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(October 3, 1988: 9:00 a.m.) 

MR. TEM;'llE: Good afternoon. My name is Ed Temple, and I am the Executive Director of the SSC Sfte 
Task Force. I am also the presiding official for this hearing. The-purpose of my brief remarks is to 
tell you why we're all here. After my remarks I will ask our session moderator, Hr. Eiguren, to outline 
how we will conduct our meeting this afternoon. 

The purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an opportunity to comnent in person on the 
Department's draft EIS on the SSC. This hearing is not your only opportunity, you may also send us 
your written cooments, which rrust be postmarked by October 17, 1988. We want you to know that we are 
sincerely interested in hearing your conments on this docllllent. And that each of your conments will be 
considered and responded to in the final EIS. 

let me refresh your memories regarding the SSC site selection process. In January 1987, President 
Reasan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced, and construction funds were requested fran 
Congress. In April of 1987, the Department issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently 
received 43 proposals, and 36 of these \llere found to !:le qualified. These qualified proposals were for
warded to the National Academies of Science National Academy of Engineering, where a joint conmittee 
used the criteria set forth in the invitation and recorrmended a Best Qualified List of eight sites tr 
the Department in December of last year. 

One of these proposals was later withdrawn by the propaser. Following the review and verification of 
the Academy's reccrmiendations, Secretary Herrington announced the Best Qualified List. including the 
Arizona proposal, on January 19 of 1983. Three days later, on January 22, the DOE fonnally announced 
that it would de~elop an Environr.iental Impact Stateaent on the proposed SSC. This followed an advanced 
notice of 1ntent to prepare an EIS which had been issued in May of 1987. In February 1988 we held 
scoping meeting in each of th-e seven states. to obtain public camient on the nature and $cope of 
environmental issues to be considered in the EIS. Scoping meetings were held on February 9 at this 
locatton. The OOE received approximately 2,100 Ca!lllents on the scope of the EIS. These comnents were 
considered in the preparation of the draft EIS. Fo110W"ing public hearings here and in the other BLQ 
states, we will develop a final EIS to be issued in December of 1988. The draft EIS evaluates and com
pares four types of alternatives, site alternatives, technical a1ternatives. progranmat1c alternat1Yes, 
and the no-action alternative. 

Site alternatives addressed the seven locations identified on the BQl. Technical alternatives con
sidered different technology, different equipment, or different facility configurations. Progranmatic 
alternatives lncluded possibility of using other accelerators, international collaboration, or project 
delay. And the no-action alternative meant the option not to construct the SSC. 

This draft EIS identifies and analyzes the potential and environmental consequences expected to occur 
from siting, constructing and operating the SSC at the seven site alternatives. The sites are located 
in Arizona. Colorado, Illinois, Michigan, North Carolina, Tennessee and Texas. The draft EIS provides 
as much infonration as possible at this stage of budget development regarding the potential environ
mental impacts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC at each of the seven alternative 
sites. However. the DOE recognizes that further review under NEPA is appropriate, prior to the actual 
construction and operation of the proposed SSC. Accordingly, following selection of the site for the 
proposed SSC. the DOE will prepare a supplement to th\s EIS, to address in more detail the impacts of 
constructing and operating the propo$ed SSC at the selected site and to identify, where possible, alter
natives for mitigating these impacts. 

let me tell you a little about the draft EIS. This is a large docunent containing 11Dre than 4,000 
pages. It is organized into four ~olunes. VolLITle I 1s entitled Envirormental Impact Statement, Volurre 
II is tha CC1T111ent Resolution Document, and is reserved for our response to public cannent and for 
publication in the final EIS only. Volt.me Ill descr1bes the methodology for site selection, and Volume 
IV contains 16 appendices providing detailed presentations of technical infonnation, which back up the 
conclusions in the Envirormental Inr,..act Statement. Carrnents received at this hearing wi11 be used by 
the DOE to prepare a final EIS to be issued this December. This document will identify the 
Department's preferred site. No sooner than 30 days after the final £lS is distributed, the Department 
will publish its record of decision, which will include the final site selection and c~lete site 
selection process. This afternoon we will use a professional moderator to assure a fafr and orderly 
proceeding. Measures have been taken to pennit the maximllll opportunity for interested citizens to 
utilize this session for expressing their carments. We urge all partfcipants tn today's meeting to 
focus their carments on the draft EIS. and to avoid or minimize statements aimed solely at expressing 
oppositton or support for the state's proposal. 
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Vhile all canr.e~ts will beccme a pa.rt of the fonnal record of this proceeding, those s~ecifically 
representing the draft EIS will be rn:ist useful to the DOE in preparing the final document. As I noted 
earlier, in adJition to this opportunity for oral c(lT(llCnts. individuals may also provide written cOUt

ments to the OOE. These sh•Jt.i ld be postmarked by October 17, 1988, the end of the forma T 4S~day ccrrrnent 
period, to ensure they will be considered in the preparation of the final EIS. We will, however, 
consider coair.ents received after that date, t~ the extent possible. 

One final word on the role of.the EIS on t.he site selection process. The National Environmental Fo1icy 
Act, NEPA, requires that envirorrne11tal impacts be considered by Federal decision makers in taking major 
Federal actions with potential envirof'l'l'lental consequences. The EIS is one of the rrethods used to do 
this analysis, provide for public c:r1•nent and participation, and to make a final decision that meets 
the NE.PA requirements. The EIS will be considered by the Secretary in making the site select;on. 
Thank you in advance for your int~rest and participation. Let rre now introJuce Mr. Eiguren, ·'Iha will 
describe how we will conduct today's session. 

MR. ElSLREN: Thank you Dr. Temple. Good a:fternoon ladies and gentlemen. Hy name is R~y Eiguren. I'm 
an attorney in private practice with the law firm of Lindsay, Hart, Neil & Yei~ler, wh~ch has offices 
in Seattle, Washington; Portland, Oregon; San Francisco, California; and Boise, Idaho. My practice and 
that of our law finn is heavily concentrated in the areas of envirormental and energy law. Both in 
private practice as well as in prior governmental service, I've had over a decade's worth of expeticnce 
in either conducting or helping participate in a significant number of national environ~~ntal policy 
act hearlf'!gs, such as the one we're conducting hi!re today. I've been retained by the Department cf 
Energy as moderator for this and other hearings in this series, for one express purpose, that is t~ say 
my single express purpose is to serve as an independent, unbiased, objective individual to lf'Dderate the 
hearings. l'm not an empioyee for the Department, nor am I an ad ... ocate for or against the Oepartrnent•s 
proposed action tn the proceeding. ~Y role is to help assure that the Department fully ccrnplies with 
the letter and spirit of the Federal National Environmental Policy Act, so as to allow all individ~als 
ar.d organlzations fair and equal opportunity to ccnment on the record re1ative to the Department's pro
p:?'3ed action. 

Or. Temple stated ttie purpose of this he~rring is to give all interested citizens an opportunity to com
ment on the record, relative to the Department of Energy's draft Environr,1ental Impact Staterrent on the 
proposed SSC project. 

In February, the Department conducted and I also noderated a scop~ng meeting here in t~;s auditoriu•n, 
to hear cor.nients fr::rn individuals and organizdtions on what issues they felt should be considered in 
the preparation of the dr~ft EIS. New that the Department has prepared t\o-e draft EIS, it seeks c~nt 
frcm the public, once again, on it. In particular, we are seeking specific cament on issues that .-:em
bers of the public feel are relevant and should be considered by the Departoent prior to finalizir.g the 
EIS, and prior to the Department se1ect\ng its preferred site for the SSC. 

This is a record proceeding, that is to say everything that is being said at this, as well as the other 
draft EIS hearing held 1n other states still under coosiderat1on, an! being reco~ by court reporters. 
And we obviously have a court reporter here. The court reporter will make a verbatim transcript of all 
ccmnents received and submit that transcript to the Department of Energy for inclusion in the f1na1 
record of the proceeding. The Secretary of Energy's decision will be based upon the infonnat\on. con
tained in that record. At this time I would like to tell you what procedures we ha ... e b~n following, 
and will follDlrl today, in the conduct of this as well as other hearings in this proceeding. 

I will announce speakers working from a list provided to me by the Department of Energy personnel, 
located at the registration table out in the lobby. I will call speakers in the order in which they 
signed up in advance. If you have pre-registered to speak. but have not checked tn at the registration 
table, we'd ask you to do that. Every individual who was cc:rrmenting will ha~e up to five minutes with 
which to make t~4t comnent. At the end of five minutes I will signal individual speakers that their 
time has elapsed. As stated earlier, the purpose of this hearing is to receive caments on the dr~ft 
EIS. Accordingly your conrnents should be focused on the issues that are addressed in the draft docu
ment. I do reserve the right to ask individuals to focus on issues cont,tned in the draft EIS, if they 
wander frcm the topic of the session. It's not my intention to ltmit ranarks, but rather to assure 
that what cooments you do provide. are effective tn achieving the objectives of this hearing as outlined 
by Dr. Ter:l)le. Written carment and oral comnent will receive the same weight in the record of the 
proceeding. Therefore we will encourage you to submit written comnent as well as _any written questions 
you may have about the project, either before the presentation or after your presentation, or any time 
prtor to October 17, which ts the close of the record in thts proceeding. There ts, at the. registra
tion table, a business card such as thjs, that wtll give you the address where you will send your 
written questions or conment. 
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There's also a toll-free nunt>er listed on there where you can call for additional informa~ion. This 
session wtll run fran 2:00 th1s afternoon until 5:00 and reconvene again this evenlng at 7:00 and can
tfnue on untfl approximately 10:00 p.m. Throughout the course of the hearing, in order to allow the 
court reoorter to change tapes as well as allow members of the audience to take a rest, we'll have 
brief reCesses throughout the course of the hearings. Approximately 30 minutes before the scheduled 
end of thjs session, I will call any speakers who registered at the door to testify, given the fact 
that we have such a relatively small nurrber of pre-registered c01T1T1enters, I will be calling individuals 
who registered to carment at the door, earlier than that. Again, the same rules would apply to them. 
That is to say, when it c011eS your turn to speak~ after your narre has been called, we would ask you to 
step forward to the microphone here in the front, give us your narre and address, and give us the name 
of any organization t~~t you might be speaking on behalf of, and then go ahead and proceed into your 
oral conment. 1 will begin timing you for your five minute limitation after you've made your brief 
intl'Oduction. F1nally, I'd like to indicate that the members of the panel who were here with me in the 
front of the roan are here for the·express purpose of listening to your carrnents, and as appropriate, 
asking clarifying questions on your ccmnents. The purpose of your doing that is to help assure that we 
build a CQnplete and full record of your concerns relative to the environmental issues associated with 
the SSC project. With me on the panel is Or. Temple, who is a presiding official; he is the Executive 
Director of the SSC Sjte Selection Task Force for the Department of Energy. To my left and your right 
are Dr. Roger Mayes and Dr. Jerry Nelsen who are environmental specialists with the Department of 
Energy, who were senior environment&l specialists assigned to this particular project. At this time 
we're going to move tnto the, receipt of public c011111ent on the draft EIS. The first 30 minutes have 
been reserved for· presentations or conrnents by the state of Arizona. And the way we've structured this 
is we've given the State 30 minutes tn total for their presentation, and that will be led by Mr. David 
Jankofsky, who is representing Governor Mofford. Hr. Jankofsky. 

STATEMENT OF DAVID JANKOFSKY, ON BEHALF OF HON. ROSE MOFFORD 

MR. JANKOFSKY: Thank you, Dr. Tefl1l1e, Mr. E1guren, site task force, EIS members, Arizona SSC project 
members, ladies and gentlenen. I'm David Jankofsky, 01rector of the Arizona Department of Comnerce. 
It is with great pleasure and enthusiasm that I welcome you to Arizona and to these proceedings. 

As you know, we're gathered here this afternoon to address in a public forum the contents of the draft 
Environmental Impact Statement that has been prepared by the Department of Energy in connection with 
the site selection process for the Superconducting Super Collider. As you also know, Governor Mofford, 
along with a group of Arizona business, academic and gover~-nental leaders, are at this irrJment in 
Washington to prepare for a personal briefing with Secretary of Energy Herrington, on the- Arizona site. 
But for the timing of the briefing tomorrow morning, I can assure you that Governor Mofford and members 
of the entourage would have been in attendance here today at this meeting. The governor has asked that 
I convey to all of you her personal greetings and assurances that she continues to regard the SSC as 
both a national fmperative and an Arizona priority. 

The draft EIS, as you're well aware, is an extremely detailed and canprehensive collectton of data on 
all the best qualified list sites. As part of the process to identify the preferred sfte for the SSC,. 
the Department of Energy has compiled, along with the National Enviro11T1ental Policy Act has canplted, 
excuse me, wtth the National Env·trormental Policy Act to ensure that the siting of the SSC h1 done in 
confonnfty wfth national envtronmental policfes. ln this regard we welcome the opportunity to gfve 
cannents and entertain comnents on_ the environmental and socio-econanic i111>act of the SSC at the 
Arizona Maricopa site. I'm extrenely gratified that the National Academy of Sciences and the National 
Academy of Engfneerfng site evaluation conmittee recognized "the Arizona proposal was partfcularly 
strong in its response to the environmental criteria of the invitations for site proposals." Although 
I personally have not read the entire nine volumes of the draft EIS, I along with members of the SSC 
project technical corrmittee have examined the pertinent portfons of the docunent, and remaln convinced 
that the envtrorrnental and related CQ17'>onents of the site selection process will be best satisfied 
through the selection of the Arizona Maricopa site as the preferred site for the SSC. 

This afternoon we'll be hearing from a representative of our congressional delegation, mentiers of the 
Arizona SSC project technical carmittee, and various other State-elected officials concerning portions 
of the draft EIS by the Department of Energy. We renain convinced that, following such an examination, 
the final EIS will once again reveal the superiority of the Arizona site. We remain convinced that the 
site is free of any potential problematic conditions which cannot be easily mitigated or eltmtnated. 
Finally, on behalf of Governor Mofford, I wish to C""1>!nd the Department of Energy for its adherence to 
extremely high standards of conduct with regard to the site selection process. In parttcular I would 
applaud the Department•s observance of the need to focus on the technical merits of the sites still 
under consideration. 

The SSC is too important a national priority to pemit the process to evolve in any other fashion. Dr. 
Tenple, Mr. Eiguren, once again I would repeat my welcare, and with your pemission I would like to 
turn the microphone over to Mr. Mike Morales, who will read a statement on behalf of our congressional 
delegation. Thank you. 
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MR. MORALES: My name is Mike Morales, and I'm Adninistrative Assistant to Senator John McCain. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. 
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MR. MORALES: I have.a letter from the congressional delegation addressed to Secretary Herrington. 
"Dear Mr. Secretary. As you're in no doubt aware, the Arizona congressional delegation must be in 
Washington today, as the lOOth Congress canpletes its legislative business, and we prepare for our 
State's presentation to you tomorrow in support of our efforts to construct and operate the Super
conducting Super Collider. We did however wish to have included intra record of this important 
hearing on the draft Envirormental Impact Stti:tement published by the Department, August 28, 1988, scrne 
thoughts we share on the subject. We have long contended that Arizona is uniquely positioned to p~o
vide the land, resources and skills required to make this vital project a success. Our state offers 
exceptional geologic and weather conditions, readily transferable land, a highly skilled and experi
enced construction and technical labor pool, and outstanding cultural, educational and envlrorment~l 
resources. Perhaps, as significant and distinguishing, is the fact that there is presently no dis
cernible opposition from any constituency affected by this project. That there are so few public 
witnesses that have sought an opportunity to subnit testimony here today should be construed only as 
evidence of the very broad and enthusiastic support this project enjoys in our state. And we would 
add, in the West generally, the political, academ,c, envtronmental, business, labor and other Cef;lmu
nities that maintain an interest in this endeavor are four square behind it, and resolve to ensure its 
success into the future. 

As the draft EIS underscores, the Arizona Maricopa site would permit tunneling above the water cable; 
and would not ad\lersely \mpact any surrounding water sheds or ecosystems. Further, t~.e requisite 'and 
could be easily transferred; sufficient electrical power, natural gas and water are available to site; 
and necessary infrastructure improvements and vegetation relocation can be achieved with minimal 
effort. A superb geological setting pennits optimal construction flexibility, and would allow in o~r 
view significant savings in cost and construction time. 

We are pleased that the draft EIS underscores the merits of the Arizona Maricopa site, which we hav~ 
lon~ touted, and that there exists no known unacceptable or unmitigatable environmental impacts of 
bui1ding the SSC here. We are satisfied that the executive and legislative branches in the St3te are 
comnitted to satisfying the infrastructure requirement set forward in the draft EIS. Further we 
reiterate our own resol~e'to work with the appropriate conmittees in the House and Senate to give 
expeditious favorable consideration to wilderness area redesignations that would be necessitated by the 
selection of the Arizona Maricopa site. 

Finally, Mr. Secretary, we applaud you for your continued leadership in promoting the SSC as a national 
imperati~e. and in conducting this site se1ection process in a manner that is even-handed and that grants 
primary consideration to the technical merits of each site. We, the members of the Arizona Congressional 
delegation, pledge our continued best efforts to elevate this project to the forefront of the debate an 
de1nestic priorities. and to securing the requisite political support to sustain the project throw;~! the 
construction and operational phases. Sincerely, Senator Dennis DeConcini, Senator John McCain, ReDre
sentatives Bob Stump, Morris Udall, John J. Rhodes, Ill. Jim Colby, and John KyL" 

MR. E IGtREN: Thank you. 

MR. JANKOFSKY: Now, Dr-. Temple, Mr. Eiguren, I'd like to introduce. with your permission, the Honorable 
John Mawhwney, State Senator from the clty of Tucson. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN MAllHo'NEV 

MR. MAWHWNEY: Good morning, sir. I'm John Mawhwney, I'm a resident of the city of Tucson and a member 
of the Arizona State Senate, and have been for the previous ten years. I'm pleased to appear in thi_s_ 
forum to affirm my support for the Superconducting Super Collider project as a national imperativ~ In 
addition, my experience as a wember of the Arizona State Senate a11ows me to speak with some fami)
iarity about the long history of strong State goverrvnent support for the super Collider project here in 
Arizona. 

Site studies for the SSC ~~re initiated by our universities in 1982. -In early 1985, t~en Governor 
Sabbit established the Arizona Superconducting Super Collider State Task Force. In the same year, the 
legislature appropriated $500,000 for intensive engineering and geological studies. Governor Mecham 
continued Governor Babbitt's strong support for the Superconducting Super Collider. Soon after 
Secretary Herrington's announcement that the competition was on, the State Legislature allocated $1 
million for technical work necessary to prepare proposals for the Arizona sltes. After the Maricopa 
site was selected for the best qualified list in January of 1988. another appropriation of $900,00Q was 
made despite an extraordinarily large state budget deficit. In every case the appropriations for the 
Superconducting Super Coilider passed by large margins, both houses of the legislature. 
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When Rose Mofford b19eame governor. she quickly made the SSC a central ttem on her agenda. Governor 
Mofford, 1$ you- know, could not be- t.re- today; she's tn Washington for a hearing tonorrow before 
Secretary of Energy Herrington. Clearly there has been consistent, btparttsan, btcmneral sup-port for 
the SSC throughout the poltttcal changes that have occurred tn Artzona over the past stx years. In 
addition many State agencies have labored enthusiastically on behalf of the SSC project. Everyone tn 
our State governnent understands c·learly the value of the SSC for the future, and ts detenntned to 
provide a hospitable home for the project if it's located here. I can speak for RtYself and clearly 
from my experience with my co·lleagues in the Legislature that we shall act swiftly, provide all needed 
SSC infrastructural legislation if our State ts awarded the site. At the same time. we will act 
equally enthus1ast1cally to support any legiislatton necessary to mitigate n negative env1rormental 
iq>act that you gentlemen may determine hr the preparat ton of the repor.t.J I think that the success of 
the dtscoveFy project. today shows that- the. Urri.ted States is carmitted to excellence and technical 
expertise. The- SSC and, I tbink. Arizona are-willing- to take the challenge and move fon1ard in those 
areas. I'd be glad ta. answer any questions:·about leg1s.lative support. I have some colleagues here who 
represeDt other houses, other parties all of which want to guarantee our strong support and ccmnitment 
to the SSC s.tte here in Arizona. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN:. Thank you Senator. 

MR. JANt;OFSKY: Or. Temple, Mr. E!guren, at this time I'd like to introduce the Honorable Doug Todd, 
State Senator from our host city, Tempe. 

STATEMENT OF HON. DOUG TOOO 

MR. TODD: Good afternoon Mr. Chairman, and member of the camiittee. and \lfelcane to Legislative 
District 27. And this is my legislat.ive district. and this ts my constituency, Arizona State 
Univer&ity. I am a native Arizonan, a second generation. And it is wanning and encouraging ta me that 
as the project has developed and come along. that so ll'l.ICh has been taken care of in protecting and 
looking at the envlronment in my home state. 

I grew up here in Arizona thinking that- our environment was absolutely perfect. That our climate was 
perfect. and we had all of the answers, and that's why everybody wanted to come to Arizona. Now they 
want to build a Superconducting SUper Callider in my neighborhood·, close to my legislative district, 
and in my State. And I am fully support·ive of the efforts of the ccmntttee ta protect. after they 
investigate fully, the envtrormental impacts of such a projec!JNDt only do I support the environnental 
study to protect Arizana•s envirol'll'lent, but I am tied in two ways to support this project in others. 
Ni..mber one, my university·, in close cooperation with University of Arizona in Tucson. have worked hand 
in glove cooperating in producing those efforts, those parts of this project that have proved this proj
ect to be so geologically sound. Environmentally, yes, geologically; yes. In the third case, tn the 
legislative process, not only have I been supportive our actions that we have taken previously, my com
mitment to you and my cannitment to our constituents ts to continue to support this effort in any way 
that I am needed. We are glad you are here checking all of this out. We wish you success, and feel, 
of course, that the Ari~ona Maricopa site is probably the best one for-the United States of America. 
Thar« you gentlemen, very very much. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you Senator. 

MR. JANKOFSKY: Dr. Temple, Mr. Eiguren, at this time I. would like ta introduce, with great -pleasure, 
the Honorable Alan Stephens, Senate minority leader from the city of Phoenix. 

STATEMENT OF HON. ALAN STEPHENS 

MR. STEPHENS: Mr. Chairman, member of the comnittee would like to welcome you to Arizona. I hope 
your stay is pleasurable. It's a good time of year, weather-wise. I'm here to~y as a State Senator. 
I've been a State Senator since 1984, and I represent the~islative district in which we hope the 
project will be built, namely the Mar1copa mountain ar~ ~was appointed and have remained a member 
of the Governor's Super Collider comnittee since 1985, so t'm sanewhat involved tn the technical aspect, 
also, since our proposal really htt high gear back in 1985. I've also organized and participated in 
several conmunity meetings in the adjacent areas nearby the Super Collider area. And that is namely 
the town of Ht lo- Bend, the town of_ Mobtle. also the· town of Aho, which is sanewhat south of that, but 
also would be effective, as well as Rainbow Valley. And I can attest to the enthusiastic support that 
we see at each one of these meetings, by the local ccmnunity irentiers. I know that's somewhat different 
than you may-have experienced in other sta"tes, but certa1nly in the areas tha.t are going to be adjacent 
ta the project area· in Ari-zona, there is nothing but enthusiastic support. 

As I was reading t.he- Envtrormental Impact Statement, I think it clearly shows that Arizona is one of 
the ·superior sites. We· have the fewest residential and bus-tness locations, or relocations,. I think 
there's only going ta be four. We have the fewest lost water wells and wetlands-, none. We have the 
smallest amOunt of lost farmland, 36 acres~ and we also have the-smallest' percentage increase in air 
pollution emissions during operation, something that's to Arizona right now. and I'm sure t~ortant as 
a prior tty to the Federal Goverrwnent~ rVe ·also have the fewest number of people that would be incon
venienced by construction noise. r:-as other speakers fran the legi~lature today, have cc:me here to 
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tell you of our continued support for the project and as our governor and other leaders will be telling 
Secretary Herrington in Washington tomorrow, our legislature remains cannitted to prov1de tre necessary 
funds for infrastructure needs as evidenced by the Environmental Impact Statement, and ot~er issues 
which may come up. 

There is a lot of development in that area right now. and I know that the local folks lnvolved in local 
development also remain involved in helping the State government provide some of the funding for that 
local infrastructure. And so again, I would tell you that the legis1ature rerriains comnitted to provid
ing the necessary funding to ~ring this project to the state of Arizona, to fill our cor1miLrnents that 
we've made to the Department of Energy and Secretary Herrington. 

Again, thank you for coming to Arizona. and I look forward to seeing you after we've been designated as 
the site. Thank you. 

K~. EIGL~EN: Thank you, Senator. 

~R. JANKOFSJCY: Or. Temple, Mr. Eiguren, at this point I would like to introduce the Honorable Lela 
Alston, state Senator from the city of Phoenix. 

STATEMENT OF HON. LELA ALSTON 

MS. ALSTON: Good afternoon gentlenen. and welcane to Arizona. I. like Senator Todd, am a native of 
Arizona. and have represented my district, my Legislative District 20 in west Phoenix for lZ years. We 
are in Arizona excited about your project and having it here. We have seen moot.mental support, both 
l~gislatively and with our business cormtJnities and the citizens of this State, as it has gone along. 
We, the representatives and senators you've heard from.today are of different political parties. And 
we want you to know that even though there may be sane political problems 1n Arizona, this is or.e 
project that has received bipartisan support throughout the entire time of the proje~t. I anticipate 
that that will continue to be the case. Both Republicans and Democrats have joined together to support 
this project. and tn my opinion. will continue to do that to a great extent6 and enthusiastic extent. 
~e will do what we can that you require to mitigate any environrrental [sic] that you find, and I have 
served on the a~ropriat1ons comnitted 10 of the 12 years. and feel ccmfortable that members of that 
carmittee will continue to be suppartive of this project. 

Thank you very much for being here. And I hope you smile favorably on Arizona as our sunshlne smiles 
on you today. Thank you. 

MR. UG!R£N: Thank you. Senator. 

MR. JAffK.OfSKY: Or. ,Temple, Mr. E1guren, it's now my plea.sure to introduce ~r. Jack Davis of the 
Arizona Public Service Company who has a short statement he'd like to make. 

ST~TEMENT OF JACK OAVIS 

~R. DAVIS: Or. Temple, Mr. Eiguren, IYEO'bers of the task force, my name is Jack Davis. I'm manager of 
.contracts for electrical public service canpany. As manager of that ar.ea .a were respoRSible for the 
data that was put into the Environmental Impact Statement regarding electric utility service. After 
reading the draft Environmental Statement, we have some concerns •ith the tenor of certain statements 
made in that report. I'm here to assure you that electric power supply is not a problem. 

The first area of concern 1s the matter of transmission. The Maricopa site is ideally located for 
access to require transmission. As e~lained in the draft report, a 230-KV system 1s needed to provide 
power to the Super Collider site. That line has already been approved by the state siting comnittee 
and presently it is just a matter of setting a time for construction. A11 the engineerlng has been 
completed. I might add that the 230-kV transmission system that has been approved pr.ovides dual trans
mission feeds to the site, with a t1e-11ne between two feeder substations. This is unique among our 
canpetitors' proposals, and will provide increased relia~i1tty for the site. 

Of greater concern, though, is the inference by the draft report that generation capacity availability 
will be a problEm. This cannot be farther from the truth. And if there's .any message I want to leave 
you here with today, is that,APS ts ready. willlng and very capable to service tbe SSC load. 

The draft report mentions that planned generation resources timing will be changed. That's nothing new 
in our business. The fact that pla.nned generation resources are shuffled to meet SSC load is a result 
of normal prudent utility plant proce'sses. In fact. it ts on a-public serYice. we do this .on an annua·l 
basis to assure that all electric loads are met and serwd 1n the llOSt reliable and econani-c manner. 
Providing the required elect"ric service to the SSC is not a problm. In fa.ct, upon close ev-aluation of 
the long-range plans subnitted to you by Arizona Public Service reveals that the future resources 
required for providing power to the SSC load is readily available. 

In sumnary. I want to leave you with one clear message. flec:tric service for the SSC sfte does not 
pose a probleni. I.n fact, Ar1zona has a distinct ~vant.age over its ccmpetitors in that both 
transmission and generation resources are readily availab·le and APS is prepared to move ahead. 

VOl21:300887 I IA.2-7 F£IS Volume !IA 



Proceedings 
Arizona 

I ~ould like to submit for the record a written letter which confinns these statements I've made, and I 
appreciate this opportunity to present our views. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. I'm going to take that if I could sir, and I'll put it int~~ record. Thank 
you, Hr. Oavis. Mr. Jankofsky, we're going to have to take a very brief recess at this point, I'm toid 
that they need to change the tapes in the recording system, so we'll be in recess for five minutes. 
Thank you. (Whereupon, a brief recess was taken.) 

MR. EJGIJlEN: Ladies and gentlemen, we are back on the record for this the October 3rd hearing in Tempe, 
Arizona on the DEIS for the SSC project. I would once again give the floor to Mr. Jankofsky. 

HR. JANKOFSKY: Thank you, Mr. Eiguren and Dr. Temple. It's now my pleasure to introduce Mr. Joe 
Canfort for the Arizona SSC task force. who has a statement to make. Welcome. 

STATEMENT OF JOE COMFORT 

MR. COMFORT: Or. Temple, Mr. Eiguren, it is a pleasure to have you here today. My name is Joseph 
Ccmfort, and I am the associate proJeCt manager for the Arizona SSC project. My address is the Physics 
Department of Arizona State University, where I am also professor of physics. My research interests 
are in experimental nuclear and subatomic particle physics. I have been an associate of the Arizona 
SSC project since its inception five years ago. I wish to ccxnnent briefly on the draft Environmental 
Impact Statement that was issued by the Department of Energy, especially with regards to the overall 
impact of siting the SSC in Arizona. 

In a dynamic environment, it is important to distinguish between the direct social econcmic illl>acts of 
a large-scale project such as the SSC, and the otherwise natural developnent in the region. In my view, 
the draft EIS does not make this distinction sufficiently clear in Arizona's case, nor does it recognize 
the regional developnents that will provide important benefits and offset some of the direct impacts of 
the SSC itself. Just last week the U.S. Census Bureau reported that during the 1980s, Phoenix was the 
nation's fastest growing metropolitan area of those having populations in excess of one million. This 
growth speaks early to the attractiveness of the region in terms of jobs. climate, lifestyles and future 
opportunities. At current growth rates, only a few months of the normal ?nfl~x of new residents will 
acconmodate all of the new jobs created by SSC during its constructi9n and operation over the next 20 
or 30 years, as well as all of the other jobs stimulated by having the SSC in the region. In ht.man 
terms, the SSC slips right into the Arizona SSC site. Arizona has all of the resources and experience 
needed to construct and operate the SSC. The $3 billion central Arizona project, the $9 million power 
generating station, and the $5 million freeway system in Maricopa County now under construction are 
clear examples. The SSC is a welcome addition and not a burden. In economic tenns, the SSC slips right 
into the proposed Arizona SSC site. The dynamics of the reg1on are best illustrated with the 
accanpanying map that's been presented an your table. One of the areas of greatest growth at this time 
is along the Interstate l-10 corridor to the_west. Once beyond the Estrella Mountains. development can 
and will occur down into Rainbow Valley towards the SSC site itself. In fact, construction for a major 
plant Cartrllnity there has already begun. A second area of IT'l!jor growth is along the I-10 corridor to 
the southeast towards Tucson. Master plans for another major planned camwJnity just west of Casa 
Grande and against towards the SSC site have already been approved. In terms of C017171Jnity development, 
the SSC slips right into the proposed Arizona site. The SSC campus is near Interstate I-8, a 
transcontinental freight railway, transcontinental oil and gas pipelines and an extension canal of the 
CAP. Plans exist for a new 138-kilowatt electrical transmission line to pass across the site, and it 
has a disposal facil1ty is under construction inside the SSC ring parameter. Except for four 
relocations, the SSC will not inpact existing infrastructures, but will instead slip right into the 
proposed Arizona site. The Arizona SSC.project takes exception to the comnents in the draft EIS that 
the SSC might be visually incongruous at the proposed Arizona SSC site. Architecture that is 
environmentally sensitive is possible and should be mentioned as a mitigation. In fact, infrastructure 
impairing visual resources already exists. The most important eastern portion of the site is land that 
has overgrazed and has been revegetated with creosote bush. 

Near the adjacent coornunity of Mobile, a conventional waste fas;j·lity is being planned. One or two oil 
r~f1neries are under study, and land is being purchased for pilot training air strip. These develop
ments will occur with or without the SSC. However, in tenns of the potential for the growth of indus
trial infrastructures, the SSC slips right into the proposed Arizona site. Finally, the proposed Arizona 
site includes portions of three wilderness study areas managed by the Bureau of Land Management. The 
BLM has recannended that the areas not be classified as wilderness, in large part because of the exten
sive human presence that has already occurred. The Arizona ssc·project, however, endorses all efforts 
to maintain the Maricopa flbuntafn regfon in as primitive a state as fs reasonably feasible, and the proj
ect believes that the SSC will be able to demarcate the boundaries of such a primitive region, and that 
1t will have the political- leverage to preclude damaging intrusions into an environmentally sensitive 
and attractive regions. Envirormentally, therefore, the SSC slips right into the proposed Arizona site. 

With that, I would like to sulJnit for the record copies of this presentation. Thank you very much. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. For the record, both the written· conments of Joseph R. Comfort, Professor of 
Physics, Arizona State University as we-11 as·the acc°""anying IJ\a.PS. Mr. Jankofsky. · 
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MR. JANKOFSKY: Or. Temple, Mr. Eiguren, as our final speaker I would like to introduce Mr. Don Morris 
fran the Arizora SSC task force. 

8'18 STATEMENT OF OOll l«l!Ul!S 

I 

5 

MR . .MORRIS: Or. T~le. djstinguished menbers of the panel, I am Don Horris. I am the p~ject manager 
for the Ariz-0na SSC technical team. Our offtce is at 1317 East Speedway in Tucson. Prev1ous speakers 
have talked briefly about the hh;to_!l'..fOfthe SSC here in Arizona. In 198Z, it was fo-nned. A team went 
out to begin look.ing across the state for the best site. Sane 35 sites were looked at. In 1985. they 
brought that down to two sites, a.fld then we added most of the team at that t;me to begin the c~letion 
of the two proposals that were submitted. 

That team still stays with us today. They have the experience and 1t1.1ch of my cannents here and sub
mittals will really cane from that, what I consider to be a h;gh qualtty team. 

Their cooments, aftl!r ccmpleting a detalled assessment of the EIS, are these. That there are internal 
inconsistencies, errors and ineorrect conclusions. Mostly. this ;~ a result of the rapid, or the 
limited time available to really ~lete the £IS for the seven s;tes. 

I will sYl:mtt those cawrents at the end of my statement here. But, fi~st, let me bring your attention 
to four broader potnts. 

The first finding or concern of the technical team was that it appears the State that has provided the 
most environmental infor;nation in response to the DOE and the RTK request has the most environmental 
;mp.act. It was earlier indicated that the Nat;onal Academy of Sciences and the National Academy of 
Englnef!ring report that was issued back in January of '88 was complimentary about the responsiveness of 
Arizona and the quality of the data. And since that time, we have sul:niitted al.nest an additional ton 
of information to either RTK or DOE. 

My point is, and this is a thtrd, it ;s at least the third-level factor that 1s going to be used by the 
Secretary in l'l'laking a dechdon. We just ask that the Secretary carefully consider the inequitie$ and 
the responses fr°"' the different sites ;n the draft EIS before rendering his decision. 

A second point, and this ls a recent happening. Another important consequence left out of the ElS is a 
recent court case that was settled tn the Second Circuit of the U.S. Court of Appeals concerning con
structi.on in the wetlands. As I ooderstand it, the ruling fron the Bruchant and Rovei--sheit case may 
directty be appUcable ta the s'ting of the SSC. [would like to remind OOE that the Arizona Maricopa 
site is the only 8Ql site that does not irlClude any wetlands. rAthird observation made by Or. JQseph 
Ccnfort, 1111Ch of that ar.ea to the east of the cilftpUS site for"the SSC is already planned develo~nt. 
It wi~l occur with .or without the SSC. The SSC will only speed up that process to some degree. 1-'ence, 
not all of those environnental impacts that occur in that area should be attributed to the SSC. fin 
fact. tn SORe ways. we feel, that that area to the west of the f'ASin -campus, the highlands are~ich is 
more fragile, can .actually be pr.atected as an environmental part, sanet:hing like lo~ Alamos National 
Lab or Argonne or Lawr-ence 8erk.eley laboratary has established. So we would like to protect the envi
ronment, and we think we can create a good Nrriage of high tech and protection of the env1ronmett.t.JA 
fourth and fiAal observatinn frOll staying a-..are of what's going on in other' states, we just want to 
stress that at least in Arizona, we're not looking at the SSC and trying to recruit it as the solution 
to an unemp lo)"llellt problem or a weak economy. We have a strong economy. We have an econcxny where the 
SSC fits in, a high tech econany that fits with the goals and the quality that we want to see here in 
ttlis state. Thank :you very much, gentlemen. . 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. Mr. Morris, was the Second Circuit you cited included in this information? 

MR. HORRIS: That's correct. 

HR. EIGt.REN: Thank you. \le will tr.elude for the record the response to the draft Envfronnental Impact 
Statement provided by the Arizona SSC technical team. Mr. Jankofsky. 

MR. JAHKOFSKY: Or. Temple, Mf', Eiguren, that concludes the fcnnal presentation we had. At this point 
in time if you have questions, [ will be happy to direct them to the niember of our team. 

MR. EIGLREN: Questions from the panel? 

DR. TEMPLE: No. 

MR. JANKOFSKY: If .not, we thank you for your courtesies. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, we appreciate your being here. At this time ladies and gentlerren we will now 
begin receipt of COIAl'lent frcn those members of the public who pre-regl-stered to speak this afternoon. 
l would ask those of you that are ccnmenting to once agaJn rement>er the ground rules for this hearing 
as well as the other hearings. That is, that we would ask you to step forward to the microphones here 
at the podiua so that we can pi.ck up your COl'lftents filr the court reporter. We would ask. that you would 
identify yourself and give us a business address or a heme address. And tf you are speaking for an 
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organization, please identify that organization. You will have five minutes in which to comnent. 
will signal you when your time has elapsed. We would ask you, once I do signal you, to bring your 
camients to a fairly rapid conclusion. In addition to that, if you do have written cam-ent, we would 
like to receive that. You can give it to me here at the desk, or you can give it to the individuals at 
the registration table out in the lobby, or as I mentioned earlier, you can submit written corrments 
provided it is postmarked before October 17th, directly to the Department of Energy at the address 
that's contained on the business card that I am showing you now that's available back at the registra
tion table. We are going to be here until 5:00. In the event that we have gone through our list, it 
is now 14 carmenters, before that time, which obviously we will, we will still be here until 5:00 in 
the event that sorreone else would like to sign in and register to ccrmient. So with that, we will now 
begin, with o~r first pre-registered camienter from the public. That is Dr. George B. Brooks. 

{,/PO STATEMENT OF IJR. GEORGE B. BROOKS 

I 

DR. BROOKS: Dr. Temple, members of this very distinguished panel, I would like to thank you for the 
opportunity to express my camients here this afternoon. My name is George Benjamin Brooks. Society 
has inflicted me with the title of Reverend because I am the pastor of the South Minster Presbyterian 
Church. I went to school, earned a doctorate degree, and discovered that Dr. Brooks had no influence, 
but Reverend did. I have been a landowner in the Mobile area for more than 20 years. I have seen and 
been a part of tremendous change here in the Phoenix conrnunity. With continued growth being encouraged 
and inevitable, I think the SCC would be a tremendous guide in developing intelligent and environmen
tally sensitive growth for this area. 

Or.e of the reasons I have been following the progress of the SSC during the past several years is that 
I saw it as the means of responsible growth as an anchor on the western side of the Rainbow Valley 
towards which development could be focused as Phoenix continues to grow south and west. The SSC can 
ensure that the Gila Bend Indians are not left by the wayside as the technology corridor fills in not 
only towards Phoenix, but the SSC towards Gila Bend. I am not troubled by the fact that should the SSC 
c~ to Arizona, my land and that owned by friends of mine will be a part of it, and might be needed 
for this project. I would welccme its arrival because I believe that central Arizona can be and will 
be a national focus for high tech research and develo?Jlent. The SSC can and will be a major addition 
to what is now a developing corridor of science and technology between Phoenix and Tucson. I have seen 
frOITl first-hand a great deal of concern exercised by the Arizona team over the past tew years, and this 
concern is confirmed in the draft Environmental Impact Statement that the Arizona site does work. In 
SCITle areas, the study understates scme truly unique benefits of that site, including an ideal climate, 
beautiful scenery which is beautiful yet conman here in Arizona, and a site which is perfect not only 
for development of a science research facility, but also that the land needed for the inevitable 
partnership between science and industry when the research fran the SSC are developed into new tech
nologies of the future. In looking toward the DEIS, and learning more about other sites, one thought 
canes to mind. Regardless of the SSC's effect on the plants and animals in that area, the most impor
tant impact will be on people. People wherever this grand industry, this grand technological center is 
located, and the Arizona far and away will pact on the fewest number of people. Nowhere else in the 
country can you find a large an area of nonunique, undeveloped and yet easily obtainable land so close 
to a major metropolitan area with all of its social and economic amenities. I am also surprised to see 
that there is no mention to the edge that Arizona has in being able to build SSC on time and on budget. 
Did any of the other states do as complete a job as in Arizona? I don't want to see another pork 
barrel project which takes rocire years and more billions of dollars to ccmplete. 

Arizona, by its history, has shown with its detailed studies on construction scheduling and cost that 
the jo.b can be done, not just on time, but ahead of time. That is the Arizona spirit at work. I see 
Arizona in the next century as being not just another -- a new Silicon Valley, but a new focus for the 
development of technologies only dreamed of today. The SSC offers a pranise for America in the 21st 
century. Our lord created this vast landscape. He created this great land to which the people of 
Arizona have come. Together we are a resource which can -- no, we will, build the SSC and man its oper
ation, bring into the SSC the Arizona spirit of resourcefulness and hard work. Mr. Chainna.n, members 
of the panel, I thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you, Reverend Brooks. Sir, could we get your address for the record? 

(Applause) 

MR. EIGUREN: Reverend Brooks, could I get your address for the record? That's not on here. 

DR. BROOKS: Address? 

MR. EIGUR.EN: Your address, sir? 

DR. BROOKS: I'm sorry, sir. 5018 South 21st Way. I included it in my draft, but not yours. Thank 
you. 

HR. EIGLREN: Thank you. The next scheduled coomenter for this afternoon's session is Char.les Hamilton. 
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MR. HAMILTON: My name is Charles Hamilton. I am president of Trivestcor, Inc. I live at 5478 ~ast 
Oakrest, Scottsdale, Arizona. Dr. Temple, members of the panel, I appreciate the opportunity to speak 
here today in this open forum. I would like to speak today as a geographer. I have a Master's Degree 
in geography with a specialization on land use planning. I was in Texas last Monday and witnessed the 
shew put on in Waxahachie, Te)(aS, by the preponderance of civic leaders, who clairred to have thoroughly 
analyzed the EIS report. They continually stated from their analysis that the Texas site was supported 
by the EIS report, and it st-.ould be built in Texas in spite of numerous problems. They felt, from their 
own analysis, that all problems were minimal. In articies written about other sites, similar statements 
have been made. I contend that there are sane real problems at these sites that cannot easily be miti~ 
gated. As you well know, an organization called CATCH, Citizens Against The Super Collider P.ere, has 
been fanned in Illinois, North Carolina and Tennessee. This is not a small organization. The numbers 
of people who belong to CATCH in state are substantial. In Texas, an organization called TASC, Texas 
Against the Super Collider, has been formed. They claim they sent to you 400 petitions signed by Texans 
against the collider. They also claim that for every person who signed the petitio~. at least three to 
five others wanted to but were afraid to because of the local political pressure. It is my contention 
that if you locate the coll icier at any one of these sites, you will be buying litigation,· which we all 
know will be extremely exper.sive and time-consuming. But more important, you will be creatir.g battle
fields within these ccmT1Unities. These battlefields will destroy tr.e internal fibers of all these 
cQ1'1111Unities together. In all sites, with the exception of the Arizona site, a Super Collider will have 
to be forced on either the physical or cultural landscape, and in most cases both. This is substan
tiated by the EIS report, and at what expense. When you tunnel under a water table, it becones very 
expensi'le. Tt is extremely difficult to guesstimate the problems that will be incurred and the costs 
related to those problems. When you irove people. it is not only expensive, but in many cases it ls 
emotionally traumatic. When you change a floodplain, it is very costly and it also creates new 
problems. It is incomprehensible that the DOE would consider disrupting thousands of acres of wetlands 
or affecting the preservation of historic and prehistoric sites. A ccrrmon thread was stated at the 
Texas hearing and it has been stated at other sites, and that is, whatever it costs environmentally is 
srroll in comparison to the econc.mic benefits that would be received. I ask, received by whaTI? It "WOuld 
be nice to think that 1988 man has learned the overwhelming importance of living in harmony with his 
environment. Throughout history, man has abused both his physical and cultural environment for econo
mic benefit, and all too frequently man has found the economic benefits not to be worth it. We in 
Arizona, unlike some of the other sites, have learned the importance of working with our environment. 
Arizona has developed quality land use plans as evidenced by the planned cornnunities on your maps of 
Sun Car, Stan Mar and Estrella, all in close proximity of the co1lider site. 

Gentlemen. we have an opportunity here in 1988 to show the world that we have learned something about 
how to live in our envirorment; that man, nature, science and business can live in harmony with each 
other instead of at the expense of each other. The Arizona Super Collider site offers such an oppor
tunity. It has a site that has superior geology. It is a site that can enhance its own physical 
environment. It is a site that has no water problems. It is a site that has no detrimental effect on 
nature. It is a site that affects no floodplains, and ITDSt ilf1)ortantly, it is a site that does not 
disrupt the lives of people. In fact, it is the only site that not only meets your criteria, but sub
stantially exceeds it. Instead of superimposing the collider ring on an area, that can be blended into 
the Phoenix infrastructure and be a model for the world. We have an opportunity to create something 
very special here instead of destroying sanething very precious elsewhere, our environment. Thank you 
...-ery much. 

MR. EIGlREN: Thank you. (Applause) 

MR. EIGUREN: We will include Mr. Hamilton's written conments as a part of the record of this proceed
ing. The next conmenter is Mr. Donald Morris. He is not? Okay. I'm sorry. 

The next comnenter is Joe Houchin. 

829 STATEME~T OF JOE HOUCHIN · 

HR. HOUCHIN: Good afternoon. My name is Joe Houchin. I live in Scottsdale, Arizona. If you want my 
address for the record, mailing address is P.O. Box 5082, Scottsdale. Zip is 85261. 

MR. E IGlREN: Thank you. 

MR. HOUCHIN: I want to talk to you today about sane areas that were covered in the visual and resource 
area of the DEIS. First of all, I don't want you to get misled by my Texas accent. I was born and 
raised ln Texas, but I've been living here since 1977, and feel like the best thing that ever came out 
of Texas was Highway 8. {laughter.) 

MR. EIGl.REN: We didn't notice you had an accent. (laughter) 

MR. HOUCHIN: And after reading some of the sparse infonnation that was supplied in the EIS by the Texas 
cannittee, I think a lot of them have been spending too much time, but I was a fonner dtrector of 
marketing for the Arizona Office of Tourism, and even in that capacity, I feel that the concern over 

Vlll.2K3008811 IIA.2-11 FEIS Volume IIA 



830 

I 

2 

3 

4-

s 

7 

8 

Proceedinqs 
Ari1ona 

the views that would be spoiled in the jeep tour trails in the Maricopa area were inordinate, to the 
extent that I would say that there is scarcely a handful of even the ll'Ost avid off-road enthusiasts 
that knO'll abo~t that area, much less use it to the extent that was of the concern in the EIS st~dy. As 
Dr. Brooks mentioned to you, such pristine mountain areas as they were described in the EIS are the 
nonr~l here in Arizona. They are not the exception. And we have learned ta live and build and grow in 
the midst of all of these pristine areas. And no man-made structure is going to intrude on the gran~ 
deur of an area such as the Maricopa Mountains. In fact, even in that light, the collider itself is 
not a Medusa. Nobody is going to turn to stone by catching a gli;npse of it as they drive through a 
jeep trail through the Maricopa Mountains. In fact, from a tourism and a visitor's aspect, I see the 
Maricopa Mountains as being an absolute, awe-inspiring backdroP for the thousands and thousands of 
visitors and employees that are going tO be visiting and working in the Super Collider area, and coming 
to see the scientific and architectural wonder of this area that we are sure if we build it here in 
Arizona is going to blend the future with the desert here. So I thank you for your attention. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. Our- next conmenter is John Mothershead. 

STAT~MENT OF JOHN MOTHERSHEAD 

MR. HCTHERSl-IEAO: Good afternoon, gentlemen. My name is John Mothershead. I live at 2224 South 
Catarina Court, Mesa. Basically what ! am here today to talk about are mitigations. I understand that 
one of the~mary goals of the EIS is ta mitigate the environmental impact of siting the SSC at various 
locatio~.My first area of interest is the disturbance of unforeseen archaeological resources. The 
mitigat1on is to continue with surveys and continue the archaeological findings. As I read here in the 
DEIS, I'm using Volume IV simply for speed sake. The Arizona portions of the Super Collider in the 
cut-and-cover area have been intensely surveyed. The Arizona site had some surveying. However, many 
ar~as were not surveyed due to poor visibility or limited access. A reconnaissance level archaeological 
survey has been undertaken in Tennessee, and no project-related archaeological surveys have been done 
in Michigan, North Carolina or Texa~ second area of concern is floodplain improvement, and the DOE 
has a goal and mitigation to minimize the harm caused by siting in the floodplain. And in Chapter 4, 
we find that under Executive Order 11988, floodplain management, Federal agencies must consider the 
protection of floodplains in decision-making processes. DOE Regulation 10 CFR 1022 provides that flood
pla)ns were planned in the environmental review. Their requirements provides for procedures which DOE 
follows to assure adequate consideration of floodplains. And continued in that same area, the Arizona 
site is not situated within any adjacent, or adjacent to any major river system or floodplain~ 
NEMA mapping has been done. It continues on. Therefore, tl:iere will be no impacts to or encroachments 
on the floodplains. This, as we all know, 1s the only site which there will be no impact on the flood
plain.!;_f°Paleontology of the Arizona is quoted in here as being the least likely to be -- to pro·,dde 
paleontological finds of any of the seven sit~ tenns of wetlands, there are no USFWS certified 
wetlands in the area of the proposed Arizona site. Again, this is the only site where no damage would 
be caused to~ wetlands due to the siting. Potential for soils to shrink and swell, the geo
engineeri~ ll:'e gee-engineering conditions at all sites except Arizona show a moderate to high pro
pensity for soil expan~ion. I think this is very dangerous considering the shafts that are going down 
into and below the aquifers at all the other sites. 

Infiltration into groundwater. Although it is often said that both Texas and Arizona have rains 
located above the respective aquifers, Texas has two separate aquifers, as was pointed out in the scope 
of the hearing in Waxahachie, which I also attended a week ago today. That was pointed out by a 
professional geologist, and I believe he gave you scma written findings on tha~ basic point is 
here, if we are going to -- if there is a need to mitigate, the DOE has a requ1rement to mitigate, why 
not put it at the site where there is no mitigation required? Why go through all the hassles of miti
gating when you can locate it in Arizona and not have to mitigate anything? Thank you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. 

OR. NELSEN: Hr. Mothershead, could l ask you a clarifying question here? Go back to the microphone, 
please. Your first point about the intensive archaeological survey. I think I missed that. 

MR. MOTHERSHEAD: Do you want the areas in that? 

DR. NELSEN: Yes, could you repeat that briefly what you said? 

HR. MOTHERSHEAD: Sure. Basically what I was saying was that the archaeological surveys of the sites, 
and I'm quoting from envirormental consequences and mitigative measures, 5191, and it states here that 
the Arizona portions of the collider range be constructed by cut-and-cover have beeh intensely sur
veyed. Then it goes on. The Ill1no1s site, also locations of the proposed facilities, have been 
surveyed. However, others were not studied due to circumstances of paor visibility or limited access, 
and a reconnaissance level survey, archaeological survey has been undertaken at the proposed Tennessee 
SSC site, and no project-related archaeological field survey has taken place at the proposed H1ch1gan, 
Horth Carolina or Texas sjtes. A sample survey was provided jn Colorado of the proposed roadways to 
the site. 

OR_ NELSEN: And your Cam'lent is to bring out that. 

VOL2K3008812 IIA. 2-12 FEIS Volume IIA 



l 

655 

I 

2 

Proceedings 
Arizona 

MR. MOTHERSHEAD: My conment ts to bring out that Arizona has obviously' provided ruch more detailed 
archaeological in.fonnation than any of the other sites. If we are to start as a basis of mitigating 
any of the envtromental impacts that would be imparted on the archaeological or paleontological find
ings, then with the basts already given by Arizona, much less -- and !fllch less worrisane problems will 
occur here than in any other site. 

DR. NELSEN: Thank you. 

MR. MDTHERSHEAL Thank you. 

MR. EIGlREN: Ladies and gentlemen, we are going to once again need to change the tapes and the record
ing system. So we will be recess for five minutes. (Whereupon, a recess was taken.} 

MR. EIGlREN: We will formally reconvene the public hearings on the Superconducting Super Collider 
project, being held on Monday, October 3, tn T~. Arizona. At this point in time we are l'OClving down 
a list of individuals who have registered at the door to conment on the draft Environnental I1J1>act 
Statement, and just so that you know, we have nine individuals yet to cannent this afternoon. The next 
coornenter is scheduled to be Jim Oxley. 

STATEMENT OF JIM OXLEY 

MR. OXLEY: Dr. Temple, Mr. Moderator, panel, my name is Jim Oxley. I am an assistant state engineer, 
Arizona Department of Transportation in charge of design. My ccmments have been presented by a paper 
to your staf!JTwill amplif)' on those ccmnents somewhat in the matter of the issue in the Environ
mental Statement involving traffic disruption. There is what appears to be sanewhat erroneous infor
mation regarding traffic disruption on Interstate 8. By virtue of building this project they suggest 
that there will be a traffic problem. This is not the case. In the supplement, Part IV, it suggests 
that. Interstate 8 currently operates at level of service A. In the 20-year project it wi 11 continue to 
operate at level of service A. For your information, there is a six-stage measurement of level of ser
vice, ltsted as A, 8, C, Q,, E and F. Level of service 0 is your normal design criteria for a 20-year 
projection. You will note 1n the Environmental Impact that it states Interstate 8 operates at level of 
service A. It would thus stand to reason that at level of service A there is no real traffic disrup-
t ion, as it so states in the sumnary. It further states in the sunnary that the local traffic will be 
disrupted during the course of construction, and suggests that the level of service would drop on State 
Route 238 to level of service B. Again, I point out that there are six levels of service. The norm 
for a 20~year projection ts level of service O. Again, the level of service is such that you can expect 
little or no disrupti~ draft suggests that there will be a stoppage of rail traffic during con
struction of crossings. We have never stopped rail traffic in Arizona to construct a crossing. Either 
rail traffic is routed through shoe flies or is carried through construction, albeit under peak speed. 
That particular isolated stretch of track, the trains do move rather rapidly. Overhead crossing as 
would be considered 1n the near future would be built under traffic with no disruptions of rail traffic. 
What this suggests is that perhaps the impacts upon the local transportation system are minimal or none 
during the course of the developnent of this project. We would suggest further that though there are 
two maps, one showing connections directly to Interstate 8 and to the south, ring roads. this would not 
be the case. Under the Federal Highway Adninistration rules and regulations. you cannot connect at 
arbitrary points to an interstate system, but only through designated interchange sites. We have 
selected Fremont interchange as the single site to make that connection, so there would be no traffic 
hazard in any way. The Department of Transportation has conmitted. along with Maricopa County, sane 
considerable money for developing this bridge system. For the start-up of the site, we have included a 
four-lane connector road that will interchange to the campus site, which was not noted in the Environ
mental Statenent. Any other conments would be in my written remarks. 

MR. EJGl.REN: Mr. Oxley just a question for clarification of the record. You indicated that written 
caTments have or will be sent? 

MR. OXLEY: Have. 

MR. EIGlREN: Have been sent by the State Department of Transportation? 

MR. OXLEY: delivered them to the Tront door. 

MR. EIGlREN: Very good. Thank you. We .apprec1.ate that. 

MR. OXLEY: Thank you. 

DR. NELSEN: Mr. Oxley, do your carments include the specifics on, for example, the level of service 
that focus on the data presented in the DEIS, the n1.mber of vehicles, or on the methodology? 

MR. OXLEY: The EIS conments on level of service, without discussing how level of service is arrived at 
or what it means. The level of service criteria set by the Ashto organization, and is a rreasure of 
traffic flow. There is not any ccrrment in the written comnents that I've provided to explain. It is 
all part of your Ashto criteria that's available in any library including the school here. So I didn't 
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expand on that further. But to give you a mental picture, level of service A means that you can pretty 
much dr1ve at your leisure, choosing lanes and speed within the law that you can operate .. Conversely, 
level of service 0, which is our nonnal 20-year design level, means some level of congest1on where you 
would not have a free choice always to pick the speed and the lane you wish to be in. They are just 
alphabetical nuni:iers given to traffic flow conditions. 

DR. NELSEN: You may have misinterpreted my question a bit. What I was focusing nDre on is not what is 
meant by the level of service, but what was meant by your corrment with regard to the designation of 
level of service in the DEIS? Did your comnent focus on how that was arrived at 1n the DEIS? 

MR. OXLEY: No. The Interstate 8 level of service listed was level of service A. which was correct. 
In the sunmary, they suggested that we were going to have a disruptive problem. lt is somewhat 
countered by the -- what is it, Chapter 4, Volume IV, Appendix 14, and the data provided there 1s sane
what contrary to the data provided in the Surmary. 

DR. NELSEN: O<.ay, so the sl.llllTlary did not pr.operly--1n your view, the sumnary did not properly su!llllar
ize what was in the Appendix. 

MR. OXLEY: That's correct. 

MR. EIGUREN: Okay. ~urther questions? .Thank you, Mr. Oxley. We appreciate that. Our next sched
uled comnenter ts Guido Ardaya. 

6'i3 STATEMENT OF GUIDO AROAYA 

MR. ARDAYA: Good afternoon, Or. T~le and members of the panel. My name is Guido Ardaya, Maricopa 
County Conmunity Oevelop'llent Agency, Ill South Third Avenue, Phoenix. I am the principal economic 
planner for the Maricopa County Comt1.1nity Development Agency, and also I am in charge of the environ
mental review of all conmunity development block projects that we found. As an economic planner and 
environmental officer, I am very well aware of the necessity to balance economic developnent with 
environmental conditions. I'm here to offer you cannents that offered through Dr. Wilmot Hess, who is 
the chairman of the Office of Energy Research at the United States Department of Energy. I offered my 
cC1T1Tents in a letter sent to him on September 27. 1988. The key comnents that I sent him were as 
follows. Our overall conclusion is that the EIS draft is a well-written. structured and documentary 
report. The facts appear to be balanced throughout. The document reinforces the position of the 
Maricopa County SSC site as it clearly demonstrates the excellence of the technical and environmental 
characteristics of the area in which the SSC has been proposed. It is clear that the Arizona site will 
demand less land acquisition of private property, or acquisition of private property itself, than the 
other contending states. This is an important point to consider. because massive land acquisition can 
be time~consuming. disruptive, and have a negative social impact on the tOIJlllllnity. Also climate, 
meteorological conditions and the availability of materials, equii:xnent and labor force favor the selec
tion of Arizona. One can derive the ecological impact on Arizona is not significant, and that mitiga
tion measures will be i111>lemented throughout the project. to reduce habitat loss. The impact on fann 
land is limited, and no wetlands will be disturbed. Furthermore, Arizona has had recent experience in 
major infrastructure construction, such as the Palos Verde nuclear generating station, and the 
Colorado-Arizona project with its tunneling expertise. The Phoenix metro area compares favorably with 
the other sites when one deals with the accelerated population and econan1c development in Arizona, as 
well as quality of life factors. It has been calculated or has been calculated that Maricopa County 
alone fs going to dot4ble in population, in labor force and empla;ment by the year 2010. 

Air quality at the site is excellent. The Arizona site offers opportunities for solar energy utiliza
tion. However, solar energy is not addressed in the study. Another factor which is not considered in 
the study, but which is important is the location of the site in the southwestern portion of the United 
States, as it relates to the Pacific Rim area. We are encouraged that the socio-economic and infra
structure analysis on page 111 of Volt.me IV, Appendix 5a of 16, will be strengthened, particularly when 
discussing the future completion of Maricopa County's freeway system. It is important to note that 
ever since a half-cent sales tax was approved to c~lete a multibillion dollar highway network in 
Maricopa County, I think we're going to see approximately 230 more miles of highway within Maricopa 
County within the next 20 years. tt is also va1uable to mention that Phoenix Sky Harbor is an inter
national airport. The study does not refer to the airport as an international airport. And Phoenix 
International Airport is one of the busiest in the nation -- actually it's the ninth in 1nportance. On 
the same page with respect to airport operations, we need verification as aviation delay figures might 
have changed recently due to competition among airline companies, which may have resulted in a nDre 
efficient aviation system. Furthenrore, characteristics for the Phoenix Goodyear airport should be 
expanded, due to its original iq>ortance in western Maricopa County. The Goodyear Airport is primary 
in the State of Arizona in importance, after Phoenix and Tucson. Additionally, we find that the two 
air force bases, Luke Air Force Base and Williams Air Force Base, should be mentioned in the report. 
due to the significance in Maricopa County. In concluding --

~R. EIGlREN: Your time has expired, go ahead. 

MR. ARDAYA: am requesting that my conments be recorded and included in the EIS report Thank yau. 
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DR. NELSEN: Thank you. These conments are on behalf of the agency, is that correct sir? 

HR. AROAYA: Yes. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you very much. I want to include for the· record the conments of Guido A ·daya on 
behalf of Maricopa County Com:nunity Development Agency. The next cam.enter is Scott M\11s. 

6§4- STATEMENT OF DR. SCOTT MILLS 

DR. MILLS: I am Dr. Scott Mills. My address ts 5620 North Kolb Road, that's K-0-L-B, in Tucson, and 
I'm here representing the environmental consulting firm of SWCA. Inc. Our COIJ1)any has been involved 
with the Arizona SSC project for more than two years. Our major involvement was assisting in the pre
paration of the environmental section of the proposal for the Siarita site. In addition, we have 
visited the Maricopa site, rret with State and Federal resource agencies, environmental groups, and 
reviewed numerous drafts of the environmental section of the Maricopa proposal and proposals fran the 
other states now being considered for the SSC. We have reviewed the environmental and cultural resource 
sections of the DEIS and would like to provide the following comnents. Overa11, the DEIS appears ta 
present a reasonable evaluation of the envirormental and cultural resources of each site. However, the 
amount of information provided for each site varies widely. The greatest disparity appears to exist 
between the Arizona and Texas sites. Arizona clearly appeared to provide the most complete assessment 
of any of the states being considered. My company feels the decision should be made on the greatest 
amount of informatlon that can be gathered, and we strongly encourage the Arizona SSC team to identify 
and assess as many envirormental impacts as possible as early as possible. It has been our experience 
that a lack of infonnation usually leads to worst case speculation. Given the limited time period 
available, we thlnk_the Ar\zona team did an excellent job in presenting a fair assessment of environ
mental impacts that would be caused by the SSC. However, after reading the DEIS, we are concerned that 
the limited amunt of text devoted to'potential environmental issues for a number of other, sites gives 
the iJ1l)ression of pure impacts, rather than insufficlent infonnation. We trust that our recomnenda
tions to provide a fa tr, detailed assessment of 101Jacts w111 not be misinterpreted as an indication 
that the Arizona site will have the greatest impact on the environment. We found a nlnlher of errors in 
the DEIS pertaining to environmental impacts-on the Arizona site. l believe most of these have been 
included in the cannents provided by the Arizona SSC project technical comnittee, but I would like to 
mention a few in the time I have today. Requirements of the Arizona Nativ~ Plant law have been mis
interpreted. Mitigation for the disturbance of native plants covered under the law is not required, as 
stated in Appendix 5, and at various other places in the DEIS. All that is required is notification of 
the Arizona Camiission of Agriculture and Horticulture prior to removal of these plants. We do. however, 
recamend salvage of nat1ve plants and revegetatlon of areas d1sturbed during construction, and lt is 
our uoderstanding that such mitigation is planned. 

Secondly, Federal statuses of the nunber of species are used inconsistently and sometimes incorrectly, 
and population status of the study area ts often lacking. Gila monster is incorrectly listed as a 
category 1 species in Table 4-17, though correctly as a category 2 species in Appendix 11. Wlggin's 
cho\la ls incorrectly listed as a cat~ory 3 species, which means that it's been dropped frcrn 
consideration 1n Appendix 11, though it is likely it soon will be downlisted frcm its category 2 
status. In keeping with the liberal inclusion of any listed species that might occur in the area of the 
site, peregrine falcon and ba'd eagle should be included in lab le 4-17, Federally listed and Candidate 
Species, as well as in Table 4-18, State-Protected Species. It would be better to title these in 
corresponding tables fran other sites, Species That May Occur. It should be made clear which species 
breed or winter and which are. just casual migrants. Swainson's hawk is identified as a migrant only in 
the Arizona site in Chapter 5, but not in Chapter 4 or Appendix 11. The statement made in Chapter 4 
that ecosystems within drainages behave as a series of islands of biological productivity in the sea or 
desert pavement, overemphasizes the differences between riparian and upland habitats at the Arizona 
site. Riparian habitats in this.area are poorly developed c~red wtth those in many areas with greater 
rainfall or drainage. Productivity in many areas of the upland subdivision of Sonoran desert scrub are 
as high or higher than that along washes tn the lower Colorado subdivision. It is doubtful whether any 
of these riparian habitats in the area would be co11sidered woodlands. We disagree with two statements 
in Appendix 11 concerning water resources in desert areas. The statement in 11.3.l that creating ni!W 
water resources can becane an attractive nuisance 'for wildlife which wtll distu.rb predator/prey rela
tionships, change exploitation of food resources and increase ccJnpet1tion with species not indigenous 
to the desert is very misleading. Native-water dependent habitats have decreased dramatically in recent 
years; creation of new ones is desirable. As long as vegetation around water sources i• limited to 
native species, virtually no exotic animals will be likely to colonize these new habit·~s. The Arizona 
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Game and Fish Department and the Bureau of Land Management have been creating water sources in desert 
habitats for years for the benefit of native wildlife. Creation of water sources with associated native 
riparian vegetation could be an extremely effective wildlife mitigation method. However, availability 
of pennanent water is not a principle limiting factor for the population density of many bird species, 
as stated in this section. The visual impacts of the campus and injector facility may not be as sig
nificant as suggested in Appendix 16, because of the existence of nearby town, freeway and agricultural 
field which already disrupt the natural look of the landscape. The campus and injector facilities will 
be no more visible or visually dominating than those existing man-made features. Construction of the 
SSC will not disrupt the pristine landscape as implied in the DEIS. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. 

MR. MAYES: Dr. Mills? recognize many of your comnents as being in the State package. Were there 
some additional cC1T1T1ents that you offered in your oral testimony? 

DR. MILLS: No. 

MR. MAYES: So that most of your --

OR. MILLS: These have submitted at the desk, so you have them, and I don't know which of these, if 
any, are in that. 

MR. MAYES: Okay, yes. Sane of them were definitely. 

DR. MILLS: You've got them all at one place or the other. 

MR. MAYES: Okay, thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you Dr. Mills. I next call John Olson. 

831 STATEMENT OF JOHN OLSON 

&32 

MR. OLSON: Good afternoon, gentlemen. My name is John Olson. I'm a fourth-generation Arizona native. 
My family's been here a long t1me and as pioneers, I'm very glad to have the opportunity to offer my 
support to the Arizona Maricopa site. As an indication of support frCJT1 landowners in the surrounding 
area, I'd like to read that Arizonans for the Superconducting Super Collider here have signed a peti
tion. We, the undersigned owners of land in Maricopa County, Arizona, near the Maricopa site, fully 
support the U.S. Oepartrrent of Energy's Superconducting Super Collider project and its attempt to 
locate the SSC at the best qualified site, and believe that Arizona's Maricopa site is the best. qual
ified location for the SSC. We believe the U.S. DOE draft Environmental Impact Statement clearly 
demonstrates that the Maricopa site is the ideal location for the Superconducting Super Collider, and 
have a petition here frCJTI owners of approximately 5,000 acres. Thank you. 

I DR. NELSEN: Mr. Olson? Are these landowners, landowners in the area, are they the ones that maybe were 
identified in the draft EIS as--

MR. OLSON: There will be SCllle, yes. because those owners there within about 0 to 3 miles of the site. 
in the Maricopa County area, just to the east of the Super Collider beam belt. 

DR. NELSEN: Okay, so they're all identified as very close or--

MR. OLSON: Well, they're very close but they may not be -- perhaps not all of them will be involved in 
land that will be necessary for the Super Collider. However, I'd like to further offer that on any of 
the land that I own, if I can convince the rest of my partners, we will be able to give gratis the -
any easement or any right of way within reason, to Arizona, so that they can do what they have to do at 
the Super Collider. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Okay, thank you Mr. Olson. We'll include the petition that you've given me as a part of 
the offtcial record of the proceeding. I would note that the petition includes 21 signatures and does 
have their addresses as well as telephones and the location of the property as it relates to boundary 
descript1ons. Our next canrenter is Wes Olowski. 

STATEMENT OF WES OlOllSKI 

MR. OLOWSKI: I'm Wes Olowski of 464 West Cherry Linn, and I am proud as a directly impacted property 
owner, I want ta say I'm both honored and h1m1b led and delighted to be a hllllb le, sma 11 part of this 
marvelous endeavor, and I was never asked to sign that petition. and yet l think they're chopping off 
about 100 of my 317 acres to the east of the campus. So you know I'm for it, whether I'm on-that thing 
or not. Okay? 

MR. EIGlREN: Thank you. The next c~nter is Paul Scheidig. 
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MR. SCHEIDIG: Good afternoon gentlemen. My naue's Paul Sche1dig. I'm orrbudsman for the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality. -and on behalf of the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality I 
wish to thank you for this opportunity to ccmnent, and correct a few errors that we noted in the DEIS. 
The Department of Environmental Quality is the State's regulatory agency that has its mission to pro
tect and preserve the water quality, air quality and soils in Arizona. ln·carrying out that charge, we 
oversee a various nllllber of pennit systans and regulatory programs. In that regard, we gave the DEIS a 
thorough review and found generally no problems or enviromiental impacts that would be troublesane or 
would prevent the Department fran carrying out its environnental responsibil1tie!.;...[ii0wever, there are 
a few errors as I mentioned earlier that we noted in the DEIS that I'd like to po1nt out and potentially 
have than corrected. It errs tn not providing a ll'Dre favorable assessment of Arizona's ability to fully 
protect the environment and meet the waste water and hazardous, industrial and solid waste needs. In 
particular. Appendix lD, Section 3;3.1, Sewage, on page 107, the DEIS incorrectly referenced a state
ment fran my letter of March 11. 1988, by stating that the Arizona Department of Env1romiental Quality 
believes that Arizona's proposal for sewage treatment would not be acceptable because it does not 
include a tertiary treatment system. This reference to my statement 1n my letter ts an error, and the 
Arizona proposal to install two aerating operating ponds for effluent ts quite acceptable, and provides 
a good wastewater treatment system. That letter of March 11, 1988, by the way, was amended on April 
28, 1988 to emphasize this aspect that was overlooked as a qualifying reference. I will include that 
as an attachnent to our written camients that will be sent shortly. The bottan line is that a tertiary 
treatment system ts certainly unnecessary for the SSC facility. It's not needed and would only add to 
the already heavy cost of constructing that facilt~o. in Appendix 10, Section 3.3.2, solid waste, 
on page 117, the DEIS again misinterpreted my letter of March 11, 1988, by stating that "DEQ strongly 
reccr.mended that an on-site landfill be provided." The Department suggested that an on-site wn1cipal 
solid waste landfill would be possible to permit and is an avatlab-la option. However, other current 
and fut.ure offsite solid waste d_isposal facilities are viable options as well. No special~asis was 
ever intended by the Department of Environmental Quality towards an on-site disposal option. n addi
tion, on the issue of waste disposal, the DEIS fails to 8111Jhas1ze the disposal benefits thi will accrue 
to the SSC site by having the Arizona hazardous waste management facility withtn the influence of the 
SSC ring near Mobile, Arizona. The Arizona hazardous waste management facility will be available to 
fully meet the needs of the SSC site for all of tts nonionizing hazardous and industrial waste. 
Moreover, the State's investment in this facility should provide additional infrastructure benefits to 
the SSC projec~ closing, the State and the Department of Environmental Quality are excited about 
the SSC project in Arizona. DEQ stands ready to assist tn any way to ensure that the S$C project can 
meet its environmental protection responsibilities. 

MR. EIGLREN: Just one clarifying question. You indicated that your March 11 letter was mcdified _by 
a subsequent letter? 

5 MR. SCHEIDIG: Subsequent letter on April 28th, yes sir. 

I 

t 

MR. EIGLREN: April 28th, okay. And that will be sent for the record? 

MR. SCHEIDIG: Yes sir. I will attach that to our written comnents here. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. Appreciate that. The next comnenter is Louis Thanukos. 

STATEMENT OF LOUIS THANIJl(OS 

MR. THANUKOS: Dr. Tefi.,le, member of the panel. I am Louts TN.nukes, project manager_fo~plted 
Environmental Consultants. My address is 500 West Broadway Road, Tempe, Artzona 8538!:..J U~r company 
prepared the infonnation requested by the Department of Energy for evaluating the iq:iact of the SSC on 
background noise and air quality. We have reviewed the draft Environmental Iiq>act Stateme:nt for the 
Arizona SSC site and we've found several discrepancies. I would like to highlight what I feel is a 
major discrepancy which should be corrected. I'd like to first of all state that the majority of the 
air quality data which we supplied was not included tn the preparation of the draft EIS. We assumed 
that this was due to the tremendous effort necessary to prepare the EIS, and also due to the time 
constraints under which it had to be prepared. One of the data sets, hOri'ever, which was not considered 
and which produced serious and erroneous consequences, is the carbon monoxide data collected at the 
Sierra Estrellas Airport. The draft EIS gives worst-case carbon ll'K>noxide !J!E!asurements in the Phoenix 
~tropolitan area to represent background conditions at the SSC site. Use of the Phoenix data to 
represent SSC background conditions is inappropriate, because Phoenix ts a major, urban metropolitan 
area, whereas the SSC site ts a rural, undeveloped area. Furthermore, Phoenix and the SSC site are 
separated approximately 30 miles apart, with the Sierra Estrellas mountains and the Finni [sic] top 
mountain interposed bet-ween them. The ~arbon monoxide measurements at the Sierra Estrellas Airport 
provide a better representation of background conditions at the SSC site. The Sierra Estrellas Airport 
is located approximately 7 miles frcm the SSC r1ng, and is in a rural environment similar to the SSC 
site. 

Measurements at this location were used to establish background conditions for the SSC for sulphur 
dioxide, natural dioxide, ozone and total suspended particulate. There ts no reason why measurements 
at this same location cannot be used to establish backQround carbon monoxide conditions at the SSC site. 
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Years of worst case Phoenix carbon monoxide concentrations will indicate that emissions from the SSC 
activity will produce violations of the carbon monoxide national ambient air quality standards. The 
fallacy of these calculations are recognized in the appendices of the draft EIS. and I will quote para
graphs 5 and 6 at page 12. Volume IV. Appendix 8. "These high backgrounds of CO are not characteristic 
of the proposed SSC sites in Arizona, Michigan, North Carolina and Tennessee, each of which is rural. 
Actual site CO concentrations are expected to be 111.1ch lower-than that estimated. The national ambient 
air quality standard CO violations are not expected. The impact of SSC site to CO emissions ts negli
gible on the metropolitan area's air quality because (1) these are low CO emission rates and (2) the 
sites are relatively distant fran the metropolitan center." These are -- this is infonnat1on in the 
appendices. However. in the main body of the EIS there is no such mention of these qualifiers. Again 
I'.11 quote page 37 of Section 3.7.4, which states: "Arizona, Michigan, North Carolina and Tennessee 
will have regional incidences of national arrbient air quality and carbon monoxide limits resulting fran 
SSC-related emissions." Thus, unless one reads the entire docurrent, including the appendices, one is 
left with an erroneous conclusion that emissions fran the facility will produce violations of anbient 
standards. We thus urge the Department of Energy to take the following actions when preparing the final 
EIS. (1) Use measurements at the Sierra Estrellas Airport for background conditions at the SSC site, 
and (2) if for some reason this data cannot be used, then to nDdify the language in the body of the EIS 
to include the quotation specified in the appendices, which would acknowledge the calculated exceedances 
of CO standards would not occur. I have a written statement of these documents. I would also like to 
take this opportunity to present a final report titled "Sunmary of Ambient Particulate Measurements in 
the Vicinity of the Maricopa SSC Site." This doctAnent contains the bulk of the measurements which were 
made and previously submitted to the Department of Energy. Thank you. 

HR. EIGUREN: Thank you. 

OR. NELSEN: Mr. Thanukos, the sunmary of ant>ient particulate, that reference you made, does this con
tain the same data that was provided prior or --

MR. THANUKOS: It contains, I believe, all the measurements up to March 15 which were submitted at that 
time. It also contains about a month and a half of measurements when the program was canpleted, 
through Hay 1st. 

DR. NELSEN: (J(.ay. and the author of that docllllent 1s -

MR. THANUKOS: Applied Envirorunental Consultants. 

OR. NELSEN: Okay, thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Include for the record two separate doc11nents. the documents that were provided to us. 
One is the cover letter that he spoke of and then the second is the final report, prepared by Applied 
Environmental Consultants, a Sunmary of Arrbient Particulate Measurements in the Vicinity of the Maricopa 
SSC Site. dated June 27, 1988. Thank you. Our next scheduled ccnmenter is Glenn Rice. 

STATEMENT OF GLENN RICE 

HR. RICE: Dr. Temple and members of the panel. My name is Glenn Rice. I'm a faculty member in the 
Department of Anthropology at Arizona State University, and I'm the archaeologist and director of the 
study 'of historic and prehistoric sites at the Maricopa SSC sit~want to begin by congratulating 
the EIS team for drawing together a well-organized and coherent doc1.IT'lent. This was clearly a monu
mental undertaking that required the CQl'l\Jilation of vast quantities of data from many different 
sources. I do have a few problems, however, regarding the presentation of the archaeological and 
historical data for the Maricopa sit~m concerned that the EIS does not adequately recognize the 
amount of information on cultural resources that is currently available for the Maricopa site. Field 
surveys have been conducted of nearly 5,000 acres of the Maricopa site. This includes all of the 
campus areas and all portions of the ring that wlll be impacted by cut-and-fill construction. rThe 
State Historic Preservation Office has suggested, and in conversations with me, that archaeO!c)gical 
surveys wtll not be required for the tunnel portions of the ring. Therefore, we have archaeological 
data for all portions of the project area that we know will receive direct impact. There may be a need 
for additional surveys during the design phase when precise locations for roads are known and spoil to 
those areas. rBUt with respect to historic and prehistoric resources, the Maricopa site contains no 
surprises.--Yhere are 17 sites, 10 historic and 7 prehistoric, for which a mitigation program will be 
required. The data on historic-and prehistoric sites, presented in appendices. are consistent with the 
information that we have c~iled-and provided for the ·study team. However, we feel that the draft EIS 
stJTmary contains errors of fact-and presents data that are not substantiated by the data appendices or 
by our own studies. The errors in the EIS consistently minimize the low impact quality of the Maricopa 
location. In a state of large and complex historic and prehistoric stte~. the 10 historic homesteads 
and the 7 prehistoric camps tn the Maricopa location constitute an easily managed resource bas~se 
problems in the draft EIS are discussed in comnents that have-been sutmttted by the Arizona SSC study 
team. I would also ·like to close by submitting the archaeological survey report that fu-lly doc1m1ents 
the scientific data we have previously-provided the EIS team. Thank you. 
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MR. EIGlREN: Thank you. We wi 11 receive for inclusion in the record a doctJTient entitled Archaeolo
gical Survey of the Maricopa SSC Site, in draft form, by four separate authors including Glenn Rice, 
who w.!S the presenter here. It's dated July 1988. I'm infonned by the court reporter that we need to 
take a brief recess to change the tapes. We'll be in recess for five minutes. (Off the record.} 

MR. EIGUREN: We will resune this hearing held on October 3, 1988 in T~e. Arizona to receive public 
comnent on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Superconducting Super Collider project. We 
had one additional individual on our list to comnent this afternoon, F. Willard. I am told by the 
registration desk personnel that he has now cancelled. So, that being the case, I would ask if there's 
anybody in the roan who has not CCXllJlented that has registered to cooment. and has not had the oppar
tunity, if they would like to step forward at this paint. According to my records, there should not be 
anybody in that category. We have gone through a list of 20 cornnenters for this session. That being 
the case, we are going to, since the hour is not quite 5:00, but about 4:20, the hearing panel will 
remain here until 5:00 in the event that someone else should arrive and would like to receive comnent. 
But ass1.111ing that that will not be the case, we will go ahead and fonna.lly bring this hearing on the 
draft Environmental Impact Statement to a close. On behalf of the hearing panel and the Department of 
Energy, we thank you for your attendance this afternoon. We do appreciate the conments. I think they 
are very thoughtful and deliberative and to the point and will be very useful in developing the record 
of this proceeding for the Secretary to review 1n his final decision-making on the selection of a site 
for the SSC. As Dr. Terrple mentioned earlier. the Secretary will -- the record in this proceeding will 
close on the 17th of October and once the final record ts canplete, the Secretary will begin his 
deliberations in reviewing both the environmental as well as other documentations associated with this 
decision. His decision will be made, I believe, in November. A final EIS ts scheduled for release in 
December and the record of the decision is scheduled to be completed in January. So, with that, we 
will be down here until the hour of 5:00 in case someone else does show up. But at this point in time, 
we will go ahead and fonnally adjourn this, the hearing held on October 3, 1988 in Tempe, on the draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. Thank· you. 

(Whereupon, at 4:20 p.m., the hearing was adjourned.) 
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(October 3, 1988: 7:00 p.m.) 

DR. TEMPLE: Good afternoon. Hy name Is Ed Temple, and I am the Executive Director of the SSC Site 
Task Force. I an also the presiding official for this hearing. The purpose of my brief remarks is to 
tell you why we're all here. After my remarks I will ask our session moderator, Mr. Etguren, to out
line how we will conduct our meeting this afternoon. The purpose of this hearing 1s to gtve interested 
citizens an opportunity to eannent in person on the Department's draft EIS on the SSC. This hearing is 
not your only opportunity, you may also send us your written conments. which 1rust be postmarked by 
October 17. 1988. We want you to know that we are sincerely interested in hearing your ccmnents on 
this document. And that each of your camients will be considered and responded to in the. final EIS. 

let me refresh your memories regarding the SSC site selection process. In January, 1987, President 
Reagan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced, and construction funds were requested fran 
Congress. In April of 1987, the Department issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently 
received 43 proposals, and 36 of these were found to be qualified. 

These qualified proposals were forwarded to the National Academies of Science and the Na.t1onal Academy 
of Engineering, where a joint conm1ttee used the criteria set forth in the invitation and recarmended a 
Best Qualified List of eight sites to the Department in December of last year. One of these proposals 
was later withdrawn by the proposer. Following the review and verification of the Academy's reconmenda
tions. Secretary Herrington announced the Best Qualified List, including the Arizona proposal, on 
January 19 of 1988. Three days later. on January 22, the DOE formally announced that it would develop 
an envirormental impact statement on the proposed SSC. This followed an advanced notice of intent to 
prepare an EIS which had been issued in May of 1987. In February 1988 we held scoping meeting in each 
of the seven states, to obtain public conment on the nature and scope of environmental issues to be 
considered in the EIS. Scoping meetings were held on February 9 at this location. The DOE received 
approximately 2,100 cannents on the scope of the EIS. These comnents were considered in the prepara
tion of the draft EIS. Following public hearings here and in the other BLQ states. we will develop a 
final EIS to be issued in December of 1988. 

The draft EIS evaluates and canpares four types of alternatives, site alternatives. technical alter
natives, programnatic alternatives. and the no-action alternative. Site alternatives addressed the 
seven locations identified on the BQL. Technical alternatives considered different technology, dif
ferent equtpnent, or different facility configurations. Prograrnnatic alternatives included possibility 
of using other accelerators, international collaboration, or project delay. And the no-action alter
native meant the option not to construct the SSC. 

This draft EIS identifies and analyzes the potential and envirormental consequences expected to occur 
from siting, constructing and operating the SSC at the seven site alternatives. The sites are located 
in Arizona, Colorado, Illinois, Michigan, North Carolina, Tennessee and Texas. The draft EIS provides 
as Rllch tnfonnat1on as possible at this stage of budget development regarding the potential environ
mental impacts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC at each of the seven alternative 
sites. However. the CX>E recognizes that further reviei.1 under NEPA ts appropriate, prior to the actual 
construction and operation of the proposed SSC. Accordingly, following selection of the stte for the 
proposed SSC. the DOE will prepare a supplement to this EIS, to address in rnJre detail the impacts of 
constructing and operating the proposed SSC at the selected site and to identify, where possible, 
alternatives for mitigating these impacts. 

Let me tell you a little about the draft EIS. This ts a large document containing ll'Ore than 4.000 pages. 
It 1s organized into four volt.1nes. Volune I ts entitled Envirormental Impact Staterent. Volume II is 
the CC11111ent Resolution Document. and is reserved for our response to public cament. and for publication 
in the final EIS only. Yol1.1ne III describes the methodology for site selection, and Volume IV contains 
16 appendices providing detailed presentations of technical tnfonnation, which back up the conclusinns 
in the Envtrorrnental Impact Statement. Carments received at this hearing will be used by the DOE to 
prepare a final EIS to be issued this December. This doctRnent will identify the Department's preferred 
site. No sooner than 30 days after the final EIS ts distributed, the Department will publish its record 
of decision, which will include the final site selection and complete site selection process. This 
afternoon we will use a professional n:>derator to assure a fair and orderly proceeding. Measures have 
been taken to permit the maxinlllll opportunity for interested citizens to utilize thts session for 
expressing their comnents. 

We urge all parttc1pants In today•s meeting to foCus their comnents on the draft EIS. and to avoid or 
Minimize statements aimed solely at expressing opposition or support for the state's proposal. While 
all cannents will becane a part of the formal record of thts proceeding, those specifically represent
ing the draft EIS will be most useful to the DOE in preparing the final doci.ment. As I noted earlier, 
tn addition to thts opportunity for oral conments, individuals may also provide written cannents to the 
DOE. These should be post marked by October 17, 1988, the end of the formal 45-day cooment period, to 
ensure they will be considered tn the preparation of the final EIS. We wtll. however, consider ccm
ments received after that date, to the extent possible. 
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One final word on the role of the EIS on the site selection process. The Nat tonal Envirormental Policy 
Act. NEPA, requires that envtrormental impacts be considered by Federal decision makers tn taking majcr 
federal actions with potential envirorrnental consequences. The EIS ts one of the methods used to do 
this analysts, provide for public cOTment and parttctpatton, and to make a final decision that meets 
the NEPA requirements. The EIS will be considered by the Secretary tn making the site selection. 
Thank you tn advance for your interest and participation. 

Let me now introduce Mr. Etguren, who will describe how we will conduct today's session. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you Or. Temple. Good evening ladies and gentlemen. My nCllle ts Ray Eiguren. I'm an 
attorney tn private practice with the' law firm of Lindsay. Hart, Neil & Wetgler. which has offices in 
Seattle, Washingtonj Portland, Oregon; San Francisco, California; and Boise, Idaho. My practice, and 
that of our law firm ts heavily concentrated_ in the areas of envirormental and energy law. Both in 
private practice. as well as tn prior goverrmental service. I've had over a decade's worth of experience 
in either conducting or helping participate in a significant number of national environmental policy 
act hearings. such as the one we're conducting here today. I've been retained by the Department of 
Energy as moderator for this and other heartngs tn this series, for one express purpose, that is to say 
my single express purpose ts to serve as an independent unbiased, objective. individual to moderate the 
hearings. I'm not an eq>loyee for the Departrent, nor am I an advocate for or against the Department's 
proposed action in the proceeding. My role is to help assure that the Department fully complies with 
the letter and spirit of the Federal National Environmental Policy Act, so as to allow all individuals 
and organizations fair and equal opportunity to comnent on the record relative to the Department's 
proposed action. Dr. Temple stated the purpose of this hearing is to give all interested citizens an 
opportunity to corrment on the record, relative to the Department of Energy's draft Envtrormental Impact 
Statement on the proposed SSC project. 

In February, the Department conducted. and I also moderated, a scoping meeting here in this auditorium, 
to hear CCJlll'lents fran individuals and organizations on what issues they felt should be considered in 
the preparation of the draft EIS. Now that the Department has prepared the draft EIS, it seeks ccmner.t 
from the public. once again, on it. In particular, we are seeking specific carrnent on issues that mem
bers of the public feel are relevant and should be considered by the Department prior to finalizing the 
EIS, and prior to the Department selecting its preferred site for the SSC. 

This is a record proceeding, that is to say, everything that is being said at this, as well as the other 
draft EIS hearing held in other states still under consideration, are being recorded by court reporters. 
And we obviously have a court reporter here. The court·reporter w;11 make a verbatim transcript of all 
ccmments received and submit that transcript to the Department of Energy for inclusion in the final 
record of the proceeding. The Secretary of Energy's decision will be based upon the infonnation con
tained in that record. 

At this time I would like to tell you what pr_ocedures we have been following, and will follow today, in 
the conduct of this, as well as other hearings in this proceeding. I will announce speakers working 
from a list provided to me by the Department of Energy personnel, located at the registration table out 
in the lobby. I will call speakers in the order in which they signed up in advance. If you have pre
registered to speak, but have not checked in at the registration table, we'd ask you to do that. E~ery 
individual who was comnenting will have up to five minutes with which to make that comnent. At the end 
of five minutes I will signal individual speakers that their time has elapsed. As stated earlier, the 
purpose of this hearing is to receive conrnents on the draft EIS. Accordingly your corrments should be 
focused on the issues that are addressed in the draft document. I do reserve the right to ask indi
viduals to focus on issues contained in the draft EIS, if they wander from the topic of the session. 
It's not my intention to limit remarks, but rather to assure that what·conments you do provide are 
effective in achieving the objectives of this hearing as outlined by Dr. Tetrflle. Written ccnment and 
oral comnent will receive the same weight in the record of the proceeding. Therefore we will encourage 
you to subnit written camient as well as any written questions you may have about the project, either 
before the presentation or after your presentation, or any time prior to October 17, which is the close 
of the record in this proceeding. There ts, at the registration table. a business card such as this, 
that will give yoU the address where you will send your written questions or comnent. 

There's also a toll-free nuni:>er listed on there where you can call for additional information. This 
session will run frcm 7:00 and continue on until approximately 10:00 p.m_. Throughout the course of the 
hearing, in order to allow the court reporter to change tapes as well as allow meobers of the audience 
to take a rest, we'll have brief recesses throughout the course of the hearings. Approximately 30 
minutes before the scheduled end of this session, I will call any speakers who registered at the door 
to testify: given the fact that we have such a relatively small nunber of pre-registered conmenters, I 
will be calling individuals who registered to corrment at the door earlier than that. Again, the sane 
rules·would apply to them. That is to say when it comes your turn to speak, after your name has been 
called, we would ask yOu to step forward to the microphone here ln the front, give us your name and 
address, and give us the name of any organization that you might be speaking on behalf of, and then go 
ahead and proceed into-your oral comnent. 
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I wtll begin timing you for your five-minute limitation after you've ma.de your brief introduction. 
Finally, I'd 11k.e to indicate that the nerri>ers of the panel who were here with 118 in the front of the 
r:JOm are here for the express purpose of listening to your comnents, and as appropriate, asking clar-
1fy1ng questions on your [copy missing]. 

The purpose of your doing that is to help assure that we build a COIT1Jlete and full record of your con
cerns relative to the environnental issues associated with the SSC project. With me on the panel is 
Or. Tenple, who is a presiding official. He is the Executive Director of the SSC Site Selection Task 
Force for the Department of Energy. To my left and your right are Dr. Roger Mase and Dr. Jerry Nelsen 
who are environmental specialists with the Department of Energy, who were senior envirorrnental special
ists assigned to this particular project. {Technical difficulty) 

MR. EIGlREN: We have resolved our technical difficulties, and we are able now to restme the hearing on 
the draft En¥ironmental Impact Statement. Our first scheduled comnenter ts Chris Trask. 

605 STATEMENT OF CHRIS TRASK 
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MR. TRASK: My name is Chris Trask. and I am here represent1ng tha Sterra Club, the Grand Canyon 
Chapter. The address is Post Office Box 25240, Tempe, Arizona 85285. 

HR. EIGUREN: Mr. Trask. we are having difficulty hearing you. {Pause.) 

MR. TjiASK: Gentlemen, on behalf of the Sierra Vista Sierra Club, I wish to express our appreciation 
in having the opportunity to participate in the Department of Energy's review of the draft Envirormental 
Impact Statement of the Superconducting Super Collider. We have the reviewed the DEIS in its entirety 
with respect to the Maricopa site, and we have prepared the following carments for your consideration. 
We will cover four of the five issues that were ccxmented on previously at the scoping hearing of 9 
February as one well as one additional. These issues are water. wildlife, vegetation, sewage manage
ment and archaeological. We shall address each of these issues in turn. 

We would like to make it clear that the Sierra Club has not yet taken a final position on this proposed 
project. We are, however, eaa!!,.to see additional information regarding the enviroArental concerns 
that we will rrention herei!!.:_JFirst off, water issues. We noticed irrmediately that the allocation of 
the central Arizona project water has been dropped frcm consideration, and it is now proposed that the 
project's water requirements will be brought entirely from the North Valley. Although it is stated 
that the use of this water represents the major ill\)act to natural resources at the Maricopa site, very 
little in the line of estimates for the impact of the depth of water presently estimated at over 350 
feet are presented. The continued operation of range i~rovements such as stock tanks serviced by 
windnill driven p1.1nps would be affected should the water table be lowered by any appreciable amount. 

This is an impact to the local econClllic coom.u1ity that does not appear to have been taken into con
sideration. The amount of water to be used by SSC, estimated to be frcm l,350 gallons per minute over 
the life of the project to 2,450 gallons per minute during the operations phase, ts of sonm concern. 
Although the statement uses the former figure in c~artson with the estimated annual recharge rate of 
l,200 to 2,200 acre feet per year, it mentions only briefly the fact that the withdr~al rate during 
the operational phase is nearly double that of the lifetime rate. The possibility of an overdraft of 
the aquifer is well advised. Such an accelerated discharge rate wtll certainly result in a significant 
although localized lowering of the water table. 

We highly encourage the recycling of water for nonpotable uses as a means of reducing the demands on 
the aquifer. The reuse of cooler blowdown plus brine concentrators and sewage treatment are all tn 
good order. But it is very discouraging to find that the DEIS only casually mentions these conserva
tion measures. We fully expect to see a 111lre detailed disclosure of the practice to be used when and 
if a final EIS is published~ r1il addressing the issue of water quality, we are greatly concerned that 
the following statement woUfcf even exist. Frooi page 5.1.2-26, "At the Arizona site, lack of service 
water and the great depth to the water table would effectively prevent transport of contaminants into 
the groundwater." Recent history has proven that even in an arid climate such as ours, such a state
ment can only be considered as being highly questionable. We only need to consider the recent dis
coveries of trichlorethylene effluents in the CcrtmUnities of Tucson. Phoenix and Scottsdale as well as 
other industrial and agricultural contaminants in danestic water supplies to realize that such a 
guarantee 1s unrealistic. We ll'()St certainly hope that thts sort of attitude will not prevail, and that 
the final EIS will contain m:>re suitable strategies for the proper containment and management of such 
materials that would threaten the qualtty of a now pr;sttne natural resourc.!.:....f1'i terms of wildlife 
issues, we readily note that the forms of impact upon the desert bighorn sheep has been discussed, such 
as noise, increased hllRan presence, and encroacl'lnent in general. It was also mentioned.that the sheep 
population has in general been declining in the.State aver the last decade. Although the statement 
does mention the possibilities of mitigating the noise in this area, t,here seems to be a .lack of 
importance of this matter. Given that this statement recognizes that the noise and other effects of 
increased hi.nan presence will probably have a negative effect upon the already declining sheep popula
tion, we can only express disappointment at the apparent lack of concern in this area. We do, however, 
recognize that some effort can be made to offset the impact on this species as mentioned by way of the 
placement of water sources and the alteration of fences during the design phase. Inasmuch as protec
tion 1s not mandated by the Endangered Species Act, the mitigation of negative impacts to this and 
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other species in the vicinity of SSC are certainly of positive benefit to the biological comnunity in 
the a~e mtter of the desert tortoise appears to be well addressed, being that the Bureau of 
land Management has developed guidelines for the mitigation of impacts to this species. It seems to be 
stated in that statement that the populations are considerably higher in the northern Maricopa Mountains 
than in the lowlands where the majority of the project activity will be located. 

It apj:>ears that the- tq:iacts are not as great as those to the desert bighorn sheep. However, we expect 
that a more thorough study of population densities throughout the site will be conducted prior to- the 
initiation of construction. ln like manner. 1t still requires that more information be developed in 
order to properly estimate the impact to this species. Physical removal and relocation to equally 
suitable habitats such as with the desert tortoise should be considered as a viable measure. 

On the vegetation, we are pleased to note that the statement mentions that the 570 acres not currently 
disturbed tn the construction will be restored and revegetated, and that the dry •sh as disturbed by 
cut-and-fill construction will be restored to their original topography. The use of native plants and 
the appltcatton of nitrogen to plants and algae will greatly enhance and recover these disturbed areas, 
as well as the stockpiling and restoration of the veneer of top sotl at the spoils disposal stte. We 
would like to see that this latter practice be extended to the cut-and-fill areas tn general. The 
statenent correctly recognizes the need for these measures by having noted the low productfvfty of the 
desert scrub systems tn the three subdratnage basins and heavy reliance of these systans on bacterial 
nitrogen fixation. It ts essential to the. successful restoration of the tmpacted camuntties that 
these factors continue to be taken tnto accou'!!..:..[We wtll await the final EIS to review the situation 
as yet to be detemitned with respect to the protection of the ntghtbloomtng cereus. We expect that 
this wtll take the fonn of collection as subsequent restoration and/or relocation of the affected 
specimens. In addition .. it will be prudent that a more thorough study be made concerning the presence 
or lack thereof of the tumamoc globeberry. 

MR. EIGlREN: Mr. Trask, let me indicate that your time has elapsed. And as we do not have a lot of 
time this evening, to keep tt within the time frmnes. 

MR. TRASK: How much time do I have left? 

MR. EIGLREN: Actually, 1t is fully elapsed, so if I could have you bring it to a conclusion. 

MR. TRASK: Okay. There are some comnents on surface management, which 1 will allow to be just in the 
record. And in closing, we respectfully submit these carments for the proposed site for the Super 
Collider of the Department of Energy for your consideration. We again appreciate the opportunity to 
participate· in this process. And we feel that continued cooperation between the State of Arizona, the 
Department of Energy, and concerned·cttizens will reduce the project's impact on the envirorwnent. 

MR. EIGlREN: Thank you. There may be some clarifying questions here. Are there any questions fran 
the panel? (No response.) 

_MR. EIGUREN: You are submitting the written conments? 

MR. TRASK: Yes. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. We appreciate it. We will next call Brad Gallman. 

STATEMENT OF BRAD GALLMAN 

MR. GALLMAN: Members of the Board and interested parties. my name ts Brad Gallmn, and I am speaking 
as a private citizen. My address ts 855 North Gray Street, Scottsdale. I am a real estate appraiser 
by profession, and I am currently involved in many aspects of real estate. I am strongly in favor of 
locating the Super Collider site in Arizona. The future benefits to physics and medicine seem obvious, 
as 111.1ch of our country's benefits came frcm our space travel. Looking forward into the future, our 
Arizona site provides a hub, a central focus, and destination point for the Southwest. As dynamic as 
g.rowth has been for the metropolitan Phoenix area in the last ten years, so many of us believe that 
growth will be that dynamic in the 1990's. I also believe tho.t the Mobile stte- offers the best future 
opportunity to fully enploy and enjoy the use of photovoltaics by converting sunlight into electrical 
energy. Our sunmer days are only surpassed by those in the Sierra Desert. Our site will benef1t 
surrounding stateso our Federal Goverl'lnE!nt and our allies. Surely as Phoenix will grow-. so may the SSC 
site in a generally unspoiled setting with abundant sunlight resources. Thank you. 

MR. EIGIREN: Thank you. David Harbster. 

STATEMENT OF DAVID HARBSTER 

MR. HARBSTER: I would like to welcane the members of the Department of Energy to Arizona. The tem
perature ts about-102 today, and it probably will get higher. I support the Super Collider project for 
many reasons. The envil"'Orrnent is impOrtant to me. and I find that the impact upon the· proposed site to 
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be minimal. With regard to the geology of the region, we have the best available geology for construct
ing the SSC. It just makes sense to build tt there. As a taxpayer, I find the proposed site to be the 
most practical. I believe the project would enrich our social and academic climate in the valley and 
for the entire Southwest as well. The locale of the SSC is ideal geographically. We are so close to 
the science centers along the coast and the Midwest. In addition, there seems to be a trend that 
acade!llia ts migrating more to the West now after years of Eastern daninance. The project site in 
Arizona seems quite suitable then to what already ts naturally occurring in shifts in population. A.~d 
finally, I support the project as a science educator, not so 111.1ch for the content of my subject matter, 
but for the surprises that projects such as the SSC bring to our understanding of nature. For students 
of science, this project stands for wonder and discovery, and it creates an optimism for the future. 
Frankly, Arizona deserves the Super Collider. Would you like my address? 

MR. EIGUREN: Yes, please. 

MR. HAR.BSTER: It is Dave Harbster, 6222 West Del Rio Street, and that is in Chandler 85226-1707. 
Thank you. 

MR. ElG~EM: Thank you. Next ls Richard Scanlon. 

STATEMENT OF R!CHARD SCANLON 

MR. SCANLON: Thank you very 1t1.1Ch for the opportunity to be here. My name is Richard C. Scanlon frcm 
Sierra Vista, Arizona, 832 Lang Avenue. A major concern with projects of this magnitude should be 
equality in sharing withln all of the 50 states in tenns of benefits, technological and \ong~ran;e eco
nanical and cultural benefits. Needless to say that the location of the Superconducting Super Collider 
here in Arizona could well lead to Phoenix rivaling Gottingen University in Gennan¥.L..,_which as we all 
know it is at the top of the list in tenns of nuclear physics and atomic researc.h.:J My corrment and 
strong feeling is that considering this that Texas should be disqualified as a contender for the loca
tion of the Superconducting Super Collider. I am sure that many of us will recall that in the early 
days of the Kennedy Actn1nlstration that was one of the major programs that 'IRl.S to use the term up far 
grabs was NASA. And tt appeared that a tradeoff in terms of President Johnson at that time accepting 
the vice presidency was that NASA would go to Houston. Certainly, NASA going to Houston had an impact 
that the people in Houston prol>ably did not envision, and it has certainly enhanced the reputation of 
Houston and Texas again in ten11s of its ability to move in a strong contesting technical envirorwnent, 
oil, space and whatever it might be. So I say that Texas should be disqualified on that basis. And 
the main reason 1s that everyone knows that as one of the SO states that Texas can still secede from 
the Union. It is a strong poi_nt. Because I never really envisioned that Hawaii would be a member of 
the Union, and I never really envisioned that Alaska would become of the 50 states. So I say that Texas 
has had enough of it in tenns of bennies, _and should be disqualified or should be seriously considered 
as being disqualified on that basis. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. Our last scheduled comnenter at this time is Gary S. Maskartnec. 

STATEMENT OF GARY S. MASKARINEC 

MR. MASKARINEC: Hi. I did not intend to speak this evening frankly until I found how little interest 
there was in the meeting. And my own position as a Tempe businessman during the past six years has 
taken me on ntmierous occasions into the Maricopa Mountains, through the mountains and into the moun
tains for work there. I have spent many hours there wa'lking, exploring and camping. And what has 
struck me primarily has been the lack of visitors in that place. It is a very harsh site. When I think 
of the area surrounding Phoenix, it impresses me that this is the beginning of the lower Colorado Desert 
which extends from Phoenix to the Colorado River, and as such contains most of the most fabulously 
scenic land in the state. Because it is such a harsh environment with temperatures often reaching over 
115 degrees Fahrenheit in the sunmer, I think that that has kept some people frcm visiting there. I 
notice in the Environmental Impact Statement that this \s noted, Section 5.3.1, that the Arizona site 
is the least developed of the seven site alternatives. That makes 1re wonder, 1s that a positive factor 
or a negative factor? As a businessman here, I have been i~ressed by the growth in the business 
climate of Phoenix, and I am impressed by the fact that we are the fastest growing city 1n the nation. 
And I cannot help but be impressed that the closest site near this city that has been relatively undis
turbed, and in fact extraordinarily undisturbed during the developnent of this city, 1s about to be 
turned into a site which is thoroughly disturbed, and that there \$ no interest in this fact. It would 
be hard for me to describe the scenic beauty of the area. It is a picture postcard type of beauty. 
Unless you have been there, 1t is difficult to convey. It did occur to me though that SOlll!th1ng that 
you would all be familiar with is the Joshua Tree National Monument which, ~ared to the Maricopa 
Mountains, is a scruffy, scruffy ugly desert. The flora and the fauna in the Maricopa Mounta.ins which 
are briefly touched upon in this statement are some of the most extraordinary in the state and within 
the American Southwest. As far as the value of the Super Collider, it is i~ss\ble to ergue against 
it, other ttlan to point out that it was our own Reagan Adninistratton last year that questioned it, and 
that extraordinary move 1111>resses it. I would question it as well. But seeing that I am 1n such a 
minority, I would not try to impress upon others that the value of this land lies primarily in 1ts 
recreational value, but that Is the way that I see it. The other sites nearby that are popular and are 
used heavily for recreation sites, such as the Picacho Peak, really do not CQIJflare in scope or value to 
the Maricopa Mountains. And it occurred to me as I was Sitting here, facetiously of course though. 
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that right now the Maricopa Mountains provide a greater scenic value than the Yellowstone Park, and 
hopefully that wtll be terJl)Orary for as to how long the f1res are there. As I say. I d1d not r.ane pre
pared to speak, and I am not prepared to end. I really do not have anyth1ng else to say-other thiln 
within a hundred miles or so fran Phoenix that this is the ll'Ost extraordinary undisturbed site thtt 
have seen. and I have spent days and days and weeks and weeks driv1ng around that area that I have 
described. So I would si~ly ask that it be noted that at one point in the developirent of this 
project, that it was pointed out that perhaps the recreational value would one day becare more 
apparently greater than the value of this project. 

MR. EIGLREN: Your name and address for the record. 

MR. MASKARINEC. Gary Maskarinec, 1412 South Bonarden in Tempe. 

MR. EIGLREN: Are there any Questions from the panel? 

' {No response.) 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. Ladtes and gentlemen, that concludes our list of carmenters for this even1ng's 
hearing. If the~e is anyone in the audience who would like to comnent, we would be glad to have you 
step forward at this point and to register you here. If there is not, we will go ahead and recess 
until the hour of 10:00 or until we have some other ind1viduals to come in who would like to comnent. 
Thank you. 

(Whereupon, a recess was taken.) 

HR. EIGLREN: The hour is 9:58 p.m. This is the rrcderator once again reopening the hearing record in 
this the hearing held in Tetll'e. Arizona on October 3, 1986 on the draft Environmental Iqiact Statement 
for the SSC project. We have received conment frcm five individuals this evening. The hearing panel 
has been here from 7:00 p.m. this evening. And I have by my watch 9:59 p.m. So as required by the 
Federal Register notice", we have been here unttl the hour of 10:00 and will be here for one additional 
minute to make sure that we have covered everybody. But with that., I w111 go ahead and formally close 
the record of the DEIS hearing in Tempe, Arizona on October 3rd. Thank you. 

(~1'lereu~n. at 9:59 p.m., tr~ hearing was closed.) 
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(September 29, 1938: 2:00 p.m.) 

DR. TEMPLE: Good afternoon. I want to welcome you to the Department of Energy's public hearing on the 
draft Environmental llf1)act Statement, EIS, for the Superconducting Super Collider, SSC. My name is Ed 
Temple, and I'm Executive Director of the SSC Site Task Force. I'm also the presiding officer for this 
hearing. 

The purpose of my brief remarks is to tell you why we're all here. After my remarks, I will ask our 
session moderator, Hr. Eiguren, to outline how we will conduct our meeting this afternoon. 

The purpose of this hear1nQ-1s to give interested citizens an opportunity to CCll!r.lent in person on the 
department's draft EIS on the SSC. This hearing is not your only opportunity, you may also send us 
your written conments which should be postmarked by October 17, 1988. 

We want you to know that we are sincerely interested in hearing your corrrnents on this doctJTient. and 
that each of your camients will be considered and responded to in the final EIS. Let me refresh your 
memories regarding the SSC site selection process. In January, 1987, President Reagan's decision to 
proceed with the SSC was announced and construction funds were requested fran Congress. In April, 
1987, the department issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently received 43 proposals, 
and 36 of these were found to be qualified. 

The proposals were forwarded to a joint com1ittee of the National Academy of ~cience and the National 
Academy of Engineering for further evaluation. Based on the criteria on the invitation, the Academies 
recOTll'll!nded a best qualified list, BQL, of eight sites to the department. One of these proposals was 
later withdrawn by the proposer. Following a review and verification of the Academy's reccmnendations, 
Secretary Herrington announced the best qualified list, including the Colorado proposal proposed site 
on January 19, 1988. On January 22, the DOE fonnally announced that it would develop an EIS on the 
SSC. This fonnal announcement followed an advanced notice of intent which was issued in May of 1987. 
In February of 1988 we held scoping meetings in each of the seven states to obtain public COl'llnant on 
the nature and scope of the environmental issues which should be considered in the EIS. Scoping 
meetings were held on February 12, here in Colorado at this auditorium, the Fort Morgan High School 
auditorium. The DOE received approximately 2,100 ccmnents on the scope of the EIS. These corm:ents 
were considered in the preparation of the draft EIS. 

Following public hearings here and in the other BQL states, we will develop a final EIS to be issued in 
December of 1988. The draft EIS evaluates and compares four types of alternatives. Site alternatives, 
technical alternatives, programnatic alternatives, and the no-action alternative. Site alternati~es 
address the seven locations identified on the BQL. Technical alternatives apply to different 
technology, different equipment, or facility configurations. Progranmatic alternatives address the 
concept of using other accelerators, international collaboration, or project delay. The no-action 
alternative was the opt ton not to construct the SSC. 

This draft EIS identifies and analyzes the potential environmental consequences expected to occur from 
siting, construction and operation of the SSC at any one of the seven site alternatives. These sites 
are -located in Arizona, Colorado, Illinois, Michigan, North Carolina, Tennessee and Texas. The draft 
EIS provides as much infonnation as possible at this stage of the project regarding the potential envi
r011mental impacts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC at each of the alternative 
sites. However, the DOE recognizes that further .review under NEPA, the National Environmental Policy 
Act, is appropriate prior to actual construction and operation of the proposed SSC. Accordingly, fol
lowing the selection of a.site to proposed SSC, the DOE will prepare a supplement to this EIS to address 
in more detail the impacts of constructing and operating a proposed SSC at the selected site, and iden
tify, where possible, alternatives for mitigating these impacts. 

le~ me tell you a little bit about the draft EIS. This is a large document containing more than 4,000 
pages. It is organized in four ~olumes. Volume I is entitled Environmental Impact Statement, Voltane II 
is the Conment Resolution Doci.nent and ts reserved for our response to the public's comients and for 
publication in the final EIS only. Volume III describes the methodology for site selection, and 
Volt.me IV contains 16 appendixes providing detailed presentations of technical infonnation, which back 
up to conclusions in the Environmental lmpacl Statement. 

Camients received at thtS hearing will be used by the DOE to prepare a final EIS to be issued 1n 
December. This document will identify the department's preferred site. No sooner than 30 days after the 
final EIS is distributed the department will.publish its record of decision. which will include the 
final site selection and the complete site selection· process. 
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This afternoon we will use a professional moderator to assure a fair and orderly proceeding. Measures 
have been taken to penntt the maxhnun opportunity for interested citizens to utilize this session for 
expressing their comnents. We urge that all participants 1n today•s meeting focus their comnents on 
the draft EIS. and avoid statements aimed solely -- we urge all participants in today's meeting to focus 
their ccmrents on the draft EIS and to avoid or minimize statements solely at expressing opposition or 
support for the state's proposal. 

While all cooments will beccme part of the formal record of this proceeding. those specifically address
ing the draft EIS will be most useful to DOE in preparing-the final doct.ment. 

As I noted earlier, in addition to this opportunity for oral conments. indtviclials may also provide 
written carments to the DOE. These should be postmarked by October 17, 1988, the end of the formal 45-
day ccmrent period, to ensure that they will be considered in the preparation of the final EIS. We 
will, however, consider cannents received after that date. to the extent possible. 

One final word on the role of the EIS in the site selection process. The Nat tonal Environmental Policy 
Act, NEPA. requires that envirormental impacts be considered by federal decision makers in taking major 
federal actions with potential env.tronnental consequences. EIS ts one of the methods used to do this 
analysis, provide for public conment and participation, and to make a final decision that meets the 
NEPA requirements. The EIS Will be considered by the Secretary in making the site selection. 

Thank you for your interest and participation. 

Let me now introduce Mr. Eiguren, who will describe how we will conduct today's session. Roy. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you Dr. Temple. Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. My name is Roy Eiguren, I'm 
an attorney in private practice with the law firm of Lindsay Hart, Neil & Weigler, with offices in 
Seattle, Washington; Portland, Oregon; San Francisco, California; and Boise. Idaho. My practice in our 
law firm has a very heavy concentration in the area of envirorvnental and energy law. Both tn private 
practice as well as tn prior government servtce, I've had over a decade's worth of experience in either 
conducting or participating in a significant nurrber of national environmental policy act hearings such 
as the one we're conducting here today. I have been retained by the Department of Energy as a modera
tor for this and other hearings on the draft Envirorvnental Impact Statement for -the SSC project. Ac
cordingly I'm not an employee of the Department, nor am I an advocate for or against the Department's 
proposed action in this proceeding. Rather, my single expressed purpose is to serve as an independent, 
unbiased, objective individual to-moderate this series of hearings. My job is to help the Department 
fully ccmply wtth the letter and spirit of the Federal National Environmental Policy Act so as to allow 
all individuals and organizations a fair and equal opportunity to cannent on the record to the 
Department's proposed action. 

As stated earlier by Or. Terfl)le, the purpose of this hearing- is to give all interested cittzens an 
opportunity to c011111ent on the record relative to the Department of Energy's draft Environmental I~act 
Statement for the proposed SSC project. 

In February the Department conducted. and I moderated, a scoping meeting here in Fort Morgan to hear 
ccnrnents frC111 individuals and organizations on what issues they felt should be considered in 
preparation of the draft EIS. Now the department has canpleted the preparation of that draft EIS, it 
seeks cc:nment from the public on it. In particular. we're seeking specific comnent on issues that you, 
the members of the public, feel are relevant and should be considefed by the Department of Energy prior 
to finalizing tr~ Environmental Impact Statement and selecting its preferred site for the SSC project. 

I'd like to note at the outset that this is a record proceeding. That is to say, everything that ts 
being said at this as well as the other hearings on the draft Environmental Impact Statement ts being 
recorded by the court reporter who is here with us today. The court reporter will ma:ke a verbatim 
transcript of all cannents received and submit that transcript to the Department of Energy for inclusion 
in final record of this proceeding. The Secretary of Energy's decision will be based upon the infonna
tion contained in the record that we develop. 

At this time I would like to tell you what procedures we're going to follow, and the conduct of this, 
as well as all of the other hearings, on the draft Envtrormental Impact.Statement. that are being con
ducted tn the other states under consideration. We will announce each speaker who is pre-registered to 
carment from a list provided to me by the Department of Energy personnel who are located at the registra 
tion table at the back of the room. I will call speakers in the order in which they signed up in advance 

If you have pre-registered to speak but have not checked in at the registration table in the lobby out
side, we would ask you to do that so that we know you are here. Every individual who wishes to conment 
will have five minutes within which to do so. At the end of five minutes I will signal .each individual 
speaker that their time has run. As stated earlier, the purpose of this hearing is to receive cannent 
on the draft Environmental Impact Statement. Accordingly your carrnents should be focused on the issues 
that are addressed in the draft document. I do reserve the right to ask individuals to focus on issues 
contained in the draft Environmental Impact Statement if they wander frcm the topic of this session. 
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I do not 1ntend to lfmit your remarks. but rather my purpose is to assure what carments you do prCNide 
are effective in achievtng the objective of t~is hearing as outlined by Dr. Temple. 

Written camient and oral comnent receive the same weight 1n the record e.t this proceeding. so accord
ingly we would encourage you to subait written comnents for the record tf you aren't able to make all 
of your caments wlthtn the fi~e 111inutes allotted to you. And we also encourage the sut:mlssion of 
written questions. If you cb have written questions or written camients. you may present them to the 
court reporter here at the front of the room, or you may give them to the Department of Energy 
personnel registration table in the lobby. As indicated earlier by Df'. Tev.ple, •ritten caments 1tUst 
be postmarked no later than October 17 1n eveot that you shoUld send thEln after the hearing today. 
There is a business card at the registration table with the address whete you can send your cC01Tents. 
This sesston •ill run frca 2:00 until 5:00 p.lft. this afternoon. and recon'llene at 7:00 this e'lening and 
will continue .ipproximately through 10:00 tonight. To allow the court reporter a few minutes rest, and 
also to change the recording tapes, we w111 take brief recesses throughout the course of the hearing. 
On the average we've been taking. recess of ft~ minutes or so, eNery hour to hour and a half. 

Approximately 30 minutes before the scheduled end of this afternoon's session as well as this evening, 
I will call any speakers. -no reglster at the door to testlfy. So tf you happen to be in the audience, 
you ha'le not pre-registered to COlllllE!nt but you feel as though you would like to, we will take those 
caments as time allows, but you first need to register at the registration table in the lobby. And we 
will take those walkwin registered cornnenters later in the program. 

We would ask that when your turn comes to speak, that you would step fof"llard to the front of the rocxn 
to the podii..m here where the mtcrophone's located. We would ask that you give us your name and address, 
and if you're speaking on behalf of an organization, give u' your organiiation on behalf of your present
ing CCMITll!nt. I will begin 1n the timing of your allotted five minutes after you've made your 
introductions. 

I would like to indicate that the members of the hearing panel who are here with me at the front of the 
room, Dr. Ed Te1Tple. who is the Executtve Director of the SSC Site Selection Task Fotce. and Doctors 
Rogl!f' Mayes and Jerry Nelsen. who are senior en'l1rormental specialists with the Department of EneJ"gy 
are here for the express purpose C>f listening to your cooments and assisting and developing the record. 
N0\11. they may from time to time ask clarifying questions of our carmenters. The reason for that is 
it's very i~rtant that they understand fully and completely the nature of your comnent. So as we 
contplete a comprehensive record of your concerns in this particular proceeding. 

At this t1me I've been asked to also announce that pursuant to the law of the state, there is no smoking 
allowed in the building at any time. 

At this point we will now begin with our list of pre-registered camienters, and go frcm there. Our 
first scheduled c~nter this afternoon is Mr. Tim Schultz, who is Executive Director of the Colorado 
Department of Local Affairs who is here on behalf of Governor Raner. Mr. Schultz. 

571 STATEMENT OF TIM SCHULTZ, ON BEHALF OF HON. ROY ROMER 

MR. SCHULTZ: Thank you very J11Uch. Dr. Temple, members of the SSC staff, welcome to Colorado. Under 
Governor Roy Romer I ha'le been assigned the responsibility of h11>lementing Colorado's proposal to site 
the Superconducting Super Collider in the State of Colorado. As the governor's SSC representative. I 
ha>1e supervised Colorado's review of the draft Environmental Impact Statement by agencies. I've encour
aged our local governments and citizens to ad'lis& the SSC project staff and the Department of Energy of 
our views and concerns to be officially registered duriilg this process. 

I can assure the Department of Energy of two very important points. Number one. Colorado is united in 
its support of constructing the SSC by this nation to renew our cannitment to science and technology. 

NllOber two. Colotado is unaninous in support of bringing the SSC to the Rocky Mountain high plains region 
of this nation. 1 think those are two things that 1 very 111uch want to stress for the record. That 
this State 1s vetY supportive of the process, very supportive of the SSC where ever ft goes, but Also 
very supportive of the location here in Colorado. 

As I looked through the EIS there were a coup le of cOnments that I felt canpe 1 led to make to you today 
in my readt-ng and my interpretatt-on- of the impression I received frmi the draft Environmental lqiact 
Statement. 

The first one is, concerns the socio-econcmic i111>acts. Colorado will acccnoodate the socio-economic 
impacts frca siting the SSC- ht Northeastern Colorado. and will benefit frc:m its construction operation. 
Colorado SSC staff will prepare detailed ccnnents and recannend corrections to the draft Envirormental 
[IWJlact Statanent. One of the major issues that we will address is, later today as well as in writing, 
is the Misinterpretation within the socio-econariic imp.act analysis incorrectly suggesting that signifi
catt~ impacts my occur s1mi lar to previous boal _bust eye les of the past. 
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We propose that all references to· this tnterpretatton be eliminated. and that language tn the text be 
revtsed to properly effect that there will be much lower socto-ecanautc tq>acts in siting the SSC in 
Colorado than currently ts written in the text. 

We have no object1on to the socio-econantc impact methodology Of' the populat'on and es;tp\oyment projec
tions and distributions within the analysis. However. when the existing capacity of local comnuntties 
near the site and in the region of influence are considered using these projections. only one conclusion 
fallows. The impact of this project can be handled with existing resources, facilities. and services. 
The State of Colorado as well as the local conmuntttes have formed a. partnership on this. and we can 
assure you that we will handle the socto-economtc problems that cane with this project tn a very 
evenhanded manner and .e w\ l l not have pt'Gb 1ems. 

Even where variations tn dem:Jgraphtcs or actual demand occur in northeastern Colorado, adjustments can 
be made quickly and effectively tn- supplying serv1ces and canruntty factltt1es. This ts precisely why 
we have assured the Department of Energy and local offl.,lala that tho State of Color.do t~rough the 
Department of local Affairs will mitigate the environmental and soc1o-economic impacts of this project. 

BefOre I becane Executive Director of the· Department of Agriculture. and subsequently. that of my cur
rent position of local affairs, 1 served as a county camttssioner on the western slope of Colorado when 
the energy boom °""urred In the 19i0's. I know first Mnd .hat boom bust cycle means. As the county 
ccmnissioner of R1o Blanco county, that was the- site of the CA track and CB tracks, as well as the Rio 
Blanco project. And we faced real boat bust problems in those days. Ard we were able to work through 
those \n this state, as well as local offtctals throughou,,t the state learned very positive lessons fran 
that, and are able to translate that today into a situation where we can handle that type of growth 
that would come with the SSC project. 

My second point: Colorado has designed a land acquisition program for the stttng of the SSC that is 
flexible and recognizes the iq>ortance of preserving the extsttng economic use of the land and- of the 
local lifestyl_e. Colorado has designed a local. a land acquisition package which transfers the· necessary 
lands to the U.S. Department of Energy for siting the SSC project according to DOE's land acquisition 
schedule. Colorado's plan grants DOE maxinvm flexibility in terms of siting opportunities for fine tuning 
the final position of the collider ring and the SSC facilities. The plan not only gives DOE opportuni
ties for avoiding natural and man-made features during initial sit1ng, but also offers long-tenA land 
use controls and flexibility, including· the potential for design changes and future retrofits of new 
teclmology. 

Colorado's plan is designed to acconmodate the long-term operational needs of DOE and the SSC 
laboratory. but also recognizes the i~ortance of existing agricultural economy. Current land use and 
local lifestyles -- Colorado has offered· ZO to ZS percent more land t.o DOE in its initial proposal than 
is required within the DOE invitation for site-proposals as an envelope for siting opportunity. C~ce 
DOE, the Central Design Group and DOE's contractors determine the final layout of the fac11tties, 
Colorado will transfer the miniml mount of larnfrequired by DOE. For example. if DOE can suffice 
with having portions of the northern or southern acres transferred in stratifies fee, rather than fee 
simple. Colorado will retain control of the surface land· use activity in these areas. This arrangement 
would make OOE's actual fee simple taking less than the ISP required 15,880 acres and would allow 
Colorado an opportunity to lease back surface land to current land users with appropriate controls 
retained for laboratory operations. 

There is also an inaccurate perception of the Colorado SSC land use tmpacts made within the· draft EIS. 
Colorado's conversion ffOtl agriculture production to the SSC laboratory represents a minor change from 
existing land use because less than one percent of the prime agricultural land within the three coonty 
site area i-s affected. 

State ecano11\ic de"eloprent pol\cies s-tt"ess di'*e1"Sifying the economy and lessenlng dependence en 
resource-based or agricultural indUstries. and it is seen as a positive land use tmpact in northeastern 
Colorado for the SSC to be located there. 

I want to thank you again· for the time and. effort that you put in to tmat we· are convinced is a very 
thorough and very fair process. And Colorado stands ready to assist the DOE in the constructton of the 
SSC. the Superconduct \ng. Super Col lider, "ta not'theastern Co.1ot'a00. Thank you very ft!Gh. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. Our next comnenter this afternoon will be representing the tbnorable William 
Armstrong front United States Senate from the State of Colorado, on his staff. Sean Conway. 

560 STATEMENT OF SEAN CONWAY, ON BEHALF OF !().~. WILLIAM ARMSTRONG 

MR. CONWAY: Good afterhoon. thank you. ~elcCllle to Colorado. Senator Armstrong very much wanted to be 
here today,, but wtth .Congress being t.n session ha was unable to be-here personally. But he has 
te-lecopied me a stat,etnent wh.ich I wi.11 read to you very briefly. 
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The statement is frcm Senator Armstrong to the United States Department of Energy public hearing on 
Superconducting Super Collider, Septent>er 29. 1988. 

I appreciate the opportunity to address the Department of Energy's SSC Site Selection Task Force final 
hearing concerning the Colorado SSC site. I want to conmend the Colorado SSC project for tts cannitment 
to this i111>ortant project. Their determination to clearly and distinctly highlight the unique benefi.ts 
the State of Colorado has to offer this project has been outstanding. 

It was no small task to gather the vibrant spirit of our great State. Coloradans not only rallied 
around their work. but were also intrigued by the process and the project. One of the most interesting 
and disturbing things we have learned ts that the United States has fallen behind the rest of the world 
in basic science research. We are now all aware that as a percentage of the GNP, federal funding for 
basic science is about half of 1958 outlays. The United States ts graduating half as many PhO's in the 
physical sciences as it did in the 1970's. Today SO percent of those PhD's are foreign students 
canpared to 10 percent in the 1970's. The key to unlock the secrets of the atoms, the basics of our 
world and universe, may very well be the SSC. 

I am told that the SSC may be essent\al to ensure America's world leadership and c~etitiveness in 
science, technology and cCJl'lflerce into the 21st century. The State Qf Colorado would have such an 
tnstrlmlent with pride. Colorado was a proud State. We are proud ot our wild west heritage, of the 
beauty of our mountains and plains and of the standard of living that our State has achieved. We have 
a pioneering spirit. one which brought us strong men and women who homesteaded and built boan mining 
towns. Their spirit taired the West, and that fever for excitenent $till burns deep inside the western 
soil. 

Unfortunately for our great State, spirit cannot be rated on an env1ronrnental i"'1act statement. The 
Department of Energy does not have the tools to chart the positive 1mpact that civic, cam11.1nity and 
State pride will have on a project like the SSC, but Coloradans kno~. And I believe they have shown the 
Department of Energy that western hospitality is a strong force, on~ which I believe they would be 
foolish to pass up. 

Experts will stand before you and discuss the technological merits of the Colorado site and the draft 
EIS. They will tell you that Colorado is a home of several nationally renowned universities and will 
soon construct a new international airport. Experts will tell you ~bout the superb Colorado site from 
a geographical and econcmic standpoint. lhey are the experts and I can only agree when they state that 
the Colorado site is superior geographically and geographical, and ( can also attest to the spirit and 
pride which ts imbedded deep in the heart~ and minds of Coloradans. 

I believe it is important to keep in mind Colorado's 11festyle and spirit. I know how strong it is and 
the positive impact it can have on the SSC. I agree with those Colorado businessmen, local and national 
scientists, and goverrment officials who have come together to attract national attention to the Colorado 
site. Colorado has a lot to offer and I h~pe the SSC will soon call Colorado home. Thank you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Representing United States Senator Tim Wirth is Eleni Sarris . 

.56/ STATEMENT OF ELENI SARRIS, ON BEHALF OF HON. TIM WIRTH 

MS. SARRIS: Goad afternoon, I'm representing Senator Wirth. As you know he's in Washington, D.C. 
because the Senate is in session. I would like to read a brief statement from the Senator dated 
September 29th to the U.S. Department of Energy SSC Site Selection Task Force. 

Welcome once again to Fort Morgan, Colorado. The selection of Colorado as one of ttte seven best quali
fies sites for the Superconducting Super Collider. SSC, has generated a great deal of excitement among 
the people of our State. l trust that public conments you will hear this afternoon will confirm that 
the carmunity of Fort Morgan and Coloradans as a whole are very interested tn supporting the Department 
of Energy's 'SSC program. 

Colorado offers marly unique advantages as the host State for this project. In addition to a stable and 
predictable geology, studies also show that Colorado offers an excellent location for the construction 
of the SSC, with only minimal envtronmental iq>acts. Colorado is also strengthened by tts role as a 
regional leader with resources that include more than 1,200 companies involved in advanced technology. 

Plans for a new international airport that prantses to be one of the wOrld's busiest hubs, a strong 
university systE!m that makes Colorado a leader tn high technology and an envirorment that blends the 
best of urban 11v1ng with recreational opportunities that are simply unparalleled through out the 
Nation. 

Most important of all. our State offers a highly educated work force and a conmunity of people who look 
forward to working with the Department of Energy to ensure that Colorado is the future home for the 
SSC. 
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As a menOer of the Senate Energy and National Resources Can:nittee I was pleased ta play a role tn 
securtng appropriates for the SSC. The SSC represents an iq>ort•nt investment in the basic research 
our nation needs to ensure American leadership and c0ft1)etitiveness in science. education. technology 
and comnerce 1nto the 21st century. 

I wilt certainly continue to do what I can in Congress ta ffght for this tmpartant project. Sincerely 
yours, Senator Timothy Wirth. Thank Yotl for your consideration. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. Representing CongresSll\lln Hank Brown is a tnen'Der of his staff, Gary Hick.loon. 

572 STATEMENT OF GARY HICl:MOff, ON BEHALF OF HON. liANK BROWN 

MR. HiCKMOH: I would like to invite or welcone the panel to the Fourth Congressional District' of 
Colorado. t also have a sti\tement to read from Congressmn Brown. 

Dr. 'Temple, members of the panel, llfhile legislative business in Washington prevents me fran testifying 
personally today, I appreciate this oppartunity to subnit a statement on the draft En~irormental Impact 
Report on Colorado's proposal for the Superconducting Super Colltder. As you know, tf our State 11 
selected, the SSC could becane reality 30 feet under Colorado's eastern plains. This hearing is one of 
the final steps in that selection process. 

I coomend Energy Secretary Herrington and the DOE staff for their leadership on this project~ and all 
tre local officials and tnd1vtduals for taking the time to appear here today. 

The SSC ts one of the biggest research tools e~er imag1ned. A giant atom smasher, the SSC will be the 
world's most advanced particle accelerator. At least 20 times as powerful as anything now in operation, 
it will be to phystcs what a telescope ts to astroncmy and a microscope ts to biJlogy. 

By virtue of its accessible central location, superb geographic conditions and a technically superior 
proposal. cO"nplernented by first rate scientific and academic comnunities, Colorado deserves to be 
selected as the SSC site# The draft EIS makes it clear there ts no reason. not to do so. The report 
potnts out that Colorado's proposed site ts rural tn character, and lacks same of the infrastructure of 
the other sttes. This is to our advantage. Colorado can offer DOE a custan design without the problem 
of a mismatch with exjsttng infrastructure. 

We can start frtll\ scratch 4nd build ft right. How many existing structurea would have to be IRlved to 
bu1ld the SSC7 The draft EIS says in Colorado~ four homes and one business would- be displaced. COOt-' 
pare that with I111nols, for example~ where the SSC would displace 160 homes and 59 btzstnesses. 

Same might argue that being 65 miles froin Denver is a disadvantage for the Colorado site. Those that 
do not understand the west. where driving long distances across open country ls not utiusual. In fact. 
you easily can conmute 65 miles in Colorado 1n less time and with less stress than you can drive fran 
the Capital Beltway to downtown Washington, O.C. 

Few places can compete with Colorado for pure quality of life. a fact that h.ts drawn c~nies and 
individuals to our State frcrn throughout the Nation. From any potnt of view, Colorado i$ the logical 
loc4tion for the SSC. And I strongly urge· you to recCll'lnend it as the preferred site. 

The SSC is essential to assuring hnerfca's world leadership and canpetitiveness \n science, technology 
and caimerce into the 21st century. W1thout it, the U.S. could well fall to third place. behind Europe 
and the Soviet Union in high- energy physics by the end of the next decade. On behalf of the residents 
af the Fourth Congressional Oistrtct, I wish to thank the members of the SSC panel for coming to Fort 
Morgan today to conduct this hear1ng. I look forward to continuing to work. with the Department of 
Energy, to ensure the success of the SSC project. Thank you. 

MR# EIGLR.EN: Thank you. fhe next conmenter this afternoon is representing Congressman Joel Hefly, a 
member of his staff~ Ruth Eck. 

{,7!J STATEMENT OF CHRIS SHELTON, ON BEHALF OF HON. JOEL HEFLEY AND HON. DAN SCHAEFER 

I 

MR. SliELTON: Obviously I'm not Ruth Eck. She couldn't attend today, so I'm here in my capacity to 
represent Congressman Schaefer. I'm here also to read Congressman Hefley's statement if that's all 
right. Statement by Congre.ssman Joel Hefley. 

It fs a great pleasure to have the Department of Energy here at Fort Margan. The draft Environmental 
Iq:>act Statement is an important part of the process in considering the location of the SSC. l know a 
lot of work has gone into the draft ElS that is before us today. The DOE held public hear1ngs and 
accepted- numerous coomen_ts for the preparat ton o.f the docl.lnellt. 

The enYironmental and ecolog·ical impacts· of the statement are included. and the statement is a product 
of many months of ccmposing infonnation on each site. OOE dfd a fantastic job in getting tt all 
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proposal was sullnitted with the full and unequivocal belief that this rEgion has an excellent environ
ment. both the natural envirorment and the human envtrorment and a work cliwate t~at is conducive ta 
successfully achieving the project and scientific goals of this project. 

~e're here to address two s~cific elements within the EIS in regards to the regional iffl)acts that may 
be perceived by the preparers of the document. The first deals with the employment figures. Acco~ding 
to Table 1-1 the employment projections for the construction ts anticipated to exc~ed 9,000 people. 
This is a significant erJ'4)1oyment force for any of the site alternatives under consideration tn the EIS. 
The State of Wyantng has been working wtth Colorado to address these employment i"'1acts. This includes 
work to allow a regional jobs pool to be created ta help provide these employment requirements. This 
jobs pool would help 1dentify the work force that would be a~atlable to meet these long-term work force 
needs. This coordination will help Colorado address these needs in great detail. 

The second we would like to address is the university systems. Colorado has nunerous university and 
college resources that can prov1de a significant support role to the scientific research on the SSC. 
The University of Wyoming ts also another regional resource that is available for this project, Hot 
only can our regional institutions of higher learning be a beneficiary of knowledge to be gained frc:rn 
this project but they can also provide a real and very valuable viable support resource. Wyoming recog
nizes not only the regional impacts but also the regional benefits that will result from this project. 
We see this project as r.o short term project; rather. we see the SSC as a long tenn neighbor in our 
regional econcmy in our regional conmunity. which we are fully prepared to work with Colorado to 
address. Thank you very much. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. We appreciate you being here. We would now like ta call on several 1egis1atars 
from the State of Colorado who are here to make presentations. First is the Honorable Ted Strickland 
who 1s the President of the State Senate for the State of Colorado. 

STATEllEKT OF HOff. TEO STR!CKLAKO 

MR. STRICKLAND: Thank you very much Mr. Chainnan. Members, it's a real pleasure for me to have the 
opportunity to be wtth you this afternoon. Obviously we're here in support of the SSC. and that sur
prises all of you, I'm sure. I am. fn addition to being President of the Senate, privileged to be the 
President of the National Conference of State Legislatures. Elected by my colleagues from 50 states. 
we have an organization representing the legislatures and the legislators across the country. And in 
that capacity I have expressed to Secretary Herrington and others in the Departrrent of Energy my 
unqualified suppol"t of the Superconducting Super Collider regardless of tts location. And we stand 
full sqU4re behind that support. It's essential to our country's well-being that we move forward 
vigorously to con,truct thts facility. Let me be specific tnto •couple of the issues deal1ng with ti.. 
draft and environmental impact statement concerning the Colorado site. And in order to focus upon just 
the two issues that I think are most important. I wanted to depart from my prepared text. copies of 
which we have left with you, and refer to those two areas of concern 1n language that I think all of us 
are canfort_able with. 

Ftrst off was the reference to th& site of fort Morgan/Brush as.being remote. In the West we prefer to 
measure distance in terms of time for travel as opposed to miles. Canparing the time and distance with 
the Fermi lab. if you will, 1n Batavia • .Illinois, and the distance and travel time to Chicago's O'Hare 
Airport, .title the distance may be less than half of that of ·our proposed stte, the travel ttne Is 
extremely more difficult and ti!J'B-consuming. All of us would like to have a serene pastoral setting for 
such a site to be located in a metropolis. Well, gentlemen, we all know that that's impossible. So in 
the terms of relT'Qteness. as we refer to it here in the West, I'd like to have you reexamine that 
conclusion if you would, in terms of being able to negotiate that distance in terms of tine. and in 
terms of the quality of travel. 

Secondly is the issue of the inability of the area of Fort Morgan/Brush to be able to respond to the 
infrastructural needs, the service areas. In Colorado we're not only a "can do'" state, we're a '"have 
done" state. We have dealt with explosive growth as it has related to the expansion. boom expansion in 
the energy business. to the boom expansion in the entertainment and recreational businesses. and have 
acccmnodated.that growth in what John Na1sbitt considered in his book, Megatrends. as one of the f1ve 
leading states. We"ve _done that. We're accustaned to handling those kinds of needs and accustaned to 
handling those kinds of growth demands in an environmentally and aesthetic pleasing way. 

It ts not saneth1ng that is just an occasional occurrence for us, tt•s part of our lifestyle. The kinds 
of expansion that would be acc°""anying such a location of the Super Co111der 1n our part of the state 
ts one that fat ls to take into full consideration in the draft statf111ent of what the new highway struc
ture will be, E-470, the airport facilities. and how essential those two infrastructural requirements 
are going to be, not just to the Super Coll Ider, but to the future of the State of Colorado. And we 
are full time tn support and agreement with the acccrnplisl'lnent of those two things. 

Gentlemen, we fee_l those two areas in specific are things that need to be re-examined and readdressed 
in the envirormental draft statement. As ycu reconsider those tn light of the cOR111Jntty support. the 
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availability of the work force, the kinds of opportunities available to the support staff for the con
struction and the operation of the Superconducting Super Collider, we think that ycu will ftnd that 
remoteness is an asset as it's described in the dictionary. That those kinds of things that are going 
to be supplylng that quallty of life to the e111>loyees for the operation of the Super Collider are tl"lose 
things that have been identified in an envirormental draft statement as concerns. We're proud of our 
state, we're proud of our accanplistJnents, and we're proud our ability to accamDdate the Superconduct
ing Super Collider. We don't want to influence you at all, we just want you to locate tn Colorado. 
Thank vou very very much. 

MR. EIGl.REM: Thank. you, Senator. Ladies and gentlenen, we're having a bit of a prob'em with the 
public address systen, so I've been asked to step to this microphone to see if I can be heard a little 
bit better out there. The next c(JTl'Tenter again, another mentier of the legislature, is the Honorable 
Don Ament who is a State Representative from the 65th District of Colorado . 

