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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In September 2009, the lllinois Departmeh@ransportation (lllinois DOT) and the
lowa Department of Transportation (Iow&®T) published an Environmental Assessment
(EA) evaluating the service level (tier 1) issues for the reestablishment of intercity
passenger rail service betweéhicago, lllinois, and lowg&ity, lowa (the Project)
(Figure 1-1, Project Locatioigcated at the end of thtocument). The September 2009
Service Level EA was submitted to the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT)
Federal Railroad Administtian (FRA) in support of a lgh Speed Intercity Passenger
Rail (HSIPR) grant applicatn submitted by lllinois DO&Nnd lowa DOT. FRA received
a very large number of HSIPR grant apations, and unfortundig because of funding
constraints, FRA was not able to fund the mgjof the grant apptations, including the
Chicago to lowa City Service grant apptica. As part of the Illinois DOT and lowa
DOT 2010 HSIPR Grant application for t@hicago to lowa City Service, FRA
requested additional analysis of the potérmtigacts associated with construction and
operation of the Eola Main Line Improvements and the Wyanet Connection to
supplement the September 2009 Service Level EA.

This document provides supplemental infation to the September 2009 Service Level
EA as well as additional analysis o&tpotential impacts of Eola Main Line
Improvements and the Wyanet Connection. lditaeh, this document includes errata to
the September 2009 Service Level EA and updates some of the information in the
September 2009 Service Level EA.

The September 2009 Service Level EA identififoute A as the Preferred Alternative
for reestablishing passenger rail service leetwChicago and low@ity. Route A would
use the track of three carriers: 1.8am on Amtrak, 115.3 miles on BNSF Railway
Company (formerly known as the Burlingtoniibeern and Santa Feailroad [BNSF]),
and 102.3 miles on lowa Interstate RailrgeklS). The Eola Main Line Improvements
were discussed in the September 2009 EAam#ibutor to the cumulative impacts, not
as a Project component:

lllinois: Improvements Proposed fire BNSF Eola Yard in Aurora —
Improvements are proposed to improve the flow of train traffic on the
BNSF line from Chicago to Aurora. Thigple-track line is currently used
for BNSF freight trains, Metra comrter trains, and Amtrak passenger
trains. Metra commuter trains depand arrive at the Hill Yard/Aurora
Transportation Center using two letaacks, which join the double-track
BNSF main lines at the west endidla Yard. Departing and arriving
Metra trains block the main BNSF lines, delaying BNSF and Amtrak
trains. The Hill Yard lead track would lextended to the east end of Eola

1 Several different names have been used for the set of track improvements envisioned for the BNSF rail
line near Aurora, lllinois. The September 2009 #®rievel EA identified these improvements as
“Improvements Proposed for the BNSF Eola Yardiumora.” Because the improvements are more
closely connected with the BNSF's Chicago Subdivision main line that runs through Eola Yard, this
Supplemental Information identifies the improvements as the “Eola Main Line Improvements.”

Chicago to lowa City Intercity Passenger Rail $envi August 2010
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Yard, freeing up one of the BNSF mdimes. Two yard lines would be
extended to ensure that trains ie thola Yard can clear the BNSF line.

This would allow BNSF and Amtrakains to operate on this BNSF main
line, reducing delays through thisngested area. Because of the high
number of freight, commuter, andeancity passenger trains currently
operating on the BNSF rail line between Chicago and Aurora, the
improvements to the BNSF Eola YardAurora are needed before the
service to lowa City could commendeseparate HSIPR grant application
was submitted by lllinois DOT on August 24, 2009, for funds to pursue
the BNSF Eola Main Line Improvements. These improvements, which are
one part of a suite of Chicago Terminal improvements, are needed to
reduce congestion and improve thetione performance of the current
passenger trains as well as accomatedhe new Chicago to lowa City
service. Because the Eola Maimkilmprovements have independent

utility and will be pursued irrespective of the Chicago to lowa City

service, the Eola Main Line Improvements will be the subject of a separate
[National Environmental Policy Act] NEPA evaluation (State of lllinois,
August 24, 2009).

— September 2009 Service Level EA, page 3-81

The Chicago Terminal Improvements project was not funded and &lwancing at this

time. Because the improvements to the nliam service through Eola Yard are no longer
being completed through the Chicago TerahImprovements project, but are a

necessary component to provide passengeseaiice from Chicago to lowa City, the

Eola Main Line Improvements are now considered a component of the Chicago to lowa
City Project (Figure 1-2, Eola Main Line provements Section of the Project Area). The
intent of this supplemental information isdddress the potentimhpacts resulting from

the main line improvements when considered as part of the Chicago to lowa City Project.

Route A would require a new connection betw the BNSF and the I8 rail lines; the
connection would be at the location wheretthe rail lines cross, approximately 1 mile
southwest of Wyanet, lllinois as shownHigure 1-3, Wyanet Comation Section of the
Project Area. The Wyanet Coection would consist of approximately 4,000 feet of new,
single-track rail line located in the northwesiadrant of the gradeeparated crossing of
the BNSF and IAIS rail lines. The new cawtion would require approximately 7 acres
of new railroad right-of-way (ROW) and would accommodate a train speed of
approximately 50 miles per hour (mph).

August 2010 Chicago to lowa City Intercity Passenger Rail iBerv
2 Senvice Level Environmental Assessment
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2.0 WYANET CONNECTION AND EOLA MAIN LINE
IMPROVEMENTS SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

This supplemental information focuses primadh those resources that may be affected
by construction and operation of the WgaRonnection and Eola Main Line
Improvements. In accordanegth 40 Code of Feder&egulations (CFR) 1502.21, this
supplemental information hereby incorporatggeference all information that is
included in the September 2009 Service Leveld®d is not changingr does not require
additional analysis (such as the dssion of indirect and cumulative impacts).

Section 2.1, Purpose and Need, and Se@i@nAlternatives, supplement the discussion
presented in the September 2009 Service ILEERewith information on the Eola Main
Line Improvements. Where plicable, this document alsocludes updated information
and errata to the September 2009 Servmeel EA. The followng list identifies the
specific resource topics addressed and tiespective sections in this document:

Transportation (Section 2.3)

Noise and Vibration (Section 2.4)

Air Quality (Section 2.5)

Hazardous Materials (Section 2.6)

Cultural Resources (Section 2.7)

Parks and Natural Areas (Section 2.8)

Section 4(f) Properties (Section 2.9)
Waterways (Stream Relocation) (Section 2.10)
Wetlands (Section 2.11)

Water Quality (Section 2.12)

Floodplains (Section 2.13)

Threatened and Endangeér8pecies (Section 2.14)
Construction Impacts (Section 2.15)

This document focuses on the No-Buildekhative and the Preferred Alternative
(Route A — Amtrak,-BNSF-IAIS) identified in the September 2009 Service Level EA.
Both the two round-trip trains per day (TP&nd the five round-trip TPD scenarios are
discussed. The Route B Alternative (Amti@knadian NationdRailway Corporation
[CN]-Metra/Rock Island Distat-CSX Transportation Company [CSXT]-IAIS) identified
in the September 2009 Service Level EA isdistussed because the Eola Main Line
Improvements and the Wyanet Connection argadtof that altanative. Section 2.15
summarizes impacts identified for indivial resources affected by the Wyanet
Connection and Eola Main Line Imprawents. Section 3.0 summarizes additional
comments received and agency coordoratonducted since publication of the
September 2009 Service Level EA. Sectionauflines the next steps in the NEPA
process for the Chicago to lowa Citytercity Passenger Rail Service.

2.1 PURPOSE AND NEED

This section supplements the Septen#t#9 Service Level EA purpose and need
statement with information on the Eola M&ine Improvements only. A full discussion
of the purpose of and need for the redaféyanet Connection was included in the
September 2009 Service Level EA.

Chicago to lowa City Intercity Passenger Rail $envi August 2010
Senvice Level Environmental Assessment 3
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As discussed in Section 1.0, Introductite Eola Main Line Improvements are
necessary to reestablish pasger service between Chicagond lowa City. The following
sections provide background informationaumrent rail operations between Chicago,
Eola, and Wyanet, lllinois; state the purposarmd need for this element of the Project;
and explain the proposed Main Line Improvements at Eola.

2.1.1 Background on Current Rail Operations

BNSF serves Chicago with three main lineswerging on the city ém the west. Two of
the main lines, the single-track Aurora Swslon from the Pacific Northwest and the
double-track Mendota Subdivision from the tahwestern states, converge at
Montgomery, just west of Aurora, Illinoisnd west of the location of the proposed Eola
Main Line ImprovementsAt Montgomery, the Mendotand Aurora Subdivisions
combine as the Chicago Subdivision (see Fi@uiel, Regional Rail Related to the Eola
Main Line Improvements). The triple-trahicago Subdivision run36 miles from the
West Eola PlaAtin Aurora through Eola Yard and Chicago’s western suburbs, to
Chicago’s Union Station. At the West Edtant, the two “Hill Yard” signalized lead
tracks diverge from the Chicago Subdivision méimes and carry Metra commuter trains
to and from the Aurora Transportation Gamnin Aurora (see Figure 2.1-2, Eola Main
Line Improvements Vicinity).

BNSF freight trains, which number approxim@t80 per day at presit, move east and
west across the Chicago Subdivision, passingugh Eola at all tims of the day and
night. BNSF’s Chicago Subdivision, togethth the Aurora and Mendota subdivisions,
form a critical transportation artery for fgkit movement in North America. Principal
commodities hauled on these rail lines aral cestined for Midwest power plants,
containerized consumer goods and auto patethf international and domestic origins,
grain and animal feed for dastic and international consption, construction materials,
finished autos, and industrial materid@&NSF has no alternativeute for this freight
traffic. The freight traffic carried on the three subdivisions is either destined to or
originates in the Chicago area, or itshpass through Chicago between points as
dispersed as the Upper Ohio Valley to thd,ghs intermountain stas to the west, and
the Pacific Coast.

Amtrak daily long-distance and regional irti¢y passenger trains, presently eight per
day (or four round trips), use the Chicagh8ivision to Aurora. Amtrak trains Nos. 3
and 4, the Southwest Chjeise the Mendota Subdivision eyute to Kansas City,
Missouri, and Los Angeles, California. Arak trains Nos. 5 and 6, the California
Zephyr, use the Mendota Subdivisi en route to Denve€olorado, and Oakland,

2 In reality, there is no town called Eola, lllinois.I&ts a railroad location name and has been said to be

an acronym for End of Line Aurora. This Supplemental Information discusses proposed railroad
infrastructure improvements from the West Eola Plant (MP 35.3 on BNSF’'s Chicago Subdivision)
through Eola Yard to the Eola Plant (MP 33.4 on BNSF’s Chicago Subdivision).

The West Eola Plant includes the West Edlerlacking. An interlocking is an arrangement of
interconnected signal equipment that enables mm@wvements to succeed each other in safe, proper
sequence. It may be operated manually or automatically.

Hill Yard is located approximately 1.5 miles we$Eola Yard. Two tracks, located north of the
Chicago subdivision tracks, lead into Hill Yard.
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California. Four lllinois Service (regiohentercity passenger) trains, 380 through 383,
use the Mendota Subdivisidm Galesburg, lllinois.

Metra commuter trains, approximately 3 I®D on weekdays (both revenue and
nonrevenue), use the Chicago Subdivision ff@imcago Union Station to Eola, and use
the Hill Yard lead tracks to Aurora Transgaiion Center, 3 miles west of Eola. This
commuter service is Metra’s densest, cagyapproximately 63,200 passengers daily, or
about 20 percent of all of Metra’s ridenghirhe volume of Metrpassenger trains peaks
in the inbound (toward Chicagdjrection between 6 a.m.@® a.m. and in the outbound
(toward Aurora) direction bewen 4 p.m. and 7 p.m. &ddition, Metra provides midday
and late evening service as well as weekend and holiday service.

At Eola, the Hill Yard lead tracks convergvith the main tracks of the Chicago
subdivision in a series of sigied high-speed crossover tkacenabling trains to access
the correct track to make station stops,ngearoutes, meet trains moving in the opposite
direction, and overtake tra that are slowing down to aige tracks or to leave the main
tracks. Crossover tracks at the West Bt (Milepost [MP] 35.3) and at the Eola
Plant (MP 33.4) are used to sort train t@finto the appropriate main tracks for optimal
schedule adherence for both passengefraight trains. However, when Metra
passenger trains depart from the Hill Yard lebdy block all the main line tracks as they
cross-over from the north sidé the main lines to the south side of the main lines —
requiring all other approaching train traffa slow or stop until the Metra train has
cleared the interlocking plant.

Eola Yard, located between the West EonPand the Eola Plarconsists of two

separated yards: one to the north ofGheécago Subdivision main tracks, called the

“West Yard”; and one to the south, calleé tiicast Yard.” These two yards operate as

one. The West Yard assembles carloadyfeirom local customers in Chicago for
forwarding several times a day on non-unit tratoSBNSF's classification yard at

Galesburg. The East Yard disassemblesunuhtrains contaimg local cars from
through-trains arriving from the west. In gemle Eola Yard marshals (classifies) both
eastbound and westbound cars for movement either east to Chicago and beyond or west
to points such as Denver, Colorado; Minnaeg Minnesota; Sea#| Washington; and
Portland, Oregon.

At Eola Yard, and on the main tracks betwéantwo halves of Eola Yard, BNSF also
stageSunit trains and general manifest trditigt are fully blocketland ready for

Not all of the 110 Metra commuter trains pey deginate or terminate at the Aurora Transportation
Center. Some of the Metra trains terminate or originate at intermediate stations on the Chicago
Subdivision.

Unit trains consist entirely of catypically of the same commodity shipped from the same origin to the
same destination, without ing split up or stored en route. Tceeat the needs of shprs and receivers,

unit trains are generally quite long and cannot readily be broken-up into smaller sections.

Train staging is the process of preparing (classifying and blocking) and storing traivesroHin line

until they are ready for advancement to the train’s ultimate destination.

General manifest trains are composed of mixed railcars (such as boxcars and tank cars) hauling many
different cargoes.

Blocking rail cars is the process of grouping rail cars in blocks of cars with a similar destinati
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interchang¥ for CN, the Belt Railway of Chicago, and the Western Avenue Corridor
when these trains cannot be accepted by theseections at the time they arrive at Eola.
At Eola, connection tracks diverge from f@kicago Subdivision to CN’s former Elgin,
Joliet & Eastern (EJ&E) rail line. BNSF exciges several trains daily with CN on these
connecting tracks.

Several factors strongly influence the capggbof the connecting railroads to accept
trains from BNSF. These include comnmut@in peak periods in Chicago, the
complexities of rail operations in Chicagoaintenance activities, inclement weather,
and freight and passenger rail operations eabtast of Chicago. However, most of the
tracks at Eola Yard are too short to hold éhesit trains and genenalanifest trains that
are en route to other ralds. When Eola Yard tracks cannot accommodate unit or
interchange trains, the options for stagingtthes at Eola arerited. Staging trains on
one or two of the three Chicago Subdiersimain tracks between West Eola and Eola
reduces the capacity of the Chicago Sulsitivi. Staging trains on the eastbound yard
running track blocks the remainder of the tagkthe yard and requires that switching
operations cease. It is notptical to stage trains eastdla on the Chicago Subdivision
because of the numerous at-grade highwagsings, the dense residential land use along
the subdivision, and because it is beyond thmneotion track to CN’s EJ&E rail line.

Because of the lack of capacity in Eola Yamd the inability to move freight trains into
Eola Yard during the commuter peak perioddgfietrains are routiely staged on one of
the two Mendota Subdivision main tracks wesEofa. Staging of trains is especially
common at a location approximately 24 milesiva Aurora at the 10.4 mile segment of
rail line at the crossovers between the main tracks at Somonauk and Earlville (on the
Mendota Subdivision between Eola and Ws@nStaging of trains on the Mendota
Subdivision reduces the capacity of the raiélfrom two main tracks to one between the
crossovers on the rail linegment on which a freight train is parked. In other words,
when a freight train must wait outside of Eola Yard on the Mendota Subdivision, it
effectively occupies the entitength of one tracketween crossovers. When the train is
parked between the crossover at Somorsaukthe crossover at Earlville, a 10.4 mile
section of double track reduced to a single track.

2.1.2 Purpose

The purpose of the Eola Main Line Improvemast® provide adequateack capacity to
hold freight trains aEola, either on a main track aryard track, to enable on-time
operation of the proposed Chicago to Id@ity passenger rail service on the Mendota
Subdivision, without disruptg the on-time performance of other Amtrak intercity
passenger trains and Metra commuter traansl without degradg the operation of
BNSF freight trains. The Eoldain Line Improvements woulgdrovide infrastructure at
the Eola Yard to avoid the need to hoilains on the Mendotaubdivision and would
restore the main-track capacity which aggant is fully consumed by existing Amtrak
long-distance and intercifyassenger trains, Metra comnmypassenger trains, and BNSF
freight trains.

10 Rail cars that are blocked (grouped into blocks of cars with a similar destination) are ready for
interchange (transfer to another rail line).
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2.1.3 Need for the Eola Maihine Improvements

The need for the Eola Main Line Improvemt®is to enable reestablishment of the
Chicago to lowa City intercity passenger satvice. The current rail infrastructure at
Eola is at capacity for the freight and pamgsr traffic that mudravel through Eola and

is not adequate to hold unit freight trains. The proposed new service would add one
morning pair (one westbound and one leaishd) and one afternoon pair of Amtrak
intercity passenger trains each day, fortaltof four new trains. The new eastbound and
westbound passenger trains would pass edwr oh the BNSF Mendota Subdivision in
the Somonauk to Earlville segment. Becamse track in this segment is generally
occupied by a parked freight train, one @ #hmtrak trains would be delayed each day.
The addition of four Chicago to lowa Cipassenger trains, as proposed for the Project,
would result in a tipping pointyith consequent loss oflrability and loss of on-time
performance for Metra and Amtrak passertggins as well as added freight-train
congestion, longer freight transit times, lossadiability for freight shipments, and
higher transportation costs for shippdBISF has conducted Rail Traffic Controller
(RTC) modeling that simulateke effects of the four proposed Chicago to lowa City
passenger trains in both the-build (no construction of pposed tracks) and the build
(construction of the proposed tracks)esasThe RTC modelingemonstrated that

without the Eola Main Line Improvements twomore of the proposed Amtrak intercity
passenger trains, or existing Amtrak tramsuld be delayed each day between Mendota
and Wyanet by an average of 15 minutes.

Rail operations on BNSF’s main tracks throtggsia are heavily influenced by the Metra
commuter train schedule. During the mornamgl evening commuter peaks, main track
capacity is almost entirely consumed by Métaans; freight trairtraffic is held to
accommodate these commuter peaks. Dutiegnorning commuter peak, local stop
commuter trains typically use the souttlesmain track on the Chicago Subdivision,
while express commuter trains typically use tenter main track. The north side main
track is used for counterflow Metra traiasd Amtrak trains. During the evening peak,
the pattern reverses. The requirement for Migaias to cross over at Eola to reach the
Hill Yard lead tracks consumes additional main track capacity which, in fact, has a ripple
effect on approaching trains for several milBsere is no capacity toold a freight train
on the main line of the Chicago SubdivisiorEala. In addition, tb yard tracks are not
of sufficient length to hold a utrtrain. Therefore, freight &iins are held on the Mendota
Subdivision.

Freight trains held on ¢hdouble-track Mendota Subdivasi main tracks reduce the
capacity on this rail line. Typally on a double-track main Brwith heavy traffic, most
trains run one way on each of the tracks. Holding a train on one of the main tracks
reduces the main line to a siaghain track usable for through-trains. The train that is
held is typically parked between crossoversbling through train® resume two-track
operation at either end of the section on Whilee parked train is located. Crossovers on
the Mendota Subdivision @aispaced at 10- to 15-mile intats. When a train is held on a
main track, this effectively creates a 101tmile interval of single main track. The
capacity of the remaining main track is redddy greater than 50 percent compared to
the capacity of two tracks. €reduced capacity is causedtbyg ripple effects of trains
gueuing at each end of the single-trackisacis they wait for trains moving in the
opposite direction (that mustdece their speed in order tise the crossovers) and by
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trains that are unable pvogress fluidly over the suhdsion, creating secondary or
incidental effect$! Passenger trains, in particulare affected because they must meet
and pass on the Mendota Subdimsias they simultaneoustyove in opposite directions.
The proposed new westbound intercity passesgeice train would normally pass the
new eastbound intercity passenger service waithe Mendota Subdivision between the
crossovers at Somonauk and Earlville. Sirtghek sections, and tlemngestion of trains
awaiting movement through the single-track medt, can create severe delays and loss of
reliability.

In addition to the single-track effectstadins held on the Mendota Subdivision, negative
effects result from station stops made bggemger trains. Ondouble-track railroad, a
train slowing to a station stop, boarding and deboarding passeageérhen resuming
track speed will have no effect on tramsving in the opposite direction on the opposite
track (that is, in the case of rail lines wétation platforms on the same side as the train
serving the station). On angjle-track railroad, howevetrains making station stops
create considerable delays for trains mgvn the opposite directn. On rail lines with
heavy passenger traffic, such as the Gjocaubdivision, “singléracking” caused by

held freight trains typically results in seedanteraction delaysetween passenger trains.
This would also be the case on the Mendaihdivision with the addition of the Chicago
to lowa City passager rail service.

2.1.4 Proposed Eola Main Line Improvements

The Eola Main Line Improvements would congit(1) the construction of a fourth main
track (a new lead track to Hill Yard);)(ehe construction of new and reconfigured
crossovers at West Eola and Eola; (&) éixtension of the run-around track and yard
tracks in the East Yard; and (4) the signal system required to control the new track
configurations. The new fourtinain track and crossovers wd enable Metra trains to
cross over at West Eola akola, from the Chicago Subdsion tracks to the Hill Yard
lead tracks, thereby enabling a more fluntgration of the train flows on the three
subdivisions. The new infrasicture would allow BNSF to temporarily hold one unit
train on one of the Chicago Subdivision mairefinand the extension of the tracks in the
East Yard would provide adequate traackgth to allow BNSF to temporarily stage
freight trains on the run-around track and ¢hoé the yard tracks. The new main track
capacity at Eola would redutiee need to use the Mendota Subdivision to stage freight
trains that are en route tormecting railroads in Chicago (#eetrains would be staged at
Eola, thereby restoring the capacitytlié Mendota Subdivision to a full double-track
main line). The improvements would thusable the proposed foadditional intercity
passenger trains between Clgicand lowa City to operateith minimal delay on the
Mendota Subdivision and to trehthrough Eola in the oppositlirection of the Metra
trains without creating schedule adherenablams for either the Metra trains or the
proposed service trains to lowa. The high-spgedsovers at Wegiola would enable

1 Note that these queuing effects can have significant impacts on network fluidity: a stoppeittrgi

require 3-5 minutes to accelerate to its maximueedpand a similar time to decelerate from its
maximum speed to a full stop. Similgrh freight train might require 5 minutes just to switch tracks at a
crossover. In this regard, rail operations are not at all comparable to the rapid response of a system
made up of automobiles, and automobile networks cannot serve as analogs for understanding rail
networks.
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Metra trains to travel at higher speed®tlgh Eola in order to clear the yard and would
reduce the bottleneck caused by the Metims crossing over from the Chicago
Subdivision triple main tracks to the twsill Yard lead tracks. These improvements
would provide the required capacity balinough the Eola bottleneck and on the
Mendota Subdivision to effiently operate the four pposed additional intercity
passenger trains without riglg undue delay to proposadd existing Amtrak passenger
service.

2.2 ALTERNATIVES

The following is an update to the alternaswdiscussion presented in the September 2009
Service Level EA regarding the GovernmBnidge, and supplements the discussion of
the Preferred Alternative @Rite A —Amtrak-BNSF-I1AIS) with the Eola Main Line
Improvements that were nadldressed in that document.

Page 2-3 of the September 2009 Service LE¥estates: “The passenger rail service
would use the Arsenal Bridge to cross thesdissippi River. The U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) owns and operates the Arsenal BridgéAl&iis responsible for
the track and signal maintenance acrosdtiuge.” The reference to the name and
ownership of the bridge iacorrect. The bridge is knowas the “Government Bridge”
and is owned by the U.S. Army GaorsRock Island Arsenal (USAG-RIA), not
USACE. USACE-Louisville, on behalf of tHigepartment of the Army, administers the
lease (to IAIS) of the trackbat cross the USAG-RIA betwedme cities of Rock Island
and Davenport.

2.2.1 Eola Main Line Improvements

The proposed Eola Main Line improvementswaoconsist of construction of a fourth
main track (a new lead track to Hill Ygratonstruction of new and reconfigured
crossovers at West Eola and Eola; ex@msif the run-around tracknd yard tracks in

the East Yard; and installation of the sigsystem required to control the new track
configurations. The new fourthain track and crossovers wd enable Metra trains to
cross from the Chicago Subdivision tracks t® Itill Yard lead tracks at West Eola and
Eola, enabling a more fluid integrationhthe trains on the three subdivisions.
Construction of the new main track wouldjoére that approximately 4,920 linear feet of
the waterway that runs through Eola Yaelplaced in a cubrt. The improvements
would also enable the proposed additiontdneity passenger trains between Chicago and
lowa City to travel through Eola in tlopposite direction of th®letra trains without
creating schedule adherence problems.

2.2.2 Wyanet Connection

As stated in Section 2.3.1,dPerred Alternative (Route A Amtrak-BNSF-IAIS) of the
September 2009 Service Level EA, approxirtyatemile southwest of Wyanet, the
BNSF Railway track is grade-separatedrabe IAIS track; there is currently no
connection between the tracks. To permidightaway train movements a connection
track (approximately 4,000 feet long) woulddmnstructed in the northwest quadrant of
the intersection (see Figure 1-3, Wyanenh@ection Section of éhProject Area). The
connection would be designed to accommodattain speed of 50 mph. Approximately
7 acres of ROW would be requiréor the proposed connection.
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2.3 TRANSPORTATION

This discussion describes impacts of the Eola Main Line Improvements on rail
transportation while referring to the infoaton included in the September 2009 Service
Level EA. See Section 3.2, Transportationthaf September 2009 Service Level EA for
the discussion of the transportatiompacts of the Wyanet Connection.

23.1 Affected Environment

The following subsections supplement tescriptions of Section 3.2.1, Affected
Environment, in the September 2009 Seevievel EA. Additional subsections for

Freight Rail and Commuter Rdihve been developed tddaess the entire Chicago to

lowa City Project, including Ha. Following those discussions are sections specific to the
transportation effects of the Eola Maimkilmprovements. The transportation effects
throughout the rest of the Chicago tavboCity Project area are discussed in

sections 3.2.2 and 3.2.3 of the September 2009 Service Level EA.

Regional Transportation Network

Chapter 3, page 3-2 of the September 2009 Seheawel EA refers to the availability of
a feeder bus system from Cedar Rapids, Iaavégwa City. The feeder bus system is not
part of the initial sence level of two round-trip TPD, big anticipated to be part of the
ultimate service level of five round-trip TPDe feeder bus system would be evaluated
in the subsequent tier 1 service levelmEdocument and tier 2 project level NEPA
documents prepared for the five round-trip TPD scenario.

Freight Rall

As discussed in Section 2.1.1, BackgroundConrent Rail Operations, BNSF serves
Chicago with three main lines (the Mendatad Aurora Subdivisiamerging into the
Chicago Subdivision approximately 5 milesswvef West Eola and the Chillicothe
Subdivision to the south of the Chicagabdivision, which is not affected by the
proposed passenger rail servicehverging on the city from the west. At West Eola, the
two “Hill Yard” signalized leads diverge frothe Chicago Subdivision main lines and
carry Metra commuter trains to and frone thurora Transportation Center at Aurora.
Crossover tracks at West Eola and at Eotaused to sort train traffic onto the
appropriate main tracks to attain the ljgsdsible schedule adherence for both passenger
and freight trains.

The inability of the connecting railroatts accept trains from BNSF is strongly
influenced by commuter train peak periods in Chicago, the complexities of railroad
operations in the east side of Chicago, apérations east of @ago. Unfortunately,

most of the Eola Yard tracks are not of guéint length to hold thse trains, and when
multiple trains must be staged at Eola, successive trains must be tied down where they
block and thus limit through-traimperations. In particular, vém Eola Yard tracks cannot
accommodate unit or interchange trains, suaingrare staged (1) on one or two of the
three Chicago Subdivision matracks between East and We&stla; (2) on the eastbound
yard running track, which blocks the remder of the yard’s tracks and requires
switching operations to cease; or (3) on ohthe two Mendota Subdivision main tracks
west of Eola, which reduces the Mend8tzbdivision from two main tracks to one
between those crossovers where the freigim is parked. Rail operations on main tracks
through Eola are heavily influenced bletra commuter train schedule adherence
requirements. During the morning and everdgngimuter peaks, main track capacity is
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mostly consumed by commuter trains; freigghtn traffic declines. During the morning
commuter peak, local-stop commuter tray@dally use the south main track, while
express commuter trains typically use the cem@n track. The north main track is used
for counterflow Metra trains and Amtralains. During the evening peak, the pattern
reverses.

Commuter Rail

The Metra commuter rail system operatesix counties (Cook, Du Page, Kane, Lake,
McHenry, and Will) in the Chicago metropolitarea and in more than 100 communities,
with 239 stations on 11 routes. An averax 325,000 passengers ride Metra each
weekday; the 2008 annual ridership was more than 86.8 million passengers and is the
second largest commuter rail operation in the nation. Metra operates an average of
110 TPD, both revenue and nonrevenue, oBNSF Railway line from Chicago Union
Station to Aurora. Weekday ridership aages 63,200 passengerstiis route. Metra
operates an average of 54 TPD on its RocksRistrict route fronChicago’s La Salle
Station to Joliet. Weekday ridership aages 35,600 passengers on this route (Metra,
2009). Metra service was evaluated as patthe Chicago to lowa City Service
Development Plan. Tier 2 pegjt level NEPA evaluation afie capacity, operational, and
infrastructure requirements for the BNSH&¥ard (as well athe Chicago hub area)
would be conducted to minimize, avoid, oitigate impacts on existing Metra, Amtrak,
and freight railroad service.

The City of Moline, lllinois,has conducted a preliminacgmmuter rail feasibility study
for service between Silvis lihois, and Rock Island, lllingt The proposed commuter rail
service would be operated by the Rock Isl@oadinty Metropolitan Mass Transit District
(MetroLINK). The commuter rail system walibperate on a 12.4-mile route connecting
Silvis, East Moline, Moline, and Rockldsmd (Hanson Professional Services, 2008). A
specific tier 2 project level NEPA evaluati, “lllinois Track Improvements,” would be
conducted for the proposed alignment imbiis to address the infrastructure and
operations requirements for the new serveoesting freight service, and potential
commuter rail service. In addition to th&yCof Moline feasibilty study, FRA provided
comments regarding Metra and MetroLINK operations, which are included in
Attachment 9, Agency Comment Letters.

Chapter 3, page 3-6 of the September 2009iGeLevel EA cites ridership numbers
from a 1998 Amtrak study. The relative pentages of travel by mode (automobile and
other passenger vehicles, air, and bus) filesstudy were used for analysis of train
ridership; absolute numbers for the a3&d were derived from the 2008 Amtrak
feasibility studies. There have been no suligthchanges in transportation systems for
travel modes between Chicago and lowa Gihd the relative perctages of travel by
mode from 1998 are the best available information.

