

anaged
the

exhum
ation

and
relocation

of
an

approxim
ately

20
acre

unlined
solid

w
aste

disposal
area

at
a

landfill.

K
entucky

-
M

anaged
the

creation
or

en
h
an

cem
en

t
of

434
acres

of
w

etlands
in

four
sep

arate
areas

to
co

m
p
en

sate
for

the
ability

to
alter

and
fill

178
acres

of jurisdictional
w

etlands.

E
n

v
iro

n
m

en
tal

C
o

m
p

lian
ce

•
Illinois

—
M

anaged
C

C
D

D
perm

itting
and

com
pliance

support
for

m
ultiple

C
C

D
D

facilities.

....
Illinois,

O
hio,

K
entucky

and
P

ennsylvania
-

M
anaged

the
environm

ental
m

onitoring
at

several
landfills

including
groundw

ater,
leachate,

surface
w

ater,
residential

w
ells,

g
as

m
igration,

N
S

P
S

surface
em

issions
and

N
S

P
S

landfill
g
as

extraction
w

ells.

Illinois,
K

entucky,
O

hio
and

P
ennsylvania

-
M

anaged
environm

ental
com

pliance
issu

es
at

various
hauling

com
panies

and
transfer

stations.

Illinois
-

R
evised

the
S

P
C

C
plan,

S
torm

w
ater

P
ollution

P
revention

(S
W

P
P

)
P

lan
and

C
hem

ical
S

afety
C

ontingency
P

lan
for

an
approxim

ately
300,000

sq
u

are
foot

custom
chem

ical
blending

and
packaging

facility
w

ith
approxim

ately
800,000

gallons
of

tank
storage.
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Illinois
-

P
rep

ared
S

P
C

C
and

S
W

P
P

P
lans

and
for

m
ultiple

solid
w

aste
landfills.

Illinois
P

erform
ed

an
environm

ental
assessm

en
t

of
solid

w
aste

hauling
divisions

to
evaluate

current
conditions

w
ith

resp
ect

to
applicable

regulatory
stan

d
ard

s,
including

the
revised

S
P

C
C

regulations.

Indiana
-

M
anaged

an
investigation

into
the

cau
se

and
potential

environm
ental

im
pact

of
an

oil
spill

from
a

rail
car

that
occurred

at
product

blending/distribution
center.

Illinois
-

A
ssessed

the
current

environm
ental

program
s

w
ith

regard
to

applicable
federal,

state,
and

local
regulations

(including
the

revised
S

P
C

C
regulations)

at
an

approxim
ately

500,000
sq

u
are

foot
custom

printing,
m

anufacturing,
and

distribution
facility.

Indiana
-

E
valuated

the
existing

storm
w

ater
sew

er
system

from
a

portion
of

a
steel

plant
in

order
to

develop
options

to
cease

the
discharge

of
oily

w
ater.

Illinois,
O

hio,
and

P
ennsylvania

-
D

eveloped
and

m
anaged

an
environm

ental
com

pliance
system

for
n
o

n
-h

azard
o

u
s

solid
w

aste
landfills

including
state

and
local

regulations,
perm

it
requirem

ents
(from

air,
w

ater
and

land
regulatory

agencies)
and

com
pany

policies.

K
entucky

-
M

anaged
an

environm
ental

com
pliance

system
at

a
non-

h
azard

o
u

s
solid

w
aste

landfill
w

hich
involved

landfill
operations,

environm
ental

m
onitoring,

and
construction

in
a

floodplain,
a

w
etland

m
itigation

program
,

w
astew

ater
pretreatm

ent,
a

landfill
gas

extraction
system

,
soil

biorem
ediation

and
yard

w
aste

com
posting.

T
en

n
essee

-
S

erved
as

the
R

espondent’s
d
esig

n
ated

P
roject

C
oordinator

pursuant
to

an
A

dm
inistrative

O
rder

for
a

C
E

R
C

L
A

site
in

T
en

n
essee

w
ith

a
300

gallon
per

m
inute

groundw
ater

extraction
and

treatm
ent

system
.

•
M

ultiple
S

tates
-

P
articipated

in
the

environm
ental

audit
of

several
solid

w
aste

and
R

C
R

A
facilities.

•
Illinois

-
P

rep
ared

Individual
N

P
D

E
S

perm
it

applications
for

10
facilities

w
hich

included
perform

ing
flow

and/or
tim

e
com

posite
sam

pling
of

surface
w

ater.

