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STATE OF ILLIN
Pollution Control B?)lasrd

BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

WEBB & SONS, INC,, )
)
Petitioner, )
) PCB 07-24
Vs. ) (UST Appeal)
)
ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTION AGENCY, )
)
Respondent. )

MOTION TO INCORPORATE DOCUMENTS BY REFERENCE

COMES NOW the Petitioner, WEBB & SONS, INC. (hereinafier “Petitioner”),
by and through its attorneys, Harrington & Tock, and, pursuant to 35 11l. Adm. Code
101.306(a), hereby requests permission to incorporate documents from records of other
Pollution Control Board dockets into this proceeding and, in support thereof, states as
follows:

1. 35 Il Adm. Code 101.306(a) provides that, upon the written request of any

person, the Board or hearing officer may incorporate documents from the

record of another Board docket into any proceeding. The person seeking

incorporation must demonstrate to the Board or the hearing officer that the
material to be incorporated is authentic, credible, and relevant to the
proceeding.

2. The Petitioner seeks permission to incorporate the following documents from
the following Board dockets:

a. Petition For Review of [llinois Environmental Protection Agency’s
Decision to Deny Petitioner’s Budget For Site Investigation Activities;

Webb & Sons, Inc. v. Ill. EPA; PCB 05-183;



b. Excerpts from Administrative Record filed by the Agency with the
Pollution Control Board on May 27 2005; PCB 05-183;

c. Testimony Of Douglas W, Clay Regarding The Illinois Pollution
Control Board’s Proposed 35 11l. Adm. Code 732.845 And 734.845; R
04-22(B) and R 04-23(B);

d. Excerpts from Testimony of Douglas W. Clay In Support of the
Environmental Protection Agency’s Proposal To Amend 35 11l. Adm.
Code 732 (filed March 08, 2004); R 04-22; and

e. Testimony of Harry A. Chappel, P.E. In Support of the Environmental
Protection Agency’s Proposal To Amend 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732 (filed
March 08, 2004); R 04-22.

3. Four copies of each of the above documents are attached hereto.

4. The Petition in PCB 05-183 and excerpts of the Administrative Record were
copied from the files of the undersigned attorney and are true and accurate
copies of the Petition filed with the Pollution Control Board by Petitioner on
April 6, 2005 and the Administrative Record filed with the Pollution Control
Board by the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency on May 27, 2005. All
other documents were obtained from the Pollution Control Board on-line e-
library of documents filed by the 1llinois EPA in favor of proposed
amendments of 35 J1l. Adm. Code 732 and 734 of Pollution Control Board
rule-making cases R 04-22(B) and 23(B).

5. All of these materials are relevant to the Petition to review the Agency’s

denial of all personnel costs in Petitioner’s CAP budget. All of the documents



from other Board dockets show the vast experience the Agency has obtained
from reviewing over 12,800 budgets in 15 years, and that was in 2004. The
materials filed by the Agency in R 04-22(B) and 23(B} in support of lump
sum payments for personnel costs show the Agency’s detailed analysis of
personnel costs required for the creation and implementation of all corrective
action plans.

6. These documents from other Board records are relevant to show that the
Agency has such a vast knowledge of corrective action plan budgets that it
could have made a determination of the reasonableness of the Petitioner’s
proposed personnel costs without requesting additional break-downs of the
hours to be expended by each person identified as having a role in the
preparation and implementation of the Petitioner’s Corrective Action Plan.

WHEREFORE, for the reasons set forth above, Petitioner respectfully moves for

permission from the hearing officer in this matter to incorporate the above

described documents into this proceeding.

WEBB & SONS, INC,, Petitioner, by it
attorng$s, Harpington & Tock

Prepared by:

Jeffrey W. Tock
Harrington & Tock

201 W, Springfield Ave.
PO Box 1550

Champaign, IL. 61824-1550
(217)352.4167



BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

WEBB & SONS, INC., )
)
Petitioner, )
) PCBNo. ©O5~/832
VS. ) (UST Appeal)
)
ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTION AGENCY, )
)
Respondent. )

PETITION FOR REVIEW OF ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY’S DECISION TO DENY
PETITIONER’S BUDGET FOR SITE INVESTIGATION ACTIVITIES

NOW COMES the Petitioner, WEBB & SONS, INC. (hereinafter “Petitioner™),
by and through its attorney’s, Harrington & Tock, and, pursuant to Sections 40 and 57.7
of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act (“Act”) (415 ILCS 5/40, 5/57.7), and 35 IIL.
Admin. Code Part 105, hereby requests review of the decision by the Respondent, Illinois
Environmental Protection Agency (“Agency™), to not approve as submitted the
Petitioner’s budget for Stage 2 site investigation activities. In support of this Petition, the
Petitioner states as follows:
1. Petitioner is the owner of certain property located at 1201 DeWitt Avenue,
Mattoon, Hlinois, hereinafier referred to as “the Site”.
2. Petitioner is the owner of underground storage tanks (“USTs”) formerly located at
the Site.
3. Petitioner has submitted to the Agency its Site Investigation Stage 1 Completion
Report (the “Report”™) dated January 18, 2005.
4. Part 5.0 of that Report contained a description of future investigation needed to

delineate soil and ground water contamination (Site Investigation — stage 2). A



true and accurate copy of part 5.0 of the Report is attached hereto and made a part
hereof as Exhibit “A”.
. In conjunction with the Report, Petitioner also submitted to the Agency a Site
Investigation — Stage 2 Budget. A true and accurate copy of the Site Investigation
— Stage 2 Budget is attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit “B”.
. By letter dated February 8, 2005, the Agency approved the site investigation plan
— stage 2 contained in part 5.0 of the Report, but modified the proposed budget
(Exhibit “B”). The Agency made the following deductions from the budget:

(a) $1,500.00 for a professional survey from Other Costs as not eligible; and,

(b) $17,610.00 from Personnel Costs for lack of supporting documentation.

The Agency requested further justification of personnel costs. (The
Agency’s letter is attached as Exhibit “C”.)

. By letter dated February 15, 2005, Petitioner submitted justification of surveying
costs and a breakdown and justification of personnel costs. (The Petitioner’s
letter is attached as Exhibit “D”.)
. By letter dated February 25, 2005, Petitioner submitted a request that the Agency
reconsider its decision to modify the budget as submitted by Petitioner and
approve the budget as proposed. (The Petitioner’s letter is attached as Exhibit
“E”.)
. By letter dated March 2, 2005, the Agency revised its February 5, 2005
modifications, stating that the Agency had made the following deductions:

(a) $1,500 for a professional survey from Other Costs as not eligible; and,

(b) $7,906 from Personnel Costs as unreasonable.



10. The Agency’s March 2, 2005 letter further stated that “An underground storage tank
owner or operator may appeal this final decision to the Illinois Pollution Control
Board... within 35 days after the date of issuance of the final decision”. The
Agency’s March 2, 2005 letter is attached as Exhibit “F.)

11. The Investigation of the Site requires the installation of borings and wells on adjacent
properties. It is, therefore, necessary to identify property boundaries accurately. In
addition, the legal description for the site will ultimately be required for corrective
action completion. The only accurate and complete way to identify property
boundaries is to utilize a professional surveyor.

12. All investigations, plans and reports under sec. 57.7 of the Act shall be conducted or
prepared under the supervision of a licensed professional engineer. (415 ILCS
5/57.7.) A Site Investigation Completion Report must be signed and sealed by a
professional engineer and must contain the following statement: “To the best of my
knowledge and belief, this report, supporting documents and all attachments are true,

accurate and complete.” The Professional Engineering Practice Act of 1989 states:

The use of a professional engineer's seal on technical submissions constitutes a
representation by the professional engineer that the work has been prepared by
or under the personal supervision of the professional engineer or developed in

conjunction with the use of accepted engineering standards. (225 ILCS 325/14)

This Act further states:

Signing, affixing the professional engineer’s seal or permitting the professional
engineer’s seal to be affixed to any technical submissions not prepared as
required by Section 14 or completely reviewed by the professional engineer or
under the professional engineer’s direct supervision is prohibited and may result
in loss of license and/or civil penalties. (225 ILCS 325/24)

13. The Agency denied all professional engineer hours from the budget. As stated

above, a professional engineer cannot certify a technical submission that has not



been prepared under the professional engineer’s supervision and review. The
professional engineer hours are necessary to comply with the requirements of the
Professional Engineering Practice Act of 1989 and with the requirements of the
Agency.

14. All project manager hours were denied by the Agency. The project manager is a vital
part of any project in the engineering and consulting industry. The use of a project
manager is industry standard. Management personnel are utilized for personnel
scheduling, billing, technical reviews, and general project oversight. The use of
management hours is necessary to ensure a timely, cost-effective, and technically
accurate product.

15. All work approved by the Agency in the Site Investigation Plan cannot feasibly be
completed by the number of hours in the amended budget. Personnel costs of
$12,816 were approved by the Agency on March 5, 2004 for the previous Site
Investigation Plan work which proposed 36 feet of soil borings and 60 feet of
monitoring wells to be installed on-site, This averaged $133.50 per foot. The current
Site Investigation Plan dated January 18, 20035, approved by the Agency in a letter
dated February 8, 2005, proposed 132 feet of soil borings and 45 feet of monitoring
wells to be installed off-site. Off-site wells and borings require authorization of
adjacent property owners and city permits, which entails additional personnel hours.
A total of 81 additional feet of soil borings and monitoring wells have been approved
by the Agency for this stage of site investigation which also entails additional
personnel hours. The Petitioner requested $17, 610 for personnel costs related to this

stage of site investigation. This averages $99.49 per foot — much less than previously



approved. The Agency

L)nly approved $9,704 of personnel costs in its letter dated

March 2, 2005. This coft averages $54.82 per foot, which is not reasonable.

16. Petitioner is seeking revjew of the Agency’s March 2, 2005, determination rejecting

the budget for the abovetreferenced costs. The Agency’s determinations are

arbitrary, capricious, anfl without statutory authority.

WHEREFORE, for the
INC., respectfully requests

relief:

Lbove and foregoing reasons, Petitioner, WEBB & SONS,

that the Illinois Pollution Control Board grant the following

1. Find that the Agency’s March 2, 2005 decision is arbitrary and capricious, and

without statutory authority.

2. Reverse the Agency(ls decision regarding the budget,

3. Remand this matter

fo the Agency with instructions to approve the budget,

4. Award Petitioner regsonable consulting fees and expenses incurred in bringing

this action.

5. Award such further

Dated: April 5, 2005

Jeffrey W. Tock
Harrington & Tock

201 W. Springfield Ave., S
P.0O. Box 1550

ielief as deemed just and equitable in these premises.

WEBB & SONS, INC,,
Petitioner,

By:

Hite 601

Champaign, Illinois 61824-}550

Telephone: (217) 352-4167




EXHIBIT “A”



HDC

ENGINEERING

201 W. Springfield Ave., Suita 300
P.O. Box 140

Champaign, illincis 61824-0140
BUS. (217) 352-6976

FAX (217) 356-0570

January 20, 2005

James Malcom
llinois Environmental Protection Agency

Bureau of Land
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section

P. O. Box 19276
Springfieid, IL 62794-9276

RE: Site Investigation Stage 1 Completion Report & Stage 2 Budget
LPC # 0290255079 - Coles County
Mattoon / Webb & Sons, Inc.
1201 DeWitt Avenue
LUST Incident No.: 931126
LUST Technical File

Dear Mr. Malcom:

The Site Investigation Stage 1 Completion Report and Stage 2 Budget for the referenced
site are enclosed for your review. If you have any questions or need additional
information, you may contact me at {217) 352-6976 or jason.jones@hdc-eng.com.

Respecifully Submitted,
HDC Engineering

Jason Jones
Environmental Professional

cc. Doris Webb
file

Enclosures



llinois Environmental Protection Agency
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program
Site Investigation Stage 1 Completion Report

Site Location

Webb & Sons, Inc.
1201 DeWitt Avenue
Mattoon, lllinois
Coles County
IEMA Incident No. 20021577

931126

Prepared For

Doris Webb
1201 DeWitt Avenue
Mattoon, lllinois 61938

Prepared by

HDC Engineering
201 West Springfield, Suite 300
Champaign, lilinois 61820
Phone: 217.352.6976
Fax: 217.356.0570

HDC Project No. 01323

January 18, 2005

HDC

ENGINEERING

ENGINEERS - SURVEYORS -
PLANNERS - ENVIRONMENTAL
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form has boea spproved by the Forms Management Conter.

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program
LUST Technical Form Cover Page
IEMA Incident #: 20021577/931126 IEPA LPCH# (104igiy: _0290255079

Site Name: _Webb & Sons, Inc.
Site Address @otaro.Box: 1201 DeWitt Avenue
County: _Coles ZIP Code: 61938

City: _Mattoon

Please indicate below the type of plan/report that is being submitted to the Illinois EPA at this
time. This form must be attached to all plans and reports submitted to the Illinois EPA pursuant
to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 731, 732 and/or 415 ILCS 5/57-57.17. Please check all that apply.
20 Day Certification
45 Day Report
Free Product Removal Report
Owner/Operator Summary
Election to Proceed Under Title XVI
Initial  Amended
Submittal Submittal

Site Investigation Plan
v

v

Site Investigation Budget

Site Investigation Completion Report

Site Classification Plan

Site Classification Plan Budget

Site Classification Completion Report

Groundwater Monitoring Plan (Low Priority)
Groundwater Monitoring Plan Budget (Low Priority)
Groundwater Monitoring Results (Low Priority)
Corrective Action Plan

Corrective Action Plan Budget (High Priority)
Comective Action Completion Report

Professional Engineer Certification

Other (specify)

IL 532 2369 - LUST Technical Form Cover Page
LPC 533 Rev. Junc 2002
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3.0 Site Investigation Results..............ccccveumernnans eeeranentmssssserentsarennsenns S eretrevasnuana 3
3.1 Soil Investigation ACHVItI®S .............ccocciniiiiniie e 3
3.2 Groundwater Investigation ACHVItIes.............cccoooviriiminii e 4
3.3 Groundwater Elevation and Flow Direction ..............ccooiiiiiiiiininetenenees 5
3.2 Groundwater FIOW VEIOCILY............ccomiriiiiinccir e e e e 5
3.3 Vapor Investigation ActiVities ... 5
3.4 Community and Potable Well Survey.................cooriiii e 6
3.5 Surface Bodies of Water.................ocoviieiiiiiicriree ittt sae e ene s 6
4.0 Discussion of Subsurface Investigation...........cccuaaernaunenee. teerestienenssrasssnssnsnannnas 6
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Appendices

Appendix A Site Investigation Report Form

Appendix B Site Map

Appendix C  Soil Boring Logs

Appendix D Monitoring Well Construction Diagrams
Appendix E  Laboratory Reports and Chain-of-Custody Forms
Appendix F  Analytical Results Table

Appendix G Hydraulic Conductivity Test Data

HDC Engineering
Project No. 01323



Results of Subsurface Accesses Survey

Sampling Location PID Reading (ppm)
storm sewer inlet (southwest comer of DeWitt and 127 St.) | 1.6

storm sewer inlet (southeast cormer of DeWitt and 12%st) |19

storm sewer inlet (northeast corner of DeWitt and 127 st) 1.3

storm sewer inlet (northwest corner of DeWitt and 12st) [16

The PID readings do not appear to indicate elevated vapors due to the Site.
Additionally, to our knowledge, no petroleum vapors or odors have been reported in any
nearby buildings or utility conduits since the original report of the release.

3.4 Community and Potable Well Survey

The lllinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA), Bureau of Water, Division of Public
Water Supply, liinois State Geological Survey (ISGS) and lllinois State Water Survey
(ISWS) were previously contacted to identify all community water supply wells within
2,500 feet and potable water supply wells within 200 feet of the former tank. This
information was provided in the 45 Day Report, dated March 13, 2003, and received by
IEPA on February 3, 2003. Refer to the 45 Day Report for the water well survey data.

The Viliage of Mattoon Public Works Engineering Department was contacted to
determine if a local ordinance or policy exists that reguiates the use of potable water
supply wells. David Wortman indicated that no local ordinance or policy exists that
regulates the use of potable water supply wells in Mattoon.

3.5 Surface Bodies of Water

A site survey was conducted to identify any surface bodies of water within 100 feet of the
UST system. No such bodies of water were observed within the 100-foot radius.

4.0 Discussion of Subsurface Investigation
The laboratory results of the soil and groundwater samples indicate the presence of
petroleum contamination at concentrations above the applicable Tier 1 Cleanup
Objectives at B1, B2, MW1, and MW3 see tables in Appendix F for specific data. These
results provide evidence that there is migration of petroleum contamination through
natural and man-made pathways at the site.

Petroleum vapors or odors have not been reported in nearby dwellings or utility conduits
since the original report of the release. The storm sewer survey indicated no locations
with significant detectable organic vapors. Based on this information, it appears unlikely
that an immediate threat to human health or safety, or a risk of explosions, exists at the

Site.

5.0 Future Investigation
Based on analytical results to date, soil and groundwater contamination has not been
fully delineated. Current data suggest extensive soil contamination on-site. It should be

HDC Engineering
Project No. 01323




noted that the distance between and lack of data points on-site creates a large margin of
error when predicting contamination migration. Future investigation activities will focus
on minimizing this margin of error by increasing the number of data points, thereby
reducing the cost of remedial activities. Additional monitoring wells are required to
delineate BTEX contamination to the north and northeast of the site. Additional soil
borings are required to delineate on-site contamination. MTBE contamination has been
fully delineated. Therefore, analysis of this constituent need not be addressed in this
stage of the investigation. Future investigation at the site will include the following:

e Three monitoring wells will be installed to the north and northeast of the site to
delineate the contamination present in MW3.
- MWS5 will be installed off-site on the northwest comer of DeWitt Ave. and 12™

St.
- MWS will be installed off-site on the northeast cormner of DeWitt Ave. and 12"

St.
- MW7 will be installed off-site on the southeast comer of DeWitt Ave. and 12"

St.

¢ Groundwater samples will be collected from monitoring wells MW1 — MW7 and sent
to an accredited laboratory for BTEX analysis. A total of 7 groundwater samples will
be coilected. One groundwater field blank will be collected and analyzed for BTEX.

¢ Eight soil borings will be advanced to a depth of 12 feet on-site and three soil borings
will be advanced to a depth of 12 feet off-site and sent to an accredited laboratory for
BTEX analysis. A total of 11 soil borings will be advanced to delineate contamination
of the site.

- B4 will be advanced approximately 40 feet west of PTS4.
- B5 will be advanced approximately 7 feet south of the north sidewalk and 118

feet west of the east sidewaik.
- B6 will be advanced approximately 20 feet east of B5 and 15 feet south of

MW2.
- B7 will be advanced south of tank bed #5, approximately 40 feet east of the

west property boundary.
- B8 will be advanced 25 feet north of MW4.
- B9 will be advanced approximately 15 feet west of MW4 and approximately

45 feet south of PTSA.
- B10 will be advanced approximately 20 feet east of MW1.
- B11 will be advanced approximately 20 feet south of MWA1.
- B12 will be advanced approximately 15 feet west of MW1.
- B13 will be advanced approximately 20 feet north of MW1.
- B14 will be advanced approximately 45 feet north of PTS2 on the north side

of DeWitt Ave.

= [n addition to the samples collected from soil borings B4 — B13, soil samples will also
be collected from MW5, MW6, and MW7. The zone exhibiting the highest PID
reading from each boring will be selected for laboratory analysis. A second sample,
deeper than the first, also will be selected for laboratory analysis in order fo define
the vertical extent of contamination. In the absence of definitve PID readings,
samples will be collected based on similar depths of known contamination. Soil
sample collection will follow SW-846 Method 5035 for BTEX.

HDC Engineering
Project No. 01323



¢ Permission to access adjacent properties to the north, northeast, and southwest for
investigation will be requested from the property owners. If access is granted
groundwater and soil investigation will be performed on these properties.

Soil borings, well installation, and sample collection will follow procedures described in
Section 3.0 of this report. Wells are expected to be 15 feet deep and soil borings are
expected to be 12 feet deep. However, depths may be increased based on field
screening results. Boring locations as shown in Appendix B are approximate. Actual
locations may vary based on physical barriers such as utility lines, utility poles, trees,
and ground cover (e.g., concrete drives).

A budget for the next phase of delineation is being submitted with this plan.

If the data gathered from this proposed phase of investigation is sufficient to delineate
soil and groundwater contamination, a corrective action plan and budget will be
developed. If groundwater contamination is not fully delineated, an additional
investigation plan and budget will be submitted for approval.

HDC Engineering .
Project No. 01323



EXHIBIT “B”



illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program
Site Investigation — Stage 2 Budget

Site Location

Webb & Sons, Inc.
1201 DeWitt Avenue
Mattoon, lllinois
Coles County
IEMA Incident No. 20021577

931126

Prepared For

Doris Webb
1201 DeWitt Avenue
Mattoon, lllincis 61938

Prepared by

HDC Engineering
201 West Springfieid, Suite 300
Champaign, Hlinois 61820
Phone: 217.352.6976
Fax: 217.356.0570

HDC Project No. 01323

January 18, 2005

HDC

ENGINEERING

ENGINEERS - SURVEYORS -
PLANNERS - ENVIRONMENTAL
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Site information Form

Proposed Budget Summary and Budget Total Form
Investigation Costs Form

Analysis Costs Form

Personnel Form

Equipment Costs Form

Field Purchases and Other Costs Form

Handling Charges Form
Owner/Operator and Professional Engineer Budget Certification Form

Eligibility and Deductibility Determination



BUDGET AND BILLING FORM FOR
LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE

TANK SITES
SITE INFORMATION
Site Name: Webb & Sons, Inc.
Site Address:_1201 DeWitt Avenue City:_Mattoon
Zip: 61938
County:_Coles IEPA Generator No.: 0290255079
IEMA Incident No.: 931126 and 20021577 IEMA Notification Date: May 7. 1993
Date this Form was Prepared: January 2005
This form is being submitted as a:

X __ Budget Proposal

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

Amendment Number:

Billing Package for costs incurred pursuant to 35 Iilinois Administrative
Code (IAC), Part 732 (*new program”).

This form is being submitted for the Site Activities indicated below (check one):

Early Action Site Classification

Low Priority Corrective Action High Priority Corrective Action

X Other (indicate activities) Site Investigation — Stage 2

DO NOT SUBMIT “NEW PROGRAM” COSTS AND “OLD PROGRAM”
COSTS AT THE SAME TIME, ON THE SAME FORMS.

A-1

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

PROPOSED BUDGET SUMMARY AND BUDGET TOTAL

1.  Investigation Costs: $_7,916.10

2. Analysis Costs: $2,143.92

3. Persomnel Costs: $17.610.00

4.  Equipment Costs: $_740.00

5.  Field Purchases and Other Costs: $.2.650.00

6.  Handling Charges: $ 147.08

TOTAL PROPOSED BUDGET = §_31.207.10

B-1

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



E. INVESTIGATION COSTS

Method I

Method Il

IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

Method I11 Not Applicable___X

Drilling Costs - This includes the costs for drilling labor, drill rig usage, and other drilling equipment.
Borings which are to be completed as monitoring wells should be listed here. Costs associated with
disposal of cuttings should not be included here. An indication must be made as to why each boring is
being conducted (i.e., classification, monitoring wells, migration pathways).