2.3.2  No-Build Aternative

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Eola Main Line Ingwements would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would &dded between Chicago aagva City. Therefore, the
No-Build Alternative would not result in inggts on or improvements to transportation in
the Eola Main Line Improvemesisection of the Project area.
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2.3.3 Preferred Aternative - Two Round-trip Trains paryD

The proposed Eola Main Line Improvements consist of construction of a fourth main
track, which can be thought of as a new HilkY&ead track or “race track” through Eola,
and construction of new and reconfigured soyers at East and West Eola. These new
track configurations would cgiire that the control signaystem be updated as well.
From a passenger train operations perspedtieenew fourth main track and crossovers
would enable Metra trains toagsover at Eola as well as\@est Eola, from the Chicago
Subdivision tracks to the Hill Yarngads, enabling a morauitl integration of the train
flows on the three subdivisions.

The proposed Chicago to lowa City intergitgssenger serviceowld initially add two
round trips per day, for a total of fourm@assenger TPD through Eola. One of the
proposed two round-trip TPD trains travejifrom Chicago to lowa City would be
travelling from Chicago to lowa City in theorning and from lowa City to Chicago in
the evening, and one of the trains would defram lowa City to Chicago in the morning
and from Chicago to lowa City in the eweg. The movement of these trains would be
contrary to the Metra Commuter trains whicdvel into Chicago in the morning and out
of Chicago in the evening. The new track capacity gained from the improvements would
enable the proposed two additional round-TigD to travel through Eola in the opposite
direction of the Metrarains, without creating scheduldhrerence problems for either the
Metra trains or the proposegw lowa service trains.

The high-speed crossovers at West Eola diealable Metra trains to travel at higher
speeds through Eola in order to clearyhed and reduce the bottleneck caused by the
Metra trains crossing-overdm the Chicago Subdivision triple-main tracks to the two-
main tracks (Hill Yard leads).

From a freight train operationerspective, the proposed improvements would result in a
minimal lengthening of yard tracks to accommatgdtrains being staged for interchanges,
primarily with CN. This would eliminate the need to hold trains on the Chicago
Subdivision main tracks or on the Mendota Suistbn main track, thus clearing a path

for the proposed Chicago to lowzty intercity passenger service.

In essence, the combined main line andlyaprovements would provide the required
capacity both through the Eola bottleneck andhe Mendota Subdivision to efficiently
operate the four proposed additional iniigrpassenger traingithout risking undue
delay to the proposed and exigfiAmtrak passenger service.

2.3.4 Preferred Aternative - FivRound-trip Trains per Day

According to Section 3.2.3, Impacts obpPosed Action and Alternatives — Five

Round-trip Trains per Day Scenario,tbé September 2009 Service Level EA

(Chapter 3, page 3-11), thddition of five round-tripfrPD (10 new passenger trains

through Eola) would require considerabteadination among the various entities that
operate within the Project area, including simulations to identify infrastructure needs, and
scheduling adjustments for maintenance actsied train traffic. With the Eola Main

Line Improvements, the impact of the adulital trains would bsubstantially reduced
compared to operating on the existing infrasture which would, in effect, not function

with the new trains.
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2.4 NOISE AND VIBRATION

This section discusses the methodology andriatl impacts related to the operational
airborne noise and potential ground-borneation (GBV) from the proposed Eola Main
Line Improvements sectiaof the Project area.

As part of the September 2009 Service L&, a General Noise Assessment and a
General Vibration Assessment were perfadrfar rail sections between Chicago and
lowa City (September 2009 Service Level EA, Section 3.7 and Appendix C). The
proposed Eola Main Line Improvements waderessed only in the cumulative impacts
discussion, whereas noise and vibratiopacts were assessed for the Wyanet
Connection section of the Project area. Hesvethe Eola Main Line Improvements lie
within the rail sections agessed for the September 2009 Service Level EA, and the
results of the September 2009 Service Levehiare been reevaluated for the Eola Main
Line Improvements. After a confirmation tithe assumptions made in the previous
assessment remain valid for the current Eola Main Line Improvements, the effects of the
proposed changes were considered and trenpakimpacts of the proposed realignment
of the main line and special track were eradkd. Refer to Appendix C of the September
2009 Service Level EA for a more compléiscussion of methods used for these
evaluations.

24.1 Noise Assessment

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and FRA established similar procedures and
guidelines for assessing trainise. Train noise is expresis@ units of A-weighted

decibels (dBA) using the day-night noise leflaln) to assess tmainoise near land use
areas where people sleep (primarily residenmescould include hotels, hospitals, etc.).
The Ldn can be thought of as a 24-hour averagse level that penalizes noise events
that happen at night becausest people are more annoyed by nighttime noise than they
are by daytime noise.

This tier 1 service level NEPA review assed only Project-read noise at land use
areas where people sleep, which is consistéht FRA guidance for tier 1 service level
NEPA reviews. Residences were identfley visual inspection of digital aerial
photographs; no windshieldrseys were performed.

The FTA noise impact criteria are defihby two curves, representing severe and
moderate noise impacts, which are defined below.

e Severe Impact. A significant perdage of people are highly annoyed by
noise in this range. Noise mitigatiorould normally be specified for severe
impact areas unless it is not feasibleeasonable (unless there is no practical
method of mitigating the impact).

e Moderate Impact. In this range, otheoject-specific factors are considered
to determine the magnitude of the mgpand the need for mitigation. These
factors include the predicted increaser existing noise levels, the types and
number of noise-sensitive land usdfected, existingutdoor-indoor sound
insulation, and the cost-efftiveness of mitigating noise to more acceptable
levels.

The FTA noise impact criteria are summarire@€hart 2.4-1. Ta chart illustrates
existing noise exposure and Rycirelated noise exposusnd demonstrates that FTA
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noise impact thresholds vary with existingselevels. Although thehart references all
three land use categories used by FTA, dhalysis focused on @aory 2 (residential
land uses and any buildings where peagep, such as hotels and hospitals).

Chart 2.4-1
FTA Noise Impact Criteria
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Refer to Appendix C of the September 2008vi8e Level EA for a discussion of the
methodology used in these assessmentideTa4-1 summarizee train traffic
conditions used in assging the Project.

Table 2.4-1
Summary of Traffic Conditions
Traffic Type Trains No. of No. of Speed
per Day | Locomotives Cars (mph)
Existing Freight Trains 36.0 2.6 74.8 60
Existing Passenger Trains 89.1 1.0 11.4 60
Future (Proposed) Passenger Trains 40 1.0 8.0 70

The Eola Main Line Improvements sectiortloé Project area lies in a quiet zone, and no
at-grade crossings exist in the arsrefore, horn noise was not modeled.

No-Build Aternative

This analysis assumes that train-induced noise would not change anywhere throughout
the Project area under the NotBlLAlternative. Consequelyt no new noise impacts are
projected to occur beyond those thatld occur due to other projects.
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Preferred Alternative - Two Round-trip Trains peyD

This portion of the analysis is based oe gnoposed addition ¢dvo round-trip TPD at
70 mph through Eola Yard. Table 2.4-2 sumzes the calculated impact threshold
contour distances (the area where noise inspae predicted to occur) for the existing
and proposed conditions.

Table 2.4-2
Impact Threshold Contour Distances
Impact Existing Conditions Future Conditions Noise Impac| Future Conditions Noise
Noise Impact Contour Contour Distance (feet) Impact Contour Distance
Distance (feet) (Two Round-Trip TPD) (feet)
(No-Build Alternative) (Five Round-Trip TPD)
Moderate 256 261 268
Severe 134 137 141

The incremental increase in the moderait# severe noise impact contour distances are
5 feet and 3 feet, respectiyellhese distances are withiretbombined margin of error
associated with the digltaerial photographs and the noise modeling methodology used
in this assessment. Based on these distatierg, are seven incremental moderate noise
impacts potentially resulting from the EdV&in Line Improvements, all in a small

cluster of homes near the extreme westaeaf Eola Yard (Figwe 2.4-1, Vibration and
Noise Contours and Impacts); there are notamidil severe noise impacts. Because the
magnitude of change in the noise contouradiise is so small, and there are no additional
severe noise impacts, noise mitigatmeasures are not recommended.

Preferred Alternative - FivRound-trip Trains per Day

Table 2.4-2 presents a simple comparisonaé$e contour distances under each of the
ranges of rail traffic, including a proposkae round-trip TPD scenario. These data
indicate the incremental increases overtexgsconditions for modeta and severe noise
impact contour distances a2 and 7 feet, respectively.

2.4.2  Ground-borne Mbration Assessment

Refer to Appendix C of the September 2008v&e Level EA for a discussion of the
vibration assessment methodology used indahaysis. Based on the daily train counts
for the current and anticipated rail usage,Rfié frequent-event criterion of 72 vibration
decibels is applied in this assessmens(thithe vibration impact threshold). The
FTA/FRA vibration impact assessmentthmadology uses vibration decibels (VdB)
relative to a reference of 1 microinch per second (6hes per second). The FTA/FRA
frequent-event criterion reprsts the most conservativibration impact threshold.

GBYV impact distances used in this assessment are the same as those used in the
September 2009 Service Level EA andsaummarized in the following table.
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Table 2.4-3

Distances to Category 2 Grouhdrne Mbration Impacts
Scenario GBV Impact Distance to Impact Levelggt) for Traffic Condition
(k?dvg Traffic Condition G Traffic Condition H
Existing Use: 60 mph 72 450 560
Future Use: 70 mph 72 509 520
Future Use: 90 mph 72 620 773
Notes:

& Traffic conditions are discussed$®ction 3.7.1 of the September 2@@%vice Level EA. Both of these

conditions represent freight and passenger trains in the corridor from Chicago to Aurora. Future
passenger trains would operate at 70 mph in traffic condition G and 55 mph in traffic condition H; all
other conditions are the same.

The tier 1 service level NEPA review asselssely Project-relaig GBV at land uses
where people sleep (primarily residences)tiiersame reasons as noted in Section 2.4.1,
Noise Assessment.

No-Build Aternative

This analysis assumes that train-induG®V would not change anywhere throughout
the Project area under the NoiBlUAlternative. Consequelyt no new vibration impacts
are projected to occur beyond those timtld occur due to other projects.

Preferred Alternative - TwRound-Trip Trains per Day

Both the existing and proposed (two roung-rPD) rail traffic was assessed,; this
allowed the analysis to identify the incrental increase in GBV effects on residential
land uses near the Eola Rail Yard. The incremental increases in the vibration impact
contours are quite small, on the order ofdé€t. Analysis results indicate that the
proposed improvements may result in aifion impacts at twee residences.

The potentially affected residences are riarexisting Eola Yak. Noise and vibration
associated with the existing rail yard wea assessed in this assessment. Car-to-car
coupling events in the rail yameate audible and tactile noise events: you can hear them
and feel them. Eola Yard is a busy yard, and residences are exposed to numerous car
coupling events each day. The incrementaldase in GBV associated with the proposed
improvements in the yard would be quite smaatld it is possible that the project-related
vibration levels would be comparablette vibration events created by railcar

movements in the existing yard. On this basgibration mitigation is not recommended.

Preferred Alternative - FivRound-trip Trains per Day

The operation of five round-trip TPD wouldJeathe same incremental increase in GBV
as the two round-trip TPD increase; howevesg $itenario also includes the potential to

increase speeds to 90 mph, which would raswdn increase of distances to category 2

GBV impacts.

Table 2.4-3 shows that as the train speetkases, the distance to the GBV impact

contour also increases. Areas beyond theation impact contour are predicted to
experience train-induced GBYV levels beltve FTA/FRA vibration impact threshold.
Appendix C of the September 2009 Service Level EA contains a more detailed discussion
of the noise and vibration analyses.
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Figure 2.4-1, Vibration and Noise Contours &amgacts, presents the noise and vibration
impact contours, and also identifies the tamaof the predicted pject-related noise and
vibration impacts.

2.5 AIR QUALITY

Section 3.8, Air Quality, of the September 2@ vice Level EA addresses air quality
impacts of the operations of the propopadsenger rail service between Chicago and
lowa City in sufficient detail for tier 1 sece level NEPA analysis. Additional analysis
of air quality impacts would be conductedpast of the tier 2 project level NEPA
analysis.

The following provides an update on tHaited States Environmental Protection
Agency’s (EPA’s) determinations of nonattaient status that we pending when the
September 2009 Service Level EA was putdcsand adds disssion of potential
impacts on sulfur dioxide levels.

The September 2009 Service Level EA notespage 3-47, that in 2006 EPA lowered its
24-hour ambient air quality health standardfiioe particulate matter with a diameter of
2.5 microns or smaller, known as PM-2.5, fréBto 35 micrometers per cubic meter of
air. Based on air quality monitoririgpm 2005 through 2007, EPA had recommended
designating part of Scott County, lowa, aldof Rock Island County, lllinois, as
nonattainment for PM-2.5. However, bdsm the consideration of 2006 through 2008
monitoring data, EPA designated Scott Cowartgd Rock Island County as attainment in
the final rule published in the Federal Regr (FR, November 13, 2009). Consequently,
the nonattainment and maintenance areasmiitie Project area are limited to those
listed in Table 3.8-1 of the September 2009 Service Level EA.

September 2009 Service Level EA Errata
Section 3.8, Air Quality, page 3-48, bullétkst following the second paragraph:

e Ozone (Q), 100 tons per year of either nitrogen oxides {N& volatile
organic compounds (VOCs)

e PM-2.5, 100 tons per year

e Particulate matter less than 10 microenstin diameter (PM-10), 100 tons per
year

e Sulfur dioxide (S@), 100 tons per year

Section 3.8.2, Two Round-trip Trains penD®&referred Alternative (Route A — Amtrak-
BNSF-IAIS), page 3-49, second-last sentence in second paragraph: The amount of
hydrocarbons (HC), SQand carbon monoxide (CO) would decrease;,NfM-10, and
PM-2.5 would increase.
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Section 3.8.2, Two Round-triprains per Day, page 3-49:

Table 3.8-2
Estimated Changes in Arr Pollutants fr@ersion of Vehicé and Plane Trips
(tons per yeat)

N Mgﬁ?sr,gg ':']r:m Rt.aductlon in Emissions Net Change
\ehicles Planes
HC 5.06 -11.55 -0.45 -6.94
Cco 22.03 -218.56 -2.81 -199.34
NO, 108.51 -9.61 -8.99 89.90
PM-10 2.82 -0.45 0.00 2.36
PM-2.5 2.73 -0.45 0.00 2.28
SO, 0.08 -0.15 0.00 -0.07
carbon dioxide (C¢) 8,417.51 -8,381.63 -2,036.46 -2,000.59
Notes:

& Calculations of emissions from vehicles (includingix of automobiles, light trucks, and sport utility

vehicles) and trains were performed using EPA emission factors (Energy Information Administration, no
date; EPA, Office of Transportaticand Air Quality, Apit 2009; EPA, Office oTransportation and Air
Quality, August 2005; Federal Highway Administration [FHWA], Office of Natural and Human
Environment, April 2005; U.S. Department of Energy, no date; EPA, Technology Transfer Network, no
date).

Section 3.8.2, Two Round-triprains per Day, page 3-50:

Table 3.8-3
Summary of General Conformity Deteination for Preferred Alternatige

Pollutant Route Mles in De Mnimis Train Emissions| Net Emissions
Area Threshold Increase Changé

Chicago PM-2.5 and {Nonattainment Aréa

HC 46 100 1.06 -1.87

NO, 46 100 22.79 18.19

PM-2.5 46 100 0.57 0.46

SO, 46 100 0.02 -0.02

Lyons Township (McCook, lllinois) PM-10 Maintenance Area

PM-10 \ 4 100 0.05 0.04
Notes:

a
b

C

All numbers are in tons per year.

Includes reduction in vehicle and plane emissions from trips diverted.

The Chicago nonattainment area includes the counties and townships listed in Table 3.8-1 and shown
in Figure 3.8-1.

Section 3.8.2, Two Round-trip Trainsrg2ay, Route B Alternative (Amtrak-CN-
Metra/Rock Island District-CSXT-IAIS), pge 3-50, second-to-laséntence in second
paragraph:

The amount of HC, S9and CO would decreasdé¢tdecrease of HC and $®ould be
less compared to the Preferred Alternative) xNeM-10, and PM-2.5 would increase.
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Section 3.8.2, Two Round-trip Trainsrg2ay, Route B Alternative (Amtrak-CN-
Metra/Rock Island DistrieCSXT-IAIS), page 3-51.:

Table 3.8-4
Estimated Changes in Arr Pollutants fr@nersion of Vehiat and Plane Trips
(tons per year)

Reduction in Emissions

Pollutant Additional Train Emissiorfs Net Change

\ehicles Planes
HC 4.32 -9.09 -0.35 -5.11
CO 18.82 -171.86 -2.21 -155.25
NO, 92.70 -7.56 -7.07 78.07
PM-10 241 -0.36 0.00 2.05
PM-2.5 2.33 -0.36 0.00 1.98
SO, 0.07 -0.12 0.00 -0.05
CGo, 7,191.05 -6,590.69 -1,600.08 -999.72
Notes:

& Calculations of emissions from vehicles (includingiix of automobiles, light trucks, and sport utility

vehicles) and trains were performed using EPA emission factors (Energy Information Administration, no
date; EPA, Office of Transportaticand Air Quality, Apit 2009; EPA, Office o ransportation and Air
Quality, August 2005; FHWA, Office of Natural andrifan Environment, April 2005; U.S. Department of
Energy, no date; EPA, Technology Transfer Network, no date).

Section 3.8.2, Two Round-trip Trainsrg2ay, Route B Alternative (Amtrak-CN-
Metra/Rock Island DistrieCSXT-IAIS), page 3-51.:

Table 3.8-5
Summary of General Conformity Deteination for Route B Alternative

Pollutant Route Mles in De Mnimis Train Emissions| Net Emissions
Area Threshold Increase Change

Chicago PM-2.5 and {Nonattainment Aréa

Hydrocarbons 60 100 1.09 -1.22

NO, 60 100 23.37 19.76

PM-2.5 60 100 0.59 0.50

SO, 60 100 0.02 -0.01

Southeast Chicago (Lake Calumet) PM-10 Maintenance Area

PM-10 \ 4 \ 100 0.03 0.02
Notes:

a
b

C

All numbers are in tons per year

Includes reduction in vehicle and plane emissions from trips diverted

The Chicago nonattainment area includes the counties and townships listed in Table 3.8-1 and shown
in Figure 3.8-1.

Section 3.8.3, Five Round-trip Trains [izay, page 3-52, secomparagraph, second-to-
last sentence: The amount of HC,,S&hd CO would decrease (the decrease would be
more than that under the two round-trip0 Bcenario); PM-10, PM-2.5, and NOx would
increase.
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Section 3.8.3, Five Round-trifrains per Day, page 3-52:

Table 3.8-6
Estimated Changes in Arr Pollutants fr@ersion of Vehicé and Plane Trips
(tons per year)

Reduction in Emissions
Pollutant Additional Train Emissiors Net Change
\ehicle Plane
HC 12.97 -34.07 -0.88 -21.98
Cco 59.50 -644.49 -5.55 -590.53
NO 293.03 -28.35 -17.77 246.91
PM-10 7.61 -1.34 0.00 6.27
PM-2.5 7.38 -1.34 0.00 6.04
SO, 0.21 -0.45 0.00 -0.24
CO, 22,731.77 -24,715.07 -4,024.44 -6,007.74
Notes:

& Calculations of emissions from vehicles (includingix of automobiles, light trucks, and sport utility

vehicles) and trains were performed using EPA emission factors (Energy Information Administration no
date; EPA, Office of Transportaticand Air Quality, Apit 2009; EPA, Office oTransportation and Air
Quality, August 2005; FHWA, Office of Natural addman Environment April 2005; U.S. Department of
Energy, no date; EPA, Technology Transfer Network, no date).

2.6 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

2.6.1 Eola Main Line Improvements

A search of databases, review of historeatials and topographicaps, interviews with
the property owner, and a field recorssaince was conducted to identify recognized
environmental conditions (RECs) within thel&Main Line Improvements section of the
Project area. A field visit was condudten June 23, 2010. Details of the hazardous
materials assessment are documented in #larmary Environmental Site Assessment
(PESA), dated July 2010, and included in Attachment 1.

The Eola Main Line Improvements would benstructed withirexisting BNSF ROW.
The land use near Eola Yard is primardégidential on the east end, industrial on the
west end, with some agricultural fields adjaict® the middle of the yard. A rail line was
constructed through the projdirhits in 1848 and Eola Yard began functioning as a rail
yard as early as the 1870s.

Hazardous material incidences have beenrtegavithin Eola Yard. The rail yard is
listed in databases for ComprehensiveiEonmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Information System (CERCLISEmergency Response Notification System
(ERNS), State Hazardous Waste Sitdd3\(55), leaking underground storage tanks
(LUSTSs), underground storage tanks (USHgzardous Materials Incident Report
System (HMIRS), Spills, Resourceservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)-non-
generator sité§ and Facility Index System (FINDS) for the incidences that have
occurred on the project site. Bichave been minor spills.

12 A RCRA-non-generator site éshazardous waste handler thaeslaot generate any quantity of
hazardous waste during therrent reporting period.
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On January 20, 1993, a BNSF train collided headvith a Southern Rdic train in Eola
Yard, spilling approximately 10,000 gallonsdésel fuel. Some of the soils were
removed for remediation; however, due te tbcation of the spill in relation to the
existing railroad tracks some of the camination remained in place and in-situ
remediation was performed (see Figdré-1, Eola Main Line Improvements
Environmental Constraints). Contaminants diigrate to adjacent properties on the
southwest side of Eola Yard. The site iso#liad into the lllinois State Site Unit and
remediation activities are ongoing.

A locomotive released diesel fuel in 20Q&eoximately 0.7 miles east of McClure Road
near the main line tracks (segure 2.6-1, Eola Main Linenprovements Environmental
Constraints). This is an active site enroliet the Illinois State Site Unit SRP and is
currently undergoing remediation.

The entire rail yard is considered a R&@ to the hazardous materials spills, its
historical railroad use, and the materiaési\sported through the yard. Adjacent properties
on both sides of the western end of the yaedisdustrial. Several properties are listed in
the environmental databases and would beideresd RECs due to their current uses.

A risk assessment category would IBsigned during tier @roject level NEPA
documentation. However; based on IllinBigte Geological Survey (ISGS) risk
assessment rating categories the site hagharisk of contamination given the presence

of spills and leaks documented on EPA and state databases, which are currently being
remediated (see Attachment 1 for more information on REC sites).

The EPA listing of potential, suspecteahd known hazardous waste or hazardous
substance sites in lllinois (t@ERCLIS list) has been reviewed to ascertain whether the
Eola Main Line Improvements would involve alisted sites. As a result of this review,

it has been determined that the proposed niakieg would not require any ROW or any
easement from a site included in tBERCLIS listing as of June 25, 2010.

2.6.2 Wyanet Connection

Hazardous material issues relevant to theali¢y Connection section of the Project area
were evaluated through a field study and mvirenmental report. The issues were then
further assessed through database research.

ISGS completed a PESA on April 8, 2010identify and evaluate RECs that may
indicate releases or potertialeases of hazardous substances on, at, in, or to the
proposed Wyanet Connection (see Attachment 2).

The proposed Wyanet Connection would bastructed in a rural area approximately
1 mile southwest of Wyanet; the northerlogéest) extent of the Wyanet Connection
section of the Project area is approximatelf miles west of the southwestern edge of
Wyanet. The Wyanet Connection section @& Broject area consssof a mixture of
agricultural land, undevelopedrésted land, and railroad RQ ISGS investigated two
sites during the field work for the PESA:etklVyanet Connection sion of the Project
area (defined by ISGS as Site 2191-1) asdaiion of Pond Creek within this area and
extending approximately 1,500 feet southédsfined by ISGS as Site 2191-2). The
presence of RECs was determined for esaeh) each potentiaksue was considered a
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REC. The PESA identified four RECs and td®minimisconditions at Site 2191-1 and
none at Site 2191-2.

Site 2191-1, Field Observations

Piles of 5-gallon plastic and na buckets with labels identifying them as “railroad curve
grease” were observed during the PESA fietdk in several areaaong the IAIS rail

line from approximately 1,500 feet to 2,0@®t west of the BNSF rail line (see

Figure 2.6-2, Wyanet Connection Environmé@anstraints, and #dachment 2). Some

of the labels on the buckets identified theage as soy-based arddegradable; others
identified it as petroleum based. There wagpproximately 50 buckets on the north side
of the IAIS rail line and a few scattered on ueith side of the tracks. A slight smell of
petroleum was noted near the buckets (ISGS, April 8, 2010).

A large pile of metal debris was obsendding the PESA field work along the south
side of the IAIS tracks from approximately 1,6@@t to 1,800 feet wesif the BNSF rail
line (see Figure 2.6-2, Wyanet ConnentEnvironmental @nstraints, and

Attachment 2). The debris appeared teenbeen dumped down the slope from the
adjoining agricultural fieldo the south and contained an aboveground storage tank
(AST), metal grain bins, a metal drainagévet, wire fencing, and corrugated sheeting.
The debris did not appear to be on ergtiailroad ROW but was located at the fence
line between the railroad and adjoining propefthe debris appeared to be within the
Wyanet Connection section of the Proje@aart is unknown whether the AST contained
any residual liquids at thieme of disposal; the PESA did not note any stained soils,
distressed vegetation, or organic odorthatsite of the AST that ISGS personnel
observed, and the AST was not observed by HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR) personnel
during their site visit.

In addition, the IAIS riline had numerous piles of used railroad ties (about 20 used ties
per pile) located primarily on the north sidiethe tracks; the piles were spaced
approximately every 40 feet. Scattered, loosed railroad ties were also located
throughout the length of both rdihes (ISGS, April 8, 2010).

Site 2191-1, Summary

The following RECs were identified at Site 2191-an AST; potential chemical presence
related to the buckets labeled “railroadvaigrease”; solid waste; and unusual or
noxious odors related to the “rail@aurve grease” buckets. The followidg minimis
conditions were identified atighsite: likely pesticide and/or herbicide use based on
agricultural land use and poteal lead-based paint (ISGS, April 8, 2010). A risk
assessment category would be assignechglier 2 project level NEPA documentation.
However, based on ISGS risk assessment ratitggories the site has a moderate risk of
contamination given the presence of “raitfcarve grease,” which has not been verified
by testing.

Site 2191-2, Field Observations

A southward-flowing creek runs along the thoside of the IAlSailroad tracks and
crosses under the tracks just west of thasettion of the BNSF and IAIS rail lines. No
visual evidence of stressedgetation, depressions, mounding or soil piles, lagoons or
surface impoundments, stained soil or pavemeater discoloration, fill, ASTs or USTs,
pumps or dispensers, protruding pipes, logs, drums, monitong wells, pits, solid
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waste, transformers, nonpetroleum chemicalarsstorage, or unusual or noxious odors
were noted during a site visit by IS@8 April 2, 2010 (ISGS, April 8, 2010).

No data gaps were identified for this siBecause there are no buildings present and no
evidence of fill or demolition debris was obged, asbestos-containing materials and lead
paint are unlikely to bpresent at this site.

Site 2191-2, Summary
No RECS ode minimisconditions were iddified at this site.

Hazardous Material Database Review of thyaiét Connection Section of the Project Area
Subsequent to and separate from the PES#A{ollowing databases were searched for the
Wyanet Connection section ofetliProject area on June 25, 2010:

e EPA Federal Registry System (EPA FRS)

e Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Saf&tdministration (PHMSA) Incident
Reports Database

¢ lllinois Environmental Protection Agew (lllinois EPA) Bureau of Land

Data-Center Inventory Report

lllinois EPA Site Remediation Program

lllinois EPA Facility Compliance Tracking System

lllinois EPA Leaking Undengpund Storage Tank Incidents

lllinois Emergency Management AggnHazardous Materials Incident

Reports Database

The EPA listing of potential, suspecteahd known hazardous waste or hazardous
substance sites in lllinois (t@ERCLIS list) has been reviewed to ascertain whether the
proposed Wyanet Connection would involve antelissite(s). As a result of this review,
it has been determined that the proposed iiakieg would not require any ROW or any
easement from a site included in the CERlisting as of June 25, 2010. There are no
Superfund or CERCLIS sites within 1 mdéthe proposed Wyanet Connection (EPA
FRS, June 25, 2010). The closest REC si@e7isniles east of the northern end of the
Wyanet Connection section of the Projacta (EPA FRS, June 25, 2010; lllinois EPA,
no date a; lllinois EPA, no date b; lllimEPA, June 24, 2010; lllinois EPA, June 25,
2010). No hazardous material incidents invadytrains have been reported within

5 miles of Wyanet (PHMSA, no date). Two hadtaus material incidents involving trucks
have been reported in the vicinity of Wyartag location of these incidents is not within
1 mile of the Wyanet Conngan section of the Projectea. Both of these incidents
occurred in 1989 (lllinois Emergendyanagement Agency, no date).

2.6.3  No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line Improvements

The No-Build Alternative woulahot result in construction @ppreciable change to the
current track configuration or operating corafits of Eola Yard. Therefore, the No-Build
Alternative would not impact any of the potehtiazardous materials sites adjacent to or
within Eola Yard.

Wyanet Connection
The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Wyaneb@nection would not be constited, and no passenger rail
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service would be added between Chicagd lwa City. Therefore, the No-Build
Alternative would not affect #hpotential hazardous matersitles along the IAIS rail line
or near Wyanet.

2.6.4  Preferred Aternative — TwBound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements

The Preferred Alternative, which includeg round-trip TPD, wuld not require the
acquisition of ROW. All construction actikes would occur within the existing BNSF
ROW. Because Eola Yard is considered t@EC, it is possible that contaminated soll
would be encountered during constructioranf/ contamination is encountered, the
proper agencies would betifed and the contaminated soil would be handled and
disposed of in accordance with lllinois regulations. Detailed hazardous material/special
waste studies would be conducted in a macnasistent with Illinois DOT and lowa

DOT protocols and would be documenteditosequent tier 2 project level NEPA
documents.

Wyanet Connection

Implementation of the Preferred Alternaiwould necessitatonstruction of the

Wyanet Connection and would result in #aition of two round-trip passenger TPD on
the existing BNSF and IAIS rail lines. Cangtion of the Wyanet Connection would
disturb ground where ISGS personnel obseluetkets labeled “railroad curve grease” in
April 2010. Soil in the vicinity of the observéxdickets would be tested for contamination
prior to construction. If angontamination is encounterdfie proper agencies would be
notified and the contaminated soil would badiad and disposed of accordance with
lllinois regulations. Worker protection woulet provided if needed. Detailed hazardous
material/special waste studie®uld be conducted in a mamconsistent with Illinois
DOT and lowa DOT protocols and would d@cumented in subsequent tier 2 project
level NEPA documents.

Relocation of Pond Creek as part of the construction of the Wyanet Connection could
potentially affect the metal debris obsahsouth of the 1AISail line. If stream

relocation activities affect the metal debrie tlebris would be haretl and disposed of

in accordance with lllinois regulations aft@ntacting the proper agencies. Soils in the
vicinity of the debris wouldbe tested for contamination as warranted; contaminated soil,
if found, would be handled and disposednofccordance with lllinois regulations.

None of the REC sites to the east of theaWt Connection sectiai the Project area
would be affected by construction of the connection or by operation of trains on the
connection.

2.6.5 Preferred Aternative — Fiveound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements

The effects of the Preferrédternative with five round-trip TPD would be similar to
those of the two round-trip TPD scenario. Gamgion would affect the same area within
the BNSF ROW as the two round-trip TPD scenario. The only REC that would be
affected is Eola Yard. Similar actions shouldtdéleen if contaminated soil is encountered
during construction.
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Wyanet Connection

The effects of running five round-trip TREould be similar to those of the two

round-trip TPD scenario. Construction oétiWyanet Connectionould affect the same
area as the Preferred Alternative, affectimgsame REC at the proposed connection site.
Similar actions with respect to potentiantamination would be completed. None of the
REC sites to the east of the Wyanet Cotinacsection of the Bject area would be
affected by construction of the connectiorbgroperation of trains on the connection.