S
ite

In
v
estig

atio
n
s

•
Illinois

—
M

anaged
environm

ental
su

b
su

rface
investigations

of
m

ultiple
C

C
D

D
facilities.

Illinois
—

M
anaged

the
environm

ental
due

diligence
p

ro
cess

including
a

su
b

su
rface

investigation
for

a
C

C
D

D
facility.

M
ichigan

-
P

erform
ed

an
investigation

and
d
o

se
assessm

en
t

pursuant
to

N
R

C
regulations

of
a

low
-level

radioactive
disposal

site.

M
ichigan

-
O

versaw
and

rep
resen

ted
the

client
in

regulatory
negotiations

and
at

public
m

eetings
regarding

a
m

ulti-agency
investigation

and
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rem
ediation

of
a

C
E

R
C

L
A

site
that

w
as

contam
inated

by
form

er
pesticide

and
PB

B
m

anufacturing
operations.

•
N

ew
Jersey

-
S

erved
as

technical
contact

w
ith

the
agencies,

and
coordinated

the
overall

R
l/F

S
activities

under
C

E
R

C
L

A
,

including
preparation

of
the

hum
an

health
and

ecological
risk

assessm
en

ts,
for

a
property

that
w

as
previously

used
as

a
m

ercury
processing

facility.

•
T

en
n

essee
-

O
versaw

the
R

C
R

A
C

orrective
A

ction
P

rogram
of

a
chem

ical
m

anufacturing
facility

including
the

investigation/rem
ediation

of
D

N
A

PL
and

chlorinated
organic

com
pounds

in
groundw

ater,
construction

of
an

engineered
cap

and
exhum

ation
of

w
aste

disposal
areas.

•
T

en
n

essee
-

O
versaw

the
R

C
R

A
C

orrective
A

ction
P

rogram
of

a
form

er
chem

ical
m

anufacturing
facility

including
the

construction
and

operation
of

a
groundw

ater
and

vapor
p
h
ase

extraction
and

treatm
ent

system
,

exhum
ation

of
a

buried
pond/buried

tank
car,

and
investigation

of
off-site

groundw
ater

and
sedim

ent.

•
T

en
n

essee
-

P
repared

a
P

h
ase

I
R

em
edial

Investigation
R

eport
for

a
disposal

site,
including

com
piling

inform
ation

from
various

so
u

rces
dating

back
30

y
ears

(including
inform

ation
regarding

tw
o

other
highly

contam
inated

ad
jacen

t
properties)

to
help

define
the

site
conditions

w
ith

regard
to

geology,
hydrogeology,

existing
conditions,

and
potential

exposure
pathw

ays.

•
Illinois

-
P

erform
ed

a
H

SW
A

investigation
of

a
form

er
land

farm
area.

O
th

er
S

olid
W

aste
P

ro
jects

•
P

erform
ed

an
evaluation

of
the

surety
industry’s

risk
in

issuing
financial

assu
ran

ce
bonds

guaranteeing
closure

and
post-closure

obligations
for

m
unicipal

solid
w

aste
landfills,

including
describing

current
national

solid
w

aste
industry

trends,
industry

practices,
regulatory

requirem
ents,

risk
factors,

bankruptcy
case

studies
and

other
catastrophic

events

P
erform

ed
various

planning
and

budgeting
services

for
m

unicipal
solid

w
aste

landfills
including

coordinating
airspace!

volum
e

study,
evaluating

the
results,

perform
ing

budget
calculations,

preparing
contract/construction

docum
ents

.P
R

O
F

E
S

S
IO

N
A

L
A

F
F

IL
IA

T
IO

N
S

A
m

erican
Institute

of
C

hem
ical

E
ngineers

N
ational

Solid
W

astes
M

anagem
ent

A
ssociation

Solid
W

aste
A

ssociation
of

N
orth

A
m

erica



F
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E
nvironm

ental
L

aboratories,
Inc.
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ELA

P
/ N

ELA
C

A
ccreditation

#
100292

1600
Shore

Road
N

aperville,Illinois
60563

•Phone
(630)

778-1200
•Fax

(630)
778-1233

S
eptem

ber
29, 2011

G
ro

n
d
w

ater
A

nalysis
p
er

620
C

lass
1

S
tan

d
ard

(T
he

com
pound

listw
ould

m
atch

current
proposed

S
ubpart

F
com

pound
list

except w
here

noted
/

reporting
lim

its
w

ould
m

eet
the

M
axim

um
A

llow
able

C
oncentration

except
w

here
noted.)

