© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00 N O O B W N +—» O

FORMER CHANUTE Al R FORCE BASE
RESTORATI ON ADVI SORY BOARD
FEBRUARY 16, 2012

Rant oul Busi ness Center
601 South Century Boul evard
Rantoul, Illinois



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00 N O O B W N +—» O

MR. CARROLL: Good afternoon. | had
to check the hallways, nake sure no one el se was
comng. Welcone to the February 2012 Restoration
Advi sory Board for Chanute Air Force Base. 1'd |ike
to begin by -- fornmer Chanute Air Force Base. 1'd
like to begin by going around the table and
i ntroducing -- having the RAB nenbers introduce
t hensel ves, and then we'll go around and i ntroduce
the other folks who are here. So if we could start
right over here. Denise?

M5. BECNEL: Deni se Becnel, RAB

menber .

MR. SANDAHL: Bruce Sandahl, co-chair.

DR. ROKKE: Doug Rokke, RAB nenber.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Caryl Fothergill, RAB
menber .

M5. RAW.I NGS: Debra Rawl ings, RAB
menber .

MR. HLL: Chris HIIl fromthe
I1'1inois EPA

MR CARROLL: And Paul Carroll. [''m
the Air Force BRAC Environnental Coordinator.
MR. SPARROW Howard Sparrow wi th Shaw

Envi r onnent al .
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M5. ROBERSON: Karen Roberson
resi dent.

MR. DANIELS: Matt Daniels, Rantoul
Press newspaper.

MR, HAYWOOD: M chael Haywood, Shaw
Envi ronnent al .

MR. STRELCHECK: Ryan Strel check
Shaw.

MR, BRUVBAUGH:  Eric Brunbaugh, Shaw
Envi ronnent al .

DR. SCHNEI DER: N ck Schnei der, TAPP
contractor for RAB, RAPPS Engi neering.

MR, HOLLY: Ted Holly, Air Force
Center for Engineering and the Environnent.

MR. PASSARELLI: Pete Passarelli from
the Village of Rantoul.

MR. HUSBANDS: Ji m Husbands wi th Booz
Al'l en Ham | t on.

M5. FISH: Rachel Fish with Booz Allen
Ham | t on.

M5. KASPER  Nancy Kasper, resident.

MR. KASPER  Russ Kasper with the
Rant oul Hi storical Society.

MR CARROLL: Wl cone. There's a
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coupl e ot hers.

MR. ANDERSON: Jack Anderson with the
RAB.

MR. CARROLL: And one nore.

MR. STREFF: |'m Mchael Streff. |'m
with FOTH and a | ocal resident here at Chanute.

MR, CARROLL: Okay. Welcone. And
Amar ?

DR. BUMB: Amar Bunb with Shaw
Envi ronnent al .

MR. CARROLL: Al right. W'IlIl nove
on to approving the action itens or taking a | ook at
the action itens, several action itens fromthe |ast
time, including approving transcripts fromthe
Novenber 2011 neeting. If we'd like to have a
nom nation or a notion.

MR. SANDAHL: So noved.

M5. RAW.I NGS: Second.

MR, CARRCLL: Seconded. And approved?
Rai se of hands? All approved. kay. Second action
itemwe had was to provide 250 copies of the
envi ronmental brochure that we distributed at the
last RAB to the Village of Rantoul, and we had done
that on the 6th of Decenber.
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Associ ated action item to provide a PDF version
of that to the Village. W did that. And there's --
the next one is a risk-based cl eanup goal s
presentation to RAB nenbers from TAPP contractor.

And is that going to be done? |Is that planned for --
it's not planned for this RAB, is it?

DR. SCHNEIDER: No, | don't think so.

MR CARROLL: Ckay.

DR. BUMB: It was supposedly a
separate neeting to the RAB nenbers.

MR. CARROLL: Ch, a separate neeting.
Has that been planned yet, Dr. Schnei der?

DR. SCHNEI DER: Not that | know of.

MR. CARROLL: GCkay. You all want to
get together sonetine after the RAB neeting and pl an
t hat ?

DR. SCHNEI DER:  Uh- huh.

MR. CARROLL: Ckay. Distributing the
envi ronnental brochure to the community, that's a --

MR. SANDAHL: Yeah. Those were
distributed to the Village offices, of course to the
Village board. They received several itens to pass
out to the constituency. Library, Chanber of

Commerce, not only here but also the Chanpai gn County
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Chanber of Commerce and Chanpai gn County Econom c
Devel opnent Corporation all have them

MR. CARROLL: Ckay. Good. Do the RAB
menbers need any nore copies of that to hand out to
fol ks that you know? |f you do, just let us know

DR. ROKKE: |f you've got sone.

MR. SANDAHL: Yeah, you can get them
out of ny office.

DR. RCKKE: Thank you. That's easy.

MR. CARROLL: Thank you. And the Air
Force was to distribute the brochure to our senior
| eadership. That is in progress right now That's
goi ng up

M5. BECNEL: By environnental update,
do you nean this one, this brochure here, because
this is called environnental update, too, the one
that goes out in the mail |ike that one. But do you
mean this brochure here?