2.7 CULTURAL RESOURCES

HDR reviewed archival information and contleat archaeologicalna historic property
field reconnaissance investigations for the Bd&n Line section othe Project area and
summarized the investigatioirsa technical memorandum (Attachment 3). On July 20,
2010, the lllinois Historic Preservation Agermyncurred with the reconnaissance survey
for Eola Yard. The concurreadetter is in Attachment 9.

In accordance with Section 106 of the aal Historic Preservation Act of 1996, as
amended, a record search was conductdtlihgis State Archaeological Survey,
University of Illinois at Urbana-Chamgm for known cultural resource sites within 1
mile of the Wyanet Connection section of tAroject area. The record search did not
identify any archaeological resources or histstructures listed in or eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of $toric Places (NRHP). On March 18, 2010, a
Phase | archaeological recomssance survey was also conducted by lllinois State
Archaeological Survey, University of Illineiat Urbana-Champaign. The survey located
no archaeological material orstwric structures within the Wyanet Connection section of
the Project area. The reconnaissance sue@ylts, noting tht no archaeological

material was identified and recommendprgject clearance, were submitted to the
lllinois Historic Preservation Agency, thinois State Historic Preservation Officer
(llinois SHPO). On May 3, 2010, the lllinokistoric Preservation Agency concurred
with the findings of the reconnaissansurvey for the Wyanet Connection. The
concurrence letter im Attachment 9.

2.7.1 No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line Improvements

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Eola Main Line Ingwements would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would &dded between Chicago alagva City. Therefore, the
No-Build Alternative would not impact cultural resources.

Wyanet Connection

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Wyaneb@nection would not be congtited, and no passenger rail
service would be added between Chicagd @wa City. Therefore, the No-Build
Alternative would not impact cultural resources.
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2.7.2 Preferred Aternative — TwBound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements

The Preferred Alternativeauld not have an impaon significant archaeological
resources because no resources eligiblthiNRHP have been identified within the
construction limits of the Eola Main Line Improvements.

Wyanet Connection
The Preferred Alternativeauld not have an impact on cultural resources because no
resources have been idiéied within 1 mile of the Wyanet Connection.

2.7.3 Preferred Aternative — FiMeound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements

This Alternative would not have an impawt significant archaeological resources
because no resources eligible for the NRH®Hzeen identified within the construction
limits of the Eola Main Line Improvements.

Wyanet Connection
Because no resources have been identifiedmwili®e Project area or vicinity, increasing
train traffic from two to five round-trig PD would not impact cultural resources.

2.8 PARKS AND NATURAL AREAS

The following information supplements Sexti3.11, Parks and Fedeyatir State-Listed
Natural Areas, of the September 2009 Smr\lievel EA with information on parks and
natural areas) within 0.25 miles of the EMain Line Improvements and the Wyanet
Connection. The parks that qualify for protion under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act
of 1966 (49 United States Code [USC] 303 discussed further in Section 2.9, Section
4(f) Resources.

2.8.1 Eola Main Line Improvements

The Eola Main Line Improvements section o fAroject area is located entirely within
BNSF ROW. There are no parks or natural anees to this section of the Project area.
However, there are four parks or natural ateaated within 0.25 mike of the Eola Main
Line Improvements: Asbury Park, Sutton Ldka&k, Eola Road Marsh Natural Area, and
Night Heron Marsh. The parks and natura&ear are shown in Figure 2.6-1, Eola Main
Line Improvements Environmental Constraints.

Asbury Park is located approximately 150 feet southotd Yard. This 9.8-acre park is
part of the Fox Valley Park District andcindes two soccer fields, two informal ball
fields, and a playground (Fosalley Park District, 2010).

Sutton Lake Park is located approximately 35 feorth of Eola Yard. This 23-acre park
is part of the Fox Valley Park District anctindes a 0.8-mile trail, a basketball court, a
playground, an informal ball field, an informsdccer field, and water access for fishing
(Fox Valley Park District, 2010).

Eola Road Marsh is an lllinois Natural Asetnventory (INAI) site located approximately
70 feet south of Eola Yard. Eola Road Marsh has been determined to possess “high
guality natural areas, hahiseof endangered speciesd other significant natural
features” (University of llinois Board of Trustees, 2009).
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Night Heron Marsh is owned by the Forest$arve District obuPage County, and is
located approximately 130 feet south of Eola Yard. The 136-acre marsh is undeveloped
and has no amenities or parking for the pu@harest Preserve District of DuPage

County, 2009). “Formerly cultivated farm fieldbe preserve is a mix of restored prairie
and natural wetlands, a haven for belted kigfts, great egrets, illusive black-crowned
night-herons, and great blue herons percimngillows” (Forest Preserve District of
DuPage County, 2009).

2.8.2 Wyanet Connection

Five prairie areas were identified withiretllVyanet Connection section of the Project
area. One of these prairieeas is of high quality. Fidlsurveys indicated that no
federally or state-listed plant species odouhe area (see Attachmtell). In addition to
these prairie areas withinishsection of the Project area, the Hennepin Canal Parkway
State Park is located nearstlsection. At the closest puj it is approximately 0.25 miles
northeast of the Wyanet Connection. Thaifpe areas and Hennepin Canal Parkway
State Park are shown in Figure 2.6-2, Wata@onnection Environmental Constraints.
There are no other parksmatural areas within 0.25 mdef the Wyanet Connection
section of the Project area.

The first prairie area within the Study Ansaan approximately 0.35-acre native prairie
remnant (Prairie A) on the west end of thedifgt Connection section of the Project area.
This area contains at least @i#ferent species, is of suffent quality for listing on the
INAI, and is limited to the area between the railroad grade and railroad ROW fence
(Nlinois Natural History Survey [INHS], Jy 19, 2010). This area has a high natural
guality, rated as grade B to A-The four other prairie areas within the Study Area are
located north and west of the BNSF Railvlimg and north of the IAIS railroad line.
These prairie areas are of lower quality (gr@&de D). Another high quality (Grade B to
A-) prairie area (Prairie B) is located along #outh side of the IAIS tracks immediately
east of the BNSF crossing (outsidelmit adjacent to the Study Area). This
approximately 0.10-acre prairierdains at least 46 speciespissufficient quality for
listing on the INAI, and is limited to the arbatween the railroad grade and railroad
ROW fence (INHS, July 19, 2010).

2.8.3  No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line Improvements

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Eola Main Line Ingwements would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would aéded between Chicago aagva City. Therefore, the
No-Build Alternative would not result in ipacts on Asbury Park, 8an Lake Park, Eola
Road Marsh Natural Arear Night Heron Marsh.

13 Natural quality is rated according to the type gnality of communities in the prairie area. Grade A
areas consist of relatively stable or undisturbedroanities, Grade B consists of late successional or
lightly disturbed communities, Grade C consists af-successional or moderately to heavily disturbed
communities, Grade D consists of early succeskmmseverely disturbed communities, and Grade E
consists of very early successionalery severely disturbed communities.
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Wyanet Connection

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Wyaneb@nection would not be constited, and no passenger rail
service would be added between Chicagd @wa City. Therefore, the No-Build
Alternative would not result in impacts oretprairie areas or Hennepin Canal Parkway
State Park.

2.8.4  Preferred Aternative - Two Round-trip Trains paryD

Eola Main Line Improvements

Construction of the Eola Main Line provements would have no direct impact on
Asbury Park, Sutton Lake Park, Eola Rddarsh Natural Area, dlight Heron Marsh.
Although noise and vibration levels may iease slightly, these ga& and marshes are
adjacent to what is currently a very actrad yard. Users (both human and wildlife) of
these areas are not expected to obsenaieeable difference in noise and vibration
levels as a result of the constructiortteé Eola Main Line Improvements or the
operation of an additional two round-trip TRough this area. The increases in noise
and vibration would not result in an impagnt of the parks and natural areas in the
vicinity of the Eola Main Line Improvements.

Wyanet Connection

Construction of the Wyanet Connectioowld result in a direct impact on the
approximately 0.35-acre Praideand would also impact thether lower quality prairie
areas. Mitigation for these impacts would be incorporated into the overall mitigation plan
for the relocation of Pond Creek (seet@et2.10, Waterways (Bam Relocation)).

IDNR recommended that if the railroad prairie at Wyanet is adversely impacted, the
impact area could be excavated and movexddoitable site. Tree replacement could take
place in the agricultural areastiin the 7 acres that will be purchased for the project
(IDOT, July 28, 2010). The proposed Wyanen@ection would not result in direct or
indirect impacts on PrairiB. Although construction ahe Wyanet Connection would
move train traffic 350 feet ober to the Hennepin CanalrRaay State Park, there would
be no direct impacts; the new track aliggmhand additional two TPD are expected to
have a negligible impact on park userspaise levels would natcrease noticeably and
the BNSF and IAIS rail lines are currently Wil& to park users. The increases in noise
and vibration would not result in an impaient of the Hennepin Canal Parkway State
Park.

2.8.5 Preferred Aternative - FivRound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements

The effects of running five round-trip TPDowid be similar to those of operating two
round-trip TPD, but noise and vibration levelsuld rise slightly from the increased train
traffic. The increases in noise and viboatwould not result in a significant impairment
of the parks and natural areas in the viginf the Eola Main Line Improvements.

Wyanet Connection

The effects of running five round-trip TPDowid be similar to those of operating two
round-trip TPD, but noise and vibration levelsuld rise slightly from the increased train
traffic. The increases in noise and viboatwould not result in a significant impairment
of the Hennepin Canal Parkway State Park.
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2.9 SECTION 4(F) RESOURCES

Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (485C 303) grants special protection to four
specific types of property. Origpe of protected property i8storic sites, defined as
historic properties that are listed in or dig for inclusion in te NRHP. The other three
types of protected properties are publialyned parks, publicly owned refuges for
wildlife and/or waterfowl, and pulgly owned receational areas.

Section 4(f) forbids the Secretary of Trpogation from approving projects that require
the conversion (referred to ‘asse”) of land from these ptected properties unless it can
be clearly demonstrated that: “(i) Therensfeasible and prudeatternative to the use
of land from the property; arn(d) The action includes all possible planning to minimize
harm to the property resulting from such use”the FRA determines that the use of the
property, including any measure(s) tanimize harm (such as any avoidance,
minimization, mitigation, or enhancement measures) would hdeenanimismpact. A
direct use occurs when there is a physiwabrporation of landnto a transportation
facility. A constructive use occurs when a project does “notpurate land from a
section 4(f) resource, but tipeoject’s proximity impacts are severe that the protected
activities, features, or athutes that qualify a resource famotection under section 4(f)
are substantially impaired” and the @asce can no longer perform its designated
function (49 USC 303).

No parks, publicly owned refuges for wililiand/or waterfowl, or publicly owned
recreational areas were idéied during the September 2009 Service Level EA process
or have been identified within the Edléain Line Improvements or the Wyanet
Connection sections of the Project area. The fiirairie areas, idefigd in Section 2.8.2,
within the Wyanet Connectiogection of the Project areaeanot publicly owned and are
not eligible for protectn under Section 4(f).

Potential Section 4(f) resources were idedi within approximately 0.25 miles of the
Eola Main Line Improvements and the Wya@einnection. Four parks or natural areas
have been identified in the vicinity of@lEola Main Line Improvements: Asbury Park,
Sutton Lake Park, Eola Road Marsh NatlwArea, and Night Heron Marsh. These
resources are described in more deta8éction 2.8, Parks and Natural Areas. No
archaeological resources or historic structuweee identified within the Eola Main Line
Improvements section of the Project area.

The only Section 4(f) resourae the vicinity of the Wyaat Connection is the Hennepin
Canal Parkway State Park, which, at¢hesest point, is approximately 0.25 mile
northeast of the Wyanet Connection. Thenkigpin Canal was constructed between 1892
and 1907 to serve barge traffic but was obsdbgtthe time construction was completed
because it was between 20 and 40 feet nardlman the locks it connected (lllinois
Department of Natural Resources [IDNR], 20INe canal was open to boat traffic until
1951 but has been used primarily ags@aeational resource since the 1930s (IDNR,
2010). Currently, the canal is®rlement of the 104.5-mile linear park that includes the
Hennepin Canal Trail and crosses fivenltlis counties. The Hennepin Canal Parkway
State Park has a visitor center nearffgld, lllinois, and offers picnicking, hiking,
bicycling, fishing, boating, canoeing, cam@j horseback riding, hunting, snowmaobiling,
and cross country skiing (IDNR, 2010).

Chicago to lowa City Intercity Passenger Rail $envi August 2010
Senvice Level Environmental Assessment 29

Page 882 of 2624



Supplemental Information

In addition to being a recreational resoutbe, entire Hennepin Canal is listed in the
NRHP. It is “the first American canal budf concrete without she cut facings,” and
“some of the innovations pioneered on Hennepin Canal were probably used on the
Panama Canal” (IDNR, 2010). The canal has 8Rdpfive of which have been restored
to working condition while the rest have beeplaced with concrete walls that create
waterfalls (IDNR, 2010).

29.1 No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line Improvements

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Eola Main Line Ingyements would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would aéded between Chicago aagva City. Therefore, the
No-Build Alternative would not result in aréict use or proximity impacts on Section 4(f)
resources.

Wyanet Connection

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Wyaneb@nection would not be congtited, and no passenger rail
service would be added between Chicagd @wa City. Therefore, the No-Build
Alternative would not resulh a direct use or proxiity impacts on Section 4(f)
properties.

2.9.2 Preferred Aternative - Two Round-trip Trains paryD

Eola Main Line Improvements

Implementation of the Prefede\lternative would necessttathe construction of the
Eola Main Line Improvements and woulekult in the additio of two-round-trip
passenger TPD through the Eola area. Theredvmat be any direct use of Section 4(f)
resources because no resource is next tBokeMain Line Improvements section of the
Project area.

Asbury Park, Sutton Lake Park, Eola Rd4drsh Natural Area, and Night Heron Marsh
were reviewed for the potential for proximitppacts that could result in a constructive
use. Construction of the Eola Main Linedmavements would take gde entirely within
the existing BNSF Eola Yard, active rail yard. Train traffic would not be moved closer
to any of the parks, as the additional maie track constructed would be located within
the middle of the yard. Although this track yrize visible from Abury Park, Sutton Lake
Park, Eola Road Marsh Natural Area, oghliHeron Marsh, the addition of one track
within this large yard would not impact useaf these areas. The aesthetics of the area
would not change because the action ismobducing a new feature to the viewshed.
Noise and vibration in the area would inGealuring construction but would return to
near pre-construction levels with the opna of two additionatound-trip TPD. The
overall noise and vibration levels in the aneath of Eola Yard would increase slightly,
but no change would occur south of the ylardts. The slight increases in noise and
vibration levels are not anticigat to affect or impair Suth Lake Park, the only resource
north of the Eola Main Line Improvements. The Eola Main Line Improvements are
located in an area with major railroad ogteons and therefore would not result in
ecological intrusion. Construction of the Edliain Line Improvemats would not affect
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access to Asbury Park, Sutton Lake Park, Raad Marsh Natural Area, or Night Heron
Marsh.

Although five structures withithe vibration and noise contolimits are of sufficient age
to warrant additional investigation of th&RHP eligibility, none have been determined
eligible. Any potential increase in the noaad vibration would beninor and would not
change the basic characteristics of the naiskevibration effects thetructures have been
exposed to for over 50 years. As dissed in Section 2.4.1, Noise Assessment, and
Section 2.4.2, Ground-borne Vibration Assesdimnamy changes in noise and vibration
levels would be so minor that they wouldvsghin the modeling main of error. Access
to the five structures would not be alteratthough this track may be visible from these
structures, the addition of on@ad¢k within this large yard @uld not impact users of these
areas. The aesthetics of the area would raigh because the action is not introducing a
new feature to the viewshed.

Construction of the Eola Main Line Imprawents would not result in a direct use or
proximity impacts resulting in a significambpairment that would be considered a
constructive use.

Wyanet Connection

Implementation of the Prefedélternative would necessttathe construction of the
Wyanet Connection and would result in #uition of two round-trip passenger TPD on
the existing BNSF and IAIS rail lines. There wabulot be any direct use of Section 4(f)
properties because no property is within\Wganet Connection section of the Project
area.

The Hennepin Canal Parkway State Park rgagwed for the potential for proximity
impacts that could result in a constructige of a park and a significant historic
resource. The construction of the Wyanenh@ection would add aifdine north of the
existing BNSF and IAIS tracks approximigt850 feet closer to Hennepin Canal
Parkway State Park than the existing tradlgs added trackhbugh potentially visible
from the Hennepin Canal Parkway StatekPaould have a negligible effect on
recreational users and would not impact theohistdesignation of theanal, as there are
already train tracks and trairatfic in the vicinity on the existing rail lines. The aesthetics
of the area would not change because theraidinot introducing a new feature to the
viewshed. Noise and vibration in the aveauld increase duringooistruction but would
return to near pre-construction levels witle operation of the two additional round-trip
TPD. The overall noise and vibration levelghe area would increase slightly but would
not affect the Hennepin Canal Parkway SRdek except for subtle increases where the
BNSF rail line crosses the Hennepin Caainstruction of the Wyanet Connection
would not affect access to the HepmeCanal Parkway State Park.

Construction of the Wyanet Connection wabulot result in a direct use or proximity
impacts resulting in a significant impairmearitHennepin Canal Parkway State Park that
would be considered a consttive use of a park or sidgi@ant historic resource.
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2.9.3 Preferred Aternative - FivRound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements

The effects of running five round-trip TPDowid be similar to those of operating two
round-trip TPD, but noise and vibration levelsuld rise slightly from the increased train
traffic. The increases in noise and vibratwould not result in aanstructive use of the
parks, natural areas, or any potentially NRHiBHae structures in the vicinity of the

Eola Main Line Improvements.

Wyanet Connection

The effects of running five round-trip TPDowid be similar to those of operating two
round-trip TPD, but noise and vibration levelsuld rise slightly from the increased train
traffic. The increases in noise and vibratwould not result in aanstructive use of the
Hennepin Canal Parkway State Park.

2.10 WATERWAYS (STREAM RELOCATION)

Waterways include rivers, perennial streaars] intermittent streams. According to
current Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdictiongiiidance, a waterway is subject to CWA
jurisdiction if the waterway is any oféhollowing (EPA and USACE, December 2,
2008):

e A traditional navigable water, which walinclude all the waters described in
33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)ral 40 CFR 230.3(s)(1)

e A non-navigable, relatively permanenbtrtary of a traditional navigable
water, where the tributary typicalfiows year-round or has continuous flow
at least seasonally (typically three months)

e A non-navigable tributary #t is not relatively pgnanent, but that does
contain a significant nexus towardnediting the chemical, physical, and/or
biological integrity ofdownstream traditionaavigable waters

Waterways were documented during a figldvey in July 2010 and a technical
memorandum was prepared assessing theways present in the Eola Main Line
Improvements section of the Project area (Attaeht 5). This section of the Project area
is within the Lower Fox River, hydrologunit code (HUC) 8 (07120007), within the
Town of Aurora sub-basin HUC 1271200070107). Aquatic resources within and
surrounding it include the pennial southern branaf Indian Creek tdhe south; several
perennial to intermittent, channelized amdlerground stormwater conveyances (upper
headwaters of Indian Creelgpla and Night Heron Marshesttte southeast; and several
stormwater detention ponds to the north. Bhlesear conveyancesitivin the survey area
of the Eola Main Line Improvements sect connect upstream and offsite Eola and
Night Heron Marsh, and sevestbrmwater ponds, downstream to the southern branch of
Indian Creek and subsequently to the Fox River.

The southern branch of Indian Creek bancharacterized as a typical Midwestern
headwater stream that has been heaniflyenced by regional suburban and urban
development, as well as industrial-commdrdevelopment. Within the Eola Main Line
Improvements section, aquatic resouraeshighly channelized to form an
interconnected drainage network, whidneeys stormwater—generated from both on-
and offsite locations—downstream. These linear features have a mixture of perennial,
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intermittent, and ephemeral flow regimes. The survey limits used for the field observation
in July 2010 include approximately 2,200 lineaetf of stream of the southern branch of
Indian Creek, and two parallsiormwater conveyances (headevatof Indian Creek) that
consist of approximately 14,500 combinatkkr feet or 7,100 and 7,400 linear feet,
respectively. Total estimated stream/stormwatgveyances within the survey limits of

the Eola Main Line Improvements sectioelude approximately 16,700 linear feet.

Pond Creek is present within the Wyanenh@ection section of éhProject area. Pond

Creek, located in the Pond Creek-Big Bureau Creek sub-basin HUC 12 (071300013), is a
perennial stream that generally flows fromsivio east. The creek is a tributary of the
Hennepin Canal and is heavily channelizednggsn and downstream of this section of

the Project area. Within the boundary of testion of the Project area, Pond Creek is
entrenched and has steep slopes (INHS; &010).The primary land use adjacent to

the stream is agriculture, but the riparian zesthin this section of the Project area is

mostly forested. A field survey of Pond Cree&s conducted in July 2010 and the results
are documented in Attachment 6.

2.10.1 No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line Improvements

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Eola Main Line Ingmements would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would &dded between Chicago aagva City. Therefore, the
No-Build Alternative would not impacing waterways within the Project area.

Wyanet Connection

The No-Build Alternative wuld not result in changdo the existing railroad
infrastructure or operations. The Wyaf&nnection would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would added between Chicago aagva City. Therefore, the
No-Build Alternative would not impacing waterways within the Wyanet Connection
section of the Project area.

2.10.2 Preferred Aternative - Two Round-trip Trains paryD

Eola Main Line Improvements

For the Preferred Alternativewo round-trip TPD scenarigpnstruction of the proposed
connection would require a portion (appimately 4,920 linear feet) of linear
conveyances to be filled andaeated to a culvert or enclosednduit. This direct effect
would result in an alternation of the curretiteam and stormwater conveyances. Aquatic
communities, including fish, amphibians, andartebrates, would be affected by the loss
of habitat.

Mitigation for the potential impacts on tetormwater drainage features could be
accomplished through a combination of on- affdite restoration. Preliminary analysis
of onsite mitigation alternatives was limited due to anthropogenic constraints and the
existing use of the section as a railwaydy@nsite mitigation would include replacement
of the affected stormwater channels bglesed conduits, which would maintain the
hydraulic capacity and connectivity.

Additional, offsite mitigation could include enhancement of the up-stream Eola and Night
Heron Marshes and could include downstregpmgic habitat within the southern branch
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of Indian Creek. Enhancing aquatic habitabughout Indian Creek (using in-stream
treatments such as cross \&id-hooks, porous weirs, Ne@rpy riffles, or root wads)
would create a more diverse aquatic ecosystédrase structuresould be strategically
located throughout the creek to optimize ttleffect on scour and deposition along the
creek. Installation of channel treatments vdoeshhance stream sukzge and aid in the
development of riffle—pool sequencing to mesta more natural width-to-depth ratio.
Additionally, exotic plant spees (reed canary grass, buwodtn, and honeysuckle) along
Indian Creek would be removed and natherbaceous and woody wetland vegetation
would be planted to help restore the stream corridor.

IDOT and IDNR met on July 27, 2010 to diss general conceptviel mitigation. IDNR
concurred with the general mitigationsyderstanding that detailed, site-specific
mitigation plans would be developed during tiee 2 project level EA (see Attachment
9).

The next step in the development process dbelto conduct further tier 2 project level
NEPA review of the various project elent®nThe NEPA review would include the full
range of alternatives evaluation, impassessment, and mitigation development,
including permit applications. I$ important to note thalhe detailed engineering and
alternatives analysis woultk performed concurrent with the NEPA process. In
accordance with Section 404tbke CWA, permits issued by USACE include mandatory
conditions to mitigate impacts of a proposeticac Mitigations developed for the project
would be consistent with these regulatorguieements. Thereforepordination with all
appropriate federal and state agencieduding IDNR and USACE, would occur to
identify the best alternatives to avoid,mmnize, and mitigate impacts on aquatic resource
features.

Wyanet Connection

Construction of the Wyanet Connection webubquire approximately 2,050 linear feet of
Pond Creek to be filled and relocated. Thigdireffect would resulh alternation of the
current stream channel and temporary loss of stream habitat. The loss of habitat would
impact aquatic communities, includingtfissmphibians, and invertebrates. As the
railroad embankment is constructed, a neanciel would be excavated north of the new
embankment.

Indirect effects include imacts both upstream and downsireaf the channel relocation.
Indirect effects upstream of the WyanetrBection section of the Project area include
impacts on aquatic organism movemamd disruption of the current hydrological
regime. Construction of the Wyanet Conti@t may also result in downstream impacts
on biota and habitat. During constructionasges in the hydrological flow may cause
indirect effects on downstream habitat.

Mitigation for the impacts on Pond Creek could be accomplished by a combination of
restoration options, includingn-site replacement of thercent functions of Pond Creek
through development of a more natural chnoig-site enhancement of downstream
habitat within the Pond Creek watershed sde-wetland development within a newly
developed riparian corridor, and purchasstaéam/wetland mitigation credits from an
approved mitigation bank within the semviarea. Attachment 6 describes Pond Creek
and the conceptual mitigation for potential impacts in more detail.
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IDOT and IDNR met on July 27, 2010 to diss general conceptvel mitigation. IDNR
concurred with the general mitigations. Allgsible alternatives to avoid, minimize, and
compensate for any impacts on Pond Creek, consistent with IDNR and USACE
permitting requirements, would be fully evaluated and all appropriate permits would be
obtained during the tier 2 project |&\WEPA review (see Attachment 9).

2.10.3 Preferred Aternative - FivRound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements
For the Preferred Alternativdive round-trip TPD scenario, impacts would be the same
as for the two round-trip TPD scenario.

Wyanet Connection
For the Preferred Alternativeive round-trip TPD scenario, impacts would be the same
as for the two round-trip TPD scenario.

2.11 WETLANDS

Waters of the U.S., including wetlandgaterways, lakes, natural ponds, and
impoundments are regulated by USACE undeti&ee04 of the CWA, which requires a
permit to authorize the discharge of dredgefillomaterial into waters of the U.S.

(33 USC 1344).

USACE-Chicago District has jurisdiction over wetlands ptigdig affected by the Eola
Main Line Improvements section of the Ry area. Illinois EPA is responsible for
Section 401 Water Quality Certification fany project requiring a federal permit or
license that includes a discharge into a water of the state.

The survey limits for the Eola Main Linenprovements were evaluated for wetlands in

July 2010 (HDR, 2010). Wetlands within thervey limits include perennial to

intermittent, channelized, and underground stormwater conveyances (upper waters of
Indian Creek); palustrine emergent (PEMetland, and palustrine forested (PFO)

wetland. The PEM wetland located on the westdgeeof the survey limits is an erosion

ditch that flows into the storm sewer system. The PFO wetland was located on the eastern
edge of the survey limits along the southedge of the existing main tracks. The linear
conveyances of Indian Creek were discddsether in Sectio2.10, Waterways (Stream

Relocation).
Table 2.11-1
Wetlands within Survey Limits

Wetlands Areas within Survey Limits (acres)

PFO 0.4

Linear features 7.9

PEM 0.1

Total Wetlands 8.4

Source: HDR, 2010. Wetland Determination Technical Memo

Note:

& Areas include culvert system that flows beneath the rail lines
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In addition to the wetland observation wittiire survey limits, surrounding wetland areas
were noted during the field visit and as#op analysis was conducted (Figure 2.6-1,
Eola Main Line Improvements Environmental Constraints).

The Wyanet Connection semt of the Project areaas evaluated for wetlands in April
2010 (INHS, May 5, 2010). One 4.4-acre palustraraergent, semipermanently flooded
(PEMF) wetland area was delineated on the norteeapart of this sgion of the Project
area. This wetland was the only Nationaltlateds Inventory (NWI) wetland mapped for
the Wyanet Connection section of the Bobjarea (Figure 2.6-2, Wyanet Connection
Environmental Constraints).

2.11.1 No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line Improvements

The No-Build Alternative wuld not result in changeo the existing railroad
infrastructure or operations. The Ediain Line Improvements would not be
constructed, and no passenger rail servicelavbe added between Chicago and lowa
City. Therefore, the No-Build Alternatiwgould not affect wetlads within the Eola
Mainline Improvements section of the Project area.

Wyanet Connection

The No-Build Alternative wuld not result in changedo the existing railroad
infrastructure or operations. The Wyafgnnection would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would &dded between Chicago aagiva City. Therefore, the
No-Build Alternative would not affect wetlasdvithin the Wyane€Connection section of
the Project area.

2.11.2 Preferred Alternative - Two Round-trip Trains peyD

Eola Main Line Improvements

Construction of the proposed Eola Maim&ilmprovements would impact approximately
1.7 acres of wetlands based on preliminasigte This direct effect would alter the
current stream and stormwater conveyances.

Mitigation for the Eola Main Line Improvementould occur on site or off site. Onsite
mitigation would include replacement of the affected stormwater channels where
practical. Additional, offsite mitigation could include enhancement of upstream Eola and
Night Heron Marshes. Detailed, site-spexifitigation plans would be developed during
the tier 2 project level NEPA analysis. Tier 2 project level EAvould include a full

range of alternatives, impact assessment, and mitigation development, including permit
applications. Therefore, coordination wih appropriate federal and state agencies,
including IDNR, would occur to identify theest alternatives to avoid, minimize, and
mitigate impacts on wetland resources.

Wyanet Connection

The two-round trip TPD scenario would notpact the 4.4 acre PEMF wetland site
within the northeastern part of the Wyafinnection section of the Project area. The
existing alignment would be used withihre wetland area. Any potential temporary
impacts would be minimized by using bestnagement practices (BMPs) and by
following state standards for any culvert placet@replacement within this section of
the Project area.
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2.11.3 Preferred Aternative - FivRound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements
For the five round-trip TPD scenario, iads would be the same as for the two
round-trip TPD scenario.

Wyanet Connection
For the five round-trip TPD scenario, iagis would be the same as for the two
round-trip TPD scenario.

2.12  WATER QUALITY

Surface water is protected through selacés and regulations. Impacts on water
resources are evaluated in accordance GMMA (33 USC 1251 et seq.) and Executive
Order (EO) 12088, Federal Compliance withlirmn Control Standards (published at
43 FR 477707).

The Eola Main Line Improvements section af froject area is located within the Lower
Fox River Watershed, which covers a tathi701,195 acres in Kane, DuPage, DeKalb,
Kendall, and LaSalle counties (lllinois EPA, 2@)0The major stream in this watershed
is the Fox River, located east of the EolaitMane Improvements section of the Project
area. Within the proposed improvementsesal unnamed drainages of Indian Creek
flow parallel to each other and south, crosshregwestern extent of this section of the
Project area through a cultesystem. The drainages flow into Indian Creek, which
continues west, flowing into the Fox River. Wiaresources adjacent to this section of the
Project area also includevszal detention areas and rslaes that provide natural
treatment and retention of stormeatunoff from residential areas.