A
nalyte

M
ethod

C
ost

P
er

S
am

ple
V

olatiles
SW

-846
8260B

$180
E

D
B

/D
B

C
P

SW
-846

8011
$100

Sem
ivolatiles

SW
-846

8270C
$300

A
lachior,

A
trazine,

Sim
azine

SW
-846

8270C
(pesticic

$150
P

esticides/P
C

B
s

SW
-846

8081A
/8082

$180
B

enzo(a)pyrene
SW

-846
8270C

low
level

$150
P

N
A

H
erbicides

SW
-846

8321
$280

E
ndothall

E
P

A
548.IR

I.0
$200

A
ldicarb/C

arbofuran
E

PA
531.1R

3.1
$150

T
otal

m
etals

(18)
SW

-846
5010

/
7470

$306
C

hloride
SM

4500
C

l,E
$

18
C

yanide
SM

4500
C

n,C
,E

$
36

F
luoride

SM
4500

F,C
$

24
N

itrate
E

P
A

353.2R
1.0

$
24

P
henol

E
PA

420.4R
1.0

$
24

S
ulfate

E
P

A
375

.2R
2.0

$
24

T
D

S
S

M
2540C

$
18

pH
SM

4500
H

+
,B

$
12

R
adium

226
&

228
Per

subcontract
lab

$350
G

ross
B

eta
Per

subcontract
lab

$100
T

ritium
Per

subcontract
lab

$250
Strontium

90
Per

subcontract
lab

$120
C

ost
P

er
S

am
ple:

$2996

O
bjectives

for
all

com
pounds

are
listed

in
T

A
C

O
S

ection
742,

T
able

E
except

for
radiologicals

(R
adium

226
&

228,
G

ross
B

eta,
T

ritium
,

and
S

trontium
90).

T
he

objectives
in

T
able

E
m

atch
the

values
listed

in
S

ection
620.410.

S
ection

620.410
does

establish
a

standard
for

the
radiologicals.

T
urn

around
for

radiologicals
in

norm
ally

in
the

range
of

6
w

eeks.

A
ffachm

ent
#2
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L

a
b

o
ra

to
rie

s
,

In
c
.

Th
E

L
A

P/N
ELA

C
A

ccreditation
#

100292
1600

Shore
R

oad
N

aperville,
illinois

60563
Phone

(630)
778-1200

•Fax
(630)

778-1233

D
ate:

10/06/11

T
o:

John
H

ock
(C

E
C

)

From
:

L
orrie

Franklin
(First

E
nvironm

ental)

R
E

:
C

C
D

D
Proposed

R
egulation

07/29/11

pHT
he

follow
ing

inform
ation

w
as

obtained
from

our
database

for
pH

analyses
perform

ed
from

January
2006

to
Septem

ber
2011.

T
he

m
atrix

for
the

sam
ples

in
this

database
includes

solid
sam

ples
and

“other”
(other

=
non

soil
solid

sam
ples).

T
he

database
consists

of
8500

sam
ple

analyses
for

pH
.

8345
of

sam
ples

analyzed
have

pH
greater

than
pH

5.75
8300

of
sam

ples
analyzed

have
pH

greater
than

pH
6.25

T
his

translates
into

only
200

data
points

or
2.3

5%
having

a
pH

less
than

6.25.

I
believe

that
a

significant portion
ofthe

data
points

show
ing

pH
below

6.25
m

ay
be

associated
w

ith
non

soil
solid

sam
ples

or
“other”

m
atrices,

i.e.,
(w

aste
m

aterials
subjectto

R
C

R
A

analysis).

L
orrie

Franklin
D

irector
ofD

ata
Q

uality

A
ttachm

ent
#3



B
E

F
O

R
E

T
H

E
IL

L
IN

O
IS

P
O

L
L

U
T

IO
N

C
O

N
T

R
O

L
B

O
A

R
D

IN
T

H
E

M
A

T
T

E
R

O
F:

))
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D
A

M
E

N
D

M
E

N
T

S
T

O
C

L
E

A
N

)
)

R
12-9

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
IO

N
O

R
D

E
M

O
L

IT
IO

N
)

(R
ulem

aking
-

L
and)

D
E

B
R

IS
(C

C
D

D
)

F
IL

L
O

P
E

R
A

T
IO

N
S

:
)

P
R

O
P

O
S

E
D

A
M

E
N

D
M

E
N

T
S

T
O

35
Iii.

)
A

dm
.