.562 STATEMENT OF HON. DON AMENT 

MR. AMENT: Thank you Mr. Chainnan, State Representative Don Ament, Route l, Iliff, Colorado. let me 
on behalf of the citizens of northeastern Colorado welcome you to Fort Morgan. I welcome this opportu
nity to callflent on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Superconducting Super Collider. I 
am pleased with the reports, analysis of pOtential impacts of the Super Collider on the CClllllUnity and 
the natural resources in Colorado. The EIS confinns that the Department of Energy can construct the 
Superconducting Super Collider here with a mintmum of disruption to. and for l'!IJtual benefit. to the 
State and the laboratory. 

As a farmer and rancher and as the state representative for thousands of people in this area, t·m con
cerned about some portions of the draft statement which seem to me to be inaccurately characterizing 
our region and this State. 

In the interest of time I will focus on two points which especially concern me; water, and the local 
capacity to deal with Superconducting Super Collider-related growth. Water is an important issue in the 
West and one which is most often understood by those familiar with the less cc:mplex appropriation laws 
of other regions. Although the sections in the draft statement which discuss water issues are generally 
accurate, there are sc:xne inconsistencies. I want to clarify and emphasize that our cCl!lllitment 1s to 
provide a water supply to the Superconducting Super Collider which does not entail any new depletions 
from either the Colorado or the South Platte basin. 

There are two main reasons for the State's ability to make this firm comnitment. One because water out 
here is bought and sold like any conmodfty. We will buy the conmodity that does not interfere with 
stream floats. Two, Colorado has an impressive body of specialized laws that orotect the interest of 
water right holders. That's the priority system water law. State water law says that if we acquire 
water out of a stream or well, our use of that water cannot result ,n net loss to dO'tfr'lstream users. 
The final Environmental Impact Statement should therefore consistently state that our water supply 
proposal by law will not result in Colorado or South Platte water depletions. 

Regarding the iff1)act statenents to succession of local capacity to deal with Superconducting Super 
Collider-related impact, this part of the state is no stranger to economic growth cycles. Having suc
cessfully managed the oil boom of the 1950's and rrore recently rapid growth from the construction of 
the Pawnee Power Plant, we are familiar with these kinds of problems. To illustrate our familiarity 
wtth the ability to deal with growth and point specifically to three critical growth areas referenced 
in the statement. eduction, public services and housing, having served as a menber of the local school 
board and as a state board ment>er I can assure you that school systems successfully manage an increase 
in student enrollment on the order of 10 percent. In the high schools alone we went from 496 students 
\n 1952 to 934 students ln 1963, lncreases 'ffhlch were significantly above the base rate, amounting to 
about two new classrocms a year. And to those new students, the existing capacity was accomnodated and 
the lessening of qualtty of education was not found to be true. 

In the case of the Pawn'ee Power plant, construction of generating stations created a peak job total of 
2,239, yet the local police departments in Brush and Fort Morgan added no new people and accomnodated 
no new problems. Neither conmunity really experienced the ktnd of boom town problems outltned tn the 
Environmental I"'1f!ct Statement. 

The final EIS should reflect that having learned and benefitted fran past boans, our local govermrents 
have the capab1 lity and the capacity to provide services in a growth envtrorment. The draft statenent 
also expresses reservation about this area's ability to meet SSC required housing demands, particularly 
in the cities of Fort Morgan and Brush. At this time fn Morgan county. however. there are 855 available 
single f""'fly and multifamily housing units. In addition there are currently 603 vacant lots with 
utilities Included ready to build. And in Morgan county alone there are 24 hane builders. A modular 
hane manufacturer and nllnerous contracts who, to correct the EIS characterization of this local industry, 
as a historically small scale, not only do bustness statewide but also do business in other western 
states. 
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Although overlooked in the EIS, Logan County will also absorb Super Collider-related growth, again, 
based on our past experience 1n northeast Colorado. There are currently about 200 homes for sale \n 
Logan County, in and eround Sterltng, not includlng townhanes and condocnlnil.lftS, as well as a large 
n.r.iber of bui1dab1e sites. I am challenged to understand the EIA's conclusion that we would unlikely 
re.'!ldi ly _be ab le to meet such a growth in housing demands. 

The final EIS should accurately reflect Morgan County's and the region's capacity. ~e are ready and 
able to acconm::idate SSC-related housing demands. Finally I want to er!flha.Size that the State of Colo
rado, the legislature, end the executive jointly are full partner with local comnunit1es 1n this en
deavor. As described fully tn our proposal to DOE we are ca;mitted to providing support and assistance 
where needed. As partners the Stata and northeastern Colorado have the expertise, the capacity and the 
tested instituttonal tools to effectively manage rapid growth and large scale deve1opment. 

Accordingly I strongly encourage the DOE to re-evaluate sta.terrents in the draft EIS which po1tray other
w1se and to ensure that finally the EIS, the final EIS accurately reflects the capacity and the abtltty 
of Morgan county and northeastern Colorado region. Thank you very much. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Sir. We have a clar1fying question for you. 

OR. NELSEN: Do you have a written sutm\ssion7 

MR. AMENT: I certainly do. 1 ~ould be glad to submit that. 

DR. NELSEN: Make sure that's submitted. 

MR. EIGUREK: Once again, to remind our audience, if you do have written conments for us, that's very 
helpful for us to receive those for the written record. You may leave them either with the court 
reporter here tn the front of the room or with the DOE staff back at the re9istrattcn table. 

I would finally like to introduce the Honorable Tony Hernandez. a member of the H~use of Representati~es 
of the State of Colorado. 

c;EJC> STATEMENT OF tiON. TONY HERNANOEZ 

MR. HERNANDEZ: Thank you very much. Welcome to Fort Morgan, Colorado. I would like to read a staten£nt. 

As a mer.':ber of the S5C Steering CC111T11ttee, and a member of the SSC Minority Advisory Comnlttee. I fully 
support the need to build the Super Collider. 

The deve1cpment of this project wi11 be a aignificant f1rst step towards creating new generations of 
science-oriented talent in the United States. And it wtll provtde an·opportunity to restructure educa
tion using basic science as a focal point. 

This ts particularly important, especially for Hispanics and Blacks who are underrepresented in 
science, mathematics and engineering. 

Our review of the EIS tndtcates that the analysis of the socio...:econooiic· impact ls a reasonat>le projection 
of the jobs and population distribution that w!ll occur fn Colorado when the SSC comes to our State. 

Hc;iwever the description unfairly concludes that tt is unlikely that the area would.be unable to absorb 
and to adjust to SSC-related impacts 1n housing, employment and education. The draft EIS recognizes 
that the regional resources are available to help build the SSC and suppart the construction and the 
operating work force. 

It does not recognize how close the site is to the rretropolitan area, or how easy it is to co.1Tiu.1te from 
Oenver to the laboratory. The laboratory and the benefits it generates wi11 be easily accessed by the 
state~s minority population. 

More than that, Colorado has a broad p~an to make those benefits available to th<! ethnic mir,arities. 
will give you an example. The advisory ccmnittee ha$ put together a six-part plan. I wou1d like to 
read you the recomnendations frCIJI that plan that we have put together. 

rtrst, there was a special advisory COlllllittee put t6gether with a membership of six members which could 
be increased as time goes on. Those includ~ State representatives, a person fran the Hispa~lc Chamber 
and the Black Ch.amber, and some people that involve in those two chambers. 

Second, the SSC Steering Coimlittee reaffinned the goal of a 17 percent financial participation in the 
SSC project by ethnic minorities as added in Governor RClller's executive order. This goal has· not been 
achieved in the proposal phase of the project, 
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MR. THOMPSON: Good afternoon, and thanks for being here in Color~_&- ~n,.· cr" .. i"'ering us for the 
Super Collider project. 

I have some carments that have been predraf ted. 

Insuring that the Colorado SSC would econanically benefit minorities. the draft EIS, Economic llllJaCt 
Analysis makes clear that the project will generate economic benefits to all of the seven best qualified 
sites. 

What is not clear ts how minorities wtll be involved tn the process and the benefits of building and 
operating the laboratory. 

As Representative Hernandez testified earlter, Colorado has developed a blueprint outline for minority 
participation integrating ethnic and w«>men minor\t\es into the planning and dectsion-maktng process. 
In addition the SSC project would develop an 1mplenentation plan from the bluepr1nt. And the reason 
that thiS ts important ts due to the fact that oftentimes people of color are excluded, not so much 
intentionally but as a result of systemic types of things that have been implemented, and are tn place 
historically. 

What ...a ha..,e done • .,. have 'Superseded across the board by iq>lementtng and designing a plan wh1ch wlll 
allow that 17 percent parttc1pation that the Govemor has 1f11>1emented so minority people can have an 
opportunity to be equal participants 1n the SSC process. 

This plan includes goals implementation, programs and proposals. a maoagement financial plan, and a 
schedule for implementation. This plan will be canpleted in Noverrber. 

We currently have a bid out for the 1Jl1)1ementation portton of the plan. We will have that sullnitted 
during the month of November as I indicated earlier. 

As part of the Colorado SSC effort. we wtll eq>hasize the prorootion of business development and op
portunities for •tnortty·bus1ness. Ustng 1nnovattve business development 1ntttattves like joint ven
tures, strategic a 11 lances and t'!"fads we hope to join 'fifth groups l tke the Black Chamber, the Hispanic 
Charrber. and those things that have already been done, along with the Colorado Black Realty and other 
ethnic business leaders and assoc13ttons to make sure this project helps build the econaatc base and 
well-being of the minority -lties of the St.ate and the llatlon. 

We see the SSC as a true syrrbol of national canpetit1veness. Colorado's ethn1c minorities hope to DDve 
forward tn making the. social and eccncmtc beneflts of the. SSC a sound foundat\on of economic growth fol' 
•ll segments of the COl!lftAnfty and the ec0110111y. 

We hope all seven 8Ql sites would dElll)Astrate the same level of leadership, C(ltlt\'\tment and part\cipatton. 
As a meaber of the black business C'11111t.1nity, we feel the potential business opportunities realized as a 
result of the SSC project will have a vast and dt""'t positive benefit to our coomJnftles. 

Every effort has been made fran the Governor and h;s staff, the SSC staff to tnc1ude mtnor1ties In tt~ 
process. It is OUf" contentton that the high technok>Qical nature of the SSC project w111 spur our 
entrepreneurs to create significant opportunities 1n the high tech manufactul'tng business arena. as 
well a.s the service support and professional services arenas. 

We feel that it would generate jobs, and it is easily accessible for high quality fobs. Furthermore, 
the positive role JIK>dels that w111 be established as a result of the project are needed, and will act 
as an 1mpetus to encourage our minority youth to seek the development of a strong entrepreneurial 
spirit. which ts consistent with the spirit of Colorado. 

With the State of Colorado's success at winning the Superconducting Super Collider project it will pro
vide a Positive tq>act for all se!Jnents of the entire minority comnunity by exposing the camrun1ties to 
scientific technologies that under normal circumstances would not have been available. 

With this newly exposed information and opportunity. it will strengthen the economic and academic health 
and vitality of the minority commmity; In turn the minority ccmunity wtll be properly pastured to 
innovate and make great contributions to the society. which also contributes to making the State of 
Coloredo· great. the Country great, and the Superconducting Super Colltder project great. 

I thank you. 

MR. EIGlll.EH: Thank yw Mr. Thoqlson. On behalf of the hearing panel and the Department of Energy, ft 
ts our pleasure to introduce to you the Governor of the great State of Colorado. the Honorable Roy 
Raner. 
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GOVERNOR ROMER: Thank you very much. I really want to conmend the Department of Energy for a thorough 
study in a very short time. You have done a very good job. 

I will sutmit sane detailed conrnents by October 17. 

First, I want to say we reaffirm our conmitment to the SSC project. It is a good one for the Nation. 

Secondly, our review of the EIS confirms the fact that here in Colorado we would have a low environmental 
and low socio-economic impact if we would build it here. 

The third thing that I would like to say is that I think that the draft EIS should be revised to present 
a more balanced evaluation of the Colorado site in regard to quality of life and remoteness. 

I think that our quality of life here is a significant inducement, quite frankly, to such an enterprise 
being located here. Because some portion, by implication of the EIS, referred to remoteness, I would 
like to speak to that. 

It seems to me that the Colorado site gives us, really, the best of both worlds. You have a site which 
will not disturb an urban area by its construction. At the same time you have a site that would give 
anybody who works there or is associated with it an option in terms of lifestyle: a small comnunity 
and all that goes with it in tenns of knowing where your child is on Friday night, or a larger urban 
area which is sufficiently close that one can c01T111Jte. 

And if you look at distances in the West, you measure them not in miles, but in minutes. The site is 
40 minutes from the new airport. And as we grow around that airport, that urban area will reach out 
toward the actual physical location of the site. 

I therefore feel that if you are talking about culture, athletic events, participation in the cClllflUnity 
life off an urban area, or the conmunity life of a small city, you have both available. And therefore 
I do not feel that remoteness is a negative; rather I feel that there is a balance here, on location, 
which is positive. 

I would also comnent that the draft EIS, in its attention to Colorado, gives a great attention to 
detail. It acknowledges the full scope of Colorado's direct and indirect impacts. 

And it covers a substantial geographic area and a lot of infrastructure, such as roads, not just at the 
initiation of the project, but during its life. And I find that detail not available tn all the EIS 
studies of all the other sites. And I would encourage the Department of Energy to add it. Because 
when you do that I think you will have a very much more comprehensive comparison. 

ln conclusion, we still feel that Colorado has the best technical aspects of the sites. We believe 
that we add a lifestyle that is very attractive, a place that you can recruit in. 

And we just submit to you that we would like to have it located here. We think that that location would 
be the best, not just for Colorado but for the nation. And I think that you will find more scientists 
wanting to relate to this location than any of the others that are before you. 

Thank you very m.Jch. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, Governor. 

(Applause) 

MR. EIGLREN: The next comnenter is Dr. Thomas Vernon of the Colorado Department of Health. 

663 STATEMENT OF OR. THC»1AS VERNON 

DR. VERNON: Thank you gentlemen. I am Or. Tom Vernon, Executive Director of the Colorado Department 
of Health. We too, are pleased to participate in this hearing. 

Our Department is the Environmental Protection Agency within the government of the State of Colorado. 
Thus we are deeply involved in.protecting and ifTl>roving the quality of life to which the Governor refers. 

Our Department's envtrormental programs include air pollution, water quality, hazardous materials and 
waste management, and radiatiQTI control. We are .tn the process of offering sane more detailed conment' 
on the draft EIS as part of our statement to you. Many of those cornnents will be editorial. And we 
wtll be offering more current and relevant infonnation. 

VOL2!3068815 I!A.2-40 FE!S Vol""" IIA 



565 

Proceedings 
Colorado 

I would like to highlight several more substantive issues which are related to waste, to water and to 
atr. 

I will not speak to radiation. We are convinced that the project would not pose any health or disposal 
problems frcn radioactive emissions or materials. 

Concerning waste materials. we believe that the small ancunt of waste materials that would be disposed 
of in this project can be safely disposed at a licenced site. We believe that the spoil materials fran 
construction, the rock and soil which do not fall under our regulatory program can be readily and 
adequately disposed of at appropriate disposal sites. 

And with proper construction practices those wastes would not pose a problem. We are ready to work 
with you and of course with local officials on the details of designs of such sites. Concerning water 
quality we do not believe that any significant water quality problems, either surface or groundwater. 
will occur during constructton or operation of the project. Any construction and related t~ac:ts can 
b9 controlled w1th conmonly used management practices. And of course waste water can be read-ily treated 
to meet State and local requirements with conventional treatment systems or septic systems. 

Our air pollution program has tdentified several potential concerns associated with canpliance with the 
national ambient standards for particulates during construction. The draft report 1s projecting 
possible violations of such particulate standards. 

And we, of course. would want to deal with those. We do not believe that thiose particulate issues will 
be any different in Colorado fn:11t any other site, and we are confident that the standards can be rret at 
this site, as well as at any other. In that regard we look forward to working w1th your 
representatives on more detail and site specific control measures within the supplemental EIS. 

In addition the report needs to 'dentify and analyze the secondary impacts of vehicular activity on air 
q'.Ja.lity. And we will offer a suggested approach based on data already developed by our Department of 
Highways. In sunmary we believe that the draft EIS. with some modest changes, canprehensively 
identified the envirormental effect of the proposed project. 

We believe that reasonable design and management measures will fully conform with whatever effects may 
be created tn terms of our regulatory requirements, and will not s1gnif1cantly impact the natural enviw 
ran ment or Colorado's public health. 

And we look forward to working further with you and your representatives on those issues. 

Thank you. 

MR. ElGl.REN: Thank you Or. Vernon. 

Our next scheduled comnenter is Ml". Peter Deckel" fran the Colorado Oepartirent of Agriculture. 

STATEMENT Of PETER DECKER 

MR. DECKER: Hy name is Peter Decker, Cannissioner of Agriculture for the State of Colorado. And 
will address very briefly four aspects of the project pertinent to agriculture in Colorado; the 
project's impact on agricultural land. agricultural water, rural families and rural economic 
development in this portion of the state. 

With regard to the impact on agricultural land, for the project site itself, approximately 15,500 acres 
are needed. nearly all of which ts range land or crop land. Ve note favorably that approximately half 
of that, or 7,500 acres, will be available for lease back to agricultural producers in the area. 

The draft EIS estimates that approximately 2,000 acres of the 7 ,500 acres proposed for the fee si~le 
purchase of the project site is prime farmland. We dispute this estimate. 

The soils infonnation provided by the Colorado SSC team to the U.S. Department of Energy with the 
assistance of the United States Soil Conservation Service shows only one acre of prime 1rrigated 1and 
tn the fee shr~le portion of the project site. 

The draft EIS estimate of 2,000 acres of the fee simple prime land assumes that these acres could be 
irrigated. Without irrigation the land is si111Jly not productive enough to be classified as prime. 

Again, according to the Soil Conservation Service it is extrerrely unlikely ln our judgment that addi
tional irrigation water will 'become available tn the area. 

Beyond the project ~ite 2,100 acres will be dedicated to construct 58 miles of new roads. And the U.S. 
Soi 1 Conservation Service and the Colorado Department _of Highways estimate that only 209 of these 
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Ve had just called Marcellus Jackson when we had a problem. 

Proceedir'las 
Colorado 

Mr. Jackson cou1d we get your name and address for the record, sir. You have five minutes in which to 
ccmnent. 

{,7'9 SiATEHENT OF MARCELLUS JACKSON 

I 

KR. JACKSON: Good afternoon. my name is Marcellus Jackson. I reside at 11233 East Harvard Drive, 
Aurora, Colorado. I am here today to speak briefly in support of the Superconductor Super Collider 
project for Colorado. And I am here to speak particularly to speak in my capactty as Chairman of the 
Board of the Colorado Black Chamber of Comnerce. 

Our Board met and unanimously adopted a resolution in support of what we believe to be an extremely 
important project. particularly for Colorado and certainly far the Nation. We support this project 
because we think that this project has the capacity ta restore the country back to its rightful posi
tion in a leadership capacity in science and technology. 

We believe ln sane ways that Colorado 1s ideal for this project. And we hate to elevate it to that 
level, but I think were we to say, in terms of how Colorado is situated, that in the beginning God 
created heaven, earth and Colorado as the 1deal si_te for the S-uper Collider project. 

The reason I believe that it is ideal is based on our geography. We have the ideal geology to support 
th\s project. We have the infrastructure that exists in education and work farce within the state to 
support this project. 

And we have on the drawing board a first class international airport to provide direct access for the 
scientific conmunity tG cane in and out of Colorado as a base for the project. 

And while certainly we see this as an i!l1)ortant project for Colorado, we view it as a national and 
regional ~roject as well. \le have managed just by virtue of our location to secure pretty unanimous 
support from adjoining states in the Rocky Mountain region in support of Colorado's selection for the 
project. 

I am especially excited about the extent to which this project will lnvolve the full participation of 
the minor1ty conmunlty in respect to business development opportunities, as we)l as educational opportu
nities. We_ certainly would encourage the selection comnittee to look at that issue, and to scrutinize 
that issue in a very judicious way, as yau start to interview the other competitors for this important 
project. In conclusiono I would just like to say -that the Black Chamber is not only, in representing 
the Black business comnunity, and the larger Black comnunity, it is not only involved in supporting the 
project. We kind of see ourselves as not just behind the project, we see ourselves as being in front 
of the project. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIG\.RE!t: lhank you, Mr. Jackson. 

Our next catmenter wi 11 be Ray Chamberlain representing the Colorado Department of HighwayS. 

$67 STATEMENT OF RAY CHAltBERLA!N 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. Chainnan, gentlemen, My name ts Ray Chant>erlain. I am Executive Director of the 
Colorado Department of Highways. I reside at 4200 West Shore Way, Fort Collins, Colorado. 

The Colorado Department of Highways stands ready to construct the roadway system described as necessary 
in the draft Enviro1'111E!ntal Impact Statement for the Colorado Super Collider facility. The construction 
of the proposed highways, as well as the improvement of existing roadways, wtll reflect extensive plan
ning and sensitivity to the social, economic and environmental needs of the nation, state and eastern 
Colorado. 

The Department of Highways has reinforced its conmitment to the Department of Energy by conducting com-
prehensive site surveys, research and analysis of the effect on the environment and potential ifl1)acts. 

The results and findings of these supplemental studies are included in the draft Environmental Impact 
Statenent. As these studfes have shown, there will be no significant impact associated with the road
way construction. 

The Department of Highways will employ all measures necessary to mitigate any re$idua1 impact which 
might result fran the highway construction. 

A review of our studies has identified the presence of cultural resources which, however, can either-be 
avoided or mitigated. Further, wetlands are present within the proposed highway corridor. 
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The potential wetland i~acts identified are considered minimal, t-owever. We are certain that the 
negative impacts can be- reduced substantially further. For example the surveys point out that the 
East-West Parkway crosses a quality wetland north of Barr Lake. Adjustment of the aligrrnent along with 
appropriate design techniques will minimize i~act to the wetlands CDnl>lex. 

We are exploring methods and have identified an alternative which may avoid 1rrq:>acts at the Barr lake 
location. While avoidance ts the preferred wetland mitigation, the Department has had success with 
wetland creation and enhancement. 

Other measures to create, enhance and preserve existing wetlands will be employed, should total avoidance 
not be possible. 

Prior to conducting the onsite envirormental surveys, pennission to trespass was obtained from the 
properties' owners along the proposed East-West Parkway Corridor. Following this, agents from the 
Department of Highways were sent out to make personal contact with the landowners to further exp lair 
the project, and to obtain written infonl'lation to trespass. 

These contacts did not elicit any significant opposition to the SSC project or the proposed highway 
construction. While ft ts always the case that no one wants a highway project to take their property, 
concerns about environment, social and econanic impacts were not received through this process. 

As stated in the draft Environmental Impact Statement approximately 94 miles of new roadway and 
approximately 91 miles of ilf1)rovements to existing roadways will need to be constructed. 

It ts our considered opinion that since all of these new miles of roacMay are to be two-lane facilities 
initially, they will not spark new uncontrolled or unwanted development. All roadways will be planned 
and constructed with the cooperation of the local entities and their planning agencies. 

Measures to plan new access and to maintain existing access will proceed with full consideration of the 
local needs for transportation and their agricultural activity. All proposed roadway construction will 
fall into areas ccmprised of open farmland and sparse development. 

Most of the ownerships to be intersected by proposed roadways are large parcels made up of several sec
tions of land. For this reason 1t appears that t~acts to local residents and comnuntttes will be minor. 
Our review of the draft Environmental Impact Statement indicates that Colorado and the Department of 
Highways have provided Considerably more detail and environmental survey and analysts than many of the 
other Best Qualified Ltst:-..of states. 

We are certain that the Department of Energy, tn recognition of this, will render this data tnto 
account in their decision. 

In sumnary. the Department of Highways- has cDnl>lete confidence that all of the roadways will be provided 
as needed for construction and operation of the Colorado Super Colltder project. 

Further we have also detenntned that the resulting roadway system will provide a high level of service 
with minimal impacts on the surrounding CClllll.lntties for the life of the project. The Department of 
Highways will rely on its considerable technical and professional resources, along with the efforts of 
Colorado's private construction and engineering industry, to meet our cannitments. 

All i~acts potent tally resulting from the highway construct ton will either be ·avoided or mitigated 
satisfactorily with the measures developed frc:m our exper_tence and the cooperation of the appropriate 
Federal, State and local agencies. 

Colorado ts a recognized national leader tn environmental preservation. Following the state's example, 
the Colorado Department of Highways has long applied the full EPA process to all state funded, as well 
as federally funded, Colorado highway projects. 

Gentlemen, I thank you. 

HR. EIGIREN: Thank you, Mr. Chamberlain. 

Our next CC1m1enter is Mr. Dan Rodriguez of the Hispanic Chanter of Conmerce. 

STATEl£NT OF DAN RODRIGUEZ 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: Good 4ftemoon. gentlmen. My name ts Dan Rodriguez. I reside at 6745 West Nevada 
Place in Lakewood. Colorado. I am the executive director for tt. Hispanic Chamber of Coomerce. which 
is a state organ1zat1on.J1'1ii Superconducting Super Co111der project ts very inportant for the Hispanic 
and minority comiunitliS. There are three areas of ill'pOrtance that we are looking at. One ts 
education. The education aspect: kindergarten through 12 and higher education opportunities will be 
offered to train Hispanic and minority scientists that would be utilized tn the SSC project. 
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ERl)lo:,ment: Employrrent of Hispanic and minorities would be beneficial and would increase employability 
of minorities. The construction phase of tile project would greatly enhance the eqllo)Tllent of minority 
contractors and would therefore create emplo~nt opportunities for minorities. 

The item 1s business. The minority business comnunity would have, through the State minority 
participation, bills at 17 percent. and for Federal guidelines, minority participation which would 
greatly enhance the opportunities for minority-owned f1nns. The SSC projects has produced the 
blueprint outline for minority inclusion in all aspects for education, employment and businesses. 

We, as the Hispanic Chamber of Conmerce, are conmitted to work with the State and Federal Goverrrnent 
for these goals and objectives. 

Thank you, gentlemen. 

MR. EIGIREN' Thank you. 

Next coomenter is the Honorable Bruce Bass, Ccmnissioner of Horgan County. 

STATEMENT OF HON. BRUCE BASS 

MR. BASS: Good afte.rnoon, gentlemen. I am Horgan County Camiissioner Bruce Bass. My address is 30621 
County Road Inn, Brush, Colorado. I am here-representing the Board of Morgan County Comnissioners. 

I am pleased to welcome you back to Morgan County and to have the opportunity to provide conment t~ you 
in person. We disagree with the statement that Colorado comnunities of Fort Morgan, Brush and Morgan 
County Could experience population impacts to lead to a boomtown conditions. 

In the past, Morgan County has been able to handle large influxes of population. We met the needs of 
the oil boom in the early '50s, and again with the construction of the Pawnee Power Plant in 1978 and 
'79. We are certain that we can meet the needs of the SSC without any problems. 

let me state our concerns and reasons why we feet this way. 

Morgan County adninistrative impact will be at a very minimtJTI as we know that Morgan County's population 
has been at a steady state for the past years while our assessed valuation has arisen from ZOl,961,0UO 
in 1985, to 239,414,000 in 1988. Morgan County historically has not taken its legal statutory incre~ses 
in budgets. Morgan County's planning budget has steadily increased since 1985. Morgan County's first 
ever comprehensive plan was completed and approved last April, which provides an orderly growth for the
future of Morgan County while preserving our rural lifestyle. 

We see the SSC project as being CCJnpatible to our plan. And in the education department, Morgan County 
has four excellent school districts with several private schools. Our schools can handle the projected 
increases of 700 students easily within their existing facilities, and would totally concur with the 
statement in Volume IV, Appendix S(A) that these conmunities are already currently regional centers and 
could serve a much larger population if experienced by rapid growth of the development of the SSC. And 
the public education levels and services in our four school districts within our county are better than 
those of the national averages. Morgan County is also fortunate, we are the home of the Morgan Camunity 
College. 

In the area of housing, Morgan County is also fortunate because in our county we already have in aper 
tion a modular manufacturing home plant, and with our local builders we estimate that we can prcxfuce 
five housing units per day. · 

For the early stages of the SSC, we have an excess of already platted lots for regular housing as well 
as mobile heme lots. We also have available numerous rural acreages, approximately 40 acres or less, 
so that people can-enjoy our rural lifestyle. 

We estimate that we have enough houses, plus the ability to produce the housing, to acctX11'0Cldate the SSC 
families, plus have enough housing available for the projected 1,000 workers to build the Pawnee II 
power plant at the very same time. 

Public safety has been another concern tn several paragraphs. Since 1985, Morgan County has spent $5.7 
million of capital funds for public safety with the construction of a new jail, court system and a new 
state-of-the-art conmunication center. Morgan County is unique in that Morgan County does all the 
dispatching for all the law enforcement agencies. the fire departments and all other emergency medical 
services in Morgan County. Our county's conmun1cations has apprcixima.tely a budget of $400,000 annually. 

Je could at this very momen~ expand our comnunication services and our emergency services to the SSC 
sfte through an intergovernmental agreement with Adams and Washington Counties. 

VOL2!3068820 IIA.2-45 FEIS Vol1ame IIA 



579 

Proceedings 
Colorado 

Concerns of transportation in the EIS: Morgan County has already dealt with the road issue for the 
early stages of the SSC by the utilization of existing roads, of County Road 19 and F. Through the 
Colorado Bridge Fund. Morgan County has plans to replace a $1.2 million bridge acros~ the bayou on 
County Road F, which leads to the SSC site. 

Also, the State of Colorado has ccrrmitted to build County Road 20 as well as upgrade other county roads 
in the early stages of construction for the future use to the SSC site. 

For public transportation, Morgan County is a part of the Northeast Colorado Transportation Authority. 
This bus ts for everyone to use, and just not the elderly and the handicapped. 

There has been some concern that the State of Colorado doesn't have enough aggregate to build the SSC, 
to upgrade the roads and possibly build the Pawnee II Power Plant all at the same time without going 
out of the state for additional aggregate. 

As being the fonner deputy assessor, let me explain briefly to you why there aren't more pennltted acres 
of aggregate than there are. There is si"l>lY the Colorado property tax laws. Once a gravel pit is 
permitted, the owner is i1m1ediately texed upon the reserve within that permit. 

Finally, Morgan County fully supports the State of Colorado mitigation plan. 

So you see, gentlemen. if Colorado is chosen as the site of the SSC. Morgan County won't be in a boClfl 
town condition as portrayed in the EIS. but is ready, willing and well capable of accepting the chal
lenge. Thank you. 

DR. TEMPLE: Comnissioner Bass, is there something that you can provide for us on estimated reserves of 
aggregate that could be available if they really wanted to exploit them? 

MR. BASS: Yes, there is. Yesterday, we spent all day trying to get those figures so that we could 
have it in here, and we will make them --

DR. TEMPLE: Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, Comnissioner. 

Next scheduled comnenter is Susan Collins on behalf of the Colorado State Historical Society. 

STATEMENT OF OR. SUSAN COLLINS 

DR. COLLINS: Good afternoon. My name is Dr. Susan Collins, and I am the acting state archaeologist of 
Colorado. My working address is the Colorado Historical Societies, Colorado History Muset.m, 1300 

.Broadway, Denver 80203. 

Today I would like to speak about our concern for the protection and preservation of historic and 
archaeologic sites, and about what progress has already been achieved in atta.ining COfTllliance with the 
various federal and state laws that mandate that the project effect upon such cultural resources be 
taken into account. 

First. the Departrrent of Energy did conduct a search of the site files that are maintained by my office, 
and this file search revealed that there were 38 recorded cultural research properties within what we 
have called the region of influence. Two of these 38 sites are on the National Register of Historic 
Places. These are the Fort Morgan Post Office and the Rainbow Arch Bridge, a very lovely bridge aver 
the South Platte River. The SSC project will not affect either of these sites. 

Secondly, the Colorado Department of Highways has performed cultural resources survey of 63 miles of 
proposed access roads, and 1 might point out that this survey has taken place ~ince the draft EIS went 
to press, and so we can report some progress. 

The Department of Highways conducted a 20 percent sample survey for archaeological sites and identified 
seven sites, five of which were determined to be ineligible for the national register, and two of "which 
required some test excavation to detennine their importance. 

A 100 percent historical survey of the 63 miles of proposed access roads identified ten historic sites, 
four of which were detennined not to be eligible. and six· of which were determined eligible for the" 
Nat tonal Register. 

Thirdly, I would like to point out that the Colorado Historical Socjety back in 1984 published a series 
of regional overview documents that sl.1111\arized the history and archaeology of our state. Two of these 
12 volumes, the Plains Prehistorical Context and the Plains Historical Context,· are relevant to this 
project. 
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In order to aid in our evaluation of sites which may be discovered by future project-related surveys. 
the Colorado Historical Society is planning to further develop a context statement on the Plains Paleo
Indian culture. This context statement will specify research questions, predict site types, and define 
criteria for site significance. This project will be conducted in the coming Fiscal Year 1989. 
starting October 1st, regardless of whether or not we do receive the Superconducting Super Collider. 
However, we have targeted this project with the SSC in mind. So we are getting ready. 

Where would we go next assuming award of the project? 

First, the State Historic Preservation Officer, which is my supervisor, would pursue with the 
Department of Energy to develop a prograrrmatic agre~nt. This prograirmatic agreement. which would be 
signed by the President's Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, would outline the strategies t~at 
would be followed to achieve full ccmpliance with the various laws. It would outline also avenues for 
resolution of any disputes or conflicts that might arise. 

Therefore, we would not have to face emergency discoveries as if they were disasters. We would have 
avenues already in place. 

We would, of course, want to see surveys of the areas of direct ir!l>act C0t11>leted. Sut I might add that 
in the Colorado case, as I understand it, surface disturbance will be minimal due to the technology 
involved of tunneling through bedrock rather than pursuing cut and fill. Therefore, we would not have 
as ITlJch surface disturbance of archaeological or historic sites as other states might. 

We would, of course, want to consider potential indirect impact resulting from not only the ring itself 
and roads, but also other facilities that might be developed to accarmodate the new population. And, 
of course, we would develop plans for mitigating any adverse effect. 

In closing, let me outline a few of the Colorado's strengths for achieving cultur~l resource 
compliance. I do believe that.our State is in a very good position in that the State Historical 
Preservation Officer and the State archaeologist are located together organizationally within the 
Colorado Historical Society, and this is the organization that acininisters the Colorado History Museum. 

Therefore, COfl1)liance with cultural resource mandates is centralized, and we have ready access to a 
wide range of preservation specialists. 

A representation of the State Historic Preservation Officer has worked closely with the staff of the 
Colorado joint review process since the earliest stages of this project, and we will continue that 
close coordination. 

FurthenlX)re, the State archaeologist works closely with the Colorado Native American Heritage Council, 
which is an American Indian advocacy group. We have negotiated a policy for reburial of skeletons that 
might be uncovered by construction projects, and procedures have already been tll'fJlerrented. Again, 
should the situation arise, we already have avenues for handling it. 

Colorado also has a very active statewide Amateur Archaeological Society that aids in the identifi
cation and advises on the preservation of sites. The Colorado Archaeological Society has chapters both 
in Denver and in Fort Morgan. 

And finally, the State of, Colorado has State preservation laws in place, including the Historical, 
Prehistorical and Archaeological Resources Act and the State Register Act. These laws supplement and 
parallel Federal legislation, making the State and Federal CQn1>1iance processes unifonn. 

In sumnary, I believe that Colorado has already made a significant comnitment toward achieving com
pliance with cultural resources and historic preservation laws in regard to this project. I would like 
again to enphasize the conmitment that the Colorado Department of Higtways has made in already initiat
ing survey and the comnitment that the Colorado Historical Society has made to develop a document that 
will enable us to evaluate any sites that might be newly discovered by survey. 

Thank you. 

DR. NELSEN: Hs. Collins. 

DR. COLLINS: Yes. 

DR. NELSEN: That survey that was 9anpleted on the road, is that infonnation -- do you intend to submit 
that to us at thts time for the record? 

DR. COLLINS: I have sutmitted the notes fran which I spoke. I do not have specific site descriptions, 
but these totals have been provided to the court reporter. 
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DR. NELSEN: Okay. Was there anything specifiCally directed to the EIS with regard to your statement 
about the progranmatic agreements, or was that just a general statement? 

DR. COLLINS: That was a general statement of our plans for proceeding to develop ccrnpliance for this 
project. 

DR. NELSEN: fine. Then one final thing with regard to Colorado Native American Council was tha~ 
the --

OR. COLLINS: Native American Heritage Council, yes 

OR. NELSEN: Native American Heritage Counc 

DR. COLLINS: Yes 

OR. NELSEN: Is there a contact person or leader in --

DR. COLLINS: attend their meetings. The contact office is the Colorado Conmission on Indian Affairs 
which is located in the Lieutenant Governor's Office in the capitol. 

DR. NELSEN: Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, Dr. Collins. 

DR. COLLINS: Thank you. 

MR. ElGLREN: At this time we would like to call the science and technology advisor for Colorado's SSC 
project proposal, and that's Dr. George Morgenthaler. 

STATEMENT OF OR. GEORGE MORGENTHALER 

DR. MCR.GENTHALER: Thank you very much, Dr. Temple and the other ment:>ers of the panel. First of all, 
would like to ccmnend the Department of Energy on the mont.inental task that you did in getting out the 
draft Enviror.mental l111>act Statement as rapidly as you did. Seeing all those volunes and remembering 
our own experience with a similar chore for the proposal, I c::mpliment you. 

I have heard that you said that this was done largely by c~uter, so the area in which I want to dis
·agree, I will attribute to the unfeeling habits of the computer. 

On balance, tt ts an. excellent effort. It does lack in one discernment, however, and I have a nuni:ier 
of examples that I would like to bring to your attention and I have this documented and will sutmit it 
to the court reporter. I have about nine or ten examples, of which I will give two or three. 

The point I am trying to make is that in a nuntier of instances, particularly in respect to land and 
water and the usage of these, you l~np Colorado with some of the other best qualified list contenders. 
Now, the others fall into two categories. They are either ~sically desert land, which we are not, or 
they are the more temperate, more hi.nid farmlands of the East, Midwest, Eastern Sea Board, and Colorado'~ 
high plains. And that's a very subtle distinction and it's very profound. It has to do with why we 
have water laws as we have them, and why our fanning practices and our water usage is the way it is. 

So my first point has to do with prime important farmlands that are converted, and I know that other 
speakers have addressed this, or wi 11 address it. I want to address it from a s 1 ight ly different 
viewpoint. 

In the first place, throughout the EIS it is treated as though an acre that is removed fran farmland, 
or one that is potentially removed, ts necessarily a negative feature. We po1nt out, and I think your 
own voltine points out, that this ts temporary. If indeed the site is,avatlable for 30 years, it will 
cane back into activity after the deccumissioning. And except for the actual location of buildings, 
which is only several acres at different points, the land would be and can be used again for farming. 

But suppose one says, well, that's negative. We have in the State of Colorado and througho~t the high 
plain the Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service, ASCS. The office is here in Fort 
Margan, which 1s carrying out a far-reaching government fann program which is trying at this tine ta 
retire acres because there is a national surplus of most of the feed grain crops. And what the result 
of that is that the prices on the world scene and in the United States have been reduced to the point 
where farmers who produce an abundant crop cannot look forward to prices that can return a profit and 
allow them to economically farm this ground. 

In fact, the national bill for these subsidies is an the order of $2~ billion, which is about five times 
the cost of the entire SSC. 
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So to say that we bank or lose four or f 1ve hundred acres of prime farm ground might under sare circ1.a11-
stances be construed as going along with national policy and not going against it. 

And, indeed, in thts state we even have e so-called CRP programs which will pay you up to $45 or $50 an 
acre for a ten-year period to set aside your fann ground. 

So my first point ts it's a ver:y bad measure. It ought to be removed from the volt.Mlle. 

On the other hand, if you leave it ln the vol1.111e, l would dh1pute ,Your nunbers of 4,700 acres of poten
tiallt usable fann ground, prime fann ground removed fran Colorado's site by the SSC. The statenent 
was made that in the event there was irrigation water, this would occur. This ts precisely the point. 

Where our ring ts located, we are the drainage of the Badger Creek and the Beaver Creek. They do not 
have the direct benefit of the nountain snows and tee that melt each year and go along the South Platte 
and tributary water basins. Therefore, they depend on their limited basins, and those are pointed out 
in our proposal and, in your own voline as to the square mtles of basin. 

The ~ater that is available, therefore, 1s not enough for additional irrigation. This is why Colorado's 
irrigation law prevents you fn::m putting down another well for an irrigation system without going 
through an extensive pennttting project and having augnentation coverage. And au!}fentation at this 
time is not available there, and therefore it has gone about as far as it can 90 at this point in time. 

So I think that one should look at this and you will come to the conclusion that no more can be irrigated 
at this time econ~ically. The soil is indeed good, -and ~tth Colorado's sunshine if you had fertt1izer 
and irrigation water, you could grow many crops. But the water is not there. 

Now you will say. but you're bringing water in for the SSC. \le painted out else>i4here this is between 
2,000 and 2,500 gallons per minute. It is econanically justifiable for the SSC. Our prime proposal is 
to bring it in through the Morgan County Quality Water District pipeline, and it comes from tributary 
and other water supplies that are hooked to the mountain melt, and therefore is adjudicated water and 
not i~ doubt or in question. 

So while that's ec:onom1ca11y.benef1cia1 and will be sustained by the SSC, that's not true at this time 
for additional fann crops. 

So l think that distinction 1s not true M1 Michigan. It's not true in North Carolina. It's not true 
in Teicas, but it's true here. So therefore we should not have a nuni>er like 4,700 acres given that you 
used to measure. 

l would like to move to a different kind of --

MR. EIGLREN: Or. Morgenthaler, I'm sorry, your time has elapsed. Could I ask you to bring it to a 
close? 

OR. MORGENTHALER: All right, fine. The threatened and endangered species I'm sure has been mentioned. 
'We do not depend on Western Slope CPT water, and the water we would use, if it's beneficial to use it, 
has already been adjudicated and long ago mitigated. It ts not a new take. It ts an old take. 

And the last polnt has to do wlth oil ard gas wells. There are only four in the way of the project. 
The oil and gas .would be below 4 or 5,000 feet in the Dakota Formation. There is either two dangers 
that you are concerned about. One 1s hitting a pocket of gas. You w·tll not do that at 300 feet in the 
shale. That's our maximum depth. And the other one would be you would run into some old well pipes. 
There is only four in the way. Magnetic: technique, u.ltrasonic techniques, could detect those pipes and 
they could be removed. 

So the rest of my testiroony 1s here.. I would like to add it for the record. 

HR. ElillllEH: Than!< you, sir .. 

Are there any quest ions? 

Our next scheduled comuenter ts Jerry Wartgow. 

584 STATEMENT OF JERQl.\E VARTGO\I 

MR. WARTGOW: Thank you for providing the opportunity. My name ts Jerome Wartgow. I am president of 
the ColO<'ado Coomunity College and Occupational Education System. My address ls 1391 Speer Boulevard, 
Sutte 600, in Deaver. 

I'm pleased to be here this afternoon to comnent on the draft Environmental l"1)act Statement. As System 
President. I am directly responsible for the 11 ca!lllllnity colleges in the State System, and we have 
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general responsibility for program approval and funding for four additional cat111.1nity colleges, seven 
area vocational schools and secondary school vocational programs in 168 school districts. 

We also serve as a regulatory agency for all proprietary schools operating in Colorado, and are the 
certifying agent for all agency -- for all apprenticeship training programs in Colorado. 

The Environmental I~act Statement gave general consideration to education in the State of Colorado, 
but did not focus specifically on higher education. Higher education. the conmunity college system, 
and more specifically, Morgan Ccim1.1nity College. would be directly impacted by the selection of the 
Brush/Fort Morgan area as a site for the SSC project. 

We believe that the 1R1Jact on the CCITl'll.lnity colleges would be positive, and that the conmunity colleges 
would be an asset to the SSC project. Morgan Conmunity College is an integral part of the Colorado can
munity college and occupational education system. and will serve as the lead institution in higher 
education efforts to meet the training needs resulting frCJn the SSC project. 

However. the instructional programs of the entire COITlll.lnity college and occupational education system 
are available to be drawn upon for needed technical training during both the construction and the opera
tional phases of the Superconducting Super Collider project. The entire systen will, therefore, assist 
in meeting these training needs to alleviate any severe tJl1)acts upon a single cCflll'IJnity college. 

Morgan Conmunity College is also prepared to assist the four-year colleges and universities in deliver
ing upper division classes and graduate programs to employees of the Super Collider project and their 
dependents in Fort Morgan. 

Morgan Conmunity College has already implemented distance learning programs through existing technology 
and would be expecting to continue development of such delivery methods. 

So the impact upon higher education tn the construction and operation of the SSC in Colorado would be 
considerable, but we believe Colorado is in a good position to meet the challenges. Through a stat~~ide 
comTIUnity college and occupational education system operated by a single governing board. resources and 
expertise can be shared to efficiently and effectively meet the instructional needs for the project. 
Colorado is the only State in the nation that has all catmUnity colleges, vocational education programs 
and proprietary schools at all levels governed and operated by a single board. And we believe that 
gives us tremendous flexibility to adapt to the needs without any undue impact on any one of our 
institutions. So the State Board for Conrnunity Colleges and Occupational Education and the system is 
very supportive of th1s project. We will make every effort to assist Morgan Conmunity College in 
assuring the delivery of the appropriate and quality programs, apprenticeship training programs and 
other support needed for the Super Collider project in Colorado. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. 

Next comnenter will be speaking on behalf of the Department of Natural Resources of the State of 
Colorado, Chips Barry. 

STATEMENT OF HAMLET J. BARRY 

MR. BARRY: Thank you. My name ts Hamlet J. Barry. I am Executive Director of the Colorado Department 
of Natural Resources. My address ts 1313 Shennan Street, Denver, Colorado. 

For your infonnation, the Department ·of Natural Resources covers the area of water supply, wildlife, 
parks, state land ownership, geology, mining and related topics in the State of Colorado. 

First, I want to congratulate the Department of Energy for having canpleted an EIS in a timely and com
petent manner. We are in the throes in Colorado of the canpletion of another EIS. It's cost about $40 
million and taken seven years, and we're happy this one didn't take that long, or cost that much money. 

I think. my conment in support of the Super Collider project and the EIS is consistent wtth the other 
cabinet members here today in that it is a good project for Colorado. We don't find anything in the 
EIS which indtcates that building and operating the SSC in Colorado will have any environmental i!Tllact 
that cannot be readily mitigated by reasonable and tested mitigation measurernents. 

Having said that, I would like to carment briefly on sane of the items io the EIS. One of those items 
concerns the availability of aggregate. The draft EIS is basically incorrect to conclude that there 
are insufficient construction materials available from within the region. There are ample supplies of 
sand and gravel of lower grade "along the South Platte River, and there is a lot of mining of that. And 
believe me, I know because we regulate in my department. Adequate supplies of sand are available near 
Fort Morgan. and they can be readily developed. 
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Coarser aggregate ·is available further out toward the mountains; Greeley, Fort Collins, et cetera, all 
within reasonable hauling distances, and the econanics would not prohibit that production. 

Ue will provide you detailed written comnents to show that those materials are available throughout the 
area and available to meet the needs of the SSC. 

Even if other major construction projects are going on at the same time, we think there are adequate 
supplies to take care of the problem. We had a study instituted to look at that problem, assllning we 
were building an airport and a major highway systsn, a major dam project and this project at the same 
time. And that generally showed that even under those circunstances, there were adequate supplies, and 
our detailed comnents will go into that in a little bit more detail. 

I heard Dr. Morgenthaler say, and I am changing subjects now, threatened and endangered species. I 
heard Dr. Morgenthaler mention that briefly. I want to second what he said. We think the draft EIS 
scmewhat exaggerates the impacts to threatened and endangered species, partly because it ts inconsistent 
1n its treatment of where water will be developed for this project. 

Most of the discussion of threatened and endangered species stems from water supply issues. The fact 
is that the water supply for the SSC will not cause new depletions to the Colorado River or the South 
Platte River. Our carmitment and that of the water -- people that supply water to the project -- wtll 
be to use existing water supplies or acquire additional water supplies fran agriculture. We are not 
talking about any sort of major depletion to either river basin, and it's those depletions that drive 
the proponents of threatened and endangered species protection to say that there would be effects. 
There are no depletions. There wtll not be further effects. And. again, we will give you some written 
caunent on that tn specific detail. 

I guess my conclusion on that is the Colorado River fish species and bird species in the South Platte 
River really should not be included in the EIS analysts because we think there i5 really no effect at 
all. · 

If water supply plan changes, you talk about major diversions from the Colorado River, then those are 
subjects whtch ought to be added and concluded at that time. 

Finally, on threatened and endangered species, there really ts no evidence to suggest that Colorado's 
proposal to extend State Highway 1 north of Barr lake will disturb bald eagles nesting at or visiting 
that lake. The road corridor is about two miles north of the previously used nesting site and about 
the same distance from the artificial nesting site presently being installed. The distance is silTf)ly 
too great to justify a conclusion that the bald eagles will be affected. 

Finally, my last topic here is los~ of wetlands, floodplains, water wells and oil and gas wells. Again, 
Dr. Morgenthaler touched on tha~ briefly. I think there is sane erroneous data in the EIS about that, 
particularly as to acreage of wetlands lost with the floodplains and the number of water and oil 
and gas wells lost. 

These are not significant errors, but I want to mention them to you. Wetlands lost or disturbed will 
account for closer to 10 acres than to 20. We will work closely with the Department of Energy, Highway 
Department and others to avoid or minimize wetland disturbance throughout the project area. especially 
1n the vicinity of Barr Lake. 

The widest floodplain is about 6,000 feet, not 10,000 feet, altt-ough there Is a 10,000 foot floodplain 
at the confluences of two meandering streams. The last time I don't think you were the same panel that 
was here before, but I made an att~t to describe to the panel the different kinds of streams in 
Colorado, from pennanent to ephemeral to occastonal, and a 10,000 foot wide floodplain of a meandering 
occasional stream is of no great significance. The draft EIS correctly concludes that possible work in 
the floodplains would be limited tn scope and would not be considered to cause significant impact. 

Finally. several water and oil and gas wells may be displaced by the SSC project. However. it seems to 
us that those i~acts can be C01J1Jletely mitigated. We have pledged to replace water supplies lost 
because of the SSC construction and to redrill oil and gas wells which may be displaced. 

Our record shows that only four oil and gas wells would be affected. and we suggest the EIS tables be 
changed to reflect that. 

Thank you for the opportunity to conment. 

Agencies in my department are pleased to continue to work with you. Thank you very much. 

Quest ions? 

DR. NELSEN: Yes. Mr. Barry, I have a question about the widest floodplain of 6,000 and not 10,,0Q. 
Where was that located? 
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r.R. BARRY: 1·m sorry. I can't tell you. I don't know. Let me see tf any of my staffers are here. 

VOICE: I'll get you that fnfonnation at the next break. 

MR. BARRY: Thank you. You can see that I aM well prepared. but still semi-ignorant. Thank you. 

OR. NELSEN: I just wanted to make sure that it's in the record. 

HR. BARRY: !'11 see that that's done. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you, ~r. Barry. 

At this time 1 wtll call Mr. Btl Tucker. who ts Deputy Chainuan of the Wyaning Public Ser~ice 
Ccmntss ton. 

682 STATEMENT OF OR. BIL TUCKER 

OR. TOCKER: Gentlemen. my name ts Dr. Bil Tucker. I am Deputy Chairman of the Wycming Public Service 
Carmission. My mailing address is Public Service COlflllission, Hurschler Building. 1 East, Cheyenne, 
Wyoming 82002. 

I bring you greetings frcm Governor Mike Sullivan and the people of Wyoming. With all deference to the 
qood people of Colorado. I ..auld like to extend rAY welcooe to extreme southeastern Wycming to you today. 
I make that caiment, of course, sanewhat in jest. but also to indicate to you the regionality tr.at we 
in Wyaning and I think the other surrounding states feel about this project. 

Of course, it's a Colorado project, but we feel, ROre than that, it's a very strong and appropriate 
regional project and Wyantng is pleased to lend its total support to this project. 

I wauld like to just reiterate and expand briefly on a few comnents made by Mr. Alan Edwards earlier 
this afternoon. 

Wyoming ts totally supportive of siting the SSC in the Fort Morgan. Colorado area. Wyomtng, of course, 
will cooperate fully with tdenttftcation, description and mitigation of any socio-econcm.ic impacts in 
that portion of southeastern Wya:ntng that lies within the region of influence. 

Wyoming has a great deal of cont~orary experience with world class megaprojects si•tlar in size and 
construction requirements to the SSC, including sane of the largest coal mines tn the world. the Exxon 

I Lebar Shoot Creek gas plant. and numerous electric generating plants tn the State of WyCJning. 
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This experience has allowed Wyoming to already have in place adequate infrastructure to minimize any 
potential 1q:>acts fran this project. Infrastructure in the area of roads, schools, housing, utilities, 
hospitals. local and state laws and ordinances. and service businesses that are already tn place and 
operating. 

Furthenl'IOre, Wyc;wning has a very well-educated work force which is recognized for tts st~ong work ethic. 
Many menEers of this work force live within daily camuting distance which will greatly reduce the 
socio-economic impact during construction of the Superconducting Super Collider~ This work force is 
already trained and attuned to projects of the size and ccmplexity of the SSC. 

We believe that the quality of life in Wyaning will be available and we believe sought after by that 
portion of the work force during the construction phase as well as that portion of the permanent research 
comnJnity during the operating lifetime of the: SSC. 

For those who choose Wyantng. they wt 11 find there clean air, clean water. tremenOOus outdoor recrea
tional opportunities. quality public education, low taxes and low crime rate. 

Again. the State of Wyaning thanks you for this opportunity to voice our very strong support for siting 
the SSC in northeastem Colorado. My cooments will be incorporated into Wyaning's written conments 
which will be provided to you 1n the near future. 

Thank you very ruch. 

HR. E!GlREN: Thank you, Or. Tucker. 

Our next cannenter is Marne Jurgemeyer • 

STATEMENT OF 11ARNE JURGEMEYER 

MR. JlRGEMEYER: Hy name is Harne Jurgemeyer, I am the director of the fort Horgan Museuni. I live at 
323 Maple, Fort Horgan 80702. 
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I am speaking for the Fort Morgan Heritage Foundation and the Fort Morgan Museum. ana I would like to 
address two areas of concern. The first area pertains to the i""act of the Super Col ·der on the 
cultural and htstortcal sites in the co111der area. 

By Federal statute, an archaeolog1cal survey r11.1st be conducted before the project can be conJ~ruc:ted, 
Although preliminary reports have shown a scant 11st of sites, it ts without a doubt new discoveries 
will be made and will range from paleontological specimens to evidence of Paleo-Indian to contetJ1)orary 
man. 

Confinnation of these possibilities can be found tn the diverse collections of the Fort Morgan Musellll, 
which contains examples of the Pleistocene horse, clothes, and other Native American lithtc and cultural 
artifacts to historic material culture. ·Some of these items cane from the •rea being discussed. The 
Fort Morgan Museum is able and willing to part1cipate \n the archaeological survey. lhe msellll is 
especially suited to becoming a repository for the artifacts that will be found. 

The Fort lo\organ Museum is an accredited museum by the Arrerican Association of Museums, one of 600 
nationally out of a total of 5,000 111.1seums, and one of the seven 1n the State of Colorado. 

1.Jhat th\s means ts the Fort Morgan Musel.Jl\ exceeds the stringent standards of the AAM in col\ectlon 
care, managemant, exhibition and SllJSellA adninistrat1on. 

The Fort Morgan Museum has sponsored t...o an;haeological excavations: the Caylor site and the Freehoff 
site located in Morgan County. The latter wa_s cosponsored with the University of Colorado, Department 
of Anthropology. We have also worked with the Colorado Archaeological Society and the State 
a.rchaeo 'ogists. 

Presently, the storage facilities of the l1llseun would suffice for the items found in initial investiga
tions. lf la.rge amounts of artifacts were found, additional space wuld have to be found. The long
range cCll'lllittee of the Fort Morgan Heritage Foundation has addressed the problem of ackiitional storage 
in tts long-range plan, and which would be implemented if the situation demands. 

A second point of concern is the impact of the Superconducting Super Collider on the operation of the 
Fort Morgan Museum. We expect to see a greater utilization by the public because of an 1ncrease1 tn 
population and by demographic changes in the population. 

Initially, the greatest i~act will be the educational progranming done by the local schools because of 
increased enrollment. There would also be a oeed for further exhibition space as well as the aforemen
tioned need for storage space. The long-range plan drawn up by the Heritage Foundation has addressed 
these areas as well as an increase of paid professional staff. 

Capital ilJl»rovements would be financed through public and private monies, and must be added-to the Fort 
Morgan Heritage Foundation raise the funds to renovate and construct the present fl'lJSeUll and the collec
tions facility. The expertise to handle the i111Jact brought on by the changes caused by the SSC which 
111111 affect the Fort Morgan Muset.n can be addressed by the staff of the museum. the trustees of the 
foundation as well as expertise recruited from the outside area within the state. 

Thank you. 

MR. E!GIJREN: Thank you. 

The next conmenter is Dora Lodwick of the University of Denver. 

683 STATEMENT OF IJl. DORA LODWICK 

I 

OR. LODWICK: I am Or. Dora Lodwick from the Department of Sociology at the University of Denver, a 
private institution. And my working address 1s the Oepartment of Sociology, University of Denver, 
Denver, Colorado 80208-0209. 

l have been associated with the substantive task force for the Governor's NFC project since 1984, and 
as part of the Board of Scientists who review the State's proposal the department submitted to the 
Department of Energy tn 1987. 

I have chosen to testify before you today because of some of the inaccuracies which I felt you had in 
your sumnary of Colorado's praposal. particularly 1n two areas. One, the conmunity values and attitudes 
as reflected in Section 5.2.10.2; and two, in your assessment of the boan-town effect as presented in 
Sections 4.1.2.1 and 1n Section 4.1.3.2, especially No. 2 and 4. 

First, 1 would like to cooment on the ccmounity \lalues and attitudes. As you know, this topic was h1gh
lighted by the mentiers of the Super Collider site evaluation cannittee of the National Academy of 
Sciences and the National Academy of Engineering, which questioned the validity and reliability of 
letters and newspaper re?Qrts received and private documentation of local and regional cooperation. 
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They agreed not ta use that 1nfonrat1on in thetr·del1berations, and concluded the cannittee strongly 
believes, however, the camamity acceptability, support and cooperation will be important facton that 
must be considered carefully by DOE as it examined the best qualified sites tn the next stage of the 
s1te selection process. I'm sure you know this. 

~r. the DEIS uses a mix of the evaluation criteria. for exa~le, in Colorado, tn Sections 5.2.10.2. 
tt states that C011111Jnity values- and attitudes. toward the SSC project are generally postttve as 
evidenced by the relative dearth of letters received fran the public as part of the DOE publtc scoping 
process. 

Colorado had, however, presented more docuuentation in Volume IV, Section 4.9.1, tn its scoping study 
of 93 CCl'llll.lnity leaders tn 1985 • .tlO re;1resented the principal opinion sectors of the caml.lnittes. The 
smnple included business and po11tical leaders, social service sector and education, ranchers and farmers 
and others who tn thts case were prtraar'f.ly the elderly. Seventy-seven percent of those were strongly 
in favor of building the SSC in the region. 

The Colorado proposal also reports on a statewide telephone survey conducted fn 1987 of 306 randomly 
selected registered voters. Seventy-four percent of those who had read or heard about the SSC favored 
building tt tn eastern Colorado. 

Neither of these studies were reflected tn Section 5.2.10.1 of the DEIS Vol!Jl'le IV, Appendix 5. Yet, 
the draft environmental statement reports surveys supportive of the SSC tn the States of Illinois and 
in Michigan. 

I propose that )IOU also report those which were conducted in the State of Colorado. 

Additional evidence of camnt.rttty support is totally ignored tn this draft statement. The people in the 
cmm.inities of the reglon of influence as well as those throughout the state not only expressed 
positive attitudes towards the project, but also have involuntarily been involved 1n developing the 
planning for the project since 1985. This- ts docllllented in the Colorado SSC site proposal update, 
Section 429. 

Colorado has creatively involved camiunity and statewide llll!d>ers in small groups, as well as tn larger, 
massive scale involvement and tnfonnatton programs suggested as the best processes of citizen involve
ment since 1984, for example. 

The details of the process have been repeatedly presented to you, but 1 would simply note that the in
volvement started very early; almost as soon as the State began to get actively involved tn the process 
itself. And this has been, I believe. a key factor tn the trE!lllefKbus support which the citizens of 
Colorado have given or will continue to give to this project. 

They have had time to examine it. They have had ti111e to examine tts implicatio:is for their own lives. 
They have had their concerns addressed. and they have then participated In helping to IH'ing it w their 
cC1111Untties, and to continue through the proposed mitigation project as Colorado has developed for you. 

The second point, the boom town effects. You have presented the classic research on boan town effects, 
or the impact of rapid growth on the quality of life of people in rapidly growing cannuntttes as refer
enced tn 14.1.2.1. Volume IV, Appendix 14, team. These are classic research articles. Some recent work 
further developing that knowledge base published in a book that I will refer to you later on, tn 1986, 
suggests that perhaps the early predictions of doansday or of econanic well-being were both too 
extrerre. We need to guard against assming undifferentiated ~ts on all people in all conmuntties. 
It ;, critical to assess the past experience of particular comnunities and particular social groups and 
to assess their attitudes and the resources and their behaviors tn order to assess their ability to 
mitigate and monitor change. 

The camr.inities of Brush and Fort Morgan have both experienced rapid growth as has been testified today. 
Furthermore, they are supported by a state which has experienced the boan-bust cycle of mineral based 
economy. Colorado has historically been a national leader with innovative ways of meeting this chal
lenge. parttcularly-w1tn the developAent of the Western Slope energy developnents, Mhtch I am sure you 
are acquainted with. 

The State knOws how to handle rapid growth. It has tnstitutionaltzed a realistic process which deals 
not only with the fiscal and tnfrastructura-1 support for rapid growth, but also its social and cultural 
aspects through. tts cainmtty liaison center. for exawiple. It has fnvolved the people tn a cooperative 
effort to develop flexible and realistic support systens to meet both the expected and the unexpected 
social changes. 

Thank you. 

HR. EIG\REll: Thank you. 

Any quest ions? 
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I am Bill O'Sullivan. I am chainn11n of the Department of Physics of the University of Colorado. My 
working address ts the Uni\lersity of Colorado, Department of Physics, Campus Box 390, 80309 zip code. 

I want to cover three points which relate to the potenttal impact of the SSC on and from the higher 
education environment in Colorado. 

First, the Department of Physlcs at UCB Boulder, is entering a period of rapid recruiting for outstand
ing newt faculty, with a goal whtch we believe is practical, of attaining a posttion among the top five 
physics departments located tn public institutions within the next decade. 

We have strong programs now in atcmic and optical physics, high energy physics. geophysics, condensed 
matter physics and nuclP.ar physics. \le have a large and successful graduate program involving graduate 
research in education and physics, with over 165 students working tO'tifard their doctorates. 

The high energy program in our department is the largest in the Rocky Mountain area. It canprises pres
ently 30 people, including eight rostered physics faculty, and that's a nUTiber that will rise to nine 
within the arrival next fall of a new theoretical high energy physicist. The program receives tts 
major funding from the Department of Energy, and its members participate in forefront research activi
t\es at SLAC and Fenr.llab. 

Now if the SSC ts placed 1n Colorado, in addition to similar positions at Colorado State University, 
the University of Calorado at Boulder will comnit ten new positions for high energy physics faculty. 
These would be rostered in the Department of Physics, and clearly would have a profound t~act on the 
direction and emphasis placed on research by us. 

I want to assure you of two things in particular. First, that our faculty. recognizing the extent of 
this impact, nevertheless voted its unantnous support for the university's pledge to greatly expand the 
role of high energy physics within the department. 

And second, the Department of Physics at UCB will work to ensure that, to the extent they desire, staff 
scientists at the SSC site wtll have the opportunity to interact closely with our program&. Adjunct 
professor positions will be opened, and opportunities to direct the thesis research of UCB doctoral 
students made readily available to them. 

And next, I want to remind you of the cC1111titment made by the State of Colorado, the State's research 
universities, along with the neighboring western states and their institution$ of higher educatlon, to 
create a Western States High Energy Physics and Education Institute located at the SSC site. 

Now this- will include-funds for 20 endowed professorships, and a detector research and develoi:ment labo
ratory for state of the art R&D in detector instra.nentation and high capacity data analysis would take 
place. 

But, in addition, the institute will serve as a stinWJlus and source of educational enhancements for all 
the participating states. It will actively prCn'Ote better science and math education among our region's 
public schools, college and uni~ersity students, and teachers. And as other speakers have mentioned, 
it ... 111 focus on atte1t1>ts to provide educational experience ln science and mathematics for minority 
students tn the K through 12 time range. 

Now, repeat -- this ts a regional enterprise. Many of our neighboring states have expressed a high level 
of interest in joining this cex>perative regional science and educational institute. 

Ffnally, I am sure tN:t the case has been well made that Colorado's resurch universities, the four 
branches of the University of Colorado. Colorado State_ University and the Colorado School of Mines, are 
a primary resource which wtll benefit all aspects of the SSC, should 1t find its way to Colorado. Never
theless, despite what's been said by others before me. some of )'OU still probably_ have the picture of 
SSC/university relations W\1ch feature dependence on long cama.ites frca the stte to the universities, 
and frati the untverstties to the site. 

Now, tf the DOE desires it, there ts another option which we think can greatly facilitate information 
exchange between the SSC and the University of Colorado, in partic~lar, enhancing that institution's 
value to the SSC laboratory and its. personnel. 

jow the Untverslty of Colorado has c0R1>leted a fiber optic ne-t'llK>rk linking the media centers, telephone 
networks and data centers at each of its four campuses. This system enables the university to transmit 
two-way ccmnercial-qualtty video and audio frcm any campus to any or all of the other cmnpuses. Access 

VOL213068830 IIA.2-55 FEIS Volume IIA 



Proceedings 
Colorado 

to the system is 24 hours per day, seven days a week, 365 days a year. When fully operational, the 
system will give all four campuses of the university the ability to use cable, microwave and satellite 
coomJnications for instruction, professional developnerit, teleconferencing and high speed data 
exchange. 

If the Colorado site is eventually selected, the university's fiber optic CCJ'mllnication network can be 
extended to include the SSC laboratory. This would provide facilities for teleconferencing between 
university and SSC personnel. It would enable SSC staff and their families to enroll at the university, 
and to take undergraduate and graduate courses on site fran a broad selection of those given across the 
entire University of Colorado system. 

SSC staff and their families would be able to view special events and lectures given on any of the 
univers'ity cafl1)uses. Data and other non-video infonnation of value could be exchanged readily between 
the SSC site and the four campuses. Interactive video and audio exchange would be carried out routinely 
between researchers on site and their colleagues elsewhere in the University of Colorada system. 

We mention this as an option to be considered by the Department of Energy which would prOIOClte exchange 
of infonnation between the SSC laboratory, the institutes associated with it, the University of Colorado, 
and the associated regional research universities. and would enable the University of Colorado system 
to better serve the entire SSC comnunity as an educa.tional resource. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, Dr. O'Sullivan. 

Next comnenter is Mr. Steve Baker. 

684 STATEMENT Of STEVE BAKER 

I 

MR. BAKER: Thanks for providing the opportunity to conment on the DEIS. My na!T'e is Steve Baker. I 
farm a ranch near last Chance, Colorado. And what 1 am going to speak on and for is a group called 
Concerned Citizens of Eastern Colorado. Pam Wellen. our spokesperson, could not attend tonight because 
of a de~th in her family a few days ago. 

So I am not really that much prepared. I will, or the group will be following up with more additional 
infannation. The CCEC stands for an organization that was forined 1n 1980 to oppose the hazardous waste 
site as· built in the Last Chance area. We still believe that ferrous industries hazardous waste ~ite 
is detrimental to the SSC project. 

This belief is based on fact and knowledge of the area. A BFI hazardous waste dump was permitted by 
CDH, Colorado Department of Health, as a result of industrial and political pressure and not on the 
merits of the application nor the site characteristic, and I'll just give a couple of examples to rein
force our feeling. 

As an ex~le on the site characteristics, the study by the Colorado SSC project report. reports that 
the groundwater resource characteristics are in a fracture flow up to 70 feet of where they have placed 
it. The BFI application states that the water ts below 4,000 foot. And yet, in the background informa
tion authored by CDH, BFI will initially have 75 wells at different depth, of which 15 contain water to 
monitor on site. 

The application and the permit are just full of inadequacies and problems that we feel sh~uld be 
addressed at some point in time. 

Another point tn fact is that at the tine of pennit issuance, CDH required additional tnfonnation of 
the application such as burial cell design, cap design, meteorological study, run-off control, QA/QC 
plan, hydrologic investigation, and the list goes on. It was two pages long. All this information 
was -- is to be submitted after permit issuance. 

The citizens of CCEC and the six counties of northeast Colorado strongly believe the BFI hazardous waste 
site ts detrimental to our envirorment. Therefore, CCEC believes that the SSC is also -- that the BFI 
is detrimental to the SSC project. 

Opposition to the BFI dlallp has cost the area citizens over $250,000, with many donated hours. This fight 
against the hazardous waste site has been since 1980, as I mentioned earlier, and with several hearings 
and the like, it has always been -- the cards have always been stacked against the citizens and our 
area. 

We believe also, by definition and by the current Colorado regulations that stipulate -- that designate 
sparse population for siting of hazardous waste, we believe that the impact of the SSC, with influx of 
people, tf does not coincide with the Colorado waste regulations. · 

Currently, there is one appeal against the CDH by the CCEC, and the City of Brush, Fort Morgan County 
cCX1111isstoners and the Washington County ca:imissioners against the COH decision. To date, CCEC has been 
gaining ground, and before the judicial judge, all the motions that have been filed, all motions have 
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been on behalf of CC -- in favor of CCEC. And so we feel our appeal is very good and warrants a further 
consideration by the OOE. We do not like the idea that in DEIS Vollll!e IV, Appendhc-10, where hazardous 
waste that. is associated with the SSC 1s already considered to be entanbed 1nto the Last Chance 
factlity. 

We think it's presuq>tuous on their part to say they will use the facility when in fact the appeals are 
still pending. 

I would like -- we brought that up at the scoping hearing, and I would like to bring it up now because 
I see tt hasn't been changed, and I think it's very i~rtant. 

Another thing that's -- just to add to our testimony -- It's the Fort Morgan Times, there is an article. 
You might have some time to read it tonight. Front page. Study shows contaminants would move quickly 
in water tf the BFI d1.111p leaks. 

NC1111, instead of t3king time here and going into detail, I wish you would read that. \rle will send you a 
copy of that later in case you fail to get a copy here. It's a study that just supports our contentions 
since 1980. We are spar-sely settled. True, we don't have very many people in the area. And until nOlll 
when the state off1cials are finally listening, and so I believe since the SSC site sits within six 
miles of the hazardous waste site, that it could cause real problems in the future. 

We cannot figure out how Colorado Could be chosen if the site is already operational. I mean you just 
don't put $4.4 billion project downstream from a site, and especially after you read what the water 
results are, and the water flOlll and such. 

So, are there any questions? 

OR. NELSEN: Yes, Mr. Baker. We appreciate your bringing this stuff in. And I want to clarify and not 
try ~nd put words in your mouth. But essentially the contents and extent of your cannent is to the 
effect the BFI hazardous waste facility would have on the SSC; ts that correct? 

MR. BAKER' That's right. 

DR. NELSEN~ Where you are really focusing ts in Chapter 10 where we are sort of accepting the fact, if 
that's the case, we are accepting the fact that the hazardous waste facility is there and necessarily 
so. 

HR. BAKER: Correct. Because really it is -- they are doing construction, but that's at their own cost 
and their own gamble, so to speak. Now the appeal could be cCJnpletely reversed, and there is another 
appeal with the county, at the county level. The county comntsstoners, we felt back in 1984, were 
wrong in issuing a CO to this canpany, because it did not meet the regulation at the time. That's in 
the appellate court. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. Mr. Baker. 

MR. BAKER' Thank you. 

DR. NELSEN: Oh, one nDre -- if it's necessary, where could we get nK>re information on any aspects of 
th ls? 

HR. BAKER: If you contact me, I will give you all the information I can. 

MR. EIGUREN' Thank you. 

Next comnenter is Bill Weatherill, who is the Superintendent of Schools for Brush. 

582 STATEMENT OF BILL WEATHERILL 

MR. WEATHERILL: Good afterooon. My nana ts Bill Weather-ill. I am the Superintendent of Brush Public 
Schools. My mailing address is Post Office Box 585, Brush, Colorado 80723. 

On behalf of the board of directors of Brush Public Schools, our staff, students and the entire Brush 
CClmllnity, may we express our most sincere gratitude for the opportunity to appear before you this 
afternoon, and express our thanks for allowing us to tell the Colorado story. 

Those of us 1n the Brush school system, made up of comm.Jnities of S)'1lder, Hillrose. Gary and Brush, are 
· extramely proud and appreciative of the opportunity we have in working tn such a ftne school system and 
with such a progr-essive and open conmunity. 

From our enterprising city councils to our forward-looking fire departments and hospital districts, our 
CDllll.lnlty is CQn\)rtsed of genu1ne western hospitality and spirited with the attitude of doers and goers. 
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This attitude and environment has all°"'ed Brush Public Schools to be heralded as one of Colorado's 
premier small school district, and has afforded the yout~ of our district to be highly competitive in a 
complex society. 

With a diverse and comprehensive well rounded curriculum, Brush handily scores at or above the national 
and state norms in nationally recognized student assessrrents with particular emphasis stressed in nathe
mat tcs and science. 

The future of our c0!111lUnity will be in the hands of our graduates where traditionally 50 to 60 percent 
move on to higher education. And it is with this spot of the future that we offer testimony this after
noon in strong support of the Superconducting Super Callider for making Colorado its home. 

Brush Public Schools embraces a K through 12 student body of 1,256 students who are housed in two e1e
mentaries, a middle school and one senior high school. It employs a staff of 87 teachers, seven adninis
trators and 59 full-time or part-time classified employees. The l,256 students are the lowest nu~ber 
the district has experienced since reorganization of Colorado school districts in the 1970s. 

In the draft of the Environmental Impact Statarent, it projects that 700 people· ages 5 
choose to, with their fdmilies, live in Morgan County if the SSC locates in Colorado. 
35 percent of the students attending public and elementary secondary schools in Morgan 
chosen Brush to further their education. 

through 17 will 
Approximately 

County have 

If this 35 percent figure is consistent, and we feel that it is, then the SSC project will imp.:ict the 
Brush district with 245 additional students, pushing our enrollment to 1.501 students. In Volume IV, 
Appendil< 14, 14.1.2 - 3.2, on page 58, it states, "The need for provision of expanded local public 3er
vices during the construction and operational phases would substantially impar,t existing services 
within the conmunities neighboring the SSC site.". 

Gentlemen, we strongly feel that the SSC site would not substantially impact the Brush public school 
district. lrr 1972, the district housed 1,628 students in approximately 25,000 less square footage of 
classroom space than we today house with 1.256 students. 

As you can see, it would be fairly credible to say we can accoornodate an additional 245 students with 
only reasonable difficulty. 

We do not feel, as stated in Volume IV, Appendix 14.1.3.2, it is unlikely that in this predcminantly 
rural county would be able to absorb such growth without substantial focused effort. 

Well, gentlemen, in Brush Public Schools, we always focus on kids. However, it would not take a sub
stantial effort to accotTJ:"lodate tne SSC project. 

I can assure you we in the eastern sector of Morgan County are elated with the thought and sincerely 
welcome the opportunity of the SSC coming to our comnunity. We, in Colorado, if afforded the opportu
nity, can and will produce. We in the Brush Public School System are very similar to the Union Pacific 
Railroad when we are approached on the impact of the SSC. We can handle it. 

Thank you once again for the opportunity to appear before you this afternoon. 

DR. NELSEN: Mr. Weatherill, would you submit those figures for ·the record? 

MR. WEATHERILL: Certainly. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you, Mr. Weatherill. 

Our next comnenter is David Graff on behalf of the local housing cornnission. 

STATEMENT OF DAVID GRAFF 

MR. GRAFF: I'm David Graff. I live at 18 Nancy Street here in Fort Morgan. I am a homebuilder, land 
development. I spent my last 32 years doing that. I've done a few projects here in Fort Morgan, and 
I'll tell you we did about a 190-unit mobile park. It's called lancinark. It's on the south side of 
town that we still have. We've built about 270 houses over in the northeast corner of town. Did 
another 185-unit mobile part, m0bi1e subdivision which they all have garages and complete setups that 
way. 

And what I wanted to address you about --

MR. ElGUREN: Mr. Graff, excuse me, sir. Could you speak a bit more into the microphone. We can't 
record it over hcere. Thank you. 
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MR. GRAFF: Tl;e abtltty of the impact. or that we think we can handle the t~act of needing to build 
400 houses or 900 houses. 

I'll give you four examples of what we did during the early 1950's. We had the oil boan that came to 
town. We had about 500 workers came into that thing. And by the time we got drilling pretty good, 
then of course we started in on product ton. We had work over unit people, and in fact we still have 
these today. 

Fort Margan 1s sort of a hub between Cklahoma and Montana. It goes all the way through. It's quite a 
loop that goes through here, and so consequently when that impact came, we didn"t have any problem tak
ing care of that. 

Then in the late '60s, we had a beef plant COOi! to town, which we still have. Started out with about 
ZOO people. Now the ""Jlloyment is up In the 1,100 category and tt-ey have one of the newest breaking 
plant systems probably than any packing house ·1n the state. 

In the 1970's Century Housing cane to town, which ts a manufactured house builder. They started out 
with 111>biles. Now they are doing mostly factory built stuff. They enployed about 275 people when 
they're running pretty full capacity. They can produce about four houses a day on a eight-hour shift. 
And so that gives you an idea of what we did up to the ttme. 

Then 1n 1977 and '78, here come the Pawnee Power Plant, public service built a 500-megawatt electric 
power plant in Brush which you know about. But anyway, the work force there got up as Don A.-nent said, 
around 2,239 people. I talked to -- as a matter of fact, I sold some houses to -- the prime con
tractor, Ebasco Construction, and they were in -- those nllllbers are pretty near right, or even maybe on 
it, to 2,500, and we didn't have any trouble acconmodating those. 

Then we have -- one of the things, we have a lot of lots avatlable in Fort Horgan, or Brush, Wiggins, 
log Lane, that are developed to the point of where we have approximately 600 lots that you could go 
down tonr)rrow and get building pennits on. They are that far along. I mean, they have water, sewer, 
gas~ electric on them. We have another 600 lots that are platted. According to the county assessor, 
might -- it's about 1,187 lots. But anyway, these lots are tn different stages of developnent, and 
they are all platted to where probably tf you had four working months of good weather, you could 
ccmplete those lots and have than ready to build on. And with the factory housing today, it's not hard 
for a four-man crew to take a factory house and put it together and have it ready to go in five working 
days. It works that fast. 

So as far as handling the 1q>act of being able to develop housing fast enough, along with the mobile 
parks, I think we can do it. 

We even did a little t~rary RY park for the Pawnee Power Plant. We had -- w"1en the gentleman fran 
Wyantng was saying that they could help us out on the thing. They were here during Pawnee. They would 
bring their little RVs down and park them, and go hane on weekends, and Colorado Springs, Pueblo. We 
had those -- you know, you can do a lot of things if you have to during a work construction phase. 
Then when you get into the long-tenn thing, you're going to have a lot more time to get all that stuff 
ready, and I'm sure there will be a lot more land available too. 

Thanks for your time. 

HR. EIGU!EN: Thank you. 

Next conmenter is the City Manager of Fort Morgan, Glenn Calvert . 

.564 STATEMENT OF GLENN CALVERT 

HR. CALVERT: Thank you for this opportunity ond .. lcane to Fort Morgan. I om Glenn C..lvert. My 
mailing {copy missing) 80701. I have submitted copies of these statenents and the references for your 
availability up at the front desk. 

Fort Morgan ts an all service ctty supplying electricity, natural gas, water, sanitation, solid waste 
collect ton both inside and outside the corporate boundaries of the city. The infrastructure wtthtn the 
city and on the fringe areas ts in excellent condition serving the present population and prepared to 
serve any future growth that would occur from Colorado being selected as the site for the SSC project, 
in E.IS 495185212, excuse •· 

The electric system, the distribution and transmission system leading tnto and within the City of Fort 
Morgan ts in A-one condttton. Our substation capactty in place will accaimodate 37.5 megawatts. Our 
present peak loading ts 22 megawatts. The power supply ts ava 1 lab le fran s tx generator suppl 1ers wt th 
all having excess generation for sale at reasonable rates. Fort Morgan has the lowest electric rates 
tn the State of Colorado. 
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Our natural gas system: Fort Morgan is a gas distributor purchasing natural gas fran the Colorado 
Interstate Gas Company. The distr1bution system, again, ts in excellent condition and serves gas both 
inside and outside the corporate boundaries in a certificated area proved by the Public Utilities 
Conmission. State of Colorado. We can accomnodate an imnediate growth and future growth without any 
problems. Our gas costs are ~titive with other suppliers in the area. 

Our wastewater treatment plant and our collection system: Fort Morgan does own and operate the sewage 
treatment facilities and the collection system. Our wastewater treatment plant has a capacity of 3.6 
million gal/d, and the present loading is 2.4 mgd. We have consistently met the NPDES pennit 
requirements as required by the permit and acbinistered by the State of Colorado Health Department. 

Fort Morgan's sewage fees are reasonable and generally less than comparable other city charges. The 
solid waste: Fort Morgan operates and owns the equipment for solid waste collection, the fees being 
reasonable and generally less than con.,arable cities. 

The solid waste is delivered to the Morgan County landfill "'ich 'has a projected life of 2S to 50 
years. The city would and does work very well with Horgan County. Fort Morgan would have no problem 
with imnediate or future growth. 

Our water supply and the quality of the water at fort Morgaf'!: Fort Morgan has an a111>le supply of 
potable water for the present population and future ar.ticlpated growth that may cane frCJfl the SSC 
proposed project and other growth that we anticipate. The water has a hardness of 47 graios. It is 
healthful for drinking and suitable for household use. 

The water system is in excellent condition due_ to an ongoing upgrade of groundwater wells, control 
system, hydrants, water mains, and standby power ~nits in an effort to obtain an IOS rating for 
insurance purposes. 

Fort Morgan also has purchased 3,806 unit$ of Colorado Big Thanpson water to begin upgrading the 
quality of water. This is enough water to supply the consumptive use at the present ti~ in Fort 
Morgan and also will take care of sane anticipated growth. 

We wi 11 a ls·o cont tnue to purchase more units of CST water or other water units for amp le water reser\leS 
for future growth. 

In our streets, contrary to the statement made ln Section EIS Volune IV. Appendix 14, page 27, 
addressing Colorado, Fort Morgan streets will not decrease to unacceptable levels. The city is in its 
fifth year of a seven-year major street rehabilitation program. The major rehabilitation ts designed 
to twndle future growth and i~ts capable of accomnodating a 25.000 population. Under no circum
stances would the City allow-the streets to fall apart with or without the SSC. 

In closing, Fort Morgan has the staff, equii:xnent and financial ab1lity to handle any grO!ftth, imnedlate 
or future. that would CCJRe frcin the siting of ~he SSC in Colorado. 

With that, I thank you, gentlellefl. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. 

Our next conmenteor is Harold Davisson, Chief of Police of Fort Morgan . 

.576 STATEMENT OF HAROLO DAVISSON 

MR. DAVISSON: Gentlemen, good afternoon. 

Thank you for giving ire this opportunity to testify, and I have w_ritten statements I will present. My 
name is Harold Davisson. I'm Chief of Police of Fort Morgan Police Department. I reside at 426 Dahlia 
Street, Fort Morgan. Colorado. I started working for the Police Oepartirent in May of 1959. 

In reviewinQ the draft of the environmental impact statement, I would like to expand on 14.1.3.8, second 
paragraph, section D. DEIS, Voll.Ille 14, Appendix 4 [sic]. I'm paraphrasing the followjng: At the local 
level. howevef', ad-terse i1f1Jacts tn sane of the small cort111unities close to the site could be exacerbated 
by the ccablned ""'acts of other projects. For •'"'""le, If the proposed postponed 
expamt--on- of the Pawnee Power Plant between F1>rt Jlbrgan and Brush were to occur du'ring the construction 
of the SSC, these snall tC*nS would experience even greater difficulty absorhtng the substantial 
i~cts expected. 

During IRY ~lo)tnent with- the Police Department, I have experienced several canruntty iq>acts including 
the Pawnee comJtruction. We handled that impact without major difficulty and did not add personnel. 
We rea llze there wl 11 be llnpact but .., con handle thot impact. 

The city of Fort Morgan and the Police Department for future and growth and modernization. In March 
1986, the city c~leted a new police adninistration building at a_ cost of $1,015,000. First of all, 
the Fort Morgan City Counc-il had very wisely set aside capital t~rovement "IOn·ies and the building was 

VOl.213068835 IIA.2-60 fEIS Volume !IA 



Proceedings 
Colorado 

paid for on canpletion. There was a lot of planning and study done before this construction to make 
sure that the building could handle future needs for the Department. The building has approximately 
16,654 square feet; 8.878 square feet is developed and used. Seven thousand six hundred and fifty-four 
square feet is in the unfinished basement for expansion, so 46 percent of the building 1s unfinished 
for growth. 

lhe but)ding ts designed to allow much growth without expanding tnto the unfinished area, and it ts so 
designed to give a lot of flexibility of expansion when needed. 

The city of fort Morgan beccime involved tn formatting the Morgan County Ccmrunications Center which is 
state of the art in cClmllntcattons. The system includes conflUtertzed dispatch and police management 
records. Morgan County Camklntty College ts 1 satellite for the Colorado Law Enforcement Training 
Academy. This gives us the opportunity to train officers and get them certified within the mandatory 
334 hours. 

Having this capability \s a very strong asset tn the event that we would need to train additional 
personnel. In-service training could also be expanded to handle addtttonal training. The Inter
national Association of Chiefs of Police has also available many programs and a conttnuous training 
program that we utilize and will continue to use as the department grows. The Colorado Association of 
Chiefs of Police has a technical comnittee that Is available to the Police Department and assisting 
agencies with any types of problems that occur. The expertise that is available is tremendous. 

The Fort Morgan Police Department has experienced growth over the years ""d continues to plan for 
future growth. The 9111>loyees of the Fort Morgan Police Department are excited about the Super Collider 
and a.re ready for the Superconducting Super Collider project. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIG!JlEN: Thank you. 

That coo,;iletes our list of pre-registered cementers. But we have two- \ndividuals ....+io regtstered at 
the door when they came in this afternoon that would like to ccmnent. 

The first is Barbara Scl"midt. 

686 STATEMENT OF BARBARA SC114IDT 
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MS. SCHMIDT: Gentlanen, I thank you. I'm glad to be here. I'm Mrs. Ray Schmidt. I live on a fann in 
Adams County on Route 43, Section 6, Township l, Range 61 West. 

My address Is Route 1, Box 38, Strassburg, Colorado. 

We are one of the few in the minority here. As fanners in mid-Northern Adams County, a county only 18 
miles wide with the area that Denver ts annexing for the airport and with the--d1111p that they're having 
out here in Adams County and for several other things, and the Collider, we feel that this will be a 
burden on the agriculture that is left. 

There are existing roads that could-be used. Colorado 52 ts only 7.-5 miles north of the proposed road 
and runs alrn:ist direct to the Collider site. Also, U.S. Highway 36 on the South could have an access 
road to the site. We feel this would be better than building a road through this small, 18 mile wide 
county. f'Water for the Coll1der wlll take water that is now providing danestic water and water for 
agricUTture. Any time that you buy water or purchase it from another source. saneone has to give up 
their wat~ feel that the collider should be placed where it will not conflict with agriculture 
and where roads could be built that will not be cutting up one small area. 

I don't know if anyone has thought about this. but we live out in the middle of nowhere, and I knOl'f 
that when we have these Colorado blizzards, you're going to have people stranded along this road because 
it will be not near any towns. You'll find the small towns along ~ighway 70, we'll find 40 to 50 people 
stranded sometimes tn a snow storm. Along this new road proposed you will have people stranded in a 
bad stonn. Should the days of the old dust stonns cOll'llt back, you will also have people stranded and 
you will not be able to see where you're going. With all the things now in Adams County. we feel that 
this ts too much for one small county. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. Mrs. Sct'mtdt. 

Our final CCJllTIE!nter for this afternoon's hearing ts Frank Showengerdt. 

STATEMENT OF Ill\. FRANK SHO\IEHGEROT 

OR. SHOWENGEROT: Good afternoon. I'm Frank Showengerdt, Chainnan of the Physics Department of the 
Colorado School-of Mines. lhat's Golden, Colorado 80401. In case you don't already know it, the 
Colorado School of Mines is om! of the leading institutions in the United States in education and 
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research .in minerals, energy and inatarials. All of these major thrust areas of the school are very 
genlllne and can contribute greatly and benefit greatly frcn the SSC. 

Colorado School of Mines has participated fully tn the p1"0p0Sal for the SSC fmA 1ts inception, 
primarily through our geotechn1cal expertise but we also have a strong physics department with major 
thrusts in materials research. optics and nuclear physics. So we stand to both be able to contribute 
and to benefit fMllll the SSC In thot regard. 

But my canments this afternoon are ll'l)re of a personal nature. I .auld like to make a couple eonments 
about envtromentali• 1n Colorado frt111 MY perspective, and the broader environinent, fncludtng the 
higher educational infrastructure, also from my perspecttve. 

I ha'W'e personal experience with envirormentalissn in Colorado, having fought for the last ten )ears 
against a nll'llber of onerous developments near the Golden area. I'm knowledgeable 1n dust control and 
radioactivity. I've testified tn many cases before the Jefferson County Comnisstoners. 

I've read this Envirot1'!lefltal Impact Statement and I have found essentially no h11>acts on the environ
ment c°""ared to most of the issues that I've been involved wtth. As you probably already know, 
Colorado fa indeed a hot bed of envfroomental activism fran the early days when thts State rejected the 
Winter Ol~pics in the early 70's to the current battles over Rocky Flats and Two Forks Dam. Whenever 
there ts an environmental tssue of any ktnd, auditorit.11\S like this are generally filled to capacity in 
thfs State. 

The fact that there's alioost no one here and practically no n*ttve comnents 1 think pretty well lays 
to rest at least the phystcal environmental concem. From a broader perspective, the broader environ
ment, others have ~ddressed this officially but I'd like to gtve you an insider's perspective about the 
higher education infrastructure tn thls state and the cooperation between the institutions of higher 
education. 

Besides being ChainM.n of the Physics Department of the Colorado School of Mines, I'm also a Chairman 
of the State's Advanced Mater1als Institute, Chairman of the Board of Directors. That Institute con
sists of a consortit.m of four universities in the State led by the Colorado School of Mines, also in
cluding Colorado State University, University of Colorado at Boulder, and the University of Denver. 

Ve list· as contr1but1ng members SCJne of the State's largest corporations including Amex. Boeing Aerospace, 
Adolph Coors, Visual Equ11X'lent, IBM, Mansville, Martin Marietta, and others. 

In our five-year existence, ..,e have taken a small arount of money from the State and frm local 
industry, invested that in advanced matertals research throughout these four universities in Colorado, 
and we have been able to leverage that to generate a total research voll.lfle now which is over $20 
million 1n advanced materials research. 

Superconductivity, high temperature superconductivity represents a very major fraction of that materials 
research, both within the Institute and at the Colorado School of Mines. In faC:t, one narber of our 
Department, John «i:refney, evaluated the i~act of high t~rature :superconductor developrents on the 
SSC a couple of years ago for the Governors' Task Force. 

3' So the Advanced Materials Institute is only one exa~le in this State of how the four universities coop
erate. Others are in biotechnology. artificial intelligence, telecOQimUnications, and many other areas. 
I think. AMI shows the kind of cooperation that universities would bring to bear on the SSC. And speak
ing for the Physics Department at the Colorado School of Mines and the Advanced- Materials Institute.- we 
are ready. willing and able to help out with the SSC. 

Thank you. 

HR. EIGLREN: Thark yoo. 

ladies and gentlemen, that concludes the afternoon hearing on the DEIS for the Superconductor Super 
Collider project. 

We will rest.me -.,tth the evening hearing in this auditorttan at 7:00 p.m. this evening. 

And before we formally close,, ['ve been asked to announce that if you would like to have dinner here at 
the school, tt is available out in the comnons area ju$t outside the cbor for a cost of three dollars. 
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(Whereupon, at 5:34 p.m., the hearing was recessed, to reconvene 'he same day, Thursday. Septenber 29 
1988, at 7:00 p.m., in the sane place.) 
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(Septenller 29, 1988: 7:00 p.m.) 

DR. TEMPLE: Good evening. want to welcome you to the Department of Energy's public hearing on the 
draft Environmental I~ct Statement, the EIS. for the Superconducting Super Collider, the SSC. My 
name is Ed T~le, and I am the Executive Director of the SSC S1te Task Force. I am also the presiding 
official for this hearing. 

The purpose of my brief remarks ts to tell you why we are all here. After my remarks, I will ask our 
session moderate~. Mr. Eiguren, to outline how we will conduct our meeting this evening. 

The purpose of this hearing ts to give interested citizens an opportunity to comnent in person on the 
Department's draft EIS on the SSC. This hearing is not your only opportunity. You may also send us 
your written corrments, which irust be postmarked by October 17, 1988. 

We want you to know that we are sincerely interested in hearing your conments on this doca.anent, and 
that each of your cCITll'lents will be considered and responded to in the final EIS. 

let me refresh your memories regarding the SSC site selection process. In January 1987, President 
Reagan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced, and construction funds were requested fran 
Congress. In April 1987, the Department issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently 
received 43 proposals and 36 of those were found to be qualified. 

The proposals were forwarded to a Joint Comnittee of the National Academy of Sciences and the National 
Academy of Engineering for further evaluation. Based on the criteria in the invitation, the Academies 
reconmended a best qualified list, BQL, of eight sites to the Department. One of these proposals was 
later withdrawn by the proposer. 

Following the review and verification of the Academies' recannendations, Secretary Herrington announced 
the best qualified list including the Colorado site proposal on January 19, 1988. Three days later on 
January 22nd, the DOE formally announced that it would develop an EIS on the proposed SSC. This followed 
an advance notice of intent which had been issued in Hay of 1987. 

In February 1988, we held scoping meetings in each of the seven states to obtain public cament on the 
nature and scope of the environmental issues to be considered in the EIS. Scoping meetings were held 
here in Colorado on February 12th at this Fort Morgan High School auditorium. 

The DOE received some 2,100 cannents on the scope of the EIS. These·conments were considered in the 
preparation of the draft EIS. And now following public hearings here and 1n the other BQL states. we 
will develop the final EIS to be issued in December of this year. 

The draft EIS evaluates and canpares four types of alternatives, site alternatives, technical alterna
tives, programnatic alternatives, and the no action alternative. In thls event, site alternatives meant 
the seven locations identified on the BQL. Technical alternatives were the possibility of using differ
ent teci'vlology, different equipment, or different facility configurations. Programnattc alternatives 
considered the use of other accelerators. international corroboration, or project delay. The no-action 
alternative meant the option not to construct the SSC. 

The draft EIS identifies and analyzes the potential environmental consequences expected to occur fran 
siting, constructing and operating the SSC at any one of the seven site alternatives. These sites are 
located in Arizona, Colorado. Illinois. Michigan, North Carolina. Tennessee, and Texas. 

The draft EIS provides as much infonnation as possible at this stage of the project development regard
ing the potential environmental i~cts of construction and operation of the SSC at each of the alterna
tive sites. However. the DOE recognizes that further review under NEPA, the National Environmental 
Policy Act, ts appropriate prior to beginning the actual construction or operation of the proposed SSC. 

Accordingly, following selection of a site of a proposed SSC. the DOE will prepare a supplement to this 
EIS to address 1n more detail the impacts of constructing and operating the proposed SSC at the selected 
site. We will also identify alternatives where possible for mitigating those environmental i~acts. 

let me tell you a little bit about the draft EIS. This ·ts a large document containing more than 4.00D 
pages. It is organized into four volumes. Volume I is entitled Environmental l~act Statement. Voliine 
II is the cament resolution document, and ts reserved for our response to public cannents. and is for 
publication in the final EIS only. · 

Volume III describes the methodology for site selection. And Voll.Ille IV contains sixteen appendices 
providing detailed presentations of technical information which back up the conclusions in the Environ
mental Impact Statement. 
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CCJ11nents received at this hearlng_ w-111 be used hy the- DOE to prepare a final EIS to be issued· in 
necsnber. This doc.anent wi.11 identify- the Depar.tment.'·s preferred sites.. No sooner than- 30 days after 
the final £I~ is dfstrlbuted. the, Department wt.ll- pultltsb fts record of decis·ion- which will include 
the final site selection and ccxnplete the site selection process. 

Tonight we wi 11 use a professional rroderato.r ta ensure a fa·ir and- orderly proceeding. Measures have 
been taken to permit the maxtnum- opportunity for interested cit-izens to uti 1 iz-e this sess ton for ex
pressing their conments. We urge all participants ln tonigbt.'s·. meeting to focus their conments on the 
dr!ft ElS arrd avafd or m1n1mize statements a-imed sole-ly a.t expf'essing. oppes1-t1on or support fOr the 
proposa 1. 

Whi1e all ccrrmentS- w111 becane part of the: fonnal record of- this proceeding. those speci·-fieally address.
Ing tha draft EIS will be ntost useful to the DOE in pn!parh1g tha, final dac"""nt. 

As l noted· earrfer. in add1tton to this oppol!'tuni-ty. for. a-1:1 CCllRRts, incfividua-lS may 8'lso provide wr1t'
ten cooments to tha DOE. These should be postmarked by October 17, 1988, the end of tha formal 45-day 
coor.ent period. to ensure that the.y· wtll be cons.idered- tn the preparation' of the final EIS. \le will. 
however, consider caments recei-Yed a-fter that date to· the extent possible~ 

One final ~rd on the role of- the EIS iri. the $.lte select.ion- processw The National Env·iromenta-l Policy· 
Act, NEPA. requires that enviromenta.1 impacts· be CtwtSklerect by Federal decision makers· tn taking major 
Federal acticms. with potential en.v,trofllWl-ta.1 consequences~ An- EIS is. one of the me-thods usecf tcr do
this analysts. provtding for public ccmnent and· pa:rtieipatkln and to. make a fina-1 decisiOTt that meets 
the HEPA requirements. The EIS w111 be considered by the Secretary in making the site selection. 

Thank- you in advance for your interest and patticipattorr. Let me now. introduce Mr-. Eiguren who will 
describe how· we wi 1 l conduct ton-ight' s session. 

MR'. E!Gtl!Elt: Tliank you, Dr. T-le. 

My name is Roy Eiguren. and. I am. an. attor-ney in private practice ·with- the· law firm of l 1ndsay. Kart. 
Net 1 & \ileigJer. And. we. have off iceS- in- Seattle. Wash,ington:r Port.land', Oregon; S-a:n· Francisco, 
California; and· Boise. tdaho~ 

My practice and that of our law firm is heavily concentrated in the area of energy a.nd envirorwnental 
law. Both tn private practice as. well as i.n prior govemrrenta'l sery,tce. I haye- had over- a decade's 
worth of experience on stther concklcting. OF partie:ipating in a sigai.ficarrt rurber of Nati-ona l Envfron
menta l Policy Act hearing! such as tha ona that we...., conducting her"' today. 

I have been retained' by the Department of Energy as a moderator for th1s and the otfier hea.ffngs on the 
draft EnvironmentaJ Impact Statement on the Super.conductf:ng Super ~lltder p1>0ject. I am not an 
~loyee of' the Department. nor ant [ an advocate~ for or. aga-irts:t· the' Oepar.tment•·s proposed actton- in 
this· proceeding. Rather my sfng.le. express. purpose is: to sei:·v1e· as an independent~ unbiased' anct' 
object1ve- tnd'iv-idual to moderate the hear·fngs. 

My primary role is to help assure tf:ta_t the Depa.rtnettt of Energy; fuJly c:anp-lfes w-ith the letter and spirit 
of NEPA-, so as· to- allow a.11 individuals. and organiza-ttons. a fair- and equal oppo-rtun-i·ty to cament on 
the reeord re-lattve to the Departaent 's proposed. ac.tien·~ 

As Dr. Temple stated, the purpose of this hearing ts to gtve all interested citizens an opportunity to 
conment on the record relat.ive to- the Department of Enef'§y·"s dr.a-ft Env·iromenta·l Impact· Statement for 
the SSC project. 

In February. the Department of Energy conducted and 1 moderated a scoping meeting here in this auditcu:1um 
to hear ccmnent from fndfviduals and organfzations on what Issues they felt should be- con-stdered jn the 
preparation of the draft Envirormental Impact Statement. 

Haw that the llepartneot ""5 prepared that draft EIS. It, s...U cOlllTIO¢ once agaf»' on ft. Irr particular, 
we are seeking spectfic ccmnent on. i'ssues.·the.t menbers of tha pubiltc- fi!e-l a~ nrle't'ant and should be 
considered by the Ol!partment of· E"ner.g_,Y. pr1o"° to-fint1\i-z.1n11 tbe· e1tw-tromlental! impact sta-tement and setec.t
ing- ftS' pre-f"errecf s-fte for the SSC project. 

This 1s a record proceeding. That is to say that everything th4t ts being sa.id at th-t.s as- well as the 
other draft EIS hearings held fn other states is being recorded by a court reporter who is here in the 
front of the roan. the court; reporter. .wi H make o, verbatln> 11•-ipt of' a H 0C111111nt!s recewect and· 
submit the • ..,. to t.he Dopa.:tment of' Ener!l!f for frw:,ltalondn the fl<lai) l'l!COl'tl of th.fs p1 oceeding-. The 
Secretary of' fnergy's decfs.t·on. rela.ti.ve t0i this.matter W!tlf: be.basedi 111i large- paFt Uport the- tnfonnatton 
contained· in- that" record'. 
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Tonight though. I want to correct what I find to be a serious error in conclusions drawn about this 
area's ability to handle SSC-related growth. Morgan County in northeast Colorado has the ability and 
the capacity to acca;;nodate SSC-related population growth wtth little difficulty. 

This area has experienced a proven successful track record in dealing with the effects of rapid popu~a
tion growth. We mentioned both the oil boom in the 1950's and the Pawnee Power Plant in 1978-1979, the 
modular housing factory in the 1970's, the meat packing industry that moved into Horgan c~unty both 
pork and beef in the 1960's, and we were able to take care of the ilJl)act of that growth. In part as a 
result of past boans, there ls plenty of capacity ln Morgan County comnunitles to meet SSC's related 
housing and public seivice needs. 

The report's conclusions about our ability to meet SSC housing needs are based in part u~on an assumption 
that we have a small sca1e county c~n3tructton industry. That assumption is simply not true. 

First, the county construction industry does not limit its business only to Morgan County. It bids 
jobs throughout the northeast Colorado region, the Front Ran~e. and in surrounding states. I. as a 
contractor on electrical distribution lines, do bid on service ~rk in Wycxnir.g, Colorado. Nebraska, and 
Kansas. 

Second, that contractors frcm other towns in northeast Colorado, frcm Denver ar.d fran other states, 
even including California, bid for jobs in the county. We have had on our courthouse expansion and 
judicial complex out-of-county contractors that dld that with subcontractors frcxn the metropolitan 
area. I assure you that contractors up and down the Front Range and throughout the nation are ready to 
jlr.lp if Colorado wins the project. 

Our past experience has also ta~ght us that the effects of a boan will disperse throughout the region. 
There are sane very basic differences between the West and other parts of the country. One difference 
ls that we are not relatively isolated, that we are part of a regional network. We have a-hane in Fort 
Morgan, and manY of them do. Sane of them have a job in Sterling, some have a job in Denver. Some 
have a dentist in Greeley, and some have a hospital tn Greeley. Some of them have a doctor in Brush. 
So we do have that ability and robillty. 

Second, we are a highly mobile group of people. and we know that what counts cut here is not how far 
but how long. People who live in this area drfve as a normal every day practice fran 40 to 60 miles to 
their job site. And as a, man who has spent mllCh of the last fifteen years comnuting betwP-en Fort Morgan 
Qnd Denver, I can tell you that it takes at most half as tllJCh time to cover the same distance out here 
as it does tn sane urban areas. The final EIS should report distances and average driving time rathE<r 
than miles. 

Third, comnut1ng 65 miles on the open road ts not stressful. It gives )IOU tine to think. In fact, it 
may be the n:iost peaceful tirre and the least stressful part of your day. And surely. I know about that 
in my fifteen years that I drove to Denver for the legislative. It gave me time to think before I get 
there. 

Ta sunmarize, the draft EIS inaccurately portrays canT1.1nittes in this area as remote and isolated small 
towns that lack the capability and the capacity to deal with SSC related growth. The final EIS should 
show correctly and state tr.at we are a part of a web of cam1.1ntttes that extends to the metro area and 
also ac.ross the state 1 ines. That there ts an interdependency of the infrastructure and the serv tees 
in the region, and that we have both the capacity and the proven track record to manage SSC-related 
growth with minimi.m disruption to our comnunities or to SSC personnel. 

I thank. you for the opportunity to appear. 

HR. EIGLl!EN: Thank you. 

Our next comnenter is Candace N. Stowell. 
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KS. STOWELL: Thank you. My nanw ts Candace Stowell. I'm here on behalf of the Adams County Planning 
and Development Services Department. The address is 4955 East 14th Avenue, Catrnerce City. 

First, we'd like to say that Adams County is very much in support of the SSC project, but because of 
the nature of the hearing tonight we' 11 make some cannents specific to the draft EIS. 

First, we are concerned that the socto-econantc iq:>act of the SSC and related development has been por
trayed as negative upon Adams County. It ts assumed that the county wi 11 be negatively iq>acted finan
cially because of the cost of constructing "infrastructure improvements requfred to accoomodate SSC 
related growths." · 
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Though 1t is true that infrastructure needs to be constructed to acconrnodate this adduced develcprrent 
secondary to the develoi:inent of the SSC itself. the county would not bear thes9 costs. Development is 
required to "pay tts °""'way." It would be the developer who would make the vast majority of the road 
and utility i111>roverrents. 

Secondly. we are concerned with the statement that •·aggregate resources in the Denver area are not 
abundant." It is incorrect to infer that the currently pennitted mining operations represent the 
entire supply of aggregate resources in the area. locations of additional aggregate materials ~ave 
been identified by the Colorado Geological Survey throughout the metro region. 

Another point we'd like to bring up. The draft EIS refers to a construction schedule for the Two Forks 
Water Supply project, beginning between 1990 and 1995. That schedule has been brought tnto question, 
and therefore any hlJTlan and aggregate resources previously allocated for the Two forks project would be 
available for the SSC. 

The third point we'd like to mention is that the population forecasts tend to place a very heavy enphasis 
on workers locating 1n Horgan County. Many more workers than projected in this table may chose to reside 
in approximate portions of the Denver metropolitan area, where the school facilities and a safficient 
housing supply already exist, and cannute, of course, to the SSC site. 

If this 1s true, the negative t~acts on the Morgan County are assumed in the draft EIS, such as short
ages of housing and educational facilities, could be significantly less than anticlpated. 

In relation to the Adams County canprehensive plan, we would like to point out that even though the SSC 
project area is designated as agricultural production in our comprehensive plan, the county understands 
that certain changes will occur as the SSC is constructed. This is why Adams, Morgan and ~ashington 
counties have entered 1nto an intergovernmental agreement to provide current and long-range planning 

5 for the SSC area. 
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This cooperative planning effort, formalized by intergovernmental contract, will allow for and anticipate 
development while at the same time hope to attain the greatest possible arrount of productive agricultural 
land. 

Finally, we are concerned with the SSC decomnission plan, which proposes that the facility be closed 
down and all the constructed facilities to be removed. We think it would be prudent to· investigate 
alternative uses for the buildings ~nd other facilities after the SSC project is completed. It is recom
mended that over the life of the SSC project future uses for the SSC area be studied and examined. 

And that's basically our conments. We have sent a letter to Or. Hess with these same camients. Thank 
you. 

DR. NELSEN: Candace, I didn't get your last name. 

Was it --

HS. STOWELL: Sto...11? 

DR. NELSEN: S-T-0 --

MS. STOWELL: W-E-L-L. 

DR. NELSEN: W-E-L-L. Some of your carments seen to be pointed towards specific sections. Do you have 
those noted so that that would be helpful to us if --

MS. STOWELL: have a copy of the letter here. 

OR. NELSEN: Fine. Okay, thank you. 

HS. STOWELL: Thank you. 

MR. EIGlREN: The next speaker is.Uriel Hauenberg . 

STATEMENT OF lRIEL NAUENBERG 

HR. NAUEHBERG: My name ts Uriel Nauenberg. I'm here to speak as a person that has been involved with 
the Colorado SSC project since the very beginning, and as a scientist in the field of high energy 
physics. 

It is a pleasure that we are meeting here to continue the dialogue between you, the manbers of the DOE, 
the local CCllTlllnity. and the state about the possibility of locating the SSC in this area. 
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The consequences of thts laboratory for the region in which its location, we all rea11ze, are major. 
Hence, tt ts important in this dialogue that it be thorough and no issues be left out. 

I'd like to point out the development of the field of research known as high energy physics in the last 
40 years has been, in one simple word, staggering. The present period of development with the 
concomitant construction of new and better accelerators has occurred under the leadership of the 
various agencies of the Federal goverrwnent, which after many changes in name are presently known as the 
Department of Energy and the National Science Foundation. 

You are to be conmended for the successful leadership and guidance in this effort. 

We are now at the mcmentous threshold of the government's approval for the construction of the SSC. 
You, the DOE, have carried out an extremely extensive series of reviews and discussions with the states 
in lllhich this laboratory may be located, in order to assure the success of every aspect of this work. 

I want to congratulate the DOE on how well this process has been progressing. Nevertheless, I ITIJst 
imnediately reassure you that I'm not here only to congratulate you, but also to point out, after all 
Mr. Chairman, tn spite of all DOE's successes, it is my duty to point out that both you and the members 
of this team are human. 

And so I nust point out sane of the incorrectness of sare of your concerns relative to the Colorado 
site as expressed in the EIS report, and to br1ng up some other points which I and many of my colleagues 
feel are extremely important and relevant to the successful construction and operation of the SSC labora
tory. I want to use this opportunity to bring then to your attention. 

The State of Colorado chose to begin the study of the location of a site extremely early in the pro
cess, about six years ago. As a result, we had enough time to carefully weigh all the issues th.!t 
should affect such a site. Our choice of a present site was carefully chosen to maximize the success 
of the construction of the operation of the SSC. 

The reasons for this assertion now follow. It is not accidental that we chase a site so that the 
detector holes are as close to the surface as possible. The latest design shows that we can have be~m 
tunnel heights at 50 feet below the surface in the region of the collider holes. Many of my research 
colleagues and I, during the 1988 Snownass meeting, came to the conclusion that having the detector 
holes near the surface is very important for the following reasons. 

Access to the floor of the detector holes is 111Jch simpler and therefore faster. For example, it can be 
accanplished by a simple graded road. Bringing in and putting together the various elements of the 
detectors should be much si""ler and hence cheaper. You rrust remember that the estimated cost of con
struction of all the detectors is about one billion dollars. Reducing the cost will be a benefit to 
a 11. 

Although it is not a pleasant topic to bring up, the possibility of the usual type of accidents that 
occur in the construction of large structures cannot be dismissed. We cannot eliminate the possibility 
of accidents, but we can certainly reduce the consequences of such. A shallow location of the detector 
holes reduces the access time of properly trained personnel and appropriate equipnEnt. Hence, it not 
only minimizes the risk to the workers in the area, but also reduces the magnitude of damage to the 
expensive detectors as well. 

At the risk of being repetitious, the safety aspects of the personnel working in the detector holes 
cannot be minimized. There is no doubt that their safety is far better if they have a direct exit to 
the outside through the doors or short stair spans when ccmpared to the problem they face if they are 
located 200, 300 or even rrore feet below the surface. 

I hope that you, the members of the DOE team, will make your colleagues aware of these concerns. We 
hope that the DOE during the deliberations that will decide where to locate the site will consider 
these issues appropriately. 

The superb quality of the geology of this site has been recognized by everybody in the scientific and 
geologic comnunity. I will not belabor this point any further. 

The EIS report indicates some flooding concerns, about the presence of Badger Creek near the various 
booster accelerators which are within about·3o feet of the surface and near the campus. This concern 
clearly does not reflect the realistic conditions in the area. First, let me point out that the last 
t lme there was a major flood in the Badger Creek area was in 1935. 

Second, the magnitude of that flood was such that the Water covered a Width of at most one thousand 
feet and a depth of at most four feet. Third, such a flood.occurred because there was no flood miti
gating constraints or structures in the area. In our proposal we discussed the design and construction 
of a large reservoir upstreein of the location where the Badger Creek approaches the campus 
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In addition. the flood occurs because of the water collection characteristics of the area far south of 
the site. Therefore, the constructton of a few water retaining ponds or levees, strategically located, 
would make the chances of a flood negligible and in fact enhance the natural characteristics of the 
area. 

Therefore, we feel that we have addressed this 1ssue with more than an appropriate solutton-, and we 
hope that the EIS report should finally point that out. 

We have heard a great deal about the importance of locating the laboratory near large habitats to mini
mize the social ir11>act of the laboratory on the cC11111Untty. Although I agree this ts an ilfl»Ortant 
point, there ts another critical aspect of location that seems to have received little attention, and 
that I would like to bring out. 

We have heard continuously that the technological and economic developnent in our country i-s lagging 
behind. The importance of the SSC to the technological and economic development of the Untted States 
and the area in which it is located is well recognized. We believe that the location of this labora
tory in Colorado. near one of the most beautiful scenic areas of this country, near a new major inter
national airport, near a thriving major educational and technological caml.lnity. and with enough space 
available to allow for a healthy and orderly growth, is such as to maximize this develoi:ment frcm the 
mountain range to the eastern plains. 

I urge the DOE to include such an iq::iortant issue as a crucial parameter in its deliberations. Fi
nally. let me present you my view of the Akron, Brush and Fort Morgan camunities. I have had the 
privilege to interact with them for quite a few years in this project. A great n1.111ber of their members 
have supported and worked hard on behalf of the state to bring this project to their neighborl'lood. 

This is a ranarkable indication of their farsightedness. acceptance of new ideas, and hopes for their 
future. This support. I can assure the DOE. will continue. It Comes because of the recognition that 
this laboratory will enhance their envirorrnent, their educational efforts on behalf of the younger mem
bers of their cannunity, and their technologically based industry. 

Clearly, education is crucial to these coamunities. This is reflected by the quality of their schools, 
strong national SAT scores as reported in our proposal. The Fort Morgan and Northern Cmn1nity Col
leges in addition. As you're well aware, both the University of Colorado in Boulder and the State Uni
versity in Fort Collins have strong collaborative efforts with these schools. 

At the same ttme the state will actively support the location of a high energy physics institute wtth 
the dual task of becoming a center for education and detector developnent. I need to point out though 
that these comnunities are concerned that they not lose the pastoral surroundings that they cherish, 
and will so plan to control the local development. 

MR. EIG~EN: Your time's about up, sir. 

MR. NAUENBERG: One more minute, 30 seconds. All these issues have been thoroughly discussed and I 
feel that we can assure the DOE of the utmost support from the local conmun1ty and the State if the 
laboratory is located in this region. It's only left for me to express our gratitude for the many 
hours that you, members of the DOE SSC Task Force have spent with us. and I hope that our hospitality 
has made this work with us enjoyable. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next comnenter is Jack Geckler. 

STATEMENT OF DR. JACK GECKLER 

DR. GECKLER: Good evening. I'm Dr. Jack Geckler, su~rintendent of schools in District RE3 here in 
Fort Morgan. 

I would like to address my remarks to the statements regarding the impact of the SSC project on public 
services and particularly on public schools in Volume V. Appendix 14 of the Environrrental !~act 
Statement. 

In my opinion, they're overstated. Tenns such as "boom town effect", "substantial impact"~ and 
"unlikely to absorb" casts unsubstantiated doubt on the abi.lity of various school districts to 
comfortably accannodate the projected increase in enrollments. 

The Environrrental llTllact Study projects a peak increase of 704 persons in the 5 to 17 year old age 
range in 1992. The school districts that will be most directly ilTllacted by the SSC have previously 
accCIJl'IK)dated nuch larger nwri>ers than that with existing facilities. Peak enrollment in the Fort 
Horgan School District was approximately 3,400 students during the 1970's. Enrollments as of Septerrber 
1988, that's this month, were 2,730 students. That is, 670 more students than we currently have, the 
3,400 figure, and far greater than the increase of 420 students projected for the Fort Morgan School 
District in 1992. 
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Core facilities such as 1ibrar1es, cafeterias and auditoriums will be more than adequate to accamiodate 
the projected increase. Current plans also call for the renovation of one elementary school and con
struc-tion of -new library and JABdia canter.s at three 'Elementary ·schools during the s1..1m1er of 1989, 
that's next year~ 

And I want to assure the DOE that we can cafffortably acconmodate the new students, and that the SSC 
will not have a .boomtown effect -On the .public scl'lools here -in Fort Morgan"' In add.ition to good facili
ties, we have a c~rehens.1ve curl-loulum.. Our instructional staff i.s _prepared to ·offer .an academic 
.p.rogram-tha.t will .Challenge -the-most .gtft«J students of .the scient-1sts and techn~ctans -who w~ll be 
working at the .SSC site. 

Since the hearing last spring.. we .have begun exploring -the -use of :satellite .networks and an_ early ad
mission .program with .Morgan Camalni.ty Col·lege. to -e~d course .options -for students. this would be in 
addition to ..a program that already .includes -aditanc:ed ,plaGllll'll8nt English.. IMt-h through calculus,. advanced 
ptiys;cs. ·ad\t&OCed 'blolog!cal chantstry .. four :)'8&rs of Spani.slh .and -f.our yea-rs of ·&erm1n, antli --eanputer 
progranming. 

\le .feel we're -a good .school dl$trict, but IROre important w ·want to get better. Our :staff -develo~t 
,program i-s one of t:he best .in the State of ColG-rade. The -DOE conmittee received a 'book.let &t the last 
hearing that -descri'bes tha.t progra. ht nore -deta1 l. 

We are excited about havi.ng the SSC located in .f'IClrtheastem Colorado, and if the ·ooE con111tttee is look
ing for a carmunity tM-t provides qua11ty education. Fort -Mor:gan is the ·place to live. and tlie best 
site for the SSC. Thank you. 

MR. EIGlREN: lhank you. The next conmenter is £Ida Lousbe.rg • 

STATEMENT OF ELDA LOUSBERG 

MS. LOUSBERG: Good e~en\ng. I'm Elda lousberg Mid l'-m a \cc.l county conmissioner from Sterlh19, 
Colorado. and I'm also president of Colorado Counties, Incorporated. I live at 13701 County Road 37, 
Route No. 4, Sterl111g, COlorado. 

Gentlemen. It .ts indeed a plysure -as ;pres:l-dent of Colorado ·COun-ties .. Incorpor•tecl,. to be• 'part of 
this gathering this evening in support of Colorado's .effort11 tel locate the Superconduct1ng Super Col
l ider project in· this State. from the start of this long and intens\ve effort, CCl has been a part t
c,ipant supporting tbe .State and loca~ -gover,ment•s efforts -to tNt together 1 successful .submittal that 
ultimately will ensure that the SSC J>rO.lect wiH be located lo ·Colorado. 

Counties throughout the state recognize the t•rtance of placing the Super ·tlo1llder on the -plains of 
Colorado. We realize that as the preeminent facility for high energy physics research, Colorado has 
the potential to - a significant science c""tel" f<>r bot~ the nat.lcm and the -\d. 

This .is i""°rtant to Colorado in te- <>f both econa11ic develQpmetlt .and the opportunity for edlcatlonal 
excellence at our colleges and untverstt1es. We agree with GoverncK" 'Roner :th&t ·th\·s i>l"O;)ec't ts an essen
tial tngredtent to building a solid international reputation tn the field of science, whose benefits to 
the state wi 11 be great. 

ln support of the .project, COlorado Counties.. lJ1COl'jXJ1"4ted submitted o letter •of endo,._t, which is 
a port of the Governor's •-t Pod<•JIO sent to .the •llep&rt- of fnergy. In oddlttal, CCI lent staff 
time to work w~-th counti.es at ,the 9'1"QP>sed -1tt-e :to .ensure fatl-'sah !lnte'l"gCM!rnaent egreemant.s •'\th the 
state for delivering a·11 needed state and local pennits. approvals and other authorizing actions needed 
for the SSC. The bottcm 1 lne >• ·that we waot th,; s eff- to succeed. 

Due to _geography,,. anvironment and the rur.al ,na-ture-Of the prqposed stte., there arie ne ujor.-GO$tly 
environnent iiq>ac.ts~ The lack -of .negat.ive QAY,1,ramiental ~npacts ts ,one :of ·Coluradm ;propnal"':a 
strongest assets. Thls site ts located in an area of rural mid-America camun1ttes wtio have a history 
of cooperation and -connm1ty support.. _The .e_xper~ance and capac'it_y for northeast :Crillorade .Ct11111Jn1t1es 
make them a:ble to 'handle_econCDic growth cycles. and as a result they can handle the growth t""act. 

Accordingly, I disagree wlth the Env1rormental Impact Statenant's assessment that the Brush and Fort 
Morgan cannun1ties couldn't handle growth and boomtown conditions woutd l'et11.1lt~ Whatever ls the next 
step. count on the assistance of Colorado Counties, Incorporated as an active partner. 

lie look forward to the day the announcement Is made by the llepartment of £nergy that Co.lorado is the 
site selected for the Superconducting Super Colltder. we applaud the efforts of the State, Morgan. 
Adams and Vas_h\ngton Count.ies •ad .private ti:.itizens .. wba .~ave ·worked -so Mn:! and cont~nue tCJ do so to 
ach.ieve our C.lilllllln goal. Thank you. 

'MR. ElGtREN: Thank you. Dur next conmenter tbts evening .ts .Phil DaYey. 
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MR. DAVEY: I'm glad I'm so late. I don't have to have the lights. I dtcii't think I'd be able to see 
you. My name is Phil Davey. I am the Director of Conmun1cat1ons for Morgan County. I work for the 
goverrment. I also chair the local CCJT111ittee for public safety review of the EIS. 

We as a CCJJmittee and myself have reviewed the draft Envirormental Impact Statement, and find that sev
eral areas need to be clarified. I have subnitted a detailed -- I'm sul::mttting a detailed comnent 
sheet with spectftc citations. But each of the citations that I've listed refer to the substantial 
i1T4'act statement, referring to substantial impacts to our public safety systems. 

Within the past few years, the public safety agencies tn Morgan County, tn our normal course of doing 
business, have projected needs for the future, and funded several major capital expense projects. The 
Morgan County Criminal Justice Center, here in Fort Morgan, a $5.7 million-project, was occupied in 
January of '87. The Fort Morgan Police Department building, a million dollar project, was occupied in 
March of '86. 

The Morgan County Canbtned Comnunicattons System, a million-dollar project, went on line tn October of 
'86. All of our area fire departments enjoy new or recently remodeled structures. The Morgan County 
Goverrment Criminal Justice Center, as I said, was occupied tn January of '87. This facility includes 
a modern, state-of-the-art detention facility, sheriff's departments, court canplex, probation depart
ment and district attorney offices. It also houses our modern countywtde ccrmL1nicattons center, with 
radio, telephone and c~uter services for our entire public safety system. 

The city of Fort Morgan c~leted their one-million-dollar Police Actninistration Building in 1986. 
This building was designed to absorb up to 300 percent growth. Morgan County has a cC11111Jnications sys
ten that is on th9 cutting edge of conmunications technology, with highly trained cC11111Jnications per
sonnel, modern equipment and a new facility. The system includes a countywide COR1Juterized police 
1nfonnation system and COR1Juter-aided dispatch for police records as well as access to the State 
CCJnputertzed criminal justice records and national computer access. 

The system includes ten high-power radio channels, situated in three different locations around the 
county, to supply high quality two-way radio service to al.1 public safety agencies in our system. With 
this conmunications system in place and functioning, the public safety services are ready to extend 
service areas as necessary to accClllJIOdate future needs. 

Our center supplies 911 emergency telephone service-to all of the citizens in the county. Our funding 
is in place and contracting underway to install an enhanced 911 system within the next 18 months. This 
includes, of course, the c~uter enhancements of name. address and response agencies for all 911 tele
phone calls for service. 

Having these major fixed assets in place now will reduce the financial impact drastically should major 
personnel or departmental expansion be necessary for this SSC project. As you've heard before, this 
area has experienced several major growth cycles or boom cycles since the 1950's, most recently the 
Pawnee power generating facility. 

Local law enforcement agencies are adequately prepared to deal with this growth environment. During 
the Pawnee Power Plant peak construction years of 2,200 plus jobs, the city of Brush added one full
time police officer, and the city of Fort Morgan didn't add any full-time police officers. All of the 
current police adninistrators were adninistrators during those boan cycles, most recently the Pawnee 
boom. They're very well briefed and experienced in handling this kind of growth. 

Based on these above factors, the statements concerning substantial iq;>act need to be clarified. We do 
not believe that these impacts will be any more substantial than the nonnal in,:>acts we've already 
planned for with or without the SSC. Our public safety agencies are well prepared to handle the 
project in-migration of people, and are quite experienced in this type of population boan. 

We would like the Environmental ln,:>act Statement to reflect these facts. Thank you. 

MR. EIGlREN: Thank you. Our next scheduled conmenter .is Keith Mesmer. 

569 STATEMENT OF KEITH MESMER 

MR. MESMER: Good evening. I'm Keith Mesmer. adninistrator of the Fort Morgan Conmunity Hospital. and 
chairperson for the health care ca1111ittee. 

This testimony refers to Voluire IV, Appendix 14, page 85, second paragraph, which needs to read health 
care facilities in Morgan County are currently adequate for in-patient numbers, 70 beds, with occupancy 
at 35 percent capacity. Our out-patient service.s are very adequate. They would need to be increased 
to accomnodate on-site medical services at the SSC site. 
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The hospitals. one located in Brush and the other here tn Fort Morgan. are general hospitals. well
equtpped. and offer primary end secondary services w-tth linkages for tertiary care. For tertiary care, 
we have anDu·lance service with wll-trfained -EMTs and nurses to care for critical pat tents during trans
.fer. Also. we .have a1r transportation currently avail-ab-le within 45 mtnutes fran the time called. 

The hospitals offer ·an array of services as most general hospitals, even in .the cities. We have OB 
with modern delivery and btrthtng .roams, four operating roan suites equipped for general surgery, 
dental, endoscopy. chest. urology, orttiopedics, heart -pacemakers, and then we do out-pe.t~ent ooe-day 
surgeries as well as in-patient. In rad'iology we have tOO'Ography, mnmography, .ultrasound, echocardi
ography, C-ARM, CAT scanning and nuclear med. The lab has all pf tt-e necessary equipment to have a 
full-service lab, and we have other major d1agnost1c capabtltties which include echocardiography, 
t.reach1ll, EKG. fetal -heart monitoring and so on. 

In Morgan County we have a rehab services including occupational therapy, physical therapy, speech 
therapy, cardiac rehab, chemical dependency and respiratory therapy. We have 15 cbctors on our active 
medioa-1 s.taff., 24 specialists wt.a provide services here 1n the camw.mity. There are s1x ambulances, 
and we have emergency hel~copter service. as I mentioned before, that transport people to the front
range hospitals. 

I have an attachnent here to turn 1n-af more detail, which I won't g1ve you all of thts now. but l 
appreclate the chance to talk -about hea:ltl'I care-here, and thank you very 111Jch. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you, Mr. Mesmer. We appreciate receivtng that 1nfonnat1on for the record. Next 
cannenter is the Honorable ·Ron -Edwards. Mayor of the ..city of Fort Morgan. 

STATEMENT OF HON. RON EDWARDS 

MR. EDWARDS: Dr. Temple and panel, welcome to Fort Morgan. I am the Mayor of the city of Fort Morgan. 
I'm Ron Edwards. I reside at 700 l 1nda:- Street here tn the city. 

I wish to address two points of concern identified in the Superconducting Super Collider impact state
ment. They are: nlallber one, industrial develojlnent capabilities, and number two. housing~ As we 
know, one for sure has been addressed tonight and I'll try to mak.1! it brief. 

Sect ton S..-2.12.2 ·of the -E-IS suggests that these two ttems, -along with other socio-economic factors. may 
suffer greatly due to the impact of the Superconducting Super·Colllder construction. I wish to address 
those concerns tn the following statement. 

Jhe cit tzens .of fort Morgan Jee.1 that ·our des 1.re -to -grow 1ndustria 1 ly -has prepared us for any iq>acts 
created by the Superconducting .Super Collider. The -recogni·tion of our own desires for growth have 
allowed us to identify those problems addressed in the EIS with respect to the socio-econantc fiber of 
Fort .Horgan. 

The -ctty of -Fort Morgan has ~een 'preparing for major industrial 1q>act for several years prior to the 
Superconducting Super Collider :pro-posed siting \fl -northeastern Colcrrado. Since the econcmy has been in 
a dow'nward spiral due to the fall of agriculture and otl exploration industries. the city.has been 
looking to broaden its industrial ,base .. We .realized early on that in order to attract industry, roore 
than just we,11-paved streets would -be oneeded. 

The economic climate needed a push to get off the ground, so Fort Morgan. Brush and the rest of the 
county governments fonned a Morgan County 'Econan-tc Developnent Association. Fort Morgan not only 
funded this organiz-aticm -to the 'greatest extent of any n.ini-ci-pality, it a1so provided the ufftce space 
and secretarial staff to -handle the work generated by the economic developnent director. 

Also, as pointed out earlier, our city has been continually 1~rovfng our entire utility and infra
structure to meet any form of sudden ~mpilet that may result from .poss·ible sudden growth or impact. In 
1986 .. the city decided that in the bes.t interest ·of ple.nning and zoning and economic developnent, an 
industrial park should be purchased and-developed. 

1987 saw that -purchase mater.fa:lize and ·1988 will -see its c~lete development. All utilities and 
infrastructure -will be in ·pJaoe ready for .prospect-ive ·clients. This -enthusiastlc effort has also been 
turned toward the rest of the city services. A long-range plan projecting populat·1on growth to 25.000 
is also in place. Copies of this plan were presented to the DOE at the scoping hearings, and agatn are 
be.Ing 'submitted as evidence tiere today. 

Th.is ·document not ;0nl_y recogn,f.zes the ·uti litartan ·needs ·of 'I ·comnunity of this size .• but also the cul
tural requi.rements of the same city~ l'his p·lan tdenfifies the -needs -arrd gives us 'the road -inap to 
ensure their proper tq>lementatton. 
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The second concern 1s housing. At present the city has approximately 175 hanes on the market in the 
Fort Morgan area. Rental units are sanewhat less. We realize that should a Superconducting Super 
Co111der chose northeastern Colorado as a site, a tremendous number of people would move to this area. 

This would range fran short-term construction people to long-tenn operational staff_ The city has in 
place annexation, subdivision and zoning laws to prCJnote a quality growth. They require little time to 
follow and allow building laws to beccrne readily available. We also have filed with Morgan County a 
master street plan and a master airport plan. Both documents allow for an orderly growth as the bound
aries of Fort Morgan expand further into the county. 

The master street plan recognizes major traffic patterns. It clearly identifies arterial, excuse me, 
collector streets as they leave the city limits. Further, it reserves these right-of-ways for future 
growth of the city while not yet part of the corporate boundaries. 

The master airport plan addresses both proposed expansion of the airport services and the surrounding 
land use. This docunent allows Fort Morgan to ensure to the city and the county residents that a 
quality airport facility will always be available. 

lastly, we are very fortunate at Fort Morgan to have a highly skilled group of construction craftsmen 
capable and willing to answer housing needs as they arise. Further, National Pre-Built Manufacturing 
Corporation, the Century Division, has located in Fort Morgan Industrial Park. This factory-built 
housing firm can manufacture every type of home, fran mobile homes to custom-built houses, in a very 
short period of time. The result is always high quality product. 

At this time I'd like to thank you for your time today and copies of this statement, as well as our 
long-tenn planning document, will be made available to you in hopes of clarifying any points that might 
be left unclear. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, Mr. Mayor. The next comnenter is the Mayor of the city of Brush, the 
Honorable Larry Coughlin. 

STATEMENT OF HON. LARRY COUGHLIN 

MR. COUGHLlN: Thank you and good evening. My name is Larry Coughlin. I'm the Mayor of the city of 
Brush. I live at 312 Stanford, Brush, Colorado. 

I have sub'nitted a written document which refers to the paragraphs primarily in Appendix 14 on the 
infrastructure, and I would like to just make some general comnents about scme of the things that are 
stated there that I. feel are really not canpletely accurate. 

First, I think it says in there several times that the Super Collider site is 60 miles' distance fran 
any large size metropolitan area. I think that Mr. Hamlin, who's talked earlier, stated that the real 
issue ls how long it takes to travel that 60 miles. Usually, an hour and 10 minutes and you're in 
downtown Denver from Brush. We do not feel that that is a long time to travel for people. 

We also feel that a good part of the people who do work either in construction or when the facility is 
sited, they will live in Morgan County in either Brush or Fort Morgan, and we feel that we do have the 
housing available or it can soon become available. 

I would point out that the section on housing indicates that there will be need of 950 residential 
units in 1992, and an additional 650 units by the year 2000. At the present time in Morgan County 
there are over 603 platted lots with utilities already to the curb line. There are also an ack:litional 
443 platted lots which have utilities nearby but they are not clear to the curb line. 

Brush. Fort Morgan and the Morgan County governments all have canprehensive plans in place which are 
designed for well-designed growth. Brush and Fort Morgan currently are enforcing the uniforin building 
codes, and one is proposed in the near future for the county. 

I think we have talked several times about the intra-county cooperation, the countywide emergency can
munication system, the countywide Economic Oeveloflll0nt Association, and we do feel that we will be able 
to handle this. 

One of the reasons we fi!el that way, as several of the other people have sa1d. is we have had boomtown 
effects before in both Brush and Fort Morgan. This happened in the_'60's with the oil boan and it hap
pened again tn the '70's with the Pawnee plant. The city of Brush is currently canpleting Phase I of 
an enlargement of our sewer treatment plant, and it has already designed for Phase II which would allow 
for a significant increase in demand. 

In addition Brush has a relatively untapped water supply. The ratio of boom to bust in tenns of the 
ntJT1ber of temporary workers versus pennanent residents is much less than that with the Pawnee Power 
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Plant, ratio-wise, because a lot 1TJJre of the people -- we will have a lot more jobs after this is ouilt 
than there was after the Pawnee Power Plant was built. 

Ue feel that the decision-making mechanisms for growth are well established within the county, and that 
we are m:lre than equal to the task. 1 thank you for your time, and if you have any other questions I'd 
be happy to answer them for you. Thank you. 

MR. EIGURE~: Thank you Mayor. The next conmenter is Hike Berryhill. Hike Berryhill? He's not here, 
we'll pass him over for the manent and call his name one more time before we adjourn. Ken HcCloud? 

STATEMENT OF KEN McCLOUD 

MR. McCLOUD: Thank you for this opportunity, gentlemen. Hy name is Ken McCloud and I work for the 
City of Fort Horgan as the Director of Parks and Recreation. I wish to address the i111Jact of the SSC 
on the quality of life in Fort Morgan. 

Section 5.2.11.1 of Voli..me IV, Appendix 5a, concerns itself with Fort Morgan's capabilities to handle a 
large population. We feel it necessary to support this statement, especially as it relates to the cul
tural and recreational climate of Fort Morgan, Horgan County and Colorado. 

Fort Morgan should shOW" no adverse effects fran the construction and the operation of the Supercon
ducting Super Collider. In fact, any t~acts from our view will be of a positive nature, adding to the 
quality of life and not detracting fran it. Fort Morgan has always provided cultural events to its 
citizens through either its recreation programs or its library and Jll.lsei.n functions. We provide on a 
local level such sumner recreational activities as adult softball, a top notch Tll.lnicipal golf course, 
square dancing, aerobics, tennis, volleyball, and for the youth such events as boys' baseball, both 
recreational and C°"'1etitive, girls' softball, Red Cross swiilllling lessons, tumbling, archery, soccer, 
tannis lessons, golf lessons and so on. 

~ore importantly, the city of Fort Morgan provides four full-service parks with picnic and playground 
facilities for the citizens. We have two swimning pools open to the general public, and at the present 
time there is no charge for the use of this recreation facility. We also maintain and manage eight 
softball and baseball field canplexes. These are also available for public use when scheduled events 
are not taking place. 

The only weakness in the Fort Morgan recreation program at the present time ts the lack of an indoor 
winter facility, primarily gyrrnasium space. The city works very closely with school district RE-3 to 
make full use of the available facil1t1es, but we do fall short of the space that could be used for 
activities of a cam1.1nity nature at this time. 

A remedy to this problem, however, does exist and has been under consideration prior to any mention of 
the SSC siting in northeastern Colorado. An iinpact by the SSC on our winter program is viewed as an 
aid to build this indoor winter recreation facility that we need. because it should provide the addi
tional population base to make that project practical. 

The city also has a first-rate library to provide some 40,000 vol1J11eS of reading and reference materi
als. A nl.lllber of youth and adult programs are implemented annually to create its greatest usage. The 
city ruse1.1D is operated in conjunction with the Fort Horgan Heritage Foundation. It provides the p1Jb
lic an insight to the local history of the area and updated exhibits keep our Cam1Jnity abreast of 
world events. 

local functions occur on an annual basis that add to our co1m1Unity pride. Two functions are the Festi
val In The Park,· which is a local arts and crafts fair, and the second ts an annual Bluegrass Festival. 
The former is a total CCI'flll.lnity involvement program. while the latter is sponsored by the Morgan County 
Arts Council. 

All the programs and facilities that I've just mentioned are tn place at present. They are de3igned to 
accorm1:1date day citizens with an eye to the future. Expansion or greater utilization of any item has 
been anticipated long before the SSC became a consideration. An important point, hOW"ever, to keep in 
mind is while Fort Morgan provides very well for itself. the public wishes certainly go beyond our 
local programs. 

Fort Morgan is the gateway to the Rocky Mountains. Because Colorado is so wide open, we don't think in 
tenns of numbers of miles but rather in time frame. Within 30 minutes you can use any one of four ma
jor reservoirs for both SIJTlller and winter recreation. Forty-five minutes will put the resident at the 
new Denver airport site, and fran there the entire world will be available. 

Seventy minutes will place people in the metro Denver area, with all tts resources. For those wishing 
symphony or theater, it's available within the hour, both in the Denver metro area and the Union Colony 
Civic Center in Greeley. 
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Professional sports are at our fingertips with the Denver Broncos and Nuggets. Ninety to one hundred 
and twenty minutes will put people in the heart of the most outstanding ski slopes in the United 
States. 

My last point concerning the SSC impact is to stress its positive effect on the children of Fort Mor
gan. The present economic base of Fort Horgan and Horgan County is agricultural and oil exploration. 
When the SSC is built, a scientific conmunity will establish itself, offering new opportunities for the 
use of the area, broadening career fields that at present simply do r.ot exist here. 

As you can see, any impact placed on our comnunity by the SSC is mJre positive than negative. As Sec
tion 5.2.11.1 states, these canTllnities, Fort Horgan and Brush, are currently regional centers and 
could serve a much larger population if they experienced rapid growth with the development of the SSC. 

We wholeheartedly support this stateir.ent. Thank you for your time and interest, gentlemen. 

HR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. I'm informed that Mike Berryhill has arrived. So I'd like to call our next 
carmenter, Mr. Mike Berryhill. 

STATEMENT OF MIKE BERRYHILL 

MR. BERRYHILL: Good evening. My name's Mike Berryhill. I'm president of Morgan County Federal Savings 
and Loan in Fort Morgan. I would like to review the anticipated housing requirements which will be 
directly attributable to the SSC project, and then I would like to discuss the availability and adequacy 
of the financial resources within Morgan County, to accaimodate the housing requirements. 

According to the Environmental Impact Study,. the SSC project is expected to generate an average of 3,500 
direct construction jobs during its estimated eight-year construction period, with a peak of about 4,000 
jobs in 1992. This is approximately double the peak number of construction jobs which were created 
during the construction of the Pawnee I Power Plant in Brush, about a decade ago. 

The Environmental llT!'act Study projects that of the 3,500 to 4,000 jobs created, 900 will be held by 
baseline residents while nearly 1,200 will be held by in-migrant residents during the 1992 peak year. 
Thus, 900 local residents will become a part of the work force, and 1,200 workers will ll'OVe into our 
ca1111Un1ty on a pennanent basis, at least during the construction period. 

This further translates into the arrival of about 800 new families and 400 single workers. The study 
also estimates that scrne 950 housing units will be needed to acconmodate those 1,200 construction 
workers and their families, either in their capacity as renters or as buyers. 

Assuning that the SSC work force will possess S<X:io-economic characteristics similar to the Pawnee 
project, the major·ity of the nonresident work force, nuntiering about 2,000 during the peak period, can 
be expected to be very tranS;itory. We would t!xpect over 80 percent of these folks to camute on a 
daily basis, and the remeaining 20 percent to comnute on a weekly basts. 