Water quality of streams within lllinoisan be assessed by coltimg the Illinois EPA
Integrated Water Quality Report and Sec®®3(d) list of Impaired Waters (lllinois

EPA, 2010b). According to the 2010 303(d) lisgian Creek was nassessed as part of
the study. The Fox River (HUC 072100701) was sss@ for use attainment and was not
supporting aquatic life, fisbonsumption, public and foodgaessing water supplies, and
primary contact. See the following table.
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Table 2.12-1
2010 llinois EPA 303(d) List — Speciftssessment information for Fox River
f llinois .
Assessment 10-Digit Size Use
hEE Unit ID HUC EPA Sl (miles) | Attainment CalEee SRS
Basin
Fox River | IL_DT-03 0712000701 4 5 7.39 | N582, N583, Aldrin, other flow regime alterations, | Contaminated sediments, impacts from
N585, X586, dissolved oxygen, hydrostructure flow
X590 sedimentation/siltation, total suspendedegulations/modification, dam or
solids (TSS), total phosphorus, aquaticimpoundment, ageulture, urban
algae, mercury, polychlorinated runoff/storm sewers, municipal point
biphenyls, fecal coliform discharges, toxics, source unknown
Fox River | IL_DT-09 0712000701 4 5 8.11 | N582, N583, | Alteration in stream-side or littoral Streambank
N585, X586, vegetative cover, hexachlorobenzene, modification/destabilization,
X590 methocychlor, other flow regime contaminated sediments, impacts from
alterations, total phosphorus, aquatic | hdyrostructure flow
algae, polychlorinated biphenyls, fecal regulation/modification, dam or
coliform impoundment, municipal point
discharges, source unknown, combined
sewer overflows, urban runoff/storm
sewers
Fox River | IL_DT-38 0712000701 4 10.83 | N582, N583, Alteration in stream-side or littoral Streambank
N584, N585, vegetative cover, other flow regime modification/destabilization, impacts
X586, X590 alterations, TSS, total phosphorus, from hydrostructure flow
aquatic algae, mercury, polychlorinatedregulations/modification, dam or
biphenyls, chloride, fecal coliform impoundment, combined sewer
overflows, urban runoff/storm sewers,
municipal point discharges, toxics,
source unknown
Fox River | IL_DT-58 0712000701 4 3.74 | N582, N583, | Alteration in stream-side or littoral Streambank
X585, X586, vegetation covers, other flow regime | modification/destabilization, impacts
X590 alterations, dissolved oxygen, mercury,from hydrostructure flow
polychlorinated biphenyls regulation/modification, toxics, source
unknown
Notes:

& N= not supporting; X = not assessed; 582 = not supportingaéq life; 583 = fish consumption; 584 = public and food prosegsvater supplies;
585 = primary contact.
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For the Wyanet Connection section of the Project area, as discussed in Attachment 6,
according to the 2010 303(d) list, Pond Creek was not assessed as part of the 2010 that
report (Illinois EPA 2010b). West Bureau Creelis assessed as fully supporting aquatic
life and not supporting primary contact fecal coliform. The source of the fecal

coliform impairment is unknom See the following table.

Table 2.12-2
2010 lllinois EPA 303(d) List Specific Assessment Information for Pond Creek

- llinois .

Assessment 10-Digit Size Use

Neime Unit ID HUC EPA Cat. (miles) Attainment Cause$ | Sources
Basin

Pond X582, X583,

IL_DQDA 0713000107 11 3 10.16 X585, X586, N/A N/A
Creek

X590

West F582, X583,
Bureau | IL_DQD-01 0713000104 11 5 23.57 N585, X586, 400 140
Creek X590
Notes:

& X = not assessed; F = fully supporting; N = not supporting; 582 = primary contact; 583 = fisucqti®n;
585 = aquatic life; 586 =secondary contact; 590 = aesthetic quality.

® N/A = not applicable; 400 = above threshold for supporting primary contact for fecal coliform.

® 140 = source of fecal coliform unknown.

The alterations to Pond Creek may affeeter quality. Impacts both upstream and
downstream of the channel relocation would occur durimgtcaction and relocation of
the channel. Section 2.10, Waterways (Str&aiocation), describes the nature of the
anticipated impacts to waterways which h#we potential to imact water quality.

The major potential causes of impairmesithin Illinois streams are fecal coliform
bacteria impairing swimming (582dmary contacy use, mercury and polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCBS) in fish tissue impairing (5882 consumption)se, and low dissolved
oxygen, high nutrients, excessive silvati physical habitat edrations, and high
suspended solids which impair (58§uatic life)use (lllinois EPA, 2010).

A tier 2 project level NEPA document would theveloped as part of the process. During
the tier 2 project level evation, environmental surveys would be conducted at a more
defined scale. A detailed alternative analysiuild also be completed to determine if any
further avoidance or minimization of impactsuld occur. All possile alternatives to
avoid, minimize, and compensate for any impacts on Pond Creek would be fully
evaluated, and all appropriate permits wdugdobtained after cortgdion of the tier 2
project level NEPA document.

2.12.1 No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line Improvements

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Eola Main Line Ingmements would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would &dded between Chicago alagva City. Therefore, the
No-Build Alternative would not affect current water quality within the Eola Main Line
Improvements section of the Project area.
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Wyanet Connection

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Wyaneb@nection would not be constited, and no passenger rail
service would be added between Chicagd @wa City. Therefore, the No-Build
Alternative would not affect water qualityithin the Wyanet Corgction section of the
Project area.

2.12.2 Preferred Aternative - Two Round-trip Trains paryD

Eola Main Line Improvements

No permanent water quality impacts argicipated for the Eola Main Line

Improvements. Temporary impacts would occur from the realignment of drainages and
placement of any culverts along the new alignment. Temporary impacts on water quality
would cease after construction was compleieemporary impacts on water resources
would be minimized by the use of BMPssbiarge of stormwateluring construction

would be addressed under National Pollufdistharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permitting and with BMPs. Furthermore, Section 401 quality certifications for
construction would be obtained from lllinois.

Construction of the Eola Main Line Improventg is expected to result in the disturbance
of 1 or more acres of total land area and, acogly is subject to the requirement for an
NPDES permit for stormwater discharges frtita construction sige Permit coverage
would be obtained eithemder the lllinois EPA GendrRermit for Stormwater
Discharges from Construction Site Actieisi (NPDES Permit No. ILR10) or under an
individual NPDES permit. Requirements apabte to such a permit would be followed,
including the preparatioof a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. Such a plan shall
identify potential sources of pollution whichay reasonably be expected to affect the
quality of stormwater discharges from thanstruction site, and shaescribe and ensure
the implementation of practices which would be used to reduce the pollutants in
discharges associated with construction adtigvity and to ensure compliance with the
terms of the permit.

Operation and maintenanceisities along the Eola Maihine Improvements section
would be similar to activities along the re$the proposed alignment. Possible negative
effects of improper maintenance include esosand siltation and th@averuse or spill of
herbicides. The risks for these potenti#ets on the Eola Main Line Improvements
would be similar to those for thiest of the proposed alignment.

Construction of the Eola Main Line Imprawents is not expected to create any new
pathways for groundwater pollution or amgw potential sources of groundwater
pollution, as defined in the Illinois Enanmental Protection Act (415 lllinois compiled
Statutes [ILCS] 5/3 et seq.). Accordingliie Eola Main Line Improvements are not
subject to compliance with the minimum setback requirements for community water
supply wells or other potable water supplylla/as set forth in 415 ILCS 5/14 et seq.

Wyanet Connection

The two-round trip TPD scenario is not expected to result in permanent water quality
impacts in the Wyanet Connection sectiornhaf Project area. Temporary impacts would
occur from stream realignment and placement of any culverts along the new alignment.
Temporary impacts on water quality wdwease after construction was completed.
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Temporary impacts on water resourcesild be minimized by the use of BMPs.
Discharge of stormwater during consttion would be addressed under NPDES
permitting and with BMPs. Furthermoree@ion 401water quality certifications for
construction would be obtained from lllinois EPA.

Construction of the Wyanet Connection is extpd to result in # disturbance of 1 or
more acres of total land area and, accorginglsubject to theequirement for an

NPDES permit for stormwater discharges frtita construction sige Permit coverage
would be obtained eithemder the Illinois EPA GendrRermit for Stormwater
Discharges from Construction Site Actiesi (NPDES Permit No. ILR10) or under an
individual NPDES permit. Requirements apphte to such a permit would be followed,
including the preparatioof a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. Such a plan shall
identify potential sources of pollution whichay reasonably be expected to affect the
quality of stormwater discharges from thanstruction site and shaescribe and ensure
the implementation of practices which would be used to reduce the pollutants in
discharges associated with construction adévity and to ensure compliance with the
terms of the permit. Operation and maintenance activities along the Wyanet Connection
would be similar to those for the remaindéthe proposed alignment. Possible negative
effects of improper maintenance include esosand siltation and th@veruse or spill of
herbicides. The risks of these potentiaéets on the Wyanet Coection section of the
Project area would be similar tcethest of the proposed alignment.

Construction of the Wyanet Connectiomi® expected to create new pathways for
groundwater pollution or any new potentialismes of groundwater pollution, as defined
in the lllinois Environmental Protection A15 ILCS 5/3 et seq.). Accordingly, the
Wyanet Connection is not subject to compdia with the minimum setback requirements
for community water supply wells or othertable water supply wells as set forth in

415 ILCS 5/14 et seq.

2.12.3 Five Round-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements

Implementation of the ultimate serviceréd envisioned by the Midwest Regional Ralil
Initiative (MWRRI) (five roundtrip TPD) would result ithe same impacts on water
guality as those for the two round-trip DRBcenario. However, when capacity is
increased from two to five round-trip TP&dditional trains on the track may slightly
increase the risk of any hazardous material spills.

Wyanet Connection

Implementation of the ultimate service leeavisioned by the MWRRI (five round-trip
TPD) would result in the same temporarypawts on water qualitguring construction of
the Wyanet Connection as the two round-TiRD scenario. However, when capacity is
increased from two to five round-trip TP&dditional trains on the track may slightly
increase the risk of any hazardous material spills.

2.13 FLOODPLAINS

The Federal Emergency Management AyefiFEMA) has mapped floodplains and a
floodway for Indian Creek and the South Tridayt of Indian Creek in Kane and Du Page
counties within the Eola Main Line mnovements section of the Project aasashown on
the current FEMA Flood Insurance Rataps (FEMA, August 3, 2009; FEMA,
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December 16, 2004). Portions of these strelaame been designated as Zone A and Zone
AE. Zone A is defined as areas with a tgeat annual chance of flooding in which no
base flood elevations have been determar@tino floodway has been defined. Zone AE
is defined as areas with a 1 percambual chance of flooding where base flood
elevations are provided and a floodway ifirded. The lllinois State Water Survey has
classified Indian Creek a& high risk for flooding (lllinois State Water Survey, June
2008). Within the Eola Main Line Improvemts section of the Project area, floodplain
boundaries include approximately 2,300 fethe existing main line tracks.

FEMA has mapped floodplains for Pond Creathua the Wyanet section of the Project
area and Hennepin Canal near this seafdhe Project area (FEMA, June 15, 1984).
Both of these streams have been desighaseZone A as shown on the current FEMA
Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FEMA, June 15, 198de A is defined as areas with a 1
percent annual chance of flooding inialhno base flood elevations have been
determined and no floodway has been defined. The lllinois State Water Survey has
classified Pond Creek as a low risk fardtling (lllinois State Water Survey, June 2008).
Within the Project area, approximately 2,100 fafehe existing IAISine is within the
floodplain; the railroad track is buiip about 15 feet above the floodplain.

2.13.1 No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Eola Main Line Ingmements would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would be added betwChicago and lowa City. Therefore,
floodplains would not be affectenithin the Eola Main Line Improvements section of the
Project area.

Wyanet Connection

The No Build Alternative would not result ehanges to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Wyaneb@nection would not be congtited, and no passenger rail
service would be added between Chicagd lwwa City. Therefore, floodplains would
not be affected within thEola Main Line Improvementsection of the Project area.

2.13.2 Preferred Aternative - Two Round-trip Trains paryD

Eola Main Line

The Eola Main Line Improvements would benstructed if the Preferred Alternative is
selected. Approximately 2,300 feet of the 13;5@8 main line improvements would be
constructed in the existingobdplain. Construction of the crossover track at West Eola
would intersect approximately 160 feettbé Indian Creek floodplain. Approximately
500 feet of existing &ck would be removed from the@idplain near the southern edge
of Eola Yard east of McClure Roadpproximately 4,920 feet of the stormwater
conveyances would be relocated to constitue proposed Eola Main Line Improvements
(see Section 2.10, Waterways &tm Relocation)). The floodw of Indian Creek and

the South Tributary of India@reek would not be affeaelmpacts on the stream and
floodplain would be mitigated as the desmgocess advances and would be further
assessed in a tier 2 projéetel EA. A floodplain permit from Kane and Du Page
counties would be required (Du Page Cgudéepartment of Economic Development and
Planning, August 1, 2008; Kane County &tarater Management, January 1, 2005).
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The new stream channels would be designedcordance with regulatory requirements
(as specified in 17 lllinois Administrativeode 3706) for flood heights, flood velocities,
average channel velocity, aptevention of scour, erosioand sedimentation. The length
and location of the proposed relocatiortfed South Tributary of Indian Creek and
associated drainage conveyances woulddtermined during the design process. In
accordance with 17 lllinois Administrativeode 3706, the proposed Eola Main Line
Improvements would be elevated at teh® foot above the base flood elevation.
Hydraulic modeling would be performed torie that the proposed construction would
not cause more than 0.1 foot rise from thistexg 100-year water swate profile to meet
the requirements for an urban area, &cgied in 17 lllinoisAdministrative Code
3700.60. In accordance with FEMA guidelindd CFR 70), a letter of map revision
would be submitted to FEMA for approval.

The modifications to drainage structuresluned in the Eola Main Line Improvements
Project would result in an insignificant charigeheir capacity tearry flood water. This
change would cause a minimal increasftand heights and flood limits. These minimal
increases would not result in any significanterde impacts on the natural and beneficial
flood plain values; they would not resultany significant change in flood risks or
damage; and they do not have significaneptal for interruption or termination of
emergency service or emergency evacuatioresptiherefore, it has been determined that
this encroachment is not significant.

Wyanet Connection

The Wyanet Connection would be construatetie Preferred Alternative is selected.
Approximately 2,400 feet of the 4,000-faminnection would be constructed in the
existing floodplain. Approximately 2,050 feeft Pond Creek would be relocated to
construct the proposed Wyanet Connecti@e (Section 2.10.2). The drainage area of
Pond Creek upstream of the Project area is thane 10 square miles; in accordance with
17 lllinois Administrative Code 3700 and 3706, an IDNR floodplain permit would be
needed to relocate the stream and coristhec\Wyanet Connection. After the floodplain
permit is reviewed by the state, a copy @& germit would be sent to the Bureau County
Emergency Service and Disaster Adrsiration for their review. The county’s
requirements are based on state requirégsn@ureau County, July 2, 2010). The new
stream channel would be designed in accordance with regulatory requirements (as
specified in 17 lllinois Administrativ€ode 3700 and 3706) for flood heights, flood
velocities, average channelleeity, and prevention of scouerosion, and sedimentation.
The length and location of the proposed catmn of Pond Creekeuld be determined
during the design process. In accordanith @7 Illinois Administrative Code 3706, the
Wyanet Connection would be elevated abtheebase flood elevation; Pond Creek would
flow through a culvert under the Connectibtydraulic modeling would be performed to
verify that the proposed construction would natise more than 0.5 foot rise from the
existing 100-year water surface profile teehthe requirements for a rural area, as
specified in 17 lllinois Administratiey Code 3700.60. In accordance with FEMA
guidelines (44 CFR 70), a letter of map revision would be submitted to FEMA for
approval.

The modifications to drainagsructures included in the Wyanet Connection project
would result in an insignificant change in theapacity to carry flood water. This change

Chicago to lowa City Intercity Passenger Rail $envi August 2010
Senvice Level Environmental Assessment 43

Page 896 of 2624



Supplemental Information

would cause a minimal increase in fldoeights and flood limits. These minimal
increases would not result in any significanterde impacts on the natural and beneficial
flood plain values; they would not resultany significant change in flood risks or
damage; and they do not have significaneptal for interruption or termination of
emergency service or emergency evacuatioresptiherefore, it has been determined that
this encroachment is not significant.

2.13.3 Preferred Alternative - Five Round-Trip Trains pay

Eola Main Line

The effects of running five round-trip TPD wdube similar to theanditions for the two
round-trip TPD operations. Impacts on the flpkaih from constructing the Eola Main
Line Improvements would be the sameuasler the two round-trip TPD scenario.

Wyanet Connection

The effects of running five round-trip TPD wadube similar to theanditions for the two
round-trip TPD operations. Impacts on the floodplain from constructing the Wyanet
Connection would be the same as urttle two round-trip TPD scenario.

2.14 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

This section describes the pdiehpresence of threatenadd endangered species in or
near the Eola Main Line Improvements. The potential presence of threatened and
endangered species in or near the Wy&uwetnection was addressed in Section 3.17,
Threatened and Endangered Species,etéptember 2009 Service Level EA. In July
2010, INHS completed a preliminary assessmetit@prairie remnants in the vicinity of
the Wyanet Connection (Attachment 11)schibed in Section 2.8, Parks and Natural
Areas. The INHS survey indicates there ardau@rally or state-listed species present.
Detailed site-specific botanical surveys for federally and state-listed species would be
conducted during the tier 2 peajt level evaluation process.

The U.S. Endangered Speches (ESA) of 1973 (16 USC 153t seq.) is the primary
legislation that provides protections toghtened and endangesgcies in the United
States. The ESA is administered by the Bish and Wildlife Sence (USFWS), which has
a key responsibility imanaging species desajions and preictions grantednder the ESA.
As defined by the ESA, endangemefers to species that ara danger of extinction within
the foreseeable fututeroughout all or a gnificant portion oftheir] range," while
threatened refers to “those animals andtplikely to becomendangered within the
foreseeable future throughout all or a sigaificportion of their nages” (16 USC 1531 et
seq.). Plant species and edies (including fungi anddhens), animal species and
subspecies, and vertebrate animal populatoa®ligible for listing under the ESA.

State regulatory agencies can grant additipnatiection to federally listed species or
designate protection to othgpecies with a range withthe state. The lllinois
Endangered Species Board advises IDNRtate-listed threatened and endangered
species.

In addition to ESA protectionhe Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and
Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) wengplemented to offer protection to avian
species. The MBTA makes it lanvful to pursue, hunt, takeapture, kill, or sell
migratory birds. BGEPA prohibits anyoneitout a permit issued by the Secretary of
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the Interior, from taking baldagles, includingheir parts, nests, or eggs. BGEPA
provides criminal penalties for persons who &abossess, sell, purchase, barter, offer to
sell, purchase or barter, trgast, export or import, at artyme or any manner, any bald
eagle ... [or any golden eagle], alive or deadiror part, nest, or egg thereof.” This also
pertains to impacts thatselt from human-inducedtafations initiated around a
previously used nest sitkiring a time when eagles are poesent, if, upon the eagle's
return, such alterations agitaiebother an eagle to agtee that interferes with or
interrupts normal breedi feeding, or sheltering habitsydacauses injury, death or nest
abandonment. Impacts on migratory birdddlemagles, and golden eagles would be
evaluated further in the ti@ project level NEPA documents. The primary means for
mitigating potential impacts on migratory birdsld eagles, and golden eagles would be
scheduling constructioi® minimize impacts.

2.14.1 Two Round-Trip Trains per Day

Eight federally listed endange, threatened, or candidaigecies are identified as
occurring within DuPage and Kane Counties. Three species are state-listed within the
Eola Main Line Improvements section oétRroject area. Table 2.14-1 summarizes those
species and their status. A survey to charée the affected environment for aquatic
resources was conducted June 30, 2010. Habrt#tése species is not likely present
within the Eola Main Line Improvements section of the Project area (HDR, 2010). This
section of the Project area is a rail yardBNSF railroad, and #hsurface is primarily
covered with gravel or trackage and its assediglements (such as ties and ballast). The
Eola Main Line Improvements would impact goerennial drainage feature, which flows
through the yard; however, theatltrage feature is heavily @hnelized, contains little to

no riparian buffer, and provides little habitar wildlife. Night Heron Marsh and Eola
Road Marsh, two protected natural areas@alt to Eola Yard, may contain habitat for
some protected species. Noise and distwrbdrom construction of the new main line
track is anticipated to haVittle effect on these areas as heavy traffic is commonplace for
the yard.

Table 2.14-1
Federally Listed or Candidates for Listing Threa@and Endangered Species
within the Eola Main Line Improveemts Section of the Project Area

Common Name Scientific Name Status General Habitat Type

Prairie Bush Clover | Lespedeza leptostachyp Threatened Nativprairie

Eastern Prairie Platanthera leucophaea Threatened Wet or mesic prairie

Fringed Orchid

Indiana Bat Myotis sodalist Endangered | Edge of hardwood forests (summer)
mines/caves (winter)

Sheepnose Mussel | Plethobasus cyphyus | Candidate Medium to large rivers with sand or
gravel substrate

Eastern Massasauga Sistrurus c. catenatus | Candidate Weprairies

Hine’s Emerald Somatochlora hineana | Endangered | Calcareous spring-fed marshes and

Dragonfly sedge meadows

Leafy-prairie Clover | Dalea foliosa Endangered | Prairie remnants along the Des Plains
River in Illinois

Mead’s Milkweed Asclepias meadii Threatened Mesic to dry mesic upland tallgrass
prairie
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Common Name Scientific Name Status General Habitat Type

Yellow-headed Xanthocephalus State Prairie wetlands, usually dominated

Blackbird xanthocephalus Endangered | by cattail.

Common Moorhen | Gallinula chloropus State Large areas of open water
Endangered

Black Crowned Nycticorax nycticorax | State Marshes, ponds, streams or rivers;

Night Heron Endangered | avoiding open, exposed areas

Source: http://mww.fws.gov/midviesidangered/lists/illinois-cty.html

The potential effects that the operatiortte new passenger rail service would have on
any threatened, endangered, or candidateisp are discussed in Section 3.17 of the
September 2009 Service Level EA.

Tree and brush clearing is expected to otoumprove crossing site distance for both
vehicle and train traffic. Thigzork would be conducted dag specific time periods to
comply with MBTA and BGEPA. Specific timatervals and locations requiring clearing
would be identified during thiger 2 project level NEPAnNalysis. The potential for
affecting threatened and endangered spgealeng with potential mitigation measures,
would be evaluated in detail in the tier 2ject level NEPA analysis for the Eola Main
Line Improvements. Any potential impaain threatened and endangered species
identified during the tier 2 pyect level analysis would beinimized through the use of
BMPs and timing restrictions.

2.14.2 Five Round-Trip Trains per Day

At the five round-trip TPD, the same speaciesuld have the potentiab be affected as
under the initial two rouwttrip TPD scenario. However, wh capacity is increased from
two to five round-trip TPD, additional opei@nal modifications would be required and
would have the potential to pact threatened and endangered species. The most current
federally and state-listed species lists wiooed to be reviewed for the addition or
removal of any of the speciésted in Table 2.14-1, above.

September 2009 Service Level EA Errata
The table reference on page 3-73 was irexiriThe correct reference is Table 3.17-1,
updated below to include the Eastern Massgaaattlesnake artie Sheepnose mussel:

Table 3.17-1
Federally Listed, Threatened, and Englered Species within the Project Area

Common Name Scientific Name Status State
Western prairie fringed orchid Platanthera praeclara Threatened 1A

Eastern Massasauga rattlesnake | Sistrurus c. catenatus Candidate 1A
Sheepnose mussel Plethobasus cyphyus Candidate 1A

Prairie bush clover Lespedeza leptostachya Threatened IAIL
Eastern prairie fringed orchid Platanthera leucophaea Threatened IAIL
Indiana bt Myotis sodalist Endangered IAIL
Higgin's-eye pearlymussel Lampsilis higginsii Endangered IAIL
Decurrent false aster Boltonia decurrens Threatened IL

Piping plover Charadrius melodus Endangered IL

Hine’s emerald dragonfly Somatochlora hineana Endangered IL
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Common Name Scientific Name Status State
Leafy-prairie clover Dalea foliosa Endangered IL
Mead’s milkweed Asclepias meadii Threatened IL
Lakeside daisy Hymenopsis herbacea Threatened IL

Sources: lllinois — http://www.fws.gov/midst/endangered/lists/illinois-cty.html and
lowa — http://www.fws.gov/midwsndangered/lists/iowa_cty.html

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service letter, October 16, 2009

Note:

&  Critical habitat has been designated in LaSalle County, lllinois.

2.15 CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS

Impacts from construction of the Eola Main Line Improvements and Wyanet Connection
would be temporary. The time required for comstion impacts to digsate varies by the
type of construction activitgnd resources affected. Comstion activities include noise

and air emissions from construction vehiclestential erosion caused by grading, and the
physical and visual disruption causedtbg presence of construction crews and
equipment. Most construction impacease immediately with completion of

construction.

2.15.1 No-Build Alternative

Eola Main Line Improvements

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Eola Main Line Ingwements would not be constructed, and no
passenger rail service would &dded between Chicago and lowa City. Therefore, no
construction impacts would be associatetth the No-Build Aternative except for
ongoing maintenance and other reglyl scheduled activities.

Wyanet Connection

The No-Build Alternative wouldhot result in changes to existing railroad infrastructure
or operations. The Wyaneb@nection would not be constited, and no passenger ralil
service would be added between Chicage lwwa City. Therefore, no construction
impacts would be associated with the-Build Alternative except for ongoing
maintenance and other regt scheduled activities.

2.15.2 Preferred Aternative - Two Round-trip Trains paryD

Eola Main Line Improvements

The Eola Main Line Improvements section o fAroject area is located entirely within
existing railroad ROW. As discussedSection 3.19, Constructn Impacts, of the
September 2009 Service Level EA, groundutisince may result in the removal of
vegetation from some areas, and BMPs wdad implemented to minimize both wind
and water erosion of exposed soil. Areas \wdd revegetated asan as practicable to
maintain long-term stability. In addition smme vegetation removal, construction of the
Eola Main Line Improvements would halseth temporary and long-term impacts on the
waterway within Eola Yard. The long-teimpacts on this waterway are discussed in
Section 2.10, Waterways (Stream Relocatiéithough natural areas are adjacent to
Eola Yard, most of the work would takeapé within the yard, soo direct construction
impacts would occur. In addition, BMPs wdle implemented to minimize indirect
effects.
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Construction of the Eola Main Line Imprawents would not affect local transportation
patterns, other than minor, temporary trafificreases from construction crews. The work
would be confined to the existing Eola Yamdd would not impacny roadways or at-
grade roadway crossings. In addition, because Eola Yard is a highly active yard that is
currently operating, any track clogs would need to be kegt short as possible to allow
continued train operations.

The equipment necessary to perform consvo@ctivities would ao have a temporary
impact on air quality and noise in the immagdivicinity of the yard, but these impacts
would cease immediately with completion of construction.

At this time, it is not feasible to evaluate all of the construction impacts as they are
dependent on final design and the BMP$kayed by the construction contractor. The
implementation of BMPs would minimize, tihe extent practicable, impacts related to
staging areas and to the $piing and storing of equipmémand materials. Construction
timing, methods, equipment, and disposalksiteuld be determined during final design
with input from the construan contractor. As discussedSection 2.12, Water Quality,
an NPDES construction permit and stormavadollution prevention plan would be
required. Other permits would be identifi@dd applied for prior to construction. All
necessary permits and approvals for the Eola Main Line Improvements would be
acquired, and implementation of their reganents would help minimize construction
impacts.

Wyanet Connection

The Wyanet Connection sectiontbe Project area is the |l&g} construction area outside
of the existing railroad ROW along the lengftithe Preferred Altemtive. As discussed

in Section 3.19, Construction Impactstioé September 2009 Service Level EA, ground
disturbance would result in the removablefjetation from some areas, and BMPs would
be implemented to minimize both wind and water erosion of exposed soil. Areas would
be revegetated as soon as practicable totaia long-term stability. In addition to
vegetation clearing, construati of the Wyanet Connection would have both temporary
and long-term impacts on Pond Creek and temporary impacts on floodplains. The long-
term impacts on Pond Creek are discussed in Section 2.10, Waterways (Stream
Relocation). The adjacent prairie areas would be protected from indirect effects through
the implementation of BMPs.

Construction of the Wyanet Connection wibulot affect local transportation patterns
because it would not impact any roadwaysategrade roadway crossings other than by
causing temporary traffic increases froamstruction crews. In addition, because the
railroads are currently openagj, any track closures would netedbe kept as short as
possible to allow contimed train operations.

The equipment necessary to perform cartdion activities woud have a temporary
impact on air quality and noise in the imaiege vicinity of castruction, but these
impacts would cease immediatelythvcompletion of construction.

At this time, it is not feasible to evaluate all of the construction impacts as they are
dependent on final design and the BMP$kayed by the construction contractor. The
implementation of BMPs would minimize, tihe extent practicable, impacts related to
staging areas and to the $¢piting and storing of equipmeéland materials. Construction
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timing, methods, equipment, and disposalssiteuld be determined during final design
with input from the construain contractor. As discuss@dSection 2.12, Water Quality,
an NPDES construction permit and a stoatev pollution prevention plan would be
required. Other permits would be identifiadd applied for prior to construction. All
necessary permits and approvals for\yanet Connection would be acquired, and
implementation of their requirement®uld minimize construction impacts.

2.15.3 Preferred Aternative - FivRound-trip Trains per Day

Eola Main Line Improvements

Implementation of the ultimate service leeavisioned by the MWRRI (five round-trip
TPD) would affect only the operatiorahvironment and would not require any
additional construction in the Eola Main Lilmaprovements section of the Project area.
Therefore, construction impaaisuld be identical to thogarojected for two round-trip
TPD.

Wyanet Connection

Implementation of the ultimate service leeavisioned by the MWRRI (five round-trip
TPD) would affect only the operationahvironment and would not require any
additional construction in the Wyanet Connetts&ction of the Project area. Therefore,
construction impacts would be identicalthmse projected for two round-trip TPD.

2.16 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS

This summary of impacts includes the suanynpresented in Ston 3.22, Summary of
Impacts, of the September 2009 Service L&% It also incorporates information
presented in Sections 2.3, Transpiotg through 2.15, Construction Impacts.

Route A (the Preferred Alternative) is theveonmentally preferable alternative; when
compared to the Route B Alternative it reqaifewer miles of track improvements, is a
shorter and faster routepuld provide better ridengp, and would provide more
environmental benefits.

The Route A Alternative is 219 miles longdawould require appramately 102 miles of
track upgrade, whereas the Route B Alédire is 238 miles long and would require

196 miles of track upgradBRoute A would attract a projected ridership of

187,000 compared to 147,000 on Route B. The Route A Alternative is projected to divert
117,000 vehicle trips, 16,000 bus passenges,tapd 42,000 plane passengers per year,
reducing fuel usage and non-passengetnanlsportation system congestion in the
Project area. The Route B Alternative is projected to dB2&A00 vehicle trips,

12,000 bus passenger trips, and 33,000 planepgsss per year, reducing fuel usage
and nonpassenger rail transportation systengestion to a lesser extent than the

Route A Alternative. Under the No-Build Afteative, traffic congstion would continue

to worsen.

Both the Route A and Route B alternativesuld provide economic benefits through job
creation, the potential forijat development, and increased economic activity. There
would be no disproportionate impacts omarities and low-income populations. The
passenger rail service would provide inceghsobility and employment opportunities
throughout the Project area. These improvements would not be realized, and
socioeconomic conditions would not change under the No-Build Alternative.

Chicago to lowa City Intercity Passenger Rail $envi August 2010
Senvice Level Environmental Assessment 49

Page 902 of 2624



Supplemental Information

In general, under both build alternatiyegisting adjacent land uses would likely
continue and future land upatterns would not change. @ proposed Amtrak station in
Moline is expected to enhance transportatoented development adjacent to the rail
line at an existing bus station. Construction of the Wyanet Connection for the Route A
Alternative would require thacquisition of approximately acres of land, including
approximately 2 acres of farmland. Lane wgould not change under the No-Build
Alternative.