MR. CARROLL: Yeah, we were talking
about that brochure. The EB, environnmental brochure,
nmeans that brochure.

M5. BECNEL: Ckay.

MR. CARRCLL: The other one that you

have in your hands we do every quarter before the
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RAB. W send that out to about 3,000 people in the
| ocal community, including the RAB nenbers, and ot her
interested parties.

Next on the agenda is an Air Force update, and
this would be one slide fromne. Couple of things
that we've got going on that are kind of outside the
purvi ew of Shaw s contract. Howard will discuss
what's going on with the performance-based contract
in a nonent.

But a couple of things that we're doing as an
Air Force initiative. One is that we've got a
programto accelerate site conpletions nationw de at
all of our BRAC bases, and even the active side is
doing it on active bases. W have been tasked to
| ook at all of our sites and to determne if we can
take sites to an unrestricted use. W've talked in
t he past about having unrestricted use versus a use
that's consistent wwth the reuse of the base here.

So sone of the sites, about six sites, we
originally planned -- the Air Force had originally
pl anned to | eave about over thirty sites with
restrictions, clean those up to a | esser standard,
but that standard was consistent with the reuse.

Once we got the Shaw contract awarded, Shaw cane
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in and said, okay, we're good at cleaning all of
these sites except for eight, including the four
landfills, to unrestricted use. So we got a |ot of
benefit out of the initial Shaw contract that was
awar ded in 2008.

Now we' ve gone an extra step and we're
eval uating all of these sites even that Shaw is
saying that they're not cleaning to an unrestricted
use, and we determ ned fromdoing a cost analysis, an
anal ysis of the long-term benefit that we woul d get,
and we' ve determned that we're going to clean this
Wat er Tower 44 that Shaw s working on, which is right
over here by the old fire station, to an unrestricted
use.

So we're working contracting actions right now
with Shaw to get those cleaned up. W're going to
add actually sonme aboveground storage tank work to
that that will also be -- those will also be cleaned
to unrestricted use. So that's a good positive thing
that we're adding on top of what Shaw s al ready done
to this project.

DR. RCKKE: Thank you.
MR. CARRCLL: You bet. That's a good

initiative. Yes?
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M5. RAWLINGS: So that nust be a
di fferent fundi ng pool.

MR. CARROLL: It's still BRAC funding,
but it's an initiative that we've used, we're using
Air Force wwde. In the BRAC programwe're | ooking at
all forty of our BRAC bases and goi ng through
systematically and getting, |ooking at all these
sites and determ ning which ones we can still afford
Wi thin our budget. W call it a TOA, but we have
like five or seven years of budget that we | ook at.

One of the reasons we could do this is we've
been awardi ng these performance-based contracts that
are saving the Air Force noney over our original
budget. We're reinvesting that noney into site
closures. So that's one of the initiatives that's
goi ng on here.

Al right. So another thing that we're doing as
part of the agreenment we have with the Village for an
econom ¢ devel opnent conveyance is to denolish three
water towers, and rehab the other water tower, that
are remaining on the base. So during this spring and
sumer, you'll see sone denpbs going on right over
here, these two twn water towers. | think we've

already briefed this, but that's under contract to a
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conpany called ECC. 1Is that correct, Jinf

MR. HUSBANDS: Yes, that's correct.

DR. RCKKE: Question. \Wen you
conplete (water towers) 120, 122, and 968, wll that
land be left in unrestricted use status afterwards?

MR. CARROLL: Yes. That |and has
al ready been cl eaned up underneath those towers to an
un -- those, yeah, all three of those towers can be
used for unrestricted use.

DR. RCKKE: Thank you.

MR. CARROLL: Yes. And then that
Water Tower 44 that | just nmentioned will be also --
the tower will be rehabilitated, repainted, sone
safety inprovenents done on it, and that'll start in
March| April tinme frane. Shawis going to be out
there in March, and our other contractor is going to
be there rehabbing that tower this sunmer. It's
going to be done. So you'll see sone pretty visual
t hi ngs goi ng on around here.

M5. RAWLINGS: So is that water tower
currently in use or has it been kind of nothballed
and then will be brought back into use?

MR. CARROLL: Water Tower 44 is

currently in use, but when they start it will be
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taken out of service for the tinme that it takes to
get the water tower rehabbed, yeah. Ckay.

DR. WANG  Anot her question. This is
not on this agenda. On the west end there's a
m ssile. Do we do anything about it?

MR. CARROLL: The mssile?

M5. KASPER The mssile is owned by
the museum It's owned by the Air Force and it's
currently under nuseum status. | work at the nuseum
We're active there. Mst of that mssile is
concrete. They poured concrete into it years and
years and years ago. W have contacted the Air Force
and said we are willing to give up these itens, but
by saying we're willing to give it up, that says
anybody who wants it has to conme and get it and pay
to get it out.

MR. CARROLL: Ckay. Is that -- 1
guess is that controlled by the Davis-Mnthan group?
There's a group --

M5. KASPER: The nuseun?

MR. CARROLL: No, that mssile. A lot
of the old static displays that we've had are
controlled by a certain group within the Air Force.

MR. KASPER Wight-Patt Air Force
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Base.
M5. KASPER. Wi ght-Patt.
MR. CARROLL: Wight-Patt.
M5. KASPER Wight-Patt has control

of all that.