The weekly cornnuter will, of course, impact the various forms of rental housing. From these projec
tions we have concluded that the nunber of construction workers expected to relocate to Fort Morgan or 
into Horgan County on a pennanent basis, and those cannuters who will be in need of rental housing on a 
temporary basis, will produce a very significant but not overwhelming illJ!act on housing demand in our 
county. 

We believe that present and future inventory of housing units for sale and for rent in this county, 
together with the generous inventory of nearly 1,200 developed and/or platted building sites, most of 
which are located in Fort Morgan and Brush, will be more than adequate to allow for reasonable, orderly 
and timely absorption of the new population. 

Morgan County's financial resources are assuredly more than adequate to meet any potential increase in 
housing demand resulting fran the SSC project. The county has three local savings and loan institu
tions and six cannercial banks, with combined assets of over $368 million. The primary ccmmercial 
banks are experienced in land acquisition and development financing, provide the capability of haridling 
major new subdivision developirent and expansion. 

The banks are also experienced tn construction lending, with some banks also actively providing perma
nent home financing. The savings and loan institutions are essentially specialists in the home finance, 
in home finance, and provide an assortment of hane mortgage products 1n the form of conventional and 
FHA loans, for single-family c:Mellings, condominillns, townhomes and multifamily dwellings. 

Mortgage banking firms fran the front range can also be expected to canpete in the local market area. 
loan products will include a variety of fixed rate and variable rate loans, and local lenders have 
actively participated in various housing revenue bond· programs, especially with the Colorado Housing 
and Finance Authority in Denver, in providing specialized below-market home financing for .first time 
hane buyers. 
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The Morgan County financial ccar.t1n1ty welcomes the very nieaningful econcmic impact that will result 
from the SSC project, and it looks forward to meeting the challenge of accamnodating the related 
housing needs. If the Department of Energy would like any additional, we would certainly be available 
to provide any necessary assistance. Thank you very much. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. Ladies and gentlemen, the hour is how 8:15. We're going to take a brief 
recess and we'll reconvene the final portion of our hearing at 8:25. 

(Whereupon a brief recess was taken.) 

MR. EIGLREN: We're ready to resume, ladies and gentlemen. 

It's now.8:30, and we will formally go back on the record for this, the Septenber 29, 1988 hearing on 
the draft Environmental Impact Statement at Fort Margan, Colorado, for the SSC project. I would like 
to remind those of you that are ccmrenting that you have five minutes to conment. and we would ask that 
you would first give your name and address and any organization you represent at the beginning of your 
camients. 

We would also encourage any of you who are here that have not coomented or have not signed up to comnent, 
if you would like to do so. please register with the folks at the registration table outside in the 
lobby. and they will give me your name, and you will be allowed five minutes in which to conment also. 

At this point we Will continue on down our point of pre-registered comnenters, and I would call the 
name of Honorable Gary Debus, Logan County Comnissioner. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES W. REAO 

MR. READ: Gentlemen, welcone to northeastern Colorado - we hope, the future site of -the Supercon
ducting-Super Collider. However, I would report that I am not Gary Debus. I am James W. Read, Chair
man of the Logan County Board of Conmissioners. Mr. Debus is our adninistrative assistant, and I am 
taking his place here tonight. I am also a trustee for Northeastern Junior College. I reside at 806 
South 5th Avenue, Sterling. Colorado. 

As a corrmissioner, I represent the 18,800 friendly, cooperative and industrious people who live in 
Logan County. I also represent a progressive CamlAnity that is ready and willing to look to the future 
of the Super Collider. 

Logan County is concerned that the resources of the area's surrounding cOITlllunities, such as the City of 
Sterling, have not been included in the draft Environmental Statement. Sterling is a pleasant, 
relaxing, 40-minute drive on Interstate 76 frcm Fort Morgan, and 30 minutes from Brush. 

Logan County has a housing stock and infrastructure to accomnodate the peak construction and operational 
modes for the SSC. At the present. more than 200 hemes are on the market at very favorable prices, and 
more than 100 building lots are ready for construction by regional groups of homebuilders. 

The strength of Logan County rests in its people. They are w&ll-educated, industrious and hard working. 
Because of their farm and oil field backgrounds, they have a variety of skills that would be advan
tageous to the superconductor construction. 

Our school system has the room to accC111110date the increased enrollment that would be anticipated. In 
Sterling, a new $8 million health care facility, the Sterling Regional Med Center, is under construc
tion, and we are operating our airport. We have c~rehensive land use and planning ordinance'that 
ensure quality growth. Our recreational facilities and recreational opportunities are excellent. 

I would note that, as a trustee of Northeastern Junior College, which was founded in 1941. is a can
prehensive comnunity-college that enjoys a reputation of excellence in both academic and vocational 
programs. It has the capacity to provide educational opportunities for many more students. 

I have read in the draft_ Envirormental Statement that this region may not be able to accomnodate the 
boom-town conditions created by the SSC project. We would contend, however, that the SSC will provide 
stable jobs and public service levels which will not create boom and doan conditions, but would instead 
provide the positive and regulated growth we are ready and willing to undertake. 

Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, Conmissioner. 

Our next conmenter is Thomas A. Smith. 
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fbOI STATEMENT OF HON. THOMAS A. SMITH 

.see 

MR. SMITH: Thank you, and good evening. My name is Thomas A. Smith. I am the Mayor of log lane 
Village, a small town of 736, which is located one and one-half miles west of Fort Morgan. I would 
like to address Volume IV, Appendix 14, Pages 58 through 90, of the EIS. 

Log Lane Village has currently 90 to 100 rental properties, with a vacancy rate of 10 to 15 percent. 
Also available in our village are 114 lots fully developed, including utilities, with streets in place. 
RV parking could be available on 40 of these lots. 

Adjacent to Log Lane Village is an additional nine acres which has 32 lots already preplatted. The 
town also has imnediately available six and a half acres of land that is zoned light conmercial. 

The town facilities consist of an electric and gas under current contract to the Public Service Company 
of Colorado. Our telephone service is provided by U.S. West Conmunications. Our water system is town
owned and town-operated, which could easily accornnodate 100 to 150 more households. 

Log Lane Village has recently made an application, an impact assistance grant to update our present 
water system for anticipated future growth and ensure adequate water supply to all of our residents. 

Our sanitation system was increased by 33.33 percent in 1987, and again could easily acconmodate 100 to 
150 additional households. 

Our public safety right now is handled by one full-time officer, and one part-time officer. A Vale 
Grant through the state is now being pursued for an additional full-time officer. 

Schooling is provided by District R£3 in Fort Morgan. Busing is provided for grades K through 12, and 
it also includes the handicapped. 

Our fire protection is provided by the Fort Morgan Fire Department, with a five-to-seven-minute res
ponse time. Our medical facilities are available through the Fort Morgan Comnunity Hospital, the East 
Morgan Conmunity Hospital, with easy access to either Denver or Greeley by ambulance or helicopter 
service. 

Our television service is provided by TCI with 26 basic channels and four premium channels. Our trash 
collection is provided through Morgan County and private trash collectors. 

In closing, the town of Log Lane Village recognizes the impact of a boom-town type situation. However, 
we are willing and able to accept the challenge to not only serve and protect the citizens that already 
live in our conmunity, but the citizens that may come into our comnunity from the SSC. 

We also want it to be known that we are ready to cooperate with and work with all public and private 
entities involved to accomplish the needs of the Superconducting Super Collider. 

Thank you for your attention, gentlemen. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you, Mayor. 

Next conmenter is Harold Oeselms . 

STATEMENT OF HAROLD OESELMS 

MR. DESELMS: Or. Temple, panelists. My narre ,is Harold Oeselms. I am employed as the President of 
Morgan Comnunity College, 17800 Road 20, Fort Morgan, Colorado 80701. 

The construction and operation of the proposed Superconducting Super Collider in eastern Colorado would 
have a significant effect and impact upon Morgan Comnunity College's enrollments and programs. I would 
expect that the college would be called upon to provide training during the construction phase, and 
help to provide for the educational needs of the SSC employees and their dependents during the opera
tional phases. 

Although Morgan Carmunity College is a small institution, it is a part of the Colorado Comnunity Col
lege and Occupational Education System, and therefore, can call upon the expertise and the educational 
resources of the entire system which serves over 51,000 students in credit-generating programs. 

In working cooperatively with other conmunity colleges in the State of Colorado where needed, Morgan 
Carrnunity College can answer high technical training needs for the SSC. Horgan CormtJnity College has 
transfer agreements with most four-year institutions in the State of Colorado, and a cornnon core cur
riculum is in place. Transfer programs and agreement with Regis College to offer upper division 
courses to lead to a Baccalaureate Degree in northeast Colorado, and telecOITTTlunications Capabilities 
would all.be beneficial to the SSC personnel and their families. 
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Those of us at Morgan Cat111.1nity College look forward to the challenge of the- SSC locating in eastern 
Colorado. and we can quickly adjust to the 1ntpact that would be created by such a project. 

Thank you. 

MR.. EIGlREN: Thank you. 

Next scheduled comnenter is the Mayor of the City of Wiggins-,, the Honorable Phyliss Forsha. 

692 STATEMENT OF HON. PHYLISS FORSHA 

I 

MS. FORSHA: Good evening .• gentlemen. I am Phyltss Forsha. Mayor of the Town of Wiggins, one of the 
smal·ler towns. tn the c;:ounty, and 1 would like- to address also im regard to the Envirormental Impact 
Statement, Volume IV·, Appendix 14. in regard to llowsing. 

Belng a small town at the western edge of Morgan County. just 15 mlles west of Fort Morgan here. we 
would expect probabl¥ to have seine impact tn regard to housing. so I would like to address the fact 
that we feel that we could probably double- our population at this time without_ too 111.1ch constraint. 

\rle have within our town 75 building lots wtth··sewer, water. telephone, natural gas, cable TV all in 
place. These lots could be built upon without constraints to the tCMn. Part of these lots are also 
owned by construction people who had purchased them at one t1me thinking that there would be son'le 
growth in our area, so I'm quite sure they would be anxious to use these lots. 

At the present time, since we are highly agricultural, we have experienced sare economic downward 
trend, and so we have quite a few hanes for sale in our town at this time. I think at this time I 
could say at least 12 homes. Our vacancy rate is- rather high al1'0ng.our rental properties, too. We do 
s<Jt1etimes have swmertime influx of rural workers which does fill up our rentals. 

Our school has also had a decrease in population-, and could probably handle 25 to 30 percent irore 
students at this time without any constraints. We have one of the higher rated high schools for a 
small school in the state. 

When we built our water treatment and •ater plants. -e built far a population of 1,000. we have never 
gained any population over our 500 in the last 10 years. 

We lie on the main artery of I-76 into Denver. So we feel like we even have an advantage over Fort 
Morgan. You can get to a metropolitan area quicker fran our area. We do hope that there will be a 
certain nunber of people who would come 1n here that would like a rural atmosphere, and perhaps like to 
live 1n our town. 

We are a ment>er of the Morgan County Ambulance Service. We have an anbulance located in our town. We 
have an excellent rural fire department. Just recently we received a lower rating, fire rating. We 
have senior citizen's program. We have churches, we have simner recreation. We have an excellent 
small town park, and a baseball program from the sumnertime. We have a tennis court. 

In general. we feel like that we could offer at least a place for at least. 200 or so people to live in 
our town. 

We also had sane impact during the Pawnee Power Plant, and our experience with that was nothing but 
good. We have a labor force that ts searching for work, you might say, at the present time because of 
our downward trend in agriculture. Agriculture has been our mainstay tn the past. 

I believe that's all I have to say, except that we have just recently canpleted a flood levy whtCh 
would take us out of a floodplain, and has made it possible for us to look forward to sane growth. It 
has been a limiting factor in the past. 

And as a little town, I'm sure that we would appreciate any economic advantage we could gain from the 
locat1on of the Superconductor Super Collider 1n our area. 

HR. E!Gll!Eff: Thank you, Mayor. 

Next cOlllllenter is James M. Kadlecek.. 

600 STATEMENT OF JAMES M. KAOLECEK 

HR. KADLECEK: Thank you. Hy name ts James M. Kadlecek. I reside in Greeley, Colorado, at llZ7 16th 
Street. I am here representing the Greeley/\leld Econcmic Development Office, and I am also a chairman 
of the board of the North Colorado Medtcal Center. a 326-bed fact11ty located in Greeley, Colorado. 

'OLZL3068816 IIA. Z-79 FEIS Volume IIA 



I 

2 

3 

Proceedinas 
Colorado 

As the e~ecutive director for the economic develoj'.lllent partnership, I have had the oppartunity to dis
cuss locational criteria with any nllllber of prospective business developments interested in Colorado as 
a potential site to establish a work location. I know how important it is for the success of that new 
business to find the location which provides a best fit for the long-tenn future of that operation. 

The infonnation contained in the draft Envirorvnental Impact Statement for the Department of Energy's 
proposed action to site the Superconducting Super Collider is quite ccmprehensive. However, relative 
to the proposed Colorado site, I would like to sul:Jnit infonnation I believe is pertinent to your con
sideration of this site, but which is not contained in the DEIS. 

The GreeleytWeld County area provides a number of services, service amenities which canplement and sup
port those found on a more limited basis in Morgan and Washington Counties. One graphic example of 
this ts medical services. In both counties, physician specialists fran North Colorado Medical Center 
provide clinics on at least a monthly and often weekly basis to serve patients in these rural areas. 
Both counties also contract with North Colorado Medical Center for bio-med which provides maintenance 
and upkeep of their high tech hospital equi~nt, and with Northcare, which provides a network of 
health care providers to meet patient needs under one insurance urrt>rella. Through the hospital's 
residency program, emergency roan a~d weekend coverage is provided to these counties, and the residents 
also perform a month's rotation in their training program in concert with the rural physicians. 

As an exa1111le of the Greeley impact and service delivery for the proposed Colorado SSC site. it's 
interesting to note that in 1987, of the people who left Morgan County to receive medical treatment, 60 
percent of the:n, or 655 patients came to Greeley. while 37 percent went to Denver. Of the patients who 
left Washington County to receive medical services, 49 percent or 96 came to Greeley, and a like per
centage went to Denver. 

On the retail level, retail goods sold in Greeley to our eastern county neighbors is significant enough 
that the Greeley Chambe~ of Cannerce Retail Council devotes at least one major ca~aign annually to 
eastern Colorado. Among major retail anchors in Greeley, it has been reported that as much as 48 per
cent of their charge custaner vol1A11e comes fran eastern Colorado conmunities. The point being that the 
Greeley area serves as a substantial mark.et area serving this area. 

So while we lie northeasterly of the proposed Colorado site for the SSC, we believe that our area pro
vides essential support services or service delivery to this area. 

Thank you very rnJch. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. 

HR. KADLECEK: Would you like copies of any written material? 

HR. EIGLREN: Yes, we would. If you would give it to_the court reporter, sure. 

MR. KADLECEK: We will include that as part of the official record. 
Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Our next scheduled conmenter is Leona Graham. Leona Graham. 

Okay, we will pass her over for the mcrnent, and call her before we fonnally close the hearing this 
evening. 

The next scheduled comnenter is Sam Sasak 1. 

{,C!:Z STATEMENT OF SAM SASAKI 

MR. SASAKI: Good evening, gentlemen. I lt'l.ISt take the opportunity congratulate you for your fortitude 
in listening to all of the comnents here. I know you've been listening to it all afternoon, so I 
appreciate the opportunity. 

My name ts Sam Sasaki. I'm the city manager for the city of Greeley. My address ts 1000 10th Street, 
Greeley. The city of Greeley has taken the opportunity to review the draft Environmental Iq>act State
ment for the Department of Energy's proposed action to site the Superconducting Super Collider, and 
offers the following conments concerning the proposed Colorado site. 

First, Greeley's interest in the DEIS stems from the city's close proximity to the proposed Colorado 
site. Much like our neighboring conrnunities to the east, Greeley's history and a good part of its cur
rent base ts agricultural. As such, Greeley-has a long traditional of serving the northeastern portion 
of the state as an important base for obtaining goods and services ranging fran ccirmerc1al and indus
trial outlets to cultural, educational and entertainment centers. 
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We were scmewhat surprised that there was no mention of Greeley as a service center to the proposed 
Colorado site for the SSC. One of the apparent ass~tions 1n the DEIS ts that there is a travel dis
tance threshold that dictates the support service boundary for the proposed Colorado site. While phys
ical proximity to the site ts in fact one method of ascertaining area resources. it should not be the 
controlling factor. 

It ts typiCal 1n western states for population and service centers to be quite dispersed, and as such, 
the acceptable travel nonn_may be much higher than the standard distance. Given this factor, it would 
appear appropriate for the DEIS, particularly within this socio-economic assessment, to fully recognize 
the ability of the Greeley area to provide or support developments such as housing. hotels, recreation 
areas, higher education facilities, convention and Yi$itors' opportunities. cultural outlets, w.edical 
services and other related functions to help address the demand which 'lfOUld be experienced in the 
proposed Colorado site. 

The DEIS also noted in the review of the affected enviromrents at site alternatives that air access is 
provided principally to Stapleton International AirpOrt, with general aviation fields also available 
through Fort Morgan Municipal and Brush Municipal Airports. Though not referenced in the DEIS, the 
Greeley/Weld County Airport also provides i""ortant area air access. In fact, Greeley/Weld· is an all 
weather airport facility and since it is outside the Denver Tenninal Control Area, aircraft using this 
facility are not subject to the air traffic control delays that are possible within a larger metro
politan area. 

The accessibility of the Greeley/Weld facility to corporate aircraft in operation today makes it a sig
nificant support operation to the proposed Colorado site for the SSC. The city of Greeley's population 
is approximately 60,000. Our CCdl'AUnity enjoys an extensive public and social service network, excellent 
medical care facilities, an ample supply of housing types, a progressive and broad educational system, 
and a full range of recreation and cultural opportunities. all available to help accomnodate SSC new
caners to the area. 

One outstanding example of this is the city's recent completion of the Union Colony Civic Center, a 
1,700 seat auditorilll1 and a 230-seat small theater facility, which c~ares favorably with centers lo· 
cated in larger metropo Htan areas. Home to the Greeley Phi lhannonic, the oldest symphony west of the 
Mississippi. Greeley draws facility users not only frcrn northern Colorado but from the Denver metro
politan area as well. 

The Civic Center is only one of several exceptional public facilities which flavor the quality of l"fe 
standards in th.is regional area. orl behalf of the ctty of Greeley I encourage you to consider our 
proxtm1ty to the proposed Colorado site, and as a further factor in the environmental assessment of 
this area as a potential site for the SSC. Thank you for the opportunity. 

DR. TEMPLE: Mr. Sasaki? 

MR. SASAKI: Yes7 

DR. TEMPLE: Could you tell me how far it is in distance and in time fran Fort Horgan to Greeley? 

MR. SASAKI: It took us 45 minutes to get here this evening. 

DR. TEMPLE: Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: And what's the distance? 

MR. SASAKI: It's about 45 miles. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank. you. The next conmenter is the Mayor of the city of Sterling, the Honorable Edith 
Evans. 

STATEMENT OF HON. EDITH EVANS 

MS. EVANS: Good evening, gentlemen. I~m Edith Evans, Mayor for the city of Sterling. I'm also the 
instructional director for the 6us1ness and Science Dtvtston at Northeastern Juntor College that you 
heard Mr. Reed speak of a little bit earlier, and I'm the president of the Colorado Municipal League. 
I reside at 1325 Buchanan Street in Sterling, and I speak this evening on behalf of the city. On be
half of the City Council and the citizens of Sterling, Colorado. I would like to thank the Department 
of Energy for the opportunity to appear at this hearlng concerning the site selections for the SSC 
Coll icier. 

The city of Sterling enthusiastically endorses the selection of the Colorado site for the Super 
Collider, and I would like to make a few conments as to why thfs selection would favorably impact the 
city of Sterling. and how we as neighbors and residents of the area can assist with the SSC project. 
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694 STATEMENT OF MAGGIE GOODWIN 

MS. GOODWIN: Good evening. I am Maggie Goodwin and I reside here in Fort Morgan at SOS Peron. 
I am representing the Wcmen's Economic Oevelo~nt Council for the State of Colorado, and I will 
entering a letter from Martha Ezerd, who is the chairman of the Council. . 

Tonight 
be 

On behalf of the Womens' Econcmic Development Council, a gubernatorially appointed council within the 
Office of Economic Oevelopnent, we concur with the citation in Volume I. Chapter Z, on the scientific 
need for the developnent of the SSC. 

We acknowledged that the knowledge gained regarding physical phencmena in recent years has been achieved 
through the· use of high energy accelerators. We believe that the United States must construct the 
Superconducting Super Collider, and we support and endorse the Colorado SSC proposal. 

The Wcmens' Economic OevelOrrnent Council serves as an accountability c0111nittee to monitor, evaluate and 
advise the Colorado SSC project staff on issues of gender equity. With the Colorado designation of 
preferred site, the Council will actively participate to ensure equity in employment, construction con
tracts, procurement contracts, and continued operation representation. 

We are pleased with the specific inclusion of WBE statements within the blueprlnt docttnent. as previ
ously mentioned by both David Thofrpson and Tony Hernandez. We look forward to an active partnership in 
building the Colorado SSC. Sincerely, Martha Ezerd. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. The next conmenter is Jim Collard. 

695 STATEMENT OF JIM COLLARD 
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MR, COLLARD: My name 1s Jim Collard. I'm the city adninistrator in Brush. 
Street, in Brush, Colorado. My rsnarks will address Volume IV, Appendix Sa, 
5.1.S.5. This concerns camunity values and attitudes. 

I live at 441 Stanford 
and Volume I, Section 

I think it's important to understand that this project cannot be underestimated in tenns of the bene
fits that it brings to this area. Diversification is a good buzz term 1n the world of econC1T1ic 
development now. and certainly in an area such as this with its dependence on oil and agriculture, is 
in a position of dire need for diversification. 

The people of this area want this project. I think that's been very well demonstrated. Many networks 
are already in place to accC11mOdate the in-coming visitors. An exa~le is the Adopt a Scientist Pro
gram, which starts with prior written CClllTIJnication with the people. then meeting them at the airport, 
the wives in the area taking the scientists' wives and other visitors around to shop. helping them get 
into the many recreation programs and the school systems and so on. Thirteen carmittees, with an aver
age of 15 people apiece have been involved in this at the local level. 

The SSC has yielded a tremendous amount of benefits to this area already, without ground even being 
broken. There is already a desire for cooperation before this project was even a figment in someone's 
imagination. This has served as the catalyst to turn that cooperation into a reality. 

I want to change my topic a little bit, and lead off with a question. I wonder if this is rea11y a 
Federal project, because in my mind it's a local project. Our society ts not a top to bottom society; 
it's a bottom to top. It was not scientists and PhD's that took the field at Concord; it was fanners 
and merchants and cowmen. It was the people that gave their life's blood for this country and the 
people that are in this area now. It was the ccmoon man. 

I get amused at times because of the emphasis on urban areas, and it's thought to be in an urban area 
is to be -- to have a high quality of life. I've been in urban areas a lot; I know how long it takes 
to get frDTI Logan International to downtown Boston, and I know how long it takes to get from Brush, 
Colorado to Stapleton. 

I know what a world airport will be, what it will mean to this area. whether the SSC comes or not. But 
I also know the importance of that world airport to the SSC project. I think it's interesting in the 
international press that they talk about a worldport. We're going to have the only new airport in the 
area, in the country. It would be nice to go into a place where everything works for a change. 

I think that it's important to not forget what local people can do. In fact, I wish in a sense that 
after you correctly decide to site this project. that those in the Federal government would get out of 
the way and I would submit to you that if you were to do that and then cone back in a few months, that 
you need to have your track shoes on, because the people in this area will run with it like you have no 
concept of. 
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This will serve as a beacon on the plains. a beacon of knowledge. put together not by the high society 
and the cream of the crop, quote unquote, although that's kind of a deceptive term isn't 1t, because 
the cream of the crop in my mind is not the ones in the headlines, it's the doers. It's the people 
with the plows in their hands and the shovels, the people of this area. 

~e have the technical ability here -- I'm getting kind of ~tional -- this to me is what America is 
all about And I think. -- I guess I've been a little dismayed because all we talk about ls the tech
nical aspects of this project. And really it's the idea of the project that seems to be more important 
to me. Anything ts doable in our country; that's what we've proved from the very beginning. 

The technical aspects are a secondary issue. It's the idea. We have the technical ability in Colo
rado, but what's more 11'11)ortant in my mind is that we have the spirit. \le have the spirit of achieve
ment and of adventure. We have it in our blood tn this country. And in the final analysts, that 
really is what the SSC is all about. 

let's not forget our roots, for the sake of impressing anyone. let's allow our roots to impress the 
world. Thank you for your time. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. The next comnenter is Stan Sa11sbery. 

696 STATEMENT OF STAN SAILSBERY 

{ 

MR. SAILSBERY~ Good evening. My name ts Stan Sa11sbery. I'm a fanrer-rancher out northwest ~f Fort 
Morgan. Address 25530 Road 14, Wildona, Colorado 80653. 

I'm a candidate for Morgan County ccrrmissioner. As you realize this ts an election year. We'•e worked 
real hard in this CC1T111Unity, all of us, the citizens, the adninistrators, the camiittee heads and so 
on, but as you realize this is an election year and faces may change. 

And on behalf of all the comnissioner candidates in the area, because as you realize as we make a tran
sition fratt a CClmlJnity as we are to a Super Collider, to a scientific center, the comnissioners PWJSt 
be the ones to take the lead. On behalf of the ccrrmissioner candidates throughout the area, I would 
like to pledge my cooperation and their cooperation and enthusiasm far the Super Collider project. 
Thank you. 

MR. E!Gl.REN: Thank you. 
whose name ts on my l tst, 
here? 

That cOffl)letes our list of registered conrnenters this evening. 
who is not here, was Leona Graham. Does she happen to be here? 

The only person 
Is Leona Graham 

She apparently ts not. Is there anyone in the roan who is registered to camnent who has not had the 
opportunity? 

There betng no one tn that category then, that concludes our receipt of public comnent at this, the 
September 29, 1988, public hearing on the draft Environmental I~act Statement for the SSC project, 
held in Fort Morgan, Colorado. 

Because the Federal Register notice that indicated to the public at large that these hearings would be 
held in Various locations. and because that not tee did provide that the hearing here would be from 7:00 
until 10:00 p.m. tht.s evening, we will have a hearing panel available to receive additional cooment in 
the event that someone should arrive and would like to give us corrment. 

So we'll be here until 10:00 p.m •• but as matters now stand, we're going to go ahead and fonnally con
clude the public hearing at this point tn time. We'll resume in the event that saneone does show up. 

On behalf of both myself as well as the Department of Energy hearing panel at the front, we thank you 
for your attention and your courtesy and your very thoughtful and reflective deliberattve comnents. 
They're very helpful in building a record in this particular matter. I wish to thank you, and good 
evening. 

(Whereupon, at 10:00 p.m., the hearing was officially closed.) 
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(October 6, 1988' 2,00 p.m.) 

DR TEMPLE: Good afternoon. This is a hearing on the draft Environmental Impact Statement, the EIS, 
for the Superconducting Super Collider, SSC. 

My name is Ed Temple and I am the Executive Director of the Department's SSC Site Task Force. I am 
also the presiding official for this hearing. The purpose of my brief remarks is tell you why we are 
all here. After my brief remarks, I will ask our session moderator, Mr. Eiguren, to outline how we 
will conduct our meeting this afternoon. The purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an 
opportunity to CQl'RT!ent in person on the Department's draft EIS on the SSC. This hearing is not your 
only opportunity You may also send us your written comnents which should be postmarked by October 17, 
1988 

We want you to know that we are sincerely interested in hearing your comnents on 
that each of your camients will be considered and responded to in the final EIS. 
memories about the SSC site selection process. 

this document. Ar.d 
Let me refresh your 

In January 1987, President Reagan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced and construction 
funds were requested frcm Congress. In April 1987, t~e Department issued an invitation for site pro
posals. We subsequently received 43 proposals and 36 of these were found to be qualified. These Qual
ified proposals were forwarded to the National Academy of Sciences and National Academy of Engineering 
for further evaluation. Based on the criteria in the invitation, the Academies' recarrrnended a best 
qualified list, BQL -- you will hear us use that tenninology -- of eight sites to the Department. One 
of these proposals was later withdrawn by the proposer. 

Following a review and verification of the Academies' recC»lll'lendatians, Secretary Herrington announced 
the Best Qualified List, including the Illinois proposed site, on January 19, 1988. Three days later 
on January 22, 1988, the DOE fonnally announced that it would develop an EIS on the proposed SSC. This 
followed a May 1987 advance notice of intent ta prepare an EIS. 

In February of 1988, we held scoping meetings in each of the seven states to obtain public conrnent on 
the nature and scope of the environmental issues ta be considered in the EIS. Scoping meetings were 
held in February here in Illinois at the Fennilab auditorium. The DOE received approximately 2,100 
corrrrents an the scope of the EIS. These camients were considered in the preparation of the draft EIS. 

Following public hearings here and the other BQL states, we will develop a final EIS 
December of 1988. The draft EIS evaluates and compares four types of alternatives: 
technical alternatives; progra1TtTiatic alternatives and the no-action alternative. 

to be issued in 
site alternatives; 

Site alternatives address the seven locations identified on the BQL. Technical alternatives consider 
different technology, different equipment or different facility configurations. ProgramTiatic alterna
tives included possibilities of using other accelerators, international collaboration or project delay. 
And, the no-action alternative was the option not to construct the SSC. 

This draft EIS identifies and analyses the potential environmental consequences expected to occur from 
siting, constructing and operating the SSC at the seven site alternatives. These sites are located in: 
Arizona; Colorado; here in Illinois; Michigan; North Carolina; Tennessee; and Texas. 

This draft EIS provides as much information as possible at this stage of project development regarding 
the potential environmental ilJl)acts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC at each of 
the alternative sites. However, the Department recognizes that further review under NEPA, the National 
Environmental Policy Act, is appropriate prior to the actual construction and operation of the proposed 
SSC. 

Accordingly, fallowing the selection of site far the proposed SSC, the DOE will prepare a supplement to 
this EIS to address in more detail the impacts of constructing and operating the proposed SSC at the 
selected site and to identify, wher~ possible, alternatives for mitigating those impacts. 

Let me tell you a little bit about the draft EIS. This is a large document containing more than 4,000 
pages. _It is organized 1nto four volumes. Volume I is entitled Environmental Impact Statement. 
VollJl'le II is the carrment resolution document and is reserved for our response to public carment and is 
for publication in the final EIS only. Volume III describes the methodology for site selection. And, 
Volume IV contains 16 appendices·providing detailed presentations of technical infannation which back 
up the conclusions in the Environmental Impact Statement. 

COTtTients received at this hearing will be used by the DOE to prepare a final EIS to be issued this 
December. This doc1.1T1ent will identify the Department's preferred sites. No sooner than 30 days after 
the final EIS is distributed, the Department will publish its record of decision which will include the 
final site selection and complete the site selection process. 
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This afternoon we will use a professional moderator to assure a fair and orderly proceeding. Measures 
have been taken to permit the maximun opportunity for interested citizens to utilize this session for 
expressing their comnents. Can we please have it quite in the auditoril.m? 

We urge all participants in this afternoon's meeting to focus their carments on the draft EIS and to 
avoid or minimize statements aimed solely at expressing opposition or support for the State's proposal. 
While all c.ooments will beccme part of the formal record of this proceeding, those specifically 
addressing the draft EIS will be rrost useful to DOE in preparing the final docu~nt. 

As I noted earlier, in addition to this opportunity for oral comr.ents, individuals may also provide 
written CaJ'ta?nts to the DOE. These should be postmarked by October 17, 1988, the end of the fonnal 
45-day corm>ent period, to assure that they will be c~nsidered in the preparation of the final EIS. We 
will, however, consider CCJTUents received after that date to the extent possible. 

One final c0111Tent on the role of the EIS in the site selection process. The National Environmental 
Policy Act, NEPA, requires that environmental impacts be considered by Federal decision makers in 
taking major Federal actions with potential environmental consequences. An EIS is one of the methods 
used to do this analysis. provide for public camnent and participation and to make a final decision 
that meets the NEPA requirements. The EIS will be considered .by the Secretary in making the site 
selection. 

Thank you in advance for your interest and participation. let me now introduce Mr. Roy Eiguren, who 
will describe how we will conduct today's session. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you, Dr. Temple. Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. My name is Roy Eiguren. I 
am an attorr.ey in private practice with the law firm of Lindsay, Hart, Neil & Weigler which has offices 
in Seattle, Washington; Portland, Oregon; San Francisco, California; and Boise, Idaho. 

My practice and that of our law firm is heavily focused on environmental and energy law. Both in prior 
government service as well as in private practice, I have had a bit over a decade's worth of experience 
in either conducting or participating in a significant number of National Environmental Policy Act 
hearings such as the one we are conducting here today. 

I have been retained by the Oepartment of Energy as a moderator for this and other hearings on the 
draft EIS for this project. I am not an employee of the Department, nor am I an advocate for or 
against the Department's proposed action in this proceeding. Rather, my single expressed purpose is to 
serve as independent, unbiased, objective individual to moderate this series of hearings. My role is 
to help assure that the Department of Energy fully complies with both the letter and spirit of the 
National Enviror.mental Policy Act, or NEPA, so as to allow all individuals and organizations a fair and 
equal opportunity to conment on the record relative to the Department's proposed action. 

As Or. Terrple stated earlier, the purpose of this hearing is to give all interested citizens an oppor
tunity to cannent on the record relative to the Department of Energy's draft Envirormental Impact 
Statement for the proposed Superconducting Super Collider project. In February, the Department con
ducted a scoping meeting here to hear carments fran individuals and organizations on what issues should 
be considered in the preparation of the draft EIS. 

Now that the Department has prepared the draft EIS. it seeks cornnent fran the public on it. In par
ti::ular, we are seeking specific conment on issues that members of the public feel are relevant and 
s!-... JtJld be considered by the Department of Energy prior to finalizing the EIS and selecting its 
p~eferred site for the SSC project. 

I would like to note at the outset that this is a record proceeding. That is to say, everything that 
is said here today is begin recorded by the court reporter who is here with us in the front of the roan. 
And, all of the hearings in other states under consideration have been recorded as well. The court 
reporter will make a verbatim transcript of this hearing and all the cannents received, and submit that 
transcript to the Department of Energy for inclusion ln the final record in this proceeding. 

The Secretary of Energy's decisio-n will be based upon the record that we compile in these meetings. At 
this time, I would like to tell you what procedures we are going to follow and the conduct of this as 
well as the other hearings that have been held to date. 

I am going to announce speakers based upon pre-registrations as well as walk-ins and I will go down a 
list of pre-registered speakers first as provided to me by the Department of Energy from their per
sonnel at the registration table in the back of the room. We are going to take people in the order 
within which they called in to sign up in advance. If you are here to speak and have pre-registered 
but haven't checked in at the registration table, we would ask you to do so. 

Every individual will have up to five minutes within which to make comnent. At the end of five minutes, 
we would ask that you would then end your cannent and I will stgnal you when your five minutes is up. 
I have generally been fairly liberal 1n terms of interpreting the five minute rule. but given the large 
number of cCJTmenters here today, I would ask you to bear with me and when I ask you to end your can
ments, please bring them to a cl~se as quickly as you can. 
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As Dr. Temple stated earlier, the purpose of this hearing is to receive cc.rrment on the draft 
Envtronrrental Impact Statenent. Accordingly, your C'JITITlents should be focused on the issues that are 
addressed in the draft document itself_ I do resery·e the right to ask individuals to foc1Js on issues 
contained in the draft EIS if they· wander from the topic of the session. 

My intent is not to limit remarks but rather to assure that what comnents you do provide are effective 
in achieving the objectives of this hearing as outlined by Or. leftl>le earlier. However, it has been my 
practice throughout the c9urse of these hearings to allow any conrrent that people want to make relative 
to this project into the record. 

\.!ritten ccmnent and oral corrnient receive the seme \\"eight in the record of the proceeding. Therefore, 
we would encourage you to submit written cornnents as well as any written quastions you have about this 
project, either before or after your presentation today or by mailing to the Oepartrrent of Energy. If 
ycu do have written ccmnent or questlon wit!- you, I would ask that when you conclude your presentation, 
you leave it with the court reporter here in the front or if you are 1T1Jre ccxr.fortable, you may leave 
your corrment with the registration table personnel out in the lobby. 

If ycu do intend to provide written cooment, as Or. Tef!TPle rrentioned, after this hearing, you need to 
postmark it by no later than October 17, 1988, which is the close of the record in this proceeding_ 
And we do have, in the back of the roan at the registration table, a card you can pick up that gives 
you the address to mail your written comnent. 

We would ask that when you do send your written conment, that you would provide us with your name, 
address and zip code. This session has obviously started at 2:00 p.m. today. We intend to run until 
5:00 p.m. this afternoon, reconvene at 7:00 p.m. this evening and continue until approximately 
10:00 p.m. tonight. Due to the large nunber of pre-registered comnenters that we have, we are doing 
t~o things to accOITIJK)date everybody -- one is that we are going to have additional heari~gs tomorrow 
starting at 9:00 a.m. and going until 10:00 p.m. in the evening. We also have a parallel hearing in 
this building in the auditorium which is just across the way and there is another hearing there. The 
hg~ring panels that you see here have been in the various states. We have had one hearing panel go to 
thre:e cf the states. Another hearing panel go to another three. And then both hearing panels are here 
in Illinois to accomnodate the large nuntier of conmenters. 

Sinc·e this is a recorded proceeding and we have to be concerned about making sure that everything that 
is said is properly recorded and because we are using an oral recording system, the court reporter will 
need to take a bredk about or.ce every hour or so to change tapes. So, you can regularly pla~ that about 
every liour or so, we will take a brief recess to allow her to change the tapes and allow people to get 
up and stretch. 

We are going to accarmodate walk-in registrants to the extent that people do came to the door and want 
to speak. We will accCITITDdate those people either at the hearing in the auditorium, or if time allows, 
~e will accCJ'l'l'l10date them here at this hearing. 

I would like to go very briefly through the procedures that we are going to use in tenns of public 
comne:it. When we call your name, we would ask that you would step forward to the podium here where we 
have a number of microphones, speak clearly into the microphone nearest you, give us your name and 
address, and if you are speaking on behalf of any organization, we would ask that you would list that 
organization. I will not start timing you until you have completed your introduction. 

In addition to that, to try to rro~e this through as expeditiously as- possible, we have reserved this 
front row here to my fnmediate left for those individuals who will be cCJTiing up in sequence to speak. 
So, what I will be doing is when I call our first speaker, I will call the next three or four speakers 
and we would ask that those later in time speakers come forward to the front, if you are inclined to do 
so. If you are already up front, you don't need to do that. 

I have been asked by the School Olstr1ct to make a few brief announcements relative to the use of this 
facility. I have been asked to remind you that this is a smoke-free building. Accordingly, there is 
not strrJking allowed within the high school. The cafeteria is for student use only. There is available 
to you a snack bar just across the lobby if you would like to have coffee or other snacks. 

The hearing is being held in the high school with students and faculty in attendance tom::irrow. Accord
ingly, the School District has requested that those of you who are participating in these hearings 
either stay in the lobby or in one of the two hearing rooms as opposed to going throughout the 
building. 

Now the building will be- open for public access at 1:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. today. Tomorrow the build
ing will open up at 8:30 a.m. for the morning session, 1:30 p.m. for the afternoon session and 6:30 p.m. 
for the. evening session. 

We do want to thank the School District for making these facilities available to us. We wOuld ask that 
you would assist them in trying to keep the building free from litter and please do your part in that 
regard. 
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Finally, I have been reminded to ask you that we are holding two hearings, I have already mentioned 
that briefly. There is one in the auditorium as well as the one here in the gy11w1asium. If you are 
registered to speak at e-ither one of them, you will need to make sure that you sign in at the regis
tration table. I know people asked me earlier whether or not we are going to allow people to testify 
more than once. That is to say, can they testify once here and once at the other hearing. Unfortu
nately that is not the case, we have consistently throughout this course of hearings steadfastly main
tained one rule relative to camienting and that is that you may only conment once on the record. 
Hov1ever, that does indicate that if you would like to have additional written carrnent considered by the 
Department, it's important that you provide us written conrnent. 

Finally, I would like to indicate ta you in the audience, the panel who is here with rre -- which is Dr. 
Ed Temple, who is the Executive Director of the Department of Energy's SSC Site Selection Task Farce; 
Dr. Roger Mayes and Dr. Jerry Nelsen, who are environmental specialists with the Department of Energy, 
are here expressly for the purpose of listening to your carrnents. 

It has been their practice throughout the course of these hearings as appropriate to ask clarifying 
questions of those individuals who are comnent1ng. Their purppse in doing that is to make sure that we 
get a canplete record of your particular concerns relative to the environmental issues associated with 
the project. So, what we would ask you to do is when you have COIT\)leted your oral conment here at the 
front, if you would stay standing at the podium for just a brief moment to allow anyone in the panel to 
ask a question if they have any. 

With that, we are ready now to begin the receipt of oral corrment in this particular proceeding which is 
the first of the Illinois hearings on the DEIS for the SSC project. It has been the Department's prac
tice that during the course of these hearings, in each state under consideration, to allow either the 
Governor or a member of the Governor's staff to make a presentation on behalf of the State. The State 
has been accorded up to 30 minutes within which to do that. The State here has indicated that they 
wish to take ten minutes to do so. So, at this time, I am going to call upon the Chief of Staff to 
Governor Thcrnpson, Mr. Jeff Miller, who will present the State's position. Hr. Miller. 

STATEMENT OF JEFF MILLER 

MR. MILLER: This sounds a lot like what I heard on television last night. First to I would like to 
say. welccrne, and to those of you who have been here before, welcome back. We are very pleased to have 
you here in Illinois, and we· are pleased to be on the s~~rt list for consideration for this project. 

The Governor is in Washington today. As you know, a part of the selection process was an opportunity 
for each of the finalist states to make a presentation to the Secretary on behalf of the State. By the 
luck of the draw, DOE assigned both the beginning of our hearing here in Illinois and the presentation 
to Herrington on the same day. So, he is there and I am here. 

The purpose of this hearing is to respond to the draft of the Environmental Impact Statement. You will 
hear from experts on various aspects of that Statement whether it be fannland preservation, wetlands, 
wells, groundwater protection, they will all testify on behalf of the State. You will also have a 
situation where scores of citizens have indicated a desire ta testify-. And to intend to accorrmodate 
that, we have consciously decided to significant limit the amount of oral testinpny that we offer by 
the State. 

We will deal with the issues we consider important, but we will deal much more extensively in the 
written ccrmientary that we provide as part of this proceeding. That, I think, will afford as much 
public input frcm citizens as possible. 

Illinois agrees with the general conclusion in the draft Environnental Impact Statement that there are 
no serious envirormental problems at our site, and no environmental reason to select another site over 
ours. This conclusion which is reached in the draft EIS is strengthened when you realize that the 
sumna.ry draft EIS states 320 wells will be lost. This includes all wells within a 1,000-foot corridor. 

We believe, and will provide testimony to bolster this belief, that in fact only 31 wells would actually 
be impacted. Second, the draft EIS states that 850 acres of wetlands might be lost if Illinois is 
selected. Over 600 of these acres. are on Fermi lab property. In fact, they not only won't be lost, 
over 500 of them were actually created when Fermi lab was created. I think you can look at the record 
of Fermi lab and understand -- far from being threatened -- those wetlands would be preserved. 

And one more example. The 6,500 acres of farmland mentioned in the draft EIS -- we believe only a few 
hundred of those acres will be lost. Illinois stands ready to continue to work to mitigate even these 
minimal environmental ilf1)acts to the maxi111.1m extent possible. 

We do have one major disagreement with the draft EIS and that's in the area of cost. The EIS appears 
to conclude that costs do not vary significantly among the sites. We believe that conclusion is 
incorrect. An independent cost study conducted by A.T. Kearning found that $3.28 billion could be 
saved by building on Fennilab. More than $426 million in ccrnponents that we have here now, 
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would have to be duplicated if built elsewhere. Startup costs in Illinois would be $113 million lower. 
Eighty-eight million dollars in operating costs savings would be realized from a contiined FermilaO/SSC 
~:te. This factor alone over a 15-year operating life would account for $1.3 billion. 

The State incentive contribution of over $500 million in construction costs and site enhancements 
represents further savings. And finally, the interest cost over the 25 years for financing these 
various canponents would add another $959 million in savings. 

W2 have provided detailed analysis to support these statements and we are intending to work with you. 
Illinois has been collecting and analyzing data regarding its proposed SSC site since 1983. This 
allowed us to anticipate all the envirorrnental concerns that were raised in the draft EIS and to 
develop plans for mitigating their impact with no consequences to the operation of the SSC. 

Illinois is, in our opinion, second to none as an envirornrentally sound site. The substantial savings 
associated with building at Fermi lab ma.Ke us the lowest cost site. We hope you will reach the same 
conclusion, and trust you will ·reach the same conclusion we have. Illinois is the best site for the 
SSC. 

HR. EIGL~EN: Excuse me, ladies and gentlemen. We will go ahead and let you exercise your First 
Amenr:tnent rights, that's fine. There are a couple questions of Hr. Miller fran the panel. We would 
like to have him respond to those, please. Only the panel can ask questions. Could we have it quiet 
f~r just a ll'Dment, please? 

DR. NELSEN: Hr. Miller, you indicated that there was a more detailed basis for the nlJllbers and so on 
in your cannents, has this been provided? 

MR. MILLER: Yes, it has. 

D~. NELSEN: It will be provided for the record? 

MR. MILLER: It has been and it can be provided again. The question was whether the detailed informa
tion that I referred to, the A. T. Kearning study, had been provided to the Federal Goverrment? The 
answer is, yes it has. Thank you. 

HR. EIGLREN: Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. Quiet please. An uneirotional quiet crowd here today. 
What we are going to do is take a very brief recess and go ahead and change the tapes. We need to do 
that. And then we are going to start receipt of public catment. We are about 30 minutes -- quiet 
please -- we are about 30 minutes ahead of schedule at this point, so what I am going to do is when we 
ccme back in five minutes, we are going to start in sequence our comnenters. The first coomenters will 
be Craig 0. Jones. Followed by William A. Tardy, Barbara Rost and Sharon Lough. Lough, I am sorry. 
My narre is Eiguren. 

We will be in recess for five minutes. 

{Recess) 

MR. EIGl..REN: Ladies and gentlenen, we are going to go back on the record. Can we have it quiet 
please? I would like to resurre formally this hearing on the draft Envirormental Impact Statement for 
the SSC project. I am going to ask you once again if you would please give us the courtesy of allowing 
our conmenters to ccrrment and exercise their First Amendnent privileges throughout the course of this 
proceeding. It's terribly difficult to hear up here because the acoustics In this roan are not par
ticularly good. It's doubly difficult to hear when we have everybody in the audience making a lot of 
noise. I don't want to cut you off and I understand there is a lot of emotional attachnent to this 
issue one way or another. But, I would remind you again that this actually is a quasi-judicial type 
proceeding. 

What we are doi.ng is building a record that.will be used by the Secretary of Energy in his decision
making as to where he is going to put the project. So, it behooves you all L think to give each 
cam-enter the courtesy of being quiet throughout the-course of their conments. If you feel compelled 
to applaud· or boo or- whatever you do,. try to save it for the end of each conmenter. That would help a 
great deal. 

We are now ready- to, go· into- the receipt of conment fran those menbers of the public who pre-registered 
to speak here today. 1 would like to briefly remind you what the ground rules are. When I call your 
name, r ask you to-come forward here-to the podiunr and speak- into the microphon·e that is hooked up_ to 
the recorder which ts· one of these- here tn the mid:tle. Just kind of shoot for a.ll of them and you wi-11 
be close. We would ask that you give us your-- name and address. If you are speaking on behalf of an 
organization, tell us what that organization is and then after that, I will go ahead and start timing_ 
you. Y'Ou have five minutes withifr·which· to camient. 
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I am going to fairly rigid in terms of adhering to the five minute .rule. Shortly after five minutes, 
will indicate that your time is elapsed. Once I have done that, I would ask that you would quickly 
bring your comnents to a conclusion. If you go on ll'IJch longer, one of the things I can tell you is 
that aside fran the bad acoustics in here,,there are a lot of optical illusions in this room -- I am 
actually stx foot four and wetgh 235 poundS. There wtll be btg trouble. So, please observe the ftve
minute rule. 

So, with that I will start with our first carmenter and then I will call the next three who can be 
ready to speak after our first corrmenter. Our first conmenter ts Craig D. Jones. 

STATEMENT OF OR. CRAIG JONES 

OR. JONES: Hy narne is Craig Jones. I reside tn Ca111>ton Township. 

(Pause) 

OR. JONES: Thank you very ll'llch. My narre ts Craig Jones. I reside in Ca~ton Township. I hold the 
degree of Doctor of Philosophy and Econanics and l have rel led extensively on that background in pre
paration of my remarks today. 

My conments •ill address deficiencies in the socio-econanic section of the draft EIS. There are rele
vant but lengthy arguments which cannot be dealt with in five minutes. Those arguments are contained 
in a rough draft of a study I have prepared for the Heartland Institute. copies of which I have pro
vided here. I will attempt. however, to sumnarize that study and sane additional mater,al in a few 
sentences. 

My primary objection to the socio-economies of the draft EIS is that no consideration is made of 
financial and land resource opportunity costs. The estimates of jobs created by this project are pre
sented as though they are a net gain, but, this is not the case. The subsidy of the State of lllinois, 
the subsidy proposed by the State of ll1inois is over $1.6 billion, including financing costs. 

The removal of this amount of money from the private sector or from other areas of the public sector 
will result in the loss of jobs that \olould have been generated had that lroTley been spent by those 
sectors. 

This job loss could be substantial and the much-touted multipliers wou'd apply to it as well resulting 
in an even greater loss of potential employment. 

Regarding land resource costs, in one case alone 500 acres of industrial zone land will be lost to SSC 
land seizure. This 500 acres would have developed by acreage canparison over 8,000 jobs. Far more 
than the 3,300 jobs supposedly to be created at Fermi lab. Jobs which probably would not be filled by 
current Illinois residents in any case. These negat,ve effects of the project receive no notice in the 
draft EIS. 

Any canprehensive assessment of the economic effects of a project must include the cost of lost oppor
tunities as well as projected benefits. This omission invalidates the draft EIS socio-econanic 
assessment. 

The draft EIS also notes that a recently completed telephone survey indicates an overall favorable 
attitude toward the project by area residents. This is a gross misinterpretation of the results of 
that survey. I have two conments. One, this survey was completed in the spring of 1987, almost one 
full year before the specifics of the SSC were made available to area residents. If I had been asked 
at that time if I favored siting the SSC site at Fennilab, I probably would have said yes, not being 
aware of the many negative aspects of the project. 

Even with this lack of infonnation about the SSC project, the survey produced the following results 
which have been ignored by the draft EIS. Fifty-five percent of respondents tnd\cated that they would 
be IOClderately or very concerned about a collider tunnel near their heroes. And the question that 
received this response was preceded by the statement, "You would see almost no construction activity on 
the surface." We now know this statement is tota 1 ly tnaccurate. 

Even more revealing is the survey response to a State incentive of $500 million. Only 26 percent of 
those interviewed supported that incentive, which is less than the actual State incentive by at least 
$70 million plus the value of the secret sealed incentive and its financing cost. And this is called an 
overall favorable attitude toward the SSC. 

In Texas, a $1-billion incentive Proposal was put on the ballot for Texas voters to decide. They passed 
it two to one. In Texas, the taxpayers were asked. In Illinois, they are told. In Texas, they favored 
a $1-billion incentive two to one, In Illinois, only 26 percent favored an incentive half that large. 
llllnols does not want this project. 
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I would caution the Department of Energy not to underestimate our resolve in this issue. You may site 
the project 1n Illinois. But, let me assure you, you will not build it here. 

MR. EIGLREN: Dr. Jones has left for the record, extensive written comnents on the project. We will 
include those into the fonnal record of proceeding. 

DR. NELSEN: Roy, is there title on the draft? 

MR. EIGLREN: Yes. The title of his document is "Superconducting Super Collider Super Boondoggle?" by 
Craig Jones. 

Moving down the list, our next scheduled conmenter is William A. Tardy, followed by Barbara Rosi, 
followed by Sharon Lough. Mr. Tardy. 

STATEMENT BY WILLIAM A. TARDY 

MR. TARDY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. Good afternoon to the Department of Energy and 
welcome to you all. My name is William Tardy and I reside in Campton Township, Kane County, Illinois. 
I am the President of the Citizens Against The Collider Here, otherwise known as CATCH. 

We are a 20,000·plus people organization who live in the State of Illinois. Our comnittee has read, 
studied and thorough analyzed all 4,700 pages and 16 appendices of the Envirorwnental Impact Statement 
datect"August of 1988. It doesn't take a rocket scientist, or should I say a Fenni physicist, to 
realize that the draft Envirormental Impact Statenent clearly shows that Illinois is a terrible choice 
as the host state for the SSC. 

Sane of the shortcomings of the State of Illinois are-as follows -- and I will not read.all the 
reference numbers but I do have them listed here. We have nl)re affected parcel owners than all other 
sites ccrnbined. We have the second most number of wetlands with 850. We have more acreage of prime 
farmland that would be removed from production than any other state. We have more businesses that 
would be closed· than all other states ccmbined. That is 60 businesses representing approximately 1,000 
employees. 

Illinois currently has a regional groundwater shortage. Illinois would have the nK>st groundwater 
leakage into the tunnel. More people would be adversely affected by noise. air pollution and exposure 
to airborne radionuclides than-any other site. Illinois currently is in a nonatta-irment status for 
carbon monoxide and ozone levels. And surface water in Illinois i~ the worst of any of the· seven 
states. 

However. the draft Envirormental Impact Statement is deficient in many areas which will be ent.merated 
by many of the following speakers over the next several days. Some of these-areas- that will be dis· 
cussed in detail are as follows: the potentially affected wells, as- referenced to in Volllll& IV, 
Appendix 7, page 113, Figure 7.17, is clearly deficient. The count shows 320. We have taken our own 
surveys with neighbors and fanners around the ring and we have only encanpassed half the ring and we 
are at a count of 610 potentially affected wells. If one were to extrapolate this figure- to include 
the entire ring, one could assurre that there could be aver l,200 potentially affected wells. 

Another item that is not indicated in the Environmental llTfJact Statement. The nunter of affected 
parcels, in Appendix 4, Table 4-2, page 16, it shows 3,305 parcels. And gentlemen, l encourage you to 
open up that document and just physically count the parcels. One, two, three and you will come up with 
a ntrnber of 3,624. 

In addition, that does not even 
are approximately another 500. 
parcel owners which, gentlemen, 

include the 1988 housing starts that have been located on the ring which 
I believe, on a conservat.ive nuntier, we are talking about 4-,375 affected 
is ten times nK>re than all the other states canbined. 

The E8 site isn't even included on the map the State of Illinois provided. Neither is-tha FB site. 
It's not even on the map. gentlemen. It's not on there. These two particular E and·F s.ites- are right 
across the street from a so:.... and an 80-acre subdivision and,. for whatever reason, it's not even indi· 
cated on the maps. 

These are- just a. few of the shortcomings that wi-11 be addressed in.111>re detail and L w--i-ll be sending in 
fi:ff' tf-epublic record. Bi.It suffice i-t ta say., gentlemen, you an1i"the-.State of. Illinois have:· put a lot 
of" people through a lot-of miSery -- a lot of time and a lot of expense --during-the last nine months. 
And, quite frankly, we don't appreciate it. 

We don't like the State of I.ll·inois' actions. We don't like their misinfonnation. We don't like their 
arrogance and'we. don't l"ike them.stonewalling-this project and l'IQt,answerinsrour questions. And we 
think it's reprehensible- the way thiSo project is. being conducted. 

We don't approve of scmeone just come charging in, taking over our homes and our factories and our fanns 
and we will not stand for it and we will not be good neighbors if you should make the mistake of siting 
this project in the State of Illinot"s. 
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Please very carefully make a notation of this. After reviewing all the negative impacts that are 
t·nvolved in. the" State· of I"llinois and' after discussing this with Kr. Herrington and once a final site 
is selected, tf you should make the mistake of siting it tn the State of 111\no-1-s~. I strong:ly- reccmnend' 
that this will not be built here. We will do everything in our power legally to stop this project. We 
will never allow it to CCIII! on-line. 

I wou·ld recannend' you g1-ve it ta a state that wants- it,. a state that needs it,. a state that welcomes 
it. That stat!!', gentlenen, is clearly not the State of Illfnois. 

In conclusion, we have been garnering signatures over the last nine months. We have gotten 20,000 
signatures that we had hoped ta present ta Gover,nor ThoqJson~ Unfortuna.te ly .. he i.s not here. These are 
the petitions that- we- would like ta urge you to enter all of the names and all the addresses of these 
20,000· tndi·vidualS' ta go oo record' agatnst sf.t.tng this project. 

This ts the wrong place to put this prnject the State of Illinois doesn't need. The people don't want 
it. And we· w1·11- not al•lOW' i't to ha bu flt here. Thank: you. 

MR. EfGt.REN:· For tlie record',. we will note receipt of a box of petitions. labeled "'Petit ton To Remove 
Bid To· Site The SupercondUcttng- Super Col'lider, SSC, Atan Smasher In- The State of fllinois ... 

I would like to express the appreciation of both myself and the panel to the audience for keeµing your 
collective expn!$s-i"ans of emo'tton either before or after the ind'ividual"s cameat. That''s very helpful. 
We· wi·ll continue- roving· on through the list. our next coomenter is Barbara Rosi. foJlowed' by Sharon 
Louglt, followed by Dan !lees. 

STATEMENT BY BARBARA ROSI 

MS. ROS!: Good afternoon·. I would Tike to call your attention to a specific. are -

HR. EIGLREN: Ka·'am·, excuse me·. I need your name- and address for the record. 

MS. ROSI: My name is Barbara Rost and I reside in Ca"l)ton Township. And now. I would like to call your 
attention· to a specific area on the Illinois Land Acq_utsitton Map included in the draft Envi.ronmental 
l""act Statement as Attacl'ment A-3C showing· the section· in the upper arch. More. specifically,_ take 
note· of the· land in this- 1,006'--ft easenent on both sides of Denker Road' where scrnewhere there is to be 
located E9. 

It is stated that this service facility can be rroved' or rotated. Thus the narrative about this site ls 
antiiguous by design. However. I can assure you there is no logical p·lace here for the -destruction of 
this land or the constructfon of this facility. 

A false assll!lpt1on fn the part. of planni·ng. is that thi·s pFoposed E& facility could be cooipatible with 
its surroundings. Table 13-3 shows the project land use zontng as Tight industrfal ccmpared with the 
existing land use zoning as planned unit development farming district. Now a drive down, Denker Road 
shows that for the irost part, the farm fs gone. One side of the road is estate zoning and the other 
side i's a planned unlt developnent. Thts area certafnty has been developed and tt is qulte reslden
tial. f quote Section 16.3.31. "Residential land uses are not visually compatible with the proposed 
project because of the obvtous functional and structural contrast between project features and 
residences."' 

Again, looking at the map, parcels 62, 53, 51 and 18 are sites of private far.iily hones. The area of 
parcel 2 is shown as one large piece, but actua_lly represents another phase of the planned unit devel
o;:ment as it was recorded. It ts ludicrous to think that this facility and its ramifications should be 
placed on· saneone-'s front lawn or·on a horrestte irt a subdivts·ion. 

fn· the- same 1,000-ft- easement, parcel 72: is an area of floodpla1'n and waterway for· drainage that runs 
i-nto a lake on the other stde of the road which is in parcel area n1.111ber 64.. This lake has a spill..,ay 
into Ferson Creek whic~makes its way ultfmately into the Fox River. Thfs land fs certainly not build
able nor would you want to disturb the flow of water and the surrounding natural habitat. Surprisingly 
though·, this local floodplatn area· ts not specif'1cal·Ty addressed in the DElS as to direct or indirect 
tmpact. 

The- attack on our- envtronrrent and our quality of ltfe during· the constructfon of' ES would be obscene. 
The blastfng, the dtgg-tng,. the hauling. the draining. of water- from the shaft ancf durf.ng. the- tunneling. 
the· dUst and the' rruck .. Anet·, when you are· fin.ishect, by yaur acintssiort, we w1Tl have 5< VK Class four. 
unchara:cteristtc of its setting in a htghly sensitive area. 

I know th.is area. You should cane to know this area .. EB doesn't fit in. Ea won't work here. 

J wou·ld like to leave you with" a thought ta take- back to \rla.sh1ngton wtth you and to pass along to the 
pcwers-that-be-. In your d!rli-berattons, keep this thought paramount. There are hundreds of dedicated 
people here who will remain steadfast in their corrmitment. We will not accept a deci'sion to site the 
SSC in Illinois. Thank you. 
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MR. EIGLREN: Our hext conmenter is Sharon Lough, followed by Dan Dees, followed by Sharon Vesely. 

STATEMENT BY SHARON LOUGH 

MS. LOUGH: Hy narre is Sharon Lough from Campton Township. And I am a human receptor. I prefer to 
think of myself and the rest of people living in the Fox Valley as human beings. But, after reading 
the draft Environmental Impact Statement, I have discovered that the Department of Energy is unfamiliar 
wit.h that term. 

I would like to call your attention to the draft EIS, Vol1.111e IV, Appendix 14, page 98. The draft 
states, "By the year 2000, the SSC is expected to be at full operating Ef11Ployment level providing 
approximately 3,200 direct jobs. Secondary economic activity would add about 3,800 jobs to the total 
SSC reg iona 1 enp loyment impact during SSC ope rat ion." 

One of Fennilab's most repeated argtJTients for the SSC is that it already has an infrastructure and sup
port staff in place that would save the Department of Energy rrore than $3 billion. If that is the 
case, than there is no way the SSC.could, create an additional 3,200 permanent jobs. And if does not 
create an additional 3,200 jobs, then all of the figures in the draft EIS concerning total err.ployrr:i:!nt 
iJll>act and economic benefits are grossly overstated. CCJTle on, guys, Illinois can't have it both ways. 

Let's continue with Volume JV, Appendix 14, turn to page 129. On that page, you cite a survey con
ducted by the Center for Governmental Studies at Northern Illinois University. That quote indicates 
"an overall favorable attitude towards the SSC by residents of the area." You go on to say, "an important 
ancillary finding of this research is that concerns over potentially adverse effects of the SSC tend to 
diminish as knowledge of the project is increased." 

Well, I have here a copy of that survey and I defy you to find any reputable opinion research organi
zation that would describe this as scientific, unbiased research. If I had been a respondent to this 
survey back in A.pril of 1987, I would have supported the SSC. Why? Because the only knowledge 
available at that time was what Governor Thanpson and his adninistration had spoon-fed us. 

It wasn't until January of this year when we finally got a look at the specific proposal that we dis
covered that State officials had done a magnificent job of lying to the public or, at the very least, 
they had conmitted sins of emission. They have grossly overstated the nuntier of pennanent and tem
porary jobs -- grossly -- both direct and induced, that this project will create while failing to 
inform the public of the thousands of real and potential jobs it will destroy, resulting in a net loss 
of income to the Fox Valley, if not to the State. 

They have ignored the effect this project will have on our water supplies, which are already over
drafted. They have kissed off the threat to our wetlands. They don't care that far rrore people than· 
they are willing to adnit will suffer economically frc:m devalued homes, their titles forever clouded, 
their front yards turned into ugly views of, helium factories and tank farms. 

1 could go on, but others before and after me have or will state the specifics ITKlre eloquently than I. 
The point I want to make is this: How can our Governor sutxnit a proposal to you, the Department of 
Energy, that has so many devastating effects on so many people. We have tried to ask him that question 
but he refuses to give us an audience. He tells the press he will protect us by asking a head-in-the
sand General Asserrbly to compensate us for our loss. He calls it "good neighbor legislation." I call 
it dishonest since the triggering mechanism that would bring this law into play is in the hands of the 
robber instead of the robbee. 

When the Governor stated at a media event in Geneva in August to sign the alleged "good neighbor legis
lation," he stacked the audience with SSC supporters so that the very people he claimed he was protect
ing couldn't even enter the government center. Three of them risked arrest and physical hann from his 
goon squad by crashing into the signing ceremony to see how they were being protected. But still the 
Governor won't talk to us. Twenty thousand of us who have signed petitions opposing this intrusion 
into our lives and thousands IT()re who haven't have an opportunity to sign a petition. 

And why is the good Governor not here today? Why isn't his good neighbor not here to explain to us how 
we will benefit from this? I will tell you why. Just as it was in the goverrment center in Geneva, he 
is afraid to face us. Instead, Governor yellowbelly Thanpson cowers off to Washington to lick the boots 
of your Secretary Herrington hoping that by landing the SSC, the fat cat contractors will stuff his 
campaign treasury and those of his political cronies. That's what it ccmes down to -- I will wind it 
up, I will wind it up, Ray -- because.any logical right-thinking individual who analyzes carefully the 
Illinois Site Proposal and the draft Envirormental Impact Statement, will find that this obscenity, 
this welfare project for the overeducated, has no benefit for the little guy. 

Twenty years ago the people of western Illinois were raped by the State ef Illinois when they were 
forced to give up their property at fire-sale prices as doc1.M1ented in the book Policide written by Ors. 
Lowe and Ginsberg. In some cases, land was outright stolen from them, as they received no financial 
remuneration. 
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To your ever1asting shame. your predecessor, the AtCJnic Energy Corrmission, encouraged this action. 

MR. ElGlREN: Sharon, I am sorry, I have to cut you off. 

HS. LOUGH: . Can 't I say one more sentence. 

MR. EIGl.REN: You have run six m1nutes, l am sorry. 

MS. LOUGH: Do not underestimate the opposition --

HR. EIG!JlEN: Thark you. 

MS. LOUGH: 'We are fonnidable. If Illinois ls chosen, the SSC will never get built here·. 

MR. EIGlREN: We w111 receive for the record the written docu02nts of Sharon Lough along with a sup
porting doclr.lent entitled, "A Center for Govermrental Studies," developed by NOrthern [llinois Univer
sity. And the actual topic is "An Overview of Citizen Reactions to the Proposed Superconducting Super 
Collider in Illinois.tt We will receive it and include it in the record. 

The next comnenter is Dan Dees, followed by Sharon Vesely and Betty Zahner. Is Mr. Dees here? Hr. Dan 
Dees? We will pass hfm over for the nr:xnent and call his name later. Sharon Vesely. 

STATEMENT BY SHARON VESELY 

MS. V£S£lY: Coad afternoon. My name is Sherry Vesely from St. Char1es. 

Table 4-4 of the EIS fs in error when it indicates that groundwater usage by municipalities is pro
jected to decrease due to future planned replaced by lake Michigan surface water. DuPage County does 
have plans to eventually shift over to Lake Michigan water beca:.ise of their we 11-publ fc ized groundwater 
problem. However, only a very small portion of western DuPage County is the Region of Influence of the 
SSC. In fact, cn1y a stra11 portltm of only one murllcipallty, West Chicago •. lies in both DuPage County 
and on the rtng. 

\that \s a more important question- is- 'What are the plans of Kane County cities? The manager of the 
northern regional office of the Illinois State Water Survey, Hr. William Baker, has indicated that 
absolutely none of the cities -in Kane- County have any plans to switch over to lake Michigan water. The 
c1ties of St. Charles, Geneva, Sata'l·ia, North Aurora and Aurora all p1an to continue to use groundwater 
wells for their canplete source of water supplies. 

The fact that Tab.le 4-4 asstm!S. that Lake flfichigal'l water· wtll e'lentually be in use i.s a misrepresen
tation of the· truth. ln fact. it is in· direct conflict with statements made on page S.1~2-Z9 of the 
EIS. Th.ls pol"tion of the EIS spec·ifically indfca.tes ttTat since plans and schedules for cities switch
ing wholly or partially to surface water sources are not definitive. It is assuned that a worsening of 
groundwater overdraft problem cannot be mitigated. 

This ts the m..roe.1 one problem with the SSC. in Il1inois. 01.ll" overdrafted groundwater supplies, can be 
expected to dwindle ff the SSC is. sited fn Illino·is. This- is but one exarrole of how the- EIS 1s. often 
self-contradtctory. ~Illinois State 'later S'urvey has also indicated that there are very specific 
local groundwater prable:llS within the reg1on of the SSC tunnel, espec1iilly ln Campton Tttftnsh-iµ, in the 
enttre northern arch of the ri-ng·. That area a·lone, contains: over 20,000 residents all of wban depend 
upon private groundwater wells. 

Williain Baker has indicated that Kane County officials are very concerned with this existing local 
probl'Blf. and that they are examining plans- to· limit further- developnent of private wells in. that region. 
Any new de\lel~ts Ny be required to prO'lide· the·1r own local municipal ..,ater supply suck as the one 
now existing at the Winding subdivision-. wo~ld Kane CiJunty officials be thfnking along these lines- if 
there weren't already a problem? Why make matters wo~se with the SSC? 

Campton.Townsh-ip and all of Kane County will not !'lave take M-ichigan during the life of the SSC~ The 
error that eds.ts tni Table 4-4 clearly Indicates that the OOE Ms been presented with facts that simply 
are not tru8'. The- reqiona.l overdr:-aft cannot be- expected to be relieved. rt can only be expected to 
worsen. cont i'nued: rapid deve lapnent in the Fox Ya lley vf·rtua l fy guarantees ft. 

Curnmt statfstU:s indicate that !Cane· County~s populatton growth rate ts the highest tn northeastern 
Illinois, even greater than tha.t of DuPage County. The EIS' clearly shows that the proposed fllfnois 
SSC site ts the only s;te where this continued change fn land use from rural to urban industrial fs 
expected' to occur. Th·is fact alone sflould preclude you gentlemen from selecting Illlnoi.s as the home 
of the SSC. 

The sheer- nunbers of tunan receptors: wtio
1
may

1
be adversely- affected by the SSC tn Illinois mak.es our 

state the 1110st f-llogtcal choice of a-ll. Dorr t lfsten to Governor l'hofll>son. Leon Lederman of SSC for 
Fernti lab, when they say that Illinois· is the lbglea-J choice·. The-fr mouths talk about prlde' and 
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progress while their hearts are full of greed and and jealousy. Illinois is not the logical choice for 
one basic reason -- people. If you scientists can't c~rehend this fact, then your hearts must also 
be full of greed and jealousy. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Dr. Mayes has a clarifying question. 

DR. MAYES: Does your testinnny have a reference to the Illinois State Water Survey report? 

HS. VESELY: I am sorry, I can't hear. 

DR. MAYES: Does your testirrony have a reference to the State Water Survey report? 

MS. VESELY: No. 

DR. MAYES: Do you have one? 

MS. VESELY: Yes. Mr. William Baker. 

MR. EIGUREN: Mr. William Bakor. 

DR. MAYES: Okay. It was a personal cO!Tfllunication, not a reference report. 

MS. VESELY: Yes. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. We wi 11 receive for the record for inclusion the written comnents of Sherry 
Vesely. 

Our next scheduled comnentator is Betty Zahner followed by Edward Kist and Carol Hadamik. Give your 
name and address for the record, please. 

STATEMENT BY BETTY ZAHNER 

MS. ZAHNER: My name is Betty Zahner. I live in CaJll>ton Township. 

This brief presentation is intended to address specific negative aspects of the SSC being placed in 
Kane County with regard to the SSC DEIS cannents regarding sedge meadows, radiation in our groundwater 
and radon. 

First, page 4-67 of the EIS indicates that sedge meadows are very rare in the area proposed for the 
SSC. This being true their presence is of even greater significance to the local cOT1J1Unity and every 
attempt should be made to preserve any existing rare sedge meadows. The EIS mentions two that do exist 
near the SSC site. 

One is inmediately south southwest of lily lake and the another is southwest of Kress Creek north of 
the collider ring. The EIS fails to mention how they are to be protected. The EIS also fails to mention 
the sedge meadow that exists west of Denker Road and south of the ES access shaft area. This sedge 
meadow and adjacent wetland area will be adversely affected by the SSC project because of encroacl'lnent 
that will occur with the widening of Denker Road as a haul road leading to and frCJn area ES. This area 
will also face degradation due to the enonnous amount of truck traffic that will pass by it. Due to 
the fine texture of much of the hauled material, windblown and rainwashed silt can be expected to origi
nate fran the traffic and adversely affect both plant and animal life living in that area. 

The EIS is inc~lete for failing to acknowledge the existence of the sedge meadow and wetland area, 
especially since this type of habitat is termed by the EIS to be rare. You can be assured that the 
Anny Corps of Engineers will hear and be interested in this one. 

Second, chart 4-13 clearly shows that Illinois has the greatest exposure to the presence of radionuclides 
1n its groundwater because of elevated levels of radillTI. Citizens of the Fox Valley are already exposed 
to better than seven times as much radiation through our drinking water as any other site under considera
tion. With our site also containing the greatest nlmber of people, any further exposure frcm SSC-related 
radiatiOn can, therefore, be expected to produce greater nurrbers of cancer-related ailments. 

Why do Governor Thompson and our other elected officials feel so obligated to expose such large niinbers 
of people to this risk? This ts sheer madness. 

Last, Table 4-8 and Table 4-9 give statistics pertaining to radon levels present in living spaces and 
basements at each site.· The figures that appear for Illinois are in error. Both charts show that 
Illinois State levels and the SSC Region of Influence levels of radon are below Environmental Protec
t1on Agency standards. However, as recently as Septent>er 21st of this year, John Cooper, Manager of 
Environmental Safety for the Illinois Department of Nuclear Safety, -has been quoted tn the St. Charles 
Chron1cle as saying, "the average level of radon in Kane County hanes was a little over the State 
average of nearly five ptcocurtes." 
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In closing. how long will t~e rape of the environment continue leaving a mess not only ourselves, but 
for posterity. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next scheduled comnenter is Edward Kist. 

STATEMEnT OF EDWARD KIST 

MR. KIST: Yes. J am Edward Kist. I live in Campton Township. I live on Denker Road. My home is 
directly on top of the ring and it appears that service area ES is sited directly across Denker Road 
from my front door. Yet, we have not received any notification whatsoever from the I1linois Departme11t 
of Energy and Nat1.Jra 1 Resources. 

I repeatedly called tre Department in early February and asked them to notify us. But, to this day, 
they still have n~aid it appe~rs that ES is directly across the street because the EIS has E8 
sited at several points O•l Denker Road in various sections of the report. 

In Appendix 10, Section Sb of 16, page 120, the ES site is described as being crossed by Denker Road 
with approximately 25 percent of the site lying west of the road. If that is true, the~1 this sttc is 
directly in my front yard. This tells rre JOU will be taking my hane. Is that true, geritleman? Ou you 
think perhaps I have the right to know that? 

Elsewhere in the EIS, specifically Voluire: IV, Appendix 1-3 of 16, page 29 of the chapter called Si!e 
Specific Adaptations-Illinois, ES is described as adjacent to the east side of Denker Read with ~o 
mention of any intrusion upon the western boundary. Well guys, which description is corTect? Are :;i·,1u 
taking my front yard and home or aren't you? The fact that I don't know, th4t I have re~eived no ncti
fitation whatsoever, supports our argument that the nunber of affected parcels is significantly unjer
stated in the EIS. 

It is exactly this kind of arrogance and incompetence on the part of the State of I11inois and the DOE 
that has made these past -nine months a kind of living hell for people like my wife and me. 

You have changed the description of the EB site· in yet 'l.nother volume of tt-e EIS. Specifically, 
VolU111e I, Chapter 5, page 5.1.10-3, in the chapter titled EnvironmE:ntal Consequences and Mitigative 
M~asures, there you describe the site as "abutting the entrance to the subdivision" with those exiting 
the subdivision aimed directly at the facility. That is si~ly i111Jossible. Directly across from t:-.e 
Denker Road exit 1s a private lake and directly across frcxn the only other exit is a large corn field 
on Silver Glen Road. In fact. the site lies between the Denker Road exit and the intersection of 
Denker and Silver Glen on ground higher than the majority of the subdivision. It is fully in view of 
the majority of the subdivlsion. 

The only thing you have got right in your description is that this site will be highly sensitive to us 
human receptors in the area. I can also tell you, as a matter of fact, that at least ten of my neigh
bors directly on the ring have received no notification from the State. Yet, the former director of 
ENR, Don Achison, has repeatedly said 1n public that all affected landowners r~ve been notified. Well, 
that is a bold-faced lie. No wonder Mr. Achison is the fonner director of ENR. 

The sad fact of the matter is ttiat the way the State and the DOE have handled the Illinois Site Proposal 
is an absolute disgrace. Our elected officials have publicly tried to discredit us and repeatedly 
refused to meet with us. They have called us misguided, uninformed and irresponsible. Governor 
Thompson, Congressman Hastard, Don Achison, wherever you are -- you have blown it. You have blown it 
because you have placed more importance on the pork barrel than the concern of your constituents. 

Virtually every concern we have raised has been verified in the EIS. I will leave it to my colleagues 
to attack the issues of aquifer overdraft, closing of wells, loss of wetlands, loss of tax base, etc., 
etc., etc. 

I have focused my few minutes on one intennediate service area EB. You can't get your story on this 
one single aspect of the site proposal. Your inccmpetence of this single aspect of the Illinois Site 
Proposal has disrupted the lives of many families in m'J cC0111.Jnity. Frankly, gentlemen, we don't trust 
you-. You are not welcome here. We look forward to bidding you good riddance from our comnunity. 
Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Ladies and gentlemen, we are about 10 minutes ahead of schedule. W~ need to take a 
recess at this point for five minutes. When we return, we will go back to the top of the list and call 
that speaker whose name I called earlier, Mr. Dan Dees, who has now arrived·. We will be in recess for 
five minutes. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken.) 
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MR. EIGLREN: Ladies and gentlemen, if I could have your attention, we are ready to resLJlle. If I could 
ask you, please, to take your seats. Ladies and gentlemen. just a couple brief announcements that are 
fairly important. Could we have it quiet, please? Please take your seats. 

I apologize for the problems we have been having with the microphones here. I think we have resolved 
that. The microphone in the inmediate front of the podium that's on the stand is the live mike that 
goes into the PA svstem. So, when you come forward to speak, we ask that you point toward that. 

I have also been asked to announce that we have apparently a fairly significant number of people who 
ware pre-registered to speak in the auditorium for the other panel who have not appeared and there was 

concern that perhaps 'some of those people were in here. So, once again, I want to remind you we are 
running simultaneous panel hearings and if you are pre-registered to speak, you may be either here or 
in the auditori1i11. You need to make sure that you check in with the registration table to detennine where 
you are to speak. · 

It is now 3:38 p.m. by my watch. We will go ~head and formally recarmence our public hearing on the 
draft Environrrental Impact Statement for the SSC project being held here on the sixth of October in 
Aurora. Illinois. 

I have been going down a master list of pre~registered comnenters provided to me by the Department. We 
had called all the names up through the hour of 3:35. There was one individual who had not yet arrived, 
Mr. Dan Dees. Mr. Dees is now here. I call him and ask him to first give his name and address and any 
affiliation for the record and, sir, you have five minutes within which to cormient. Thank you. 

STATEMENT OF DAN DEES 

MR. DEES: Thank you, Mr. Moderator and members of the panel. I am Dan Dees. My address if 14 North 
Cottonhill Road, Springfield, Illinois 62707. I am the Deputy Director of the Office of Planning and 
Prograrmiing for the Illinois Department of Transportation. 

My conments today will focus on the abundant transportation services available in this region. The 
specific on-site highway 1mprovements planned for the SSC and the State's ccxrmitment to the 
northeastern region to film [sic] projects that will improve travel conditions and reduce congestion. 

In tenns of transpartation services, the Illinois site benefits from one of the most active transporta
tion hubs in the world. The Fennilab campus is minutes away frcm a large network of major expressways, 
truck terminals, rail yards, airports and deep draft and inland docks that connect northeastern Illinois 
to the nation and the world. 

The draft EIS fully describes the region's transportation assets which include a well-developed highway 
system in the suburban area of DuPage County and the extensive County road network in rural Kane County. 
Further, the draft EIS recognizes Illinois' contribution of site specific illl>rovements to facilitate 
the construction and operation of the SSC. 

This improvement plan includes the strengthening of haul roads, construction of two-lane paved access 
roads to the 20 ring points as well as to the J and K areas, upgrading of Butterfield Road to four lanes 
from Illinois 59 to Kirk Raad and an intersection illlJrOvement at the Fennilab entrance. Reconstruction 
of [copy missing] Road at the far experimental area to serve as an access road and other highway 
improvements totally $57 million. 

The proposed site area is located in and adjacent to a fast growth area and is experiencing sane con
gestion problems associated with rapid develai:xnent. However, the level of investment in transportation 
in fast growth areas such as DuPage County is responsive to the rapidly changing needs. The Illinois 
SSC Proposal identified $57 million of highway improvenents for the SSC site. 

This investment, while significant, is dwarfed when ccxnpared to the annual and Tll.lltiyear highway pro
gram already budgeted for the Chicago area. Between fisca1 years 1984 and 1988, the highway investment 
program for this region exceeded $350 million annually. 

Over the next five years, the State has identified $1.4 billion for highways in northeastern Illinois. 
Additionally, State and local agencies, through the long~range planning process, will identify problem 

4 areas and develop programs to solve .congestion problems~ 

This is particularly true of U.S. 34 which is located several miles south of Fennilab. Although this 
route is not a part of the network providing direct service to the main campus, it is experiencing con
gestion in the area near Illinois 59. 

An engineering study of this route will be undertaken and would to making iqlrovements along a 7.5-mile 
.stretch of U.S. 3-4 fran Oswego to ll1inois 59. This is a major step and conmitment of funds toward 
responding to congestion issues. 
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Similarly. other long-term projects are being considered as part of a northeastern Illinois transpor
tation plan update. This periodic update was begun after Illinois" SSC Proposal sutmittal date anrl 
after the develapment of EIS. As an example. the Fox Valley Freeway, which would serve as a major 
north-south artery for traffic in the SSC site area, is currently befng evaluated for inclusion in the 
2010 plan for the Chicago area. 

The main message of my cOITTI'ents today is that the proposed site area has an extensive transportatio~ 
system already in place. The State has proposed a good transportation improvement plan that would con
struct and upgrade facilities needed specifically for the SSC. And, finally, over a six-year period 
from fiscal year 1984 through 1989, the State has invested over $2 billion in this region for highw.':lys 
and is targeting its funding toward solving congestion problems in the urban and suburban areas. Thank 
you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: There are no questions. Thank you, Mr. Dees. The full written statement of Dan Dees. on 
behalf of the Illinois Oepart1Tent of Transportation, has been received and will be included in the 
record. 

At this point. we will return to our list of pre-registered speakers. However, I am going to exercise 
the discretion of the Chair. There is one walk-in individual who needs to be able to leave Mere by 
4:00 p.m. because of a medical situation, and so we are going to call him at this point. Mr. lrvi~g 
Hanson. Is Mr. Hansen here? Mr. Hansen, if we could have your name and addtess for the record aOO you 
have five minutes to comnent, sir. 

STATEMENT OF IRVING K. HANSEN 

MR. HANSEN. My name is Irving Hansen. I live in Naperville, Illinois. Seventy-eight years old ~nd I 
am interested in our country. 

Thi3 1etter is addressed to Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman of SSC Site Task force, Office of Energy Research, 
U.S. Depa~tment of Energy. 

The United States Department of Energy draft Envirormental Impact Statement dated August 1988, 
Appendix 4, land Acquisition Plans, page 21. clearly shows that Governor Thcmpson's Illinois admini$
tration has invited the hlJnan rights policy of Fennilab to be violated by the United States Oepart~ot 
of Energy who mm and operate Fenni lab. 

This policy may have been violated in spirit, if not in fact by sane high-level Fennilab personnel. lf 
the hl.lltlan rights policy is violated, hundreds of relocations are proposed for residences and busine3ses 
invol~ed. The Department of Energy should enforce compliance with their human r1ghts po11cy or delete 
from their published material and not mislead the public any longer. 

The policy cited above is as follows: "The policy at the Fermi National Accelerator laboratory is to 
pursue its scientific goals with an e111>hasis on equal &nl'lo~nt opportunity and a special dedication 
to huma.n rights and dignity. In any conflict between technical expediency and human r;ghts, we wi 11 
stand on the side of human rights. This is because of our dedication to science. The support of hunan 
r.tghts in our laboratory and its environs is ine>e:tricably intertwined with our goal of having the labo
ratory the center of technical and scientific excellence. The latter is not likely to be achieved with 
success without the fonner _" 

Fennilab public information advised on October 4, 1988, that the above-cited policy is still in effect. 
The intent of this letter is to help the DOE avoid any embarrassment, legal or otherwise. The writer 
of thls letter is not a member of CATCH but Ii.as conc1'.1ded that the SSC shollld be located in an 
area th.at presents the least amount of problems for all conce•·ned parties now and tn future years. 

MR. EIGLREN: The written statement of Irving K. Hansen to Dr.,Wilmot Hess will be included in the 
record as we see \t. 

I will now call Carol Hadamik followed by Steve T~san, followed by Pam Long. 

STATEMEffT OF CAROL HAOAio\lK 

MS. HAOAMIK: My name is Carol Hadamik and I live in Ca~ton Township. Time restrictions force me to 
respond to only three items pertaining to the EIS. But. I have included in written for:n a listing of 
several more discrepancies and objections that I have found in the EIS. And I would like to present 
them to you. And there's more Coming. 

Equally as important as the facts one finds in a report. What a state does not tell you, gentlemen, 
may prove to be a vital issue in the decision-making process. When the final EIS ts published, it is 
my hope that the following three subjects will be addressed. 
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The first subject not addressed in the EIS is the m .. mber of hwian receptors. Contrary to what Volume l, 
Chapter 3, Table 3-6 states, the total nucrber of affected parcels in Illinois will be 3,826 and not 
3,305 as the EIS has stated. This corrected nurrt>er is a greater anount that all the other six remain
ing states cont>ined. Unfortunately. these sta~1st,k.Lm:ily reflect the n1J11ber of affected parcels and it 
does not indicate the nLJTiber of affected pe~ Once the State does provtde this information, it will 
still be inaccurate data because it will not indicate hLman receptors such as my husband, my two 
children and myself who live off the 1.000-foot easenent but close enough to be recipients of the 
adverse effects of the SSC. My family and I would be hwian receptors yet we are not included in the 
data. If you do request this information from each state. Illinois will undoubtedly have the greatest 
amount of h1m1an receptors. And then you will know what I have known all along -- the SSC does not 
belong in Illinois. 

The second detall missing in the EIS. pertains to the detailed parcel maps that each state submitted as 
seen in Yoliine IV, Appendix 4. Every State, except Illinois, provides a cont>lete map of their indi
vidual sites, including the surrounding areas. Illinois' map has the appearance of a 53-mile band of 
parcels situated in a void. This intentional ploy on our State's part lessens the focus on the density 
of the Fox Valley area, especially the area adjacent to the ring. If Illinois is requested to sul.Jnit a 
map similar to the other six states' maps, you will be better able to see the ever-growing developnent 
in the Fox Valley and then you will know what I have known all along -- the SSC does not belong in 
Illinois. 

The third and most important element that was overlooked in the draft EIS was the measurement of the 
intensity and magnitude of the opposition in each state. You cannot ignore this most critical fact. 
We have 20,000-plus signatures against the project being sited here, more than the aroount New York had 
when the1r Governor withdrew their proposal. The presence in Illinois of the largest opposition to 
this project can be equated with ll'llre time and money being spent 1f Illinois is selected as the site. 
The selection of another site won't require extensive a1TDunts of mitigation and litigation. After 
today, when you see our opposition first-hand, you will know what I have known all along --the SSC does 
not belong in Illinois. 

In the planning stages of Illinois' proposal, the designers had the option to situate the ring east of 
Fermi Tab instead of to the west. The attempt was never made because of the densfty of human receptors 
in DuPage County. One does not have to have a PhD to notice the westward trend of developnent in the 
Chicagoland area. Nor does one need to be a prophet to foresee that in the next decade, by the time 
the SSC is even canpleted, Kane County will be very similar to DuPage County in the density of human 
receptors. 

I trust that the astute menbers of the Oepartrrent of Energy will be able to see what is so obvious. 
There are simply too many hlJTlan receptors in Illinois. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Your time has elapsed. Could you bring it to conclusion? Your time has elapsed. 

[

MS. HADAMIK: Okay. This is my last paragraph. Our government. both State and Federal, acted shame
fully in the Weston Fennilab story. The misinformed citizens of Weston welcoaed the coming of Fermi lab 

7 with open anns being under the illusion that this project would benefit their town. I ask you, where 
is Weston now? The people of Fox Valley are informed and we do not welcome the SSC with open arms -
rather with a closed fist. And, gentlemen, in case our concerns expressed today by all of these people 
fall on deaf ears, I have a message -- no SSC in Illinois. 

I 

MR. EIGLREN: Ms. Hadamik informs the moderator that she will submit her oral camients in writing and 
it is my assumption that you intend to have your other lengthy written comnents also included in the 
record. Thank you. We will m::ive on to our next conmenter~ Steve Thompson, followed by Pam long. 

STATEMENT OF STEVE THOMPSON 

HR. THOMPSON; My name is Steve Thonpson. St. Charles Township, representing CATCH Illinois. 

Gentlemen, I would like to address my carments oii your EIS guidelines with respect to the socio
economic area and with enphasis on what I call the human factor. The general subject of human values 
and how they relate to the SSC is an area that many people have a difficult time understanding, par
ticularly our Illinois politicians. However, it is not difficult for those of us living in the Fox 
Valley who will be so severely impacted by the construction of the SSC. Consider these exa"llles from 
your own report -- 850 acres of wetlands will be impacted in Illinois, the second largest amount ot 
wetlands among the seven states, Table 3-7. More property owners are involved in Illinois than in all 
other states combined, Table 4-2. More wells will be closed in Illinois than in all other states com
bined, Table 3-7. Hore businesses will be closed or relocated in Illinois than all other states 
canbined, Ta.ble 4-2. 

Where do these facts come from? Fran your own EIS report, not fran our State government. However, we 
have become accustomed to this type of arrogance by our State officials. But, it would serve no useful 
purpose to dwell on t~at point at this time. It is sufficient to simply say that the Illinois proposal 
is one cf the most horrendous and flagrant intrusions upon people's lives, properties and the general 
environment that could have been conceived. 
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It is solely-because of the preexistence of the Fennilab that the 53-mile SSC ring has been proposed 
for the fastest growing populated area in Illinois. Kane County. And the negative ramifications on the 
people and envtrorment are outrageous. Every sign\ficant bullding code in this area has been relin
quished by local government officials for this project. This will allow six-acre helium c~ressor 
stations within our neighborhoods and the dynamiting of access shafts in and adjacent to people's yards 
every two and a. half miles thrQU4tl:lut the t"\ng. 

During the latest DOE visit in May. we were refused a meeting with your representatives and. instead, 
they flew over us in helicopters and they drove by us in buses at the shaft sites and the- he:-lium sta
tion sites within our neighborhoods. The problea with that is sirrply that when you fly over people at 
1.000-feet you cannot see into their hearts. And, when you speed by then at 55 miles per hour you 
cannot touch their souls. Therefore. you will never fully understand the depth of our frustration, tl"'ie 
sincerity of our concerns and, ITl'.Jst i~ortantly of all. the devastation and construction which the SSC 
will bring to the environment and quallty of life within the Fox Valley that we have all worked so hard 
to achieve and which we will tenaciously de.fend and never rel\nquish. 

The situation is even more reprehensible when you consider the follo.ing. If the proposed area of the 
53-mi Te ring was a swamp inhabited by snail [cop.y mis~ing] fish and Indiana bats ha.ng\ng f'C'cm trees, 
then the SSC could 11ever be butlt tn this ·area. They are constdered endangered species living in 
11atural wetlal'lCls. lktfortunately~ the majority of the ring is canprtsed of viable cGlmlJnittes, 
beautiful homes and subdivisions and farms which have been \n faailies for generatioos on top of prlrne 
farm land and inhabited by. of all things, human beings. Conseq~ently, no restrictions apply because 
htJnan beings and their homes and their land or expendable. What a strange reward for hooan endeavor 
and work. What a sad perversion of ht.11tan values. 

Everything was fine tn the Fox Valley until the State and local politicians, along with Fennilab and 
J10W you the Department of Energy. knocked on our door and said, "rove over and gi.'te us your land. your 
hanes. your peace and tranquility and the beauty of your countryside. For we know how to run it better 
than you." 

~ell, you do not know how to run it better than us and the answer 1s no. We were not asked if we 
wanted the SSC. we were told. we will never allow this flagrant and disruptive intrusion upon our 
land, hanes and families to occur. Whatever ll'Orale* ethical and leqal means available to us will be 
eq>loyed in this regard. We respectfully request that the SSC be placed in a state and area not 
hostile to your interest. For if it is placed in the Fox Valley, the people will never allow it to 
proceed. 

This is merely a statement of fact. If the SSC Is needed for Mler\ca. than it should be placed in an 
area of our nation where It has the least negative impact on people and envlronll'E:nt. Illinois is at 
the bottom of the list tn regard to these critical issues. If you truly want and respect the SSC, 
gentlemen. giYe it to a State thctt will welcome tt, a State which can afford it and a State that will 
not turn neighbor against neighbor and the people against you and the SSC. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next scheduled comnenter is Pam Long followed by Cathie Tardy. 

STATEMENT OF PAM LONG 

MS. LONG: First. I would like to say that Mr. Thcmpson has said very well what we all feel. My name 
is Pam Long and I live in Kanevi1.!Jl$tood in front of you she months and gave you reasons your SSC 
should not be placed in Illinois as di-d many other people. They were valid reasons and you thanked us 
for infonnative ir.put. 

Over the past six months. so many of us have researched every piece of info on the SSC we could lay our 
hands on. Now. here again I stand and I could talk for two hours on the reasons the SSC does not belong 
in Illinois and they are all good. valid reasons. 

But, who are we to tell you. You are the supposed experts on the subject and what good would it do 
anyway. I am sickened by the politics involved in this sctenttfic experiment. The State of Illinois 
has worked very quietly on this project for tne pa-st five years~ changing legislation to accoornodate 
the SSC. 

There are three levels of government - local~ State and Federal. These leYelsr when operating cor
rectly, should Celq)-lement each other and serve as a check and balance to disallow any one level to 
acquire too much power. Unfortunately, this check and balance systent has beeo effectively eliminated 
in conjunct ton with the SSC in Illinois. 

F\rst~ the SSC Act of 1985 passed by the State of Illinois, strips the local governnEnt of all regula
tory control concerning the SSC. Second, much of the Federal authority has been delegated to the BQL 
states, as shown in Chapter 6 of the DEIS. This chapter identifies the Federal_ permits, licenses and 
other e11titlements that may be- necessary in implementing the SSC proposal in each state. Just a few 
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examples include: one, under the Clean Water Act there may be need for national pollutant discharge 
elimination system pennits. The EPA issues permits to facilities which discharge to surface waters and 
less authority has been delegated to the States. Illinois has been delegated the authority. 

Two, also under the Clean Water Act is found antidegradation which protects the existing quality of 
water. The provisions vary frcm State to State leaving judgement to each State. 

Three, the Safe Drinking Water Act whose purpose is to set primary drinking water standards and prevent 
underground injection that can contaminate drinking water sources. The EPA has delegated authority for 
regulating public water supplies to the seven BQL states at the site alternatives. Also, and most dis
maying, Illinois and Texas have been· delegated authority to issue underground injection control 
pennits . 

.3 Four, Clean Air Act which sets national primary and secondary ambient air quality standards. These 
standards are enforced by the States through State implementation plans. 

4 

6 

1 

Five, Solid Waste Disposal Act. The statute is intended to place primary responsibility for cont;ol of 
solid waste activities on State and local goverrments. All seven states have authority to implement 
the base of RCRA Pennit Program. This is too much authority entrusted to a State that has stripped 
local regulatory and tried to slip one by its affected citizens. There are several DOE orders, but 
these do not placate me, as the State and the DOE are working towards the same end - building the SSC. 

I also feel eminent dcmain laws are being grossly abused. Kwiktake, which was originally intended only 
for emergency wartime measures, is now being implemented to acquire land quickly and easily for the 
DOE. People are being forced from their homes for a scientific project. 

We the opposition are·being made to feel unAmerican for blocking progress in the name of science, when 
in reality the techniques being used on us have been anything but American. I stand here and attack 
this project with much trepidation. Too many friends and neighbors have received harassing and obscer.e 
phone calls and, yes, even death threats because of their opposition to the SSC. 

This project has already caused us a Tot of heartache and tears in Kaneville. cannot imagine the 
anguish if Illinois is chosen as the preferred site. But as I warned you in February, we will use 
every legal recourse open to us and we will hold you morally and financial responsible for the health 
and safety of our family and friends. And, I will take this warning one step further. If Illinois is 
chosen as the preferred site, you can expect to fight to the bitter end. We will not be gotten rid of 
quietly or peacefully and I know that I speak for more than just my husband and I when I tell you, it 
will take physical force to renove us from our land and our hemes. 

One last thought to leave you with. Picture this scenario if you will, Kaneville -- the State taking 
hanes for the DOE's SSC; men, wCJ'l'len and children crying as they are being physically forced from their 
beloved hanes with every major media in the area to cover the story. I will guarantee you, this will 
be the image created for the DOE if push comes to shove. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next comnenter is Cathie Tardy followed by Peter Rosi. 

STATEMENT OF CATHIE TARDY 

MS. TARDY: Hi. My name is Cathie Tardy. 
in Illinois will have grave environmental 
be forced to live next to the SSC project 

I live in Campton Township here in Illinois. Siting the SSC 
safety implications for the people of the Fox Valley who will 
facilities or over the collider tunnel. 

The EIS is at fault for trying to minimize the seriousness of the radiation problem associated with the 
operation of the SSC. The EIS also makes it clear that you scientists are fully aware that your number 
one problem is to try and alleviate the public's concern over radiation. Otherwise, the EIS wouldn't 
attempt to spend so much time discussing this subject. 

The radiation section in Appendix 12 on health impacts borrt>ards the reader with chart after chart and 
table after table of facts and figures on expected radiation doses. Do you really think that all these 
figures are really telling us something? Do you really think that all these charts remove any of our 
concerns about radiation? Why does Table 12.3.1 go on and on for over 33 pages. Why haven't we seen 
charts like this pertaining to other SSC-related problems? Do you feel guilty about the radiation 
issue or is this wealth of infonnation simply a ploy to defuse what you scientists know full well is 
the major objection to the SSC project. 

If that was your intent, you failed. Chart after chart and page after page of information will never, 
I repeat never, remove people's concern about radiation exposure. The si~le truth iS that you scien
tists in the Department of Energy have lost your credibility with the public. You have been proven 
wrong by Three Mile Island, by Sharon Noble. You have been proven wrong by the Love Canal and perhaps, 
more importantly, you have been proven wrong when the Department of Energy officials themselves recently 

_estimated that it would cost $100 billion to clean up the contamination which has piled up over the 
past five decades at your own DOE facilities. 
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The truth is that your record stinks and your credibility is at an all time low, especially here in the 
Fax Valley where Fennilab officials have berated·and misled the public for the past nine months. Why 
should we the publtc. trust you when we are told that the low-level radiation doses inherent with the 
S&C project are harmless. The truth is that any dose of ionizing radiation. no matter how minute. can 
produce mutations. 

It was Or. H. J. Mueller who won 'the Nobel Prize for discovery that ionizing radiation induces cancer 
and genetic defects in living organisms and for his conclusion that there is absolutely no safe dosage 

, of ionizing radiation. 

This scientific truth means that, no matter what you say or how many statistics you provide. your sup
posedly minute SSC produced radiation doses are tn fact unsafe. There ts no safe level of ionizing 
radiation. Why does the EIS mention Dr. Mueller's-discoveries? The lack of emphasis of the truth is a 
gross error in the EIS especially when the health and safety of the surrounding cClmllnity is at stake. 
You obviously are going to take steps to reduce any possible exposure to radiatfon. But. Murphy's Law 
indicates that at SCl!le' time, some.thing wi 11 go wrong. 

With such an occurrence possible, it is unthinkable that the DOE would even consider placing the SSC in 
a heavily populated reg ion such as the Fax Va 1 ley when the proposed tunne 1 is so close to the we 1 ls of 
thousands of individuals. This is not true at the other six SSC sites~ logic and moral decency dictate 
the Illinois SSC Site should be withdrawn ft"Oln the C001>0tition. 

My brother fought in Viet Nam. The United States sprayed the brush with Agent Orange to kill the vege
tation to better see the enemy. Three years ago, he was operated on and lost his kidney to cancer. He 
is 36 years old. Agent Orange is a mistake we are paying for now. The- SSC is a m1stake in a populated 
area because you cannot guarantee its safety. It has not been tested. look amongst us. Which life 
here are you willing to jeopardize? 

Put it where it affects the least amount of people. You cannot take the chance when there are so ma~y 
people concerned. If it comes here, I will fight you. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: We will next call Peter Rosi follawed by Wayne Larson. 

STATEMENT OF PETER ROSI 

HR. ROSI: Good afterl'IOon~ gentlemen. My name is Pete Rosi. [live in Campton Township. 

My subject this afternoon is parcel count~ If you would look. at Appendix 4. Table 3-5 on page 3-3~ and 
look. at footnote&. you will see that it states .. "the. iuanber of affected parcels and ownerships in 
Illinois may vary as much as 20 percent and the numbers of relocation by as much as 50 percent." It is 
interesting that the Department of Energy is willing to atinit this. Whereas our own State officials 
have continually denied it. 

One of the major points that CATCH has tried to make the public aware of is that the lllinois Department 
of Energy and Natural Resources has misled the Department of Energy concerning the nuni>ers of people 
who will be directly affected by siting the SSC in Illinois. At the beginning. the ENR used 1986 tax 
maps to prepare their list of affected parcel owners. wells. etc •• obtaining a count which was accurate 
as of January l, 1986. 

Due to the extensive rezoning that has taken place since then and the rapid development throughout the 
entire Fox _Valley area. we -- members cf CATCH -- knew that IllinGis understated the true facts. 

Not only were the numbers kept small because of this. but hundreds of affected parcel owners were not 
duly notified that they would be potentially affected by this project. 

Those who appeared in the tax roles as of January 1. 1986, were notified by the ENR when verification 
first became necessary in late January of thi.s year. Her.fever. hundreds were not notified until much 
later and large nt.mbers still have not received notification. This situation has been mishandled by the 
State and i.s a majo.r b-lemish of the Illinois. Slte Proposal. 

If you look at the Illinois land acquisition maps, beginning on- page A-3A of Appendix 4 nf the DEIS, 
you will discover that the 1987 tax maps are used for the first time. You will also notice that each 
parcel has a nuut>er- on 1t. A simple tabulation of the nudlers in each section gives you a total of 
3.826 parcels. This new count is larger- than the parcel count of the other six states combined total
ling 3.330. This \s an increase of 521 affected parcels during just one year yet this higher parcel 
count still only reflects conditions as of January l~ 1987. 

What about all of the development that occurred during 1987 and in the nine months of this current year. 
None of that increase ts reflected and we a 11 kllOVll that rapid growth has occurred du.ring that time span. 
It is very possible that considering the trend~ the real number of affected parcels involved at the 
proposed SSC site is in excess of 4,500 parcels. 
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It is apparent that Illinois has by far the largest parcel count, the largest well count and the largest 
population living 1n the region of influence of the proposed SSC. This statistic is a measure of the 
insensitivity of the state of Illinois to try to impose this project on such a large number of its 
people. Because of this large parcel count in Illinois, the ENR and the Department of Energy are con
fronted with the most difficult land acquisition process that will be involved in any state which could 
delay your important 1996 target date. 

If you gentlemen are sensitive at all to the protests of over 20,000 individuals, you will place the 
SSC in a state where the local citizens welcome you with open anns. And, believe me, that is not the 
case in Illinois. The only way the SSC will come to Illinois is through our courts. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Wayne Larson followed by Larry Wright. 

£?:;liq STATEMENT OF Oil. WAYNE LARSON 

DR. LARSON: My name is Wayne Larson. I am a doctor of veterinary medicine and I am a resident of 
Kaneville, Illinois. 

As a resident of Kaneville, Illinois and a State taxpayer, I can only oppose the siting of the SSC in 
this state. A few of the reasons are as follows. One, of the 26 E, F and J sites, 13 of them or 50 
percent are to be moved or relocated due to subdivisions, individual homes, industrial parks, roads and 
creeks. Many sites have duel impacts also. Nineteen of these will remove cultivated land frCITl 
production. 

Two, Appendix 16, Mitigating Impacts on Scenic and Visual Assessments, goes on for seven pages describ
ing ways to reduce the unsitely nature of E, F and J sites. Yet the last statement, 16.3.3.4 reads and 
1 quote, "for the proposed site, no laws, plans, policies or regulations apply to scenic and visual 
resource protection." In other words, seven pages of lip service that do not have to be applied. Only 
Arizona applies because it is mostly government land. 

Three, I take exception to a study that gives more paperwork to an Indiana bat and a clover bush, 
neither of which they know for sure will be affected, than it does children. I have found three sen
tences in the EIS that pertain to children in the proposed area. What the EIS leaves out is the fact 
that all of the children frCITl Kaneville and Sugar Grove use Dobberman Road as the main travel route to 
and from school -- kindergarten through high school. The most direct route for spoils fran FS and 6, 
E6, K3, 4, 5 and 6, would be fran Oobbennan Road into Kaneville, on Harder Road and out of Kaneville on 
Main Street to Quarry Number 4. located at the intersection of Harder and Main Streets are the follow
ing: grocery and ice cream store; child care center; public library; COfTJllunity gymnasium; post office 
and baseball field used by all ages of organized ball for the Kaneville chi'ldren. The endangered 
species are not the Indiana bat and the clover bush, they are the children of Kaneville. This has not 
been addressed at in this EIS report. 

Four, as stated, this is the heart of the black soils country in northern Illinois. And as stated, 
two-thirds of our precipitation falls during the growing season. Even though this country has suffered 
through a severe drought, crops are being harvested at near normal levels and without the need of irri
gation. Not only will the SSC take this excellent soil with its adequate rainfall, but future secon
dary growth as constantly proposed by bringing the SSC here, will invade 1TC1re farmland more rapidly. 

Five, by conveniently being able to leave out the major cost to Illinois taxpayers for land tunneling, 
etc., the EIS canpletely discredits the validity of any economic gains that could be incurred by siting 
the SSC in Illinois. The total increased State goverrnnent revenue fran 1989 to 2000 is estimated at 
$83.2 million. How is $83.2 million supposed to pay off $570 million in State bonds and interest? The 
bonds and interest by the year 2000 will be nearing $1 billion. 

Added to this, a sealed incentive that we are told we cannot know the value of. That's taxation with
out representation on the part of both the State governrrent and the Federal government. All this 
State-incurred cost for a project that increases the projected baseline four million jobs for the 
region of influence by only .3 percent. All of this cost for misleading job opportunities that try to 
indicate a maximum of 10,500 jobs? Only 2,600 of which are construction jobs based on peak-year con
struction projections and SCITle of these short-term. The majority are 7,000 secondary jobs that are 
arrived at only by multiplier effects. 

Accelerated in-migration will burden school systems that are already in financial difficulties. Local 
tax_ payers 111-ill have to deal with this inmediately through increased real estate taxes,. Let Fennilab 
run out its life expectancy and return the 6,800 acres back to the private sector. The private sector 
will produce jobs, goods and be of a benefit financially to the State of Illinois and the Tri-County 
region, not a financial drain of Federal, State a·nd local taxes as the SSC will be. 

The draft EIS contains assurrq:>tions and mitigations frCITl start to finish. It leaves the back door open 
inn1.1T1erable times for the possible need of IT'Clre land acquisition as development on the project con
tinues. The final design has not even been agreed upon. We cannot afford this SSC project on the 
terms presented in th1s draft. The best position for the Department of Energy to take is to mitigate 
this entire project out of Illinois. Thank you. 
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MR. EIG~EN: We will include in the written record. the conments of Or. Wayne 0. Larson, along with an 
additional addendt1n to his comnents as well as the comnents of his son Derek Larson. 

At this point. ladies and gentlemen, we have 12 corrmenters left in this afternoon's session. By my 
quick w.athematics here, that gives about an additional hour of comnent yet to be recei~ed. We are at a 
point nOW" when we need to take a brief recess to change the tapes in the recording system. So, we will 
be in reces.s until the hour of 4:30 p.m. 

(Recess.) 

MR. EIGUREN: We will pass Larry over for a minute and I would ask Nancy Brackman to step forward. 

1130 STATEMENT OF NANCY BRACKMANN 

I 
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MS. BRACKMANN. My name is Nancy 8rack.mann. I reside in St. Charles Township. 

Last January 21st, I attended the public hearing in St. Charles to learn about the SSC looking for the 
truth just as a I hope all of you are present to not only hear but really listen to what I am going to 
say as well as the other speakers. 

According to the State's pronotional video, Kane County is sparsely populated and while suited for the 
project in part because of that reason. My reaction as well as many of the people attending was one of 
disbelief. Governor Thompson canes to this antiquing [sic] and has to have blinders on if he can't see 
how the streets are a·lready janmed and that subdivisions are going up everywhere. Kane County is the 
fastest growing county in the state and the draft Environmental Impact Statement backs that. 

Illinois has the h1ghest nuntier of parcels involved. 3,305. And that nlJ"llber will rise even higher once 
the new subdivisions are finally accounted for. The same goes for the nunt>er of owners. 2,750. 
Tennessee is the next highest with 898 parcels and 807 OW"ners. Illinois brags of only 160 homes having 
to be relocated neglecting to mention the 59 businesses and hundreds of jobs that go with them. Those 
nlr.lbers are the second highest affected of the seven proposed sites. 

In the five public meetings I have attended, the State's representatives haven't been forthright about 
any of the negative tri:iacts of the SSC starting-with the cost. Mr. Ach1son said it would cost 
$570 million, wt-en in reality the project will cost Illinois taxpayers at least $1.5 billion. 

Then there is the ni.nber of wells affected in the regional overdraft issue. Illinois says your DEIS 
figures aren't correct on this, but are for the air pOllution counts. Admitting to any drawbacks to 
Illinois' proposed sight is t~osstble for our state or. other words, being honest. 

And my favorite, that the service areas. F sites. won't look like the generic style diagram, but could 
be styled after a victorian fann house or a ranch. I understood that the DOE wants to go to the site 
that's the least expensive. Spending extra funds for style and noise proofing can't be at the top of 
the list if producing the accelerator canes first. Noise proofing would definitely be impossiUle during 
construction which would take 10 months, 24 hours a day at each F site, correct? 

Noise levels at these sites would be expected to reach a day/night average sound level of 70 dBA at 630 
feet from the center c°""ared to a vaculJ"ll running and 60 dBA within 2,000 feet COIJllared to a dishwasher 
on rinse at 10 feet. According to Table 5.1.4-3, Illinois has 14 areas at which construction noise 
would result tn highly annoyed human receptors and six areas during 25 years of operation. More than 
Tennessee. Double the amount of affected areas in Texas. And more than double of Colorado and Arizona. 

Although DEIS figures "indicates the presence of human receptors, the ni.nber of ht.Jnan receptors at each 
po1nt was not detennined. A:s a result, the assessments expressed in terms_ of percentage of people 
highly annoyed cannot be reduced to actual nUll'bers of people." I will tell you right now, there are 
tens of thousands of human receptors that would definitely be highly annoyed and be caused physical and 
mental stress. 

Illinois hasn't been truthful to you about the number of people affected because they don't know. In 
Section 8, Spoils Hauling, the DEIS states. "In comparing spot ls haul truck noise to a passenger vehi
cle noise, a spot ls haul truck produces noise which would measure approximately 82 dBA at 100 feet, 
equal to freeway traffic at 50 fee.t:.:..f"T"l'ive on the closest east/west road on which F7 and F8 and E7 
to E9 spoils will travel to get to Quarry Nllllher 1. A maxilft.llf of 290 trucks a day for two years 1sn't 
safe or physically possible when including the traffic fran the three subdivisions tota.lly 218 homes 
being built, say 440 cars along with the traffic we already experience. Our roads weren't designed or 
constructed for that type of use. 

There ts t11.1ch for you to listen to. I have always believe that it's important to tell the truth and 
keep your word. Governor T~son gave me his word last March and again in August. Looking me in the 
eye, shaking hands, that yes he would meet and hear our concerns before today's hearings. Governor 
T~son didn't even. though I wrote and spoke several times asking if anything had been set up. 
Almost etght m:>nths later, nothing. 
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If the Governor won't keep before a site decision, what are the chances for mitigating afterwards? Hew 
can I or you, for that matter, trust him to keep his word about other things? If Illinois was the best 
site, why didn't you just put it here? I was told by a representative of the State, you need a broad 
base support frcrn Congress for funding. So, by singling out a site, the project wouldn't have received 
support period. 

I believe you are trying to find the site that's not only the best suited, but where the least people 
and obstructions will block the way. Consider this, we will continue to oppose the SSC because we have 
the truth on our side -- that Illinois is not the best site. And you have the same in your hands in 
the form of the DEIS. If you want to see the SSC built, take it to a site where the people that are to 
be affected want it and while you still have Congressional support to see the accelerator built. Thank 
you for listening. 

MR. EIGLREN: Our next comnenter is Linda Jones followed by Chris Petschke. 

STATEMENT OF LINDA JONES 

MS. JONES: I am Linda Jones frcm Campton Township. One of the criteria the DOE has repeatedly stressed 
for consideration in the site selection for the SSC is that it should be located near a city that would 
offer the scientists cultural activities and other entertairment. Isn't that wonderful? 

Why should these people be pampered like this? Why shouldn't they go where the work is, llke the rest 
of us who's tax dollars pay their salary? How could a site like Illinois possibly be considered when 
at least 160 homes will be seized if the SSC is be sited here? 

The Denver Post reports that at the Colorado site, only four families and one business will be taken. 
The Arizona site proposal also proposes very little relcx::ation. Well, I certainly sympathize with the 
people in these states, if the SSC ·is located there. That would certainly be preferable to the situa
tion in Illinois where the citizens' own State government has arrogantly ignored the concerns of a 
large ntanber of affected landowners. 

Illinois has more affected landowners than any other state. The consideration of the Illinois site 
indicates the OOE's contempt for the rights of the many people who will be affected, their lack of con
cern for these people's health, safety and financial security. It is an unbelievable outrage that 
these people's futures can be jeopardized by bureaucrats whose salaries they pay. And now it appears 
that our tax dollars are not sufficient to placate them. 

Now, they want our tranquility, our homes, our privacy, our property values, our envirorment in order 
that they can live in an area where they can be properly entertained. The scientist can go to hell. 
Let them go where the work is offered like the rest of us. 

If anyone should receive special consideration, it is not those who grow fat on public money squandered 
on dubious projects such as this -- projects that Nobel Prize winning physicists oppose. Special con
sideration should be given to those who produce useful goods and service for society. Those who pay 
taxes and those who have chosen their home sites and life styles to avoid precisely the sort of menace 
the SSC represents. 

We, the affected homeowners, fanners and businessmen, are those people. If the scientists envy our 
lifestyle, let them achieve it fairly in the competitive marketplace. Not with a coercive and grossly 
unjust of eminent dcrnain. You may foolishly site this project in Illinois, but it will never be built 
here. 

HR. f JGLREN: Our next scheduled conmenter 1s Chris Petschke. 

STATEMENT OF CHRIS PETSCHKE 

MR. PETSCH<E. Christopher Petschke, Big Rock Township. 

Illinois should not be named as the preferred site for the SSC because of the serious and severe 
effects it w111 have on the people.of Fox Valley. We do not want increased levels of radiation that 
you would subject us to. We do not a legacy of buried radioactive accelerator parts after you leave. 

If you get this project funded~ put it where it belongs -- away from people. For some strange reason, 
this project was originally called a Desertron by Leon Ledennan. Does he know something he is not 
telling the people of Illinois? 

This leads to sane larger questions concerning trust. The affected people have lost their trust in 
you, the State and the paid proponents fran Fermi lab. We had been told in the draft EIS that every 
problem, no matter hew large or complex, can be mitigated. This is false. How can we trust you when 
you make such ludicrous statements? How can we trust a Governor who doesn't have the guts to cane here 
and listen to how the people really feel about ·the SSC? How can we trust the State when they don't 
disclose the facts that you forced them to do last January? 
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Specifically, your poorly written· DEIS in Volume IV, Appendix 9, page 48, Noise Assessmen~s Map, 
doesn't show an 87-home subdivision on the ring approxi~ately 1,000 feet southeast of F4. People 
living on the ring where it crosses Ash Read in Sugar Grove Township and 10 hemes along Galena Road in 
Bristol Township east of F3. The base line noise level is only an estimate of 50 decibels. Actual 
noise levels, 1f they have been taken, would average 111Jch lower. The majority of the land around the F 
and E sites is residential or agricultural. Levels tn these areas would 30 to 40 decibels. The 50 
decibel base line is too hiQh. Construction and operational noise. impacts would be more severe because 
of this greater deviation from the true base line. 

Visual impact assessments are also lacking in VoltJ'lle IV, Appendix 16, pages 24 through 29. No assess
ments were made at the proposed sites' ES, E6, ElO, Fl, F3, FS, F6 and FS. Do you care if these sites 
were assessed? Specifically, the visual assessment at E4 is wrong. It should be VM class four, 
visually dominant. The industrial conflicts at this vent s1te wtll be viewable from a cemetery located 
on top of a hill. 

It is contended that fencerow plantings and an east-west road for access makes this site "probably not 
viewable." Access can also be gained of the Cemetery from a north-south road and the plantings loose 
their leaves in the fall, negating the mini1t1Jm screening it affords in the sumner. The electric trans
mission lines, as stated in the draft EIS, are viewable from the cemetery and the roads by E4. But, 
due to their distance from the south, it will not dwarf E4 as contended. 

The air quality assessments, Volume IV, Appendix 8, Fugitive Oust Emissions Factors' parameters table 
8-22, uses the wrong factor. Specifically, vehicle speed for spoils hauling. The factor used is 35 
miles an hour. Realistically, the speed should be 55 miles an hour. Only a tiny fraction of hauling 
will be in a city speed limit zone. Since used the low factor for vehicle speed, the dust emissions 
are wrong. These figures need to be recalculated to a higher level. 

Throughout this travesty you have subjected us to, we have been lied to, threatened and treated us like 
second-class citizens. We know and we are not going away. If you are foolish or stupid enough to name 
Illinois the preferred site, then you should be aware that we will never let this boondoggle be built. 

MR. EIGlREN: Mr. Petschke, would we ask you to cane back? We have a question for you. 

MR; PETSCh!CE: Sure. 

MR. EIGUREN: I will note, for the record, that Mr. Petschke has submitted his written conrnents and we 
w i 11 include those in the transcript. 

OR. NELSEN: Chris, I am sorry I didn't catch your last name. 

MR. PETSCHKE: Petschke. 

DR. NELSEN: Petschke. wanted to ask you a question about this cemetery on E4. Has that been iden-
tified in your submission? Or is that identified in the draft? 

MR. PETSCh!CE: In the draft EIS? 

DR. NELSEN: Yes. 

MR. PETSCHKE: Yeah. It's been identified. 

OR. NELSEN: Okay. So you are just pointing out to us that even though it's identified we didn't recog
nize it as a viewshed point. 

MR. PETSCHKE: can't hear all that. 

DR. NELSEN: You are just pointing out, even though it's there, we did not call it out as a spot -

MR. PETSCHKE: Well, you didn't properly class it. 

DR. NELSEN: Dkay. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. The next coomenter is Dixie Thompson followed by Na-1cy Mills. 

STATEMENT OF DIXIE THOMPSON 

MS. THOMPSON. I am Dixie Thompson. I live in St. Charles Township. 

I
f"""""" Gentlemen, the EIS can be faulted for its failure to provide the DOE and the public with accurate infor-
1 mation about the proposed Illinois SSC site. All data pertaining to the number of parcels, property 
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owners, wells, businesses and people affected by the siting of the SSC in Illinois is grossly under
stated. This is due to the fact that the Illinois ENR has provid~d the DOE w1th out-of-date 
infonnation. 

All of the Illinois statistics pertain to conditions as they existed on January l, 1986. This is due 
to one totally illogical assumption made by the Illinois ENR. They assumed that by using 1986 tax 
maps, they could accurately reflect existing conditions at the proposed Fox Valley stte. However, in 
their haste to prepare an SSC bid, the ENR was either unaware of the rapid developnent taKing place at 
the proposed site 'or they simply didn't care. 

The truth is, they really didn't care. For during March of 1988, Illinois provided the DOE with the 
State's own environmental assessment of the Fox Valley site. Specific changes in the Illinois proposal 
were discussed in order to limit or mitigate growing concerns of local citizens. The ENR could have 
used that new document to update their affected parce 1 1 i st. However, they chose not to do so. The 
1967 tax maps were available, but the ENR never even attempted to indicate any parcel count c~~nges to 
the DOE. Why did the ENR choose to keep the DOE and the public in the dark about the growing parcel, 
the growing well count, and the growing population count at the Fox Valley site? Why has it been so 
necessary for Illinois to try and deliberately conceal the facts? 

The answer to that question can be found in the book Policide by l. Ginsberg. This book describes in 
detail, the creation of Fermi lab and the land acquisition process that was involved which literally 
wiped the town of Weston off the map. Fran reading this book., it becanes obvious that the demise of 
Weston and the birth of Fermi lab took place because of the devious and sneaky political moves which 
occurred behind the scenes. The people of Weston were purposely fed misinfonnation and led down a 
primrose path to oblivion. Many of the political players involved in the Weston scenario remain poli
tically active today. And, there it is no coincidence that Governor Thcmpson and the State EtlR have 
basically operated under the ·sane guidelines that were followed over 20 years ago. 

In a~y case, there has been a deliberate attempt by the State of Illinois to withhold the truP. facts 
from the DOE and the public general. Our state is the only SSC finalist that has failed to make the 
list of affected property owners public. Ours is the only state that has failed to supply accurate 
detailed maps to the public so that anyone could detennine whether or not their property was located 
within the ring alignment. And, eveh more importantly, it is only Illinois that has not properly noti
fied all of the directly affected property owners to let them know that their house, or farm, or busi
ness, or well, or underground easement may be taken for tha sake of the SSC. And, if Jeff Miller stuck 
around, I would like to know how much is in that sealed envelope? I don't even know how much this proj
ect will cost. Illinois State rrotto is supposed to be. Illinois puts you in a happy. Well, Illin~is, 
you have put me in a miserable state. 

This withholding of information by the State of Illinois reduces the value of these EIS hearings as 
many of the people who will be directly affected, have never been notified and are, therefore, unable 
to conment on their own behalf. A question which you gentlemen from the DOE should be asking your
selves is whether or not it is legally prudent to continue to include Illinois among the SSC finalists. 

My final comnent is from my heart. Our narrow country roads are saturated with school buses ITTJrning 
and evening carrying thousands of students. And yet. you are actually contemplating hundreds of trucks 
carrying excavated rock down these same roads in the years ahead frcrn 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. This is a 
disaster waiting to happen and we are going to see to it that it will never occur. It is an outrage. 

MR. EIGUREN: Nancy Mills followed by Janet Cassell. Nancy Mills? Nancy Hills? Janet Cassell? 

STATEMENT OF JANET CASSELL 

MS. CASSELL: Hello. My name is Janet Cassell. I live in St. Charles Township on the ring at D, the 
upper most arch. Thank you for coming today and listening to us. Our politicians are not listening to 
us. 

We do not want the SSC in Illinois. Since we became aware of this project in mid-January 1988, we have 
gotten quite an education about where we live and politics. Our education has come at a great expense 
to us in dollars and hundreds of hours taken fran our work and family functions. What we had perhaps 
come to take for granted -- our water supply, the local wetlands, our peace and quiet, just to name a 
few -- are being threatened without our consent. 

A project we do not want in Illinois, subsidized with multimillions of Illinois tax payer dollars, is 
being shoved down our throats. In the last nine months, my state has lied to me. They have sought to 
keep me from finding out the facts that I needed ta assess the condition surrounding the SSC. Oo you 
think the Illinois politicians are being straight with you? 

To give you an idea of an adverse effect that isn't covered in the EIS report, a month ago, we lost 
eight feet of our 100 foot well due to a sand cave-in when our well was subjected to routine pump 
removal vibration. The sand apparently dislodged from the 25-foot sand level and followed the well 
casing down to the uncased bottan of the well. Our well is only 12 years old. The condition is 
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currently stable. But, we are worried. Our well man just looked at the ground and shook his head when 
I asked him what would be the result to our well when the dynamite blasting starts at access shafts E8 
and Fa near our hone. 

Another sand cave-in will close our well, bury our $725 investment in a new ptmip and pipe and cause us 
to be without water for who knows how long while the Department of Energy and the State of Illinois 
decide what to do with us. We will, as owners and taxpayers, pay for all of this. 

I suppose we are covered under those euphemistic phrases that inundate the Environmental Impact State
ment suc:h as "may be_ impacted .. or ''negligible effect." Negligible to who? Or, "with mitigation." Or, 
"could be affected." That all translates to English as tough luck, taxpayer. 

Gentlanen. I am only one of many, many hundreds of people who may be impacted with well problems ar.d 
dynamiting damage. I am one of many thousands who will be tmpacted by other problems -- both physi
cally and economically -- totally against our will. We have signed petitions to tell you tl-;at. I hope 
you realize why the State of Illinois was the only one of the final seven states in the land acquisi
tions attactJnent DEIS, Volume IV, Appendix 4, to give only the parcels within that 1,000-foot ring. 
Illinois does not want you to know of the dense development all up and down the Fox Valley. hnd they 
have done their best to prevent the CATCH organization fran obtaining population figures. But, they 
cannot erase the population. We exist. We are growing and we do not want the SSC in Illinois. It 
shouldn't be built in such a highly populated and cCM'lstantly growing area that depends on an already 
over-taxed water supply. 

If you choose Illinois as the SSC site, we will have no choice but to continue to fight you both locally 
and vocally support to cut the funding at the SSC at the Federal level. You are dealfng with thousands 
of newly aware, frustrated and angry citizens who will not soon lie down to be walked on again. We 
will not go away, for we have truly been impacted. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next cormtenter is William Hannemann. Bill, before you start, I would like to ir.ter
ject, Mr. Pitchford, if we are going to have folks fran the TV doing live stuff in here, it's terribly 
distracting up here. Or. Temple has asked that that not be done. Sorry. 

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM HANNEMANN 

MR. HANNE~AN: Hy narne is Bill Hannemann. I am from Big Rock Township in Illinois and my caiments 
before the Department of Energy at the hearings conducted on the Fennilab site and by letter, I asked 
that the medical data be provided on employees at several particle accelerators. The response that I 
have found. a section that details potential radiation levels is in Appendix 12. 

Because of the ramifications to one's health, the final statement should include the data that I asked 
for. Specifically, a study of femlllab ~loyees, both past and present, medical records with partlcu
lar statistical attention being given to cancer, miscarriages and birth defects. Also, I would like 
the Department of Energy to revie~ the medical records of the workers who have operated the high energy 
devices at Fennilab and other sites around the country. 

Never have people been asked to live on top so experimental a facility nor has the DOE ever put up 
houses of its scientists above the Fenni facility. On1y buffalo have been living there. A good 
neighbor would have this infonnation available to the public. I will not be dismissed by with state
ment that appears in Appendix 12 and that statement is, "The effects of low dosages of radiation, i.e. 
background level and below, are masked by many other factors in the hunan such as inherited genetic 
defects, other carcinogenic intake, general lifestyles, etc." 

~1thout the information that l requested, as it statistically applies to the hea,th of individua's who 
operate, maintain and in other ways are engaged in act1vities near the accelerator, I find it difficult 
to discern how this may affect the health of those Persons living near the site and how it will affect 
the employees that will be hired to operate this facility. Since our State can say nothing good about 
the project except jobs to be created, the persons who operate. maintain and in other ways are involved 
with this machine, are part of the environment and may be financial supporters of others in our state 
to be prematurely rob them of their health may cause additional burdens on tax payers as well as the 
happiness of their families. 

A good neighbor would go the distance to prove how safe the Fermi facility has been. Or, does our good 
neighbor have sanething to hide? Revelations of coverups at other DOE facilities give area residents 
no reason to trust the DOE or Fermi lab. 

As for being a good neighbor, why doesn't Fermi lab do any off-site nnnitoring of radiation to its 
neighbors. Additional shielding was added to the Fermi lab storage area for detective radioactive can
ponents, called the Bone Yard, near the site boundary. 8ut no att91lllt was made to monitor dosages to 
these nearby residents. Sorne good neighbor you have been. 

In reviewing the Fenni National Accelerator laboratory site environmental report for calendar year 
1986, I find that clearly the radiation doses given are hypothetical. Just as high winds would reduce 
the time that people are subjec:_ted to radiation, a temperature inversion and low wind speed would 
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contain the radioactive cloud close to the ground and would enccrnpass areas of people living near this 
site. Such individuals could receive very large doses of ionizing radiation under such conditions. 
Thus, in real life, one cannot hang one's hat on this air dose EPA study that you people site in your 
report. 

One would expect people living around the accelerator to receive doses ranging frcm 0 to many times the 
average dose calculated by Fennilab personnel. Therefore, the only way to decide the actual doses 
received is to monitor continuously a large number of people that live in the area. There is no indi
cation that Fermi lab has actually monitored continuously any off-s1te individuals or group of indi
viduals at risk to exposure to airborne radionuclides from the Fermi lab site. The writers of the 
report is quick to point out that the radionuclides. once released into the environment, do not exceed 
standards for air and water. The standards referred to are the maximum permissible doses or maximum 
permissible releases. 

It TNJst be em~hasized that the standards are not to be interpreted as safe doses or safe releases. Or. 
Mueller, winner of the Nobel Prize for his discovery that ionizing radiation induces mutations in liv
ing organisms, was the first to realize that there is no safe dose of ionizing radiation. Even the 
lowest dose has potential to induce mutation. The truth remains as valid today as when Mueller first 
identified it. Therefore, I believe the laxities demonstrated at Fermi lab, such as dumping radio
nuclides into air, land and Water and the permitting of activated atoms to leak from soil or rock, 
should not be permitted at the SSC or Fermi lab. This is not a good neighbor or one we want in our 
coomunity. 

As a general principal, the responsible behavior would be to avoid the introduction of any excess radio· 
activity into the environment. That's what a good neighbor would do, gentlemen. 

MR. EIGUREN: Sir. Your time has expired, sir. Go ahead and bring it to a conclusion if you would. 

MR. HANNEMAN: All right. Since looking into these matters, I feel that our local government should 
call for a citizens review conmittee on the effect of radioactive contamination emanating from Fermi lab 
and the lack of regard for those who inhabit its nearest boundary. 

Certainly as irresponsible a neighbor, the DOE should not be allowed to expand its presence in our 
state. If the announcerrent is made to site the SSC in Illinois, I Will spend the rest of my life rais
ing money to fund the legal bills to fight this proposal and to make sure that it is never completed, 
gentlemen. And as far as your report, any report that would be submitted in private industry that 
would not be in SCJlle type of organized fonn with data compiled in a manner so that each state can be 
cc:mpared fairly and accurately is a very, very sloppy job. 

MR. EIGUREN: I am going back to call two speakers who were scheduled to speak earlier and were not in 
the rCXlRI at the time I called their names. Larry Wright? Nancy Mills? Okay, going down our list 
then, Becky Petschke? Following Becky wi 11 be Marilyn !lannemann. 

STATEMENT OF BECKY PETSCHKE 

MS. PETSCHKE: I am Becky Petschk.e frcxn Big Rock. The area of the ElS that I am truly disappointed in 
and found totally lacking is the impact the SSC would have on the people to make the unfortunate deci
sion to locate it here in Illinois. 

I am all for the Indiana bat, but you found rrK>re space for them tb~n you did for us. You barely 
touched upon the amount of protest and the reason for that protest, much less the emotional aspect of 
the people that would be affected. 

One of our State senators told me that the prospect of kicking people out of their homes was the unfor
tunate part of the SSC. And yet, he is still wholeheartedly endorsing this project. In fact, he is 
the one that introduced into the State Senate the ,.good neighbor bill," a bill, in part, meant to pro
tect our financial investment in our home. It is a worthless piece of legislation at best. 

What it cc.mes down to is that we would loose 10C1re than 20 percent on the sale of our homes. This is 
assLming we would be able to sell our hanes at all. It's ridiculous that our legislators asstined we 
would be thrilled with taking a huge lass on. For most of us, the major financial investment of our 
lives. What's rocire ridiculous is the name of this legislation. My good neighbors do not attempt to 
confiscate my property, my home, my job, my well, expose me to unwanted legislation, build huge, ugly 
helium and nitrogen containers in my backyard or lie to me. 

We, the opposition, have been treated as if we have been the ones catmitting the wrongdoing. We have 
been accused of being rude. short-sighted, against progress, ignorant and obnoxious. I am not sure 
what everyone expected us to do when we learned that our homes, our wells, our property and our jobs 
would be taken fran us. That we would be exposecf to radiation, have easements clouding our deeds, have 
to put up with minor inconveniences -- such as construction noise and traffic -- loose 10C1ney on our 
houses and have huge, ugly storage tanks tn our resident1al neighborhoods. 
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I guess our uovernor assumed we would roll over and play dead. Wrong. We are doing and will continue 
to do anythtng and everything we can to stop the SSC frCJ'lt being built here. I think its a bit ironic 
that Governor T~son has publicly stated that he would turn down a vice presidential offer because he 
wouldn't want to rrove his family thereby disrupting his 10-year old daughter's security and routine. 
And yet, he is perfectly willing to do just that to the lives of at least 160 families. 

The difference is, he had a choice. But he didn't have the decency or consideration to give these 
families a choice. We have been treated unfairly not only by the State and the press, but also by the 
DOE. I understand that Governor Thanpson and a 21-merrber delegation are meeting today with Energy 
Secretary Herrington in the only oppcrtunity to plead their case directly with the person who will 
select the preferred site for the SSC. 

CATCH also asked to meet with Secretary Herrington to plead our case face-to-face with him. He 
denied this request for equal time. It's not fair. But, we have found that governrrent isn't really 
interested in what's fair and what isn't when it wants something. 

Supposedly our elected officials are to be working for us and with us. But instead, they have only 
been working against concerning the SSC. Before the decision has even been made about where to locate 
the SSC. the State has not had the decency to show consideration to people living near the proposed 
ring. 

I am referring to the well drillers hired by the State to conduct SSC-related testing in the 
St. Charles area. This ccmpany was. working on a deadline so the State could get the results before 
yo~r visit and was drilling this well 24 hours. The noise level of this operation was nDre than double 
what the Illinois EPA sets for the allowable limits in a residential area. It tock some rrembers of 
CATCH to get the night drilling ended. 

What concerns many of us is, should you make the unfortunate decision to site the sec here, that this 
incident is just a preview of the inconsiderate treatment we would have to put up with during construc
tion if the tunnel is built. 

No one has told us what effect the SSC would have on our water supply and what the run off frcm it 
would do to our already flood-prone areas. We have not been told how the people that would be living 
on or near the proposed ring would be monitored for radiation exposure. The only thing we have been 
told concerning radiation is that the exposure would be insignificant. That's wrong. No amount of 
radiation is insignificant. And you have no right to expose us. to any unwanted radiation. And because 
of past experiences with the government's unwillingness to claim responsibility or to even acknowledge 
wrongdoing when it comes to dangerous chemicals, poisons or radiation, I will continue to work towards 
stopping the SSC from being located here. 

Your EIS lists the envirormental problems and the solutions to those problems. We hu~an receptors, as 
you refer to us in the EIS, are not interested in mitigation as the answer. Our answer is to locate 
the SSC sanewhere besides Illinois. It does not belong in our highly populated area. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Our next scheduled comnenter is Marilyn Hannemann. 

STATEMENT OF MARILYN HANNEMANN 

MS. HANNEMANN: Yes. I am Marilyn Hanneman from Big Rock Township and I would like to address the 
changes in the siting template that Illinois has made. The first thing you will notice on Table 3-3 of 
the EIS, is that Illin.ois proposes using Fennilab as the SSC injector. The State ENR and its sup
porters have indicated that this is the key advantage of the Illinois proposal. However, upon reading 
the EIS, it becCJnes very clear just how important Fermi lab is for maintaining our leadership role in 
particle research. In fact, Fermilab and the SLAC at Stanford are going to play major roles while the 
SSC is being built and on into the 21st century. 

You scientists need Fermi lab in full operation while the SSC is being constructed. Otherwise, you run 
the risk of loosing precious time and prestige to your enviable CERN and Russian counterparts. 
Fermi lab, therefore, becomes the Fermi lab disadvantage for the Illinois site. Why? Quite simply, you 
cannot hook the Fermi lab Tevetron up as the SSC i.njector wi,thout jeopardizing_ the loss of Fermi lab for 
one, two or possibly three years. Therefore, this major change in the Invitation for Site Prooosals as 
proposed by Illinois becomes the major disadvantage of the Illinois site. 

Regarding the other changes which Illinois has made in their site proposal, chart 3-3 clearly shows 
that Illinois has made more changes or adjustments to the ring template than any other state. Illinois 
proposes m:>v1Ag five servfce access areas, F sites, from original positioning. Only Michigan has_made 
as many as three such changes. Also, Illinois has changed the ISP so that four sites will be moved 
from their original position. Even more, such changes have been recently proposed by the Illinois EN~ 
Only one other state changes even one E site location. And, perhaps, more importantly, Illinois pro
poses moving the buried beam zone access areas J at five- locations. Any and all changes as proposed 
mean altering the original design concept of the SSC and will necessitate changes which equate to 
increased time and cost for the Illinois site. 
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As E and F sites are rocived further frCin the ring, additional tunneling and angled shafts become neces~ 
sary. The Illinois tunnel is already the deepest of the seven proposed sites and actually exceeds the 
rnaximl.ATI optimlln level of 600 feet below the surface at one stretch. By adding additional angled tun
nels to accQlmOdate the altered E, F and J sites, there will be far mo~e tunneling required at the 
Illinois site than at any other alternative location. 

All of this adds up to increased tunneling time and costs that the Illinois tax payer must pay for 
not the Federal Government. Without a doubt, the Illinois site provides the most difficult and costly 
tunneling project of the seven sites. It bears pointing out that these 14 or more changes propos~d by 
Illinois can be canpared to absolutely zero changes to the template as originally proposed in Arizona, 
Colorado, North Carolina and Texas. · 

The DOE has designed the SSC. But, Illinois apparently knows more than you scientists do because they 
have chosen to redesign it for you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Dr. Temple says that's reasonable. We were actually discussing a matter brought up by 
the CATCH group. Mr. Tardy, if you would like to step forward. I understand that you have w~de 
arrangerrents to 

HR. TARDY: Hr. Ed Malek will make the statar~nt. 

MR. EIGLREN: Fine. If you would like to do now. This was the matter that Dr. Temple and I were dis
cussing with Mr. Nolan earlier so you know it was being discussed. You may have the floor. 

MR. MALEK: I understand. Gentlemen, my name is Edward Halek. I am one of the attorneys for tha 
Citizens Against The Collider Here. Earlier Hr. Tardy handed to you a box containing of 20,000 signa
tures representing the opposition petitions. There was scme concern by the Department of Energy that 
we would be relinquishing control of our original documents. Two or three days ago, photostatic copies 
of those petitions were forwarded to Secretary John Herrington. rt has been suggested, and we agree. 
that rather than duplicating our efforts and xeroxing those and making it a substituted part of the 
record, we are asking and it has been agreed by Mr. Nolan of the Department, that we wi 11 substitute 
those petitions, photostatic copies of the petitions, for this record and we will retain our originals. 
Thank you. 

HR. EI6tR£N: Thank you. Thdt was the mdtter we were discussing sa the record is clear. The final two 
cannenters are Roger Souders and Joanne Johnson. 

'i'.>COC> STATEMENT or ROGER SOUDERS 

MR. SOUDERS: Good evening. My name is Roger Souders. I live in Kaneville Township and I am against 
this project being sited here ln Illinois. 

Appendix l, page 7, Section 5, this discussed fire protection systems. Why is this necessary? What 
type of fires could occur and that probably are not addressed at all? It also tells of a need to have 
personnel and trucks for the fire service buildings. Who will pr.ovide this fire protection? The DOE? 
County or local fire departments? Will additional land be needed for a fire department in the fire 
service areas? 

This pertains to site specific adaptions in Illinois. Figure 1.2.3-1 on page 26 lists the town of 
Kaneville fn two different areas. If the State of I1linois made this error on a SilJl>le map, what other 
discrepancies has the State made through this proposal? 

I am concerned about the hones and businesses that will be taken by Kwiktake. Wi)l they be tern down? 
If not, who will live in these homes? Who will maintain these horres? Won't these homes be unable to 
use their existing wells? How will they obtain water and at whose expense? Will additional police be 
needed to prevent looters and vandals in the area? The Illinois Good Neighbor Bill does nothing to 
prevent lowered property values adjacent to these condemned homes and businesses. 