C
ode

1100
)

P
R

E
-F

IL
E

D
T

E
S

T
IM

O
N

Y
O

F
R

A
N

D
I

W
IL

L
E

O
N

IL
L

IN
O

IS
E

P
A

s
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D
A

M
E

N
D

M
E

N
T

S
T

O
P

A
R

T
1100

M
y

nam
e

is
R

andi
W

ille
and

I
am

the
M

anager
o
f

E
nvironm

ental
and

L
and

S
ervices

for
M

eyer
M

aterial
C

om
pany

in
D

es
P

laines,
Illinois.

I
have

been
em

ployed
by

M
eyer

M
aterial

for
over

26
years,

spending
over

24
years

in
the

E
nvironm

ental
M

anagem
ent

and
C

om
pliance

Field.
M

eyer
M

aterial
operates

a
num

ber
of

ready-m
ix

concrete
plants

and
aggregate

m
ining

operations
in

N
ortheast

Illinois,
including

several
concrete

and
asphalt

recycling
centers

and
tw

o
clean

soil
operations.

M
eyer

M
aterial

has
served

the
suburban

C
hicago

m
arket

since
the

1920’s
and

is
a

leading
supplier

o
f

construction
m

aterials
and

services.
M

eyer
M

aterial
is

also
ISO

14001
certified

for
E

nvironm
ental

M
anagem

ent.

I
hold

a
B

achelor’s
D

egree
in

Industrial
T

echnology
from

Illinois
State

U
niversity

and
a

M
aster’s

D
egree

in
B

usiness
A

dm
inistration

from
B

radley
U

niversity.
M

y
responsibilities

include
land

use
and

operational
pennitting,

m
ineral

reserves
m

anagem
ent,

estate
tax

and
legal

m
atters

for
over

8000
acres

in
four

M
idw

est
states.

T
he

m
ajority

o
fm

y
career

has
been

spent
w

orking
in

Illinois.
I

have
a

long
history

in
the

planning
of

aggregate
m

ines,
perrriitting

their
activities

and
overseeing

land
restoration

for
future

land-use
opportunities.

M
eyer

M
aterial

w
as

the
recipient

o
fthe

first
M

ined
L

and
R

eclam
ation

A
w

ard
issued

by
the

State
of

Illinois
back

in
1987.

I
am

providing
testim

ony
before

the
Illinois

P
ollution

C
ontrol

B
oard

in
response

to
proposed

rulem
aking

to
further

regulate
C

lean
C

onstruction
and

D
em

olition
D

ebris
(C

C
D

D
)

and
C

lean
Soil

Fill
(C

S
F

)
facilities.

A
s

an
expert

in
the

land
reclam

ation
field,

I
am

strongly
opposed

to
any

added
regulation

that
w

ould
erode

our
industry’s

ability
to

im
port

C
C

D
D

/C
F

S
in

a
cost-

effective
m

anner.

I
served

as
chair

o
f

the
Illinois

A
ssociation

ofA
ggregate

P
roducers

E
nvironm

ental
C

om
m

ittee
from

2000-2006.
In

this
capacity,

I
helped

draft
the

Illinois
A

ssociation
of

A
ggregate

P
roducers

B
est

M
anagem

ent
P

ractices
for

accepting
clean

construction
and

dem
olition

debris.
D

uring
this

drafting
process,

the
E

nvironm
ental

C
om

m
ittee

w
orked

closely
w

ith
the

IE
P

A
to

ensure
that

the
final

docum
ent

com
plied

w
ith

the
Illinois

E
nvironm

ental
P

rotection
A

ct
and

its
im

plem
enting

regulations.
A

s
outlined

in
the

July
13,

2004
letter

from
W

illiam
C

.
C

hild,
C

hief
of

the
IE

PA
B

ureau
of

L
and.

the
IA

A
P

B
est

M
anagem

ent
P

ractices
w

ent
b
ey

o
n
d

com
pliance”

w
ith

regards
to

the
acceptance

o
f

clean
construction

and
dem

olition
debris.

A
copy

of
M

r.
C

hild’s
letter

is
attached

as
A

ttachm
ent

#1.