MR. CARROLL: Ckay.

DR. WANG  Yeah, that still -- that
did not answer ny question. | don't think we would
want it; is that right?

M5. KASPER  You m ght be surprised.
You m ght have --

DR. RCKKE: There's a |lot of people
that want it to stay there. Taking it down would be
devast ati ng.

DR, WANG  Ckay.

M5. KASPER It would be quite
difficult to take it down because it is filled with
concrete.

DR. WANG  Ckay.

MR. SANDAHL: Then what are the pl ans
to refurbish?

MR. KASPER Right now there is no
plans for it because the nuseum has no noney for that

restoration project. It has been discussed at
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several of our board neetings. |[|f sonebody's willing
to come up with sone expenses, there are people that
woul d do the refurbishing but right now there's just
no noney.

MR. FOTHERG LL: What woul d t hat
budget be for refurbishing?

MR. SANDAHL: Probably close to
$25,000 to blast it and to do proper corrosion
control and repaint it to configuration. That was
the estimate we were given last tine.

MR. CARROLL: Al right. Trying to
keep us on schedule. Dr. Schneider will give us our
TAPP updat e.

DR. SCHNEIDER  Well, first | want to
say it's wonderful to read mnutes fromthe | ast
nmeeti ng where you' ve spoken. You find out just how
many ers, uhs, and a word | didn't realize |I was
using. And | |looked at this and | said they nust
have m staken it. | kept using the word "stuff." |
must have used "stuff" a dozen tinmes, you know, oh
you got this stuff. And | guess | was just tal king
very nonchal antly, but 1'Il try to watch my verbiage
t oday.

Anyway, first slide, please. Over the past
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period, basically we indul ged in about four
activities. One of themarose fromthe | ast RAB
nmeeti ng, Doug's comment about the environnental
conditions that nove along with certain properties
that are transferred fromone place to the other,
fromone owner to the other. Continue to |ook at
techni cal documents. Talked briefly about the

devel opment of sone kind of user guide for the
materials that are on file at the library, kind of,
you know, technical guide for dumm es or sonething
like that to be able to understand for the public if
they go in there what they're reading or howto read
it.

And then lastly we reviewed and eval uated the
alternatives as presented at the |last Public Meeting
about a nonth ago relative to Fire Training Area 2,
Site FT021 and the other site, WP08O0.

Next slide, please. As far as liabilities,
there's | aws that have changed over tine, but
essentially the question here in lIllinois is that the
| aw does exi st on the books for residential and
certain properties of that nature, multiuse
properties, but, in general, the buyer is to beware.

So the due diligence really reflects upon the
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reci pient of any property. |In other words, it is --
it would be unconscionable to take a | arge property
that you m ght have suspicions about w thout having
first done sone due diligence to see if that property
is clean of environnmental conditions.

Whet her you do that or not, if the transferor,
the person who's giving or selling you the property
reveal s those environnental conditions and you accept
the property on that basis, then you are responsible
for those environnental conditions. [It's pretty much
sinple as that.

Now, specific here to the base, the former base
here, | think there are some BRAC rules that apply in
terms of what's stated about properties and how
they're transferred, and I think that M. HIl, who
was going to look into this also, has a point of
view. So if you guys want to make a comnment on this
at this point, unless you want to save it.

MR HILL: No. | think what
Dr. Schneider is saying reflects what | found, you
know, there are requirenents of residential
transactions for disclosure of asbestos, |ead-based
paints, these types of things. |'mnot sure we have

a specific law on the books for commercial type
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properties, but, yeah, there's -- definitely didn't
see anything in regards to conpensation or anything
of that nature. So | think it's a, you know, on the
buyer to, you know, make their decision in |ight of
the information they're given.

DR WANG Ckay. Don't be al arned.
Wth ny properties, | just tell you nmy experience.
Under those reports, the environnmental study, the
phase one reports, asbestos reports they provided to
me totally inadequate, totally inaccurate, and in no
way to trace. GCkay. So | said this many, many
tinmes, but | had to deal with this nyself, okay?

So when you say, okay, you were inforned of this
asbestos and everything. What did they informne?
"' mnot using the word m sl eading, but | just say
it's totally, totally inaccurate, inadequate. Ckay?

DR. SCHNEIDER: That's the hook,
Doctor. The hook is that it's still upon the buyer
or the receiver of the property, whether you're
paying a dollar for it or a mllion dollars for it or
get it for free, it's the due diligence. That's
been -- I'"'mnot an attorney so | don't want to get
into that part of it, but that's been denonstrated

very nmuch.
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Back in 1988 or in '89, the State of Illinois
passed what was called the Responsibility Property

Transfer Act. W called it RPTA. And |' m not,

frankly, sure if it's still on the books, but the
point is -- ny coll eague back there said it's not on
the books. | think, in fact, it's been dropped off.

But about that time there was a | ot of interest
in these environnental property assessnents dealing
with property transfers of environnmental conditions.
And one of the first manual s that came out had the
title of Buyer Beware, and that still exists.