Page 33, I.2.3.9, Rall. If 4.8 miles is requested by the DOE~ this would remove an additional 38 
acres. Also, it could impact an additional one to three homes on its route to Kaneville from Big Rock. 
Why would it be needed? What type of material will it be hauling? 

Appendix 2, Cost Estimates. We believe that the figures for the construction dec()llllissioning are 
vastly understated. A study conducted by Robert Alvarez for the Department of Congress said that the 
Department of Energy had a very poor record in long construction projects, five years or more. This 
survey found 21 projects which had an estimated cost of $2.7 billion.when they began and ended up cost
ing $12.9 billion when they were C01T'4lleted or even worse, abandoned. This $44.7 billion project could 
cost- the United States tax payers $16.5 billion and the deccnmissioning could jl.ITlp from $38.5 million 
to $143 million in current dollars. 
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Appendix 3, Decarmissioning Plan. It is impossible to believe that you only wrote eight and a half 
pages addressing this concern. Nearly everything is written in one paragraph such as 3.2.1, 3.2.1.1, 
don't think I have to go on further. Then your final sentence is "Oeconmission1ng would only take 
about one year." It took you years to put this project in the ground and one to decomniss1on this 
questionable project? Who is kidding who? 

Page 47 discusses the air quality. During this past sunmer alone, there were 19 days that exceeded EPA 
air quality standards in the Chicago metropolitan area. Page 57, Figure 5.3.5.1, again another omis
sion in the State of Illinois, please note that Kaneland schools --they got a great school, St. Charles 
High School and Waubonsie High School. I think that's where we are at today -- are anitted. The pro
ponent should have known of these schools. Again, you should be aware of these glar1ng omissions. 

Gentlemen, trust is very important amongst citizens in this audience, the nation and the world. Trust 
cannot be given, it must be earned. Your Department has not earned my respect. Here is why. 

One, officials in the general accounting estimates said it would cost $175 billion to clean up this 
country's nuclear waste. There are sites so contaminated that they will never be cleaned up and will 
be pennanently guarded. The Richland, Washington, facility has shown nearby reservoirs have tritium 
and strontit111 as does the Col1JY1bia River and that is one of the sites that you proposed to put the SSC 
waste. 

The New York Times reports of your desires in an opening of an underground disposal facility in New 
Mexico. However, a group of scientists from the University of New Mexico says water is seeping rapidly 
into what were supposed to be dry, underground chambers. This could cause a radioactive slurry and 
contaminate nearby water supplies to the Pecos River if it were allowed to be placed at this time. The 
EPA ts trying to set higher standards and as such this site would be unable to open at this time. But, 
you still want to place radioactive waste in these chambers just to see if its safe over the objections 
of the EPA. Third, Brookhaven National laboratory on Long Island has shown that radioactive material 
has entered the drinking water of nearby homes. These are all articles in the New York Times. 

MR. EIGLREN: Sir, I am sorry. You time has elapsed. 

MR. SOUDERS: I have got one real quick. 

HR. EIG~EN: One more? Okay. Thank you. 

MR. SOUDERS: It is also reported in the New York Times that the Department of Justice blocking the EPA 
from a law suit agatnst your Department represented Tan Lukin, Chainnan of the subcamiittee of House 
Subconmittee of Energy and Conmerce, said that the Department of Energy 1s hiding behind a shield of 
imnun1ty and as a result of the cesspools of nuclear waste and all kinds of waste. 

Knowing what I have stated, lf you.place the SSC ln Illinois, the DOE will be better known as the 
Department of Errors. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Joanne Johnson. 

STATEMENT OF JOANNE JOHNSON 

MS. JOHNSON: Joanne Johnson frcn DuPage. My concern is the Jericho Cerretery, E4. There has been a 
reference to it but not to the possible destruction or disturbance of the cemetery and that is my 
concern. 

The effects of the blasting and boring. I have been assured that the cemetery would not be disturbed. 
However, I am not convinced. How can you blast and bore and not disturb the surrounding area? I am 
willing to be convinced, please convince me. I Please tell me this disturbance will not have any bad 
effects on the extsttng graves. 

Whatever assurance you can give me about the care given to the underground boring and blasting and its 
effects will be greatly appreciat~ld also like to know who is willing to accept the responsi
bility for the destruction of the graves if there is any? And who will give me a written statement to 
the effect that the cBTJetery will not be disturbed or any destruction could be corrected. 

I am S>'"'>athettc with those in construction who want the jobs." I have a brother, a geophysicist, down 
tn Houston. Texas could use this down there and he could possibly, who knows, get a job. I don't know. 
It would be nice to think that they could do something about that. But, after the jobs are gone, what 
will be left behind. That's all, gentlemen. 

MR. EIG~EN: Thank you. I have gone through the list of both pre-registered speakers as well as walk
in registrants at least. We have called all names at least three times. I am going to call the names 
of two individuals who were preregistered to speak that did not appear. , Larry Wright? Larry Wright? 
Nancy Mills? 

VOL2R3128831 llA.2-115 FEIS Volume !IA 



Proceedings 
l llinois 

With that, then, we ha·1e completed the list of comnenters for this, the afternoon hearing on the draft 
Environmental lltl>aCt Statement on the SSC project being held here in Aurora, Illinois. We thank you 
for your patience and your courtesy and we do appreciate your ccmnents. 

We will now stand in recess until the hour of 7:00 p.m. th7s evenfng to rest.me our hearing. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at s·:30 p.m., the Department of Energy panel recessed, to reconvene at 7:00 p.m., the same 
day.) 
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(OCtobor 6, 1988: 7:00 p.m.) 

DR. TEMPLE: Good evening: I want to welcome you to the Department of Energy's public hearing on the 
draft Environmental l!ff>act Statement, EIS, for the Superconducting Super Collider, SSC. Hy name is Ed 
Temple and I am the executive director of department's SSC site task force. I am also the presiding 
official for this hearing. 

The purpose of my brief remarks is to tell you why we are all here. After my remarks I will ask our 
session moderator, Mr. Eiguren, to outline, how we will conduct our meeting this evening. 

The purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an opportunity to comnent in person on the 
department's draft EIS on the SSC. This hearing ts not your only opportunity. You may also send us 
your written comnents which must be postmarked by October 17, 1988. 

We want you to know that we are sincerely interested tn hearing your comnents on this document. And 
that each of your catments will be considered and responded to in the final EIS. 

Let me refresh your memories regarding the SSC site selection process. In January 1987 President 
Reagan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced and construction forms were requested from 
Congress. In April 1987 the department issued an invttation for site proposals. We subsequently 
received 43 proposals and 36 of these were found to be qualified. These qualified proposals were 
forwarded to the Nationa) Academy of Sciences and the Nat tonal Acadeny of Engineering for further 
evaluation. Based on the criteria in the invitation the academies recomnended a best qualified list, 
BQL, of eight sites to the department. One of these proposals was later withdrawn by the proposer. 

Following a review and verification of the academies recorrrnendations Secretary Harrington announced the 
best qualified list including the Illinois proposal on January 19, 1988. On January 22. 1988 the DOE 
formally announced that it would develop an EIS on the proposed SSC. This followed an advanced notice 
of intent to prepare an EIS which had been issued in May of 1987. 

In February 1988 we held scoping meetings in each of the seven states to obtain public conrnent on the 
nature and scope of the environmental issues to be considered in the EIS. Scoping meetings were held 
here in Illinois at the Fermi lab auditoriiin. 

The DOE received approximately 2,100 conrnents on the scope of the EIS. These cannents were considered 
in the preparation of the draft EIS. Following public hearings here and in the other six BQL states we 
will develop a final EIS to be issued in December 1988. 

The draft EIS evaluates and canpares four types of alternatives. Site alternatives, technical 
alternatives, progranmatic alternatives and the no-action alternative. Site alternatives address the 
seven locations identified on the BQL. Technical alternatives consider different technology, different 
equipment, or different facility configurations. Progranmatic alternatives and the possibility of 
using other accelerators, international collaboration, or project delay. The no action alternative 
meant the option not to construct the SSC. The draft EIS identifies and analyzes the potential 
environmental consequences expected to occur from siting, constructing and operating the SSC at the 
seven sltes. These sites are located in Arizona, Colorado, Illinois, Michigan, North Carollna, 
Tennessee, and Texas. 

The draft EIS provides as much infonnation as possible at ~his stage of project development regarding 
the potential envirornrental impacts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC at each of 
the alternative sites. However, the DOE recognizes that further review under NEPA is appropriate prior 
to construction and operation of the proposed SSC. 

~ccordingly, follll'ffing selection of the site for the proposed SSC the DOE will prepare a supplement to 
this EIS to address in more detail the impacts of constructing and operating the proposed SSC at the 
selective site and identify alternatives where possible for mitigating those impacts. 

Let ~te tell you a little bit about the draft EIS. This is a large document containing 10C>re than 4,000 
pages. It is organized into four vollllles. Vol1.111e I is entitled, Environmental !""act Statement. 
Volt.me II is the Conment Resolution Doclmlent and it is reserved for our response to public comnents and 
for publication in the final EIS only. Voll.Ille III describes the methodology for site selection. 
Volume IV contains 16 appendices for writing detail presentations of technical lnformatlon whiCh back 
up the conclusions in the Environmental Impact Statement. Conments received at this hearing will be 
used by the DOE to prepare a final Eis· to be issued this Decelfber. This document will identify the 
department's prefe.rred site. 

No sooner than 30 days after the final EIS is distributed the department will publish its record of 
decision which will include the final site selection and complete selection process. 
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Tonight we will use a professional nDderator to assure a fair and orderly proceeding. Measures have 
been taken to permit the maxil1lJlll opportunity for interested citizens to utilize this session for 
expressing their conments. We urge all participants in this evening's meeting to focus their cannents 
on the draft EIS and to avoid or minimize statements aimed solely at expressing opposition or support 
for the State's proposal. 

While all comnents will become part of the fonnal record of this proceeding. those specifically 
addressing the draft EIS will be nDst useful to DOE in preparing the final document. 

As I noted earlier in addition to this opportunity f9r oral caTments individuals may also provide 
written ccmnents to the DOE. They should be postmarked by October 17th, 1988, the end of the fonnal 
45-day coament, to insure they will be considered in the preparation of the final EIS. We will, 
however, consider camients received after that date to the extent possible. 

One final word on the role of the EIS and the site select ton process. The National Environmental 
Policy Act. NEPA,. requires that environmental i~cts be considered by Federal decision makers tn 
taking major Federal actions with potential environmental consequences. EIS ts one of the methods used 
to do this analysis, provide for public cannent and participation, and to make a final decision that 
meets the HEPA requirements. The EIS will be considered by the secretary in making the site 
selection. 

Thank you in advance for your interest and participation. Let me now introduce Hr. Roy Eiguren who 
will describe how we will conduct tonight's session. 

HR. EIGtREN: Thank you, Dr. Temple. Good evening ladies and gentlemen. Hy name is Roy Eiguren. am 
an attorney in private practice with the law finn of Lindsay, Hart. Neil & Weigler which has offices in 
Seattle, Washington; Portland, Oregon; San Francisco, California; and Boise, Idaho. My practice and 
that of our law firm ts heavily concentrated in the area of enviromrental and energy law. 

Both in private practice as well as in prior governmental service I have had over a decade's worth of 
experience in either conducting or participating a significant nurrber of National Environmental Policy 
Act hearings such as the one we are conducting here today. 

I have been retained by the Department of Energy as moderator for this and other hearings on the draft 
EIS for the SSC project. In that role I am not an employee of the departirent, nor am I an advocate for 
or against the department's proposed action in this proceeding. Rather my single expressed purpose is 
to serve as a moderator to be an independent, unbiased, objective individual to moderate this series of 
hearings. My role is to help assure that the Department of Energy fully c~lies with both the letter 
and spirit of the National Env1rormental Policy Act. or NEPA, so as to allow all individuals and 
organizations a fair and.equal opportunity to cannent on the record relative to 'the department's 
proposed action. 

As Or. Temple stated earlier the purpose of this hearing is to give all interested citizens an 
opportunity ta comnent OR the record relative to the Oepartn-ent of Energy's draft Environmental Impact 
Stateirent on the SSC project. 

In February the Department conducted a scoping meeting here to hear cooments fran individuals and 
organizations on what issues should be considered in the preparation of the DEIS. Now that the 
department has prepared the draft Env ironmenta 1 Impact Statement it seeks ccmrent from the pub 1 ic on 
it. In particular we are seeking specific comnent on issues that members of the public feel are 
relevant and should be considered by the Department of Energy prior to finalizing the EIS and selecting 
its preferred site for the SSC project. 

I would like to indicate at the outset that this is a recorded proceeding. That is to say everything 
that is being said at this, as well as the other draft EIS hearings being held in other states under 
consideration for the project are being recorded by a court reporter who is here with us in the front 
of the rocrn. The court reporter will make a verbatim transcript of all ccrnnents received and submit 
that transcript to the Department of Energy for inclusion in the final record of this proceeding. The 
Secretary of Energy's decision will be based upon the infonna.tion contafned in the record that we 
develop. So accordlngly it is critically important to us here that we have your assistance in beir,g 
able to fully develop the record and that is the document or the basis under which the decision in this 
proceedlrl\I wi 11 be ... c1e. 

At this time I would like to tell you what procedures we are going to follow in the conduct of this as 
well as all the other hearings that we are conducting in this proceeding. 

I will armounce speakers for this evening's program from a list provided to me by the Department of 
Energy. Vhat we ha.e done as I am sure mst of you know 1s recelved by telephone or otherwise 
indications from individuals that would like to carment here this evening. How those pre-registered 
indivlduals will be called in the order within which they signed up to speak. 
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If you are pre-registered to speak this evening we would ask that you would check in at the 
registration table out in the lobby so that we know that you are here. So when we call your name w~ 
know that you are here. 

Every individual will have up to five minutes within which to connent. At the end of five minutes I 
will signal each individual speaker that their time has elapsed. Generally I am fairly liberal in 
terms of allowing people to go past five minutes, but given the very significant number of conrnentators 
we have which at this point by pre-registration is about 250 people, we have had to adhere to the fi'le
minute rule. So I would appreciate your courtesy and patience in aSs1sting us ln keeping the five
minute rule in place. I stated earlier the purpose of this hearing is to receive corrment on the draft 
environment impact statement. Accordingly your cannents should be focused on the issues that are 
addressed in the draft document. I do reserve the right to ask individuals to focus on issues 
contained in the draft EIS if they wander from the topic of the session. 

My intent is not to limit remarks, but rather to assure what comnents you do provide to us are 
effective in achieving the objective of this hearing as Or. Temple outlined earlier. However, as I 
said earlier it has been my practice throughout the entire course of these hearings, both here as well 
as other states, to all individuals to provide on the record any conrnent they feel appropriate relative 
to the project. 

Written ccmrent and oral cor.ment receive the same weight in the record of this proceeding._ Therefore 
we would encourage you to submit written comnent as well as any written questions you have about the 
project either before or after your presentation, or at any time prior to the close of the record in 
this proceeding, which is October 17th. So if you do have written carment or written questions with 
you you may leave them with me and I will make sure they are included in the transcript, or you may 
leave them at the registration table back in the lobby. If you would like to provide written cCITtOent 
or have written questions after this hearing, as Or. Temple mentioned earlier you may do so. You may 
provide them to us by writing to this address which is contained on the business card that is available 
back on the registration table. But again you will have to make sure that it is postmarked by October 
17th. Make sure that any written cor.ments that you do provide have your name, address as well as your 
zip code. 

We have had one earlier session here today that began at 2:00 and lasted until 5:30. This program 
cO'lmenced at 7:00 and will run until approximately 10:00 p.m. this evening. In addition to the 
hearings we are holding here today we are also going to be holding hearings tomorrow to acccnmodate the 
large number of ir~ividuals that would like to comnent. We are also holding parallel hearings. That 
is to say there is a hearing being held in the auditorium of this building at the same time that we are 
holding this to acconJJ1)date additional people. 

It becomes necessary about every hour or so through the course of this proceeding to take a brief 
recess to allow our court reporter to change tapes. So bear with me. We will take recesses about 
every hour for five minutes. 

We are going to accamodate any individuals who have walked in this evening and would like to-corrment. 
If you have not pre-registered to cCJTIDent you will need to so back at the registration table and will 
receive your c0ITTT1ent in turn either here as time allows toward the end of our session, or before the 
other hearing panel in the auditorit..rn. 

We would ask you to follow the following procedures relative to oral c01TJ11ent. ~hen your turn ccmes to 
speak we would ask that you step forward here to the podiun in the front. Give us your name and 
address and organization that you might be speaking on behalf of. Then once you have completed your 
introductions I will begin the timing of your five minute time s·lot. I will not begin timing, however, 
until you have completed your introductions. 

We do have a staging area here in the front. What I have been doing to try to keep this process rnJVing 
along fairly expeditiously is to indicate who are first speaker is and then the subsequent three 
speakers. Once I ca11 your name in that sequence we would ask if you are not situated fairly close to 
the front please come up here and sit in one of the seats in the front row so that when your turn canes 
you may move up here quite quickly. 

The high school has announced, or has requested that I announce a nl.lflber of other rules that pertain to 
this high school facility. One is that this is a smoke-free building. Accordingly you are not allowed 
to smoke anywhere inside the high school. There is a snack shop that has been provided _for your use 
that is directly outside in the lobby. It has been requested that you consl.ITle any beverages or any 
food that you might purchase out in the lobby area. 

Tanorro~ we will be havin~ a hearing in this facility also as I have mentioned. There will be students 
and faculty in the facility in the high school. We would ask that accordingly you would restrict your 
movement to this room as well as only tr~ lobby. Finally I would like to remind you that as I 
mentioned earlier there are two parallel hearings ongoing. One in the auditorium as well as the one 
that is here. If you are registered to speak at either of the hearings you need to make sure that you 
register in the back at the registration table so that we can direct you to the proper hearing rociTI. 
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A couple of final cc.nments I would like to make. One is that this obviously is a very emotionally 
charged issue here in the State of Illinois. People are collectively demonstrating either their 
support or opposition of the project, which is fine. We respect your First Amencinent Rights and urge 
you to exercise them. The only caveat I have is that you would keep your clapping, shouting, booing, 
whatever to those points in times between speakers, either before or after speakers. We really request 
that you not interrupt speakers when they are giving their conments. The audience this afternoon 
followed that and we greatly appreciate it. 

The other problem we have is the acoustics in this building are very, very bad. 
pejorative conment. But it ts very difficult to hear up here. So we would ask 
possible you would be as quiet as you possibly can be during the actual receipt 
members of the hearing panel can hear cooment. 

I apologize for the 
to the greatest extent 
of cOITTI'lent so that 

The purpose for the members of the hearing panel being here is to hear your CCJTments and as appropriate 
ask clarifying questions which they have been doing throughout the course of this proceeding. The 
purpose in their asking clarifying questions is to make sure they fully understand your CCl!lT'ents on the 
environmental issues. Again that ls apart of our trying to CCITJPlete, or develop a complete record of 
your concerns on this project. 

With me on the stage are Dr. Ed Temple who is the executive director of the Department of Energy's SSC 
Site Selection Task Force. He is the presiding official for this program. With him is Dr. Roger Hayes 
and Or. Jerry Nelsen who are environmental specialist with the Oepartrrent of Energy who have a similar 
responsibility in the developrrent of the final EIS. 

At this particular point in time we will go ahead and begin the receipt of public cannent. We are 
running slightly ahead of schedule so I want to make it very clear to everyone that if you have 
pre-registered to comnent you will have an opportunity to do so. Even if you have not arrived at the 
time slot that you are scheduled for what we have been doing is we keep going back to the top of the 
list and calling those names of individuals that might not have been in the room when I call their name 
initially. 

So with that, the hour is now 7:22 and we will start with the actual receipt of public conrnent in the 
order within which the individuals signed up to speak this evening. Our first scheduled COITTllentator is 
Mary A. Barth fallowed by Terry Siegler and Kathleen Hickey. Mary Barth. 

STATEMENT OF MARY A. BARTH 

MS. BARTH: I am Mary A. Barth, 109 St.mac Court, St. Charles, Illinois. This is a water color of a 
wetland in a rural area that will be tremendously affected if the SSC is sited in Illinois. This 
beautiful natural habitat for wildlife is located less than one half mile from the 200 acre residential 
development that I owned until quite recently. 

It is·called Split Rail. When this development was presented by my husband and me to the Kane County 
Planning Conmission for approval it was said by them that it was the best plan in all of Kane County. 
Mainly because we intended to keep as much open space as possible in Split Rail for future homeowners. 
Prairie grasses, a small stream running through the property. pheasant. deer, beaver, all apart of the 
natural beauty of the country in this part of Illinois. 

What a wonderful learning experience for the children who will live there. In the last two and a half 
years more homes have been built according to the accepted plan. The ntmber of homes has actually 
doubled since January 1, 1986. 

This is no place to build a tunnel and an access shaft building in the midst of a quiet beautiful, 
rural and residential area. By the way Split Rail is just one of many, many home developments in the 
path of the proposed tunnel. Our area has grown tremendously and has highly populated since January 1, 
1986. That date is very significant because the statistics given the DOE by our Illinois ENR are 

2- accurate only as of January l, 1986. This is October 6, 1988. The recently published 1988 Illinois 
tax maps verify the enonnous growth in our area since January l, 1986. Many more land parcels, wells 
and businesses. 

The DOE cannot ignore these new figures. Even 1f our own Illinois ENR does not update the statistics. 
It 1s known that when members of the DOE toured our area and from a personal standpoint Split Rail 
specifically, they were driven at a very high speed down the township road by the hanes there. Was it 
in hopes that the Washington officials would not notice the great number of hanes. 

Scme DOE officials carre back later to talk to sane of the residents of Split Rail and expressed 
surprise of how many homes were in the area. They had be led to believe it was all purely agricultural 
land. 
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I would like to make another point. Our children. Children, how i!Tl>ortant to remember them as you are 
making big plans for excavating a tunnel on a 53 mile ring 1n a highly populated area. Children, 
future leaders of our country. What about the fact that education is at an all time low in the United 
States and Illinois. Can we afford the SSC here at the expense of our children's preparatory education 
that will enable them to earn doctorates in their chosen fields, including science. 

How much of our tax money is to be used for better education. And how much of our tax money to build 
the Collider. It simply does not rnake sense to b~ild the SSC in Illinois. The disruption of the lives 
of the people who live here will be unbelievable. As you well know when the dynamiting begins, 190 
trucks per day durir.g construction over many years create a dangerous hazards for our people. Let 
alone noise pollution, water quality and quantity affected, destruction cf wetlands, natural habitats 
and wildlife, even radit.m danger. 

Can you truly guarantee us that will not happen? Please listen to several thousand people who will be 
affected if you choose the Illinois site for the SSC. We do not want the SSC here. Keep this picture 
in your minds. do not destroy it. 

MR. EIGLREN: lerry Siegler is n~xt followed by Kathleen Hickey and Philip Hadamik. 

STATEMENT OF TERRY SIEGLER 

MR. SIEGLER: Helle, my name is Terry Siegler. I am fran St. Charles. Do you know what the net result 
is of the thousands of pages in this EIS? That all seven states are still in the running. Every sta_te 
has problems with its propcsal and yet no prob~em appears great enough to eliminate any site frcm the 
running. This is exactly what the DOE wants. 

They want every state to remain in the running so that failing interest in Washington will not erode 
any further. They war.t every state to think that they still have a chance to win the SSC so that their 
respective political delegations will continue to support the project before Congress. 

Each state may not realize it, but they are all being manipulated very carefully by the DOE. The EIS 
document clearly indicates that whatever problem exist at whatever site the DOE can f;x it. Everything 
under the sun is mitigable to the DOE. No potential health problem, not potential accident problem, no 
ecological problem, no archaeological problem, no radiation problem, no environmental problem, or no 
social problem is beyond the capabilities of the DOE to fix. Everything is delegated to a level of 
insignificance. 

The DOE can and will mitigate anything and everything. The DOE and 'all of its highly sophisticated 
personnel are all that matters. Everything else is insignificant. The SSC is without a doubt the most 
necessary and most vital research project that the U.S. Government has ever undertaken. Without the 
SSC the DOE sees the U.S. losing statute worldwide and continuing its fall into disgrace and 
degredation. 

There is absolutely no alternative to the SSC. Every scientific alternative, every anticipated 
technological advancement has been considered in the SSC as our one and only savior. We must have the 
SSC or else ar.d most importantly of all it must be on line by 1996. Everything else is absolutely 
unequivocally irrevocably insignificant. 

That is what this EIS book and all its appendices say and believe me it is not worth the paper it is 
printed on. The real truth ts that the EIS is full of inaccuracies, discrepancies, subjectivity, 
double standards, errors. illogical argUfTler.ts, outdated information and is a complete sham to the 
decision making process that you gentlemen have to do. 

I resent the fact that I and thousands of other people are being forced to read it and comnent on it in 
order to protect our families and homes. But since I must I will specifically speak out about the EIS 
and the Illinois SSC proposal. 

If you turn to the back of the book in the Illinois land acquisition maps the first thing tr~t you will 
notice is that each piece of property has a nllllber on it. If you add these numbers up sector by sector 
you will discover that a new parcel count of 3,826 pieces of property are directly affected at the 
Illinois SSC site. This new count results fran the fact that these new maps are 1987 ~4pS rather than 
the 1986 maps that were originally used when the Illinois proposal was first presented. 

This is the first time that either the Illinois ENR or the DOE has ad'nitted that the original 3,305 
parcel cOtJnt was too low. Ho-wever, the draft EIS still fails to incorporate this new information into 
any of its lengthy analysis. And these figures still only represent conditions as of January l, 1987. 
How about the last 18 months of development that has gone on out here in the Fox Valley? 

What does this new parcel count really mean? For one thing it means that the Illinois SSC site has 
more parcels and more property owners involved then at all the other sites coni>ined. This also means 
that the Illinois site offers the most difficult land acquisition process of any site available. 
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The ENR's job will be made even more difficult due to the fact that many of· us have a.lready taken steps 
to cloud title on our property. If the DOE thinks that eminent danain is going to make thL:; ar. easy 
process you are sadly mistaken. 

Without a doubt your precious timetable of 1996 will be delayed if Illinois beccrnes the~ cf the 
SSC. This new parcel count indicates one roore very important fact. There are more adversely affected 
people in Illinois than in all the other sites corrbined. This explains why we r~ve more opposition 
towards this SSC project than in any other state. Something which the proponents ha~e failed to 
realize is that Illinois i:'i the only state which has tried to iqJose this project on such a la·,-ge 
number of its residents. Every other state has basically placed the SSC ring in an area that is 
desolate in canparison to our Fox Valley site. Stop and think about it. There are more prop~rty 
owners involved at the Illinois site than all six other states contlined. 

With this being true it is not very difficult to understand why the local affected property owners a~e 
so adamantly opposed to the SSC in Illinois. Quite frankly wherever people are being forced to live 
above or near this project the local people oppose it. They oppose it in North Carolina. They oppose 
it in Tennessee. They oppose tt tn Michigan. There ts no opposition in Texas, Colorado. or Arizona 
because few if any people are being forced to live on or near it in those states. 

There is nothing unique about Illinois. There is nothing unique about us opponents in Illinois other 
than our nwrbers are larger and our CCfTlllitment is greater. We are not inter~sted tn mitigation. We 
want litigation. We are fully prepared to meet you gentlemen in court. And I can guarantee you that 
if you are duni> enough to site the SSC in Illinois your project is doaned. Thank you. 

MR. EIG!.J\EN: The next comnentator is Kathleen Hickey followed by Philip Hadamik. 

STATEM!'NT OF KATHLEEN HICKEY 

MS. HICKEY: My name is Kathleen Hickey. I am fran Batavia. EIS makes it very clear that you 
scientists have but two goals. The SSC must be built as designed at all costs. And it must be on line 
by 1996. 

This is all that counts to you and everything else is totally insignificant. You scientist can be 
faulted for using your highly regarded station in life as a means to influence· people's opinion toward 
a project such as the SSC, wherein the public basically has very little knowledge or concern. 

You overstep y.JUr bounds as scientists and enter the political arena to influence national policy 
decisions. The book ~ide by lowi and Ginsberg is a unique description of the process involved in 
the creation of Fermi lab and the death of the town of Weston. A large part of this book describes hrJw 
scientists can fall into the trap of actually believing that the ends justifies the means. 

The author$ state the following with the regards to the.criteria used in detennining site selection for 
Fermi lab. Quote. "The scientists concern only about amenities for scientists and their families. And 
because no criteria were concerned with broader social values that might be effective by scientific 
facility of such size and expense." In effect the scientist were saying give us your site and do not 
tell us how you got it. This was the attitude of you scientists towards the public over 20 years ago, 
and as far as we affected property owners are concerned this is your attitude to this day. It is 
obvious from the EIS that any and all problems that occur at any of the seven sites is delegated to a 
level of insignificance by you scientists. No problem is insunnountable. Everything can be mitigated. 

Your lack of concern for our families and our hemes is well docLJnented throughout the EIS. You could 
not care less that the SSC facility .falls directly in residential neighborhoods. All local and building 
and zoning laws which would prohibit the existence of your tank fanns near our homes have been conve
niently eliminated. 

You could not care less that thousands of people in the Fox Valley are dependent upon private wells as 
their only source of water. What is important though is that you and your families must have all the 
necessary social amenities at your disposal. 

This type of attitude cannot and will not be tolerated. You were able to get away with it back when 
Fermi lab was created, because the local townspeople were actually fooled into believing that Weston 
would live on and prosper. 

let me guarantee you, gentlemen, that this will not happen again. Your opposition here 1n the Fox 
Valley is too great and we will not back down. We will continue to fight you and to thwart your efforts 
to site this project here in Illinois. We have as many people, if not roore, opposin~f this project as 
opposed it in New York. Their governor had the camion sense and decency to withdraw the New York bid. 
Unfortunately ours does not. let me cone lude with another quote frcm Po 1 icide. "The story of Weston 
reveals a great-deal al?out the requirenents of proper exercise of power. It ts an illustration of how 
institutions can be the enemy of rational men of good will, because it is a story of how such rational 
men of good will were led by their own responsibilities to abuse public authority or to allow its abuse 
on their behalf." 
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You gentlemen have the same responsibility and authority. Do not abuse it. Do not select Illinois as 
the site of the SSC. Put it where it belongs. In one of the other sites where people's lives do not 
have to be sacrificed for your scientists and your families well beings. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: We will include for the record the written conment of Kathleen Hickey. We will not call 
our next conmentator Philip Hadamik followed by Jennifer Hannemann. 

STATEMENT OF PHILIP HAOAMIK 

MR. HADAMIK: I am Philip Hadamik. I am from St. Charles. Table 4-1, page 4-4 indicates that the 
Illinois site will experience minimal groundwater inflows into the tunnel. However, page 16 of 
Appendix 10 shows that a five-mi le stretch of the tunnel between E3 and E4 near the southern end of the 
ring will leak at the rate of 5,200 gallons per minute per 100 feet during construction. 

This is nearly 20 million gallons of water per day over just a five-mile stretch of tunnel. This rate 
of groundwater inflow must surely be considered more than minimal. In fact no other site specifically 
points out any anticipated.water problem areas like this area near Big Rock, Illinois. 

The Michigan site and the. North Carolina site will both experience greater amounts of tunnel inflow 
than will Illinois. But no stretch of their tunnels are expected to leak at the rate that is 
anticipated for our five-mile Big Rock sector. 

Another question. Is the Department of Energy aware that there is quicksand in the marshes around Big 
Rock and site F4. On page 3-61 the EIS specifically states that the SSC project would be designed to 
limit radiation exposure to the general public. The key phrase here is that they intend to limit it, 
not eliminate it. 

There is radiation involved with the SSC project no matter how you look at it. Other states may be 
willing to put up with your limited radiation dose, but we the residents of the Fox Valley will not 
tolerate it. We want to emphasize the acceptable-standards set for radiation should not be interpreteJ 
as safe doses, or safe releases. H. J. Muller who discovered that ionizing radiations creates 
mutations 1n living organisms was the first person to realize that there is no safe dose of ionizing 
radiation. This is exactly the type of radiation which the population area around the Fox Valley would 
be exposed to by the SSC. 

According to Dr. Muller even the lowest dose of ionizing radiation has the potential to induce 
mutation. That being the case we do not want the Department of Energy, Fermi lab, or our elected 
officials to tell us that radiation will be limited. We do not want anything over and above what we 
are being exposed to already. 

Take your machine and put it tn an open land laboratory setting. Not in a residential area in 
Illinois. 

Page 4-21 of the EIS indicates that there are 320 wells within the 1,000-foot zone of the collider 
ring. This nllllber ts far smaller than the true n1.111ber. because it only reflects conditions as of 
January 1, 1986. The true nun'ber is far in excess of 500 wells. It grows day by day as new homes 
continue to be built. 

Without a doubt Illinois-has the largest nwri>er of wells within the l,000-foot zone of the collider. 
The Illinois ENR has presented the Department of Energy with updates on their own environmental assess
ments of conditions in Illinois as recently as late March 1988. However, they have very conveniently 
failed to update the Department of Energy on the ntMJtier of wells and the nuni>er of parcels which fall 
under the shadow of the SSC. This has been contrived by the ENR frcm the beginning. And makes one 
sick to think that their own government officials can act so irresponsibly. 

We might ask the Department of Energy if these are truly the kind of people you want to deal with over 
the next 25 or 30 years. If you are satisfied with secrecy and deceit, and I hope you are not, you 
would feel right at heme with our state goverrment. 

Our state and local representatives, and I use that term loosely, have by their secretive and deceitful 
actions infonntng the citizens of our cClll'llllnity so late about thts project and distorting the facts 
about all of 1ts negative tq:iacts have clearly den'Dnstrated their utter cont~t and the blatant dis· 
regard for the interest of the people they supposedly represent. 

To these ~us egotist I say: Regardless of whether Illinois gets this project or not your trials 
will not end here, for you have violated the trust we have plaeed in you. You will regret the day that 
you decided to put our families through this unbelievable nonsense. 

Finally, to you Department of Energy officials I say: Go ahead with your project. It sounds· great. 
But for the love of God do not put it in a residential area. Fermi lab or no Fe""tlab, how can you even 
consider this site. 
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MR. EIGLREN. Our next conmentator is Jennifer Hannanann followed by William R. Hennemann IV. Your na>ne 
and address for the record please. 

STATEMENT OF JENNIFER MANNEMANN 

MS. HANNEMANN: Hy nane ts Jemifer Hannemarut. I ltve in the Big_ Rock Tmcnship. Good e~enlng. 
would like to address the economic alternatives and emotions. One of the major reasons why our land 
should not be a final site for the SSC is due to the extensive degree of developnent which exists tn 
the Illinois site. 

Page 4-72 and 4-21 both indicate the Illinois has the most ~lex pattern of current land uses 
available. Also page 4-76 states that of all seven sites only 11-ltoois presents: a situation: where 
growtl't fs triggering not only tntensification of current use, but also 1n11:jor deve.lopnent classification. 
The rematntng six sites did not portray this ktnd of future growth. 

This is a key by the EIS. Only fn lllinoi.s a.re current land uses leading property !TIOVing from one land 
classification to a higher class.ification. As a consequence the· land available at the Illinois site 
has potentfal alternate uses. This ts not true in the other six sites. 

The fact that the property at the Illinois site can be used for other purpose actually makes the 
property ll'Ore valuable than the land located in the other sites. EIS indtcates that no further land 
use changes are expected to occur at the basically reroote and undeveloped sites. 

Only Illinois stands off by itself as having alternative land uses available for the proposed SSC 
acreage. However, this opportunity cost associated with the Illinois acreage is never taken into 
consideration by the EIS or by the econCJnic studies prepared by the Illinois EHR~ SSC for Fermi lab or 
by the Department of Energy. 

The Illinois site is unique tn its econcmic potential yet this. fact is coq,letely ignored by the 
proponents of the I 11 inoi s proposa 1. Our economic. discussions have centered around the economic 
benefits which will be derived fran the SSC project while ignoring many of the cost canponents which 
must be considered in a true cost benefit analysis. 

Either the econanists involved in preparing the EIS have made major mistake: or there we.re no econanists 
involved at all. Another factor that is obviously miss.ing frcm the EIS is an .analysis of psychological 
Impact, which the SSC project is already having on the affected residents of each alternative site. 

In Illinois for example there is no discussion about the degree of involvenent necessary for people to 
fight this project. Nowhere does it describe the anill'Osity which has. developed between the affected 
property owners and the goverrment of the State of Illinois. Nowhere does EIS describe the tremendous 
degree of mistrust of the local canT1Jnity has towards our goverl'll'lel'lt. our local polittcal leaders, the 
DOE and espectally towards Ferm·ilab. 

The EIS 1s deficient 1n describing local attf.tudes. and feelings towards the SSC of its proposers. As a 
result you scfentists do not understand the cQTll)lete hatred which we affected property owners have 
towards the- SSC in general. Nor cb you- understand frClll- the EI~ the resolve whi.ch the people have 
towards insuring that SSC will not be sited in Illinois. We are prepared to do whatever· it takes to 
i111>ress upon you scientists that you are not welcane here. Every legal means will be exploited in our 
attempt to force you to site this intrusion elsewhere. 

The EIS has failed mtserably in its jud!Jnent of local attltudes, and I just want to make one thing 
perfectly clear. The only way the SSC can come to Illinois ts through the- courts. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Can we have saneone adjust the microphone for the next speaker? Ve will include for 
the written record the written comnents of Jennifer Hannenann. Our next scheduled comnentator is William 
R. Hannenann IV. 

STATEMENT Of WILLIA~ R. MANNEMANN IV 

MR. HANNEMANN: My name. is B-illy Hannemann. l live ln Big Rock Township. I am seven yean o.ld. I am 
here to tell )IOU ..ny I do not want the. SSC built In my neighborhood. 

My grandpa and I ltkl!' to fish In the llelsh Creel< Just down the stream f""" the F-4 site. When they 
dunp the spoils from digging on the ground it will only have· to travel 200 feet to the creek. I think 
the suspended solids will kill all the fjsh •. Then my grandpa. and l cannot do that together &J¥11Jre. 

While they dig .men the canpressors run the school w\11 be very noisy~ ·it will disturl. the deer and 
the other wildlife. In Big Rock 1t is very quiet and any noise travels a long way. I hope that I will 
be able to study with all the noise. 

In the big blue book my dad says when they talk about people and noise we are called- receptors-. But I 
know I 1111 a little boy, a hllftan being, not a receptor. 
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If the SSC comes to my town there will be lots of people coming here to live. I hope my school will 
not beccme overcrowded and the classes to big to learn anything. I live near one of the four quarries 
that are okay to take the limestone. 

In my township there are no sidewalks to ride my bike on. We have to ride our bike on the roads. I do 
not want to dte because one of the 290 big trucks that carry limestone come each day does not notice 
me. Would people that work for the DOE be willing to sacrifice their children for the SSC? I hope 
not. But maybe they do not love their children. Why don"t you put the Superconducting Super Collider 
scmeplace where there are no houses? 

HR. EIGLREN: We will be in recess for five minutes. 

(Whereupon, a brief recess was taken.) 

HR. EIGLREN: Once again, ladies and gentlemen, I would respectively request that you would be quiet 
during the critical ttme that we have people conmenttng. Not only do we have a problem in tenns of 
discourtesy to our comnentators it ts terribly difficult for the panel to hear up here. Again because of 
the acoustics. $0 again I would respectfully request that you would refrain froot any talking or other 
disruptive activities when people are up here ccnmenting. 

Our next scheduled conmentator is Blanca Souders followed by Martin Cassell. 

STATEMENT OF BLANCA SOUDERS 

MS. SOUDERS: Gentlenen, this meeting tonight ts to attack the draft EIS. Unfortunately five minutes 
is not enough time to do this report justice. 

We note niinerous errors such as the hunan receptor picture Figure 5.3.5-1. Please note that Big Rock 
Grade School, Kaneland School, St. Charles High School and even the building we are in tonight are 
omitted. The fact that the schools directly affected are not shown on the human receptor map tells me 
that someone dtd not do his or her homework. 

This very school ts only yards away from a being abort area. The bottom line is that the State does 
not want any notice of our children being anywhere near this thing. 

Dr. Hess 1n a news conference in Colorado stated that the ideal site would not have anybody living 
above the ring. I would concur with hts statement. It is obvious then not to site this project in 
Illinois as we have the most affected property holders than any other of the six sites cOITbined. 

I truly resent the fact that we are referred to as human receptors instead of ~lnlan beings. It ts 
pretty pathetic that the Indiana Bat rates higher on the list than human individuals. Keep in mind 
that we are the ones who will be paying the taxes for this pork barrel project. l certainly do not 
belieVe that Mr. Indiana Bat filed a 1040 tax return last year.LVolume IV. Appendix 5b of 16. On page 
25 it should be noted that local citizens are concerned about t flooding problem and they reccrrmend a 
no growth policy for the city of Aurora and Kane County until the problem is solved. 

Page 37 states that West Chicago has been placed on the Illinois Envirormental Protection Agency's 
restricted list because of the high rate and levels of water supply wells. If deeper wells will 
provide the water necessary for daily living will not this high rate and level pose h1inan health 
problens in the years ahead. 

Your EIS also states that the State of Illinois is second to last in student teacher ratio and last in 
social services. Is that the Fermi advantage we hear so R1Jch about by the State officials? All 
Fermi lab and the SSC is welfare for the overeducated. 

In the last EIS scoping Senator Dickson carmented on the convenience of O'Hare Airport location to 
Fermi lab. Of course he had the luxury of flying by helicopter. If you read today's Chicago newspapers, 
I have them here, headlines were about the cutback on the niinber of planes that can arrive between 4:45 
p.m. and 9:15 p.m. The nllTlbers were reduced fran 95 to 80. 

Why was this necessary? It was because in the last five days five mistakes occurred by the 
understaffed air traffic controllers. The FAA also st_ated that a total of 30 errors have been 
ccmmitted this year. This will cause additional delays already taking place at O'Hare and MicMay. We 
certainly wish there are no delays or errors when you fly back to Washington, D.C. after these hearings. 

Finally, the last nine months have been agonizing to our families. Especially my children. I have 
spent n!MllE!rous hours in rallies, meetings, debates, parades to obtain signatures against this project. 
My children have spent ll'Cre time with babysitters than their own mother the last few months. I realize 
that my children's school work has suffered and they too have experienced the stress that you have 
brought upon them. 

But I am doing this for their future because I truly believe after reading the draft EIS the State of 
Illinois ts not the preferred site. And we do not want it here. 
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MR. EIGl.REI: The written ccinnent of Blanca Souders of 2526 Old Locust Court. Elboui-ne. Illtnois, w111 
be put in the record. Along with the accmpanying article frcm the- New York Times. 

The next scheduled comnentator is Martin Cassell followed by Christine Davis. 

STATEMENT Of MAllTIN CASSELL 

HR. CASSELL: Good evening. Hy name ls Martin Cassell. I live in St. Charles Township, Kane County 
and I am one of the affected' landowners. 

We have been listening to many complaints about the SSC and its effects upon the local residents, We 
have also heard a great deal about the mistakes in the Envirormental Impact Statement. Perhaps I 
should not say mistakes. Just figures greatly different frCllt those we have heard fi-om the State of 
Illinois. 

l would like to take this opportun.ity to point out to the: Department of Energy just how tmportant is 
the conflict between the State of Illinois. figures and those reported. in the Envirormental Impact Statement. 

First of all there is the big problem the State says there were only going to be seve~ wells taken and 
the environmental impact study says that there will be 320. Of course the State has now revised its 
figures to read 32". Who do we believe? 

The importance to the Department of Energy is that all of these people who lose their wells must get 
water from somewhere. The State has premised water from another well, or from some other source. It 
wlll cost the State money to provide these new coomuni-ty wells or to truck ln: water. But with the 
figure being so much higher than that originally projected- by the State the- cost wlll be way above that 
which was originally projected. The Department of Energy does not need to worry about the cost. But 
the time it wlll take to put in these extra systems is very important. 

Secondly there is the problem of the access sites and the ptmping sites. Some o-f which have been 
increased in size from one acre to two acres and from slx acres to ten a$ we look at the State original 
projections to those set forth in the Environmental Ifll)act Statement. This will cost more money and it 
will take more time to acquire this land. 

Thirdly there is the problem of the wetlands. Putting aside the issue of the destruction of the 
environment the environmental impact study indicates- that a- much larger number o.f acres of wetland will 
be affected than originally projected by the State-. Here agaln we raise the problem of cost and the 
tlf&e- of development tt ls going to take as originally projected by the. State of Illinois. 

If the State of 11 l inois ·has so grossly underestimated the numbers. of pa.rce ls of land necessary for the 
project and has underes.thna.ted the number of wells ta be taken~ how over budget is this project going 
to be. Will the- State have tG appropriate more- money. I_ know the depa·rtmen-t is- not really interested 
in the co-st to the State of Illino-is. But tt shou.ld be lnter.-ested in the- fact that if ;.t takes more 
appropriations it i-s going to take more t Une. 

I have mentioned time on several occasions for good reason. I am sure the Oepartwent of Energy is well 
aware that tine is money~ I need hardly remind them- that there are those in Congress who are already 
are saying that the SSC project l-s too expensive. The time r;>rob-lem of longer construction, slower 
progress means more money and more congressional projects. Alsa more congress-lonal problens. Siting 
the Collider here means more tlll'e to acquire land not previously ln the State plans. As well as 
providing more water to those people which will all take more time. 

All of this is well beyond that which was ori~inally planned by the State of llltnais. Putting the 
Collider here means more time which means more money, which- means more problems. Puttlng the ColTider 
in Illinois makes no econCXTiic sense, makes no COITITDn sense, and is in fact just plain nonsense. Thank 
)'00. 

MR. EIGlREN: the next conmentator i-s Christlne Davis followed by Bradley Scott. 

STATEMENT OF CHRISTINE DAVIS 

MS.. DAVIS: Ky nare 1s Christine Davis. and I am from: Aurorct. Illloo-is .• tooight. I would l-ike to express 
!llY oppos:U;foo to the sl-tlng of the Super Co.llider' tn Illinois fllf' several reasons. 

As you probably know Illinois has been lurching from one financial crisis to the next. Our State is 
rapi.dly fa·lling. behind other states: 1n its funding for pi-Ograms suctt as educa-tton.- incluct.ing higher 
education. mental healtll~ care for the hungry and haneless~ i~rovemellts to our State's infrastructure 
as- wel \- u many other i~tant programs. 

Illinois cannot afford the added expense of the Super Collider without additional cuts to many other 
important programs. But my main reason for objecting to the Super Collider is the horrible impact it 
would have- art our environment and q_uall-ty of li>fe. 
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The construction of the Super Collider will ifJllact our wetlands by destroying them~ modifying them, or 
through increased sedimentation. I~ addition wetlands adjacent to the construction areas·will also 
re~lize some adverse effects during construction and wetlands that are down streaia could also be 
da.-naged due t:J runoff and increasa strea.11 sedimentation. 

During the construction of the shafts t!-:e pumping of water will affect nearby wetlands as well as 
surface waters. It is also possible that there would be a temporary impact of dewatering of wetiands 
due to shaft construction. The sultation and pollution of streams and wetlands that would occur during 
construction is particularly onerous to me because of its possible effects on our gro~ndulater supplies 
and the aesthetlc beauty of our streams and wetlands. 

As an EPA fact sheet dated Jur.e 1933 states, and I quote, "Without wetlands the water upon which we 
rely for drinking and bathing will not be clean and clear. Recreational opportunities will quickly 
decline and nature's own flood control mechanism will be permanently lost. In short preserving 
wetlands makes econaAiC sense not only for a select few, but for all of us who stand to gain from the 
services that they provide. When natural services of wetlands are lost saneone, generally the public, 
has to pay to construct artificial systems to replace the lost services, or pay for damages from 
flooding." 

Withcnrt a doubt wetland habitat will be lost or modified during the construction of the SSC. The 
effects on plants and animals and our environment in general would be substantial. There are four 
separate facilities that a.re .planned that would encroach on our floodplains. 

Spe~ifically they are FS, K4, J3 and J6. This would impact Welch Creek and Kress Creek and would 
create serious problems in an already flood prone area. 

I firmly believe that most Illino1s citizens 1f given a choice would like to see the State of Illinois 
increase spending on existing projects before funding the Super Collider. The only support in Illinois 
for the Super Collider comes frcm individuals and businesses who thtnk they will derive sane economic 
gain fr0R1 the siting of the Super Collider in Illinois. 

It is now time for the Oepartrrent of Energy to consider the people in the Fox Valley whose lives would 
be disrupted by the Super Collider. The people who are decent and hard working. The people who will 
gain nothing and lose so much. The people who are saying to you no SSC. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next cornnentator is Bradley Scott followed by Ray Nordbrock. 

868 STATEMENT OF BRADLEY SCOTT 

MR. SCOTT: Good evening, gentlemen. My name is Bradley Scott. I live in Big Rock Township as well as 
operate a business there. In addition I am on the board of directors for the Kane County Farm Bureau. 

I a~ vehemently opposed to this project sited in this state and I would like to reiterate two topics 
that were briefly touched upon earlier tonight. 

The first one concerns the sultation of our streams near F3 and F4. Page 16 of Appendix 10 indicates 
that 19 line ponds are proposed at the various E and F sites where the tunnel s.poils will be rerooved. 
These ponds will be approximately one-third acre in size. The exception is at site F3 where three 
separate two acre ponds will be required because of the extremely large amount of water that is 
expected to infiltrate the tunnel over that five mile stretch between E3 and E4. 

This is anticipated because of the results of test core samples that were conducted by the State 
Geological Survey Division. These results show that extrenely larg~ amounts of water saturate the area 
near and around Big Rock. There 1-s a discrepancy, however, between the draft EIS and the Illinois 
geological survey material. 

The core san:ples as presented would tend to indicate that 1t would be service area F4 between shaft 
excess points E4 and ES that would be the one where this large amount of water would leak into the 
shafts and the tunnel. Not at F3 as the EIS states. Th-is discrepancy between the EIS and the Illinois 
proposal is very critical because of the damage which Ray result frClll the sultation of oar waterways. 

The three ponds designed far the F3 site total 10 million gallons of storage. But this area is 
expected to leak at the rate of 5·,200 gallons per minute per 100 feet or nearly 2 bi-111°" gallons per 
day over this five-mile stretch. Either this ts a gross error in your ffgures, or yoU gentlemen are 
going to encounter an impossible tunneling job over this five-mile stretch. 

As a result the holding ponds as designed are inadequate to hold the amount of water betng pumped into 
them on a daily basis. Also the EIS states quite clearly that these ponds as designed will not be able 
to remove all the anticipated sultation. 
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The amount of sultant water entering the ponds in their inadequate size does not allow enough time for 
the water ta settle out. Instead 1t appears as if this water will be forced to drain from the ponds 
into the surrounding natural drainage system of the area. And yet many of the fine particles of sulk 
created by these boring machines will still be suspended in the water. 

The EIS should be faulted for not describing in detail how the sedirrentation process ls to take place 
and how the excess water will be released from these ponds. It is definitely not going to evaporate. 
The i~rtant point ts that this area with an extremely high water table and extremely high levels of 
soil and rock permeability is actually at site 4 and not F3. This is iq>ortant because any of the 
sulted water will naturally drain into the Welch Creek water shed. This cannot occur at F3, but it can 
be a natural disaster if allowed to occur at site F4. 

The EIS makes it clear that excess water and the sedirrents within it will not be contained by the 
sedimentation ponds that are proposed. If this water ls allowed to enter Welch Creek as it appears 
then degradation of that waterway and the wildlife which tt supports will occur. We cannot allow this 
to happen. 

The entire EIS makes it clear that no other site has a water infiltration problem as described for this 
five mile stretch at the southwest end of the Illinois ring. It therefore becomes extremely important 
to accurately identify whether it is F3 or F4 which is the area to be affected. The material presented 
by the State Geological Survey Division and the information in the draft EIS appear contradictory. Yet 
this infonnatton is extremely vital in detennining adverse effects that this SSC project will have on 
our environment. 

The second point I would 11ke to touch on that I thought was alrrost overwhelming when I read it was the 
fact that, and this has been briefly touched upon earlier this evening, is the fact that there are over 
4,000 sepai:ate parcels being affected by the SSC if built here in Illinois. That is roore than in all 
the other states put together. Torre that is absolutely incredible. For that reason alone it should 
not be built in Illinois. It just does not make good sense to build this thing in one of the most 
populated areas of this state. Listen to all the opposition coming from Illinois citizens here 
tonight. Not to our politicians who will not be physically affected by the SSC and who are only 
interested in their own political gain. Let's find out cane Noventier how much the Federal Government 
cares about their people. Thank you, gentlemen. 

MR. EIGLREN: Excuse us. Dr. Mayes has a question for Mr. Scott. 

DR. MAYES: You referenced a discrepancy between an Illinois Ecological Survey Report and a DEIS. Does 
your written testimony have a reference to that IGS report? 

MR. SCOTT: Yes, it is all documented. 

OR. HAYES: Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: The written camients of Bradley Scott will be included in the record as a receipt from 
him. The next scheduled comnentator is Larry Nordbrock followed by Sherrill Kist. 

STATEMENT OF LARRY NORDBROCK 

MR. NORDBROCK: Gentlemen, I will address the topic of dewatering. That is removal of undesired water 
which leaks into the tunnel. This will occur during both construction and operation phases. In my 
talk I will mention certain sections and locations around the 53 mile ring. 

We know that letters E and F denotes shaft access sites and there are 20 of them and there are 22.65-
mile sections between shaft sites. 

First during construction. The section in the EIS on dewater1ng during construction indicates that a 
severe design flaw if, and I repeat if, the State's figures are valid. The three two-acre ponds pro
posed at site F3 would have to be over 1,000 feet deep to accCJm!Odate the daily input of water fran the 
tunnel during construction in that area. 

This would be required because at the stated infiltration rate of over 5,200 gallons per minute per 100 
feet, over two billion gallons per day; or in other words over 6,400 acre-feet of water per day must be 
punped fran the tunnel in thts section. This enormous leakage may not be realfstic. But I could only 
make calculations using published data fran the EIS report. 

Also during construction 15 of the total of 20 sections along the 53-mile ring have a supposedly lower 
leakage rate that of 5 gallons per minute per 100 feet, or only 15 million gallons per day. Which is 
equal to 46 acre-feet per day. However. using this supposedly lower rate during a one year period the 
leakage would am:>unt to over 17,000 acre-feet. This amounts to 44 percent of the actual groundwater 
used by all of Kane County in 1986. 
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The EIS has stated that 1n 1966 38,300 acre-feet of groundwater was used 1n Kane County. I want to 
~ha.size that the 17,000 acre-feet of leakage and the corresponding 44 percent canparison to the 
previously used water 1n 1986 that assumes the supposedly l6w 5-gallon rate, not the 5,200-gallon rate. 

Secondly, during operation phases. The section in the EIS on water levels and overdraft ~uring . 
operation reveals another significant issue. Quoting the EIS, "Uncontrolled groundwater 1nflow into 
the tunnel would probably be only on the order of a few to a few tens of gallons per minute per mile. 
Ass1.1ning a rate of 50 gallons per minute per mile we find that the leakage would be 3,800,000 gallons 
per day, or 4,200 acre feet per year. This is equal to 11 pe·rcent of the actual groundwater used by 
a11 of Kane County in 1986." 

How are we to believe the SSC proponents on anything when they have stated that the leakage ts 
equivalent to six small garden hoses left running in the tunnel. The SSC ts a direct threat to our 
local well water supplies. And as a consequence a direct threat to the values of our hanes and 
property. You do not have to be in the 1,000-foot easenent to feel threatened. All you have to be is 
a resident of Kane County. O"teT' 30,000 people in the Fox Valley obtatn· their water supply frcm private 
wells. Therefore the water supply issue cannot be ignored. I feel tt ts a sham that all the people of 
the Fox Valley rust sacrifice for the quote. "good of all," when there are many other locations where 
people wi 11 not have to suffer the adverse consequences of the SSC. 

Illinois is not the logical place for this project. Thank you. 

MR. EIG!.REN: We did not get your address. s_ir. St. Charles, okay, thank you. Our next coomentator is 
Sherrill Kist followed by Tim Stola. I would like to ask the people in the bleachers if you would only 
move ln and out when people are not conmenting. It is terribly disruptive. We are having a hard time 
hearing again because of that. 

f':,-7() STATEM£NT OF SHERRILL KIST 

MS. KIST: My nan:e ts Sherrill Kist and I live in c~~pton Township. Representatives of the DOE I 'A'Ould 
like to use my fi~e minutes to cite specific quotes from the Enviro~tal Impact Statenent. I believe 
these words. your own words, disqualify Illinois as an appropriate site for the SSC. 

From Volume 10, Appendix 15-16, page 23 from the chapter titled, Scenic and Visual Resources 
Assessinent. Quote. "Residential land uses are not visually canpatible with the proposed project 
because of the obvious funct iona 1 and strtictura J contrast between project features and rest dents." 

Given the fact that there are more affected land parcels, residences 1n Illinois than in all other 
states coni>ined this is clearly the most disruptive of the seven sites and ts therefore inappropriate 
for Illinois. 

From Volume IV. Appendix Sb of 16. page 37-38 on the subject of groundwater. Quote, "The present and 
projected groundtfater use shown in Table 5.32-6 locally exceeds the estimated yield of the cambrian 
or -- aquifers as is documented by the declining water levels. Thts overdraft condition is a 
significant groundwater tssue in the area of Illinois." 

We have said along~ have a water problem tn Illinois. Thank you for verifying that fact. This issue 
alone should disqualify Illino;s. Eight wells within one mile of ES will dry this sURmer in one 
subdivtsion. The SSC will certainly ccxnpound an already very serious problem. -

Also on the issue of groundwater fran Yoh.me I. Chapter 4, page 4-18. Quote, "The one unique 
groundwater quality feature identified is naturally elevated radiun levels in the region of the 
Illinois site." 

Illinois is the .only one of the seven sites with this problem. Again we do not need the SSC to cooibine 
existing problems. 

My favorite quote from the EIS from Volt..me I, page 4-76 is a section titled, Planned Future land Use. 
Quote, "Of the seven sites only Illinois presents a situation where growth is triggering not only in 
intensification of current use. but also major changes frCIA- one categary of land use to a n~ higher 
development classification. The remaining six sites do Pot portray this kind of future growth." 

The t~lication of the statement are far reaching. Ftrst we have• tremendous grCMth in our area. 
Kane County. particularly Canipton Township. ts the fastest growing ccmnuntty 1n Illinois. This means 
that our land ts the 1r0st valuable of the seven sites. Therefore the detrimental t""act of property 
values will be ITllch greater than in any other sites. This also means that the opportunity cost w111 be 
much greater for the Illinois site. Nowhere in the EIS ts the subject of opportunity cost even 
mentioned. This 1s a fundamental flaw in the report. 

Another very important factor i-s not mentioned 1n the EIS. Namely. would fernr.ilab haw to be shutdown 
to be retrofitted to the SSC ring af!d for how long? lf the answer is yes then the question becanes 
whether the U.S. can afford to shutdown its premier high energy physics lab? 
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In conclusion the SSC 1s not '#elccrne in I11innis. ln spite of what our politicians tell you the 
opposition and rrost affected area is enonnous. If you site it here your problems will just be 
b~ln~ing. lhar.k you. 

MR. EIG!J?.EN: Next is T1m Stola followed by Donna Stachnik. 

STATEMENT OF TIH STOLA 

MR. STOLA: Tlm Stola. Big Rock Township. I would first like to point out where my family li~es in 
relation to the proposed SSC siting in Illinois. I feel I must do this because the State of Illinois 
has failed to infonn the DOE of our existence. Our subdi~ision should appear between access E4 and 
service area F4, VolU!Ml IV, Appendix 4, Attactlnent A-3R. 

We are not directly on the rlr.g, but like so many people we will be directly affected by the SSC. This 
neglect to include the surrounding areas, fanns. homes, subdivisions shows the typical inconsideration 
that all Illinois citizens are getting fran their governor and State. Illinois citizens never voted to 
provide the funds for the SSC or this proposal. This is unlike Texas where the people made their own 
choice and voted two to one to support the SSC. 

Illinois citize~s are str~ining every day to meet the cost of education, fire/police protection, et 
cetera, for this area of Illinois. Illinois cannot afford the direct and indirect costs of the SSC. 
Especially with many annual real estate tax collection losses due to ~ederal takeover of properties and 
other cause of social and econcrnic bu~dens bestowed on the area by the SSC. 

One of our many concerns is the quality of our wells due to the SSC. We are located very close to site 
E4. This site is the area of the worst water leakage problem. Volume I and III. Canparison of water 
uses characteristics of site alternatives states, water resources available under Illinois, regional 
overdraft and mdjor aquifers. This table was constructed before this past sunmer's drought. I would 
think a flood rate of 57,200 gallons per mlnute per 100 feet qualifies E4 site as a major aquifer. 
Where will our area go for ~ter after you first contaminate the water and then ptanp this aquifer dry? 
~hat will the O~E do with approximately 20 million gallons of potentially contaminated water a day. 

Another issue I would like to address which I find very disturbing is the 20 megawatts of elect.-ic 
power projected for the SSC and its effect on our future. 

first. 1 find inconsistency in the EIS Volume IV, Appendix 14, page 97. The book states, for utilities 
serving the propo3ed sites planning reserve margins range from 15 ta 28 percent. However, Table 
14.2.2-3 shows Comnonwealth Edison Company reserves for Illinois with the SSC falling below this 15 
percent margin. Eight out of 10 years between 1997 and the year-2006. 

During the operation of SSC it is loaded together with secondary loads and indirect loads puts the 
percent of planned reserves be low -Coom:mwea 1th Edison's own objective of 15 percent margin of reserves. 
In 1997 elght of the ten succeeding years CCJ1JOC1nwealth Edison plans to retire approximately 200 
megawatts or mre of generating power. 

Exarr.ples of these losses in reserves. Today, 1988, planned reserves without the SSC is 6,634 
m'1!gawatts, or a 42 percent reserve. Jn the year 2004 planned reserves are only 3,083 megawatts. Or 
less than one-half of 1988 reser-ye, or a 14.2 reserve. In addition to these problems there are 
possible impacts of future regulatory actions dealing with acid rain. Since coal is a major fuel for 
lllinois electronic power new regulations to reduce emissions w~y adversely effect reliability of 
electrical supply. 

Furtherncre, output of existing coal units could be reduced if retrofitted with emlssions. The EIS 
indicates tf lead forecast too low the oercer.t difficulties for utilities to site, license, finance and 
construct ne'lf gen~rating capacity in a timely matter may have a significant impact. This is especially 
true given Carmonwealth Ediscn's preference for nuclear generating units. The SSC electric loads 
cannot be met without purchasing p<>wer fran other utilities, or two. change fn projected rettrenent 
plan. or three, construction of additional facilities. These three choices all mean additional costs, 
hazards, pollutions, problems to Illinois citizens aga1n. 

In conclusion I feel that many direct, tndirect, short/long-tenn effects of the SSC have been 
trrespon$ibly &ddressed or not addressed at all by the EIS. If pol1tlCs are kept out of your decision 
making tt is clear Illinois 1s not the site for the SSC. 

MR. EIGl.REN: The written carments of Tim Stola w111 be put into the record as received. Our next 
camientator ts Donna Stachnik. 

STATEMENT OF DONNA STACHNIK 

MS. STACHNIK: My name is Donna Stachnik fran St. Charles. I would like to address the subjectivity of 
reviewers. Another situation where the subjectivity of the EIS riders is apparent occurs whenever the 
EIS specifically describes a potential problem and then sLl!ls everything up by saying ft 1s 
insignificant because the problem already ~xist anyway. 
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For .eAample let's take the very serious problem of groundwater supplies. Section 5 1.2, pages 28 a~d 
29 discuss in grsat detai1 how Illinois has a regionally overdrafted water supply. In other words t:ia.t 
usage exceeds replenisl-rnent of supplies. T~e EIS also explains how the operations phase of the ss: 
will worsen the overall groundwater situation. 

The EIS also iridicates th<'.!'t plans for municipalities to s•itch to surface water sources basically do 
not exist. $0 a switch to lake Mi~higan water cannot be viewed as a possible mitigating rn.;:asure. 

However, in the very next sentence the EIS riders indicate that this potential long ter~ negative 
effect of the SSC is insignificant ~nyrtay because of the wide area over which the effect will be felt. 
they say that major aquifers are already overdrafted and that the project would only add ta an already 
existing situation. 

This type of logic 1s nonsensical. It 1s like telling a person dying of lung cancer that 'they just 
discovered a brain tumor. But do riot worry about it it is insignificant becal.!se you are going to di'! 
anyway. This type of logic is used throughout the EIS ond is an indication of the lack of concern for 
people in our environment on the part of the EIS preparers. 

These EIS writers cannot be allowed to make such broad judgments on the overall value of this SSC 
project. The writers v:ewpoints or opinions toward subjects not value should be of little concern to 
the DOE in deciding where to place this project. All that matters are the f-!::ts and the facts a.re that 
the EIS writers are biased, opinionated peop1e and their viewpoints are the cnes which !::veryone is 
being asked to accept. 

Well we wlll not accept them. The EIS writers continually make assl.OTiptions and value judgments which 
should not be allowed. Just because they think that the overdrafted groundwater situation at tre 
Illinois site is insignificant does not in it of itself mean the situation ts in fact i:-,significant. 
On the contrary it is very significant to those of us who obtain our water supply from individual 
wells. That is over 30,000 peopl~ in the affected area. What the EIS writers believe and feel is of 
1ltt1e concern to us and it shou1d also be of little concern ta you scientist of the DOE. A11 that y~u 
should care to see in the EIS are the fa_c;:ts and the EIS is obviously lacking as far as the facts are 
concerned. 

In closing my hane lies on the proposed patch of the Collider. Our family has worked hard and 
sacrificed much for years.to buy a nice hooie out in the country where we felt it would be a great place 
to r;;.ise our kids. But if 111inois is the unfortunate site p·icked everything we cane here for wli1 be 
ruined. My chi1dren will not be safe to play in their own yards or get off the school bus once the 
hundreds of cons~ruction vehicles start rolling. Do not rape our land with this project. We real1; do 
love it here.' listen to the people like myself who will be most affected by this project and state ta 
keep the SSC out of Illinois. 

MR. EIGUREH: The written corrments of Donna Stachnik wi1l be inc1uded in the record as received. Now 
cc.mes the manent you have all been waiting for, a five minute recess. 

(Whereupon, a brief recess was taken.) 

MR. EIGUREN: Will you please take your seats. We are now back on the record for the October 6, 19-03 
public hearing of the draft Environmental l1T1pact Statement for the SSC project being held in Auror3, 
Illinois. I would ask everyone to please take their seats. 

We will now continue down our list of pre-registered conrnentators. Our next comnentator is Victoria West 
followed by Richard laczynski. Could we have it quiet please. 

1144 STATEMENT Of VICTORIA WEST 

MS. ~EST: Hy name is Victoria West. 
that I am opposed to locating the SSC 
most important resources, ht.man life. 

I am frcm St. Charles, Illinois. I would like to begin by saying 
in Illinois. What I have to say centers around one of Illi~ois 

The proposed location for the SSC in 11linols is located in the fastest grow,ng area \~ the State and 
/ right in the middle of one of the biggest population beans in the midwest. These are facts. Facts the 

State of Illinois refuses to address to the DOE. 

As Tables 5.1.8-9 and 10 on pages 5.1.8-28 to 30 indicate the traffic impacts due to the SSC are letter 
F. This means that there will be, and I quote, "forced or breakdown flow with traffic demand exceeding 
the capacity unstable st'lp and go traffic." 

I would also like to· point out that the statistics in this table are based on the lowest level of 
service, and that is a quote. And yet within the same Table 5.1.8-9 the State claims that there will 
be no disruption to existing traffic patterns. Not even the State of Illinois could misinterpret the 
horrendous traffic problems created by th,ousands of vehicles already in this area. 
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As page 5.1.8-27 states, "areas around the SSC facility might experience an increase in traffic of 
between 200 and 1,250 vehicles per day.'' The State of Illinois is very quick to point cut to the DOE 
in Table 5.1.8-9 on page 5.1.8-28 that 11lfnois will only have to add eight mtles of new road~ to 
accamiodate the SSC. This is the least nll!lber of new roads of any of the seven states cOfJ1)et1ng for 
the SSC. This simply means that all excess traffic, as much as l,250 vehicles, will !Je using and 
sharing the existing roads which have already exceeded their design capabi1ities. 

Using all of these facts how can it be detennined on page 5.4-2 that the State of Illinois will have an 
increase of only ten injury accidents per year due to the SSC. Ccmron sense alone tells one that when 
you add 200 to 1.250 more vehicles, the majority of which will be huge trucks. to an already 
overburdened traffic area a massive increase in accidents will occur. Once again the State of Illinois 
has done a masterful job in tricking the DOE. As 1s explained in table 5.1.5-4 on page 5.1.5-18 the 
way ti".e injury fatality accidents were detenr.ined was by including all types of vehicles and as a state 
wide average value. Now Illinois has thousands of small sparsely populated towns and hund;ec!s of miles 
of roads with only country traffic. Yet these areas were used to lQoler the Illinois injury fatality 
ace ident rate cons iderab Ty. · 

Such facts dealing with h:.man life have to come from the area directly inVolved. Ninety-five percent 
of the SSC will be located in Kane County, Illinois. According to the State of Illinois Accident 
Records Division, and l have the phone number, 1n 1987 Kane County had 44 fatal accidents with 54 
deaths. They also had 3,598 injury accidents with 5,447 injuries during 1987. These facts seem to be 
a contradiction to the facts given to the DOE by the State of Illinois. There are absolutely no 
mitigating strategies that can cope with the enormous increase in injuries and death created by 
building the SSC in the. State of Illinois. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Our next scheduled conrnentator is.Richard Laczynski followed by Karen Wiltsey. 

STATEMENT OF RICHARD LACZYNSK! 

MR. LACZYNSKI: My name is Richard Laczynski fran St. Charles, Illinois. l would like to be on record 
as a licensed well building contractor until 1982 in the State of Illinois, licensed by the State and 
instrumental in several hundred wells being drilled in the Kane County area. 

The EIS makes it very clear that the geology of the proposal Illinois site is not as simple and as 
ideal as we have been all led to believe. 

Section 5.1.2-23 indicates that there is a hydrauljc connection bet~n surface waters the Illinois 
site and underlying aquifers. Furthermore, page 4-16 indicates that there is a porous -- flow in the 
glacial drift and the inner bedded sandstone sequences erupt. The solution and -- flow also occur in 
the carbonate and shale sequences. And because cf the variable methodology of the glacial deposits they 
contain confined and unconfined conditions. 

What does this all mean? Quite simply it means that the geology and groundwater patterns that exist 
at the Fox Valley site are very ccmplex and varied. This is in direct contrast of what the public has 
been told by the Illinois Department of Energy and Natural Resources. 

All that we have been ever told is that this .53-mile tunnel will be built and cc:mpletely embedded 
within solid dolomite below the aquifers where people obtain their groundwater. The truth is that the 
geology of the Illinois site is extreirely variable and CQnl)lex because of the nature of the deposits 
that were laid down by the retreating glaciers many years ago. 

Many peaks and valleys lay hidden beneath the surface while glacial drift lies above the underlying 
rocks in various thicknesses due to the uneven retreat of the glaciers. The EIS points out that this 
glacial materlal along wjth the dola11ite and shale rock sequences are all connected because of the 
fractures and because of the porous -- of the material. 

This causes groundwater to flClff between the different layers of rock and actually creates a direct 
hydrology connected between surface water sources and other groundwater suppli~s. This means that two 
things can occur at the Illinois site that cannot occur at the other sites. 

First of all any sediments or pollutants that the SSC may cause to be placed in our surface water 
sources could find their way to our groundwater through our water supplies. Secondly any radiation 
which may be transmitted through the tunnel walls could in effect reach our groundwater supplies 
because this dolomite is not CCJnllletely nonporous. 

I have had fif"Sthand experience with us going into our neighborhocxl and drilling the water well and 
havfng phone calls corre fnto our office indicating houses a block or farther away their water wells 
have clouded up- because of our activity in the area. Y.ou scientist may .say that such possibilities are 
remote and measures will be taken to eliminate them. However, the truth i.s that the Illinois site 
involves risk which need not to be taken. This hydrological effect does not exist at other sites, nor 
do people exist at these other sites. 
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The EIS states fairly clearly that dissolution or dissolving effect exist among the dcl.lllite se:j:..:e:'lces 
of rock and that there is a flowing of water that occurs along existing fracture lines. It is a 
travesty that the proponents of this project have tried.to hide the fact that groundwate:r does not 
roove through the dolomite rock layers. We residents of the area have known it all alonq and beca11se it 
is there where hundreds of our water wells are given us water supply. · 

In sumnatlon the EIS makes it very clear that the geology and hydrology of the Illinois sita causes 
groundwater to flow between the different layers of rock and sediments and the overall glacial till. 
In fact a direct hydrological connection exist between surface waters and our groundwater supplies. 

This condition only exist in Illinois and Michigan. 

The possibility exist that thousands of people directly tn the path of the Collider here in the Fox 
Valley could be adversely affected by the SSC project along with our water well supplies. 

You gentlemen at the DOE have the moral obligation to place this machine arnong one of the other states 
where this possibility does not exist. Illinois is not the logical place for the SSC. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: The written camient of Richard laczynskt will be included in the record as received by 
the Chair. The next scheduled comnentator ts Karen Wiltsey followed by Robert Whitehouse. 

STATEMENT OF KAREN WILTSEY 

MS. WILTSEY: Hy narre is Karen Wiltsey I llve in Campton Township. Gentlemen, thank yc;,i for this 
opportunity to discuss the SSC draft Environmental Impact Staterrent with you. We have waited a lo~g 
time. 

The thesis that I present to you this evening is that the Illinois proposal is ·egregiously flawed. We 
know it. You know it. And even the officials of the State of Illinois know it. 

I This realization on the part of the Illinois officials is apparent when they disseminate selective 
information. They emphasize the benefits of the project and ignore disregard or worse yet deny the 
detrimental effects. 

To substantiate this claim please direct your attention to Volume I, Figure 3-12, page 3-38. I would 
like to draw your attention to the C site. Yes, the Illinois proposal still has a C site. Andi~ 
still looks like empty pasture. But in reality there are hundreds of hemes in the C site with hur.dreds 
of people living there. 

To those people Illinois officials say that future expansion area C will not be needed. While at the 
same time they continue to include the C site in their official proposal map. Throughout all the 
ent-·ire EIS appendices mention is made of changes in Illinois requirements due to the presence of 

;!.. Fermilab. And yet wtth regard to the C site no mention of this is made. 

Appendix SB, page 114, C site is described as part of Aurora south of Fermi lab zoned POD and Rl, 
Planned Development District and Residential. I ask you what is the status of the C site? If it is 
not apart of the plan then remove it frcm your maps. If it is ta be taken at a later date then be 
honest with the citizens and the hundreds of families living there. let them know that their ho:nes are 
in jeopardy and also add 200 or more homes to the number of families relocated in the Illinois 
proposa 1. 

I have just shown you an example of how Illinois is deceiving its citizens. You the DOE are also being 
deceived. Please examine Volume _I. A4 section and A3 section. Note that Michigan and all the other 
states presented their land acquisition maps showing the size of all the parcels to be purchased fee 

'3 simple and stratified fee estate. 

Now look at the Illinois acquisition maps. You cannot tell the shape or the size of the affected 
parcels. This information is vital for a variety of reasons and Illinois has arrogantly chosen not to 
provide it. 

ln the next example of deception overt and covert tactics are employed. Please look at Volume I, 
Chapter 5, pages 5.1.4-5 through 5.1.4-11. A cursory reading of these maps might indicate that 
Illinois proposal regarding the number of human receptors does not fair too badly. However, a m:ire 
careful reading will divulge a discrepancy between the Illinois key and the keys of all the other 
states. For all the other states confonning keys one dot means one residence. In Illinois key one dot 
is an isolated residence or a group of residences. For exai!1lle the dot that represents my home 
represents 29 other homes. This overt deception is ccmpounded with blatant lies. Almost all the dots 
on the Illinois maps actually represent subdivisions. Not isolated groups of residences. I urge you 
to check into this. 
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There a~e a myriad of other examples of deception. The CATCH president was accused of lytng and 
spreadi:.g fear in the C()l111Unity when he estimated 95 truckloads of spa11s per day would be on our 
roads. But no public, nor for that matter private apology has been forthcoming when the DEIS was 
published and you printed a more accurate estimate of not 95 but 290 truckloads of spoils per day may 
b~ traveling to Ccry 1 at MacCleen and 31. 

CATCH Illinois has been crying foul since the site proposal was announced. l presented these 
visible examples to you so that you will understand what the citizens of Illinois have had to contend 
with. As a member of CATCH l can tell you that our members are a cross section of fine upstanding 
citizens who have contributed their time, talent and resources to defeat this project. 

In Illinois our resolve remains steadfast. It is my fervent prayer that you our esteemed panel and the 
other members of the DOE.will reaffirm our belief in truth, justice and the respect for the 

7 intelligence of the U.S. citizens. Do not champion this conspiracy to dupe the gullible and to 
discredit the honest by scientists and others who are prematurely viewing our beautiful Fox Valley with 
myopic vision. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: I next call Robert Whitehouse followed by Lawrence J. Calhan. 

J/41 STATEMENT OF ROBERT WHITEHOUSE 
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MR. WHITEHOUSE: Thank you. My name is Mr. Robert Whitehouse, St. Charles To"1'!ship. 1 want to 
congratulate the DOE for a very impressive and fact-filled docume1:!!.:..["MY concern this evening is similar 
to that of the previous speaker. That the infonnation provided to you by the State of "Illinois is in 
fact faulty and you should proceed with caution in using the-fr fnforrnatlon. 

We have a number of examples of this. Far example the fact that there is only 320 wells that are going 
to be affected by this 1nstallation should be sarrething that is verified. If you look at same of the 
site plans it is easy to see the fact that there are many houses in the area that are not on those site 
plans all deriving their water frcm wells. 

When this was originally planned statements were made that within a certain area the wells would be 
"controlled." What that meant by that was capped and shut off. But they were unwilling to be honest 
with the people involved. 

In your report it indicates that Illinois is the most urbanized of all the sites. It has the moSt 
naturally fertile sail cover. It is the IOC)st protected species of wildlife affected by this area. 
These are things you ought to consider in your Environmental Impact Statement relative to this site 
versus the other six. Sources of facts must be verified. rTiie population and the unemployment figures 
used in sane of your tables imply a data base from 19~ earlier. That inforrr4tion should be 
updated. There is no reason why we have to depend upon the information that is four years o~u 
talk about quarries being filled with the matter removed from the tunnels. What type of fill is this 
going to be? We have heard stories of it being similar to concrete, a dust based item. Care has ta be 
taken in transportation and storage of that, but it does not damage the ecology of the area. 

A couple of general statements. There is a lot of infonnation there how do you balance the data? How 
do you compare the number of miles of roads versus the population effect, versus the cost of the 
collider, ~ersus the number of jobs? There is no indication on which of these are the IT'OSt important 
factors in your considerations. 

Last, I believe throughout this activity for the last 12 months we have desperately needed an 
une/JX:lt1onal presentat)on of the facts. Everybody presents the facts distorted to represent a 
preconceived idea. Not even the newspaper is capable of presenting information in an unbiased manner. 
Now is the time for people to come forward. 

The Collider many people say if you catch the Collider it is like catching the flu. You can have it. 
I do not want it. Thank you, gentlemen. 

MR. EIGUREN: Our next COITl'Jlentator is Lawrence J. Calhan followed by David Werdin. 

STATEMENT OF LAWRENCE J. CALHAN 

MR. CALHAN: I would like to thank the board for giving us the opportunity to present our case to you. 
I am a local businessman for the last 20 years in tlle Fox Valley. I would like to bring up site 9 and 
F~pendix 16 which concerns the scientific and visual resource assessment fails to consider that E 
and F site which will actually effect individual site lines. For example, Section 16.3.2 identifies 
key viewing points along roads, railroads, bike paths where individuals will become annoyed if 
confronted continually having a view of the industrial yard nature of the canpressor stations. 

This Section of the draft EIS fails to indicate that the compressor station F8 will be located 
irrmediately adjacent to Randall Road, a main north south highway. Not only will this site be fully 
visible from all four sides, it will be located directed at the entrance to the newly developed Redgate 
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s•jbdivision. How can the EIS fail to realize that this is a problem when it earlier states residential 
land uses are not visually ~atible with the proposed project because of obvious functional and 
structural contrast between the project features and residences. 

F8 will be constructed right fn the midst of an area of estate homes. logically side lines toward F8 
would be measurable long-tenn negative impact and will be non mitigating. And yet the EIS very 
conveniently ignores this. This proposed Fa.site happens to be the sites where the State Department of 
Energy and Natural Resources has purchased options on land in order to move the facility further away. 
The ENR has purchased an option on 10 acres of land at $20,000.00 per acre. Slightly further west frc:m 
the north s1de of Bulkham Road. Th1s new location for F8 is still in full view of Randall and Bulkham 
Roads and fran the Redgate subdivision. 

What the ENR apparently does not know fs that the option land lies adjacent to a piece of property 
owned by Christ CDm1Jnity Church of St. Charles. Also this option site property fs within 700 feet of 
another site owned by St. Patrick's Church of St. Charles. The Catholic church intends to begin 
construct1on on their new church next spring. While Christ CClml.lnity Church has delayed their plans to 

f butld until tt ts clear that the SSC project wt 11 go to Texas. 

3 

(j 
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Whatever the outcane the EIS makes it perfectly clear that neither the EIS writers or the DOE is aware 
of potential mitigating SSC facility siting. They are once again unaware because the State ENR has 
failed to notify this situation. 

Haw can an industrial canp1ex be allowed to be built at the entrance to a residential subdivision, 
adjacent to two churches, 1n full view of a major highway without the draft EIS mentioning in it. Does 
the ENR or the OOE feel this problem will simply go away by not drawing to it? This is totally an 
unacceptable location for your tank farm facil~t • Not only will it be an eyesore to everyone passing 
it, or living near it, but what about the noise. Are the church P.A. systems going to be abnormally 
loaded in order to C°"'1ete with the drone of t e C°"'1ressor stations. Are the church windows to remain 
closed forever? How can anyone be expected to attend church in an atmosphere that the DOE and the 
Collider are creating at this location? 

Your failure to realize this situation exist tn just another example of arrogance and unconcern for the 
quality of life that surrounds you. It ts quite clear that all matters that you and your Collider 
everything else ts relegated to a level of 1ns1gniftcance. This cannot and will not be accepted. 

The Fox Valley site ts not a logical choice for the SSC project. Put it where Dr. Ledennan originally 
planned for 1t to go, in the desert where it belongs. I thank you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Mr. Calhan, we did not get your address for the record. 

MR. CALHAN: My address ts St. Charles. 42 W 443 Meadow Lark Court, St. Charles, 60175. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. The next comnentator is David Werdin followed by Judy Mastalski. 

STATEMENT OF DAVID WERD!N 

MR. WERD!N: My name Is David Werdtn and my address Is 2 S 540. Dobbennan Road, Elbourne, llltnots, 
60119. rr am speaking tonight as an elected representative of township supervisor for the township of 
KaneYTlle. Kaneville Township fs the most impacted township as far as above ground condemat1on of 
land that there ts tn this entire save for the abort areas here on the east side. 

It has been difficult these past n>nths living in an area serving in a capacity where you try to 
represent everyone that elected you. Predominantly in my ct111TK.1nity there is nothing but the hope that 
the SSC ts not placed tn Illinois. And there are very, very good reasons for that. 

In case you do not know that and all of you that are here you all want the same thtngs that we do. You 
want a home. You want to enjoy good food. You want to have a job. You want to have good water. And 
you want set-cols for your children. And you want everything that anybody on both sides of the aisles 
here want. 

Thts project ts no guarantee that tt ts going to be better. They have lied to us. They can lie to 
you. The situation as we see it tn Kaneville ts that tt wtll segregate our township into two parcels 
divided by a seven and a half mile long strip therm1ni111.111 with the l,300 feet wide and can extend 
wtder. Thts will cripple the township as an existing functioning political body. It wtll redu<;lL.i!Y 
eight to ten percent the tax revenues that we desperately need because we are a rural townsh..!.2.J I 
think too that tt should be satd that the prtne ag land ts my greatest concern. We are living tn this 
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part of northern Illinois in a garden of Eden as far as land, climate, and the ability to raise and 
produce food. We seem to ignore that time and tirre again by having placed upon us federal projects 
which do not belong in this type of an envtrorment. 

The land use plan that I have worked on with the county for many years to get into place to have 
orderly growth to preserve the prime ag land is "°" cast aside tn the spector of what will come should 
the SSC be placed here. 

The enDtional strain of the past few months ts very telling on the people around me. It ts telling on 
me. I am finding it difficult to talk rationally about it, because I am going to lose my home. The 
farm that I operate has been tn the family of my wife for nearly 100 years. It has been active 
cultivation for probably close to 120-30 years. Today its productivity is as good or better than it 
was back then. 

Man cannot produce a machine that can do what that soil will do. We have to preserve it. This is my 
major thrust. I feel incensed that after 64 years of lfving in this county and 60 some years on a farm 
that I am g·tven five minutes to cane up with appropriate answers that will impress you and impress 
people who are for this to see my side. But I am trying. 

The health area 1n the future that may be caused by f!ll>lant1ng into mother earth a magnetic ring at the 
depth of 300 to 400 feet 1s enonnous in its chances of causing contamination. The ground level 
contaminants that are on roads, that are on fields .• that are in the ditches fran the salts and frcm the 
unburnt petrolelall exhaust that will ccine in there when you have heavy surface rains during excavation 
have never even been addressed. If this is such a fool-proof system why has not the public health 
service of both the State and Federal Goverrrnent come up really publicly and endorsed this thlng and 
alleviated a lot of the fears that are expressed. This has not been done that I have ever heard about. 

I think that the surgeon general 1s willing to give testimony onto the evils of everything fran bacon 
fat to everything else. But he has never made an announcement on this to my knowledge. 

Right in the area fairly adjacent to my fann and my neighbors farms .is a interaction chamber. I was 
particularly interested in this and I do not have the bible and verse of this .. But one of the things 
that caught my eye is that this huge excavation will go down to the level of a tunnel at that point 
sane 350-360 feet. And if this is such a safe thing I was caught by one thing that said a 20-foot 
movable panel w111 be used to seal off the entrance chantier from the tunnel. This 111.1st be pretty hot 
stuff to have a 20~foot movable panel with atr. 

I would like to address too in closing this so called Il_linois advantage of the Fermi lab. The Fermilab 
20 years ago was probably a mistake. But most of us did not know tt. I lived on the edge of Fermi lab 
for a good many years. And I knew all of the farners that were displaced or nearly all of them and 
SQlle of them are my neighbors now. You go and talk to them you get a different picture. Yes we did 
haul balman out there. And there was a lot of truck driving jobs for that. But that has long since 
been forgotten. But the forgetfulness of the farms that these people loved has not been erased. And I 
have talked to a good many of them. This is going to happen again. 

And tf we use Fermi lab as an excuse for annexing this on what about in 20 years. Are we going be able 
to deny then another new proposal because this one has outlived its usefulness. If so, the rest of you 
are doomed to have your houses taken and your land taken. This is one of many, many reasons that I 
feel the SSC needs to be located in less populated areas, preferably the southwest. If the scientist 
are devoted to following the information they should be willing to go and use the benefit of science 
for all of mankind, including his environment. Thank you very 111.1ch. 

MR. EIGUREN: Our next conmentator is Judy Mastalski followed by Glenn Mastalsky. 

87S STATEMENT OF JUDY MASTALSKI 

I 

2 

MS. MASTALSKI: Good evening. My name is Judy Hastalskt and I ltve tn ean.>ton Townshio. IAS previously 
mentioned footnote G of Table 3-5 in page 3-30 indicates that tn Illinois the nlallber or-affected 
parcels and ownerships may vary by as much as 20 percent and the nunber of relocations by SO percent. 
As previously shown the true parcel count in Illinois 1s 1n excess of the 3,826 parcels na.nbered tn the 
I11tno1s acquisition maps presented in Appendix 4. 

With the parcel count still increasing day by day because of continued develoi:xnent the ownership count 
1s also increasing day by day~ But what about the SO-percent variation and relocations that the DOE 
expects. How do they account for that? 

It ts a major error of the EIS to allude to the fact that relocations may vary so greatly without ever 
explaining what you mean. Will relocations go down? Highly unlikely. Will relocations increase? 
This ts very likely for three reasons. For one thing due to the increase tn the parcel count and due 
to the trmendous development that continues to occur throughout the Fox Ya l ley we can prove that 
businesses and homes have already been built in proposed surface take areas since the time Illinois 
presented its site proposal. How could this happen? Very easily. The new owners of these parcels 
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were never aware that their property was being proposed as part of the Illinois site. Illinois pre
sented its SSC proposal tn September of 1987, but never divulged any specifics about that proposal until 
after January 19, 1988. When tre DOE mandated that 1111no1s notify tre publ1c. The data presented to 
tre DOE was all based upon 1986 tax maps. Checking w1th tre Std Well Company which prepares the tax 
maps you will find that 1986 maps show conditions as they existed on January 1. 1986. As a- consequence 
n1.nerous new parcel owners have unknowingly but lt hones and businesses in both surface take and under-_ 
ground easement areas simply because they did not know they were doing so. 

The State EHR only notified people who were current owners es of January 1, 1986. Because those are 
the maps they used to canptle their affected property owners 11st fran. Those people or businesses who 
have unknowingly built after early September 1987 when Illinois presented tts proposal may have strong 
grounds for suing the State of Illinois or perhaps the OOE for fat lure to notify than tn tine for them 
to stop constructton. 

But what else 111ay cause the Illinois parcel count and relocation counts to increase dramatically? 
Perhaps it ts because Illinois altered the location as some of E, F. or J sites in order to move them 
out of nearby subdivisions. Perhaps what the DOE ts saying ts that those altered locations cannot tn 
fact be made. Therefore many more people w111 lose their hanes if the Illinois site ts chosen. 

Or perhaps the increased counts cane frat1 the fact the future ·expansion area C ts described as 
including part of the city of Aurora. Thts my friends ts the restdenttal development area just south 
of Fermi lab. Also on page 114 of Appendix SB this area ts described as being zoned POD, Plans 
Development District, with a small r-1, residential district. I guess 300 plus hanes ts small to the 
Illinois ENR and the DOE. The main point is that nowhere does the EIS indicate that this portion of 
area C ts not required by the DOE. 

Perhaps if Illinois were selected then and only then will we find out if these hundreds of homes and 
over 1.000 people will have to sacrifice themselves for the good of you inconsiderate scientist and the 
SSC. 

Once again tt ts clear that the EIS does not clarify the issue of the SSC. It only continues to raise 
wt-o le new quest tons. 

Jn closing my husband and I moved out to this area because of its rural atmosphere yet the cor.munity 
feeling that exist. We enjoy the peeceful serenity of our neighborhood which will change due to the 
fact that our hane lives within eyesight and earshot of one of the proposed she acre helhn factories. 
We have good neighbors. Fermtlab is a good neighbor. Let"s keep tt that way. Site the SSC out of 
Illinois.. 

MR. EIGLREN: The next scheduled conmentator ts Glenn Mastalski followed by Donna Sero. 

874 STATEHEKT OF GLENN MASTAlSKI 

MR. MASTALSKI: My name ts Glenn Mastalski. I live in Ca111>ton Township. I realize the knowledge to be 
gained from the Superconducting Super Collider's experiments can greatly aid all facets of life from 
medicine to military. But the SSC should not be cited here in Illinois. 

Besides the strong negatives you have heard about the Illinois site here other states will feel much 
less of an impact on its .envirorment and human receptors. 

Tabl.e 3-6 shows Texas has 224 relocations. This is inaccurate and misleading because of the bulk of 
these relocations are due to the fact that people residing tn a trailer park situated on the surface 
take area will have to mve. They do not own the property tn which they are being mved fran. You 
cannot c~re the 1nconven ient tra 1 ler hane owner to those people 1n other states who rrust se 11 thet r 
land and home or businesses because of the SSC. 

Paragraph 1 of Section 3.4.3 states that tn Illinois the entire tunnel would be constructed by 
tunneling methods and dolcmite below the water table. This ts a blatant error or lie perpetrated by 
tre 1 lltnois ENR. In fact the tunnel happens to He directly tn the water table not below It. 
Information contained in the water survey material fran the Illinois site proposal and fran the 
Illinois Geological Survey Division clearly indicates that hundreds of -.ells tn the region of the ring 
obtain their water supply directly fran the same depth as the proposed tunnel. Using the logic of the 
EIS preparers does this mean that we are obtaining· our water supply from below the water table. More 
logically it means that the Illinois ENR or the DOE are going to l!neounter more water in digging this 
water than they anticipate. 

Th1s again 1s a potential creator of lengthening tunnel construction time. In Table 3-6 tmpacts of 
constructing and operating the SSC on site alternatives it ts stio.n that Jlltno1s will in fact 
experience an increment increase 1n its regional overdraft groundwater supply situation due to_ the 
SSC. However, the EIS fails to indicate that an increase in a local overdreft situation will also 
occur. 
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MS. STAFFORD: Thanks for the time and l hope it is the last till'e you will have to hear from me. 

Please refer to Volume IV, Appendix 9, Noise and Vibration Assessments. There are several errors in 
Figure 9-20, Human Receptors Illinois SSC Site. You do not show St. Charles High School sitting 
directly on the ring near access site E9. See parcel site 339 and 341 on drawing PM-E3. 

The school population is 2,600 students, teachers and staff daily. You also do not show Norris 
Recreation Center adjacent to the St. Charles High School which serves 1,000 people daily including a 
permanent staff of 75. 

Figure 9-20 also emits Kaneland High School adjacent to the ring near site E6. There will be a marked 
increase in the population at the E9 site due to the construction of the Hunt Club, which has already 
begun unit one of 353 hemes in the $300,000.00 to $400,000.00 raryge. Also construction has begun on 
the Royal Fox Golf Club and hCJnes. This developnent consist of 400 townhouses and custcm homes 
adjacent to the St. Charles High School. Both of these developments are within a half a mile of the E9 
shaft. Attached to this is the plot for the Hunt Club only. 

Again Figure 9-20 does not show DuPage County Airport on route 64 near service area F9. Landing and 
takeoff patterns pass directly over the Fox Chase Development area. I think you have under estimated 
the impact the noise of building this super nuisance will have in this E9 area. 

A) General background noise of the home. Traffic to and frcrn the high school along Dunham Road which 
intersects with Country Club Raad. Noise from propeller and jet aircraft taking off and landing at 
DuPage Airport to which there are added two runways. Noise from jets passing directly over Fox Chase 
St. Charles High Sc~~ol area which are under O'Hare control at the 15 to 18,000 foot altitude. 

There are occasions when these existing noises combine to produce intolerable levels of noise already. 
Table 9-2 states that we will be subjected to 60 ctBA of additional noise during construction. 
Therefore you will exceed the federal highway acil'linistration noise abatement criteria for single family 
residences of 67 decibels. 

This is intolerable for the residents and students in the E9 area. It is foolish to even contemplate 
any such construction as this in such a densely populated area. I will do everything I can politically 
and legally to prevent the building of this death ring in the Fox Valley. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The written ccrnnents of Betty Stafford of 77 Highgate, St. Charles, Illinois, 60174 will 
be put in the record. Included with the written statement is an attachment of a map as a recorded 
final subdivision plat. Next scheduled cormentator is Lorraine M. Stahl followed by Carleen McFarlane. 

STATEMENT OF LORRAINE STAHL 

HS. STAHL: Hello, my name is Lorraine Stahl and I live in CarT-.:>ton Township. Thank you for allowing me 
to express my viewpoints of the Environmental Impact Statement. 

While there are iiiany reasons why Illinois is not the logical choice for the SSC I would like to focus 
my conments on just a few of these issues. 

Hy first comnent is in regards to the map of human receptors at the Illinois SSC site which seems to be 
a popular subject ton.ight. Appendix 9, Figure 9-20. Illinois appears to look favorable. Upon closer 
inspection, however, Illinois is the only state map that has a small dot representing groups of 
residences. Not just one residence. Did the Illinois ENR purposely draft the map in this manner to 
possibly mislead the DOE as to how many residences actually will be impacted? Does each dot represent 
10 homes. or possibly 100 hCJnes? 

I believe the Illinois ENR was remiss in this manner and should have canvassed the area around the 
shafts in order to estimate the exact number of persons who will be subjected to noise levels above the 
EPA guidelines for noise impact analysis. 

Also referring to Appendix 9, Section 914, page 71 in regards to noise levels. It states that quote, 
"Residential, ccmnercial and industrial uses have higher background noise levels than do areas under 
agricultural use." It goes on to say that the 1mpact of the SSC project activities will be less 
pronounced in the areas of develoi.:rnent and more pronounced in the agricultural areas. To i~ly that 
residences and developnent already creates noise so therefore the SSC noise will not be noticeable is 
ludicrous. Why should we as homeowners directly impacted by this noise intrusion have to accept this 
logic? Pertaining to vibration assessments, Appendix 9, Section 9.2.3.3. page 84 the EIS states that 
Illinois has numerous fanns, homes, subdivisions and industrial buildings within a radius of 600 feet 
which would feel severe vibrations frCJn the blasting. I stress the word numerous. Not just a few as 
the other States have submitted. Therefore Illinois will have the most i111>acted property owners. 
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After studyin~ the land acquisitiofl plans, Appendix 4, Section 4.4.3, page 21 and 22, I _found it rather 
peculiar that the St. Charles High School was not mentioned. In fact the St. Charles Hlgh School was 
omitted from the entire text of the EIS. And yet the SSC tunnel will go directly underneath the school 
and it will be in close proximity to the beam abort areas. Which is an area that has more likelihocxl 
of radioactivity being generated as diagrarned' in Appendix 10, Figure 10.1.2-7. Was this an o-..·ersight7 

This high school has an enrollment of approximately 2,600 students and a faculty of approximately 200. 
~hy do we place our children at risk for the sake of this scientific experiment? 

Another reason why Illinois is not the logical choice for the SSC ls the amount of opposition to this 
project. Referring to poor respondents received by the DOE as of mfd May, Appendix 5, Section 
5.3.10.2, Illinois sent the largest volune of letters opposing the project. Of the l,369 letters sent 
1,110 letters were against the SSC, 250 letters in favor, and 26 offered no opinions. lOC in 
canparfson sent 72 letters and only four opposed this project. Does not this give the OOf and the 
State ENR the idea that we do not want the SSC in Illinois. 

I camiend the Governor of New York who at least 1 fstened to his canst ituents opposed to the projt>ct and 
then withdraw his state from the short list. Unlike our Governor. 

lastly l would like to comnent on the personal impact of the SSC of myself and my family. We moved to 
St. Charles three years ago loving the tranquility and beauty this comnunity offered. We used our hard 
earned savings to build our dream hane on a secluded parcel of land and thought that we would be safe. 
Now three years later the State tells us that we will have to give up our land to the SSC project. have 
a cloud appear on our title and live on top of an experiment with so many unanswered issues. 

This has caused us a great deal of apprehension and months of worry. I sincerely hope that you 
gentlenen also take these feeling_s and enotions into account when you make your final decision, and 
that ls not to site the SSC in Illinois. Thank you for listening. 

MR. EIG~EN: The written ccrmient of Larraine M. Stahl will be put in the record as received by the 
moderator. Our next scheduled conmentator is Carleen McFarlane followed by Karen Smith. 

87(,, STATEMENT OF CARLErn McFARLANE 

MS. HcFARLAHf: I am Carleen Mcfarlane I live in Canpton Township. After reviewing the draft ElS 
statement I would like to bring out several brief but specific points showing the problems with siting 
the SSC here in Illinois. The references from the DEIS are noted after each statement in my written 
carrnents. 

Sane rennant prairie land loss is possible. Eight hundred and fifty acres of wetlands will be impacted 
in 11linois. This 1s the second Jargest amount of wetlands arrDng the seven alternative sites. Hore 
acres of prime fannland are being removed fran production in Illinois than in any other site. Hore 
property owners are involved in Illinois than tn all other sites canbined. Hore wells will be closed 
tn !Jljnois than tn all other states cont>lned. Hore businesses will be closed or relocated in Illinois 
than in all other s1tes ccmbined. Because of this Illinois has the most difficult land acquisition 
process of any site. , 

Illinois has a regional groundwater overdraft, but its groundwater usage exceeds the replenislTlient of 
supplies. Both direct and indirect water usage of the SSC will worsen the overdraft water supplies. 
More water channels cross the proposed ring at the Illinois site than any other. The Fox River is the 
largest surface water channel with the largest water shed area to cross the ring at any site. This 
means that the Illtnots site has the highest probability for sultation of streams to occur. The 
presence of methane gas at the Illinois site will pose a tunneling construction problem. Groundwater 
leakage into the excess shaft and tunnel will be the greatest of all the sites. Jn fact the five mile 
stretch between E3 and E4 will leak at the rate of 5,200 gallons per minute per 100 feet. or nearly two 
billion gallons per day. This water problem should place the entire construction project in jeopardy. 

The entire Fox Valley SSC site ts covered by flood rate insurance maps and therefore show$ the high 
probability for danage due to flooding. this is not true at other sites. The sedimentat1on ponds 
locateef at E and F shaft sites may or may not be large enough to hold the water long enough for 
adequate sedimentation. This could result in a measurable sediment iff1)act on streams in the adjacent 
area. Sedimentation of 01.1r streams remains one of my major concerns. 

The Illinois site has the largest nllftber of people leaving adjacent to the proposed SSC facility sites, 
E. F and J sites. As a r~sult n:1re people in Illinois will be adversely impacted by noise pollution, 
air pollution. exposure to airborne radio nuclei, adverse visual impacts and noise and vibration impacts 
due to dynamiting than at any other site. 

Illtno\s is the only site with and existing groundwater quality problem. Elevated levels of radi~ in 
our groundwater supplies. The surface water quality of tile Illinois site is already the worst of the 
seven sites. 

VOl.253128824 IIA-2-140 FEIS Vo 1..,. I!A 



1 !<S2 

I 

J 

3 

Proceedings 
I 11 inois 

The air quality of the Illinois site is already the worst of the seven sites also. Ours ls the only 
site which is in a region of nonattairment for both carbon l'!Qnoxide and ozone levels. Only the 
Illinois site 1s located 1n an area that already has two sources con_tributing to an increase in the 
natural background radiation level. That is Fennilab and the Kerr McGee chemical plant. Illinois is 
already the site with the greatest number of potentially hazardous or toxic material sources. 

Illinois shows the lowest levels of public services available at all seven sites. Our student teacher 
ratios are the worst. Our health care levels are the worst of any site. And our fire and police 
protection for DuPage, Kane and Kendall Counties are well below the national average. 

The roads at the Illinois site are the 1TOst congested of all seven sites. And are the only roads 
subject to breakdowns in the f1ow of traffic. More travel tine will be required to move frcm point to 
point around the ring in Illinois versus any other site. 

Illinois is already the site with the greatest number of manmade sources of radioactivity. Illinois 
already has the highest levels of background noise adjacent to proposed E and F access shafts. 
Reduction in the number of spoils di.np sites down to four quarries in Illinois creates a renewed 
?roblem of congestion. of truck trafflc on all haul roads and at the du!l1l sites themselves. ~many as 
290 truckloads of material may be traveling toward quarry nl.ITlber one on any given day. And quarry 
ntmtber one 1s on the corner of Route 31 and MacCleen. 

There is a direct hydrological connection between the surface waters and groundwater supplies at the 
Illinois site. This creates the opportunity for our groundwater supplies to be adversely impacted by 
sultation or other pollutants enter\ng our surface waters because of SSC construction or operations. 
The inclement Illinois winters can be expected to reduce the number of available working days and 
thereby increase tunnel construction time. 

Because of the large nurrber of human receptors at the Illinois site and their closeness to 
facilities a greater amount of mitigation changes will be required versus alternate sites. 
equates to increase costs and increase construction time. 

the SSC 
This 

The presence of the largest and most organized local opposition to the SSC in Illinois is a problem in 
itself. Litigation against the State of Illinois and the U.S. Department of Energy can be expected to 
lengthen tunnel construction till'e in Illinois. 

Illinois is the only site where land use patterns are expected to change to a higher level without the 
SSC. The Fox Valley site is JrOving fron agricultural to residential or carmercial. Only the Illinois 
site has alternative land uses. This opportunity cost is never taken into consideration in any 
economic assessments. 

Finally the Illinois site has the most historical sites and the most prehistoric or archeological sites 
that may be adversely impacted by the SSC. Thank you very much. 

MR. EIGLIREN: The written camient of Carleen McFarlane will be included in the record as received by 
the moderator. The next scheduled corrmentator is Karen Smith followE!d by Richard Smith. 

STATEMENT OF KAREN SMITH 

MS. SMITH: My name is Karen Smith. I reside in Campton Township and I qualify as an affected 
hCflleowner. My home title is one of the thousands that would be affected by the easement frcm the Super 
Collider and I am not happy about it. 

I would like to focus on a few facts that some previous speakers have touched on. Item one. page 4-29 
of the EIS acinits that Illinois has the greatest number of human based receptors, otherwise known as 
people, close to project facilities. In other words Illinois has the largest number of people who will 
becane annoyed with the visual and noise impacts provided by the SSC facilities, especially at the E, 
F and J sites. 

Table 4-12 gives a comparison of concentrations of radio nuclei in service waters. Illinois did not 
include any information about this to the DOE. Are these concentrations high for Illinois? Without 
the lnformation we and the DOE can only guess and we suggest that the State should provide some 
answers. 

Table 4-13 shows that Illinois has an extremely high radium-concentration in the groundwater at the 
site. Page 64 of Appendix Sb indicates that wells in excess of 1,000 feet deep are an important source 
of public water supplies. All of the major municipalities in the region except Elgin obtain portions 
of their water frcm these deep sources. And lt is this deep source which has values for dissolved 
radium that exceed EPA standards and that standard be further exacerbated by this project. Table 4-14 
on page 4-39 clearly shows that Illinois is already the site with the greatest nurrber of sou-rces of 
manmade radioactivity. For example the Illinois site is within a 50-mile radius of 10 nuclear powered 
electrical plants. This is not true at any other site and this ni.nber stands only to increase if 
Illinois Edison is not able to provide power through any other source. 
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Also page 68 of Appendix Sb indicates that the Illinois site has two sources which contribute to an 
increase in the natural background radiation levels. They are Fennilab for one and the Kerr McGee 
chemical plant in West Chicago. We sure do not need another one. 

illinois is already the site with the gr~atest nunt>er of potential hazardous and toxic material 
sources. Illinois is also the only site that already has the two above mentioned possible sources of 
hazardous or toxic materials within the perimeter of the ring. Adding a third source si~ply increases 
the risk of a potential accident occurring. Any insurance -- worth his salt would for sure give 
Illinois the highest insurance rates. 

Illinois is the only site within a region that is designated as a non attairment for both OZDne and 
carbon monoxide levels. In other words the region of influence cannot meet federal or state guidelines 
for air quality for both ozone and carbon monoxide. The addition of the SSC will only add to an 
alre~dy existing problem. Just because we-already have to suffer the worst air of any site should we 
be subjected to a further reduction in quality? This does not represent logic or progress. Finally 
the total suspended particulate levels again at the local E. F and J sites in Illinois will exceed the 
national ambient air quality standards. This too is not acceptable when they are placed in residential 
settings. 

We did not build our beautiful horres in a tranquil countryside to be si·tuated next to industrial com
plexes and we are not going to take It lying do..m. Thank you. 

HR. E !G~EN: ladies and gentlemen, our last three speakers are Richard Smith, Sandy Gu 11 ickson and 
Gene Stahl. We are going to take a 30-second break while we change tapes and recording system. 

(Whereupon, a brief recess was taken.) 

MR. E!G~EN: We will now resune the hearing. We are back on the record. Our next ccrrmentatar is 
Richard Smith. 

STATEMENT OF RICHARD SMITH 

MR. SHJTH: fientlemen, my name ts Richard Smith. 1 resh:te- in Campton Township. I appreciate the 
opportunity to speak to you tonight. 

Page 112 of Appendix 7 discusses the subject of closing wells at the Illinois site. It mentions that 
as many as 1,500 wells actually exist within a quarter mile of the proposed ring aligrwnent. It also 
indicates that 320 wells fall within a l,000 foot path of the Collider ring. Well, surprise, surprise, 
both of those figures are inaccurate because they are based on conditions that were in effect on 
January l, 1986. 

The Illinois ENR has failed to update any of the affected parcel counts since that time. Who cares how 
many wells existed two and a half years ago? The only facts that are pertinent to us, the affected 
hcrneowners, and should be pertinent to you the DOE, are the nllllber of wells that are within the ring, 
within the 1,000 feet now and how many of those will be closed. 

We know for a fact that through actual well and heme counts nearly 650 wells fall within the clutches 
of the SSC ring. Now you say hClllf do we know that for a fact. I stand here in fror.t of you as one of 
the affected homeowners. One of those phantom homeowners that the Illinois ENR does not want you to 
know about. We moved into our house on October 1st, 1987. We have lived--there for well over a year 
now and we have yet to be notified officially by the State of Illinois or by the DOE that we are within 
the affected ring. Your updated plat maps in Vol1J1Je IV, Appendix 4 indicate that our property is there. 
But you obviously do not know that we have been living there and drawing on our well for well over a 
year now. If that type of inaccuracy is inherent in the Envirorrnental Impact Statement it is 
inexcusable and 1t shows that the Fox Valley site has been grossly misrepresented to the DOE. 

Page 112 of Appendix 7 goes on to indicate that none of the wells within the l,000-foot zone are 
munic1pal or large capacity wells. That is as far as they know. This too is wrong. Apparently 
Illinois forgot to tell the DOE about St. Charles well nurri>er 9 which happens to be located directly in 
the path of the Collider near Route 25 and Country Club Road. This well happens to be a major producer 
for the City of St. Charles. But the EIS apparently indicates that the DOE is unaware of its 
existence. 

The EIS goes on to say that this problem of well closures will be of measurable impact on local water 
users and on water use patterns. Well a measurable i""act is one that is classified as being of 
greatest importance to those who are affected. Hey, that is a great definition. 

Therefore, the EIS writers vfew well closures as being extrenely detrimental to local well users. Well 
ff ft is so detrimental why do they use their same wonderful logic to soo up the problem by saying that 
well closures w111 have a measurable beneficial i~act on the overdrafted groundwater supply in the 
area. In other words they are telltng us that in order to do away with the inadequate water supply, 
hey close down all the wells, no problem. Well, that seems slightly illogical to me. The loss of 
private wells ts probably the nlJl!ber one reason why so many people are against the SSC project in 
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Illinois. That is why I am against 1t for one reason. And yet the EIS writers and the 00£ tries to 
justify these closures by indicating that the net result will be an overall benefit to society and an 
overall benefit to people who may want to dig a well in the future. 

Great they-are· going to benefit at the expense of the people who own wells now. It is a pretty callous 
approach if you ask me. It is just another ex~le of what appears to be a cavalier approach in the 
draft Environmental lrrpact Statement. 

I hope and pray that that ts not actually the way that the DOE is looking at this situation. If they 
are, you know, we cannot allow this to continue. We live in what is arjnittedly an over litigious 
society. But scmetimes litigation is the only way that responsible civilians, responsible citizens 
have any recourse to protect themselves and to protect their families and their property rights. 

So.you· can anticipate that mitigation you speak about in the EIS will be followed by litigation if you 
choose Illinois as the preferred site. I think you should start concentrating on that right now and 
worry less about llO'fC you are going to grow trees around the- tanks you want to put withln a coup le of 
hundred yards of my house. Thank you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: The wrttten canrents of Richard Smith as received by the moderator will be included in 
the transcript hearing. The next scheduled ccnmentator ts Sandy Gullickson. 

STATEMENT OF SANDY GULLICKSON. 

MS. GULLICKSON: My name is Sandy Gullickson. I live in Carri>ton Township. Gentlemen, one of the major 
flaws of the EIS· is that it is very subjective in its approach to sane very basic problems. Many times 
it is evident that the writers involved used their personal.subjective reasoning to obtain a very 
illogical solution to a problem. And in many instances a set of ck>uble standards resulted. 

For exa111>le on page 5.1.10-7 the EIS writers indicate that and I quote, "The industrial yard character 
and large scale of the sector service areas, buildings and tank farms are incongruous with the 
character of residential neighborhoods and country residences." Just two sentences later though these 
same writers say and I quote. "Rural residential areas, however, are often associated without buildings 
or are near farmlands and pastures where uttl1ty sheds ar-e not uncomnon. ttere the access areas w'rll 
usua 1 ly go unnoticed." 

In one instance these tank fanJ1s are considered out of character and then suddenly the EIS writers 
reverse themselves and say they will go unnoticed. Which 1s it? Are they obnoxious looking or are 
they not? Why should 1t be left up to the writers or observers to detetmine whtch local areas are 
truly affected when it ts obvious they do not have set standards upon which to judge or evaluate a 
decision. 

As a result subjectivity beccmes important and personal viewpoints play far too large a role in 
determining the fate of people Mio wtll be forced to ltve next to these tank farms. Writers or fleld 
observers cannot detennine objectivity impact that local residents will experience living next to loud 
obnoxious looking tank farms. When field observers went to each shaft site area d'\d they viei.i: each 
area under similar circlMDStances? Were sites in one state viewed during early spring when little or no 
p Tant growth appeared? Were others conducted when plant growth already 1 tmited sight 1 ines? Were 
SCJne viewed on cloudy days while others were viewed in full sunlight? 

In any case •ithout condttions being equal subjective r-easoning cane into p1ay. And that has led to 
unfair and unequal evaluations. For example it should be clear to everyone that Illinois is the most 
heavily pcpulated region now under consideration for the SSC. Numerous E. F and J sites happen to be 
located right tn the midst of residential areas. This ts especially true at F7. ES, FS, E9, F2 and F4. 
The EIS writers indicate that there are definite problems associated with each of these shaft sites and 
their surrounding resldenttal setting. But in each case they indicate that the situation ts judged 
insignificant because it can supposedly be mitigated. I stress the-word judged. 

However, if you turn to the visual effect section for North Carolina you will find a C°"llletely similar 
set of circi.nstances which has resulted tn totally different judgments. North Carolina also has E and 
F sites located in or near residential areas. They too are deeired·potentially highly significant of 
local nature.- However, in this case the EIS writers judged that in three circumstances the problem 
canoot be mitigated. Ho.I could similar situations in t...o different states possibly be judged 
differently if it were not for the subjective reasoning of the observer teams in these two states? 

Whatever the facts are this ts but one example among many·where the EIS loses credibility because of 
the subjective reasoning eq>loyed. When a project of this magnitude and scope can have the dramatic 
effect that It •Ill on thoosands of people the<e can be absolutely no tOOOI for valued judgnents by 
those who are helping to deternitne the final site location. 

Selection should be based upon fact and not viewpoints. The EIS writers and your DOE scient;st very 
unsctenttfic approach in choosing the SSC site ts sanething which we residents of the Fox Valley are 
not going to tolerate. You can anticlpate lawsuits belng filed tf you choose to place your project tn 
our front yards, under our homes. next to our wells and under our schools. 
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I tao would like you to take your project where it belongs. Out in the desert where Dr. Lederman 
originally planned for it to go. Thank you. 

M~. EIGUREN: The next scheduled corrmentator for this even1ng session is Gene Stahl. 

STATEMENT OF GENE STAHL 

MR. STAHL: Thank you. I know it has been a long day for everybody. I thank you for the opportunity 
to express my opinions on the EIS for Illinois. 

During the course of today's hearings there have been many concerns voiced condemning the siting of the 
SSC in Illinois. I would also like to point out that of the correspondence sent to the DOE regarding 
the Illinois siting proposal 81 percent of the conments were against the plan. In addition the 
Illinois plan solicited 73 percent of all negative cornnents enccrnpassing all seven sites. 

1 believe this reinforces the fact that the people of Illjnois are very concerned about t~~ viability 
and impact of this ill conceived project. 

I would like to focus my corrments tonight on two issues. The first issue is the macro view of the 
Illlnois proposal, including the quality of the data provided and the unanswered questions this 
proposal raises. After reading the sections of the EIS concerning the Illinois siti~g it became 
obvious to me that this doct..111ent is not conclusive. While the EIS identifies many issues it offers no 
solutions. 

Today you have heard specific concerns over the water supply, noise levels, residential and business 
relocations, property values, safety, health and a nJ.Jltitude of other issues. let me concentrate on 
just one area of concern. That being the water _supply. Specifically the atn:1unt of water required by 
the operation of the SSC. As indicated in Section 5.2.3 of Volume I regarding the Illinois site and I 
quote, "A regional overdraft exist which would be increrrentally increased by indirect water uses 
associated with the SSC in Illinois." 

In Section 5.4 local water level decline and aquifer overdraft exist in Illinois. 
at the Illinois site the Water level overdrafts iJll'act would be measurable at the 
a long-tenn consequence. 

In Section 5,1.2.4, 
reg iona J level and of 

Based on water usage requirements detailed in Table 5.6-1, the SSC when operating will require over l.3 
billion gallons of water per year. This is tbe equivalent of water supply supporting an additional 
36,000 people assuming 100 gallons per person per day. This is more than twice the population of 
St. Charles. This is not an insignificant amount. 

Yet there are no solutions to this specific problem outlined in the EIS. ls surface water the answer? 
Is it every township and landowner for themselves when it comes ta CClfllleting for the existing limited 
water supply? Does the State and 00£ propose parking a tanker truck,on my driveway? Or is this 
considered 4 nanissue with the State? 

I ask the DOE and the State ENR how are you going to deal with the fact that the SSC will deplete 
existing wells? Is the State going to pipe surface water from lake Michigan to the site? ls this cost 
considered in the budget? I believe the answer to these questions is no. I believe it is obvious that 
this lack of insight and planning is one of the many examples why the Illinois proposal is incomplete, 
misleading, and mismanaged. A plan that does not consider the consequences of its actions is not a 
plan at all. The Illinois site proposal is clearly a wish not a plan. 

The primary reason the Illinois site proposal is the least attractive of the short list sites can be 
Sl.ITlllarized in the following statement. The Illinois proposal adversely impacts more people than all 
slx other sites combined. The ll1inois proposal is not lmple1TEntable. The risk ft places on-the 
substantial population in the vicinity of the siting _far outweighs the prestige the State hopes to 
obtain by landing this project. 

The second issue is on a personal level and the impact the Illinois siting will have on my family's 
quality of Tffe. Since my house and property are square on the 1,000 foot easement required for the 
SSC 1 have an inherited a multitude of problems for which neither the DOE or State of Illinois have 
offered any viable solutlon. I ask the State and DOE to offer the following guarantees. Guarantee my 
property values will not depreciate and will continue to appreciate at fair market value. Guarantee 
the integrity of my water supply for both contaminates and volume. Guarantee there is no health risk 
associated with living on top of this experiment. 

lf yau cannot.make these guarantees how can you expect me to support this propOsaJ. While I am all for 
projects to aid in the advancement of mankind lam not about to sacrifice my family for \t. 

In conclusion- 1 am not about to go away. If for some political reason lllinoiS: is chosen as the 
preferred site I will work through the judicial system to insure this project never gets under the 
ground. Thank you.· 
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MR. EIGUREN: ladies and gentlemen. that concludes the list of registered ca1111entators we had for this 
session. Is there anybody who has registered to speak before this panel who has not had the chan~e? 
There not being anyone 1n that particular circumstance on behalf of the Department of Energy, 
particularly the hearing panel, we do appreciate your attendance here. I personally want to thank you 
for your patience and your courtesy in helplng us get through this hearing. It is obviously a very 
errotionally charged issue and tt is one people feel very strongly about. It is emotionally also 
difficult for members of the panel up here to go through scmething like this. So we hope you 
understand that. 

We thank you very much for your attendance. We will begin our hearings tcmorrow morning at 9:00. 
lhere will be parallel hearings. We will once again be back here with this hearing panel at 9:00 in 
the g)1l!T'lasit.m. The other panel will be in the auditori1.111 again at 9:00. We will give you time to go 
again until 10:00 tcmorrow evening. 

In closing I do want to make one thing very clear and I stress this throughout. The record of NEPA 
proceedings are fundamentally i!J1K>rtant in terms of both decision making by tt-e department and any 
ensuing litigation that may occur. So if you have additional caments that you want to put in the 
record it is imperative you do so. You may do that in writing. Again the address is available to you 
with the business card in the back. Or you may bring your written comnents to us here tOODrrow. Tlie 
record closes on the 17th of October. With that I will formally conclude this the October 6, 1988 
hearing on the DEIS for the SSC project in Aurora, Illinois. Thank you and goodnight. 

('Whereupon, at 10:00 p.m., the panel recessed, to reconvene at 9:00 a.m., Friday, October 7, 1988.) 
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It is just after 9:00 a.m. I want to welcome you to the Department of 
the draft Environmental lmp.tct Statement, EIS, for the Superconducting Super 

My name is Ed Temple, and I am the Execut1ve Oirector of the Department's SSC site task force. am 
also the presiding official at this hearing. fhe purpose of my brief remarks is to tell you why we are 
all here. After my remarks I will ask our session moderator, Mr. Eiguren, to outline how we will con
duct our meeting this morning. 

The purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an opportunity to comnent in person on the 
Department's draft EIS on the SSC. This hearing is not your only opportunity. You may also send us 
your written comnents, which should be postmarked by Ottober 17, 19S8. ~e want you to knOW" that we are 
sincerely interested on hearing your comnents on this doci.ment. And that each of your conments will be 
considered and responded to in the final EIS. 

Let me refresh your memories regarding the SSC site selection process. In January, 1987, President 
Reagan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced and construction funds were requested from 
Congress. In April, 1987 the Department issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently 
received 43 proposals and 36 of these were found to be qualified. These qualified proposals were 
forwarded to a joint c01T111ittee of the National Academy of Sciences, The National Academy of Engineering 
for further evaluation. 

Based on the criteria set forth in the invitation the academies reccmnended a Best Qualified List, 
sometimes called BQL, of eight sites to the department. One of these proposals was later withdrawn by 
the proposer. Following a review and verification of the academy's recarmendations, Secretary 
Harrington announced the Best Qualified List, including the Illinois proposal, on January 19, 1986. 

Three days later, on January 22, the DOE fonnally announced that it would develop an EIS on the pro
posed SSC. This followed an advance notice in an attempt to prepare an EIS, which had been issued in 
Hey of 1987. In February, 1988, we held scoping meeti'ngs in each of the seven states to obtain public 
COTlnE!nt on the nature and scope of the environmental issues to be considered in the EIS. 

Scoping meetings were held here in Illinois in mid-February at the Fermi lab auditorium. The DOE 
received approximately 2,100 comnents on the scope of the EIS. These cannents were considered in the 
preparation of the draft EIS. Following public hearings here and in the other six BQL states, we will 
develop a final EIS to be issued in December, 1988. 

The draft EIS evaluates and canpares four types of alternatives: Site alternatives, technical alter
natives, progranmatic alternatives and the no-action alternative. Site alternatives refer to cons;d
eration of the seven locations identified in the BQL. Technical alternatives meant possibly different 
technologies, different equipment or different facility configuration. 

Progranmatic alternatives addressed using other accelerators, internat1onal collaboration or project 
delay. And the no-action alternative meant the option not to construct the SSC. The draft EIS iden
tifies and analyzes the potential environmental consequences expected to occur from siting, construct
ing and operating the SSC at the seven site alternatives. These sites are located in Arizona, 
Colorado, Illinois, Michigan, North Carolina, Tennessee and Texas. 

The draft EIS provides as much information as possible at this stage of budget develoi:nient regarding 
the potential environrrental impacts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC at each of 
the alternative sites. HOW"ever, the OOE recognizes that further review under NEPA, the National 
Environmental Policy Act, is appropriate prior to beginning the actual construction and operation of 
the proposed SSC. 

Accordingly, following the selection of a site for the proposed SSC, the DOE will prepare a supplement 
to the EIS to address in more detail the impacts of constructing and operating the proposed SSC at the 
selective site, and to identify other possible alternatives for mitigating these tmpacts. 

Let me tell you a little bit about the draft EIS. This is a large document containing more than 4,000 
pages. It is organized into four voli.mes. Voli.ne I is entitled "Environmental Impact Statement." 
Volune II is the conment resolution doc1.1nent and is reserved for our response to public cannents and 
for publication in the final EIS only. 

Vol1.m1e III describes the methodology for site selection. And Vollllle IV contains 16 appendices 
providing detailed presentations of technical information which back up the conclusions in the Envi
ronmental Impact Statement. 
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Carrnents received at this hearing will be used by 00£ to prepare a final EIS to be issued this 
December. This doci.nent will identify the department's preferred site. No sooner than 30 days after 
the final EIS is distributed, the department will publish_ its record of decision, which will include 
the final site selection and c0ft1)1ete the site selection process. 

This rrorning we will use a professional moderator to assure a fair and orderly proceeding. Measures 
have been taken to pennit the maximi.n oppartunity for interested citizens to utilize this session for 
expressing their comnents. We ask all participants in this morning's meeting to focus their conments 
on the draft EIS and to avoid or minimize staterrents aimed solely at expressing opposition or support 
for the State's proposal. While all comrients will become part of the formal record of this proceeding, 
those specifically addressing the draft EIS will be most useful to DOE in preparing the final doc1.1T1ent. 

As I noted earlier, in addition to this opportunity for oral comnents, individuals may also provide 
written ccnments to the DOE. These should be postmarked by October 17, 1988, the end of the formal 45-
day camient period, to insure that they will be considered in the preparation of the final EIS. 

We will, however. consider comnents received after that date to the extent possible. One final word on 
the role of the EIS and the site selection process. The National Environmental Policy Act, NEPA, 
requires that environmental impacts be considered by federal decision makers in taking major federal 
actions with potential environmental consequences. And EIS is one of the methods used to do this 
analysis, provide for publtc conment and participation aod to make the final decision tha.t meets the 
NEPA requirements. 

The EIS will be considered by the Secretary in making the site selection. I would like to thank you in, 
advance for your interest and participation. let me now introduce Mr. Roy Eiguren who will describe 
how we will conduct this rrorning's session. 

MR. EIGlREN: Thank you, Dr. Te111Jle. Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. My name is Roy Eiguren. 1 
am an attorney in private practice with the law finll of Lindsay, Hart, Neil and Weigler, of Seattle. 
Portland, San Francisco and Boise. Hy practice and that of our law firm is heavily focused in the 
areas of environmental and energy law. Both in private practice as well as in prior governmental 
service I have had over a decade's worth of experience in either conducting or participating in a 
series of National Environmental Policy Act hearings such as the one we are conducting here today. 

I have been retained by the Department of Energy as moderator far this and other hearings on the draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the SSC project. In this role, I am not an advocate for or against 
the Department's proposed action, nor am I an employee of the Department. Rather, my single express 
purpose in this proceeding is to serve as an independent, unbiased objective 1nd1vidual to rroderate the 
hearings. 

I am to help ta assure the Department of Energy to· fully comply with the letter and spirit of the 
National -- the Federal and National Environmental Policy Act so as to allow all individuals, organi
zatlons a fair and equal opportunity to camient on the record relative to the Department's proposed 
actioo. 

As Or. T~1e stated, the purpose of thls hearlng ls to glve all. interested citizens the opportunity to 
camient on the record relative to the draft Environmental l!ll'act Statement for the proposed SSC proj
ect. In February, the Department conducted a series of scoping meetings, including one here in 
111inois, to hear camients fran individuals and organizations on what issues should be considered in 
the preparation of the draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

How the Department has returned after preparing the draft EIS and.is seeking comnent fran the public on 
the docl.ITIE!nt itself. In particular, the Department is seeking specific conment on issues that members 
of the public feel are relevant and should be considered by the Department of Energy prior to finaliz
ing the Environmental Impact Statement and selecting its preferred site for the SSC project. 

I would like to indicate at the outset that this is a record proceeding. That is to say, everything 
that is being said at this as well as all the other hearings on the draft ElS are being recorded by a 
court reporter who is here in the front of the roan. The court reporter will make a verbatim trans
cript of all conments received and sutltlit that transcript to the Department of Energy for inclusion in 
the final record in this proceeding. The Secretary of Energy's decision on the SSC project will be 
based upon the 1nfonnation contained tn the record. 

At this time l would like to tell you what procedures we are golng to follow this morning. And these 
are the same procedures that we followed in all the hearings conducted on the draft EIS not onlt here 
yesterday, but also in the other states. I am going to announce speakers working from a list provided 
to me by the Department of Energy. As I am sure most of you know, those indlviduals that wanted to had 
the opportunity to pre~reg1ster to comnent. I had a list of pre-registered cannenters and I will 
simply go down that list tn the order within which they registered to caonent. 
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Every individual will have up to five minutes within which to provide ccmment to us. At the end of 
five minutes, 1 will signal that your time has elapsed. Generally. and fairly liberal 1n terms of 
interpreting the five minute rule, but given the fact that we have had so many comnenters in this 
proceeding we are adhering to it rather rigidly. 

What I will do is I will just indicate that your time h.ss elapsed and when I have done that I would ask 
that you bring your cannents to a fairly rapid conclusion. If you have pre-registered to carment, we 
need to make sure that you have checked in at the registration table at the front so that we know that 
you are here. 

As we stated earlier, as Dr. Temple stated earlier, the purpose of this hearing is to receive cament 
on the draft EIS. Accordingly your cannents should be focused on the issues that are contained in the 
draft doctinent. That is to say the environmental issues. I do reserve the right to ask individuals to 
focus on issues contained in the draft EIS if they wander front the topic of the session. My intent is 
not to limit remarks but rather to assure what cooments you do provide to us are effe(;t\ve in achie"Wing 
the objectives of the hearing .. 

As I have mentioned earlier, as I also indicated in all the hearings in this particular series. we are 
allowing any comnent relative to SSC that people would like to make. But once again I reiterate the 
fact that this is an environmental document and the relevant cooments are those dealing with the envi
ronmental effects of the proposed projects. 

Written comnent and oral comnent are going to receive the same weight in this particular proceeding. 
Therefore, we would encourage you to sul:mit written camient as well as written questions you may have 
about the project either before or after your presentation. If you have written comnent or questions 
you can give them to me. I will include them in the record. If you have written cCJn11ent or questions 
after tcx1ay's hearing you may mail them to the Department of Energy at an address that is provided on a 
business card just like this that is available back at the registration table in the lobby. 

As Dr. Temple mentioned, the record in this proceeding closes on October 17, so if you want to have 
your written CC>r!'m!!nt considered by the Department. it must be postmarked by the 17th. Today's session 
here will run from 9 o'clock this morning up through 10 o'clock this evening. We are having parallel 
sessions, given the fact that there are so many people here in Illinois that want to comnent on the 
draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

The Department has made an-angerrents to do two things: one is to have parallel hearings, that is to 
Sly, a hearing here as well as in the auditorium in this building; and also to have two full days of 
hearings. This hearing panel at this point in time has pre-registered cannenters up through 10 o'clock 
tonight. There is still additional room for comnenters before the other panel and so if we do have any 
walk-in folks that would like to comnent, you may do so simply by informing the registration, the 
people at the registration table out in the lobby. 

Throughout the course of the hearing. we will take brief recesses, approximately one five-minute recess 
every hour to allow the court reporter to change tapes and to allow people to stand up and stretch. 

We would ask that -- may as well speak about what you just heard. Unfortunately, the high school is 
unable to turn off the buzzer system, and so approximately every 40 minutes we are going to have a 
series of three buzzers that will go, as well as the fact that throughout the course of the hearing we 
~~y have some interrupt tons through the school's P.A. system. They are going to try to minimize that, 
b~t. unfortunately, there is SifTl>lY no way to turn those devices off in this roau. 

The procedures that we follow in terms of public comnenttng is that we would ask that once your name is 
called to speak. we would like to have you come forward to the podh.m here in the front of the roan. 
give us your nane and address. and 1f you are speaking on behalf of an organization, please tell us the 
name of that organization and then once you have completed your introductions, I will start timtng 
you -- again. you have five minutes. 

The microphor.e system here -- there are several different ones there -- the key ones are the two that 
are actually on the podium itself. Those are plugged into the_ court reporter's recording system. The 
large microphone on the stand-up stand is the P.A. systau ~icrophone. So that is the one you need to 
talk into so everyone else can hear you. 

I have been asked to make just a few brief announcements relative to the use of this facility. One ts 
that the high school is a snoke-free building. Accordingly. no Slrl>king is allowed within the high 
school. There ts a snack bar for your use directly out in the lobby if you would like to either have a 
cup of coffee or a soft drink. Today we are holding a hearing during a regular school day at the high 
school, so there are students and faculty in attendance at other parts of the facility. We have been 
requested by the high school adntntstratton to request mEill'bers of the public to restrict their use of 
the building to either this room, the auditorium or the lobby out In front. 
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The building will be open for the rest of the heartngs today starting at 1:30 for the afternoon hearing 
and at 6:30 for this evening's hearing. We would like to thank the high school for the use of their 
facility here today. 

Finally I would like to indicate that the members of the panel who are up with me at the front of the 
room: Dr. Ed Temple. who ts Executive Director of the Department of Energy's SSC S\te Selection Task 
Force; Or. Roger Mayes and Dr. Jerry Nelsen. who are envtrormental specialists wtth the Department of 
Energy, are here expressly for the purpose of listening to public cClllllent on the draft EIS. 

They do reserve the right, as appropriate, to ask clarifying questions of carmenters. They have been 
doing that throughout the course of these proceedings. Their purpose tn dotng so ts to make sure that 
they fully understand the public conment as tt ts received so that we can bui1d a complete record of 
your concerns relative to this particular project. 

At this particular point in time, we are ready to ccmnence the receipt of publtc testimony on the SSC 
project, and so for the record I would indicate that we are now beginning to receive public carment on 
October 7, 1988, in Aurora, Illinois. This ts the series n1J11ber --session F [sic] excuse me, tn the 
public hearings being held here in Aurora, Illinois on the draft Environmental Impact Statenent for the 
SSC project. 

I will comnence now with the calling of the pre-registered camienters. Our first scheduled co:tmenter 
is Lorin Nevling, followed by Kristin Dean. 

91~ STATEMENT BY LORIN NEVL!NG 

MR. NEVLING: I am Lorin Nevling and I have the privilege of being the chief of the Illinois Natural 
History Survey, a division of the Department of Energy and Natural Resources, state of Illinois. 

Since 1858 the.survey has monitored the biotic resources of our state. Our long-standing concern of 
envirorvnental issues as they relate to the plants, animals and habitat that this state places in the 
unique position to assemble 1nfonnat1on of the biological futures of the SSC site. 

Since 1984 specialists fraTI our staff have studied the effects that construction and operation of the 
SSC would have on the plants, animals and habitat in or near the proposed Illinois site. Extensive 
fieldwork by our highly trained staff [copy missing] support the Illinois geographic infonnation system 
have enabled us to identify and characterize those areas that may be affected by construction and 
operation of the SSC in Illinois. 

The breadth and quality of our natural history data provided to the Department of Energy are apparent 
in the draft Envirormental Impact Statement. We believe they are unparalleled. We have examined the 
draft and find it to be an excellent document. We are pleased at our own conclusions that no prohibi
tive factors preclude locating the SSC in Illinois. 

All are supported by the Impact Statement. More importantly, the statement suggests that locating the 
SSC in Illinois may well provide the opportunity for enhancing the habitat of nllnerous species of 
plaats and animals. 

Our experience with the existing Fenni National Accelerator Laboratory supports this prediction. 
~rltten caiments on the draft have been submitted to address technical issues and a few inconsistencies 
it contains. A few areas of the draft require clarification. 

ln this spirit and in order to present some additional infonnatton, 1 would like to address two 
matters: possible threats to the habjtats of two species, specifically the Indiana bat and the prairie 
bush clover; and potential damage to the wetlands. The Illinois Department of Conservation will also 
ccmnent on these matters. 

Since the Iri1pact Statement was released, scientists at the survey have conducted further fieldwork to 
determine if su\table habitat exists on the proposed site for the Indiana bat or the pratrle bush 
clover. Thts work confirmed the previous assessment that no suitable habttat for either species occurs 
within the fee s1111>le areas of the proposed site. 

The Environmental lrrpact Statement properly notes that a nurrt>er of wetland areas are found in the 
proposed site, but, and this ts a very important point, no wetlands that have not been previously 
degraded by hl.atlan activity lie within any of the surface sites outside of the campus area. lhe deslgn, 
extent and location of the caq>us facilities will determine the degree to which the wetlands are 
perturbed, if at all. 

Significantly, the larger series of wetlands within the site is located on the Fennilab property. 
Further, many of these wetlands are the product of innovative land management by Fennilab. The 
potential to mitigate i~ct on any wetland habitat c1ear1y exists. 
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Jn sunmary our investigations indicate that although there may be transitory 1~cts on biological 
features during the construction phase of SSC, no substantive, lasting adverse effects during the 
operational phase are likely. Neither are adverse impacts likely to occur during decarrnission. As has 
been so ably den'Dnstrated at Fenn11ab, a substantial improvement, an expansion of natural areas and 
wetlands could be realized. 

Habitat expansion could lead to an increase in diversity of plants and animals inhabiting the area. 

This conclusion is confirmed in the draft Environmental Impact Statement on the SSC. The Illinois 
Natural History Survey remains prepared to assist the Department of Energy on a continuing basis to 
assure that habitat enhancement and the retention of biodiversity are achieved during the periods of 
construction. operation and decOTmissioning. Thank. you. 

MR. EIGLREN: The written cCJTll'ent of Lorin Nevling will be included in the record as received by the 
moderator. Dur next scheduled conmenter ts Kristin Dean, followed by Charles Pajor, I believe it is. 
One brief camient and that is we would ask. folks up in the bleachers mve in and out of the bleachers 
only between cannenters. It ts terribly difficult down here to hear as it is if people are moving in 
and out of the bleachers. It ts quite disruptive for us so we would appreciate your courtesy in 
following that one request. Kristin Dean. 

STATEMENT BY l<R!ST!N D£AN 

MS. DEAN: Good morning, my name is Kristin Dean. I am from Chicago. I thank you for the opportunity 
to address you this morning. I am the director of an organization called SSC for Fermi lab which is a 
genuine public/private partnership consisting of major corporate, institutional and academic leadership 
of the state along with officials of goverrntents at all levels. 

The enthusiasm and unanimity of opinion amongst these leaders about the importance of winning the SSC 
has made this effort an effective one. And I believe it is an enduring model of the sort of business
goverrment cooperation that our times demand. If your Department chooses Illinois. I will be delighted 
to share with you a well-delineated list of carmitments in areas of expertise that will considerably 
strengthen the massive construction and o-Peration effort you will begin next year. 

Last oonth my board dee tded that we would not subject you to hour upon hour of testimony fran the 
area's business leadership. We could have paraded over 100 such leaders to urge you to consider our 
proposal. Instead we have asked many of our supporters to write to -- detailing both their responses 
to the EIS and their general feelings about our bid. Most of them sent their letters to me- and I 
present their letters to you today for inclusion in the record. 

But let me quickly sumnarize some of their thoughts. Several noted that the draft EIS revealed no 
enviroMEntal consequences presented by the Illinois ring location that could not be mitigated quickly 
and at reasonable cost to the Illinois taxpayer. Many praised the remarkable [copy missi-ng] structure 
that fs available to you fn western DuPage and Kane Countfes. 

MR. EIGlREM: Kr.istin. just a second. I will not take that away from yt1ur time-. Could we· ask you to 
sit down in the bleachers, please. It is terribly disruptive. Thank you. Kristin, you may go ahead 
and proceed. 

MS. DEAN: Thank you. As 1 was saying, many praised the remarkable [copy missing] structure that is 
available to you in western DuPage and Kane Counties. James O'Connor. chatman of Conmonwe-alth Edison 
notes 1n hts letter that his .company is "the only electric utility in the nation that has operating 
experience serving a load s1mi lar in nature to the SSC." The k>ad he refers to ts, of course, 
Fenni lab. 

Many of the corporate leaders noted the Chicago region"s experience in major industrial and public 
works construction. Franklin Cole, chainnan of the [copy missing] Corporation, points out that Chicago 
history and record of success in building- large ccmplicated projects is unrivaled. One need only look 
around the city frollll McComtck Place to Sears Tower to ~o Ol 1 to the ~ United Airl i-nes terminal to 
recognize Chicago•s leadership in construction. 

Vernon Louckes, the chairman and CEO of Baxter Travenol renarks, "Our tunneling expertise has been 
deooonstrated by tl-e r-rkable TARP project." Tt-e Incentive package am! our proposal which offers to 
build tl-e SSC tunnel for DOE Is backed by TAAP's success. 

Gerard KeMey of Kenney Construction ~ny. which just coq>leted underground tunneling projects in 
both Illinois and Texas writes, "The advantage frc:m a cost, schedule and quality analysi-s all indicate 
that Illinois should be selected as the site.'• -
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Illinois has the necessary trained and skilled work. force. having just completed the Deep Tunnel 
Project. The work. force is not available in Texas to c001plete tn a timely fashion a project as large 
and complex as the SSC. Others noted the talent and expertise of tre Chicago worker and the resource 
this level of skill represents for the Department. Several others point out that Fennilab itself was 
CCJTlopleted ahead of .!ilChedule and under budget--a rare occurrence in public corrstruction and a history 
lesson we must pay attent1on to in these budget-conscious times. 