1



O
ver

the
last

ten
plus

years,
Ihave

w
atched

our
industry

w
ork

w
ith

the
Illinois

E
PA

,providing
voluntary

site
registration.

“hosting”
technical

training
sessions

and
providing

valuable
input

to
the

A
gency

about
our

best
m

anagem
entpractices

for
the

im
portation

of off-site
m

aterial.
U

nfortunately,
this

relationship
has

now
turned

around,
forcing

com
panies

like
M

eyer
M

aterial
to

close
its

operations
until

the
im

pact
from

the
final

rules
are

m
easured.

O
ur

clean
soil

fill
business

w
as

severely
slow

ed
in

2005
w

hen
the

Part
1100

rules
w

ere
created.

A
t

that
tim

e,
w

e
elected

to
close

our
M

cH
enry

C
SF

facility
because

the
added

regulatory
burden

m
ade

it
cost-prohibitive

to
continue

w
ith

the
added

staffing
required.

T
w

o
years

ago,
in

the
face

of
Public

A
ct

96-1416,
w

e
elected

to
close

our
A

lgonquin
C

SF
facility

because
the

risk
of

continuing
under

our
Interim

A
uthorization

w
as

too
steep,

even
though

w
e

never
accepted

C
C

D
D

m
aterials.

W
e

are
a

sm
all

gravel
m

ining
com

pany
w

ith
a

good
environm

ental
record.

W
e

w
ere

forced
to

exit
a

business
activity

that
w

ould
have

resulted
in

a
tw

o
restoration

projects
w

ith
significant

public
benefit.

T
he

tw
o

m
ining

operations,
B

O
T

H
along

valuable
State

highw
ay

routes,
are

likely
to

term
inate

w
ithout

any
added

features
to

their
lands.

I
w

ould
expect

others
to

exit
ifthe

costto
do

business
escalates

as
proposed

by
the

Illinois
E

PA
.

W
e

(the
m

ining
industry)

are
superior

stew
ards

of
our

lands
—

please
look

at
our

history.
M

ore
can

be
gained

through
industry

self-policing/due
diligence

m
easures

than
w

ill
be

gained
by

expensive
regulatory

controls.
T

he
screening

process
currently

in
place

is
a

very
effective

w
ay

ofm
anaging

clean
soil

fill.
T

he
original

intention
ofthe

C
C

D
D

rules
w

as
to

reduce
disposal

costs,
reduce

the
risk

of
fly

dum
ping

and
increase

landfill
capacity.

It
appears

w
e

are
no

longer
evaluating

that
intent.
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IL
L

[N
O

S
E

N
vIR

oN
M

E
N

T
A

L
P

R
O

T
E

C
T

IO
N

A
G

E
N

C
Y

1
0

2
1

N
O

R
TH

G
R

A
N

t
A

vE
N

uE
EA

ST,
P.O

.
B

ox
19276,

SPR
IN

G
FIELD

,
ILLIN

O
IS

6
2

7
9
4

-9
2

7
6

JA
M

ES
R.

TH
O

M
PSO

N
C

E
N

m
R

,
1
0
0

W
EST

R
A

N
D

O
L

PH
,

SU
ITE

1
1

-3
0

0
,

C
H

IcA
G

o,
IL

60601

R
O

D
R

.
B

L
A

G
O

JE
V

IC
H

,
G

O
V

E
R

N
O

R
R

E
N

E
E

C
IP

R
IA

N
O

,
D

IR
E

C
rO

R

217/785-9407
T

D
D

#217/782-9143

July
13,2004

M
r.

John
H

enriksen,
E

xecutive
D

irector
Illinois

A
ssociation

of A
ggregate

P
roducers

1115
S.
2n

d
S

treet
Springfield,

Illinois
62704

R
e:

C
lean

C
onstruction

and
D

em
olition

D
ebris

D
ear

M
r.H

enriksen:

T
he

final
draft

ofthe
IA

A
P’s

B
estM

anagem
entPractices

for
accepting

clean
construction

and
dem

olition
debris

has
been

review
ed.

N
o

further
com

m
ents

or
changes

are
recom

m
ended.

I
w

antto
thank

the
IA

A
P

for
going

“beyond
com

pliance”
w

ith
regards

to
the

acceptance
and

m
anagem

ent
o
fclean

construction
and

dem
olition

debris
and

forinvolving
B

ureau
ofL

and
staff

in
the

developm
ent

ofthis
procedure.