So the recipient of a property, especially
comercial property, and usually the banks require
sonme sort of nore thorough investigation. And that's
probably true that | say here's a building that's got
asbestos problenms. W don't -- | mght not tell you
how much it's going to cost to nedi ate those asbestos
problens or, as a matter of fact, you know, what the
full extent of that is. So I'mnot apol ogizing for
anything, but that's kind of the way it works in the
busi ness community. Al right. That's all 1've got
to say about that.

Next slide, please. | continued review of

techni cal docunents. | don't know. Well, Sponge Bob
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al ways has a good answer for things so that kind of
fits here. And basically just kept on going, reading
what | can and, as | said before, there's a |ot of
material out there. |I'mnot sure ny old brainis
retaining every |lousy page, but | try to get through
it to pick up the nuances of what's been going on at
this base for the last thirty years or whatever.

Ckay. Next slide, please. There was sone
di scussi on about again putting together sonme sort of
user guide at the library. R ght now the |library has
this stuff. [1'll use ny word there. It's about
fifty binders, three-ring binders. Basically --
those are just exanples of the kinds of reports that
are in there, the Basew de Construction Quality
Control Plan, the Final First (Five-) year (Review),
and so forth.

There are several older folders that go back to
1991 and '92. Meeting m nutes, sonme exchange
docunents, and so forth. And then there's several
public, what | call public, friendly information
papers, such as these brochures and the usual
material that cones out prior to a Public Meeting for
the Proposed Plan of a typical alternate treatnent of

a particular site.
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But, as a matter of fact, if you go into the
library and say to the librarian, May | see a list of
what's on the shelf? They don't have one. Well,
they will have one because | prepared one and |
promsed the librarian | would give it to her. But
the point is, still when you go in there, you walk in
there and if you're just John Q Public and you say
where is the stuff from Rantoul, they'll point you
over to those shelves. | don't know how many of you
have been there to ook at them And there's a bunch
of these big thick vol unes.

John Q Public is not going to pull -- well, they
may. They may pull one out and as soon as they open
it up, good-bye. They go to sleep or they just are
done with. M idea is still to put together a very
sinple guide to those docunents, which would include,
first of all, a listing of the docunents that are
there, howto | ook for what you want to find and,
| astly, probably as part of that bound vol unme woul d
be the executive summaries or the abstracts of each
of those docunents so you don't have to pull out a
docunent that's three or four inches thick. You
sinply can read the executive summary. And if

sonet hi ng pi ques your interest, M. Public, ah, go to
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t hat docunent, |ook up what it was that piqued your
i nterest.

Most executive sunmaries are really pretty good.
They're witten because nost executives don't have
time to read through the rest of it. So they have to
have the right points in there. Can't have all the

details, obviously, but they have the salient points.

And so we really -- ny belief is that we need sone
gui de of that nature, and we'll tal k about that
agai n.

Lastly, we | ooked at -- slide, please. Lastly,

we reviewed fromthe Public Meeting the various
alternatives that were proposed for these two sites.
My col | eague, M ke Rapps and |, independently found
that we saw absolutely no problemw th the preferred
pick for Site W080, which is Alternative 5, based on
the information we have available to us. And then we
have no problemw th the Preferred Alternative 3 for
the old Fire Training Area 2 site (Site FT021).
However, two things. W noted -- both of us
i ndependently | ooked a little back at the proposed
two foot soil cover final grade. W believe that
needs to be reassessed for any nunber of reasons.

Now, we understand that, and this is all in our
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coments which actually Bruce has a copy of and
per haps, Bruce, you could e-mail that to the board.

MR. SANDAHL: Yes, | can.

DR. SCHNEI DER: Thank you. And which
will be submtted to Shaw tonorrow. But what we --
we understand that sone of the nore deeply excavated
areas are going to be backfilled w th sonething,
presumably clay or other good soil. And so then that
final grade neans two feet of top soil over the top
of that, but that's not over everything because not
everything's the sanme out there. So we're just
asking that it be reassessed to see if two feet
shoul d be the proper soil cover.

We woul d suggest, based on what we know about
fromthe literature and about this area of the
country, that it certainly ought to be -- it ought to
exceed sixty centineters, two feet. Mdst covers,
certainly over landfills and over hazardous waste
mat eri als, you know, include several |ayers of
different types of soil. There's about a sixty
centineter, two foot, top layer. Then usually a
thirty centinmeter of subdrainage |ayer that nmany
ti mes overlays the geonenbrane.

| don't think we're suggesting any of that. In
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fact, we're not suggesting anything specific. W're
just asking that Shaw revisit the soil cover issue
and make a decision on that, report back to us.

The other thing was at the end of the public
hearing |l ast nonth, one of the RAB nenbers nentioned
to me, well, you know, this is going to be alimted
use site, in other words, it's going to have
institutional controls onit. Can't build houses.
Can't reside on it. \What about agriculture?

Well, I'"'mnot going to comment on my opinion
about that, but we need to pass that back over to see
if there is appropriate use of some appropriate
agricultural use. As we put in our comrents, no
particul ar type of agriculture was proposed, and it's
not clear if agriculture would be an appropriate use
follow ng treatnent of groundwater and soil. But we
ask that it be reconsidered, and that's what we've
done in our comments. That's all | have. Yes?