Both build alternatives would improve dighealth and safety by upgrading grade
crossing signal equipment and providing & safficient modal choice for travel from
Chicago to lowa City, through the Quadi€s. Under both buil@lternatives, noise
impacts would increase; the areas affetietiveen Chicago and Wyanet would differ,
but the total number of ingets would be approximately the same. The safety benefits
provided by the build alternatives would notrealized under the NBuild Alternative.
Noise conditions would not changader the No-Build Alternative.

The Route A Alternative would reduce annealissions of HC and CO to a greater
extent (7 tons and 199 tons, respectivelyhpared to the Route Blternative (5 tons
and 155 tons, respectively). Under both bail@érnatives, annual emissions of IO
PM-10, and PM-2.5 would increase. Undex Mio-Build Alternative, emissions of
pollutants generated by vehicles and plaaresexpected to increase with anticipated
worsening congestion.

Fewer hazardous material sites exist riearRoute A Alternative (approximately

239 sites compared to 364 siteear the Route B Alternaéiy. The No-Build Alternative
would not be affected by hazardous matesit@s. The safety of hazardous material
transportation by freight trains would improweder both build alternatives because of
track and crossing upgrades but wordthain unchanged under the No-Build
Alternative.

No impacts on cultural resources, parkd Nl sites are expeetd under either build
alternative. Construction of the Wyart@nnection under the RaA Alternative would
impact approximately 0.20 acre of native peaind 2.2 acres of a planted prairie. The
tier 2 project level NEPA process woulctinde additional analysis for avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation for the impacts on prairie. Additional specific analysis
would also take place during the tier 2ject level NEPA evaluation for each of the
specific projects listed iBection 4.0, Next Steps.

The Route A Alternative would cross appimately 120 waterways, compared to

128 crossed by the Route B AlternativesBa on a review of the NWI, there are

144 wetlands within 100 feeff the Route A Alternative and 263 wetlands within

100 feet of the Route B Alternative. TBela Main Line Improvements, which are
required only for the Route A Alternatiwepuld impact approximately 4,920 feet of
linear stormwater conveyances associatid the headwaters of Indian Creek. The
Wyanet Connection, which is required only fbe Route A Alternate, would include
work outside of the existing ROW, inclundj the relocation of 2,050 feet of Pond Creek.
The tier 2 project level NEPA evaluations fbhe Eola Main Line Improvements and the
Wyanet Connection would include a full rangfealternatives, impact assessment, and
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mitigation development, as well as permit applications, to minimize the impact on these
waterways to the extent practical.

Both build alternatives wodlcross several floodplains, timpacts would be temporary
and would cease when construction is comaoleDuring the tier 2 project level NEPA
analysis, coordination with the appropriatofliplain administratowvould occur to avoid
any long-term impacts on the base floodplain.

The same threatened and endangered speaiesdbkan identified within the counties that
would be crossed by both build alternatiidewever, the Route B Alternative is also
adjacent to critical habitat of the threatemediana bat. The No-Build Alternative would
not impact waterways, wetlands, floodplaiosthreatened anchdangered species.

Under the Route A Alternative, greenhogses (GHG) emissions would decrease by
2,001 tons per year and fuel usage waleécline by 266,000 gallons per year as
compared to the No-Build Alternativender the Route B alternative, GHG emissions
would decrease by 1,000 tons per yerad annual fuel usage would decline by
159,000 gallons per year as comparethe No-Build Alternative.

Construction impacts would be similar for bahe Route A and Route B alternatives and
would be mitigated by the use of BMBpecific construction impacts would be
evaluated during thiger 2 project level NEPA analysis.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND COORDINATION

Subsequent to publication tife September 2009 Service Level EA, a public meeting
was held, public comments were receivbe, lllinois DOT and lowa DOT responded to
comments, and additional correspende with agencies occurred.

3.1 PuBLIC MEETING

On September 29, 2009, lllinois DOT and lo@T held a public information meeting
at the Moline i wireless Centé&nom 4 p.m. to 7 p.m. tobtain public comments on the
September 2009 Service Level EA. Of thepg®ple attending the public information
meeting, all but one was in support of theject. All those who xpressed a preference
for one alternative preferred the Route A Ali@ive. The one individual who was not in
full support of the Project was not convinddt ridership would meet projections and
felt the cost was not wdrtthe projected benefits.

In general, those in favor of the Projectrevexcited by the prosgt of passenger rail
service coming to the Quad Cities and the pakfor future expansion of service with
the MWRRI. Copies of the EA and prelimigagngineering drawings were available for
the public to peruse, and many attendeestdpra reviewing thelocuments. During the
meeting, 15 attendees provided written comm#rasexpressed support for the Project,
selection of the Route A Alternative, angbicaprogression to opetran of the two round
trip TPD.

3.2 PuBLIC COMMENTS

Comments were received from the publidagencies via the Project website, public
meeting comment forms, a phone information line, email, and mail. Table 3.2-1
summarizes the source of comments by mgia. The majority of the comments were
received from the website or by email.

Table 3.2-1
Comments by Media Type

Media Total Agency Public
Email 23 1 22
Information line 2 0 2
Letter 15 9 6
Meeting comment form 15 0 15
Website 41 0 41
Total 96 10 86

Table 3.2-2 summarizes the commts by topic. Of the 96 oaments received, 40 stated
support for the Project, and four expresspgosition to the Route B Alternative. Of
those comments supporting the proposedice and stating a preference for an
alternative, most supported RouteFve comments were received regarding
transportation issues, three regarding ndise regarding air quiy, one regarding
cultural resources, and twogerding natural resources.
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Table 3.2-2
Comments by Topic

Topic Total Agency Public
Alternatives 1 0 1
General comment 3 1 2
General support 40 0 40
Opposition to Alternative B 4 0 4
Support Alternative A 23 0 23
Support Alternative B 12 0 12
Transportation 5 3 2
Noise 3 2 1
Air quality 2 1 1
Cultural resources 1 1 0
Natural resources 2 2 0
Total 96 10 86

3.3 COMMENT RESPONSES

All comments received from the publinchagencies were reviewed and addressed.
Attachment 9, Agency Comment Letters, contaiogies of the comment letters received
from USAG-RIA (sent to both lllinois DO&nd lowa DOT), FTA, USFWS (the Chicago
Ecological Services Field Office and the Rdsland Field Office), the Peoria Tribe of
Indians of Oklahoma, EPA, lllinois Histioal Preservation Agency, USACE-Chicago
District, as well as an eni@omment from lllinois EPA. Attachment 10 contains a

complete list of all comments received on the EA, the issues raised in the comments, and
the responses to the comments. In mostgsabe commenter expressed a preference or

an opinion concerning an alternative or the Project; these comments have been noted.

In a few cases, the comment on the EA idienl a concern or issue that requires
additional analysis, clariation, or correction. This document responds to these
comments and contains the new informatiarification, or correction required to
address the issues identified in teenment and/or to correct the EA.

3.4 AGENCY COORDINATION

Subsequent to publication tife September 2009 Service Level EA, additional agency
correspondence was received. This correspa®isrsummarized in Table 3.4-1. These
letters can be found in Attachment 9.
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Table 3.4-1
Agency Coordination
Date Coordination Key Comments
IDNR April 1,2010 Wyanet Connection: The natural resources review provided by

[Ecological Compliance Assessment Tool] ECOCAT identified
protected resources that may be i@ Wicinity of the proposed action
The Department has evaluated this information and concluded tht
adverse effects are unlikely. Theyed, consultation under 17 III.
Adm. Code Part 1075 is terminated.

lowa State May 3, 2010 Wyanet Connection: The Phase | survey assessment of the
Historical archaeological resources appeabéoadequate. The consultation fo
Society this section of the project areaaigproved for purposes of the Tier 1|
Environmental Assessment.
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4.0 NEXT STEPS

As stated in Chapter 1 and throughout$eptember 2009 Service Level EA, the purpose
of the EA is to provide FRA with documiation to support a decision that the proposed
Chicago to lowa City Intercity Passendgtail Service could be implemented without
significant impacts on the environment. TReNEPA documentation, studies, and design
would be needed to assess location-specifpants and identify measures to avoid, or
further minimize and mitigate adverse envir@mtal effects. A new tier 1 service level
analysis would be needed before five rodmpol-TPD would be atniorized. This chapter
describes how FRA, lowa DOT, and lllinois DOT plan to complete the additional
documentation and design neede@dvance the Project.

4.1 PROJECT SECTIONS

As funding becomes available, the dgsand the tier 2 project level NEPA
documentation would be advanced for sectiorth@®fProject. Separater 2 project level
NEPA documentation would be prepareddach of the sectiondentified with two
round-trip TPD. The tier 2 project level NERIcument would assess the environmental
effects of all reasonable alteives and would document meassito avoid or to further
minimize and mitigate impacts.

At this time, the tier 2 project level secticenr® expected to be as listed below, but they
may be combined or mod#ul based on available funding.

Tier 2 Project sectiongquired regardless of the alternative selected:

e lllinois Track Improvements — This tier 2 project level NEPA document would
include the track, tie, culvert, and dige improvement or replacement to bring
existing track to the standards neededofassenger trains operating at maximum
speeds up to 90 mph from Halstead &tie Chicago to Wyanet along the
alignment in lllinois.

e |lowa Track Improvements — This tier 2 project level NEPA document would
include the track, tie, culvert, and dige improvement or replacement to bring
existing track to the standards neeftad79 mph passenger trains along the
alignment in lowa.

e Geneseo, lllinois, Station- There is currently npassenger train station in
Geneseo. This tier 2 project level NEBAcument would include the evaluation
of station location altmatives and design.

e lowa City, lowa, Station— This tier 2 project level NEPA document would
include the evaluation of the repurchasel remodel of thexisting station in
lowa City. Should acquisition not be possibhn evaluation of station locations
and design would be conducted in-lieutd analysis of modeling the existing
station.

e Moline, lllinois, Station — There is currently no pasgger train station in Moline.

This tier 2 project level NEPA documenbuld include the evaluation of station

location alternatigs and design.

lowa City, lowa, Layover Facility — There is currently no layover facility in

lowa City. This tier 2 project level NEA document would itlude the evaluation
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of layover facility Iccation alternatives and desigkiternatives considered may
include areas outside ekisting railroad ROW.

e Colona, lllinois, Improvements —This tier 2 project level NEPA document
would evaluate alternatives and dedigmmprove the BNSF crossing in Colona.

e Rock Island, Illinois, Yard Bypass —This tier 2 project level NEPA document
would evaluate alternatives and design for a yard bypass track to allow passenger
trains to avoid traveling through the Rock Island Yard.

e Silvis, lllinois, Bypass -f the Rock Island Yard bypass is not implemented, a
tier 2 project level NEPAlocument would evaluate alternatives and design for
improvements to the existing track alignments in Silvis.

Additional tier 2 Project sections needethe Preferred Altenative is selected:

e Wyanet Connection— This tier 2 project leVeNEPA document would present
alternatives and design for the connectbetween the BNSF and IAIS railroads
near Wyanet. See the Wyanet Conrwttliscussion in Section 2.3.1, Preferred
Alternative (Route A — Amak-BNSF-IAIS) in the Setember 2009 Service Level
EA for more information on this connection.

e Eola, lllinois, Main Line Improvements — This tier 2 project level NEPA
document would include the evaluationadternatives and design to provide
adequate main-track capacity taable on-time operation of the proposed
Chicago to lowa City passenger radlrvice without dirupting the on-time
schedule performance of other Amtiatercity passenger trains and Metra
commuter trains, and without affectingetbperation of BNSF &ight trains. The
Eola Main Line Improvements would providdrastructure at a bottleneck where
main-track capacity is at present fulgnsumed by existing Amtrak long-distance
and intercity passenger trains, Metra commuter passenger trains, and BNSF
freight trains. See Section 2.0, WyaReinnection and Eola Main Line
Improvements Supplemental Information, for additional information on Eola
Yard.

Additional tier 2 Project sections needéthe Route B Alternative is selected:

e Morris, lllinois, Station — There is currently no pasgger train station in Morris.
This tier 2 project level NEPA documenibuld include the evaluation of station
location alternatigs and design.

e Peru or La Salle, lllinois, Station— There are currelgtno passenger train
stations in Peru or La Salle. Thisnt2 project level NEPA document would
include the evaluation of statidocation alternatives and design.

Increasing train traffic to ¥ie round-trip TPD from Chicago to lowa City, and maximum
speeds up to 90 mph from Halstead Stie€thicago to Wyanet, would require the
construction of additional sidings betweghicago and lowa City and upgrades of
signals and at-grade crossings betweert&jo and Wyanet. Additional parking may be
required at Amtrak stations along the pragbsoute. Project sections requiring
additional sidings and crossing upgrades havegeiobeen identified for the ultimate five
round-trip TPD operational level. The uncertaga that exist for this operational level
make identification of sections difficult amgpractical at this time. The construction
impacts would be similar to those descdlfer two round-trip TPD but would require
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more new construction and atidhal ROW. Prior to implementation of the five round-
tip TPD scenario, a supplemental tieservice level NEPA document would be
developed to assess potential impactsrirenmental resourcedong the route from
Chicago to lowa City. This would be folleed by tier 2 project level NEPA documents
for implementation.

4.2 ADDITIONAL STUDIES

During the tier 2 project level NEPA pras multiple documents would be developed.
These documents are anticipated to be aurexdf environmental assessments for areas
such as the Wyanet Connection, and caiegbexclusions for areas with minimal

effects. The specific type of NEPA documéas not yet been determined for each of the
Project sections.

In addition to NEPA documentation for theoferct sections, design would be advanced
and numerous studies would be completepaasof the tier 2 project level NEPA
process to determine the specific nature and quantity of impacts. The design process
would consider avoidance, minimization, and mitigation of impacts on sensitive
environmental resources. Based on thedetgection, the folloing studies may be
required:

Wetland delineations

Cultural resources survegsd Section 106 consultation
Threatened and endangered species surveys
Engineering surveys

Noise analysis

Section 4(f) resource evaluation

Phase | Environmental Site Assessments

Air emissions analysis in non-attainment areas
Hydraulic modeling for surface waters and floodplains
Stream relocation studies

In addition to the various studies, mitigation for impacts would also be developed.
Several resources, such as surface watettands, and floodplains, require approvals
through permitting prior to construction disturbance; permits would be applied for
subsequent to completion of NEPA documéaataat a later daténticipated types of
mitigation could include, but are not limitéo, wetland mitigation, stream mitigation,
construction timing restrictions for threaéshand endangered species, implementation of
a stormwater pollution prevention plan, irapientation of BMPs, and documentation of
historic railroad structures.
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Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment
Chicago to lowa City Intercity Passenger Rail Service
Eola Mainline Improvements
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HDR Engineering, Inc.
8550 W. Bryn Mawr Ave.
Ste. 900

Chicago, IL 60631
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July 13, 2010

George Weber,

Chief, Bureau of Railroads

lllinois Department of Transportation
100 W. Randolph

Suite 6-600

Chicago, IL 60601

Re: Eola Mainline Improvements
Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment Report Submittal

Dear Mr. Weber:

We are pleased to provide you with the above-referenced Preliminary Environmental Site
Assessment (PESA) report. The attached report presents our methodology, findings,
opinions, conclusions, and recommendations regarding environmental conditions at the
Project site.

HDR appreciates the opportunity to serve the lllinois DOT and lowa DOT on this important
Project. If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to contact John Morton at
(402) 399-4903.

Cordially,

HDR Engineering, Inc.

- 3

John H. Morton, P.E.

Senior Vice President

CC: Walt Zyznieuski, BDE
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Eola Yard Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment
Aurora, IL June 2010

1.0 Executive Summary

HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR) has conducted a Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment
(PESA) for the Eola Mainline Improvements Project area in the City of Aurora, in DuPage
and Kane Counties, lllinois. In this report, the “Project area” is defined as the Burlington
Northern Santa Fe Railway (BNSF) Eola Yard between Farnsworth Avenue (the western
terminus) and Eola Road (the eastern terminus).

Land use adjacent to Eola Yard consists primarily of residential land use, with some
agricultural and industrial uses. According to HDR’s review of historical sources, including
historical aerial photographs, historical topographic maps, and personal interviews, the
Project area has been a rail yard since the 1870s. The properties adjacent to the west end of
the rail yard have been industrial properties since at least 1978. Properties adjacent to the
middle and east end of Eola Yard were primarily farmland with some industrial and
residential development until the mid-1990s, when most of the farmland was developed for
industrial and residential uses.

This report identifies recognized environmental conditions (RECs) in the Project corridor that
may adversely affect railroad construction or Project right-of-way acquisition (if required).
This PESA was conducted in general conformance with the scope and limitations of

A Manual for Preliminary Environmental Site Assessments for lllinois Department of
Transportation Highway Projects and American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM)
Practice E 1527-05. Any exceptions to or deletions from these ASTM practices are described
later in this report. This report includes a summary of the site reconnaissance conducted on
June 23, 2010, a review of environmental databases, a review of historical data sources, and
on-site and telephone interviews.

This report has revealed evidence of RECs in connection with the Project area. Because of
this, HDR recommends that the lllinois and lowa Departments of Transportation (DOT) notify
the selected construction contractor that subsurface hazardous material impacts are present
within the Eola Mainline Improvements construction zone. The construction contractor should
be prepared for the possibility of encountering affected soils, and should be prepared to
detect, excavate, document, and dispose of affected materials in compliance with applicable
environmental laws and regulations should they be encountered.
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2.0 Introduction

2.1  Purpose of the PESA and Involved Parties

This PESA documents the evaluation of the Project area for indications of “recognized
environmental conditions” (REC) An REC is defined by American Society for Testing and
Materials (ASTM) Practice E 1527-05 as: “The presence or likely presence of any hazardous
substances or petroleum products on a project site under conditions that indicate an existing
release, a past release, or a material threat of a release of any hazardous substances or
petroleum products into structures on the project site or into the ground, groundwater, or
surface water of the project site. The term includes hazardous substances or petroleum
products even under conditions of storage and use in compliance with local and state laws
and regulations. The term is not intended to include de minimus conditions that generally do
not present a material risk of harm to public health or the environment and that generally
would not be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to the attention of regulatory
governmental agencies. Conditions determined to be de minimus are not recognized
environmental conditions.”

HDR received authorization from the lowa Department of Transportation (lowa DOT) to
conduct a PESA of the Eola Mainline Improvements Project area, defined as Eola Yard from
Farnsworth Avenue eastward to Eola Road in the City of Aurora in DuPage and Kane
Counties, lllinois. In this report, the “Project area” is defined as the Burlington Northern Santa
Fe Railway (BNSF) Eola Yard between Farnsworth Avenue (the western terminus) and Eola
Road (the eastern terminus). This PESA has been prepared for the lllinois Department of
Transportation (lllinois DOT) and lowa DOT, and only lllinois DOT and lowa DOT have the
right to rely on its contents.

2.2 Scope of Services, Significan t Assumptions, and Limitations
The services provided for this Project consist of the following:

e Provide a description of the Project area including current land uses.

o Provide a general description of the topography, soils, geology, and groundwater flow
direction.

e Review reasonably ascertainable regulatory information published by federal, state,
local, tribal, health, and/or environmental agencies pertaining to the Project area.

o Review historical data sources for the Project area, including aerial photographs,
topographic maps, fire insurance maps, city directories, and other readily available
development data.

e Conduct an area reconnaissance and an environmental review—including a visual
inspection of adjoining properties—with a focus on indications of hazardous
substances, petroleum products, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), wells, storage
tanks, solid waste disposal pits and sumps, and utilities.

¢ Interview current owners and occupants of businesses that are located near the
Project area and are likely to use hazardous materials in their operations and
interview other persons with knowledge of the development history of the Project
area.

e Prepare a written report of the methods, findings, and conclusions.

The goal of this scope of services is to assist the user in identifying conditions in the Project
area that may indicate risks regarding hazardous materials storage, disposal, or other
impacts. The resulting report may qualify the user for relief from liabilities as one of three
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“defenses” identified in the 2002 Brownfields Amendments to the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 9607 (All
Appropriate Inquiry subsections). These three defenses include:

1. The “innocent landowner” defense to potential liabilities under 42 United States Code
[USC] § 9601

2. The “contiguous project corridor owner” defense pursuant to 42 USC § 9607q
3. The “bona fide prospective purchaser” defense pursuant to 42 USC §9607r

Federal regulations at 40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 312, promulgated by the
United States (U.S.) Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), require that a liability release
be based (in part) on completion of All Appropriate Inquiries (AAl) prior to purchase of a
property. Those inquiries are documented by Phase | reports, or Environmental Site
Assessments (ESAs). EPA has agreed that the recently developed ASTM guidance
(ASTM Practice E 1527-05) specifies and interprets AAl requirements.

A user is defined by ASTM Practice E 1527-05 as the party seeking to use Practice E 1527
to complete an environmental site assessment of a project area and may include a potential
purchaser of land in the project area, a potential tenant of the project area, an owner of land
in the project area, a lender, or a project area manager. Investigative areas not included in
the standard ASTM scope of services for environmental site assessments include: asbestos,
lead-based paint, lead in drinking water, radon or urea formaldehyde, wetland issues,
regulatory compliance, cultural and historic resources, industrial hygiene, health and safety,
ecological resources, endangered species, indoor air quality, and high-voltage power lines.
The scope of services for environmental site assessments also does not include the
completion of soil borings, installation of groundwater monitoring wells, or collection of soil or
groundwater samples. Likely sources of vapor intrusion, from potential on-site or off-site
sources, are identified. State and national policies and standards relevant to vapor intrusion
are in flux and subject to change.

HDR has made certain assumptions in preparing the scope of this assessment:

o Data gathered from public information sources (i.e., libraries or public regulatory
agencies) are accurate and reliable.

o Site operations reflect site conditions relative to potential releases, and no intentional
concealment of environmental conditions or releases has occurred.

e Interview information is directly reported as gathered by the assessor and is limited by
the accuracy of the interviewee’s recollection and experience.

e Published geologic information and site observations made by the environmental
professional are used to estimate likely contaminant migration pathways in the
subsurface. These estimates by the environmental professional are limited in
accuracy and are generally cross-referenced with existing information about similar
sites and environmental releases in the area.

o Regulatory information is limited to sites discovered after the late 1980s because
reliable records were not kept by regulatory agencies prior to that time frame.

Where a REC has resulted from historical uses or conditions, but apparently no longer
persists at the site, the term “historical REC” is used.

The findings and conclusions presented in this report are based on the procedures described
in ASTM Practice E 1527-05, informal discussions with various agencies, a review of the
available literature cited in this report, conditions noted at the time of this PESA, and HDR’s
interpretation of the information obtained as part of this PESA. The findings and conclusions
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are limited to the specific Project and properties described in this report, and by the accuracy
and completeness of the information provided by others.

An environmental site assessment cannot entirely eliminate uncertainty regarding the
potential for RECs. Conducting this assessment is intended to reduce, but not eliminate,
uncertainty regarding the potential for RECs in connection with a project area within
reasonable limits of time and cost. In conducting its services, HDR used a degree of care
and skill ordinarily exercised under similar circumstances by reputable members of its
profession practicing in the same locality. No other warranty is made or intended. This PESA
generally conforms to the level of documentation required in ASTM Practice E 1527-05.
Deviations from the ASTM standard included deletion of certain records sources deemed to
be inapplicable, or of limited value, to the specific needs of this client.

3.0 Site Description

3.1 Location and Legal Description

Eola Yard is located at 865 McClure Avenue, in the City of Aurora, DuPage and Kane
counties, lllinois. The site is approximately 150 acres.

3.2  Site and Vicinity Characteristics

The 1998 Naperville and Aurora North, lllinois, U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) quadrangle
maps indicate that the site is approximately 710 feet above mean sea level. The topography
near the site slopes downward from the north and northeast toward the south and southwest.
The topography and geographic location suggest that shallow groundwater flows south and
southwest.

According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service’s soil survey soil
maps for the State Soil Geographic (STATSGO) Database, the soil near the site is mainly
composed of Morley silt loam. The Morley silt loam complex consists of moderately fine or
fine textures, layers impeding downward movement of water, and poorly drained soils of
hydrologic group Class C, which have a layer of low hydraulic conductivity. Depth to the
water table is 3 to 6 feet below ground surface (bgs), and the depth to bedrock, on average,
is greater than 5 feet bgs.

The soil lies on top of rock that formed during the Silurian period of the Paleozoic era,
approximately 543 to 248 million years ago.

3.3  Description of Structures, Road s, and Other Site Improvements

The site is improved with three buildings, a front lawn, a concrete walkway, a paved driveway
and parking area, a side lawn area, and the rail yard. The rail yard has two main line tracks
and two yard lead tracks at the west end of the yard as well as three main line tracks and
four yard leads at the east end of the yard. Indian Creek runs through the site through
culverts or open ditches, flowing out of the site to the southwest..

3.4  Area Geology and Hydrogeology

Groundwater flow in the Project area is expected to be to the south or southwest. Depth to
the groundwater in the Project area is 3 feet to 6 feet. Approximately 34 wells are located
within approximately 0.25 miles of the Project area, and a federal USGS well and public
water supply system are located within approximately 0.25 miles of the Project area.
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4.0 User-Provided Information

The user of the report provided a proposed improvements map and aerial imagery of the
Project area. In addition, in response to a request for information on the site, the user of the
report stated that it:

e Is aware of environmental cleanups currently taking place in the Project area. The
sites have been enrolled in the lllinois EPA Site Remediation Program.

o Is unaware of any environmental cleanup liens against the property.

e Has knowledge of diesel fuel and used oil that is present on the property.

e Has no knowledge of any spills or chemical releases on the property other than those
that have been reported to the regulatory agencies and are under remediation
through lllinois EPA.

e Has knowledge of the presence of contamination on the property.

5.0 Records Review

51 Environmental Records Review

Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR), was contracted by HDR to complete a database
search of federal, state, and tribal environmental records for the Project site. The federal and
state databases searched consisted of the following:

Federal ASTM Standard

NPL — National Priority List

Proposed NPL — Proposed National Priority List

Delisted NPL — National Priority List Deletions

CERCLIS — Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Information System

CERCLIS-NFRAP — CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned

e CORRACTS - Corrective Action Report

RCRA TSD — Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Treatment, Storage, and
Disposal Facilities

RCRA Small Quantity Generators (SQG)

RCRA Large Quantity Generators (LQG)

Institutional Control/Engineering Controls Registries

ERNS — Emergency Response Notification System

Federal ASTM Supplemental

NPL Recovery — Federal Superfund Liens

DOD — Department of Defense Sites

FUDS — Formerly Used Defense Sites

U.S. Brownfields — Listing of Brownfields Sites
CONSENT - Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
ROD - Records of Decision

UMTRA — Uranium Mill Tailing Sites

ODI — Open Dump Inventory

SSTS — Section 7 Tracking Systems

ICIS — Integrated Compliance Information System
MINES — Mines Master Index File

HMIRS — Hazardous Materials Incident Report System
TRIS — Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
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e TSCA - Toxic Substances Control Act
e FTTS - FIFRA, TSCA, and EPCRA Tracking Systems
o« PADS - PCB Activity Database System
e MLTS — Material Licensing Tracking System
e FINDS - Facility Index System
e RAATS — RCRA Administration Action Tracking System

State ASTM Standard

CAT - lllinois Category List

SHWS — State Hazardous Waste Sites

SWF/LF - Directory of Solid Waste/Landfill Facilities

IL NIPC — Active and Inactive Solid Waste Disposal Sites in Northeastern lllinois
State LUST - lllinois Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
State UST - lllinois Underground Storage Tanks

VCP — Voluntary Cleanup Program

IL Spills — Reported Chemical Spills and Incidents
DRYCLEANERS - Drycleaner Facility Listing
BROWNFIELDS — Brownfields Tracking System

IL AIRS — lllinois Air Quality Database

Brownfields

Tier 2

Tribal ASTM Standard

e INDIAN RESERYV - Indian Reservations
e INDIAN LUST - Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
e INDIAN UST - Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

A computerized environmental information database search was performed for the Project
site by EDR on June 23, 2010. The databases searched included federal, state, local, tribal,
and EDR proprietary databases as defined by ASTM E 1527-05. The results of the database
search are summarized in the following table and paragraphs. A complete copy of the EDR
environmental database report is included in Appendix C.
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Table 1 — Summary of Environmental Database Search
Sites of
- Facilities Concern
Database Description Listed to the
Project
Federal
The National Priorities List (NPL) is EPA’s database of uncontrolled
NPL or abandoned hazardous waste facilities that have been listed for 0 0
priority remedial actions under the Superfund program.
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency
Delisted NPL Plan (NCP) established the criteria that EPA uses to delete sites 0 0
from the NPL.
The CERCLIS database is a compilation of facilities that EPA has
investigated or is currently investigating for a release or threatened
CERCLIS/ release of hazardous substances pursuant to the Comprehensive
NFRAP Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 2 2
(CERCLA) of 1980. No Further Remedial Action Planned (NFRAP)
refers to facilities that have been removed and archived from its
inventory of CERCLA sites.
EPA maintains a database of Resource Conservation and
RCRA Recovery Act (RCRA) facilities associated with treatment, storage,
CORRACTS/ and disposal (TSD) of hazardous materials that are undergoing 1 1
TSD “corrective action.” A “corrective action” order is issued when there
has been a release of hazardous waste or constituents into the
environment from a RCRA facility.
The RCRA Non-CORRACTS/TSD Database is a compilation by
RCRA Non- EPA of facilities that report storage, transportation, treatment, or
CORRACTS/ disposal of hazardous waste. Unlike the RCRA CORRACTS/TSD 0 0
TSD database, the RCRA Non-CORRACTS/TSD database does not
include RCRA facilities where corrective action is required.
The RCRA INFO database, maintained by EPA, lists facilities that
generate hazardous waste as part of their normal business
practices. Generators are listed as large, small, or conditionally
RCRA INFO exempt. Large quantity generators (LQG) produce at least 1,000
kg/month of nonacutely hazardous waste or 1 kg/month of acutely 14 3
hazardous waste. Small quantity generators (SQG) produce 100 to
1,000 kg/month of nonacutely hazardous waste. Conditionally
exempt small quantity generators (CESQG) are those that
generate less than 100 kg/month of nonacutely hazardous waste.
The RCRA info database includes information on sites which
RCRA-nongen generate, transport, store, treat, and/or dispose of hazardous waste 9 6
9 as defined by RCRA. Non-generators do not presently generate
hazardous waste.
Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) records and
ERNS stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous 4 4
substances.
HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System (HMIRS) 4 4
contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to USDOT.
chlcSJnI;"(\)f A listing of sites with engineering controls in place. 0 0
lCJ)cSJnIt';l oSI;r A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. 0 0
DOD U.S. Department of Defense Sites. 0 0
FUDS Formerly Used Defense Sites. 0 0

Page 940 of 2624



Eola Yard

Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment

Aurora, IL June 2010
Sites of
- Facilities Concern
Database Description Listed to the
Project
A brownfield site is an industrial or commercial project corridor that
U.S. is abandoned, inactive, or underutilized, on which expansion or 0 0
Brownfields redevelopment is complicated because of the actual or perceived
environmental contamination.
CONSENT Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees. 0 0
ROD Record of Decision. 0 0
UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Sites. 0 0
oDl Open Dump Inventory. 0 0
SSTS Section 7 Tracking Systems. 0 0
ICIS Integrated Compliance Information System. 0 0
MINES Mines Master Index File. 0 0
PCB Activity Database System (PADS) identifies generators,
PADS transporters, commercial storers, and/or brokers and disposers of 0 0
PCBs who are required to notify EPA of such activities.
RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System (RAATS) contains
records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
RAATS S o - = . o 0 0
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil
actions brought by EPA.
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
MLTS and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites that possess or use 0 0
radioactive materials and are subject to NRC licensing
requirements.
Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System (TRIS) identifies
TRIS facilities that release toxic chemicals to the air, water, and land in 1 1
reportable quantities under SARA Title Ill, Section 313.
Facility Index System/Facility Registry System (FINDS) contains
FINDS both facility information and ‘pointers’ to other sources that contain 31 12
further detail.
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) identifies manufacturers and
TSCA importers of chemical substances included on the TSCA Chemical 0 0
Substance Inventory list.
FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System, Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA)/Toxic Substances Control Act (SCA).
FTTS FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement 1 1
actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA, TSCA, and
EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act).
State and Local
CAT State and tribal equivalent of the National Priorities List (NPL). 1 0
SHWS lllinois EPA Superfund Programs List (SPL) is the state version of
State the federal CERCLIS list. Sites on the SPL list come from three
Hazardous sources: the Water Quality Assurance Revolving Fund (WQARF) 1 1
Waste List list and potential sites WQAREF list, the federal Superfund list (NPL),
and Department of Defense sites that require Superfund oversight.
SWF/LF
State Landfill/ The lllinois EPA maintains a list of Solid Waste Facilities/Landfill 1 0
Historical Sites (SWF/LF).
Landfill
The Northeastern lllinois Planning Commission maintains an
IL NIPC inventory of active and inactive solid waste disposal sites, based on 1 0

state, local government and historical archive data.
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Sites of
- Facilities Concern
Database Description Listed to the
Project
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) Site List — lllinois
EPA provides a computer-generated database of the LUSTs within
State LUST the specified area based on LUST incident reports and cleanup 31 7
actions underway.
State UST '!'heT llinois State Fire Marshal maintains a STC Facility List. This 20 5
list includes Underground Storage Tanks.
vep S'.te. lllinois EPA’s Site Remediation Program Database includes all
Remediation . - 2 0
P sites currently enrolled in the state Voluntary Cleanup Program.
rogram
IL Spills Lists chemical spills and incidents reported to the Office of ° 5
Emergency Response.
A listing of drycleaning facilities in lllinois that applied for a license
ggYCLEANE through the lllinois Drycleaner Environmental Response Trust 3 0
Fund.
IL AIRS A listing of air permits and emissions information. 7 1
A brownfield site is an industrial or commercial project corridor that
is abandoned, inactive, or underutilized, on which expansion or
Brownfields . ; . 0 0
redevelopment is complicated because of the actual or perceived
environmental contamination.
. A listing of facilities which store or manufacture hazardous
Tier 2 . . o 3 0
materials and submit a chemical inventory report.
INDIAN . .
RESERV Indian Reservations. 0 0
INDIAN LUST LUST on Indian Lands. 0 0
INDIAN UST UST on Indian Lands. 0 0

5.2  Summary of Listed Records of Concern to the Project

Federal Records

CERCLIS Sites

A review of the federal CERCLIS list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has
revealed that Eola Yard is listed as an archived CERCLIS site and is not on the NPL. An
adjacent property, PC Display Finishers, Inc. at 1666 N. Dearborn Ave., is also an archived
CERCLIS site and is not on the NPL.

