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TESTIMONY OF DAVID PIOTROWSKION
BEHALF OF THE ILLINOIS PETROLEUM COUNCiL

Introduction

My nameis DavidPiotrowski. I amanEnvironmentalBusinessManagerwith

BP Amoco. I havebeenin my currentpositionsinceMarch 1999. My responsibilitiesinclude

managingvarioustypesofremediationprojectsfor BP Amoco andits subsidiaries,including

Amoco Oil Company(“Amoco”). A largeportionoftheseprojectsinvolve remediationofsites

in theIllinois leakingundergroundstoragetank(“LUST”) program. My responsibilitiesrelating

to theseLUST sitesincludeall aspectsofsuchremediation,includingworkingwith off-site

propertyownersto obtainaccessfor samplingand/orcorrectiveaction.

Prior to assumingmy currentposition,I wasanEnvironmentalManagerfor

Amoco in Houston,Texasfrom 1996to 1999,whereI managedremediationprojectsfor

Amoco’sRefining andExploration& Productionbusinesses.Priorto that, I wasaLiability

Managerfor Amocofrom 1992 to 1996. Oneof my responsibilitiesin this positionwasto

manageLUST remediationprojectsfor Amoco in Illinois.

I receivedaB.S. in Geologyfrom Illinois StateUniversityandaM.S. in Geology

from WesternMichiganUniversity. My resumeis attached.

Today,I will be testifying on behalfoftheIllinois PetroleumCouncil (“IPC”) in

supportof certainmodificationsto Illinois EPA’s proposedamendmentsto thePart732 LUST

regulations. My testimonywill be limited to theoff-siteaccessissuesthat arecontainedin



Illinois EPA’s proposedSections732.404(c)and 732.411. The IPCgenerallysupportsIllinois

EPA’s proposalto allow undergroundstoragetank(“UST”) ownersandoperatorsthe

opportunityto receiveaNo FurtherRemediationLetterwhereoff-site contaminationhasnot

beenaddresseddueto the inability to obtainoff-site access.However,theIPCbelievesthat

certainmodificationsshouldbe madeto Illinois EPA’sproposal. The ll’C’s proposed

modificationsto Sections732.404(c)and732.411areattachedheretoin bothablack-lined

versionand acleanversionandarediscussedin moredetailbelow.

Amoco’sApproachto Working With Off-SitePropertyOwners

Amoco is the largestpetroleummarketerin Illinois and,asa result,hasthelargest

numberofgasolineservicestationsandthe largestnumberof LUST sites. Amocohastherefore

obtainedavastamountofexperiencein workingwith off-site propertyownersin attemptingto

obtainaccessfor investigationand/orcorrectiveaction. Basedon ourexperiencein working

with off-sitepropertyowners,wehavediscoveredthat manydifferent typesofissuesarisein

attemptingto obtainaccessfrom anoff-site propertyowner. Someoftheseissuesinclude:

• Thelevel ofunderstandingofthe off-site propertyownerswith regardto
environmentalissuesvaries. Someoff-site ownersare companieswhich,
like Amoco,haveexperiencewith environmentalissues,while otheroff-
siteownersareindividualsorbusinesseswith no suchexperience.

• Thereasonforthe off-siteaccesscanbe different for eachsite. Muchof
thetime, off-site accessis requiredfor soil and/orgroundwatersampling
to determinetheextentoftheimpact. However,off-site accessmayalso
berequiredfor traditionalcorrectiveactionactivities.

• Sometimes,therehavebeenprior orsubsequentreleasesattheservice
stationsite for which Amoco is not responsible.In addition,theremay
havebeenreleaseson theadjacentpropertywhichtheadjacentptoperty
ownerdoesnotwant investigated.

• Somereleasesimpactonly one adjacentproperty,whileothersimpact
severaloff-sitepropertiesandperhapsoneor moreroadways. In thelatter
case,it is oftenmoreefficientto conductinvestigationactivities at
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differentoff-site propertiesatthesametime. Onepropertyowner’s
refusalto grantaccesscanhinderthis effort.

• Off-site impactscanincludesoil only, groundwateronly, orboth. In
addition,in somecases,off-site investigationmaybeaone-timeevent,
while in othercasesadditional samplesorboringsmayberequired.