M5. RAWINGS: If you go back to the
user guide, are you envisioning that as being cross-
referenced, too, because one of the things when
used to be a reporter for the Rantoul Press is that
you can go back and | ook at information, but you may

not clue into the fact that that informati on has been
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super seded by sonething nore recent. So will there
be sonething like that?

DR. SCHNEI DER. | suppose we could do
that. | didn't have that in the airwaves here, but
now it is. You' ve just made that comrent, so we
could do that.

M5. RAW.I NGS: And another thing for
the future, | think, is when this is finished there
shoul d be like a historic overvi ew done.

DR. SCHNEI DER: That could be -- well,
we have that comment now, | think. There's certainly
enough material that's been built up over the years
to make that a reasonably easy process, | would
think. Yes, Denise.

M5. BECNEL: GCkay. |'mnot sure if |
shoul d nmention this now or nention it under RAB
menbers topic of interest, but, as you know, ny
concern has been the fact that there's a general |ack
of access in terns of usable information for the
public. | think there's a great deal of information.
It's good information. [It's great information.

The problemis that the audience who it's for is
nore technical and not |ayperson, and I find that to

be an enornous probl em because the Vill age of
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Rantoul , the community of Rantoul, has a right to
know what has taken pl ace.

There's been a | ot of good work done over the
years. They have a right to know, but the
information that now exists is not in an accessible
formfor the average person, as you nentioned. Now,
under your -- you nentioned several public friendly
i nformati on papers, and you give G oup 8 Proposed
Plan and Group 7 Proposed Pl an.

DR. SCHNEI DER.  Those are just
exanpl es.

M5. BECNEL: Right. Those are --
that's actually sonme of the things that I woul d want
to nmention. | don't think that those group Proposed
Plans are in the accessible formto the average
person, and | can give you exanples of what | nean.

Somet hing which I would feel would be very
accessible to the public would be information that's
witten at newspaper |evel. Okay. Newspaper |evel
information is witten for wide distribution. No
newspaper who wanted to sell a newspaper woul d put
acronyns and all kinds of technical information and
references in that docunent. Okay. So ny reference

point is newspaper-1like information.
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And | find that these docunents that are sent
out to, Paul said, 3,000 people, this is the nost
accessible information that |I've read. Gkay. The
Proposed Plan, if you | ook at any Proposed Pl an, now
it is accessible to, let's say, soneone who's a
techni ci an, who has technical background. People who
have technical background can | ook at this and, you
know, understand it pretty, you know, regqular,
ordinarily. But the average person would be lost in
a docunent like this.

The problemthat | have is that we keep saying
that we're inviting the public, but this is not a
user friendly docunent in and of itself. GCkay. So
my concern is that there's a lot that's being assuned
in ternms of accessibility to information for the
public.

And | really think that we should take a | ook at
t hat because we have done a lot. Shaw has done a
lot. The Air Force has done a lot. But all of that
information is not available to the public as
avai l able as this docunent is, which is very sinple.
Ckay.

Let me just give you an exanple. Anyone who has

this docunent, the second paragraph, if | could just
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take a mnute to read it and give you an exanpl e of
why it's good. Ckay. It says here: The denolition
projects wll involve cutting water towers down to
manageabl e sized pieces so that they can be haul ed
away for recycling. The refurbishnment includes
resurfacing the water tower through abrasive blasting
of the inside and outside to renove | ead-based pai nt
and allowing for repainting of the water tower. The
water tower will be painted to match ot her water
towers in the Village. To contain dust and abrasive
bl asting materials, workers will install a tenporary
protective shroud and vacuum cont ai nnent system over
Wat er Tower 44.

This is the | ast sentence: The contai nnent
systemw || ensure contam nation from bl asting
operation that does not escape outside the work area.

Okay. Now, the reason why that's a great
par agraph and accessi ble to anybody who could read it
is that it's clear, nontechnical. It tells you what
the problemis, what's being done, what safety
measures are being taken, and it also gives a sinple
criteria.

It says that the water tower is going to be

encl osed or shrouded, so if any of us pass there and
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see blasting material fumng out, you know, the
aver age person can say, oh, okay, | thought they said
that they're going to cover it, when all this
material is just blasting out all over the place. So
even the average person has a criteria for deciding,
okay, everything's all right. | mean, they're doing
what they're supposed to do or they're not doing what
they' re supposed to do.

|"msaying that this docunent gives all of the
pertinent information in accessible |anguage, and |I'm
saying that anything that you're going to give to the
public as informational has to be at this level, not
this |l evel.

DR. SCHNEI DER. Let ne not di sagree
with you, but let nme point out sonething. There are
two basic differences with those two docunents, their
particul ar purpose. Public know edge aside, one is,
as you pointed out, is a very sinple explanation of
what's going to take place. But prior to that,
soneone has to lay out what they want to take place,
and that needs nore expl anati on.

One of the things, | still believe that these
pl ans, these docunents that are produced for a Public

Meeting like Goup 8, like we had |ast week, is that
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there are a nunber of what we call inserts or w ndows
in themwhich do talk at that level. They do speak
to, you know, what is this and what is that.