RCRA CORRACTS Sites

A review of the federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list, as provided by EDR and dated June
23, 2010, has revealed that an adjacent property, PC Display Finishers, Inc. at 1666 N.
Dearborn Ave., is a CORRACTS site.

RCRA Generators Sites

A review of the federal RCRA generators list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010,
has revealed that three adjacent properties have generators on-site. Midstate Express, 1859
Plain Ave., is listed as a RCRA small quantity generator site. Fernandos Body Works, 1660
Dearborn Ave., and Dur-O-Wall Wire, Inc., 625 Crane Ave, are listed as RCRA conditionally
exempt small quantity generator sites.
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RCRA-nongen Sites

A review of the RCRA-nongen list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has
revealed that Eola Yard is listed twice and four adjacent properties are listed as RCRA-
nongen sites. The adjacent properties that are listed as RCRA-nongen sites include:

PC Display Finishers, Inc. (1666 N. Dearborn Ave.)
BP Amoco (1207 N. Eola Rd.)

Aurora Fast Freight, Inc. (1859 Plain Ave.)

Best Blast Corp. (1500 Dearborn Ave.)

ERNS List

A review of the federal ERNS list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has
revealed that Eola Yard is listed twice. The first occurrence was on September 3, 1992
because of waste oil/lubricant that was spilled when a storage tank was overfilled. The
second occurrence was on February 17, 1994 when 500 gallons of oil was spilled.

Two adjacent properties are also listed on the federal ERNS list. At 1901 Plain Ave., an
unknown amount of an unknown oil was discovered under a slab at an auto facility on June
19, 2009. The property at 625 Crane Ave. is on the federal ERNS list because of a spill of
400 gallons of hydrochloric acid on June 27, 1994 due to a seal failure.

HMIRS Sites

A review of the Hazardous Materials Incident Report System, as provided by EDR and dated
June 23, 2010, has revealed that four hazardous materials spill incidents occurred on Eola
Yard property. The earliest incident occurred on July 27, 1992 when approximately 1.0 gallon
of caustic soda was spilled from a tank car. On May 22, 1994 12.5 gallons of chlorine were
spilled from a leaking tank car valve. The incident that occurred on May 24, 1998 involved
the release of a vapor of cold tar distillates. A 4.0 gallon leak of hydrogen peroxide occurred
on July 21, 1998 from a tank car. The released product evaporated and never entered the
ground.

FINDS Sites

A review of the FINDS list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has revealed that
Eola Yard, along with 11 adjacent properties, is on the FINDS list. The adjacent properties
identified as FINDS sites include:

Dukane Precast, Inc (2000 Plain Ave.)
Dan/Veber Goodwin (Poss Rd. and 4™ St.)
P.D.l. Industries Inc. (1666 Dearborn Ave.)
Fernando Body Works (1660 Dearborn Ave.)
PC Display Finishers, Inc. (1666 N. Dearborn Ave.)
BP Amoco (1207 N. Eola Rd.)

U-Pull-1t (1901 Plain Ave.)

National Rent-A-Fence (1894 Plain Ave.)
Aurora Fast Freight, Inc. (1859 Plain Ave.)
Midstates Express (1859 Plain Ave.)
Dur-O-Wal Wire Inc. (625 Crane Ave.)

TRIS Sites

A review of the TRIS list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has revealed that
the adjacent property, Dur-O-Wal, Inc. located at 625 Crane Ave. is a TRIS site.
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FTTS and HIST FTTS Sites

A review of the FTTS list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has revealed that
the adjacent property, Dur-O-Wal, Inc. located at 625 Crane Ave. isa FTTS and HIST FTTS
site.

State and Local Records

SHWS List

A review of the SHWS list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has revealed that
Eola Yard is listed as a SHWS site due to a railroad locomotive collision. On January 20,
1993, a BNSF train collided head-on with a Southern Pacific train in Eola Yard, spilling
approximately 10,000 gallons of diesel fuel. The contaminated soil was moved to an onsite
location for land farming and the land farm is pending closure. In-situ remediation was also
performed. However, contamination has migrated off-site to an adjacent property. This site is
enrolled in the lllinois EPA Site Remediation Program.

LUST Sites

A review of the LUST list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has revealed that
Eola Yard is listed two times and four adjacent properties are also listed. One other LUST
incident is listed in 1993, which is a BNSF leasehold property located outside of Eola Yard.
One LUST case on Eola Yard property involving gasoline was opened in 1992 and closed in
1993. Another LUST case on Eola Yard property involved fuel oil. This case was opened in
1989 and closed in 2005.

Adjacent to Eola Yard is P.D.l. Industries, located at 1666 Dearborn Ave., which is listed as a
LUST site. The case involved fuel oil, was opened in 1992, and closed in 1993. National
Rent-A-Fence is an adjacent property located at 1894 Plain Ave. The LUST case for this
adjacent property was opened in 1994 and the more recent Low Priority Corrective Action
Plan was approved with modification in 1999. Also adjacent to Eola Yard is Aurora Fast
Freight, Inc. located at 1859 Plain Ave. The LUST case for the Aurora Fast Freight, Inc.
property was opened in 1998 and has not yet been closed. The fourth property is Jard Gas
located at 1302 Plain Ave. The LUST case for this property was opened in 1998 and closed
in 1999.

The other LUST case involving diesel fuel was opened in 1992 and a No Further
Remediation letter has not been issued. This is a BNSF leasehold property located outside of
Eola Yard; the name is referred to as Wholesale Auto.

UST Sites

A review of the UST list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has revealed that
Eola Yard is a UST site and there are four UST sites located adjacent to the Project area.
The USTs located on Eola Yard property were removed in the early 1990s.

One of the adjacent UST sites is Hollis Robert, located at 1666 Dearborn Ave., where the
UST was removed in 1992. The adjacent 7-Eleven property located at 1202 N. Eola Rd.
contained a UST that was removed in 1992. Two USTs were located on adjacent property for
National Rent-A-Fence at 1894 Plain Ave.; both were removed in 1994. Aurora Fast Freight,
located at 1859 Plain Ave. adjacent to Eola Yard, was identified as having two USTs that
were removed in 1998 and a third UST that was never installed.

SPILLS Sites

A review of the SPILLS list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has revealed that
Eola Yard and one adjacent property, 1901 Plain Ave., are SPILLS sites.
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AIRS Sites

A review of the AIRS list, as provided by EDR and dated June 23, 2010, has revealed that
the adjacent property, Dur-O-Wal, Inc., located at 625 Crane Ave., is an AIRS site.

53 Local Government Information

HDR did not perform interviews with any local government representatives.

54 Historical Use Information

The objective of reviewing historical use information is to develop a history of previous land
uses in the vicinity of the Project area and to assess these uses for potential hazardous
materials impacts that may affect the Project. HDR reviewed those historical sources that
were readily available and likely to provide useful information, given the time and cost
constraints inherent in ESA projects.

Fire Insurance Maps

Fire insurance maps are produced by private fire insurance companies to indicate uses of an
area on specified dates. HDR requested fire insurance maps from EDR, the copyright holder
for the Sanborn map collection; however, no Sanborn fire insurance map coverage exists for
the Project corridor.

City Directory Information
City Directory searches were not conducted as part of the scope of work for this Project.

Historical Aerial Photographs

Historical aerial photographs are valuable for the environmental assessor to review features
of properties along the Project corridor over a long period of time. HDR reviewed historical
aerial photographs provided by EDR. Historical aerial photographs were reviewed from 1998
back to 1949. Coverage was available for 11 years of that 49-year span, with the longest gap
in coverage being 13 years (between 1980 and 1993). Information relating to observed
features or the listed risk sites is presented below.

1956 The area is predominantly agricultural land. The rail yard is present. The industrial
properties located on the west end of the rail yard are minimal.

1962 Adjacent properties remain largely undeveloped.
1971 Adjacent properties remain largely undeveloped.

1978 The area remains predominantly agricultural land; however, more industrial
properties located on the west end of the rail yard are developed.

1984 The properties remain mainly as they were in 1978.
1988 The properties remain mainly as they were in 1984.

1994 The area remains predominantly agricultural land; however, more industrial
properties located on the west end of the rail yard are developed.

Historical Topographic Maps
Historical topographic maps provide an overview of the area relative to potential previous

land uses. HDR reviewed historical topographic maps of the Project corridor and adjoining
properties for the years 1949, 1950, 1953 1954, 1962, 1964, 1972, 1978, and 1980, 1993,
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and 1998. These maps served to verify the information gathered in the historic aerial
photograph review.

55 Environmental Liens a nd Additional Information

No information regarding the chain-of-title ownership history or environmental liens recorded
against the Project corridor was provided by the user. Environmental lien searches were not
conducted as part of the scope of work for this Project.

5.6  Summary of Previous Envi ronmental Investigations

No previous environmental investigations were reviewed for this report.
6.0 Site Reconnaissance and Interviews

6.1 Site Reconnaissance

On June 23, 2010, HDR conducted a reconnaissance of the site. HDR representatives were
escorted through the site by BNSF personnel. The site reconnaissance was conducted via
vehicles with stops at key areas within the rail yard. The BNSF rail yard is improved and
contains three buildings, a front lawn and side lawn, concrete walkway, paved driveway and
parking area, and the rail yard. The rail yard has two main line tracks and two yard lead
tracks at the west end of the yard, and three main line tracks and four yard leads at the east
end of the yard.

The interiors of the three buildings were not observed. However, according to the owner, the
main building is used for office/meeting spaces; the interior of the building was being
remodeled at the time of the site reconnaissance. The second building is primarily used for
storage. The third building is used for limited maintenance on the maintenance-of-way
equipment. Used oil is containerized and sent offsite. According to the owner there are no
pits or an oil/water separator onsite.

A pile of used tires was observed on the western edge of the rail yard, underneath the
Farnsworth Road viaduct (see Photograph 1). Areas around the northwest exterior of the
yard were used to store items such steel, and extra maintenance-of-way equipment (see
Photograph 2). Three above-ground storage tanks (ASTs) and one 55-gallon drum were
observed onsite (Photograph 3). The ASTs contain diesel fuel and used oil. The diesel fuel is
used for the maintenance-of-way equipment. The 55-gallon drum was labeled as purge water
(See Photograph 4). The owner confirmed that monitoring wells were sampled as part of an
ongoing remediation activity through the lllinois EPA State Site Unit.

A ditch was observed running through the Project area (Photograph 5). The drainage ditch
drains water from the site and runs through the Indian Creek Industrial Park located to the
south and west of the Project area (Photograph 6). The drainage ditch is labeled as Indian
Creek (Photograph 7).

6.2 Interviews

Site Interviews

HDR personnel met with BNSF representatives during the site reconnaissance on June 23,
2010. These representatives referred HDR to BNSF’s manager of environmental operations
for lllinois, Mr. Jim Cunnigham. Mr. Cunningham was interviewed by telephone on June 28,
2010. The results of that interview are summarized below.
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Mr. Cunningham reported that the site has been an active remediation site due to the
collision of two trains in the early 1990s. Remediation of this area has been ongoing. He
reported that soils removed from the area were land farmed on site. Mr. Cunningham stated
that the work has been conducted through the lllinois EPA. He stated that there are no
underground storage tanks located on site. Underground storage tanks were removed from
the fueling yard area and were determined not to have leaked by the fire marshal on site
during the removal activities. Mr. Cunningham did state that the facility has an NPDES and
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. The facility also has an SPCC plan. Mr. Cunningham
indicated that BNSF-leased properties off of Industrial Road had some LUSTs. BNSF is
currently working under the lllinois EPA State Site Unit to remediate those LUSTs. Mr.
Cunningham stated that Michael Woolridge of the BNSF would have additional information
regarding the on-going remediation activities at the site.

HDR interviewed Mr. Woolridge on July 6, 2010. He stated that BNSF is currently working on
two remediation sites through the lllinois EPA. These sites are referred to as the Indian
Creek Development, where mitigation of contaminants occurred from the BNSF property,
and the Aurora Wholesale Auto, a BNSF leasehold property that contained a LUST. Mr.
Woolridge stated that area drinking water wells were sampled in 2009 and that BNSF will be
sampling Indian Creek sediments in 2010 as part of the remediation activities. Mr. Woolridge
indicated that there are groundwater monitoring wells on site.

HDR interviewed Mr. Steve Skare, EMR, an environmental consultant working for the BNSF
at Eola Yard. Mr. Skare stated that there was an AST release at the Eola Yard around 2001.
A French drain system was installed to remediate the site. Mr. Skare also stated that there
was a 2008 diesel release from a locomotive at the east end of the rail yard. This release is
currently under the jurisdiction of the lllinois EPA.

Offsite Interviews
HDR did not conduct offsite interviews regarding the Project area.

6.3 Known Current and Past Uses of the Site and Adjoining Properties

The initial conversion of the site to a rail use was in 1848 when a rail line was constructed
through the Project limits. Additional facilities and right-of-way for rail use increased
incrementally over time. Yard activities on the Project site are documented as far back as the
1870s. The current yard track arrangements and track locations are different from the original
yard. This use is considered a historical REC.

The majority of properties adjacent to the rail yard were primarily used for agricultural
purposes, except for properties at the west end, which have been industrial since at least
1956. By 1971, parcels along Eola Road north of the railroad tracks, and more industrial
properties at the west end of the yard, began to be developed. Currently, the properties north
and south of the yard at the middle east end are residential. Industrial properties exist
adjacent to the west end of the rail yard. Historical use of the adjacent sites for agricultural
purposes from 1930 through approximately 1955 likely included the application of pesticides
in accordance with permitted uses. Because that use would, of late, have led to an agency
requirement for testing prior to reusing the site, it constitutes an REC.

6.4  Utilities and PCBs

HDR did not observe signs indicating subsurface utilities other than typical municipal utilities

such as water, sewer, electrical, telecommunications cable, and gas. One pole-mounted and

one slab-on-grade mounted transformer were noted, but no large power substations or step-
14

Page 947 of 2624



Eola Yard Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment
Aurora, IL June 2010

down transformers were noted. Signal bungalows are located within the rail yard. Given the
age of the development of the area, it is unlikely that PCB-containing transformers would be
present. Additionally, no spills or hazardous materials response events were noted in the
EDR report.

7.0 Data Gap Analysis

The ASTM E 1527-05 standard requires a listing of “data gaps” encountered during the
investigative process that may affect the validity of the conclusions drawn by the
environmental professional. The standard also requires that the environmental professional
estimate the relative importance of the data gaps. Generally, gaps in available data are
related to the availability of historical data sources for specific sites of concern. The
environmental professional uses multiple historical data sources as a method to provide
coverage for data gaps. Historical information is collected on a recurring basis, and the
passage of time between data sets may or may not constitute a significant gap in data
coverage. For this Project, the following items may constitute a data gap as defined by
ASTM:

e Absence of Sanborn fire insurance maps
e Absence of aerial photography prior to 1956

The inability to obtain and review the Sanborn fire insurance maps, and the lack of aerial
photography prior to 1956, do not appear to present significant data gaps because of the
presence of other supporting historical information and the lack of development in the area
prior to 1956.

8.0 Findings and Conclusions

HDR has conducted a Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment (PESA) of the Project
area for the Eola Mainline Improvements, identified as Eola Yard in the City of Aurora,
DuPage and Kane counties, lllinois. The PESA was performed in general conformance with
the scope and limitations of A Manual for Conducting Preliminary Environmental Site
Assessments for lllinois Department of Transportation Highway Projects and ASTM Practice
E 1527-05. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described previously in this
report.

HDR personnel did observe recognized environmental conditions (RECs), as defined in
ASTM Practice E 1527-05, in connection with the Project area. The rail yard is listed in
databases for CERCLIS sites, ERNS, SHWS, LUST, UST, HMIRS, Spills, RCRA-nongen,
and FINDS for incidents that have occurred on the Project site. The entire rail yard is
considered a REC due to the hazardous materials spills, its historical railroad use, and the
materials transported through the yard.

The adjacent properties on both sides of the western end of the yard are industrial
properties. Several are listed in the environmental databases and would be considered RECs
due to their current and historic uses.

9.0 Recommendations

Recommendations included in this report have been developed through the investigative
procedures described in the Scope of Services, Significant Assumptions, and Limitations
section of this report. These findings should be reviewed within the context of the limitations
provided in the Limitations section. Based on the location and specific details of the identified
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risk sites, HDR has identified RECs on the Project site. This conclusion has led to the
inclusion of the following statement as required by ASTM E 1527-05:

HDR has performed a Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment in general
conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM E 1527-05 of the Project
area for the Eola Mainline Improvements, defined as Eola Yard, 865 McClure
Road, City of Aurora, Kane and DuPage counties, lllinois. Any exceptions to
or deletions from these practices are described in previous sections of this
report. This report has revealed evidence of RECs in connection with the
Project site.

HDR has concluded that the risk of contamination from the site is high. Because of this
conclusion, HDR recommends that the lllinois and lowa departments of transportation notify
the selected construction contractor that subsurface impacts may be present within the
construction zone. The construction contractor should be prepared for the possibility of
encountering affected soils, and be prepared to detect, excavate, document, and dispose of
affected materials in compliance with applicable environmental laws and regulations if
contaminated soils are encountered.

10.0 Qualifications of Environmental Professionals

10.1 Signatures and Qualifications

We declare that, to the best of our professional knowledge and belief, we meet the definition
of environmental professional as defined in Section 312.10 of 42 Code of Federal
Regulations [C.F.R.] Part 312. This PESA was conducted under the supervision of a qualified
environmental professional.

The preceding report has been prepared in general conformance with standard industry
practice for performance of Environmental Site Assessments and includes the applicable
portions of the investigation procedures codified in ASTM E 1527-05, Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Environmental Site Assessment Process. The end user of
this report may rely on the contents, findings, and conclusions to be accurate within the
limitations stated in this report and in the ASTM standard. The report also complies with
specific requirements supplied by the client.

Pl W

Qualified Environmental Professional
Ms. Robin Martel, LEED AP
Transportation Planner
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Qualifications of Environmental Professionals
This PESA was performed by the following HDR personnel:

Ms. Robin Martel, LEED AP, HDR’s qualified environmental professional, as defined by
ASTM Practice E 1527-05, has more than 17 years of experience in the assessment and
remediation of impacted properties and compliance with environmental regulations. She has
a BS in Geology from Ohio State University. Ms. Martel specializes in the investigation of
hazardous-materials-impacted properties for municipal and state agencies, as well as for
commercial clients. She is highly knowledgeable of federal, state, and local environmental
regulations and standards.

Ms. Kirsten Mawhinney, P.E., has more than 5 years of experience working on
environmental studies for transportation projects. She has a BS in Civil Engineering from
Purdue University.

Quialifications of QA/QC Review Professionals
Reviews for quality assurance and quality control were performed by the following HDR
personnel:

Mr. Todd Wilson, Chemist, HDR’s qualified environmental professional, as defined by ASTM
Practice E 1527-05, has more than 18 years of experience in the assessment and
remediation of impacted properties and compliance with environmental regulations. He has
an MS in Pharmaceutical Science from The University of Nebraska Medical Center and a BS
in Chemistry from The University of Nebraska-Lincoln. His experience covers the
assessment of agricultural land, to multigenerational industrial properties, to large Superfund
Sites. He is knowledgeable of federal, state, and local environmental regulations and
standards.
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Photograph 1: Used tires underneath Farnsworth Road Viaduct
(Looking west)

Photograph 2: Maintenance of Way equipment and used oil tank
(Looking east)
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Photograph 3: Above ground storage tanks on site.
(Looking northeast)

Al

Photograph 4: 55-gallon drum labeled as purge water.
(Looking east)
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Photograph 5: Dréinage ditch running through Eola Yard
(Looking east)

)

Photograph 6: Indian Creek leaving Eola Yard and running through Indian Creek Industrial Park

(Looking southwest)
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Photograph 7: Sign marking Indian Creek as Kane County Stream

(Looking southwest)
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Eola Yard Improvements Project Level EA
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was designed to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA’s Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E 1527-05) or custom requirements developed for the evaluation of
environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

EOLA YARD IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT LEVEL EA
AURORA, IL 60504

COORDINATES

Latitude (North): 41.772700 - 41° 46’ 21.7”
Longitude (West): 88.258300 - 88° 15’ 29.9”
Universal Tranverse Mercator: Zone 16

UTM X (Meters): 395416.7

UTM Y (Meters): 4625092.0

Elevation: 709 ft. above sea level

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

Target Property Map: 41088-G3 AURORA NORTH, IL
Most Recent Revision: 1998

East Map: 41088-G2 NAPERVILLE, IL
Most Recent Revision: 1998

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY IN THIS REPORT

Portions of Photo from: 2005, 2006
Source: USDA

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ("reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around the target property for the
following databases:

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list
NPL. .. National Priority List

TC2800629.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 1
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Proposed NPL_______________. Proposed National Priority List Sites
NPLLIENS. . _________ ... __ Federal Superfund Liens

Federal Delisted NPL site list
Delisted NPL_________________ National Priority List Deletions

CERCLIS. . ... Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
FEDERAL FACILITY_________. Federal Facility Site Information listing

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list
RCRA-TSDF.___ ... RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal

Federal RCRA generators list
RCRA-LQG. ... __. RCRA - Large Quantity Generators

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

US ENG CONTROLS________. Engineering Controls Sites List
US INST CONTROL.________. Sites with Institutional Controls

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists
LF SPECIAL WASTE. _______. Special Waste Site List

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists
INDIAN LUST. _______________ Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

State and tribal registered storage tank lists
INDIAN UST_________________. Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
FEMAUST. _________________. Underground Storage Tank Listing

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries
ENG CONTROLS___________. Sites with Engineering Controls

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites
INDIANVCP. ____ . __.__. Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing

State and tribal Brownfields sites
BROWNFIELDS. _____________ Municipal Brownfields Redevelopment Grant Program Project Descriptions

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists
US BROWNFIELDS. ._______. A Listing of Brownfields Sites

TC2800629.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 2
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Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

DEBRISREGION9._________. Torres Martinez Reservation lllegal Dump Site Locations
ODl. .. Open Dump Inventory

LF SPECIAL WASTE. _______. Special Waste Site List

INDIANODI._____ .. ___. Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

USCDL. . ... Clandestine Drug Labs
CDL. ... Meth Drug Lab Site Listing
USHISTCDL. ______________. National Clandestine Laboratory Register

LIENS2 ____ ... CERCLA Lien Information
LUCIS. ... Land Use Control Information System

Other Ascertainable Records

DOTOPS. .. ... Incident and Accident Data

DOD.___ . Department of Defense Sites

FUDS. .. Formerly Used Defense Sites
CONSENT._______ ... Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees

ROD.____ . Records Of Decision

UMTRA. ... Uranium Mill Tailings Sites

MINES. . ... Mines Master Index File

TSCA .. Toxic Substances Control Act

SSTS. .. Section 7 Tracking Systems

ICIS. .. Integrated Compliance Information System
PADS. ... PCB Activity Database System

RADINFO. ... Radiation Information Database

RAATS. . RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
UIC. ... Underground Injection Wells

NPDES. ... A Listing of Active Permits
IMPDMENT.________________. Surface Impoundment Inventory

INDIAN RESERV_ ____________ Indian Reservations

SCRD DRYCLEANERS______. State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
PCB TRANSFORMER.______. PCB Transformer Registration Database
COALASHEPA ____________. Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List
COALASHDOE._.__________. Sleam-Electric Plan Operation Data

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

EDR Proprietary Records

Manufactured Gas Plants_____ EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
EDR Historical Auto Stations_. EDR Proprietary Historic Gas Stations
EDR Historical Cleaners_____. EDR Proprietary Historic Dry Cleaners

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were identified in the following databases.

TC2800629.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 3
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Elevations have been determined from the USGS Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated on
a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
should be field verified. Sites with an elevation equal to or higher than the target property have been
differentiated below from sites with an elevation lower than the target property.

Page numbers and map identification numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed
data on individual sites can be reviewed.

Sites listed in bold italics are in multiple databases.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

CERC-NFRAP: Archived sites are sites that have been removed and archived from the inventory of CERCLIS
sites. Archived status indicates that, to the best of EPA’s knowledge, assessment at a site has been completed
and that EPA has determined no further steps will be taken to list this site on the National Priorities List
(NPL), unless information indicates this decision was not appropriate or other considerations require a
recommendation for listing at a later time. This decision does not necessarily mean that there is no hazard
associated with a given site; it only means that, based upon available information, the location is not judged

to be a potential NPL site.

A review of the CERC-NFRAP list, as provided by EDR, and dated 06/23/2009 has revealed that there are
2 CERC-NFRAP sites within approximately 1.5 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
P C DISPLAY FINISHERS INC 1666 NORTH DEARBORN WSW 1/2 -1 (0.915 mi.) 170 114
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD (685 MCCLURE ROAD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G34 71

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS: CORRACTS is a list of handlers with RCRA Corrective Action Activity. This report shows
which nationally-defined corrective action core events have occurred for every handler that has had corrective
action activity.

A review of the CORRACTS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 03/25/2010 has revealed that there is 1
CORRACTS site within approximately 2 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page

P C DISPLAY FINISHERS INC 1666 NORTH DEARBORN WSW 1/2 -1 (0.915mi.) 170 114
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Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-SQG: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting

the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA)
of 1984. The database includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or

dispose of hazardous waste as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Small quantity
generators (SQGs) generate between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per month.

A review of the RCRA-SQG list, as provided by EDR, and dated 02/17/2010 has revealed that there are 5
RCRA-SQG sites within approximately 1.25 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
BALLCO MFG INC 2375 E LIBERTY ST ESE 1/2 - 1 (0.838 mi.) 42 78
BILL JACOBS AURORA INC 2170 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2-1(0.882 mi.) H59 103
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
MIDSTATES EXPRESS 1859 PLAIN AVE WSW 1/2 - 1 (0.592 mi.) C13 15
PROGRESSIVE TURNING 1680 MOUNTAIN ST W 1/2 -1 (0.872 mi.) G51 91
ROCK-TENN CO 705 N FARNSWORTH W1-2(1.231mi.) 095 174

RCRA-CESQG: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting

the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA)
of 1984. The database includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or

dispose of hazardous waste as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally

exempt small quantity generators (CESQGS) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of

acutely hazardous waste per month.

A review of the RCRA-CESQG list, as provided by EDR, and dated 02/17/2010 has revealed that there are
9 RCRA-CESQG sites within approximately 1.25 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
WORLD COLOR DIRECT IMAGING 780 MC CLURE RD W 1/2 -1 (0.835 mi.) F27 62
GARTNER COLLISION REVISION 2424 E NEW YORK ST S1/2-1(0.876 mi.) H53 95
NORB KORNAK OLDS INC 2175 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2-1(0.882 mi.) H61 105
FERNANDOS BODY WORKS 1660 DEARBORN AVE WSW 1/2 - 1 (0.909 mi.) 167 111
STONEBRIDGE COUNTRY CLUB 2705 STONEBRIDGE BLVD N 1-2(1.017 mi.) 82 130
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
DUR-O-WAL WIRE INC 625 CRANE AVE. WSW 1/2 - 1 (0.790 mi.) E24 55
SERVICE MFG CORP 1601 E MOUNTAIN ST W 1-2(1.035mi.) N84 133
SPEEDWAY 7540 948 N FARNSWORTH RD WNW 1 -2 (1.242 mi.) P97 226
VILLAGE MART ONE HOUR CLEANERS 950 N FARNSWORTH AVE WNW 1 - 2 (1.243 mi.) P100 234

Federal ERNS list

ERNS: The Emergency Response Notification System records and stores information on reported
releases of oil and hazardous substances. The source of this database is the U.S. EPA.

A review of the ERNS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 12/31/2009 has revealed that there are 4
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ERNS sites within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
1901 PLAIN AVENUE 1901 PLAIN AVENUE SW 1/2 - 1 (0.522 mi.) B6 9
625 CRANE AVE 625 CRANE AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.790 mi.)  E25 62
685 MCCLURE RD 685 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G36 72
685 MCCLURE RD EOLA YARD 685 MCCLURE RD EOLA YAR W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G38 74
State- and tribal - equivalent NPL
CAT: lllinois Category List.
A review of the CAT list, as provided by EDR, and dated 06/01/1997 has revealed that there is 1 CAT
site within approximately 2 miles of the target property.
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
BURLINGTON NORTHERN CHESTNUT / JOHNSON ST W 1/2 -1 (0.836 mi.) G39 74
Facility Type: SITE REMEDIATION PROGRAM
State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS
SHWS: The State Hazardous Waste Sites records are the states’ equivalent to CERCLIS. These sites
may or may not already be listed on the federal CERCLIS list. Priority sites planned for cleanup using state
funds (state equivalent of Superfund) are identified along with sites where cleanup will be paid for by
potentially responsible parties. The data come from the lllinois Environmental Protection Agency’s Category
List.
A review of the SHWS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 03/01/2010 has revealed that there is 1 SHWS
site within approximately 2 miles of the target property.
Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
BURLINGTON NORTHERN - EOLA MCCLURE AVENUE ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.884 mi.) 63 109
State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists
SWF/LF: The Solid Waste Facilities/Landfill Sites records typically contain an inventory of solid
waste disposal facilities or landfills in a particular state. The data come from the lIllinois Environmental
Protection Agency’s Available Disposal for Solid Waste in Illinois--Solid Waste Landfills Subject to State
Surcharge list.
A review of the SWF/LF list, as provided by EDR, and dated 12/31/2008 has revealed that there is 1
SWF/LF site within approximately 1.5 miles of the target property.
Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
HARTMAN, JOHN 235 OAKVIEW SW1-2(1.198 mi.) 90 170
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IL NIPC: NIPC is an inventory of active and inactive solid waste disposal sites, based on state,
local government and historical archive data. Included are numerous sites that previously had never been
identified largely because, prior to 1971, there was no obligation to register such sites. The data come from
the Northeastern lllinois Planning Commission’s Solid Waste Landfill Inventory.