Giventhesedifferenttypesofissuesthatcananddo arise,Amoco’s approachin

attemptingto obtain off-siteaccesshasbeen: (i) to takeasite-specificapproachin requesting

access;and(ii) to provideany informationwhichthepropertyownerneedsto understandthe

requestfor accessandto feel comfortablewith his orher decisionregardingsuchrequest.For

example,in somecases,Amoco will makephonecallsto an off-site propertyownerif he or she

hasnot respondedto a written requestfor access.Amoco will alsoconductaface-to-face

meetingif requestedby apropertyowner. Amoco hasfoundthatpropertyownersaremuch

morewilling to grantaccessif therequestis tailoredto thespecificsituationandtheproperty

ownerunderstandsthe issuesandtheneedfor access.

Illinois EPA’sProposedAmendments

TheIPC generallyagreeswith Illinois EPA’s proposalto allowUST ownersand

operatorsto obtain aNo FurtherRemediationLetterwhereoff-site contaminationhasnotbeen

addresseddueto the inability to obtainoff-siteaccess.However,the IPCbelievesthat certain

modificationsshouldbemadeto Illinois EPA’ s proposalin orderto increasethechanceof

successin obtainingoff-site accessandin resolvingissuesrelativeto off-site contamination.

First, the IPCbelievesthatthecontentsofthe letterto besentto off-siteproperty

ownersasproposedby Illinois EPAin Section732.411(b)shouldberevised. Thecontentsofthe

letterproposedby Illinois EPA aretoo specific,and,dueto thedifferenttypesofsituationsthat

couldarisefor any givensite, mayactuallybeinaccurate. For example,Illinois EPA’s proposal

thatthe letterstatethat theowneror operator“will returnthepropertyto its original condition
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prior to entry” maynot beaccurateif theaccessinvolvesinstallationofanengineeredbarrieror

a correctiveactionsystem. In addition,the letterproposedby Illinois EPA containslegal

admissionsthatareunnecessary,unfair, and in somecasesinaccurate.Forexample,asnoted

above,somesiteshavehadprior orsubsequentreleasesfor which theUST owneroroperatoris

not legally responsible,andthusIllinois EPA’s proposalthatthe letterstatethat“the owneror

operatorwill conductall remediationatits ownexpense”would be unwarranted.

Second,in Section732.411(d),Illinois EPA attemptsto definewhat constitutes

“bestefforts” for attemptingto obtainoff-site access.However,thefactorslisted havenothing

to do with an owner’soroperator’sattemptto obtainaccess.Rather,the factorsdescribe

generalizedsiteconditionswithout establishingcriteriafor agencydecisionmaking. As aresult,

Illinois EPA’s proposaldoesnot adequatelydefinethe standardIllinois EPAwill usewhen

decidingwhenaUST owneror operatorwill receiveaNoFurtherRemediationLetterwhereoff-

sitecontaminationhasnot beenaddresseddueto the inability to obtainoff-site access.To the

extentthat Illinois EPAintendedto setsuchastandardin Section732.41l(d)(l) to (9), it did not

do so,but ratheronly listed aseriesoffactorsrelatingto possibleexposurescenarios.Any

factorsconsideredby Illinois EPA in decidingwhetherto grantaNo FurtherRemediationLetter

shouldbe donein the contextofa definedstandard,suchaswhetherthe siteposesan imminent

threatofharmto humanhealthor theenvironment.

TheIPC’sModificationsto Illinois EPA’sProposal

TheIIPC’s modificationsto Illinois EPA’s proposalareset forth in the

attachmentsto this testimony. As discussedin moredetailbelow,webelievethatthese

modificationsaddressthe deficienciesin Illinois EPA’ sproposalthatarenotedabove.
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First, theTPC’s modificationsto Section732.411(b)addressthe letterto besentto

theoff-site propertyowner. Thecontentsofthe letterproposedbytheIPC aremoregeneraland

thereforeallow theletterto be moreeasilytailoredto thesite-specificsituation,while still

providingabaselinefor agencyreview. In addition,the modificationsomit theunwarranted

and/orinaccuratelegal admissions.TheIPC’s modificationsthereforemakeit morelikely that

an off-sitepropertyownerwill grantaccessto a USTowneroroperatorfor investigationand/or

correctiveaction.