So they're trying to conbine both the
information that they need to get out, the nore
technical information, as well as sone of the
expl anation for what's contained within that.

Now maybe what has to happen, for exanple,
once the -- let's use this Goup 8, these two sites.
That comment period closes tonorrow. Shaw and the
Air Force have to respond to any comments that cone
in. W don't know how many other comments there
m ght be or not, but we know there's going to be one.
They're going to respond to that and then they're
going to nove forward

That may be the tinme when that decision is nade
to put out one of those four page things that says
here's what we're doing. I'mnot telling themto do
this, I"'mjust saying that may be the point where now
you know what you're going to do. This is what's
going to go on at this site and this is going to be
the end result. That would be the tine to do a
project like that. And that's sonething you'd have

to work with the Air Force on.
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M5. BECNEL: GCkay. In response to
what you're saying, right, | understand that there
shoul d be sonme kind of technical docunent at this
level. That's fine. 1'mnot negating that there
isn't a need for that. Wat |I'msaying is that even
with this docunent, perhaps there can be sone kind of
a one page overview. See, a lot is assuned in terns
of background know edge when sonmeone reads a docunent
like this.

And for the public to know, okay, where does
this docunent fit in the total thing that's going on
here, | think that kind of information needs to
precede this, maybe a first page or whatever, for the
public so that they can go into this docunent and
make sone kind of sense of it.

DR. SCHNEI DER: Well, what you're
saying is let's -- those docunents shoul d have a,
guot e unquote, executive summary or John Q Public
summary?

M5. BECNEL: Yes.

DR. SCHNEI DER. That's what you're
sayi ng.

M5. RAWLINGS: | agree. And I'll tel

you, after years of wadi ng through these docunents
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and these neetings and trying to interpret it for the
public as a newspaper reporter, it was incredibly
difficult to go beyond -- to go fromthat, fromthe
newsletter to that. [1'Il leave it at that.
DR. SCHNEIDER. Well, this appears to
be a recommendati on being made to the Air Force.
MR. SPARROW Yeah. Let ne just

add -- | don't know, Paul, if you want to. W had
kind of through this process tried to bal ance out the
need to make sure we communi cate the information.
Li ke Dr. Wang had nentioned before, he wants to nake
sure the information is comunicated. So there's a
| ot of detail that's in here to make sure that if
there is sonebody that's interested they can get that
detail.

| understand your viewpoint, naybe fromthe
general public that it's difficult to read, it's
difficult to understand. W, again, originally we
were actually requested to provide much, much nore
detail in these docunents. Sone of the earlier ones
were -- one of them | think, was a hundred pages
thick. That was requested.

So we're trying to find a bal ance act between

what's useful for the public and what conveys
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information that should be revealed. So we want to
make sure we reveal the information to them | think
maybe your suggestion of a one page sumrary m ght be
appropriate that we could produce when we have one of
t hese that we could conme back and you coul d read
sinply in a newspaper article fashion what it's
sayi ng and what the intent and what's going to be
done with that. | think that's a sinple -- it's a
good recommendati on.

Agai n, sone public plan or Proposed Pl ans have
been produced where there are only one or two pages.
Agai n, we were bal ancing the requirenent to make sure
we reveal ed the information, but we don't want to
make it so thin that people can't, that really need
to know, can't get that information out.

So it's a good suggestion. And | think maybe
even goi ng back to sone of the existing docunents and
provi ding a synopsis of that one page, yeah, this was
the plan, this was what was done. W' re naybe goi ng
to dig the soils fromunderneath the water tower so
the site will be clean where people can live there,
if that's what the synopsis is. So it's a good
poi nt ..

DR. SCHNEIDER: | think, as |
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explained the last tinme, too, this paper here is how
many pages, Howard?

MR. SPARROW Renenber, this is a
summary of the technical docunent. This is not the
techni cal docunent.

DR. SCHNEIDER. This is 21 pages. The
one |'ve got is 4,705 pages.

MR. SPARROW It's trying to condense
a huge anount of information down to an
under st andabl e format .

MS. BECNEL: Ckay. As | struggle to
understand |i ke what the big picture is in terns of
the procedures and so forth, | was reading this
docunent here that was sent through the mail, the one
that | keep referring to that's in a, you know, a
formwhich is accessible to the public. On the |ast
page it nmentions, | don't know, and, you know, you
guys can correct ne if I"'mwong or not, but it seens
to list like a procedure that maybe the public should
al so know about or nmaybe shoul d be nentioned or
sonething |like that when we begin a neeting or even
when we have the Public Meetings.

kay. It nentions, is it, CERCLA requires the

conpletion of, and it lists several, | don't know,
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steps, if you want to call themthat, Renedia

| nvestigation, Feasibility Study, Proposed Plan, a
Public Meeting, a Record of Decision, renedial

design, and renedial action. GCkay. That sounds |ike
sonme kind of a procedure that's part of this whole
thing that, I don't know, | guess everyone j ust
assunes that sonebody's supposed to know. But maybe
it would help if the public could be told |ike sone
ki nd of overview, okay, this is what the whole

cl eanup, environnental cleanup, is all about and this
is how we're going to go about doing it in sinple

| anguage.