45 feet to be bored for___monitoring wells

_ 3 boringsto_ 15 feet=
__11 boringsto 12 feet=_ 144 feetto be bored for sgi] borings
____ boringsto foet= feet to be bored for.
____ boringsto feet = feet to be bored for,
___ boringsto feet = feet to be bored for
Total Feet to be Bored:___165
Borings: 189 feetx$_ 14.00 per foot=$___ 2.646.00 (or)
Hours: x$ per hour = §
_____ borings through ft of bedrock = Ft bedrock to be bored
_____borings through ft of bedrock = Ft bedrock to be bored
Total Feet bedrock to be Bored:
Borings: Ft bedrock x $ per ft bedrock = §, (or)
Hours x § per Hour=$
3 # of Mobilizations @ $____250.00 per mobilization = $_750.00
Number
Other Costs of Units | Unit Cost Total Cost
decon equipment — per day 3 $190.00 $570.00
decon/drumming labor — per hour 5 $33.00 $190.00
per diem, 3 man crew — per man-day 3 $100.00 $300.00
concrete cores — each, for wells 1 $50.00 $50.00
well installation — rig time 3 $75.00 $225.00
well installation — labor, 2-man crew — per hour 3 $76.00 $228.00

E-1

This form must be submitted in duplicate,



IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

Professional Services (e.g., P.E., geologist) - These costs must be listed in Section I, the Personnel
section of the forms.

Monitoring Well Installation Materials - Costs listed here must be costs associated with well casing,
well screens, filter pack, annular seal, surface seal, well covers, etc. List the items below in a time and

materials format.

Number

Material of Units ] Unit Cost Total Cost

10* x 2” PVC screen 3 35.00 105.00
5" x 2" PVCriser 3 15.60 46.80
27 PVC bottom plug 3 8.00 24.00
locking cap 3 17.60 52.80
8" aluminum manway 3 82.00 246.00
filter sand 21 8.00 168.00
bentonite grout 6 12.00 72.00
concrets 5 8.50 ‘ 42.50

Disposal Costs - This includes the costs for disposing of boring cuttings and any water generated while
performing borings or installing wells.

Disposal of Cuttings: 6 drumsx$__ 22000 perdrum~=$__ 1,320.00 -
Disposal of Water:__4 drumsx$____ 220.00 pergallon=%__ §80.00

Transportation Costs:§_____
Describe how the water/soil will be disposed:__removed by licensed waste handler to be recycled,

Incin orl lled

Total Investigation Costs: $ 7.916.10

E-2

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

F. ANALYSIS COSTS
1.  Physical Soil Analysis - This must only include analysis costs for classification of soil types at the site.

______ Maoisture Content samples x § per sample = §
______Soil Classification samples x $ per sample = §
Indicate method to be performed:
_____Soil Particle Size samples x § per sample = §
__ Ex-gitu Hydraulic Conductivity/Permeability samples
x$ per sample = §
Indicate the method to be performed:

Rock Hydraulic Conductivity/Permeability samples
xS .___persample=$

Natural Organic Carbon Fraction (foc) samples

x$ per sample = §

Indicate the ASTM or SW-846 method to be performed:

samples x § per sample = §
samplesx § per sample = $
samples x § per sample = §
samples x $ per sample = $,
samples x $ per sample=$

2.  Soil Analysis Costs - This must be for laboratory analysis only.

28 BTEX samples x $48.75 per sample = $_1,365.00

PNA samplesx § per sample = §

LUST Pollutants samples x $ per sample = §

F-1

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

. pHSamplesx$ per sample = §

__._ Paint Filter samples x § per sample = §
_.__ TCLPLead samplesx $ per sample = §
. FlashPointsamplesx$_ _  persample=$

Lab and/or Field Bank samples x $ per sample = §

28 Dry Weight samples x $12.50 per sample = $ 350.00

28 Handling & Disposal __ samplesx $3.00 per sample = $ 84,00
samples x § per sampie =$
samplesx § per sample=§
samples x § per sample = §

3.  Groundwater Analysis Costs - This must be for laboratory analysis only.

—7 BTEXsamplesx$40.31 _ persample=$282,17
PNA samples x § per sample = § -
LUST Pollutants samples x $ per sample = §

pH Samples x § per sample = §

__1 _Laband/or Field Bank samples x § 38.75 per sample = $ 38.75

____ Flash Point samples x § per sample = §

__8 _ Handling & Disposal samples x $3.00 per sample = $ 24 .00
samples x § per sample = $
samples x $ per sample = §
samples x § per sample = §
samples x § per sample = $
samples x § per sample =§

TOTAL ANALYSIS COSTS =$__ 2,143.92

F-2

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

G. PERSONNEL

All personnel costs that are not included elsewhere in the budget/billing form must be listed here. Costs must
be listed per task, not personnel type. The following are some examples of tasks: Drafting, data collection,
plan, report, or budget preparation for (i.e., site classification work plan, 45 day report, or high
priority corrective action budget), sampling, field oversite for (i.e., drilling/well installation,
corrective action, or early action), of maintensnce of . The above list is not inclusive of all

possible tasks.

Project Manager : 16 hours x $.99.00 per hour = $_1,584.00
(Titlke)

Task to be performed for the above hours: project supervision, administration. and review

_Professional Engineeer : 28 hours x $_90.00 per hour = $_2,520.00
(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours: PE preparation and certification of reports, project gversight

Environmental Professional IV 1 28 hours x $.77.00 per hour = § 2,156.00
{Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours: work plan development, report preparation
_Environmenta] Professional 111 : 70 hours x $.75.00 per hour = $.5,250.00

(Title)
Task to be performed for the above hours: logging, soil and water sampling, survey, report writing
Environmental Professional IT : 90 hours x $ 65.00 per hour = §.5.850.00
(Title)
Task to be performed for the above hours:_ well develo water sampli ey
Draftsperson : 5 hours x $ 50.00 per hour = $.250.00
(Title)
Task to be performed for the above hours:_technical drawings for report
hours x § perhour=§
(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours:

hoursx § per hour=§

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours:

hoursx $ per hour=§

(Title)
G-1

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

Task to be performed for the above hours:
hours x § perhour=§

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours:

hours x § perhour=3$

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours;

hoursx § perhour=$

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours;

hours x § per hour=§

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours:

hoursx § perhour=3§

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours:

hours x § per hour = §

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours:

hoursx § perhour=§

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours:

hoursx $ per hour = §

(Title)

Task to be performed for the above hours:

TOTAL PERSONNEL COSTS: $17,610.00

G-2

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



H. EQUIPMENT COSTS

All equipment used must be listed below in a time and materials format. Handling charges should not be
added here; use Section J.

IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

This form must be submitted in duplicate.

Own or Total

Equipment Rent? Time Used | Unit Rate Cost/Ttem
Photoionization detector own 3 days $100.00 $300.00
Water level meter own 2 day $30.00 $60.00
Submersible Pump own 2 days $40.00 $80.00
Generator own 1day $100.00 $£100.00
Survey Equipment own 1 day $50.00 $50.00
Environmental Support Vehicle own 3 days $50.00 $150.00

Subtotal Page H-1: $740.00

H-1



IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

Own or Total
Equipment Rent? | Time Used Unit Rate Cost/Item

Subtotal Page H-2: $0.00
Total (Pages H-1 and H-2): $740.00

H-2

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

I. FIELD PURCHASES AND OTHER COSTS

All field purchases must be listed below in a time and materials format. Handling charges must not be added
here; use Section J, Handling Charges to calculate the handling charges.

Do Handling
Field Purchases Quantity | Price/Item | Total Cost Charges
Apply?

Subtotal Page I-1: $0.00

I-1

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



TEMA No. 931126, 20021577

Other Costs - A listing and description of all other costs which will be/were incurred and are not specifically
listed on this form should be attached. The listing should include a cost breakdown in a time and materials

format.
Do Handling

Other Costs Quantity | Price/Item | Total Cost Charges

Apply?
Mileage — per mile 500 $0.38 $190.00 no
Disposable bailers - each 7 $10.00 $70.00 no
Drums 10 $60.00 $600.00 no
Prints 12 $1.00 $12.00 no
Baggies — per box 2 | $3.00 $6.00 no
Ice — per bag 3 $2.00 $6.00 no
Latex gloves — per box 2 $10.00 $20.00 no
Terracore samplers — each 28 $2.00 $56.00 no
Shipping (to client / TEPA) 4 $10.00 $40.00 yes
City Boulevard Cut Permit 3 $50.00 $150.00 yes
Survey 1 $1,500.00 | $1,500.00 no

TOTAL OTHER COSTS = § 2,650.00

I-2

Subtotal Page I-2: $2,650.00

Total Pages I-1 and I-2: $2,650.00

This form must be submitted in duplicate.




HANDLING CHARGES

IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

Handling charges are eligible for payment on subcontractor billings and/or field purchases only if they are
equal to or less than the amounts determined by the following table:

Subcontractor or Field Eligible Handling Charges as a
Purchase Cost Percentage of Cost
$1-8$5,000 12%
$5,001 - $15,000 $600 + 10% of amt. Over $5,000
$15,001 - $50,000 $1,600 + 8% of amt. Over $15,000
$50,001 - $100,000 $4.400 + 5% of amt. Over $50,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000 $6,900 + 2% of amt. Over $100,000
A. Subcontractor Charges
Section in these
Forms where
Subcontractor Cost is Listed Subcontract Amount
Western Environmental Services investigation $2,820.10
RS Used Oil investigation $2,200
Great Lakes Analytical analysis $2,143.92

J-1

Subtotal Page J-1: $7,164.02

This form must be submitted in duplicate.




IEMA No. 931126, 20021577

B. Field Purchase

Field Purchase Field Purchase Amount

City of Mattoon $150.00

UPS $40.00

Subtotal Page J-2: $190.00

Total Pages J-1 and J-2: $7,354.02

Handling Charge*: $147.08

*Use chart at top of Page M-1 to calculate the allowable handling charge.
Copies of invoices for subcontractor costs and receipts for field purchases are required for billing submissions.

J-2

This form must be submitted in duplicate.



Illinois Environmental Protection Agency

Owner/Operator and Professional Engineer Budget Certification Form for
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks Sites

In accordance with 415 [L.CS 5/57, if an owner or operator intends to seek payment from the UST Fund, an
owner or operator must submit to the Agency, for the Agency’s approval or modification, a budget which
includes an accounting of all costs associated with the implementation of the investigative, monitoring

and/or corrective action plans.

I hereby certify that I intend to seek payment from the UST Fund for performing Site Investigation

activities at _Webb & Sons, Inc. LUST site. I further
certify that the costs set forth in this budget are necessary activities and are reasonable and accurate to the
best of my knowledge and belief. I also certify that the costs included in this budget are not for corrective
action in excess of the minimum requirements of 415 ILCS 5/57 and no costs are included in this budget
which are not described in the corrective action plan. I further certify that costs ineligible for payment from
the Fund pursuant to 35 Illinois Administrative Code Section 732.606 are not included in the budget
proposal or amendment. Such ineligible costs include but are not limited to:

Costs associated with ineligible tanks.

Costs associated with site restoration (e.g., pump islands, canopies).

Costs associated with utility replacement {e.g., sewers, electrical, telephone, etc.).
Costs incurred prior to IEMA notification.

Costs associated with planned tank pulls.

Legal defense costs.

Costs incurred prior to July 28, 1989.
Costs associated with installation of new USTs or the repair of existing USTs.

Owner/ tor; is Webb Title: Own
erOperaf}@;@ e % y/ itle er —
Signature:__ . Ve _1/ anl Date:_ /= /¥-05

Subscribed and swom to before me the \ b‘{day of -. R : ,20__ 85
z Bucdget Amendments must be notarized when the dertificatipn isdigned. )

Seal:

The Agen¥r is authorized to require this information under 415 ILCS 58. Digs
required. Failure to do so may result in the delay or denial of any budgdt or g}
This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

IL 532 2273
LPC 499 Rev. Mar-94
BB:jK\BUDCERT. WPD



Gaieral Olies
27-108-0000
I7-TRE-1000
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OWice of the illinols

State Fire Marshal

CERTIFIED MAIL - RECEIPT REQUESTED #7002 1000 0004 8741 6800

CORRECTED

July 12, 2002

Webb & Sons, Inc,

1201 Dewitt Averns

Mattoom, IL 61938

" InRe: Pacility No. 4-028243

IEMA Incident No. 93-1126 A
Webb & Sons, Inc. 4
1201 Dewitt Avenre
Mattoon, Coles Co., TL

Dear Applicant: ’

The Reimburserent Eligibility and Deductible Application received on June 12, 2002 for the shove
refyrenced ocourrence has been reviewed. mﬁnomdsmh;ﬁmhawbmmedm

thia review.
It hag been detarmined that you are eligible to seck payment of costs in excess of $15,000. The costs
maust be in response to the ocouryence refevrenced above and sasociated with the following tanks:
Bligible Tanks
Tank 1 10,000-gallon Diesel
Tank 2 §,000-gallon Kerogene
Tuk32,ooo-unml!uun30ﬂ
Tunk 4 2,000-gallon Diesel
Tank 5 4,000-gallon Diesel
Tank 6 1,000-gallon Diesel
Ymmmahmhmmmmrmwwmam ofAmbnbug
forms for submitting your request for payment,
An owner of operator is eligible 1o access the Underground Storsge Tank Fund if the eligibility
requirements are satisfled:
1. Nediber the owner nor the opemtor is the United States Govenment,
2. The tank does not contain fuel that is cxempt froma the Motor Pucl Tax Law,
3, Tho costs were incnrred as & result of a confirmed release of any of the fallowing subemances:

“Fuel”, as defined in Section 1,19 of the Motor Puel Tax Law

Aviadon fuel

1696 Seveneon Drive = Springfleld, Snols 2703-4250

o3



6.

7.

Heating oil
Kerosens
Used odl, which bes been refined from crude ail used in a motor vekicle, as defined in Section
1.3 of the Motor Fuel Tax Law.,
The awner or operator registered the tank and paid all fees in accordence with the statutory and
regulatory requirements of the Gasoline Storsge Act.

The owner or operstoc notified the Illincis Rmergoncy Managoment Ageucy of a coafirmed release, the
oosts were incurred aftes the notification and the costs were s result of a releass of s sibstance listed in
this Section. Costs of carrective action or indemmification incurred before providing that notification
shall not be eligible for peymens.
mmmmmmmnmmammammm other
written agreement, ar coaxt order.

The costs were sssociared with “corvective action™,

information that would chapge the determination beocome

This constinstes the final decision a8 if relatos to your eligibility and deductibility. We reserve the right to
shonld additional

change the dednctible determination
available. An underground storage tank owner of operator may appeal

the decision to the Ninois PoDution

Contro] Board (Bowrd), pursuat to Seotion 57.9 (c) (2). An owner or opexxtor who secks to sppeal the decision

ahall file & petition for & bearing

mhhoudwmﬁdayloﬂbdwnfmmugofﬂnﬂmlddnm(” :

Diinois Administrative Code 105.102(s) (2)).
For information regarding the filing of an sppeal, ploase contact:

Dorothy Gunn, Clerk

IMicis Pollution Control Board

Stage of linois Center

100 West Randolph, Suite 11-500
icago, Hlinois 60601

(312) 314-3620

If you have any mwmwummummmwmu
217 785-10200!017) 785-5878 and ask for Deanne Lock. '

Sincerely,

Melvin H. Smith '

Divisian Director

Divition of Petroleum and Chemical Safety

MRS/l

[=+4

IEPA
Facility Pile
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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

1021 NorRTH GRAND AVENUE EasT, P.O. Box 19276, SPRINGFIELD, ILUNOIS 62794-9276, 217-782-3397
James R. THOMPSON CENTER, 100 WEST RanpoLPH, SUITE 11-300, CHicaco, IL 60601, 312-814-6026

- ROD R. BLAGOIEVICH, GOVERNOR, Renee CiPRIANO, DIRECTOR

217/782-6762 CERTIFIED MAIL
7002 3150 0OOD 1253 3913
FER 08 2008
Mrs. Doris Webb .
8687 E. 150 N.
Lema, lllinois 62440 RECEIVED
FEB -9 2005

Re: LPC# 0290255079 - Coles County .
Mattoon/ Webb & Sons, Inc. HOC ENGINEERING
1201 DeWitt Avenue ‘
LUST Incident No. 20021577 & 931126
LUST Technical File

Dear Mrs. Webb:

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) has reviewed the Site Investigation
Plan (plan) submitted for the above-referenced incident. This plan, dated January 18, 2005, was
received by the Illinois EPA on January 24, 2005. Citations in this letter are from the
Environmental Protection Act (Act), as amended by Public Act 92-0554 on June 24, 2002, and
35 Hlinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. Adm. Code). _

The llinois EPA has determined that the activities proposed in this plan are appropriate to
demonstrate compliance with Title XVI of the Act (Sections 57.7(a)(1) and 57.7(c) of the Act
and 35 1. Adm. Code 732.503(b)). Therefore, the plan is approved.

In addition, the budget is modified pursuant to Sections 57.7(a)(2) and 57.7(c) of the Act and 35
11, Adm. Code 732.503(b). Based on the modiiicaiions listed in Section 2 of Attachment A, the
amounts listed in Section 1 of Attachment A have been approved. Please note that the costs must
be incurred in accordance with the approved plan. Be aware that the amount of reimbursement
may be limited by Sections 57.8(d), 57.8(e) and 57.8(g) of the Act, as well as 35 Ill. Adm. Code

732.606(s) and 732.611.

NOTE: Amended plans and/or bﬁdgcts must be submitted and approved prior to the issuance of
a No Further Remediation (NFR) Letter. Costs associated with a plan or budget that have not
been approved prior to the issuance of an NFR Letter will not be reimbursable.

Ro v nevskiy — 3 W3 North Main Street, Roc kiord, IL 61103 - (3150 987-77000 = (i Pramas - 9511 W. Harrison Su, Des Plaines, IL 60016 - 847) 294-4000

Eicin - 595 South State, Elgun, IL 6G123 - 1847 o0K-£1 11 »  Prosas - 5415 N, University St., Peoria, IL 6
) . N . LIL 61614 - -
Burear o Lasan- Prowa - 7620 N Universinv St Peona, 1L w1613 - 10% 693-3382 ¢ CramPails — 2125 South First Street 6Cham‘:ao'|::16?l.36514833]- (217) 278-5800
Sewinufinnd - 4300 5. Sinth street Rd., Springhekd, IL 62706 - 217 THO-6H92 o Cotunsvitie - 2009 Mall Street, Collinsville, IL 622’34 — (618} 346-5120

Makits = 2309 W Main St Suite 116, Marion, IL 62959 - (618} 993-7200

PRIS LD O RECYOLED PAPER



Page 2

Pursuant to Sections 57.7(a)(5) and 57.12(c) and (d) of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code 732.100
and 732.105, the Illinois EPA requires submittal of a Site Investigation Completion Report
within 30 days after completing the site investigation to:

1llinois Environmental Protection Agency
Bureau of Land - #24

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section
1021 North Grand Avenue East

Post Office Box 19276
-Springfield,-IL 62794-9276

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

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact James R. Malcom, III at
. 217/524-9140, '

Sincerely,

Harry A. Chappel, P.E.

Unit Manager

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

HAC: jrm

cc: HDC
Division File



Re:

Attachment A

LPC# 0290255079 - Coles County
Mattoon/ Webb & Sons, Inc.

1201 DeWitt Avenue _

LUST Incident No. 20021577 & 931126
LUST Technical File

Citations in this attachment are from the Environmental Protection Act (Act), as amended by
Public Act 92-0554 on June 24, 2002, and 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. Adm. Code).

SECTION 1

As a result of the Illinois EPA's modification(s) in Section 2 of this Attachment A, the following
amounts have been approved:

$7.916.10 Investigation Costs
$2,143.92 Analysis Costs
$0.00 Personnel Costs
$740.00 Equipment Costs
$1,150.00 Field Purchases and Other Costs

$147.08 Handling Charges

SECTION 2

1.

~

$1.500.00 for surveying. These costs are for activities in excess of those required to meet
the minimum requirements of Title XV1 of the Act (Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35

I1l. Adm. Code 732.505(c) and 732.606(0)).

The excessive costs submitted for surveying indicates that a professional surveyor is
being utilized which is not required by the Agency. .

$17,610.00 for costs that lack supporting documentation (35 Ill. Adm. Code
732.606{gg)). A site investigation plan budget must include, but not be limited to, an
accounting of all costs associated with the development, implementation, and completion
of the site investigation plan (Section 57.7(a)(2) of the Act). Since there is no supporting
documentation of costs, the Illinois EPA cannot determine if the minimum requirements
necessary to comply with Title XVI have been exceeded (Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act

and 35 . Adm. Code 732.505(c) and 732.606(0)).

The Agency is requesting that the proposed personnel costs be further broken down to
provide sufficient justification for the proposed personnel cost. The Agency is requesting
information regarding the task performed by each person and the amount of time for each
task performed. The Agency is requesting justification for the estimated amount of time

o complete each task.



For example, the professional engineer is requesting 28 hours for P.E. preparation and
certification of reports and project oversight. The Agency is requesting justification as to
why it takes 28 hours to perform these tasks? If 28 hours is simply a budgeted guess,
why was 28 hours proposed?

TOTAL AMOUNT APPROVED FOR SITE INVESTIQATION AND CORRECTIVE
ACTION ACTIVITES TO DATE:

$13,390.90 Investigation Costs
$5,029.67 Analysis Costs

$12,816.00 Personnel Costs
$1,574.00 Equipment Costs
$1,685.64 Field Purchases and Qther Costs

$306.53 Handling Charges

jrm
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HDC

ENGINEERING

201 W. Springfield Ave., Suita 300

February 15, 2005 Champeign, linois 61224.0149

BUS. (217) 352-6876
FAX (217) 356-0570

James Malcom

llinois Environmental Protection Agency

Bureau of Land

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section

P. O. Box 19276

Springfield, 1L 62794-9276

RE: Site Investigation Plan
Justification of Personnel Costs
LPC # 0290255079 - Coles County
Mattoon / Webb & Sons, Inc.
1201 DeWitt Avenue
- LUST Incident No.: 931128
LUST Technical File

Dear Mr. Malcom:

In response to your letter dated February 8, 2005, HDC Engineering (HDC) has prepared a
breakdown and justification of the personnel hours that were denied from the Site Investigation
Budget dated January 18, 2005. Please refer to Attachment A for justification of surveying costs
and Attachment B for a complete breakdown and justification of personnel hours.