R
espectfully,

C
2
S

f
W

illiam
C

.
C

hild,
C

hief
B

ureau
ofL

and

W
C

C
:rd\JohnH

enrikscn

A
ttachm

ent
#1

R
octFoR

o
—

4302
N

orth
M

ain
S

treet,
R

ockford,
IL

61103
—

(815)
987-7760

•
D

Es
PLAINES

—
9511

W
.

H
arrison

St.,
D

es
P

laines,
IL

60016
—

(847)
294-4000

ELGIN
—

595
S

outh
S

tate,
Elgin,

IL
60123—

(847)
608-3131

•
PEoRIA

—
5415

N
.

U
niversity

St.,
Peoria,

IL
61614

—
(309)

693-5463
BUREAU

O
P

LAND
-

PEoRIA
—

7620
N

.
U

niversity
SL,

Peoria,
IL

61614—
1309)

693-5462
•

C
H

A
M

P
A

IG
N

—
2125

South
First

Street,
C

ham
paign,

IL
61820—

(217)
278-5800

SPRINGFIELD
—

4500
5.

Sixth
StreeL

R
d.,

Springfield,
IL

62706
—

(217)
786-6892

•
C0LLIN

svILLE
—

2009
M

alI
Street,

C
oIlinsvi(le,

IL
62234—

(618)
346-5120

M
A

RIoN
—

2309
W

.
M

ain
St.,

Suite
116,

M
arion,

IL
62959

—
1618)

993-7200

PR
IN

T
E

D
O

N
R

E
C

Y
C

L
E

D
PA

PE
R



Illinois
A

ssociation
of

1115
S.

2nd
S

treet

A
ggregate

P
ro

d
u

cers
S

pringfield,
IL

62704

(217)
241-1639

Jo
h

n
H

enriksen,
E

xecutive
D

irector
F

ax
(217)

241-1641
G

lenda
S

choening,
O

ffice
M

anager
E

m
ail:

iaap@
hansoninfosys.com

June
22,

2004

B
illC

hild,
C

hief
IE

PA
, B

ureau
o
f L

and
1021

N
orth

G
rande

A
ve

E
ast,P

0
B

ox
19276

Springfield,IL
62794-9276

R
e:

C
lean

C
onstruction

and
D

em
olition

D
ebris

D
ear

M
r.

C
hild:

Please
find

enclosed
the

final
draft

of
the

IA
A

P’s
B

est
M

anagem
ent

Practices
(“B

M
Ps”)

for
A

ccepting
C

lean
C

onstruction
and

D
em

olition
D

ebris
as

w
ell as

a
form

m
anifest.

T
he

enclosed
B

M
Ps

w
ere

developed
as

a
guidance

docum
ent

for
crushed

stone,
sand

and
gravel

producers
w

ho
accept

clean
construction

and
dem

olition
debris

for
use

as
fill

m
aterials.

T
he

B
M

Ps
also

include
a

form
for

notifring
the

IE
PA

w
hen

an
aggregate

producer
intends

to
begin

accepting
clean

construction
and

dem
olition

debris.
Finally,

please
find

enclosed
a

form
m

anifest
for

use
by

entities
that

generate
and

transport
clean

construction
and

dem
olition

debris
andJor

clean
soil.

M
ike

N
echvatel

and
Paul

Purseglove
both

review
ed

these
docum

ents
as

they
w

ere
being

developed.
T

he
enclosed

B
M

Ps
em

body
their

com
m

ents
and

suggestions.
A

lthough
w

e
are

ready
to

begin
distributing

these
docum

ents
to

IA
A

P
m

em
bers,

I
w

ould
appreciate

you
taking

a
look

at
our

B
M

Ps
and

letting
m

e
know

if you
have

any
questions

or
concerns.

I
appreciate

w
orking

w
ith

your
agency

on
this

im
portant

issue.

E
xecutive

D
irector

JC
H

:
gis

(E
nclosures)

cc:
John

C
ross,

IE
PA

M
ike

N
echvatel,

IE
PA

G
ary

O
T

oole,
M

aterialService
C

orporation
Paul Purseglove,

IE
PA

R
andi W

ile,
M

eyer
M

aterial
C

om
pany

B
u
y

T
h
e

G
o

o
d

s
A

n
d

S
erv

ices
O

f
O

u
r

A
sso

ciate
M

e
m

b
e
rs



Illinois
A

ssociation
of A

ggregate
P

ro
d
u

cers
(IA

A
P

)

B
est

M
anagem

ent
P

ractices
fo

r
A

ccepting
C

lean
C

onstruction
and

D
em

olition
D

ebris

1.
A

gency
N

otification

•
N

am
e,

address
and

telephone
num

ber
o
f both

the
facility

ow
ner

and
operator.