Second,the ll’C’s modificationsto Section732.404(c),the1IPC’s deletionof

Illinois EPA’s Section732.41l(d)(1) to (9), the IIPC’s modificationto Illinois EPA’s Section

732.411(e)(which is theJIPC’s Section732.411(d)),andtheIPC’s additionofits Section

732.411(e)all makeclearthatthestandardthatIllinois EPAshouldusein decidingwhetherto

issuethe owneror operatoraNo FurtherRemediationLetteris whetherthe contamination

remainingon theoff-site propertyposesan imminentthreatof harmto humanhealthorthe

environment.In decidingwhethersuchathreatexists,the TPC’ s Section732.411(e)requiresthat

Illinois EPA shouldconsiderfactorsincludingbut not limited to thefollowing: (1) thepresence

offreeproducton theoff-site property;(2) thepresenceoffire, explosion,andvaporhazards

throughnaturalormanmadepathwayson theoff-site property;and (3) thepresenceofpotable

waterwells, surfacewater,setbackzonesorregulatedrechargeareason or adjacentto the off-

siteproperty.

This imminentthreatofharmstandardandthefactorslisted abovearemore

appropriatethanIllinois EPA’s possibleexposurescenarioslisted in Section732.411(d)(1)to (9)

ofIllinois EPA’s proposal. Given that theIPC’s modificationsretainedIllinois EPA’s language

statingthat“[t]he owneror operatoris not relievedofresponsibilityto cleanup areleasethat has

migratedbeyondthepropertyboundaryevenwhereoff-site accesshasbeendenied”(this
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languagewasmovedfrom Section732.411(a)to anewSection732.411(f) for claritypurposes),

theproperstandardfor issuingaNo FurtherRemediationLettershouldbewhetherthe off-site

contaminationis posingan imminent threatofharmto humanhealthortheenvironment,as

opposedto only consideringgeneralfactorsbasedpossibleexposurescenarios.

Finally, theIIPC hasdeletedthe“at aminimum” languagein the introductory

sentencein Section732.411(b).This phraseis vagueandseemsinconsistentwith the“best

efforts” concept.

Forthereasonsset forth above,theIPC respectfullyrequeststhattheBoardadopt

the modificationsproposedby theTPC in theattachmentstothis testimony. I intendto providea

summaryofthis testimonyatthe April 3, 2001 hearingin Chicagoandwould be happyto

answerany questionsabouttheTPC’smodifications.

THIS FILING IS SUBMITTED ONRECYCLED PAPER
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DAVID A. PIOTROWSKI
Environmental BusinessManager

BP Amoco
28100Torch Parkway, 3-S

Warrenville,IL 60555
Phone: (630)836-5674

SUMMARY

:

Fourteenyearsexperiencein health,safetyandenvironmentalmanagementin industry andenviromnental
consulting. This includesmanagingamajoroil company’senvironmentahisk-consistingof financialand
technicalmanagementof multipleconsultantsandcontractors,contractnegotiationswith environmental
finns,regulatorycompliance,andlegalnegotiationswith thirdparties. Haspreviouslymanagedand
performedall aspectsof petroleumhydrocarboninvestigationsandremedialactionsincluding:
groundwatermonitoring,subsurfaceinvestigations,remedialdesign,operation& maintenance,and
emergencyresponseactivitiesatrefinery,terminal,pipeline, andservicestationfacilities.

EXPERIENCE& ACCOMPLISHMENTS

BP Amoco, 1990to Present

EnvironmentalBusinessManager.BPAmocoMidContinentBusinessUnit (MCBU 2/99 - Present

:

ManageIllinois programincludinghealth& safetyperformanceandannual& lifecycleenvironmental
costsof retailandterminalfacilitiesin Illinois. CoordinateandsupporttheMCBU assetmanagement
teamas theypursuepropertyacquisitionsanddivestments.

ProjectCoordinatorEH&S AmocoWorldwideExplorationBusinessGroup (WEBG)2/98-2/99: Provided
HSEsupportandguidancetovariousWEBG countryteamsincludingVenezuela,AlgeriaandNigeria.
This includeddevelopmentof SafetyHealth& EnvironmentManagementSystems(SHEMS),
coordinatingpermitacquisitions,environmentalconsultantoversightfor assessmentactivities, landfarm
planning& development,andwastetreatment/disposalcoordination.