HDC would like to point out that the IEPA increases personnel costs every time it requires HDC
to submit additional information. The |IEPA required HDC to justify every line item of the last
Site Investigation budget as well. Furthermore, the IEPA originally denied approval of the first
Site Investigation Plan, submitted in September 2003, stating that the number of borings was
unreasonable. However, four of the borings included in the approved Stage 2 plan are in similar
locations on the Site as proposed in the denied plan, showing that the original plan was
reasonable in the first place. Costs for the project wouid have been reduced had the original
plan been approved in September 2003.

HDC has a highly qualified staff of environmental professionals, with many years of experience
with underground storage tanks. This recurring requirement by the IEPA for micro-justification
of personnel costs is redundant and time consuming, and is viewed as an affront to HDC's
professionalism and experience. It also has the unfortunate result of increasing the overall
costs and duration of the project. As your office has told HDC, one of the charters of the IEPA
is to ensure the LUST fund is well spent. However, you consistently require HDC to duplicate
effort in justifying cost when, in fact, the cost and work are already justified and reasonabie.



Jamas Malcolm
Februarty 15, 2005
Page 2 of 2

If you have any questions | can be reached at 217.352.6976 or kevins@hdc-eng.com.

Respectfuilly Submitted,
HDC Engineering

Kevin Saylor, PE
Environmental Division Manager

cc: Doris Webb
file

Enclosures
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ENGINEERING

February 25, 2005

201 W. Springfieid Ave., Suite 300
PO. Bax 140

Champaign, INnois 81824-0140
BUS. (217) 352-69786

FAX (217) 356-0570

James Malcom

Winois Environmental Protection Agency
Bureau of Land

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section
P. O. Box 19278

Springfield, IL 62794-9276

RE: Site Investigation Plan
Justification of Personnel Costs
LPC # 0290255079 - Coles County
Mattoon / Webb & Sons, Inc.
1201 DeWitt Avenue
LUST incident No.: 931126
LUST Technical File

Dear Mr. Malcom:

HDC Engineering (HDC) has been in contact with Sue Rennels of Representative Chapin
Rose’'s office. As you are aware, Ms. Rennels has been in contact with the IEPA on behalf of
Doris Webb, who is a constituent of Mr. Rose. In response to the recent Site Investigation (Sl)
budget, Ms. Rennels informed HDC that your office does-not intend to approve the personnet
requested as part of this budget, even considering the justification letter prepared by HDC and
dated February 15, 2005. Ms. Rennels stated that your position is that Si personnel costs are
limited to a range around $12,000.

HDC agrees that this amount of personnel costs, depending on the site-specific scope of work,
may be adequate for the first stage of SI. However, many sites, such as Webb's, require
additional stages of SI. Each stage of investigation will require additional personnel costs. The
personne| costs for additional stages may be greater than the first stage of investigation, as the
work generally tends to incorporate adjacent properties, necessitating property boundary
identification and right-of-entry agreements. Additionally, subsequent costs and associated work
are not known until the each preceding stage is completed.

HDC would also like to point out that we have two other projects in the second stage of SI which
are under the review of other IEPA units. Personnel costs for both of these projects were

approved for each stage of S| as follows:

Stage 1 Stage 2 Total
$14,972 $16,710 $31,682
$13,974 $12,333 $26,307



James Maicolm
February 25, 2005
Page 2 of 2

It wou!d appear that your unit's interpretation of Sl is inconsistent with at least two other units in
your section. ‘

HDC maintains that additional stages of Sl logicaily require additional personnel costs. The
personnel costs approved for the first stage of S| were to perform and report on the field work
for that stage, including three soil borings and four monitoring wells. The second stage will
include personnel costs to perform and report on an additional eleven soil borings and three
monitoring wells, several of which are off site. The technical portion of the work plan was
approved, as well as all investigation, analytical, equipment, and most cther costs. it is not
reasonable that all of the work and non-personnel costs were approved, but the personnel costs
to actually perform the work was not.

Your review letter dated February 8, 2005, does not refer to itself as a final decision or state that
the decision can be appealed. HDC requests that you reconsider your decision and approve
the proposed costs. In lieu of approval, HDC requests that you issue a final decision leiter with
the appeal attachment that is standard for budgets that have been approved with modifications.

if you have any questions | can be reached at 217.352.6976 or kevins@hdc-eng.com.

Respectfully Submitted,
HDC Engineering

oy
Kevin Saylor, PE
Environmental Division Manager

cc: Doris Webb
Sue Renneis.



Attachment A

$1,500 were deducted from the budget for surveying costs with the reasoning that a
professional survey is not required by the Agency. The requirements of Title XV1 do not
specifically require a professional survey as part of a LUST incident. However, it has been
HDC's experience that professional survey's are ultimately necessary to delineate and obtain
No Further Remediation status for LUST projects.

During the course of delineation, it is necessary to identify the site's property boundaries. The
location of these boundaries is used to identify the extents of the property and to place off site

boring locations.

The letter to request off site access to perform delineation and/or remediation on adjacent
properties is essentially a contract between the LUST owner/operator and the adjacent property
owner. Therefore, a professional boundary survey is crucial in identrfylng the site’s and
adjacent parcel's property limits to insure that the necessary access is obtained and that the
necessary involved parties are protected by the off site access letter.

The accurate location of property boundaries is necessary for the use of hlghway authority
agreements. These agreements require scaled maps |dent|fy|ng the impacted area and the
extents of the agreement.

Environmental land use controls require the legal description of the property subject to the
control. The professional boundary survey is used for this purpose.

The Property Owner Summary required for corrective action completion also requires a legal
description. Again, the professional survey is used for this purpose.

In general, the reporting requirements of the LUST program require the accurate presentation of
the site and adjoining properties, including utilities, roadways, and property boundaries. To fulffill
these requirements, a professional survey is conducted. Sources such as county plat and aerial
composite maps are not always of sufficient detail to accommodate the requirements to close a
LUST incident. In some instances, a foot can mean the difference between a highway authority
agreement and an ernvironmental land use control. Additional land use controls requires a
significant amount of additional consulting time and additional liability for the owner.

Required technical reports, such as the Site Investigation Completion Report and the Corrective
Action. Completion Report, require certification by a licensed Professional Engineer or
Professional Geologist. The certification includes the following statement:

To the best of my knowledge and belief, this report, supporting documents and all
attachments are true, accurate and complete.

The only accurate and complete way to identify property boundaries is to utilize a professional
surveyor.

Because of these reasons, HDC requests that the Agency approve the $1,500 for professional
surveyor's costs. These costs have been approved on numerous other LUST budgets and

billing packages.



Attachment B

Environmental Professional il (30 hours)

Work Description Number of Hours

Work plan preparations {Stage 2 Site 22

investigation Work Plan and Budget)

Sample and log soil borings 20 (one EPH for two 10 hour days)
Pre-drill / Post-drill 4

(JULIE locate, package and ship samples, etc.)

Off-site access 12
(Obtain property and adjacent property tax cards,
contacting and coordinating off-site access,

including both IDOT and city right of ways)

Well development and survey 18 (two EPII's for one 9 hour day)
Well purging and sampling | 10 (one EPII for one 10 hour day)
Miscellaneous® 4

(Contact with client, IEPA, local municipality,
IDOT, subcontractors, laboratory etc.)

Environmental Professional lll (70 hours)

Work Description Number of Hours
Prepare Site Safety and Health Plan 2
Pre-drill / Post-drill 4

(prepare soil log templates, load/unload sampling
supplies, jar samples, ship samples, etc.)

Monitoring Well Installation 10

(Supervise subcontractor, sample and log soil,

etc.)

Well purging and sampling 10 (one EPIil for one 10 hour day)
Miscellaneous” 8

(Contact with client, IEPA, local municipality,
IDCT, subcontractors, laboratory etc.)

Report writing (Stage 2 and Stage 3 Site 36
Investigation Work Plans and Budgets, including

soil boring logs, analysis tabulation, and
reimbursement)



Attachment B (continued)

Epvironmental Professional IV (28 hours)

Work Déscrlptlon
Budget preparations

Report preparation and oversight.
Miscellaneous*

(Contact with client, IEPA, local municipality,
IDOT, subcontractors, laboratory etc.)

Project Manager (16 hours)

Work Description
Work plan preparation

Budget preparation and review

Site Safety and Health Plan preparation and
review

Pre-drill oversight
Monitoring well drilling oversight
Report preparation and oversight

General project management.

Project Engineer (28 hours)

Work Description .
Work plan preparation for Stage 2

Budget preparation for Stage 2

Technical supervision for field activities

Stage 3 Site Investigation Work Plan and Budget,

reimbursement request)

Miscellaneous*
(Contact with client, IEPA, local municipality,
IDOT, subcontractors, laboratory etc.)

Number of Hours
12

8
8

Number of Hours
3

2
1

Number of Hours
4

3
5
8



*Miscellaneous time includes communication with the owner/operator, local municipality, IDOT,
subcontractors, and the |IEPA which does not necessarily fall within a specific task. HDC has
found that many times, especially with this site, that the IEPA requires additional information
and justificatian for the approval of budgets, reimbursements and reports. When the IEPA
requests additional information/fjustification, additional consultant fees are incurred. HDC feels
that the costs requested in this budget are reasonable and are consistent approved funds for
several other LUST projects. '
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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

1021 NorTH GRAND AVENUE EAsT, P.O. Box 19276, SPRINGFIELD, MLINOIS 62794-9276, 217-782-3397
JAmES R. THOMPSON CENTER, 100 WEST RANDOLPH, SUIE 11-300, CHICAGO, IL 60601, 312-814-6026

ROD R. BLAGOJEVICH, GOVERNOR RENEE CIPRIANO, DIRECTOR

217/782-6762 CERTIFIED MAIL
7002 3150 0COO 1253 7084

MAR 0 2 288

Mrs. Doris Webb
8687 E. 150 N.
Lema, Ilhnois 62440

Re: LPC# 0290255079 — Coles County
Mattoon/ Webb & Sons, Inc.
1201 DeWitt Avenue
LUST Incident No. 20021577 & 931126
LUST Technical File

Dear Mrs. Webb:

The Tllinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) has reviewed the amended Site
Investigation Plan Budget(budget) submitted for the above-referenced incident. This budget,
dated February 15, 2005, was received by the Illinois EPA on February 16, 2005. Citations in
this letter are from the Environmental Protection Act (Act), as amended by Public Act 92-0554
on June 24, 2002, and 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Ill. Adm. Code).

The budget is modified pursuant to Sections 57.7(a}(2) and 57.7(c} of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm.
Code 732.503(b). Based on the modifications listed in Section 2 of Attachment A, the amounts
listed in Section 1 of Attachment A have been approved. Please note that the costs must be
incurred in accordance with the approved plan. Be aware that the amount of reimbursement may
be limited by Sections 57.8(d), 57.8(c) and 57.8(g) of the Act, as well as 35 IIl. Adm. Code

732.606(s) and 732.611.

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

ROCKFORD — 4302 North Main Street, Rockford, IL 61103 — (615) 987-7760 = DS PLanes - 9511 W, Harrison St., Des Plaines, 1L 60016 — (847) 2944000
ErciN - 595 South State, Elgin, IL 60123 — (847} 608-3131 « Peomia - 5415 N. University St., Peoria, IL 61614 - (309) 693-5463
BUREAU OF LAND - PEORA — 7620 N. University 5t., Peoria, IL 61614 - (309) 693-5462 ® ChameaicN — 2125 South First Street, Champaign, IL 61820 — (217} 278-5800
SPRINGFIELD — 4500 S. Sixth Street Rd., Springfield, IL 62706 - (217) 786-6892 * CouwmswiLLe — 2009 Mall Street, Collinsville, IL 62234 — (618) 346-5120
MARION = 2309 W. Main 5L, Suite 116, Marion, IL 62959 - (618) 993-7200

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PaPeER
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If you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact James R. Malcom, III at
217/524-9140.

Sincerely,

A. Chappel, P.E.
Unit Manager
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section
Division of Remediation Management
Bureau of Land -

HAC: jrm
Attachment: Budget Modification

cc:  HDC Engineering
Division File
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The following personnel work hours are being approved based on the work plan provided
in the plan received January 24, 2005:

Environmental Professional II (82 Hours approved, 8 hours denied as unreasonable)
$5,330.00 approved in budget '
The 4 hours for pre-drill/post drill were deducted as these cost are considered part of
sample and soil boring log hours. The 4 hours for miscellaneous task was deducted as
these tasks are being approved under Off-site access hours.
Environmental Professional ITI (46 Hours approved, 24 hours denied as unreasonable)
$3,450.00 approve in budget
The hours associated with the safety and health plan were deducted as this task was

_ approved under the previous budget. The hours for pre-drill, post drill, well purging
and sampling, and miscellaneous were deducted as they were approved under the
Environmental Professional II hours.
Environmental Professional [V (12 Hours approved, 16 hours denied as unreasonable)
$924.00 @
The hours associated with report preparatfan & oversight and miscellaneous were
deducted as these tasks were approved under the Environmental professional II.
All hours associated with the project manager were deducted as these hours were
approved under the environmental professional I hours. All hours for the project
engineer were deducted as these hours were approved under the environmental ,
professional II. The costs for the stage III site investigation work plan and budget was
deducted as this report is not required at this hime.

TOTAL AMOUNT APPROVED FOR SITE INVESTIGATION AND CORRECTIVE
ACTION ACTIVITES TO DATE:

$13,390.90 Investigation Costs
$5,029.67 Analysis Costs
$22,520.00 Personnel Costs
$1,574.00 Equipment Costs
$1,685.64 Field Purchases and Other Costs
$306.53 Handling Charges
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Appeal Rights

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

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

Dorothy Gunn, Clerk

INinois Pollution Control Board
State of Illinois Center

100 West Randolph, Suite 11-500
Chicago, IL 60601
312/814-3620

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

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Legal Counsel

1021 North Grand Avenue East

Post Office Box 19276

Springfield, IL 62794-9276
217/782-5544



Re:

Attachment A

LPC# 0290255079 -- Coles County
Mattoon/ Webb & Sons, Inc.

1201 DeWitt Avenue

LUST Incident No. 20021577 & 931126
LUST Technical File

Citations in this attachment are from the Environmental Protection Act (Act), as amended by
Public Act 92-0554 on June 24, 2002, and 35 Illinois Administrative Code (35 Hl. Adm. Code).

SECTION 1

As a result of the Mlinois EPA's modification(s) in Section 2 of this Attachmcnt A, the followmg
amounts have been approved:

$0.00 Investigation Costs
$0.00 Analysis Costs

$9,704.00 -  Personnel Costs

$0.00 Equipment Costs
$0.00 Field Purchases and Other Costs
$0.00 Handling Charges

SECTION 2

1.

$1,500.00 for surveying. These costs are for activities in excess of those required to meet
the minimum requirements of Title XVI of the Act (Section 57.7(¢c)(3) of the Act and 35
[Il. Adm. Code 732.505(c) and 732.606(0)).

The excessive costs submitted for surveying indicates that a professional surveyor is
being utilized which is not required by the Agency. The Agency’s February 8, 2005
decision remains in effect for this item.

. $7,906.00 for an adjustment in personnel costs. The Illinois EPA has determined that

these costs are not reasonable as submitted (Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35 IIL.
Adm. Code 732.606(hh)). One of the overall goals of the financial review is to assure
that costs associated with materials, activities, and services are reasonable (35 IIl. Adm.
Code 732.505(c)). Please note that additional information and/or supporting
documentation may be provided to demonstrate the costs are reasonable.

Based on the amount of work proposed in the approved site investigation plan, the
Agency has reduced the proposed personnel costs by $7,906.00.



BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

WEBB & SONS, INC,, )

Petitioner, )

V. ) PCB No. 05-183

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL ) (LUST Appeal)
PROTECTION AGENCY, )

Respondent. )

NOTICE

Dorothy M. Gunn, Clerk Jeffrey W. Tock
INlinois Pollution Control Board Harrington & Tock
James R. Thompson Center 201 West Springfield Avenue
100 West Randolph Street Suite 601
Suite 11-500 A Champaign, IL 61824-1550

Chicago, IL 60601

Carol Webb, Hearing Officer
Tlinois Pollution Control Board
1021 North Grand Avenue, East
P.O. Box 19274

Springfield, I 62794-9274 -

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that I have today filed with the office of the Clerk of the Pollution
Control Board an ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD, copies of which are herewith served upon you..

Respectfully submitted,

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY,
Respondent :

Jo m

Assistant Counsel

Special Assistant Attorney General
Division of Legal Counsel

1021 North Grand Avenue, East
P.O. Box 19276

Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276
217/782-5544

217/782-9143 (TDD)

Dated: May 25, 2005



LUST TECHNICAL REVIEW NOTES

. Reviewed by: James R. Malcom, I File Heading: LPC #0290255079— Coles County
Date Reviewed February 2, 2005 Mattoon/ Webb & Sons, Inc
1201 Dewitt Avenue
Incident No 931126 & 20021577
LUST Technical File

Document(s) Reviewed:
SIPLN & Budget — January 24, 2005

General Site Information: :
IEMA date(s): May 3, 1993 & October 30, 2002

Size & Product of Tanks (1) 1,000 Gallon (1) 2,000 Gasoline (1) 10,000 Gallon Diesel (1)
4,000 Gallon Diesel (1) 5,000 Gallon Kerosene (1) 1,000 Gallon Kerosene (1) 2,000 Gallon
Heating Oil

System Removed (Y/N): Yes

Encountered Groundwater (Y/N): No

Free Product (Y/N): No

Current/Past Land Use: Residential

Reimbursement {(Y/N/unknown): Yes

OSFM Fac Permit # 4-028243

Division File Information (Optional): (Arranged chronologically)
See File

Review Notes 7
The SIPLN received September 14, 2004 was approved. The analytical results from the phase I

site investigation indicated soil contamination in MW#1, MW#3, B-1 and B-3. Groundwater
‘contamination was noted in well #3. The Phase II investigation plan proposes 3 additional
monitoring wells and 8 soil borings. The wells and soil borings will be used to define the extent
of contamination.

PMs R;ecommendationIComments:
Approve plan, modify budget

Response Due

May 24, 2005 '

jm | RELEASABLE
FEB 0 4 2005

, REVIEWER ViV

23



"ENGINEERING

201 W, Springfieid Ave., Suite 300
P.O. Box 140

February 15, 2005 Champaign, (lnois 61824-0140
BUS. (217) 352-8976
FAX (217) 356-0570

James Malcom
lllinois Environmental Protection Agency

Bureau of Land
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Section

P. O. Box 19276
Springfield, IL 62794-9276

RE: - Site Investigation Plan

Justification of Personne! Costs : @

LPC # O 5079 - Coles County

Mattoon / Webb & Sons, Tnc. _ \‘JE

1201 DeWitt Avenue | E,C %

LUST Incident No.: 931126 : R 'l“

LUST Technical File
———

Dear Mr. Malcom:

In response to your letter dated February 8, 2005, HDC Engineering (HDC) has prepared a
breakdown and justification of the personnel hours that were denied from the Site Investigation
Budget dated January 18, 2005. Please refer to Attachment A for justification of surveying costs
and Attachment B for a complete breakdown and justification of personnel hours.

HDC would like to point out that the IEPA increases personne! costs every time it requires HDC
to submit additional information. The IEPA required HDC to justify every line item of the last
Site Investigation budget as well. Furthermore, the IEPA originally denied approval of the first -
Site Investigation Plan, submitted in September 2003, stating that the number of borings was
unreasonable. However, four of the borings included in the approved Stage 2 plan are in similar
locations on the Site as proposed in the denied plan, showing that the original plan was
reasonable in the first place. Costs for the project would have been reduced had the original

plan been approved in September 2003.

HDC has a highly qualified staff of environmental professionals, with many years of experience
with underground storage tanks. This recurring requirement by the IEPA for micro-justification
of personnel costs is redundant and time consuming, and is viewed as an affront to HDC's
professionalism and experience. [t also has the unfortunate result of increasing the overall
costs and duration of the project. As your office has told HDC, one of the charters of the IEPA
is to ensure the LUST fund is well spent. However, you consistently require HDC to duplicate
effort in justifying cost when, in fact, the cost and work are already justified and reasonable.

RELEASABLE
MAR 0 1 2005
QEVIEWER MM

12



LN -

James Malcolm
February 15, 2005
Page 20of 2

If you have any questions | can be reached at 217.352.6976 or kevins@hdc-eng.com.

Respectfully Submitted,
HDC Engineering

Kevin Saylor, PE
Environmental Division Manager

cc:  Doris Webb
file

Enclosures

13



Attachment A

$1,500 were deducted from the budget for surveying costs with the reasoning that a
professional survey is not required by the Agency. The requirements of Title XVI do not
specifically require a professional survey as part of a LUST incident. However, it has been
HDC's experience that professional survey’'s are ultimately necessary to delineate and obtain
No Further Remediation status for LUST projects.

During the course of delineation, it is necessary to identify the site's property boundaries. The
location of these boundaries is used to identify the extents of the property and to place off site

boring locations.

The letter to request off site access to perform delineation and/or remediation on adjacent
properties is essentially a contract between the LUST owner/operator and the adjacent property
owner. Therefore, a professional boundary survey is crucial in identifying the site's and
adjacent parcel's property limits to insure that the necessary access is obtained and that the

necessary involved parties are protected by the off site access letter. -

The accurate location of property boundaries is necessary for the use of highway authority
agreements. These agreements require scaled maps identifying the impacted area and the

extents of the agreement.

Environmental fand use controls require the legal description of the property subject to the
control. The professional boundary survey is used for this purpose.

The Property Ownér SumArr’\ary -required for corrective action completion also requires a legal
description. Again, the professional survey is used for this purpose.

In general, the reporting requirements of the LUST program require the accurate presentation of
the site and adjoining properties, including utilities, roadways, and property boundaries. To fulfill
these requirements, a professional survey is conducted. Sources such as county plat and aerial
composite maps are not always of sufficient detail to accommaodate the requirements to close a
LUST incident. In some instances, a foot can mean the difference between a highway authority
agreement and an environmental land use control. Additional land use controls requires a
significant amount of additional consulting time and additional liability for the owner.

Required technical reports, such as the Site Investigation Completion Report and the Corrective
Action Completion Report, require certification by a licensed Professional Engineer or
Professional Geologist. The certification includes the following statement:

To the best of my knowledge and belief, this report, supporting documents and all
attachments are true, accurate and complete.

The only accurate and complete way to identify property boundaries is to utilize a professional
surveyor. ' :

Because of these reasons, HDC requests that the Agency approve the $1,500 for professional
surveyor's costs. These costs have been approved on numerous other LUST budgets and

bill?ng packages. | RE CE“VED
| FEB 16 200
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Attachment B (é}/)

W £
‘Environmenta] Professional |l (90 hours) "?2_ Aﬁo | X /k \(\ ?2 K__(_?__S:: 5, 3 3
N

Work Description Number of Hours ¢
Work plan preparations (Stage 2 Site 22 /1
Investigation Work Plan and Budget)

Sample and log soil borings - 20 (one EPII for two 10 hour days) ¢{C
Pre-drill / Post-drill / wecooeo T

(JULIE locate, package and ship samples, etc.)