A Renedi al Investigation. GOCkay. Wat is
that? What does that nean? Feasibility Study,
Proposed Pl an, you know, Record of Decision. Wat's
that? Renedial design. Nobody even knows what those
t hi ngs nean.

MR. CARRCLL: In the past, and we
probably need to do it again, we need to do it in our
public visibility docunment.

MS. BECNEL: Right.

MR. CARROLL: We used to show this
chart that had that process lined out, and up above

the chart it would say, okay, collecting data,
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investigating a site, you know, in layman's terns
what we're doing at each phase of the project. So we
can incorporate that back in.

M5. BECNEL: Ckay. But | just thought
that this was really explanatory. The only thing
that's left out is what they actually nean. | nean,
you can't assune. Sure, | nean, you know you know
the neaning of feasibility, but what does it nean
here in this context? So | think that this is a good
explanation. It's just that, you know, it needs to
maybe go like a step further or sonething |ike that.

DR. SCHNEI DER:  Just keep in mnd,

Deni se, and again |'m not being apol ogetic for
anyt hi ng, but having worked in science for a |ong
time, you wanted sonething sinple, just a few pages.
As you start expanding, those pages get |onger and
|l onger. And the nore pages there are, the | ess
likely they're going to read. So there's a real
conprom se in science. | find that all the tine.

One of the things |I've done over the years, the
firms that |'ve been with on ny own, we were al ways
like third party. One of the reasons |I'm kept on at
the city, the town of Chanpaign-Urbana, is | help to,

my firmhelps to, translate these technical docunents
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into | anguage that, you know, city manager or the
mayor or sonebody can actually understand.

And there's alimt to how far you can go
because at sone point it just -- you run out of space
and run out of tinme. So there is a conprom se. |
think they're good suggestions. | hope that the Ar
Force and Shaw take them up. Anything el se?

M5. KASPER | have one thing. W
receive the public address one, and it states Water
Towers 120, 122, and 968. | was on this base for six
years. W never referred to themas Water Towers
120, 122, or 968. Water towers out by the north
gate, water towers in the 900 area. So maybe a
l[ittl e explanation of where these are | ocated because
when | | ooked at that map, | didn't have a cl ue.

MR. CARROLL: How about all of them
except for the one by the fire station?

M5. KASPER  That woul d be better than
giving me a nunber because | don't know.

DR. SCHNEI DER: Anyway, thank you.

And, again, please feel free to contact ne. You
know, you have ny contact information. |If you have a
question, | can't respond or think ahead for you, and

so if you ask these questions ahead of tinme | can at
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| east come up with "I don't know," if it's necessary,
you know. | learned that in nmy orals fromny PhD.
Sonebody -- they set nme up for it. They do that in
these orals. They set nme up. | started going off
and finally soneone said stop. Just say "I don't
know." So | don't know. Thank you.

MR, CARRCLL: W al ways appreciate
this i nput because we sonetines get focused on what
we do and not really think about how everybody el se
understands it. So all this is good feedback. W
appreciate it.

DR. ROKKE: Can | ask a question?
Based on the information that you were able to find,
okay, as far as the |laws and everything for transfer
of property, very, very clear, if an individual
purchases any property structures on Chanute or
within the structure of what was Chanute Air Force
Base and that property is then transferred fromthe
Air Force to them once they accept that property
t hey then becone liable for all asbestos, |ead, or
anyt hing associated with that property and the Ar
Force and then, therefore, after the transfer what
you found is that the Air Force has no liability then

for the cleanup of that property? |Is that what you



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00 N O O B W N +—» O

37

f ound?

DR. SCHNEIDER: Let ne be clear. |'m
not an attorney. So you're asking actually a | egal
question there. Fromthe information that's in the
literature, one woul d suggest that it's buyer beware,
that if you purchase the property, or take control of
it through a | ease even, you accept whatever goes
along with that property. The only way you get out
of that, let's say, is if the property was
transferred under a cloud, neaning they knew that,
knew that there was asbestos in the building and
didn't say. They said, aw, it's a clean building.

But now you're stuck wwth a | egal situation
where you woul d have to go to court to get that
cleared up. The idea of cradle to the grave business
goes back to Super Fund or CERCLA. In terns of waste
repository, when sonebody abandons the landfill,
let's say, wal ks off, leaves it to the state or the
federal government, so the state or federa
government then go to find out who put stuff in that
landfill and they try to go back to the original
owner .

But if you clearly take title or take control of

t he grounds, you becone responsible. And the reason
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for that is actually for the next one on down. |If
you knowi ngly take on, let's say, a property that has
an underground storage tank in it, we'll just use
that as an exanple, and that underground storage tank
still has material in it and continues to | eak out
and the nei ghbor calls up and says, hey, your stuff
is |l eaking onto ny property, guess who's responsi bl e?
You are because you did not clean that up. You kept
t he source.