WaterQuality Engineer.EII&S AmocoTexasCity Refinery. 11/95to 2/98: Responsibleforproviding
HSE supportandguidancefor refinerywaterandwasteissuesincluding: wastewatertreatmentplant
permittingandreporting,landfarmpermitting/operation/reporting,deepwell injection
permitting/reporting,spill responseandreporting,groundwater/soilassessmentandremediation,potable
watertesting/reporting,andbeuzeneNESHAPcompliance. Workedcloselywith representedworkforceto
meetcomplianceobjectives.

RemediationCoordinator.EH&S. AmocoMarketing.St. Louis.Missouri. 1992 to 1996: Responsiblefor
managingall aspectsof terminalandservicestationenvironmentalprojectsin Illinois, Missouri, Indiana
andIowa. This includedconsultantoversightforover 130 projectsandmanagementofmulti-million
dollarannualbudgets.

ProjectEngineer.EH&S. Chicago.Illinois. 1990to 1992: Responsiblefor terminalandpipeline
remediationprojectsin asix stateregion. Responsibilitiesincluded: projectcoordinationandstrategy
development,consultantoversight,budgetmanagement,projectpermitting,andregulatorynegotiations.



DAVID A. PIOTROWSKI Page2

MAECORP Incorporated, Chicago,Illinois, 1987to 1990

ProjectManager.1989to 1990: Enviromnentalconsultantresponsiblefor coordinationandoversightof
undergroundstoragetankandpipelineremediationprojectsfor majoroil andindustrialclients. Directly
responsiblefor managingprojectlevel enviromnentalstaff.

SeniorHvdro~eo1ogist.1988to 1989: Responsiblefor subsurfaceenvironmentalinvestigationsand
remediationprojects. Activities includedproposalpreparation,projectmanagement,field work, and
reportpreparation.Providedguidanceto companyfield geologists.
Hydrogeologist.1987to 1988: Hired ascompany’sfirst geologist. Responsiblefor all aspectsof

subsurfaceinvestigationandremediationprojects.

Michigan Department ofNatural Resources,1986 to 1987

FieldGeologist.Plainwell.MichiganField Office: Responsiblefor conductingenviromnental

assessments,groundwatermonitoring,andconsultantaudits.

EDUCATION

:

Masterof Science- Geology,1987,WesternMichiganUniversity,Kalamazoo,Ivil
ResearchFellowship- 1986-1987
GraduateTeachingAssistant- 1984-1986

BachelorofScience- Geology,1984,Illinois StateUniversity(ISU), Nonnal, Illinois
UndergraduateTeachingAssistant- 1983-1984
GeneralAssemblyScholarshipRecipient
ISUHockeyTeam
SigmaPhiEpsilonFraternity



Section732.404High Priority Site

(c) Theowneror operatoris not requiredto performcorrectiveactionon an adjoiningor off

-

sitepropertyto meettherequirementsofthis Section,evenwherecompleteperformance
ofthe correctiveactionplanunder(b)(1) or (b)(2)ofthis Sectionwould otherwiserequire
suchoff-site action, if theAgencydeterminesthattheowneroroperatoris unableto
obtainaccessto the propertydespitetheuseofbestefforts in accordancewith the
requirementsof Section732.411ofthisPartandtheAaencvhasnot determinedthatany
contaminationremainingon theoff-site DronertvDosesan imminentthreatof harmto
humanhealthor the environment

.

Section732.411 Off-site Access

a) An owneroroperatorseekingto comply with thebesteffortsrequirementsof
Section732.404(c)mustdemonstratecompliancewith therequirementsofthis
Section.The owneror operatoris not relievedof responsibilityto cleanup a
releasethathasmigratedbeyondthe propertyboundaryevenwhereoff site
access aernep

.

b) In conductingbestefforts to obtainoff-siteaccess,anowneroroperatormustFat-a
n+mmtumsendaletterby certifiedmail to theownerofany off-site propertyto
which accessis required,stating:

1) Citation to Section57 of ThattheAct statii~gassignsthe legal
responsibilityof the owneror operatorte-i~emediateof aUST to address
the contaminationcausedby the-i~e1easeareleasefrom that USTthat
occurredduringthe timethatUSTwasownedor oneratedby thatowner
or onerator