Off-site access | 12 ok
{Obtain property and adjacent property tax cards,

contacting and coordinating off-site access,

including both IDOT and city right of ways)

Well development and survey 18 (two EPII's for one 9 hour day) &\{
Well purging and sampling 10 {one EPII for one 10 hour day) d‘@
Miscellaneous® / NIAL n2.0

(Contact with client, IEPA, local municipality, :
IDOT, subcontractors, laboratory etc.)

Environme.ntal Professioﬁal__lﬂ_(?ﬂ hours) "l(p M P \< 75’ / HA = #3’/‘7,; a

Work Description Number of Hours | | ‘ * ch /
Prepare Site Safety and Health Plan / AL RER/DY Lo L €8
Pre-drill / Post-drill : / y, eLved -

{prepare soil log templates, Ioadlunload'sampling
supplies, jar samples, ship samples, etc.) .

Monitoring Well Installation 10 0) L
(Supervise subcontractor, sample and log soil,
etc.)
Well purging and sampling _ . —49-{ene-EPHorone 10 hourday) 1 W ¢ L%?/ e
. CESH we -
Miscellaneous* . /B/ Lol ¢ 128 S JS i
(Contact with client, JEPA, local municipality, L NE CO . ABoVe x ’ZS
IDOT, subcontractors, laboratory etc.) :
Report writing (Stage 2 and Stage 3 Site 6 ol

Investigation Work Plans and Budgets, including
soil boring logs, analysis tabulation, and

reimbursement) Fmva g2 wa &i S'/m? = g‘? 3 o
| 70 HiL Frshe = 3,450
e P s 924

\59’)/}(46‘77196

15



Attachment B (continued)

Environmental Professional IV (28 hours) i} /MP )(% 7 /[ '*(L = a 2 !//

Work Description Number of Hours
Budget preparations 12

Report preparation and oversight / rand
Miscellaneous* - /Bf A QN '@

{Contact with client, IEPA, local municipatity, -
IDOT, subcontractors, laboratory etc.)

Project Manager (16 hours) 0 M P

Work Description Number of Mo

Work plan preparation E

Budget preparation and review y'd MM

Site Safety and Health Pian preparation and N‘C

review - / M

Pre-drill oversight yd «
prV e

Monitoring well drilling oversight / MW

Report preparation and oversight / '

General project management /

Project Engineer (28 hours) 0 MP

Work Description Number of Hours

Work plan preparation for Stage 2 - W

Budget preparation for Stage 2 /6/ o '

Technical supervision for field activities / M

Stage 3 Site Investigation Work Plan and Budget, )/ NoT™ N eM, (f@”

reimbursement request)

Miscellaneous* ) /9/ Ma‘\/ é

(Contact with client, IEPA, local municipality,
{DOT, subcontractors, laboratory etc.)

18



*Miscelianeous time includes communication with the owner/operator, local municipality, IDOT,
subcontractors, and the IEPA which does not necessarily fall within a specific task. HDC has
found that many times, especially with this site, that the |IEPA requires additional information
and justification for the approval of budgets, reimbursements and reports. When the IEPA

- requests additional information/justification, additional consultant fees are incurred. HDC feels
that the costs requested in this budget are reasonable and are consistent approved funds for
several other LUST projects. ‘

17



. LUST TECHNICAL REVIEW NOTES

Reviewed by: James R. Malcom, [ll  File Heading: LPC #0290255079— Coles County

Date Reviewed February 25, 2005 S Mattoon/ Webb & Sons, Inc
: 1201 Dewitt Avenue

Incident No 931126 & 20021577
LUST Technical File

Document(s) Reviewed:
SIPLN & Budget -- February 16, 2005

General Site Information:
IEMA date(s): May 3, 1993 & October 30, 2002

Size & Product of Tanks (1) 1,000 Gallon (1) 2,000 Gasoline (rl) 10,000 Gallon Diesel (1)

4,000 Gallon Diesel (1) 5,000 Gallon Kerosene (1) 1,000 Gallon Kerosene (1} 2,000 Gallon
Heating Oil '

System Removed (Y/N): Yes

Encountered Groundwater (Y/N): No

Free Product (Y/N): No ‘ o -
Current/Past Land Use: Residential 7 RE LEASA LE
Reimbursement (Y/N/unknown): Yes MAR 0 1 '2005

~ OSFM Fac Permit # 4-028243
Division File Information (Optional): {(Arranged chronologically) REVIEWER M M
See File

Review Notes
The phase II site investigation received January 24, 2005 was approved, the plan proposed the

installation of 3 monitoring wells and 17 soil borings to define the extent of contamination. The
plan was approved while the budget was approved with the following modifications:

1. $1,500.00 for surveying. These costs are for activities in excess of those required to meet
the minimum requirements of Title XVI of the Act (Section 57.7(c)(3) of the Act and 35
IH. Adm. Code 732. 505(0) and 732.606(0)).

The excessive costs submitted for surveying indicates that a professional surveyor is
being utilized which is not required by the Agency.

2. $17,610.00 for costs that lack supporting documentation (35 Ill. Adm. Code
732.606(gg)). A site investigation plan budget must include, but not be limited to, an
accounting of all costs associated with the development, implementation, and
completion of the site investigation plan (Sectlon 57.7(a)(2) of the Act). Since there is no



Page 2

supporting documentation of costs, the Illinois EPA cannot determine if the minimum
requirements necessary to comply with Title XVI have been exceeded (Section 57.7(c)(3)
of the Act and 35 Ill. Adm.Code 732.505(c) and 732.606(0)).

The Agency is requesting that the proposed personnet costs be further broken down to
provide sufficient justification for the proposed personnel cost. The Agency is requesting
information regarding the task performed by each person and the amount of time for each
task performed. The Agency is requesting justification for the estimated amount of time
to complete each task.
For example, the professional engineer is requesting 28 hours for P.E. preparation and
certification of reports and project oversight. The Agency is requesting justification as to
why it takes 28 hours to perform these tasks? If 28 hours is simply a budgeted guess, why
was 28 hours proposed?

The budget amendment received February 16, 2005 contains the hourly breakdown
for the personnel hours previously rejected by the Agency:.

The following personnel and work hours are being approved:

Environmental Professional I (82 Hours approved, 8 hours denied as unreasonable)
$5,330.00 ok

The 4 hours for pre—drdl/past drill were deducted as these cost are considered part of
sample and soil boring log hours. The 4 hours for miscellaneous task was deducted as
these tasks are being approved under Off-site access hours,

Environmental Professlona] Il (46 Hours approved, 24 hours denied as unreasonable)
$3,450.00 ok

The hours associated with the safety and health plan were deducted as this task was
approved under the previous budget. The hours for pre-drill, post drill, well purging
and sampling, and miscellaneous were deducted as they were approved under the
Environmental Professional Il hours.

Environmental Professional IV (12 Hours approved, 16 hours denied as unreasonable)’
$924.00 ok

The hours associated with report preparation & oversight and miscellaneous were
deducted as these tasks were approved under the Environmental professional II,

All hours associated with the project manager were deducted as these hours were
approved under the environmental professional I hours. All hours for the project
engineer were deducted as these hours were approved under the environmental
professional I1. The costs for the stage III site investigation work plan and budget was
deducted as this report is not required at this time.
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The decision on deducting the professional surveyor costs still stands as no other consulting form
uses professional surveyors.

PMs Recommendation/Comments:

Approve budget with modifications

*

Response Due
May 24, 2005
jm

10



BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD RECEIVED

CLERK'S OFFIGE
IN THE MATTER OF MAR 0 1 2005
' ) Pglm?% %F ILLINOIS
|
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ) on Control Board
REGULATION OF PETROLEUM ) R04-22(B)
LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE ) (UST Rulemaking )
TANKS (35 ILL. ADM. CODE 732) )

IN THE MATTER OF: )

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO )

REGULATION OF PETROLEUM ) R 04-23(B)
LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE ) (UST Rulemaking )
TANKS (35 ILL. ADM. CODE 734) ) Consolidated

TESTIMONY OF DOUGLAS W, CLAY REGARDING
THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD’S

PROPOSED 35 ILL. ADM, CODE 732.845 AND 734.845

My name is Doug Clay. I am the manager of the Leaking Underground Storage
Tank (“LUST”) Section within the Bureau of Land of the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agenc-y (“Agency™). Ihave been in my current positio;x since September of
1994. This section is primarily responsible for reviewiﬁg the technical adequacy of
plans, reports and associated budgets for the remedia_tion of releases from underground
storage tanics regulated under 35 Ill. Adm. Code, Parts 731, 732 and 734.

Prior to assumihg my current position, I was the manager of the Disposal |
Alternative Unit within the Permit Section of the Bureau of Land. Ihave also worked in
the Permit Section in the Bureau of Water. 1have been émployed at the Illinois EPA

since 1983 following the receipt of a B.S. degree in Civil Engineering from the



University of Illinois. I have been a Registered Professional Engineer in [llinois since
1989.

Taday I will be testifying with regard to the Illinois Pollution Control Board's
(“Board’s”) proposed 35 111. Adm. Code 732.845 and 734.845 published for public
comment in the Board’s January 5, 2006, Opinion and Order. My testimony will address
issues raised in the Board's January 5, 2006, Opinion and Order as well as the Hearing
Officer’s February 16, 2006, Order.

In answer to the Board’s question about the Agency’s LUST database, the
database does not contain adequate information to determine lump sum payments for
professional consulting services. As we stated in earlier testimony, we do not believe that
lump payment amounts for professional consulting services should be determined from
future reimbursement submissions over the next few years. Collecting this data,
breaking it down in great detail, as has been proposed at previous hearings would require
significant resources by the Illinois EPA, which we simply do not have. In addition,
accepting the costs as submitted without review (i.e. no quality confral) would invite
inflated amounts knowing that these will be used to set future gcccptable costs. Also, this
would require that every consultant that does LUST work in the State of Illinois adopt a |
complicated, confusing, and overly burdensome reimbursement accounting system for
seeking cormrective action costs that has been designed and proposed by just a few
consulting firms. This type of system would undoubtedly increase the costs for
preparation of budgets and reimbursement packages, thus incx;easing overall corrective

costs for each site.



The Ageﬁcy has reviewed the scope of work proposed by the Board, with a few
modifications, believes it to adequately represent the w<-)rk required 1o remediate a
leaking underground storage tank release in Illinois. We do not believe that the scope of
' work needs to be part of Board rules, and do not intend to propose Agency rﬁles
regarding this issue. Attached as part of my testimony (Attachments 1 and 2) are two
spreadsheets that include the scopes of work, the title of th§: personnel that may perform
the work, a reasonable number of hours for the identified personnel to perform the work,
and a comment field.

To develop this attachment the Agency convened a workgroup made up of the
five LUST Section unit managers, five senior LUST Section project managers, two sem'ﬁr
LUST Claims Unit reviewers, and myself. This workgroup has a combined 140 years of
experience reviewing and evaluating LUST sites. The information in Attachments 1 and
2 represent the consensus of the workgroup. We grouped some scopes of work together
for the purpose of assigning hours and, where appropriate, made comments for additional
clarification. Where the hours field next to a scope of work has been left blank the
comments field provides an explanation of why. All time is rounded up to a full hour, so
the minjmum amount of time assigned to a scope of work is 1 hour. The personnel and
hours assigned to each scope of work represents what the Agency believestobe a
feasonablg amount of time for the identified personne] to perform the identified work.

Also attached as part of my testimony (Attachments 3 'and 4) is a table
summanizing the lump sum amounts for each of the scopes éf work from Attachments 1
and 2. The taﬁle provides a lump sum range for each écope of work, based on the range

of the high and low rates for each personnel title. The high and low rates are taken from



Appendix E that was just adopted by the Board. It should be emphasized that we
tdentified a Project Manager, whose rate ranges from $90 to $100 per hour, as performing
most work. However, 11 is nol necessary for a Project Manger to perform much of the
work. The Agency has observed that in most cases other personnel, such as geologists,
scientists, or technicians, perform much of the work. Because these other personnel have
lower rates, the work can be performed well within the lump sum amounts.

The Agency believes that the unit rates for professional services (half-day rates
for field work and travel rates) continue to be appropriate and should remain in Sections
732.845 and 734.845 in addition to the lump sum amounts. They should continue to be
directly linked to productivity numbers (e.g. number of bonings per half-day, excavation
quantity per half-day, ctc.) as in the Board's proposed rules. It is reasonable to expect a
certain level of productivity for these activities. As with other costs in Subpart H,
payment from the Fund may exceed the lump sums and unit rates if the owner or operator
can demonstrate unusual or extraordinary circumstances under Section 732.860 or
734.860.

As we testified during previous hearings, Illinois is not the first state to adopt in
regulations lump sums and unit rates for remedial work, including professional services-.
Many of the lump sums and unit rates proposed in Subdocket B are corﬁparablc to lump
sums and unit rates adopted in California, Louisiana, Massachusetts, Nevada, Tennessee,
and Texas. Regulations from these states were previously submitted to the Board and are

already a part of the record.



ATTACIHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Section '732.845(a)(1) Preparation for the abandonment or removal of USTs
1. Project Management All Project Management
work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.
2. Correspondence 21,2, 3 &5 ate performed
a. Office of the 1llinois State Firc Marshal (OSFM) by tank removal contractor
1. Prepare and submit initial Notification Form for Underground Storage Tanks and costs are included in
2. Prepare Application for Permit for Removal/Abandonment of Underground Storage Tanks and tank removal lump sum.
submit to owner/operator for signature
3. Submit Application for Permit for Removal/Abandonment to OSFM
4. Prepare and submit LUST Fund Eligibility and Deductibility Appllcauon Tech 1
5. Prepare and submit amended Notification Form .
b. Tllinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) PM 1 Not required in ali cases.
1. Prepare and submit early action extension
2. Follow up
¢. Correspond with and update clicnt Not corrective action.
3. Waste Disposal PM 1
a. Determine early action excavation lu'mu
b. Prepare waste profile and arrange for landfill approval Tech 4 These hours include field
: work that is not covered
: ) under the half-day rates.
_c._Prepare waste manifests or tracking forms PM 1
4. Plan and Report Preparation : PM 2
a, Prepare site health and safety plan
5. Resource Coordination PM 4
4. Arrange for subcontractors (e.g., excavator, tank rcmova.l contractor, backfill, lam:lﬁll) ;
b. Schedule project
c. Call J.U.L.LE. and/or municipality to locate utilitics Task performed by tank

removal contractor. Cost
included in tank removal




ATTACIMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOI I"ART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work

Soctlon TAZH48(R)(3) Preparaiion wisl sabmienlng of 20-dny wid 45-day repirty

Peryonnel

Comments

1. Project Management

All Project Management
work is identified under
Personnel Column os PM.

S
2. Correspondence

a. Comespond with Agency

b. Correspord with and update client

2.a. already included in other
line items and 2.b. is not
corrective action.

3. Records Gathering
a, Obtain and review IEPA and/or OSFM records
b. Obtain end review well records from [SGS and ISWS

3.2 and ¢ included in hours
for preparation of 45-day

1 Report. 3.b. not required for

c. Qbtain and review local information {e.g. Sanborn maps, aerial overlays) preparation of 20 or 45-day
Reports.
4. Waste Disposal PM
a. Review disposal documentation
5. Technica] Evaluation PM a. not required for
& Prepare well location map (<25 records within 2500 feet) preparation of 20 or 45-day
b. Determine expected [ocal site geology (subsurface soil conditions) Reports. b. included in hours
¢. Site visit for preparation of 20 and 45 Day reports for preparation of 45-day
Report. ¢. incledes field
work that is not covered
under the half-day rates.
6. Plan and Report Preparation PM
a. Prepare 20-day Centification
b. Prepare or revise site health and safety plan Previously prepared under
732.845(a)1) task 4.2. No
revision necessary for
preparation and submission
of 20 and 45-day reports.




ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LuMP SuMs
Personnel Hours Comments

Scope of Work
¢. Prepare 45-day Report
1. Provide information pertaining to:
A. Site Jdentification
B. Release Information
C. Ealy Action
- D. Site Information
" 1. Nature and estimated quantity of release
2. Data ¢oncerning:
a. Surrounding populations
b. Water quality
c. Use and approximate locations of wells potentially affected by the release
d. Subsurface soil conditions
¢. Location of subsurface sewers
f. Climatological conditions
g. Laod use
. A discussion of what was donc to measure for the presence of a release
. Action taken to prevent further release of the regulated substance into the environment
. A discussion of the action taken to monitor and mitigate fire and safety hazards posed by
vapors of free product that has migrated from the UST excavation zone and emcred
subsurface structures

PM g

"

B W

E. Assting Document CAD Operator 8

1. Site map to scale and oriented north showing:
a. UST system(s) and excavation limits
b. Product and dispenser lines
¢. Pumps and islands
d. Underground utilities (sewer, gas, water, eic.}
e, Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
£. Soil boring(s) (if preseat)
g. Monitoring well(s) and/or sumps (if prescnf.)
h. Property boundaries
i. Sample location points
2. Area map showing the site in refation to sun'oundmg properties. This map should identify the
- facilities on the surrounding properties
3. Cross-section, 10 scale, showing the USTs and the excavation

4. Analytical/screening results in tabular formal, including the results of soil samples required PM : 2

3



ATTACHMENT I SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 712 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
pursuani to 35 11, Adm. Code 732.202(h) or 45 ILCS 5/57-57.17.
5. UST information in a tabular format, including: UST information table
a. Total number of UST(s) on site included on Agency forms
b. Volume of the UST(s) (in gallons) under 6.c.1.B. above
¢. The material stored in the UST(s) {Release Information)
d. Mdentification of UST syster(s) that had a release '
c. Identification of UST system(s) that were repaired, removed, or abandoned in-place
" 6. Copy of OSFM Permits or notifications Administrative ] 6, 8 & 9 combined for total
Asst of 1 hour.
7. Nerrative of tank removal and cleaning operations; describe how wastes generated PM 1
during the tank removal were managed, treated, and disposed of
8. Photographs of UST removal activities and the excavation.’ 6, 8 & 9 combined for (otal
9. Copies of waste manifests for soil and groundwater transported off-site of 1 hour.

d. Review and certification of 20-Day and 45-Day Reports and application for payment, LPE or LPG I Certification added to
1PCB's proposal, PM/Senior
staff reference deleted.
Added reference to
application for payment.

7. Resource Coordination Already done prior to tank
a. Call UL LE. and/or municipality to Jocate utilities . removal. Not required for
preparation and submission
of 20 and 45-day reports.
&, Distribution, Administrative | 2 Covers all copying and

a Deliver draft 20-day Certification and 45-Day Report and application for payment to Asst delivering costs. Added

owner/foperator for review and sighature . references to application for

b. Make copies of 20-Day Cettification and 45-Day Report and application for payment for payment.

distribution .
c. Deliver completed 20-Day Certification and 45-Day Report and application for payment to TEPA
and owner/operator
9. Prepare; applications for payment Account Tech [ This is added to JPCB’s
: T e N e L e L e i ey AL B AN S e S T ST




ATTACIHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMF SUMS

Scope of Work

& Prepare Free Product Removal Repon'
1. Provide information pertaining to: '

A. Site Identification '
B. Free Product Information
1. Name(s) of person(s) responsible for implementing the free product removal measures
2. Estimated quantity, type, and thickness of free product observed or measured in boreholes,
wells, excavation, etc.
3. The type of free product recovery system used and technical justification for the method of
recovery chosen
4. Whether any discharge will take place on- or off-site during the recovery operation and
where this discharge (point) will be locatad
5. Type of treatment apoplied to (the free product), and the efﬂmnt quality expected from any
discharge
6. Stcpsthathzvebeenmkenorﬂmarebeingtakento obtain necessary permits for any
discharge
7. The disposition of the recovered free product

Personnel Hours Comments
L_Sec!ion 732.845(a)}(¢) Preparation and submission of free product removal reports
1. Project Management All Project Management
work is identified under
Personne! Column as PM.
2, Correspondence 2.a. already included in other
a. Comrespond with and update Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) line items and 2.b. is not
b. Correspond with and update client corrective action,
3. Waste Disposal PM :
& Review disposal documentation
4. Free Product Report Preparation PM




ATTACHMENT | SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES Lumr SUMS

Scope of Work

Personnel

Honrs Comments

C. Assting Documentation

1. Site map to scale and oriented north showing:
UST system(s) and excavation limits
. Product and dispenser lines
Pumps and islands
Underground utilitics {sewer, gas, water, etc.)
Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
. Soil boring(s) (if present)
Monitoring well(s} and/or sumps (if present)
. Locations where {Tee product was encountered including its estimated thickness
Location of recovery points
Location of the treatment unit
. Location of discharge points
1. Property boundaries

LR A OAD op

CAD Operator |1

_I Site map &lrcady prepared
under Early Action. Only
modifications required at this
point.

2. Tnhle showing the dates that free producl recovery was comlucted and the asiount of
free product recovered on each date

M i

3. Copies of wasie manifests

Administrative 1
Agsl

5. Review and certifieation of free product removal report.

LPE or LI’G 1

Added to IPCB’s proposal.

6. Distribution )
a. Deliver draft free product removal report to owner/operator for review and signature
b. Make copics of free product removal report for distnbution

c. Deliver completed report to IEPA and owner/operator

‘\ S ce . - o Ak e e
. e - el P T L]

o

Administrative 2
Asst

HTAd BT m g
e 2 ang A
L L fadenedE

R e

Covers all copying and
delivering costs.

2oL
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAE CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments

Seetion 732.845(a)(7) Preparation and submission of reports subntitted pursoant to Section M 2 This report submitted as part

732.202(h)(3) , Admin Asst 2 of 45-Diy Report, All other
. | costs related to this report are

1. Site chamcterization/narrative “. included in costs for 45 Day

2: Characterization/narrative of water encountered in UST excavation Report (¢.g., LPG/LPE

3. Completion of Property Owner Summary Form certification, distribution).

4, Recording NFR Letter Reference in title to

“734.210(6)(3)" changed to
“132.202(0(3)"

7S Y T X P A ) g ]Itk
I A R O 55, et Al o Seica? Tt e B Ay =) R N S O A L ey
Section 732.845(b)(1) Preparation classificatiop plans, site classification

preparation, fieldwork, field oversight, and the preparation and submission of the site classification

completion report

Y

SITE CLASSIFICATION WORK PLAN

1. Project Management . . All Project Management
- work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.
2. Correspondence . 2.a. already inciuded in other
& Correspond with Agency : line items and 2.b. is not
b. Comespond with and update client corrective action.
3. Technical Evaluation PM - 110 These hours include field
8. Conduct fieldwork . Geologist 10 . | work that is not covered
b. Provide field oversight ‘ L. Tech 20 ) under the haif-day rates,
. . There gre no half-day rates
for Site Classification field
work.




ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMFP SUMS

Scope of Work Persoancl Hours Comments
4. Plan Preparation PM Under 4.a.1.¢.7 and &,
2. Prepare Site Classification Work Plan reference to LPG added.
1. Provide information conceming: Under 4.0.}.¢.7, reference to
A. Site ldentification “Class [I” groundwater
B. Site Information changed to “Class JII™.