Most writers focused on Fermi lab and the terrific asset it represents to DOE, the scientific COfTJllunity 
and the American people. Many cited the savings the American_ taxpayer could enjoy by building the SSC 
at Fennilab, quoting the valuation study which my organization developed last year showing total 
savings of $3.2 billion. Many of these leaders feel that Fermi's talent would be dissipated and in 
spirit destroyed if the new instr1JY1ent is built elsewhere. 

The president of the University of Illinois, Stanley Eikenberry, noted that "The onus of closing down 
a major installation ha.s never been welcomed by the U.S. government." 

That -- can be effectively avoided by locating the SSC at the Fennilab site. There is a sense in the 
Chicago business conmunity that locating the SSC at Fennilab is simply conman sense and good business 
sense. We believe that the Federal government cannot expect business people to seriously enter into 

_ future partnerships with government if unecor.cmical and/or political considerations are going to hold 
sway on iJTflortant national investments like the SSC. We applaud the aboveboard and ccmpletely non
political site process you have conducted this far. However, if the econ~les of Fermi lab are not 
figured in that equation and it is located elsewhere, taxpayer enthusiasm of the SSC may well wane. 
Charles Shaw. one of the nation's top comnercial builders points out that he has agreed to lead a 
public/private effort to build an international village at cost on the SSC grounds to house visiting 
scientists and dignitaries. He concludes that Chicago is a "can do" comnunity. When we set our sights 
on a goal we get the job done. 

Stan Cook, the president of the Tribune ccmpany, ow~er of the Chicago Tribune, WGN radio and tele
vision, and the Chicago Cubs writes, "Chicago has always been and continues to be America's frontier 
town, a fertile center of spirit and creativity where new and exciting new ideas come to life." 

MR. EIGUREN: Kristin. your time has elapsed. 

MS. DEAN: Okay. Many correspondents gave us their thoughts on the socio-economic and cultural 
advantages of the area. We are not building a machine for the machines. ~e are building a tool for 
hlll1an beings. And human beings have needs in their lives beyond the working hours. 

let me wrap this up and tell you that, in sUJm1ary, I would like to say that I represent members of the 
corporate, academic, scientific, labor and government comnunities when I say tnat we want the SSC to be 
a successful national project as much as you do. We will do everything we can to help you see that 
this dream becomes a reality right here in the rrost logical heme for the SSC, Fermi lab. 

MR. EIGLREN: Our next comnenter is Charles Pajor, followed by Jim Anderson. 

STATEMENT BY CHARLES PAJOR 

MR. PAJOR: I am a conmunity relations coordinator for the city of Naperville. The city of Naperville 
is continuing in its support for the siting of the Superconducting Super Collider of Fenni National 
Accelerator laboratory. There is no direct impact of the proposed SSC on the city of Naperville because 
the site information available at this time does place all aspects of the ring outs.ide both the present 
boundaries and our planning area. 

This does not mean though that the SSC will not have an effect on our CClllTl.lnity if it is located at 
Fennilab. Naperville has grown along the Illinois research and development corridor along Interstate 
88. The attractiveness of our city to both residents and businesses is tied in many ways to the cor
ridor; the corridor is tied to Fennilab. Siting the SSC at Fenn1lab-wi11 have a spinoff would have an 
impact on Naperville because it would mean empl.oyment opportunities at the facility itself and in 
industries that would be attracted to our area because of the SSC. 

Doubts about the future of Fennilab if the SSC is built elsewhere it would become doubts about the 
corridor and its well-being. While we would not necessarily become a ghost town without the SSC, there 
would be a negative economic impact. Naperville provides a positive advantage to siting the SSC at 
Fermi lab because of our expanding housing market. 

Our latest special census canpleted in August shows that we have added more than 4,000 housing units in 
the last two years, running from apartments to single family homes. Naperville has been a leader in 
the housing starts in the Chicago area for more than a decade. This growth allows our comnunity to 
provide housing opportunities for both the t~orary workers who will be involved in the construction 
of the SSC, and to the pennanent staff that will work there when the facility begins operations. 
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Planning and concept meetings have been held on new residential developments that will provide 
thousands mare growing units in the next decade. We have been and continue to plan for our growth. 
This expansion in our housing market will allow us to absorb the nunber of new workers that the SSC 
would attract to this area. 

In conclusion, Fermi lab has been a good neighbor to Naperville and we feel the SSC will also be a good 
neighbor. The .SSC would provide positive economic i~pacts for our city and we in turn would provide 
housing opportunities and amenities for those who work on the project. The city of Naperville sup
ports the siting of the Superconducting Super Collider at Fermi lab. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The written cr.xrments by Charles Pajor will be included in the record as being received by 
the moderator. The next comnenter is Jim Anderson followed by Owen Trimble. 

STATEMENT BY JIM ANDERSON 

MR. ANDERSON: Thank you very much for this opportunity. I am Jim Anderson. I am Batavia Township 
supervisor. We were a family that was displaced by Fermi lab some 20-years ago. I can understand the 
fears and the concerns of the CATCH organization. But 1 might add that our situation turned out very 
rosy. 1 can remember vividly the days preceding the ribbon cutting at the village of Weston. They 
were marked by demonstrations by those of us who had given up our property and included interviews and 
nightly reports on network news. 

My family had lived in Batavia all our lives. My grandfather and father had run a hardware store in 
Batavia. l have known my mother was raised on a fann on Warrenville Road. We lived in town until in 
194B my parents built a new hane on the acre on the corner of Wilson and Warrenville Road, on what is 
now the Fermi lab property. We had about half of that property an orchard and garden. 

My grandfather would leave the store every afternoon, weather permitting, to tend the garden. This was 
his heaven and he died of a heart attack while working in that garden. 

Needless to say, when we found that the lab was caning to Batavia we could only eat crow. With much 
disappointment my parents bought their house back from the government for $1,000 and made drrangements 
to have it moved to a newly acquired lot on the east edge of town, which is by the new fire station. 

On the day of the move, my father placed one of his pipes on the tongue of the moving rig. It was 
still sitting upright when the house was in its new location. On a new dry basement we would now have 
city sewer and water instead of septic and well. Some of the larger trees were moved to the new lot. 
Soon grass started to grow and fruit trees and new garden were put there. 

Within a year or so it seemed like my parents had lived there all their lives. They were not snow
bound or without power for days as in the country. It was an adjustment. but they were better off in 
the end. 

As I 1ook back, I realize we were not being very -objective. We were looking after our own interests 
and maybe rightfully so. Now, though, the village of Weston is clean and neat: it was gradually 
beccrning a slum back then. The farms have been replaced by attractive research facilities and wild 
prairie. Wildfowl and prairie animals now abound. 

The farmers themselves have fared well. 
they originally had and prospered well. 
already there. 

Many moved further west and bought many times the acreage that 
The lab did not destroy but added to and enhanced what was 

Fermi itself is one of the great research facilities of the world, delving into many fields such as 
cancer research. Over and above 1ts original purpose. 

We in the area have benefitted in many ways from increased fire protection all the way to seminars and 
lectures, not usually available away frcrn major universities, and performing arts are in a convenient 
location at a fraction of the cost of cORITlercial theaters. 

Batavia has grown, sure. But we have gained a large industrial base to help keep taxes down. The 
green area of recreation and nature to the east and government cooperation in other areas. Without 
Fermi, our downtown would have gone the way of other industrial cities. We have growth, but it is very 
orderly and can, with continued proper planning, remain that way even within an enlarged facility. 
True, the SSC project will displace people and fa_milies. A lifelong dream seaningly may be rufned. 
What, though, is wrong with another bigger dream? One in which families who have lived as neighbors 
can move as neighbors to possibly a good location and better services. 

The SSC project is not out to eat you out like a giant PacMan. Rather if it becomes a reality, 
cooperation will abound to help make your transition sorrething other than a nightmare. The Batavia 
town board unanimously passed a resolution supporting the SSC. The citizens have voiced little or no 
opposition to this project because they realized that the SSC, like Fermi lab, will become a great asset 
to our area. -
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We are looking forward very favorably to locating of this project in Illinois. As long as the SSC is 
to becane a reality, and the monies are going to be spent, let us spend it in Illinois. Thank you very 
much. 

MR. EIGIJlEl'j: Written camients of Mr. Anderson Mve previously been provided to the department. Next 
scheduled camenter ts Owen Trintile, followed by Arthur R. Gottschalk. 

88( STATEMl:NT BY OllEN TRIMBLE 
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MR. TRIMBLE: The name is Owen Trimble. I live approximately a mile north of the upper quadrant tn 
Plato Center. And I am concerned about $afety in the tunnel and access shafts, taxes and 
misinformation. 

Up where I live a lot of methane gas 1s in the well shafts in my area. My third well had enough gas 
that I could flame it as it came out of the faucet. This would be a problem with the vertical shafts. 

Does oxygen require vertical air shafts to protect the workers in the tunnel every 2,000 feet or so? 
Would they act as transponders to the digging mole? So the TVM could be directed towards them. If 
this were the c3se alnpst every land owner would have a hole with a punping device and a service road 
to it. This would not be tolerated. 

Taxes -- I am calling the SSC a great green tree of greed. People are so busy coveting this tree that 
they do not notice the forest is on fire. Our local and Stats government does not want to tell us the 
irrpact of the SSC. In fact, tn sane areas they do not tell the truth. 

Your own report states Fermi lab wi 11 not leave here if the SSC comes here -- does not cane here. Being 
the cost of the SSC ts the same whether or not Fermi lab is used. People are not told in Batavia, 
Geneva and St. Charles that we are already overextending their water aquifers, and the SSC will com
pound this problem. 

These cities will be forced to get Lake Michigan water and at guess whose cost. If the SSC uses up the 
water in the aquifers, they will use water out of the Fox River. This is in your own report. 

Extra land maybe required south of Fernii. More land needed to build large tef!l>Orary storage ponds for 
de-watering the vertical shafts in localized area~sically a national lottery was created to fund 
and build this machine. And only half the states repl\ed, because the other states mean that it should 
not be built. 

Ther-e would be only one SSC. That means the other states w\11 have totally lost their taxpayers" 
dollars. And this could amount to a sizable sum. How many tax dollars has the DOE spent so far and 
yet have to dig the first shovel full of dirt. 

This state has not informed the public to the end cost to the taxpayers, State and local. Why does the 
State say about the SSC means jobs? This ts a growing area without the SSC. Growing to the point that 
my local school district, Burlington Central, needs a new high school and a large addition to one of 
the granmar schools and funded. This means that the local taxes will be increased by one third, but a 
lot of the people cannot afford this. 

We now have trailers for classroans and next year we will loose all sports, drama, band and so on. And 
if the SSC comes here, I am so grateful to school your 800 children in the Batavia, Geneva and Aurora 
area. The county will have already built new schools with proper new tennis courts and swinming pools 
with bonds that have to be paid up by local taxes. 

Kane County goverrment •\11 also supp1y extra police, fire department and buildings and equiprrent, and 
also extend its own goverrrnent. Does this mean my neighbors and I will unknowingly give your children 
a better education in a new building while mine go to a trailer and get less? 

Jobs very few people in this area of the ring are construction workers. That means a lot of workers 
who cone frcm all over the state, the country, i" fact. will come to Kane County. Like ants to a 
picnic, each will take their share of the green tree of greed and go back to their conmunities to spend 
it. 

I got camients about the State buying up property at posstble reduced values, even with the new law of 
80 percent refund. This is still a loss to the land owners. They will raise taxes to cover Illinois 
share of construction, and this will grab the sales tax and generated by the SSC and place it in shoe 
boxes, and take all our tax dollar$ back to Springfield. 

A poor job has been done to inform the public, but this is the public's fault for not getting involved, 
or trusting the j~t of the goverl'lnE!nt officials they did not vote tnto office. America is so busy 
grasping at the green tree of greed that they will not notice until it is too late that the fires of 
taxation will consume them. We cannot afford more taxes. We need value for our n1>neY. 
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You the DOE. EIS can reverse this trend. Build the SSC 1n the cut and fill method 1n federal govern
ment lands. This would save taxpayers' money; a small amount of that savings could be used to advise 
and build local CCJmlJnit1es to welcome your people to butld a total viable part of the United States. 
This would mean that SSC would be a good neighbor and a person to be trusted, not to take away the 
rights of others at the cost of the great green tree of greed. This would lead America into the 21st 
century as a stronger country, a country that can control its excessive waste. A country that other 
nations could look toward and acmtre. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Nr. Trtntile, could we ask. you to come back to the pcx:tium? We have a couple of clarifying 
questions we would like to ask if we could. 

MR. NELSEN: Mr. Trimble, I would like to clarify the points you made about the location. ,.au are a 
mile north of which access shaft, did you identify that? 

MR. TRIMBLE: E8--I live up· by t~e upper quadrant, off of Crawford Road, near Row 8. 
has got methane gas. Now I did supply you with a couple of well drillers' addresses, 
nlJJlbers, whatever, if you want to contact those people. 

HR. NELSEN: Okay, that was what I was getting at. 

The whole area 
telephone 

[ 

MR. TRIMBLE: I have. how shall we say, been a victim of my own circumstance, moving into the area 
I~ . because I have drilled four wells to find good water. Any water. So water is a concern of mine. 

have frcn1 dry wells to right now 700 foot well. 
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HR. NELSEN: Okay, that Is fine. I wanted --

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, Mr. Trimble. We will take one more comnenter and then we will take a recess 
after that. I will remind menl:>ers of the audience if you do have any particular questions of panelists 
during breaks, you can come up and visit with them and ask questions. 

The next scheduled ccmnenter is Arthur Gottschalk. Mr. Arthur Gottschalk? I would call Donna 
Oallesasse. I think we will go ahead and take our five minute recess now and restrne at approximately 
10 o'clock. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken.) 

MR. EIGLREN: I would like to reconvene this 'public hearing on the draft EIS and the SSC project being 
held in Aurora, Illinois, on the 7th of October, 1988. Where we left off earlier, was at the 9:55 slot 
for this morning's session. Arthur Gottschalk? Next scheduled cannenter is Darlene Violetta. Would 
you cane forwoard to the podium, please and give us your name and address for the record? 

STATEMENT BY DARLENE VIOLETTO 

MS. VIOLETTO: My name is Carlene Violette. I am president of the Batavia Chamber of Camierce. My 
hane address is 38W 253 Monterey, in Batavia. 

The Batavia Chantler of Conmerce ts in full support of the SSC in Illinois. You gentlemen of the 
Department of Energy have to make a dectsion.based upon what is best for the state and the SSC itself. 
The SSC is good for Illinois. The Batavia Chamber of Camierce wants the SSC and I want the SSC built 
in Illinois. 

We are the best place. because what you are looking at in Illinois is quality. Illinois -- we are 
n1,111ber one. I would like to address two issues regarding the draft Environmental l~t Statement. 
Nllllber one, public support. The Batavia Chamber of Camierce petition drive that we carried out was a 
one day drive. We had 150 volunteers that day and they went door to door. 

We received more than 4,000 signatures in support. Our biggest problem is finding people at home. We 
had no problem at all getting signatures. 

The second issue regarding the draft Envirortllental Impact Statement. it did not address what happens to 
Fermi tf the SSC goes elsewhere. Fermi becanes a second-rate facility, or worse it closes down. If it 
closes, we estimate a loss of 2200 jobs at Fennt, a loss of 22 indirect jobs created by Fermi. And a 
loss of $180 million of the annual budget. 

Illinois has sorrething to lose tf the SSC goes elsewhere. That negative impact should be addressed iri 
the Environnental l111>act Statement. Thank you. 
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MR. EIGL.REN: The next scheduled cannenter is Tom VanCleare followed by Rosemarie Dillon. Tom 
VanCleare? Is Tom VanCleare here? Rosemarie 01llon? Rosemarie Dillon? Tom Smith? Tan Smith? Jeff 
Schielke? Jeff Schielke? Richard Craig? Richard Craig? frank Miller? Frank· Hiller? Howard Harrmer? 
Howard Hanmer? Albert D. McCoy? 

HR. McCOY: I am here. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. Going to have you step forward, sir, and give your name and address and the 
organization you are here on behalf of. 

STATEMENT BY Al BERT D. McCOY 

MR. McCOY: Good morning, my name is Albert O. McCoy. I am here in behalf of the Greater Aurora 
ChanDer of Cannerce tn support of the Superconducting Super Colltder. I was also former mayor of the 
city of Aurora fran 1965 until 1977, twelve years. At that time, the National Accelerator Lab decided 
on this location for -its present facility. 

Twenty-two years ago. the Atomic Energy Conmission was in the same position as the Department of Energy 
is today. At this time in 1966, 22 years ago, final sites had been announced for the world's largest 
atom smasher. Discussions pro and con took place at public meetings throughout the Fox River Valley, 
as they should. Many of the 'same fears expressed in 1966 are the same here in 1988, about the Super
conducting Super Collider. Mainly, water contamination. radiation, in case of war, would this be the 
first p1ace to be banbed? Would men in the area becorre sterile? 

Congestion, carrronly called gridlock today, taking of land; however, at that time the Greater Aurora 
Chamber of Comnerce, representing more than 800 members and the largest chamber in the project area, 
wholeheartedly --

MR. EIGUREN: That is just the buzzer system for the school, There ~ill be another one in about two 
minutes and then another one. 

HR. McCOY: Thank you. At that time iO 1966 the Greater Aurora Chamber of Comnerce wholeheartedly 
supported the project and again this year we are again wholeheartedly supporting the project for the 
Superconducting Super Collider. 

The area fran Oakbrook to Aurora has becOllle a high tech research and science corridor of the world. We 
feel that the new facility would continue with the same type of project. I am presenting to you today 
a copy of the resolution approved by the Greater Aurora Chamber of Conrnerce supporting the construction 
of the Superconducting Super Collider here at the Fennilab location. 

~e feel that there ~ill be an estimated savings of approxlmately $5 rnilllon in construction costs. I 
also would like to present to you the photo taken back on January 5, 1967, when the Fox Valley leaders 
here in this area met with the Atomic Energy Cormlission in Washington, when the fonnal announcement of 
the Natio_nal Accelerator Project was given to the country. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Mr. McCoy. we did not get your address for the record, sir. I need that, if you would 
please give tt. 

MR. McCOY: 265 L-R-A, LRA Drive, Aurora, Illinois 60506. 

HR. E!GlllEN: Thank you. 

HR. McCOY: Thank you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Received by Mr. McCoy for the record is a resolution fran the Greater A~rora Chamber of 
Ccmnerce, and attached to it is a photograph entitled, "AtORliC Energy CC11111ission, Meeting 1/5/67, 
Washington, D.C." 

At this point, ladies and gentlemen, we are running considerably ahead of time. What I am going to do 
is take one walk-in registrant then I will go back to the top of the list and call those names of 
in-dividuals whose n/JITll! I called earlier and were not here. 

At this time I would call Dennis E. Kanes. 

STATEMENT BY DENNIS E. KOMES 

MR. KOMES: I am Denny Komes, 621 Seneca Drive, Aurora, Illinois 60506. I am here on my own behalf as 
a private citizen. 

I am a native of the area. My family roots go back to the land that ts now Fermi lab. I want to go an 
record as being 100 percent in favor of the SSC being located tn Illinois. The SSC will improve the 
economy, bring jobs, brlng research and enhance the-growth of the high tech corridor. 
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When Fermi lab was being considered for Illinois, I was opposed for all the same reasons I hear frcxn the 
opponents to the SSC. Fermllab has been an asset to Illinois and the Fox Valley aesthetically as well 
as econCJ»ically. The opponents of Fennilab, including ne. were wrong, and 1 believe the opponents of 
SSC are wrong. 

Fermi lab has brought only positive to our area, and the SSC will bring only positive also. Time does 
not stand still. We either move forward or backward, progress or regress. Progress always involves a 
certain element of risk and the fear of change. We can not escape that part of life. 

However, the positive scientific and econc:mic iq:iact of the SSC in our area make the risk worthwhile, 
and we will overccme our fears, as we did the fears of Fennilab. Bring the SSC to Illinois. Thank 
you. 

MR.· EIG~EN: We will go back to the hearing llst and call names of individuals who had a prior t\me 
slot and were not here when I called their name. Arthur Gottschalk? Tcm VanCleare? Rosemarie Dillon? 
Tan Smith? Jeff Schielke? 

Sorry about that. You have your name and address for the record, sir? And any affi11ation you may 
care to --? 

STATEMENT BY HON. JEFFREY SCHIELKE 

MR. SCHIELKE: My name is Jeffrey Schielke, S-C-H-1-E-L-K-E, my address 101 North Island Avenue, 
Batavia, lllino~am currently sitting in my second four-year term as the mayor of the city of 
Batavia which 1s the hone CCJm1Jnity of the Fenni National Accelerator Laboratory. 

It is my pleasure this morning to appear here before you and share some of the env1rormental expe
riences that our particular Caml.lnity has had with this facility, having been the hane facility of 
Fermi lab for the past 20-odd years. 

Batavia, 1 think today, is in a very unique situation, in that our particular conmunity has been the 
one that many of the other areas throughout the United States have come to visit. And the other areas 
research as to whether or not they would like to have the SSC in their particular region. 

As a result of that. my particular office alone has had 62 separate contacts with either citizen 
groups, governmental agencies or newspaper reporters,- TV networks, whatever, frcm all the other various 
portions of the country asktng about what the Fermi lab experience has been with Batavia. 

1 think people come to Batavta. Illinois, and they find the very different answer to what the Fermi lab 
experience has been and what they are expecting to hear. In that I think. they come to Batavia expect
ing to find that we will tell them that Fermi lab has been a major economic impact in our particular 
ccmnunity. 

And I think from the historical standpoint we can not necessarily say that that is true. Our particu
lar CCJlllllJnity today has an industrial park that is inmediately adjacent to the north boundary of 
Fermi lab. and in that industrial park they have about 80 fnci.lstries. lam in total honesty with you 
today; l think I would be stretching the truth were I to tell you that all the 80 industries are 
located there because of their proximity to Fermi lab. 

However, 1 think what has been the real blessing that Fermi lab has brought to Batavia is what we feel 
has been the strength of envirormental protection which that particular facility has brought to our 
CCfnTil.lnity. And when I say that Batavia. Illinois, today, I think would be a n1.1ch bigger city, our 
problems as a cannunity which would be ITlJCh more C°"'3lex, and despite any economic benefits which we 
could have got off the land which is now in the 6800 acre site that caTiprises the Fermi lab Accelerator 
Laboratory. I think the vast majority of Batavia residents today are very thankful and appreciative 
that the Fenni facility is there. 

Fermi lab has been an outstanding neighbor to our conrnunity. In 20 years or better of lffe with it, ft 
has never smoked. tt has never smelled, tt is never pal luted, it has never forced us to be evacuated. 
Environmentally, it has provided us with very little. tf any, negat1v-e impacts that we, as a comnunity, 
can cite. 

So today I think Batavia as a CCJ11nl.lnity shares the belief that Fermi lab has had a very positive envi
ronmental f111>act. Our fear here today fs and ff the SSC is not brought to Illinois, and ff this 
facility is not brought here, that sorreday perhaps the Fenn1 facility could go away, and that being the 
case I think a lot of Batavia would shudder at the idea that that 6800 acres could be opened for pri
vate developnent whfch could bring with it a lot of new prob lens of· growth, traffic, people tapping 
into our water table, going into our sewer systems. 
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I think the adverse irrpact that would be created on Batavta by the SSC not coming or Fenn11ab even
tually going away as a result of that step. could have a far llYJre drastic 11Tflact on our carmunity than 
probably any other thing that we could think of at the moment. 

Fermilab has been the natural buffer in our Cam1Jnlty as far as prohibiting the westward expansion of 
the urbanized area coming out from Chicago, and as a result of that I think the citizens of our com
munity really appreciate Fermi lab. 

The people who have worked there who have moved into our comnuntty have been outstanding citizens, they 
have all been very good contributors, and I think today that Batavia ts very, very pleased to call 
itself the horre cam1.1n\ty of Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, and we certainly -- l think the 
vast majority of the residents that I. represent, and I have been the mayor of that comnunity now for 
better than seven years -- are strongly 1n support of the SSC caning to I111no1~ and the Fermi National 
Accelerator laboratory. Thank you very much. 

HR. EIGUREN: Moving forward the next comrenter 1s Richard Craig. Richard Craig? Frank Miller? Frank 
Miller. 

STATEMENT BY FRANK MILLER 

HR. MILLER: Good morning ladies and gentlemen. My name is Frank Miller. I reside at 534 Kingsway 
Drive in Aurora, Ill1no~am the chainnan of the Kane County board and I am pleased to join you 
today to comoont on the wide support the Superconducting Super Col\ ider enjoys frm the pub.\ ic sector 
in Kane County and surrounding areas. 

As you know this project has generated considerable attention of this caTJllJnity, which is good. Infor
mation has been readily available to anyone who wants to have his questions answered or who wants to 
find out more about the SSC. The hearings you are conducting over the course of these two days are a 
part of that process. 

As a public official. I appreciate what you are doing and I think you are taking the time to listen to 
what we have to say about the SSC and the Environrrental Impact Statement. 

The SSC in Illinois is a project that has attracted support never seen before for a public project. 
The entire Illinois congressional delegation, the General Assembly, both the Demlcratic and Republican 
Parties of Illinois. the Illinois AFL-CIO, and more than 200 business, labor, education, government and 
service organizations have endorsed the SSC. 

It would be difficult to measure the number of people who belong to those grOups. But it is safe to 
say that the number 1s considerable. Perhaps the most concrete evidence of the support the SSC has in 
Illinois is the legislation that was unanimously approved earlier this year by the State General 
Assembly and signed into law by Governor Thanpson on August 24, 1988. 

The fact that this bill gained unanimous approval is significant when you stop to consider the diver~ 
s.ity of Illinois and how those interests are represented in the General Assembly. 

From the major metropolitan areas of Chicago, the fanning conmunities of downstate Illinois and the 
areas of southern Illinois, the legislators of those regions joined· together to vote for the SSC bill. 
The SSC bill accOfT1llishes four things. none of which we hope or think will have to be used. 

In brief. as I am sure you are aware, the SSC bill contains safeguards for property values, tax 
revenues for local governments, farmland equity and insurance against building damage. I might add 
that even the Illinois Association of Realtors doubts that this bill is necessary, sinc:e it issued a 
fonnal opinion that property near a government facility. such as the SSC does not decline in value. 

The Association said, if anything, that the value of the property goes up. I mentioned these facts 
today because the Environmental Impact Statement did not include-them and I think they are important. 
They add to the list of .the reasons why the SSC should be built in Illinois. here _in the Fox Valley, at 
Fermi lab. 

Growth in this area is another issue of great concern to public officials, such as myself and the 
people we represent. A recent study said that among the [copy missing] surrounding Chicago, Kane 
County ts growing the fastest of them all. Faster than even DuPage County, which has experienced 
tremendous growth in the 1980's. As a public official this is a matter of serious concern to me. 

In my opinion, the SSC offers us a chance to control that growth. to shape it in a way that encourages 
economic developnent while maintaining the integrity of the ct111Tl.inity. Kane County and our neighbors 
have enjoyed the benefits of Fennilab for more than 20 years. It is a positive part of our lives. 
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You folks have it down as a possible place to dl.mp stuff. My parents. my··grandparents; my·great-great ... 
grandparents, my dead sister are all in Jericho cemetery. I put a plaque there to 111ark tt as the first 
place-· in Suga-r:-- GTowe Township to: have a ch.lTCh~ And': r pa-id-- for •st of it·. r usecfl ttie. money· that was 
gjven when my• mott..r died •. 

t am "ery upset about this and l believe union people have a right, but really I· da not think- this is 
fair. They want to take our land and our hopes and our kids' futures and sell them for scrne jobs when 
'"' have no shortaga of Jobs. - tf' that ts· fa;r [i can not do anything about it and I· ... s afi-atd I 
would cry if 1 said anything. 

MR:. E1GUREN-: I, .-,going to: ga .. to the· top~·af our· speaker'·s list for-this mc:rm·ihg' and'ca-11-· those names 
of tndlvldoecls that. had prior t111'4slot,,.1md1 .. ,.., not here -.hen I c1•Hed their""""' krthtfl" 
GattschaJl<7• T°'"' VanCleoM>? Ro .... rle D.Hlcm?' n. Siolth7' Rtohard'Cralg7' -d• -?· Steve 
Errede? -Patrtck LaHaster? They are still not here so \Ille w111 now resurre. move it down the pre
reg4stered list. -- - Fre<:l>7 · 

91 I STATEMENT BY KW< FRECH 

HR. FRECH' Good nllmlng. I ... Mark Frech. And. I .., the Director of the llllnots Department· of 
Conservation. We~are- responstb-Je. -- we are·- tha stat• agency- responsible ---for- the· preservation. 
conservat 1on and· enhancement·. ar~ I-11 ;no1s~ · 'last -natural re90\lrces' and pl"Oll lding outdoor recreational 
oppcrtunity for our citizens. 

Our Department manages.aver 365:,.0QQ,acres o.f land~- tncluding,state parks-. conseNation Meas, state 
forests and nature preserves. We also provide fishery, forestry and wildlife management assistance on 
public and. pl".ivate lands:. We-interpret- the·ncttural resources·, condUet hunting, boatfng;, trapping, 
sJ1fM'Jlobi 1 inq. edt!catton and safety· classes:. and~ enforce- conse'N6t ion-related¥ regulations. 

We review all federal and state permit applications, envirormental impact statements. and'provide 
appropriate ctll'lllents and reconmendations to federal, state and local agencies. tn th\s context Con
servation has rev-iewed:the:Departm!!nt of Energy's August. 1988,- dra~ Env-ironmenta:l Impact Statement. 

Genera 1 ly. frcm an envi rol'1J'lenta 1 perspective•- ft ·pr:o'lotdes sane. ex<=•l lient" infot"TMt 1on• During our 
review, we did. however, note several technical tnaccuracie3. omissions. etc. The State's written 
cament• to.the Department. of Eiierg:y·wil:l elaborate CIT these 1t"aas. 

Based on our knowledge of the site, the environrrental information presented. in the' draft El-S- and our 
parttcipat1on in the project to this date, it is still our opinion that fl"Odl • Departwent perspective 
the_ SSC. can·. be- cons.tructed and operated: in fu 11. accor.dance w.fth all env.-troRmettta-1 requlat ions' and w\th 
minimal environmental f~acts .. , 

For these- reasons, the: Department of CcnseMFat.ioo. continues· to support Tocat tnq the ssc: project tn 
I 11 ino1S"'4- Further.~ the State, of I l'l ino.is hr cornitted to ~loy1ng desi!Jn· anct construct"ion measures 
that.will avoid and/or m:inimtze:· any environmental tnf18C1:s:.. 

And fina.1 ly,. where impacts do occur" they "i 1.1 be- ,.lt'igated- to the fullest e>ctent possible. Relative 
to environmenta 1 impacts, the media re.leases that we have seen in the slJQllary of the draft EIS are mis
leading relative to.. the-project·'s potential and actt.ia-•l; impact on° IlllnoiS".• wetlands- and on· threatening 
endangered species. 

To clear up these misconceptions, I have asked several of my staff to discuss these items tn detail 
with, you• today' limediatel:.< following my. praseotatton1 Marl< Hubbell, who is the department 'swet land 
coordinator, wi 11 discuss i~acts--, to:- lllinot~~ wetlands-.. And later th ts afternoon, our· supervisor for 
our natural heritage division, Mr. Carl Becker will discuss 1q>acts on threatening endangered species, 
W>ith special refarence:tacthe prdTie- btlslr~lovar anditlle Indiana bat; · 

The Department appreciates the opportunity to participate in this pub.lie;. hearing· and we· lOok: forward to 
the consunmatton of the site selection process in November. Should Illinois be selected as the site 
fcm the> ~SC" tts• devefopnent will' bee"' high prior.it)' for· thed)epartment of' CimservM:itin, 

Cons,istent·_ with'., our-· respons 1b1'.ltt:Jes .. of::- protection,. and:enhancanent of:· the-ft-sh, wt•ltH if"i!~and- recrea
t tona 1 resources, the Department wiilJ· cooperate.,., fu;l'.ly- wtttr. the Dapafltment. of:· Energy. tff the- implementa
t ton of this important project. Thank you very much for the opportunity to cament. We look forward 
to·. ycut dee.ht ion,._ 

MR. EIG!.REN: Our next scheduled comnenter is Marvin Hubbe 11. 
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HR. HUBBELL: Goad roornfng, my name is Marvfn Hubbell. l am the wetlands prc>gram adw1n1strator for the 
Illinois Department of Conservation. My address is 524 South 2nd Street, Springfield, Illinois. 

As the wetlands program --

HR. EIGIJ!EN: Sir, tip the mike up a little bit --the other way. Thank you. 

MR. HUBBELL: As the wetlands program atministrator for the Department of Conservation it is my respon
sibility to develop a statewide wetlands protect1on program. As paf1: of that pr()gram I am also 
respansible for the conducting of the Illinois Portion of the Nat$onal Wetlands lnventory. The 
National Wetlands Inventory has been Ca11Jleted for the SSC project area. It was finished in 1985. 

The Inventory has: been dfgttized, mounted on a state's geograph1ca1 information system. and therefore, 
allows us to make an evaluation of the potential impacts of this project. 

Based upon those maps and site visits, we estimate that there are approx1mate1y 1~029 acres of wetlands 
within the SSC project area. Of that approximately 169.6 acres or 18.4 percent of those wetlands fall 
to possible construction footprints of the SSC project. Of these 189.6 acres, only about 6.58 acres, 
or six-tent~s of one percent are likely to be directly affected by construction act1v1ties. 

These wetlands can be divided into two groups: those which have been altered by drainage, fanning or 
construction activities tn the past, and those "'1ich have not been previously altered. 

Of these 6.58 acres of wetlands within the potential affected area, 5.69 or five and seven-tenths acres 
have previously been altered by activities. less than one acre, or .89 tenths of one acre have not 
been previously altered, but have been impacted by sedimentation and other changes in surface water 
flows. 

The additional 183 acres which have been identified are located in areas of potential future construc
tion. Until such time as the location of facilities are finalized a complete assessment of whatever 
ilJ1)acts might be m!tde to the wetland resources are not possible. 

As stated by Director Frech, the State of Illinois is cannitted to Esnploying design and construction 
measures which will void and minimize environmental irrpacts, including the direct alteration or 
destruction of wetland$. 

In addition, the construction of these activities will not result in the pennanent alteration or dis
ruption of surface water flows to the wetlands outside of construction footprints. 

Based upon these comnents. conmitrrents and available resource data, I am confident that the proposed 
construction ""°rk for the SSC project will impact far less than the 850 acres identified in the earlier 
environmental assessment. In fact I anticipate the direct impacts to be only 6.5 acres, and of these 
5.6 acres have been previously altered. Where impacts are not avoidable, full mitigation of wetland 
type and function will be accanplished. Thank :you very much for the opportunity to--. 

MR. EIGLREN: The next scheduled cOJrmenter is Michael Wiant. Michael Wiant. 

STATEMENT BY DR. MICHAEL WIANT 

DR. WIANT: My name is Or. Wiant. I am the curator of anthropology at the Illinois State Museum whose 
director, Dr. R. Bruce McMillan I represent at these proceedings. 

The museum's role in Illinois' effort to host the Superconducting Super Collider is the identification 
and dcxa.mentation of cultural and pa1eobiologica1 sites, resources that are protected by a variety of 
laws and executive orders. 

Specifically, we have searched historical doc:i.nents, interviewed land owners and tenants, and conducted 
fieldwork throughout Illinois' proposed SSC stte to identify cultural resources such as prehistoric and 
historic archeological site~. and historical and/or architecturally i111>ortant standfng structures. and 
paleobiological sites, locations where fossil bearing deposits are found. 

We have continued our study since we subn1tted 1nfonnation for the Env1ronnental Impact Statement, and 
1 would like to take this opportunity to provide you with an ·update of our investigations. 

To date we have examined ·approximately 60 percent of the land that ""°uld be affected by the construc
tion and operation of the proposed SSC. including land affected by proposed upgrades of local infra
structure and other activities that will facilitate this project. 
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In addition, in an effort to maximize the fle»ibi,1-ity of 1-llinoia--' s'1te:, if. sane design-changes-a-re 
required, we have examlned buffered areas around the side of each proposed SSC facility. We have 
doclAlleflted 79 prehistoric and ll historical archeological sites in areas that may- b&affected by the 
SSC construction and operation. In addition our research indicates that there may be as ~~ny as 79 
potentia..1 histo:rdGa'-11 s-ites. .... which are- loeations. wilere' hiStar,iCa;lly.-docum?ntetf; structures are: no- longer 
stancHng_ 

We cosponsored arr a-rchitecturacl survey_ of stancUng_, structures:- trr- unincorporated areas: of ~ane •. Kenda.1-1 
and DuPage counties 1 n- cooperatiorr with the I· 11 ino:t s lti s.tur-ic. Preservat torr Agency .. hereafter- referr.ed
to as I.H.P.A., and the Kane County Development Department. A total of 185 pre-1945 structures were 
ident..tfted and the.if" archltes.tura..l char-act.e-r-dccumented. 

Cu lturaJ -resources ara protected. by- the- provis-ioos.,of severa,1· F-edera·:l1 laws,_ incJuding.. section 106 of 
the Nat iona t Historic. flreservation- Act af 196& asc amended. This; lawt also esbb:lishes~ crdteria, by, which 
cu ltura.r proper.ties are deemed: signjf ican-t. 

A preliminary assessment of cultural resources documented thus far indicates that none of the archeo
logica l sites_. appearsc eligible for nomina.t ton· in:-. the: National' Reg.ister of Historic Placa. Most- of Uie 
prehistoric.sites are spatia l.ly_- sma'~ l· scatters of: stone artifacts· repre-sent.ing; short: term·, occupat·ions. 

The historica·l · archeelogjca-'1 s.-i"tes, mostly. the-- remains.• of. residentia-1, or- f aria structures, range-·_ in· age 
from 1830 to the early 20th century. OoclRllentation of the architectural character and· the history. of
standing structures is [copy missing]. 

Cultural.resource information gathered· through the irusellR's. efforts is-forwarded.to·.the State Histor·ic~ 
Preservation Office, which is part of l.H.P.A. A final de-tennination-.of tha significance-or all cu.i
tural resoiJrces is the responsibility of this agency. 

If any, site or structure. is. deemed, significant,. we- W·i 11 of course reeoor.ando avo.idance of the. property. 
Recognizing._ that avoidance is not. aJways· pos&-ib le; the; sc.ient.if le·· and aesthetic~ va~lue of cuJtura l 
resources can be preserved by systematic- investigation through· excavation- an<Ldeta;i.led st~dy. 

Another a..lternat.iio'e can he· described": as. adaptive, use. A-t the Femt lab-. stanc:Ung; structure~r have been. 
used. to-house the laboratory~ s, staff w-lthaut significant ly,.-nodify,ing- the, structure's· architectura.l 
character-. 

The Illinois State Musetin has also conducted a field survey and literature search for paleobiolbgical 
resources in the SSC study area. 

A total.of 82. high probability:areaa, primarily,bogs.and.naturaJ.depress-1ans were v.isitecL These sltes 
were-evaluated for their potent1al to produce paleoentological resources by examining natural and 
artificial outcrops. In addition sediment SafTllles were collected and processed for microfaunal and 
macrof lora]_ rSllains. Hand coring and mechanica 1 hydrau,]ic. coring. maE:hina was :.ised to· in'Jes.ttgate 
subsurface· deposits. 

During. thi&- survey· six, vertebrate sites and, five [copy miss.ing): sites:_ .. were. loca.ted irr the study area. 
One 15 meter core from Nelson Lake-that contains Pleistocene and Holocene: vegetatlon,recorct was 
collected. In addition we have two five meter cores frCITI Spring and Island Lakes that contain a 
ccmp..1ex lacustr:ine. record •. 

All. potentJal cons.tructi on areas within. the corridor were -assessed and sampled for pa:.leob-io:loglca.1 
resources when possible. None were found to contain- any.. paJeob..io·loqjca} resources. 

In c.los.ing,._ it.. is. important to unde-rs-tand that the- State of lllino:is:-,_ recognii:ing:-the>.vaJue of' its· 
scientific resources, has made every effort to insure that signif:icant aultur&l and- paleob.itxlO§.ii::a;--1 
resources wtll not be unnecessarily disturbed or destroyed by construction and operation of the SSC. 
Although our efforts are not finished, judging frCITI what we now knmt,.. cans.tr:act.iorr,amtoperat.ion.of ~ 
SSC will not seriously lmpact these valuable scientific resources. Thank you. 

MR;.. ElGl.RfK.;.: Dr. Wiant. we have-- SOlfle, c:.la-rify.ing questiOM we wau-Jch like. briask. you.-. 

MR. NELSEN: Dr. Wiant~ I had a question with regard to sane of the studies you have dene:. Have you: 
submitted any data or graph reports that would show the date or methodologies used or anything of that 
sort?. Or- ar.e..~ subft.itt !ng., si~l).', whaL you sa-.id? 

DR .. WIANT: .. f aa-.subm.it.ting,--the--,manuscr.ipt L have-·preparoed has:.beert:sul:llritted:;ta:.you..~ L can.cer
tainly back tt up with ttdditional tab·les;aAd.,dact.mentat.ion. It·_iS>cerla-iniy av&i~lahle-., 

MR. NELSEN: Fine. I am just asking if you are just adding some a~ittonal documentation of the data 
that )'OU suggnted. 

OR. WIANT: l wi 11 fo.,..rd tt. 



HR. EISlREN: The next scheduled corrmenter 1s Mary Bushnell. 

916 STATEMENT BY MARY BUSHNELL 
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MS. BUSHNELL: Good morning. My name ;S Mary Bushnell and I am speaking today as Chainnan of the· 
Illinois Chamber of Ccmnerce Coom1ssion. The Ccmnerce Comnission 1s responsible for regulating 
investor-owned utilities in the State of Illinois, including the three utilities that will be serving 
the SSC at the Fennilab site: Camionwealth Edison ~any for electricity, Northern Illinois Gas 
Ccmpany for natural gas and for telecc.miunications, Illinois Bell Telephone Canpany. 

Each will provide its own technical carments on the draft Environmental I111>act Statement. I would like 
to highlight several items in the draft EIS that concern public utilities service at the SSC site. 
First the draft EIS points out, and I quote, "Carmonwealth Edison currently serves Fennilab, whose 
electrical load is c°""arable to that expected fran the SSC. The Fennilab pulsing load has reached 
peak values of 200 megawatts without causing system outages or instabilities. Thus, the necessary 
system capability may be thought to be essentially in place." 

The draft EIS also correctly notes that Illinois is the only state among the final candidates that 
already has the necessary electrical generating capacity available for use by the SSC. This advantage 
means that the SSC will not depend on the approval and construction of additional facilities. 
Furthennore, only two miles of new power transmission 11nes will be needed to serve the SSC after 
construction is cCJnpleted. 

Second, the draft EIS points out for Illinois, and I quote, "The supply of natural gas to the region is 
considered to be far in excess of the demands either currently placed on the service network or 
expected to be placed On the network for many years." 

Northern Illinois Gas Ccmpany's connections with four major interstate pipeline suppliers assures an 
adequate supply of econcmical natural gas for the SSC in a manner similar to the existing service to 
Fermi lab. The C0111>any also has a large underground storage facility only a few miles southwest of the 
SSC site that 1s used to supply natural gas during periods of peak demand. 

Third, the draft EIS points out and again I quote, "Illinois Bell Telephone Canpany can provide tele
ccxm1Un1cat1ons service to the SSC project. Given the status of the current equiprrent, no new cCJTmUni
cation lines will need to be installed for the SSC." In other words, Illinois Bell's modern fiber
optic system is ready and able to serve the site of the SSC and r.o major additional expenditures are 
required. 

In sum, all affected utilities have ample capacity to serve the Illinois SSC site with minimal envi
ronmental illJlact. In fact, only 6 acres of land will be required for all utilities' services to the 
SSC. 

Moreover, the Illinois utilities can meet the demands of planning for growth as also discussed in the 
draft. The Illinois Comnerce Carmission in its regulatory role will continue to plan for and mandate 
the coordinated cost-effective expansion of the various utilities system to meet expected demand. 
Through the planning process already in place in the State cf Illinois, adequate utilities services to 
projects such as the SSC are assured. 

In conclusion, I would like to thank the Department of Energy for this opportunity to ccnment on the 
draft EIS on behalf of the Illinois Comnerce Corrmission. The Carmission stands ready to facilitate any 
additional speci.fic Illinois utility plans and proposals for the SSC, to insure timely implementation 
of th1s important project for this state. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. ladies and gentlemen, we are now at the hour of 10:55. We are going to be in 
recess for five minutes and res!Alle at 11:00. 

{Whereupon, a short recess was taken.) 

MR. EIGl.REN: ladies and gentlemen we are going to resume this public hearing held on October 7, 1988, 
Session Three, Aurora, Illinois. The hour is now 11:07 a.m. tn the morning. We are going to continue 
on down our list of pre-registered speakers. We would ask if everyone would please take their· seats so 
that we may res1.1ne? 

At thts po1nt we have two additional comnenters whose names I have not called. And a nl.lllber of com
menters who pre-registered whose names have been called ear.lier that are not here. I am going to go 
ahead and continue on down the list. but I would first ask that everyone please take their seats. OUr 
next scheduled comnenter ts Stan Yonkauskt, followed by Gary Wright. 
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MR. YONKAUSKI: Good morning, my name ts Stan Yonkauski, Y-0-N-K-A-U-S-K-I. I am the general coun~el 
for the Illinois Department of Energy and Natural Resource~ has been our pleasure and our respon
sibility, the Department, to essentially lead tlie State's effort to have the SSC sited in Illinois. We 
have put together a team of 200 experts, many of whan you are listening to and hearing over the course 
of these two hearings. 

And these experts and we have worked long and hard to put together what we believe is a good proposal, 
what we believe is actually the best proposal without a doubt for siting the SSC anywhere. In all of 
our effort to locate the SSC, the State has been forced into or assLaning several different ro1es. We 
have taken on the role of proposer. We are suggesting to the DOE that the site be located or that the 
SSC be located here in Illinois. And as proposer we were given specific crlteria by which we had to 
put together our proposal. We were given a template. We were given the specific size and location of 
the SSC. 

The land r-equirenents. We were given technical requirements. Mary Bushnell talked about the utilltles 
required. We were giving information about geology and we provided back a proposal based on resear~h. 
based on Jnfonnation that was developed and prepared by our staff and the staffs of the State Depart
ment and $tate contractors over approximately five years. 

That expertise and that information is without a doubt the best of any state, the most reliable, the 
most in depth of any state that is suggesting that the SSC be located there. Proof of that is that 
Illinois made the BQL list. There were only eight that did, one dropped out. 

A second role that we assume is as a representative of statewide interests. It is in this role that we 
chose to suggest that the SSC be located in lllinois. A review of the technical merits prior to the 
submission of the proposal and a review of the politics behind pursuing this project led us to believe 
that it was good for Illinois. That the jobs, the prestige to academia, the retention ~f Fermi lab ~as 
important to the state of Illinois, important enough for us to pursue this project. 

In our last role and perhaps our most important role, we have assumed the responsibility of represent
ing the citizens in the area of the SSC. 

MR. EIGUREN: We all ~ve agreed -- we will not have that. 

MR. YONKAUSKI: My cheering section has CcmP. out. As a representative of the citizens in this area, 
perhaps a small exception. 

The Depar-tm2nt has been responsible for making information available about the SSC. The staff of the 
Department has been making speeches in this area for three or four years. We have been meetlng with 
government leaders at least for three years. We have been ·- we have had opened a lo~al office for two 
years. And we have recently, through the assistance and direction of local goverrinent leaders, the 
county boards developed a mitigation advisory task force, whose responsibility it is to advise the 
State on issues relating to the environmental impact of this area. 

This task force will provide us information which we can forward to the Department of Energy on the 
environmental impacts that are important to the citizens who are aware of the SSC and who have taken 
the time to recognize the benefits and the potential costs of the SSC to this area. 

We ha~e also been respansible for legislation, legislation that has been described by -- I did not ~naw 
that I was that much of a cClfledian.· Chairman Frank Miller already described what we would call the SSC 
Good Neighbor Bill, which \s legislation that was designed and passed without the assistance of our 
jeering green-clad neighbors here to mitigate sane of the concerns of these specific people. 

Now another role that we are assuming as representative of the area is to suggest sane strategies for 
mitigation. It is Togica1 to assume that a project of thts size is going to have some invariable 
impacts. We can quibble over the nt6!Klers of wetlands, the numbers of wells. that kind of thing. ~e 
are providing information, specific information on that. I am not a technical expert in that area.- We 
had technical experts presenting infonnation on that. 

But from a -- ln a silTl)listic sense, the envirorwnental impacts that are remaining that are not very 
specific stem from the surface uses of lands associated with the building of-the SSC. lf it ts pos
sible to eliminate or minimize some of the surface uses of the lands, It may be possfble to eliminate 
or minimize environmental i~acts associated with this project._ 

Therefore, the State of Illinois would urge the Department of Energy review the land requirements for 
the SSC. 
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However, those conrnents will not have any significant effect on the overall conclusions of the analy
sis. Based on our review of the draft Envirormental Impact Statement, as well as other doc1..1T1ents 
relating to the design, construction and operation of the SSC, the Illinois Department of Safety con
cludes that it is unlikely that any member of the general public in Illinois will receive any measur
able radiation exposure from operation of the SSC. Than~ you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Ladies and gentlemen, that concludes our list of pre-registered ccnmenters. I am going 
to go back to the top of the list and call those individuals that were pre-registered that were not 
here earlier. This will be the fourth time I have called these names. Arthur R. Gottschalk, Tom 
VanCleare. Rosemarie Dillon, Tom Smith, Richard Craig, Howard Hanmer, Steve Errede, Patrick laMaster. 

STATEMENT BY PATRICK LA MASTER 

MR. laMASTER: My name is Patrick laMaster and I teach physics at the Illinois Math and Science 
Acade'!'Y-~ have also taught at Naperville Central High School and at West Chicago Conmunity High 
School:.JMy interest in the environmental impact is basically how it is· going to affect the educational 
environment in this area. -

And I see the SSC as being COfllllissioned as a tool to teach us scmething. And I hope that it is under
stood that this educational preciousness is very far-reaching. Beyond those people that touch the 
machine, there are people that come to see things that happen there and people that can learn through 
programs that will offer. 

I hope it is lo_cated somewhere where 1t has as many people ava1 !able to t:Jwch it and learn from it as 
possible. I am not sure of the other sites, but I know that in this area there is an e~Len3ive network 
of teachers who meet, I know, in tenns of physics teachers, that meet on a regular basis and try to 
provide for their students the maximum educational possibilities available to them. 

I know in terms of physics that there are three groups in this area: Physics West meets once a month, 
Physics Northwest and the Chicago section of the APT. Once a year all three of those groups gets 
together in an evenjng to sit around and have pizza and talk about things. And usually we have upwards 
of 120 physics teachers that get together. which represents approximately 25 percent of those that 
would attend the national meeting of physics education. So you can see that science education in this 
area is very important. 

l know other disciplines such as chemistry and biology have similar turnouts. Just one week ago today 
Illinois held the Illinois Science Teachers Association Meeting. Had more than 4,000 science teac~ers 
meet. Annually the national science teachers convention draws approximately 9-10,000. So you can see 
that Illinois is very much involved in science education. 

Fennilab presently offers upwards of 30 different educational programs that affect students from all 
ages and all interests. In terms of how l use it, I have attended work.shops that they have provided. 
I am able to call up people over there and if they are doing something my students might find interest
ing, they will arrange tours far them to come and visit, see what is going on. I also have had sar.e 
gifted students that l have been able to arrange rrentorships with people that have worked there and 
have been very pleased with their willingness to work with my students. 

Fermi lab and the SSC are a very different sort of phenomenon in this area. We are very lucky to have 
so many high tech resources along the 1-88 corridor that support education. Fennilab is different in 
that lt is not for people to build a better mousetrap or ta have patents. It is a very open 
environment. I have always found that the people that work there very willing to bend over backward to 
help myself and my students to get the most we can out of what we are interested in. 

In conclusion, I would just like to say that when you decide to place it somewhere you think about 
that. That it is not placed out in the middle of a desert, where no one will cane to see it and 
students will not have the opportunity to see and feel and touch science, that they will on~y find out 
what goes on there by reading about lt in books. I would be very pleased to have it located ln this 
area because we have so many students that could Qenefit frcm it. And it has such a tremendous impact 
on what we do as teachers. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUR.EN; That CCJn1>letes our list of scheduled cOITTT1enters for this IT'Orning's session. 
question, is there anyone who is pre-registered to cOlmlent before this hearing panel that 
the opportunity to cClrlfl\ent? 

I ask the 
has not had 

Tt~re not being anyone in that particular circumstance, and given the fact that we have comnitted to be 
here until noon today, I am going to go ahead and recess this morning session subject to the call of 
the moderator. In the event that we have someone that is pre-registered that does sh°"' up before noon 
we will reconvene. If we do not have anyone appear that 1s pre-registered, we will ret;cnmence or 
restart this hearing at 2 p.m. in this gymnasium this afternoon. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken.} 
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MR. EIGUREN: It is now 11:35 a.m. on October 7, 1988, and we are reconvening our morning hearing on 
the draft Environmental Impact Statement on the SSC project. As we mentioned before we went off the 
record, we had called four times the names of all pre-registered conmenters and took all those indi
viduals Who were here for inclusion on the record. At this point. we have two additional ccmnenters, 
one pre-registered and one walk-in who requested the opportunity to camient on the DEIS before the 
hearing panel. So with that we will resume the receipt of public ccr.rnent on the DEIS and we will first 
call our walk-in registrant, Brian Cross. 

toe, STATEMENT BY BRIAN CROSS 

MR. CROSS: Hello, my name is Brian Cross. I live at 1100 Chelsea Lane in Aurora.~I came last night 
only to listen, but then felt compelled to take the day off and camient on this~. ~I cannot help but 
notice in looking over the list of speakers that they are all from a very small area in the SSC site. 
I live near here in one of the underground easement areas. 

We have 12,000 people who live in the Fox Valley Villages area of Aurora, which surrounds the school. 
Almost all of it is underground easement area. And I am the only one from that area who showed up. I 
think that shows their level of concern over the SSC: that in probably the area that represents the 
most populational [sic] site only one person shows up. 

I CATCH claims to represent thousands of people, but I think at best they had 200 people last night. My 
impression is that there--the opposition is much more shallow than they would like to make it appear. 
They repetitively used water shortages as the primary reason for opposing the Illinois SSC, but then 
recomrend sit1ng in a desert. That does not make any sense to me. 
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I think the people are confused because the desert is so harsh, they think it is a sturdy ecology. But 
if you go into a desert, and turn over a shovel full of dirt, you can cane back years later and the 
hole wi11 still be there. You do that in the Midwest and three days later the hole will be gone. The 
Midwest ecology is the sturdiest on the continent, and the desert ecologies are the weakest. 

Another environmental issue that needs to be considered in the EIS 1s the impact of not placing the SSC 
here. It is unrealistic to believe that there will be funding for two large institutions like this. I 
can not help believe that Fermi lab will close if the SSC goes elsewhere. 

Fermi lab is in reality the largest park in northern Illinois. On any weekend it appears to be the most 
used public recreation facility in the area. I often take my children and guests there. Fennilab has 
Illinois' largest Canadian goose population, and an ornithologist I met there has sighted 215 of 
Illinois' 305 species of birds, neither (sic] of them threatened or endangered. 

All of this with the concurrently operating accelerator and a construction which is always going on at 
that site. The land locked up in this lab is not 1ost but instead it is preserved. When I went to the 
February scoping meeting at Fermi lab, I went to the CATCH table to see what I could learn from them. 
When I walked up, Bill Tardy, who is head of the opposition was being coached by a man, who I learned 
later on that evening was a professor of physics at Michigan State University, and supporter of the 
Michigan SSC. 

There are a lot of forces at play here that you should understand. Bill Tardy is making a run at 
public office and you have handed him his first political issue. The SSC is like fluoridation of 
water, a project that was researched right here in Aurora in the '30s. A project so obviously right, 
correct and beneficial, but still opposed by some people as sane kind of government plot. 

I live in the affected area and I we1come the SSC to my neighborhood. 

MR. EIGIEEN: Our next comnenter who has now arrived is Richard Craig. You sure you still want to 
camient, Mr. Craig? 

STATEMENT BY RICHARD CRAIG 

MR. CRAIG: My narre is Dick Craig. 

MR. EIGUREN: Can you give us an address, sir, for the record? 

MR. CRAIG: 2N587 [copy missing] Road, West Chicago 60185. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you. 
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HR. CRAIG: You folks want to yell. [copy missing] I like those kind of d1scussion~l""went down to 
Fermi lab and listened to the testimony down there by a lot of politicians. I am kind of disgusted with 
what I heard. See, I did not hear anybody talk about the cause. After a time 1 got up and said my 
peace and talked about a friend of mine that ~as cured of cancer, Ed Doyle. He had a tllrlOr on his 
heart that had grown onto the lung. 

He went down there and in a few treatments he was healed. With no knife, with no Band-Aid, with no 
blood transfusion. He did not even lose his hair. It was quick and tt was easy. And after that the 
meeting was over and I learned roore. l learned more about people that haYe been cured down there. A 
lady with a ttl'llOr in her head. Blood was caning out of her ears. And she went down there for treat-

/ ment and she survlved it. 
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I found out about the new machine -- the first of its kind in the world -- and it is being built right 
now to be installed in Loma Linda. California, tn the university out there. to treat cancer, on a 
production line basis. 

And twas humbled because it would not exist without the cause. I am a little disgusted that 1 was 
born so soon because my father died of brain cancer. He had a tU100r. He went tn the hospital and they 
cut a hole in his head and took tt out and he laid there a vegetable until he died. 

I just wish that that RlaChine had existed to c:ure him. There is people tn this room that oppose 
Fsnnilab. Well, I am going to loose- 189 acres of farmland, it 1s probably going to destroy my way of 
life. I am getting a little old to go out and start over again, but l guess that 1s what I will have 
to do. But that Is ri<.ay because it is for the cause. 

I certainly hope that the technology that they have developed out there wilT continue to benefit man
kind. I have known too many families and too many people that have suffered fraa the surge of cancer 
and the other diseases that can be treated by proton and neutron therapy, and if that place did not 
ex\st. and. tf the collider did not exist, we would not ha'ff! that now. The ne. frontiers that we are 
going to open up with the technology that will be developed by fncreasing the size 'of that ring and 
employing the use of superconductivity that has been developed at Argonne Labs, they are going to 
benefit mankind. and that is in the interest of the cause. 

Sure some people are gotng to have to move but not too many, not as many as thought they would. 
Because that ts merely a plan for everybody to bid_ on. And •hen it '\s finally drawn. tt could be 
entirely different. That cause ts kind-of important because I know of a fellow that sat in prison for 
what he was the kind of fellow that gambled everything he~. his hare. his fortune -- in fact he 
gambled so iruch 1t was his name that kept the United States governnent going. And they were called 
long bobs and short bobs. And they were traded in lieu of money that the Federal government could not 
produce that nobody wanted. 

His name was Robert Horris. George Washington went to see him and they did it all for- the cause. 
hope they build this thing, I hope they butld it here. And I think this is the best place to put it 
based on everything that I have seen. And that cause, sir-, is the· cause of free rren. That is what our 
country is for. I certainly tx>pe we cut out this monkey business and get on with this thing because 
our technological edge is the only thing we have going for us, and the sooner we get on with it the 
better. Thank you. -

MR. EIGUREN: We were only aware of two individuals that wanted to comnent at this point that had 
either pre-registered or walked in and registered at the desk. Is there anyone else here that is 
registered to cannent that has not had the opportunity? That being the case, the hearing panel will be 
here until the hour of 12:00, in the event that we do have additional individuals cone in to cornnent. 
If we do not have anyone else camenting this morning, we will resume our hearing here this afternoon 
at 2 p.m. 

(Discussion was held off the record.) 

It is now 11:47 a.m. and we will once again go back on the record to resume the morning session of our 
public hearing on the DEIS for the SSC project. We have one additional walk-fn registrant, Mary Totz. 

STATEMENT BY MARY TOTZ 

MS. TOTZ: Hi, my name is Mary Tetz. I am from Batavia, Illinois. and first of all I would like to 
thank you gentlemen for- holding these hearings. Because were it not for you gentlemen I do not think 
all the facts would be out on the SSC. From the varlous infonnation you will receive over these few 
days, 1 am sure you will see that additional facts are being brought up all the time, And being 
members of the scientific carmunity, you deal in facts. 

And I know that you are very interested in knoWing the facts on all the sites and basing your opinions 
on that. 
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One of the first things that concerns me about the whole SSC project is that it is a very expensive 
project and it is caning out of our federal funds. And I am sure we all know we have a very large 
federal deficit right now, and we really can not afford to add on to it. And I acknire the last speaker 
who came up and is all for the research and the advances to hU'Tiankind that are coming out of the Super 
Collider or that expect to come out of it. And I feel these advances could be made at any site and not 
necessarily here ln Illinois. 

And I am for the Super Collider. I am not for our rroney being spent on it if it was funded by private 
funds, I think it would be very CClllflendable. And 1f you add up all the funds that go into the adver
tising and.promotion by all the states. we could have probably Paid for 1t by now. 

I live in Batavia, we live in the center of the ring and I do not think it would not affect us 
directly. I know it would affect my taxes for increased schoo~now that our landfill is beyond 
projections by ten years. And we are not accepted [sic] to receive any more landfill material from 
DuPage or Cook County, ~now that the traffic is very ba~d these are all issues that I 
believe have been brought before you . 

But one of the things that really bothers me the tr0st is when I see the people speaking for it a~d 
against it, I notice that the large majority of the people speaking for it are either the businessmen 
in the area or the politicians. And I notice that the people that are speaking against it are the 
people that live heJ'P'. 

My question in the end is ls the Super Collider meant for the good of mankind and is it meant for the 
good of the people in the world and in the United States? And if so, we have the tevatron, it is the 
largest in the world right now. If bigger is better, why are the Nobel prizes going overseas? I do 
not know that it is necessarily in the size of the experimental material as it is in the ingenuity and 
the genius of the scientists themselves. 

Just considering all these things, and also considering that we are the most prosperous point in the 
nation here, in 1111nois. This is one of the argt.ments our politicians have used. They said that our 
funds, our tax nr::inies are the largest given to the Federal government and we receive the least amount 
in return. Ve should be thankful for that, we should not be piggish and want to receive something that 
we do not need. If there is someone really in need and if this country is going to fund this kind of a 
project, give it to the people who need the jobs. Give it to Texas, or increase things out in Arizona. 
I do not feel it belongs here. I do support it, but not in Illinois. Thank you. 

HR. EIGUREN: It is now 11:57 a.m. Given the fact that we have now concluded receipt of all public 
conment for this morning's session, Session F [sic], the DEIS public hearing in Aurora, Illinois, we 
will formally adjourn this morning's public hearing and we will once again take up with our afternoon 
session for this panel at Z:OO p.m. this afternoon here in the gymnasium. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 11:57 a.m., the session was recessed, to reconvene at 2:00 p.m., the same day.) 
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(October 7, 1988: 2:00 p.m.) 

OR. TEMPLE: Good afternoon. I want ta welcome you to the Department of Energy's public hearing on the 
draft Env ironmenta 1 Impact Statement. EIS, for the Superconduct.ing Supe?'" Co 11 ider, SSC. 

My name is Ed Temple and I am the Executive Director of tt-e Oepartment's SSC Site Task Force. I am 
also the presiding official for this hearing. 

The purpose of my brief remarks is to tell yau why we're all here. After my remarks. 1 will ask our 
session moderator, Mr. Eiguren, to outline how we will conduct our meeting this afternoon. 

The purpose of this meeting is to give interested citizens an opportunity to comnent in person on the 
Department's draft EIS on the SSC. 

This hearing is not your only opportunity. You may also send us your written ccrrments which lllJst be 
postmarked by October 17, 1988. 

We want you to know that we are sincerely interested in hearing your conments on this doclJTlent, and 
that each of your conments will be considered and responded to in the final EIS. 

Let me refresh your memories regarding the SSC Site Selection Process. In January, 1987, President 
Reagan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced, and construction funds were requested fr001 
Congress. In April, 1987, the Department issued an invitation for site proposals. 

We subsequently received 43 proposals and 35 of these.were found to be qualified. These qualified 
proposals were forwarded to a joint cannittee of the National Academy of Sciences and the National 
Academy of Engineering for further evaluation. 

Based on the criteria in the invitation, the Acadenies recomnended a best qualified list, saretimes 
called BQL, of eight states to the Departl'Tl?nt. One of these proposals was later withdrawn by the 
proposer. 

Following a review and verification of the Academies' reccmnendations, Secretary Herrington announced 
the best qualified list, including the Illinois proposed site, on January 19, 1988. Three days later, 
on January 22, the DOE fonnally announced that it would develop an EIS on the proposed SSC. This 
announcement followed an advance notice of intent which had been issued in May of 1987. 

In February, 1988, we held scoping meetings in each of the seven states to obtain public COfJJllent on the 
nature and scope of the environmental issues to be considered in the EIS. Scoping meetings were held 
ln Illinois at the Fennilab Auditorium. The DOE received approximately 2,200 ccmnents on the scope of 
the EIS. These ccmnents were considered -in the preparation of the draft EIS. 

Foilowing public hearings here-and in the other six BQL states, -we will develop a final EIS to be 
issued in December, 1988. 

The draft E lS evaluates and coo:pares four types of a lternat \ves_: s lte a lternat tves, technical 
alternatives, progranmatic alternatives and the no-action alternative. The site alternatives address 
the seven locations identified in the BQL. 

Technical alternatives considered were different technologies, different equi~nt, or different 
facility configurations. 

Progranmatic alternatives meant the possibility of ustng other accelerators. international 
collaboration or project delay. 

And the no;action alternative meant the option not to construct the SSC. 

This draft EIS identif\es and analyzes the potential envirormental ~onsequences expected to occur from 
siting, constructing and operating the SSC as any of the seven site alternatives. These sites are 
located in Arizona, Colorado. Illinois, Michigan, North Carolina, Tennessee and Texas. 

The draft EIS provides as much information as possible at this stage of project development regarding 
the potential enviror.mental impacts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC at each of 
the alternati1'e sites. Ha.ee"er, the OOE recogn\zes that further re"llew under NEPA, the Natiooa.l 
En"ltronmental Policy Act, is appropriate prior ~o constructing and operating the proposed SSC. 

Accordingly, following the selection of a site for the proposed SSC, the DOE ~111 prepa~e a 
supplement to this EIS to address in more detail that impacts of constructing and operating the 
proposed SSC at the selected site and to identify where possible alternatives for mitigating these 
irJVtJaCt. 
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Let me tell you a little about the draft EIS. This is a large document containing more than 4,000 
pages. It is organized into four voll.ITles. 

Volume I ts entitled, "Environmental llTJlact Statement." VolLJOe JJ is the conment resolution docLJrent 
and is reserved for our response to public comnents and for publication tn the final EIS only. 

VolLJne III describes the methodology for site selection. And VollJl'le IV contains 16 appendices 
providing detailed presentations of technical infonnation which back up the conclusions in the 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

Camients received at this hearing will be used by the DOE to prepare a final EIS to be issued in 
December. This doci.ment will identify the Department's preferred site. No sooner than 30 days after 
the final EIS is distributed, the Department will publish tts Record of Decision, which will include 
the final site selection and COl11)1ete site selection process. 

This afternoon, we will use a professional moderator to assure and fair and orderly proceeding. 
Measures have been taken to permit the maximum opportunity for interested citizens to utilize this 
session for expressing their coinnents. We urge all participants in today's meeting to focus their 
camients on the draft EIS and to avoid or minimize statements aimed solely at expressing opposition or 
support for the State's proposal. 

While all ccnments will becane part of the formal record of this proceeding, those specifically 
addressing the draft EIS will be l'll'.ISt useful to DOE in preparing the final doc1JT1ent. 

As 1 noted earlier, in addition to this opportunity for oral comnents, individuals may also provide 
written ccrmients to the DOE. These should be postmarked by October 17. 1988, the end of the 45-day 
fonnal corrment period, to insure that they will be considered in the preparation of the final EIS. 
We will, however, consider conments received after that date to the extent possible. 

One final word on the role of the EIS in the site selection process. The National Environmental Policy 
Act, NEPA, requires that environmental impacts be considered by Federal decision makers in taking major 
Federal actions with potential envirorvnental consequences, and EIS is one of the methods used to do 
this analysis, to provide for public corrment and participation, and to make a final decision that meets 
the NEPA requirements. The EIS will be considered by the Secretary in ma.king the site selection. 

I'd like to thank you in advance for your interest and participation. 

Let me know introduce Mr. Roy Eiguren, who will describe how we will conduct this afternoon's session. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, Or. Tefl1'.>le. 

My name is Roy Eiguren, an attorney in private practice with the law finn of Lindsay, Hart, Neil and 
Weigler, which has offices in Seattle, Washington, Portland, Oregon, San Francisco, California and 
Boise, Idaho. My firm's practice, as well as my own, is heavily concentrated in the areas of 
environmental and energy law. Both in private practice as well as prior governmental service, I've had 
over a decade's worth of experience either conducting or participating in a very significant number of 
National Enviror.mental Policy Act hearings, such as the one we're conducting here this afternoon. 

I have been retained by the Department of Energy to serve as a moderator for this and other hearings on 
the draft EIS for the proposed SSC project. In that capacity, I am not an employee of the Department 
of Energy, nor am I an advocate for or against the Department's proposed action in the proceeding. 
However, my single express purpose is to serve as an independent, unbiased, objective individual to 
moderate these hearings. 

Hy role is to help assure the Department of Energy fully eanplies with the letter and spirit of the 
National Environmental Policy Act so as to allow all individuals and organizations a fair and equal 
opportunity to corrment on the record relative to the DEIS. 

As Dr. Temple stated, the purpose of his hearjng is to give all interested citizens an opportunity to 
carment on the record relative to the Department of Energy's draft EIS for the propased SSC project. 

In February the Department conducted a scoping meeting here as well as in other States to hear comnents 
from individuals and organizations on what issues they felt should be considered in the preparation of 
the draft Environmental Impact Statement. Now that the Department has prepared the EIS, it seeks 
comnent from the public on it. 

In particular, the Department seeks carment on issues that members of the publi~ feel are relevant and 
should be considered finally by the Department prior to finalizing the EIS and selecting its preferred 
site for the SSC project. 
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I would like to indicate that this is a record proceeding. That is to say, everything that is beir.g 
said here today, as well as at all the other hearings in this series, are being recorded by a court 
reporter who is with us here in the front of the roan. The court reporter will make a verbatim 
transcript of all CQlments received and submit that transcript to the Department of Energy for 
inclusion in the final record in this proceeding. 

The Secretary of Energy's decision in this matter will be based upon the record that we develop here as 
well as elsewhere. 

At this time, I would like to tell you the procedures that we are going to follow tn the c6nd1Jct of 
this afternoon's hearing, which are the same procedures that we have used both here in the earlier 
hearings in Aurora as well as in the all the ottler states where we have been conducting hearings on the 
draft EIS. I am going to announce speakers for this afternoon's hearing based upon a list provided to 
me by the Department of Energy, so I am sure most of you know, the Department, prior to today, received 
through telephone conversations, a list of individuals who wanted to testify at this particular hear
ing. That is to say, we have a series of pre-registered corrmentators. Each of those pre-registered 
ccrmientators will ~ave up to five minutes within which to make cornnent. 

The same is true for anyone who was a walk-in registrant, that is to say if you've come in here today, 
hav_e not pre-registered to conment, but would like to do so, yotJ may speak either here or at the 
parallel hearing being held in the auditorium also in this building. 

If you would like to speak, we need to first have you register at the registration table back in the 
lobby. 

At the end of the five minutes for both pre-registered as well as walk-in registrant cornnentators, we 
ask that you end your carrnents. and I will signal you when your five minutes are up. 

As Dr. Temple stated earlier, the purpose of the hearing is to receive comnent on the draft EIS. 
Accordingly, the corrrnents you give us should be focused on the issues that are addressed in the draft 
document itse1f. ~e do reserve the right to ask individuals to focus on issues contained in the draft 
EIS, if they wander away from the subject matter of the session. 

My lntent is not to limit remarks but rather to assure what cootnents you do give us are effective in 
achieving the goals of this particular proceeding. However, it has been our practice to allow 
individuals to corrrnent on whatever issues they feel they would like to cC>mTJent relative to the SSC 
project itself. 

Written ccmnent and oral cormient receive the same weight in the record of the proceeding, so therefore, 
we wou'd encourage you to sutrnit any wr-itten coITTnents as we11 as written questions you may have, either 
here at the hearing today or by mailing them to the Department of Energy by no later than October 17, 
1983. There 1s an address card back at the registration table that gives you the proper address to 
mai1 in caments or questions, if you wou1d 1ike to do so. 

If you do have written comTients or questions with you today, you may leave them with me either after 
you coment or- at any time during the hearing. 

Our session has ccxmienced at 2:00 o'clock this afternoon and will run until 5:00 this evening or this 
afternoon. It will reconvene at 7:00 p.m. this evening. I'd like to indicate that those of you who 
may have been pre·registered to speak in the auditorium for the eveniMg session will be asked to 
provide your comnents here, in the gymnasium, in that we have a greater capability to handle people in 
this facl lity. 

Throughout the course of the hearing, in order to allow the court reporter to change the tapes and 
recording system, we're tak\ng retesses about once every hour for five to ten minutes. 

I would ask that when your turn canes to conment, you'd please step forward to the front here to the 
podium, give us your name and address, give us the name of any organization that you might be 
representing here at the hearing, and then once you've CC>ftl>leted your introductions,, I will begin 
timing of your five minutes. 

In addition to that, I would also like to indicate that the high school has asked that we make a number 
of announcerrents related to the use of this facility. We'd like to remind you that this is a 
SIOClke-free bu1ld\ng. i\ccordingly, there is no sm:>king allowed anywhere in the building. There is a 
snack bar avatlable for your use out in the lobby, if you are so inclined. Throughout the course of 
the hearings this· afternoon, as well as this morning, we'd like to indicate that the high school is in 
regular session, so students and faculty are using ot'ner parts of the buildi"9· 1tle would like to 
r-equest ·that those of you in the public who are here today restrict your movement to either this roan, 
the auditorium, or to the lobby area in front. 

The building will open again after this hearing this afternoon at 6:30 for this evening's session. 
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Finally, I'd like to indicate that the rneni>ers of the panel who are with me in the front of the room 
are here for the express purpose of listening to your cC11111ents and asking as appropriate, clarifying 
questions on CORl!lents that you make. The purpose in asking clarifying questions is to help develop a 
complete record of your concerns relative to the environmental issues on this project. 

With me on the stage is Or. Ed T~1e who spoke earlier. Dr. Terple is the Department of Energy's 
Executive Director of the SSC Site Selection Task Force. With him is Dr. Roger Mayes, Dr. Jerry 
Nelsen, both of whom are envirormental specialists with the Department of Energy and have a major 
responsibility in completing the final EIS in this proceeding. 

At this point, ladies and gentlemen, we will now go to our list of pre-scheduled or preregistered com
mentators. For this, the afternoon session, Session H[sic], of the DEIS hearing on the SSC project 
being held in Aurora, Illinois, on October 7th. 

Our first scheduled camientator is Bernard P. Killian, followed by Lisa Schramer. 

9:21 STATEMENT BY BERNARD P. KILLIAN 

MR. KILLIAN: Thank you. I'm Bernard Killian. I'm Director of the Illinois Envirormental Protection 
Agency. 

I appreciate the opportunity to participate on the Superconducting Super Collider draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and to discuss the role of the Illinois in the preparatory work that will lead to the 
Department of Energy's selection of a site the SSC. 

I would like to provide a very brief overview of the Illinois EPA's authority and responsibilities and 
a stim1ary of our review of the draft EIS. 

In Illinois, acininistration of the State's environmental programs is shared by the Illinois EPA, the 
Pollution Control Board, the Department of Energy and Natural Resources and the-Attorney General. 

Created by the Envirormental Protection Act, EPA is empowered to perform inspections, conduct 
monitoring, answer complaints and process grants. We are also the State's envirorrnental permitting and 
enforcement agency, and we have the primary responsibility for carrying out the programs that are 
delegated to the State under the major Federal environmental laws. 

Each of those laws, the Clean Water Act, the Clear Air Act, the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 
and the Safe Drinking Water Act includes some form of partnership structure under which the Agency has 
met the .requirenEnts to becane a front-line manager of the national p:-ogram. 

Thus, while we continue to carry out our duties ;;n the State envirormental _programs, we have also been 
delegated various authorities in the managerrent of the national Safe Drinking Water, Air Pollution, 
Underground Injection Control, Water Pollution and Hazardous Waste programs. 

The result is a blending of ccmplementary Federal and State elements which work in concert to protect 
the environment in Illinois. 

The agency's primary, and perhaps the key to effective implementation of our envirormental 
requirements, is the permit process. Our review of the draft Environmental I~act Stateme1t and 
supporting documentation has therefore focused on applicable State and Federal permitting requirements 
for all aspects of the proposed SSC. 

In general, Illinois EPA technical staff review plans and specifications for proposed pollution sources 
and pollution control facilities. These reviews are conducted to insure that the processes and 
equipment that will be used in the project with meet the Federal and State regulations and requirements 
for.pollution-control. 

If a pr..aject cannot meet those requirements, a permit cannot be issued. 

Our conclusion is that several Federal and State permits will be required before construction anj 
qperation of the SSC and assoc.lated projects can 'begin. 

Brief.ly., they-are: ·A'Natttonal ~ol-lutant ,Discharge Elimination System wi-1-1 be requ·ired dttring 
construction for tunnel dewater~ng. Ongo-,ing water rennval ·frm the tunne'I and discharge ·coo·~·;ng water 
will a:lso .require perntits.. 'State construction ·and operating permits wil.l be necessary before -.,.ny new 
waste treatment ,or ,water tr-eatment -facflities ·may be built. 

Section 401, Water Quality Review and Certification, will be requ-ired 1'f a Federa··1 permit is necessary 
for construction in the wetlands areas. 

And finally, State Air Pollution Control Construction and Operating permits will be required for the 
gas-fired boilers that will be used to heat the facility. 
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In addition, there have been several issues raised concerning construction dust and air quality in the 
Batavia area and Terry Schweitzer, who is the permit manager of our Division of Air Pollution Control, 
will discuss these two matters in subsequent testimony today. 

'#hi le we ha'le not recei'led pennit applications that we would need to see and it ... ould be necessary for 
us to make final detenninations on any of these questions, based on our review of the draft EIS and the 
supporting doclJll'entation, we have concluded that the project presents neither ~nresolvable issues nor 
threats to the area's environment in the areas that I have mentioned. 

We believe that the environmental controls that will be necessary can be implemented successfully with 
available and proven techniques. 

And finally, I should add that our regulatory responsibilities in Illinois would ·not stop when 
construction of-the SSC had been completed. We would continue to exercise our duties through 
inspections in 11XJnitoring throughout the life of the facility. 

Tkank you. 

MR. EJGUREN: The next scheduled comnentator is Lisa Schramer, followed by Terry Schweitzer. 

920 STATEMENT BY LISA SCHRAMER 

HS. SCHRAMER. My name is Lisa Schram.er and l'm from Aurora. My conments concern Appendix 15 of the 
draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

Appendix 15 concerning paleontology is fraught with language that is not specific enough· to insure 
protection of our undiscovered prehistoric past. 

The research in Appendix 15 is also too superficial to accurately predict pre-Quaternary resources 
within the proposed SSC site. In Appendix 15 it is stated that important resources are only ones that 
have demonstrated scientific importance. 

One interpretation of this is, if we don't knOYI about it, then it isn't important. This stance might 
mean the loss of important clues to northern Illinois' ancient past. 

The DOE adnits that, "further research may be desirable" after stating that the report infonnation was 
based on the individual State's proposals. The writer of Appendix 15 knows that the research is 
inccmplete. The impression is given that Appendix 15 expresses the importance or lack thereof attached 
to Illinois' prehistoric heritage. 

It is mentioned that, "e'laluation procedures will be performed as necessary." It is not mentioned who 
will decide when it is necessary. With the deplorable lack of protective legislation for 
paleontological resources and the DOE's speed requirement, many potential, but yet undiscovered, 
paleontological sites may be deemed unimportant and destroyed to save time during construction. 

Appendix cites several issues that after citing, "could be pertinent." It is also said that, 
"paleontological resource activities could include ... " Use of the word "could" in these instances 
implies that items may be added or subtracted. This leaves too much interpretation up to government 
officials concerned with speed, not historic preservation. 

"Contingency procedures" are mentioned to handle fossil remains. In light of the lack of legislation 
protecting fossils, these procedures could be subject to great interpretation. Much valuable 
resources would be compromised if the decision to site the SSC in Illinois such unspecific language. 

In relation to paleontological resource activities during pre-construction, many items are mentioned 
that are unclear. Nothing is mentioned about who will detemine "resource characterization." Perhaps 
a physicist or an adninistrator will decide which resources are significant. 

Also mentioned in this context are consultations. ''with concerned groups and individuals." It is not 
mentioned in relation to Illinois, if any loca1 groups or c~perts have been contacted. Or perhaps the 
DOE intends them after resources_ have been uncovered and perhaps part1allY destroyed by a bulldozer. 

Mention is ma.de of developing "paleontological research as necessary." Also, "report preparation for 
agencies as necessary." One must ask, who wi 11 dee ide what is necessary. Th is language leaves too 
much open for interpretation. It is admitted in Appendix 15 that, "the area has not been 
systematically surveyed." Nothing concerning when it will be systematically surveyed. if at all. is 
mentioned. 

In describing what was to mapped in a geologic time sense, it is stated, pre-Quaternary localities were 
not mapped because they lie within bedrock. This statement seems very strange because the SSC tunnel 
will lie in the bedrock. 
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The bedrock contains very old fossils of vertebrate animal life. This is where it will be likely to 
find the remalns of dinosaurs and mastodons. But the paleontological survey in Appendix 15 concerns 
itself with just the most recent geological period -- the Quaternary. This period produces mainly 
fossil-like plants and invertebrate animals, according to an expert in the field. 

Whlle these are important, the fact that the tunneling in the bedrock was dismissed so easily leads one 
to believe that found in the bedrock will not be handled appropriately. 

The research concerning the other states' paleontological evaluations involves itself with RllCh deeper, 
and therefore, much older periods of time. One must ask why Illinois did not W4p older geologic strata 
present at the proposed site. 

It is very obvious that the SSC will disturb strata much older than the Quaternary Period. There have 
been mastodons found in the area of the proposed ring. 

This is a glaring omtssion in Appendix 15. 

MR. EIGUREN: Your time's elapsed. 

MS. SCHRAMER: One rrore paragraph? 

MR. EIGUREN: Please. Go ahead. 

MS. SCHRAMER: Language that is not precise in a report concerning irreplaceable resources could 
imperil our unlocated prehistoric legacy. Perhaps the quality of research presented to the DOE and t~e 
public should be amended and updated before site selection. 

How can a responsible decision be made using incomplete and inappropriate infonnation? 

Keep the SSC out of Illinois. 

MR. EIGUREN. The next conmentator is Terry Schweitzer, following by Franklin Coffman. 

We will include in the record the written carments of Lisa Schramer as received by the rroderator. 

Your name and address for the record, sir. 

STATEMENT BY TERRY A. SCHllEITZER 

MR. SCHWEITZER: My name is Terry A. Schweitzer, Manager of the Permit Section of the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Agency, located tn Springfield, Illinois. 

I am testifying today on behalf of the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency's Division of Air 
Pollution Control and for its review of the air quality assessment portions of the SSC's draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. As indicated in the draft EIS, the construction and the operation of 
the SSC would result in emission in all six of the criteria area pollutants. 

Our assessment of the air quality impact of these emissions is consistent with the findings for the 
Illinois site in the draft EIS; that for all pollutants except total suspended particulates, there 
would be an insignificant of the project on air quality. 

With respect to total suspended particulates, during the construction phase of the project, fugitive 
dust emissions could impact the localized area. It would be envisioned, however, that standard 
industrial practices would be required to minimize fugitive dust emissions. 

These mitigation measures would include maximized use of paved roads, watering of the construct ton site 
- and unpaved roads, controlled excavation activities, for example, wind screens, enclosures, application 

of dust suppressants and heavy duty covers, use of covers on vehicles hauling and construction 
schedu 1 i ng. 

The proper application of these measures would reduce off-site concentrations to an extent necessary to 
achieve cC111pliance with the ambient air quality standards. Under nonnal operation, the SSC would have 
insignificant emissions of tota1·suspended particulates and therefore, have a negligible impact on 
their quality. 

One issue raised in a draft EIS concerned the location of the SSC, iis sites in Illinois, Michigan and 
Tennessee within areas that are designated non-attainment for ozone and carbon monoxide and that 
ccrrmuter traffic emissions could degrade air quality. 

The metropolitan Chicago area is classified as non-attainment for ozone. However, ·the location of the 
proposed Illinois site is well outside of the urban traffic corridors and lies over 30 miles fran 
downtown Chicago. 
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Arrbient air monitoring data collected around the proposed site over the last five years has not shown a 
violation of the ozone air quality standard. An analysis of the SSC emissions. with its associated 
vehicular traffic. consistent with the information contained within the draft EIS would show an 
insignificant on ozone air quality, both at the SSC and on a regionwide basis. 

With respect to carbon monoxide, this area of Illinois has an unclassified status. Unclassified areas 
are treated the same as attainment, and available information would indicate that carbon 10C1noxide 
concentrations around proposed Illinois site are well below the standard. 

The draft EIS provided an air quality assessment far carbon monoxide which projected a small 
concentration above the background. These worse-case contributions by the SSC project would still 
provide anbient concentrations of carbon monoxide well below the standard. 

In sumnary, the Illinois EPA finds that the construction and operation of the SSC in Illinois could be 
acccmplished with adequate protection of the ambient air quality standards. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. Mr. Schweitzer. We have a clarifying question to ask, sir, if we could ask 
you to return to the podium. 

HR. MAYES: Have you sutmitted those data for the last five years? 

MR. SCHWEITZER: Excuse me? 

HR. MAYES: Have you sutmitted the data for the last five years that you mentioned for the ozone? 

MR. SCHWEITZER: The 1nfonnation was sutmitted to the folks putting together the draft EIS, yes. 

MR. MAYES: Okay. Thank you. 

HR. EIGUREN: The next scheduled comnentator is Franklin B. Coffman, followed by Terry lash. 

STATEMENT BY FRANKLIN 8. COFFMAN 

MR. COFFMAN: Good afternoon. My name is Frank Coffman. I'm the Chainnan of the Kendall County Board. 
Kendall County has reviewed the draft Envirormental Impact Statement and we .had some very real 
concerns about sorre of the data and.the assumptions outlined in both these documents. 

And in the draft Environmental Impact Statement, namely, Volume 1 and 3, Volt.me 4, Appendix 4, 
promulgated by the United States Department of Energy. 

Our primary concerns with the soc io-econom.ic assessments relating to the assumed impact on the public 
finances of Kendall County and on existing and projected baseline population figures for Kendall 
County. 

Concerning the ass~d impact of the SSC project on the public finances of our county, there is data 
presented in the draft EIS that would indicate that Kendall County would experience negative annual 
impacts throughout the life of the SSC. 

This statement for Kendall County is based upon the data shown that Kendall would experience cumulative 
loss in public finances of $400,000, excuse me, in 1989 and $300,000 in the 11 subsequent years 
throughout the year 2000. 

This data is apparently based upon the statement in the draft, Volume IV, Appendix 14, which states, 
~'Annual direct tax revenue losses in the county of $400,000 would result fran the loss of real property 
tax collections for land transferred to Federal ownership. Further data shows that while Kendall 
County is realizing indirect revenue increases of approximately $100,000 per annum, the assi.med real 
property tax loss of $400,000 per year puts the county in a negative condition by a ClJllulative sum of 
$300,00'0 per year." 

We've been advised and it has been stated to us that the SSC project would require no more than 15 to 
16 acres of land in the county. The only property required would be for one or two service areas, each 
requiring a maximun of about 5.7 acres and one or two intermediate access areas-each requiring the maxi
mum of .9 of an acre. This would be a total acreage required of the county of about 13.2 acres. 

We cannot conceive the fonnula being used that would show Kendall County losing $400,000. The direct 
real property tax revenue with a transfer of that acreage required, 13 to 15 acres. to Federal 
ownership, we would anticipate a total real property loss of no more than $15,000. We feel that the 
Good Neighbor Act would probably offset that. 
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Concerning the population figures and projections that show any different for Kendall County, we feel 
that the State of Illinois projections and estimates are considerably below the realistic figures. The 
population of Kendall County, according to Federal Census, has consistently increased, frc:m 17,540 in 
'60 to 37,202 in 1980. 

Kendall County is located in one of the most dynamic and fastest growing, [copy missing] and residen
tial and conrnercial areas in the State of Illinois. These building pennits have increased from 38 to 
over 400 frcn1 '82 to '88. 

3 We feel that the County will realize an indirect revenue increase of approximately $100,000 per year if 
the SSC is located in Illinois, and that we will have a gain rather than loss. 

I 

z 

The Kendall County Board endorses and has passed a resolution of support for the SSC. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: I neglected to mention at the outset, I aJXllogize for the interruptions with the buzzers 
and whatnot, but unfortunately, the school can't turn them off here in the gytT11asium. 

Moving down our list of pre-registered corrmentators. The next conmentator is Terry lash, followed by 
George Schramer. 

STATEMENT BY MOLLIE SCHMIDT 

MS. SCHMIOT: My name is Mollie Schmidt and I'm Federal legislative liaison with the Illinois 
Department of Nuclear Safety. Today, I am here to testify on behalf of Terry lash, Director of the 
Department of Nuclear Safety. 

The Department headquarters are located at 1035 Outer Park Drive in Springfield. D1rector lash sends 
his regrets but this afternoon is bringing his wife and newborn son hane fran the hospital and it was 
sanething that schedule-wise could not be foreseen and he was sure you'd understand. 

Because of its heavy concentration of nuclear and radiation facilities, the State of Illinois 
established a separate cabinet-level agency mandated to protect the Illinois citizens from the hazards 
of radiation. 

That agency, the Illinois Department of Nuclear Safety, currently employs a staff of over 200 people. 
The staff includes many nuclear scientists, engineers and other radiation specialists involved in 
programs designed to insure that Illinois citizens employed at radiation facilities and members of the 
general excessive exposure to radiation. 

Many of the Department's programs, such as the relTl)te CClTlputerized monitoring of the operation of 
nuclear power plants employs state-of-the-art technology. 

The Department of Nuclear Safety has participated as a member of the State of Illinois' SSC Task Force 
since early 1984. During this period of time, Department personnel have had the opportunity to beccme 
familiar with the technological challenges and the radiological safety aspects of the proposed 
Superconducting Super Collider. 

More recently, the Department personnel have been involved in evaluating the potential radiological 
impact of the proposed SSC. As set forth in the draft Environmental IIJ1)act Statement, and other 
doci.ments associated with the design and operation of the proposed SSC, department staff found the 
radiological impact assessment sections of the draft Environmental Impact Statement to be both 
canprehensive and rigorous. 

Natural background radiation averages sane 360 millirems of exposure per person per year in the United 
States. Background exposure rates are close to that national average. 

3 Jn order to place these dose levels 1n perspective, it is important to note that it is impossible to 
escape sorre exposure to radiation, since it occurs naturally in the air we _breathe, the soil we walk 
on, the food and water we drink and from extraterrestrial sources. 

4 

5 

The draft Environmental lrrf>act Statement estimates that the total worst-case dose to any meniJer of the 
general public in Illinois fran the operation of the SSC could be .004 millirems. The Statement 
evaluates production doses due to the transportation o~ low-level radioactive waste. 

I am pleased to report on behalf of Dr. lash, that based on our technical analysis of the draft 
Env1ronmenta1 llJ1)act Statement and other documents, the Department of Nuclear Safety concludes that the 
construction and operation of the proposed SSC in Illinois will not have any measurable radiological 
health impact on Illinois citizens, nor will it pose any radiological danger to the environment. 

VOlZY306BB8 IIA.2-176 FEIS Vo lurre IIA 



Proceed ir:gs 
Illinois 

Although the Department of- Nuclear Safety has no regulatory authority over Federal facilities, such as 
Argonne, Fennilab and the proposed SSC, the Department has, for many years, worked closely with 
personnel from Argonne and Fermi lab. 

The Department has found the personnel at these Federal facilities to be professionally canpetent and 
highly conscious of the need of maintaining a high level of radiological safety for both employees and 
the general public. 

The Department is confident that the operation of the proposed SSC will be no different in this regard. 
In our opinion, through cooperation between Federal and State personnel. we are further assured that 
the SSC located in Illinois would be operated safely and without any radiological threat to the public 
or to the environment. 

The Illinois Department of Nuclear Safety is looking forward to working with the United States 
Department of Energy to assure general public safety and envirormental protection for the citizens of 
Illinois when the SSC is located in Illinois. 

Thank you. 

HR. ElGUREN: The next coomentator is George Schramer, followed by Donald Schindlbeck. 

918 STATEMENT BY GEORGE SCHRAMER 

MR. SCHRAMER: My name is George Schramer, Aurora, Illinois. The Illinois proposed site is not 
favorable for the Superconducting Super Collider. 

Northern Illinois hast-he most ~uclear radioactive operating plants, the second highest number of NRC 
licenses, the worst radioactive soil contamination and the only nonoperating thorium plant duf11J, thus, 
making this area the biggest radioactive producing site of all the sites proposed. 

In the draft EIS, Table 4-14, ten nuclear energy power plants exist and are online. They are Dresden 2 
and 3, LaSalle Port 1 and 2, Braidwood 1 and 2, Zion 1 and 2~ and Byron 1 and 2. 

The Illinois NRC licenses for radioactive material is up to 125. The list of locations for these 
licenses was left out of the draft EIS. Why? 

Did the State of Illinois feel this was too sensitive of a topic for this area? Perhaps. 

The Kerr McGee thorium plant is classified as NF2; however, the State of Illinois and the DOE failed to 
inform the public of the 4 million 8 hundred cubic feet of low radioactive waste stored openly at Kerr 
McGee plant. This is located about two miles from the beam aboard area. 

Also, no mention was made regarding the Cress Creek contamination. This creek flows frcm the northeast 
corner of the Fermi laboratory property where it exits into a subdivision adjacent to Fermi lab. 
According to the transcript of proceedings of the Nuclear Regulatory Conmission, the NRC, before the 
Atomic Safety Ccrrmission licensing Board in the matter of Kerr McGee and Crest Decontamination, Docket 
No. 40-206 ASLBP No. 48-50201, dated January 8, 1984, on page 40, measurements were taken at the off
site location near the National Accelerator laboratory by Argonne National Laboratory in 1977 and 1978. 

Additional surveys were made by the Environmental Protection Agency in 1981. 

The results show land adjacent to Cress Creek and west branch of the DuPage River contaminated with 
thorium and daughter products of thorium decay. 

Attacl'ment 4 to my report clearly shows that thorium soil concentrations ranging frcm plus ten to plus 
50 microcuries per gram. 

The concentrations presented in this report are not necessarily the maximlJll levels as no samples were 
taken from the bo.ttom of Cress Creek to locate the areas of maximin direct radiation. 

The EPA has ·stated, "These standards are appropriate for cleanup. Therefore, cleanup of the 
radioactive contamination in -the environment is required." 

In the draft EIS, Volume l, Chapter 5, page 5.1.2-13, the proposed J site encroaci"ment of Cress Creek 
will cover the enttre width of the flood plane. This encroachnent is only 2.5 feet -- filameters, 
kilometers upstream, fran the start of the contaminated area. 

The DOE adnits this is a measurable impact with sane potential for mitigati-on through design layout or 
channel diversion. 

I say this will require years of mitigation before the EPS allows channel diversion that may cause 
floocHng downstream and only before the contaminated area of Cress Creek 1s cleaned up. 
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BeCause of the open dl.ITip of low-level radioactive waste at Kerr McGee, the contaminated Cre-ss Creek and 
t~~ west branch of DuPage River, and the nuclear power plants -- 125 NRC licenses -- we don't need the 
SSC site here, in Illinois, adding more radio.=ctive con~amination to our soil, water and air. 

ln closing, my home is not on the proposed ring, but my place of anployment is located directly on J3. 
And according to the draft EIS, this property qualifies for takeover by the DOE. Would you gentlemen 
of the DOE like to have the honor of infonning my fellow 1,000 employees that they must relocated? 
Especially those who already have been relocated at my plant fran far away as California and New York. 

I don't want wasteful Government high tech projects to replace efficient private-sector leading edge 
technology enterprises. 

Keep the SSC out of Illinois. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The written carments of George Schramer, along with acccmpanying exhibits wi11 be 
received for the record and included in the transcript. 

The time our next carmentator is Donald A. Schindlbeck. At the conclusion of his comnents we'll be in 
recess for a brief time. 

Mr. Schlndlbeck. 

9/0 STATEMENT BY DONALD A. SCHINDLBECK 

MR. SCHINDlBECK: My name is Donald A. Schindlbeck. I reside at 610 Route 25, Oswego, Illinois 60543. 

I am employed by Conmonwealth Edison and I function as Oivisio~ Vice President. 

Electric power for the proposed SSC site will be supplied by C0111T10nwealth Edison, one of the largest 
systems in the country. 

Generating capacity at the end of September, 1988, was over 22,500 megawatts, which is well above the 
estimated 200 peak load of the SSC. Also, the Edison system more than fulfills the requirement that 
generating capacity twelve times rates peak site load or 2,400 megawatts. 

The transmission system consists of 765-kV, 345-kV, 138-kV and 69-kV lines. 

Ccrnt0nwealth Edison generating plants may be sunmarized as follows: Six nuclear stations-providing 
11,487 megawatts; eight coal fired stations providing 7,005 megawatts; one oil-fired station at 2,698; 
small diesel and other fossil units totalling 1,331 megawatts. 

Edison's generating capacity will be split almost equally between nuclear and fossil fuels. However, 
lower cost nuclear power will account for a larger proportion of megawatt hour generation. 

This is because larger, more efficient nuclear units supply base loan. In other words, permanent 
around-the-clock loads. While the less efficient units are usad to follow daily load fluctuation. 

Edison plans to provide electric service to the proposed SSC via 345-kV and 138-kV lines at two 
locations. These two points of service will provide power to each substation from separate grids so 
that essential loads are maintained in the event either line is out of service. 

The 345-kV service to SSC substation 1 will be frcm the same location providing service to the Fenni 
National Accelerator laboratory now in Batavia. No new facilities will have to be installed to provide 
service to substation 1. 

Substation 2 will be fed by a tap from an existing 138-kV grid. The backbone of the Edison transmis
sion system encanpasses more than 2,350 circuit miles of 345-kV lines. The typical capacity of a 345-kV 
circuit is 1,400 MVA. The voltage is stepped down at transmission substations to 138-kV through 
300-MVA transfonners. Typical nonnal capacities of 138-kV circuits are from 200 to 350 mva. 

Ccmnonwealth Edison is a merriier of the Mid-America IntercOnnected Network call MAIN, one of nine 
regional councils that make up the North America Electric Reliability Council. Edison has a total of 
28 high voltage MAIN connections at 765-kV threaded 45-kV and 138-kV. 

These ties provide access to all power systems in the Midwest and help insure the reliability and 
adequacy of electric supply in northern Illinois. 

The highest peak load on the Edison system was 17,459 megawatts recorded in August of 1988. The 
planned additions to capacity are expected to provide adequate reserve capacity until the late 1990's. 
It is anticipated that coal fired capacity will be installed at that time to maintain a target 15 
percent reserve margin. 

VOL2V3Q68810 !IA.2-178 FEIS Volume IIA 



/089 

Proceedings 
Illinois 

The pO\'rer requirements of the SSC are not expected to materially change Edison's forecast for long-tenn 
growth or requirements for new capacity. If the SSC peak loan comes on line in 1994, and reaches 
level of 200 megawatts, generating capacity will still be substantially greater than the estimated peak 
load requirements. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The written conments of Donald A. Schindlbeck of Conmonwealth Edison will be included in 
the record as received at the podium. 

At this point, we will be in recess until 3:05. 

(Whereupon, the hearing was recessed until 3:05 p.m.) 

MR. EIGLREN: Ladies and gentlemen, I will once again resune the hearing. 

The hour is now 3:07. We're ready to rest.me this, the afternoon se·ssion H[sic] hearing, on the draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed SSC project. 

We left off wfth the name of Howard Decker. so our next scheduled caimentator fs Howard Decker. followed 
by Jim Thrall. 

STATEMENT BY HOWARD DECKER 

MR. DECKER: Good afternoon. My name is Howard Decker. I am a principal in the architectural and urban 
design finn of Decker and Camp, located in Chicago. Our office has been acting as consultant to SSC 
for Fermi lab and others involved in the project team in studying the means by which the visual and 
aesthetic impact of the SSC can be managed and mitigated in the most appropriate fashion. 

I would like to describe briefly for you this afternoon scme of our activities and cornnent on scme of 
/ the recannendations we have made as part of our preliminary work. 

2 

As you are well aware, the conditions of the surface facility varies widely from north to south, fran 
east to west, across the area of the site. 

And we have tried to investigate the generalized and technical nature of the schematic designs that we 
have investigated from DOE and find means by which they can be made specific and rooted to the various 
locations in which they ultimately will be sited. 

We believe that in looking at sane of the doc1.JT1ents we examined at first, ther' is good reason for the 
neighbors to be concerned about the character of the building. They're very generalized buildings. 
They're highly technical in character. They're unattractive and they have the possibility of being 
dissident features in the landscape. 

As a result, we have tried to find a means by which the impact. the visual and esthetic ;lfl>aCt of these 
facilities can be mitigated to the greatest extent possible. 

Our early steps caused us to make a full investigation of all of the sites on which surface facilities 
will be located throughout the ring and to identify resources which could be brought to bear in 
mitigating visual and esthet1c impaGt of the facilities. 

Some of the resources which we have investigated and have drawn upon as we have done our work have 
included a full aerial photographic survey of agricultural facilities throughout the region of the 
ring -- the proposed ring. 

Historic surveys which illustrate and doc1JT1ent all of the historic architectural and landscape features 
throughout the region and other resources which describe the specific building types, landscape forms 
and other features -~ich are --_vernacular [sic] features local to the site area which could become 
resources. 

What we have done then is to investigate mitigation in four categories and I'd like to share those four 
categories with you very briefly. 

First, we've looked at the category of land use and we have investigated the extent to which the 
facilities can be located in parcels in which can also accomnodate uses such as recreational 
facilities, public parks. 

In the agricultural region where surface facilities are to be located, we have looked at the 
possibility of leasebacks where the facility could be located on a fann and tn an area where its 
location will not disrupt agricultural activities adjacent to it. 
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The next thing that we looked at is the character of the landscape and landform across the s1te. As 
you know. on the northern portions. we have a hilly site.with morainal -- with certain l'!llrainal 
character; on the western and southern portions. flat, agricultural land. And we believe that the 
landscape treatrrents and the landfonn treatrrents in mitigation should directed to the specific 
character of each of the sites and that the landscape treatments be generated from the local 
characteristics of the sites. 

The draft EIS suggests a berm and evergreen treatment for many of the facilities. Some of the 
recanrendations that we have made, include a mJCh greater level of specificity with respect to the 
resolution of these problems, including the uses of natural, local and vernacular landscape materials 
and plant materials. Natural landform such as -- or cultured land fonn such as hedgerows, tree groves 
and other kinds of landscape fonns wh1ch are native to our region and are spec;fically related to the 
adjacent character of the various of the surface facilities. 

Next, we have looked at building arrangE!Jllent. I have brought with me today six sketches which we 
prepared which 1 am prepared to offer to you which indicate the architectural treatrrent and building 
arrangement of the [copy missing] features. the technical structures of each of the surface facilities. 

~e-believe that 1n looking at the way in which the buildings can be arranged on the site, there are 
ways of_ stating the site plan and the relationship that will aid site circulation. that will allow the 
buildings to screen parking and other technical activities. These are very minor adjustments in the 
arrangements of the buildings on-site, .and we think that they allow the buildings to root themselves 
more specifically in each of their various sites. 

~e have also investigated the possibility of handling the technical matters of cooling towers, 
transfonners, tanks and other support kind of facilities in various ways. The sketches show same of 
the means by which that matters can be handled. 

We believe that there are an enonrous number of alternatives which can be explored which will mitigate 
the strong technical character of the -- of each of the facilities. 

And finally, we've looked at the architecture of each of the generalized kinds of surface facilities 
that will be F-equired. We believe that what we have seen in sketches is a very. standard kind of a 
metal building. It's easy for us to imagine that sane of the huildlngs could be designed tn a way -
they could be made of masonry. They can use local building materials. Tr~y can be arranged 
architecturally and massed in such a way so that they appear to be residential in character in areas 
where there is & great deal of residential develO'pl'leflt. they can be arranged and treated 
architecturally as agricultural buildings in the areas of great agricultural activity and there is an 
enormous range of alternatives available for mitigating the visual appearance of the structure. 

HR. EIGLR.EN: Your time is up, sir. 

MR. OECKER~ Can I just finish the one? 

We've also tried to include a small scale features of windows, dormers, silos, ott-er kinds of features 
to introduce scale-gi~ing elements sO that when each of the features is seen on the landscape, they do 
not appear to be obtrusive and root themselves in a satisfactory way as one's eye sweeps the horizon. 

Thank you very truch. 

HR. EIGl.REN: Mr. Decker, do you have something for the record? 

Mr. Decker has sul:rnitted for the record a series of illustrations entitled, Decker and Kemp Architects, 
410 South Michigan Avenue, Chicago. 

Next conti1entator is Jim Thrall. followed by Jeff Kehoe. 

STATEH£NT BY JIH THRALL 

HR. Tl-RALL: My name ts Jim Thrall. I am head of the Environmental Sciences Department at Harza 
Engineering Canpany and I have been acting as a consultant to the State on en'liromtental matters far 
the SSC. 

I'd like to cannent today on two closely related issues pertaining to project alternattve evaluations. 

The first conment is the need for the EIS to more fully explore the differences between the Illinois 
site as· proposed by the State and all other sites. Because Fennilab 1s an integral part of Illinois, 
proposal, only about 3,700 acres of land need be purchased and given to the Federal Governnent 1n fee 
simple title tn Illinois. 

This is only about one-half the acreage at most other States. As_ land acquisition is one of the 
i~acts for concern for this project, this is a significant difference between the 1111no1s site and 
other s 1 tes. · 
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Illinois already has 6,800 acres of land dedicated for use in high energy physics research at Fermi lab. 
Maximization of this land would greatly enhance the project. Further, all the offices, laboratories, 
shops, roads and other supporting infrastructure of Fenn1lab are available for the SSC and will not 
have to be duplicated and as you have recognized in the DEIS, the Tevatron can serve double duty as the 
injector for the SSC without affecting 1ts current function as a proton-ant1proton collider. 

The DEIS however, doe~ not make any attempt to optimize this available resource and it does not 
recognize appropriately the attendant conservation of cement, glass, steel, asphalt, wood and other 
nonrenewable natural resources possible with Fent1ilab. 

Neither are the associated cost savings wh1ch optimal use of Fennilab would allow. are discussed in the 
DEIS. Now, I have been involved in the env1rormental planning business long enough to know that most 
experienced ftconomists can arrive at a nunber of conclusions given the approprlate starting 

2 ass1.111pt ions. 

3 

I 

2 

But it ts possible for me to believe, and I think most reasonable people as well, that maxi111.1m use of 
the existing Fennilab facility. that with maximlllt use of the existing Fenntlab facility, you will not 
find Illinois to be clearly the least expensive alternative. 

This leads me to my second and related point. Although the states which are conl>eting for this project 
were required by DOE to propase on a standard design, other designs are possible, 

In fact, DOE recognizes this reality tn the draft EIS on Page 3-24 of Yollnle I, where you speak of 
potential future design changes and the possible supplemental EIS. 

The DOE has the unusual opportunity to develop what is obviously the most efficient, least-cost and 
environmentally best alternative here in Illinois. 

That is the use of Fennilab with a single campus desigri. I say unusual, because it is not coorron in 
environmental assessments to find that least-cost, technically best alternative is also the best 
environmental project. 

A single ca~us design would accomplish this, however. No less of an authority than Hr. Leon Lederman 
has published a paper describing the single campus design as technically possible, more efficient and 
more cost-effective to operate. With Fennilab serving as the single campus, thus greatly reducing or 
even possibly eliminating the west campus, the Department of Energy could significantly reduce costs 
both in land acquisition and in operation and maintenance and could reduce the number of acres of land 
to be purchased-down to a few hundred. Almost all major impacts would be eliminated. including most of 
the relocations of people. 

Although the State, as a competitor for the project, m.ist meet your criteria for a two-campus design of 
the SSC in its offer, it appears clearly in the natural interest that you, the DOE, who are not so con
strained, reeogntze and evaluate this technically feasible, environmentally superior and least-cost 
single ca"l'US alternative. 

If the DOE develops such an alternative, it will turn what is presently a very good project into an 
excel lent one. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIG!REN: The next corrmentator is Jeff Kehoe, followed by Warren Brigham. 

Jeff Kel-oe, followed by Warren Brigham. 

STATEMENT BY JEFF KEHOE 

MR. KEHOE: Hello. I'm Jeff Kehoe. I've come here to address this panel as a private citizen. I'm 
not a member of any of these groups, but I believe my ham wi 11 be affected by the construct1-on of the 
SSC in Illinois and I have found that the proposed project raises several questions from a homeow'ner's 
point of view, and I'd like to pose them today. 

First, how would you like to live on top of scrnething described in the following words? uThis machine 
would be capable of two beams of subatomic particles or protons to an energy of 20 trillion electron 
volts. The two beams would then be made to collide at 40 trillion electron volts, and the result of 
these collisions would be studied by scientists." 

I found these words in the Environnental Impact Study. and I•m worried. Now, assuning such experiments 
are perfectly safe, and I have some doubts, why would anybody want to live on top of one? 

If two homes of equal of size and value were for sale, and one of them 1s located atop thls experiment 
and the other isn't, I think it's easy to see that the majority of prospective buyers would prefer the 
hCllle that is not located in a questionable area. ' 
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The only way that they might consider purchasing there would be if the home were offered at a 
considerably lower price than the one in the safe area. 

So, in other words, the SSC, I believe, will reduce the property value of homeowners in tts path, 
haneowners such as me. 

There are those in favor of this thing because they think they will directly or indirectly reap some 
kind of financial benefit from it, and they are acting in a selfish manner. 

I realize my interests are also self-serving, but I stand to lose saneth1ng, I believe, from the SSC 
caning to Illinois. 

Those 1n favor of it, I think. are trying to enrich themselves at the expense of homeowners like me and 
:J long-time residents of this area. 

4 
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I think, if you were in a position like mine. you would fight for your home, and we're not against 
progress, my neighbors and myself~ but we'd want ta preserve the way of life that we value and a home 
that we value and a neighborhood that we value. 

The SSC is not like a new expressway that's needed because the traffic flow must go through. There are 
other areas where the SSC could be built. 

Better sites are available in other States. 

What about the removal of local property fran tax rolls and the lowering of the value of other 
property? 

This will place a financial strain on the already overburdened budgets of our local school districts. 
If the SSC is built in Illinois, I know I won't be the only taxpayer looking for tax relief due to the 
devaluation of my home_j1fhere land has to be taken by the Government for the location of helit.m 
compressor stations or service areas, as the DOE report calls them, that property will be lost forever 
to the local tax rolls. 

From the drawings I have seen of the surface areas. t~~y appear to be a collection of buildings totally 
out of place in any residential area. 

Construction of one in the middle of a subdivision like mine will do nothing but lower the value of 
existing homes. I don't think anyone-would want to live next to an SSC service area. 

Lastly, I'd like to quote from the Environmental Impact Study again. "Over the long tenn. the State in 
which the SSC is constructed would gain economically fran the presence of the SSC~" "However ... and 
here is the important part. "at some 1ocat\ons, a short term econanlc decltne would occur lnltially as 
lands are removed from the local tax base and the cannunities accarmodate additional infrastructure 
impacts, such as increased vehicular traffic, increased attendance at local schools. or 1ncreased sewer 
facility requirements." 

From what I have been able to learn from local sources, Kendall County, where I live. would be one of 
the locatlons where the economic would take place. 

Certainly, no one wants to see that happen, but what about the last three factors I just mentioned? 

What about increased vehicular traffic? Just recently, we were told that one of the major highways out 
here, that's Route 34, is already at 100 percent capacity use, and there are no plans to widen it until 
a _lengthy study has been done. 

The SSC will bring increased traffic that we can't acconrnodate. 

What about increased attendance at local schools? 
another referendum needs to be passed this spring. 
bring. 

In District 308, we're already overcrowded and 
We can't afford still higher taxes the SSC will 

As for increased sewer _faciltty requtrements, the Aurora Sanitary District was unable to handle 
rainwater runoff fn storm sewers in 1983~ resulting in flooded basements in rny area.~ They need 
decreased, not increased usage. 

Will growth cane to this area without the SSC? Of course it will. This is far from being an 
economically depressed area. The front page of last Tuesday's newspaper told of super university to be 
located in this area· at sCJne future date. Five of our major universities would be part of tt. Why 
can't we have safe, clean, rational growth like this for northern Illinois? 

In closing, I'd like to say that politicians fran the Governor of this State on down viewed the SSC in 
terms of how rtl.ICh mOney and how many jobs it would bring to Illinois, and it's nice that they want to 
attract new people. But what about protecting the rights of the people who are already living here? 
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Illinois is the Land of Lincoln and it was Lincoln who said, "Goverrwnent of the people, by the people, 
for the people" and we have not had that when it comes to the SSC. 

I hope this panel will remeirber Lincoln's words and try to deal with this problem in a fair manner, one 
which reflects the will of the people. 

We don't want the SSC in Illinois. 

MR. EIGLIREN: Mr. Kehoe, would you give your address for the record? You didn't give them when you 
came up. 

Thank you. 

MR. KEHOE: That's 45 Brockway and that's Oswego. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you, sir. 

The next scheduled conmentator is Warren Brigham, followed by Peter Conroy. 

qez STATEMENT Br WARREN BRIGHAM 

HR. BRIGHAM. My name is Warren Brigham. I'm with Illinois Natural History Survey in Champaign, 
Illinois. 

MR. EIGLREN. I'm having a hard time hearing you. Could you take that center mike there and just pop 
it up a little bit. There you go. 

HR. BRIGHAM. My name is Warren Brigham. I'm with the Illinois Natural History Survey in Cha~aign, 
Illinois. 

As a biologist with the National History Survey and its manager for natural resources with the Illinois 
Geographic Information Systa?t, 1 have worked for four as a tretrber of the team charged with producing a 
technically sound proposal for the State of Illinois which was at once environnentally CQITl)atible, 
economically sound, sociologically acceptable and respansible to the requirements that the Department 
of Energy has set forth in your request for proposals. 

Scme of you may renember me from your visits to Illinois earlier in the EIS process. At that time, we 
drove the entire proposed ring corridor, including visits to all proposed surface factlities. 

Along the way, we had the opportunity to see into the nature of the database upon which our geographic 
information system rests. and to see how that system truly optimized placement of the ccmplex footprint 
of the proposed SSC onto the Illinois landscape. 

In a later meeting, we dlscussed at sane length the specific capabilities of our geographic information 
system, how it had been used to date, and how it might be used to fine tune many cQllflonents of this 
final siting and construction phase. 

In the final analysis, however, it is not canputer wizardry but the depth and quality of the database 
which makes us unique. 

At this point, it would seem useful to go_ into some deta11 regarding two of the more than 60 data sets 
specifically used in the siting process. · 

For exa~le, the files of the Natural History Survey contain the general the distribution for all and 
specific point localities of collections and/or observatiOns of most of the animal and plant species 
which occur in this State. Specific localities are available for all vertebrate animals and all species 
listed as endangered or threatened in Illinois or Federally, including proposed-and.candidate species. 

These distribution files are tied to extensive tabular files containing as appropriate life history, 
food habit and the habitat requireftent information, details on beneficial existing and harmful manage
ment practices, status and abundance as well as the actual records of collections and/or observations 
of the species. 

Wetlands data have been obtained as part of the Illinois CC1f11>onent of the National Wetlands Inventory 
being conducted jointly with the Illinois Department of Conservation and the th S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. 

This inventory, canpleted in August of this year. has located, mapped and classified all wetlands in 
Illinois w1th a resolution of approximately one quarter of an acre. 

The classification scheme is the one used nationally by the Fish and Wildlife Service. Among many 
options, it allows for discrimination between natural and artificial wetlands, pennanent and 
intermittent wetlands, and/or undisturbed wetlands versus those affected by draining or agriculture. 
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You might recall that we recall that we stopped at an intermittent wetland affected by agriculture 
during our tour of the proposed ring corridor. 

We have done our job well. There are no fatal flaws. There are no snail darters. This year marks the 
130th anniversary of the Illinois Natural History Survey. 

Thus, 1t should be no surprise that our records include nearby collectlons for many species now 
considered endangered or threatened ln Illinois. Most have been extirpated, but some still survive on 
isolated.of patches of suitable habitat. We know where these patches are, and we have avoided them. 

Our data show many wetlands, but they also show precise location and geanetry and can separate degraded 
wetlands fran those which remain high quality. 

These are claims which others cannot make. In short, we know what 
sound planning. Planning can avoid unacceptable adverse impacts. 
provide for enhancement. 

is out there. Knowledge leads to 
It can include mitigation. It can 

Witl-K>ut or with limited knowledge, planning must include contingencies. Contingencies cost t1me, 
contingencies cost JJDney. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: The written consrent of Dr. Warren Brigham, manager of the Illinois Geographic Information 
System will be included in the record as received. 

Next scheduled comnentator is Peter Conroy, followed by Joe Ligas. 

9!)/ STATEMENT BY PETER CONROY 

MR. CONROY: My name is Peter Conroy. I'm a resident of DuPage County and a licensed professional 
engineer in the State of Illinois. 

I am Vice President of Harza Engineering COfll>any. We are consultants to the State of Illinois on the 
SSC. 

My comnent is 1n reference to the relative cost of the SSC at the seven alternative sites. 

The draft EIS acknowledges that cost estimates were made for each of the seven sites, but presents a 
project cost only as the average of the seven sites. The invitation for site proposal states and I 
quote, "Cost considerations are 1~ortant to the selection process and will be used in conjunction with 
the technical evaluation criteria in selecting the nrJSt desirable s1te." 

The Council on Environmental Quality, citing 1502.23 states, "If a cost benefit analysis relevant to 
the choice among envirorrnentally different alternatives is being considered for the proposed action, it 
shall be incorporated by reference and appended to the statement as an aid in evaluating envirormental 
consequences." The same citaition also st-ates, "An Environnental Impact Statement should at least 
indicate those considerations, including factors not related to environmental quality which are likely 
to be relevant and important to a decision." 

Since cost is a consideration in the site selection process, the cost estimates for each of the sites 
si-K>uld be provided as an aid in evaluating the environmental consequences of selecting a specific site. 
If the Departnent has any cost studies on which they intend to rely in making the final site selection, 
these studies must be made public as part of this process. 

In developing t"hese site-specific cost estimates, it is requested that the 00£ utilize the data supplied 
to them ln February, 1968, in the A. T. Kearny Inc. Report ent1tled, "Siting the Superconducting Super 
Collider at Fermi lab, an Independent Cost Study." 

In presenting this cost analysis, the DOE should evaluate the possible cost savings from: First, the 
use of the tevatron as the injector for the SSC without in fact interfering with other tevatron func
tions; Second, maximizing use of a Fermilab campus and associated infrastructure to serve the SSC; 
Third, use of Fennilab's scientific technical and support staff to support both the SSC and the teva
tron; and Fourth, faster startup time for the SSC due to in-place staff and infrastructure and operat
ing injector facility. 

Further, it is requested that DOE also recognize the cost savings that is associated with decamtis 
sioning only a single site, Fermi lab, rather than two sites should Fennilab not be selected. 
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It is also requested that the DOE recognlze benefits realized by the extension of the useful life of 
Fermi lab by siting the SSC at this existing facility. 

It is also suggested that the 00£ both the quality and the ~leteness of the geotechn1cal data base 
and the a1TOunt of tunnel construction experience available for each site and adjust each cost estimate 
by using appropriate contingencies reflecting the degree of uncertainty which exists for each. 

In sunmary. it is in the national interest to construct the SSC at the site which has the lowest 
economic cost. A cast comparison of the seven alternative sites should be included in the final EIS. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIG~Elf: Submitted for the record are Mr. Conroy's written cannents as well as an appendix 
entitled, "Siting the Superconducting Super Collider at Fermi lab, An Independent Cost Study," dated 
February 12, 1986. 

The next scheduled comnentator is Joe Ligus, followed by Richard Smonin. 

980 STATEMENT SY JOE LIGUS 

I 

Jim. LIGAS: My name is Joe Ligas. I am Deputy Director of the Chicago Area Transportation Study. 

On behalf of Chicago Area Transportation Study, I am pleased to have the opportunity to offer testimony 
regarding the transportation impacts of the proposed Superconducting Super Collider project. 

In the way of background, Chicago Area Transportation Study, comnonly referred to as CATS, is the 
transportation planning agency for the six-county northeastern Illinois region. For over 30 years it 
has been the agency with responsibt1ity for planning the region's transportation network. 

The Study's efforts are guided by a policy conmittee made up of representatives of local government, 
the private sector and transportation agencies. 

Chicago Area Transportation Study is also the designated metropolitan planning organization though 
which Federal transportation funding is coordinated. CATS is a recognized leader in transportation 
planning and modeling. 

Our review of the Environmental Impact Statement concentrated on the transportation impacts of the 
project. We found the analysis to be an ~nbiased report of the impact. The traffic impacts to the 
project were reasonably assessed and the report provides an acceptable c~arison to sites under 
review. 

However, reports such as this which attempt to compare nuirerous sites with significantly different 
demographic profiles llllst be carefully used. The rural nature of many sites analyzed cannot easily be 
canpared to sites in a more urban or suburban setting. Traffic impacts on two-lane rural roads are 
significantly different from those on an established system of urban expressways and arterials. In the 
case of the Illinois site. the analysis deals with rural, suburban and urban areas. 

Given the canp1exity of analyzing the impacts in this environment the report must, of necessity, 
generalize some findlngs. 

Exa~les of this kind of generalization occur ln the analysis of level of service operation on the road 
network. The report indicates a low level of service along two major roacr~ays in the area. The level 
along Route 64 for a three mile segrrent from Kirk Road to Randall Road reflects a very localized 
problem in the center of St. Charles. 

ln the same vein, the level of service for Route 34 between Route 31 and Route 59 reflects a localized 
capacity problem approaching the regional shopping center. 

In each case, a problem exists; however, th~ 111C1gnitude may be overstated. 

There are a number of minor discrepancies 
transmitted to the Department of Energy. 
ride-sharing program in the area. 

in roadway names and descriptions that were previously 
In addition, the EIS failed to recognize the existence of a 

CATS, in cooperation with the East-West Corporate Corridor Association, has sponsored an active rlde
sharing effort with all major employers. Fermi lab is an active participant in thts p.rogram. 

The development of the SSC project at the Fermi1ab site is consistent from a transportation perspective 
with the overall development in the area. 

The general trend towards office and research facilities ln the vicinity has resulted in an aggressive 
transportation planning efforts in Kane and DuPage Counties. 
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We have seen the results of tr~se efforts in the construction of the North-South Tollway through the 
center of DuPage County. Planning is also being undertaken to review the feasibility of a major new 
highway facility alanq the Kane-DuPage corridor. As the area grows, new transit services can be 
anticipated. 

Transit services in the Naperville-Oak Brook corridor are being significantly upgraded and extensions 
to the west are feasible as demand grows. 

In conclusion. fran a transportation perspective, the report indicates the site offers excellent 
access. Further, the proposed development will have minimal impacts for future operations of the 
transportation system. These findings are consistent with CATS studies in existing plans and programs. 

MR. EIGl.llEN: The next scheduled conmentator is Richard Smonin. followed by Krishan Singh. 

STATEMENT BY RICHARD SMONIN 

MR. SMONIN: Thank you very much. My name is Richard Smonin. I'm Chief of the Illinois State Water 
Survey, which is a division of the Department of Energy and Natural Resources. 

The Water Survey has been monitoring the quantity and quality of water in Illinois for nearly a hundred 
years. We have assisted and continued to help individual homeowners, municipalities and industries to 
solve their water problems in this are since 1895. 

Quite naturally, our long-term records have provided technical information for the Illinois SSC 
proposal and to address SCITle of the environmental impact issues. 

The draft EIS makes ntinerous references to the potential impacts that the tunnel will have on tr~ 
regional groundwater resources at the Illinois site. While the text of the report generally dismisses 
the magnitude of these impacts, -and rightfully so, as being negligible, a review of only the sunmary 
tables would leave the casual reader to draw nearly the opposite conclusion. 

The table suggests that the project would an incremental increase to a regional overdraft. At least 
three points ought to be made in order to put these statements into perspective. 

First, there is indeed a regional overdraft of the Cant>rian-Ordovician or deep sandstone aquifer system 
in the eight-county area. 

Ptinpage from this huge aquifer system has exceeded the estimated safe yield for about 30 years. As a 
consequence, water levels have fallen more than 900 feet since 1860, in deep wells in northern and 
western Cook, northeastern DuPage and northwestern Will Counties. These three counties, incidentally, 
account for about 70 percent of the regional deep pl.ITlpage. 

In 1985, for the first time since detailed water levels have been recorded, a significant ntinber of 
wells in the Chicago region showed a rise in water levels. Scrne of this rise has been the result of 
declines in industrial puq>ing rates. In addition, however, recent studies by the Water Survey 
indicate that lake Michigan allocations will also result in large recoveries of water levels as deep 
wells are shut off. 

Projected deep puq>ages for the area, although still in excess of the safe yield, will be reduced 
substantially because of the lake allocations and the situation in the deep system will clearly be one 
of improvement. 

A second observation about the deep sandstone aquifer, is that in the SSC area, the trend is away from 
dependence on that system and toward utilization of both surface water and shallow aquifers. 

Elgin, for example, now procures about half its water supply fron the Fox River, while Aurora is 
proceeding toward a three-source system that includes the Fox River. glacial and shallow bedrock 
aquifers and the deep sandstone. 

The State Geological and Water Surveys are concluding a study of the shallow aquifers of Kane County 
that suggests that substantial quantities of groundwater can be developed from these shallow aquifers. 

Secondly, there ts also a local overdraft tn the shallow dolomite aqu·ifers in DuPage County, to the 
east of the SSC site. However, lake Michigan allocations will soon begin to improve the situation 
there also, as the pipeline from Chicago is canpleted. 

Water from the lake will be distributed under the adninistration of the DuPage Water Conmission and the 
DuPage County Public Works to 34 public water supply systems in the county. 

Finally, as for the SSC itself, Fermi lab derives its potable water supply from wells finished in the 
shallow dolomite aquifer and can easily meet future potable water needs from these wells. 
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Cooling water at the lab comes fran the Fox River. Cooling needs around the ring, about 125 gallons per 
minute, will initially be provided fran the anticipated groundwater seepage into the tunnel. 
Eventually, as the seepage rate declines. cooling water supplies will be supplemented by shallow wells 
and from three pub1ic water supplies. 

In sumnary, the total water resource picture for the SSC ar91 is excellent, both at the present time 
and as projected into the next four decades. Water supplies fran shallow aquifers are relatively 
undeveloped in the area, and the needs for the SSC can be easily met. 

As the draft EIS itself states in the text, "The impact of the project, both during construction and 
operation, will be negligible." 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGLIREN: Following Mr. Singh will be Adrian Visocky. 

9713 STATEMENT BY KRISHAN SINGH 

MR. SINGH: My name is Krishan Singh, Principal Scientist, Illtnois State Water Survey. I am here to 
offer my comnents on the draft Environnenta 1 Impact Statement that may be considered by the 00£ fn 
preparing their final Environmental Impact Assessment. 

My conments specifically address the potential floodplain i~acts at sites identified in the DEIS. The 
draft Environmental I~act Statement, DEIS, acknowledges that FEMA maps are available for the entire 
SSC site in Illinois. They are not available for four of the seven BQL sites. These maps are wide 
delineations of the hundred-year floodplain boundaries. 

The DEIS identifies four surface facilities, FS, K4, J3 and JS, that may have sane potential for flood
plain encroactment. The proposal issue of the sites and the relevant floodplain boundaries, as taken 
from Figure 7-4 to'7-7 in the DEIS, are shown in my written carments as Figures 1 and 2. 

Facility service area FS is proposed to be located east of Government Road and just to the east of the 
floodplain boundary of Kress Creek. Even a small encroaci"ment of five percent of the floodplain or 
other the flood fringe, as mentioned in the DEIS were not [copy missing]. The DEIS does say that any 
ifllJacts to the floodplain will be negligible and the final project design may indicate no floodplain 
modifications. 

Facility service area K4 lies entirely out of the Kress Creek floodplain, and therefore there is no 
potential for floodplain encroac1'1nent at this site. 

The propased location of facility service area JJ is in the southwest corner some distance away from 
Hawthorne Road and Kress Road and loads. 

The DEIS states that JJ would extend 350 feet on to the 2,500-foot wjde floodplain of Kress Creek or 
would encroach onto the floodplain fringe. 

However, the DEIS Figure 7-6 with the proposed location as delineated in Figure 2 shows no encroachment 
onto the floodplain. 

Site J6 lies wholly in the Fennilab area which is Federally owned. About 54 percent of the proposed 
site area is in the floodplain of Kress Creek and 1ts tributary. However, only about 13 percent of the 
area lies tn the floodway as defined by the Illinois standards. 

The floodway is that portion of the pOrtion of the floodplain as shown in Figure 3 in my little 
carrrents that must be kept free of encroachment to limit the increase in the hundred-year flood stage 
or surcharge to 0.1 foot. 

The Illinois limit of 0.1 foot is much stricter than the Federal limit of one foot. Thus, a small por
tion of D6 is in the floodway. Its l~act on the floadplain can be mitigated through flexibility pro
vided by the arrangement of surface structures in this 40-acre site by channel diversion by movement of 
the site about 200 feet to the south. 

The absence of FEMA maps or their partial existence for the proposed site may result in no identifica
tion of sane surface facilities that might impact the floodplain. 

The only other site with full FEHA map coverage such as that in Illinois is the Texas site where the 
DEIS possibility identifies four major surface facilities, JZ, J3, J4 and J6 as·entirely covering the 
full width of the floodplains of the area stream. 

Thank yOll. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Thank you. Mr. Singh's written conments will be included in the record and the 
transcript of the hearing is received by the Chair. 
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MR. VISOCK.'f: Thank you. My name ls Adrian Visock.y. 1 am the senior hydro1ogist witi1 the State \later 
Survey. 

The DEIS indicates that as many as 320 wells could be imµacted because of their locations within the 
corridor surrounding the proposed SSC tunnel. The report states that 320 is the number of wells that 
are located within thls zone and then goes on to say, "Only a portion of these wells may be directly 
affected." 

My conrnents are to bring to this discussion nurr.bers which we feel reflect the more likely i~act 
scenario. 

During the fall of 1987, the State Water Survey undertook. a special study to estimate the number of 
wells that potentially could be impacted by the construction and operation of the tunllel. 

T~~ study was divided into three parts: a file inventory, a field inventory and a statistical 
analysis. 

A search of the files at the Water Survey was made to determine the number of wells within the tunnel 
~orrldcr, experimental areas on the Fennilab campus for which records wete available. For the purposes 
of our study, the tunnel corridor was defined as a strip of land extending one quarter mile on either 
side of the SSC tunnel. 

Well locations in our file as usually known to within a ten·acre plot, a tract of land one-eighth of a 
mile on o side. Well depths were converted to bottan hole elevations for ccxnparison with a target 
reference elevation. 

The target reference elevation was detennined by assuming a safety buffer zone above the tunnel. Guide
lines for such a buffer have used a 35-foot radius around the center point of the tunnel shown in 
Figure 1 in my written comnent, as the primary shield. 

Since the cente~ of the tunnel has a proposed elevation of 325 feet MSL, this translates to an upper 
limit of 360 feet for the top of the primary shield. 

As an added measure of safety, the study assumed a buffer of 50 feet above the crown of the tunnel, or 
a protective reference elevation of 380 feet. All wells within the corridor were considered impacted 
if their bottan hole elevations were at or below 380. 

Wells within the experimental area were considered impacted regardless of bottom hole elevation because 
excavations at these sites will extend fran laying on the surface. 

The search of the files located records of 773 water wells within the corridor in experimental areas. 
When the critical bottom hole elevation criterion to these wells, 14.4 percent of the wells were found 
to meet the criterion. In other words, the vast majorit~ of the wells are finished well above the tun
nel limits' buffer zone. 

This statistic was later applied to the results of our field inventory. 

The purpose of the field inventory was to determine the number of wells that exist within the corridor 
and in the experimental and Fermi lab areas. 

The survey, itself, was done by making a count of houses and buildings within the corriclor and assuming 
one well per house. No wells were actually measured for depth during the field inventory. Houses and 
buildings served by public water supplies were not counted in the survey. 

The inventory located 1505 wells, including known wells on the Fennilab campus. The nuntH!r of wells 
that .could be potentially i~acted was estimated by applying the statistics from the-file inventory to 
the results of the field inventory and using niltipliers to take into account the widths of the buffer 
zones around the tunnel. 

Thus, within the 300-foot width of the restricted zone. approximately 25 wells would potentially be 
ilJl)acted; that is. the U. S. Department of Energy would have the option of requesting that these wells 
be relocated on an individual basis. In the 70-foot primary shield zone, six wells would likely be 
impacted. We assuml! that these wells would be relocated. 

In sunmary, our study indicates that the assertion made in the draft EIS as to the nunber of potentially 
impacted wells is in error by at least an order of magnitude and therefore reflects tq>-roperly on the 
likely consequences of construction and operation of the SSC. 

Thank you. 
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MR. EIGUREN: ladies and gentlemen. We are ready to resume the hearing. May I ask you. please. to 
take your seats. 

We'll now fonnally go back on the record for this Sessfon Hof the public hearing in Aurora, Illinois 
held on the 7th day of October, 1988 on the DEIS for the SSC project. 

_We, ladies and gentlerren, have 13 cannentators tn this session. and so it would be our intent to move 
straight through the remaining llst of coomentators, which would put us smewhere around 5:15 or S:20 as 
the close of our session this afternoon. 

The next scheduled comnentator is Carl Becker, followed by Michael Divine. 

988 STATEMENT BY CARL BECKER 

MR. BECKER: Good afternoon, my name is Carl Becker. I'm of the Chief of the Division of Natural 
Heritage with the Illinois Departn:ent of Conservation in Springfield, Illinois. 

Our Division is responsible for, amongst other things, the management of endangered and threatened 
species in Illinois. I wish to corrment to you today on two of the species referenced in the DEIS, and 
that ts the Federal endangered Indiana bat and the Federal threatened prairie bush clover. 

The Indiana bat. myotis sodalis, is a highly migratory species that is known ta occur in Illinois since 
it was first described as a new species. For any given site, the potential for occurrence is dependent 
primarily upon two factors: the tirre of the year and the availability of suitable habitat. 

During the winter, mid-October through early April, Indiana bats are restricted to a few sites in 
Illinois that provide suitable locations for hibernation. There are no such sites in the proposed 
project area. 

During the remaining portion of the year, this species is generally considered to occur statewide in 
Illinois, although accepted records are limited to 28 counties. The closest record of occurrence to 
the project areas for Cook County, where a single specimen was collected 1n September of 1928. Until 
recently, the consensus of opinion held that Indiana where a single specimen was collected in September 
of 1929. Until recently, the consensus of opinion held that Indiana bat habitat consisted primarily of 
riparian zones and associated vegetation. Data generated by the Illinois Department of Conservation 
and the Illinois Natural History Survey biologists. studying Indiana bat habitat, indicate that local 
populations also extensively utilize sites for roosting, foraging and maternity activities. 

A review of the project proposal, given the above, has lead my staff expert and his coresearcher to the 
conclusion that no irrmediate to the Indiana bat population in Illinois will result fran the construc
tion activities associated w~th the project. 

Now, I'd like to turn to the Federal threatened prairie bush clover, lespediza leptostachya. The 
prairie bush clover is restricted to northern Illinois, where seven native populations known frr;m five 
counties, lee, Ogle, McHenry, Cook and DuPage. These populations occur west, north and east of the SSC 
project area, but not within it. 

All sites have been censused in 1988 and they contain 267 plants. The absence of plants frcrn the hane 
and Union Railroad prairies ,is attributed to the drought, as is most of the decline at the other sites. 

The species occurs in dry upland prairie and heavy, coarse soils and in dry, mesic 
railroads. It can persist and disturb prairie and is inconspicuous in appearance. 
remnant prairies and disturbed open habitats within the project area. 

sand prairie along 
It may occur in 

Primary potent1al for impact of this species is direct soil disturbance by construction. While there 
are no known sites for this species in the SSC project area, construction sites and areas scheduled for 
d1sturbance should be searched for this species during August and Septeni>er so that plants can be 
located and avoided. 

Disruptions of local hydrologic conditions could impact adjacent populations, although sorre current 
populatfons do exist along raflroads where drainage disturbance has occurred. 

The reasons for the rarity of the species and its absence from many prairie remnants is not well 
understood. It appears related to very soil and soil nrJisture requirement. For this reason, it is un
likely that the establisf"ment of new populations at sites that visually appear to be syftable hab1tat 
would be reasonable mitigation action. 

Thank you. 
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MR. EIGIMEN: Thank you. Next scheduled conmentator is Michael Divine, followed by Thomas Emerson. 

We will include in the transcript the hearing the written comnents of Carl Becker of the Illinois 
Department of Conservation. 

Next scheduled conrnentator 1s Michael Divine, followed by Thomas Emerson. 

STATEMENT BY MICHAEL DIVINE 

MR. DIVINE: Good afternoon. I'm Mike Divine. I am the Director of the Illinois Historic Preservation 
Agency. f"lie serve as the State Historic Preservation Office for the State of Illinois. Under Federal 
reguta'rtons promulgated as part of the National Historic Preservation Act, the Illinois Historic 
Preservation Office is responsible for the cultural resource management within the State and insures 
that undertakings by Federal agencies comply with historic preservations laws, regulations and 
guidelines. 

The agency also conducts an independent survey program designed to inventory and evaluate Illinois 
archeolog\cal sites and standing historic structures to determir.e their eligibility for inclusion on 
the National Register of Historic Places. 

In addition, the State Historic Preservation Office works in close cooperation with a number of State 
agencies, such as the Departments of Conservation and Transportation, that have voluntary plans to 
protect archeologtcal and historic resources. 

The Illinois Historic Preservation Agency has been deeply involved in the Illinois Superconducting 
Super Collider project. Working in conjunction with the archeological staff of the Illinois State 
Museum, the Illinois Archeological Survey and historians with the Kane County Development Department, 
the State Historic Preservation Office has compiled extensive documentation on the archeolagical sites 
and historic structures within the potentlal siting area. 

This documentary reJearch has included examination of the Illinois Archeological Survey's site files, 
published and unpublished arcreological reports, county histories, plat maps, atlases, Government land 
Office plat mapS and surveyors' notes and the Illinois Historic lancinarks' building survey, the 
Illinois World Structure Survey and private and public artifact collections. 

A canprehensive survey of the standing structures has a1so been canpleted. and the State \s currently 
conducting field reconnaissance far archeolog1cal sites within the potentially affected construction 
area. 

The results of all these cultural resource investigations demonstrate that the majority of the arche
ological sites thus far discovered represent small, diffuse, scatters of prehistoric lithic artifacts 
or historic period maiter\als. These sites can easlly be mitigated, if r.eed be, through sma.11-scale 
excavation efforts. 

The irrq:iortance of archeological resources ts their infonnation and site excavation at the site affected 
by the Superconducting Super Co 11 ider wi 11 provide important data. Coqlrehens ive surveys of pre-1945 
standing structures revealed that there are sane historically significant structures within the siting 
area, but avoidance of these structures can be easily acccmplished. 

The outcome of the extensive documentation to date, demonstrates conclusively that the siting of the 
SSC with~n the proposed area will have no adverse affect on Illinois' important historic and archeological 
;esources. In fact, the efforts to date have made, and will continue to make, a positive contribution 
to the understanding of the history and prehistory of the northeastern part of the State. 

In closing, I would like to note that Illinois Historic Preservation Agency has a .record of excellence 
on the national level in the comprehensive management of our cultural resources and we feel we cart 
canpetently insure solid resource management as this project continues. 

Thank you very much. 

MR. EIGLREN: The written camient of Thanas E. Emerson, head of the Illinois Historic 
Office will be included in the record -- or the transcript of the hearing. Excuse me. 
have a clarifying question, sir. If I could ask you to come back to the podi~rm. 

Preservation 
Mr. Divine, we 

MR. NELSEN: I am interested in the-dcx:i.mentation that you have provided. What have you subnitted? 