:

2) That, if thepropertyownerdeniesaccessto theowneroronerator,the
owneror operatormayseekto gainentryby a courtorderpursuantto
Section22.2coftheAct;

3) That,if thecourtapprovesan injunctionpursuantto Section22.2cofthe
Act, thecourtwill alsoprescribetheconditionsofentryandthe amountof
monetarydamages,if any, that areto be paidto thepropertyowneras
compensationfor the entry

;

~ Thatin nerformingthereauestedinvestigation,theowneroroperatorwill
work soasto minimize any disruntionon thenronertv.will maintain,or
its consultantwill maintain.anuropriateinsuranceandwill renairany
damagecausedby its investigation

:

4) Thattheowneroroperator,if allowedaccess,will returnthepropertyto
its original conditionprior to entry

;



5) Thattheowneroroperatorwill conductall remediationat its own
e*pense

~ Thatif the investigationshowscontaminationresultingfrom arelease
from aUST for whichtheowneror oneratoris resnonsible.theowneror
oneratorwill work to resolveissuesarisingfrom thatreleasewith theoff

-

sitenronertvowner

:

6) Thatthreatsto humanhealthandtheenvironmentanddiminishedproperty
valuemayresultfrom failureto remediatecontaminationfrom therelease

;

7) Thattheowneroroperatorwill maintainproperinsurance,asapplicable

,

includingWorker’sCompensation,CommercialGeneralLiability

,

ComprehensiveAutomobileLiability, andProfessionalLiability for Errors
andOmissionsforthecompletionofall work; and

~ A reasonabletimeto respondto the letter,not lessthan30 days.

c) An owneroroperator,in demonstratingthattherequirementsofthis Sectionhave
beenmet, mustprovideto theAgency,aspartofthe CorrectiveAction
CompletionReport,thefollowing documentation:

1) A swornaffidavit, signedby the owneror operator,identifying the
specificoff-sitepropertyinvolvedby address,themeasuresproposedin
thecorrectiveactionplanthat requireoff-site access,andtheeffortstaken
to obtainaccess,andstatingthattheowneroroperatorhasbeenunableto
obtainaccessdespitetheuseof bestefforts; and

2) A copyofthe certifiedlettersentto theowneroftheoff-siteproperty
pursuantto subsection(b) ofthis Section.

d~ In determiningwhethermeefforts an owneror operatorI1u~ maueconstitutebest
efforts to obtainaccess,theAgencymustconsiderthefollowing factors

:

Thephysicaland chemicalcharacteristics,includingtoxicity, persistence
andpotentialmigration,ofapplicableindicatorcontaminantsatthe
propertyboundaryline;

Thehydrogeologicalcharacteristicsofthesiteandthesurroundingarea,
including theattenuationcapacityandsaturationlimits of thesoil atthe
propertyboundaryline;

Thenatureandextentof lrnown contaminationat thesite, includingthe
levelsofapplicableindicatorcontaminantsatthepropertyboundaryline;

1-)

2)

3)
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4) Thepotentialeffectsofresidualcontaminationon nearbysurfacewater

5.) Theproximity, quality andcurrentand futureusesofnearbysurfacewater
andgroundwater,includingsetbackzonesandregulatedrechargeareasof
potablewatersupplywells;

6) Any knownorsuspectednaturalormanmademigrationpathways
existingin ornearthe suspectedareaof off siteconta~nation;

7) Thenatureanduseof thepartoftheoff sitepropertythat is thesuspected
areaof contamination;

8) Any existingon siteengineeredbarriersor institutionalcontrolsthat might
havean impactonthe areaofsuspectedoff sitecontamination,andthe
natureandextentof suchimpact; and

9.) Any otherapplicableinformationassembledin compliancewith thisPart.

The Agencyshall issueaNo FurtherRemediationletterto an owneroroperator
subjectto this Sectionandotherwiseentitledto suchissuanceonly if the owneror
operatorhas,in accordancewith this Section,either

~fl completedany requisiteoff-site correctiveactionor

demonstratedto theAgency’ssatisfactionan-inability thatit hasbeen
unableto obtainoff-site accessdespitebestefforts andtheA~encvhasnot
foundthatthe contaminationremainiunoff-site nosesan imminentthreat
ofharmto humanhealthortheenvironment.