C. Site Classification
1. Method of Physical Soil Classification
2. Number of soil borings to be advanced on-site
3. Whether soil borings are proposed to be advanced for reasons other than Physicat
Seil Classification or investigation of migration pathways
. Whether monitoring wells arc proposed on-site
. Physical Soil Classification ’
a. Scientific publications/geologic maps that will be reviewed to determine consistency
with Plate | of the [llinois State Geological Survey.Circular 532
b. Drilling methods, auger types, sampling procedures and sampling devices that will be
used
¢. Daaly for determining U locution (include number and spacing) of soil borings
d. How the proposed (inal soil boring configuration and boring denths will provide the
greatest likelihood of determining the gealogic characteristics of the site
e. What will be done if auger refusal occurs or bedrock is encountered during drilling
{. What will be done if anomalies are encoumntered during drilling
& What wil] be done to prevent cross-contemination between water-bearing units that
may be encountered during dritling
6. Groundwater Investigation
8, Drilling methods that will be used
b. Basis for determining the Jocalion and number of monitoring wells pleced at the site
¢. Monitoring weil installation procedures
d. Activitics that will be taken to prevent cross-contamination during wel! installation
c. Basis for determining well construction material
f. Basis for determining the monitoring well-screen depth and screened interval
g. Monitaring well development procedures
h. Monitoring well sampling procedures E
i. Activitics that will be taken to prevent cross-contamination between groundwater samples
j- How the proposed final monitoring well configuration will provide the greatest likelihood
of detecting the migrations of groundwater confamination )

LA de

Added 4.2,1,¢.9 and 10.

8




ATTACHMENT I SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Weork

Personnel Hours Comments

k. Steps that wil! be taken to determine groundwater elevation and flow du'ecnon

7. How the LPE/LPGwill verify whether Class I} Special Resource
Groundwater exists within 200 feet of the UST system

8, How the LPE/LPG will identify and locate all community water
supply wells within 2,500 feet of the UST systern and all potable water supply wells within
200 fect of the UST system, and determine if the UST system s within the regulated
recharge arca of any community water supply well or potable water supply well

9. How the LPE/LPG will locate all surface water bodies within 100 fest of the UST system
and determine whether thiey have been adversely affected by the a sheen or free product

10. How the LPE/LPG will determine whether there is evidence of petroleum or vagor
migration that threatens human health or safety or that may cause explosions in confined
spaces




ATTACHMENT L SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 "'ROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Persoanel Houry Comments
9. Classification b)t: Exposure Paﬂm:eyul-'.xclusi&n wl ; . Classification by exposure

1. Discussion of the activities to determing exient and ¢ ions o inents .
in s0il and/or groundwater exceeding the Tier | remediation objectives p ﬂ:waz]:l nop!;lt'l%;rzan th

b, Discussion of the 1681z (o be performed to determine whether of not the foliowing opuon under | per the
reqtnremmn will be met: amendments just adopted by

. Attesuation capacity of the 50l will not be excoeded for any of the arganic the Board.
contaminands

. Soil sstmrution limit will mot be exceeded for any of the organic confaminants
. Contaminated soils do not exhibit any of the reactivity characteristics of hazardous
waste per 35 1L Adm. Code 721.123
4, Contaminated sails do not exhibit apH2.0 <or> 12.5
Contaminated sofls which contal ic, barium, cadrmium, chrottium, lead,
mercury, sekenium or silver {or their associaied salis) do not exhibit any of the
toxicity characteristics of bazrardous waste per 35 [l Adm. Code 721.124
<. Discussion of how the inhalation exposure roate will be evaliated to'determine tat
1. An institutiona] control is in place that requires safety precautions for construction
worker populaticns and compliance with #2 below
2. Anymnmlnntnfmmm!hhm(w)l'mofln:lmfweorw:mmtcn(lo)
feet of sny man-made pathway does not exceed Tier 1 remediation objectives; OR an
Agency approved engineered barrier is in place
d. Discussion ol how the 30il ingestion exposure mute will be evajuated to detennine that
t. An institutjonal control s in place that requires safety precautions for constroction
worker populations and compliance with #2 below
2 Anymmmn:ofmwuhmlm(w)baofhndm-fnr:sorwmtmnhwe(l)

$

feet of any land surface docs not d Tier | remediati jectives; OR an

[0

bl

Agency mgmeendhmcruinphu
&, Discussion of haw the gr dh ingestion exp s route will be evahuated to
dem'mmelhalhllom

L. The source of the releass s not located within the minimem/maximum sétback
zone or regulated recharge area of a potable water supply well

2. Any area within 2,500 feet from the source of the release is restricted umder a local
ordinance which prohibits the use of groundwater as a potable supply

3. The concentration of any contaminant of concern in groundwater within the
minimum/maximum sethack zone of a polable water supply well meets the applicable
TFier 1 remediation ohjective

4. The ion of any coataminmnt of in gronndwater disch E into &
surface water will meet the applicable surface waler quality standard per 35 m. Adm.
Code 302

10




ATTACHMENT ) SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments

10, Site map to scale and oriented north showing: CAD Operator- |2 Site map aiready prepared
a. UST system(s) and excavation limits : under Early Action. Only
b. Product and dispenser lines . modifications required at this
c. Pumps and islands ) point.
d. Underground utilitics (sewer, gas, water, etc} :
e. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
f. Location of the proposed soil boring(s)

g- Location of the proposed monitoring wells (if required)
h. Property boundaries
i. 200-foot radivs from the UST system

t1. Chart indicating the following: . M 1
a. Boring identification : :
b. Depth of boting (in feet)
¢. Number of samples from each boring that will be submitted for geotechnical analysis
d. Identification of peotechnical tests that will be performed on samples

b. Prepare budget for site clagsification work plan Account Tech 4
<. Review and certification of site classification work plan and budget. ] LPE or LPG 2 PM/Senior staff reference
) deleted.
5. Distribution Administrative 2 Covers all copying and
a. Deliver draft site classification work plan and budget to owner/operator for review and signature Asst delivering costs, Changed ¢
b. Manke coples of slte clnysification work plan and budget for distribution to refercnco “sito
¢. Deliver site classification work plan and budget to IEPA and owner/operator classification work plan and’
. budget™ instead of

“completed re "

; P - 0 Cas——
e i

[ SITE CLASSIFICATION COMPLETION REPORT

1. Project Management - ’ All Project Management
: ’ work is identified under
- . Personnel Column as PM.
2. Correspondence T .. ) 2.a_already included in other
8. Correspond with Agency o " | line items and 2.b. is nat

b. Correspond with and update client corrective action.

13




ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LumMp SUMS

Scope of Work Peryonnel Hours Comments
3. Technical Gvaluation Not required as part of
2. Conduct fieldwork preparing and submitting
b. Provide field oversight Site Classification
Completion Report, |
4, Report Preparation PM Site map already prepared
8. Prcpare Site Classification Completion Report CAD Operator under Early Action. Only

1. Provide information ¢oncerning:
A, Site Identification
B. Site Informetion
C. Site Classification Summary
D. Site Classification by Methods One or Two
E. Site Evaluation
1. Physica] Soil Classification
a. Soil borings
1. A list of publications reviewed and preliminary conclusions concerning the site
geology
. Soil borings logs
. Site map to scale and erented north showing:
1. Soil boring ocations
i, UST system(s)
iii. 200-foot radius from UST system.
iv, Property boundaries
b. Method One 50i] properties test results (include calculations, methodalogics, and complete
laboratory reports)
1. Soil particle analysis
2. Soil moisture content
3. Soil classification
4. Unconfined compression lest
5. In-situ hydraulic conductivity
6. Ex-situ hydraulic conductivity
¢. Method Two s0il properties test results (include calculations, methodologics, and complete
laboratary reporis)
1. Soil particle analysis
2. Ex-situ hydraulic conductivity; and caloulated yield of geological materia)
3. In-situ hydraulic conductivity and yield of geologic material

w b

modifications required at this
point.




ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

_Scope of Work

Personnel

Hours

Comments

2. Groundwater Investigation
a If groundwater investigation was required, provide the following:
1. Discussion of how the monitoring well configuration provides the greatest likelihood
of detecting migration of groundwater contamination
. Monitering well construction diagrams ~.
. Table showing static water elevations
. Sample collection shipment and preservation information
. Completed chain-of-custody form(s)
. Copies of laboratory reports (include field and Jab blanks)
. Anatytical results in tabular format
B Site map to scale and oriented north showing:
i. Monitoring well locations
ii. Potentiometric surface map
iii. Groundwater flow direction
iv. 200-foot radius from UST system and
v. Property boundaries
b. If no groundwater investigation was performed, prowde the following:
1. Demonstrate whether groundwater is present within the depth of boring used to perform

NeWwv e wN

physical soil classification under the sclected method (Method One under subsection (¢) -

or Method Two under subsection (d))

2. Demonstrate whether groundwater is withdrawn for potable use within 1000 feet of the
UST system and at what depths

3. Demonstration whether seasonal fluctuation in growndwater could result in groundwater
contacting contaminated soil (¢.g., historical records)

PM
CAD Operator

yl
2

Site map already prepared
under Early Action. Only
modifications reqm.ted at this
point,

F. Water Well Suzvey

1. Results of the survey conducted to identify all community water supply wells within 2,500
feet of the UST system and all potable water supply wells within 200 feet of the UST system
(include copies of well logs and ail correspondence to and from the lllinois State Water
Survey and the Hlinois State Geological Survey).

2. Local units of government contacted to determine if there is a local ordinance or policy
regulating the usage of potable water supply wells

3. Site miip to scale showing all of the community water supply wells within 2,500 feet of the
UST system and all potable water supply wells within 200 feet of the UST system (radii
of 200, 400, 1,000 and 2,500 feet from the UST system should be marked on the map)

4, Table indicating the sethack zone for each commumity or potable water supply well and the
distance from the UST system to the well {the location of each well must be identified on the

PM

Site map afready prepared
under Early Action, Only

modifications required at this
point.

13




ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERYICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work

Personnel

Hours

Comments

map by numbers corresponding to itformation provided in the table)
5. The sources consulted in determining whether the UST system is within the regulated
recharge area of any community or potable water supply well

G. Migration Pathways
1. Discussion of the investigation conducted to identify all potential natural and man-made
migration pathway that are on the site, rights-of-way zttached to the site, or in any area
surrounding the site that may be adversely affected as a result of a release of petroleum from
the UST system ‘

2. Discussion of further investigations conducted to determine if there is evidence that migration
of petroleum or vapors along such pathways threatens human health or the envitonment or
may cause explosions in basements, crawl spaces, utility conduits, storm or sanitary sewers,
Vaults or other confined spaces .

. Discussion of the findings based on the investigations peformed.

Site map to scale and oriented north showing:

a. The UST system({s) and cxcavation

b. Product and dispenser lines

¢. Potential natural and man-made pathways on-site, in rights-of-way attached to the site or
in areas that may be adversely affected by the relcase

d. Soil boring locations

¢. Property boundarics

Pl

PM
CAD Operator

Site map aiready prepared
under Early Action. Only
modifications required at this

point.

H. Class 11 Special Resource Groundwater
1. Discussion of the steps taken te determine if Class 11l ground water exists within 200 feet of
the site
2. Site map to scole and oriented north showing:
a. Location of Class If groundwuter
b. Radius of 200 feet from the UST system(s)
L Surface Bodies of Water
1. Discussion of the steps taken to locate all surface badies of water on site and within ]00 feet
of the site, and one located, the steps taken to determine if they have becn adversely affected
by the presence of a sheen or free preduct layer resulting from a release of petroléum from
the UST systemy .
L 2. Site map to scale and oriented north showing the locations of the surface bodies of water on
site and within 100 feet of the site

PM

Site map already prepared
under Early Action. Only
maodifications required at this
point.




ATTACIHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
I, Classification by Exposure Pathway Exclusion Classification by exposure
1. Extent of contamination exceeding Tier | remediation objectives pathway is no longer an
a. Tabie showing the analytical results and depth of samples option under Part 732 per the
b. Site map showing the s0il sample location points and groundwater monitocing well amendments just adopted by
locations the Board.

¢. Site map showing the extent of soil andfor groumdwater contamination exceeding Tier 1
remediation objectives

d. Cross-section of the site showing the areas of soil contamination exceeding Tier 1
remediation objectives

. Physical soil characteristics

a. Whether or.not the conicentration of any organic contaminants exceeded the attenuation
capacity of the soil T

. Whether or not the organic contaminants exceeded the soil saturation limit

Whether or.not the soils exhibited any characteristics of reactivity for hazardous waste

. pH of the scils

‘Whether or not contaminated soils exhibited any characteristics of toxicity for hazardous

waste

Inhalation exposure route

Demonstrate the following:

2. An Agency-approved engineered barrier is in place

b. Safety precautions for construction workers will be taken if Tier 1 remediation

ohjectives for construction workers are exceeded. '

o oo o

. Ingestion exposure route .

Demonstrate the following: )

2 An Agency-approved engineered barrier is in place -

b. Safety precautions for construction workers will be taken if Tier 1 remediation
Sbijectives for construction workers arc exceeded, -

. Groundwater ingestion exposure ronte

Demonstrate the following:

a. Source of the release is not located within the minimum or maximum setback zone or
regulated recharge area of a potable water supply well ‘

b. Any area within 2,500 feet from the source of the release is restricted under a local
ordinance which prohibits the use of groimdwater as a potable supply

¢. The concentration of any contaminant of concem in groundwater within the minimum or
maximum setback Zone of a potable water supply well will mest the applicable Tier 1

15




ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
remediation objective
d. Concentration of any contaminant of cancern in groundwater discharging into a surface
water will meet the applicable surface water quality standard per 35 Il. Adm. Code 302
K_ Assting Documentation CAD Operstor 4 Site map already prepared
1. Sitc map to scale oriented north showing: under Early Action. Only
a. UST system(s) (former and cxisting) modifications required at this
b. Excavation limits (forrer and existing) point and drawing of
<. Product nnd dispenser lines geologic cross section.
d. Pumps and islands
e. Underground utilities (sewer, gas, water, etc)
f. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc)
g. Location of the soil boring(s)
h. Location of the monitoring wells
i. Property boundaries
j- 200-foot radius from the UST system(s)
2. Horizontal cross scction showing the various geologic units and the dgpth to groundwaler
3. Lsbormtary centification(s) This is provided by
laboratory along with
laboratory results.
b. Review and certification of site classification completion report and application for payment. LPE or LPG 2 PM/Senior staff reference
' deleted. Reference to
application for payment
added.
5. Distribution Administrative 2 Covers all copying and
a. Deliver draft site classification completion report and application for payment to owner/operator Asst delivering costs. Reference
for review and signature to application for payment
b. ‘Make copies of site classification completion report and application for payment for added.
distribution
c._Deliver completed report and application for payment to [EPA and owner/operator
6. Prepare applications for payment Account Tech 3 'I'hls is added to the IPCB's




ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP Sums

C. 8ite Documentation
1. Proposed time table for well installation, all sampling events and report submitial -
2. Discussion of
a. Monitoring well development procedures
b. Monitoring well sampling procedures
¢. Activitjes that will be taken to prevent cross-contamination between gnwndw-atex
samples
3. Site map to scale and oriented north showing:
a. UST system(s) and excavation
b. Product and dispenser lines
¢. Pumps and islands
d. Underground utilities (sewer, gas, water, etc.)
¢. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
f. Location of the soil borings

Scope of Work Personnel Comments
Section 732.845 (c)(1) Preparation and submissien of low priority groundwater monitering plan
1. Project Management All Project Management
: . work is identified under
| Personnel Column as PM.
2. Comrespondence - ~ 2.a. already included in other
a Comespond with Agency line items and 2.b. is not
b. Correspond with and update client corrective action.
3. Waste Disposal Mot required for preparation
a. Determiine treatment type 1o be applied to any discharge and effluent quality expccted and submission of low
b. Obtain necessary permits for discharge ) Ppriofity groundwater
¢. Determine final disposition of recovered free product monitoring plan, 3.c not
applicable at Jow priority
sites. )
4. Technical Evaluation Included in 5 below.
5. Plan Preparation PM Site map already prepared
o Prepare groundwater monitoting plan under Early Action. -
1. Provide information concerning: Direction of groundwater
A. Site Identification flow on Site map added to
B. Site Information IPCB’s proposal.
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS
Scope of Work Personnel Houry Comments
g Location of the cxisting monitoring wells
.h. Property boundarics
i. Radius of 200 feet from the excavation
j. Direction of groundwater flow
4. Discussion of the adequacy of the final monitoring well configuration to detect the
migration of groundwater contamination .

b. Prepare budget for groundwater monitoring plan Account Tech 4
c. Review and certification of groundwater monitoring plan and budget LPE or LPG 2 PM/Senior staff reference
deleted.
6. Distnibution Administrative 2 Covers all copying and
& Deliver draft groundwater monitoring plan and budget to owner/operator for review and signature Asst delivering costs.
b. Make copies of groundwater monitoring plan end budget for distribution

get to IEPA and OWREL/op
b rfr 5._;::;



ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAY, CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Section 732.845 (¢)(3) and (c}(4) Preparation and submission of first and second year groundwater Hours listed are for each
monitoring reports year's groundwater
monitoring report.
I, Project Management All Project Management
work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.
2. Correspondence 2.2, already included in other
a, Covrespond with Agency line items and 2.b. is not
b, Correspond with and update client corrective action.
3. Technical Evaluation Included in 4 below.
4. Report Preparation PM ] Site map already prepared
& Prepare groundwater monitoring report CAD Operator 2 under Early Action. Only
1. Provide information concerning: ' modifications required at this
A. Site Identification point. 4.2.1.C.10.c and d
B. Site Information added to IPCB’s proposal.

C. Assting Documentation

—

1.

[

PR R R T

monitoring plan

. Deseription of the well development procedures, sample collection, preservation, and

analysis

Analytical results in tabular farmat

. Copies of laboratory results

Laboratory certification

Groundwatet elevations in a tabular format

. Monitoring well logs

. Completed chain-of-custody form{s)
Owner/Operator Summary form .

Site map to scale and orieatéd north showing:
a. UST system(s) and excavation

b. Underground utilities (sewer, gas, water, ezc)
¢. Product and dispenser lines

d. Pumps and islands ’

¢. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)

h

Description of the implementation and completion of all elements of the groundwater
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ATTACHUMENT | SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS
Scope of Work

A Bt Do
— u.Jw- . ..,Ht-'ﬁw - b

20
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Personnel Houn Comments
f. Location of groundwater monilaring wells
¢. Direction of groundwater flaw
h. Property boundaries
i. Radius of 200 feet from the UST system
b, Review and certification of groundwater monitoring report and application for payment. - LPE or LPG PM/Senior staft reference
) defeted. Application for
payment added.
5. Distribution Administrative Caovers all copying and
a. Deliver draft groundwater monitoring repart and application for payment (0 owner/operator for review | Asst delivering costs. Application
and signature for payment added.
b. Make copics of groundwater manitoring report and application for payment for distribution
¢. Deliver completed report and application for payment to [EPA and gwner/operator
6. Prepare appllutxon for payment Account Tech Tins is added to IPCB’s

Aty abed s
NS



ATTACHMENT } Scorzs OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP Sums

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Section 732,845(c)(5) Preparation and submission of low priority groundwater monitoring completion
report
1. Project Management . All Project Management
work is identified under
) Personnel Column as PM.
2. Correspondence 2.a. already included in other
a. Correspond with Agency lins items and 2.b. is not
b. Correspond with and update client corrective action.
3. Technical Evaination Included in 4 below.
4. Report Preparation PM Site map already prepared
a. Prepare groundwater momtonng completion report CAD Operator under Early Action. Only
1, Provide information concerning: \ modifications required at this
A. Site Identification point. 4.2.1.C.10.cand d
B. Site Information added to IPCR’s proposal.

C. Assting Documentation

1. Description of the implementation and complcnon of all elements of the groundwater
monitoring plan

2. Deseription of the well development procedures, sample collection, pwscrvatlon, and
analysis

3. Analytical resuits in tabular format

4, Copies of 1aboratory results ’

5. Laboratory certification

6. Groundwater elevations in a tabular format

7. Monitoring well logs

8. Completed chain-of-custody form(s)

9, Owner/Opezator Suramary form

10. Site rap to scale and oriented north showing:

a. UST system(s) and excavation
b. Underground utilitics (sewer, gas, water, etc. )
c. Product and dispenser lines
d. Pumps and islands-
e. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
f. Location of groundwater monitoring wells
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUuMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
g- Direction of groundwater flow
h. Property boundaries
i. Radius of 200 feet from the UST system
b. Review and cettification of groundwater monitoring completion report and application for payment. LPE or LPG 12 PM/Senior staff reference
. deleted. Application (or
payment added.
5. Distribution Administrative 2 Covers all capying and
a Deliver draft groundwater monitoring completion report and application for payment to Asst delivering costs. Application
ownerfoperator for review and signaturc for payment added.
b. Make copies of groundwater monitoring completion report and application for payment for
distribution ' .
¢. Deliver completed report and application for payment to IEPA and owner/operator
6. Prepare epplications for payment Account Tech 4 This is added 10 [PCB’s
proposal.
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUME SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Section 732.845(d)(1)(A) Preparation and submission of investigation plans for on-site contamination Scape of work same as for
for sites classified puryusnt to Scction 732.307 Stage 2 sitc investigations
under Part 734. All scope of
work for this Section
| 732.845(a)1)(A) added to
TPCB’s proposal.
1. Technical Evaluation M 16 These hours cover technical
a. Address the same items that are required for Part 734 sites under 35 TAC 734.320(b) CAD Operator 8 work performed (vs. report
b. Prepare or finalize ficld notes preparation hours which are
c. ‘Prepare and describe site investigation photos included under 2 below).
d. Prepare contingency scope of work for boring/monitoring well locations - Included under 2 below.
2. Plan Preperation PM 8

a. Prepare investigation plan for on-site contamination
1. Provide information conceming:
A. Site Identification
B. Site Information
. Will owner/opmor seek reimbursement from the UST Fund?
. If yes, is budget attached?
Is this an amended plan?
. Identify the material released
. Describe the activities that will be perfonncd to determine the following:
. & Degree of soil contamination
b. Extent of soil contamination (as-defined to Tier 1 Residential remediation objectives)
¢, The degree of groundwater contamination
.d. Extent of groundwater contamination (as defined to Class 1 Remediation Objectives unless
otherwise approved by the [inois EPA)
_¢. Direction of groundwater flow
f. Hydraulic conductivity of groundwater )
g- Identification of Site features that may affect contalmnmt transport and risk to human
health and the environment,
h. The following parameters, if determined dunng on-site investigation:
Hydraulic conductivity
Soil butk density
Soil particle density

M&}JM'—-
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ATYACHMENT I SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LuMP SUMS

Scope of Work

Personnel

Hoor

Comments

Moisture content
Organic carbon content
C. Site [nvestigation Sumuary Form

6. Sne map 10 scale and oriented north showing:

UST sysiem(s) and excavation limits

. Product and dispenser lines

Pumps and isiands

. Underground utilitics (sewer, gas, water, ¢tc)
Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)

Location of the propased/existing soil borings
Location of the proposed/existing monitoring wells
._Property boundaries

TR meae o p

Maps included under 1.a.
above. Site map already
prepared under Early Action.
Only modifications required
at this point.

b._Prepare budget

Accoumt Tech

¢. Review and certification of on-sile investigation plan and budgcl

LPE/LPG

3. Resource Coordination

a. -Amnpe for drilling
b. Call JU.L.LE. and/or municipality to locate utilities

PM

4. Distribution
a. Deliver draft plan and budget to owner/operator for review and signature
b Make copies of plan and budget for distribution

24
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Haurs Comments
Section 732.845(d)(1)(B) Preparation and mvcstlgatmn pians for off-site cnnmmmauon for sites Scope of work same as for
classified pursuant fo Section 732.307 Stage 3 site investigations
under Part 734. All scope of
wark for this Section
T32.845@) 1)(B) added to
. IPCB's proposal.
1. Technical Evaluation PM 16 These hours cover technical
8. Address the same items that are required for Part 734 sites unde.r 15 JAC 734.325(b) CAD Operator 2 work performed (vs. report
b. Prepare or finalize field notes preparation hours which are
¢. Prepare and describe sits investigation photos included under 2 below).
d. Prepare contingency scope of work for boring/menitoring well locations. Included under 2 below.
2, Plan Preparation M 8

8. Prepare investipation plan for oﬂ'«sitc conmminauon
1. Provide information concerning:
A. Site Identification
B, Site Information .