A review of the IL NIPC list, as provided by EDR, and dated 08/01/1988 has revealed that there is 1
IL NIPC site within approximately 1.5 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page

FOX VALLEY PARK DISTRICT #3 SW1-2(1.328 mi.) 102 238

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LUST: The Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports contain an inventory of reported
leaking underground storage tank incidents. The data come from the lllinois Environmental Protection Agency’s
LUST Incident Report.

A review of the LUST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/30/2010 has revealed that there are 31
LUST sites within approximately 1.5 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page

STONEBRIDGE COUNTRY CLUB 2500 STONEBRIDGE BLVD. NNE 1/4-1/2 (0.268 mi.) Al 7
NFA/NFR Letter: 12/9/1999

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD SW 1/2 - 1 (0.601 mi.) 14 16
NFA/NFR Letter: 3/9/1993

CAPITAL CONTROL 2115 EAST NEW YORK ST. S 1/2 -1 (0.869 mi.) H48 87

GARTNER BUICK 2424 EAST NEW YORK ST. S1/2-1(0.876 mi.) H54 99
NFA/NFR Letter: 11/9/1993

NORB KORNAK OLDSMOBILE 2175 NEW YORK ST. S 1/2-1(0.882 mi.) H60 105
NFA/NFR Letter: 6/19/2000

BURLINGTON NORTHERN - EOLA MCCLURE AVENUE ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.884 mi.) 63 109
NFA/NFR Letter: 1/31/2005

P.D.l. INDUSTRIES 1666 DEARBORN WSW 1/2 - 1 (0.904 mi.) 165 110
NFA/NFR Letter: 4/14/1993

CASSENS TRANSPORT CO. 3401 LIBERTY RD. ESE 1/2 -1 (0.972 mi.) M76 125
NFA/NFR Letter: 8/4/1998

CASSENS TRANSPORT CO. 3401 LIBERTY AVE. ESE 1/2 - 1 (0.972 mi.) M77 126
NFA/NFR Letter: 8/6/1999

INDIAN PRAIRIE SCHOOL DIST. #2 5 SOUTH 700 EOLA RD. NNE 1 -2 (1.170 mi.) 87 169
NFA/NFR Letter: 7/13/1998

INDIAN PRAIRIE DIST. SCHOOL EOLA RD. NE 1-2(1.174 mi.) 89 169
NFA/NFR Letter: 1/30/2008

BICKETT'S CAR WASH 1160 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWNW 1 - 2 (1.359 mi.) Q103 238
NFA/NFR Letter: 1/27/1994

CITGO 420 NORTH FARNSWORTH  WSW 1 - 2 (1.365 mi.) 105 240
NFA/NFR Letter: 7/17/2006

LUNDGREN DOWLING 1180 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWNW 1 - 2 (1.375 mi.) Q106 241
NFA/NFR Letter: 10/26/2006

CLARK OIL & REFINING 1180 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWNW 1 - 2 (1.375 mi.) Q107 241

NFA/NFR Letter: 8/19/1997
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Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page

GOODYEAR TIRE & RUBBER 1175 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWNW 1 - 2 (1.380 mi.) Q108 242
NFA/NFR Letter: 11/4/1998

JERRY YUSIM DATSUN 1542 EAST NEW YORK ST.  SW 1 -2 (1.414 mi.) 109 242

NFA/NFR Letter: 1/18/2006
NFA/NFR Letter: 1/18/2006

WATER PROD. CO. 3255 EAST NEW YORK ST. SE 1-2(1.454 mi.) 111 244

AGRINETICS 1515 EAST NEW YORK ST. SW1-2(1.462 mi.) R112 244
NFA/NFR Letter: 12/6/1991

CARSON, SUSAN 1500 EAST NEW YORK ST. SW1-2(1.485mi.) R113 245
NFA/NFR Letter: 1/18/2002

FOX VALLEY FORD 1401 N FARNSWORTH NW 1-2(1.489 mi.) 114 245

NFA/NFR Letter: 1/6/1997

Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page

NATIONAL RENT-A-FENCE 1894 PLAIN AVE. WSW 1/2 - 1 (0.557 mi.) B9 10

AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC 1859 PLAIN AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.592 mi.) C11 11

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD 685 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G41 77

RUSS TOGS INC. 1601 EAST MOUNTAIN ST. W 1-2(1.035 mi.) N83 132

REED MACHINERY & TRANSPORTATIO 712 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWV 1 - 2 (1.215 mi.) 092 172
NFA/NFR Letter: 5/30/2001

AURORA PAPERBOARD DIV., DAVEY 705 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWV 1 - 2 (1.231 mi.) 094 173
NFA/NFR Letter: 4/4/1991

SPEEDWAY 7540 948 N FARNSWORTH RD WNW 1 -2 (1.242 mi.) P97 226

SPEEDWAY SUPERAMERICA 948 NORTH FARNSWORTH RDANW 1 - 2 (1.242 mi.) P98 229

KARD GAS 1302 PLAIN AVE WSW 1 - 2 (1.362 mi.) 104 239
NFA/NFR Letter: 2/11/1999

CONOCO PHILLIPS 1331 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWNW 1 - 2 (1.452 mi.) 110 243

LUST TRUST: In case sufficient funds are not available in the Underground Storage Tank Fund, requests

for payment are entered on the Payment Priority List by "queue date" order. As required by the Environmental
Protection Act, the queue date is the date that a complete request for partial or final payment was received

by the Agency. The queue date is "officially" confirmed at the end of the payment review process when a Final
Decision Letter is sent to the site owner.

A review of the LUST TRUST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/20/2010 has revealed that there is
1 LUST TRUST site within approximately 1.5 miles of the target property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page

CONOCO PHILLIPS 1331 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWNW 1 - 2 (1.452 mi.) 110 243

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

UST: The Underground Storage Tank database contains registered USTs. USTs are regulated under
Subtitle | of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). The data come from the lllinois State Fire
Marshal’'s STC Facility List.

A review of the UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 05/03/2010 has revealed that there are 20 UST
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sites within approximately 1.25 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
JEWEL EXPRESS #3240 1127 NORTH EOLA ROAD E 1/2 - 1 (0.869 mi.) 46 85
FOX VALLEY CYCLES 2115 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2 -1 (0.869 mi.) H47 86
OLD SUPERIOR TOYTA BLDG 2121 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2 -1 (0.869 mi.) H50 90
GERTNER BUICK PEUGEOT INC 2424 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2-1(0.876 mi.) H56 100
VALLEY IMPORTS INC 2170 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2 -1 (0.882 mi.) H58 102
NORB KORNAK OLDS, INC. 2175 EAST NEW YORK STRE S 1/2 - 1 (0.882 mi.) H62 108
HOLLIS ROBERT 1666 DEARBORN ST WSW 1/2 -1 (0.904 mi.) 166 111
7-ELEVEN #32202 1202 NORTH EOLA ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.913 mi.) J69 113
BP AMOCO #14166 1207 NORTH EOLA ROAD ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.933 mi.) K73 123
R M KAUFMAN 1601 E MOUNTAIN ST W 1/2 - 1 (0.935 mi.) L74 124
CASSENS TRANSPORT COMPANY 3401 LIBERTY ROAD ESE 1/2 - 1 (0.972 mi.) M78 126
PREMIER ELECTRICAL CONST CO 1630 E MOUNTAIN ST W 1/2 - 1 (0.975 mi.) L81 129
STONEBRIDGE COUNTRY CLUB 2705 STONEBRIDGE BLVD N 1-2(1.017 mi.) 82 130
CIRCLE K #6762 2946 A EAST NEW YORK ST SE 1-2(1.216 mi.) 93 173
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
NATIONAL RENT A FENCE CO 1894 PLAIN AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.557 mi)  B10 11
AURORA FAST FREIGHT, INC. 1859 PLAIN AVENUE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.726 mi.) 21 22
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR 685 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G37 72
REED MACHINERY & TRANSPORTATIO 712 N FARNSWORTH W1-2(1.215 mi.) 091 171
AURORA PAPERBOARD DIV DAVEY CO 705 N FARNSWORTH AVE ~ W 1-2(1.231 mi.) 096 225
SPEEDWAY 7540 948 NORTH FARNSWORTH RONNW 1 - 2 (1.242 mi.) P99 231
State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries
INST CONTROL: Legal or administrative restrictions on land use and/or other activities (e.g.,
groundwater use restrictions) which effectively limit exposure to contamination may be employed as
alternatives to removal or treatment of contamination.
A review of the INST CONTROL list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/23/2010 has revealed that there
is 1 INST CONTROL site within approximately 1.5 miles of the target property.
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
VILLAGE MART ONE HOUR CLEANERS 950 NORTH FARNSWORTH AVWWNW 1 - 2 (1.243 mi.) P101 237
State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites
SRP: lllinois Environmental Protection Agency, Site Remediation Program Database
A review of the SRP list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/23/2010 has revealed that there are 2 SRP
sites within approximately 1.5 miles of the target property.
Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
GARTNER BUICK 2424 EAST NEW YORK STRE S 1/2 - 1 (0.876 mi.) H52 94
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
VILLAGE MART ONE HOUR CLEANERS 950 NORTH FARNSWORTH AWNW 1 - 2 (1.243 mi.) P101 237
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ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Records of Emergency Release Reports
HMIRS: The Hazardous Materials Incident Report System contains hazardous material spill incidents
reported to the Department of Transportation. The source of this database is the U.S. EPA.

A review of the HMIRS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/06/2010 has revealed that there are 4
HMIRS sites within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page

Not reported 685 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G31 70

Not reported 685 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G32 71

Not reported 685 MCCLURE ROAD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G33 71

Not reported 685 MC CLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G35 72
SPILLS: A listing of incidents reported to the Office of Emergency Response.

A review of the SPILLS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/19/2010 has revealed that there are 2

SPILLS sites within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page

Not reported 1901 PLAIN AVE SW 1/2 - 1 (0.522 mi.) B4 8

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR 685 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G37 72

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA-NonGen: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting

the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA)
of 1984. The database includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or

dispose of hazardous waste as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Non-Generators do
not presently generate hazardous waste.

A review of the RCRA-NonGen list, as provided by EDR, and dated 02/17/2010 has revealed that there
are 9 RCRA-NonGen sites within approximately 1.25 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
BRK FIRE EXTINGUISHERS 733 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 -1 (0.835 mi.) 29 67
SUPERIOR TOYOTA AMC JEEP INC 2121 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2-1(0.869 mi.) H49 88

P C DISPLAY FINISHERS INC 1666 NORTH DEARBORN WSW 1/2 - 1 (0.915 mi.) 170 114
BP AMOCO 1207 N EOLA RD ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.922 mi.) J72 120
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC 1859 PLAIN AVE WSW 1/2 -1(0.592 mi.) C11 11
ALLIANCE METAL TREATING 1900 PLAIN AVE. WSW 1/2 - 1 (0.663 mi.) 17 19
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD 685 MCCLURE ROAD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G40 74
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD 685 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 -1 (0.836 mi.) G41 77
BEST BLAST CORP 1500 DEARBORN ST WSW 1 -2 (1.141 mi.) 86 135
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TRIS: The Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System identifies facilities that release toxic
chemicals to the air, water, and land in reportable quantities under SARA Title 1ll, Section 313. The source
of this database is the U.S. EPA.

A review of the TRIS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 12/31/2008 has revealed that there is 1 TRIS
site within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page

DUR-O-WAL INC 625 CRANE ST WSW 1/2 - 1 (0.790 mi.) E22 23

FTTS: FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance
activities related to FIFRA, TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act) over the
previous five years. To maintain currency, EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

A review of the FTTS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/09/2009 has revealed that there is 1 FTTS
site within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page

DUR-O-WAL WIRE INC 625 CRANE AVE. WSW 1/2 -1 (0.790 mi.) E24 55

HIST FTTS: A complete administrative case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all

ten EPA regions. The information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports
the implementation of FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances
Control Act). Some EPA regions are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA

regions are not providing EPA Headquarters with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS
database. It included records that may not be included in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is

no longer updated.

A review of the HIST FTTS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 10/19/2006 has revealed that there is 1
HIST FTTS site within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page

DUR-O-WAL WIRE INC 625 CRANE AVE. WSW 1/2 -1 (0.790 mi.) E24 55

MLTS: The Material Licensing Tracking System is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
and contains a list fo approximately 8,100 sites which possess or use radioactive materials and are subject to
NRC licensing requirements.

A review of the MLTS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 03/18/2010 has revealed that there is 1 MLTS
site within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page

PITTWAY CORP. 780 MCCLURE AVENUE W 1/2 - 1 (0.835 mi.) F26 62
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FINDS: The Facility Index System contains both facility information and "pointers" to other

sources of information that contain more detail. These include: RCRIS; Permit Compliance System (PCS);

Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS); FATES (FIFRA [Federal Insecticide Fungicide Rodenticide Act]

and TSCA Enforcement System, FTTS [FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System]; CERCLIS; DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to
manage and track information on civil judicial enforcement cases for all environmental statutes); Federal

Underground Injection Control (FURS); Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS); Surface Impoundments (SIA); TSCA
Chemicals in Commerce Information System (CICS); PADS; RCRA-J (medical waste transporters/disposers); TRIS;

and TSCA. The source of this database is the U.S. EPA/NTIS.

A review of the FINDS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/14/2010 has revealed that there are 31
FINDS sites within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
STONEBRIDGE COUNTRY CLUB 2500 STONEBRIDGE BLVD  NNE 1/4 - 1/2 (0.268 mi.) A2 7
DUKANE PRECAST INC 2000 PLAIN AVENUE SW 1/4 - 1/2 (0.408 mi.) 3 7
NANCY YOUNG ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 800 ASBURY DR SE 1/2 - 1 (0.628 mi.) 15 18
AURORA PUMP 2301 LIBERTY S 1/2 - 1 (0.640 mi.) 16 18
MOSER KENSINGTON JV 2200 E INDIAN TRAIL RD N 1/2 - 1 (0.691 mi.) D19 22
WYSY/WMRO RADIO 620 EOLA RD ESE 1/2 - 1 (0.694 mi.) 20 22
WORLD COLOR DIRECT IMAGING 780 MC CLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.835 mi.) F27 62
FREEDOM IMAGING SYSTEMS INC 780 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.835 mi.) F28 66
BRK FIRE EXTINGUISHERS 733 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.835 mi.) 29 67
BALLCO MFG INC 2375 E LIBERTY ST ESE 1/2 - 1 (0.838 mi.) 42 78
GOODWIN, DAN/VEBER POSS RD & 4TH ST ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.851 mi.) 43 84
CAPITAL CONTROL LTD DBA FOX 2115 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2-1(0.867 mi.) H45 85
SUPERIOR TOYOTA AMC JEEP INC 2121 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2 -1 (0.869 mi.) H49 88
GARTNER COLLISION REVISION 2424 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2-1(0.876 mi.) H53 95
BILL JACOBS AURORA INC 2170 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2-1(0.882 mi.) H59 103
NORB KORNAK OLDS INC 2175 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2-1(0.882 mi.) H61 105
PDI INDUSTRIES INC 1666 DEARBORN AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.904 mi.) 164 110
FERNANDOS BODY WORKS 1660 DEARBORN AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.909 mi.) 168 113
P C DISPLAY FINISHERS INC 1666 NORTH DEARBORN WSW 1/2 -1 (0.915 mi.) 170 114
BP AMOCO 1207 N EOLA RD ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.922 mi.) J71 119
CASSENS TRANSPORT CO 3401 LIBERTY ST ESE 1/2 - 1 (0.973 mi.) M80 129
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
U-PULL-IT 1901 PLAIN AVE SW 1/2 - 1 (0.522 mi.) B5 8
NATIONAL RENT-A-FENCE 1894 PLAIN AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.557 mi.) B8 10
AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC 1859 PLAIN AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.592 mi.) C11 11
MIDSTATES EXPRESS 1859 PLAIN AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.592 mi.)  C12 14
ALLIANCE METAL TREATING 1900 PLAIN AVE. WSW 1/2 -1 (0.663 mi.) 17 19
DUR-O-WAL WIRE INC 625 CRANE AVE. WSW 1/2 -1 (0.790 mi.) E24 55
CITY AUTO WRECKERS 690 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.835 mi.) G30 70
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD 685 MCCLURE ROAD W 1/2 - 1 (0.836 mi.) G40 74
HEIMANN, MARY THERESE 2315 E NEW YORK ST S 1/2 -1 (0.853 mi.) 44 85
PROGRESSIVE TURNING 1680 MOUNTAIN ST W 1/2 - 1 (0.872 mi.) G51 91

DRYCLEANERS: Any business interested in operating a drycleaning facility in lllinois needs to apply for
a license through the lllinois Drycleaner Environmental Response trust Fund.

A review of the DRYCLEANERS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 03/01/2010 has revealed that there
are 3 DRYCLEANERS sites within approximately 1.25 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page

STONEBRIDGE CLEANERS 1242 NORTH EOLA ROAD ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.939 mi.) K75 125
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Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
AMERICAN STAR CLEANERS 3150 NORTH AURORA ROAD NE 1 -2 (1.100 mi.) 85 135
NEW CLEANERS 2849 EAST NEW YORK STRE SE 1-2 (1.172 mi.) 88 169

AIRS: A listing of air permits and emissions information.

A review of the AIRS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 12/31/2008 has revealed that there are 7
AIRS sites within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID Page
FREEDOM IMAGING SYSTEMS INC 780 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.835 mi.) F28 66
BRK FIRE EXTINGUISHERS 733 MCCLURE RD W 1/2 - 1 (0.835 mi.) 29 67
BALLCO MFG INC 2375 E LIBERTY ST ESE 1/2 - 1 (0.838 mi.) 42 78
GARTNER COLLISION REVISION 2424 EAST NEW YORK ST. S 1/2-1(0.876 mi.) H55 99
GARTNER COLLISION REVISION 2424 E NEW YORK S 1/2-1(0.876 mi.) H57 101
Lower Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
DUKANE PRECAST INC 2000 PLAIN AVE SW 1/2 - 1 (0.549 mi.) B7 9
DUR-O-WAL WIRE INC 625 CRANE AVE WSW 1/2 -1 (0.790 mi)  E23 23

TIER 2: A listing of facilities which store or manufacture hazardous materials and submit a
chemical inventory report.

A review of the TIER 2 list, as provided by EDR, and dated 02/19/2010 has revealed that there are 3
TIER 2 sites within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
AURORA PUMP 2301 LIBERTY S 1/2 -1 (0.640 mi.) 16 18
EXEL 2303 INDIAN TRAIL ROAD N 1/2 - 1 (0.677 mi.) D18 21
CASSENS TRANSPORT COMPANY 3401 LIBERTY ST ESE 1/2 - 1 (0.973 mi.) M79 128

TC2800629.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 13

Page 978 of 2624



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped:

Site Name

BATAVIA

DUR-O-WAL, INC.

AKZO NOBEL PAINTS LLC
RT 25 & E SULLIVAN RD
RT 31

D W CLEANERS

ALL CLEANERS

PRIME CLEANERS

YOUNGS CLEANERS
SCHINDLBECK,JOE P

BFI

SHELL OIL PRODUCTS US
SPEEDWAY SUPERAMERICA
OAKHURST FOREST PRESERVE
CITGO

MARATHON CITGO STATION

8600 WHARF ST

SEARS 1660

1020 NEW YORK ST

4006 THRU 4080 FOX VALLEY
PENSKE TRUCK LEASING

IL & INDIAN TRL

875 RT 25

RT 25

RT 31

2211 S EOLARD

MCCLURE RD

WISEMAN-HUGHES ENTERPRISES
BRK ELECTRONICS INC
TELEDYNE PINES

MIDWEST SOIL REMEDIATION INC
BRK ELECTRONICS PITTWAY CORP

Page 979 of 2624

Database(s)

TIER 2

TIER 2

TIER 2

CERC-NFRAP
CERC-NFRAP, CORRACTS, RCRA-LQG,
TRIS, PADS, MANIFEST, MANIFEST
DRYCLEANERS
DRYCLEANERS
DRYCLEANERS
DRYCLEANERS
SWF/LF

SWFI/LF

LUST

LUST

UST

UST

UST

CHMIRS, HAZNET
RCRA-SQG
RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
RCRA-CESQG, FINDS
FINDS, AIRS

FINDS, AIRS

FINDS, AIRS

FINDS, AIRS

FINDS, AIRS

FINDS, AIRS

SRP

AIRS

AIRS

AIRS

MANIFEST
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A Sites at elevations higher than
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¢ Sites at elevations lower than
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Manufactured Gas Plants
| National Priority List Sites
Dept. Defense Sites
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Indian Reservations BIA
County Boundary

Power transmission lines
Qil & Gas pipelines
100-year flood zone
500-year flood zone
National Wetland Inventory

This report includes Interactive Map Layers to
display and/or hide map information. The
legend includes only those icons for the
default map view.

SITE NAME: Eola Yard Improvements Project Level EA
ADDRESS: Eola Yard Improvements Project Level EA
Aurora IL 60504

AT QNG 4 5R3A 882563

CLIENT: HDR Engineering, Inc.

CONTACT: Robin Martel
INQUIRY #: 2800629.2s

DATE: June 23,2010 9:59 am

Copyright @ 2010 EDR, Inc. © 2010 Tele Atlas Rel. 07/2007.
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search

Target Distance Total
Database Property (Miles) <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS
Federal NPL site list
NPL 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed NPL 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
NPL LIENS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Federal Delisted NPL site list
Delisted NPL 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
Federal CERCLIS list
CERCLIS 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
FEDERAL FACILITY 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List
CERC-NFRAP 1.500 0 0 0 2 0 2
Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list
CORRACTS 2.000 0 0 0 1 0 1
Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list
RCRA-TSDF 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
Federal RCRA generators list
RCRA-LQG 1.250 0 0 0 0 0 0
RCRA-SQG 1.250 0 0 0 4 1 5
RCRA-CESQG 1.250 0 0 0 5 4 9
Federal institutional controls /
engineering controls registries
US ENG CONTROLS 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
US INST CONTROL 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
Federal ERNS list
ERNS 1.000 0 0 0 4 NR 4
State- and tribal - equivalent NPL
CAT 2.000 0 0 0 1 0 1
State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS
SHWS 2.000 0 0 0 1 0 1
State and tribal landfill and/or
solid waste disposal site lists
SWF/LF 1.500 0 0 0 0 1 1
LF SPECIAL WASTE 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
IL NIPC 1.500 0 0 0 0 1 1
State and tribal leaking storage tank lists
LUST 1.500 0 0 1 11 19 31
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search

Target Distance Total
Database Property (Miles) <1/8 1/8-1/4 1/4-1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
LUST TRUST 1.500 0 0 0 0 1 1
INDIAN LUST 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
State and tribal registered storage tank lists
UST 1.250 0 0 0 15 5 20
INDIAN UST 1.250 0 0 0 0 0 0
FEMA UST 1.250 0 0 0 0 0 0
State and tribal institutional
control / engineering control registries
ENG CONTROLS 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
INST CONTROL 1.500 0 0 0 0 1 1
State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites
SRP 1.500 0 0 0 1 1 2
INDIAN VCP 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
State and tribal Brownfields sites
BROWNFIELDS 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS
Local Brownfield lists
US BROWNFIELDS 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
Local Lists of Landfill / Solid
Waste Disposal Sites
DEBRIS REGION 9 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
ODI 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
LF SPECIAL WASTE 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
INDIAN ODI 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
Local Lists of Hazardous waste /
Contaminated Sites
US CDL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
CDL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
US HIST CDL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Local Land Records
LIENS 2 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
LUCIS 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
Records of Emergency Release Reports
HMIRS 1.000 0 0 0 4 NR 4
SPILLS 1.000 0 0 0 2 NR 2
Other Ascertainable Records
RCRA-NonGen 1.250 0 0 0 8 1 9
DOT OPS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
DOD 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search

Target Distance Total
Database Property (Miles) <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
FUDS 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
CONSENT 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
ROD 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
UMTRA 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
MINES 1.250 0 0 0 0 0 0
TRIS 1.000 0 0 0 1 NR 1
TSCA 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
FTTS 1.000 0 0 0 1 NR 1
HIST FTTS 1.000 0 0 0 1 NR 1
SSTS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
ICIS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
PADS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
MLTS 1.000 0 0 0 1 NR 1
RADINFO 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
FINDS 1.000 0 0 2 29 NR 31
RAATS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
uIC 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
NPDES 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
DRYCLEANERS 1.250 0 0 0 1 2 3
IMPDMENT 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
AIRS 1.000 0 0 0 7 NR 7
TIER 2 1.000 0 0 0 3 NR 3
INDIAN RESERV 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
SCRD DRYCLEANERS 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
PCB TRANSFORMER 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
COAL ASH EPA 1.500 0 0 0 0 0 0
COAL ASH DOE 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS
EDR Proprietary Records
Manufactured Gas Plants 2.000 0 0 0 0 0 0
EDR Historical Auto Stations 1.250 0 0 0 0 0 0
EDR Historical Cleaners 1.250 0 0 0 0 0 0

NOTES:
TP = Target Property
NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance
Sites may be listed in more than one database
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Map ID MAP FINDINGS
Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
Al STONEBRIDGE COUNTRY CLUB LUST S103690705
NNE 2500 STONEBRIDGE BLVD. N/A
1/4-1/2 AURORA, IL 60504
0.268 mi.
1412 ft. Site 1 of 2 in cluster A
Relative: LUST:
Higher Incident Num: 990137

IL EPA Id: 0894075796
Actual: Product: Gasoline, Deisel
719 ft. IEMA Date: 1/22/1999

Project Manager: Campbell

Project Manager Phone: (217) 782-6762

Email: Not reported

PRP Name: Stonebridge Country Club

PRP Contact: Parin Schmidt

PRP Address: 2705 Stonebridge Blvd.

PRP City,St,Zip: Aurora, IL 60504

PRP Phone: 6308986139

Site Classification: Not reported

Section 57.5(g) Letter: 732

Non LUST Determination Letter: Not reported

20 Report Received: 4/5/1999

45 Report Received: 4/5/1999

Section 57.5(g) Letter: Not reported

NFA/NFR Letter: 12/9/1999

NFR Date Recorded: 2/14/2000
A2 STONEBRIDGE COUNTRY CLUB FINDS 1008120527
NNE 2500 STONEBRIDGE BLVD N/A
1/4-1/2 AURORA, IL 60504
0.268 mi.
1412 ft. Site 2 of 2 in cluster A
Relative: FINDS:
Higher

Registry ID: 110018171538
Actual:
719 ft. Environmental Interest/Information System

ACES (lllinois - Agency Compliance And Enforcement System) is the
lllinois EPA Project to facilitate the permitting operations

3 DUKANE PRECAST INC FINDS 1004475688
SwW 2000 PLAIN AVENUE N/A
1/4-1/2 AURORA, IL 60505
0.408 mi.
2154 ft.
Relative: FINDS:
Higher

Registry ID: 110001339784
Actual:
712 ft.