•
T

he
street

address
and

location
o
f the

thcility.

•
A

briefdescription
o
f the

m
aterial

acceptance
and

placem
ent

activities
to

be
perform

ed
on

site.

•
N

otification
should

include
the

Illinois
E

P
A

-B
O

L
site

ID
4

(ifone
has

been
assigned

to
your

facility).

•
R

efer
to

attached
notification

form

N
otifications

should
be

sent to:

Illinois
E

P
A

M
anager,

B
O

L
Field

O
perations

1021
N

orth
G

rand
A

venue
E

ast
S

pringfield,
IL

62794-9276

2.
O

perational
P

rocedures

A
ggregate

fcilities
accepting

clean
construction

or
dem

olition
debris

should
develop

w
ritten,

site-specific
operationaiprocedures

outlining:

•
risk

m
anagem

ent

•
source

assessm
ent

•
m

aterialm
anifesting

•
m

aterial
assessm

ent
(screening)

•
m

aterialdeposition

•
contam

ination
response

•
site

security

•
control

o
f fugitive

dust
sources

•
em

ployee
training

T
hese

procedures
should

be
docum

ented
and

executed
in

accordance
w

ith
prudent

business

practices
and

sound
scientific

standards.

1



3.
R

egulatory
C

om
pliance

•
M

aterial
w

ill
not

be
accepted

as
clean

construction
or

dem
olition

debris
that

is
classified

as
“w

aste”
under

federal or
state

law
.

•
A

ll
facilities

operating
a

m
aterial

receipt
program

w
ill

docum
ent

operational
procedures,

including
m

aterial
assessm

ent
(screening)

and
m

anifesting
to

conform
to

the
Illinois

clean
construction

debris
requirem

ents

4.
M

aterial
A

ssessm
ent

(S
creening)

E
ach

truckload
o
fm

aterial
should

be
screened

for
adherence

to
clean

construction
or

dem
olition

debris
requirem

ents.
O

n
occasion,

loads
m

ay
anive

that
appear

upon
visual

and
ollim

toiy
inspection,

to
m

eet
clean

construction
or

dem
olition

debris
requirem

ents.
O

nce
the

load
is

dum
ped

how
ever,

itm
ay

be
found

to
contain

unacceptable
w

astes.
P

rovisions
should

be
m

ade
at

each
fill

site
to

segregate
this

w
aste

and
contain

it
for

subsequent
off-site

disposal,
or

to
reload

the
vehicle

and
return

the
m

aterials
to

the
generator.

5.
R

ecord
R

etention

T
he

follow
ing

inform
ation

m
ust

be
retained

for
a

m
inim

um
o
f three

years:

•
T

he
nam

e
o
f the

hauler,
the

nam
e

o
f the

generator
and

place
o
f

origin
o
f

the
debris

or
soil

•
T

he
approxim

ate
w

eight
or

volum
e

o
f the

debris
or

soil

•
T

he
date

and
tim

e
the

debris
or

soilw
as

received

•
T

he
approxim

ate
placem

ent o
fthe

debris
or

soil w
ithin

the
facility

•
T

he
location

ofthe
1inility

w
here

the
debris

or
soil

w
as

disposed
or

recycled

•
O

w
ner

or
operator

o
fthe

flicility
w

here
the

debris
or

soil w
as

disposed
or

recycled
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R

O
O

F
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F
S

E
R

V
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E
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A

L
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H
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I
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attached

Illineis—
A

ssociation
of

A
ggregate

P
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P
re-F
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T
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o
f

John
H
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P.E

.
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R
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W
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N
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F
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F

edE
x,

overnight
delivery,
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O
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6,

2011,
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fo1ow
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T

herriault,
C
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O
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P
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C

ontrol
B
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R
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T

hom
pson

C
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W

est
R

andolph
Street,
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11-500

C
hicago,
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O

ctober
6,

2011,
to

the
follow

ing:

M
arie

T
ipsord,

H
earing

O
fficer

M
atthew
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