1. Will owner/operator seek reimbursement from the UST Fund?

2. 1f yes, is budget attached?

3. Is this an amended plan?

4. Identify the malerlal released

5. Describe the activities that will be performed to determine the following:
a. Degree of soil contamination
b. Extent of soil contamination (as defined to Tier 1 Residential remediation objectives)
¢. The degree of groundwater contamination

: d. Extent of groundweter cortamination (as defined to Class 1 Remediation Objectives unless

otherwise approved by the linois EPA)
<. Direction of groundwater flow
£ Hydrmaulic conductivity of groundwater
g. Identification of Site features that may affect contaminant transport and risk 10 human
health and the environment.
h. The following parameters, if determined du.nng off-site investigation:
Hydraulic conductivity :
Soil buik density
~ Soil particle density




ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Motsture content
Organic carbon content
C. Site [nvestigation Summary Form
6. Site map Lo scale and oriented north showing: ] Maps included under 2.a,
0. UST system(s) and excavation limits ‘ above. Site map already
b. Product and dispenser lines prepared under Early Action.
¢. Pumps and islands Only modifications required
d. Underground utilities (sewer, gas, waler, cic) at this point.

e. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)

f. Location of the proposed/existing soil borings

g. Location of the propased/existing menitoring wells
h. Property boundaries

b. Prepare budget "~ Account Tech 4
¢. Review and certification of off-site investigation plan and budget LPEALPG 2
1 3. Resource Coordination ' PM 2

2. Arrange for drilling

b. Call JUL.LE. and/or municipality to locate utilities .
4. Distribution Administrative 2 Covers all copying and

a Deliver draft plan and budget to owner/operator for review and signature Asst delivering costs.

b. Make copies of plag and budget for distribution

¢._Deliver completed plan and budgel 1o IEPA and owner/operator
5. Off-site access : PM 4 4 hours total for each off-site

Section 732 845, Well su conducted pursuant o0 Sections 732.404(e)(1)

SRLeN A
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Section 732.845(d)(4) Proparation and submission of corrective action plan (Conventional Tech)
1. Project Management All Project Management
: . work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.
2. Correspondence 2.2, already included in other
a. Correspond with Agency line items and 2.b. is not
b. Correspond with and update client cortective action.
3. Waste Disposal Tech These hours include field
a. Prepare waste profile (arrange for landfill approval) work that is not covered
. under the half-day rates.
b, Deiermine limits of excavation ' PM
c. Estimate quantity of contaminated soil to be dlsposed of )
d. Mail waste profile to owner/operator for review and signature
e. Prepare waste manifests or tracking forms
4. Technical Evaluation Included in 3.b above
a. Estimate quantity of “clean” overburden to be stockpiled (if any). : -
b. Prepare ot fmalize ficld notes This work part of preparation
c. Prepare and describe remediation photos and submission of Corrective
: ' ' | Action Completion Report.
(see items 4.b and c. under
scope of work for Section
: 73284508
S. Plan Preparation Previously prepared under
2. Prepare or review site health and safety plan 732.845(a)X1), item 4a.
b. Prepare Corrective Action Plan PM Site map already prepared
1. Provide information concemning: CAD Operator under Early Action. Only
A. Site Identification - modifications required at this
B. Site Information point. h

C. Proposed Methods of Remediation
D. Soil and Groundwater Investigation Results
1. Description of investigation activities perfonned to define the extent of soil and/or
groundwater contamination .
2. Analytical results and cleanup objectives in tabufar format
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ATTACHMENT I SCOFES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS
Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
3. Laboratory results
4. Boring logs
3. Monttoring well logs
6. Sitc maps to scale and oriented north showing:
2. Soil sample locations
b. Monitoring well locations
c._Plumes of soil and groundwater contamination
E. Technicat Information - Corrective Action Plan PM 16
. Discussion of how the comective action plan shall remediate the release
. List of sampling parameters and corresponding remediation objectives
. Basis for determining sampling parameters and remediation objectives
Media sampling plan to verify completion of remediation:
Current and future use of the property
Proposed preventive, engincering and institutional controls
- Schedule for implementation and projected completion'of the plan
. Engincering design specifications, diagrams, calculations, manufacturer’s specifications,
systems analsyses, sits maps, efc.
¢. Prepare budget for comrective action plan Account Tech 8
d. Review and certification of corrective action plan and budget LPE or LPG 4 PM/Senior staff reference
deleted.
6. Resource Coordination PM 16 Reference to individual
8. Schedule project subcontracted ectivitics
b. Arrange for subcontractors - | changed to “subcontractors.”
€. Call JUL.LE. and/or municipality to locate utilities
7. Distribution . ' Administrative 2 Covers ail copying and
2. Deliver draft comective action plan and budget to ownet/operator for review and signature Asst delivering costs,
b. Make copies of corrective action plan and budget for distribution
c. Deliver completed corrective action plan and budg
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel

Hours

Comments

Section 732.845(d)(7) Environmental Land Use Controls and Highway Authority Agreements PM
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FoOR PART 722 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERYICES Lume Stms

Scape of Work Perzonnel Houry Comments

Section 732.845(d)(8) Preparation and submission of corrective action completion report These tasks apply to
Corrective Action
Completion Reports for both

conventional and alternative
technologies. IPCR’s
proposal referenced only
conventional technologics.

1. Project Management

All Project Management
work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.

2. Correspondence -
a. Correspond with Agency
b. Comrespond with and update client

2.a. already included in other
line items and 2.b. is not
corrective actiot.

3. Records Gatheting
&. Obtain legal description of property
b. Obtain property tax identification number

Included in hours for
preparation of Corrective
Action Completion Report.

4, Technical Evaluation
a. Address items in 35 IAC 734 345(a)?
b. Preparc and describe photos
c. Prepare or finalize field notes

Included in 5 below.
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
5. Report Preparation PM 32 Professional enpineer
2. Prepare Corrective Action Completion Report following items in 35 JAC 734.345(a) CAD Operator | & certification included under
1. Provide information concerning: ' 5.b. below”
a ‘Site Identification Site map already prepared
b. Site Information : = under Early Action. Only
‘c. Completion Information - modifications required at this
1. Chronological narrative of corrective action activities point.
2. Explanation of how the comrective action activities remediated the release
3, Discussion of how the remediation objectives were determined
4. Media sampling and analytical procedures to verify compietion of remediation
5. Analytical resnits and remediation objectives in tabular format
6. Laboratory results .
7. Soil boring logs '
8. Monitoring well logs .
9. Laboratory certification .
10. Applicable Professional Engineer Certification
11, Site maps to scale and oriented north showing:
a. Final soil sample locations demonstrating completion of remediation
b. Groundwater monitoring well locations
¢. Groundwater recovery/discharge points
d. Plume of contamination as defined by laboratory analyses and
e. Arca remediated
12, Property Owner Summary
13. Photographs documenting corrective action activities
b. Review and certification of corrective action completion report and application for paymeat. LPE 4 PM/Senior staff reference
S - deleted. Reference to
applications for payment
added.
6. Resource Coordination Administrative 2 "
__a._Record NFR letter Asst
7. Distribution ' Administrative 3 Covers all copying,
a. Deliver draft corrective action completion report and application for payment to ownerfoperator Asst delivering costs and
for review and signature : : recording of NFR lctter.
b. Make copies of cotrective action completion report and application for payment for References to applications
distribution . for payment added.
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ATTACHMENT 1 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 732 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SuMs
Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
c. Deliver completed corrective action completion report and application for payment to IEPA and
owncT/operator
d. Make copies of recorded NFR letter for distribution
¢. Deliver recorded NFR letter to [EPA and owner/operator
£. Prepare applications for payment Account Tech 8 Tlus is added to [PCB's

B E -"""-‘_"-,\.,\_ T R T RS T R > '.'_' o F g D
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732.845({) Amendment of plm due to unforeseen cirmmstluces and its associated budget
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ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART T34 PROFESSIONAY, CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS
Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments

Section 734.845(2)(1) Preparation for the abandonment or removal of USTs

1. Project Management i All Project Management

i} work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.
2. Cormrespondence : : ' 2..1,2,3 &5 arc performed
a. Office of the Nllinois State Fire Marshal (OSFM) by tank removal contractor
1. Prepare and submit initial Notification Form for Underground Storage Tanks X and included in tank removal
2. Prepare Application for Permit for Removal/Abandonment of Underground Storage Tanks and lump sum.

submit to ownerfoperator for signature :
3. Submit Application for Permit for Removal/Abandonment to OSFM

4. Prepare and submit LUST Fund Eligibility end Deductibility Application Tech 1
5. Prepare and submit amended Notification Form “ -
b. Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) . PM 1 Not required in all cases.
1. Prepare and submit early action extension
2, Followup
€. Correspond with and update client - - Not cormective action,
3. Waste Disposal PM 1 :
a. Determing early action excavation limits ) ’
b. Prepare waste profile and arrange for landfill approval : Tech ’ 4 These hours include field
. work that is not covered
: under the haif-day rates.
[ Prcparcwastcnmnfwtsortmch_&gfoms S . PM 1
4. Plan and Report Preparation - FM p)
8. Prepare site health and safety plan
5. Resource Coordination PM 4

2. Arrange for subcontractors (e.g., excavator, tzmk removal contractor, backiill, landfiil)
b, Schedule project

¢ Call JU.L.LE. and/or monicipality to locate utilities ‘ Task performed by tank
. removal contractor. Cost
in¢cluded in tank removal




ATTACEMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROPESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Comments
| Section 734.845(a)(3) Preparation and submission of 20-day and 45-day reports
1. Project Management All Project Management
work is identified under
- Personne] Colemn as PM.
2. Correspondencs | 2.2. already included in other
a Correspond with Agency line items and 2.b. is not
b. Correspond with and update clicnt comective action.
3. Records Gathering 3.a and ¢ included in hours
& Obtaln and review TEPA and/or OSFM records - for preparation of 45-day
b. Obtain and review well records from ISGS and ISWS . Report. 3.b. not required for
¢. Obtain and review local information {e.g. Sanbom maps, serial overlays) preparation of 20 or 45-day
L Reports.
4. Waste Disposal PM
a, Review disposal documcntaﬁon
5. Technical Evaluation PM a. not required for
& Prepare well location map (<25 records within 2500 feet) preparation of 20 or 45-day -
b. Determine expected local site geology (subsurface soil conditions) Reports. b. included in hours
. ¢ Site visit for preperation of 20 and 45 Day reports for preparation of 45-day
Report, c. includes field
work that is not covered
under the half-day rates.
6. Plan and Report Preparation ™
" & Prepare 20-dz.y Certification
b, Prepare or revise site health and safety plan Previously prepared under
734.845(2)(1) task 42. No
revision necessary for
preparation and submission

of 20 and 45-day reports,




A'rmcnmshrr 2 ScopEs o WORK FOR PART 734 Pkomssmmn Consuurmc SERVICES LUMF SUMS
Personnel Hours Comments

Scope of Work
¢. Prepare 45-day Report ) M 18
1. Provide information perteining to:

A. Site Identification

B. Relcase Information ) .

C. 'Early Action ; ‘

D. Site Information

1. Nature and estimated quantity of release
2. Data concerning:.

a, Surrounding populations
b. Water quality
¢. Use and approximate locations of wells potentially affected by the release
d. Subsurface soil conditions
¢. Location of subsurface sewers
f. Climatological conditions n
g. Land use
A discussion of what was done to measure for the presence of a release
Action taken 1o prevent further release of the regulated substance into the environment
. A discussion of the action taken to monitor and mitigate fire and safety hazards posed by
vapors of frec product that has migreted from the UST excavation zone and entered
subsurface structures

wb

E. Assting Document CAD Operator 8
1. Site map to scale and oriented north showing:
a. UST system(s) and excavation limits
b. Product and dispenser lines
¢. Pumps and islands . :
d. Underground utilities (sewer, gas, water, ete.)
e. Nearby struciures (buildings, roads, ete.)
f. Soil boring{s) (if present) .
g. Monitoring well(s) and/or sumps (lf present)
. h. Property boundaries
i. Sample location points
2. Area map showing the site in relation to surmounding properties. Thxs map should identify the
. facilities on the surrounding properties
3. Cross-section, to scale, showing the USTs and ths excavation

4, Anslytical/screening results in tabular formet, including the'results of soil samples required PM 2
' ' 3



ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMT SUMS

Scope of Work

. Personnel Hours Comments
-~ pursuant to 35 1t Adm. Code 732.202(h) or 45 ILCS 5/57-57.17. .
5. UST information in & tabular format, inchuding: UST information table
a. Total number of UST(s) on site included on Agency forms
b. Volume of the UST(s) (in-gallons) under 6.¢.1.B. above
¢. The material stored in the VJST(s) (Release Information)
d. Ideatification of USY system(s) that had a release
¢. Tdentification of UST system(s) that were repaired, removed, or abandoned in-place
6. Copy of OSFM Pemmits or notifications Administeative 6, 8 & 9 combined {or a total
: Asst of I hour. -
7. Narrative of tank removal and cleaning operations; describe how wastes gencrated PM
during the tank removal were managed, treated, and disposed of -
2. Photographs of UST removal activities and the excavation 6, 8 & 9 combined for a total
9. Copies of waste manifests for soil and groundwater transported off-site , of 1 hour.
_ d. Review and certification of 20-Day and 45-Day Reports and application for payment. LPE or LPG Certification added to
' ) [PCB’s proposal. PM/Senior
staff reference deleted.
Added references to
application for payment,
7. Resource Coordination Already done prior to tank
a. Call I.U.L.LE. and/or municipality to locate utilities removal, Not required for
. jon and sybmission
- of 20 and 45-day reports,
8. Distribution ) Administrative Covers all-copying and
a_ Deliver draft 20-day Certification and 45-Day Report and application for payment Asst delivering costs. Added
owner/operator for réview and signature Teferences to application for
b. Make copies of 20-Day Certification and 45-Day Report and application for payment for payment. ’
distribution : .
c. Deliver completed 20-Day Certification and 45-Day Report and application for payment to IEPA
and owner/operator . :
9 Prepare applicalion for payment Account Tech This is added to IPCB’s




ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 "'ROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

a. Prepare Free Product Removel Report
1. Provide information pertaining to: .
A. Site Identification '
B: Free Product Information

L
2,

3.

Name(s) of person(s) responsible for implementing the free product remaval menyirex
Estimated quantity, type, and thickness of free product observed or measured in boreholes,
wells, excavation, etc.

The type of fren product recovery system used and technical justlfication for the method of
recovery chosen

. Whether any discharge will take place on- or ofF-site during the recovery operation and

where this discharge (point) will be located

. Type of trentment applied to (the frec produet), and the cffluent quality expected from any

discharpe _
. Steps that have been taken or that are being taken to obtain necessary permits for any

di

scharge
. The disposition of the recovered free product

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Section 734.845(2)(6) Preparation and submission of free proditet removal reports
1. Project Management All Project Management
work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.
2. Correspondence 2.a. already inctuded in other
a. Cotrespond with and update Hiinois Enviranmental Protection Agency (IEPA) line itemns and 2.b. is not
b. Correspond with and update Client corrective action.
3, Waste Disposal PM
2. Review dispasal documentation
4. Free Product Report Preparation PM




Scope of Work

ATTACIHMENT 2 SCOPLES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFRSSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Personnel Hours Comments
C. Assting Documentation CAD Operator 1 Site map already prepared
1. Site map to scale and oriented north showing: : under Early Action. Only
a UST system(s) and excavation limits; modifications required at this
b, Product and dispenser lines point. .
¢. Pumps and islands .
d. Underground utilities (sewet, gas, water, etc.)
¢. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
f. Scil boring(s) {if present)
g Monitoring well(s) mnd/or sumps (if present)
b Locations where free product was encountered including its esnmamd thickness
i. Location of recovery points
J. Location of the treatment unit .
k. Location of discharge points
1. Property boundaries .
2. Table showing the dates that frec product recovery was conducted and the amount of PM 1
free product recovered on each date
. 3. Copies of waste manifests Administrative 1
. Asst
3. Review and certification of free product removal report. LPE orLYG 1 Added to IPCB’s proposal,
6. Distribution Admipistrative 2 Covers all copying and
a. Deliver drafi free product removal report to ownen’opemor for review and signatare Asst - delivering costs.
b. Make copies of free product removal report for distribution
c. Dclmz eomplcted mport to IEPA and ownerlopmior
RO 3 R e A S S S A A T
Section 734.845(:)(7) Preparatnon and snbmusicn of repom submitte pursnant to Section This meport submitted as part
734.210(!!)(3) ‘ Admin Asst 2 of 45-day Report. All other -
costs related to this report arc
1. Site characterization/narritive included in costs for 45-day .
2. Characterization/narrative of water encounteted in UST cxcavanon Report (e.g., LPG/LPE
3. Completion of Property Owner Summary Form : certification, distribution).
4. Recording NFR Letter Early Action Compietion Report )



ATTACHMENT 2 Scorks OF WORK For TAlT 734 PROKFESSIONAL CONSULTING SKERVICES LUMP SUMS

Seope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
| Section 734.845(b){1) Preparation and submission of stage 1 site investigation plan
1. Project Management All Project Management
wark 18 identiffed under
Personnel Column as PM.
2, Coirespondence - 2.a nlready included in other
2. Comespond with Agency line items and 2.b. is not
b. Correspond with and update client corective action.
3. Technical Evaluation PM
a. Determine expected local site geology (subsurface soil conditions)
b. Evaluate backfill/piping samples to Tier | remediation objectives.
¢. Determine drilling locations for soil samples and monitoring wells
d. Demonstrate if groundwater investigation is required (if applicable)
¢. Conduct initial water suppiy well survey per 734.315(a)%3)
4. Plan Preparation No preparation of plan is

a. Prepare Stage 1 Site Investigation Plan
1. Provide infermation concerning:
A. Site ldentification
B. Site [nfonmation
1. Will cwner/operator seek reimbursement from the UST Fund?
2. If yes, is budget attached?
3. Is this an amended plan?
4. ldentify the material released
5. Describe the activities that will be performed to determine the following:
a. Degree of soil contamination
b. Extent of soil contamination (as defined to Tier ! Residential remediation objectives)
¢. The degree of groundwater contamination
d. Extent of groundwater contamination (as defined to Class | Remediation Objectives uniess
otherwise approved by the Illinois EPA)
¢. Direction of groundwater flow
{. Hydraulic conductivity of groundwater .
g Identificatipn of Sitc features that may affect contaminant transport and risk to human
health and the environment
6. Site map fo scale and oriented north showing:

required. Stage 1 Plan
consists of a certification in
the 45-day Report that the
Stage 1 investigation will be
conducted in accordance
with 35 IAC 734315 (Stage
1 site investigation
requirements).




. ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS
Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
a. UST system(s) and excavation limits
b. Product and dispenser lines . :
¢. Pumps and islands - ' ‘.
d. Underground utilities (sewer, gas, water, elc)
¢. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
f. Location of the proposed/existing soil borings
g. Location of the proposed/existing monitoring wells
h. Property boundaries )
b. Prepare or update site health and safety plan : : Previously prepared under
. - : 734.845(=)(1) task 4a. Not
required for preparation and
. : submission of Stage 1 plan.,
¢. Prepare budget ) : . No preparation of budpet is
’ required. Stage 1 Budget
consists of a certification in
the 45-day Report that the
Stage 1 investigation costs
will not exceed the cost set
forth in Subpart .
d. Review work to be done by project manager or other senior staff . : Stage 1 plan submitted as
¢. Prepare LPE/LPG certification . part of 45-day Report.
' Review and certification
costs included under 45-day
Report review and
certification costs.

5. Resource Coordination ' 1PM 2
o Amange fordrlling . ’
b. Call J.U.LILE. and/or municipality to locate wiilities

6. Distribution Stage 1 Plan submitted as
. Deliver draft plan and budget 1o owncrfoperamr for review and signature pert of 45-day Report.. These:
b. Make copies of plan and ‘Imdget for distribution _ - " | costs included under 45-day

Report costs.




ATTACIIMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 IPROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Sectlon 734.845(b)(3) Preparation and submlssion of stage 2 site investigation plan
1. Project Management All Project Management
work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.
2. Cormespondence 2.a. already included in other
a. Cormespend with Agency line items and 2.b. is not
b. Correspond with and update client corrective action.
3. Records Gathering These tasks already
a, Obtain local information (¢.g., Sanbom maps, aerial overlays, ete. ) performed as part of 45-day
b. Determine extent of propeny boundanes Report preparation.
4. Technica] Evaluation PM 16 These hours cover technical
a Address items in 35 IAC 734.320(b) CAD Operator ] work performed {vs. report
b. Prepate or finalize field notes preparation hours which are
c._Prepare and describe site investipation photos included under 5 below).
d. Propare contingency scope of work for boring/menitaring well locations Included under 5 below,
5. Plan Preparation PM H 5.a1B.5hand 5.21.C added
to Board's proposal

2 Prepare Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan addressing items in 35 IAC 734.320(b)
1. Provide information concerning:
A, Site Identification
B. Site Infonmation
1. Will owner/opemator seck reimbursement from the UST Fund?
2. If yes, is budget attached?
3. Is this an amended plan?
4. Identify the material released
5. Describe the activities that will be performed to determine the following:
a. Degree of soil contamination
b. Extent of soil contamination (as defined to Tier 1 Residential remediation objectives)
¢. The degree of groundwater contamination
4. Extent of ground water contamination (as defined o Class | Remediation Objectives unless
otherwise approved by the lllinois EPA) '
¢. Direction of groundwater flow
{. Hydraulic conductivity of groundwater

L : g. Identification of Site features that may affect contamninant transporl and risk to human

9




Scope of Work

ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

10

Personnel Hours Comments
health and the environment. '
k. The following parameters, if determined during Stage 2 m‘veshgat!on
Hydraulic conductivity ’
Soil bulk density
Soil particle density
Moisture content
Organic carbon content
C._Site Investigation Summary Form
6. Site map to scale and oriented north showing: Maps included under 4.a.
a. UST system(s) and excavation limits above. Site map already
b. Product and dispenser lines prepared under Early Action.
¢. Pumps and islands Only modifications required
d, Underground utilities (sewer, gas, watér, etc) at this point.
¢. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, ctc.) ,
f. Laocation of the proposed/existing soil borings
£. Location.of the proposed/existing monitoring wells
h. Property boundaries
b. Prepare budget Account Tech
¢. Prepare or review site kiealth and safety plan Previously prepared under
. 734.845(a)(1) task 4.
d Review and certification of Stage 2 Smc Investigation Plan, Budget, and Stage I application for LPELPG PM/Scnior staff reference
payment. deleted. Added reference to
- application for payment.
6. Resource Coordinaﬁon PM
a. Arrange for drilling
b. Call JULLE. and/or mlmxclpahty 10 locate ufilities
7. Distribution Administrative Covers all copying and
a. Deliver draft plan and budget and application for payment to ownerfoperator for review and signature | Asst - delivering costs. Added
“b. Make copies of plan and budget and application for payment for distribution references to application for
¢. Deliver completed plan and budget and application for payment to TEPA and owner/operator payment, :
8. Prepare Stage 1 applications for payment Account Tech

This is added to IPCB’s




ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
734.845(b)(5) Preparation and submission of stage 3 site investigation plan The following hours are
proposed in lieu of time and
materials for Stage 3 Site
Investigation.
1, Records Gathenng These tasks are already
. Obtain local information (e.g., Sanborn maps, aerial overlays, etc.) performed as part of 45-day
b. Determine exient of property boundaries Report preparation.
2. Technical Evaluation M 16 These hours cover technical
a Address items in 35 IAC 734.325(b) CAD Operator 8 work performed (vs. report
b. Prepare or finalize field notes preparation hours which are
c. Prepare and dscn'bc site investigation photos included under 3 below).
d nga_:_e contingency scope of work for boring/monitoring well Iocauons Included under 3 below.
3. Plan Preparation PM 8 .

a. Preparc Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan addressing items in 35 IAC 734.325(b)
[, Provide information concemning:
A_ Site [dentification
B. Site Information

1. Will owner/operaior seck reimbursement from the UST Fund?

2. Hfyes, is budpet attached?

3. Is this an amended plan?

4. Identify the material relcased

5. Describe the sctivities that will be performed to determine the following:
a. Degree of 3oil contamination
b. Extent of soil contamination (as defined to Tier 1 Residential remediation objectives)
c. The degree of groundwater contamination
d. Extent of groundwaler contamination (as defined to Ciass | Remediation Objectives unless

otherwise approved by the lllinois EPA)
e. Dizection of groundwater flow
f. Hydraulic conduetivity of groundwater
g- Identification of Site features that may aﬂ‘ect contaminant transport and risk to human
health and the environment.
h. The following parameters, if determined during Stage 3 investipation:
Hydraulic conductivity




ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
‘ Soil bulk density
Soil particle density
Moisture content - -
Oryzanic carbon content
C. Site Investigation Summary Form
6. Site map W scale and oriented north showing: . Maps included under 4.a.
a. UST system(s) and excavation limits above. Site map already
b. Product and dispenser lines prepared under Early Action.
¢. Pumps and islands Only modifications required
d, Underground utilitics {scwer, gas, water, cic) at this point.
e. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
f. Location of the proposed/existing soil borings
g. Location of the proposed/existing monitoring wells
h. Property boundaries .
b. Prepare budpet Account Tech
c. Review and certification of Stage 3 Site Investigation Plan and Budget and Stage 2 application for LPE/LPG
payment. ;
4. Resource Coordination PM
&. Arrange for drilling -
b. Call J.U.L.LE, and/or municipality to locate utilities
S, Distribution ’ Administrative Covers al! copying and
‘2. Deliver draft plan and budget and application for payment to owner/operator for review and signature | Asst delivering costs.
b. Make copies of plan and budget and application for payment for distribntion
¢. Deliver completed plan and budget and application for payment to IEPA and ownet/operator . -
-| 6. Off-site access . . ’ PM 4 hours total for each off-site
Correspondence and meetings with off-site property ownets property
7. Prepere Stage 2 applications for Account Tech
Section 734.845(b)(7) Well surveys conducted pursuant to Section 734.445: PM Not required for all sites.

Section 734.845(b)(8) Prepa_ration and submission of site investigation complefion report

1. Project Management

All Project Management
work is identified under

12

Personnel Column as PM.

e —
e —



ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Wark

Personnel

Houry

Comments

2. Cormrespondence
a. Cormrespond with Agency
b. Correspond with and update client

2.2 already included in other
line items and 2.b. is not
corrective action.

3. Recards Gathering
a Obtain local information (e.g., Sanbom maps, acrial overlays, elc.)
b. Determine extent of property boundaries

These tasks are afready
performed as part of 45-day
Report preparation.

4, Technical evaluation

a.

c
d
e

grorEyrs

.

Address items in 35 IAC 734.330(aXb) and (c)

Describe methods for investigating site and swrrounding areas.

Describe the abservations made while investigating site and surrounding areas
Prepare or revise site maps per 35 IAC 734.330(b)(2){4) that also show:

1. Distance of at least 1,000 fest around UST (scale > 1:200) -

2. Location of site with respect to section, township and range

3. On-site and off-site injection and withdrawnl wells a{fected by releasc
Evaluate existing and potential migration pathways and expasure routes
Compile information regarding site-specific sampling activities and methods, including:
1. Sample collection information (date, time, method, location, sampler)

2, Sample preseryation and shipment information, Including QARQC

3. Field and !ab blank documentation '

. Interpret the resulta of the site investigation

Describe the release and cvaluation exposure routes

Describe the nature, cancentration and extent of indicator contaminants
Prepare ot finalize field notes

Preparc and describe sile investigation photos

. Provide analysis of hydraulic conductivity test data from a single well

Provide description of physical features that may affect contamninant transport

PM

5. Report Preparation ‘

a,

Prepare Site Investigation Completion Report addressing items in 35 IAC 734.330(aXb) and (c)
1. Provide information concerning:
A. Site Identification
B. Site Information
C. Site Investigation Results
1. Site History/Executive Summary
2. Namative of field activities including sampling methods
3. Discussion of development of remediation objectives

PM
CAD Operator

Site map alrcady preparcd
under Early Action. Only
modifications required at this
point. Site Investigation
Sutnmary Form added to
TPCB's proposal.




ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR I’m’r 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERYICES LUMP SUMS

Seop_f Work Personnel Comntents
4. Apalytical results and remediation objectives in tabular format
5. Conclusions
6. Sitc maps to scale
a. UST system(s) and excavation ltmlts
b. Product and dispenser lines
¢. Pumps and islands
d. Underground utilities (sewer, gas, water, etc)
e. Nearby structures (buildings, roads, etc.)
f . Location of the soil borings .
g Location of the existing monitoring wells
h. Property boundaries
7. Soil boring logs
8. Well completion reports
9. Laboratory Reports and
10. Laboratory Certification
D. Site Investigation Suramary Form
b. Preparc appendices containing references and data sources, log, lab reports, ete.. Included in 4 and 5.2 above.
¢ Review and-certification of site investigation completion report and Stage 3 application for payment. LIYEor LPG PM/Senior staft reference
. : deleted. Reference to
application for payment
added,
6. Distribution Administrative Covers all copying and
2. Deliver draft site investigation completion mport and application for payment to ownen’opmtor Asst delivering costs. Reference
for review and signature to application for payment
b. Make copies of site investigation completion report and apphcmon for payment for distribition added. - :
¢, Deliver completed report and application for payment to IEPA and ownet/operator
7. Prepare Stage 3 applications for payment Account Tech This is added 10 IPCB’s
o
Section 734,845 (c) (1) Preparation and submission of corrective action plan (Conventional Tech)
1. Project Management All Project Management
' work is identified under
Personnel Column as PM.

14



ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Comments
2. Correspondence 2.a. already included in other
a. Correspond with Agency line items and 2.b. is not
b, Correspond with and update client corrective action.
3. Waste Disposal Tech These hours include field
a. Prepare waste profile (amnge for landfill approval) work that is not covered
under the half-day rates.
b. Determine limits of excavation PM
c. Estimate quantity of contaminated soil to be disposed of
d. Mnail waste profile to owner/operator for review and signature
€. Prepare waste manifests or tracking forms.
4. Technical Evajuation . included in 3.b above
a, Estimatc quantity of “clean” overburden to be stockpiled (if any).
b. Prepare or finalize field notes This work part of prepamtion
¢. Prepare and describe remediation photes and submission of Comrective
Action Completion Report.
(ser tems 4.b and ¢, under
scope of work for Section
734.845(c)(4)).
5. Plan Preparation Previously prepared under
a. Prepare or review site health and safety plan 734.845(aX 1), item 4a_
b. Prepare Corrective Action Plan PM Site map already prepared
1. Provide information concerning: CAD Operator under Early Action. Only
A. Site Identification modifications required at this
B. Site Information >

C. Proposed Methods of Remediation
D. Soil and Groundwater Investigation Results

Pt W N

Description of investigation activities performed to define the extent of soil and/or
groundwaler contominution

. Analytical results and cleanup objccuvcs in tabular format

Laboratory results
Boring logs -

. Monftering well logs; and
. Site maps to scale and oriented north showmg

8. Soil anmpic localiony

point.




ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMF SUMS

Scope of Work

Personnel

Hours Comments

b. Monitoring well locations
c. Plumes of soit and groundwater contamination

E. Technical Information — Corrective Action Plan .

1. Discussion of how the corrective action plan shall remediate the rclease
2. List of sampling parameters and carresponding remmediation objectives
3. Basis for determining sampling parameters and remediation objcctives

_ 4, Media sampling plan to verify completion of remediation
5. Current and future usc of the property )
6. Proposed preventive, engincering and institutional controls
7, Schedule for implementation and projected completion of the plan
8. Engineering design specifications, diagrams, calculations, manufacturer’s specifications,

systems analsyses, sitc maps, ste.

M

16

¢. Prepare budget for corrective action plan

Account Tech

d. Review and centification of corrective action plan and budget

[

LPEor LPG

PM/Senior staff reference
deleted, -

6. Resource Coordination
a. Schedule project
b. Arrange for subcontractors
¢. Call J.U.L.LE, and/or municipality to locate utilities

PM

16

Reference to individual
subcontracted activitics
changed to “subcontractors.”

7. Distribution
a. Deliver draft corrective action plan and budget to ownerfoperator for review and signature.
b. Make copies of corrective action plan and budget for distribution.

¢ Deliver completed corrective action plan and budget to IEPA and owner/opes

ator,

16

Covers &ll copyinﬁ and
delivering costs.




ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scepe of Work Personnel Hours Comments
Section 734.845(cX(3) Environmental Land Use Controls and Highway Autherity Agreements | PM 8 8 hours total for cach ELUC
& HAA. Standardized

Sechon 734.!45(:)(4) Preparat:ou snd mbnussmn ef corrective action compldmn repor!

e R : w- Y u.,\n.--.\-uMA 1-«'--\..._- .«., d‘rﬂ' P

Jippane
Satds e

fire tedew \mrr#m ,u' -
o D W L .

documents being ptoposed in

'm:se ladcs npply to
Corrective Action
Completion Reports for both
conventional and altemative
technologies. IPCB’s
proposal referenced only
conventional technologies,

1. Project Management

All Project Management
work i identified under
Personnel Column as PM.

2. Comrespondence
1. Correspond with Agency
b, Corespond with and update client

2.a. already included in other
Tine items and 2.b. is not
comective action.

2, Address iterns in 35 IAC 734.345(a)?
b. Prepare and describe photos
¢. Prepare or finalize field notes

3. Records Gathering Included in hours for
a Obtain legal description of property prepamation of Corrective
b. Obtain property tax identification number Action Completion Report.
4. Technical Evaluation Included in 5 below.




Scope of Work

Personne]

Hours

ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Comments

5. Report Preparation
a. Prepare Comective Action Completion Report following items in 35 IAC 734.345(a)
1. Provide information concerning:
a. Site Identification
b. Site Information
¢. Completion Information

—

12.
13,

. Soil boring logs

. Monitoring well logs -
. Laboratory certification !
. Applicable Professional Engineer Certification

. Site maps to scale and oriented north showing:

-—csaeo-.:p\y-:uuw--

. Chronological narrative of corrective action acuwues
. Explanation of how the corrective action activities remediated the release
. Discussion of how the remediation objectives were determined

Media sampling and znalytical procedures to venfy completion of remedxauon
Analytical results and remediation objectives in tabula: format
Laboratory results

+

2. Final soil sample locations demonstrating complenon of remediation
b. Groundwater monitoring well locations

¢. Groundwater recovery/discharpe points

d. Plume of contamination as defined by laboratory analyses

¢, Area remediated

Property Owner Summary

Photographs documenting corrective action activities

M
CAD Operstor

32
g

Professional engineer
cestification included under
5.b. below.

Site map already prepared
under Early Action. Only
modifications required at this
point.

b. Review and certification of carrective action completion report and application for payment.

LPE

PM/Senior staff reference
deleted. Refersnce to
applications for payment
added.

6. Resource Coordination
& Record NFR letter

Administrative

18




ATTACHMENT 2 SCOPES OF WORK FOR PART 734 PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS

Scope of Work Personnel Hours Comments
7. Distribution Administrative 3 Covers all copying,
t. Deliver draft corrective action completion report and application for payment to ownerfoperator Asst detivering costs and
for review and signature recording of NFR letter.
b. Make copies of corrective action completion report and application for payment for - References 1o applications
distribution for payment added.
¢. Deliver completed corrective action completion report and application for payment to IEPA and
awncr/operator
d. Make copies of recorded NFR letter for distribution
¢. Deliver recorded NFR letter to IEPA and owner/operator
8. Prepare epplications for payment Account Tech [ This has been added to the

PM
Acct Tech

v

19



ATTACHMENT 3 SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS FOR PART 732

Section/Title Personnel/Hours | Total from Task Amount
- Breakdown Proposed in
‘ (Spreadsheet) Subpart H
' ‘ | High Low
732.845(a)(1) Preparation for the abandonment or removal | PM/S . $1225 $1035° $960"
of USTs Tech/S
732.845(a)(3) Preparation and submission of 20-day and 45- | PM/19 $3085% | $2477 $4800"
day reports 1 CAD/8 B
Admin Asst/3
LPE/LPG/1
Acct Tech/8
732.845(a)(6) Preparation and submission of free product PM/6 $925 $747 $1600
removal reports CAD/
' Admin Asst/3
LPE/LPG/1
732.845(a)(7) Preparation and submission of reports PM/2 $290 $230 $500
submitted pursuant to Section 734.202(h)(3) Admin Asst/2
732.845(b)(1) Preparation and submission of site PM/40 $8540° $6608° $9870°
classification plans, site classification preparation, Geologist/10
fieldwork, field oversight, and the preparation and CAD3
submission of the site classification completion report Tech/20
' : LPE/LPG/4
Admin Asst/4
: Acct Tech/12 _
732.845(c)(1) Preparation and submission of low priority ~ | PM/8 $1370 $1094 $3200
groundwater monitoring plan Acct Tech/4 '
LPE/LPG/2
Admin Asst/2

Note: This summarjr includes only:flum;:) sum amounts for Professional Consulting Services. It does not include professional

consulting services costs to be reimbursed on a.unit rate basis (i.e., field over-site and travel costs).




ATTACHMENT 3 SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS FOR PART 732

Section/Title

PersonnelfHours

Total from Task
Breakdown
(Spreadsheet)

Amount
Proposed in
Subpart H

High

Low

732.845(c)(3) Preparation and submission of first
year groundwater monitoring reports

PM/8

CAD/2
LPE/LPG/2
Admin Asst/2
Account Tech/4

$1490

$1174

$2560

732.845(c)(4) Preparation and submission of second
year groundwater monitoring reports

PM/8

CAD/2
LPE/LPG/2
Admin Asst/2
Account Tech/4

$1490

$1174

$2560

732.845(c)(5) Preparation and submission of low prionty
groundwater monitoring completion report

PM/8

CADR2
LPE/LPG/2
Admin Asst/2
Account Tech/4

$14%0

$1174

$2560

732.845(d)(1)(A) Preparation and submission of
investigation plans for on-site contamination for sites
classified pursuant to Section 732.307

PM/26

CAD/RR
Account Tech/4
LPE/LPG/2
Admin Asst/2

$3650

$3034

$3200

732.845(d)(1)(B) Preparation and submission of
investigation plans for off-site contamination for sites
classified pursuant to Section 732.307

-

PM/26

CAD/8
Account Tech/4
LPE/ALPG/2
Admin Asst/2
PM-additional 4

— for each off-site

access property.

$3650

+ 400 for
each off-
site
property

$3034

+ $360 for
each off-site
property

$3200

Note: This summary includes only lump sum amounts for Professional Consulting Services. It does not include professional

consulting services costs to be reimbursed on a unit rate basis (i.e., field over-site and travel costs).




ATTACAMENT 3 SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS FOR PART 732

Section/Title Personnel/Hours | Total from Task Amount
- Breakdown Proposed in
(Spreadsheet) Subpart H
High Low
732.845(d)(3) Well surveys conducted pursuant to Sections | PM/4 - $400 $360 $160
732.404(e)(1) and 734.445(b)
732.845(d)(4) Preparation and submission of corrective | | PM/38 $5230 $4378 $5120
action plan (Conventional} 1 Tech/4
CAD/2
Account Tech/8
LPE/LPG/4
. Admin Asst/2
732.845(d)(6)(B) Development of Tier 2 or Tier 3 PM/8 $800 $720 $800
remediation objectives
732.845(d)(7) Environmental Land Use Controls and PM/8 $800 $720 $800
Highway Authotity Agreements
732.845(d)(8) Preparation and submission of corrective PM/32 $4865 $4045 $5120
action completion report - ' CAD/8
: ' LPE/4
Admin Asst/5
Account Tech/8

Note: This summary ipcludes only fump sum amounts for Professional Cﬁnsulting Services. It does not include professional

. consulting services costs to be reimbursed on a unit rate basis (i.e., field over-site and travel costs).



ATTACHMENT 3 SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS FOR PART 732

Section/Title Personnel/Hours | Total from Task | Amount
- Breakdown Proposed in
{Spreadsheet) Subpart H
High Low
732.845(f) Amendment of plan and its associated budget PM/6 $710 $610 3640
Account Tech/2
High Low High Low
LPE/LPG $130 $92 CAD f60  $40
PM $100 $950 Admin Asst $45 $25
Tech $65 $45 Acct Tech $55 $35
Geologist $110 $70

' In the JEPA’s proposal preparation of Health and Safety Plan costs were included in the preparation of the 20 Day and 45 Day Report cost. In
this breakdown, preparation of Health and Safety Plan costs are included in preparation for the abandonment or removal of USTs.

2 In the IEPA’s proposal potable water supply well survey costs were included in the preparation of the 20 Day and 45 Day Report costs. In this
breakdown, potable water supply well survey costs are included in Site Classification costs.

Note: This summary includes only lump sum amounts for Professional Consulting Services. It does not include professional
consulting services costs to be reimbursed on a unit rate basis (i.c., ficld over-site and travel costs).



ATTACHMENT 4 SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS FOR PART 734

Section/Title Personnel/Hours | Total from Task Amount Proposed in
Breakdown Subpart H
{Spreadsheet
High Low
734.845(a)(1) Preparation for the abandonment | Tech/5 $1225" $1035' $960"
or removal of USTs PM/9
734.845(a)(3) Preparation and submission of | PM/19 $3085™ $2477'7 ] $4800™"
20-day and 45-day reports CAD/8
Acct Tech/8
Admin Asst/3
LPE/LPG/1
734.845(a)(6) Preparation and submission of PM/6 $925 $747 $1600
free product removal reports CAD/
LPE/LPG/1
Admin Asst/3
734.845(a)(7) Preparation and submission of PM/2 $290 $230 $500
reports submitted pursuant to Section Admin Asst/2
734.210(h)X3)
734.845(b)(1) Preparation and submission of - | PM/10 $1000 $900 $1600
stage 1 site investigation plan
734.845(b)(3) Preparation and submission of PM726 $4090° $3314° $3200°
stage 2 site investigation plan CAD/8
Acct Tech/12
Admin Asst/2
LPE/LPG/2

Note: This summary includes only lump sum amounts fer Professional Consuiting Services. It does not include
professional consulting services costs to be reimbursed on a unit rate basis (i.e., field over-site and travel costs).




ATTACHMENT 4 SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS FOR PART 734

Section/Title Personnel/Hours | Total from Task Amount Proposed in
Breakdown Subpart H
(Spreadsheet
High Low
734.845(b)(5) Preparation and submission of PM/26 $4090 $3314 $3200-Agency
stage 3 site investigation plan CAD/8 +$400 for | +$360 for | T&M - Board
Acct Tech/12 each off-site | each off-
LPE/LPG/2 property site
Admin Asst2 property
PM-additional 4
— for each off-site
access property.
734.845(b)(7) Well surveys conducted pursuant | PM/4 $400 $360 $160
to Section 734.445(b)
734.845(b)(8) Preparation and submission of PM/720 $3030 $2474 $1600
site investigation completion report CAD/4
LPE/LPG/2
Admin Asst/2
Acct Tech/8
734.845(c)1) Preparation and submission of PM/38 $5230 $4378 $5120
corrective action plan {Conventional) Tech/4
CADR2
Acct Tech/8
LPE/LPG/4
Admin Asst/2
734.845(c)(3) Environmental Land Use PM/8 $800 $720 $800

Controls and Highway Authority Apreements

Note: This summary includes only lump sum amounts for Professional Consulting Services. Tt does not include
professional consulting services costs to be reimbursed on a unit rate basis (i.e., field over-site and travel costs),




ATTACHMENT 4 SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES LUMP SUMS FOR PART 734

| Section/Title

Geologist $110 $70

' In the IEPA’s proposal preparation of Health and Safety Plan costs were included in the preparation of the 20 Day and 45 Day
Report cost. In this breakdown, preparation of Health and Safety Plan costs are included in preparation for the abandonment or

removal of USTs.