MR. DIVINE: A copy of my carrnents. 

HR. NELSEN: Okay. Does this reference any of the data that you-have tagged -- also you said there was 
sane other data that is· referenced in here? 
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MR4 DIVINE; This particular cbcwnent that I ha~ brought with me today is slq>ly the .swmary of my 
ccmnents here today. But we have provided extenslve in the siting proposal that has beeft submltted. 
We have a nl.mber of supplementary reports. In our proposal, we cite the various resources and collec
tions that are available to be examined. 

HR. NELSEN: Thank you. 

HR. E!GlREN: Thank you, Mr. Divine. I now ask Thomas Emerson to speak, followed by J<:eith Sliennan. 

987 STATEMENT BY THOMAS EMERSON 

MR. EMERSON: As noted by Dr4 Divine, the State Historjc Preservation Office in Illinois resides within 
the Historic Preservatlon Agency. This office is responsible for insuring that Federal undertakings 
canply with SectiOA 106 of the National Historic Preserv.ation Act. as amended. 

The lllinots staff fonns the Preservation Services Division of the Historic Preservat1on Agency. Thls 
division includes seven cultural resource management professionals whet are responsible for-providing 
the technical evaluation of Federal projects and the impact on historical. architectural and archeo
logical resources in Illinois. 

Their technical evaluation of the draft Environmental I~act Statment for the SSC has indicated that 
this project will have no adverse affect on either the prehistoric or historic resources in Illinois. 

In Illinois, the State Musellll has taken primary responslbility f-or perfonning the necessary fieldwork., 
like title research and data c~ilation for the cultural resources in the area of the SSC's Potential 
effa<:t. 

During the entire data collectfng procE:ss, the Muse1111 has consulted on a regular basis with our office. 
This ongoing dialogue has resµlted 1-n a cooiprehen;ive treatment of the resources in the EIS. The 
presence and d_istribution of ar-Cheological resources was approximated prior to field -.ork through a 
modeling program that evaluated the role of soil type, distance to water, surficial geology and 
vegetation as detenninants in prehistoric settlenent. 

The creation of this model has provided a unique on prehistoric utilization of the area and can be used 
to guide future work. 

This effort was followed by the initiation of ccmprehensf¥e field reconnaissance that ts designed to 
cover 100 pereent of the project area. 

To ditte, less than 100 prehistoric sites have been discovered. As predicted on the basis of past 
research and the irodel. these sites primarily consist_ of small tenporary ~sites that have been 
occupied over the past eight millennil.ITI. 

The SSC's potential effect on such sites can easily be niitigated through data collection and excavation 
or through minor avoidance. The area of potential effects has also been surveyed for the presence of 
structures constr11Cted prior to War 1d' War I l, ut f 1 iz ing standards and methodology approved by the State 
Historic Preservat1on Office. 

Approxfmately 171 structures have been fdentffied. None of these structures are currently listed on 
the National Register of Historic Places; however, based upon densities of National Register structures 
1n similar areas of northeastern Illtnois, we anticipate that approximately five percent will be found 
eltgfble after further OOcumentation and evaluation ts conducted. 

,For those that cannot during project implementation, we look forward to exploring other alternatives, 
such as adapt tv.e reuse. 

Our evaluation, however, has discovered several minor technical that were introduced into the EIS 
during the draft prepar•tlon. 

These errors include the failure to insure the agreement of ni.nbers given 1n the text with those 
Included in the-tables «lid the miSU$E? of termtno1ogy. · 

We have prepared a more detailed repart outlining the required corrections, and these-are being 
forwarded to the Department of Energy. 

Overall, we wish to cannend the excellent and highly professional of tile SSC area of potential effect 
conducted by the Illinois State Museum and fo~see no obstacle in concluding successful canpliance with 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, should Illinois be chom> as the SSC 
site. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. 
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MR. Eiguren. The written ccnirent of Thanas E. Emerson fran the Illinois State Historic Preservation 
Office will be included in the transcript of proceeding. 

The next scheduled corrmentator is Keith Shennan, followed by Steve Schlickman. 

STATEMENT BY KEITH SHERMAN 

MR. SHERMAN: Good afternoon. My name is Keith Shennan and my address is 2300 South Dirksen Parkway, 
in Springfleld, Illinois 62764. 

I am here representing the Illinois Department of Transportation and wish to discuss briefly ways to 
reduce the impact of heavier truck traffic congestion during the construction of the SSC. 

Specifically, the most significant concerns will be the safety impacts related to the increase of heavy 
truck traffic that will occur when transporting excavated materials from the construction sites. 

Although the construction schedule is not known at this time, if the worst case is chosen, ten TBMs 
wi1\ be operating at any one time, as shown in Appendix 10.2.3 [slc]. 

While we recognize that this scenario is unlikely. it does illustrate the need for mitigation at all 
levels of construction. The most significant factor influencing these impacts will be the rate of 
material deemed appropriate by the U. S. DOE. 

Since any plan for the rE!ITDval of excavated material should enjoy the support of local conmunities, the 
State recannends that U. S. DOE solicit and include public input in the final analysis and implementa
tion of such plans. 

In addition, the State recorrmends several other mitigation actions to be included in the construction 
phase. Wherever possible, State highways should be used to route trucks instead of local roads. In 
addition, local truck traffic should be directed away from residential areas and schools. 

Since sane local roads must be used to haul material frCQ the sites to the nearest State highway, a 
plan has been camiitted by the State to strengthen these roads prior to the SSC construction. 

These in;:irovements will last beyond the construction of the SSC project. 

Additionally, traffic controls and speed limits will also be installed to aid the traffic flow and 
maintain safety. In order to act against the increased traffic level irrpacts during construction, 
several options are available. 

For example, restrict the daily number of truckloads that can be hauled from any one site by more 
on-site storage. 

Two: Develop off-peak oriented disposal schedules to avoid normal urban congestion. 

Three: Increase the number of disposal sites from the listed four in the draft EIS to the 17 which the 
State has already reached agreements with. This would allow spoils disposal to be done at the closest 
site possible. Further, there are additional zg disposal sites that have been identified in the area 
that could be used. ' 

Four: Optimize the removal of excavated material through remotely located shafts by transferring 
tunneled material through alreadY-bored segments of the ring. 

~lthough the increased trafflc during construction will have impacts on sane State roads. additional 
traffic from operational staff and visitors, once the SSC 1s COfll>leted, will h4ve only minhral impacts 
on the State transportation system. 

Through normal State investment over the next twelve years. the capacity of the highway system will 
readily accOffll'Odate all current development as well as that of the SSC. 

As has been noted earlier in testimony, the State has proposed to make significant investments to 
iq:irove the quality of area roads. 

Jn closing, I just would say that the Illinois Department of Transportation is supportive of the SSC. 
These conments w111 be submitted along with other written ccwnnents at a later date, and I would like to 
thank you for the opportunity to speak. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next scheduled comnentator is Steve Schlickman, followed by Bob Cahill. 

Can I have your name and address for the record, sir? 
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HR. SCHLICK.MAN: Thank you. I'm Steve Schlick.man, Director of Intergovernrt'ental Affairs for the 
Regional Transportat1on Authority of Chicago. 

We're located at One North Dearborn in Chicago. 

I would like to thank you for the opportunity of testifying today, and inviting cannents on the draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. I ~ve a written testi!T'Dny that I would like to submit for the record. 

First of all, let me describe the RTA to you. The RTA is a Regional Transportation Authority' that is 
focusing on the funding and planning and service coordination of the six-county region of Chicago. 

We have three operating agencies. The Chicago Transit Authority provides services primarily for the 
City of Chicago and inmediately adjacent suburbs. 

Metra. the comnuter rail division of RTA, provides extensive conmuter rail service throughout the six-
/ county region. 

2 

Pace, the suburban bus division of the RTA, provides c~rehensive bus service to the suburban region. 

We have a rapid transit, comnuter rail and suburban bus network that is we11 integrated. We have the 
second largest transit system in the United States. We feel that our transit system is superior to any 
of the other proposed sites for the SSC. 

I would like to state ertlthatically that the RTA. Metra and Pace, our suburban carriers, are·firmly sup
portive of the SSC 1n its location at the Ferm11ab site. We are finnly CClmlitted to addressing the 
transportation needs of the suburban region, and in particular, this location. 

We will develop services that are necessary in reaction to the develoµnent of the SSC. 

We a_re concerned about the draft Envirormental Impact conclusion that there will be increased within 
the area. Traffic is projected to exceed the existing road network capacity. We feel that the Environ
mental Impact Statement fails to fully reflect our conmitment and ability to mitigate that effect and 
the negative consequences thereof. The RTA has a very strong financial ability to provide operatior.al 
services. 

We have one of the highest farebox recovery ratios in the nation, we have a stable funding source in a 
regional sales tax and a State operating grant match. State law requires that 85 percent of our sales 
tax revenue that is generated within the suburban counties must be expended on suburban services. 

The conclusion, therefore, is that as deve-lopment occurs in the suburbs. and in particular this area, 
we will have the revenue necessary to provide new and cost-effective transit services. 

The RTA Board has a strong focus on suburban services. It is the Board policy to aggressively pursue 
innovattve services for suburban growth areas. We recognize the need for transit solutions to reduce 
the negative impacts of auto congestion. · 

As evidence of that. within the last year, we have conveaed three suburban transportation workshops in 
conjunction with local officials and private industry to addresS transportation needs. 

We have funded two transportation management associations within the suburbs. We are engaged in a 
major van pool subsidy derrklnstration project that is underwritlng van pools for workers to trip to 
work.. 

We are funding new reverse comnuter services frCl?I the city of Chicago into the suburbs so that the 
suburban, region has access to the Chicago labor market. 

There are extensive existing services in the Femi lab area. They are detailed in our written 
testimony. The Aurora bus systen can easily be expanded to serve Fermi lab and new facilities tr~t will 
be constructed in conjunction with SSC. In addition to four existing stat1ons. a new cCJ1111Jter rail 
station w111 open four miles fran Fermi lab. A feeder bus line can be provided to connect that station 
to the new site. 

life have a coomitment to new trans"it service, in particular, for- Fer-m1lab and the SSC. RTA ls ccmnitted 
to an array of specialized services to link the existing netW<>rk to that area. 

Furthenrore, the Metra conmuter rail board is currently studying new rail corridors that would serve 
the western region of the region. 
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ln concltJsion, I would just like to emphasize that three boards have supported this project. We are 
firmly conrnitted to usi~g our reso~rces to the extent possible to provide necessary trans1t services to 
meet the transportation tr~t will result fran this deve1oi:inent. 

MR. EIGLREN: The written carments of Steven Schlick.man on behalf of the Regional Transportation 
Authority will be included tn the record as received by the Chair. 

The next scheduled comnentator is Bill Cahill, followed by Mary Wall. 

STATEMENT BY BILL CAHILL 

MR. CAHILL: Good afternoon. My name is Bill Cahill. As President of the Illinois Association of 
Realtors it is my privilege to address you concerning the effects of the Superconducting Super Collider 
on the property oNners and real estate market in general. 

First. the Illinois Association of Realtors does support the effort to locate the Superconducting Super 
Col11der in the ~tate of Illinois. The benefits of such a project for the State of Illinois are 
trerrendous. The Super Col1ider project will result in hundreds, perhaps thousands of new jobs in 
countless industry. 

It has been estimated the project will generate $100 million in tax revenue for the State government. 
locating the Super Collider west of the Fermi lab facility and using existing accelerator as an injector 
for the new rl~g lf'iakes sense both economically and operationally. 

Much thought and plannir:g has acccmpanied Illinois' bid for the project with potential savings as much 
as $400 ml11ion by building the SSC adjacent to the Fermi lab. 

Fermi lab gives us a glimpse of what major scientific development might rrean in the real estate in the 
vicinity. ln the 20 years since Fermi lab was concelved, surrounding areas have enjoyed econanic develop
ment and growth unprecedented in that region's history. 

£conom1c improv~ents were felt in several corrmunities with the positive effects on the quality of life 
in the region. Housing, schools, unemplo;ment and a variety of businesses and industries have all 
benefitted from the Fermi lab developlle~e SSC offers an even greater perspective of positive 
benefits for the people in the vicinlty. Its deve1opment wil1 serve as a catalyst for many forms of 
enterprise, perhaps even new industries that have not yet been considered, 

The scope of the Super Collider installation wil1 be enormous, yet its physical lrnpact on the rea1 
estate market will be ccwnparably ·small for such a major inStallation. Goverrment acquisitions of 5,000 
acres of property does represent a substantial presence, but the product Of such scale even very often 
require much rore e"Xtensi·~e land acqu1sit'ron. 

There is, however, no escaping the inconvenience and emotional difficulties for owners whose property 
is acquired for the project. This ls probably the most salient negative factor to be considered in any 
major governmental program that requires property acquisition. It is unfortunate, but a fact that any 
major installation in a populated area will necessarily cause relocation of existing homes and busi
nesses. Please note, however, that disp1aced owners wl11 received flnanc1al carrpensation and wi11 be 
treated fairly in the full accord with the laws of eminent domain and the Federal statutes providing 
for relocation assistance. 

Underground easements will be established for another 10,000 acres. The State of Illinois will be 
required to provide compensation to property owners whose property is taken for underground easements. 
The prospect that the SSC has caused sorre individuals to express concern that property values in 
general may decrease throughout the vicinity is not true. 

While any predict'on of values is best speculative. experience and other goverrnrenta1 and scientific 
programs give many indications that overall values generally would be increased by the presence of the 

J Super Collider. 

To protect property owners in the unlikely event that property values do decrease, Illinois Association 
of Realtors supported the enactment of legislation this spring to provide ccmpensation to property 
owners 1f the values of their property decrease as a direct result of the Superconducting Super 
Collider. The Super Collider will likely be a good neighbor 1n the area. 

The nature of its purpose and operatlon should cause it to be free of envlronrrental hazards and con
taminants and other negative effects sorr.etimes associated with other types of property use. 

The method of excavating, construction and ph~sical facility for the Super Colllder are·established and 
have proven succe~sful in other projects. 
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Tha advantages associ~ted_ with the SSC are l/ast. The Illinois Association of Realtors believes t~·,;i_t 
the economic effect of the Super Collider be of great benefit to the adjacent ccrmllnities and to :r~Je 
or neighboring areas as well. 

7 Instead of dwelling on the potential drawbacks for locating the facility in Illinois, perhaps we should 
ccns ider instead the consequences of th~ Superconducting Super Co 11 ider be i;,g located in another st ate. 

Ccanunitias around the site would see hundreds of millions of dollars infused into the distant econooiy. 
Hundreds, perhaps tho'Jsa;·ids of jobs would be created somewhere else. 

In the worst case scenario, locating the SSC somewhere else could mark the beginning of a decline of 
Fermi lab's current pcsition at the pinnacle of scientific research in the high energy physics. 

For all those reasons, the Illinois Association of Realtors reaffinns its f~ll support for bringing the 
SSC to Illinois and adjacent to Fermi lab. Jt is a necessary goal to be ach1~ved for the continuir.g 
advance of our State and the well being of its citizens. 

Thank you for your time. 

MR. £IGUREN: Our next scheduled comnentator is Mary Wall, followed by Robe-.-t J. Ra}'tT!crd. 

9135 STATEMENT BY MARY WALL 

MS. WALL: Good afternoon. My name is Mary Eleanor Wall. I am Chairperson of the DuPage County 
Regional Planning Ccr.tnisslon, presenting a statement on behalf of the Planning Corrrnission. 

The offices of the Planning Conmission are at 421 North County Farm Road in Wheaton. The statement was 
adopted at the meeting on September 14, 1988. 

The DuPage County Regional Planning Cornnission was established in 1969 by the County Board to develop 
and execute planning programs that guide the growth and development of DuPage County in an environ
mentally sound manner. 

The major functions of the Conmisslon include providing for the present and future needs of the Courity, 
managing harmonious development of the County, and encouraging the jo1nt cooperation of the political 
subdilfisions within the County. In fact, the Planning COmnission is a intergo· .. errmental body with 
County Board, municipal ~nd cittzen representatives. I am one of the public citizen representati~€s. 

DuPage County, along with Kane County, is a location of Fermi National Accelerator laboratories, cne of 
the seven site locations evaluated in the draft Environmental Irrpact StatEfilent. The research co~ducted 
at this facility has made the United States of .America the world leader in high energy physics for at 
least three generations. 

Siting the SSC at Fermi lab with its present tevatron acc~lerator would save the Federal governnent mil
lions of dollars. The Femi lab canplex is estimated to be worth 1rore than $1.4 billion. The draft EIS 
did not provide a table ccrnparing coots at each of the seven sites, as previous speakers have cormicnted 
upon. And in sunmary, let me just pick up some of the highlights here that we do acknow1edge. 

\nere are credits for this slte, including credit for the Fermllab faci1ities, the reduced costs fur 
utility systems and campus facilities and reduced operating expenses due to cost-sharing with ongoing 
funded Fennilab research program. What we do think, that the savings could a1!1lunt, if it were located 
here, to as much as $400 million over construction at other locations, and computattons indicate that 
we would sal/e $60 million in annual operating costs becaose of the infrastructure that we have. Tne 
statement goes on to comnent on the socio-economic characteristics of this location in northeastern 
Illinois. We think ~e live in a highly developed location where we have all kinds of cultural advan
tages and many outstandi~g industrial research facilities, such as Allied Amphedol (phonetic), Amoco 
laboratories, AT & T, Bell laboratories, GCA Corporation, Nalco Technical Center, Sunbeam Appliance 
Ccrnpaoy and many others. 

In addition, DuPage County has Argonne National laboratory, a Federally-funded lfl.lltidisciplinary 
research facility with over 3,00Q employees. Argonne cQl'lducts research in the areas cf engineerlf\9, 
basic sciences, biomedicine, and environmental science and technology. 

The corridor is also the location of corporate headquarters for many fortune SQQ firms. The iTitra
structure with our educational institutions I am sure has been comnented on. We believe that we have 
the public service personnel and the teachers to handle the increase in student enrollments, but it 
appears that the increase would only be .l -percent to meet the demand, so we ha~e educated people here 
to handle the teaching requirements. 

Housing needs could also be served in this area. We have tn our region between 1960 and 1987 -
regional housing industry constructed an average of 23,000 units annually. Clearly, we have that 
capacity. 
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We do have world-class cultural opportunities with the wonderful Chicago Symphony, which we think may 
be the greatest in the world (and others think. so too. by the way). museums, theatrical productions, 
and we do have recreational facilities. Kow, my paper doesn't mention lt, but we also have the Bears, 
the Bulls, the Cubs, the Sox, and the Hawks. · 

So, there are all kinds of cultural and recreational opportunities. 

Construction of the SSC would not overwhelm constructions projects in northeastern Illinois because we 
have a large capacity there. 

In regard to Fen!lilab, the residents witkin the Fennllab area, we do vtew the research facility not 
only as an econcmic benefit, but also as a good neighbor. The facility is a showplace for the visual 
and perfonning arts, a prairie restoration project, a cancer treatment center, an educational institu
tion, and it is a tourist attraction. 

People trust and support the laboratory's activities. The good neighbor relationship that has already 
been established in Illinois is an important consideration. Since siting the SSC at Fennilab would 
further the overall growth and develoj:lllent of northeastern Illinois, including DuPage County, in an 
environmentally sound manner, the DuPage County Regional Planning Ccrrmission supports and encourages 
the selection of the Fenni National Accelerator Laboratory as the site for construction of the Super
conducting Super Collider facility. 

Thank you very 1J1.Jch. 

MR. EIGLREN: The statement of Mary E. Wall, Chairperson of the DuPage County Regional Planning Can
mission. will be included in its entirety in the transcript of this proceeding. 

The next scheduled conmentator is Robert J. Raymond, followed by Steve Shard. 

ls Mr. Raymond here? Robert J. Ra}IU'IOnd? Steve Shard? Following Mr. Shard will be Robert Sabolich. 

STATEMENT BY STEVE SHARD 

MR. SHARD: Good afternoon. Hy name is Steve Shard ailll I represent the Illinois Department of 
Agriculture. The Department is located tn Springfield, Illtnois. 

The I 11 inofs Departirent of Agriculture has c;a.refu 1 ly examined the draft Environmental l~act Statement 
that has been prepared for the proposed Superconducting Super Collider project. Hence, it is our 
desire to express the following remarks. 

With regard to the long-term viability of agriculture iFI the northeastern reglon of Illinois, 1t is 
obvious that encroaching nonagricultural developnent is rapidly changing the character of many rural 
areas wtthin this region. 

DuPage County has experienced~ level of growth in recent years that is essentially unparalleled by any 
other county in the nation. 

It is envisioned that growth of this magnitude will continue at least for the imnediate future. A con
sequence of this intensive growth scenario will be the transformation of thousands of farmland acres to 
nonagricultural purposes. While the degree of fannland that would be acquired is significant, the 
potential exists for the acquisition to generate positive benefits. We believe it is logical to 

2 predict that the areas encont>assing central and western Kane County will encounter extensive-develop
ment pressures in the not-so-distant future. 

In accordance with the 1nfonnat1on presented in the draft EIS, large tracts of farmland would be pur
chased in western Kane County for SSC operations, future expansion, a needed buffer fran inc~atible 
land uses. However, farmland that is not devoted to SSC-operations could be leased back to agricul
tural producers for farming purposes. 

Based on this initiative to lease back faf'l'll.land that i-s not essential for inmedtate SSC utilization, it 
is conceivable that the longevity of this. farmland wl'l\ be enhanced. 

Simply put, the SSC may act as a mechanism to protect farmland fran local residential, conmercial, 
industrial developnent. 

lt was also gratifying to note that various mitigation strategies that were discussed within the draft 
flS. These mitigation proposals would serve to minimize the adverse impacts of the SSC project that 
would be inflicted upon the agricultural and ecological resources within the project area. 
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One very noteworthy scheme refers to the proper control of surface water- runoff and erosion. w~ 
understand that the appropriate techniques will be implemented to retard surface runoff during the con
struction and post-construction phases, thereby reducing the opportunities for soil erosion to occ~r. 

Of course, soil erosion has a direct bearing upon the water quality of our rivers, streams, lakes and 
ponds. The Illinois Department of Agriculture has fonnulated nunerous progressive programs that 
pertain to soil conservation and erosion control. 

4- These programs are not only geared toward agricultural practices but urban construction scenarios as 
well. 

5 

7 

8 

Therefore, we have a keen interest in these resource issues as they relate to the SSC. While it is not 
possible to identify the precise surface runoff and erosion control methods until the final ring con
figuration is annou~ed and the affiliated design work is canpleted, it is apparent that the measures 
will be i""lemented to protect the enviromient frcm needless degradation. 

The Il11no1s Department of Agriculture ts also fully supportive of the mitigat;on ccmponent that 
defines the manner in which spoils fran the tunnel will be disposed. Undoubtedly, the use of far.nlanc:I 
for spoil sites would render that land useless for future agricultural endeavors. Placement of the 
spoils in abandoned quarries or selling the material as aggregate ts indeed an innovative apprcach to 
the disposal dtlenma posed by the generated spoil materials. 

If it is eventually necessary to utilize surface areas for spoil disposal, sites should not car.prise 
productive agricultural land. 

If, tn fact, Illinois is selected for the SSC, our agency will be tn a position to lend the necessary 
assistance to the Governor's SSC Task Force Agencies and if appropriate. to the Oepa;tment of Energy in 
the identification and mitigation of the secondary AG i1fllo3Cts that are indirectly related to the SSC. 

Unquestionably, the local AG resources will be affected by the highway improvement a~d utility p;ojects 
that are associated with the SSC. Impacts to existing fanning operations and the agricultural infra
structure such as tile drainage systems, are very relevant issues that TlllSt be addressed as the p~oject 
proceeds. 

The Illinois Oepartrrent of Agriculture is fully ccr.mitted to volunteering its services to our sister 
task force agencies and the Department of Energy to insure that the SSC ard the associated spi~-off 
projects are fully COITflatible with the agricultural environment. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGl.REN: The next scheduled cannentator is Robert Sabolich. 

STATEMENT BY ROBERT SABOLICH 

MR. SABOLICH: My name is Bob Sabolich. I am a CPA a"d I live in St. Charles, Illinois. 

The purpose of my speech is to state my conviction that the SSC should not be built in Illinois. 
wish to preface my remarks by saying that I am not against the SSC project and have no qualm witn the 
reccrrmendation that the project be pursued. 1 si~ly belie¥e that Illinois is a poor choice for a 
proposed site. 

A significant dtsadvantage is that the citizens of Illinois, rrr.:ire than any other State, don't want it. 
I If Texas or sane other State wants to be the SSC's site, why not direct it to them? 

2 

3 

As you know, Illinois citizens have been the most vocal in their opposition to our State as the SSC 
site. Therefore, please honor our request and site the project elsewhere. 

I also wish to comnent concerning various points in the draft of the EIS, all pertaini~g to iter.is in 
Volllre IV of the EIS. 

2.1: The land acquisition cost ts not included in the cost estimate. I recognize that land wlll not 
be a Federal cost; nevertheless the cost picture would be much mare accurate if shown detailing the 
total cost, including land acquisition. I believe datng so will result in Illinois looking much less 
attractive as a site due to the higher land value in the Chicago metro area, when ccrrpared to other 
proposed sites such as Texas. 

State land acquisition cost is a significant factOr and will come out of the pocketbook of the Illinois 
taxpayers. Not to disclose this cost, this represents the total project cost by site. 

Then 2.4.3. The EIS should disclose the cost by state for each site and not as an average or a range. 
Hundred million dollar swings are important enough to be disclosed on a state-by-state basis. Why was 
a cost breakdown by state considered unnecessary? I don't kn°"". I would like to see that breakdown. 
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Then 3.1 to 3.4: The decc.nmissioning discussion makes no mention of returning areas to their pre-SSC 
habitat. Far example, will a fonner building site be reseeded along with the planting of trees and 
shrubs? Or will it be left with concrete pads? This must be addressed. 

1.1.Z.10: The bulk of the landscaping is going to the ca111>us and injector areas. Exactly how iTIUch is 
going toward the service areas? My home is only 300 yards fran a proposed service area~ and I refuse 
to stare a huge storage tanks with only a handful of shrubs to hide their grotesque sight. 

14.1 2.E to 8. Travel time for migrant workers for Illinois is based on the typical distribution of 
Fennilab employees. There 1s no reason to believe that the same distribution is to be accurate. No 
evidence was given to conclude the distribution to be reasonable. Therefore, the distribution should 
have been determined as it was for the other test sites. I am confident that the result would be a 
greatly increased travel time and cost since most Fermi lab ~loyees ltve close to Fennilab whereas 
most SSC construction workers would be coming in fran the farther reaChing Chicago metro area. 

Moreover, Fermi lab is on the eastern edge of the ring, further distancing Chicago area workers fran th-e 
work. site. 

14.1.2.3. E.2. C.3: Public service emplo)ment impacts are based on 1982 data. This is old data con
sidering that booming growth and resulting increased public service needs in the DuPage and Kane County 
areas. Therefore, the conclusions concerning the illfjact to public service employment appears to be 
understated. 

14.1.3.3.E: A "survey" perfonned in 1987 is cited in which Illinois residents allegedly responded 
favorab-ly concerning as a proposed SSC site. The study appears grossly inaccurate. 1987 was a 
prem.tture period to perfonn the study inasmuch as the ring location, let alone service facilities, et 
cetera, was not even known by the public until 1988. I seriously doubt the randomness of the samples, 
the objectivity of the questions they asked, and the interpretation of the results. It should be 
thrown out. A new survey should be conducted by an independent pollster. 

In conclusion, the SSC is not for Illinois, Illinoisans are not for the SSC. I hope this helps lead 
you to a similar conclusion. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Do you have a written submission for the record? We were --

MR. SABOLICH: I mailed it in to Mr. Hess. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you. We'll note that for the record. We wanted the specific sites that you're 
referencing. 

The next scheduled conmentator is George Fleming, followed by Jeannette Wampach. 

288 STATEMENT BY GEORGE FLEMING 

MR. FLEMING: I am Dr. George Fleming. I'm on the County Board and my district is District 15, which 
encanpasses the rural half -- west half of St. Charles Township and almost all of Campton Township, 
except the precinct around Eltman. 

At the last County Board meeting in Septerrtier. I made a staterrent and I am here this afternoon to make 
sure that this same statement, verbatim, is in your records. 

About 35 years ago, our family, my wife, children and myself, moved to rural St. Charles Township 
because of its bucolic pastoral setting. We did not lll)ve here for any economic gain. The love of 
natural beauty and peacefulness was all we wanted. 

Natural growth of the Chicago megapolis has offered this to some extent, but fortunately, the people 
who did move out to Campton and St. Charles Townships held the same ideals to their environment as we 
did. All of us just wanted to be left alone, to enjoy the beauty of the Fox River Valley·. 

Now canes the Super. CoTlider. Can the United States Government guarantee that there will be no harmful 
~adiation or that our water supply will not be endangered? Can the ventilation and access shafts 
really be camouflaged so as not a blight on the landscape? Will the property values ever return to 
normal for those right on top or the ring? 

And the one th.ing that the State of Illinois and the United States Government cannot gloss over in any 
manner whatsoever, in spite of all the assurances. is that the construction phase will destroy and make 
vestigial the peace and cleanliness of air that we now enjoy. 

A few months could be tolerated, but we are talking about years. -Yes, several years of heavy truck 
traffic, nofsily tearing up our roads, blocking traffic, plus creating dust and dirt which by any urban 
standards will be intolerable. 
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Whether the Super Collider ts a boon or a bust to Kane County. as the Tribune poll by the league of 
We.men Voters queries. ts not the issue. 

The most affluent townships. like Kane County, could care less about personal, financial gain from this 
obliquitous project. As the County Board representattve of these people, I can do no other than to 
object to the construction of the Super Collider in Kane County. 

Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The written cClflllent of Or. George Fleming of the County Board, County of Kane, will be 
included in the transcr1pt of the hearing. 

The prior received written comnent of Steve_Shard of the Illinois Department of Agriculture will also 
be included in the transcript of the heartn9. 

The next scheduled conmentator is Jeannette Wampach, followed by Hike T. Brown. 

//00 STATEMENT BY JEANNETTE WAMPACH 

I 

MS. WAMPACH: I am Jeannette Wa~ach. I would like to correct the spelling, W-A-K-P-A-C-H. I am a 
lifelong resident of Kaneville, having spent a few years of my life as a resident of Btg Rock. 

I cane to you today with many concerns but very little time to speak. I would like to speak as a 
resident who will be displaced, whose heme will taken. I could speak to you as a sister, as a 
daughter, to other families who will be displaced. As a neighbor, to my aunt, our entire family will 
displaced by this project. 

I could also speak to you about my parents' bUsiness of five generations, the oldest blacksmith shop in 
Illinois, that will be displaced by this project. 

I could speak to you as a nurse educator who is greatly concerned with the health of the residents of 
the ent1re Fox Valley area. I have great concerns about the radiation, safety. noise, stress. air pol
lution, water pollution, but these have been well delineated by fonner speakers, so 1 won't take my 
time with that. 

What I have chose to address, since it seems that the ccrrmittee is much more concerned about physical 
environmental 1~act, that ts the focus of my discussion. -

I find it very interesting that the gentleman from the Illinois Department of Agriculture made a passing 
reference to the impact of the tile drainage systems. I assume he is referring to the tile drainage 
systems along the lower arc of the ring that lie between the Townships of Kaneville and Big Rock. 

I would hope he is referring Big Rock District Drainage No. 2 -- 30 000 acres of land -- because this 
has not been addressed. It has not been addressed by the State in their environmental assessment 
report, Volume 3. It has not addressed by the Envlronmental Impact Study of the Department of Energy 
nor have I heard it addressed other than this one passing cannent. 

His carment was, that if this canes, we_ must address it as the project proceeds, and I present to you, 
gentlemen. that this is too late. This must be addressed now, and I would think the Department of 
Energy would have a great deal of interest in identifying the i11"4Jact not only to the members of the 
COllTillnity and the farmers, but also to some of the structures that you plan to build tn this very area 
of the Big Rock District Drainage No. 2. 

2 I got my information that I am presenting to you today fraa Jim Scott. who ts President of the Drainage 
Distrlct. He's a lifelong resident farmer. His family has fanned this land, the very land that we are 
talkings about. since the Civil War. They have witnessed the floodplain concerns. The entire area of 
Big Rock 1s located in a floodplain. The e~tire between Kaneville and Blg Rock where a good share of 
the ring will be constructed, many access points, F sites, E sites, interaction points, all lie within 
this very area. 

This has not been -- let me back up. My presentation today. I had toped to be able to-use an overhead 
that I have depicted the structures, the geography, the concerns that I have relative to the water run
off situation. In lieu of not being able to have an overhead, which I understand was ruled not to be 
done, I would like to the panel at this t1me a map that deplcts the cannents I would like to make. 

If you could focus your attention to the blue outlined areas. Th1s ts a rough approx1rnat1on of the Big 
Rock District Drainage No. 2 that I have alluded to. It's approximately 3.000 acres that lies directly 
between Kaneville and to the south down to the comTiuntty of Big Rock. 

To the western border de l tneated in blue is Welsh Creek.. To_ the eastern border is approximately the 
margin which ts bordered by Dugan Road and .Hire Road. 
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If you will notice in the middle, depicted in green, this is a very quick approximation of some of the 
major tile systems that presently lie in this land. These tile systems vary anywhere from six inch, 12 
inch, even up to 20 inch in dianeter. If you will notice. these tile systems are being transsected in 
several critical interaction po1nts. FS in the Kaneville area. K4, K3, ES, all are directly interact
ing sane of these key drainage areas. 

The heavy green line to the right depicts a fonner "crik" which no longer exists because, in 1912, it 
was tiled. This entire area between these two boundaries is drained only by the existing tile systems. 

Now, when you start putting these access shafts and interaction points along these sites, you are going 
to critically 1rJl>act .the continuity, the integrity of these tile drainage systems. 

Thi's water presently runs into Welsh Creek. If that continuity is interrupted, it will have no means 
to get there. It will become surface water and render this prime fannland no longer prime fannland. 
It will becane wetland. 

I would draw your attention to the red line down the middle of this District. This is the railroad 
spur that you gentlemen proposed to place right in the middle of this land. 

If the tile systems are disrupted, I propose that this would not be a very wise place to put this rail
road spur. It may not have a very firm foundation. 

And if it isn't already destroyed by the disruption of the tile systems, I am sure that the weight and 
the hauling of these heavy magnets will do it in quite quickly. 

My other concern relative to the balance of this entire drainage system, the sewage treatment plant 
which I have delineated near the FS site, which Illinois proposes to build at the far cluster. I have 
indicated it with a little blue star, near Kaneville. This is directly on the Welsh Creek, the creek 
that receives the water drainage frcrn all this area. 

And by the way, all of the land to the west of Welsh Creek also drains into it. I just don't have 
firsthand data on it to speak to you on, and those tiles probably wouldn't be as directly affected. 

MR. EIGLREN: Jeannette. your time is expired but go ahead and bring it to a conclusion. 

MS. WAMPACH: When the sewage treatment is built and the water level ele\•ates and we add all the water 
from the tunnel to tt, surely it will raise the water level. 

Currently, only six inches of water level from the average level, will cause the tiles to be flooded 
and the existing tiles will no longer be able to drain the fields. 

3 I would quickly like to draw your attention to the bottan to the green double lines near Big Rock. 
These are two 20-inch tiles. They drain the entire north part of the town of Big Rock, the school, 
hanes and businesses. If this crik raises even six to 12 inches, Big Rock will not drain. It is all 
enccmpassed in floodplain. I have experienced personally having sewage sitting on the surface of the 
land because of the poor evaporation of the tiling fran septic systems with any major rain. Big Rock 
is in a big mess. 

The State mitigation plan is to make this into a recreational area. You won't read that in your report; 
the only way we know it is because they submitted to the Kaneville Library depicting the land use in 
the future as a recreational center. 

I wonder how many of the residents of Big Rock know that they are slated to be a recreational center, 
perhaps for the enjoyment of the scientists and their families. 

I believe that this needs to be looked into and investigated much more thoroughly than it has. 

Thank you, gentlemen. 

HR. EIGlREN: The diagram provided by Jeannette Wampach will be included 1n the record as received. It 
has your name and address on it, so we appreciate that. 

Our last scheduled conmentator is Mike T. Brown. 

990 STATEMENT BY MIKE T. BROWN 

,, MR. BROWN: Good afternoon, gentlenen. My nawe is Michael Brown. 
Services for the Tooling and Manufacturing Association. 

am the Director of General 

I am here representing the precision metalworking industry in the Chicago area and to persuade you tc 
build the Superconducting Super Collider here, in Illinois. 
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Why? The reasons are simple. First. it is in the Department of Energy's best interest to build the 
SSC here because this area 1s the precision metalworking center of the world. 

Chicago six-county area can provide you designers and engineers. a vast network. of tooling, machining 
and production plants using the latest technology in machining procedures. 

Residing in this area are over I0,000 journeymen-level tool, die and mold builders. over 20,000 
precision machinists. over 5,000 contact precision metalworking canpanies. which include special 
tooling. special machine builders. precision machining and fabricating c~anies. 

These metalwoi·kers and metalworking finns are sane of the best that you will find throughout the world. 

This vast local network will provide your SSC designers and engineers with easy supplier access, con
sultation assistance, reduced delivery times. transportat1on savings, increased camiunications and the 
latest in metalworking technologies. 

The second reason for choosing this area is the ccmnitment of the Tooling and Manufacturing Associa
tion. The TMA is a local trade association of approx1mately 1400 companies throughout the Chicago area. 

We were established in I925 and we have trained thousands of tool builders and precision machinists 
through our highly regarded apprentice trafning program. \le are currently planning for the future by 
training nearly 700 craftsmen in our program. 

TMA would be~pleased to provide your designers and engineers with vendor capability information. 

The third reason is actually an illustration of how Chicago metalworking conmunity has already worked 
through our association on a special project. 

Over the last two years. member of TMA have cooperated to help Dr. Albert Crew of the University of 
Chicago Physics Department build the world~s most powerful electron microscope. 

Over 25 of our members donated their time and expertise to produce the conponent parts necessary to 
build the subangstran microscope. Once ccmpleted and functioning, the microscope will resolve to .5 
angstroms. In Dr. Crew's words, equivalent to magnifying a beach ball to the size of the earth. 

The Tooling and Manufacturing Association and \ts members are proud of the Chicago area's metalworking 
capabilities. Although I cannot conrnit that TMA would donate their services to the SSC project or 
·the;r meribers would donate their services to the project, I am sure you would be pleased with their 
performance. 

In conclusion, my statement is simple. If you build the SSC in Illinois, you will have the resources 
of the best local area metalworking ccmpanies available anywhere. 

Thank you. 

HR. EIGUREH: We will include for the record a document provided to us by Mr. Brown entitled. "'Purchas
ing Guide", along with supporting infonnation. 

At this point. that concludes our list of pre-registered corrrnentators for this session. The only 
individual whose name I called and got no response to was. Robert J. Ra;mond. Is Mr. Raymond here? 

Is there anyone else who was in the room who was registered to comnent this afternoon who has not had 
the opportunity to do so? There not being anyone in that category, it is now 5:15. I will formally 
adjourn this Session H public hearing on the draft Envirorvnental Impact Statement for the proposed SSC 
project being held on the 7th day of October, 1988, in Aurora, Illinois. 

Thank you for your patience and courtesy. We will resume our hearing this evening at 7:00 p.m. in this 
ro::mi. I should mention that those of ycu that are scheduled to COl'lr)ent this evening in the auditorium, 
a decision has been made to have the comnents received here before this Hearing Panel at 7:00 p.m. 

Thank ycu. 

(Whereupon, at 5:15 p.m., the hearing was recessed, to reconvene at 7:00 p.m .• the same day.) 
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(October 7, 1988: 7:00 p.m.) 

MR. TEMPLE: Good evening. I would like to welcorre you to another session of the Department of Energy's 
public hearing on the draft Environmental Impact Statement. EIS. for the Superconducting Super Collider, 
SSC. My name is Ed Temple and I am the executive director of the SSC Site Task Force. I am also the 
presiding official for this hearing. 

The purpose of my brief remarks is to tell you why we are all here. After my brief remarks, I will ask 
our session moderator, Mr. Eiguren, to outline haw we will conduct our meeting this evening. 

The purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an opportunity to comnent in person on the 
Department's draft EIS on the SSC. This hearing is not your only opportunity; you way also send us 
your written conments, which must be postmarked by October 17, 1988. 

We want you to know that we are sincerely interested in hearing your comnents on this document and that 
each of your conments will be considered and responded to in the final EIS. 

Let me refresh your memories regarding the SSC site selection process. In January 1987, President 
Reagan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced and construction funds were requested from Con
gress. In April 1987, the Department issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently 
received 43 proposals and 36 of these were found to be qualified. 

These qualified proposals were forwarded to a joint coomittee of the National Academy of Sciences and 
the National Academy of Engineering, for further evaluation. Based on the criteria in the invitation, 
the Academies reccrrmended a best qualified list, BQL, of eight sites to the Department. One of these 
sites was later withdrawn by the proposer. 

Following a review and verification of the Academies' recoomendations, Secretary Herrington announced 
the best qualified list, including the Illinois site proposal. on January 19, 1988. Three days later. 
on January 22, the DOE formally announced that it would develop an EIS on the proposed SSC. This 
followed an advance notice of intent to prepare an EIS which had been issued in May of 1987. 

In February of 1988, we held scoping meetings in each of the seven states to obtain public conment on 
the nature and scope of the environmental issues to be considered in the EIS. The scoping meeting in 
Illinois was held in FeTlllilab Auditorium. 

The DOE received approximately 2,100 co1m1ents on the scope of the EIS. These cannents were considered 
in the preparation of the draft EIS. Following public hearings here and in the six other BQL states, 
we will develop a final EIS to be issued in December of 1988. 

The draft EIS evaluates and compares four types of alternatives: site alternatives, technical alterna
tives, progranrnatic alternatives, and the no-action alternative. 

Site alternatives acklress the seven locations identified on the BQL. Technical alternatives meant con
sidering different technologies, different equipment, or different facility configurations. Program
matic alternatives addressed the possibility of using other accelerators, international collaboration. 
or project delay. The no-action alternative was the option not to construct the SSC. 

This draft EIS identifies and analyzes the potential environmental consequences expected to occur from 
slting, constructing, and operating the SSC at the seven site alternatives. These Sites are located in 
Arizona, Colorado, Illinois, Michigan, North Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas. 

The draft EIS provides as much infoTlllation as possible at this stage of project development regarding 
the potential environmental impacts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC at each of 
the alternative sites. 

However, the DOE recognizes that further review under NEPA, the National Envirormental Policy Act, is 
appropriate prior to constructing and operating the proposed SSC. Accordingly, following selection of 
a site for the proposed SSC, the DOE will prepare a supplement to this EIS to address in more detail 
the impacts of constructing and operating the proposed SSC at the selected site, and to identify where 
possible alternatives for mitigating these impacts. 

Let me tell you a little bit about the draft EIS. This is a large document containing more than four 
thousand pages. It is organized into four volumes. 

Volume I is entitled "Environmental Impact Statement." VohBTIE! II is the comnent resolution document 
and is reserved for our response to public conment and for publication only in the final EIS. Volume III 
describes the methodology for site selection. And Volume IV contains sixteen appendices for writing 
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detailed presentations of technical information which back up the conclusions in the Environmental 
Impact Statement. Comnents received at this hearing will be used by .the DOE to prepare a final EIS to 
be issued this December. This document will identify the Department's preferred site. No sooner than 
thirty days after the final EIS is distributed, the Department will publish its record of decision 
which will include the final site selection and ccmplete the site selection process. 

Tonight, we wi 11 use a professional moderator to assure a fair and orderly proceeding. Measu1~es have 
been taken to permit the maxhrum opJXlrtunity for interested citizens to utilize this session fo_r ex
pressing their COITIT'lents. We urge all participants in this evening's meeting to focus their ccr.ments on 
the draft EIS and to avoid or minimize statements aimed solely at expressing opposition or s:..ipport for 
the state's proposal. 

While all conments will beccme part of the formal record of this proceeding. those specifically ad
dressing the draft EIS will be lll)St useful to the DOE in preparing the final document. As I noted 
earlier, in addition to this opportunity for all comnents, individuals may also provide written ccrn
ments to the DOE. These should be Postmarked by October 17, 1988, the end of the formal forty-five day 
cooment period, to insure that they will be considered in the preparation of t_he final EIS. We will, 
however, consider conments received after that date to the extent possible. 

One final word on the role of the EIS in the site selection process. The National Envirormental Policy 
Act, NEPA, requires that envirormental impacts be considered by federal decision makers in taking major 
federal actions with potential environmental consequences. An EIS is one of the methcxfs used to do 
this analysis, to provide for public conment and participation and to make a final decision that meets 
the NEPA requirements. The EIS will be considered by the Secretary in ma.king the site selection. 

I want to thank you in advance for your interest and participation. Let me now introduce Mr. Eiguren 
who will describe how we will conduct tonight's session. 

MR. EIGUREN: Thank you, Or. Temple. Good evening ladies and gentlemen, my name is Roy Eiguren. I'm 
an attorney in private practice with the law firm of Lindsay, Hart, Neil & Weigler, with offices in 
Seattle, Washington, Portland, Oregon, San Francisco, California and Boise, Idaho. 

Our firm's practice, as well as mine, is heavily concentrated in energy and environmental law. Both in 
private practice as well as in prior governmental service, I've had over a decade's worth of experience 
in either participating in or conducting National Environmental Policy Act hearings such as the one we 
are conducting here tonight. 

The Department of Energy retained me for,the purpose of being a moderator for this and other hearir.gs 
being held in this series. Under the tenns of my retention with the Department, I am not an employee 
of the Department, nor am I an advocate for or against the Department's proposed acti'on in the 
proceeding. 

Rather, my single, express purpose is to serve as an independent, unbiased, objective individual to 
moderate the hearings. My role is to assure that the Department of Energy fully COIT\) lies with the 
letter and spirit of the National Environmental Policy Act by allowing all individuals and organizations 
a fair and equal opportunity to carment on the record relative to the Department's proposed action. 

As Or. T~le mentioned, the purpose of this, as well as the other hearings in this series, is to give 
all interested citizens an opportunity to camient, on the record, relative to the Department of Energy's 
draft Environmental Impact Statement .for the SSC project. In February, the Department of Energy con
ducted a scoping meeting here 1n Illinois as well as other states under consideration for the project, 
to hear conments from individuals and organizations on what issues they felt should be considered in 
the preparation of the draft EIS. 

Now that the Department has ccmpleted the draft EIS, it seeks cooment on it from the public. In par_
ticular, the Department seeks specific conment on issues the members of the public feel are relevant 
and should be considered by the Department prior to finalizing the Environmental Impact Statement and 
maklng its final choice as to a preferred site for the SSC. 

I would like to indicate that th_is is-a record proceeding. That is to say, everything that has been 
said a_t this as well as all the other hearings in this series have been recorded by a court reporter. 
We have a court reporter here with us in the front of the room. The court reporter will make a verbatim 
transcript of all cormients received as well as any written corrments that we receive here, and submit 
that transcript to the Department of Energy_ for inclusion in the final record of this proceeding. 

The Secretary of Energy's decision relative to the project will be based upon the information contained 
in that record. 

At this time, I would like to tell you what procedures we are following bath in this as well as all the 
other hearings in this series. I have been announcing speakers from a list provided to me by the 
Department of Energy. That list was compiled of pre-registered speakers by individuals in advance of 
this evening's hearing calling the Department and indicating their desire to participate in tre 
hearings. 
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Accordingly, we have a list of a number cf individuals who have signed up in advance who will cooment 
tonight. 

In addition to that, because of the large number of c011Tenters here in Illinois, the Department has 
done two things to acconmodate those people. One, is we have been having parallel hearings; that is to 
say, there has been another hearing panel in the auditoritJTI in this high school for the last day and a 
half hearing conment. That panel is scheduled to meet this evening and hear comnent for those individ
uals who have cane to the door and signed in. 

However, we have had very few folks at this point arrive for the evening and so, what I would like to 
do at this point is: if anybody is here that has not registered a camient and would like to camient, we 
would ask that you would go back to the registration table and so indicate, so that we know whether we 
are going to have to have another hearing panel tonight or whether we can accC111TDdate everybody here 
before this hearing panel. 

The other rules that we are following in tenns of the conduct of these hearings have been such things 
as following a five-minute rule. That is to say, every individual that would like to conment is given 
up to f;ve minutes within which to provide their oral camient to us. At the end of five minutes, I 
have been signaling individual conrnenters that their time has expired. 

As stated earlier, the purpose of this hearing is to receive comnent on the draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. Accordingly, your conments should be focused on the issues that are addressed in the draft 
document itself. We do reserve the right to ask individuals to focus on issues contained in the draft 
EIS if they wander significantly frcm the topic of the session. We are not intending to limit remarks 
but rather we are seeking to assure that what comnents you do provide us are effective ·in achieving the 
goal of the proceeding. 

However, I have mentioned before at all the hearings that I have conducted we are allowing conment on 
any issue that individuals feel they would like to speak to relative to the SSC project. Written CCITl

ment and oral carment receive the same weight in the record of this proceeding. Therefore, we have 
been strongly encouraging individuals to provide written conment as well as written questions to us, 
either by subm1tting them to me at the conclusion of their conments here or to me at any time during 
the course of the hearing, or by mailing them to the Department of Energy by the close of the record in 
this proceeding. 

If you would l1ke to provide written corrment after tonight's hearing or written questions, you may do 
so by mailing them to this address, which is contained in a business card that is available to you at 
the registration table in the back of the room. It must be postmarked by the close of conment, which 
is October 17, 1988. 

This session has started at 7 o'clock. We intend to continue on as long as necessary to acconmodate 
all comTenters who would like to speak here this evening. Our intent is to first take all pre
registered speakers and to the extent that we have walk-ins that are not acconmodated by the other 
hearing panel, we will accomnodate them here. 

Throughout the course of the hearings, approximately once every hour for five minutes or so, we take a 
brief recess to allow our court reporter to change the tapes. That's fairly important. 

The other rules that we are following for this proceeding are as follows: When it comes your turn to 
speak. we would ask that you would step forward here to the front of the roan to the podiiin where the 
microphones are at. We would ask that you give us your name and address, and if you are speaking on 
behalf of an organization, tell us the name of the organization that you are speaking on behalf of. 

Once you have canpleted your introductory material, name, address. and organization, I will start timing 
you. As I say, you have up to five minutes. Because we have had a large number of ccrrmenters 
throughout this entire proceeding, we have been adhering to the five minute rule rather strictly. So 
when your f1ve minutes expire, we would ask that you would qu1ckly bring your ccrrments to conclusion. 

A few other rules I would like to mention relative to the use of this building: the high school is a 
smoke-free building and, accordingly, there is no smoking allowed anywhere in the facility. We would 
iike to thank the h_igh school for their all°"ing us to use these facilities; they have been most accom
modating in that regard. 

I would like to once again mention the fact that we are planning, if necessary, to acconmodate walk-in 
registrants by having a panel conduct a hearing in the auditorillft. If there is anybody here that has 
not pre-registered to cannent and would like to ccrrment tonight. you need to go back to the registration 
table and tell us so that we can accomnodate you accordingly. 

I would also like to indicate that the hearing panel that is w.ith me here in the front of the room has 
been, throughout the course of these hearings, asking clarifying questions of members of the public 
who are ccmrent1ng. The purpose in doing i.t is to make sure that they fully understand your conments 
so that we can make a ccmplete record of your concerns relat1ve to this particular project. 
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The panel that is with me is Dr. Ed Temple, who spoke earlier, Dr. Temple is the presiding official 
over this hearing, he is also the Department of Energy's Executive Director of the SSC Site Selection 
Task Force. With him also ts Dr. Roger Mayes and Dr. Jerry Nelsen, both of whom are environmental 
specialists with the Oepartrrent of Energy and who will have the senior responsibility ln the completion 
of the EIS in this proceeding. 

Final ccnrnent is that, throughout the course of the hearings, particularly here in the great State of 
Illinois, there is a high degree of emotionalism associated with the issue. We have people who are 
supportive of the project, we have people who are not supportive of the project .. We respect that and 
we are very pleased that you are here to speak fran either point of view this evening. 

However, we do want to make sure that everyone has the opportunity to fully exercise their First Amend
ment rights and so when individuals are conmenting here at the podit.m, we would ask that you would 
refra~n from applauding, heckling, crying, screaming, yelling or other types of things. During the 

·intervals between cC11111enters, you may do anything that you would like within reason relative to the 
exercise of your First Pmendnent rights. 

I do want to tell you, quite a few of you have been in the rocrn earlier throughout the course of the 
hearings; I do appreciate the fact that you have given me the courtesy and the panel the courtesy of 
following those rules. 

So with that, at this point in time, I will go ahead and fonnally carmence this, the final hearing on 
the draft Environmental ll"fllact Statement on the proposed SSC project, being held in Aurora, Illinois, 
on October 7, 1988. 

This is session I [sic]. And we will now begin at the top of our speaker:s list for the evening. The 
first individual scheduled to CCIRTient is Greg Gullickson, followed by Themis Klotz. 

Yes, sir, if you would come to the podium and give us your name and address. 

STATEMENT BY GREG GULLICKSON 

MR. GULLICKSON: My name is Greg Murray Gullickson. I live at 39 W 851 Prunetree lane, Ca111>ton Township. 

If this information is being shared with the State of Illinois, I think they should make note of my 
presence. They did not know about me or my neighbors when letters to affected homeowners were s~p
posedly sent out. That convenient oversight fits the State's pattern in this matter: the pattern of 
withholding or delaying infonnation to prevent organized opposition. 

You have heard many concerns over the last two days about homes and businesses lost, wells, water, traf-
/ fie and safety. I would like you to add my name to those list of people that are concerned about those. 

2 

3 

5 

But I want to talk speCifically about wells and then go on to sc:mething else. 

The EIS states that 320 wells will be lost. State officials have conmented on numerous occasions that 
that nurrber will be less than fifty. How can I have confidence that living above a facility that is 
twenty times more powerful than Fermi lab, that is and I quote, "the largest scientific instrument ever 
constructed", is safe when you people cannot agree on sanething as simple as the number of wells that 
are going to be lost? 

In Appendix 14 of the EIS, a 1987 telephone survey is cited as an exa!ll>le of an overall favorable 
attitude toward the SSC by residents in the area. In 1987, I moved.to this area. I asked the owner of 
a real estate office in St. Charles if there were any controversial projects planned that might affect" 
property values, such as landfills, etc. and was told no. 1987. I did not hear a single camient about 
the SSC in 1987, I've lived here the whole year. To the general population it was an unknown issue. 

The writer goes on to say in Appendix 14 that an important ancillary finding of this report is that 
concerns over potentially adverse effect diminish as knowledge of the project increases. However, in 
Appendix 5, page 110, it is stated that cC1J111Unlty values and attitudes concerning the SSC are quite 
mixed. The writer in that section docurrents that eighty-one percent of the letters received by the DOE 
after the scoping meetings, ·were against siting the SSC in Illinois. Eighty-one percent against is 
not, in my opinion, diminished concerns. 

One thousa,nd one hundred and ten letters have been written by May against the SSC to the DOE. Over 
twenty thousand people have signed petitions against this project. These letters and petitions are the 
outcry of a group concerned about the quality of life in the Fox Valley. A quality of life that is 
good and decent and deserves to be saved. The people that have signed the~titions and written these 
letters have nothing to be gained by the SSC. We are only trying to sa~ The majority of proponents 
of this project are motivated by personal gain, either monetarily or increased political stature. Greed 
has destroyed too many things in the past, please don't let it happen here. I urge you to listen to 
the affected people and their message is clear as the twenty thousand signatures on petitions and over 
one thousand letters. We don't want the SSC in the Fox Valley. Thank you. 
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MS. KLOTZ: My name ts Themis Klotz. I live at 1188 Carol Lane in Glencoe, that's Illinois, in Cook 
County on lake Michigan, a mile from lake County and about fifty miles fran the Wisconsin border. 

I also live at 14 Jacques Road tn Woods Hole, Massachusetts, an tnternattonal scientific center tliat 
includes study sessions by the National Academy of Sciences, the surnner hemes of presidents of the 
Nat tonal Academy of Sciences, the Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution, which has a joint PhD program 
with M.I.T. and more. 

I am a retired scientist and have spent all of my adult life in this divided residency. I am sixty
three years old, which means I have known life before Enrico Fennt's successful chain reaction at the 
University of Chicago. My degrees tn chemistry, 8.S. 1946, M.S. 1951, are fran Northwestern University, 
historically the location of one of the three original material science centers, the other two being 
Cornell and Stanford. 

Before I run out of time, let me start by saying I favor the no-action option. I guess that makes me 
disorganized opposition. That is, do not build a Super Collider. Second choice. prograr.matic alterna
tive, that is, international cooperation. I won't attefll)t a full defense of those reconmendations. 

It would be hard to avoid being focused on the DEIS. There is a reference to eighty years of physics 
history and history of man's curiosity about the fundamental nature of the universe back to ancient 
times. And stops in between and off to the side. 

I received the document Saturday, read the foreward. sunmary and part of the appendix on decomnission .. ng. 
I inmediately started in with my red pencil; the result was filled in margins in just a few pages like 
that large role presented earlier in these hearings. 

I noticed a Morris pennant on the wall there and recall, perhaps with you, the Nuclear Regulatory 
Cannisston hearings in nearby Morris, Illinois, regarding decamiissioning of Dresden 1; they were 
menorable hearings. Decomnissioning SSC would probably only have an on-paper solution. 

So I shall focus less in the document then about it as a whole. I have never in decades of living among 
scientists heard for such reports praise. On the contrary, the assessments have created--1 shall use 
saoe d-words--disillusion, disgust, depression, i!llX)ng sane of our finest scientists and engineers. 
Students are even more vulnerable. 

I have some little inserts here. Indeed, since the DEIS invokes physics history back eighty years and 
we keep hearing the name Fenni, let's review some historical biography. ln his wife's biography 
published tn 1956, she points out that the new young quantum physicists in Italy in the twenties dld 
physics to escape the depressing politics of Mussolini. 

My experience tells me that that is still a powerful driving force as much as irresistible curiosity as 
to what happened in the first forty-five seconds after the Big Bang or hunger for a unified field 
theory. 

MR. EIGLREN: Ma'am, your time has elapsed. 

MS. KLOTZ: Before coming here to oppose the Super Collider anywhere for a primary reason I shall cane 
to, I wish to point out that I have no knowledge of the group CATCH, no knowledge of the siting 
details; their behavior here reminds me to mention that there probably has been a paradigm shift. I am 
pleased to find the opposition is. 

UNKNOWN MAN: Excuse me, your time is up, ma'am. 

MR. EIGlREN: Sorry sir, I'm in control of the meeting, you can sit down. Ma'am, go ahead and just 
bring it to a conclusion. 

MS. KLOTZ: You've got discretion. All right, the paradigm shift: I am pleased to find the opposition 
ts not in a state of psychological numbing, a condition that has received international recognition 
through the work of Dr. Helen Caldecott, recently of Harvard-Medical School. They exhibit nonnal pro
tective behavior: to do otherwise in their predicament would "ot be normal. 

MR. EIGl.REN: Ma'am, I'm going to have to cut you off here, well over your tiFTe. I'm sorry. 

MS. KLOTZ: All right, I would just like to point out that what I have here is the Constitution with 
Article 1, Section Bf that deals with the progress of science_and I want to recOT111end page 9 of 
Mortimer Talby's Computers and Comnon Sense 1n which he outlines possibility as a criterion for 
research activity. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next scheduled comnenter is Ed Myszka, followed by Jack Pool. 
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MR. MYSZKA: Good evening. Thank you for giviOg me this opportunity to cannent on the draft of the 
Envirornrental l"flact Statement for the siting of the Superconducting Super Collfder here in Illinois. 
My comnents result frcm the review of the draft Environmental l111>act Statement of the Superconducting 
Super Coll Ider, Volunes I, Ill, and Volune IV, Appendix 4, dated August 1988. 

Still to this day. I am sanewhat unclear as to the exact location of the ring with respect to my house. 
In Figure 3-12 within that volume I and III. very little detail is given to some of the side streets in 
the development where I live. I'm assuming that I do not reside above E7 or F7. or someone would have 
contacted me by now, but I am not sure. 

UNKNOWN VOICE: Don't count on it. 

MR. MYSZKA: That's true. It's a mystery to me where this 1nfonnation is or how to obtain it. For a 
project of such scope. I'm disappointed in the amount.of detailed information which is lacking and this 
is the kind of tnfonnation that should be readily available to anyone within that ccsnnunity that this 
will affect. 

In Table 3-7. you state that 350 water wells will be lost. Is this due to the physical location of the 
rlng. or does it include the possible contamination of the wells frcm contaminants such as radiation 
that do not reside directly within that ring? Will there be scxneone monitoring my drinking water for 
contaminants? If my well is contaminated, what type of contingencies will the state provtde me? 

In 3.6.1, you i~ly that public radiation exposure levels will increase, yet in 3.3 you state that the 
proposed site is developing rapidly as a suburban ct111T1Jnity: does this make sense to you? Increased 
radiation hazards should not be met with the reduction of possible exposures. it should be met with an 
increase. The radioactive materials which are found in rocks beneath the surface are the same materials 
which you intend on excavating and relocating in four local quarries. Again, which four, you don't 
state anywhere. I don't know, maybe that's in my backyard as well. 

This radiation, if ingested, for example, by contaminated drinking water. will remain in a person's 
body and that person will becane a source of radioactivity. Must we wait until our children and grand
children develop abnormalities or birth defects, whether you are someone that's residing and living in 
this area or whether you are part of a construction team woft-:.1ng on creating this? 

As mentioned above, the Illinois site is currently developing raptdly as a suburban camiunity. Under 
the Clean Air Act, this region has been designated as a nonattainment for both ozone and carbon 
monoxide. How can the increase in traffic due to construction help to reduce this already unwanted 
problem? 

Another item which I would like to comnent about is the first gentlenen who had spoken mentioned when 
he was first relocating to this area, he had spoke to the realtors back 1n 1987 and had asked them the 
question are there any hazards, any landfills, or any type of plans in the future of this area, the Fox 
Valley area, such as that. Well, I relocated to this area about nine months ago, and asked the same 
question and no one knew anything about the SSC at that time. 

The intent of this letter is to neither support nor reject the building of the Superconducting Super 
Collider but to bring to your attention uncertainties, health hazards and dangers associated with 
having the Collider located in a densely populated region of Illinois. The Fox Valley region for the 
Superconducting Super Collider is a bad choice. Please do the right thing and locate the Collider 
elsewhere. Thank you very much. 

MR. EIGl.REN: The written ccxnnents of Ec:Mard G. Myszka of St. Charles, Illinois, will be included in 
the record of this proceeding as received by the Chair. A number of the individuals might not be here, 
they are pre-registered to speak, if I call sc:meone's name and I don't get a response, we'll call your 
name one rrr:>re time before the end of this evening's heartng. Jack Pool? 

Can I have your name and address for the record, sir? 

STATEMENT BY JACK POOL 

·MR. POOL: My name is Jack Pool, I live at 2 S 432 Cedar Court, Alban, Illinois. I'm actually a 
resident of the village of Kaneville, but I have an Alban mailing address. I'm an employee of the State 
of Illinois .but I'm_not here in that capacity. I'm here as a homeowner and as a resident and a citizen. 

After reviewing the Environmental I~act Study, I was going to go through it section by section and 
pick out the areas that I found that were evidence that Illinois Was an inappropriate site for the SSC, 
and I only got as far as Section 3 and my five minutes is gone. So, let me speak to that. 
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Ir, Section 3.3, that section states, there is a table there dealing with separate modifications that 
would be necessary, state-suggested modifications to the original DOE plan. Illinois would include 
five separate modifications that need to be made in order to accomnodate the Illinois site. In 
contrast to that, Colorado would require no changes 1n siting, in technical systems or conventional 
faciliti~s. 

Another section dealing with water supply, as per the state-proposed sites' specific adaptations to 
SSC, Illinois would be required to provide water frcm an-site municipal groundwaters and ta expand the 
Fermi lab well field. This seems ironic ta me that we would even consider Illinois for this because, if 
you will recall, people in the audience, last SlJllller we went through a very hot stJmJer and a severe 
drought. This is at a time when the entire northeast section of the State is searching for alternative 
water supplies in the rivers and the Great Lakes. Local deep wells are radium contaminated and shallow 
wells are running dry. This past sunrner we experienced drought and widespread severe water shortages. 
If we further deplete our groun~ter wells with this monstrous project, the ability of the areas to 
support Illinoisans with a decent quality of life will diminish. 

We cannot deplete and loot the aq~ifer beneath our land and not pay a terrible price. Water is one of 
our most precious resources. We cannot overuse it without destroying it forever. It is a renewable 
resource but we must be very careful in how we tap it. Abuse it and we lose 1t forever. 

Referring to Table 3-6. Stirmary of Site~Specific Land Acquisition Plans-Parcels, this would indicate to 
me, looking at this, that Illinois is inappropriate, that are other states that were far TOC1re appro
priate for siting of SSC. 

Illinois has 3,305 affected parcels. I must condition this by saylng, or amend it by saying, that this 
is infonnation given by the State of Illinois and therefore, subject to sane skepticism. Colorado has 
157 parcels. That's roughly, Illinois has roughly twenty times as many affected parcels as Colorado. 
Illinois has 2,868 affected stratified fee parcels; Arizona and Colorado have zero. lllinois has 2,750 
ownerships; Colorado has 67. 

The facts there indicate that there is an environmental impact that is very serious on one species, 
genus and species. That genus and species being homo sapien,!;]Tflinois wouJd have 219 relocations of 
hemes and businesses. These include both family homes. businesses, and hanes in new subdivisions and 
century-old farmhouses. Homes that have been witness to the joys and sorrows experienced by genera
tions of the same family. I am one of those affected haneowners and I can witness to this fact that my 
family and my heme and my family are not statistics to be bloodlessly tallied in an environmental 
impact study. We are flesh and blood, we laugh and cry and we love our hane and village. I built my 
hcxne ten years ago with the help of my father. I drove every nail and shoveled every yard of gravel 
tha.t it took to build It. I can't paint a picture and I can't write a symphony, but I can build a 
house, and I did. My home is my masterpiece, my creative expression, my gift to my family and my 
village. 

The point to be made is this: we 2,750 landowners listed in the report are stubborn, angry people. We 
are angry at the way.our elected officials have betrayed us. We have lost faith in the willingness of 
the State of Illinois to represent our interest. We will resist the siting of the SSC in Illinois with 
all of our strength, energy. resources and ability. Even if the DOE should be so foolish as to name 
Illinois as the preferred site for the SSC, we will continue to resist and to fight that decision. 

If DOE should site SSC here in Illinois, you will find our ranks to swell with new members, new aroused 
members. Our membership will grow with other Illinoisans, when other Jl1inoisans cone to find out how 
we have been betrayed. If the SSC is sited here in Illinois, you will find thousands of angry, 
resistant, resolute citizens here. You will find yourself in enemy territory. 

Put the SSC sCYnewhere else. Anyplace else. Thank you, gentlemen. 

MR. EIGUREN: Next conmenter is John Platt, followed by Arthur Blake. John Platt, followed by Arthur 
Blake. Quiet. John Platt, followed by Arthur Blake. John Platt? John Platt here? Arthur Blake'? 
Arthur Blake? 

STATEMENT BY ARTHUR SLAKE 

MR. BLAKE: Good evening, I am Arthur Blake. My wife and I live in Country Club Road, St. Charles 
Township, the Village of Wayne. The U.S. DOE and the Illinois DOE have provided me data that indicates 
my property is to receive an access and ventilating shaft known as E9. According to the U.S. DOE map 
figure 5.1.4-3 and Illinois DOE map/U.S. Geological Survey, Northeast quarter, Geneva 15 minute 
quadrangle, E9 appears to be sited in my driveway at Country Club Road. Appears. 

It is unbelievable that thls area of established homes on parcels of four or IOClre acres can be consid
ered seriously for the siting of the Collider. The access shaft structures, paved parking, the fencing 
will ruin the beauty and tranquility of my home. The beauty and tranquility of the co~ntryside all 
along this device will be scarred in the ten areas of six acres each upon which the noisy and hideous 
factories for liquifying helium will be built. 
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The concept of such a plant 1s shown on page 9 of U.S. DOE pa~hlet. "The Project and Env1ronment~1 
Process." The dlsfiguration of our countrys~ the squandering of our tax dollars ts more than Wf! 

can condone. Speaking of money, the proposed site must be among the rrost expensive 1n the state. [f 
the coll1der were to be located 1n Arizona, er Texas, the savings tn land costs and construction costs 
could most likely pay for the facilities required to substitute for the small portion of Ferml1ab 
required for the SSC. 

According to DEIS. Volume I, Chapter 5, page 5.1-9, there are 2,969 parcels of land. In fact, maybe we 
don't agree with the previous speaker. Of that nllftber It states 219 ~reels require relocation. Since 
the Illinois DOE has not been willing to provide cOll1)1ete data. I suspect those nt.mbers. It appears 
that the 219 of us may be forced to underwrite furt~~r a port ton of the coll1der's cost when the 
State's appraisers set property values. 

Sane of us remember twenty some years ago when. the people of Weston wer-e descended upon by the State
appo1nted appraisers and negotiators. These residents didn't have a chance and Fennllab was born. 
Where ts the list of Fenn1lab's practical accanpllstwnents? I haven't seen one. With Fermi lab, the 
people of Illinois have had the opportunity to witness the empire butld~of the actn1nlstrat1on and 
scientists hit areas that had nothing to do with particle acceleratl~ lhat is, wetlands. flora and 
fauna, the reflection pool, and pseudo-cultural activities. 

0 let us not permit this to expand. Let us not allow them to rob us again. Let us all insist the 
collider be located elsewhere. Thank you. 

I 

2 

MR. EIGLREN: The written ccmnents of Arthur Blake of St. Charles will be included in the record as 
received. Next scheduled ccmnenter is Melanie Hutter followed by Marion Orban: Melanie ~!utter? Marion 
Orban? Marion Orban? Jim Bryski? 

MR. BRYSKI: Bryski. 

MR. EIGUREN: Bryski, I'm sorry. Name and address for the record, sir, before you start. 

STATEMENT BY JIH BRYSKI 

MR. BRYSK.I: Gentlemen, I'd like to CCJl1TICnt about the lack of cament on tunnel groundwater le~kage if 
the SSC ts located here 1n Illinois. The EIS talks at great length about the quantities of water that 
they expect to leak into the tunnel during the construction of the SSC. However, there's absolutely no 
discussion whatsoever about the alTJlunt of water that will leak into the tunnel once it's completed. I 
don't understand. Does this mean that the DOE does not expect it to leak? If so. that's in direct 
contrast to what was indicated in the State of Illinois's own SSC site proposal. 

That document ts clear and along with that document the Illinois State Water Survey and the Illinois 
State Geological Survey have all indicated that they expect the tunnel to leak at a rate of fifty 
gallons per minute, per mile, throughout the entire operational life of the SSC. This amounts to over 
3.8 million gallons of water that the Illinois ENR and other agencies anticipate will leak into the 
tunnel day In and day out. 

MR. EIGLREN: Quiet. Go ahead. 

MR. BRYSKI: Why is none of this information mentioned in the EIS, is the question? Is the inforrMtion 
left out because the DOE would prefer to ignore the fact that the tunnel will leak if it is placed here 
in Illinois? Is 1t because the COE doesn't want to create any concerns over the flooding of the tunnel 
as occurred in Fermi labs? 

Or is it because the DOE doesn't want people to becane overly concerned about where the leaking ground
water will be P:"I~ to? Will it be pu~ed to the 19 to 22 ponds located around the ring near the E ~ 
F access shaft~Will the water contain contam1nat1on of any type? 

Hore importantly, will there be any radioactivity in the water? I'm not asking if the radiation is 
limited or if it's minute? I'm asking if it's going to be there? Will the water be placed in tho~e 
ponds, and if not. where will it end up? 

One thing is clear. The leak_ing groundwater will have to be removed fr001 the tunnel; otherwi'.;e normal 
operations of the canplex machinery located within the tunnel and the experimental halls will not be 
able to continue. 

~ In the book, Scientific Temperaments: Three Lives in Contemporary Science, by Philip J. Hilts, it's 
clearly indicated that when the tunnel at Fermi lab was originally constructed, there was a major prob
lem with magnets being burned out because of excessive moisture being present within the tunnel. 
Scientists at the time assumed that water would not cause failures, but did. Thousands of bolts of 
electricity shot through the magnets and to the floor of the tunnel causing hundreds of magnets to 
explode and burn up. 
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In fact, over three hundred and fifty magnets blew and over seven months of time was lost making those 
necessary repairs. ff it happened in Illinois once before at fermflabs, wtiat makes the OOf think that 
the geology of I111no1s site will not allow it to occur again? The Illinois is not above the water 
table as ts true at the Arizona and Texas sites. This geology problem with the Illinois site is one of 
its major flaws. 

The Illinois SSC proposers obviously expect the Illinois tunnel to be wet. Why doesn't the DOE or the 
EIS confront this problem? The EIS could be making seine very costly mistake$ both timewise and dollar
wise when ft assumes that the Illinois tunnel will not leak or that water won't pose a problem. 
Ignoring these JXlSslbllltles is blindness and is unacceptab~t more importantly, th1s srethod of 
thinking and operating is unacceptable. This omission indicates at least sane lack of preparation in 
the EIS. If the DOE intends to continue this method of operat1on once the SSC is slted and funded, 
then I would expect that there could be SCJne major problems surrounding the entire SSC project frcm 
beginning to end. 

MR. f JGLRfH; The next c011Jnenter is George Snow. George Snow? Cheryl Conro7 

DR. NELSEN: Roy, did the last conmenter's na~ get in the record? 

HR. EIG!.REN: Yes. 

DR. NELSEN: Okay. 

STATEMENT BY CHERYL CONRO 

MS. CONRO: Good evening, my name is Cheryl Conro. I reside on Stevens Road 1n St. Charles Township. 

MR. EIGLIREN: We can't quite hear you, thank you. Put the microphone ln front of you right there down 
a 1 itt le bit, thank you. 

~S. CONRO: In Appendix 5b, page 25, the draft EIS discusses the problem of flooding along the length 
of Indian Creek.. This is a small tributary to the Fox River which just happens to originate on 
Fermi lab property. Nearly the entire drainage boundaries of Indian Creek are located within the 
collider ring. This amounts to approximately 14.7 square miles of property that becomes adversely 
affected whenever flooding occurs. In fact, flooding has been a significant problem in the Indian 
Creek watershed due to continual rapid comnercial and residential development. 

The £IS indicates that the 11l)St recent flooding occurred during July of 1963 when many businesses and 
hanes were damaged. Local citizens have been very concerned about this flooding problem and have recom
mended a no-growth policy for the city of Aurora and for Kane County in the vicinity of Indian Creek. 

My question is, does this mean that the DOE will not be able to locate any of the proposed SSC support 
structures near the Indian Creek floodplain? lf this is true, doesn't the space available on Fermi lab 
property start to get a little scarce, when you consider all the wetlands, prairie reconstruction proj
ects and buffalo herds which can not be disturbed? 

Also, how close is Indian Creek to this boneyard or radioactive waste dump that we hear about? Are the 
people living or working adjacent to Indian Creek subject to radioactive exposure that they are unaware 
of? This is all radiation which neither Fermi lab or the DOE seem to want to talk about. 

Another area of concern for me is the building of one of the six-acre heliUm factories and its noisy 
cooling towers and exhausted tunnel gases less than a mile frcrn a new under-construction badly-needed 
grade school in the St. Charles are~u have to understand that r am not categorically against the 
SSC. What deeply concerns me is the fact that the SSC is an experiment; an experiment implies the 
unknown. ln fact, its very definition is that of trying to find the answer to the unknown by con
trolled experiment. 

However, history has shown that even in the event of the most carefully controlled experiments, things 
can and do go wrong. I feel that this are is just too highly populated to stand the passible catas
trophes that could occur. 

In a recent article about the serious Savannah River's Nuclear Plant mishaps near Akin, South Carolina, 
I was heartened to read a quote by Energy Department spokesman Will Kallicott. Referring to Energy 
Secretary John Herrington, K.allicott stated, that since taking office in 1985, Mr. Herrington "has 
given heightened attention to the area of environmental safety and health." 

I cc:rrmend Hr. Herrington for his efforts in this vital matter and I challenge him to continue his 
heightened attention to the area of environsrental safety and health by siting the SSC in a less densely 
populated.area and less environmentally special spot than the Fox 'River Valley area of northern 
Illi~ois. Thank you for your attention. 

DR. NELSEN: I hlve a question, Cheryl, you reference the new elementary school that's going to be 
built in the St. Charles area. 
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MS. CONRO: Yes. it's at the corner of Burr and Bolcum Roads. it's on the northeast corner of Burr and 
Bolcum Roads. 

DR. NELSEN: I'm sorry, h<* do you spell that? 

HS. CONRO: Burr, B-U-R-R, Road and Bolcum, B-0-L-C-U-M. 

MR. EIGLREN: Thank you, we will be in recess for five minutes. 

{Whereupon, a short recess was taken.} 

MR. EIG~EN: Ladies and gentlerren we would like to resllile. If I could ask you to please take your 
seats. If I cculd please ask you to take your seats, we are ready to resl.J'lle. 

We wi 11 now fo;ma 1 ly go back on the record for Session I of the October 7, 1988, public hearing on the 
draft Environmental l1T1Jact Statement for the SSC project in Aurora. IllinoiS. 

I'm going to go back to the top of the registered speaker's list and call names that I called earlier 
and we had no response. John Platt? Is·John Platt here? Okay. Melanie Hutter? Melanie Hutter? 
Marion Orban? Marion Orban? George Snow? George Snow? 

We'll then resume with our registered speaker's list where we left off. Ginny Gerrmell followed by 
Carolann laird. Ginny Gemnell. Ginny Genmell? Carolann Laird? Carolann laird? Gordon Hard? Gordon 
Hard? Jack Ryan? Jack Ryan? Alan Dutkiewicz? · 

UNKNOWN VOICE: Mr. Moderator. there is a lot of people still in the hallway. 

HR. EIGLREN: Okay. well, we'll go through this list several times. Alan Dutkiewicz. is he here? Fine. 

UNKNOYN VOICE: He's out in the hall. 

HR. EIGUREN: Could saneone from the Department of Energy go out in the lobby and indicate that we've 
resumed. Apparently there are a nurrber of conmenters out there that don't knCM we've taken up again. 

In the meantime, we'll call one of our walk-ins. Richard Stouffer? 

1001 STATEMENT BY RICHARD STOUFFER 

MR. STOUFFER: My name is Richard Stouffer. I'm a research chemist and I live in the northwest section 
of where this tunnel may be constructed. As a homeowner my cCJm"ents will address two principal concerns 
of most families living in rural subdivisions in close proximity to the proposed SSC. 

A. The impact on groundwater, quality and quantity. 

B. Movanent of surface construction equijl'llent and personnel. 

First. water concerns. Almost all of the people living on the t11estern half of the proposed tunnel site 
obtain their water supply from privately owned wells. Unlike Texas and Arizona, the Illinois site is 
not above the groundwater aquifers. but within the aquifer regions which are associated with our .ground
water supplies. 

In many places, the proposed tunnel will pass either through existing well casings or very close to our 
source of water. In my neighborhood, wells depths range fran 200 to 500 feet deep. Other places they 
are 700 feet deep. 

As for water quality. it is generally quite good, except for the expected hardness which requires a 
water softener to slow down the buildup of magnesium and calcium carbonate depostts in our bathroCJTis 
and kitchens. During peak periods of use, the water does develop a distinct taste which is due to the 
presence of hydrogen sulfide in the water. 

Also, in periods of low usage, a glass of water will actually be seen to effervesce like a soda pop. 
This we attribute to the presence of gases such as methane in the water. Support for this conclusion 
stems from the observation that was made when our new well was being capped at ground level. When the 
casing was being cut with a torch, the teffllorary cap on top of the well was blown sane 80 to 100 feet 
into the air, by the explosion in the well casing. The presence of hydrogen sulfide and methane in the 
aquifer area could pose a very costly surprise to those involved in constructing the tunnel. 
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According to the EIS statement, there are direct hydrological connections between the surface water and 
our groundJtater supplies here in Illinois. This opens the potential for increased siltation, increased 
surface pollution, and construction pollutants entering our most precious source of water while the 
tunnel ts being built. 

As for water quantity, our region, with the present rapid growth rate right now, faces a potential 
shortage of safe drinking water. The drought this sunmer has brought this reality closer to home when 
a n1n1ber of our wells had to be extended or ccrnpletely redrilled. 

With the construction of the proposed SSC tunnel at its present location, we all may have to either dig 
deeper into the ground or into our pockets, to find enough water for all of us to use. 

Second topic: Briefly, I would like to touch on traffic problems during tunnel construction. Movement 
of surface vehicles within already congested areas will be a serious problem. Friction already exists 
between people living in these areas and the construction traffic supporting homes and road construction. 

I've seen several cars damaged due to flying rocks, mud, and construction materials from fast-moving 
construction equiµnent. OUr children use these roads to meet school buses in the morning and evenings, 
and to ride bicycles for recreation and sport. Will they have a chance on these extrenely busy roads? 

Besides the increase in potential for accidents, the noise level in what used to be a rather quiet area 
in which we live, is definitely going to increase substantially, especially for those who live on one 
of the tunnel access roads. 

In sumnary, the unknown effect on water quality and quantity, its availability, cCIJlbined with the exces
sive amount of construction traffic, suggests that the most responsible action to take would be to locate 
this project in an area that is not so heavily populated. Thank you. 

DR. NELSEN: Mr. Stoffer, in relation to the quality of the water 1n the wells, you say that it does 
have H2S in lt saretimes. I'm wondering if in regard to the methane and maybe some other characteris
tics, do you have any information on the pH? Is it acidic or is it? 

MR. STOUFFER: I don't have any information at all. It's pretty neutral. 

DR. NELSEN: We need to have you speak into the microphones, please so we can pick it up. 

MR. STOUFFER: I don't have any idea what the pH is, probably neutral, around seven. 

DR. NELSEN: Okay, that's fine. 

MR. EIGUR:EN: The written CCJ1111ent of Richard Stouffer will be included.in the transcript of the hearing. 

I'm going to return to the top of our registered conmenters list. _These individuals had scheduled times 
before 8:10. I'm just going to start at the top and call those names of individuals whose narre I've 
called at least twice now who have not appeared. 

John Platt? Melanie Hutter? Melanie Hutter? Marion Orban? Marion Orban? George Snow? George Snow? 
Ginny Genmell? 

STATEMENT BY GINNY GEMMELL 

MS. GEMMELL: My name is 61nny Gemnell, I live in Campton Township. I am deeply concerned of the DOE's 
continued consideration of the Fox River Valley as a potential site for the Superconducting Super 
Collider. Much has been made by proponents of the SSC of the jobs this project wtll generate during 
the construction and operation pericxfs. But is this job issue an appropriate focus? 

Should not the emphasis be on the value of the knowledge that we obtain from the SSC research? Empha
sis on jobs indicates that they seem to support the project on the value of its output as a weak 
a rglillent. 

\lhat would be wrong in spending all of our moneY on the SSC? The answer is that there would be ltttle 
or no output that we could eat. or wear, or live in. The problem ts that we are focusing on the labor 
involved and not on what is proWced. Focusing on jobs and not on what is produced is avoiding the 
issue of whether or not- the output of the SSC project ts really useful. 

The govemnents of Poland and the U.S.S.R. focus on jobs. in their national econcmic policies. As a 
result, practically everybody has a job. But the econanic output of these nations is catastrophically 
below their potential. Business people make tnvestments not because they wtll generate jobs, because 
they anticipate revenue that ·exceeds· anticipated costs. That ts because they foresee profits. 
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The same standard should apply to society's investments. They too should meet the test of the market
place. The SSC must be just1fted on the basis of value of output exceeding costs, not because tt creates 
jobs. Actually, with the rate of growth the Fox River Valley is experiencing, the job issue is ludicrous. 

Had the DOE conducted specific population density studies of the entire area of the projected site? If 
so, why did one of the DOE officials express such surprise during the site scoping in mtd-May, at the 
ni..nber of new subdivisions they saw on acres their maps show to be agricultural fields? Apparently, 
the maps they had been shown were drawn prior to the recent boom develofJOE!nt we've experienced. 

It is just very difficult for me to understand why the Fox River Valley ts still under consideration as 
a s1te for SSC when 1t wi-11 affect so many thousands of people who have chosen to 11ve here, people who 
have made a personal investment 1n, and a cC111111tment to the special qualities of our area. These 
special qualities have seen us included among "the fifty most desirable places to live in the United 
States", and that's a quote fran the Chronicle on August 5. 

The qualities we prize of beauty, tranquility, and the acquired taste of country life. The majority of 
us did not select this area to settle in and raise our families because it was a potential site for a 
massive above- and undergrouna construction project. Or to have our homes located on top of a scien
tific project. 

I finnly believe that a project of this magnitude will irreversibly lessen the very qualities that make 
our area such a wonderfully special place to live. Thank you. 

MR. EJGUREN: The written cannent of Ginny Genmell fran St. Charles will be included in the hearing 
transcript of the proceeding. 

Moving back to the top of the list that we left off at, Carolann Laird? 

STATEMENT BY CAROLANN LAIRD 

MS. LAIRD: Hello, my name is Carolann Laird. I live in Batavia, Illinois. Can you hear me? I have 
lived there for 27 years. 

First, I want to thank the Department of Energy for caning here and spending two days to. listen to our 
testimony regarding the SSC. I am sure that by this late hour you have heard more than enough of the 
arglJTlents both for and against the.SSC in Illinois. I doubt if I can add any new ones. 

But I want to tell you that I am a supporter for the SSC in Illinois. 

MR. EIGLREN: Quiet, quiet~ quiet. 

MS. LAIRD: As a homemaker, a parent, past teacher, and concerned citizen, I have witnessed the many 
beneficial effects of Fennilab. I would not want to lose those benefits if the SSC site were to be 
chosen somewhere other than Illinois. I cannot help but think that the SSC would enrich and enhance 
the good that has already been established by Fermi lab. 

I would just like to conment on a few personal benefits that come to mind. One, bringing cultural 
events to the CClllTIUnity. Two --

MR. EIGLllEN: Quiet, go at-ead, ma'am. 

MS. LAIRD: Establishing OutReach programs to the public schools which turn kids on to science. Three, 
protecting the open space and wildlife specifically the reformation of a prairie site which is native 
to our state. 

Four, building a series of bike paths on the grounds, so that anyone can enjoy firsthand the beauty of 
nature. Five, keeping an open door and friendly policy so that I can proudly take visitors there to 
learn in la)'l'len's tenns about the experiments to discover the nature of matter and to also view the 
buffalo herd and hundreds of wild geese and ducks. 

Our area is growing up 

MR. EIGLREN: Quiet, go ahead. 

MS. LAIRD: Our area is filling up too rapidly with subdivision after subdivision. Besides destroying 
open land to build houses, this creates other problems. The increasing population is bringing 
increased traffic, more pollution, problems of waste disposal, and crowded schools, to name but a few. 

We cannot stop the growth and change that is caning. But with the SSC here, it will help in a positive 
way to control the type of growth and change. 
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For these reasons, please consider choosing Illinois as the best site to locate the Superconducting 
Super Collider. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: Would you like a couple of more minutes? Go ahead, that's fine. 

Moving back to the top of the 1 ist, the next scheduled conmenter is Gordon Hard. There, Gordon? There 
we go right there. 

!108 STATEMENT BY GORDON HARO 

I 

MR. HARO: My name is Gordon Hard and I represent the Geneva Chamber of Coomerce. First of all, I would 
like to thank the U.S. Department of Energy, the Illinois Department of Energy and Natural Resources, 
and the FoK Valley High School for working together to conduct these hearings to give the members of 
the canrunity equal opportunity to express their thoughts and carments on such an iP1lOrtant project. 
As a businessman and a resident of this area, I believe the Environmental I111>act Statement confinns the 
belief that the Superconducting Super Collider will be beneficial for the Fox River Valley. 

For more than twenty years we have observed the positive impact Fermi lab has had. With its two thousand 
jobs and millions of dollars of economic activity, it ts a crucial part of the local econcmy. It may 
some people to know that Kane County is growing faster than DuPage or Lake Counties. This area is 
rapidly growing, but we need to protect that growth from the swings in the economy that could be 
damaging. 

The SSC is one way to help protect the Fox River Valley from econanic downturns. This would be a stable 
project that offers stable jobs. Moreover, the draft Environmental and Tax Table says, and I quote, 
"Growth related to the SSC site in DuPage, Kane, and Kendall Counties would represent a substantial 
addition to the socio-economic environment. The regional economy would experience beneficial increases 
in employment, inccxre, and sales, as a result of the construction and the operation of the SSC." 

The opportunities are overwhelming. As the race to decide the ITK>St appropriate state to host the SSC 
canes to an end, and I hope you consider that Illinois is the only state that has scmething to lose, 
Fermi lab. Although the Department of Energy has indicated that Fermi lab will remain open during the 
SSC's operation, federal budget constraints and other factors may indeed close down the facil1ty. 

As a resident of Kane County and a neighbor of Fennilab, I would hate to see the loss of our good 
friends, educators, and cam'IUnity-minded individuals as they move to follow the SSC. Illinois offers 
the SSC scme of the best schools and housing opportunities, utilities, and human resources in this 
country. 

In turn, the SSC would offer Illinois the continuation of a twenty-year relationship with Fermi lab and 
its employees. Fermi lab has been a model citizen, neighbor, and a good friend. Therefore, as a member 
of the Geneva Chantler of Conmerce, I'm concerned about the econanic well-being of our comTiunity and the 
state of Illinois, and endorse the findings of the draft Environmental Impact Statement with regard to 
economic activity in this region. I encourage all businesses and citizens of this comnunity to endorse 
EIS and I appreciate the opportunity to speak here this evening. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next scheduled cornnenter is Alan Dutkiewicz. Alan Dutkiewicz? 

1109 STATEMENT BY ALAN DUTKIEWICZ 

I 

MR. DUTKIEWICZ: Hy name is Alan Dutkiewicz. My address is 6 N 594 Old Hcmestead, St. Charles, Illinois. 
I'd just like to start out by saying that months ago when the whole ruck.us started about the SSC, a lot 
of the conments that were brought up really weren't substantiated by anything in writing. I can't see 
that anyone who has read this all the way through can honestly beheve that there is any benefit at all 
to having the SSC in Illinois. 

There are no envirormental pluses listed in this book for our particular area. In relation to Fermi lab 
closing if Illinois doesn't get the SSC, I'd just like to quote one of your paragraphs under the heading 
"no-act ion alternative" where it states under I 11 inois, .. continued light industria 1 and suburban deve 1-
opinent at current rapid rate, declining large tract agriculture. especially in the western portion of 
the site, and more pressure towards suburbanization there, continued use of Fennilab for high energy 
research and develor;ment." It doesn't say anything about Fermi lab being closed here. if Illinois does 
not. get the SSC. 

Second of all, I'm really dismayed in these times because the environment always seems to cane last in 
a business project, in government projects. What canes first in this country, unfortunately, is this, 
dollars. And it's about time the people stick up for the environment and I'd actually like to cover a 
few points in here that need a little expounding upon. 
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Ohe of the main things that I'd like to talk about ts about groundwater and the overdraft that exists. 
Oh your heading 3.7.3 on water supply, under Illinois it says, "A regional overdraft exists which would 
be 1ncrementally increased by indirect water uses associated with the SSC." Well, that states that 
there are 320 wells potentially fn the easement th!t could be affected. 

Now tf we turn to your Sect ton 5.1.2 under water resources, there's a paragraph that states, "ground
water i111>acts would be associated most comnonly with water level declines and/or basin or aquifer over
draft. These frqJacts would be caused by dfrect or Indirect water supply wftlu:lrawals but t'7ese 1mpacts 
can also be caused by dewatering and groundwater." It goes on to state sane other things. In some of 
the paragraphs below it says, "this emigration might affect both conmuntttes in the tmnediate site 

2 vicinity as well as areas and ccmrunities some distance fran the site." 

J 

In the next paragraph it states, "Existing water wells on land acquired for SSC project facillttes and 
wells near the plant tunnel alignment might have to be abandoned. This i111>act would occur during the 
Project-landed acquisition and during early construction." In the previous paragraph, it basically 
states that there's wells far away that may be affected by ft. 

Well, you stated 320 wells on the actual easement that may be. affected. How many more may be affected, 
1000? 2000? 500? 10? 20? That's a real problem. When people don't have water for their day-to-day 
use, ft's a real prob1em. There's enough we11s that ga dry tn this area ff they aren't drjJJed deep 
enough. 

I can't imagine that the Federal governrrent would even consider a site that would cause so much problems 
as this. And if, Indeed, your integrity is based on this Environmental I~ct draft, then there is no 
way you can pick the state of Illinois for the SSC site. 

MR. EIGlREN: The next schf!duled comnenter ls Terry Desirond. The next scheduled coomenter is Terry 
Desroond? 

/003 STATEMENT BY TERRY DESMOND 

HR. DESHDND: Thank. you. gt?nt}en:en, thank you, hltHes and gei:itlsren~ for your patience. Jt seems to me 
that we can stand up and show our colors when the President and Vice President of the United States are 
debating. 

Certainly we can stand up end express our feelings on such an inportant deciston -such as this. I think 
we can be grateful -that we live in a natfon, irrespective of which side or the positfon that we take on 
this important issue, that we can sit in a forum like this and make our expressions known. 

I cane frcm an area of the state just to the west of this imnediate area, DeKalb County, where 
thousands of people are watching eagerly at the decision that wtll be made in the future months on the 
site selection of the Super Collider. 

l have made presentations in over twenty civic organizational meetings: Rotary clubs, Jaycee clubs, 
Kiwanis clubs,_ schools. Let me tell you that the overwhelming majority of the people that I have 
spoken to are enthusiastically supportive of the site select1on. 

Bringing the SSC to northern Illinois are going to create jobs and expand our tax base. You know, when 
we make our decision in goverrment, or in business, or in our personal lives, we have to weigh all of 
the merits of a proposal against the demerits in detennining the outccrne. 

Personally, I can honestly say, that if I lived tn this irnnediate area and my heme were going to be 
affected, I can't tell you that I wouldn't be sitting here showing my emotion. On the other hand, when 
we look. at all the facts and put them in front of us, the overwhelming statistics point toward siting 
the Super Collider here tn Illinois. 

We have to accept that without the SSC, Fennilab wot1ld no longer be the premi~r accelerator ;n the 
nation. And it possibly could be closed. In contrast. if the SSC were built at Fennilab, it will gen
erate to northern Illinois over eight million dollars in real disposable tncOJne. 

Over 600 million dollars during the operation stage. Over 68 million dollars in state revenues during 
construction, 48 million dollars during its _operations. 'You'v8 heard these statistics. Enthusiastic 
support for locating the SSC tn Illinois is rampant tn northern Illinois. 

Gentlemen, with past tradition in high energy physics, abundant and intellectual resources, its excellent 
geography, and the energy that this state has spent in building Fermi lab, Illinois ts the right site 
for the SSC. 

MR. EIGlREN: The written cant'l:?nts of Terry-OeS11l'.lnd will be included fn the record as recefved. 
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MR. EIGLREN: Sorry, sir, you're out of order. Moving forward, the next comnenter ls Ed lenlnger fol
lowed by Cheryl Herman. Ed Leninger? Very good. 

/110 STATEMENT BY ED LEN!NGER 

I 

3 

5 

MR. LENINGER: My name is Ed leninger. 

HR. EIGLREN: Ed, could you try it over here with this microphone here? 

MR. LENINGER: Oh sorry, my name is Ed Leninger, I'm a resident of 42 W 646 Steeplechase, St. Charles, 
in CillJl>ton Township. I'm an elected representative of the hotreowners association of the Windings 
subdfvision. 

MR. EIGUREN: Just a sec, Ed. We have trick microphones. I apologize, why don't you start over Ed and 
I'll just retime it. 

MR. LENINGER: Sure. My name is Ed leninger, I live at 42 W 646 Steeplechase in Ca~ton Township. I'm 
an elected representative of the homeowners association for the Windings of Ferson Creek subdivision in 
Campton Township and my caments generally relate to that subdivision. 

I'd like to note that in the draft Environmental Impact study, there is a reference to my subdivision 
and it's in Section 5.1, page 10-12 [sic]. And it says essentially, it's discussing impacts relative 
to siting the SSC at that location. 

I'd like to quote it, it says for site F7, it says, "this area is classified as VM Class 4, highly 
sensitive public use area, 11l:lderately sensitive travel route, potentially significant. local scope, 
mitigable to a level of insignificance in a short term. This service area would be in a field directly 
across fran a residential subdivision, in an area where there are several such subdivisions. The adja
cent subdivision and the road accessing it, E""1ire Road, are of concern. The road is the only access 
route to these homes but serves other destinations as well. View from the road are considered to be 
moderately sensitive.'" 

I'd like to fill in sane of the gaps, it's the only reference to my subdivision. 
Creek is a planned develo?ffent of approximately 80 mi111on dollars va1ue of real 
hanes in this area. It has been in existence for approximate1y ten years. It's 
about 30 homes per year for the last two years. 

The Windings of Ferson 
estate. There's 350 
growing at a rate of 

I would like to basically say that my main concerns as a resident of the Windings and as a representa
tive of the haneowners association, this subdivision of approximately 1.300 residents strongly opposes 
the slting of the SSC nearby. 1 wou1d like to state that there are approximately three residences of 
the 360 that are directly affected, "although, the site, the ring structure itself and its access site 
force of F7 is within two-thousand to thr~e-thousand feet of the entire subdivision. 

We circulated petitions and conducted phone surveys of our residents and they were approximately 
85 percent signed petitions opposing siting of the SSC at this location. And sane of the reasons I'd 
like to mention. 

We see problems relative to the SSC to consist of the following relative to our subdivision. I The water 
supply has been adequately covered by other speakers, it's particularly important to us since we've got 
a canTOn water supply that was provided by a utility company. 

\le do not have individual wells, but in reference to the 320 wells that are affected, we have basically 
a c00111Unity well that supplies 1,300 people, 320 residences. 

This well ls within fifteen hundred feet of the shaft right-of-way. 

We've experienced problems this sl.ITITler due to the drought in which we've had losses of water pressure, 
sprinkling and watering bans and n!strictions in our subdivision, and ..re believe many people in our 
subdivision are .very.·very concerned about this dewatering problem water leakage situation. 

Secondarily, and equally important, we're concerned about the water quality. if there's any potential 
leakage of contaminants into our water supply. Our well depth ts very closely within the depth of the 
tunnel itself. as other people have mentioned. 

Our second problem relates to noise. It's kind of interesting to note that the study mentions human 
noise receptors. Well, we've got 1.300 hlJllan noise receptors that will be subjected to approximately, 
as stated in the study, 60-65 decibels of noise during the construction period. We find this to be 
extremely unacceptable. 
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There's two other subjects I'd like to discuss that would be considered mitigated activities that the 
State of Illinois has proposed, that we feel to be totally inadequate. There's two bills that were 
passed in Illinois governmental agencies, one related to real estate value protection, and another one 
related to damaged property. 

We feel that probably both of those are inadequate in that they essentially cover only 80 percent of 
the difference in any apparent decrease of value in property as its sold within a two-year period of 
the construction of the SSC. The State would only reimburse only 80 percent of the appraised value. 
This is, you know, academic whether there's going to be a loss or not. 

But [copy missing] to my subdivision there are only three hemes that would even avail thelnself of this 
protection. We've got 357 households, since we are not directly on the ring, but directly adjacent to 
it within five hundred to two thousand feet of the ring site, which would allow actually no protection 
of the real estate values. 

MR. EIGLREN: Sir, your time has elapsed, you're-out of time. 

HR. LENINGER: \Jell, one roore point relates to. damaged property from the, there's a considerable amount 
cf infonnation relative to blasting, the F7 site will have a considerable amount of blasting. Our sub
division will have no protection whatever based on the laws.·passed by tre Illinois House of Representa
tives that would protect us at all. 

We feel this is highly unfair to our subdivision. We feel the state of Illinois elected officials have 
done us a great disservice. Done the entire Fox Valley and done our subdivision, in particular, a 
great disservice and thank you for the time. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next scheduled comnenter is Cheryl Hennan, followed by Suezanne Legatzke. 

STATEMENT BY CHERYL HERMAN 

MS. HERMAN: Okay, thank you. My name is Cheryl Hennan and I live in Campton Township. The following 
is a list of just sane of the reasons while Illinois is not the logical choice for the SSC. 

The presence of methane gas is a potential safety hazard and can be expected to slow down tunnel con
struction in Illinois. The entire Fox Valley site is covered by flood rate insurance maps and shows a 
high probability for damage due to flooding. This is not true at the other sites. 

The air quality of the Illinois site is already the worst in all seven sites. Illinois is the only 
site to be designated as a nonattairment for levels of both ozone and carbon monoxide. 

Total suspended particulate levels, at level E, f, and J sites in Illinois will exceed the national 
arrtlient air quality standards. The proposed service areas will not canply with the state of Illinois's 
rules and regulations, Title 35, Subtitle H, as regards noise levels for residential settings. Illinois 
shows the lowest level of public services available at all sites. Our student/teacher ratios are the 
worst, our health care levels are the worst, and fire and police protection in DuPage, Kane, and Kendall 
Counties are below. the national average. 

The roads at the Illinois site are the most congested of any site and are the only roads subject to 
stop-and-go traffic. As a result, more travel time will be required to move frcm point to "point around 
Illinois than at any other site. 

The winter weather problems in Illinois can be translated into increased time devoted to tunneling and 
to the disposition of tunnel's spoils. This, coupled with the extreme depth of the Illinois tunnel, 
means that tunneling c~letion will take longer in Illinois than the other sites where year-round 
construction activity is the nonn. 

The extremely large m.mber of parce·l owners means that Illinois will ha'Ve the most diff1cult land acqui
sition process. The fact that m11ny of us have already taken steps to cloud title on our properties, 
will only make the job for you more difficult. 

Illinois is already the site with the greatest numbers of sources of hazardous and toxic waste mate
rials; why add more? Illinois is the only site located in an area where there are already two sources 
that add an increase to the natural background radiation level, Fermi lab and the Kerr-McGee chemical 
plant site. 

Illinois already has the highest background noise levels· adjacent to the proposed E and F access shafts. 
Perhaps most importantly of all, is that Illinois is the only site where land use patterns are expected 
to change if the SSC does not c~. Only in Illinois, are land.use patterns going fran agricultural to 
residential, or camercial/industrial; it is the only stte that has the potential for alternate uses. 
Thts opportuntty cost is COf11>letely ignored by the EIS and all of its economic arguments. 
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In conclusion, I sincerely hope these past two days have made you realize that the SSC does not ~elong 
in Illinois. Thank you. 

MR. EIGUREN: The next scheduled conrnenter is Suzanne Legatzke, followed by Ken Robinson. 

/ill STATEMENT BY SUZANNE LEGATZKE 

MS. LEGATZKE: My name--

I 

3 

1 

8 

MR. tIGUREN: I'm sorry, you may proceed. 

MS. LEGATZKE: My name is Suzanne Legatzke and I live in the Fox Chase area and I would be living adja
cent to the ring. After review of the draft Environmental Impact Statement, I am convinced that t~e 
SSC does not belong in Illinois. 

Twenty thousand of my neighbors in DuPage, Kendall and Kane Counties feel the same way. I hope you 
will use good c011110n sense in your final judgements. The Webster dictionary defines good c~n sense 
as practical judgement or intelligence or just ordinary good sense. 

If listened to, ccrmkln sense helps alleviate many problems and accomplishes many goals. Comt10n sense 
indicates that people are most happy and able to perform well on a job when they feel appreciated and 
wanted. When they feel unwanted, job perfonnance goes down drastically. 

This will happen if the SSC is located in Illinois. The SSC is unwanted here, it is unwelcc:ne by the 
very people it will most affect, who will have to live on or near the ring. As you are already aware, 
there has been rrr::ire opposition to the project in Illinois in any other state in contention. 

After review of the draft Environmental Impact Statement, twenty years ago when Fennilab was built, 
this area of DuPage and Kane Counties was largely not developed. Currently it is the fastest gro"ing 
area in the state of Illinois. To quote the Envirormental Impact Statement, "much of the site is sub
urban, intensely used for housing development and ccmnerc ia 1 light industry." 

The biggest percentage gains were in Lake, McHenry, and Kane Counties. The SSC does not belong in 
Illinois; the SSC is unwelccxne here. According to the report, 160 residents and 59 businesses, the 
largest numbe1· of all seven states should not be relocated. The town of Kaneville should not be 
destroyed. 

The SSC does not belong in Illinois; the SSC is unwelcorre here. The envirorvnental impact on our water 
supply is too severe. We do not want contamination of our groundwater supply. 350 private wells, 
according to the statement, the second highest of the seven states in contention, should not be 
destroyed. We feel this is closer to 1200 private wells being taken. Ironically, our state officials 
say onlt six wells would have to be removed. 

The mayors of both St. Charles and West Chicago are concerned about the loss of land fran the tax rolls. 
We do not need 18,548 acres in 3,305 parcels taken fran ~ey, as well as we, are also concerned 
that the operating techniques of compressors throughout access sites will not meet OSHA or envirormental 
protection agent regulations and laws. The SSC does not belong in Illinois; the SSC is unwelcome here. 

Our precious wetlands are needed among other things, to purify the water that enters the Fox River. 
The Fox River empties into the Illinois, the Illinois to the Mississippi, and the Mississippi down to 
the Gulf of Mexico. The loss of 850 acres of wetlands, the second greatest of the seven states in con
tention, car.not be tolerat~e very life of the bald-headed eagle, the falcon, the many migratory 
birds, as well as the aquatic life are in great jeopardy. Therefore, the SSC does not belong in 
Illinois, it is unwelcowe. 

Put yourself in our shoes. Would you want spoils hauled twelve hours a day, construction of facilities 
near human noise receptors sixteen hours per day, cut and cover tunnel construction sixteen hours a 
day, if you lived here? All for the next eight to ten years. Of course not. 

? In your final decision, I urge you to use good COITlllOn sense and build somewhere else. Thank you. 

1004 

MR. EIGUREN: Sir, it's been requested that you not stand over there. Would you please move over here 
with that, it's direct light in the comnenters. Thank you, I appreciate it. 

Moving for#ard, the next scheduled comrenter is Ken Robinson, followed by Doris Carabillo. 

STATEMENT BY KEN ROBINSON 

MR. ROBINSON: My name is Ken Robinson. I live in the Winding subdivision, on the north end of the 
ring. My address is 5 N 553 Jens Jensen lane, Campton Township. 
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I'd like to address three questions tonight with respect to the siting of the SSC in Illinois. N1.1T1ber 
1, where does the SSC fall w1thin Illinois' priorities? Number 2, how do the states being considered 
for the SSC rank for environmental impact? Nllllber 3, what does the future hold when the SSC project is 
_retired? 

let's progress to the first question, Illinois' priorities. My son is, who is in the eighth grade, 
goes to Central High School. This last Saturday when we attended the hanecoming game, there were no 
cheerleaders, there was no band, there was practically nothing. We had cheerleaders fran the other 
school helping cheer our side. My son was very eni>arrassed and said what's going on? 

Well, there's just not enough money, ~ have o~ercrtMded schools, to keep things going. In addition to 
that, if we look on more global terms, Illinois is twenty-secOl"ld in terrr& of dollars spent per student 
according to the USA Today, February 22, 1988. Illinois is sixteenth in ACT scores. College costs con
tinue to soar to Illinois students and professors' pay is low. I believe we need to fulfill our educa
tional priorities before we would plow Illinois money into the SSC. 

Question two, state rankings for the Envirorwnental lmpact Statement. According to the Environmental 
Illflact Statement that you have provided here, gentlemen fran the Department of Energy, I tabulated six 
items ln Table 1-1 concerning the following: wetlands lost, air emissions, well loss, farmland loss, 
miles of new roads, and job reloc:ations. 

According to these negative aspects, guess who gets the highest scores? Two states, Tennessee and 
Illinois. The states that get the lowest scores, on the other hand, are Arizona and Colorado. I have 
not touched this data in one bit and obviously the units, sane are acres, sane are miles, scrne are parts 
per million, but what I did was rank all these things together. 

So, I would also say that I've not considered any costs in this, of course. Because if I were 
considering cost as a sole concern, I would probably be living in a small apartrrent in south Chicago. 
But instead, I chose a tranquil setting out here in the Fox River Valley. 

The final question, what does the future hold when the SSC ring is retired? When this ring is shut 
down some twenty to thirty years fran now, what is going to happen? Will we store toxic wastes down 
below the ground? Or military weapons where they can be safely stored? Frankly, I don't know, accord
ing to the way the State has dealt with things so far, I just don't trust them. 

So, in sumnary, my ccxrment is the SSC is big. The SSC is big in cost, it's big in size and the SSC is, 
I believe, a b1g mistake for the State of Illinois. 

MR. EIGl.REN: The next comnenter is Doris Carabillo. Doris Carabillo7 That is the end of our pre
registered comnenters. I'm going ta go through tl'le list one more time before I call the walk-ons. 

John Platt? Melanie Hutter? Marian Orban? George Snow? Doris Carabillo? 

The hour is now five of nine, we will take a brief recess. 

{Whereupon, a short recess was taken.) 

MR. ElG\.REN: Take your seats please. "We w111 now formally go back on the record for_ this Session I of 
the October 7,. 1988, DEIS hearing being held here in Aurora, Illinois. I'd like to indicate for the 
record that during the break we received the written conments of Cheryl Herman, as well as the written 
caruents of Carolann laird. They'll be included in the transcript of this proceeding. 

We will now move into the list of walk-in registrants for this night's program. The first is John 
Lederer, followed by Allan Peretz. 

(006 STATEMENT BY ALLAN PERETZ 

MR. PERETZ: My name is Allan Peretz of 665 Redwo!Xf lane, lisle, Illinois. The collider will provide 
us with a unique opportunity, a chance to explore the baste forces of nature. Discoveries in this field 
could radically change the way we see the un\verse. 

As a me«ber of the teen Caml.lnity, I'm here ta support its instruction in Illinois. Having the 
collider here would instill a sense of pride in Illinois, would create many new jobs at a ttme when the 
state needs them. It could even help make Illinois a national capital for scientific research and 
development. 

But many people are against the collider, sane because they are afraid of change. These are the same 
people who tried to slow down the space program tn its early years. 

MR. EIGLREN: Quiet, go ahead. 
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HR. PERETZ: If they had succeeded. we would not now have the edge we have in space technology, the 
edge .e are so close to losing. Others are opposed to it because it will force them to relocate. This 
is somewhat self-centered, in my opinion. I would gladly move if I knew that it would benefit future 
generations and help the prosperity of our country. 

Then there are also sane that feel that it could damage our environment. I suppose these fears sto~ 
mainly fran recent ecological disasters such as Three Mile Island, love Canal, and more recently 
Chernobyl. But anyone who has done any research on the SSC, would agree that it is safe. 

According to the Environmental Impact Statement, there would be no soil, water. or biological contamina
tion at the Illinois site. If Fennilab is used, the amount of low-level radioact1ve waste produced by 
Fennilab would increase by less than 20% of what it 1s already. Waste produced would be comparable to 
that of a medical center. But, I'm not going to bore you with these statistics because. as the other 
speakers t-.ave S-hown, anyone can use them to their advantage. 

In conclusion, we as citizens of the United States cannot afford to slow down the building of the SSC 
with all of this opposition. And since Illinois is considered to be the ideal location, physically and 
in safety, we should be honored to have it built here. We would be stupid not to seize this opportunity. 
I want to see a future where the United States still has a place 1n this .arld. Thank you. 

HR. EIGUREN: The written c~nt of Alan Peretz will be included in the record as recefved by the 
moderator. Ocr next scheduled comnenter is John Lederer. 

STATEMENT BV JOHN LEDERER 

MR. LEDERER: My name is John Lederer. I live at 6 N 386 Riverside Drive in St, Charles. It's about a 
mile north of where the SSC crosses the fox River. approxUnately E9 and F~live on the river and 
the main concern I have, my wife has, and our close friends that live near us have, is what i"'1act is 
SSC going to have on our groundwater and probably the quality of our life which we enjoy the most, the 
river. 

Ve enjoy the birds. When they build the tunnel across the river, is there going to be a line of trees 
cut down? We're concerned and we wonder why it has to be built here? We're for progress and we understand 
what the Super Collider is gotng to do and we're for it. But we have to look at it and say, why in the 
Fox Valley area? It just doesn't seem to make any sense. 

I've read over the seven other sites and there are two or three of them which 1t would make much more 
sense. There would be less i~act on the people; you could have progress and the· people could also be 
happy. Why do you have to have progress at the expense of the people? Thank. you. 

HR. EIGtR£ft: The next scheduled comnenter is Cyril 0. Curtis. 

STATEMENT BV CYRIL D. CUlTIS 

MR. Cl.RiIS: Hr. Moderator, I have a very brief and simple stati;ment. As a fonrer Illinois farnboy, 
and a physicist for most of my life, I should like to make an observation on the local citizens with 
regard to SSC. 

There is one relatively small group of people who must leave their homes because of the SSC. It is 
difficult for them to reconcile their personal desires with the benefits to the larger connunity 
altl'lough they are ccinpensated for their loss. One can understand their feelings. 

On the other hand, SOO'e of the people raised questions on the dangers from radiation. water supply 
effects, other envirorrnental impacts, depreciatlon of property values. economic dislocation. etc. 
These questions should be addressed and have been answered well, some of thsn many times. Yet some 

/ people are opposed to the project. I've seen their supposedly substantive arguments turned into 
specious arguments as they persist in using them. 

They like to cultivate the potential and Imagined fears of the local citizenry. This, of course, is 
not an i.mcomnon state of affairs on the road to progress. Fran my interaction with many people of the 
local CCll'lll.lnities and from other observations, in contrast with the picture just detailed, the vast 
majority of people in the region are favo.rably disposed toward the SSC and indeed are eager ta see it 
come here. 

I worked for fenn11ab since 1ts beginning unt11 my recent retirement. I now work part-time on a tech
nology spinoff frcm accelerator physics, namely a medical accelerator for ~he treatment of cancer. In 
the twenty years we have lived in Batavia by the side of Fermi lab. our local property. in contradiction 
of SOR"e argunents, has quadrupled in dollar value and ts not an ~ example. 
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Because of my retirenent. the SSC does not materially affect my personal future. I can appreciate, 
however, along wtth the great majority of local people, the great scientific and cultural benefit of 
the SSC to people everywhere and in canbination with the econantc benefit, especially to the people of 
northern Illinois. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: The written camient of Cyril 0, Curtis has been received and will be included in the 
transcript of the hearing. 

I'd like the people w1th the green signs to stand first and yell, then the people with the blue signs. 
All right. 

Now the blue signs. Thank you. 

Moving down the list. Mark Mclntcoff, followed by Rod Wellandorf. 

I/lib STATEMENT BY HARK Mc!NICOFF 

1[ 
2 

3 

4 
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HR. McINICOFF: Good evening, my name is Mark Mclnicoff. I'm a resident of Naperville. As a walk-on, 
I haven't had much ttrre to prepare a talk. so please bear with me. I'll forward written conments at a 
later time. 

Although I'm not a fonnal member of the SSC organization, or Fennilab, you can describe me as a member 
of PITCH, People Interested in The Collider Here. I have not had an opportunity to read the DEIS 
because I have only had it for a day, but I have been listening to the arguments of the opponents for 

HR. EIGUREN: Hold on just a sec, let him go please. Continue. 

HR. MclNICOFF: But I've been listening to the arguments of the opponents for the past two evenings and 
frankly, I have yet to hear one good reason for the outright dejection of the SSC from Illinois. There 
were many concerns raised that may require additional study and development of technical or financial 
solutions,. but in the final analysis. every one of these problems can be resolved. 

It will boil down to a total construction and operating cost in Illinois versus a total construction 
and operating cost in any other candidate site after all the concerns have been raised and resolved. 

let me touch upon sane of the most comnon objections I've been hearing. Loss of one's home, people 
have been canplaining about being required to pack up and relocate against their will. Although, I 
understand that this is a major inconvenience for those affected, it is no basis for rejecting the SSC 
from Illinois. 

MR. EIGUREN: Quiet, folks, let him finish, ccrne on. 

MR. McINICOFF: I am no lawyer, but I seem to remember fran civics classes of years past that the 
principal of eninent domain exists to serve the greater good, when it is the sense of the people of a 
political region, that the governmental acquisition of privately-held property would serve a good 
purpose. And from what I have been hearing. it is the sense of the people of Illinois, or of at least 
-.ortheastern Illino_is. that we do want, the SSC here would serve the greater good. 

I believe that it has been den1Jnstrated to the DOE that the people want that. I would encourage the 
State to follow the letter and spirit of the law of eminent danain when it comes to the business of 

·relocating families. Although the affected people do not have the right to block the lawful 
acquisition of their property, they do have the right to a just and fair compensation. 

Sane people have said that this area doesn't need the jobs, it doesn't need the development. How short 
are their memories. Do we not recall or how long do they think that this current economic expansion is 
going to go on? What happened less than three or four, maybe five, years ago when this area was becoming 
the rustbelt. Companies, jobs. and people were moving south. We're finally coming back. What we do 
not want to do, with the-possibility of future econanic reversals, is cut ourselves off from a potential 
boom or potential aid to our econanic well-being and health in this part of the country. 

To those who feel that the area is developing too fast. Have you considered what might becane of the 
land not acquired by the state for the SSC project? Maybe we'll build mlre $400.000 homes? Maybe a 
couple nDre shopping malls? And a whole bunch of strip shopping centers? That's just wonderful. 

MR. EIGLREN: Quiet, please. 

MR. HcINICOFF: Look at the current Fermi lab site. How spoiled is the envirorment at Fermilab? 

MR. EIGl.REN: Hey, come on, knock it off. 
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HR. McINICOFF: Water. water will be piped into many areas cf the DuPage and western suburbs, DuPage 
County and western suburbs in the ne~t few years to alleviate the so-called overdraft problem. There 
are many technical solutions to the problem of handling the water. 

Yes. there should be very close monitoring of the water supplies. the water tables and strict controls 
over construction activities during this period. And enforcement of any actions required to preserve 
the integrity of our water supplies. These can be done and these controls should be outlined in the 
final issuance of the EIS. But there is no reason why they cannot be imposed. 

Esthetics and sightline issues: these are simply technical problems that can be resolved. There are 
many fine architects who can properly design the facilities so as not to create problems for nearby 
residents in the aspect of esthetics and sightline. 

MR. E!GUREN: Sir, your time's elapsed. 

MR. McINICOFF: Okay, one CCJ1J11ent on traffic and noise. People talk as lf they are going to be listen
ing to this traffic and noise for seven or eight years straight. That's nonsense, there should be no 
reason for any itnposition in that aspect for llDre than a year in any one location. 

In conclusion, I would ask that we hearken back to the fa1TC1us poem of Carl Sandburg, where is the city. 
or in this case, the metropolis, of big shoulders, are we no nnre, are we going to siJ1l>ly vanish and 
surrender this opportunity and the tltle of city or metropolis of big shoulders to someplace else that 
has the character. the vision. and the guts to take on this challenge. Think about it. 

MR. EIGUREN: Next scheduled catm1enter is Rod Wellandorf. 

///7 STATEMENT BY ROD wt:LLANOORF 
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MR. WELLAN~F: Good evening. my name is Rod Wellandorf. I represent Wtll County Well and Pwip Coor;Jany, 
l'm a branch manager of our branch here tn Ka~ County. The purpose of my attendance here tonight 1s to 
provide factual infonnation. I feel that you are entitled to know facts. You've got a decision to 
make in regard to where this is going to be located. 

In regard to my speech here tonight, it's going to be limited to wells in this area of the tunnel. I'm 
going to try to be brief, maybe educate a little bit. The situation is this that the wells in the area 
of the tunnel are 200 to 600 feet deep. These wells are open rock wells which means t~at the casing, 
the well casing goes down to the top of the rock or shale, sealing off the drift or the overburden. 

When we make contact with the top of that rock and that shale. we then drtll into thts rock and shale, 
open hole, no casing. That rock is fractured, water comes in at different levels in that ra<::k formation. 
We sometimes have to go 300 feet sometimes 600 feet. 500 feet. And that's the situation out here in 
Kane County, that we have such a variance as far as where this water's coming tn at. 

The thing that concerns me and probably a lot of the people that are living 1n the area of this tunnel, 
1s that when you disturb that rock, such as when we drill a five inch hole down in the ground, we can 
disturb areas a block, two blocks away. So I am concerned about the disturbance of these wells with 
that tunnel. 

We had an experience just not too long ago where we drilled a well and we affected probably about two 
blocks. People were without water~ J mean. it was cloudy water, dirty water. unusable water. and all 
we did was drill a five inch hole. So I am wondering what the consequences would be w1th putt1ng this 
tunnel through there. 

l think we should be concerned about the loss of water~ lowering of water tables. the effect of possible 
radiat1on leaked down that strata there. To me I feel that tt is sanething-that you•re going to have 
to address. These are facts. If you would like records. l will provide them to you. I've been in the 
process of drilling wells tn this area for the last eighteen years. These are not 1 think so, these 
are actual facts, .records. of wells in the area. 

So, l would hope that you would seriously consider the situation when you make your decjsion to locate 
this tu1V1el. I don't know tf you have any questions, but that's pretty much what 1 have to say here 
ton1glit. 

MR. ElGlREN: Sir, we didn't get your address for the record. Could we have your address for the record, 
Hr. We l landorf7 

MR. WELLANDORF: No questioos7 

MR. EIGlREN: No questions. We just didn't get your address for the record. 
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The EIS indicates that no future land use changes are expected to occur at the other basically rerrote 
and undeveloped sites. Only Illinois stands off by itself as having alternate land uses available for 
the proposed SSC acreage. However. this opportunity cost associated with the Illinois acreage is never 
taken into consideration by the EIS or by any of the econcmic studies prepared by the Illinois ENR. SSC 
for Fermi lab, or by the Department of Energy. 

The Illinois site is unique in its econcmic potential. yet this fact is canpletely ignored by the pro
ponents of the Illinois proposal. All econcmic discussions have centered around the econcmic benefits 
that will be derived frc.n the SSC project, while ignoring many of the cost c~nents which must be 
considered in a true cost benefit analysis. Either the economists involved in preparing the EIS have 
made a major mistake. or there were no econanists involved at all. 

Another factor that is obviously missing frcm the EIS ts an analysis of the psychological impact which 
the SSC project ts already having upon the affected residents at each alternative site. In Illinois, 
for exaq>le, there's no discussion about the degree of involvement necessary for people to fight this 
project. Nowhere does it describe the animosity which is developed between affected property owners 
and the goverment of the State of Illinois. Nowhere does the EIS describe the tremendous degree of 
mistrust which the local comnunity has toward our governor, our local political leaders, the DOE, and 
especially toward Fermi lab, 

The EIS is deficient in describing -local attitudes and feelings toward the SSC and its proposers. As a 
result, your scientists don't understand the complete hatred which we affected property owners have 
toward the SSC in general. Nor do you understand from the EIS the resolve that we people have toward 
insuring that the SSC will not be sited in Illinois. The EIS has fat led miserably in its judgement of 
local attitudes toward the SSC. Thank you. 

MR. ElGUREH: The written cannents of Gerry Long will be included in the record, or in the transcript 
of this proceeding. We'll move further down our list of walk-in registrants. Fred W. Ullrich. Fol
lowing Mr. Ullrich will be Greg Chartrand. 

1119 STATEMENT BY FRED W. ULLRICH 

MR. ULLRICH: My name is Fred Ullrich. I live in Geneva and I work at Fennilab. I would like for you 
to look at really one thing that I have to say. There's been a lot of testimony. In fact, I was at 
the February testimony till 1:30 in the morning. A lot of the same arg...nents I heard this evening had 
been raised 1n February. One interesting thing that has come to my attention since that time is really 
to look at the opposition, the core group of the opposition, which ts the CATCH group. They are all of 
the one group, okay, let me, I'm a little bit unprepared, but I'll stumble through it. 

Okay. fine. 

HR. EJGl.llEN: Quiet. 

MR. ULLRICH': Thank you. Many people were able to develop a lot of speech skills and argument skills~ 
But, what I'd like you to do is consider where a lot of this is caning from. In my estimation, it's a 
lot of one type of person. The type of person, you could almost put it tn a geographic area. if you 
look at the banners behind you, they are probably two of the high schools represented that may even be 

/ represented by the oppasttion. 

It represents, the opposition as I'm speaking of. really one type of a person. the SSC represents many 
type of people and many type of backgrounds, training and skills. I would hate to see something as 
important as the SSC be rejected from a very articulate, well-developed, well-trained group· of people. 

When you have the experts cane up here, who give negative testimony. really who are the experts? You 
can take any kind of testimony or any kind of docll!lent and poke holes in it. I really feel that if 
Illinois, or for that matter the whole country, has an interest 1n going after a goal, they have to take 
chances, and of course, we need more information on a lot of areas. lot of things would not have been 
built if that happened. 

four hours-ago I had a conversation with Dr. Wilson who built Fennilab. He was talking about the accom
plisl"ments, in fact, we were doing-a history on the accanplistments that he achieved. It would be a 
real shame to negate such accanplishnents as bringing the Fermilab'tn two yeari ahead of schedu.le at 
tw1ce the energy level of what tt was intended and several million dollars under budget from a lot of 

- people, tn fact, a lot of people that are here, hard work. 

I feel that the SSC would be a real shame to throw it away and that track record that fen11ilab has on a 
monochromatic type of person who might call themselves Buffy and Biff. Thts opposition gives the word 
Yuppie a bad name. Thank you. 

MR. EIGLREN: The next conmenter .is Greg Chartrand followed b.> Ronald A. T6*o. Str. just a second, 
he's neXt. Grttg Chartrand, followed by Ronald Terrko. 
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MR. CHARI.RAND::: '\lllricb of these are-on? I"d like to make a brief statement. First of -all. I personally 
have been -concerned -about environmental issues in this -area. being the fonner vice -president of the Fox 
Valley Concerned Citizens. And if I did not believe that the environmental concerns of the -SSC would 
not be addressed 

MR. E16l.REN-: Mr .• ·Chart.rand? Mr. ·Chartrand. just a second, we·'re not _pickAng you .up .on the system here. 
Folks .. please be quiet, we'-re .havi-ng -difficulty with the recording system. Okay_, -Greg? -Can you back 
up just ·Ii -b~t? 

HR. CHARTRAND: Can you hear me now? 

.HR. EIGlREN! Yea, there you p. 

MR. CHARTRAND: If I did not believe the envirorrnental concerns ef ·the-SSC :in Illino~s ·would not be 
met. I would not stand up here today and testify 1n support of the SSC. And I'm saying that as an 
employee of .Ferm.i•lab .for -lll'llOSt .nineteen years. And l've .seen the sensitivity to .environmental issues 
in this area, both on-site and off-slte .. shown b,y people that ·work .at femtlab. And that".s ,gone 
through at least two generations of laboratory directors. 

If the SSC 1s bad for Illinois, then 'so should be Fe~ilab. But the facts are that tt'.s not. If 
Fennilab is bad for the environment, I would not have chosen to live within a mile of the Fennilab site 
and .ra-i-se my fam11y there. The -eTWi-ronmental concer.ns of -the .SSC a-r.e best met by .those who .have experi
encect address-ing -the spec·i-f'ic -needs of • large acceler.ator. 

Fennilab is the only site that has the experienced team to assure the environmental concerns are safely 
addressed. Yes. there's been opposition to a SSC in Illinais., but this QpposAt,\Qn has .beeft possible in 
part because Illinois has been open and aboveboard throughout this entire process. 

Every SSC site will have very similar environmental impacts, only Fennilab has the team that can assure 
that the environment w11J be protected. Thus, Fermi lab is the enviro1171entally correct site for the 
SSC. 

MR. EIGIJ!EN: Ronald A. Tenko. 

//Zb STATEMENT BY RONALD A. TEHKO 

MR. TEMKO: Good evening, gentlemen, my name is Ronald A. Temko. I live in the town of Bartlett, 979 
Oceanside Terrace. And the reason I"m here is I've lived in Illinois for forty-nfne years, I'm going 
to talk about Illinois because that's what you want to hear about. You want to hear arguments, you 
want to hear input into why Illinois ls the best stctte. 

When -J was a little child going to school, I remember how they would tell co:porations, the governnent, 
build in Illinois, we have the best people, the-best working class, the best 1110ney-making people, -not 
for themselves but for the corporations or the people they work for. Every unit, every_ building, every 
project that the government.canes in saves money and in turn the revenue goes back to the goverrment. 
This has happened time and time again after forty-nine years in Illinois. 

Why did you pick Illinois? I feel ~s an Illinoisan you picked Illinois because we have the trades 
people, we have the educators. we have the people that want to grow in a conmunity. fennilab was built 
here, it was nothing. I lived in this area for twenty-seven years. All of a sudden there was growth, 
why? It's a safe Cam!Unity, why? Because it's a safe area. Fermi lab was never mentioned. 

Once this ring is built .in this area and these people live around this area, nothing will be mentioned 
about unsafety. There'll be mention about growth. progress; -it's-happening now. What you people have 
done for a· state like Illinois, I feel you chose the state for one reason. To save the environment, to 
make more jobs, to put·ll'Ore revenue into the government because this job gives revenue by, not just 
Fennilab, you have to look. at the future. The building growth, like is what's happening now. The homes 
being built in· the surrounding area. Highways going through. more industrial areas. ll'Ore aspect of 
more knowledgeable people. When you get knowledgeable people, what happens? You get- better schools, 
better education, better play areas, RDre understanding. 

These people tonight when they interrupt a speaker, they talk. ·they show you that that's not what 
Illinois's all about. 1•ve-never seen this, I've attended meeting after meeting. I'm the type of 
person that 1-ikes to lear.n by seeing other people. If you use these people in this area as an example 

--of what Illinois's all about. please forgive than. Because they're not what Illinois is all about. 
Illinois is honest. fair and abiding. We have a governor. this governor represents both sides of 
political parties. 

UNKNOWN VOICE: But where is he? 
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MR. TEMKO: He's been here. he's done his part. I'm here to represent what I fee·, as a taxpayer, as a 
voter, I register, as a man to serve my country, l know what it's all about, I've done all these things. 
and I haven't given up on my country and the people like you people up here that are in charge, you 
make the decision; I don't te11 you what to do. You can't tell scmeone what to· do, you just can explain 
to them. thts state has everything you need. 

It has -- during the recession. it didn't fall apart like the other states. Other states that you've. 
picked have fallen apart and they feel they're going to give you this and that to build up. Illinois 
doesn't need you here, in an aspect of roney, but you need us because we have knowledge, we have wn:. 
force, .,. have productivity; and if you're not here, we'll have it and as you think and you look back. 
you'll say why didn't we choose it after it starts. 

So tO stop what I feel as a suggestion and my deep feelings as an Illinoisan, if you don't pick 
Illinois, you've made a mistake. And mistakes are made by everyone; Bush said he made mistakes, Reagan 
said he made mistakes, everyone makes mistakes. But the Illinois people. when you give them a job to 
do, they never make mistakes. Thank you. 

MR. ElG\Jl£N: Ladies and gent1erren that ccmpletes are llst of registered comnenters. ls there anyone 
who was registered to ccmnent that has not had the chance? 

At this point, we'll go ahead and bring on our two surprise carwnenters. Could Vice President Bush and 
Governor Dukakis please come in? 

Alright, has everyone that's registered had a chance to cooment? ·very good, then. On behalf of the 
hearing panel and myself personally, we thank you for your attendance at this Session I of the October 
7, 1988 hearing on the draft Environnental Impact Statement. the SSC project. 

With that, .,. are formally adjourned. 

(Whereupon. at 9:50 p.m., the·session was adjourned.) 
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(October 6, 198Bo 2o00 p.m.) 

MR. NOLAN: Good afternoon. If those of you renlaining would like to take seats we will be getting 
together right away, getting going. 

I want to welcome each and every one of you to the Department of Energy's Public Hearlng on the draft 
EnvironrTEotal Impact Statement for the Superconducting Super Collider. My nane is Dick Nolan and I am 
the Deputy Executive Director of the SSC Site Task force. I am the presiding official for your hearing 
this afternoon for this particular session. A concurrent session of this hearing is beinq held next 
door in the g;mnasium. 

The purpose of my brief remarks to you is to explain why we are all here. After my remarks, I will ask 
our session moderator Mr. Barry Lawson, who 1s seated here to my right, to outline liow we will conduct 
our session this afternoon. The purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an opportunity 
to cooment in person ·an the Departnient's draft Environmental Impact Statement for the SSC. This hear
i~g is not your only opportunity. We want to E"T'lphasfze that. You may also send us your written com
ments which must·be postmarked by October 17th this month. 

We want you ta know that we are sincerely i,,t-:?rested 1n hearing your conmerits on this docur.ent and that 
each of your conrnents wi 11 be cons j de red and wi 11 be responded to in the final Env ironmenta 1 I!'lpact 
Statement. Let me just take a second and go back and refresh your mell"Ories on Mow we Caffie to this point 
in the selection process. 

In January of 1987, President Reagan's decision was to proceed with the SSC and he announced this deci
sion and requested construction funds for the project from Congress. In April 1987, the Oepart~~nt 
issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently received 43 proposals and fc·und tf;at 36 of 
those were q"Jalified. Those qualified proposals were sent to the National Academies of Sciences and 
Engfneertng for further evaluation. 

Based on the criteria that we had laid out in the invitation, the Academies reccxrmended to us a most 
excellent list of eight candidate sites for our further consideration. One of these proposals was 
later withdrawn by the proposer. Following a revlew and a verification of the Academies' work, 
Secretary Herrington annoum;ed the Best Qualified List, includfrtg the State of Illinois' prop'Jsal, on 
January 19, 1988. 

On January 22, 1988, the OOE fonna 1 ly announced that it would develop an Envi rormenta l Impact Stater..ant 
on the proposed SSC. In February 1988, we held scoping meetings in each of the seven states to obtain 
camient on the nature and scope of the environmental issues that the public felt were appropriate for 
us to consider in the draft EIS. 

You may recall that we were here in February of this year, February 18th in Illinois, to receive testi
mony on what the public felt were those most important issues. Now, frCJn your testimony at that time 
and from the testimony that we received in the other sessions in the other six states, we received some 
2,100 corrrnents about the nature of the issues that we should consider. We did, in fact, take those 
into account in determining the scope of the EIS that has been drafted and is the subject of our hear
ing this afternoon. 

Following public hearings here and in the other six Best Qualified List states which have now been com
pleted, we will develop a final Environmental Impact Statement and issue it in December of this year. 
N0tt, this current draft EIS evaluates and prepares four types of alternatives. First, site alterna
tives: the seven locations that are under consideration for siting the SSC. Technical alternatives, 
that is different technology or facility configurations. We have looked 'in the IS at prograrrmatic 
alternatives~- using other accelerators, international collaboration or, in fact, delaying the project 
for sane tirre. And four, the no-action alternative, which is the option not to construct the SSC at 
a 11. 

This draft EIS identifies and analyzes the potential envirofl11ental consequences expected to occur from 
siting construction and operation of SSC at seven alternate site locations. And let me again repeat 
the states where the seven sites are located that are under consideration. They are located in Arizona, 
in Colorado, in Illinois, in Michigan, in North Carolina, tn Tennessee and in Texas. The draft ECS 
that we will be talking about this afternoon, gives us as much infonnation as we have at this stage of 
the development of the project regarding the potential environmental impacts that we could expect from 
siting the machine at any of the seven locations. However, the DOE recognizes that further revlew under 
the National Environmental Policy Act will be necessary prior to a decision to actually coristruct and 
operate the machine at the selected site. 
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So, following the selection of the site for the proposed SSC, we will prepare a supplement to this EIS 
to address in considerably IOClre detail the impacts of construction and operation of the machine at the 
selected site. And we will, in fact, consider in detail at that point the alternatives for minimizing 
those impacts. Let me tell you a little bit rrore about the draft Environmental Impact Statement. It 
is obviously a very significant piece of work. In tenns of length, it is over 4,000 pages and it does 
cover all seven sites. It's organized into four volumes. Volume I is entitled Environmr!ntal llll'act 
Statement. Volt.me II is the Comnent Resolution DocLment, and it's in fact not in existence yet because 
it is reserved for your COfl1Tlents and our responses to your comnents and so it will only appear in the 
final published EIS this Oecerrber. Volt.me III talks about our A1ethodology for site selection and 
Volume IV is a c~ilation of detailed technical aooendiGes that baGk up the conclusions in the Environ
mental Impact Statement itself. 

Now, the CGiments that you give us at this hearing will be used by the Department ·to prepare a final 
EIS, as I said, that will be issued in December. This document will identify the Department's pre
ferred site, whieh again ...,;11 be designated i!l late Novellber. No sooner than 30 days aftef' the final 
EIS is distrHJuted~ the Department will publish its record of decision which will include the final 
site selection and that will fonnally complete the site selection process. 

This afternoon we will in fact use the services of a professiorial moderator to assure a fair and orderly 
proceeding for us. Measures have been taken to permit inaxim.nn opportunity for interested citizens such 
as yourselves to utilize this session for expressing their comnents. We urge your comnents to focus to 
the maxtmiin extent possible on the draft EIS and avoid statements aimed solely at expressi.ng opposition 
or, on the other hand, support for the project. While all cOll'illents will be part of the formal record 
of this proceeding, those specifically addressing the d~aft EIS will be the most useful to us in prepar
ing the final Environmental Impact Statement. 

As I noted earlier, in addition to this opportunity for oral cOlllilef'its, we want to make Sl.lre y_ou are 
aware that individuals can also give us written camients. Again, by October 17th, they would be 
appreciated. That is the end of our 45-day formal c01Tment period on the draft EIS. That will allow us 
time to ensure that they will be considered in the final EIS. We will, to the extent that we possibly 
can, consider ccrrrrents, however, received after October 17th. Just one final word on the role of the 
Environmental Impact Statement in the site selection proce~s. Federal law requires that envirormental 
impacts be considered by Federal decision makers in taking major Federal actions with potential envi
ronmental consequences. An EIS is one of the methods used to do this analysis, provide for public 
conrnent and participation and to make a final decision that meets the NEPA requirements. The EIS will 
be used by the Secretary and it will be considered by the Secretary in making the site selection. 

We want to thank you in advance for your interest and your participation in being here. Today, you 
will be addressing a pa.-:iel composed of myself and Linda McClain who is sitting to Barry Lawson's right. 
And periocfically throughout our sessi-on today you will find that I will be spelled off by Mr. Jay Hunze 
and l1nda will be Sjlelled off by Mr. Bill White. 

Let rne now introduce to you Mr. Barry Lawson who will describe how we will conduct this afternoon's 
sessiCl'l. Barry. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you and good afternoon. Once again, my name is Barry Lawson. I a1R a conmunity 
relations specialist and president of Lawson & Associates of Concord, Massachusetts. As an outside 
consultant I have been hired by the Department of Energy to serve as a neutral facilitator and moder
ator at this hearing. As Mr. Nolan has said, the purpose of this hearing is to give the interested 
citizens an opportunity to c0fl1T'lent on the Department's draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
proposed Superconducting Super Co 11 ider _ In February, the Department conducted a scoping meeting here 
in Illinois to listen to and to receive comnents on what should be considered in the preparation of the 
draft EIS. DOE has now prepared the draft and seeks comnent on this document which is more specific in 
detailing the potential environmental impact of siting the SSC here tn Illinois and in six other states. 
The court reporter for this afternoon's hearing is Tim Devine arid Tim is sitting to my left. 

When we begin the carment period of this hearing, I will announce each speaker working frcm a list which 
will be provided.to me by the people at the registration table. This is the registration table outside. 
I will take the speakers in the order in which they signed up in advance, with appropriate respect for 
public offi.ci-als. As this is a heMing to recei¥e conments on the draft Environmental hnpact Statement, 
your COllllllents should focus on issues addressed in the- draft doci.men-t. If I ftnd that camients are 
wandering from the topic of this sesston, I will remind you to focus your ccmrents roore sharply. This 
is not intended to limit your remarks but rather to aSSt1re that they are as effective as possible in 
achieving the objecti'l'e cf this hearing as set forth by Hr. Nolan, the presiding official for this 
hari-ng. 

To provide mtef'ested people with a fair opportunity to express their views-. I have established the 
following rules for the conduct of today's session. This first session will last from roughly i:OO p.m. 
until 5:00 p.m. and then again this evening from 7:00 p.m. until 10:00 p.m. Because of a large advance 
registration, there will be sessions extending into tanorrow with three-hour sessions beginning at 
9:00 a.m. and at 2:00 p.m. in the afternoon and then at 7:00 p.m. in the evening if it is neces_sary. 
Periodically, ,I may call for a comfort break. 
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All cOO'J'r1E'r,ts wtll be limited to five minutes unless other'w)se noted by me. l wlll try to remind you 
wben you ~~~e 30 seconds ref118.ining and your cooperatio~ will be appreciated by the panel and other 
mer;;bars cf the public who will then also have a fair opportunit)' to share their view. 