In evaluatingwhethertheoff-site contaminationnosesan imminentthreatofharm
theAaencvshall evaluatefactorsincludingbut not limited to thefollowing:

Thepresenceoffreenroducton theoff-sitenronertv:

Thenreseneeoffire. exnlosion.andvanorhazardsthrouahnaturalor
manmadenathwavson theoff-sitenroDertv:and

Thenresenceofnotablewaterwells. surfacewater.setbackzonesor
regulatedrecharaeareason or adjacentto theoff-site nronertv.

The owneroroneratoris not relievedof responsibilityto cleanun a releasethat
hasmigratedbeyondthenronertvboundaryevenwhereoff.siteaccesshasbeen
denied.
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Section732.404High PrioritySite

(c) Theowneroroperatoris not requiredto performcorrectiveactionon anadjoiningoroff-
sitepropertyto meettherequirementsofthis Section,evenwherecompleteperformance
ofthe correctiveactionplanunder(b)(l) or(b)(2)ofthis Sectionwould otherwiserequire
suchoff-site action,if theAgencydeterminesthat theowneroroperatoris unableto
obtainaccessto thepropertydespitetheuseofbestefforts in accordancewith the
requirementsof Section732.411ofthisPartandtheAgencyhasnot determinedthat any
contaminationremainingon theoff-site propertyposesan imminentthreatofharmto
humanhealthortheenvironment.

Section732.411 Off-site Access

a) An owneroroperatorseekingto complywith thebestefforts requirementsof
Section732.404(c)mustdemonstratecompliancewith therequirementsofthis
Section.

b) In conductingbesteffortsto obtainoff-siteaccess,an owneroroperatormust
senda letterby certifiedmail to theownerofany off-sitepropertyto which
accessis required,stating:

1) ThattheAct assignsthe legalresponsibilityoftheowneroroperatorofa
UST to addressthecontaminationcausedby areleasefrom thatUSTthat
occurredduringthetimethatUST wasownedor operatedby that owner
oroperator;

2) That,if thepropertyownerdeniesaccessto theowneroroperator,the
owneroroperatormayseekto gainentryby acourtorderpursuantto
Section22.2coftheAct;

3) Thatin performingtherequestedinvestigation,theowneroroperatorwill
work so asto minimize any disruptionon theproperty,will maintain,or
its consultantwill maintain,appropriateinsuranceandwill repairany
damagecausedby its investigation;

4) Thatif the investigationshowscontaminationresulting from arelease
from aUST forwhichtheowneroroperatoris responsible,theowneror
operatorwill work to resolveissuesarisingfrom that releasewith theoff-
sitepropertyowner;

5) A reasonabletimeto respondto the letter, not lessthan30 days.

c) An owneroroperator,in demonstratingthattherequirementsofthis Sectionhave
beenmet, mustprovideto theAgency,aspartoftheCorrectiveAction
CompletionReport,thefollowing documentation:



1) A swornaffidavit, signedby theowneroroperator,identifyingthe
specificoff-site propertyinvolvedby address,themeasuresproposedin
thecorrectiveactionplanthatrequireoff-site access,andtheeffortstaken
to obtainaccess,and statingthattheowneroroperatorhasbeenunableto
obtainaccessdespitetheuseofbestefforts;and

2) A copyofthecertifiedlettersentto theowneroftheoff-site property
pursuantto subsection(b) ofthis Section.

d) TheAgencyshall issueaNoFurtherRemediationletterto an owneroroperator
subjectto this Sectionif theowneror operatorhas,in accordancewith this
Section,either

1) completedanyrequisiteoff-site correctiveactionor

2) demonstratedto theAgency’ssatisfactionthat it hasbeenunableto obtain
off-siteaccessdespitebestefforts andtheAgencyhasnot foundthatthe
contaminationremainingoff-site posesan imminent threatofharmto
humanhealthor theenvironment.

e) In evaluatingwhethertheoff-site contaminationposesanimminent threatofharm
theAgencyshall evaluatefactorsincludingbutnot limited to thefollowing:

1) Thepresenceof freeproductonthe off-siteproperty;