? In the IEPA’s proposal potable water Asstly well survey costs were included in the preparation of the 20 Day and 45 Day Report

Personnel/Hours | Total from Task Amount Proposed in
Breakdown Subpart H
{(Spreadsheet)
High Low
734.845(c)(4) Preparation and submission of PM/32 $4865 $4045 $5120
corrective action completion report CAD/
LPE/LPG/4
Admin Asst/5
Acct Tech/8
734.845(d)2) Development of Tier 2 or Tier3 | PM/8 £800 $720 $800
remediation objectives
734.845(f) Amendment of plan and its PM/6 §710 $610 $640
associated budget Acct Tech/?2
High Low High Low
LPE/LPG $130 $92 CAD 560 $40
PM $100 $90 Admin Asst  $45 $25
Tech $65 $45 Acct Tech $55 $35

costs. In this breakdown, potable water Asstly well survey costs are included in Stage 2 Site Investigation Plan costs.

Note: This summary includes only lump sum amounts for Professional Consulting Services. It does not include
professional censulting services costs to be reimbursed on a unit rate basis (i.e., field over-site and travel costs).
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BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

IN THE MATTER OF: )
)
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO )
REGULATION OF PETROLEUM ) R 04-22
LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE ) (Rulemaking - Land)
TANKS (35 ILL. ADM. CODE 732) )

TESTIMONY OF DOUGLAS W. CLAY IN SUPPORT OF
THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY’S PROPOSAL TQO AMEND
35 ILL. ADM. CODE 732

My name is Doug Clay. I am the manager of the Leaking Underground Storage
Tank (“LUST”) Section within the Bureau of Land of the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agency. I have been in my current position since September of 1994. The
LUST Section is érimarily responsible for reviewing the technical adequacy of plans,
reports and associated budgets for the remediation of releases from underground storage
tanks regulated under Title X VI of the Environmental Protection Act (“Act”) and 35 I1L.
Adm. Code, Parts 731 and 732.

Prior to assuming my current position, I was the manager of the Disposal
Alternative Unit within the Permit Section of the Bureau of Land. I have also worked in
the Permit Section in the Bureau of Water. I have been employed at the Iilinois EPA
since 1983 following the receipt of a B.S. degree in Civil Engineering from the
University of Illinois. Ihave been a Registered Professional Engineer in Illinois since
1989. A copy of my resume is attached.

Today I will be testifying in support of the proposed amendments to 35 Iil. Adm.
Code, Part 732. These amendments are the result of: (1) modification to the Illinois

Environmental Protection Act by Public Acts 92-0554 and 92-0735; (2) the need to



reform the current budget and reimbursement process; and (3) to clarify issues that have
arisen since Part 732 was last amended. My testimony will provide a brief overview and
focus on a portion of Subpart C (Section 732.306 only), Subpart D, Subpart E, portions of
Subpart F and Subpart G.

Overview — The proposed regulatory amendments are intended to streamline the
leaking underground storage tank remediation process, clarify remediation requirements
and most notably reform the budget and reimbursement process. The new budget and
reimbursement process would eliminate the majority of budgets and reimbursement
packages submitted based on a time and material basis and replace them with submittals
based on unit rates and lump sums for specific tasks established in the regulations. We
believe that this will streamline the approval of budgets and the processing of
reimbursement claims. Currently, there is a tremendous amount of time spent reviewing
budgets and reimbursement packages. Furthermore, the majority of plan and report
denials, amendments to plans and reports submitted by consultants, and appeals before
the Illinois Poliution Control Board are related to budget and reimbursement issues, as
opposed to technical issues. The Agency believes that the proposed amendments will
allow more efficient use of Board and Agency resources, improve consistency, lower
remediation costs, expedite cleanups and allow tank owners and operators to be
reimbursed in a more timely manner. The proposed costs in Subpart H were developed
with input froxﬁ the consulting industry and other trade organizations plus nearly 15 years
of Agency experience administering the leaking underground storage tank reimbursement
program, and are generally consistent with the rates we currently approve for

reimbursement. Over the past 15 years, the Agency has approved over one-half billion



dollars for reimbursement. This involved reviewing over 12,800 budgets and over
18,300 applications for payments. In addition, it should be noted that our current rates
and the approach to the development of our current rates have been upheld in Board

decisions.

Section 732.306 — Deferred Site Classification: Priority List for Payment.

Wording has been changed to clarify the administrative procedures with regard to
deferring site classification due to insufficient funds being available for reimbursement
from the UST Fund. In addition, the miniinum criteria that must be met before an owner
or operator is allowed to defer has been modified and would require that the extent of soil
and groundwater contamination be determined. The Agency believes that the proposed
additions are required to be able to determine that the deferral of site investigation for the
subject release would not pose a threat to human health or the environment. This is the
same wording that is being proposed in Section 732.406.

Section 732.404 — High Priority Site. Wording was added in subsection
732.404(e) requiring the potable water well survey identified in subsection 732.307(f) to
be extended if the contamination has migrated beyond the property boundary or if the soil
and/or groundwater is going to be left in place and the groundwater is modeled to migrate
beyond the property boundary. The same sources of information previously required
must be contacted and documentation provided to help ensure the adequate protection of
potable water supply wells.

In addition, the Agency may require a more extensive well survey, which may
include a physical survey of wells in the area if site-specific circumstances warrant. For

example, if the original well survey is conducted and identifies that some, but not all, of
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BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

IN THE MATTER OF: )
) |
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ) R04-022
REGULATION OF PETROLEUM ) (Rulemaking — Land)
LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE )
TANKS (35 ILL.ADM. CODE 732) y
TESTIMONY OF HARRY A CHAPPEL. P.E,

IN SUPPORT QF THE ENVIRONME LP ECTION AGENCY’S PROPOSAL TO
AM 351.L. ADM. CODE 732

My name is Harry Chappel. I am a Unit Manager in the Leaking Undergrqund Storage
Tank (UST) Section within the Bureau of Land of the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA). I have been in my current position since March of 2002. I was employed by the Illinois
EPA from 1976 to 1995. From 1995 to 2001 I was in private practice as a co-owner in two
environmental consulting firms located in Springfield, Illinois. I was the Manager of the
Leaking UST Section from 1991 to 1994, Ireceived a B.S. degree in Civil Engineering from the
University of Missouri at Rolla in 1975 and a M.S. in Thermal and Environmental Engineering
from Southern Illinois University at Carbondale in 1979. I have been a Registered Professional
Engineer in Hlinois since 1979. A copy of my current resume is provided as Attachment 1,

Today I will be testifying in support of the proposal to amend 35 Ill. Adm. Code, Part
732. This proposal is the result of modifications to the Illinois Environmental Protection Act by
Public Acts 92-0554 and 92-0735, and the need to reform the current reimbursement procedures.

My testimony will focus on the following reimbursement requirements proposed in Subpart H of

Part 732:

732.800 Applicability



732.825
732.835
732.845
732.850
732.855

732.865

Soil Removal and Disposal

Sample Handling and Analysis
Professional Consulting Services
Payment on Time and Material Basis -
Unusual or Extraordinary Expenses

Agency Review of Payment Amounts

The remaining portions of Subpart H will be discussed by Brian Bauer in his testimony.

732.800 - Applicability

This section specifies that all reimbursable tasks and/or activities under Part 732 will be

limited to a maximum amount specified therein. Illinois EPA has grouped all activities which

may be reimbursable into the following categories:

732.810 — UST Removal or Abandonment

732.815 — Free Product or Groundwater Removal and Disposal

732.820 — Drilling, Well Installation and Abandonment

732.825 — Soil Removal and Disposal

732.830 — Drum Disposal

732.835 — Sample Handling and Analysis

732.840 — Replacement of Paving; Above Grade Structures

732.845 — Professional Consulting Services

732.850 — Time and Material Payments

732.855 — Unusual or Extraordinary Expenses

732.860 — Handling Charges



In support of these proposed allowable amounts, I have attached copies of allowable
amounts from other states with similar programs. These attachments are as follows:

Attachment 2 — Summary of Information

Attachment 3 — Arizona

Attachment 4 - Indiana

Attachment 5 — Colorado

Attachment 6 — Texas

Attachment 7 — Oklahoma

Attachment 8 - South Carolina

732.825 — Soil Removal and Disposal

The Illinois EPA is proposing to allow a maximurm of $57.00 per cubic yard for soil
excavation, transportation and disposal costs. Attachment 9 provides a summary of randomly
selected projects, which were reviewed in developing this figure. The $57 per cubic yard figure
proposed in the regulations is the sum of the cost to excavate, transport and dispose ($47.58) plus
one standard deviation ($8.22), rounded up to $57 to allow for incidental expenses. The Illinois
EPA is proposing $20/cubic yard be allowed for backfill costs. The $20/cubic yard figure is the
sum of the costs to backfill ($15.89) plus one standard deviation ($4.38), rounded to the nearest
whole dollar. The Illinois EPA is proposing separate amounts for these activities since the
amount of soil excavated and disposed does not always equal the amount of backfill required.
The Illinois EPA has historically allowed $55 per cubic yard for excavation, transportation, and

disposal of contaminated soil.



These costs include all equipment, personnel, trucking and disposal fees. They do not
include a consultant’s oversight of the removal operation.

To determine the volume of soil, a simple volume calculation is provided in the proposal.
To account for the fact that the in-place volume is less than the excavated volume of soil, a
“fluff” factor of 5 percent has been added to the equation. This 5 percent allowance applies to
excavation, transportation, disposal, and backfill volumes. Also, the conversion factor for
converting tons to cubic yards has been specified. This conversion factor is also proposed for
early action excavation amounts specified in Appendix C of the amended rules.

Likewise, the volume of backfill allowed to be reimbursed has been specified. The $20
per cubic yard figure again includes materials, trucking, equipment and personnel. This figure
does not include costs for a consultant’s oversight of the operation.

There will be situations where soil at the excavation may not be contaminated, but must
be removed to access the contaminated soil. A cost per cubic yard to excavate, stockpile and
replace this soil has been specified to account for these sitnations. This $6.50 per cubic yard
figure was obtained from the 2003 National Construction Cost Estimator, 51* Edition.

732.835 — Sampling Handling and Analysis

Proposed Appehdix D will set the maximum amounts to be reimbursed for various
chemical and physical tests on soil and groundwater. The Illinois EPA met with the 1llinois
Association of Environmental Laboratories (IAEL) regarding reasonable reimbursement amounts
for these types of tests. In response to the Agency’s request, the IAEL provided a survey of 5
labs which is included in Attachment 10. The IAEL suggested the Illinois EPA use the highest

rate reported by any of the 5 laboratories. The Illinois EPA rejected this approach. The Illinois



EPA instead opted to use the average amounts provided on the IAEL data contained in
Attachment 10. Attachment 11 breaks down how the average amounts provided in Appendix D
were calculated from the IAEL data. The following variations from the IAEL data should also
be noted:
1. The cost per sample for chemical oxygen demand (COD) was based on the
TAEL data for the biological oxygen demand (BOD) test. It was assumed the cost for
these two tests would be similar. A cost for BOD has not been provided in Appendix D
as this test is not required in most UST applications;
2. Dollar amounts on the IAEL table (Appendix 10) were rounded to the next
higher total dollar amount;
3. A cost for “Iron Total Soil” is included in the Illinois EPA proposal that is
not on the IAEL spreadsheet. The cost of this test was assumed to be equal to the test for
“Iron TCLP Soil,” or $10;
4. The geotechnical cost for porosity and soil classification are based on
historical results from previous budgets and billing packages reviewed by the Illinois
EPA. The average cost for a porosity test was $30. The average cost for soil
classification was $68.

732.845 — Professional Consulting Services

This section provides limits for the fees that consultants may be reimbursed- for various
tasks conducted as part of Leaking UST remediation. The Illinois EPA has coordinated with the
Consulting Engineers Council of Iilinois (CECI) to develop the activities that are conducted by

the consultant in each step of the process and the estimated personnel time (hours) required for



each activity within a task. Once the hours required to perform a task and/or activity were
determined, the Illinois EPA developed an average hourly rate to establish the limits specified in
this section. The Illinois EPA developed an average hourly rate by reviewing the historical
records of the Illinois EPA for previous reimbursements. By averaging the. maximum hourly

rates for each title in Appendix E of the proposed rules, an average hourly rate of $81.25/hour is

derived as follows:

Appendix E

Engineer $130.00
Geologist $110.00
Scientist $85.00
Project Manager $100.00
Technician $65.00
Account Technician $55.00
Administrative Assistant $45.00
Draftsperson $60.00
Staff Engineer -
Staff Geologist - --

Total $650.00

Average $81.25/hour

In addition, the Illinois EPA randomly-selected 19 reimbursement requests to review in
an attempt to determine if the rate was reasonable. This information is summarized in
Attachment 12. This data would indicate an average rate for consultant services around
$68/hour.

Using this information, the Illinois EPA determined an average hourly personnel cost of
$80/hour would be used for budgeting purposes. This figure is roughly 15% higher than the
average derived from the reimbursement requests summarized in Attachment 12. Unless stated
otherwise in the testimony for specific sections, a workday of ten hours was assumed. The limits

specified include all costs incurred by a consultant for completing the specified activity,



—— -

including, but not limited to, project planning and oversight, travel, per diem, mileage,
transportation, lodging, all miscellaneous equipment, as well as the preparation of plans, reports,
applications for payment and other documentation. There will be no additional monies provided
if multiple submittals are required to provide the required information. For example, a
consultant may be reimbursed up to $4,800 for the preparation and submission of the 20-Day and
45-Day Reports, and any amendments or revisions to those reports.
The hours estimated for the various activities discussed were derived in consultation with
the Consulting Engineers Council of Illinois (CECI).
a. Early Action - the proposed fee (allowed if the consultant is involved with
the preparation for the abandonment or removal of USTs) is derived as follows:
Personnel —12 hours x $80/hour = $960.00
20 and 45-Day Reports — the proposed fee for preparation of the 20-Day and 45-
Day Reports is derived as follows:
Personnel — 60 hours x $80/hour = $4,800.00
Free Product Reports — the proposed fee is for initial site visit and preparing a
Free Product Report for submittal. The fee is derived as follows:
Personnel — 2 people x 1 day x 10 hour day x $80/hour = $1,600.00
Free Product Recovery Systems — the cost for design, installation, and operation
of Free Product Recovery Systems will be determined based on a time and material basis,

in accordance with proposed Section 732.850,



The final proposed fee specified ﬁnder this section allows $500 for a Professional
Engineer’s closure certification, if remediation is complete following early action
activities, This fee is derived as follows:

2 hours x $130/hour = $260.00
The remaining $240 is to cover the additional costs for clerical support, preparation and
submittal of the Owner/Operator Summary form and recording fees for the No Further
Remediation Letter.

b. Site Evaluation and Classification — Consulting fees for site classification
pursuant to Section 732.307 (Method 1 and Method 2) include preparation of the Site
Classification Plan, oversight of the field work and preparation of the Site Classification
Completion Report. To develop this fee the Illinois EPA reviewed 32 reimbursement
requests containing personnel costs for Method 1 and 2 site classifications. Attachment
13 is a summary of the data devcloped and provides the proposed average cost of
$9,870.00 for these two methods of site classification. Owners/operators choosing to
classify using Section 732.312 will propose personnel budgets based on 2 time and
materials breakdown under 732.850.

c. Low Priority Corrective Action — The consultant fees allowed for low
priority corrective action are derived as follows:

Monitoring Plan 40 hours x $80/hour = $3,200 -

1% Year Report 32 hours x $80/hour = $2,560

2™ Year Report 32 hours x $80/hour = $2,560

Completion Report 32 hours x $80/hour = _$2,560
Total = $10,880



Consultant fees for low priority field oversight and monitoring will be discussed by Mr.
Bauer.

d. Corrective Action — the corrective action requirements will consist of the
preparation of the Corrective Action Plan (CAP) and Budget, the field work associated
with conducting corrective action, the preparation of the Corrective Action Completion
Report (CACR) and all reimbursement requests. For conventional technology the rules
establish set fees for these activities. The fees established for the office work involved in
developing the conventional technology CAP and Budget, the CACR and reimbursement
submittals for conventional technology, and a CACR for alternative technologies are
derived as follows:

64 hours x $80/hour = $5,120
The fees established for the consultant’s field work will be discussed by Mr. Bauer.

The consultant fee reimbursement amount for alternative technologies will be
based on a time and material justification, which will be discussed later.

A consultant would not be entitled to the $5,120 for CAP preparation if no active

remediation will occur. For example, if, following site investigation, the CAP consists

only of placing asphalt over the remaining contamination and performing a Part 742
model, the reimbursement proposing to use only Part 742 (TACO) barriers, models, and
institutional controls would be limited to $800 [732.845(c)(3)] plus the Corrective Action

Completion Report (CACR) costs of $5,120 for a total of $5,920 for the CAP and CACR. l



Additional monies have been allowed for the consultant’s development of Tier 2
or Tier 3 remediation objectives under 35 Ill. Adm. Code 742 and the preparation of
Environmental Land Use Controls and Highway Authority Agreements as follows:

10 hours x $80/hour = $800.00
732.850 — Payment on Time and Material Basis

In developing the reimbursement amounts under Subpart H the Agency realized there
were activities for which a specific set fee could not be developed. This section of Subpart H
provides a method for developing a budget and retmbursement amount for such activities. The
estimated budgets and reimbursement amounts for the activities will be based on a time and
materials basis for each site. For example, the development and implementation of CAPs
proposing alternative technologies will require a breakdown of all proposed activities which do
not have set amounts previously established (e.g., analytical costs listed in Appendix D). It
should be noted the cost for the alternative technology proposal cannot exceed the cost for
conventional technology or be substantially higher than other available alternative technologies.

All plans and budgets will be reviewed for reasonableness,

Section 732.855 — Unusual or Extraordinary Expenses

This section provides an opportunity for an owner/operator to demonstrate their site
presents unusual or extraordinary circumstances. If the owner or operator can demonstrate such
circumstances to the Agency, the Agency can allow exceedances of the Subpart H amounts on a
site-specific basis.

Section 732.865 — Increase in Maximum Payment Amounts

10



Section 732.865 is amended in the Aéency’s First Errata Sheet. As amended, this section
will increase tbe amounts set forth in Subpart H every year based on inflation. The amount of the
increase is based upon the annual Implicit Price Deflator for Gross National Product and will be
published by the Agency on, or before, July 1 of each year on the Agency’s web site. The annual
adjustment may not exceed 5% in any one year, and the first adjustment will be effective July 1,
2006. In addition, as always, the Agency or anyone else may propose changes to the rules at any

time as needed.

The inflation factor used by the Agency in reviewing budget proposals will be based on
the amounts in effect on the date the budget was received. For billing packages not based on an
approved budget, the maximum allowable amounts will be based on the date the costs were

incurred.

HAC:jk\Testimony 732.doc
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HARRY A. CHAPPEL, P.E, HOME PHONE: 217-529-6330
144 LACONWOOD WORK PHONE: 217-785-3913

SPRINGFIELD, IL 62707

OVERVIEW

Over twenty seven years of experience in environmental engineering and management,
Includes work with State and Federal laws, regulations and guidance in the areas of water
pollution, solid waste, hazardous waste, and leaking underground storage tanks.
Established the Underground Storage Tank Section in the Bureau of Land at the Tliinois
Environmental Protection Agency. This Section grew from a unit of four personnel to a
staff of over fifty. The budget for this Section exceeded fifteen miltion dollars annually.

Six years spent in private practice as an environmental consultant and small business
owner. Responsibilities included client relations, job estimating, invoicing, payroll,
personnel, project design, engineering management, and project management,

WORK EXPERIENCE

Private Practice

12/99 to 7/01 Vice President and co-owner of Inland/Chappel Environmental, a
Division of Inland Ervironmental, Inc.

5/95 ta 12/99 Vice President and co-owner of CSD Environmental Services, Inc.

linois Environmental Protection Agency

3/02 to Present IMinois Environmental Protection Agency, Unit Manager, Leaking
Underground Storage Tank Section, Bureau of Land

7/01 to 3/02 lilinois Environmental Protection Agency, Permit Review
Engineer, Permit Section, Bureau of Land

9/94 to 5/95 [llinois Environmental Protection Agency - Manager, Hazardous
Waste Branch, Permit Section, Bureau of Land

6/90 to 9/94 {llinois Environmental Protection Agency, Manager, Leaking
Underground Storage Tank Section, Bureau of Land

2/87 to 6/90 Tllinois Environmental Protection Agency, Manager, Compliance
Section, Bureau of Land

4/83 to 2/87 [linots Environmental Protection Agency, Unit Manager, Permit
Section, Bureau of Land

12/75 1o 4/83 Hlinois Environmental Protection Agency, Manager, Permit
Section, Mine Pollution Control Program

9/78 10 12/79 Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Permit Review
Engineer, Permit Section, Mine Pollution Control Program

2/76 10 9/78 lllinois Environmental Protection Agency, Permit Review

Engineer, Permit Section, Bureau of Water
12/75 Graduated from University of Missouri @ Rolla



HARRY A. CHAPPEL, P.E. HOME PHONE: 217-529-6330
144 LACONWOOD WORK PHONE: 217-785-3913
SPRINGFIELD, IL 62707

EDUCATION
B.S. - Civil Engineering, University of Missouri (@ Rolla, December 1975

M.S. - Thermal & Environmental Engineering, Southern Illinois University @
Carbondale, June 1979

PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION

Professional Engineer IL #062-03895 (current)
MO #EN 028019 (inactive)
OH #E 63580 (inactive)
Asbestos #100-7207  Management Planner, Project Designer, and
Inspector (current)
AWARDS

Certificate of Commendation - Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - 1995
Certificate of Appreciation — Bureau of Land - 1995
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BEFORE THE POL

LUTICN CCNTROL BOARD

OF THE STATE OF ILLINCIS

IN THE MATTER OF:

J PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO REGULATION OF
PETROLEUM LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAG
TANKS (35 ILL.ADM.CODE 732)

)
)
)

)] )]
) RO4-22
)

NOTICE

Dorothy Gunn, Clerk
Pollution Contrel Board
James R. Thompson Center

100 W. Randeclph, Ste. 11-500
Chicago, Illinois 60601
(Overnight Mail)

See Attached Service Lisgt

herewith served upon you.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

~

By: Lo A 8

Marie Tipsord, Hearing Officer

Pollution Control Board
James R. Thompson Center
100 W. Randolph, Ste 11-500
Chicago, Illinois 60601
(Overnight Mail)

Kyle Rompdnger
Assistant Counsel

DATE: March 05, 2004
Agency File #:

Illinecis Environmental
Protection Agency

1021 North Grand Ave. East
P.O. Box 19276
Springfield, IL 62794-5276

THIS FILING IS SUBMITTED ON RECYCLED PAPER

{(Rulemaking-Land)

RECEIVED
CLERK'S OFFICE

MAR 0 & 2004

STATE OF ILLINOIS
Pollution Control Board

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that I have today filed with the Qffice of
the Clerk of the Pollution Control Beard the Errata Sheet and Prefiled Tegtimony

; of Doug Clay, Hermando Albarracin, Doug Oakley, Brian Bauer and Harry Chappel

of the Illincis Environmental Protection Agency, a ecopy of which is
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