I will atter.•l)t to take peopl~ at their scheduled times. A.lthough, if sane of the presentaticns run 
less than five mi:iutes, we mcy be able to run a little ahead of schedule:. You are er'!couraged to submit 
written cQTJl1ents to nie before or after your presentation. And if you wou1d, perhaps, if you have 
written CCJm'ients, you can leave them down on the side here and we can pick them up frcrn there. At 
approximately 30 minutes before the schedu lei erid of th is session, I wi ~ 1 ca 11 speakers who have regis
tered at the door today. Sar:e of these spe3kers may also be called earlier if wa are running ahead of 
schedule. Therefore, an~ of you who wish to sp~ak and ~~ve not registered ln advance.are again advised 
to sign up at the registration table in the iobby. 

Mr. Nolan has said, far those of you who may wish to sut::mit written carrnents later, the deadline is 
October 17 and all COlflllents raised here at the meeting or tn written form and raised on the content cf 
the draft EIS will be made part of the record to be considered by the Department of Energy a~ it pre
pares its final EIS. Now the panel's responsib~1ities today are to listen to your cOITITleTlts and to ask 
any clarifying questions necessary to create a complete record or your carrment on the contents of the 
dr<ft EIS. 

You are re~inded that this is a smoke-free building. There is no smoking allowed in any areas of the 
building. Also, there is a cafeteria but it is for student use only and is not a~ailable to the 
general public. A snack bar, however, directly opposlte the entrance to the gyimasil.lfTI is available for 
your use. 

As this hearing is being held in a high school with students and faculty in attendance during many of 
our sessions, we request that you restrict your movement during this hearing to the meeting rooms and 
the registration areas. Please do not loiter in the corfidors. The building will open for pub11c 
access at 1:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. an Thursday, this day, and for Friday as well. For the three 
sessions torrcrrow, we ask that people arrive no earlier than one half hOt.lr prior to opening of the 
session. That is at 8:30 a.m., 1:30 p.m. and, if necessary, 6:30 p.m. in the evening. 

We would iik~ to thank the ~aubonsie Valley High School and the School District 204 for the use of their 
faciljties for these hearings. We reqyest that everyone attending and participating in these sessions 
respect the high school property and help us to keep it clean. 

Finally, you are reminded that today's hearing is being held in two rooms -- the auditorllJJI and the 
gymnasitJn. If you are registered to speak at the hearing, please make certain that you are in the roan 
assigned to you at registration. This, of course, is the auditorium. If you are uncertain as to which 
room you have been assigned, please check with the registration table at th1s t1me. Also, I want to 
indicate to you that because this is a public hearing and because it is important that we ha'le a com
plete transcr1pt, it's important that the court reporter be able to get a ccmplete transcript. One 
problem that can arise, not likely to arise in this room because of the acoustics but could arise, is 
noise. And I would just respectfully ask any of you who feel canpe1led to have a conversation with 
your neighbors, if you would please step outside of the room so that we would not interfere either with 
the speakers or interfere with the transcription that is being made of the session. I will announce 
any further procedural rules for the conduct of the hearing as necessary. And, again, your cooperation 
with these procedures and with accomplishing the objectives of today's hearing are greatly appreciated. 
Now it is time to introduce our first speaker. I will ask you, when called upon to speak, to move to 
the podium provided in front of the panel and for the record to introduce yourself, give an address if 
you will and to state your position and organization, if any. It is also inportant, actually critical 
for you, if you are submitting written conments or if you have questions that you would like to have 
addressed or asked -- would like to ask questions -- if you would please put your name, address and ztp 
code on the corments that you submit and, if you would also, your telephone nl.lllber. That will give us 
better assurance that we make sure that we understand the quest 1on that you are asking and make s'ure 
that the Department of Energy can give you a full answer to it. 

I will remind those of you.who wish to speak again, to sign up at the registration table. l will call 
on each speaker in turn. announcing at the same time the followup speaker so that you can be prepared. 
How, the officials to the meeting have set aside at least one or two rows in front of me in the bott:lm 
here for those who are preregistered. If you are not already seated in one of those seats and I <::al r 
you as the next speak.er, r would greatly appreciate your roving down here so that we minimize the tl1ne 
necessary for movement back and forth to this podi~~ and also ensure that you have a fuller five minut~s 
within which to speak. 

The first speaker for thfs afternoon's session would be Sheree Houghton. 
secon~ speaker would be Linda Benson. ls Linda Benson here? Thank y~u. 
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One of the great advantages of the I 1 linots proposa 1 i's Fenni lab~ Outs tde of the est lma.ted $1. 3 
btllioa savings th.is facility represents is the postt.1ve impact feF'llilab has. had oa its hos.t com
munities. One of the most vis1b-le aspects of Fermi lab i's the restored pra.1r1es .. 

The grounds of Fennilab are open to all residents and with the walking and bike tr.ails. the grounds are 
a testament to prairie coaservation. Also, the bison herd on site enables young and old alike to view 
a faactnating creature that was once on the brink of extinction. 

More importantly, fennilab has. contri·buted·to the ed1Jcat1ona1 well-being of northern Illinois. The 
Friends of Fermi lab, an independent, nonprofit organizatfon, has developed a national model for incor
porating Federally funded research programs into educational tools for area physics. teachers, and 
students. M:tre than 2.000 gifted sc1erice students bave. partictpated' hi Fennilab's Sa.tu.rday physics 
workshops. Teachers have beaefttted frcm the a.vailabiltty of fermflab phys1c.1sts and specia.lized 
teachers c 1 tn ics to better- teach the1 r· studetrts. 

In fact, one of the year's McArthur 6nsnt winners- was fermllab•s physicist, H'elen Edwards .. 1"10. Ms. 
Edwards, in a post-award interview, indicated that some of the money she received from the grant will 
be donated to area high school students •ho are interested in a career in htgh energy physi.cs. Ms. 
Ediifards ts just one ~le of the type of' decttcated. hard-working individuals that call this area honP 
as a result af Fermilab. 

As the race to decide the most appropriate state to host the SSC comes to an end, I ftope you will con
sider that Illinois is the only state that has something to lose -- Fermi lab. Although the. DOE has 
Indicated that femllal> will ramln open <in-Ing the SSC"s operation, Federal t.idget coostraints and 
other factors may indeed slow down or close down the fact lity. ·-

As a resldent of Varrenvtl"J. and a rte·igftbor of Fernri-lab. I' would hate. to- see the loss of· our good 
friends, educators and c011111Untty-minded individuals. as they flllve to follow SSC'; 

lllin&ts· offers the SSC sane of the fJest setmts. housing· oppart1mttles_, utilities and tunan. resources 
ht the cmm.try. In hitnl·. the SSC weu:ld offer lllinafs the cont1naation of.a 20-year relati'ooship with 
femilal>""" its t!lllployeu. Femilab hes~ a nodel cttiZl!n. a neighbor ancl a friend. I don't think 
that ·any otter stats cou1d acce-pt and integrate a Federally funded re.sea.rch center lntg \ts CCJmlUntttes 
better- than- llltl'ICiS~ It tntly· weu·ld be a shame- to. loose the relat'k>nshtp we as residents have devel
ope<f with f-lab. Thonk )'OU. 

And I will subiiit these at a later time. 

MR. UWSOll:- fine. Thmk yow. wry melt.. 'fh&·ne:Jtt speaktw· will be Vtola. V-1-lle. Slie· will f)e followed 
by F. Paul -..Jag. lo !lo'. ""°'faig llerol Mil •. Wille. 

942 STATEMENT BY VIOlA WILLE 

llS. WIUE, My """"""'1ts ore fl'Oll the SSC EIS. Appendhf 16, llllk:h concerns scenic ancl vlsoa l resource 
eues t~ fails to CCIMtdet" 8ftt"J £ n· f site .tt.ich vi-ll ect.ually-·aff~. ind:\1'·\dual s.\te lines. For 
._1e, Sectlcl>I 16.1.l.Z t•ttfies key •iewl?IQ' points along "'''"llr· Ni!Toads or bike paths where 
Individuals "".If"""- annu)d If •-ted w'lth coot-lly hevmq the view tl\e tndustrlo 1 yard 
nature of the _..sor statlomt. 

This section of the draft EIS fails to indicate that c~ressor station FATAF8 will be located ilm'e
d1ately adjacent to Randall Road. a main north-south highway. Not only will this site be fully visible 
on oil four sides, It will be locatecl dlrecUy et the entrance tC> the newly develOtl"d Red ~te sub
division. 

How can the EIS fail to realize this is a problem when at earlier states~ residential land users are 
- •I-Hy "'"••tlb le •.!tlo the "'"""...t project becM!R af tl'le obrious funct tonel and structura 1 con
trast -... -ject feetu"'s and residence$. f8 If\ 11 I>& coMUu<ted rigfit In ti.. midrt af an area of 
estate "'-s. logically. stte lloes toward ftl ""aid - a -al>Te l'ofig-tenir negottft lqJact and 
would lie -lcoible. mi· yet the E.1$ ..,ll'l' --lently lgn""'s thb. 

This- proposed F8 si-te happens to be one of the sttes where the State Department of Energy and Natural 
R...-.:es lloa ,...._ .,.tiona on land I" anler ta - the f-llty further MlllY· l'l1e ENR hes pur
chosed.., oPtlan on ta"""" ef - at $29:,!11111 per acno sllgbt1y fmher - ""the ..,..tho side of 
llelbn Rood. lhls ,_ _,_ fw F8 Is st! U In full via< fr• R...i.n .,.. llellmr> llaads and fran the 
Red ~te subdwlaloa. What tile EllR --1¥ t1aesn•t - Is - this optioned '""" lies adjacent to 
a piece of property owned by the Christ Coommity Church of St. Charles. A'lso this optioned property 
Is •IU.\1> 100 feet rlf ....u.er site"""°" bv St. Patrick "s tlwclo ef St; -..Jes. The c.th>Hc Church 
intends to beg.in construction on their new church next. spring, .tlile the Chr1st-Cam1.1nity-Church has 
deloyed the>r 111- te llutld .. u1 it Is clar tl!d. the SSC project .. 1n I" to"'"""· 

Whatever the outcare, the EIS makes It perfectly clear that neither the EIS writers or the Department 
of £nergy ts we of th.tis JM)tential •1edlC1J'le SSC hd li:t.y sitk19. Jhe!1 a.re a.rrce agatn UMware 
because tile SU.ta ENll ,.,_ fal lod te> -lfy ti- of - srt1atlonc How cm aa -•"111 canplex be 
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allowed to be built at the entrance to a residential subdivision, adjacent to two churches and in full 
view of a major highway without the draft EIS even mentioning it? Does ENR or DOE feel this problem 
will si~ly go away by not drawing attention to it? 

Thi·s is a totally unacceptable location for your tank fann facility. Not only will it be an eyesore 
for everyone passing it or living near it, but what about the noise? Are the church P.A. systems going 
to have to be abnormally loud in order to compete with the drone of the compressor station? Are the 
church windows going to have to remain closed forever? How can anyone be expected to attend church in 
the atmosphere that the DOf and the collider are going to create at this location. 

Your failure to realize that this situation exists is just another example of the arrogance and 
unconcern for the quality of human life that surrounds us. It's quite clear that all that matters is 
the precious collider. Everything else is relegated to the level of insignificance. This cannot and 
will not be accepted. The Fox Valley site is not the logical choice for the SSC project. We ask that 
you put it where Dr. Ledennan originally planned for it to go -- out in the desert where it belongs. 
Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON. Thank you, ma'am. The next speaker will be F. Paul Mooring to be followed by Jack Romine. 
Is Mr. Romine here? Is Mr. Jim Schluchter here? You will be the next speaker, sir. 

t/'1-3 STATEMENT OFF. PAUL MOORING 

MR. MOORING: My name 1s F. Paul Mooring. I reside at 295 Abbotsford Court _in Glen Ellyn. 
dent of the Illinois· Prairie Path. 

am presi-

Hy cornnents are in the fonn of a letter addressed to Dr. Wilmot Hess, chainnan of the SSC Site Task 
Force in Washington, D.C. 

Dear Or. Hess: On February 21, 1988, I wrote you on behalf of the Board of Directors of the Illinois 
Prairie Path, a not-for-profit corporation, which for 20 years developed and managed an extremely 
popular, ITl.lltipurpose trail by the same name located in the study area of the proposed SSC. 

In that letter, I called your attention to the fact that the Illinois Prairie Path is a national 
recreation trail which could be seriously impacted by the construction and/or operation of the SSC. 
This means that the National Trails Act applies and should be considered in the draft Environment 
Impact Statement. 

Although my letter stated several concerns of our Board arising from the fact that the SSC ring will 
pass under three branches of our trail, and the United States Department of Energy will acquire fee 
title to three 1,000-foot sections of the trail, the draft EIS fails to respond to these concerns. 

Indeed, the draft EIS Section S.1.5-40 [sic] contains the following misleading statement indicating a 
total lack of awareness of the importance of the Illinois Prairie Path and other similar trails in the 
study area of the Fox River Valley ... C. Illinois. Hunting, fishing, environmental education and bird 
watching are the primary recreation uses of the area of the Illinois site." You should understand that 
the most popular fonn of recreation, by far, in this area is none of the above but is instead bicycling 
on the various trails including the Illinois Prairie Path, the Great Western Trail, the Fox River Trail 
and the Virgil L. Gillman Trail. The Illinois Prairie Path alone generates an estimated 300,000 user 
trips annually. 

As I stated in my letter of February the 12th, our Board is concerned about the maintenance of the trail 
continuity. Both temporarily during construction and permanently during operation and also about 
possible radiation hazards to our users. 

To this list we would like to add one more concern -- visional impact on a national recreation trail. 
Although the draft EIS considers the visual impact of the SSC on the Great Western Nature Trail, 
another national recreation trail in Section.S.1.10-14 F9 (sic], it makes no mention of the Illinois 
Prairie Path in this regard.· In fact, as far as we have been able to determine, the draft EIS does not 
mention or consider the impact of the SSC on our trail at all. 

We think that the Natton~l Trails Act should be added to the list requiring Federal permits, licenses 
and other entitlements tn Chapter 6 and that the draft Environmental Impact Statement should address 
all of our above-mentioned concerns. Above all, we want a guarantee that the continuity -of .the 
Illino1s Prairie Path will not be interrupted. Very truly yours, F. Paul Hoor1~. 

And also, I am including a copy of the original letter to Or. Hess written back in February 21, 1988. 

MR. LAWSON: Mr. Mooring, thank you very much. Would you just put that on the table over to your 
right. 

The next speaker will be Mr. Jim Schluchter. 
followed by Randall Pros. Is Mr. Pros here? 
speaker. Mr. Schluchter, please. 
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I 

MR. SCHL.UCHTER: F1.rst of •lt I waflt to thal'lk tbe D~artmen.t of £nerg~ .. tbe llTinots Department of 
Energy and Natur&l Resources and the- Wa.ubonste Valley Htgh- School for working. together ta conduct these 
hearings to gtve the members of the co:rrruntty the opportunity ta- continue to comaent oa this important 
project. 

As both a businessman· .and a resident g.f tttis. .a-rea .. l believe the En¥iromental Impact Statement con
ffnns the belief that th! Superconducting Super £0\Hder w.lll be good for the fOll ~!•er Valley. 

The SSC is more thaA a. scientS.fic project. lt is muclA· lll'Olre. lt ts. t.n. m,y apVdon. the best scient1fic 
and ecenomlc devetopnen.t project Ne ha¥e ever had" chance to brklg. to l.ll1.r:10.ts. .. 

For more than ZO years. we have observed tfle posi'tive iq>act Fermi lab has had. With its 2.000 jobs and 
m.111\oos of dollus nf ICOOOllic a.ctfv;ty. It ;s a croelal p.>rt of our lac&I economy. the SSC can play 
aa even larger pe.stt1ve role. fQr example. the dra.ft Eavironnlen:ta.t lq>ac.t s.tat.EDea.t SilYS-~ and I quote, 
""'Growth- related to the SSC s.fting: 'n DuPage._ ~ne and KencJ:iJll Countfes wou.td ~ent a substantial 
adctit ion to the exf a.ting soc ia and econani.c enwi-romnent ~ the reg.tona 1 econcmy wottld. experience bene-
f ic fa l increases tn er11JlO)'lllen.t. incane and sa-les as: a resutt ef coos.truc.ttan and aper&ti.on of the SSC." 

I couldn't agree rrore. Yet the important thing to remember here is that this area should not grow just 
for the sake of g.rowth. Cur econaaic expansion should be controlled sa as not to..jeopa:rdize the unique 
flavor of this comnunity .. Make no mi's.take .. growth is caning:~ the SSC g,tves us the d\ulce. to shape 
that growth in a way that maximizes its benefits while minimizing its drawbacks. 

As a. resident of one. of the fastest growb1g cam1Jnities in -or.ie of the, M.k:hiest:s. fastest growing coun
t t.es. I believe tte opportunJty the SSC o.ffers ws. cannot be underes.timat:ed.. It shou.ld. Rat. be missed. 
Finally,. ladies and gentlemen .. as col'ICerned u we all are .abou.t jobs far our fellow citizens. the EIS 
docLJnents s.ta.te that the SSC tt«>.t!.ld create a peak of nearly 10,,SOO. conat.tuction and i-ela-ted jobs and 
another 3.,-2.DO permanent jobs. when the SSC: ls in operation. 

It is .. ~fficult for saneone who is as concerned about the economic .weJf ... being of our conmunity and 
state to do anything but encklrse· these findtng& o.f the'dra.ft. Envtronmental lmpact SUtemerit with regard 
to econcnic activity kt thls regtoa. The benefictal impact of the SSC ls. 011e~b.iing as the EIS 
clearly s.~. t apprec'\:a.te the chance to. remlnd you .o.f these .facts.. lhank you. veey IQUCb. 

MR. tAWSOH: Thank you, sir. -The next speaker this .after.aeon wt l l -be Raflda.11 Pros: .and-he wi 11 be 
followed by Mr. Bruce Von Zellen if he-has arrived? Is Patti Oritsas here? Perhaps John Milroy is 
here.? V\v\.art Lund? Ms.; Lund. you wi 1.1 be the next speaker •. Ml'~ -Pros. 

844 STP.T£HElll UF RARllllll PRUS 

MR. PROS: Thank you· and -thank you on behalf of all of us in fN$1ervt·\le .. I ~sent the Napervi-lle 
area Chamber of Ccmnerce .and I have a prepared text. I did want to mention also that I have been a 
llfel""!l resident nf the-area. having grown "I' in &let> Elllff'-

On behalf of the. Board- of Directors of t"e Naperville area Chanbet' of Ccmne.ree wh:U;b .represents approx
imately 1,000 businesses and I.SOD individuals, I am· here to speak in support of siting, construction 
and:the. opera,tfoa-of Superconducting Supef' Cellider- fac--tlitlf in. connection. -.1.tl:\ the. f'enn·t-National 
Accelerater labo.ra.tory \a DuPage and Kane Counties. 

Our re lat ions with the current operations of Fermi' lab have been excellent over the man.y years that 
Fermi Laboratortes. have been operational tn the area .. 'The Naperville a~a is just one of se-1eral 
COmlUA.i t tes- su.rroundlng and support \nig tile- personne 1- and the. opet:'a.t.-ioos -of th.is. laboratory. We cannot 
p.resume ta speak for tfile other' caimun\.ttes &lSfl adjacent to tt'e a.rea.. but. we Call in fact speak for our 
own canrunity. 

Napervl \le has en-joyed i-ts re-lat ion ship wt th fenn.t and. we be 1 le.ve. that. the- personnel o.f Fermi lab have 
ea.,ioyed and fo.md- th.i!l area. ,p.roduc.t tve. Qthaf--speak.ers .can ad:lre.ss. tha tec.t:\Q.¥c&l .aspec.ts. ef ·t'lf! opera
tion. of Fermflab and the SSC project when it was sited here as to the geolQg-\c&l4 -eiwtramnental arid 
technical adaptability. We believe that there is nothing inherently dangerous or undesirable in the 
SSC project. 

W'e. -floweve.r. can addresa the ot·her issues- wh-tca & 1so. bear on the neecfs. of such a _fac.i li.ty~ The sur
roundln4 c:oarnunitles. wnlch loc:lud'e """1erville. that _..e Fenoi are e>!Jilndlng their per..,mel service 
ond retail bosa by literally leaps and boW11di!. [n Naper.\ Tie alllne. 156.00G square feet of retail 
space ls being created each year. In te,.,,.. of office space. approxllnotely IS0.000 9'1_.. feet is bu1 lt 
wilhln: U1e. COt:'par.ate lW.fts. ,af .Napen-ille: eact) year.~ Space is. be\ng, ae1;teii ta eicb. o.f the carroonittes 
that w1 Tl be ·usf"~ for both geaerai and pwtilfessional ser¥ices that can s~e the. sta.ff a.f the SSC as 
they llave the sta.ff of Femilab. 
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In tenns of living conditions, each of the comnunities offers a number of different residential housing 
conmunity opportunities both in existing as well as in new construction. Again, speaking only for 
Naperville, approximately 1,200 to 1,500 new single-family residences are created in our COfllTlunity each 
year. This has been the trend for several years. Additionally, 111.1ltifamily housing -- townhouses and 
condo units -- are also being built at a fast rate. 

Due to the nature of the area, and particularly Naperville, there is such a turnover in existing 
housing, that there are many opportunities for individuals who have been transferred to places such as 
SSC to choose between either new residential areas or well-established areas wfth mature trees. 

In tenns of the education in Naperville, Naperville ts building approximately one new elementary school 
classroan per month in both District 203 and 204. We have added junior highs, or middle schools, at a 
corresponding rate of growth and there are additions to three high schools serving the area. 

Naperville has juSt ccmpleted a magniftcent new public library btiildtng offering Rllltimedia data ser
vices to the public. Concerts, plays, theatre groups, chamber music, children's activities, multi
media art programs and athletic programs are all availabie either 1111'tlediately adjacent or in the 
Chicago metropolitan area. Museums and galleries are, of course, in abundance. They are available in 
the diversity of settings and subject areas to entertain, enjoy and educate the personnel that will be 
staffing this new facility. 

Transportation and comnunications are state-of-the-art in the Chicago metropolitan area. This area 
enjoys this cutting edge advantages of fiber optic teleconmunications as well as an on-demand bus 
service. 

Finally, there is an aspect which has not been given proper recognition which we also believe is 
extremely fflllortant. This ts the fact that there is a recognition of individual. rights and respon
sibilities in this areas. During the years that Fenn1 Laboratory and Argonne National Laboratory have 
been located in DuPage County, the corrmunities, including Naperville, have had the opportunity to be 
involved with the scientists, engineers, support personnel that work in these important installations. 
As you are fully aware, these individuals represent many nations, cultures and religions. 

Over these many years, our conmunity and others have offered an otmosphere where these individuals and 
their families have resided ccmfortably and unchallenged in their beliefs and philosophies. We continue 
this tradition with the next generation of scientific leaders from all over the world who will study 
and work in this new facility when it is buf.lt here in Illinois. 1 thank you very much on behalf of 
the Naperville Area Charrtier of Comnerce. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir. I renind you, if you have a statement you would like to submit you can 
just put it over here. The next speaker this afternoon will be Vivian Lund to be followed by Richard 
Shockley, if he is here. Ms. Lund. 

STATEMENT OF HON. VIVIAN LUNO 

MS. LLWD: 1 am the Mayor of Warrenville and Warrenville is Fermi lab's nearest neighbor and our western 
border butts the lab site. 1 am personally concerned that the oppasition to the SSC at Fermi has been 
accelerated by unfounded fears. 

1 know as an official at the local level, it is sonetimes difficult to make decisions based on the 
merits of the facts rather than one based on the emotional impact of vocal opposition. It is an unfor
tunate reallty that those who favor an issue usually are not as forceful in their presentation of their 
views. 

I am confident the Department of Energy will be fair in their consideration of both sides on this 
issue. I am also reassured by the good neighbor legislation enacted by our State that those whose 
properties will be rrost directly affected will be protected. 

After the Environmental Impact Statement was issued and considered, the City Council of Warrenville 
felt it was important to consider a new resolution to support to siting of the SSC at Fermi and 1 will 
read that resolution now. -

Resolution Nunber 8825 in support of Superconducting Super Collider. Whereas 1t is -inCi..mbent upon the -
Department of Energy to select the most logical, cost-effective s1te on which to .build the· proposed 
Superconducting Super Co111der and whereas the environs of ~enntlab contain the qualities necessary for 
the establisl'trlent of the SSC i.ncluding geology, which would support tunnel construction, a strong 
established infrastructure of roads, airports, schools, hospitals and housing, which would have ta be 
_built from scratch at other sites, and an established single source of electrical power with sufficient 
capacity ta serve the energy needs of the SSC at a relatively low cost, and whereas for 20 years, 
Fermi lab has been a good neighbor to the city of ~arrenville offering ~loyment to ctty residents, and 
whereas the mayor and city council of the city of Warrenville believe it is vital to our comnunfty that 
the SSC be established at Fermilab thereby continuing Fermi lab's preeminence in the field, and now. 
therefore, be it resolved by the mayor and city council of the city of Warrenville, DuPage County, 
Illinois as follows: 
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Section 1: That the city of Warrenville strongly supports the location of the SSC at Fermi lab and the 
mayor is authorized and directed to forward a certified copy of this resolution to the Department of 
Energy and to offer testirociny which supports the location of the SSC at Fermi lab at any hearinq of the 
Department of Enerqy. 

Section 2: T~4t this resolution shall be in full force and effect frcm and after its passage and 
approval in the manner provided by law passed this 19th d3y of September. 1988. And it was passed 
unanilTr:lusly by the aldennen in attendance -- Asher, Wheeler, Alery, Taylor, Kruse, Goodnan and Bloom 
(all phonetic), and signed by the Mayor, Vivian M. Lund and testified City Clerk, Lucy Bernard. And 
will leave that with you. 

I would like to thank you very much for allowing such generous public input to this i~ortant decision. 
I don't envy the job that you are doing. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, ma'am. The next speaker this afternoon would be Richard Shockley to be follow
ing by John Milroy if Mr. Milroy's here? And if he is not, is Kathy Mattes here? You will be the next 
speaker. Mr. Shockley, please. 

84w STATEMENT OF RICHARD SHOCKLEY 

I/hi 

MR. SHOCKLEY: My name is Richard Shoe;kley. I am the Director of the Illinois Department of Mines and 
Minerals. On behalf of my agency, I welcane this opportunity to testify on behalf of the SSC project. 

Having reviewed the data gathered by the proper personnel and after reviewing the U.S. Department of 
Energy's draft EIS, I can give my unqualified support to this extremely important project. The Depart
ment of Mines and Minerals' cannents on the draft EIS focuses on three areas -- increased worker 
safety, mitigated noise and vibration caused by construction activities, a~d controlling the disposal 
of rock spoi-1 generated by the construction of this project. 

The statement of draft EIS regarding workers' safety procedures. safety training and complying with 
safety standards are too vague. The Department of E:iergy should indicate the safety standards followed 
with during each phase of the construction and operation of the SSC, specify the agency providing 
necessary safety training and specify the agency charged with enforcing safety standards. 

The Department of Mines and Minerals' many years of experience and successfully regulating underground 
mine s3fety in Illinois is a resource that should be made available during the construction and opera
tion of the SSC. The measures proposed in the draft EIS to mitigate the effect blasting has on the 
public should be made mandatory. Measures such as steaming the blast and reducing the charge weight 
per delay should be formalized and defined in the EIS. 

A carefully designed blasting p lari wi 11 help ensure worker safety, serve to e 1 iminate any threat to the 
public and serve to allay public concern about air blast and vibration· attendant to construction 
activities. 

The removal of dolomlte attendant to the SSC construction is not considered to be surface mining regu
lated by my agency. However, the disposal of the large volume of dolcmite generated by this construc
tion project at one of the quarries identified by the U.S. Department of Energy will require the 
Department of Mines and Minerals' input. 

Since the Department regulates the mining and reclamation associated with the Fox River Stone Quarry, 
the Department will review potential reclamation plan changes caused by the disposal of large volumes 
of dolomite at this s1te to ensure that no environmental hann occurs. 

In closing. I am pleased to announce that the Department of Mines and Minerals has identified no aspect 
of the SSC project within its jurisdiction that poses any adverse i1111act to the health and safety of 
the public or to the environment. 

The Department is fully caJmitted to support the SSC project in any way it can during construction as 
well as dur1ng the subsequent operation of the facility. the State of Illinois needs the SSC, especially 
given the large number of unemployed coal miners that could be retrained to help build this enormous 
project. We earnestly hope that the U.S. Department of Energy decides to site the SSC in Illinois. 
Thank you. 

·MR. LAWSON: The next speaker will be Kathy Mattes, I am going to guess. And she will be followed by 
Jim Dezler. Is Mr. Dezler here? 

STATEMENT OF KATHY MATTES 

MS. MATTES: One of my concerns is the water usage and and disposition of tunnel spoils. In Appendix 
7, Table 7-4 shows the estimated off-site dcxnestic water use expected over. the years ahead for the SSC 
region_ of .influence. Estimates for water use appear for DuPage and Kane Counties through the year of 
1995. However. these statistics were cc:rnpi-led using 1983 estimates. 
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The tremendous surge in growth in Kane County was not anticipated, back in 1983. ln fact, current 
growth statistics place Kane County as the fastest growing county in northeastern Illinois. Therefore, 
all water usage figures that are shown in Table 7-4 are outdated and underestimated. As a result, the 
SSC's direct and indirect water usage will have a much greater impact upon groundwater supplies than 
the statistics in the EIS tend to indicate. 

This is an extremely important issue to the residents of Fox Valley and use of outdated statistics on 
the part of the Illinois ENR should not be allowed to 1nfluence the DOE decision-making process. 

Section 10.2.3.3 of the draft EIS indicates that there are four quarries which are located around the 
SSC ring for disposition of excavated tunnel material or spoils. One of these is Quarry Number 1 
located on Route 31 and McClain Boulevard in South Elgin. The EIS indicates that spoils frcrn shafts 
E7, F7, EB, F8, E9 and F9 will all be transported to Quarry Number 1. 

As many as 290 semitrucks are expected to be duq:iing material at this sit~ on any given day. CATCH had 
previously indicated that 95 truckloads per day would be highballing down our country roads. Once 
again, we were proven wrong -- it's not 95, it's 290. 

What is of greater importance, though, is the fact that managenent at this quarry indicates that it is 
currently handling about 300 trucks per day right now. How will it be possible for this quarry to 
double its ser~h;e capabilities once construction begins? Will tt be able to handle 600 trucks? 
Either it will have to eliminate some of its previous activities or you can anticipate huge traffic 
jams at the quarry as trucks wait in line to unload or load. This is not going to lead to ~'tlOOth 
tunneling operations and could actually increase the length of time necessary to dig the Illinois 
tunnel. 

As a result, it is very likely that additional quarries will be used for disposition of spoils besides 
the four mentioned in the EIS. If this is the case, concerns over the siltation of our streams and 
contamination of our vital groundwater supplies again becanes a reality. 

The State of 1111nois and the DOE thought that they had eliminated concerns over the disposition of 
tunnel spoils in Illinois by reduciTig the nunber of quarries being used. But congestion, time con
straints and comnon sense all indicate that there is a high probability that other sites will be used 
as well. In fact, this is exactly what Mr. Joseph Louch fran the State and Fermi lab indicated would 
occur when questioned about this subject at a recent State mitigation planning cornnittee meeting. 

If this is allowed to occur, then all of the local resident concerns about where the tunnel spoils will 
be deposited wi 11 st i 11 go unanswered.. The EIS appears to be designed to e 1 imi'nate va 1 id concerns 
without really considering what might actually OC""Cur. We cannot allow this travesty to be sited in 
Illinois. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next speaker this aft-ernoon will be Mr. Jim Dezler to be fo-llowed by 
Stanley Perry. Is Mr. Perry here? Is perhaps John Brining here? John Brining? You will be the next 
speaker, sir. Hr. Oezler. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JIM OEZLER 

MR. DEZLER: Thank you. Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. My naJTe is Jim Dezler. I am the Mayor 
of Oswego. I would like to take this opportunity to discuss the tremendous economic development oppor·
tunities the Superconducting Super Collider will provide for northern Illinois. 

According to official doclElents, the SSC will create niore than $1 billion in real disposable income 
during the constructjon phase, 1TWJre than 7,000 construction jobs, 3,200 permanent jobs and roughly 

I $274,.000.,000 that will be spent on the SSC's operating costs 1n Illinois. 

z 

3 

Addltionally, the spinoff opportunities created by the SSC expand beyond the figures I have just 
listed. The construction workers will need gasoline for their cars and trucks, lunches, dinners and 
other items that will be purchased locally. In fact., the potent-lat ·economic impacts are so over
whelming that over 40 of our area chantier of conmerces have pt.ibJicly supported the Illinois bid for the 
SSC. 

As the construction process nears canpletion and the SSC 1TWJves into the operational phase, I believe 
that the local comnunities will benefit from an increase in housing demands as a result of the perma
nent employees. The increase in housing a]so wtll prO!iide an :i-ncrease·in our tax base which will 
further contribute to the bettennent of our camiunities. 

I wi l 1 close my time by addressing the negative and the economic impacts which wi 1-1 -be created if 
Illinois does not win the race for the SSC. Fermilab, which has been an asset to our cCITlflUnities and 
to Oswego for _the las.t 20 years, may be discomn.issioned i,f the SSC is sited -elsewhere and that would be 
a real shame. Thank you.. 
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MR. LAWSON: The next speaker will be John Brining. And he will be followed by Mr. Stanley Perry if he 
is here. He is here sorrewhere and we are running a little ahead of schedule so I suspect that some 
people may not be here. To be followed by Mayor Richard Lewis who is the Mayor here •. or perhaps Ray 
Boctman. Let me go back to sane of the people who were scheduled earlier but who have not shO\lfn so far 
-- Bruce Von Zellen, is he here? Patti Dritsas? John Milroy? And let me try one nnre -- td Kelly, is 
Hr. Kelly here? 

Mr. Brining, why don't You proceed and we will see if anybody else is here after you finish. If not, 
we may take a brief recess. 

850 STATEMENT OF JOHN BRINING 

MR. BRINING: My name is John Brining. I am a business representative for the electrical workers of 
DuPage County. We built Fennilab 20 years ago. We went through a similar site selection process at 
that time and Illinois was selected. 

We bro~ght the Fermi site in under budget and ahead of schedule. We intend to do the same thing again. 
The Superconducting Super Collider has to be built tn the United States 1f we are to maintain our can
petitive edge in the area of high energy physics. I believe that Illinois is the best possible loca
tion for the SSC. Building the SSC at the Fermi site offers too many advantages ta be ignored. Using 
Fermi's Tevatron, the world's most powerful accelerator, as the injector for the SSC would result in an 
estimated savings of at least $450 million in construction costs and over $60 million in operating 
costs. 

MR. LAWSON: Mr. Brining, I am sorry to interrupt you but, I irust ask people who are out in the exit 
way to please keep their voices down. Once again, I must ask people to keep their voices down, even in 
the exit ways. They have, okay, thank you. Sorry, Mr. Brining, ·for the interruption. 

MR. BRINING: Okay. I will continue. To build another location would add years to the construction 
schedule and project startup time. It would be fiscally wise for the Department of Energy to take 
advant.age of the Tevatron and build upon Fermi's existing investment of more than $1.3 billion and 
6,800 acres of its campus and facilities. 

Even without the Fei1T11 advantage, Illinois scores very high in this canpetition. The proposed site 
offers a solid layer of hard dolomite rock excellent for tunneling conditions, a highly skilled union 
labor force, proven tunneling technology and machinery are in place. The area has an impressive net
work of educational centers, the University of Chicago: Northwestern University; University of 
Illinois; Northern Illinois University; Illinois Institute of Technology; University of Wisconsin and 
dozens of other colleges and universities. 

Within minutes of the site are major research facilities that have found the Chicago metropolitan area 
an attractive place to locate. They include: Abbott Laboratories, Argonne National laboratories, 
Aln'.lco Research Center, AT&T Bell Labs, AT&T Technologies, ITT Research Institute and Nelco Chemical, 
just to name a few. 

Estimates show that Chicago metropolitan area supports 200,000 jobs in high technology. O'Hare Air
port, the world's largest airport, is nearby, connecting the site to any destination in the world. 
Chicago's central U.S. location is well served by an extensive network of highways and railroads which 
will be further developed for the SSC's needs. 

Chicago also has the nation's largest industrial bases with numerous machine tools and fabrication 
firms experienced in high technology applications. The area offers a wide range of housing choices and 
varied employment for spouses and children. 

The State of Illinois is COITTllitted to major improvements that increase the overall suitability of the 
site including land acquisition, housing, road and tunneling construction, and the establishnent of 
university feliowships related to the SSC. The estimated value of these improvement is more than $570 
million. 

After hours, Chicago offers a cultural scene that is second to none. The Chicago Symphony Orchestra, 
the Cubs, the Bears, the White Sox, Brook.field Zoo, Museum of Science and Industry, Newberry Library, 
t~~ Art Institute· and our famous festivals. 

DOE, do not be misled by the shrill voice of opposition, for that does not represent the consensus 
opinion of the COITITiunity. Forty-thousand-plus citizens have signed petitions in support of this proj
ect-. Their voice cannot be ignored. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir. I am going to read the list of people that I have scheduled to speak 
between the beginning of this hearing and 3:55 p.m. If any of these people are here, please speak up 
so I can take you now. If none of you is here, then perhaps we will take a short recess? Bruce -- I 
am sorry, you are? 
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MR. LAWSON: Mr. Perry, you would be the next speaker and as you ~pproach the podium let me just check 
to see lf there are srne other folks here. Mr. Von Ze-llen? Patti Dritsas? John Milroy? Mayor 
Richard 'lewis? Ray Bochnan? Or, Ed Kelly? 

We are running ahead so I would expect that these last folks would not be ahead. And Mr. Perry I 
appreciate your showing up early and the floor is yours. 

85/ STATEMENT OF STANLEY PERRY 

MR. PERRY: Thank you. Ladies and gentlemen, my name is Stan Perry and I represent 40,000 members of 
the Jnternationa-1 Brotherhood of Electrical Workers in .northeastern Illtno.is. lt -is my pleasure to 
offer my comnents on the Superconducting Super Collider and the airount of sk:illed labor in Illinois 
that ts ready to build this important project as much as we helped to construct Fermi lab more than 20 
years ago. 

It is my opinion that the draft Environmental Impact Statement proves, without a doubt, that the bene
fits of·the SSC brings to 1llinois far outweight the benefits it.would bring to any other state. It 
also shCMs that Illinois more than any other state has a labor capacity to build and construct and 
operate the SSC. 

To prove my point we need only to examine the excellent record of Fermi lab and the operation of the 
Tevatron, the world's largest particle accelerator. By the joint efforts of some of the most brilliant 
minds in the world and the most skilled hands and m.inds in America, we were ab.le to build the next step 
to the SSC when we ·built the Tevatron. Now, we want to help build the next generat·1on of a machine 
that can help explain the unknown. 

I believe we should remember someth-ing very illf.lortant here today. We talk about how Fennilab has 
helped our COITTTlunity and has been a tool to answer questions. While we discuss the SSC and the Envi
ronmental 1Rl>act Statement, it is also important and logical to examine the growth of this part of 
Illinois and how the SSC can become part of 1t. To do that, 1 would like to quote directly from 
Environmental I~act Statement. 

1-n .describing Kane and DuPage Counties, the ·EIS said the following and I quote, "These two counties 
probably would not be adversely affected by the SSC, .in part due to the.ir recent experiences in growth 
management, and in part because ·rermi 's presence mean that thei,r socio-econcmic environments are 
aocustooed to demands;" 

In my opinion, this is perhaps one of the most important things the EIS says in more than its 4,000 
.pages_, charts, statistics and text. What you are telling us is .that we .have the ability because of 
Fermi lab and the growth of our comnunities to host the SSC. I believe no other state can make that 
claim and back it up wl'th the .resources that we have to offer. fhese resources will stay in Illinois 
tn the form of jobs, tax revenues; tt will help support our schools, build our roads and provide 
services to those in our comnunity who need them. 

More than 10,000 SSC-related ·construction jobs and more than 1~200 jobs that it would ·create as a 
result of building the SSC in Illinots, will add milli9ns and millions of dollars to our econony and 
the SSC; in other words, will put people to work. 

In this part of Illinois, the IBEW has been a big part of the-unprecedented econom:i-c expansion that is 
going on everyday. .\le help build thousands of homes, off ice bu·i ldings, schools and count less other 
J>Mvate and publi-c buildings and facilities. We know how important the SSC .is to Illinois. We want to 
be part of it. We want to help bring it to Illinois and help build it in Illinois. Its potential is 
tremendous and so is our support for the SSC. 

Ladies and gentlemen, thank you f~r .giving me the chance to speak up today and to tell you that I agree 
with the draft El'S that Illinois has the skilled labor force and the other resources to build the SSC 
right here. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSO~ Thank you, siT. Before I decide to take a short recess, what I would like -to-do is just 
survey if there are crther people who are scheduled frcm '4:0D .p.m. 'On who are .here who might wish to 
speak at this time. Let ire just go through the list of those that I have from now until the end of 
this afternoon's session. Mayor Ri.chard Lewis.. i.f you are here, .p·lease ·speak up? Ray-:Bochman? Ed 
Ke1ly7 

MR. KELLY: Here. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. You would--be the next.speaker,., sir. Ka-1 Les-ter7 

MR. l£STER: Right 'here. 
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MR. LAWSON: Oh, we are doing fine. Bill Better? Gary Benefield? Bill Jansa? Chuck Anderson? 
Joseph Mann? Or Jay Hedges? Well, despite the fact that we are running quite a bit ahead of time, if 
you gentlemen -- Mr. l<e 1 ly and Mr. lester -- would 1 ike to proceed, Mr. Ke 1 ly you would now be the next 
speaker. 

MR. KE~LY: Thank you very much. 

HR. LAWSON: Mr. lester, you would follow. 

MR. KELLY: May I give this to you? 

MR. LAWSON: Yes. 

847 STATEMENT OF ED KELLY 

MR. KELLY: I am Ed Kelly. Executive Vice President of the Elgin Area Chantler of Comnerce. My organi
zation represents 726 businesses employing over 24,800 people. Our members are located in Elgin, South 
Elgin, East and West Dundee, a~d Carpentersville which is all in Kane County. 

We agree with the findings of the Environrrental Impact Statement that the proposed site at Fennilab has 
the proper geology for tunnel construction. has a strong, existing infrastructure, and features, an 
established single source of electric.al power. The city of Elgin is also in support of this project. 

We recognize the impact of the SSC on growth in the entire Fox Valley area. Northern Kane County, 
which my organization repre$ents, has the infrastructure to accannodate any g~Jt:h generated by this 
SSC project. Our area supports the SSC and hope that you will reconmend 1t to be built here in Illinois. 
Thank you very 11'1.JCh. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir. Mr. Lester. 

848 STATEMENT OF KAL LESTER 

MR. LESTER: My name is Kal lester. I reside in Big Rock, Illinois, and I am a business representative 
of International Union of Operating Engineering, Local 150, representing over 12.000 merrbers. 

1 certai.nly support the SSC and understand its importance to our conrnunity and the_ working men and 
women who live there. Ladies and gentlemen, the day before the draft Environmental l111>act Statement 
was released, I participated in ceremonies when Governor Thcrnpson signed legislation that offers, at 
their request, safeguards to the small members who oppose the SSC. I said at that time that my union 
and many others of northeastern Illinois have supported the idea of building the SSC in Illinois since 
it was first proposed. 

We believe that the SSC represents an opportunity to improve our comnunity and a chance to employ the 
working men and women who build for the future. As a union leader, it is my job to promote the ability 
of union ment>ers to work in their CQll'Ql.Jnities. The SSC. with its thousands of permanent and construc
tion jobs, offers a great opportunity not just fo~me and the members of my union, but for all of us. 

We realize, as I said that day, how important Fermi lab has·becorre to this ccxrrm.inity. We also realize 
that the EI.S failed to mention that Illinois, unlike other states. has something to lose if the SSC is 
awarded to another state. We can lose Fennilab. Maybe not next year or five years from now. But, the 
plain fact is that if the SSC is buflt elsewhere, Fermi lab's future is seriously in doubt. As they 
say, we don't miss something until it is gone. I would rather not find out what it's like to be with
out Fermi lab. There's no doubt in my mind, and the minds of the men and women of my union ~o have 
helped build and operate this important facility, that Fennilab would close if the SSC is built sOrne
where else. If that were to happen, it would be a waste for our corrmuntty and our nation. 

Because we understand Fermi lab has an important role in this comnunity, we clearly understand the 
similar beneficial role the SSC can play. That is why, for exaq>-le. not only has my union endorsed the 
SSC. but also the Illinois State AFL-ClO. 

And I might odd that the reasons which have ccxnpelled us to Supjl<>rt the SSC also have brought out 100re 
than 200 resolutions of support for this project fran organ tzat tons that represent hundreds of 
thousands of individuals. In addition to all this. nearly 40,000 members of th1s canrunity have taken 
the t1~~ to add their names to petitions of support-for the Superconducting Super Collider. 

Those petitions~ not a guess at membership. ha-.'e been forwarded to your offices in Washington-. 
Finally. every newspaper with the exception of one, has fonrially and_consistently endorsed the SSC in 
Illinois. 

In my opinion. these are important factors in the case for the SSC in Illinois. In fact, they make the 
case for the SSC tn bringing its jobs arn:t ecenomic benefits ta Illioois and to Ferm-tlab. Ladies and 
gentlemen, I appreciate the opportunity to say again what I said when the SSC bill was signed. That we 
are ready to build the SSC in the state that deserves and that is Illintiis. Thank you- very much. 
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MR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir. Given the fact that we are running considerably ahead of time, I think 
this would be an appropriate time in mid-session to take a recess. It is now 3:31 or 3:32 p.m. acGard
ing to my clock. We w111 recess until 3:45 p.m. at which time we will reconvene promptly. 

(Recess. ) 

HR. lAWSON: l wourd hl<.e to reconvene tliis session of the puO?fc heartnq arr the draft Environmental 
I~act Statement for the Superconducting Super Collider project. My name is Barry L3wson and I have 
been hired by the Department of Energy to serve as neutral IOClderator for today's hearing. I a~ pleased 
to have you here. I am not going to go through the full litany of the rules and regulations and 
procedures. 

Basically the most important ones are that we very much appreciate your remaining quiet during the 
hearing, both to give the presenters a fair opportunity to give their presentations undistracted and 
also to ensure that we have a clear record being taken by the recorder to my left. Second, the major 
rule in terms of the presentation is that each person is limited to five minutes and that if I find 
that you are bordering on those five minutes, I will give you a 30-second warning notice. 

l understand that three of the speakers scheo:AJ1ed In the next session are here aJready and so I wiJJ 
call on them. As I call on one person, I will also announce the f~llowup speaker to find out first of 
all if you are here, and then, second, to ask you if you would to move to one of the reserved seats 
down in the front here so that you will be on the 'on deck' circle so to speak. 

Before we start this session, I would also like to announce that o~ the panel for this part of the 
session, to my left and replacing Mr. Nolan who was here before, is Jay Hunze and to his right, replac
ing Linda McClain, is Bill White. 

The first speaker in this reconvened session is Mayor Richard lewis. Is Mr. lewis here? 

MR. LEWIS: I am. 

MR. LAWSON: You will be the first speak~r. sir, to be followed by Mr. Ray Boehman. Thank you. 

//~3 STATEMENT OF HON. RICHARO LEWIS 

MR. LEWIS: Good afternoon, gentlemen. l am going to keep my remarks very brief. Frankly I have got 
the flu so I am going to make this addre~s and then head for horre and to bed. 

My name is Richard Lewis and I am the Mayor of Geneva. I am here as a very strong supporter of siting 
the SSC in Illinois. As a neighbor of Batavia and the Fennilab canplex, the attitude of the people of 
Geneva over time has evolved from one of understandable apprehension to a feeling of shared pride in 

·the accomplisl-nients that have given Ferm1lab its well-deserved reputation as the oracle of physics 
research in this country and perhaps the world. 

We are supportive of building the SSC for the questions that it will answer. Answers that aid 
industry, may allow us to correct geneti~ defects, cure the tragedy of cancer, to make life better for 
all of us in hundreds of unknown ways. 

We are supportive of building the SSC in Illinois because it is the best place for it to be. As the 
most cost-effective location, due to exi$ting Fermi lab complex, we can offer the thousands of people 
who will construct and operate the SSC a fine quality of life with excellent recreational, cultural and 
educational opportunities. Transportation and other infrastructure needs are already in place and 
despite any illusion of the contrary, thfe overwhelming majority of residents in the proposed SSC area 

J are very enthusiastic and supportive of this project. 

As the primary elected representative of all the people of Geneva, I have been charged with delivering 
that message loud and clear. And to giv~ specific enphasis of the importance of this project to my 
cannunity. t urge all of you to recogni~e that unlike other states that would have to become familiar 
with an enonnous scientific entity, the tomnunities of Kane County welcaned Fermi and have come to 
depend upon the benefits of its association. In just the last year, Geneva has cannitted to a 
$_1-million Build Illinois loan to extend sewer services to the far eastern portion of our city because 
of the bright future forecast for this hlgh tech corridor. The new accelerator is critical to attract
ing research industries that will need that utility i~rOvement and whose fees will aid in retiring 
that debt. 

But that is the future negative impact of not getting the SSC. There is also the inmediate negative 
il!l>act of possibly losing existing industrial base that will follow the SSC, taking with it local tax 
benefits and good people who now call Geneva thefr home. 

We need and depend upon those industries and people just as much as any other part of the country. 
This area ts the only one of your considered sites that has a great deal to lose as well as a great 
deal to gain. And I respectfully ask that you include that consideration in your recannendation. 
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In conclusion, I appeal as the elected representative of 10,000 people. And, at their direction, I urge 
that the SSC be sited tn Illinois. Thank you very ITl.lch. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir. I hope you are feeling better. The next speaker will be ~r. Ray Bochtran, 
to be followed by Mr. Bill Better. Is Mr. Better here? Is Mr. Joseph Mann here? Gary Benefield? Mr. 
Bochnan, why don't you proceed and we will see where we stand after that. 

STATEMENT OF RAY BOCHMAN 

MR. 80Clf4AN: Thank you, Barry. My name ts Ray BoctJnan. I am Chief Administrative Office of DeKalb 
County, Illinois. I am here at the request of J. Quentin Dailey, chairman of the DeKalb County Board 
and the members of that Board. 

DeKalb County's interest in the Superconducting Super Collider -- in case you are not from here, we are 
the County just west of Kane. The original proposed ring configuration would have put the western 
portion of that ring 1n our County. This became generally known in our carmunity during the 1983 year, 
I believe it was. 

The Board's interest was obvtous. On behalf of their constituents they felt compelled to investigate 
the ramifications of such a project and what those ramifications might be on our COlllTlunity. Ta that 
end, in 1984, the Board directed me in my capacity at that time as director of the DeKalb County ccm
munity services department to sponsor a public hearing so that the citizens of our cor.munity might come 
forward and ask and have properly answered questions. 

Several hundred people ultimately attended that hearing. It was held at the Egyptian Theatre in 
DeKalb, Illinois. The questions. if I could generalize, pertained largely to environmental questions. 
There were questions of groundwater contamination, possibilities the questions of whether or not the 
residue from the.tunneling would be a problem, questions related to radiation and people's fears about 
that. Those quest'1ons, I think it was generally felt, were adequately answered at that time -this was 
in 1984. Subsequent designs for the ring do not find tt comi·ng into DeKalb County. 

The bottom line is that as a result of the questions and answers and coillllents from their constituents, 
our Board on two different occasions has adopted resolutions in support of the collider. The citizens 
of the county that have contacted me, t.he elected· members of the Board, have been overwhelmingly in 
support of this project. There was no problem then, in 1984, in our mind and there is no probl~ 
today. We welcome it, we are in fa\IOr of it. 

I have resolutions adopted by the DeKalb County Board dated December 16, 1985 and again September 16, 
1987. I have certified copies that I would like to submit for the record if that's possible. 

MR. LAWSON: It certainly is. 

MR. BCClffAH: In concluslcn, chainnan Dailey didn't ask me to say this, but since I am here and we are 
all together, I have been as our resident bureaucrat very interested in how dollars get transferred. 
And for the last two years, according to the literature I have seen, Federa1 dollars have flown out of 
this State to the tune of no other. We once again ranked 50th in the return of our investment in the 
Federal system. I think it would be nice if the Department of Energy and the Congress and the leader
ship of this Nation could see fit to throw a little sanething our way. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you and Mr. Boehman, you can leave your resolutions in that box right on the table 
to _,YOur right if you would, please. 

MR. BOCHMAN: Right here? 

MR. LAWSON: That's fine. Thank yoo very much. 

HR. BOCHMAN: Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON-: Let me ask and see tf there's any folks who· registered to speak .tio may be here at this 
time. Mr. Bill Better? Gary Benefield? Bill Jansa? Chuck Anderson? Joseph Mann? Jay Hedges? As 
none of those folks are here at this ~nt, we will stay at our places. I will call a brief recess, 
probably for five or ten minutes. But, I would ask the panelists to stay close by so that as these 
people arrtve, we may take then. The meeting is now recessed for five or ten minutes. Thank you. 

(Recess.} 

MR. LAWSON: I would like to reconvene this session, as hesitant as I am to do so knowing that we only 
have one or possibly two speakers here that are scheduled. I will do so in the hopes of keeping them 
on schedule at least. 

My name is Barry Lawson. I am the neutral rooderatOT hired by the Department of Energy to moderate this 
hea~ing on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Superconducting Super Collider project. I 
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have six gentlemen, I believe, that are scheduled to speak before the end of the afternoon. I under
stand at least one is here, perhaps two. I will take them in order. If you here, please so identify 
vourself. Mr. Bill Better? Is Mr. Better here? Gary Benefield? Bill Jansa? Chuck Andersen? Hr. 
Anderson, vou would be the next speaker. Mr. Joseph Mann? You would follow him sir 

Mr. Anderson please. 

STATEMENT OF CHUCK ANDERSON 

MR. ANDERSON: My name is Chuck Anderson. I reside in North Aurora. I am a member of Painters Dis
trict Council NLITlber 30 serving as business agent. I have been asked by my 1,500 members to COIT"e and 
speak to you gentlemen, ask you, infonn you that we do as citizens of the State of Illinois think that 
the Environmental lfi1>act Study is proper. There are some things that we could probably pick apart, but 
as a general impact study, we certainly find no fault with what the Department of Energy has come up 
with. 

~e do want the SSC sited here in the State of Illinois. We are in 100 percent support of that and we 
just ask for the consideration"that we think this is important to our economy, our environment will not 
be damaged -- we do not believe it will be damaged -~ and I was asked just to let you people know that 
we are 100 percent behind this project here in the State and that we do not feel that a small segment 
of people that have personal greed, inept information, they do not want to listen or read the Environ
mental Impact Study with opened eyes. We do have a voice in the State of Illinois too. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next s;:>eaker will be Mr. Joseph Mann to be followed by Jay Hedges, if he 
is here. Mr. Mann, please. 

//~(;, STATEMENT OF JOSEPH MANN 

l!G7 

MR. MANN: I would like to thank you for allowing us the opportunity to speak. I am Joseph Mann. 
reside in Yorkville, Illinois. I am the business manager of Local 149 of the Laborers International 
Union of ~orth America, the Aurora local -- we serve Kane and Kendall Counties. 

We believe that the Environmental Impact Study is pretty much correct. Again, we feel that in the 
Department of Energy's process of selection we feel that Illinois is best suited for this project. We 
feel economically it's of great benefit to all of us concerned in this area. We feel that it is basi
cally a sacrifice of few for the benefit of many. We also agree with the geological survey's idea that 
this is the best gealngical area for thts colllder. Tt·.e limestone fonnations in the ground which the 
tunnel will be put in, is just perfect for this project. We think that economically it is to serve all 
of Illinois. And to benefit all those through the entire area of the United States as far as high 
energy physics research. 

/ We feel that we must stay on the leading edge of the competition for high energy physics research. We 
feel that to site it anywhere else in the world is detrimental to our scientific lead; it would be 
terrible for it to go somewhere else. And to put it into Texas, we feel there may not_ be as much 
opposition there, but we feel that Illinois is the best place for the SSC. 

And we would like to thank the people that supported us, the w~ny people that spent a lot of time to 
prepare themselves to work to push this project into this area. We would like to thank them and the 
Waubonsie Valley High School, the students themselves, and the many various construction trades, 
locals, throughout the Valley and throughout the Chicago area that have given all their support, and 
the people of Illinois themselves that have supported this. I know there are a few that are against, 
but again, it's a sacrifice of a few to benefit the many that are in the area. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir. As of now, I have five additional speakers for this afternoon that I 
believe would be here. We are past the time for three of those. let me just mentjon their names 
again. Bill Better? Gary Benefield and Bill Jansa? If you know these gentlemen are in the building, 
I would appreciate your bringing them in. The other speaker would be Jay Hedges. Is Mr. Hedges he·re? 

Okay. Once again, we Will take a brief recess until our other speakers have arrived. 

(Recess.) 

MR. LAWSON: I would like to reconvene this afternoon's session once again. We have another speaker 
who has arrived and we will take his testimony right now. His narre is Bill Rtidman. Mr. Rodnan, would 
you please appr~ch the podium? Thank you. 

STATEMENT OF BILL RODMAN 

MR. RODMAN: Good afternoon. I am Bill Rodman. 'l·am Deputy Director of the: Illinois Department of 
Cornnerce and Conmunity Affairs. On behalf of Governor Jan-es Thanpson, I would like to welcome you, 
once again, to Illinois and thank you for this opportunity to address the hearing. 
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Now DECA, in cooperation with local initiatives, intends ta make available the resources of our depart
ment to all businesses affected· by the location of the SSC. All requests fol" assistance, whether for 
job training or business f inane ing~ will be closely· monitored· by our departrrent to ensure· a rapid 
N!sponse and· prcmpt processing· of applications where appropriate. 

S In closing, let me thank you again for this opportunity to testify. As you can see,. Illinois has much 
to offeT not only small businesses startups but ex·isting as well. \ie are not •aiting for SSC to arrive 
before we-gear up to serve small businesses. We are doing it today and we are doing it successfully. 
We have· every- confidence that when• SSC ts s-Ttf!d, Femi Tab, entrepreneurs and· the like wt·l l· find the 
resources· and- 'nfrastructure· wa·tting to turn those inspired' ideas· into successful businesses. 

2 

t thank you for your time. If there are· questions·, I would· be 100re tha11 happy to' answer them. 

MR. LAWSOMe Thank yau, Mr. Rodnan, I understancf wtt' have· another registrant. Mr. Robert Wurm. You 
are· the· nex·t speaker-~ si.r·. 

STATEMENT OF ROBERT 11\RM 

MR--. Wt.Rr4: My- hane-' is- not going to· be affected Dy tliis. Bot my daughter goes to Kane land High School 
and' I don.'t know,. I haven't seen it: in-, the f'llinois proposal. Dut they· do· not show in the 1-llinais pro
posal that this. thing is golng- to-· r.un- wtthin 600' yards of my daughter•·s school' anct. it is running under
neath St. Charles High School. 

Now, I atR· not ta,lk tng- just about tlie radiation that can· affect these· chi·ldren. That this instrllllE!:nt is 
going-· to· be placed" there~ tet ire- read someth.-tng frcm- fnsigtit Magazine. Now· this has been published in 
se...era.l magaz·ines. Th1s ts· Insiq~t Kagaztne,. JuTy 4', 1988: "Medic-al researchers are raising the 
alarms about the tmpact of electrcrnagnetic fields· on people." Now they •re' not just ta.,lk-1ng line above 
fran the electric lines -- electrcrnagnetic fields -- whtch. that's what the SSC produces. "last year, 
•·study by the New York Department of Hea·lth round• that children· living near "°""r lines which have 
electromagnetic- fields which- radlate a- lOw intensity Ngnetic field~ -.ere inordtnart'·ly-prone to 
leukemia. and brain· cancer. If, study· by· the· State of Maryland· found that the· ut 1Tity work.en- and e lec
trtca l engir.eers, people in similar jobs, had: more than ttte-ir share of Drain.tumors and cancers from 
the magnetic fields. Natural magnetic fields can muck up the still mysterious workings of the body's 
chemistry., especial l)'· the- reaction. that r.egular cell growth. and: befiavior.migrating, birds' t:hat they 
paint out ftnd· the-ir- way by sens1ng subliminal' changes. tn earth's- agnetia· fif:!ld- and certa-·fn aquatic 
creatures detect the present of Potential: mea,ls by mnitoring the e-lectroqgnetic-ffe-TdS i-n· the 
emdronirent. 'CeJ la. wh,ispe-r toge.ther in a private- and very,.f.aint- language;, ' Dr. Wi lltanr Abbey, a 
cancev· r.esearcher~- to-ld· a House subconmittea tnvestigating, the dangers. of power 1 ines. 'Sy.blocking 
these signals.• he added, 'electronic smog can pranote tumors and undetermine the body's diseases 
f. ighting capabllltios. '•· · 

"Becker Research· DtJ"ector fOJ" •· firm specia 1~~1-ng in Dio-magnet tcs chimed: fn. wtth, the-· be l·ief that the 
p.11neat g.land;. the· organ that contra.ls. the release of certain· bratn, cta.ica·ls, can· a,lso· be· confused by 
abnonnal magnetic fields leading to chronic stress." 

Amii this Is going, to be lacatf!d' underneath •· sct.Jok -· anybody In t.hel• •lght tolrnf carmot locate an 
instr.t.tnent that.. not even the physia.ist. can: say; we know· mcactly1 Wt tt' s. going· tu dD.- BeCause nothing 

. has.gooeas.fast thls-- this Is g1>lng•tG!llJa.Tmost the spead,of light. Alld n<>onecan•predlct exactly 
what'.s gotng to happen, what ktnd of electranagnetic fields there are going to be, what type of 
r.ad:lat.ian;; they; can' only precUat.. But .,., are· runnh19 this ... Ufide-mea.th of •~ high schoail and we are 
runn~nt w4-thfft, 600; ya-rd&:. of. my. c:liwghter's, school;. 

Now-.. I· don• t. ltnow lf. y_ou gent.lemen have- e.ver seen: sanebody· dte· fraa. a-ancer. l have~ 1: had1 a mother 
dte fi-om cancer. I have a grandfather die fraa cancer~ And thts thing-;should:not-b&:put underneath a 
school. This thing should be put out 1n the desert where it won't tlana anybody. But, no· we are going 
to· put it unde11 • schoo;l. Now ... that. Makes. a lot of. sens&. That'• alt f!. ha~ to' say ... 

MR. LAWSON: Al'l right. Thank you for your time. At this point. l don't believe I have anyont!''t:lse in 
the· awUtorilJ!I' . .ho· i-s. schedu..ted. tG: speak. lf I<•· wr.ong.: correct •• We ar1f' go1ngi to r.ecess fon the 
next f.h1e 1'"-nutes.-to, Uke an-y f!ema.\n.ing. wa-lk·-ift9:1 flag:l-str.ants, this aftamooRi. Jf. non& aMrlwo. we W-i YT 
therl. recess. o:f;f.tctally,. unt.i-.l thta a.ventng. at 7-:00 p-.llh, 

(llecesa •. i 

Mlf .. LAWSON'.. lt. i's llOlt S"°°- ll·"' and s.ince ·..,_ha.., 111> othu speakers, I. 1& gi>ln~ to of.f.1da.Uy roecess 
t.tl-fs. sess.fon unt.i.11:.00: P..••· th1s.. awning., at . .t\ich· time.~, _.. w'kll; take up., wtth a- long,; l-i-at, of ad<tance 
regfstered· speakers and we wi 11 also take wa lk-ons if necessary,. th.ls •et ing_· "la. N:lllt- reuessed unt t 1 
7:00 p .. ni. this eventng. · 

,...,TINpon. at. ·s,oo; P•'"'• tile Dec>a<tment. ot E'11U9!' ""ll'•sentati¥es -.....i .. to·"""""- .t 7:00 p.m. 
the ·- day. J 
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Ccrrments that we get tonight .will be used by the ODE.to prepare the final EIS issued in December. The 
final EIS will identify the Department's preferred site which I mentioned will be picked late November. 
No sooner than 30 days after the final EIS is distributed, the Departrrent will publish its Record of 
Decision, which will include the final site selection and ccmplete the site selection process. 

Now tonight we will be using a pr.ofessional moderator ta assure a fair and orderly proceeding for our 
session. Measures have been taken. to penni-t the maxinun opportunity for interested citizens. such as 
yourselves to utilize this session for expressing your comnents. We urge the participants in tonight'·s 
meeting to focus their ccnments on. the draft EIS and. we would. respectfully request that you avoid State
ments 11 imed. so le Ty at support or opposition. for. the State. of I 1.1 inois • proposa,1. While a 11 caurents 
will become part of the fonnal record. tha-t you.make to us- tonight,_ those· specifically. addressing. the 
draft EIS are the most useful to us in preparing the final document. 

Now as I- noted earlier,_ in addition to this opportunity. for ora-l cooments, you my. give us written. com
ments. We would like to r-ecefve. them by October 17- •. That is the- end of the- 45-day· formal conment 
period to insure that they_ are consider~ in our fina.l, publication. We wi.ll do· the best we can to con
sider conments that are received., howe'oo!er. after October· 17·. 

One final word on the role of the EIS and the s1te selection process, the National Envirormental Policy 
Act requires that environmenta 1 iq:>acts be considered. by: Federa 1 decision· makers· in taking- major Feden-1: 
act ions with potent ia 1 envirorJnenta l consequences~. An EIS is one of the methods to- do this: ana lys1s· •. 
provide-_ for· the pub11C. participation in the- process •. such. as we are having this evening,. and irake a· 
final decision that meets the NEPA- requ·irements. The EIS~-will be Considered. by: the Secretar.y i-n-mak·in9 his 

~decision on the site selection. 

We want to thank you:. in. advance t:or- your interest and; participation. in the session, ton1ight. Tonight 
you will; be addressing a panel that will: be conposed.of myself. and Linda HcCla-ln;,. sitti-ng,to the· right 
of Mr. Lawson, and· periodically through the evening, you. wi 1-1 see that I wi.11 be spelled. off by· Mr. Jay 
Hunze and· l inda w.11 l be spelled. off by. Hr. Bi.11 Wh-ite-. 

let me now introduce to you Barry Lawson who will in fact describe how we will conduct tonight's session. 
Barry? 

MR. LAWSON: Thank ~u and good evening •. My: name is Barry Lawson.and. l: am·& Comnunity:Relat1ons 
Specialist and President of Lawson Associates. tn· Concofld,_ Massachusetts •. As a·n ou.tsfde consultant,. 
have been hired by the Oepartrrent of Energy to serve as neutral moderator for this hearing. As Hr. 
Nolan has said. the purpose. of this hearing.. is. ta glve i-ntere-sted, citizens. such, as. yourse.lVes, an 
opportunity. to.· conment on the. Oepartment_"s draft Env.-irormenta] Impact Statement_ far the proposed· 
Superconducting. Super Co flider. 

In February the Department sponsored a scoping meeting here tn Illinois to ·listen to and to receive 
conments. on what should. be- considered in. the preparation-. of that dr.aft EIS-... DOE has-. now. prepared.; the_ 
draft· and seeks ccmnent on· th-is docunent,_ whtch·. ts. mre- spec.tftc tn. dea lin{J' wlth a-• potential env:tron
menta l impact of siting the SSC here tn Illinois and in six other states. 

To my left ts the Court Reporter for this evening·,. T-:tm. Devine. When: we begjn the cmment period• for 
this hearing,. I. will announce each. s-peaker work,ing.1 fraa a --1 ist wh.i-ch, is. provided to me by the peop·le at 
the registration. table out in· the· lobb.y. f w.ill take·· the speakers up. in- the order,_ in- the order in 
which they. have s i.gned: up hl. advance. with, appropriate respect for· public ot:f icia ls. 

As this is a hearing to-receive carments on the draft Environmental Impact Statement, your comnents 
should focus on issues addressed. in. the draft document. lf. l find. that conments are· wandering frClfl·~ the· 
topic ot: this session,. I may remincfyou· to.foe.us your ccmnents more shar.ply~ Now: this. is.. not. intended 
to limit your remarks •. bu.t rather to assu.re that they. are. as· ef-fectt¥e- as. poss-ible· in< achieving. the-· 
objective- of th.-is healling. as. out 11ned by Mr. Nolan,_ the· Presiding: Off i.cia:l for: the· hearing:~ 
To provide interested people with a fair opportunity to express their views, I have establ,i-:shed the' 
following rules for the conduct of tonight's session._ This session will last roughly .from 7:00 p.m., 
to 9:30 p .• m. You _a:re. a Tso- remi.nded. that. there. are sess-ions tanorrow~. thr.ee· hours each-.. beg·inntng_ at 
9:00 a.mw and. at 2:00,. p.m. ~ and: if- necessar.y, at l:OO, in the- e.veni-ng_~ Pertiod\ca-lly· ton:tght. t may· ca,lll 
for comfort breaks. 

A 11 coornents w.i-1'1' be . l'imi-ted, to. f hie- miilutes_ unless. at.her.wise:- no-ted. bYi- na ~ l w.;-,lli ~ t;o r:eai-ndl you: 
when you.. have l()' Secondir remaining. and: your: c.aopera-t.ion. in· fol.lowJng. these nt;les, wiil.l be: ~.iated by' 
the pan.-T and' by other-111entlers· of .the. pub Uc .t.c> wUlthen have • fa.i~ opporlunit.:f'I•" shafie, them .. 1 ...... 
I will attenflt to taU.e people at their schedUTed tirres, although if sane of the presentations run less 
than five minutes •. we may. he ab-le to. run· a. ~it.tle- ahead. of: schet:fu.,le~ 

You_ are encouraged- to. ·5'.lbmit ww: it.ten. conmeA-ts to,. us_. be-fore. or after: yoor pr:esentat.t-an ... and: there is~ .t• 
1 itt le b·lack. in-Do"' .dOwn- an-, the_ tab.Te. to. m~ lef,t, where-. ~ IMYt' be placed~ 
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At approximately 30 minutes before the scheduled end of the session, I will call speakers who have 
registered at the door today. Some of these speakers may also be called earlier if we are running 
ahead of schedule. Therefore, any of you who do wish to speak and have not registered in advance, 
should sign up at the registration table in the lobby, 

Again,-as Mr. Nolan pointed out, for those of you who may wish to submit written comnents later, the 
deadline- ts October 17. All camients, whether oral or written, raised on the content of the draft EIS 
will be made part of the record to be considered by the Department of Energy as it prepares its final 
EIS. 

You are raninded that this ts a sm:ike-free building. There ts no sn'Oking allowed in any areas of the 
building and the cafeteria, which is for student use only, ts not available to the general public. I 
understand that there ts a snack bar directly opposite the entrance_ to the gyrmastum which is available 
for your use. 

As this hearing ts being held tn a high school with students and faculty in attendance during many of 
our sessions, we request that you restrict your movement for thts hearing to the meeting rocms and the 
registration areas. Please do not lotter in the corridors. 

The building will open for public access at 1:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. today and for the three sessions 
tC1110rrow, October 7. We ask that people arrive no earlier than one-half hour prior to opening of the 
session. That ts at 8:30 and at 1:30 and at 6:30. 

We would like to thank Waubonsie Valley High School and School District 204 for the use of their 
facilities for these hearings. We request that everyone attending and participating in these sessions 
respect high school property and help us to keep it clean. You are also reminded that today's hearing 
is being held in two roans, the auditorium and gymnasium. If you are registered to speak at the hear
ing, please make certain that you are in the rocm assigned to you at registration. If there is any 
doubt, this is the auditorium. If you are uncertain as to which roClfl you have been assigned, please 
check with the registration table at your earliest convenience. 

I would like to make a note about noise. This is generally not a problem, and especially in a room 
where acoustics are good, as this ts. However, it is-an awkward entrance and I just would like to remind you 
that because it is an official public hearing, it is important that we have an accurate transcript as 
taken by our recorder here. In order to insure that, I must ask you to please keep unnecessary noise 
down and that if you do feel compelled to hold a conversation with one of your neighbors or friends to 
please do so outside in the far lobby area. This is also a nice thtng to do for the people who are 
speaking so that they will not be abstracted, nor will the panel in understanding and listening to 
their ccmnents. 

I will announce any further procedural rules for the conduct of the hearing as 1s necessary. Again, 
your cooperation with these procedures 1n accomplishing the objectives of tonight's session ts greatly 
appreciated. 

Now it is time to introduce our first speaker. I will ask you, when called upon to speak, to move to 
the podium provided in the front of the panel and for the record, to introduce yourself, give your 
address if you will. and to state your position and organization if any. It is critical that if you do 
ask questions in your presentation or in your written camients that you submit to the Department, that 
you please put your name, address, including zip code, and preferably with your telept'One nt.nber, so 
that if there is any question of clarification in responding to your question, there is a way for the 
Department to get in touch with you. 

I remind you that the panel, Mr. Nolan. Ms. McClain, their prime responsibility is to listen to your 
camients and of course ask any clarifying questions that are necessary to create a COJllllete record of 
your comnent on the contents of the draft EIS. 

Finally, I will remind those of yo~ who wish to speak, again, to sign up at the registration table. I 
will call on each speaker in turn, announcing at the same time the follow-up speaker so that you can be 
prepared. I understand cine or two rows in the front left here have been reserved for the people who 
are registered to speak, and 1f your name ts called there as the on-deck speaker, we would appreciate 
it if you would move to this area so that we minimize the time tn caning and going fran the podium. 
The ftrst speaker on my list this evening ts Mr. Donald Halter. Is Mr. Halter here7 Mr. Halter 1s not 
here yet. Is Dr. Horris Leighton here? Or. Leighton, you will be the ftrst speaker and you would be 
followed by Mr. John Ke1'1'3ton. ls Mr. Kempton here? Dr. LeightOn, the podium ts yours. 

94-/3 STATEMENT BY DR. MORRIS LEIGHTON 

DR. LEIGHTON: Thank you. My name is Morris Leighton and I am here to offer cornnents on the draft EIS 
that wtll hopefully· help DOE tn developing its final EIS. I am Chief of the llltnots State Geological 
Survey, a divtston of the Illinois Department of Energy and Natural Resources. We are located at 615 
East Peabody Drtve in Champaign, Illinois. Our Survey was established tn 1905 to study and report on 
the geology and mineral resources of the state and tt ts both a scientific and an tnformatton agency. 
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One of our goals: is tct' insure that. through geological research. we understand the nature of our sur
roundings. Another goal is. to repor.t objectively our. scientific findings as a credible· research insti
tution. If you check. the record. you will find that our survey has done· just that and enjoys- both a 
national and an internat iona 1 reputation as a leading geo,logica.l research· institution·- For those of 
you who may not know, our Survey coined the term Environmental Geology in 1963, later to be incorporated 
in the curricu.ltm of many un.iversities_ and ca.lleges. 

A' sigoiftcant part.of our research effort conrnencing in. 1983- has been devoted to-the siting of the SSC, 
that is, tn the selection of a geologically suitable spot in Illinois that would also meet atl environ
mental requirements. Our site selection process involved an initial geological screening and feasi
bility study in.1983. Early work by survey geologists. identified a-hlgh.ly favorable·ar.ea-1n the vicin
ity of Fermi lab for many of the same geological reasons that led. to. the selection· of Fennilab as a site 
of' the existing Tevatron ring. The feasibility of a tunnel in bedrock underlying the thin, veneer of 
glacial dt"ift was also identified in the early phase of the survey's efforts. 

Following the feasibility study and early- in 1984, a- f-0rmal SSC Geo.logica-1 Task Force· and. an· SSC 
Env:iromental Task Force were established to conduct more: detailed geolag.ical~ geotechnica.l, and 
environmental studies. Both task forces addressed issues on. a regional. basis over a. 36-townshi-p area. 
then in a 16-township area as a ring dimension became firm, and finally. along the proposed ring loca
tion following the 1987 DOE Request for Proposals~ 

My purpose tn telling you this is not to provide a. chronolog_tcal account of our efforts, but. to provide 
you with a perspective view on the approach that was deliberately developed to provide the control needed 
to assure a suitable, safe •. secur:e. stable location, one that avoids any· envir.onmental characteristic 
that might be-consfdered a fatal flaw or that poses a serious problem.not. r:eadily remed.ied by-acceptable 
mitigation procedures. 

Our resu·ltfng control f9· in the form of wells drilled. cores and. sa~les. taken,_ holes logged, field 
tests conducted;,_ laboratory analyses. perfonned, seismic refraction- and r:eflection lines shot,. and hard 
data· compiled. 11: is control that allows rel fable conclusions to-be made about the. three-dimensional 
space and the nature of the materfals in which the SSC tunnel and its experimental chambers will be 
housed. 

Increased· control means increased knowledge. Increased knowJedge. reduces the risk of future surprises 
that maiy occur durfng construction and/or- operation. of the SSC. 

So what- ts Illtno1s"' knowledge based· on? lt 1s based on over. 7 ,700. well, r.ecords 1n· the 36-tCM«lship 
area·. It fs based on samples and cores from l,500 of. those wells. and boriings~ It is based on>111>r.e 
than 850·hales-. 150·with saf11>li! sets that penetrated the top of the Galena, the unit that wtll hold the 
SSC. It ts based on 270 hales that penetrated bedrock below 320 feet elevation, the approximate depth 
of the tunnel. It ts based on 33 core holes whose locations wer.e. spec,ifically, selected. and drilled 
to provide necessary· tnfill infonnatiorr in the area and along, the corr.idor fn,which the ring is to be 
located'. It ts based' on· 16.734' feet of exposed rock in drrlTing those bore holes. It is basecf on 
10,574 feet of core or nwJre than 1.075 tests of hydrogeological properties. over 7,000 rock strength 
tests and 20 in situ stress measurements. It is based. on. 86 mtles of refr.action. data. and 11- ml·les of 
high-reso-Tution, 24-· to 48-fold high-effort reflection surveys. It. is based on.exper.ienc&gained from 
actual tunneling- in- S-tm-i·lar Paleozoid rocks only· 16 miles to the east .. 

Th1-s- contro-l hag· enab·led- us ta- construct a three-dimens·tona 1 pictur.e of the rocks tn which the SSC w111 
be located, a- picture- that we have found to· be both litho log_tca Tl)'. and- str.uctura l ly simple· and pre
dictable. Because of the contro·l, we- do not expect geological surprises that in, tum, may- have- unfore
seen enviroT1nental or economic consequences during the construction or operation of an SSC 1n Illinois. 
So in closing, let me leave you with three thoughts: I-lltnois knows Its geology· and there should be no 
surprises·. llliflois· has· done· its hanework, and Illinois cares. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you very much, Dr. Leighton. The next speaker will be Jahn Kempton. He wlll be 
followed by Robert Bauer. Is Mr. Bauer here? Mr. Keq:>ton please? 

949 STATEMENT BY JOHlt• KEMPTOll 

HR:.. KEMPTON:: My name- ts John ICiilmpton" lam' a· sentor· geologist with the 1Tlino1s State Geological 
Sur.vey:.,. 615 East Peabody, Drive- f"n Champa,tgn, Illtna1s. I' have been tnvol\/ecfwfth geological studies 
for.· the l ll:ino.ts; SSC site since 1983 and! leadel'" of· the- geologfca T surveys,_ SSC: Geo logtca 1 Task force, 
s.\nce, 1984... 

My conments address the structurally s1n.,le, uniform, predictable •. and favorahle geology of the Lllinois 
site not directly stated in the draft Environnental Inq>act Statement. The database and control avail
able on the geology of the 'Illino\s site for the SSC show that the geo.logy is silllJlle. both l1tho.logically 
aAEf: structu.ra-l-ly-.. and· veriftably-- untfonn as-- deta-i-led 1n Volt.me Ill' of!" the state site pr.oposal.o The 
ge<>lagh: urt.its Into which -tunnel and """"riment&l chambers can be lnllTaced, the Galena and PTattville 
!IJ'OUlll• COlllbini!d. are • vm:y l\omugelieou,. and. nigl> strength unit consistmg of db lbmite and: d<rlbmit.ic 
iinlestones.. The· ..,;t fs a nrinimunt of 320i feet thicll regiooally, aHowtng fur adfustlnents in the final 
-ition-.of tha - ... ~and charilers; -.ll! any be- necessary, witliotrl< geotechniul c_...,..ise. 
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In addition to the advantages of the thickness and lithologic unifonnity of the Galena and Plattville 
groups, the association of the overlying Maquoketa group, with its continuous basal shale, enhance th~ 
selection of the Galena-Plattville as a host for the SSC tunnel and chanbers. The Maquoketa and part1c
ularly the basal shale fonns an effective aquatard, limiting significantly the rate of downward move
ment of groundwater into the Galena-Plattville. 

In addttion, the overlying Silurian dolanites and glacial deposits are well defined. Their 
characteristics doc1i11ented and provide no major problems in the construction of access shafts and sur
face faci.littes. 

The well-documented overall structure of the Illinois SSC site is uncanplicated, consisting of generally 
southeastern dipping bedrock units. The regional dip, usually about 10 feet per mile, ts superimposed 
by very local and very gentle east-west trending broad undulations of less than 80 feet with a maximum 
structure relief of less than 200 feet, less than the other sites. The nature of the undulations ts 
known as the results of 850 control points and 33 especially placed bore holes. High resolution 
seismic reflection surveys along the ring alignment have identtffed a few major offsets with maxilll.lm 
vertical displacement of 35 feet. 

No other faulting has been documented. The clqsest major fault zone is the Sandwich Fault Zone, long 
inactive, about six miles to the southwest. The area ts techtonically stable and seismically 
quiescent. mapped as being in Zone 1 of the Unifonn Bu11ding Code. 

In C°""4ri~on with the crass sections presented for the other sites. the description of the Illinois 
site structure should describe the bedrock dips as increastng locally along sane minor undulations. 
Detail on the Illinois structure is clearly greater than that for any other site as indicated by infor
mation provirled on the frequency and amplitude changes noted on the boundary services in the cross sec
tion for each site~ 

The frequency and amplitude changes shown for the Illinois site should not be confused with structural 
complexity. They simply reflect control minimizing the risk of future surprises and ensuring adequate 
knowledge of the details of the subsurface geology. 

In tbe- case for Illinois .• the data insures unifonn. slRlple geanetries and litbolog;ies, with structural 
relief less than for any other site~ This well-established geologic framework of the Illinois site 
provides a solid basis for the geotechnical and hydrogeologic evaluations utilizing the exhaustive data 
provided in the State of Illinois' Site Proposal and for the draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you .. Mr. Kenpton. The next speaker will be Mr. Robert Bauer to- be followed by Mr. 
Donald Halter.- Is Mr. Halter here? No? Is Keros Cartwrlght here-? You will be the next speaker, 
sir. Mr. Bauer please. 

~ STAID!ENT BT ROBERT BAUEll 

MR. BAUER: Thank you. I am Robert Bauer, an engineering geologist with the Illinois State Geological 
Survey, 615 East Peabody, Champaign, Illinois. My expertise is underground stability and construction. 
Our responsibilities in connection with the s1ting of the Illinois SSC is the characterization of the 
strength and rock mass properties which are important 1n evaluating excavation. condition. eJCcavation 
rates~ and support requirements of the tunnel and- chantiers in the bedrock. GeotecMical and geological 
data have been specifically collected for the Illinois stte since June- of 1983. These data and tl"e 
already existing collection of nearly 8,000' borings in the area along with the large nuniler of strength 
tests perfonned for the SSC siting are the nnst exter:isive of any SSC finalist. Ia. fact the over 7,000 
individual laboratory tests perfonned on cores fran the lllinol-s site far ex~ the coobined nt.inber of 
tests from the six other finalists. 

All this infonnation sbows that the conditions and materials for the. construction of 53 miles. of tunnel 
and the large chambers are untfornr and pred1ctable. The rock mass conditions Me cons-tdered good to 
very good for underground excavation requiring only minimal support. Above all no other state can boast 
that they have already constructed a facility· of similar proportions. Over 72. miles of machtne-bored 
tunnel's, fran S to 35 feet in diameter, have been excavated ahead of schedule and under cost in Chicago 
area dolomites... Also four large chambers, the size required for the SSC. have. been excavated in dolO
mite bedrock-sat depths of JmJ- feet. These house operating electrical and mechanical equipment. Over 
256 shafts have been excavated through g_laciaT materials. and down into the bedrock. The lllinois SSC 
propon 1 clearly states how convent iona 1 shaft construct ion prCM:t ices wt 11 be. used to safeguard disturb· 
ing near· surface groundwater supplies and will not require regional dewatering. Overall, the DEIS docu
ment was a m:>numental effort to assemble all this information from seven states. 

In reviewing the geotechntcally related information in Appendix 10 of the draft Environmental l!lllact 
Statement. l have a question related to the calculated amount of excavated materials frcm each of the 
SSC's tunnels. Why dO the two SSC sites, Illinois and Tennessee, which do not require a lining or 
systematic support in the tunne-ls, have the highest voliine of material excavated in relationship to the 
other four sites with tunnels in rock that require a lining or systematic supports? 
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As shown in the March 1986 SSC Conceptual Design, Attacl"ment C, Conventional Facilities Doct.aT1ent Drewing 
RA-2, Sheet 44, Appendix A, systematic supports of rock bolts and reinforced concrete can take up to 
eight inches of diar.Eter of tunnel and a tunnel with a C0•1C?"'ete lining can take up to two feet of the 
diameter oft~ tunnel. 

Therefore, the more support and thicker the lining will require a larger diameter cf tunnel to provide 
this minimal ten-foot inside diameter. Assumptions such as the initial tunnel diameter, support type 
and a~unt required and muck swell factors for each excavation method placed in the final EIS, may help 
clarify these differences. Thank you for your consideration. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. Next speak2r will be Keros Cartwright to be followed by David Gross. Is Mr. 
Gross here? Mr. Cartwright? 

951 STATEMENT BY KEROS CARTWRIGHT 

MR. CART\/RIGHT: 
Drive, Champaign. 
services. 

am Dr. Keros Cartwright frcm the Illinois State Geological Survey, 615 East Peabody 
am the princ~~al scientist in charge of envirormental geology research and 

I am here to comnent on the draft Environmental Impact Statement regarding the hydrogeologic setting 
and spoil disposal. 

Hydrogeologic conditions in the area of the proposed SSC have been assessed for potential impacts. Two 
major concerns of the assessment were i;r;pact on or interference with water wells and groundwater infil
tration or seepage into the underground SSC facilities. 

These are concerns for both the construction and postconstruction phases of the SSC site In Illinois. 
Studies by the state geological and water surveys have shown that the SSC tunnel will not have any 
impact on the yield of water from wells in the area during construction or operation of the SSC. Few 
wells use the Galena-Plattville formations since the yield is low and those that do are principally 
above the tunnel elevation. 

We have estimated that from 6 to 31 we11s are in the tunnel corridor and may be irreversibly impacted. 
This is based on the inventory of l,505 wells in the area, well records cf 773 of them, and the posi
tion of the wells in relationship to the site facilities as outlined in the SSC technical documents 
furnished by 00-E. The state water survey will comnenf further on the inaccuracies regarding this 
matter which appeared in the draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

Closely related to water well interferences is overdraft cf the local aquifers. Groundwater is avail
able from two groups of aquifers. The shallow aquifers at depths ranging from 30 to 4qo feet consist
ing of sands and gravels of the glacial drift and the fractured bedrock inmediately underlying the 
drift and deep sar.dstone aquifers. Water levels in the deep aquifers used mainly by industry and muni
cipalities have been declining. However, the installation of the SSC will not exacerbate this condi
tion. Although the purchase of water from public sources could add to withdrawal of water fran the 
deep aquifer, there are ongoing programs to replace groundwater with surface water imported from Lake 
Michigan. 

Additionally, it has been proposed that the SSC/Fermi lab Complex develop wells in the glacial drift, 
a resource that it is not fully developed. In fact the geolog.ical and water surveys are two years into 
a three-year study to identify and map the shallow aquifers of Kane County. This project has already 
resulted in several new wells being brought into production. 

The watering during shaft construction is highly unlikely and lowering the water table, or stressing 
groundwater resources and/or existing wetlands should not be an issue. Techniques exist which will 
allow construction to proceed without significant hindrance from groundwater infiltration. 

Similarly, seepage into tl:l@ SSC underground facilities during operation will not be a problem. Several 
p1J11ping stations will be able to handle the flow of water and the water collected will be able to be 
used for coollng purposes. In this way, the dlscharge of groundwater from the tunnel to area streams 
will be limited to less than three-tenths of a cubic foot per second and have little or no impact on 
the draining system. The State water survey will also have sane comnents on this topic. 
With respect to disposal of spoil generated by the project, we foresee no impact. The draft Environ
mental Impact Statement states that three quarries and one gravel pit are available which will handle 
the more than three million cubic yards of material generated. In fact at least 17 quarry and·pit 
operators have agreed to accept and store spoil produced by the excavation and tunneling during SSC 
construction. 

The diStribution of these facilities are such that many of the associated problems of traffic and 
noxious emissions and dust generation are minimized by relatively short hauling distances.. The spoils 
do not contain significant quantities of i-eadily leachable deleterious minerals. In fact the rock is 
substantially the same as those extracted from the quarries. The effects of a minor amount of 
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secondary minerals are greatly ~duced since the acidity of the water passing through them is buffered 
by the dominantly calcereous materials. Thus the spoil will have no detrimental affect on regional 
water resources. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir. 
Halter if Mr. Halter is here. 
ma·ain. Mr. Gross please. 

952 STATEMENT BY DAVID L. GROSS 

The next speaker will be David Gross and he will be followed by Donald 
Is Mr. Halter llere? Is Anita Hough here? You will be the next speaker, 

MR. GROSS: Good e"W"ening. I am David L. Gross, Geologist and Head Environnental Studies and Assessment 
Sectlon, lllinois State Geo1ogtcal Survey, Champaign, 1111.nois~ The State of lllina-is, including the 
Illinois Geological SuT"'tey, began as early as 1-983 to assess the potential for siting the proposed SSC 
in Illinois. A task force was formed by the Governor to investigate the geological feasibility, 
envlronnental, lega·l, and social/economic issues of building the SSC. This task force, consisti'ng of 
representatives of ma.ny State agencies, began a study: whlch was used as the basis for the Illinois SSC 
proposal. I coordinated the envirorvnental portion of that work. The State has based its proposal on 
sound geological and geotechnical data, data which we know to be the rrost COTip-lete of any s1:1brnitter on 
the best qualified 1tst. Our data had been publtshed on a regular basis during the entire investiga
tion and represent the best efforts of some of the finest geo-1-ogtsts and techAictans in the State of 
Illinois and the world. These individuals are conmitted to the preparation for the safe installation 
and operation cf the SSC in Illinois. Our extensive database is made even ~e effecti~e by inclusion 
of 1ruch of it 1n the geographic information system which allows relatively quic:k access to assess any 
sltuation with respect to the SSC site. EnvlronA1ental screentng early in the investtgatton disclosed 
no fatal flaws to siting the SSC in Illinois. The construction of the SSC and its operation could be 
and ~ould be in accol"'Cfance with a11 environmental laws and regulations. Further, the task force, with 
a wealth of data and the powerful too1 found in the GlS, was able to optimize the pl3cement of the 
facility within the site area. This optimization has resulted in a proposal which provides the lowest 
cost potential for constructton. operation, and decatmissioning of any potential site and one with the 
least nurr.ber and best kn<nm environrrental inf!acts. 

As the we11-deve1oped geologic subsurface data allowed for flexibility in tunnel and chamber implace
ment, so the base established for the site t~late of the SS.C also al1ows for complete flexlbility in 
the placement of surface facilities. This is an important aspect as the final design of the SSC 
evolves in tenns of experimental efficiency and final site specific considerations. An important facet 
of the Illinois cormitment will be the establisl'lnent- at the construction site of a fully operational 
remote work station of the Illinois Geographic Information System. This will allow for full use of the 
9eolog1cal and envirormental files generated for the SSC project and all other flles available on the 
Nation's largest scientific geographic information syste~. 

Because the State of Illinois has been concerned with erwironnental planning, we sutmttted our own ver
sion of an Environnental Impact Statement as Volurre Ill of the supplement to the site proposal fer the 
SSC in Illinois. We were disappointed to discover that thts volume, entitled Environmental Assessment, 
was not referenced in the draft Environmental 1""'3ct Statement although tt was sutJl'litted as part of the 
en•1tronmental data iA April of thts year. An EIS format was used in the preparation of this document 
and the re.view of envlronmental parameters associated with the Illinois site is based on resource mate
rials developed by t~ state, as well as a series of direct public responses to the Illtnois Stte 
Proposal. 

We are resu!Jnttting that enviror.mental a-ssessrrent vo)IMIE! as an attachment to the written copy of this 
statement and request that the tnfonnation therein be included in the Department's final Environmental 
Impact Statement. We also draw your attention to Table 2-1 in Section 2.1.3, VollJ'lle III of the draft 
Environrrental Impact Statement and note that the following comnents were associated with other sites. 
but not Illinois. I quote: "Favorable geology, minimal de.watering/groundwater i~acts, m1nima.1 de
watering groundwatar impacts, strong technical Tabor base at or near site, minimal envirormental deg
radation, simple pre?ictable geology, a-nd an excellent industrial base." 

All of these items are also qualities of the llltnois site and should so be noted in the table. The 
State of Illinois has been and will continue to be comnittad to the SSC project. The technical and 
scientif1c expertise which generated the extensive and quality asS11red data will be available on a con
tlnuing basis for SSC develop1Tent 1rr ITTlnots. If built in Illinois, the SSC project offers an excel
lent opportunity for maintaining and preserving the <;hare.cter of the environll(;nt whi1e provlding a 
sound geologic, econanic and acadanic base for the installation and operatJ.on of the world's foremost 
and finest high energy physics laboratory. 1 thank you and I will subnit these c~nts. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. Thf's hearing is being held to give everyone a fair opporturtity to present 
thei·r information. Excuse me, 1 expect courtesy to all of the speakers this evenirtg. I a11 going to 
tell you that I expect courtesy from all of the partictpants. I do not want any- m-re d~i.on of ttie 
hearing. I expect no more interruptions. I expect courtesy. That is all I am ask.ing. The next 
speak.er this even'tng: will be-Anita Hough and she would be followed by Mr. Donald Halter tf he has 
arrived.. Is Mr-. Halter here? Martha laczynsk.i? Chester Ste1ma$ek1 Roger Ki1brock.! Mr. K.ilbrook, 
you will be the next speaker. Pis. Hough. 
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MS. HOUGH: My name is Anita Hough and 1 live on Elm Court in Kaneville. Hy hJsband and I have lived 
in Kaneville for over eight year:i.._fOUr house will be one of the homes purchased by the State of 
Illinois in order for the Superconducting Super Collider to be built. Hy original thoughts when I 
found this out were of anger and a feeling of helplessness. However, when discussing with others in 
the same situation, 1 realized more i~ortantly that it was not just myself and my home at stake, but 
rather the camiunity of Kaneville and all the other comnunities involved along the 53-mile tunnel 
site.f"Tnmy area alone, the relocation of many families has been discussed. Prime fannland is being 
taKer: away frcrn people who have farmed that same land for over four generations and would like to 
continue to do so. Unfortunately they can never successfully relocate their heritage nor their rich 
land if the State takes it from the~rlier this year, I joined a group called CATCH, Citizens 
Against the Collider Here, opposing the SSC project in Illinois, because I feel strongly that the qual
ity of life is of main concern here .. Kane County is unique in itself because 'fle still have large par
cels of farmland and industry has not been an overdeveloped situation as it has been, for instance, in 
DuPage County. I lived in OuPage County for over 25 years. I saw its rapid growth and expansion until 
it was ready to burst at the seams. And just now people who live there are starting to reject all the 
progressive growth and its repercussion~ am not against progress of a nonnal na~ure. However, if 
the SSC is built in Illinois, I feel that the Kane County area, particularly Kaneville and the surround
ing area, will be subjected to an unnatural growth at an accelerated rate, not 15 years projected down 
the road, but realistically in five to ten years. I believe that that type of growth will have a nega
tive impact economically; sociologically and environmentallt.JMy home and my conmunity are very 
important to me. I have COO'e to love and fully ~y where I live. My husband and I have saved for 
many years to be able to have what we have no~ Our home and our property is our investment for the 
future and now we may face the State of Illinois telling us that we may have to give it all up and 
relocate sorrewhere else. Where do We know where to go where this will not happen again? Is this 
really a democracy? I would like to be able to move when I choose, not when the Government tells me 
have to. Until a decision is made about the SSC siting, our lives are virtually on hold. We don't 
make any long range plans, because we don't know what the future will hold for us here. I do know one 
thing though, if the State of Illinois is selected for the SSC project and I am farced to leave my home 
and my comnunity, I will also plan on leaving the State of Illinois. I will not live or pay revenue in 
a state that has no recourse in recognizing h1J11an rights. Thank you very much. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next speaker will be Roger Killbrook, to be followed by Neil Walgenbach. 
Is Neil Walgenbach here? 

STATEMENT BY ROGER KILLBROOK 

MR. KILLBROOK: My name is Roger Killbrook. I live in Downers Grove and I am here tonight as Chairman 
of the Chicago Section of the American Nuclear Society. Prnerican Nuclear Society ts a not-for-profit 
international, scientific, and engineering and educational organization dedicated to the peaceful 
application of nuclear science. The Chicago Section has about 420 members working tn research labs, 
the power industry, consulting activities, and environmental protection across northern Illinois and 
northwestern llltnots.r-=The support of the section for the SSC in Illinois was demonstrated by the 
gathering of severiTliUndred signatures in the course of about two weeks in the spring of this year, 
solely by members of the Board. The rrerrbers of the Chicago Section support the SSC on scientific and 
technical grounds, but with regard to the environmental and sociological impacts of siting the SSC here 
in Illinois, I will confine myself ta three aspect~re is a vital scientific population already 
in the area capable of supporting the SSC, thus minimizing personnel transfers into the region and 
associated cost~ere is plenty of electricity in the region to support the operation of the facil
ity. Much of this is nuclear in origin and therefore not subject to the freeze-ups that occur in sane 
parts of the country as witnessed in Pittsburgh a few years ago while I lived the~ the SSC is 
built elsewhere, anywhere else in the country, it will result in the decay and demise of Fennilab. 
This does not seem to have been mentioned in the EIS or at least I haven't been able to find it in 
Section 5. This would remove the western anchor frcm the high tech corridor along Interstate 88 and 
adversely affect the technical growth and cultural activities in this area of Illinois. I think this 
site is unfque tn as much as it is the only one that will have a negative impact if this project goes 
forward elsewhere in the country. I thank you for the opportunity to present this evidence and I am 
submitting a written fonn. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Mr. Killbrook.. The next speaker will be Neil Walgenbach to be followed by 
Gillian Panesensk1. Is Gillian Panesenski here? Mr. Walgenbach. 

955 STATEMENT BY NEIL WALGENBACH 

MR. WALGENBACH: As an employee of AT&T Bell Laboratories, I owe my livelihood to science and tech
nology. When I met the wanan who later.became my wife she was doing medical research in Chicago. We 

·are both lovers of science and have followed the discoveries in the physical world with great interest. 
We are famtltar with ltnear accelerators and the experiments th_at are carried out there. One of my 
co-workers used to work at Fennilab and at lunchtime sessions we have talked a little bit about ft, and 
I know a"thir1g or tWo_ about the operation of Fenni's-_aCcelerator with the attendant risks. Because of 
this knowledge and not i'n spite of it, my Wife and I had no qualms about building a house and starting 
a family three years ago just 300 yards south of the existing accelerator ring at Fermi lab. Quite 
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franklyi, because of my wtfe's research \nto the effects of heavy wetals on the human body, [ am orders 
of magnitude more concerned about the barium and the radllMll in Aurora's municipal drinking water than J 
am about any p0ss1ble effects from Fermi's superconducting ring across the road from me. Another co
worker a couple of offices dawn the hall frcm me wtll have to sell her house If the SSC Is s\ted is 
here. 

So you better believe l have been hearing the other stde of the SSC tssue. She ts .arrted about many 
other things, getting a fair market value for her house, flrKllng suitable housing In her area. She 
says she would have to downgrade. Moving expenses. She has a 15 year old mortgage that she is not 
even looking forward to replacing with a new one at double the interest rate. I empathize with her 
concerns. I want her COflcerns to be addressed, especially since my subdevelo~nt appears on 
Fermi lab's map Inside of a little box marked Future Expansionary SC. Although this little box has 
existed for many years and has not been thus far Impacted b~ the sec. that ts not ta say that neKt 
month or next year I won't be f ac tng the same d I lemna as my co-worker Is. I don't want to see anybody 
get burned by the SSC. 

I would even be willing to pay little more In state lncane tax rather than see my co-worker, and con
ceivably me, run roughshod by eminent danaln. 1·11ke my neighborhood and I ll~e my neighbors. I can 
see myself living there 20 years fran now easily. But I would be willing to go if asked, especially 
for science, but I would want to be treated equ_itably. Some people, notably Texans, say the SSC should 
go to Texas bec:ause of their poor economy. Texans have been whining about thelr oil bean gone bust for 
many years and I'm tired of listening to it. J read an interesting statistic In the newspaper a year 
or two ago. I don't know If It Is still valid, but it certainly was news to me. In tenns of money 
leaving Illinois In Federal taxes versus money coming back to Illinois in Federal spending, Illinois 
ranked 50th. More money went to ~ashington than came back fran Washington than any other state in the 
Union. 

Maybe the SSC alone will raise Illinois' ranking to 49th. J don't know. But I do thlrik this is just 
one more reason wh_v the SSC should be but lt in 11 lino Is. The other reasons are public know ledge. 
Fermi lab ls centrally located with even better airport access forthcoming. The scientists and engi
neers necessary to build and operate the SSC are already here. If they went to Texas, It would cause a 
braln drain on the schools and the other R&D entitles In this area. The 1-88 corridor Is steadily 
building mo.-nent~ as a world class. hlghtech corridor and I don't want to see 1t In 15 years or so 
degrade into a mid-tech or a low-tech area s11r'11Y because one of the engines of high-tech moved for 
points south. The drilling equipment Is already here, custcm-made for the geology of this region. fhe 
manufacturing technology Is already here developed for the existing superconducting ring Fermi already 
has In operation. A ring that cost hundreds of millions of dollars to build, took many years, has only 
recently begun operating at full power, will be closed In two or three yea~s If the SSC is not sited i~ 
Illinois, because of the mo.55 exodus of researchers and engineers. They will follow the SSC wher@ eve~ 
It Is sited. 

In closing, I would llke to remind the Board that despite thls well orchestrated opposition, who has 
some legitimate concerns, I think I can speak for the vast majority of Illinolans, including those in 
this county, who want the SSC here. When l say that llllnois Is proud to be host to the world's 

·premier high energy physlcs research facility, that ts Fermi lab, and would like very tllJCh to remciin in 
the vanguard, to literally unlock the mysteries of the ·universe, Is one of the IK)St interesting and 
profound of h...na.n endeavor'S In the modern era. Thank you. 

HR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next speaker will be Gillian Panesenski arid 5he will be follo'fff::d by 
Martha Laczynsk t. Plea.se. 

~TATEH!'NT BY GILLIAN PANESEHSKI 

HS. PANESENSKI: Gillian Panesenskl. I live in Campton Township. One of the major flaws of the EIS is 
that it Is very subjective in its approach to sane very basic problff'ns. Many times it ts evident that 
the writers involved have used their personal subje<:ttve reasoninq to obtaln a ~ery \ \loglcal ~olut\on 
to a probl~ many Instances a set of double standards resulted. FOr exal!Jlle, on page S.l.10-7, 
the EIS .,riters indicate that "The Industrial-yard character and large scale of the sector sennce 
areas, buildings, and tank fanns," this 1s their tem not mine, .. are inconqruou-::. with the character of 
residential neighborhood and country residences." 

Just two sentences later, though, these same writers say, "Rural residenttal area.s, ho.tever. are often 
associated with outbuildings, or are near fannlands and pastures where utility sheds are not unc0fl1Tl0n. 
Here, the access areas would usually go urmotlced." Jn one instance, these tank fanns· are considered 
out of character and then s~ddenly the EIS writers reversed themselves and say they will go unnoticed. 

Which Is it? Are they obnoxious looking or not? Why should it be left up to the writers or observers 
to detennine which local areas are tr~l~ffected when it is obvious they don't have set standards upon 
which to judge or evaluate a .declsiqnlj As a result, subjectivity becanes 1~rtant and personal view
po.ints play far too large a role in determining-the fate of people who will be forced to live next to 
these tank farms. Writers or field observers cannot detennine objectiveJ1,,.!he impact that local resi
dents will experience living next to loud, obnoxious looking tank fa~Wl'len field observers went to 

VOL2U311689 llA. 2-257 FEIS Volume llA 



4 

s 

l 

/f13 

I 

Proceedings 
Illinois 

each shaft stte. did they v1ew each·area under stmtlar ctrcunstances? Were sttas in one state viewed 
dur1ng early spring when lttt1e or no plant growth appeared? Were others.conducted when plant growth 
already limited site lines? 

Were some vtewed on cloudy days while others were viewed in full sunlight? In any case, without con
ditions betng~ual, subjective reasoning had to cone tnto play and that has led to unfair and unequal 
evaluatton.!..:.._J For ex41T1lle, It should be clear to everyone th.it Jlllnots ts the nnst highly populated 
region now under consideration for the SSC. Numerous E. F and J s1tes happen to be located right tn 
the m1dst of reStdenttal areas. Thts ts especially true of the F7, £8, F8. (9, F2, and F4. The EIS 
writers 1ndicated there are definite problems associated with each of these shaft sites and thetr 
surrounding residential settings. But tn each case, they Indicate that the situation ts Judged tnstg
ntflcant because It can supposedly be mitigated. And I stress the -..ord judged.rwtlen a project of this 
1nagnitude and scope can_ have the drainattc effect that It will on thousands orJ)eople, there can be 
absolutely no roan for value Jud~nts by those who are helptng to detennine the final 9lte location. 

The selection should be b~sed upon fact and not viewpoints. The EIS writers' and your DOE scientists' 
very unsclenttftc approach in choosing the SSC site is something which we residents of the Fox Valley 
are not going to tolera.~oo can anticipate lawsuits being filed tf you choose to place your 
taboratorles tn our front yards, under our homes, next to our wells. and under our schools. Take your 
machine where It belongs out in the desert where Dr. Lederman originally planned for It to go and keep 
it out of Illinois. 

MR. lAVSON: Thdnk you. 
Stelm.tsek. Is he here7 

The nei..t speak.er w 111 be Md rt ha laczynsk I and she would be fo I lowed by Chester 
If not, is Carol Haddmik here? 'tau would be the next speaker please. 

STAWDT BY MARTl<A lACZYNSKI 

MS. LACZYNSKI: My name is Martha laczynskl and I.- fraw St. Chdrles, llliAOis. I aHI here to let you 
know thdt I feel that lllinots Is not the logical source for the SSC. These-are just some of the 
re<'lsons why Illinois Is not the logical pldce for the SSC. They are all discussed in the EIS. More 
we11s wilt be adversely lll'pacted or closed tn Illinois th.tn In all other states caftbtned. More prop
erty owners are involved than Jn dill other states canblned. The l llinois site has the largest nuntier 
of people living adjacent to proposed SSC facilities. As a result~ 1110re people will be adversely Im
pacted by noise pollution, air pollution. e1<posure to airborne r.adjoouclides. adverse visual ·tmpacts, 
in 111lnois thiu1 in any other state. More businesses will be closed or relocated tn 1111nois than In 
.atl-cther states combined. More acres of pr.hoe far111land are-being renuwed frcm product~on In Illinois 
than ln~n other state. I 111oois has the second l•rgest ·nunber of wetlands that may be adversely 
1n..,acted. lhe Illinois site an~ -its proposed tunneJ depth •k.e thi.s the mst difficult tunneling proj
ect of a the sites. Water leoik.49e into the .access shafts .and tunnel wi II be the highest tn all sites 
lhe t llinois si-te has the worst w.ster leakage problem encountered at any of the proposed s-ites. The 
five mile stretch of .tunnel between E3 aHd £4 is expected to leak-during construction~t he rate of 
S.ZOO gallons per minute per 100 feet or .nearly a wste of· 20 111 .. llion gallDM· per day. Of 111i1jor tmpor
tance is the fd.ct that l11inois has• reglona1 grOUfldwater overdr•ft. Of equal hnpor ance ts the fact 
that l·l lino is has a loca J groundwater overdr.mft h• the populated area of the northern arc. Mwierous 
we11s as deep a·s 300 to 400 feet we11t dry this StJllllller. This cannot be blamed on the drought. The 
glacial geology of the Illinois site has created a situation where there 1s a direct hydrological 
connection between surface water supp1les «od-groundwater supplies. Therefore any pollutants .generated 
by the SSC in its construct ion may eds i ly find their way Into our we.11 water supp Iles through our sur
f ace w.ster~ surface llldter quality of the Illinois site is already the worst ·of the seven sites. 
Illinois is the only site with ,n existing groundwater quality proble.. We are .atready exposed to 
higher levels of radiation due ti the elevated levels of radiLm In our groundwater drinking supplies 
4nd perhaps·. and rost i111>ortant t,f all, is thdt Illinois has the t.rqest nuirber of people who oppose 
the placfflnent of the SSC under or through our homes. 

lhi s project ts doomed in- 111 inots because we •i 11 mrt. give up. We wl 11. ftgttt the 11 lino is [ICR, 
Governor·Thanpson, and the OOI wttil the lllinolS.proposal Is volmtartly withdrawn. \le wtlt not go 
away ""d we wi-11 fight 411 the way to the Supreme CoUrt If necessary. In fact we promtse to make so 
much nolse over this project that you scientists are likely to see that funding may never be apprD¥ed 
in Washington. lhe only way we will bad dowsl is to have ll1inols withdrawn fra1t cons1de-rat-ton. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next. speak.er wl 11 be Carol Ha~amik, _and I understand you wt 11 be pre
senting a tape Will you explain-that to us for us? 

.ai.J SlAT£KNT 8Y JA~ET Mct£0D 

MS. -t1ADAMl11.: I am presenting a tape-made by-Janet Mcleod from Caltl>ton Township. Is that all you Reed 
to k.now? 

MR. lAWSON: 1 understand ther-e has been-a tr.aged)'. 

MS. HAOA.Mlk.~ fhere has been 4.-~ath in her fdlltily Md she is out of town and hu been worttlng on this 
for eight mmths.-· and ·it: is so ii:nPOrtaat to "her that She put her voice -an the tape and we a-sited if 1rr1e 

coutd present it like tt.is .• ·and we do thank you fat letting us dO that. 
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the Kaneland School site and tt ts also the primary link for the town of Sugar Grove to our site. Fven 
though our students can go on Route 47, our·buses can use Route 47 as a state highway, 47 ts a good 
deal rl()re busy and it is not considered to be as safe a transportation route as Daubennan. 

We have experience when we speak about the concerns of highways and transportation. The East-West 
Tollway, 1-88. was built through the middle of our district sane years ago and at that time we exper
ienced considerable difficulty with our student transportation. The intentions of the Department are 
not clear with regard to the use of Dauberman Road and we would like to have information about con
struction or reiroval of sections of this road. We believe that is vital knowledge to our school board 
and we would appreciate receiving such information as soon as possib~are concerned about the 
safety of bused students in relationship to truck traffic should the SSC be built tn this area. In the 
section of Volume I. Chapter 5, Letter E, entitled Spot ls Hauling, it ts explained that spoils hauling 
activities are expected to take place during nonnal working hours 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. This could 
cause considerable problems to our school district, especially .tlen we consider that Table 5.1.6-4 of 
the draft projects an increase of 9.5 accidents due to SSC truck traffic per year. The safety of 
Kaneland students when bused to the campus and home ts the Board of Education's highest priority. 
Provisions need to be made for no SSC truck traffic during the hours of 7:00 to 8:00 a.m., 2:45 to 3:45 
p.m. and 5:30 to 6:00 p.m., which 1s generally the time for our act1vtty bus routes. Kaneland students 
will be subjected to a greater risk tf large hauling rigs are on the highway during our prime busing 
hours and we ask that that be taken into constderat ton. 

The District•s Board of Education feels that lower truck speed li11tts would be necessary in the vicinity 
of Meridith and Kessltnger Roads, Oaubennan Road. Frances Road, Main Street Road, and Route 47 near 
quarry- four and I refer you please to DEIS Volume IV, Appendix 10 as all of these are main arteries for 
Kane land bus~ are also concerned about the disruption of classes due to construction noise. We 
would like to point out that our c~us was left off Figure 5.1.4-3. Volume I. Chapter 5, entitled 
Hunan Receptors, Illinois Site. We cannot ~hastze enough how i~rtant it is for uninterrupted 
classroan time on task for our students. IWe are very concerned about-the eirotional well-being of our 
students. Those students who currentlY1ive within the proposed ring siting, the enotional well being 
of these young people ts of grave concern. Our district students represent generations of students 
from the same families or·fraa famili-es who uswilly rana'in in our school district until their children 
graduate. We are not a transient area. They have not experienced being uprooted from their home, 
their coomunity. frm their schoo 1. 

MR. LAWSON: Mr. Bandlow, I Ml sorry ta.. interrupt, but you have exceeded your tUne. Is it possible 
that you could wrap up your caments in the next 30 seconds or so? 

OR. BANOl.C1J: I wi 11 indeed. 

MR. LAI/SOM: Thank you. 

OR. BANDLOW': We are also concerned about the depletion of the distr.ict"s water supply. We have two 
we 1 ls. We are concerned about the enormous use of water projected for· the· project. We wou.ld 1 lke some 
guarantee that our water sources wi 11 be protected. We are also concerned about future funding with 
the loss of tax base and we are a1so concerned about changes in the state aid fon11Jla that 11ight be 
made to address thts tf our State Government ts serious about mitigating the harm that the project 
might do to sane entitt~'conclude, our Board of Education-will oppose SSC plans that do not ade
quately address our educational objections and concern. These are elements that -.e belteve need viable 
solutions. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you very much. The next speaker w111 be Mr. John Hamilton to be follo..d by 
Lawrence Howe. Is Mr. Howe here? Is Chester St&lmasek here? Is Craig Rice here? You will be the 
next speaker. sir. Mr. Hamilton. 

STATEMENT BY JOliN HAHILTOlt 

HR. HAMILTON: T~nk you. My name is John Hamilton. I am an economist w-ith the Illi'noi.s Department of 
Carmerce and Comnunity Affairs. Hy perspective is that of an economist concerned with the economy of 
the whole State. Illinois has come• tong way since the two recessions of the early l980's when 

-mont-h ly uneirp lo)'llerlt rates on a seasona 1 ly adjusted basis got as high as 13.2 percent. The most 
current Illinois ilnl!!lllployment rate is the August 1988 seasonally adjusted rate of 7.0 perc:ent. At that 
rate of u~lo)Wlent. •15,000 in I111nois were unanployed. That's flS,008-people without jobs who are 
looking for jobs. 

The SSC -ld clearly provide jobs In lllinols. Our econometric modeling canes to conclusions very 
similar to those that ere expressed In the DEIS. Curing the construction and preoperatlon phne. as 
-Y .. 3,400 diTect jobs ...,Id be created with 1.000 lodtrect jobs.' During tile operation phase 3,200 
direct jobs-and as many as 3,800 indirect ·jobs.· Furthennore. our aMl~ts -of the iq»act·_of a shutdown 
of-the Fennilab, a s1tuation we fear ,if t)le SSC' goes elSewhere, 1s·a loss of 2,000 direct jobs and 
z. 200 indirect jobs. Thank you very oudl. 
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MR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next speaker will be Craig Rice to be followed by -- let's try it again. 
Is Lawrence Howe here? Elizabeth Berkos? James Reinert? You will be the next speaker, sir. Is Craig 
Rice here? Mr. Reinert. are you prepared to speak now? Thank you, and you would be followed by 
Hr. Rice. 

STATEMENT BY JAMES REINERT 

HR. REINERT: Good evening. Brevity seems to be the byword this evening, so I think we will stick to 
, that. My name is Janes Reinert and I am a resident of Kendall County. Illino.1.!.JACcording to the local 

papers, the SSC should run under my home and a six acre service center·would be lcx::ated a mere 200 yards 
away. I present myself this evening both as a private citizen as well as the most tmnediate past pre
sident of the Aurora Board of Realtors. As a private citizen I etllJ&thize with those opposing the SSC 
on the basts that tf located exactly where proposed, they would need to relocate. I say empathize 
because as a youth I saw my grandparent's small farmette, along with others in their area, sold to make 
room for what is now Interstate 88. The orchard where we picked apples and I clinbed trees as a small 
child is now the site of a gas station. The gardens that were so lovingly tended by my grandfather are 
now the site of a parking lot fOr a huge discount store. I believe I understand the tnconvience of 
progres~d I belteve those of us to be affected by the SSC will also accept the inconvenience of 
progress. 

I also speak to you as a realtor fran this area, being a broker for the last 18 years; and as imnediate 
past president of the greater Auroraland Board of Realtors. Over SO percent of the SSC ring falls 
within the service area of that Aurora board: So the realtor cC11111Untty learned early on of the con
cerns of our fellow neighbors and customers. Sane of those concerns seemed legitimate. Sare were 
spawned with fear; but all were real to those expressing them. Giving as much weight and consideration 
as possible ta the situation, the Aurora Board of Realtors Board of Directors voted in support of the 
SSC in Illinois, and whatever efforts needed to publicly express such support were extended. Likewise, 
the Illinois Association of Realtors, 30,000 members strong, issued a position paper in February of 
1988 endorsing the SSC for Illinois. Both the local and the state associations recognize there is no 
escap~ the -inconvenience and emotional difficulty for owners whose· property ts acquired for the proj
ec.!.:.j This is probably the m:ist salient negative factor-to be considered tn any major goverrmental pro
gram which requires property acquisition. 

It is unfortunate but a fact; any major installation in a populated area will cause some relocation. 
Displaced owners· will receive financial compensation and will be treated fairly and in full accord with 
the laws of eminent dcmatn and federal statutes. as well as the recently enacted Illinois law referred 
to as the Good Neighbor Bill, providing for relocation assistance. There is absolutely no evidence of 
any decline or negative adjustment in local real estate values. and the housing opportunitie~ the 
area will provide housing for new hone owners and heme seekers tn all areas and all prtctn~ The fact 
that the federal government wtll save $400 million by taking advantage of the existence of Fenntlab 
should be reason enough to go forward with the SSC of Illinois, let alone the myriad of other factual 
reasons provided by the research team. Ladies and gentlemen, Illinois is the right place for the SSC 
and we want you to take that thought back to Washington with you. and thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next speaker will be Craig Rice, to be followed by Suzanne Willis. 
Suzanne Willis here, next spe~ker. 

STATEMENT BY CRAIG RICE 

MR. RICE: Ht, my name is Craig Rice and I live in Naperville. First of all, I just want to take 
exception with Mr. Gross who said that there is a strong technical base here. In last week's Naperville 
Sun, they stated there was a survey of local employers; they state that within a matter of years there 
will be more jobs than there are people. The ccmpany I work for has jobs that are going begging and I 
do work for a very technical company. So I don't know where he gets his infonnation about the strong 
technical base here. These people 1n.1st be coming in fran out of state.ITntoday's Chicago Tribune, 
there was an article regarding a couple of our local mayors. Mayor ~olds of West Chicago, Mayor 
Norris of St. Charles both have some legitimate questions regarding the SSC placement in Illinois. 
Both are afraid if they raise questions regarding the SSC that they may sanehow be responsible if it 
were to go somewhere else. The last time one of them raised the question on the SSC, they raised -
they received letters denouncing them from every labor union in the state. That is how political this 
issue has become. 

According to Jim Prescott from a local support group, this draft statement shows that there are no sig
nificant adverse envtrornnental effects in Illinois. I would suggest for Mr. Prescott's benefit that 
you put t_his out tn Braille. I ~on't think he can re~~lltam Kempner ts fran the SSC project 
office, said these hearings -- this I think was tn todays paper -- these hearings will have no effect 
on the review board. Maybe they feel we are all wasting our time here. Maybe Mr. Prescott feels that 
20,000 local restdents who oppose this are an insignificant nL,lfl~ main opposition to the SSC here 
tn Illinots ts the large nurrt>er of people that .will be affected. When you ccrnj>are Illinois to Arizona, 
for exaq:>le, Arizona will have _a total of four residences and no businesses effected. According to 
Table 3-5, there are 3,305 parcels affected in Illinois. This compares to 898 tn Tennessee, the state 
with the second largest n1.111ber. In Illinois there are approximately four times as many affected parcels 
as the second highest state. 
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I have here a copy of the Illinois SSC East Sector map which includes th1~ area that we are in right 
now. And what t found 1nterestfng about this map was that Eola Road ..tl1ch is right out tn front of 
this high school, is not even on this map. I checked with the Aurora street department today. Eola 
Road has been here for approximately seven years. You would think, with the billions of dollars that 
Illinois has spent on this proposal, that they could have cane up with a ITl>re recent map. I contend 
that the state of Illinois has low-balled all the figures in their report and in Table 3-5 they will 
ad'nit that the number of affected parcels may vary by as 111..1ch as 20 percent and the ntlllber of relcx:a-
t ions by as much as 50 percent. 

We often hear Of the benefits of the SSC cming here, the jobs~ etc. And yet, 1n Section 3.3, under 
the no-action alternative; the Environmental Impact Statement shows that if the SSC doesn't cane here 
this area 1n Illinois here will continue with light and industrial and suburban development at the 
currently rapid rate. And the continued use of Femiilab for high energy research and developnent. 

Again I do not le.now where the man got the information when he said ferw11ab will shut down in two to 
three years. I have never read anything af that nature. Jn short, we live 1n a boaaing area .that 
really does not need the SSC. We have plenty of jobs far our people: tn fact we have llOM! jobs than 
people right no__.,!JAS far as sane other aspects of the Environmental l"1)act Statement, we have already 
touched on the water shortage. The SSC 1s expected to use approximately 180 million gallons of water 
during the construction phase. 

I live tn Naperville. I have not been able to water my lawn fur 11Dst of the sunmer. There is defi
nitely a water shortage her~ far as the farmland. according the Envirormental Impact Statement 
here, it shows that Illinois has the 1t1Jst natural fertile soil of the seven states. We have 6,500 
acres of prime fanaland. And J would like to see it stay that wa....l'..JAS far as the air quality.., again, 
l llinots comes out as the worst state for air quality. They show 228 total suspended particles .. which 
is the highest. We are already high in carbon monoxide and the ozone problems. 

MR. LAWSON: Mr. Rice. you have exceeded your time. Could I ask you to finish your casments tn about 
30 seconds please? 

MR. RICE: Sure. right. let's see, and as far as the air quality goes, -it sounds like that they are 
willing to throw out the EPA standards for this area to get the SSC here. Caaparing other parts of the 
country to Illinois you will find areas such as Arizona have a very simple land use plan c~red to 
Illinois, which has a very c~lex land use plan. In short, l have talked to a lot of people about this. 
They seen to feel that given the alternatives. Illinois is just a terrible location bec-ause of the num
ber of people that will be affected. Everybody seems to think that it should go in an area where it 
wi 11 not affect anybody. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you very 11Uch. The next speaker will be Suzanne Willis. And she "°"ld be folla...d 
by Lawrence Ho!<e. If he is here. Mr. Howe? Or perhaps Elizabeth Berkos. Is Audrey l\Jggins here? You 
will be the next speaker. Ms. Willis, please. 

95(,, STATEMENT BY Oil. SUZAHHE WILLIS 

OR. WILLIS: Thank you.. I am Or. Suzanne Willis, Associate Professor of Physics at Northern Illinois 
University. I speak to you both as a physicist and as an educator. On behalf of Dr. John E. 
La Tourette, president of Northern Illinois University, I am pleased to.appear before you to testify to 
the educational benefits of locating the Superconducting Super Collider in northern Illinois. let me 
mention just three of the educational advantages of locating the SSC here. Benefits to Northern Illinois 
University and other nearby colleges and universities, benefits to elementary and secondary schools, 
afld benefits to the local population in general. First, Northern Illinois University will be the closest 
university to the SSC. Our campus is just 35 •inutes from fennilab and only 15 to ZO minutes from the 
west side of the SSC ring. 

In fact, I 11tyself left a tenure pos-ition at the University of Oklahcma to cane to Northern Illinois 
University because it ts so close. We, the experimental high energy physics group at Northern, already 
have undergraduate and gr-aduate students working at Fermi lab with us. f4a.ny of our students are from 
the western Chicago suburbs that grew up .-ith a knowledge of and interest in Femi lab. They express 
excitenent at the opportunity to wrk at the premiere high energy physics laboratory in the world. The 
nearness of the university to the laboratory means that students ~ are st 111 taking courses can also 
be actively involved in forefront research. This is a wonderful opportunity, one which ts.not usually 
available to students of high energy physics. Indeed I had to leave my university when I was a gr.aduate 
student and do ID)' research samewhere else. and lost the benefits of beiflg at a university. Many rore 
students will have similar opportunities at the SSC. Other universities "'11ch have active high energy 
research programs and are within a :reasOMble --drive of --the SSC site i-nclude Northwest.em, The University 
of Chicago, the 11 l inois Inst ttute of Techno.logy, the Urrivers ity of I 11 inois .at Chicago; and further 
out, the University.of Wisconsin, the University-of Illinois at.Urbana-Champaign, the University of 
I_ndiana, Notre Dame and Purdue. 

In ·addit,ion~ the other universities and biio- and_ four-years co_lleges 1n the area, such as Roosevelt 
tJn.iversity. ~rtheastern 11-1.i.nots ..un~vers.it-y,, .Lake- Farest .College, £ldlurst -C0.1 lege, OePat11 -tJntvers ity, 
the College -0f DuPage and So oo and .oo. -w.i ll .benefit fran -the neameu .of such -a ._prestig..ious rresearch 
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laboratory. The large selection of colleges and universities provides employees of t~e SSC and their 
families with unparalleled educational choices as well. Second, Fermi lab already has ln place a large 
number of programs for elementary, junior high and high school students and elementary and secondary 
school science teachers. These progra~s reach students and teachers from all over the country, but 
especially frcm the northern Illinois area. Putting the SSC here will enrich these prograllls. 

Furthel"lOOre since the SSC site is easily reached from the entire Chicago metropolitan area, locating 
it here makes these educational programs available to millions of school children, including ~any who 
are economically disadvantaged. 

Third, the local population as a whole stands to gain. The SSC, as Fermi lab is now, w~ll b~ the world's 
premier high energy physics laboratory. Its worlc. is C01i1Jletely unclassified and the s1te w1ll be open 
for tours and visitors. Anyone can visit the Fermi lab site during daytime hours. If you do, you will 
find a fascinating series of educational exhibits explaining the research done there, including slide 
and video presentations. You will also find families picnicking, fishing, training their hunting dogs, 
watching the buffalo. and generally enjoying what is obviously a safe and p-leasant area. The SSC as 
well will be an educational resource for the entire Illinois coomunity. and we welcane that and we will 
take advantage of it. The point to see clearly ts that no other site under active consideration offers 
so many people, college and university students, school children, teachers and the genera~ public, the 
educational opportunities of the SSC. No other site offers so many students the opportun1ty to do re
search and study at the same time. Here on the outskirts of one of the world's great urban centers we 
can introduce visitors frcm many different backgrounds and frCJD all over the globe to the wonders of 
modern high energy physics. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next speaker will be Audrey Huggins. And she would be followed by Bradley 
Huggins. Is Bradley Huggins here? 

MS. HUGGINS: He is here. 

HR. LAWSON: I was hoping you would say that. 

STATEMENT BY AUDREY HUGGINS 

MS. HUGGINS: My name is Audrey Huggins. I am frcm Big Rock, Illinoi~ny people here today are in 
opposition to the SSC in Illinois. These are the people who have taken a public stand against the so 
called crown jewel of high energy physics. These people are the only the few who have chosen to ignore 
the harassment and insults. Others are yet to be open about their stand on this topic. local political 
machines and most local news journals have made 1t very difficult and smetimes dangerous to openly 
state opposition to the SSC. 

During the first several nllnths of the 1988.- only limited coverage of the SSC acquisition made news
print and then it was edited in a very biased forni. Often this poor representation was f~llowed by 
insulting editorial camients and insinuations •. At one point. soon after the state revealed the 
Illinois' proposal, the Aurora~ called the opposition Luddites and stated that the opposition was 
only a handful of uninfornEd and disgruntled persons. We have also been called chicken littles by this 
same newspaper. We have been harassed by supporters and not answered when asking quest tons to 
Dr. Lederman, Don Etchinson and other officials for the SSC for Illinois. or is it SSC for Fennilab? 

During the early months of this controversial subject, alnllst no governmental official had the courage 
to announce their opposition to· the SSC siting in the Fox River Valley. Only now 1n this late stage of 
the scoping are sane of our Governnental representatives and officials starting to crawl fran the wood
work. Suddenly we find out that several members of the Kane County board· have been in opposition to the 
Illinois SSC site proposal since 1ts announcement this past January. The tide 1s starting to change. 
What points have we, the people of opposition, been stating throughout the entire ordeal? Many things. 
But a few are so siq.>le., yet so very i!llpOrtant to so many people tn this area that it is inconceivable 
that the supporters· of the SSC, the local press, and you, the Department of Energy could ignore us. 
This area. will grow with or without the SSC. This ts very clearly pointed out to• over and over again 
in reading the draft Eiwirormenta 1 Impact State1111nt. Properties taken for the use of the SSC will be 
removed frcm the tax bases of local governnental bOdies, thereby lowering the revenues of sane already 
financ:ially troubled areas. 

Thts a.lso ts clearly noted in the draft Envtromnental l111>act Statement. In fact, one local study has 
i-ndtcated that ·some areas iaay be adversely impacted monetar1 ly- tn order of magnitude- equa 1 to what the 
SSC ts predtcted to beneftt the entire regi2!!.:]llltng the SSC here in Illinois would disrupt the lives 
of hundreds of f•tlies. Sane of these families wtll be dtTectly displaced by the siti'ng of the ring; 
others wt 11 be directly affected by the required construct ton of the project that wi.11 support the SSC, 
such as the railroad, airports, tltghways and utiltttes. Many wt·ll be indirectly and very adversely 
affected ciR! to a tranendous magnitude of this constructhm project. Still others will be permanent 
netghbon to tt\-is construction and experimenta·l project, and will be forced to live in fear of the many 
possible dangers that could affect t~i·r loved on~ts too, is mentioned ·in the Environmental Impact 
Statement but it is not dealt with sincerely. I can state other things to you fran the Enviromnental 
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Jq>act Statenent, but you have heard them over and over and over again. You, the Department of Energy, 
are the experts. Why are you not stating the concerns and the health hazards to us? Iron1cally, my 
husband and I spent this morning in a hearing.fighting our Kalie County taxes. I w1ll be dalTl'led if I 
stand here and watch my. Federal taxes, my State taxes, my county-taxes and my property taxes go up to 
support the $6 billion experiment, and then watch out a window of my home as a ten-year construction 
phase begins and my property values dr~ope you can clearly see that there 1s enough opposition in 

4- the State of Illinois that we cannot and will not welcome the SSC to Illinois. Thank you. 
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MR. LAWSON: The next speaker will be Bradley Huggins. And he would be followed by Lawrence Howe. Has 
Mr. Howe arrived? I assume he will not. Elizabeth Berkos. Is Elizabeth Berkos here? Is Paul Kurylo 
here? I know I mispronounced that, K-U-R-Y-L-0? John Platt? Oresko Jovanovic? Oh, John Platt? You 
would be the next speaker, sir. Mr. Huggins, please. 

STATEMENT BY BRADLEY liUGGINS 

MR. HUGGINS: Thank you, I suppose it is clear where our position is on this topic. I also am frc.n Big 
Rock. I have been involved in scientific research all of my working days since schoo~am in the 
field of electron microscopy right now, which Governor Thanpson and others have often ccmpared this SSC 
to. I see no likeliness. I respect the energy levels that I work with, which are a small fraction of 
the energy levels of the SSC and we deal with our microscopes in our labs with concern and cautiousness 
and I don't see that same concern and cautiousness with this experiment being placed amongst the resi
dents here of the Fox River Valley. A lot of concerns are held by many of us. You have been hearing 
them over and over again. As far as the draft EIS, there is a lot of inconsistencies that we see. I 
have a short little speech here on some problems with water and tunnel leakage during the construction 
phase. 

On page 16 of Appendix 10 of the EIS it is stated that Illinois proposes to construct 19 retention 
ponds, one-third acre in size, one each at the shaft access areas E and F. The exception is at site 
F3, where because of the extreme amount of water expected to infiltrate the tunnel. three separate 
ponds, each t\<IO acres in size, will be necessary to handle the water pu~ed from the tunnel. This same 
section of the EIS indicates that 37-1/2 miles of the tunnel are expected to leak at an average of five 
gallons per minute per 100 feet while under construction. This sounds small, but it is over 14 million 
gallons per day. The EIS indicates that the five-mile stretch between E3 and E4 is expected to leak at 
the rate of 5,200 gallons per minute per hundred feet. It is as if an underground river were hit in 
this area because this amounts to over two billion gallons per day of our precious water supply emptying 
into the tunnel and subsequently being pumped up to the surface. lhe average daily usage of water fran 
the entire city of St. Charles with its nearly 20,000 inhabitants, its number of retail outlets and its 
di~erse industry is just a little over 3.7 mi11ion gallons per day. 

Therefore, the rate of this leakage and punping from just thls one, small, five-mile stretch of tunnel 
will be over 540 times greater than the average daily water usage of St. Charles al~thing is 
either grossly wrong with the EIS figures or this tunnel will not be able to be built. The tunnel 
boring machines and personnel could be COllllletely under water at those water rates of infiltration. 
Nowhere in the EIS does it ll'ention how long this rate of flow is expected to continue. Nor does it 
mention how leakage is expected to occur during the normal operation phase of the SSC project. This 
again is a glaring error in the EIS. The EIS is c1early incomplete in that many key facts are 
ccrnpletely missing or ignored. This problem of tunnel leakage is but one example of facts that are 
missing. One thing is quite clear, however; this drainage of water is a direct threat to our local 
water supplies. Hundreds of walls within the boundaries of the ring will be adversely affected by this 
draw down to our ~ital water supply which the EIS describes as already being a regional overdraft 
situation. 

Several other states also experience drainage problens associated with tunnel construction; however. 
the depth of our tunnel in Illinois would again just compound the problem that would be encountered 
during construction. This leakage problem therefore again increases the likelihood that the tunnel 
will rtOt be canpleted on schedule. Although leakage will occur also in other sites, no other state will 
experience the negative effects which this means to our local well water supplies. Everyone in the 
unincorporated areas west of the Fo~ River is on an lndiv1dual private well. This represents over 
30,000 people in the area of influe~d because homes continue to be built in these unincorporated 
areas at such a rapid rate, the numbers of potentia11y adversely affected wells and people grows day by 
day. This is not true of any other state. The well water problem associated with the draw down in 
local area water supplies is the number one reason Illlnois stands out as being the wrong place for the 
SSC proje~ts the_density of population at the Illinois site versus all the other sttes that makes 
this negative effect even more pronounced. Illinois is not the proper site for the SSC. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Mr. Huggins. The next speaker this evening will be Joh.n Platt and he would be 
followed by Jack Knuepfer, I believe. Mr. Knuepfer here? Do I see a hand up there? Incidentally, as 
I announce your names, tf you would please come down to the front seats it would make it easier and 
move the hearing along a little quicker. Mr. Platt, please. 
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1181 STATEMENT BY JOHN PLATT 

MR. PLATT: My name ts John Platt. I am a resident of Maple Park. 1-llinots. t am a registered profes
sional engineer in the State of Illinois and I am employed as a research associate in the corporate 
research headquarters of one of the Fortune 10 Conl>anies in this countrv.rAS"such, I have b~n . 
assoc-fated with and derived my livelihood from the pursuit of science.-r-"spend a lot of my t1me in the 
pursuit of science. l am not opposed to the SSC project, but I have concerns about its placement in 
the State of lllinots. My concerns are those that have been voiced by other individuals here and that 
has to do with the impact on our groundwater supply. 

In doctments released by the Illinois Department of Energy and Natural Resources during the pre-hearing 
proceedings, the stat~nt is made that the after grouttng leakage into the tunnel of the SSC will 
alfllunt to only 50 gallons per minute per mile. However, a bit of aritt'metic leads us to see that this 
is alrmst four mtllfon gallons per day. There ts a 111idely published figure for donestic water usage 
that the people use that say .. that a four family hane wt.11 use approximately 350 gallons per day. If we 
use this figure, then the tunnel leakage rate frOAI the deep aquifers fran which our muntc1palit1es 
derive most of their water, comes to an impact of 11,000 new homes or 44,000 new residents. This _water 
will be discharged fran the tunnel into local streams, rivers and sewers and as such 111111 not be avail
able for use for public consumption. There is an additional published requirement for cooling water 
whicl-". 1s to be taken supposedly from the shallow aquifers. This amounts to Z,200 gallons per minute 
according to published figures. This works out to be 3,200,000 gallons per day, or the htl)act of 9,000 
new hones or 36,000 new residents. This water canes, as I said, fran the shallow aquifers, and this is 
where the majority of the residential and agricultural water supplies are derived tn western Kane 
County. 

In additJon to that. ncst of our municipalities are now faced with radilJ11 levels in their deep aquifer 
water supply, which exceed levels mandated by the Illinois State. Therefore, sane of these municipal
ittes, in an effort to reduce their radium levels, are drilling wells into the shallow aquifers and 
using that radilll1-free water, blending it with the radium-rich water from the deep aquifer in order to 
reduce the total radtt.m- level in their municipal water supp~we are going to suffer severe impact 
here in this shallow aquifer water supply that supplies the residential and agricultural wells. Several 
years ago I heard an address at the Fox Valley Chapter of the Illinois State Professional Engineers 
Association presented by an Illinois State hydrologist; and his predictions concerned the depletion of 
the shallow and medi1.1m aqu_ifers in western DuPage and Kane County. 

This appears to be the case _now because in your Environmenta 1 l111>3ct Statement 1t is recognized that 
there is an overdraft, a severe overdraft in this aquifers at this point. This pa.st si.mmer we suffered 
in this area a drought, which hopefully is not going to be repeated in the near future, but as a result 
of this as well as the overdraft in ottr aquifers,. there were many residential wells that went dry, and 
if you go about the counties that are affected by the SSC now you will finct.that many yards nOlll have 
well-drilling apparatus in them, wherEe they are having to redri 11 or improve the wells that-went dry. 

ln sunmation, we have a projection here of a total of 7,000,000 gallons per day from our aquifers. 
This ts the same as -20,000 new homes Qr 80,000 residents·.- which is essentially the same as siting another 
city the size of Aurora into this area inmediately. I would reconmend that sa.nethtng be done to ~iti
gate this such as making it iq>erative that the cooling systetQ be close-looped. that secondary loop be 
cooled by leakage water, and that the leakage water then be made available through treatment facilities 
to 1T1Jnicipal supplies so that at least the lll.lnicipalities will not be without water. Thank you. 

HR. LAWSON: Thank YQU, sir. The next speaker will be Jack Knuepfer. Is Mr. Knuepfer here or not? I 
thougtlt I saw a hand up indicating that he was here. ls Gerald Girardot here? Sir, you would be the 
next speaker to be followed by Richard.Cooper, is Mr. G.irardot. 

1182 STATEMENT BY GERALD GIRARDOT 
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MR. GIRARDOT: My name is Gerald Girardot and I am the Winfield T-ownship supervisor. I would like to 
address the existing utilities that ll'linois can offer the Superconducting Super COllider. 

Electrical power lines, sw.t-tching stations and equi~t for the SSC which will be locally supplied by 
Comnonwealth Edi-son are already in place at Fermi lab. The increased power requirements for the project 
only wtll require an additional 1.5 miles of low-level power lines. In canparison, Arizona will 
require 41111iles: of new high-powered electrical ltnes, an additiona.1 11 miles. of \.ines to power the 
SSC 's water systems. Texas, for examp-le, w.i-11 require two. new swttching. stations and- 4. 5 mi Tes of new 
power lines. Outside of the obvious e-lectrtcal capacity advantage .Illinois enjoys is the cost savings 
associated-with the tTiff"astructure t~t is already in place on si'te. To replicate Fermi lab's power 
capacity at any other proposed site would: cost time and money, a luxury we s~ly cannot afford. 

Fermi lab's existing natural gas capabilities also can be utilized through the SSC. Unlike roci~t other 
conpeting sites, Illino·is will not have to construct new natura·l gas facilities, which will further 
save PDney and time. 

Lastly, because of the Fermi lab advantage, the Illinois site will be provided with a state-of-the-art 
teleconmunication system. In 1987 Fermi lab installed a digital cCJT111Jnication system that will not 
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req'Jire any additiona) impro\lements. In other states the same ls not true. Outside of the fact that 
an ent1re cOl'fll'llnications network IJIJSt be constructed and equif'Tlent installed in those states, new cam:u
nication lines also would have ta be constructed, adding to the ti1ne and cost for bringing the SSC on 
line. 