2) Thepresenceof fire, explosion,andvaporhazardsthroughnaturalor

manmadepathwayson theoff-site property;and

3) Thepresenceofpotablewaterwells, surfacewater,setbackzonesor
regulatedrechargeareasonor adjacentto theoff-site property.

f) Theowneror operatoris not relievedofresponsibilityto cleanup a releasethat
hasmigratedbeyondthe propertyboundaryevenwherei~ff-siteaccesshasbeen
denied.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that copies of the foregoing ILLINOIS

PETROLEUM COUNCILS’ MOTION TO FILE TESTIMONY INSTANTER and

TESTIMONY OF DAVID PIOTROWSKI ON BEHALF OF THE ILLINOIS

PETROLEUMCOUNCIL, wereservedon behalfoftheIllinois PetroleumCouncil uponall the

partieson theattachedServiceList onor before5:00 p.m. on this
29TH day of March, 2001, by

eitherfirst classU.S. mail, postageprepaidorby overnightUPSdelivery.



SERVICE LIST
RO1-26

Scott Anderson
Black & Beatch
101 North Wacker Drive
Suite 1100
Chicago, IL 60606

Christie Bianco
Chemical Industry Council of Illinois
9801 W. Higgins Road
Suite 515
Rosemont, IL 60018

Cindy Consalvo
Pioneer Environmental
1000 N. Halsted
Chicago, IL 60622

Leo P. Dombrowski
Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon
225 W. Wacker Drive
Suite 3000
Chicago, IL 60606

Judith S. Dyer
Assistant Counsel
Division of Legal Counsel
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
1021 North Grand Avenue East
P.O. Box 19276
Springfield, IL 62794-9276

Neil F. Flynn
Attorney at Law
1035 South Second Street
Springfield, IL 62704

Collin W. Gray
SEECO Environmental Services, Inc.
7350 Duvon Drive
Tinley Park, IL 60477

James E. Huff, P.E.
Huff& Huff, Inc.
512W. Burlington, Suite 100
LaGrange, IL 60525

Garry Aronberg
Kuhlmann Design Group
15 East Washington
Belleville, IL 62220

Bruce Bonczyk
601 W. Monroe
Springfield, IL 62704

William G. Dickett
Sidley & Austin
Bank One Plaza
Chicago, IL 60603

Ron Dye
CORE Geological Services, Inc.
2621 Montego
Suite C
Springfield, IL 62704

Lawrence W. Falbe, Esq.
Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon
225 W. Wacker Drive, Suite 3000
Chicago, IL 60606-1229

Daniel J. Goodwin, P.E.
Goodwin Environmental Consultants, Inc.
400 Burns Lane
Springfield, IL 62702

Thomas L. Herlacher
Herlacher Ang leton Associates, LLC
8731 Bluff Road
Waterloo, IL 62298

Kenneth James
Carlson Environmental, Inc.
65 E. Wacker Place, Suite 1500
Chicago, IL 60601
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Kenneth W. Liss
Andrews Engineering, Inc.
3535 Mayflower Boulevard
Springfield, IL 62707

Barbara Magel
Karaganis & White, Ltd.
Suite 810
414 N. Orleans
Chicago, IL 60610

Monte M. Nienkerk, P.G.
Senior Project Manager
Clayton Group Services, Inc.
3140 Finley Road
Downers Grove, IL 60515

Joel J. Sternstein
Hearing Officer
Illinois Pollution Control Board
100 West Randolph Street
Suite 11-500
Chicago, IL 60601

Georgia Vlahos
Counsel
Naval Training Center
2501A Paul Jones Street
Great Lakes, IL 60088-2845

John Watson
Gardner, Carton & Douglas
321 N. Clark Street
Chicago, IL 60610

Pat Ludewig
Caterpillar
Tech Center
Building F
Peoria, IL 61656-1875

George F. Moncek
United Environmental Consultants, Inc.
119 East Palatine Road
Suite 101
Palatine, IL 60067

Wayne Smith
Pioneer Environmental
1000 N. Halsted
Suite 202
Chicago, IL 60622

David A. Sykuta
Illinois Petroleum Council
P.O. Box 12047
Springfield, IL 62791

Rodger Walker
Walker Engineering
500 W. Herrin Street
Herrin, IL 62448

Gary T. Zolyak
U.S. Army Environmental Center
Northern Regional Environmental Office
Building E-4480
Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD 21010-5401
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