Environmental Interest/Information System

AFS (Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS) Facility
Subsystem) replaces the former Compliance Data System (CDS), the

National Emission Data System (NEDS), and the Storage and Retrieval of

Aerometric Data (SAROAD). AIRS is the national repository for
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Map ID l MAP FINDINGS

Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
DUKANE PRECAST INC (Continued) 1004475688
information concerning airborne pollution in the United States. AFS is
used to track emissions and compliance data from industrial plants.
AFS data are utilized by states to prepare State Implementation Plans
to comply with regulatory programs and by EPA as an input for the
estimation of total national emissions. AFS is undergoing a major
redesign to support facility operating permits required under Title V
of the Clean Air Act.
ACES (lllinois - Agency Compliance And Enforcement System) is the
lllinois EPA Project to facilitate the permitting operations
The NEI (National Emissions Inventory) database contains information
on stationary and mobile sources that emit criteria air pollutants and
their precursors, as well as hazardous air pollutants (HAPs).
US National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) module of
the Compliance Information System (ICIS) tracks surface water permits
issued under the Clean Water Act. Under NPDES, all facilities that
discharge pollutants from any point source into waters of the United
States are required to obtain a permit. The permit will likely contain
limits on what can be discharged, impose monitoring and reporting
requirements, and include other provisions to ensure that the
discharge does not adversely affect water quality.
PCS (Permit Compliance System) is a computerized management
information system that contains data on National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit holding facilities. PCS tracks the
permit, compliance, and enforcement status of NPDES facilities.
B4 SPILLS S109699896
SwW 1901 PLAIN AVE N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL
0.522 mi.
2758 ft. Site 1 of 7 in cluster B
Relative: SPILLS:
Lower Incident ID: 20090663
Facility Address: 1901 PLAIN AVE
Actual: Facility City: AURORA
703 ft. PRP Name: U-PULL IT AUTO PARTS
B5 U-PULL-IT FINDS 1008123009
Sw 1901 PLAIN AVE N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505
0.522 mi.
2758 ft. Site 2 of 7 in cluster B
Relative: FINDS:
Lower
Registry ID: 110018196496
Actual:
703 ft. Environmental Interest/Information System

ACES (lllinois - Agency Compliance And Enforcement System) is the
lllinois EPA Project to facilitate the permitting operations

TC2800629.2s Page 8
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Map ID
Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
B6 1901 PLAIN AVENUE ERNS 2009909139
SwW 1901 PLAIN AVENUE N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL
0.522 mi.
2758 ft. Site 3 of 7 in cluster B
Relative: Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access
Lower additional ERNS detail in the EDR Site Report.
Actual:
703 ft.
B7 DUKANE PRECAST INC AIRS S107741532
SW 2000 PLAIN AVE N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505
0.549 mi.
2896 ft. Site 4 of 7 in cluster B
Relative: IL AIRS:
Lower Facility ID: 16115
Facility Address 2: Not reported
Actual: Contact Name: Tom Gorman
702 ft. Contact Title:

Contact Tele:

Not reported
630-898-6311

Contact Extention:
Contact EMail:
Contact Fax:

Not reported
tgorman@dukaneprecast.com
630-355-0441

Lat/Long: 41.768000 / -88.266000
ID Number: 089407AAM

Cease Operation Date: Not reported

SIC Code: 3273

Address Type Code: LOC

Year: 2006

Emissions:

Year: Not reported

Emissions Type: Not reported

Id Num: Not reported

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported

16115

Not reported
Tom Gorman
Not reported
630-898-6311
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported

Facility ID:

Facility Address 2:
Contact Name:
Contact Title:
Contact Tele:
Contact Extention:
Contact EMail:
Contact Fax:

Lat/Long: Not reported
ID Number: 089407AAM
Cease Operation Date: Not reported
SIC Code: 3273

Address Type Code: Not reported
Year: 2007

Emissions:

Year: Not reported
Emissions Type: Not reported
Id Num: Not reported
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Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
DUKANE PRECAST INC (Continued) S107741532
Pollutant Code: Not reported
Tons per Year: Not reported
Last Updated By: Not reported
Last Updated Date: Not reported
B8 NATIONAL RENT-A-FENCE FINDS 1008123083
WSW 1894 PLAIN AVE N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505
0.557 mi.
2943 ft. Site 5 of 7 in cluster B
Relative: FINDS:
Lower
Registry ID: 110018197235
Actual:
702 ft. Environmental Interest/Information System
ACES (lllinois - Agency Compliance And Enforcement System) is the
lllinois EPA Project to facilitate the permitting operations
B9 NATIONAL RENT-A-FENCE LUST S104523155
WSW 1894 PLAIN AVE. N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505
0.557 mi.
2943 ft. Site 6 of 7 in cluster B
Relative: LUST:
Lower Incident Num: 941271
IL EPA Id: 0894075905
Actual: Product: Gasoline
702 ft. IEMA Date: 6/8/1994
Project Manager: Putrich

Project Manager Phone:
Email:

PRP Name:

PRP Contact:

PRP Address:

PRP City,St,Zip:

PRP Phone:

Site Classification:
Section 57.5(g) Letter:
Non LUST Determination Letter:
20 Report Received:

45 Report Received:
Section 57.5(g) Letter:
NFA/NFR Letter:

NFR Date Recorded:
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(217) 524-4827
Steve.Putrich@illinois.gov
National Rent-A-Fence
Dennis McFarlind
6303 Zenith

Dallas, TX 75212

Not reported

LOW

732

Not reported
9/23/1994

9/23/1994

Not reported

Not reported

Not reported
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Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
B10 NATIONAL RENT A FENCE CO UST U001965304
WSW 1894 PLAIN AVE N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60506
0.557 mi.
2943 ft. Site 7 of 7 in cluster B
Relative: UST:
Lower Facility ID: 2033117
Facility Status: Closed
Actual: Facility Type: Industrial / Manufacturing
702 ft. Owner Name: M&M Properties
Owner Id: U0022905
Owner Address: 10403 Glenoaks Blvd
Owner City,St,Zip: Pacoima, CA 91331
Tank Number: 1
Tank Capacity: 10000
Tank Substance: Gasoline
Last Used Date: 6/8/1994
OSFM First Notify Date: 5/5/1994
Tank Status: Removed
Red Tag Issue Date: Not reported
Install Date: 1/1/1902
Green Tag Decal: Not reported
Green Tag Issue Date: Not reported
Green Tag Expire Date: Not reported
Self Service Permit Inspection Date: Not reported
Self Service Permit Expire Date: Not reported
Fee Due: Not reported
Tank Number: 2
Tank Capacity: 500
Tank Substance: Diesel Fuel
Last Used Date: 6/8/1994
OSFM First Notify Date: 5/5/1994
Tank Status: Removed
Red Tag Issue Date: Not reported
Install Date: 1/1/1902
Green Tag Decal: Not reported
Green Tag Issue Date: Not reported
Green Tag Expire Date: Not reported
Self Service Permit Inspection Date: Not reported
Self Service Permit Expire Date: Not reported
Fee Due: Not reported
C11 AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC RCRA-NonGen 1000340792
WSW 1859 PLAIN AVE FINDS 1LD004789400
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505 LUST
0.592 mi.
3126 ft. Site 1 of 3 in cluster C
Relative: RCRA-NonGen:
Lower Date form received by agency: 07/30/2009
Facility name: AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC
Actual: Facility address: 1859 PLAIN AVE
700 ft. AURORA, IL 60505
EPA ID: ILD004789400
Contact: KENNETH HARTMANN

Contact address:
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Direction
Distance
Elevation

Site

MAP FINDINGS

EDR ID Number
Database(s) EPA ID Number

AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC (Continued)
AURORA, IL 60505

1000340792

Contact country: us

Contact telephone: (312) 898-4414

Contact email: Not reported

EPA Region: 05

Classification: Non-Generator

Description: Handler: Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous waste

Owner/Operator Summary:

Owner/operator name: NAME NOT REPORTED

Owner/operator address: ADDRESS NOT REPORTED
CITY NOT REPORTED, AK 99998

Owner/operator country: Not reported

Owner/operator telephone: (312) 555-1212

Legal status: Private

Owner/Operator Type: Operator

Owner/Op start date: Not reported

Owner/Op end date: Not reported

Owner/operator name: NAME NOT REPORTED

Owner/operator address: ADDRESS NOT REPORTED
CITY NOT REPORTED, AK 99998

Owner/operator country: Not reported

Owner/operator telephone: (312) 555-1212

Legal status: Private

Owner/Operator Type: Owner

Owner/Op start date: Not reported

Owner/Op end date: Not reported

Handler Activities Summary:

U.S. importer of hazardous waste:
Mixed waste (haz. and radioactive):
Recycler of hazardous waste:
Transporter of hazardous waste:
Treater, storer or disposer of HW:
Underground injection activity:
On-site burner exemption:
Furnace exemption:

Used oil fuel burner:

Used oil processor:

User oil refiner:

Used oil fuel marketer to burner:
Used oil Specification marketer:
Used oil transfer facility:

Used oil transporter:

Off-site waste receiver:

Universal Waste Summary:
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Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
No
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Verified to be non-commercial

Waste type: Batteries
Accumulated waste on-site:  No
Generated waste on-site: Not reported
Waste type: Lamps

Accumulated waste on-site:  No

Generated waste on-site: Not reported
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AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC (Continued) 1000340792
Waste type: Pesticides
Accumulated waste on-site:  No

Generated waste on-site:
Waste type:

Accumulated waste on-site:
Generated waste on-site:

Historical Generators:

Not reported

Thermostats
No
Not reported

Date form received by agency: 04/07/1982

Facility name:
Classification:

Hazardous Waste Summary:
Waste code:
Waste name:

Waste code:
Waste name:

Waste code:
Waste name:

Waste code:
Waste name:

Waste code:
Waste name:
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AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC
Not a generator, verified

D000
Not Defined

D001

IGNITABLE HAZARDOUS WASTES ARE THOSE WASTES WHICH HAVE A FLASHPOINT OF
LESS THAN 140 DEGREES FAHRENHEIT AS DETERMINED BY A PENSKY-MARTENS
CLOSED CUP FLASH POINT TESTER. ANOTHER METHOD OF DETERMINING THE

FLASH POINT OF A WASTE IS TO REVIEW THE MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET,

WHICH CAN BE OBTAINED FROM THE MANUFACTURER OR DISTRIBUTOR OF THE
MATERIAL. LACQUER THINNER IS AN EXAMPLE OF A COMMONLY USED SOLVENT
WHICH WOULD BE CONSIDERED AS IGNITABLE HAZARDOUS WASTE.

D002

A WASTE WHICH HAS A PH OF LESS THAN 2 OR GREATER THAN 12.5 IS
CONSIDERED TO BE A CORROSIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE. SODIUM HYDROXIDE, A
CAUSTIC SOLUTION WITH A HIGH PH, IS OFTEN USED BY INDUSTRIES TO CLEAN
OR DEGREASE PARTS. HYDROCHLORIC ACID, A SOLUTION WITH A LOW PH, IS
USED BY MANY INDUSTRIES TO CLEAN METAL PARTS PRIOR TO PAINTING. WHEN
THESE CAUSTIC OR ACID SOLUTIONS BECOME CONTAMINATED AND MUST BE
DISPOSED, THE WASTE WOULD BE A CORROSIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE.

FOO1

THE FOLLOWING SPENT HALOGENATED SOLVENTS USED IN DEGREASING:
TETRACHLOROETHYLENE, TRICHLOROETHYLENE, METHYLENE CHLORIDE,
1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE, CARBON TETRACHLORIDE, AND CHLORINATED
FLUOROCARBONS; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS USED IN DEGREASING
CONTAINING, BEFORE USE, A TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY VOLUME) OF

ONE OR MORE OF THE ABOVE HALOGENATED SOLVENTS OR THOSE SOLVENTS LISTED
IN FO02, FOO4, AND F005, AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE

SPENT SOLVENTS AND SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES.

F002

THE FOLLOWING SPENT HALOGENATED SOLVENTS: TETRACHLOROETHYLENE,
METHYLENE CHLORIDE, TRICHLOROETHYLENE, 1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE,
CHLOROBENZENE, 1,1,2-TRICHLORO-1,2,2-TRIFLUOROETHANE,
ORTHO-DICHLOROBENZENE, TRICHLOROFLUOROMETHANE, AND
1,1,2-TRICHLOROETHANE; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS CONTAINING,
BEFORE USE, A TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY VOLUME) OF ONE OR MORE
OF THE ABOVE HALOGENATED SOLVENTS OR THOSE LISTED IN F001, FO04, OR
FO05, AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE SPENT SOLVENTS AND
SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES.
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AURORA FAST FREIGHT INC (Continued) 1000340792
Waste code: F004
Waste name: THE FOLLOWING SPENT NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS: CRESOLS AND CRESYLIC

ACID, AND NITROBENZENE; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS CONTAINING,
BEFORE USE, A TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY VOLUME) OF ONE OR MORE
OF THE ABOVE NON-HALOGENATED SOLVENTS OR THOSE SOLVENTS LISTED IN
F001, FOO2, AND FO05; AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE

SPENT SOLVENTS AND SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES.

Violation Status: No violations found
FINDS:
Registry ID: 110005812059

Environmental Interest/Information System

RCRAINfo is a national information system that supports the Resource

Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) program through the tracking of

events and activities related to facilities that generate, transport,

and treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste. RCRAInfo allows RCRA

program staff to track the notification, permit, compliance, and
corrective action activities required under RCRA.

LUST:
Incident Num:
IL EPA Id:
Product:
IEMA Date:
Project Manager:
Project Manager Phone:
Email:
PRP Name:
PRP Contact:
PRP Address:
PRP City,St,Zip:
PRP Phone:
Site Classification:
Section 57.5(g) Letter:

Non LUST Determination Letter:

20 Report Received:
45 Report Received:
Section 57.5(g) Letter:
NFA/NFR Letter:

NFR Date Recorded:

981859
0894075071

Deisel

7/29/1998

Kaiser

(217) 524-4650
Karl.Kaiser@illinois.gov
Aurora Fast Freight
Bruce Hartman
1859 Plain Ave.
Aurora, IL 60506
6309060250

HIGH

732

Not reported
8/25/1998
11/2/1998

Not reported

Not reported

Not reported

C12 MIDSTATES EXPRESS
WSW 1859 PLAIN AVE
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505
0.592 mi.
3126 ft. Site 2 of 3 in cluster C
Relative: FINDS:
Lower
Registry ID: 110017873050
Actual:
700 ft. Environmental Interest/Information System

ACES (lllinois - Agency Compliance And Enforcement System) is the
lllinois EPA Project to facilitate the permitting operations
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FINDS 1007450976
N/A
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Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
MIDSTATES EXPRESS (Continued) 1007450976
RCRAInNfo is a national information system that supports the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) program through the tracking of
events and activities related to facilities that generate, transport,
and treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste. RCRAInfo allows RCRA
program staff to track the natification, permit, compliance, and
corrective action activities required under RCRA.
C13 MIDSTATES EXPRESS RCRA-SQG 1007370584
WSW 1859 PLAIN AVE ILR0O00128678
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505
0.592 mi.
3126 ft. Site 3 of 3 in cluster C
Relative: RCRA-SQG:
Lower Date form received by agency: 06/09/2004
Facility name: MIDSTATES EXPRESS
Actual: Facility address: 1859 PLAIN AVE
700 ft. AURORA, IL 60505
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EPA ID:
Contact:
Contact address:

Contact country:
Contact telephone:
Contact email:
EPA Region:
Classification:
Description:

Owner/Operator Summary:
Owner/operator name:
Owner/operator address:

Owner/operator country:

Owner/operator telephone:

Legal status:
Owner/Operator Type:
Owner/Op start date:
Owner/Op end date:

Owner/operator name:
Owner/operator address:

Owner/operator country:

Owner/operator telephone:

Legal status:
Owner/Operator Type:
Owner/Op start date:
Owner/Op end date:

Handler Activities Summary:

U.S. importer of hazardous waste:

ILR0O00128678

HAROLD J FERENCZI

1859 PLAIN AVE

AURORA, IL 60505

Not reported

(219) 873-0666

Not reported

05

Small Small Quantity Generator

Handler: generates more than 100 and less than 1000 kg of hazardous
waste during any calendar month and accumulates less than 6000 kg of
hazardous waste at any time; or generates 100 kg or less of hazardous
waste during any calendar month, and accumulates more than 1000 kg of
hazardous waste at any time

MIDSTATES EXPRESS
1859 PLAIN AVE
AURORA, IL 60505

us

Not reported

Private

Operator

05/15/2002

Not reported

MIDSTATES EXPRESS
1859 PLAIN AVE
AURORA, IL 60505

us

Not reported

Private

Owner

05/15/2002

Not reported

No
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MIDSTATES EXPRESS (Continued) 1007370584
Mixed waste (haz. and radioactive): No
Recycler of hazardous waste: No
Transporter of hazardous waste: No
Treater, storer or disposer of HW:  No
Underground injection activity: No
On-site burner exemption: No
Furnace exemption: No
Used oil fuel burner: No
Used oil processor: No
User oil refiner: No
Used oil fuel marketer to burner: No
Used oil Specification marketer: No
Used oil transfer facility: No
Used oil transporter: No
Off-site waste receiver: Commercial status unknown
Hazardous Waste Summary:
Waste code: D002
Waste name: A WASTE WHICH HAS A PH OF LESS THAN 2 OR GREATER THAN 125 IS
CONSIDERED TO BE A CORROSIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE. SODIUM HYDROXIDE, A
CAUSTIC SOLUTION WITH A HIGH PH, IS OFTEN USED BY INDUSTRIES TO CLEAN
OR DEGREASE PARTS. HYDROCHLORIC ACID, A SOLUTION WITH A LOW PH, IS
USED BY MANY INDUSTRIES TO CLEAN METAL PARTS PRIOR TO PAINTING. WHEN
THESE CAUSTIC OR ACID SOLUTIONS BECOME CONTAMINATED AND MUST BE
DISPOSED, THE WASTE WOULD BE A CORROSIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE.
Violation Status: No violations found
14 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD LUST S105250537
SwW IMPDMENT N/A
1/2-1 , 1L
0.601 mi.
3175 ft.
Relative: LUST:
Higher Incident Num: 921638
IL EPA Id: 0730055003
Actual: Product: Gasoline
7111t IEMA Date: 6/16/1992
Project Manager: Irwin
Project Manager Phone: Not reported
Email: Not reported
PRP Name: Burlington Northern Railroad
PRP Contact: Joe Fleagle
PRP Address: 5601 West 26th St.
PRP City,St,Zip: Cicero, IL 60650
PRP Phone: Not reported
Site Classification: Not reported
Section 57.5(g) Letter: 731
Non LUST Determination Letter: Not reported
20 Report Received: 7/16/1992
45 Report Received: 9/3/1992
Section 57.5(g) Letter: Not reported
NFA/NFR Letter: 3/9/1993
NFR Date Recorded: Not reported
SIA:
Area: 0.00000000000
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BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD (Continued)

Page 995 of 2624

Perimeter: 0.00000000000
County FIPS Code: 089

Place Code: 38882
Type of Impoundment Facility: ~ MINING
SIA Number: 00087

# of impoundments at Site: 002

IEPA ID: 0

NPDES Permit #: 1LO037656
SIC Code 2: 1211
Latitude: 414600
Longitude: 0881600

Date Facility Id'd and Inventoried: 41879
Land owner street address:
Land Owner City,St,Zip:
Operator of impoundment:
Operator address:

Not reported
Not reported

Operator City,St,Zip: 0

State Abbreviation: IL

County FIPS Code: 089

Place Code: 38882

Type of Impoundment Facility 2: MINING

SIA Number: 00087

Unique impoundment Number: 002

Purpose For Impoundment: TREATMENT
Explanation For Above: STABILIZATN

Age of Impoundment in Years: 14
Impoundment Currently In Use:  Yes

# of years in Operation if In Use: 14

Unique Record # assigned by S. Schock:

Last Year of Operation if Not in Use:

Surface Area of all impoundments (acres):
Surface Area of all impoundments (acres):
Average Influent (Gal/day) Into Impoundment:
Year of Record for above (influent) average:
Average Effluent (gal/day) out of impoundment:
Year of record for above (effluent) average:
Year of record for above average:

Year of record for above average:

Avg Effluent for all Impoundments at facility:
Year of Record for above Average:

Bottom of Liner:

If Liner Type ?? Above, Thickness (inches):
Description of Liner Type If ?? Above:

If Agricultural Impoundment, Type of Livestock:

If Agricultural Impoundment, Average Daily # Livestock:

Number of Monitoring Wells:
Frequency Of Groundwater Samplings:
Explanation Of GW Sampling if Other:
GW Quiality Changes Detected:

Seepage Affected Drnk Water Wells Within 1 Mile:

Site Features:
Dun and Bradst # Identifying Facility Type 2:

Dun and Bradst # Identifying Operator Business 2:

Dun and Bradst # Identifying Facility Type 2:

Dun and Bradst # Identifying Operator Business 2:

SIC Code 2:

547 WEST JACKSON BLVD
CHICAGO, IL 60606

P4558

0000
000007
0000014
000000000
0000
000000000
0000
000024000
1971
000007200
1974

NONE

000

Not reported
Not reported
000000

00

Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
UNKNOWN
RU

Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
1211

$105250537
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Map ID [ MAP FINDINGS
Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
15 NANCY YOUNG ELEMENTARY SCHOOL FINDS 1008256292
SE 800 ASBURY DR N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60502
0.628 mi.
3315 ft.
Relative: FINDS:
Higher
Registry ID: 110036921418

Actual:
729 ft. Environmental Interest/Information System

NCES (National Center for Education Statistics) is the primary federal

entity for collecting and analyzing data related to education in the

United States and other nations and the institute of education

sciences.
16 AURORA PUMP FINDS 1010038632
South 2301 LIBERTY TIER 2 N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60504
0.640 mi.
3379 ft.
Relative: FINDS:
Higher

Registry ID: 110028076196

Actual:
718 ft.

Page 996 of 2624

Environmental Interest/Information System

TIER 2:

Corporate Name:
Latitude:
Longitude:
Chemical Name:
CAS Number:

Max Daily Range:

Year:

Corporate Name:
Latitude:
Longitude:
Chemical Name:
CAS Number:

Max Daily Range:

ICIS (Integrated Compliance Information System) is the Integrated
Compliance Information System and provides a database that, when
complete, will contain integrated Enforcement and Compliance
information across most of EPA’s programs. The vision for ICIS is to
replace EPA’s independent databases that contain Enforcement data with
a single repository for that information. Currently, ICIS contains all
Federal Administrative and Judicial enforcement actions. This
information is maintained in ICIS by EPA in the Regional offices and

it Headquarters. A future release of ICIS will replace the Permit
Compliance System (PCS) which supports the NPDES and will integrate
that information with Federal actions already in the system. ICIS also
has the capability to track other activities occurring in the Region

that support Compliance and Enforcement programs. These include;
Incident Tracking, Compliance Assistance, and Compliance Monitoring.

Verizon Wireless
41.764519483000001
-88.262310835999898
SULFURIC ACID
7664939

100 - 999

2008

Verizon Wireless
41.764519483000001
-88.262310835999898
SULFURIC ACID
7664939

100 - 999
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Map ID MAP FINDINGS
Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
AURORA PUMP (Continued) 1010038632
Year: 2009
17 ALLIANCE METAL TREATING RCRA-NonGen 1000182949
WSW 1900 PLAIN AVE. FINDS ILD067995621
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60504
0.663 mi.
3499 ft.
Relative: RCRA-NonGen:
Lower Date form received by agency: 04/20/1998
Facility name: ALLIANCE METAL TREATING INC
Actual: Facility address: 1900 PLAIN AVE
703 ft.

Page 997 of 2624

EPA ID:
Mailing address:

Contact:
Contact address:

Contact country:
Contact telephone:
Contact email:
EPA Region:

Land type:
Classification:
Description:

Owner/Operator Summary:
Owner/operator name:
Owner/operator address:

Owner/operator country:

Owner/operator telephone:

Legal status:
Owner/Operator Type:
Owner/Op start date:
Owner/Op end date:

Owner/operator name:
Owner/operator address:

Owner/operator country:

Owner/operator telephone:

Legal status:
Owner/Operator Type:
Owner/Op start date:
Owner/Op end date:

Handler Activities Summary:

AURORA, IL 60505
ILD067995621
P O BOX 68
EOLA, IL 60519
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported

05

Facility is not located on Indian land. Additional information is not known.

Non-Generator
Handler: Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous waste

CATCHPOLE DONALD
ADDRESS NOT REPORTED
CITY NOT REPORTED, AK 99998
Not reported

(312) 555-1212

Private

Owner

Not reported

Not reported

NAME NOT REPORTED
ADDRESS NOT REPORTED
CITY NOT REPORTED, AK 99998
Not reported

(312) 555-1212

Private

Operator

Not reported

Not reported

U.S. importer of hazardous waste: ~ Unknown
Mixed waste (haz. and radioactive): Unknown
Recycler of hazardous waste: No
Transporter of hazardous waste: No
Treater, storer or disposer of HW:  No
Underground injection activity: No
On-site burner exemption: Unknown
Furnace exemption: Unknown
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Map ID
Direction
Distance

Elevation  Site

l MAP FINDINGS

EDR ID Number
Database(s) EPA ID Number

ALLIANCE METAL TREATING (Continued) 1000182949
Used oil fuel burner: No
Used oil processor: No
User ol refiner: No
Used oil fuel marketer to burner: No
Used oil Specification marketer: No
Used oil transfer facility: No
Used oil transporter: No
Off-site waste receiver: Verified to be non-commercial

Page 998 of 2624

Historical Generators:
Date form received by agency: 07/09/1987

Facility name:
Classification:

ALLIANCE METAL TREATING INC
Small Quantity Generator

Hazardous Waste Summary:

Waste code:
Waste name:

Waste code:
Waste name:

Violation Status:

D000
Not Defined

FOO1

THE FOLLOWING SPENT HALOGENATED SOLVENTS USED IN DEGREASING:
TETRACHLOROETHYLENE, TRICHLOROETHYLENE, METHYLENE CHLORIDE,
1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE, CARBON TETRACHLORIDE, AND CHLORINATED
FLUOROCARBONS; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS USED IN DEGREASING
CONTAINING, BEFORE USE, A TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY VOLUME) OF

ONE OR MORE OF THE ABOVE HALOGENATED SOLVENTS OR THOSE SOLVENTS LISTED
IN FO02, FOO4, AND FO05, AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE

SPENT SOLVENTS AND SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES.

No violations found

Evaluation Action Summary:

Evaluation date:
Evaluation:
Area of violation:

01/13/1998
COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE VISIT
Not reported

Date achieved compliance:  Not reported

Evaluation lead agency: State
FINDS:
Registry ID: 110001382156

Environmental Interest/Information System

AFS (Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS) Facility
Subsystem) replaces the former Compliance Data System (CDS), the
National Emission Data System (NEDS), and the Storage and Retrieval of
Aerometric Data (SAROAD). AIRS is the national repository for
information concerning airborne pollution in the United States. AFS is
used to track emissions and compliance data from industrial plants.
AFS data are utilized by states to prepare State Implementation Plans
to comply with regulatory programs and by EPA as an input for the
estimation of total national emissions. AFS is undergoing a major
redesign to support facility operating permits required under Title V

of the Clean Air Act.

ACES (lllinois - Agency Compliance And Enforcement System) is the
lllinois EPA Project to facilitate the permitting operations
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Map ID
Direction
Distance

Elevation  Site

l MAP FINDINGS

Database(s)

EDR ID Number
EPA ID Number

ALLIANCE METAL TREATING (Continued)

The NEI (National Emissions Inventory) database contains information
on stationary and mobile sources that emit criteria air pollutants and
their precursors, as well as hazardous air pollutants (HAPs).

US EPA TRIS (Toxics Release Inventory System) contains information
from facilities on the amounts of over 300 listed toxic chemicals that
these facilities release directly to air, water, land, or that are
transported off-site.

RCRAInfo is a national information system that supports the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) program through the tracking of
events and activities related to facilities that generate, transport,

and treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste. RCRAInfo allows RCRA
program staff to track the natification, permit, compliance, and

corrective action activities required under RCRA.

ICIS (Integrated Compliance Information System) is the Integrated
Compliance Information System and provides a database that, when
complete, will contain integrated Enforcement and Compliance
information across most of EPA’s programs. The vision for ICIS is to
replace EPA’s independent databases that contain Enforcement data with
a single repository for that information. Currently, ICIS contains all
Federal Administrative and Judicial enforcement actions. This
information is maintained in ICIS by EPA in the Regional offices and

it Headquarters. A future release of ICIS will replace the Permit
Compliance System (PCS) which supports the NPDES and will integrate
that information with Federal actions already in the system. ICIS also
has the capability to track other activities occurring in the Region

that support Compliance and Enforcement programs. These include;
Incident Tracking, Compliance Assistance, and Compliance Monitoring.

D18
North
1/2-1
0.677 mi.
3572 ft.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
732 ft.

Page 999 of 2624

EXEL
2303 INDIAN TRAIL ROAD
AURORA, IL 60506

Site 1 of 2 in cluster D

TIER 2:

Corporate Name:
Latitude:
Longitude:
Chemical Name:
CAS Number:

Max Daily Range:

Year:

Corporate Name:
Latitude:
Longitude:
Chemical Name:
CAS Number:

Max Daily Range:

Year:

TIER 2

Exel
41.780949999999898
-88.372020000000006
ANHYDROUS AMMONIA
7664417

10,000 - 99,999

2008

Exel
41.780949999999898
-88.372020000000006
ANHYDROUS AMMONIA
7664417

10,000 - 99,999

2009

1000182949

S$110152460
N/A
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Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation  Site

MAP FINDINGS

EDR ID Number
Database(s) EPA ID Number

D19 MOSER KENSINGTON JV
North 2200 E INDIAN TRAIL RD
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60504
0.691 mi.
3646 ft. Site 2 of 2 in cluster D
Relative: FINDS:
Higher
Registry ID: 110018304217
Actual:
734 ft.

FINDS 1008133740
N/A

Environmental Interest/Information System
ACES (lllinois - Agency Compliance And Enforcement System) is the
lllinois EPA Project to facilitate the permitting operations

20 WYSY/WMRO RADIO
ESE 620 EOLA RD
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60507
0.694 mi.
3664 ft.
Relative: FINDS:
Higher
Registry ID: 110018198109
Actual:
716 ft.

FINDS 1008123170
N/A

Environmental Interest/Information System
ACES (lllinois - Agency Compliance And Enforcement System) is the
lllinois EPA Project to facilitate the permitting operations

21 AURORA FAST FREIGHT, INC.

WSW 1859 PLAIN AVENUE

1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505

0.726 mi.

3831 ft.

Relative: UST:

Lower Facility ID:
Facility Status:

Actual: Facility Type:

706 ft. Owner Name:
Owner Id:

Page 1000 of 2624

Owner Address:
Owner City,St,Zip:

Tank Number:

Tank Capacity:

Tank Substance:

Last Used Date:

OSFM First Notify Date:
Tank Status:

Red Tag Issue Date:
Install Date:

Green Tag Decal:
Green Tag Issue Date:
Green Tag Expire Date:

Self Service Permit Inspection Date:

Self Service Permit Expire Date:

UST U002113026
N/A

2001478

Closed

None

Aurora Fast Freight, Inc.
U0000967

1859 Plain Ave.

Aurora, IL 60505

1

10000
Diesel Fuel
Not reported
2/28/1986
Removed
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
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Map ID MAP FINDINGS
Direction
Distance EDR ID Number
Elevation  Site Database(s) EPA ID Number
AURORA FAST FREIGHT, INC. (Continued) U002113026
Fee Due: No
Tank Number: 2
Tank Capacity: 10000
Tank Substance: Diesel Fuel
Last Used Date: Not reported
OSFM First Notify Date: 2/28/1986
Tank Status: Removed
Red Tag Issue Date: Not reported
Install Date: Not reported
Green Tag Decal: Not reported
Green Tag Issue Date: Not reported
Green Tag Expire Date: Not reported
Self Service Permit Inspection Date: Not reported
Self Service Permit Expire Date: Not reported
Fee Due: No
Tank Number: 3
Tank Capacity: 20000
Tank Substance: Diesel Fuel
Last Used Date: Not reported
OSFM First Notify Date: Not reported
Tank Status: Not Installed
Red Tag Issue Date: Not reported
Install Date: Not reported
Green Tag Decal: Not reported
Green Tag Issue Date: Not reported
Green Tag Expire Date: Not reported
Self Service Permit Inspection Date: Not reported
Self Service Permit Expire Date: Not reported
Fee Due: Not reported
E22 DUR-O-WAL INC TRIS 1005450237
WSW 625 CRANE ST 60505DRWLN62
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505
0.790 mi.
4170 ft. Site 1 of 4 in cluster E
Relative:
Lower
Actual:
708 ft.
E23 DUR-O-WAL WIRE INC AIRS S107741549
WSW 625 CRANE AVE N/A
1/2-1 AURORA, IL 60505
0.790 mi.
4170 ft. Site 2 of 4 in cluster E
Relative: IL AIRS:
Lower Facility ID: 5822
Facility Address 2: Not reported
Actual: Contact Name: Michael Smith
708 ft. Contact Title:

Contact Tele:
Contact Extention:
Contact EMail:

Page 1001 of 2624

Not reported

630-898-1101

345
mikesmith@daytonsuperior.com
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Map ID

Direction
Distance
Elevation

MAP FINDINGS

Site

EDR ID Number
Database(s) EPA ID Number

DUR-O-WAL WIRE INC (Continued)

Contact Fax:

Lat/Long:

ID Number:

Cease Operation Date:
SIC Code:

Address Type Code:
Year:

Emissions:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Page 1002 of 2624

630-898-8331
41.767450 / -88.270800
089005AGU

Not reported

3499

LOC

2006

2007

Facility Reported
Not reported
SO2

.000000

Not reported

Not reported

2007

Facility Reported
Not reported
PART

1.330000

Not reported

Not reported

2007

Facility Reported
Not reported
PM10

1.330000

Not reported

Not reported

2007

Facility Reported
Not reported
HCL

.617300

Not reported

Not reported

2007

Facility Reported
Not reported

coO

.630000

Not reported

Not reported

2007

Facility Reported
Not reported
VOM

.040000

Not reported

Not reported

S107741549
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Map ID l

MAP FINDINGS

Direction
Distance
Elevation  Site

EDR ID Number
Database(s) EPA ID Number

DUR-O-WAL WIRE INC (Continued)

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Emissions Type:

Id Num:

Pollutant Code:
Tons per Year:
Last Updated By:
Last Updated Date:

Year:

Page 1003 of 2624

2007

Facility Reported
Not reported
NOX

.750000

Not reported

Not reported

2006

IEPA Estimated Emissions (tons per year)
Not reported

VOM

0.73320

EPA2110

05/29/02

2006

IEPA Estimated Emissions (tons per year)
Not reported

PART

5

EPA2110

05/29/02

2006

IEPA Estimated Emissions (tons per year)
Not reported

HCL

3.63896

EPA2110

05/29/02

2006

Facility Reported
Not reported
SO2

0.01

Not reported

Not reported

2006

Facility Reported
Not reported
PART

0.159

Not reported

Not reported

2006

Facility Reported
Not reported
VOM

0.09

Not reported

Not reported

2006

S107741549
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Map ID l

MAP FINDINGS

Direction
Distance
Elevation  Site

EDR ID Number
Database(s) EPA ID Number

DUR-O-WAL WIRE