Now, we've been through this with Illinois
Department of Transportation. They're very careful
about that because if you accept property that has
contamnants on it, you are well advised to clean it
up because it now becones a new source. So even if
it's -- let's say the tank | eaks off to John next
door. Somebody conmes in or takes away the tank.
Maybe they even took away the tank. Al right. Then
they sell this property. |If there's no contam nants
there, it's not your problem So John would have to
go back to the original owner of the tank

But if you accept the tank and then it | eaks,
that stuff that was in there, which you didn't put in
there, is still yours. You purchased the whole kit

and caboodl e.
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DR. RCKKE: Ckay. So then you,
hypot hetical, as an environnental consultant, if Joe
was t hinking about purchasing this |large structure
for his thing and they knew at the tine, based on the
desi gn and everything, that there was asbestos and
lead paint in it and he cane to you and sai d, okay,
separate nanme, Dr. Smth, would you advise ne to
purchase this structure or accept this structure
given that the prior owner has not renoved the | ead
or asbestos, or should I just wal k away, what woul d
your reconmendation be?

DR SCHNEI DER: Do your own
investigation. |It's going to cost you $72,000 just
to look into it, and then you deci de whet her you want
to walk away fromit or spend the $72,000 to find out
if you even want to purchase it. That's the rea
answer. That's how you do it in real life.

So you say, hmm the building mght be worth a
mllion. | can get it for a hundred thousand. Let

me spend the 72. Seventy-two conmes back and says

it'"ll cost you 500,000 to clean up the buil ding.
Then you can say, well, | spent $572,000. | got the
building; it's worth a mllion. | clean it up and

|"ve got a mllion dollar building. Then you can
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deci de whet her you want to wal k away or ganbl e what
you spent a mllion dollars for. Hope that answers
your questi on.

MR. CARROLL: GCkay. | think I'm back
up for a second, introduce Pete. Pete Passarelli is
going to tal k about the infrastructure assessnent
updat e.

MR, PASSARELLI: | think | gave a
l[ittle bit of an update at the |ast RAB neeting. Ws
that in Novenber? Back in August of 2011, we began
the second phase of an infrastructure assessnent of
the wet utilities on the fornmer Chanute Air Force
Base. W hired Burns & McDonnell, a consulting
engi neer, to do that assessnment. They finished that
assessnment up in the late fall, early winter. They
provided us a report last nonth in January. W' ve
shared that information with the Air Force. W were
sort of basically doing our due diligence of the
utility systenms that we're going to get fromthe Ar
Force.

Really the bottomline is the systens show their
age. We didn't find any catastrophic deficiencies,
but there are sone big costs associated with those

utility systems. So that's pretty much it in a
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nut shel | .

That work that we did was funded by the Air
Force through the O fice of Econom c Adjustnment and a
Depart ment of Defense agency. Roughly little over
$500, 000 project to look at all of those wet
utilities. That's where we're at.

MR. STREFF: | have a question for
you. On the RFQ that just canme out on Fl essner
Drive, are you going to be extending Flessner Drive
out to Route 45? 1Is that what's going on?

MR PASSARELLI: Yes.

MR. STREFF. So we're going to have a
new i ntersection there on Route 45 --

MR. PASSARELLI: Yeah.

MR. STREFF: For Flessner Drive.

Ckay.

MR, CARRCLL: And for those of you who
don't know, the infrastructure assessnent that we
were working with the Village to do is part of a
| arger plan to work with the Village and do sone
things to help themto be able to submt an economc
devel opnent application for the remaining property
here on the base.

And | know nost of you know about all of these
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things that we're hel ping themw th, working with
themw th, and you'll see sone pretty good changes in
t he | andscape over the next couple of years,

i ncludi ng these water towers, sone denolition of sone
buil di ngs com ng up that will be very visible, and
then the construction of the Lincoln's Challenge
canpus which is schedul ed to begin next winter or the
followi ng spring. Mjor changes in the | andscape of
this fornmer base. Okay. Howard?

MR, SPARROW Thanks, Paul. By the
way, before | get started, ny nane is Howard Sparrow
wi th Shaw Environnental. |'mthe Project Manager for
t he environnmental cleanup. Previously sone of the
RAB nenbers, | know sone of the fol ks have taken a
| ook at the map up there. W do have sone handouts,
11 by 17s of these maps. |If there's any nenbers of
the public that want sone copies of themhere, you're
nmore than welcone. 1'Ill pass a few around here.
|"ve distributed them once before, but I want to nmake
sure to pass themaround. So if | refer to sone of
the sites, at least you'll have a map that you can
| ook at sonme of the sites that are there.

Just want to try to give you a brief status

update of really where we're at on the
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per f or mance- based contract. Again, the contract has
forty-seven specific sites currently. The Air Force
is in the process of adding el even additional sites.
Those are generally AST sites, aboveground storage
tank sites. They're usually some smaller fuel oi
storage tanks or gasoline tanks that may have been
used around the facility for which they either want
to renove those tanks or conplete the renedia
actions. It may have al ready been started, but they
haven't been finalized.

So the Air Force is |looking to add el even nore
cl eanups or finalizations of those el even AST sites
in addition to the forty-seven sites. | want to
concentrate just on the forty-seven sites that we
have here today, and hopefully the other eleven sites
the Air Force will be able to conplete those actions
this year as well.

You can see on our chart here that we've used
previously, the objective is to try to show you the
phases of the process. This does show the phases of
the cl eanup process here as we go along. The ones on
the left are the study phases. The ones getting
further to the right are the c