From a standp~int of utilities capabilities, siting the SSC at Fennilab will enable the Department of 
E.r~:gy to col"\ceritrate on the construction of the SSC tunnel and ascelerator, and not on lnfrastructure 
i~provements. Illinois is tre only state in the running for the SSC that has all of the required utility 
systems currently in place. The time and money needed to replicate the utilities already on site at 
Fermi lab is a cost with which neither the DeparL~ent of Energy nor the American public should be 
burden~ citizens of Illinois and as federal taxpayers, we want to see the SSC bu1lt. And we want 
it built in the most effective location. 

After reading the Environmental Impact Statement and weighing the environmental issues, it becomes 
plainly clear that total construction and operational costs should be the deciding factor for selecting 
the host state for the SSC. It also becomes apparent that Illinois is the only economical decision. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir. 

MR. GIRARDOT: Thank you. 

HR. LAWSON: The next speaker is Richard Cooper. Hr. Cooper will be followed by Rita Depedro. You 
will be the next speaker. Hr. Cooper? 

STATEMENT BY RICHARD COOPER 

MR. COOPER: Thank you. I am here tonight to speak on behalf of those who are opposed to the location 
of this machine in ce.1tral Kar.e County. Hy wife is the editor and I am the nat11nal publisher of the 
Elbourne Herald, the only paper that I know of in Kane County that opposes this operation. ~y reasons 
are stated well by the gentleman who spoke before the last gentleman, with respect to water yields and 
water use. 

The area that we serve in our little weekly newspaper is the site of the principal activities to be 
carried on if this ~~chine is built in Kane County. The quiet, pleasant little village of Kaneville 
will be destroyed. The areas to the south and the areas to the northeast will be adversely affected, 
both currently and by the uses to be made of the water available to the present population, and that 
water use will be vitally affected by ihe people who will cane later to this corrrnunity that J speak of. 

I can understand why the current scientists who work at Fermi lab would like this machine built in this 
vicinity. They live in pleasant homes, they are bright, able young men. But the hanes that they will 
destroy unwittingly and willy nilly are just as vital to the people who reside in those homes, and by a 
major part support their families and t~eir existence in that cCJmUni~speak of Kaneville, Big 
Rock, Maple Park, Elbourne to say nothing of the confusion and the utter spoiliation cf pleasant country 
life supporting the relatively large rural population that will result frcm seven years of construc
tion, excavation in a tunnel that is quite lo~ I was pleasantly surprised that the study that 
these young people have made with respect to the leakage in that massive tunnel. T~e leakage exceeds 
the water use in those areas by ten times the leakage or the use of the water that was made of a similar 
quantity in 1970. 

The Illinois Water Survey statistics support my statement. I assume the young man who said the leakage 
would be in the matter of millions of -- rrore than one or two million gallons a day. The production of 
water from the shallow aquifers is being utilized now by the city of St. Charles, Geneva, Aurora to a 
limited extent, and Elgin now is forced to use what is available fran the shallow aquifers supported by 
the Fox River. A recent word came to us at the Elbourne Herald that the water supply this machine 
would utilize would come frcrn the Fox River. And I find that .laughable because a friend of ours in 
Geneva lives in a CCITifortable heme on the Fox River and two weeks ago he saw two bicyclists riding down 
the center of the Fox River. The water is not even in the Fox Riv~ urge that this machine be 
located in the area that Dr. Ledennan suggested it be located in, according to an article in a Dallas 
newspaper, someplace in a desert, a thinly populated area; and if it is to be built, it should be built 
in such a place. 

1111no;s stands in this problem position because of the political desires of the present governor. He 
was not selected as vice president, but I assLBne his enthusiasm maintains.r-fhe people of this state 
will be required to pay twice -- the promised amount when they pay the liOriCs, and the interest on those 
bonds over the 20 year period. That is a gratuitous insult to the population of Illinoi·s on the part 
of the pol1t1cians. And we hope if it is to be built. it is to be built where Dr. Ledennan initially 
thought 1t should be built -- in some thinly populated area, preferably a desert. J thank you. 

HR. LAWSON: Thank you, sir, The next speaker will be Rita Depedro. I hope I pronounced that 
correctly. 

HS. DEPEDRO: Yes sir. you did. 
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MP. LAWSON: You would be followed by Jack. Knt;epfer, if he is here. Is he here? If not, is Sn...''.'):'! 
\iiin~tein here? Is Pau1 Kurylo hP.re? Oresko Jovanovic? You will be the next speaker, sir. Ms. Oep"!dro. 

STATEMENT BY RITA OEPEDRO 

MS. DEPEDRO: Thank you very mt.ch. Hy nar.e is Rita Depedro. I lh•e in the Windings ~ich is a ccnl'.u
nity of single-family dwelling!:!, some townhomes, off of Empire Road, very close to the site of the pro
posed tunne~ fact my heme will be approximately eight-tenths of a mile away from the tunnel. t 
have various concerns and I have some questions. By the way, I would like to congratulate you on the 
completeness of your report. It was qutte weighty. 

Jn the report, Volume I, Chapte~ 5 and in other areas of the report, it states that tr. the state of 
Illinois 320 wells will be lost. Nowhere in that lengthy and weighty report did I see or could I find 
which 320 we11s would be lost. J would like to know if anyone c0tild answer that because the cam;cnity 
in which I live, there are 365 individual family dwellings and townhomes. We get our water from t~o 
wells. Are you going to destroy our two wells? And if you do destroy our two wells, where are we 
going to get our water? And if you say 'f<ell, we will pipe in water to you, who is going to pay for- the 
piping? Are we going to pay for the pipif!2.'!...['1fr ls the Goverr.ment? Do not tell me ths_§.overnment is 
because the Goverrment is so far in debt that it can not afford to pay its bills now.fDynamiting -
how much dynamiting is there going to be? ~~dhow large are the charges going to b~What are you 
going to do if my hotJse is damaged by dyr.amiting, even though it is not right on top of the tunnel? 

There were reports in one of the local papers. There was a letter written frcm the teachers in \1i'illie 
Lakes Schoo1. There were people fran the DOE and tl'-.ey were taking core samples. On the day that they 
took core S&T.ples, supposedly these were very small charges in C017'1arison to what is going to be done. 
The teachers could not teach school because there wa5 so much noise. Are you going to tell Re that for 
seven years I am going to have to put up with that dynam1tinJll..[STrs, where you are building this tunnel, 
there are a lot of individual hr::xnes, much more so than I thfriK-you realized three years ago when you 
first came and looked.fAnother question I have. It has to do with radioactive wastes. In Chapter 5, 
Voli.me I you talk abOUt disposal of solid. radioactive and hazardous wastes .. Where are they going to 
be disposed of? Are they going to be disposed of in landfills in this area? We wou1d like to know 
that. 

Not too long ago J read in one of the l believe it was chemical magazines about how the DOE or sn:"W? 
Government agency is finally finding a place where it is going to put hazardous radioactive waste~. and 
they have decided that they are going to be put above an area where water can seep through. rAre they 
going to be built around here? ,\re they going to be disposed around hertli._[AnOther partOl' the report 
talks about housing peak, that in one year there wi 11 be a need for 2,700 h001eS. Where are we, we the 
ta:irpayers who are here now, where are we going to get the money ta pay the increased taxes for the 
schools that will have to support those children of those people who will move here? Where are we, the 
taxpayers t~at live here going to get the money ta pay for this Super Collider? I would also lik~ to 
point out, in ending, the number of dislocated residents and businesses in the area will exceed 200 in 
the State of Illinois. 

I suggest to you, sirs, that the support for the Super Collider as the gentleman before me so very well 
put it, is not really from us who live here but rather frcxn the politicians who have very large egos 
a~d wish to have another feather in their caps. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: The next speaker will be Mr. Oresko Jovanovic to be followed by Bruce Winstein. Is rie 
here? 

STATEMENT BY IJRESKO JOVANOVIC 

MR. JOVANOVIC: My name is Dresko Jovanovic. I am a physicist frcm Fermi lab. And I do not know 
whether I am speaking for or against in this conmunity of greens and boos, but I want to mention some 
statistics which they may know or not know. Fermi1ab has been a good neighbor to neighborhood schools: 
Sane 70 high schools send between two to ten of their seniors every Saturday to listen to the lectures 
on ll'()dern physics. In fact, this Saturday, two days fran today. some l30 high school seniors will 
appear at our doors and they will be lectured on the principal of their school and I believe there will 
be two fran Sugar Grove. fr:::m [copy missing] school district. who will listen to their principal. I 
suppose also, 

This program has been running for the last nine years. So 2,200 high school kids have graduated frClll 
our program. We have conducted a survey as to the impact of such a program which Fennilab conducts and 
we find that four years ago those who have gone to our program, all have graduated. There was not a 
single dropout. We do not take credit for the1r not dropping out, but we take small credit far 
motivating them to be on the good road to becane responsible' citizens of this country. And I believe 
if people want me -- rre and sane other people from Fennilab to relocate and teach cactuses in Arizona 
or some other roughlands in Texas, we will probably do so. But let them ask their children. Thank 
you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. 
Professor Frank Merritt. 
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MR. WINSTEIN: I speak to you tonight as a resident of the western suburbs of Chicago, as a member of 
the National Conrnunity of Physicists that make use of high energy facilities throughout the world, and 
as a concerned U.S. citizen. The SSC recognized around the world as a truly exciting and leading edge 
research facility belongs in Illinois attached to the existing Fennilab. The truth of this assertion 
seems so elear and obvious to both scientists and nonscientists all over the country that it is sanehow 
overlooked and still being debated. Fermi lab is a world class laboratory that has had a great impact on 
science ar.d a very beneficial impact on the broader corrmunity represented here tonight. 

The expertise to design, build and operate the SSC resides at FNAL, Fermi lab. And should the SSC be 
sited elsewhere, that expertise must move. That move will be painful for the individuals involved but 
\t ~lll be severely damaglng to the sclence in tkls country. l do not •ant to speculate on the damage 
that might result to this area of Illinois should this research center dry up. What might be done with 
the land? What would be the effect on the science at FNAL frCG SSC construction? That has been ques
tioned. Ta quote from a report cannissioned by DOE to analyze the suitability of Fermi lab as the 
injector for the SSC, on page 31 it says, "There should be minimal impact on time available for high 
energy physics." Can we afford to begin anew elsewhere? Essentially the facilities at Fermi lab would 
have to be dupli.cated at enGflrous expense. Even if other states offer their own money to part'lally 
make up the difference, do we think that then no more federal money will go to such a state? There is 
only so much 10C1ney available. 

For the continuity of science, Fennilab must be the site of the SSC. Should a young physicist be 
expected to travel fran his heme tnstitution to Fermi lab to test new equipment for the SSC because 
there will be no test facilit,es early an in the construction of SSC? And then maybe the very next day 
go to the s1te to participate in the installation of other equipment? Will such a lifestyle be attrac
tive to young people? ls it not clear how damaging to the future and to all of our futures since 
broadly we depend on science, basic research, how damaging it would be siting 1t elsewhere? As sound 
as these arguments may seem, we should still look to see how such major upgrades have been accomplished 
elsewhere. If only for guidance. In Japan, their major new facility which is just coming on this year, 
was added on to the existing ring structure. In the Soviet Union the same concept operates. They have 
not started a new laboratory for their very ambitious plants. In Germany the facility has been signi
ficantly upgraded and will be a first class site in just a few years. At CERN, the highly successful 
European organization for nuclear research, their new facility will be ready in about one year .. They 
have added on. 

In our own country, whenever we have wanted to improve our physics potential, we have upgraded the 
rings at Cornell, the rings at Brookhaven and the ring at Stanford. We have done the same thing at 
Fermi lab. But there is one difference -- Fermilab is a younger lab than all of these other labs. Have 
we heard other states saying that the facilities are outdated? Go there for yourself and see, what do 
you think? Why do you think that around the world the major new facilities are built on existing ones? 
Is it not Obvious as_ I said previously? Thank you. 

HR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next speaker will be Hr. Frank Merritt to be followed by Dennis Lennn. ls 
Dennis Lemon here? ls Paul Kurylo here? Professor Merritt, why don't you proceed, please. 

STATEMENT BY FRANK MERRITT 

HR. MERRITT: The experimental study of high energy particle reactions over the last 20 years has led 
to some very important breakthroughs in our understanding of nature. These include the discovery of 
quartz, of the new massive vector [copy missing], and the discovery of strong, underlying s}'fllTIEltries 
between the basic forces of nature. 

But current theories do not tell us just how these fundamental forces are related to each other. The 
clues to this lie in the higher energy region which the SSC will explore. The mission of the SSC is to 
explore this region and to uncover clues and to uncover what the fundamental laws are, perhaps the llDSt 
fundamental laws of nature. This is a very antlitious undertaking. It is iff1>ortant to the high energy 
research effort of this country to build on our strengths. Fermi lab is without any doubt the leading 
high energy lab in this country· today. If we are to best use our research resources we should build 
the new SSC here and use not only the existing Fennilab accelerator, but also the staff, and the exper
ience and organization and resources of this lab. 

HR~ LAWSON: Excus.e me. Professor Merritt. I must ask for those of yoU who must talk with your neighbor 
to please do so outside. Thank you. 

MR. HERRITI:, The Europeans learned this lesson long ago when they centered ·their research. as the last 
speaker said, at the Mu'l.ti-National Lab of CERN near Geneva. This is a lab where the new massive Wand 
Z botons were discovered, and tt has-probab1y been the leading laboratory in the 'WDrld over the last 
five years. New acce)erators at CERN such as [copy mtssing] are built to take full •dvantage of existing 
facilities. This is a strategy that works and is one that we should adopt here. Research of the SSC 
wtll be centered on the new accelerator but even more on the building of new detectors, developing new 
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It will be absolutely essential to have external beam 
and develop new equipment for tre new detectors. We will 

Why ~u~licate this lab. instead.of building on an existing excellent facility. To attempt this ~uuld be 
to d1m1nlsh the effect1veness of our overall research effort. It would hurt Fennilab and it would hurt 
the research of the new SSC to spread our resources so thinly. The SSC will be the leading world labora
tory probably for decades in high energy research. 

It is a great benefit to the U.S. to have this in this country, and it is a great benefit to Illinois 
to have it in this state. The benefit to midwest universities such as The University of Chicago is 
enormous. Having the SSC here makes it possible for physic1sts to silTlJltaneously be active in their 
own universities and also in the research of a lab. Experimental groups have collaboration meetings 
here. The lab is a general center of research; not only in high energy physics but also in related 
areas such as theoretical physics or [copy missing] physics. At the University of Chicago we have been 
able to attract the very best [copy missing] central candidates and graduate students and faculty in 
part because of out proximity to Fennilab. Tile same is true for other labs in the Midwest and in 
Illinois. But how will the SSC affect the local conmunity? In tenns of its effect on the carr."~nity 
Fermllab is the best example. 

Student groups visit Fennilab from the universities and from the high scnools and see the detect~rs and 
the beam lines and the overall research effort that is going on there. There are always interes:ing 
scientific exhibits in the lobby of the Atrium abotJt radiation, cosmic rays, particle detectors or 
scientific research in general. Students fran Illinois and frcrn outside the state cane to live and to 
work over the si..mner with research groups. The Fer"TTiilab auditorium is somewhat of a cultura1 ceriter. 
with scientific lectures as well as other events. The genre of the lab has been an offset to the 
cOTmUnity and a good neighbor. In terms of the effect on the envirorment, the SSC will clearly hr·•e a 
strong positive effect on the i nte l lectua 1 and research env ironrrent of the area. 

But how will it effect the natural environ~ent? Again Fennilab is the example. It has had a strong 
positive effect on the natural enviromient, and it is 'llery clear that. thi:s trad'.tion will continue if 
the SSC is built here. Fermi lab was built under budget to blend with the surrounding area and to be a 
place of beauty and a place for families and for people to visit. Fermi lab is a wildlife refuge. it is 
a place where children and families cane to feed geese and duc~s and see the buffalo and to spend 
weekends. To spen~nday afternoon. You can frequent1y see raccoons and sometimes deer arour.d the 
lab. Bicycle tra i lfl"un a 11 over the lab. The Fenn i lab Prairie Restoration project has been a wo:1derfu l 
ecological project of the 1ab. So Fernr~1ah in general has been an asset to the coornunity. Md the SSC 
would continue that. 

But what will happen to Fermi lab if the SSC is built elsewhere? The lab might continue to thrive for 
years, but it will lose some of its best people to the new lab. As the SSC nears conpletion, the 
excitement of research at Fermi lab will diminish because the mission of this lab is to make discoveries, 
and that rreans to be the leading edge of scientific research and its ability to maintain this position 
is one thing that attracts the best physlcists to it. When the SSC goes into full operation, I doubt it 
will make sense to continue research at ~ermilab beca~se it will be overwhelmed by the superior facil
ities and capabilities of the SSC. 

What will happen to Fermi lab? The sole purpose of a lab is f~ndamental scientific research, ar.d 1 think 
it wi11 have to either radically cha~ge or die. Of course I do not know what will happen, but if the 
SSC is bullt elsewhere, in another 20 years I would not be surprised to see the Fermi lab site t:.;;-ned to 
other uses. What would you prefer to see at that site? A landfill. a new Bears' stadium, a ne~ a.~rport? 
Fermi lab r~s been an asset and whatever the case of what happens to that site the less of Ferm1laJ would 
be a serious loss to Chicago, to Illinois and to the comnunity. 

MR. LAWSCN: Thank you, sir. 
And once again I would ask is 
following speaker. Ms. Oeke. 

STATE.MENT BY BONNIE OEKE 

Is Bonnie Deke in the auditoriu~? You would be the ne~t speaker, please. 
Dennis Lemon here? Paul t:::i...rylo? You are he:e, okay. Yi)U would be the 

MS. DEKE: My name is Gannie Deke. I am a nurse at the neutron therapy facility at Fermi lab, a;·d I 
just have two short points of view from other people that I wanted to share with you this evening. We 
are currently treating a senior citizen from Chicago with a very serious tumor. Her sister who is 82 
years old who brings her back and forth for treatment states that a best friend of hers had a fa;m on 
the Fennilab site area. At the time when they had to give up their land they were Q~ite upset about 
it, but now when they look back on it and see what is happening on behalf of their friend and also what 
Fermi lab Mas generated on high technology and giving to our students, and introducing and encouraging 
our state, our high school children, into physics which is needed not only in our state but in many 
stat~s. they are very thankful that they made the choice or had that chqice to make at the time. 

And also I was in a seminar a couple weeks ago with a couple of people when I found out that I worked 
out here, had great things to say about the fact that they are not even that close but cooe out to the 
cultural events that are offered once a month out at the lab. And find it quite interesting that they 
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brought this to the coornunity out this far frOOI Chicago because in tenns of parking and what is offered 
for the c011111Unity, they figure that Fermi lab has given back a lot to the corrmunity, far more than what 
they ever anticipated when this first came about. That is it. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. Unless there is somebody, is there anyone else besides Hr. Kurylo who has 
registered to speak who has not been called this evening? As of now, Mr. Kurylo, you are the last 
speaker. And I hope, I trust, I have pronounced it correctly. but perhaps you will correct it for the 
record. 

STATEMENT BY PAUL KlRYLO 

MR. Kl.RYLO: Close enough, thank you. Well the many speakers before me have pretty well covered every
thing I had hoped to touch on and a lot more besides. One point that they had not made up until this 
point, and maybe the previous speak.er touched on it a little bit was that -- well, I will put it this 
way. I wa_s ln the area when the National Accelerator Project went down and was sited at Weston. And 
I am afraid many of the same arguments that I heard at that time against the National Accelerator we 
are hearing today again. 

This time ;nstead of a number of fanners being dislocated, we have got a lot of people with better and 
broader ed~cations to argue their points. So the level of the opposition has certainly increased. My 
opinion, however, is that this thing should still go down here in this area. I think the preponderance 
of the evioence is for it being sited in Illinois. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. If there are no other registrants to speak this evening, I think that what I 
will do is call a recess to this session and we will reconvene again at no later than 9:45. This session 
is now recessed until 9:45. 

{Recess.) 

MR. LAWSON: I wish to reconvene this evening's session on the public hearing for the draft Environ
mental Impact Statement. As far as I can tell there are no other speakers to_ give testimony tonight. 
Is there anybody here who sees it differently? If not then I must say that this is the end of this 
evening's session. I and the panelists wish to thank you all for your thoughtful conments and for 
observing the procedures of the session. 

You are re1Ynnded that there are sessions tomorrow beginning at 9:00 and at 2:00 and also at 7:00 in the 
evening. And the procedures to be fallowed then will be similar to the ones that we followed today. 
Also reminded that the doors will be open no sooner than one half hour before each of those three 
sessions. That is 8:30, 1:30 and 6:30 tomorrow. 

Finally I would like to remind you that the cannent period on the draft EIS lasts until October 17 and 
you are cordially- invited to sutxnit written ccmnents on the draft EIS until that date. And they should 
be sent to the site tasK force, whose address is given on cards available on the registration table 
outside. 

Thank you again for observing the procedures for tonight's hearlng and the session for tonight is now 
closed. 

(Whereupon at 9:46 the hearing was closed.) 
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(October 7, 1988: 9:00 a.m.) 

MR. NOLAN: I'd like ta get. started if we could. please. Good morning to-all-of you. I want towel
ccme you to the Oepartment of Energy's pub1lc hearing on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for 
the Superconduct-ing Super Co 11 ider. 

My naree is Dick Nolan. _and I am the Oeputy Executive Director of the SSC Site-Task Force-. And I am the 
presiding office for this session of this public hearing. A concurrent session you may be aware of is 
this hearing that is running next door in the gymnasiun. 

The purpose of my brief remarks today is to tell you why we're i!ll here. After my re:marks.- I will ask 
Mr. Barry Lawson, who ts- seated here to my, right, to outline for you how we w-ill be conducting our 
meet1ng..this IWJrning. 

The purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens such as yourselves the opportunity to com
me."lt in person-on the Department's. draft. Envirormenta1 Impact Statenant on the SSC. We want to make 
srJre that you are. aware that this is.not your only opportunity to ccmnent. for us. You may also send us 
written carrrents, whlch we would like to have received by not later than October 17th. 

We want you to.know that we are sincerely 1nterested in hearing what you have to say. We do want to 
hear your COOJQents, and that each of your ccmnents will be considered in the preparation of the final 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

Let me go back just a second now, and refresh yo1;.1r merories as to how we have cane to this paint in the 
site selection process. 

In January 1987, President Reagan's decision to proceed with the SSC was announced and construction 
funds for the· SSC were requested froot Congress. 

In April 1987. the Department issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently received 43 
proposals, and we found that out of those 43 that 36 of tMse would be -- were qualified. 

We forwarded those-qualified proposals to the National Academies of Science and Engineering for further 
evaluation. Based on the criterion. tn the invitation that we had- \ssued~. the Academies recoomended a 
list of eight most excellent sites for our further consideration. One of these proposals waa later 
withdrawn by the proposer. 

Following our review and verification of the Academies' recannendation to us, the Secretary of Energy, 
John Herrington, announced the best qualified list~ including ywr State's proposed.site, on 
January 19. 1988. 

On January 22, 1988, the DOE fonnally, announced that it wou.ld develop an Enviro11118ntal Impact- Statement 
on the proposed SSC. In February 1988. we held scoping meetings to obtain public cmment on the nature 
and scope of the issues that we should consider in the Envirormentat Impact Statement. 

You may recall that scoping meetings were held here, in Illinois. on February 18, 1988 and out of that 
whole process across all seven states,_ we got about 2,000 corments on the scope of the issues that 
should be considered. in the Environmental Impact Statement. 

Following public hearings here and in other Best Qualified List states, which are now. in fact, com-
pleted, we will develop a final EIS to be issued in December 1988. · 

Now, the draft EIS is the subject of our meeting this morning. It evaluates and COlllJares four different 
alternatives. One. site alternatives; that is the seven alternate locations that are under considera
tion for siting the SSC. 

Two,. technical alternatiYes. That. includes. different- technology,t equipment or facl-lity configuration. 

Three., progranmatic. a..lternattves., That. includes the. poss-ibt.lity of using. other· acce-Jerators,, inter
nat iona 1 co.1 laboratton-, or in- fact., delaying· the project. 

And four, the no-action alternative, which is the possibility not to construct the SSC at all. 

This draft EIS identifies and analyzes the-potential env-,irormental_consequenoes. expected to occur. from. 
siting, construction and aperation of the SSC at seven alternate sites. Let me again remind you where 
those sttes. ar-e located. They. ar:e- tn,Anizona 1 Colorado. J,],lino~s-... Michigan,, North Camlina,,, Tennessee 
and Texas. 
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This draft Env1rorvnental Impact Statement provides as much infonnation as possible at this stage of the 
project development regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed construction and 
operation of the SSC at each of the alternate seven sites. 

However, the Department recognizes that further review under the National Environme~tal Policy Act will 
be necessary prior to a decision to construct and operate the SSC at the selected s1te. 

So, after the site is selected, the ODE will prepare a supplement to this EIS to address, in consider
ably greater detail, the impacts of construction and operation at the selected site and the specific 
possibilities for minimizing those impacts. 

Let me tell you a little bit more about the draft EIS. This is a large document; it contains more than 
4,000 pages and it's organized into four volumes. 

Volume I is entitled "Environmental Impact Statement." VoltJTie 11 1s the Comnent Resolution Ooc1.111ent 
and it currently doesn't exist. It's reserved for your carments and responses to yoor conrnents and 
will appear only in the final published EIS. 

Volume III describes the methodology for site selection and Vollllle IV contains 16 appendices pro.viding 
detailed technical backup to the conclusions reached in the Environmi?ntal Impact Statement. 

Comnents at this hearing given to us by you will be used by the DOE to prepare a ftnal EIS to be issued 
this December. This docurrent will identify the Department's preferred site. And then, no sooner than 
30 days after the final EIS is distributed, the Department will publish its Record of Decision, which 
will include the final site selection and ccmplete the site selection process. 

This morning we will have the services of a professional moderator to insure that we have an orderly 
and fair proceeding. Measures have been taken to permit the maximum oppartunity for interested citizens 
to util1ze this session for expressing their comnents. 

We want to urge all participants in this morning's session to focus their carments on the draft EIS and 
avoid statements aimed solely at expressing opposition or support for the propasal by Illinois. 

All ccrnnents will becane part of the fonna1 record of this proceeding. Those specifically addressing 
the draft EIS will be the most useful to us in preparing the final document. Now, as I noted earlier, 
in addition to this opportunity for oral cOITlllents at this session this morning, individuals may give us 
written ccmnents. These should be postmarked by October 17th, the end of the fonnal 45-day conment 
period, to ensure that they will be considered in the preparation of the final EIS. We want to let you 
know, however, that we will consider conments received after this date to the best extent that we pos
sibly can. 

One final word on the role of the EIS and the site selection process. The National Environmental 
Policy Act requires that environmental impacts be considered by Federal decision makers, in making 
decisions on major Federal actions with potentially significant environmental consequences. An EIS is 
one of the methods used to do this analysiS, provide for public cannent and participation and make a 
final decision that meets the NEPA requirements. 

The EIS will be considered by the Secretary in maklng the site selection. 

We want to thank you in advance for your interest and participation with us this morning. This morn
ing, you will be addressing a panel composed of myself and Linda McClain, sitting to the right of Barry 
Lawson. Periodical1y, you will see that I will be spelled off by Mr. Jay Hunze and Linda wjll be 
spelled off by Mr. Bill Griffing.-

let me now introduce Mr. Barry Lawson who will describe how we will conduct this nx:arning's session. 
Barry. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you and good morning. My naire ls Barry Lawson and I am Conmun1ty Relations Special
ist and President of Lawson Associates, in Concord, Massachusetts. As an outside consultant. I have 
been hil"ed by the Department of Energy to serve as neutral moderator and facilitator for this hearing. 

As Hr. Nolan has said, the purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an opportunity to 
cannent on the draft Enviromental Impact Statement produced by the Department of Energy for the pro
posed Superconducting Super Collider. 

In February. the Department conducted a scoping meeting here, in Illinois, to liSten to and receive 
caJJJEnts on what should be considered in the preparation of the draft ~IS. 

DOE has now prepared the draft and seeks comTient on this document, which i's more specific in detailing 
the potential enviro~ntal impact of siting the SSC here, in Illinois, and in six other states. 
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The court reporter for this hearing and sitting to my left is Tim Oevine. When we begin the cornnent 
periocLof this hearing, I w111:annaunce·each·speaker. working from a list which-will be provtded·to me 
by the people at the registration' tab·le· 1n the lobby~ 

I will take the speakers in the order in which they have signed up· in ad\lance, with appropriate tespect 
for public officials. 

As this ts a· hearing to receive ccsments an a.draft' Environmental· Iq>act Statement, your·ccmments 
should focus on· tssues·-addressed· tn thts dtaft document. If I' ftncl'.that conments are·wandertng from 
the topic of this session, I wt 11 remi.nd you to focus your eotmlents more sharply. This is not intended 
to limit your remarks, but rather- to insure tkat they are os effective as possible in achieving the 
objective of thfs hearing. a-s. laid: out· by Mr·. Nolan. the residing official for this hearing. And to 
provide~ interested people· w,ith, a. fair· opportunity ta express their· v\eri, I have es tab 1 ished the fol
lowing: rules of conduct fOr·today's.sesstons. 

First of· all~ the sesstons·w·1-ll'meet this morning: from roughly-9:00- 'til 12':00. this· afternoon fr<J'I\ 
Z:OO to s:oo, and- if necessary, this evening fran 7·:00·o·c1ock on. 

Periodically-. I may call for comfort breaks. All cooments wtll be ltmtted to five minutes, un1ess 
otherw-1se noted by me. 1·tll try to re111ind you when-you ha\'e 30 seconds renatn1ng and' your cooperatio'l 
will be appreoiated.by the panel-and also by.other members of the publfc who wl·ll then also have an 
adequate opportunity- to share their ¥iews. 

I will attempt to take people at their scheduled times, although if sane of the presentations run less 
than five minutes. we may be able to· run a little ahead of schedule-. So. if you are scheduled to 
speak, I would' appreciat~ it if you:would be iil this rorsa probably·at·· least' 15 -to ZO minutes ahead of 
your scheduled time because. if past practice is any indication, we probably will be able to take you 
ahead of schedule. 

You are encouraged to submit written cornnents to me before or after your presentation and we have a 
black in-box down at the table to the left off the stage for you to put your conments in. 

At approximately 30 minutes before the scheduled end of the session, I will call speakers-who have 
registered at the door today. Some of these speakers may also be called earlier if we are running 
ahead of schedule. Therefore, any of you who wish to speak. but have not registered in advance, are 
reminded to sign up at the registration desk in the lobby . 

. Mr-. Nolan pointed out, for those of who wish to submit written conments later, the deadline is October 
17 and all °""""'nts raised on tile contef1t nf tile draft EIS, whether they beoral·or written, will be 
m.3de part of the record· to be considere-d:by the Department of Energy as it prepares-the final EIS-. 

Now·, the panel, Ms. MeCla .. tn and Mr. Nolan'.s·responsib1lity· is basically to listen· to your ccmnents and 
to ask- Glartfying questions that my be necessary to create a c-anplete record'of the-content of your 
cannents of the contents-of the draft EIS. 

You are reminded that this ts a sll'k)ke-free building. There is no smoking allowed in any area of the 
building. The;cafeteria ts for student' use-onlY,-and is,not avai-lable to the general public. There is 
a snack bar directly-opposite the entrance· to.the g}'l'llnas1in.which· ts available for your use. As the 
hearing is being held in a high school with students and faculty in attendance during many of our s~s
sions, we request that you restrict your moverrent for this hearing to the meeting rooms and the reg1-
stration areaS". Please do not loiter· in the corridors. And'I have a·lso been told that occasionally 
during the day, we will hear; may-hear; sounds-and' buzz-es for changes of classes, so don~t be alamied 
if we hear sane of those dur·tng·our session. And there also is a publicr address· speaker in this roan, 
although it tsn't very loud, which is used to Ca1111Unicate school messages. We hope that these will 
provide very little interference with today's session. 

The building will be- open·for·public access-b.u;ically· one-half hour before the start of each of the 
ses11t·ons. so this morning: it was at' 8:30, and; this afternoon it wlll be open at 1:30; and· a-gain this 
evening at 6:30. · 

I would like especially-to thank> the,Waubonsie Va.11ef'H1gh School and·School District Z~ f-or the use. 
of: their fac-i-llties for this hearing, Ve request· that everyone·attend\ng-am:t'part:icipating in these 
sessions respect high school property and help-- us-' t-o li:-eep·· it- clean. 

You are reminded that today-''s hearing- i&· be-ing held- in- two. roe.ms..- tlie·aUttltorium· antt: the gymasium-.. lf 
you were registerecfto speak: at the' Hearing; please meke·certain- that yoll·are in the· roan· that has been 
assigned to you.at registration. If there is any doubt, this 1s: the auditoriuw- and' tttat•·s- the-' g)"lflrla'"' 
sium. lf you are unoertain· as to ·which- roam· you' Ve been- ass-i9ned:. please· check- wlth the registrat'ion 
table outside. 
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Finally, because this is an official public hearing and your conments are being recorded, I ask that 
you be courteous with respect to the speakers so that not only may they be able to make their carrnents 
clear for the record, but also that the transcript can be as clear as well. Therefore, if you have 
need to cCITITUnicate with your neighbor or to discuss s011ething, I would really appreciate it if you 
would take the con~ersation to the lobby. 

I will announce any further procedural rules for the conduct as may be necessary. Again, your coopera
tion with the procedures in accanplishing the objective of today's hearing are rrost appreciated. 

Now 1t is time to introduce our first speaker. I will also ask you, when called upon to speak, to rrove 
to this podium which is directly in front of us, and for the record, to introduce yourself, to give 
your address, if you will, and to state your position and organization, if any. Also, I would like to 
remind you that if, in your presentation, you are asking questions or you would like to have some 
conments made on your ccnments, it is critical that you place your name, address, including zip code, 
on the comnents that you sul:mit, and if you would, also your telephone nurrber in case any questions of 
clarification come up there is a way for the Department of Energy toge~ in touch with you. 

Again, I remind you that if you wish to speak to sign up at the registration desk, and when I call on 
each speaker, 1 will also call on the on-deck speaker, and when I announce the on-deck speaker, we have 
set aside a row or two in the front here, in front of me for those people to sit in, so that if you 
would please, when you are called upon to be the on-deck speaker, move down to this area, this will 
increase the amount of time that you have for our presentation. 

The first speakers this 1110rning will be John Sero -- excwse me, instead of John Sero, will be Kristi 
Fracasso •. I believe, and Jenny Pankow, are they in the roan? They will not then be the first speakers. 

Is Oran Hark here? Mr. Hark, you'd be the first speaker and to be followed by Bonnie Wuensche, is that 
correct? Did I p_ronounce that correctly? ls Bonnie Wuensche. 

Perhaps Hill Smith? Sue Evans? You'd be the second speaker, ma'am. 

Mr. Hark, please. 

959 STATEMENT BY ORAN HARK 

MR. HARK: I live in Campton Township on Woodland Drive and I am one of the lucky ones. If they don't 
stay dowr. deep enough, they can go right through my basement. I Kind of wonder just what the value of 
this hearing is when we're here trying to present our side. yet our Governor and his entourage are in 
Washington meeting with the Head of the Energy Corrmission. I can only assume that there can be addi-
t iona 1 pranises of funds that make this entire meeting unnecessary. I would like to know just how and 
who will determine the value of the great oak trees that are going to lie not only on my property but 
along the path of this collider. These trees, many in excess of a hundred years old, not-only add 
great beauty to our property, but also protects in the winter winds and the surrrner sun. My heating and 
air conditioning bills are greatly reduced because of these trees. 

Now, these magnificent trees will be around Jong after we're gone if left undisturbed, but will die 
quickly if the roots are bothered. The collider will long be forgotten before they could ever be 
replaced. 

I keep hearing that the people of Fox Valley should accept decreased property values, loss of water 
wells and all of the known and unknown problems connected with this endeavor. All of this because it 
will bring jobs into the State of Illinois. As a Federal project, \rle all realize that bids will be let 
on a national basis. 

Contractors, materialmen will cane from all states, bringing with them their supervisory and key per
sonnel. Arizona, Colorado, Texas have vast wastelands that can house this project with little dis
turbance to their people, and our contractors and materialmen would still have every right to bid the 
jobs. 

l also hear the colltder will be tied into the Femii operation. This, again, is a joke. Just knowing 
anything about science and the improvements are made on a daily basis, thjs would be like tyjng an old 
one-armed adding machine into a modern-day computer system. 

This enttre vast expenditure. which is opposed by many learned men of science, by many men jn Congress, 
-- in fact, the funding of this whole· completed.· An'jWay, this w111 enable us to understand the "big 
bang" theory and ii creates to the universe. I don't think that you are going to change our mind, 
because most of us are still going to prefer the explanation jn the book of Genesis. 

The estimated $4 billion cost for this endeavor will run probably double that amount if it goes like 
most Federal jobs do. The State of Illinois, unable to supply nx>ney for education, for adequate pri
sons, for protection for people on the Chicago l trains and for other programs, could certainly use 
their share of this money.for much better purposes. 
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The next speaker will be Sue Evans and she will be followed by Jay Wuensche, is he here? Edward Malek. 
you will be the next speaker, Sir. 

958 STATEMENT BY SUE EVANS 

MS. EVANS: Good morning. I am Sue Evans and I live in Campton Township. I have always believed that 
America is a fair and just place to live, but during the course of the last nine lfl)nths, I have dis
covered that I have been living under a delusion. 

The State of Illinois has not wanted to deal fairly or justly with the people of Illinois in regard to 
the placement of the Superconducting Super Collider. The purposes of the Bill of Rights in the Const1~ 
tut ion were designed to protect the minority fran the majority. The tyranny of the majority. 

Clearly, in this case, the majority, the Illinois State officials, special interest groups and the 
scientists, have victimized the minority, the homeowner, the farmer and the small businessman. Why is 
it that the State of Illinois was not willing to disclose the location of SSC until the very last 
minute? I find it amazing that Illinois officials have had literally years to C0111>ile data, survey and 
do research while the general public has had a meager nine lfDnths to inform themselves and enlighten 
themselves on the SSC and its irrpact on their environment. 

Can you truly believe that nine months of preparation time can c~are to the years that the State has 
had? 

One area of concern 1s the loss of no less than 59 businesses. which in turn will reflect a loss of 
jobs in the area. I know the argtJnent is that the SSC will create new jobs, but the construction jots 
are merely telll>orary jobs and the jobs that the SSC will create are a wash compared to the existing 
jobs it will displace. 

Ar.other concern that \s very hard to c.omprehend is the confiscation of 6,500 acres of valuable fann 
land that wi.11 be needed for the construction of the SSC. Illinois has been blessed with fertile soil, 
but between the developers and the SSC, where will we turn to for fertile farm land that we need to 
grow the crops necessary to sustain this country? 

The line has to be drawn somewhere. The country cannot keep taking valuable fannland. The State of 
Illinois is asking people to give up something that they have worked their-lifetimes to achieve. The 
American dream is to own a home and some land in hopes that a citizen can live there free from hann and 
destruction. 

How can the State of Illinois mitigate the dreams of 160 families and businesses? 

The Environmental Impact Statement states that all the proposed sites. except Arizona, during the con
struction of the SSC would disturb or displace wetland habitats. Illinois has the second largest 
amount of wetlands to be impacted during the construction of. the SSC. Illinois states to have 850 
acres of wetlands tampered with during this construction procedure. How can the State of Illinois 
mitigate the animals and the plant life which have been living there in tranquility in the wetlands? 

There is a t1me when things are not to be mitigated, but to be left as nature intended. 

Another interesting point of impact to the envirorment are the 106 historical sites located in and 
around the 53-mile ring. I do not understand how anyone would not be concerned about the negative 
impact that the SSC could place on these historical sites. 

It is imperative that the Goverrment strive to preserve the special significances that these historical 
sltes represent. One site specifically ts located in the area where surface acquisition is i111>erative. 
How will this historical site maintain its importance if it is located in a cluster of west campus 
buildings? Would the State of Illinois surround Lincoln's home with office buildings and west campus 
clutter? 

My five minutes is rapidly drawing to a close and I haVe not yet had a chance to comnent on the nega
tive impact that the SSC will have on 320 or lfDre wells 1n the area, the noise level that the SSC will 
create in a highly developed area of human ~ceptors, the thousands of families that have been asked to 
gtve a portion of their land for tunneling purposes, the disposal of spoils removed from the tunnel, 
the possible reduct tons to the aquifers and the fact that the GoverTlllent has asked all of these people 
to live on top of an experiment with all of its uncertainties. 

I could go on and on because I do not believe that this project belongs in the State of Illtno;s. \le 
have not forgotten Weston.· Illinois, and we are not about to let history repeat itself. 
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In closing,. I would like to quote Woody Guthrie: "Now as through this world I rari>le, I see l~ts c;>f 
funny men. SCllle will rob you with a six gun, And sane with a fountain pen. But ~s throug~ th1s 11fe 
you travel. And as through your l lfe your roam, You ~on 't never sae an out law, Or1ve a fam1 ly from 
their hane." 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank YoU, Ms. Evans. The next speaker would be Edward Malek. To be followed by Bonnie 
Wuensche, 1s she here yet? You'll be the next speaker. 

1190 STATEMENT BY EDWARD MALEK 

{ 
MR. MALEK: Before I begin my presentation -- by the way, my name is Edward Malek. I live in Campton 
Township and I am chief legal counsel for the Citizens Against The Collider Here. 

Before I begin my presentation, because of time constraints, I do have a detailed analys1s of the quote 
unquote Good Neighbor Bill that was submitted by the State of Illinois. I have noted that I am submit
ting this on the top of the doctment with my name and address and telephone ni.mber on it. 

In addition, because of sar.e additions to my oral camients, I will be submitting a final draft of my 
oral conrnents at a later time. 

Since yesterday, you have heard many people cane before you to comnent on your draft Envirorrnental 
I~act Statement. Those opposed to the project told you of the adverse env\ronmental impact thls proj
ect would cause to our camrunity. as well as painting out the nt.merous deficiencies and half truths of 
this documents. 

If the SSC is sited in Illinois, the State has talked about how they would mitigate the impact. This 
morning, l am going to discuss with you how the people will litigate. Litigate the selection of this 
state in the final EIS, litigate the State and Federal violations to cur pol~ution standards and liti-

2 gate safety violations. 

3 

4-

.5 

6 

You can be assured that if you site the SSC in Illinois, your Department and citizens I represent will 
be in court for next 35 years. 

Your draft EIS is devoid of any consideration of compliance with Federal and State statutes concerning 
the environment. If sited in the State of Illinois, we guarantee you that there will be close monitor
ing during construction, as well as operation of compliance with the Clean Air Act, the Clean Water 
Act, the Safe Drinking Water Act, the Quiet Camun1ties Act of 1978 and the rules and regulations. 

Furthermore, your doc:lallent alinits that it does not meet the pollution standards .is enunciated by the 
Illinois Pollution Control Board. The draft EIS does not discuss compliance with the Illinois Ground
water Protection Act and the Prime Farm land Preservation Act. Dewatertng may result in violations and 
causes of action pursuant to the Illinois Water Use Act of 1983. 

With regard to land acqu\sition, my chain of legal experts is preparing a constitutional challenge ta 
the use of eminent domain proceedings in acquiring stratified fee estates. The quick-take provisions 
of this State are unconscionable and do not meet the minimal requirements of the Federal land Acqui
sition Policy Act of 1969. 

Most importantly, however, you cannot, as a matter of law, site the Superconducting Super Collider in 
the State of Jllinots due to the substantial direct and indirect adverse impact to our comnunities' 
wet lands and waterways. 

On June 8th of this year the Second Cfrcuft of the U.S. Court of Appeals decided the case of Bersani 
versus Robichard, which 1s cited 850 Federal second 36 (sic]. This decision sets a legal precedent 
that unequivocally disqualifies the Illinois site proposal. 

In interpreting the rule and regulations of the Clean Water Act, this court states that you must deter
mine whether an alternative s1te 1s available that would cause less adverse impacts to our Hation's 
wetlands. If such an alternative site is a practicable alternative, then that site must be selectP~. 

It is clear, based upon the draft EIS, that Illinois has the second highest acreage of wetlands 
directly affected. and in all likelihood, the largest area indirectly affected due to the proposed 
dewater1ng siltation of the Fox River Valley waterways during construction. 

It_ ls also very clear from your docllrlertt that there exists ffve distinct, practicable alternative sites 
that would have a far less adverse impact to our nation's wetlands. 

This recent U.S. Court of Appeals case instructs yau to select one of those five other sites. 

Your failure to do so will result in litigation by the citizens fn this cam11nfty opposed to the SSC 
and in all likelihood, due to the keen competition for this project, litigation in other jurtsdicttons. 
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This is not a threat; this is not a myth. This is merely a fact. A fact of the resolve of my clients 
to keep this project out of their lives. 

Furtherrrore. you can be sure that this recent case has been distributed to the other states vying for 
this project. or will be so in the very near future. 

Finally. Sersanl versus Robichard instructs you that a 404 Clean Water Act.study 111Jst be conducted and 
practicable a~ternative sites determined at the time you enter the market to search for a site, ·and not 
after a site 1s selected. As of this date, you have failed to conduct suc_h an in-depth study pursuant 
to the applicable code of Federal Regulations, 40 CFR 2310, et sequitur, and you have so adnitted in 
the draft EIS, CS.1.5-17 [sic]. 

In conclusion, I must caution you concerning the resolve of my clients. They have been and will con
tinue to be steadfast in their resolve to have the SSC sited an,YWhere but fn their canmunity. They are 
articulate, intelligent and highly sophisticated people who have the resources available to continue in 
their goal of opposing this project. 

Don't be as foolish as our local and State officials to underestimate them. 
this state as the site of the SSC, you can be assured of legal and political 
not opposing this project waiting to cut the best dea-1; they are opposing it 
and just thing to do. 

Thank you. 

HR. LAWSON: Thank you, Mr. Malek. The next speaker wil) be Bonnie Wuensche. 
pronouncing that incorrectly. To be followed by Hili Smith. Is Hili Smith? 

MS. SMITH: It's Hildi, H-1-L-D-l. 

MR. LAWSON: I'm sorry. You'll be the next speaker. 

If you are, and you select 
confrontations. They are 
because it is the right 

I'm sorry. I'm probably 
Is Hili Smith? 

9bf STATEMENT BY BONNIE WUENSCHE 

MS. WUENSCHE: Gentlemen. thank you for thls opportunity to speak. Regarding Table 3-6 which is a sum
mary of sites specific land acquisition plans. At the bottcm of the chart. it is shown that there are 
going to be 59 businesses relocated in Illinois if the SSC is sited here. 

This number is in error because it is too small. It only reflects conditions as of January l, 1986. 
That is the effective date of the tax maps used by the Illinois ENR to arrive at all of their affected 
parcel statistics. Oue to the extensive development throughout the region during '86, '87 and during 
the c·urrent year, many businesses have been built on areas designated as surface take regions. 

Many of them are located in the St. Charles Industrial Park area whi1e otl"e-rs are located near Eo,a. 
We wonder whether or not the Illinois ENR has ever found tine to notify these people that their pro
perty may be confiscated. If not, it may be interesting to note what legal action might transpire, if 
in fact I l-1 inois becomes a selected site. -

In any case, what is important to note is that Table 3-6 clearly shows that Illinois has by far the 
most number of businesses which must be relocated by the SSC. In fact, Illinois stands to close up 
shop on better than four ti:Ties the number of businesses from all the other states canbined. 

This, again, points out the relative density and develoµnent of the Illinois site as compared to the 
other six states. What does this mean for the ODE? It should again translate into a more difficult 
land acquisition process in Illinois and increase the odds that tunnel construction in Illinois will 
not proceed on the DOE's time schedule. 

Several key points of information are left off of this Table-3-·6. Nowhere does it show how many 
employees will be displaced. Nor does it show what types of businesses will be confiscated. These 
are not simply retail outlets. Host are very complex, sophisticated conmercial and industrial 
enterprises. 

These 60-plus businesses happen to employ well over 600 people. This represents a sizable labor force, 
which will be lost to the Fox Valley. In fact, this loss in employment is greater than the 500 new 
eJTllloyees that the SSC is supposed to create at Fermi lab. 

Any mention of the number of lost jobs in the EIS is glaringly absent. 
and economically unsound to only talk about the increase in labor that 
in fact, there are real economic negatives involved also? 

Doesn't it seem a little odd 
will result fran the SSC when, 

Each and every one -of these businesses that must be uprooted and relocated had ~ery specific and com
plex reasons for locating where they are. Their economic well-being obviously depends upon their 
location. 
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To find exactly the same set of circumstances again for them 1n another location will be extremely 
difficult, even more difficult than evicting people from their homes and finding them other places to 
live. 

Many of these businesses will likely shut down forever. Others will not relocate 1n this area because 
they feel betrayed by their State Government and betrayed by their local politicians who had done abso
lutely nothing to stop the State and the SSC from disrupting their activities. 

As a consequence, the bulk of these businesses and their 600-plus errflloyees are going to be lost to the 
Fox Valley region forever. This negative economic impact is never considered in EIS and is a blatant 
error in true cost-benefit analysis. 

What is very obvious about the EIS is the CCIYlpletely illogical econCJllic argl611ent which it portrays. It 
points up the fact that many noneconomists have been compiling the facts and figures a~d have been 
setting policy. This cannot be tolerated. Only in Illinois does this failure to look at the negative 
economic impacts of the SSC or the cost of the confiscated land beccxne so important. 

Ho other state stands to lose the cannercial development property or the existing businesses that 
Illinois does. The economists fran Illinois proponents and from the DOE must receive a failing grade 
on their illogical economic approach to Illinois. 

Once again, it is clear that we people of the Fox Valley are being asked to pay too high a price for 
this supposedly national project. 

I am sick and tired of the State of Illinois' deliberate and well-orchestrated plan of poorly informing 
the public, telling the public only what it wants them to hear, concealing infonnation and placing the 
burden of disproving its plan on the opponents of the SSC. 

I'd like to know how many of the people here today who say they support the SSC and those who signed 
their petition have actually read the site proposal, draft EIS, all the appendices cover to cover. 

Thank you very much. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Wuensche. The next speaker will be Hildi Smith. She would be followed by 
Jay Wuensche, is he here? 

If not, is Victor Tenple here? Perhaps Kristi Fracasso and Jenny Pankow here. 

You'll be the next speakers, please. 

Ms. Smith. 

!f92 STATEMENT BY HILD! SMITH 

I 

MS. SMITH: I live 1n Campton Township in Kane County. I would like to address the economic alterna
tives -and the emotions associated with this SSC project in Illinois. 

One of the major reasons why Illinois should not be the final site for SSC is due to the extensive 
degree of development which exists at the Illinois site. Page 4-72 and Table 4-21 both indicate that 
Illinois has the most CCX11plex pattern of current land uses available.' 

Also, Page 4-76 states that "of all seven sites, only Illinois presents a situation where growth has 
triggered not only an intensification of current use but also major development classification. 
Ranaining six sites do not portray this kind o! future growth." 

This is a key statement by the EIS. Only in Illinois are current land uses leading to property moving 
from one land classification to a higher classification. As a consequence, the land available at the 
Illinois site has potential alternate uses. This is not true at the other six sttes. 

The fact that the property at the Illinois site could be used for other purposes actually makes this 
property nrJre valuable than the land located at the other sites. 

The EIS that no future land use changes are expected to occur at the other basically remote and un
developed sites. Only Illinois stands off by itself as having alternative land uses available for the 
proposed SSC acreage. 

However, this opportunity cost associated with the I11fnofs acreage is never taken Into conslderac1on 
by the EIS or by any of the economic studies prepared by the Illinois ENR, SSC for Fennilab or by the 
Department of Energy. 
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The Illinois site is unique in its econanic potential, yet this fact is ccmpletely ignored by the pro
ponents of the Illinois proposal. All economic discussions have centered around the econcmic benefits 
that will be derived fran the SSC project while ignoring many of the cost ccrnponents which must be con
sidered in a true cost-benefit analysis. 

Either the econCJ11ists involved 1n preparing the EIS have made a major mistake or there were no econo
mists involved at all. 

Another factor that is obviously missing fran the EIS is an analysis of the psychological impact which 
the SSC project is already having upon the affected residents at each alternative site. 

In Illinois. for example, there is no discussion about the degree of involvement necessary ~or people 
to fi.ght this project .. Nowhere does 1.t describe the animoslty which has developed between the affected 
property owners and the goverrment of the State of Illinois. Nowhere does the EIS describe the tremen
dous degree of distrust which the local cam11.1nity has towards our Governor, our local political leaders, 
the Department of Energy, and especially Fermi lab. 

The EIS 1s describing local attitudes and feelings toward the SSC and its proposers. As a result, you 
scientists do not understand the complete hatred which we affected property owners have towards the SSC 
in general. 

Nor do you understand that fraTI the EIS the resolve that we people have towards insuring that the SSC 
will not be sited in Illinois. We are prepared to do whatever it takes to impress upon you scientists 
that you are not welccme here in a professional capacity. 

Every legal means will be exploited in an attempt to force you to set this intrusion elsewhere. The 
EIS has failed miserably in its jud!Jrlent of local attitudes, and I just want to make one thing posi
tively clear. 

The only way the SSC can come to Illinois is through the courts. 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON! Thank you, Ms. Smith. The next speakers will be Kristi Fracasso and Jenny Pankow, who 
will split the five minutes, I understand. 

STATEMENT BY KRISTI FRACASSO 

MS. FRACASSO: We're students from Waubonsie Valley High School and we don't think it's fair that 
they're ripping down the houses and the farms to put this thing up when they could put it somewhere 
else and it wouldn't affect them. 

And it's not fair that they're ruining these places just to put this thing up. 

STATEMENT BY JENNY PANKOW 

MS. PANKOW: I feel that the people are for it, it really shouldn't be up to the adults. It should be 
more up to the kids because by the time they get it up, we're going to be, you know, we'll be the 
future generation, not them. 

And they should not worry so 1T1Jch about it because, you know the older people, maybe some of them won't 
even be here any more by the time this thing goes up. 

And I just think the whole thing is stupid. That's why for us, we have our own name for the SSC. It's 
stupid super collider. That's how we look. at it as. Because I think the whole thtng is stupid. 
Because they have no right kicking people out or tearing down fanns or anything. I mean they can·, lf 
the people want to, sure, they can tear them if they want to. but half these people are getting forced 
to rove out and they shouldn't have to do that. There is no way they should. 

That's it. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you both. The next speaker would be Jay Wuensche, is he here now? 

Perhaps Victor TelllJle7 Martin Friel. Michael Panesensk1. You"ll be the next speaker, sir. 

Is Ronald Semon here? Pam Patte. Steve Watts. 

Mr. Panesenski, why don't you proceed and we'll see where we stand after that. 

STATEMENT BY MICHAEL PANESENSKI 

MR. PANESENSKI: Okay. My name is Mike Panesensk1. I live in Campton Township. 
run through some negatives regarding the siting of the SSC in Illinois. 
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SO!le randan prairie land loss is possible. Eight hundred and fifty acres of wetlands will be impacted 
in Illinois. This is the second largest amount of wetlands among the seven alternative sites. 

Scme wetland habitat will be adversely impacted or lost. More acres of prime farm land are being 
removed from production in Illinois than at any other site. 

More property owners are involved in Illinois than in all other states combined. 

More wells will be closed in Illinois than in all other states cOITt>ined. 

More businesses will be closed or relocated in Illinois than all other sites coni:iined. 

Because of the above, Illinois has the mJst difficult land acquisition process of any site. Illinois 
has a regional groundwater overdraft. Groundwater usage exceeds the replenisllnent of supplies. Both 
direct and indirect water usage of the SSC will worsen the overdraft water supplies. More water chan~ 
nels cross the proposed ring at the Illinois site than any other. The Fox River 1s the largest sur
face water channel with the largest watershed.area to cross the ring at any site. This means that the 
Illinois site has the.highest probability for siltation of streams to occur. 

The presence of methane gas at the Illinois site will pose a tunneling construction problem. Ground
water leakage into the access shafts and tunnel will be the greatest of all sites. In fact. the five~ 
mile stretch between E3 and E4 will leak at the rate of 5,200 gallons per minutes 100 feet or nearly 2 
billion gallons per day. 

This water problem will place the entire construction project in jeopardy. The entire Fox Valley SSC 
site is covered by flood insurance maps and therefore shows a high probability for damage due to flood
ing. This is not true at other sites. 

The sedimentation ponds located at E and F shaft sites may or may not be large enough to hold the water 
long enough for adequate sedirrentation. This could result in imneasurable sediment impact on streams 
in the adjacent area. Sedimentation of our streams remains one of our major concerns. 

The Illinois site has the largest number of people living adjacent to the proposed SSC facility sites. 
As a result, more people in Illinois will be adversely impacted by noise pollution, air pollution, 
exposure to airborne radionuclides, adverse vlsual impacts of noise and vibratlon impacts due to dyna
miting than any other site. 

Illinois is the only site with an existing groundwater quality problem. Elevated levels of radium in 
our groundwater supplies. The surface water quality of the Illinois site is already the worst of the 
seven sites. The air quality of the rltinois site is already the worst of the seven sites. Ours is 
the only site which is in the region of nonattainment for both carbon monoxide and ozone levels. 

Only the Illinois site is located in an area that already has two so1.Jrces contributing to an increase 
in a natural background radiation level. 

f'ermilab and McGee Chemical lab. Illinois is already the site with the greatest number of potentially 
hazardous or toxic material sources. Illinois shows the lowest levels of public services available at 
all seven sites. 

Our student-teacher ratios are the worst. Our health care levels are the worst of ar.y site. ·And our 
fire and police protection for DuPage, Kane and Kendall Counties are well below the national average. 

The roads of the Illinois site are the most congested of all seven sites and not only are the roads 
subject to breakdowns from the flow of traffic, more travel time will be required to ln'.JYe from point to 
point around the ring in Illinois versus any other site. 

Illinois is already the site with the greatest nuffiber of JIN;ln-made sources of radioactivity. Illinois 
already has the highest levels of background notse adjacent to proposed E and F shafts access shafts. 

Kendall County fs only one of two counties of all sites where a negatiYe econ0'11iC benefit is antici
pated for the life of the project. 

Production 1n the nllllber of spot ls, dump sites, down to four quarries in Illinois, creates renewed 
problems of congested truck traffic on all whole roads and at the d1.111p sites themselves. As many as 
290 truckloads of material may be traveling towards Quarry No: 1 on any given day. 

Quarry No. l 1s on the corner of Route 31 and Mclean Boulevard near South Elgin. 

There is direct hydrological connection between the surface waters and groundwater supply at the 
1111nois site. Th1s creates the opportunity for our groundwater supplies to be adversely impacted by 
siltation or other pollutants entering our surface waters because of the SSC construction or 
operat ~ans. 
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The inclement Illinois winters can be expected to reduce the number of available working days and 
thereby increase total construction time. 

Because of the large number of human receptors at the Illinois site and other closeness to SSC facili
ties. a g~eater amount of mitigation changes will be required versus alternate sites. This equates to 
increased costs and increased construction time. 

The presence of the largest and most organized local opposition to the SSC in Illinois is a problem 
itself. Litigation against the State of Illinois and the U. S. Department of Energy can be expected to 
lengthen tunnel construct ton time tn Illinois. 

Illinois is the only site where land use patents are expected to change to a higher level without the 
SSC. The Fox Valley site is moving from agricultural to residential or carmercial. Only the Illinois 
site has alternative land uses. This opportunity cost is never taken tnto consideration ln any economic 
assessments. 

The Illinois site has the most historical sltes and the most prehistoric or archaeological sites thdt 
may be adversely impacted by the SSC. 

We do not want the SSC in Illinois. 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. Let's see if we have any -- can I have a show of hands of those people who 
were signed up to speak this morning who were here? So. I'm going to go through the list and if I call 
your name, please raise your hand again. 

Jay Wuensche. Victor Temple. Martin Friel. Ronald Semon. Pam Patte. Steve Watts. Patti Gilson. 

You'd be the next speaker, ma'am. 

John Stafford. Tony Milsted. Kathy Bennett. 

You'll follow her, please. 

Janet Manns. 

VOICE: Mr. Lawson, Ms. Manns is here. She's just outside finishing up her speech. She asked me to 
notify her when her name was called. 

MR. LAWSON: Okay. ftne. Would you give me a high stgn when she comes in. 

Robert Cesario. Phyllls Markovlc. Nancy Malek. Carolyn Ludeman. Donna Bryski. John Ross. Gerald 
Mathers. Robert McKinney. Carol Bayer. Janet Kral. Bob Bennett. And A. Glienke. 

looks like I should have started from the end of the list instead of fran the beginning. 

Okay. Then, the next speaker will be Patti Gilson, and she would be followed by Kathy Bennett. 

Ms. Gilson. 

STATEMENT BY PATTI GILSON 

MS. GILSON: My name is Patti Gilson and I live in the Campton Townshio. ~e 4-21 is in error when it 
indicates that only 320 wells fall-within the 1,000-foot zone of the co~id;; ring in Illinois. This 
number is artificially low because it only reflects conditioris as they ex1sted as of January 1st, 1986. 

The real truth ts that over 650 wells lie in the l,000-foot path and hundreds more are in extreme close 
proximity to the ring boundar~e Illinois ENR has refused to upgrade their information and further 
lawsutts can be expected to result fran the fact that hundreds of potentially affected tndividuals have 
never been notified by the State or the DOE. 

Page 4-21 of the DEIS is also in error when it makes the broad generalization that groundwater is not 
projected to significantly tncrease at any proposed site. The current growth statistics indicate that 
Kane County's population may double by the year of 2010. 

If these projections are accurate, wouldn't it seem logical that groundwater use would also increase? 
And isn't a doubling of residents significant to the DOE? Once again, subjectivity on the part of the 
EIS writers is evident. 

This erroneous assufTlltion is based upon two things. One, the use of outdated growth statistics as pre
sented in the Illinois proposal and two, the erroneous assumption that the municipalltles in Kane 
County will switch over the Lake Michigan water. 
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The land acquisition for Illinois that appear at the back of Appendi>< 4 of the_ DEIS are totally inade
quate far the purpose that they are intended. Each site was asked by the DOE ta supply detailed up-to
date property maps for their inclusion in the DEIS. Upon examining the maps fran each ring superim
posed above the parcels that are going ta be affected through surface take or ground -- underground 
easement acquisition. However, you will notice that the maps far Illinois don't shaw any property that 
is adjacent to the ring. Every other state very conveniently shows the DOE how the ring lies in rela
tion to the property adjacent to it. 

The Illinois maps are the only one which try to mask the density of the population and developnent that 
exists next to the collider path and adjacent to SSC's facilities such as E, E, F and J sites, 

In fact, numerous access shaft sites such as ES, F8, E9, F9 and J sites 1, 3 and 4 are all very con
veniently left off the maps. The DOE requested specific detailed maps, and yet, Illinois failed to 
comply. Once again, the State ENR can be faulted for trying to obscure the public knowledge of where 
these facilities will be located. 

Upon talking with the land management division of the Department of Energy in Washington, CATCH has 
learned that even the DOE is appalled by the quality of the maps as presented by the State of Illinois. 

The normal procedure for an entity that is trying to win a project such as the SSC is for that organi
zation to present as l'll.lch and as detailed information as possible tn the hopes of coming out on top. 

Illinois, however, has chosen to deal in misinformation. -secrecy and inaccuracies. The land acquisi
tion maps provided by Illinois are simply not examples to us -- are .simply another example ta us that 
the DOE in Illinois does not want to win the SSC based on merit. They want it handed ta them on a sil
ver platter. 

That is the professional side of the speech, but there is also, and I believe more importantly, a per
sonal side. The personal side of the approximately 4,000 families that will be affected. 

I, myself, am getting very frustrated and annoyed at the continual comparison at this project's effect 
on the conrnunity with the effects of the original Fermi lab project. 

Yes, they are both fruit, "but a different variety. Fermi lab, at the onset, bought up the land and 
hemes so that the project was on Government property, so that when the experiment was in operation, no 
one was in jeopardy. 

Do we have this security? I think not. Not when this tunnel is going right under a high school of 
approximately 2,600 students. I quote an article in a Dallas paper that reads. "Scientists have said 
the resulting collision of protons would, for a fraction of a second, produce high energy conditions 
similar to those that may have e><isted in the creation of the universe." I stress the words, at the 
creation of the universe. How can any Gaveonment agency, State agency, et cetera, even thlnk of put
ting such a project under a school? 

Secondly, another statement that I hear constantly is that Fennilab didn't affect the property values 
of the homes surrounding it. I believe this may be true, but how can this be ccmpared with the 
appraisal of homes with tunnels underneath them to those homes with not. It is a ludicrous canparison. 
And with the legislative bill with the words, "may negotiate with" instead of the words, "must nego
tiate with," it is even more ridiculous. 

If the Fennilab and State wanted this project, why not follow the first Fennilab's success? None of us 
want to leave our hemes, but if the SSC has ta come into our State, why not buy up the land that is 
within the S_O-mile radius, or at least give the families the right ta leave without penalty. 

And, there would be no risk. Even the minutest chance of it, to any individual. If the Governor and 
officials feel that the State wants this project, why hasn't there been an official counting or ballot 
of people within this 50-mile radius? 

And I think it is because our illustrious Governor and officials are doing the proverbial, and l hope 
you people have seen "The Best little Whorehouse in Texas" -- because our Governor is doing the little 
sidestep. 

MR. LAWSON' 
Janet Manns. 

Thank you, Ms. Gilson. 
Is Janet Manns here? 

VOICE' I'll go get her. 

The ~ext speaker will be Kathy Bennett. 

MR. LAWSON: Okay, if you would, please. 

Ms. Bennett. 
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MS. BENNETT: Good lfDrning. My name ls Kathy Bennett and I reside in Campton Township. 

Table 3-7 indicates that Illinois has the most historical sites which may be affected by the invasion 
of the SSC._ Also, this same chart shows that Illinois has the most prehistoric or archaeological sites 
that may be affected by the SSC projec~le 3-7 indicates that the Fox Valley area will experience 
an increase in school enrollment by 2,004·students by the first year of operation, should the SSC cane 
to 111inois. An additional 99 teachers are expected to be needed by that time. 

Th\s places an additional tax burden upon the local taxpayer, a burden that we already are finding too 
heavy a load. Our local conmunities are being asked to subsidize too much of this national project. 

Table 4-27 indicates that Il1inois alread~ has the next to worst student-teacher ratlo of the states. 
If, in fact, we can't afford to hire these 99 new teachers, then our local student-teacher ratio 
beccmes even worse. Is this the beautiful, socio-economic atmosphere that the State of I-llinois has 
painted for you scientists? 

Table 3-7 also gives the false impression that a very small arrount of acreage in Illinois will receive 
adverse ~oise levels while the SSC is under constructlon. The small acreage figure is misleadlng 
because due to the density and the develo~nt of the Illinois.site, the background noise is already 
the highest. 

As a consequence, even though the SSC construction will make it even higher, the degree of increase is 
not as great as those for the other states. However, you scientists cannot ignore the fact that the 
overall noise level, while the greatest in Illinois, wi11 be the greatest in Illinois, and that the 
greatest number of people will be the most annoyed in Illinois. The vast numbers of annoyed human 
receptors in Illinois should be your major concern when ccmparing the noise levels and statistics 
between the states. 

Chart 3-7, Page 3-57 indicates that Illinois will experience a net loss of over $6.S million during the 
peak year of construction in the primary counties where the SSC will be located. Yet, a11 along we 
have been told by the SSC proponents that this is supposed to be an economic boom to the area. Only 
the State of Arizona shows a larger a11ticipated loss in Illinois and that can be explained by the large 
amount of infrastructure improvements which must be built and financed by the state. 

We might therefore ask the SSC for Fermi lab to explain why this fiscal loss will occur right during the 
peak of construction. 

Of perhaps even greater significance is that Table 5.1.8-8 shows that Kendall County will lose $400,000 
during the first year of construction. And an additional $300,000 per year for the remainder of the 
life of the project. Kendall County is one of only two counties among all the counties involved in the 
seven states that will experience this negative financial impact. 

Just why has this never been mentioned by the State or Governor T~son and why is this project being 
portrayed in such a positive light when there is so many glaring negat~ves involved for Illinois and 
their taxpayers? 

In conclusion, I would like to mention that my house is not on the ring. But, as an Illinois taxpayer 
and resident of the Fox Valley area, I am definitely affected. 

The State of Illinois does not have the right to be spending tax monies on a project like this when it 
can't afford the existing projects in their budget, such as the education of its youth. 

I ask you, where is Governor ThC111pson's fiscal responsibility? The construction of the SSC would be 
like Illinois buying the DOE a Cadillac when Illinois can only afford a Volkswagen, and because of the 
Congressional funding, the DOE could not afford the gas to put into that Cadillac. 

The State of Illinois cannot afford this project and the citizens don't want it. 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Bennett. The.next speaker, instead of Janet Manns, who will be here a 
little bit later, is Carol Bayer. Is Carol still here? And following her would be Janet Kral. 

STATEMENT BY CAROL BAYER 

MS. BAYER: I'm Carol Bayer and I live in St. Charle~am for the no-action alternative. I am 
opposed to our tax dollars being used for the collider because of the i""act on our schools, on our 
children. 

lhe temporary transient people will increase our already overcrowded classrooms. 
lars being used in our classrooms, not under our classrooms. 
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This magnetic field will go under our 3,600 children at St. Charles High School. The impact on the 
other schools around the desertron is just now being addressed-. 

Was this a sl'1p-up that ts wasn't discussed in the Environmental Impact Statement? 

Also was deleted the-discussion on increased traffic on roads past our schools and the impact this 
could have on our children. 

3 These- issues rrust be addressed. When r said desertron, it wasn't a slip-up. Just a reminder and a 
quote from Leon Lederman, Director of Fermi lab, our good neighbors-. Yes,. he called- it the·desertron 
because he thought it needed to be built somepl'ace undesirable and cheap. 

Ladies· and· gentlemen, I don't know what your tax base is, but mine has been raised. three times in the 
last year. It's not cheap. 

It' hasn't taken us long to feel the- negative effects frcm the Super Ca-T'lider. As we listen- here today 
anct· yest'erdit)I, human beings are now being- re.ferT'ed to as human receptors. I don.' t like my children 
being· referred-to-as human receptors. 

4 Our politicians don't know what they're talking about. In-one statement in our 14th D-istrict. it has 
been- stated that whtle 80 percent of the people favored the collider, the very same publication stated 
on-ly nine percent of the people- wanted- their· tax cto·l1ars spent on research and devela1JT19nt. 

Somebody out there dOesn't know what the co·llider means-. Or what it's for. 

Our politicians are playing games with us. Using our tax dollars far a world collider Ol}Tnpics. This 
race is promoted as necessary research and development. Yet, it seems ta be. irore of a .. quest far set
t-1ng:· a.· world; record. 

Please, let's leave our games at the Olympics. I' support the no-action alternative. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. The next· speaker will be Janet Kral and she would' be followed by Jay Wuensche, 
if he has arrived. If not, is Victor Temple here? Martin Friel. Ronald Semon. Pam Patti. Steve 
Watts. 

VOICE: Okay. Then you will be the next one I would have called. You will be the next speaker after 
Ms .. Kra-1. 

963 STATEMENT BY JANET KRAl 

MS. KRAL: My name is Janet Kral, and I live in Campton Township to Illinois taxpayers. In all the 
hoopla over- the number of jobs-which·· this project would-supposed.ly cr.eate, the State of Illinois and 
the DOE have avoided discussion of the. cost to Illinois taxpayers. Those costs are significant and 
should be considered in evaluation of the project. 

T-hey include the publicly knqwn subsidy-· of $570 million from the State of I'Tlinois ta the Federal 
Government, plus its financing cost, plUs costs· of last property· tax base, local government ccmnit
ments, and lower property values. ' 

The value. ofi the secret sealed incentive shou-ld'· a-lso be included. but of course, only James Thompson 
supposedly knows that amount and is not telling. 

The- result is that the State of llltnois wi·ll be paying- $J:-.7 billiOn· for this- project plus the value of 
the secret sea.led incentive. and its f-inancing· costs. Bi.It most of this amount is not considered in- the 
socio-economic section of DEIS. The cost of the publicly known incentive and the secret incentive are 
not part of the DOE assessment., DOE answers- that they are not a·llowed' ta cons·tder these· costs, even if 
they are public knowledge, because of the Damenici amenctnent. This being the case, I submit that this 
process of side evaluation is flawed and because of the obvious inconsistency and is therefore invalid. 

I.f a.. va,lid soc:io-econanic. assessment ts. to· be' irtade"~. 1-t must cons-ider· a 1 l costs· including the· pub 1 ic ly 
known· incentiYe' and the seer.et· incentive-. To;. ho...ld that- a• canprehens·iv8" rev-iew of. socio-economic 
effects has been made when these costs are cinitted is lack of rigor and outright dishonesty. 

The Danenici. amendnent supposedly protects -the small states in this siting evaluation. But In fact, 
\he affect. ts' just.- the-, IJPposi·te-.. This amendnent al lows the States- tu• make· 11uge< 1ncenti've--- offi!rs. and 
a.1 lows.. them. the. lu•tn'!y· of not· hav-1ng: tG riwea.11 the: amounts- of, these incenttves to' the' taxpayers that 
wtlT pay then. This situation is an outrage. 

tt. is.. _the result- of. the-: canhined· ef.fort~ o.f th!· Sta-ta· seeking· the ssc- and: the- DOE- ta deprtve· the tax~ 
paying citizens of their homes, theil! land,. the.i'J' prt-v.acy· and; eYen, thei'f'· 'f!'ight t-o· know- how· many of 
their tax dollars a~e to be taken for this dubious project. 
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~nd finally. 1 have attended this hearing yesterday, last night and this morning. I find it surprising 
that all the proponents there claim to be with this project, that only~ handful have cane to speak at 
this final hearing. 

I think this is telling you scmething, gentlemen. That we are dedicated group of people and we are 
conmitted to the end. You will not put the SSC in Illinois. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Kral. The next speaker will be John Stafford and he would be followed -
is Janet Manns here yet? 

If not. then Mr. Bob Bennett would be the next speaker. Mr. Stafford. 

9b4, STATEMENT BV JOHN STAFfllRO 

MR. STAff-oRrf: 1---would like to thank the D<lE for this oppartunity to comnent on the EIS and for the 
first, what 1 consider. T"eal information Cfl the ir11>act cf this new maichlne that you &:re trying to place 
scmeplace in the United States. 

First of all, I would like to call your attention to the errors in Figure 9-20, H1.1nan Receptors 
Illinois SSC Site. Regarding the area shown on your drawing, PM-E3, the E9 site in Figure 9-20, you do 
not show the St. Charles High School containing some 2,600 students and faculty, nor the Norris 
Recreation Center serving 1,000 people per day-. 

In addition. you do not show the develoi:rnent of Hunt Club and Royal Fox which will add about 1,000 new 
homes well within a half a mile of the E9 site. 

Figure 9-20 also fails to show several other schools near or on the ring such as the Kane land High 
School. I have provided maps here which I will hand over to you s~ing the locat\on of these sites. 

I carment on this only to point out that the density of people involved in the Illinois site is much 
more than indicated by the State of Illinois by an order of magnitude. 

The area I live in on the ring is much more densely populated than is indicated in any data provided or 
anything published by the State of Illinois as I have satd. I do live on the ring. 

When things go wrong, a lot more people are going to be affected than our politicians are willing to 
adnit. I will speak to that later. 

Concerning the densely populated E9 and the moderately populated area F9 adjacent to each other, and 
that a major educational complex is located almost at E9, tt is difficult that the accident rate during 
construction will only increase by ten accidents per year. 

In fact, I suggest you have to look at the local accident rate. In fact. a triangle consisting of 
Kirk, Dunham and Route 64 is consistently the scene of many major accidents and deaths because of the 
mix of trucks. cornnuter and school traffic. 

As indicated in Volllf!e I, Chapter 9, Section 25.2.4 [sic], Illinois is already designated as a non
attairment for ozone and/or carbon nnnoxide. Just how is additional traffic. with 48 to perhaps 190 
additional trucks a day, leaving site E9, going to make things better? Dust, dirt, debris blowing frcrn 
uncovered trucks will already be a source of additional pollution. 

Illinois simply does not enforce existing laws in this area. 

I would like to now ackJress the issues concerning those of us who will be forced to live directly on 
the ring. Concerning those of us who will be forced to sit on top of this monster, just how safe is 
it? 

We are to1d. don't worry about low level radiation. I think you've probably heard enough about that; I 
am not going to address that. Don't worry about the effects of -- of the magnetic and electric fields 
up to seven test loads of the magnet. 

Don't worry about c0'1struct1on damage. I'm not going to address. Y9u've probably heard enough about 
that already. 

Don't worry about explosions in the tunnel fran magnets blowing because the crunch protection d0es the 
work the coolant has lost. 

That, 1 would like to address. At one of the infonnational meetings, Dr. Louch got up and said there 
is no chance of magnets blowing, any explosions within the ring. I found that curious. 

I refer you to the book Scientlflc Tenperaments. 'When Fermi was first built, in that, we find out that 
there was shorts to the grounds in the magnets, and magnets did blow consistently. As a matter of fact, 
it was alnnst to a point of National concern whether Fermi would even work. 
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Magnets have insulators in them, which may or may not be flanmable. So, in fact, magnets do blow. 

I now find after having a chance to read a sumnary of the conceptual engineering design and I am look
ing at the introduction of the bipole magnets and the quadrapole magnets. I find that two: One, first 
the magnets themselves are an evacuated pressure vessel. Ht.In. A pressure vessel. They can explode or 
implode. Two, they're evacuated through- very h-igh pressures, which would indicate if your quenching 
control does not work, you've got an evaporator. 

Three, in fac-t you do use flanmable materials, certainly at least in the quadrapo-le "'8gnet area -
fiberglass epoxy tubes. There is uncertainty in placing this tunnel in a densely populated area. 

I ask if you do or have done a downside analysis. You say here you provide redundancy tn the cryo
genics area by connecting a number of F sites together. 

Have you asked: yourself, what happens if none of them work. What happens· if there are breaks in the 
lines?· What happens if you- lose current control? What happens? Do we- reel'l·ly know?' On the downside 
analysis, if the worst case condition should happen, is this the place to ftave it happen? In the most 
densely populated area of all? Is it? 

Do these things happen? The best of engineering problems, everything is interlock. Things should 
work. 

Well, we're familiar with a number of cases that haven't worked from the Challenger program to Cher
nobyl to Three Mile Island~ and in fact, we find out here, even in some of our most sensitive areas, 
and I will leave this with you. It's from the Tribune. The Department of Energy said Wednesday that 
chronic equipment failure, poor operating procedures, caused nuclear reactors in the Savannah River 
plant to shut down unexpectedly 10 to 12- times· a year for nearly two decades. Are we twice that of the 
civilian nuclear power industry. 

All I want to say is, have you. considered the greatest of a-11 engineering principles? Murphy's law. 
If it can happen, it will happen. 

Finally, tne poignantest point I would like to-make, this is an experimental project. The-point is 
that this whole project is fraught w-ith uncertainty. That's exactly why you are·- building it. 

It does not belong in- any popu.lated area. This project doesn't belong in the State of Illinois. The 
damage that you will inflict on us is not necessary. Please do the right thi-ng and put the-SSC in 
another state in an unpopulated area. 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Mr. Stafford. The next speaker will be Mr. Robert Bennett, Bob Bennett, and 
Mr. Bennett, before you begin, let me jus-t do a check and see, are' there- any speakers who have regi
stered to speak this morning who are now tn- attendance who have not spoken? 

Okay. You will be the next speaker, ma'am. 

/199 STATEMEl'ff BY BOB BENNETT 

I 

4 

5. 

MR. BENNETT: Good morning. gentlemen-. Hy name ts Bob Benn-ett and my family and' r live in· ta~ton 
Township, about six miles west of St. Charles. We've lived there for 15 years. 

I am one of the authors of the CATCH document titled, "Detrimental Effects of Locating the Super
conducttng Super Coll'ider. in. Lllino·ts." l sincerely hope that you have.- had the opportunity to read the 
report because it seems tha-t the. E-IS- was roodified- to skirt. many of the tssues--- brought up. 1n that 
doclOTlent. 

lf you. remember. the I ll·ino-is- DOE. orig;-na lly- had identified· 4'6 ~,sites around the- ring: to· dispose of 
the excavated materia..ls •. The ~IS- has· now- identified four· quarries. as dllnp-- s~tes peT" Volume IV, 
Appendix 10, pages 13 and 14. 

UnfoFtunately.i .. in. do.ing. so, they have: c0111pOunde<i the- traffie. and, road, ma:intenance prob,,lems; hy increas
fng the tonnage miles that our local road must withstand. I might add Kane Count:i· mJads~. not State 
roads. Of course, the State of Illinois will repair our local county roads. Or will -they? 

They seem- to have a sanewhat shady history in budgeting for highway ma·tntenance-. ln the soc~o-econanic 
area, a major argument used by supporters of the SSC, both in Illinois and in the Federal Goverrment, 
is that there w-11-l be. ninerOU$- spinotfi industries-.. l st-rong;ly d-isag,ree. 

I certalnfy cannot an industry fn f1T1nois which was born as a result of the direct technological 
advances., in, Fermi.lab.. Regaf'ding the. c la.im1 that- gr.eat. advances-- in. teehnology' wi,1'l oocur.-, James 
Krurilans;T, Cornel:T. llil.i-ver.s.i>ty professor- and .. Pres·ident oor tlie- P'fner.fcan Phys-.i-cailt SocJetYr has 
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said that the SSC does not any irrrnediate relevance to our technological or econom-ic canpet it i veness:. 
Many· sc ient is ts feel that more economica·l ly product tve sma 11 science is being crowded out by relevant 
large science projects. 

Over the past day and a half of hearings, we've heard nl.ITIE!rous evidence of discrepancies- and contradic
tions and assumptions on the EIS. 

I'll add my own very small contribution. In Volume J, Section 5.1.6.2, page 5.1.6-5 states that the 
depth of the tunnel in Arizona varies from 50 to 810 feet-, in Colorado frc:m 75 to 250 feet, in Michigan 
from 80 to 210 feet.,. in North ca ... ol.ina. frcm 35 to 274 feet, tn Tennessee frcrn 290 to 615 and in Texas 
from 65 to Z30 feetr 

In only one state -- Illfnois -- does it state that the tunnel will not vary ;n depth below the sur
face. The depth is stated as exactly 432 feet. Good luck in designing the magnets for a tunnel that 
will not vary tn an.)I surface or depth below the surface. 

This ts obviously an error tn which the average tunnel depth replaced the range of 
problem ts that I s.incere.ly doubt if anyone in the. OOE edits thei.r own documents. 
gentlemen, it is another basic error in the data. 

tunnel depth. The 
Thi.s is not a typo. 

As scientists, you. QIJSt rea.lize that. many of us now regard the EIS as theoretical science. A wish 
list, rather than a factual study. 

You must rea.ltze that there are just too. many of these types of discrepancies and. discontinuities in 
the document. At thi-s point~ the doc.unent reflects poorly on the ccmpetence and the credibility of the 
ODE. 

I advise you and implore you to correct these inadequacies in tl"ij! final doc1.1T1ent. Get the facts 
straight. Do sane investigation. Don't rely simply on the data frcrn the State of Illinois. 

A. decision to select Illinois as a si'te for the SSC. based on the existing data and analyses would be 
foolish. 

The next report must be correct in every way_ because as a study using the correct data, no one would 
reccmnend l llino.is as a s.ite for the SSC~ 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON. The next speaker. will be Janet Manns •. and she would be followed b~ anyOne else who is here 
who is signed up to speak. this mo.rning ... by a show. of a hands. 

'lour name, please. Okay, you wou.ld be next. 

STATEMENT BY JANET MANNS 

M~~ MANNS: Members of the DOE, I appreciate your patience~ I am not a m:irning person. 

My name is Janet Manns. I live in Campton Township. 

My home, at least at this point. is not on the ring, so I am not affected. 

I oppose this project for its impact on my comnunity. 

Our envtronment; I think science in some respects is raping the environment of this county, and I am 
greatly concerned for my neighbors, the safety of the children as they stand at the corners and wait 
for buses on- country roads, and many other reasons aforementioned. 

I would like to cite specific.quotes frcrn the Environmental I1111act Statement. I believe these words, 
your words, disqualify Illinois as an appropriate site for the SSC. 

From Volume IV. Appendix 15 through 16~ page 23 from the Chapter titled, Scientific and Visual Resaurce 
Assessments. "Residential land uses are not visua.lly coq>atib.le with the proposed project because of 
the obvious functional and- structura 1 contrasts between project features and residences." 

Given the fact that are more affected land parcels residents· in Illinois that fn any other· state com
b·ined. thi.s is clearly the most disruptive of the seven sites and is. therefore rost inappropriate for 
Illinois. 

From Volume IV, Appendix Sb, F16' [stc], page 37 through 38 on the subject of groundwater, "The present 
and projected groundwater use shown in Table !i.3.2-6 locally exceeds the estimated yield of the 
Cambrian-Ordovician aquifers, as is documented by· the declining water levels. Thts overdraft condition 
is a significant groundwater issue in the area of Illinois." 
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We have said all along that we have a water problem in Illinois. Thank you for verifying that fact. 

This issue alone should disqualify Illinois. Eight wells within one mile of E8. Jn Deer Run Subdivi
sion when dry this surmier. 

The SSC will certainly compound an already existing serious problem. 

Also on the issue of groundwater from Volume I, Chapter 4, page 4 through 18, "One unique groundti'ater 
quality feature identified is naturally elevated radium levels in the region of the Illinois site." 

In Geneva alone, where I used to live, monthly water bills included warnings of high radium levels. 
work for the /lmerican Cancer Society and I know that there are currently projects in the State of 
Florida that are investigating the problems in tenns of leukemia and that as related to people drinking 
this water. 

Illinois is the only one of seven sites with this problem. Again, we don't need the SSC to compound 
its existing problems. 

Hy favorite quote from the EIS, from Volume I, page 4 through 76 is the section titled, Plan Future 
Land Use: "Of the seven sites, only Illinois Presents a situation where growth is triggering not only 
an intensification of current use but also major changes from one category of land use to a new, higher 
developrrent classification. The remaining six sites do not portray this kind of future growth." 

Since the DOE visit in March in Campton Township alone, near the site of the proposed ring, six new 
subdivisions have either been started or planned. At this very moment, 219 acres of land are being 
cleared at the corner of Burlington and Bulkham Roads on the other side of Deer Run Subdivision . 

.)' The Tribune recently reported an increase of 44,000 people in one year in the counties IT'OSt affected by 
the SSC. 

The i~lications are far-reaching. Ue have trerrendous growth in this area. Campton Township in Kane 
County in particular, has been reported as the fastest-growing area. This means their lar.d is the most 
valuable in the seven sites. I'm not sure if you are aware of what the housing prices are in these 
areas. 

Therefore, the detrimental impact to property value will be much greater for the Illinois site. 
Nowhere in the EIS is the subject of opportunity costs even mentioned. This is a fundamental flaw in 
the report. 

Another factor to consider, but not mentioned in the EfS, is namely the question of whether Fennilab 
facility will have to be shut down to retrofit to the SSC ring, and for how long? 

If the answer is yes, then the question beccmes whether the United States can afford to its premiere 
high energy physics lab. 

In the beginning of my speech, l indicated some of my reasons for opposition to the SSC in Illinois. 
feel, as a taxpayer, it is prudent for our State to first consider the needs and wants of its citizens 
and to pay its bills. 

And by the way, I've covered a lobbying effort in Springfield, and I talked with people from around the 
State that did not even know what the SSC was and when told, of course my view -- and I tried to 
research both sides of the issue initially -- they were appalled that when hospitals in their areas 
were closing down, our State was considering this project. 

It is prudent for our State to first consider the needs and wants of it citizens and to pay its bills. 
That means to me education for our children, home, health care, et cetera. The cost of this project, 
as stated many times, is a pltEl our State cannot afford. GDvernor Thcmpson stated in the previous DOE 
hearings that the SSC project would be paid for out of Build in Illinois funds. And I think this is 
something that the DOE should pay attention to. 

Last night and this morning on WFX, WNN, on a local station there was a story reported that our State 
Controller, Roland Barris, indicated that the State of Illinois would have to di_vert $47 million from 
its general funds purpose to build Illinois funds to cover the deficit. The spokesperson for Barris, 
Jeff Davis, indicated as did Governor Thompson, that th~se general funds are used for education and 
other similar purposes. 

How do you think the people of Illinois will feel when taxes continue to be raised for schools and hos
pitals are closed for lack of State funds and our comprehensive health insurance goes unsigned and 
unfunded whlle Governor Thon'pson promi~es Secretary Herrington financial support of the SSC. 

I ask you, is this prudent financial management? And does the DOE want to seriously risk this project 
by siting the SSC in a state that is not meeting- its obligations and manipulating the taxpayers monies? 
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I have further issues that I would- like to address· and I will do so in written cornnent later on, to 
your office. 

f'd like to conc1tJde, by saying that this project is the most obnoxi·ous- example of Goverrrnent on the 
backs- of the peep le, particularly irr the State of Ill tnots. 

President Reagan himself stated at the Republican Con-went ion that it was tine to get .the Government off 
the backs of the people. 

I say to you, get this project out of our corrrnunities, out of our back yards, off our backs ar.d out of 
the State of Illinois. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Manns. The next speaker will be Nancy Malek. 

And she would be followed by anyone else who was signed up to speak this rrorning fn this session. Is 
there anyone else here currently. 

All right, we'll see how we are afterwards. Ms. ~alek. 

966 STATEMENT BY Nft.NCY MALEK 

MS. MALEK: My name is Nancy Halek. Campton Township. 

Gentlemen, I have read your draft EIS and its appendices and I would like to address my caTJTents to t"'° 
comrents·. 

The first is Appendix 15 on the archaeology of the Illinois site. It states in Appendix 15 and I 
quote, "Because identification procedures are not canplete, specific mitigatton measures cannot be 
provided at this time." This is an adnission that the archaeological research is unfinished. 
Completed archaeological information will not be made avail'able to the puttlic- until after site 
selection. 

Given the incanp-lete of Appendix 1'5, this ir:fonna:tion rrould be radi-ca-lly different. Data presented to 
the public and the Department of Energy in this appendix is not enough on which to make a sound· judg
ment for the location of the SSC. 

The information in Appendix 15 is not only incomplete, it ·is not unifonn. Most of the data used to 
comp-tle tl"f·is sectfon ts inTonnati'on that the i-nd'ivi'dual states sutmittect to the Department of Energy in 
their proposcrls. Y.he- qua'Yfty and scope- of the data was dependent orr the tn-cf'ivid!Jal state's research 
methods. 

In-formation presented i·n Append"i'x t5 fs based- on precttct:fve models-. f,n other words, it assumes inven
toried arcli.ieo logica-1 sit es wt 11' furete 11 poss-tble loe&ti-ons of other- s-ites. A prcminent archaeo-
lbgi st, who i's an expert tn the an:haeology of ncr.-thern· Ilti'no-i"s, Or. Cha'rl-es Markham of Nbrthern 
Illl1nois Universi-ty and Johns Hopkins, Untversity·, says- he wouldn't give- two cents· for predictive 
models. He calls· them s-11Tlp'ly a-n academtc exerc-tses- that quantift.es- what coll'ectors th•ink they know. 

Tl'tis expert points· out that the predictive model' used fn Appendix rs, was created fran a data base made 
of infonnation, 9"0· percent of whi-ch was- callected- by· amateurs in an unsystematic· manner. 

Irt Nol"th, Carolina~s- an:haeetlogtca-T evaluation, the writer adntts that tnformation available fs not ade
quate to predict nuntiers of archaeoTogi'cal' sites tn North Carolina. 

One must wonder why the i n.fonnat ion about I 11 inois makes further sites predictable, even though the 
writer of Append'fx LS adnfts the- suney- of 111-incris ts incomplete. 

The use of predictive models such as the one in this appendix is not adequate t~ evaluate much less 
protect Illinois archaeological resources. 

The research' methocft ilT Appendix- 15· arec defiTITte-ly·raclting. The Department of Energy must recognize 
that siting the SSC in Illinois, based on infonnation that is not unifonn. complete or reliable, is a 
very' irresponstb-le and' dangerous aetion. 

The second topic I wish ta-eorrment: on concerns the-map of sensit-ive-nG"lse- receptors tn Illinois. Sit
ting in the g}'m here yesterday, I heard many people mention the deficiencies of this map. I will make 
only one- more observat iorr. 

I believe the purpose of including this maf" m the EI·S ts to itlustrra-te.t0ithe veaderwhe-re iso-lated 
hemes, schools and subdivisions lie within 5,000 feet either side of the proposed SSC path. In the 
upper quadrant D area of this map, the State shows· seven subd'iv-tsf'On areas. fran :stte F6 just west of 
Elbourne to E9 in St. Charles Way. 
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This is a gross underestimation of the number of subdivisions are in reality a part of this area. 

There are, in fact, 53 subdivisions within this corridor. Since the State has neglected to supply you 
with accurate data on this map published three times in the 17 volurres, I will be ha?PY to. I am sub
mitting to you with my notes a 1988 Fox Valley Board of Realtors map, which has all these subdivisions 
indicated. 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Malek. 
tic:.ilar, Ronald Semon. Pam Patte. 

Yes, ma'am. 

VOICE: Donna Bryski, 11:20 

ls there anyone now in the roan who was scheduled to speak, in par
Steve Watts or Tony Milsted. 

MR. LAWSON: Would you like to speak at 10:48? 

MS. BRYSKI: Is that next? 

HR. LAWSON: It is. Thank you. 

MS. BRYSKI: You're ahead of schedule. 

MR. LAWSON: Well, it's all messed up. J hate to tell you what my sheet looks like. Please. Thank 
you for coming. 

STATEMENT BY IJONNA BRYSKI 

MS. BRYSKI: Okay. Gentlemen, can you hear me? 

The State and the DOE gloat about the number of jobs that will be created in Illinois by the SSC, but 
what if that the taxpayers are being told to corm1it to the SSC were elsewhere put into public or 
sector. 

I Wouldn't there be jobs created in this case as well? 

2 

There certainly would, and they -would be jobs producing goods and services that meet the test of the 
competitive marketplace, not the bureaucratic boondoggles such as the proposed SSC. 

Increasing land value for residential and for industrial and comnercial purposes in the Illinois site 
area is recognized by the following statement from the DEIS Volume I, Chapter 4, page 76, and I am sure 
there was just someone.before me that quoted this. "Of the seven sites, only Illinoi-s presents a situ
ation where growth is triggering not only in intensification of current use, but also major changes 
fran one category of land use to a new, higher develofJnent classification. The remaining six sites do 
not portray this kind of growth. This means that only the Illinois site has alternative land uses 
beyond the SSC. Land at the Illinois site has an opportunity cost associated with it that does not 
exist at the otr~r sites. As a result, the Illinois land is much more valuable and potentially pro
ductive. In o:ie particular case alone, 500 acres of industrial zoned land will be taken for the SSC 
project. This 500 plus acres in the St. Charles and West Chicago Industrial Parks has an inherent 
value due to the fact that it is located ilTITIE!diately adjacent to other comnercially zoned property 
which currently provides over 10,000 jobs for the Fox Valley area and provided thousands nDre during 
its construction over the past 20 years. 

This land to be taken would support over 8,000 pennanent jobs. These potential jobs will be lost to 
3 provide just 500 to 3,200 permanent jobs at the SSC, provided on whether you accept the estimates of 

the State or of the DOE. 

4- Proponents claim that DuPage County Airport expansion will be allowed on this surface take area, but 
cites specific mitigations listed in the DEIS do not deal with these 500 acres. 

It is said that leaseback of agricultural lands for purposes which do not conflict with the SSC might 
,5 be allowed. But this is preceded by the statement, these mitigations may or may not be feasi~le or 

even desirable depending upon the outcome of final project design. 

But even though the DOE recognizes the facts presented above concerning development in 
Illinois site area, these facts are not considered in their socio-economic assessment. 
cuss positive emploj'fllent impacts. And, excuse me. 

MK. LAW~ON: They have left, fortunately. 

the proposed 
They only dis-

MS. BRYSKI: Okay. They only discuss the pos1t1ve employment impacts and-not the ~loyment oppor
tunities lost because of the SSC land seizure. This failure renders their socio-econanic invalid. 
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'Why would the State want to forfeit tr~ lndustrial area jobs for the )esser ~lo}'Tnent projected for 
the SSC and why did they want to subject the Fox Valley to the environmental catastrophe that will 
undoubtedly result if the SSC is sited here? 

The answer lies in political ego. Take an objective look. at this project, Illinois. Consider all the 
facts, DOE. Illinois is losing more than it is gaining. 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSOH: Thank you. Is John Mark.ovic here? You would be the next speaker, and is there anyone 
else in the auditorium at this time who is scheduled to speak this morning? 

If not, Mr. Markovic, you will be the last speaker after which we will take a ten-minute recess. 

Whenever you are ready, sir. 

STATEMENT BY JOHN MARKOVIC 

MR. MAAKOVIC: My name is John Barry Markovic. 1 live on tte northern part of the ring, although 1 am 
just over the northern part, I'm not on the ring. I am within a quarter mile, though, of the access 
that's going on Denker Road, so I've got kind of a vested interest. 

I guess I am concerned about a number of things. One of them is water and in the study I notice it 
mentions, which I didn't realize, we've got a local overdraft north Campton Township and that's where 
t 'mat. 

I have no idea what local overdraft means, other than we're short of water. I have been out there now 
ahout three years, and in the time I'~e been out there, the 01..Jl'>ber of new subdivisions going in has 
increased tremendously. The amount of water this is going to be needed and used is going to keep get
ting more and more. There are more and more subdivisions going in. 

The SSC. I understand, that while it's beir.g built, uses up quite a bit of water. I don't know where 
that's coming from and once it's in place, I assume it also needs water for cooling, I think. 

So, to rne. that's a big problem. 

The other thing that lam concerned about is traffic. There -- e~en \n your study, \t mentlons you 
project one death per year, which I understand that's reality. Any new building, any big construction. 
people get hurt, whatever. 

Traffic occidents out in that area. I don't know what problems there are now, but increasing that on a 
small rural area with the number of trucks coming -~Y is goir'tg to just increase that. 

My kids go to school around there. 
there too. I assume it's the same 
that concerns me. 

They wait on corners for school buses. Other people's kids are out 
in all the other sites. I don't know if we're any different, but 

One thing, though, that Illinois has against is the weather. If you have ever been out there, and this 
is a good time of year. you get out there on sorre early mornings, tt's foggy, you don't see till 10:00 
o'clock. Are those trucks going stop and not run, and what does that do to the construction time line? 

The winter ice and snow, yes, that's a problem. t hate to acJnit it, but once a year, I end up in a 
ditch just -- you hit an ice patch and you lose it, and for a truck, a semi, fully loaded, to lose it, 
it's going to cause a lot more damage than my little car and that's something to -- that I get 
concerned about. 

Blasting. It was difficult to tell exactly from the report whether, a quarter mile away, I'm going to 
be affected or not. I'll go back to a childhood experience. 

I lived a little over a quarter mile away from the Ste'w'enson Expressway when they were blasting to put 
in the big foundation for that. My home was affected. We were in an apartment, and it was a little 
older than my hane now, but got affected. Walls got cracks, et cetera. As far as I know, the State of 
Illinois, although they passed son:e sort of a law cover.ing it, it's only for those people on the ring, 
not for me. right next to it. So, that's another concern I have. 

Hauling of waste. I went through and I don't have the appendices that I think had exactly where the 
waste was going to be hauled. but out of here I got that we got four sites in I 11 inois. I don't know 
where they are, but again, that kind of concerns me. What are they going to do with these lltlpteen mil
lion cubic yirds of whatever that they are hauling up, and how does that affect streams, et cetera. I 
don't know, again, where they're going to put it, but that one worries me too. 
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One thing that I didn't see in the study is the effect on the local schools. In tenns of in St. 
Charles we just had a tax increase which was probably warranted, that with all the new people moving 
in, we had a shortage of schools. So they said, fine, we'll pass a referendum and took a couple times, 
but they have finally passed it, and we've got another school in there. 

My understanding, which I didn't get out 
schools in St. Charles is getting lost. 
hard to get straight answers sometimes. 

of this, but did at the hearings earlier, is that one of the 
It's a small school, but I don't know if that's true. It's 

- But, that's one' thing that -- are we losing schools at the expense of the SSC and are we going to get 
hit with another tax referend'111? That concerns me. 

The one thing I noticed Is that supposedly, I think, we have a higher student ratio and will this 
influx of new construction people with their families, et cetera, is that going to just expand on that 
prob lan? 

let's see. There is probably a number of other items that I'm sure other people have covered. Those 
were my main concerns. I just got one, I guess, frcm a country's aspect. You people are working the 
Department of Energy, which is not working for the State of Illinois or the State of Texas or the State 
of Arizona. et cetera. 

In my mind, one of the things you should be looking at is, what's fair? Who are you going to affect 
the least for the camion good of all. I probably shouldn't say this in front of all these CATCH people, 
but I'm in favor of research and for the biggest amount of our -- 1f the SSC is where we're going to 
get the best research for our dollar, and I guess you guys decide that, then I'm in favor of it going 
in. 

But where it goes in, I think should have the least impact on people involved. One of things that came 
out of here is that we have "rore parcels affected'' that all the other sites. 

Which, to me, says we're going to have more people affected here, in Illinois, and those are going to 
be the ones negatively affected. 

I'm not saying that it's not going to not help people in Illinois, but you are going to hurt the rrost 
here, of all the sites, from what I gather out of here. 

That, to~. goes back"to as a country, if you are going to do something for the conman good, it should 
be at the least expense of those involved. And I think 11-lino1s definitely is at the wrong end there. 
That it just shouldn't come in here. 

That's it. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Before I make a final deteT111ination on whether we take a short break right now, I would 
just like to ask if Robert Cesario is here. Okay. If not, we will take a short break, but before we 
do, I wanted to say three things. 

One, I very much appreciate people's flexibility in changing their times around. We've had people who 
have been scheduled at 11:50 who have taken, been taken an hour ahead of time, and I've done that with
out asking you whether you wanted to do it or not, and I appreciate your flexibility in doing that. 

Nlmlber two, I want to thank you all for your thoughtful camients that you have and the tine that you 
have taken to cane to do that. 

And third, I also wanted to express my appreciation for the courtesy that you have shown to the 
speakers and you've set a good nw:idel which I hope that we can maintain for the rest of the day. 

We will now take a ten minute and reconvene -- let's make it a 15 minute break. We will reconvene at 
11: 15. 

Thank you. 

(Whereupon a,.short recess was taken.} 

MR. LAWSON: I'd like to reconvene -this session of hearing if I might. Just a reminder. My name is 
Barry Lawson and 'I have been hired by the Department ·of Energy to serve as neutra 1 mderator for the 
hearing sessions yesterday and today. 

We have had quite a shake-up so far in the schedule of speakers and we have bounced all over the lot 
taktng people who were supposed to speak an hour frm1 now or whenever,: and it's t""°rtant for me -- I 
was just checking at the break to see how many people, who have been scheduled to speak are here. 

Could I have a show of hands, those who are scheduled to speak at this morning's session here who are 
now here. 
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Three of you. May I have your names, please? 

VOICE: Robert McKinney. 

MR. LAWSON: McKinney. 

VOICE: Gerald Mathers. 

HR. LAWSON: Yes. 

VOICE: Cheryl Moore. 

Proceedings 
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HR. LAWSON. All right. Thank you very much. Give me one second to see here where we are. Is that 
right, Cheryl Moore. All right, fine. Thank you. 

And you two gentlemen scheduled at 11:30 and 11:35. And even if I am not on time, you are. I appre
ciate that. 

If that's the case, then Mr. Mathers, you would be the next speaker to be followed by Mr. McKinney and 
then Cheryl Moore, you would follow those. 

Would you please take a place at the podium. 

STATEMENT BY GERALD MATHERS 

MR. MATHERS: My name is Gerald Mathers, and I live in Ca""ton Township, approximately 100 feet from 
the E8 vertical shaft. 

I am sure by now you have heard about the all the impact on this Kane County that this collider will 
bring, so I don't think I'll bore you with a whole lot of reiteration. 

I do feel that we are divided into two groups here for various reasons. Those that are here to support 
the collider want it mainly for its economic impact and their politicians need it because they know 
they've already bled all the local population dry. 

Those of us who are here in opposition to this site are here to try to protect our homes and busi
nesses, or if you will, our environment. And don't want your money. 

My home is about 800 feet from the access shaft called ES in Campton Township. I grew up in an area of 
deep shaft coal mines and I understand the damage that the blasting can do to property. 

I don't expect my house to withstand any of this blasting without serious structural damage, and those 
of my neighbors. rif is my understanding that the normal methcx:I for digging a vertical shaft of this 
type requires tlia't you start by drilling wells around the circumference of the shaft and continue to 
pump out any water coming into the shaft area 24 hours a day. 

When you do this, you will be in the aquifer that I and all my neighbors shares, and we have seen after 
the SlnT'er's draught a lot of wells that had to be either dropped or dug deeper. 

Therefore, I feel that my well will probably be one of them that will go. 

My third concern is our county road system. This system was never. built for any kind of volume or 
4 weight of the construction equil)TIE!nt that will be needed to build this project. 

.5 

So, -at the cCJnl)letion of that, I assume we will be left canpletely to rebuild our county road system. 

I'd like to close by saying that I hope you can see that although our local political hacks like to 
portray us as a few wild-eyed radicals that are really of no consequence, we are, in real tty, a good 
sized group of citizens just trying to protect our property and our families. 

Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: The next speaker will ~Robert McKinney, to be followed by Cheryl Moore. 

MR. McKinney, please. 

STATEMENT BY ROBERT McKINNEY 

MR. McKINNEY: Hy name is Robert McKinney. I live at 951 Maloogins (phonetic) Road, C0111>ton, Illinois. 

I do not live in DuPage County; I do not live in Kane County. I am lee County; that's three counties 
away. We are now feeling the effect of the SSC. We are being left out of the infonnation system that 
has developed for Kane County and DuPage County. 
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Just recently there was a large farm progress show. At that farm progress show, if you went around and 
asked how many of the people frcrn t~~t area were familiar with the SSC, the word was. was is it? 

They aren't aware that the fann land is being taken away in the lccal area, what effect it will have on 
them. We know that our taxes will have to go up to pay for this giant balloon they want to float here. 

For the first time, we're getting ta know a little bit of what is going an out there. Yes, information 
has been available, but it hasn't hit the local papers once you get out of these two counties. 

The State is not really aware other than locally what is going on. The people out there have not been 
informed. We are concerned out in those areas with the opposition that is here as far as dtinping the 
waste ccming out. What effect will it have on us? We don't know yet where this waste will be dur.;ied. 

Economically, it won't affect us that much out there, other than taxes. We don't feel we have to pay 
for a billion-dollar project that we feel could be put in an area that would affect far fewer people. 

We would like our politicians to inform us a little bit in the outlying areas. 

Thank you. 

HR. LAWSON: Thank you. Besides Cheryl Moore, who will speak next~ is there anyone else here who is 
scheduled --

VOICE: John Ross. 

MR. LAWSON: Okay. Mr. Ross, you wtll follow Ms. Moore. 

967 STATEMENT BY CHERYL MOORE 

MS, MOORE: Hi. My name is Cheryl Moore. I live in Kendall County in the town of Montgomery. I am in 
the Border Hills subdivision and I'm supposed to be one of the houses on top of the collider ring. 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my opposition to the location of the proposed Super
conducting Super Collider in the State of Illinois. 

In particular, I am opposed to the location of this toy for scientists because it has not been demon
strated to me, either in writing or in any of the lectures presented, that it will be totally harmless 
to the Fox Valley resident. 

My concerns, in fact, have been dramatically increased since I have read the Environmental Impact Study. 
If there are truly no reasons for me, my family and my neighbors to be concerned, why does the EIS con
cern itself with vibration sources located near the ring? It is clear that vibrations will have an 
i1r4>act on the collider. 

In the Envirormental Impact Statement, Appendix Sb, you have listed, freeways and et cetera, but even 
more importantly, you list railways with type 3 and total nl.lllber of lines 8. rock quarries 3, sand and 
gravel pits 38, and an additional five. 

There is no real mention of local drilling activities of wells in the area considering the projected 
growth. 

Why has the EIS concerned itself with listing these sources of vibration? Will impact -- will, excuse 
me. Will these sources if11>act the collider to create maintenance costs not figured into the costs of 
operation through cracked magnets? 

Referring to the earlier question regarding a lost beam, could the beam con~arninate saneone's water 
supply or even endanger their life? 

Before you scoff at these questions, please take a moment to reflect on the nlJflber of times during the 
past 50 years our Goverrwnent or rather our politicians have asked us ta trust the Goverrrnent's decisions 

We have our best interests at heart and yet 20 years later, when the true impacts are known, all they 
can say is, we are sorry. We didn't know. 

We, the people of the Fox Valley area, disagree with our Governor, a man for whcm we have little respect 
given his callous and cavalier approach to his constituents. 

I say, say no to the SSC in Illinois. 

MR. LAWSON-: The next speaker wf11 be Hr. John Ross and he would be followed -by Carol ludeman. Is she 
here? 
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And .• if she's not -- excuse me one second, sir. Is- A. G:lienke her.e? 

VOICE: She will be back in· a- second. 
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MR. LAW·SQN:: Ola.y. S~ ts the on.ly other speaker tl:lat I have schedu.led this rorning, so when she cooies 
in. I am 90ring: to g.ive me a little high sig_n.. 

Tt:iank you. ver:-y muc:h.. Mr. Ross, proceed:. 

STATEHE~T 11'1 J0Hll ROSS 

HR. ROSS: Thank you T1L1ch. Today we meet to discuss the future of the Fox Valley and the welfare of 
th i s nat i-on . 

That ITA.lch has been made of the arena of science and pol'it-tcs. The need for pure science -- for a pure 
scientist ta sell the- poJ.ttitcian b.y g:l.vtng, h.Wt a pork barreJ instead of a direct result ls the sane 
tactic that was used to create Fennil'ab and' destroy the Vi'11age of Weston. 

The merits of tht·s project are lOst on the tdea of job creation. Who ts the direct beneficiary? Well, 
1 t' s not the genera 1 public. No, this wt 11 not benefit -- be the bene-ftt for the pure· sc 1ence at the 
cost of the applied science and tl:le general publtc. 

Will Illinois be ahead of our foreign competitors because of the SSC?' ·f th·tnk a b-ig no. 

They want us to bufld it; then they w.1.ll reap the benefits. took at the fl'ags at Fermi a-nd see its -
beneficiaries. Example, Poland', China and other countr-ies. The return to ·1llino1s and· the United 
States are doubtful. 

We will have to spend. money to improve a small segnent of the scientiffc conmunity to the detriment of 
the wl'llle. This project wilT not save Amerhian jobs. It wt Tl not create new sma:ll i-ndt1Stries. It 
will not improve health care or cure AIDS. It will not raise the min1Allln wage or set better standards 
than the EPA or-OSHA. It will not he·lp public housing or feed the· hungry. 

rt wfll not giwe Illinots or .6merica an- economic securi'ty for the Zlst century. t ·have joined the 
political arena and I am oppased to this project in Illinois or ·tn the Nation-. 

Now, I w1·11 address a few areas of concern for me. l'flese are thT'ee areas of concern. 

They are the radioactive dump at Fennilab. The SSC generating··of low-leve·l racftoacttve tn the future 
expansion site for the SSC. 

Your DEIS, tn VolLme IV. Appendix 5 on page 78 fa.ils to address the Fermi facility as a site for radio
active waste storage are· di.nrb. f must raise the cOncern· of the SSC as an· ansite ~ for low-level 
radioactive ancf rad'ioactive ha2ard0us mixed waste by- the· DOE. BUt the tighter contro·ls of radioactive 
hazardous mixed waste by the DOE. 

W-ith the tighter contra ls of radtoactive hazardous mixed waste. off~s i.te storage- is a pn)b lem for 
Fermi lab. -Also, ald ndioactive ~rts fran- o·ther DeE site such as- Brookhaven·, Argonne- afld other areas 
as Oak Ridge and others,. have been shipped to Fermi, along with Fermi lab parts are du~ed on the site. 

fhis dt.rmp- area of Fermi lab f"S' cirlled the bone· ya:vcf and Fermilab'·s 19"&1 report, en'!fi·romental report 
states, "The· pr·imary radioact·ive-waste storage area on st,te. the b:me· yard, -ts also the prima.ry source 
of off-site- ganms radfati·on, activated- accelerator ~onents and, shtelding primarily a-re tn concrete 
and stored at the bone yard for future_ dis'posal or reuse following radioactive decay." In 
acktitfon, there ts an area nearby des.tgnated for radf·oact-ive material for fu-ture use·. A large amount 
df low--Teve 1 radiOa'Ct t-ve-materi·a-1 has been p-laced in· that a-rea. The- e<teflt of ttJis radioactive waste 
dllTlpQd on-site at Fermi lab should be made by the DOE and the State at this Envirormental Impact 
heartng. 

I must also note that the OOE's estimate of 8,000 cubic feet of low-level radioactive waste for the 
SSC'. US"ing the Femri: ·mode'ls· c:fi-sputed' by :Lawrence Jacobi· of the· Te>Ea& tow-Level Radioactive Waste 
Depos ltory Author1ty. 

In June 1987 tssue of Nuclear Waste, Jacobi puts.the figure more accurately at around 30,000 cubic feet 
of ·radi oact fve- waste attd 'raOh:ract ive- --Mzardous- 1n-i·xed neteria,l. He states. his reasons.. 

First of all, the- S:st ts -twe-lve- times as l>arge- as Fennt-lab- arm: seC0Ad, tbe 8,00G eubtc feet of waste 
reported by fennt·lab- is the· voltme· shipped' annuaill'y, not the wlU!ne preOuced. A high guess of 6,500 
cubic feet is gained by Jacobi in conversations with Char.Jes ZOlllck, Fei"nri'-lab'-s,manager, waste 
services. 
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So, with the range of 8,000 to 6,500 cubic feet, I am expressing concern that this will represent 3.5 
to 28.6 of Illinois' total low-level radioactive waste. I feel this volume of low-level radioactive 
waste could have a severe i~act on the Central Midwest Ccxnpact Site. 

I would also like to challenge the Governor and the State of Illinois to publicly state for the record 
1f the Butterfield homes would be purchased now or in the future for the future expansion of the SSC. 

Volt.me IV, Appendix 5, page 114, Table 5.3.10-l and VollJTle IV, Appendix 5, page 112 raise concerns 
about the Butterfield area. Both the State and the DOE templates for the SSC show the south Butterfield 
area as a site for future expansion of the SSC. I ITWJSt note that this purchase for future expan~ion is 
last on the timetable for the SSC acquisftions. 

The State has only made oral assurances that this area is not in the State's proposal. \s noted in 
your DEIS. it still mentions this area in. tables and conments for future expansion. 

This OEfS does not have any references to a State withdrawal of the Butterfield area. 

The Butterfield question should be out on the table and not under the table. These Butterfield re~i
dents deserve a better fate and a better answer from the State and the DOE. 

Now, I'd like to close with a statement from the book of Proverbs and I will just change the words 
"king'' to "government." 

In Proverbs Z9, Verse 4: "When a goverrment is concerned with justice, the nation will be strong. B.it 
when it is only concerned with money, it will ruin their country." 

Thank you very lfl!Ch. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Hr. Ross. The next speaker will be A. Glienke, is that correct? 

STATEMENT BY A. GLIENKE 

MS. GlfENKE: I can't begin to give you all the figures that he has. I'm just an ordinary housewife 
very concerned with my home. 

Mr. Chairman and comnittee, my husband and I ll'IC)ved to St. Charles three years ago. We will have to 
live above the tunnel. If we had any idea that they were going to put it here, you can be sure we 
would have never moved here. 

I The rest of our lives will be devastated by this as we are senior citizens. 
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IJhen this site was picked for the SSC, did they even give a thought to how many people would be deva
stated by it? l1ow can you even-think of putting such a gigantic project in an area that has so many 
people, hanes, business, fanns and schools? 

How can you ask we, the people, to take a tremendous loss on our homes, and we w~ll. I How can you ask 
the people to live through ten or more years of blasting, dynamiting and having amage to our hanes? 

How can you take a beautiful, heavenly area, a populated area and cover with IYlJch ugly cement, factory
like structures? Why should we, the people, have to live above a tunnel -- a 53-mile tunnel where they 
play around with atcms and components? The scientists cannot prove that it could not e~plode. They 
said 1f it did, it would blow out all the magnets and the radiatfon would go into the rocks. 

Can you a.sk so many peep le to live above and around this danger? How can you ask us to take a chance 
on our water? We can't afford to lose any wells. With all the new hanes being built in this area? 

The scientists are predicting our weather ls going to get hotter and we had better take care of o~r 
water. Remember last slJTl!ler? 

Our streets are crowded now. We don't need many more trucks loaded with rocks crowding and destroying 
them too. Where will 53 miles of rock go? We are looking for places to put our·garbage. We can't 
handle 53 mi Tes of rock. 

Most of all, how can you even think of putting, think of putt1r.g the SSC under our. schools? 

It would be cheaper and safer to put the SSC under open land, th.! Goverrwnent has a lot of .J.Lfiliinois 
can't afford the SSC. We are closing hospitals for Tack of funds. Criminals are being let out because 
there ts no room for them. 

Governor Thcmpson wants to raise our taxes because we are in trouble. 

I could go on and on. 
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And last but not least, the experts and the scientists have been wrong many times in the past on 
safety. Remember Three Mile Island, remer..ber Love Ca~al. Asbestos in our schools. Agent Orange. 
Chernobyl. DDT. And now we have to face radon? 

Please, please, don't put that here. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, ma'am. Are tJ:iere any other people here who are reg.istered to speak this 
morning. 

I'f not. what I chose to do is to recess at th.is point and we'll reconvene thi.s afternoon at 2:.00. 
However, I would like to ask the panel and the recorder to remain until ten minutes to lZ:OO just in 
the small case that somebody who was pre-registered. shows up la.te and we can take them th-is lllOrAing. 

Assum·ing that they don't show tip,. we wfll now _recess this sessi.on. until th-is. a.fternoen" and. we thank 
you for your cooperation. And I remind you that the building will not be open until 1:30, one half 
hour before the start of·this afterROon's session. 

Thank you very much for your cooperation. 

(Whereupon the hearing was recessed to reconvene at 2:00 p.m. the same day.) 
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(October 7, 1988: 2:00 p.m.) 

MR. NOLAN: Good afternoon. I want to welcane you to the Department of Energy's public hearing on the 
draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Superconducting Super Collider. For those of you who have 
been with us this morning, or yesterday, these remarks may be a little bit redundant, but we would like 
to offer them to you anyway. Particularly for those who have not been in our hearing session so far. 

My name is Dick Nolan and I am the deputy executive director of the SSC Site Task Force. I am the 
presiding official for this session of this public hearing. You probably know that a concurrent 
session of this hearing ts taking place in the gymnasium next door. 

The purpose of my brief remarks is to tell you why ·we are all here. After my remarks I will ask our 
session moderator Mr. Barry Lawson, who is seated here to my right, to outline how we will conduct the 
meeting this afternoon. 

The purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an opportunity to conment in person on the 
draft Environmental Impact Statement. This hearing is not your only opportunity. You may also send us 
your written COITITlents which must be postmarked by October 17, 1988. 

We want you to know that we are sincerely and genuinely interested in your carments on the draft EIS 
and that each of your cornrents will be considered and responded to in the final doctinent. Let me go 
back now and refresh your memories as to how we got to this point in the site selection process. In 
January of 1967 President Reagan's decision to proceed to the SSC was announced and he in turn 
requested construction funds fron the Congress. 

In April 1967 the department issued an invitation for site proposals. We subsequently received 43 
proposals and 36 of these were found to be qualified. These proposals, the qualified ones, were for
warded to the National Academies of Science and Engineering for further evaluation. Based on a cri
teria that we laid out in our invitation, the Academies recarrnended back to us a list of the eight most 
excellent sites that they felt best represented our needs. 

One of those proposals was later withdrawn by the Department. Following a rev;ew and a verification of 
the Academies' evaluation, Secretary Herrington announced the Best Qualified list, the rrost excellent 
list of sites, including the State of Illinois proposal, on January 19, 1988. 

Qn January 22, 1988 the DOE fonnally announced that it would develop an Environrrental Impact Statement 
on the proposed SSC. In February of 1988 we held scoping meetings in eoch of the seven states to 
obtain public cC111nent on the nature and the scope of the environmental issues to be considered in the 
EIS. 

Scoping meetings were held here in Illinois on February 18, 1988. Out of this process in Illinois and 
at the six other sites, we received about 2,000 camients on the nature of the issues that should be 
considered in the EIS document. These conments were in fact considered in the preparation of EIS. 
That is the subject of our hearing this afternoon. Following public hearings here and in the other six 
states, and those other six state hearings are now completed, we will develop a final EIS to be issued 
in December 1988. 

The draft EIS that 
site alternatives. 
site locations. 

we are talking about today evaluates and conpares four alternatives. First, the 
That is looking at the environmental implications of siting the SSC at the seven 

Technical alternatives, those include considering different technology equi?flent or facilities. 
Prograninatic alternatives, using other accelerators, international collaboration on the project, or 
delaying the project. 

Finally four, the no-action alternative, which is in fact the option not to construct the SSC at all. 

This draft EIS tdentifies and analyzes the potential environmental consequences expected to occur from 
siting construction and operation of the SSC at the seven sites. Let me again repeat to .you where they 
are. They are located in Arizona, in Colorado, Illinois, Michigan, North Carolina, Tennessee and in 
Texas. 

This draft EIS gives us as ll'llch information as we now have at this stage of the development of the 
project regarding potential environmental impacts of the proposed construction and operation of the SSC 
at each of the alternative sites. However, the DOE recognizes that further review underneath is 
required prior to construction and operation of the proposed SSC. Accordingly, following selection of 
the site for the proposed SSC the DOE will prepare a supplenent to this EIS to address in considerably 
greater levels of detail the envirormental effects of siting the machine at the selected.site and 
measures that could be considered for minimizing impacts at the selected site. 
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Let me tell you a little bit more about the draft EIS. lt ls a very large clocument. It involves more 
than 4,000 pages. And it ls organized into four volumes, The first voli.me is entitled, Environmental 
l"llact Statenent. Volume 11 does not exist yet. It 1s reserved for your comments and responses to 
your comnents. It will appear published only in the final EIS. 

Voli.me III outlines for you the site selection methodology that we are pursuing. Volllll@ IV contains 16 
appendices pro..,iding detailed presentations of technical information which back up the 
conclusions in the EIS. 

Cooments received at this hearing will be used by the DOE to prepare the final document this Deceinfier. 
lt will ident1fy the department's preferred site, which l said will be designated in l3te November. 

No sooner than 30 days after the final EIS is distributed, the department will publish its record of 
decision, which will include the final site selection and ca11plete the site selection process. 

This afternoon we are going to use the services of a professional moderator to assure a falr and 
orderly proceeding. Measures have been taken to pennit the maxlmi.m opportunity for 1nterested citizens 
to utilize this session for expressing their corrments. We urge all participants in this afternoon's 
meeting to focus their comnents on the draft EIS and avojd statements. respectfully requesting that you 
avoid statements ailred solely at support or opposition for the State of Illinois proposal. 

While all comnents will beccme part of the formal record of this proceeding, those that you give us 
that specifically address EIS will be the most helpful to the department in preparing the final 
docllnent. 

As I noted earlier in addition to this opportunity for oral corrrnents, individuals may also provide us 
written comients. They should be postmarked by October 17th. That is the end of the formal 45-day 
camient period. If we receive them on that kind of a time scale it insures that we can consider them 
and 1nclude a response in the final document. We will, however, to the extent that we c~n possibiy, 
consider conments received after October 17th. 

One final word on the role of EIS and the site selection process. The National Environmental Policy 
Act requires that environmental impacts be considered by Federal decision-makers in considering actions 
with potentially significant environmental consequences. 

EIS is one of the methods used to do this analysis, µro'lide for public participation, such as the 
. hearing event this afternoon, and prepare a canplete and total document. This afternoon you wi 11 be 

addressing a panel composed of myself and Linda McClain to the right of Mr. Lawson. You will see trat 
sometime during the course of the afternoon Linda and myself may be spelled off by Mr. Bill Griff~ng 
and Mr. Jay Hunze. respectively. Now I would like to introduce Hr. Barry Lawson who will outline for 
us the rules and conduct of how we will proceed with our meeting this afternoon. Barry. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you and good afternoon. Once again my name is Barry Lawson. I am a carmunity 
relations specialist and president of Lawson Associates of Concord, Massachusetts. As an outside 
consultant I have been hired by the Department of Energy to serve as a neutral IOClderator for this 
hearing. A court reporter for this session is Tim Devine, to my left. 

As Mr. Nolan has said, the purpose of this hearing is to give interested citizens an opportunity to 
cannent on the department's draft Environmental Impact Statet'llent for the proposed Superconducting Super 
Col lider. 

In February the department conducted a scoping meeting here 1n Illinois to listen to and receive 
camients on what should be considered in the preparation of the draft EIS. DOE has now prepared the 
draft and seeks comnent on this document which is more specific in detailing the potential environ
mental impact of siting the SSC here in Illinois and in six other states. 

When we begin the CCfITTlent period in a few minutes I will announce each speaker, working from a list 
which will be provided to me by the people at the registration table. I will take the speakers in the 
order in which they have signed up in advance, with appropriate respect for public officials. 

As this is a hearing to receive conrnents on the draft Err ... ironmental Impact Statement, your corrments 
should focus on issues addressed in the draft document. ff l find the comnents are wandering from the 
topic of this session I may remind you to focus your ccmments more sharply. This is not intended to 
limit your remarks, but rather to assure that they are as effective as possible in achieving the 
objective of this hearing as set forth by Mr. Nolan, the presiding official for the hearing. 

To provide interested people with a fair opportunity to express their vleW$, I have established the 
following rules for the conduct of the hearing this afternoon. Also I should mention that there will 
be a session this evening starting at 7:00. Advance registrants will be meeting in the gymnasium. 
Many of you may have heard that the evening session will be in the auditoriun. It will be in the 
gymnasium. However, this team will be in the auditorium for people who are walk-in registrants. 
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All cannents wtll be limited to five minutes, unless otherwise noted by me. I will try to remind you 
when you have 30 seconds remaln1ng and your cooperation w111 be greatly appreciated by the panel and of 
course by other members of the public, who will then have an adequat~ opportunity to share their views 
as well. I will attefT1)t to take people at their scheduled times, although ff sane of the presentations 
run less than f tve mlnutes we may be ab le to run a little ahead of schedule. You are encouraged to 
submit written comnents to us before or after your presentation. We have a black in-box at the table 
to the left of the podilJTI, to your right, for you to put them there if you will. 

Also I should mention that we had a considerable shake-up in our sc~dule today. So that if )'tlu are 
scheduled to speak son-etime during the afternoon I would appreciate You sticking around because the way 
the schedule works we may be able to take you considerably earlier than your scheduled time. 

Nevertheless, at approximately 30 minutes before the scheduled end of the session, I will call speakers 
who have registered at the door today, or who have registered but had not been called earlier. There
fore, again, any of you who do wish to speak I urge you to sign up at the registration table ih the 
lobby. 

For those of you who may wish to submit written corments later, the deadline is October 17. All com
ments, whether they be oral or written, ra1sed on the content of the draft EIS will be made part of the 
record to be cons;dered by the Department of Energy as jt prepares its final Environmental Impact 
Statement. 

A couple of words about the use of this building. You are reminded ~nee again that this is a smoke
free building. There is no smoking allowe~ at any time in any areas of the building. The cafeteria is 
for student use only and is not available to the general public. A $nack bar directly opposite the 
entrance to the gymnasit..m is available for your use. As the hearing is being held in this high school 
with students anQ faculty in attendance during many of our sessions, we request that you restrict your 
movement for this hearing to the meeting r~oms and the registration Greas. Please do not loiter in the 
corridors. 

This building will be open for public acce$s this afternoon and agaih this evening beginning at 6:30. 
We all would like to thank the Waubonsie V~lley High School and the School District 204 for the use of 
their facilities for these hearings. We r~quest that everyone attending and participating in these 
sessions respect high school property and help us to keep it clean. You are also reminded that again 
that today's hearing is belng held ln two rooms, this auditorium and the g}'llYlasium. 

If you are registered to speak at the heartng please make certain th~t you are tn the room assigned to 
you at registration. lf you are uncertain as to which room you have been assigned, ~lease check with 
the registration table. 

I would like also to make one more cOITTTient about noise. We are a little more fortunate here than in 
the g)mnasilJ11 bee:ause the acoustics are th~t lll.lch better. Nevertheless, I must request that we keep 
noise and converaation to an absolute mini~t.m. both out of respect to the presenters and to the panel 
who will be trying to hear and understand the canrents being made. And particularly for the recorder 
who is making sure that we have a canplete record. For that purpose and for that reason l ask you that 
if you do feel it necessary to have sane c~nversations that you do so in the outer lobby. I Will 
announce any further procedural rules for the conduct of the hearing as may be necessary. Again, your 
cooperation with these procedures and accCXllplishing the objectives of today's session I greatly 
appreciate. 

I must note that I congratulated the peopl~ who were in here this morning as being most courteous as 
well as thoughtf~l in their carrnents. They set a good example and I trust that that example will 
continue over to this afternoon. 

It is now time tQ introduce our first speaker for the afternoon. I Will also ask you when called upon 
to speak to move to this podium which is in front of me and for the record to introduce yourself, give 
yaur address tf you will, and state your p!:)sition and organicatton ff any. A1sa, l tt'001d 1ike ta 
remind you that if in your testimony you a~e asking questions or subnitting a written testimony, that 
you include your name, address including zip code, as well as your phone nunt>er in case any 
clarificatiOAs are required of your questi~n so t~at they may be answered appropriately in the final 
EIS. 

I remind yoa that the panel to my right has the responsibility, nlJTlber one, to listen to your camients 
and if necessarJ to ask any clarifyiAg questions necessary to create a COlll>lete record of your conments 
for the contents of the draft EIS. Once again I remind you, if you wish to speak and you hav~ not 
registered so fat, that you do so at the registration desk. Now I will be calling each speaker in turn 
and at the same time announcing the follow-up speaker so. that you may be prepared. _We ha~e set aside 
the first row of seats down here in the lower left for upcoming speakers. So if you hear· your name
ca11ed as the next speaker, If you wou1d approach the on-deck c1rcle, whJch happens to he these seats, 
it will facilitate the rovement of the prog-ram and of course give you a greater period of time in which 
to speak. 
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The first speaker this afternoon would be Brian John Stafford. ls Mr. Stafford here? Very good You 
will be foJlowed by Ms. luc111e Denker. Is Ms. Denker here? Very good. You will be the second 
speaker, ma'am. Mr. Stafford please. 

STATEMENT OF BRIAN JOHN STAFF~D 

HR. STAFFORD: My name is Brian Stafford. I am from St. Charles. I am a student at the University of 
Chicago. I WtJiJld first 11ke to thank you for giving me this opPortun·ity to speak. 

The first thing I would like to talk about is the congestion that this project would CilUSe on our high
way system. The SSC would have a great number of roads available to it in this area. But ours are 
only ones which are subject to stop and go traffic. 

An increase generated by the SSC traffic would only make matters worse. It would take nnre time to 
travel fran po1nt to point around the Illinois ring than any one site, than any other sit.!:....Ji>erhaps an 
even greater importance is the fact that the EIS facts do not take into account the abnormally harsh 
winters in Il11nois. There is qufte a bit of snow drifting onto the roads fn this area that can make 
it even impassible to four wheel drive vehicles. 

Section 3.6 of the EIS indicates that there are three specific types of mitigation which the DOE con
siders. The third type which is described are those which could be but are not required to be devel
oped during tlie final project design in order to reduce the anticipated adverse impacts of the p•oject. 

Included in this group of mitigations are proposed changes that would reduce noise impacts, air quality 
problems, blasting and vibrational problems, et cetera. The key thing for everyone to remember here is 
that the DOE and the EIS specifically indicate that they need not make any changes in their plans if 
they desire not to. All such mitigative measures are something that could occur rather than should or 
will occur. 

This leaves far too much control in the hands of the scientist from the DOE. It seer.is that the only 
way the SSC can be mitigated in the Fox River Valley is that it is mitigated right out of the state. 

The last thing I would like to talk about fs in fact the Environmental Impact Statement itself. I did 
not have as much time as I would have liked to to go over it. I just returned fran basic training with 
the Anny aT'ld I went right back to school. I only had this morning and parts of last night to go o·,,er 
it and I specifically concentrated on Chapter number Five which deals with the impact on the 
environment. 

I do not have a large background ln ecology. But_ I did take severa 1 eca logy courses when I was a 
biology major. It appeared to me that the whole statement was hastily clone and 1nco~plete. There were 
things discussed and you were given the facts this could happen or might happen. kle were not told how 
much of it would happen or where it would happen. 

One exa!J1)le of this is, I am sure everybody uses this example quite a bit, it is the Indiana bat 
migrates north here in the sunmert?me to breed and raise tts young and then it migrates back south. 
The Environmental Impact Statement mentioned that these bats need a tree with a diameter of I bel~eve 
it was 16 inches in order to raise their young. The statement did mention that during construction of 
the ring they would leave these trees alone for the period when these bats were raising their young. 
Then they would be taken down. 

The statement did not address what percentage of these trees would be destroyed in co~struction of the 
ring. It did not address the effect that this would have on the following year of the returning bats. 
~ould there be enough trees for them to maintain their population, or would the number of trees be so 
depleted that the number of the species would fall off? 

There was mention of a ground sink where certain portions of larid could fall. Where along the ring 
would this happen? Just in certain areas, or around the whole ring? How much, how many feet, inches? 
No mention of this at all. What would the effects be on certain habitats? We have various habitats 
around the ring, everything from wetlands to tempered W()Odland forests. You can change a habitat very 
significantly by dropping its altitude two feet. You can take something that was a tempered woodldnd 
and turn it lnto a marsh, jf it is next to a marsh. You can take something that was a marsh and turn 
it into a lake. Again, not addressed at al 1. Absolutely no statement as to the effect it would have 
on the habitats. 

As far as the blasting goes, I read in there about decibel levels •. how much noises would occur. My 
question in that area is, what effect is this going to have on livestock? I have been working with and 
training horses my whole life. They scare very easy. It does not take much, horses or cattle, to 
start them running around the pasture. My question is, if some of these horses and cattle run through 
barbed wire fences, are the farmers going to be reimbursed for the loss of these animals? Again, 
nothing in there about the effect.it would have on livestock. 
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The statement also mentioned certain birds. The most notable of them were falcons and the bald eagle. 
Claimed that the SSC would have no effect on these animals whatever. Birds are very susceptible to any 
type of contamination in the enviro!Tilent because whatever they eat goes into the makeup of their egg 
she 1 ls. 

There was a very large problem with the bald eagle several years ago because of DDT building up in the 
eggshells. The egg~hells were extremely weak and therefore the ent>ryos could not develop to maturity, 
Will the SSC and the water it dwnps tnto the rivers and creeks be putting any kind of contaminates in 
there that can contaminate the fish that these birds eat? I do not know that. but it should have been 
addressed in the statement. 

~1so the water levels will be changed evidently, frc:m what I read. There will be a certaln amount of 
seepage 1nto the t~nnel, pulling it out of the ground, that will be put back, ptm1ped out of the tunnel 
and di.nped back into the rivers. Well, is it going to be di..mped back where it came from? Again, you 
are thinking about you lower the ground level and you are going to be drying out marshes and wetland. 
If you d~ it back into areas that are not capable of handling the drainage you can end up f lood;ng 
fanners' fields and again changing habitats. It seemed like fran my reading it, all that happened wos 
it ra\sed more and ITOre questions ln my mind that were not answered and that shou)d be answered because 
they are important to all of us here. 

That is really all I have to say and I would like to thank you ·for this opportunity. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Mr. Stafford. 
will be followed by Judith Hemingway. 
Ms. Denker please. 

The next speaker this afternoon will be Lucille Denker and she 
Is Jud1th Hemlngway here? You will be the next speaker. 

%8 STATEMENT OF LUCILLE DENKER 

1208 

HS. DENKER: Thank you. Department of Energy, fellow Americans, I am not opposed to furthering science 
for the benefit of mankind. But I am opposed to putting the Super Collider in St. Charles and 
Illinois. 

Have you looked at the back of the ring? Have you seen that the collider is to go under our newly 
built high school? How could you do a thing like that? What right have you to endanger the lives of 
our youth? Our hi.gh school is the result of the kindness of its benefactors, the Norris family. They 
loved St. Charles. They wanted to help au-r youth. Now you ccme along and "'8.nt to put tneir liYes in 
danger. 

Do not tell me the coll kier will be safe. So were the others until they blew up. The Pledge of 
Allegiance to the Amertcan flag states with liberty and justice to a.11. Putting the collider under 
some people's hemes and not others is not justice to all. 

Foreigners have the American dream. Come to America. Build your own hCJne and live in peace. Putting 
the collider under people's own hanes is absolutely wrong. It ls absolutely wrong to endanger their 
lives in their own homes. 

This is a moral issue also. Fennilab is not built under homes. Ho matter how much you pay a person, 
your money can never bring back a loved one killed in an accident. Think about it. This is America. 
Do not put the collider in St. Charles. Put it in the wide open spaces. Put it where people will not 
be hurt. We have plenty of space. Use it. All mankind will benefit from it wherever it is. Give us 
the peace in our homes we are entitled to. Do not put the colllder in Illinois. Lucille Denker, thank 
you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Mrs. Denker. The next speaker will be Judith Hemingway, to be followed by 
Carol Williams. Is Carol Williams here? Thank you. Ms. Hemingway please. 

STATEMENT OF JUDITH HEMINGWAY 

MS. HEMINGWAY: My name is .hJdith Hemingway. Jam fran St. Charles, Illinois .. ladies and gentlemen, 
the industrial style facilities of the proposed SSC have no place in our residential comnunities. If 
this were not a political money grab our local zoning ordinance$ would not allow this to be built. 

We must recognize that the effect of the SSC will be distressing, intense and gravely offensive to 
those of us forced to live inside, over and around the ring. It will be like having a ball and chain 

/ on and not being able to escape. 

lhe infonnation and sohltions ~fferect to the public in Appendix 16 of the EIS are an inadequate.attempt 
to mitigate the offenses that the SSC w"ill have on the scenery on and near the proposed site, Appendix 
16 has acb-itted that there are 1RCJny inconsistencies. Decided- what is significant, decided how sensi
tive the public was in the area and offered decisions based on optnions by people who are ~ot in [copy 
missing] professions. 
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Appendix 16 makes two important aduissions. One, the residential land uses are not .visually compatible 
with the proposed project because of the obvious functional and structural contrast between project 
features and residences. Two, the industrial appearances of the proposed structure is not in keeping 
with the predcminantly agrarian look of the land, nor are the facilities compatible with the natural 
appearing lands. These are very strong statements concerning what will be built 1f the SSC comes to 
Illinois. 

Also listed in Appendix 16 are sare of the impacts of construction. This list speaks for itself. The 
appearance of cut-and-fill slopes. Clear areas before they are revegetated. Excavated areas prior to 
building construction. Stockpiles of dirt. sand and gravel. Spoils disposal areas. Temporary water 
supplies. And utilities incltjding night lighting, waste systems, fence laid on areas for building 
material~. equipnent yards and contractor offices. 

Appendix 16 shrugs off the impacts of constTUcticn by saying that they can be expected to occur for 
less than two years. But we all know that Government contracts conducted on a cost-plus basis tend to 
go on and on and on. -

The writers of Appendix 16 obviously have underestimated the impact of truck traffic and constant 
construction no1~e on residences nearby. Two-lane roads where our children wait for school b~ses will 
be turned into four-lane highways. 

The disturbance of the dynamiting alone much less the view of endless streams of truck traffic is case 
enough to site the SSC in an area of lower population. This intrusion ts inexcusable to our 
neighborhoods. 

Appendix 16 also discusses the sensitivity of the public. How did the DOE decide how sensitive the 
Illinois public was? Texas was allowed to vote on whether they wanted the SSC. Did the State of 
Illinois or the DOE take a poll or a survey to detennine how sensitive the Illinois public was near the 
proposed s1te? If tht.g was done it was not mentioned and 1 was not asked. The only attitude that we 
can be sure of is the lack of sensitivity of our area politicians tot.~ voice of the Fox Valley. The 
politicians must haYe been the ones who decide how sensit1"Ve the Fox Va11ey was. Theil' decision was 
wrong. We are very sensitive. 

What is said- is that with a project of this size so many people are motivated by greed and the pranise 
of large federal spendiAQ. In diseuS'Shig the screenings done at individual construction sites, 
Appendix 16 states best professional judgment was used. Those mentioned as contributors were listed as 
a quality control technician, an actninistrative assistant and a secretary. Do these persons have the 
qua.lificatiG1ns to render judgment on visual aesthetics? 

fina11y, Appendix 16 achits tiiat the structures connected with the SSC. will not be c~tible w;th our 
scenery. It leao.tes ~ortant dectsions about visual impact and the sens1t1_v1ty of the public up to 
people who are not professionals in this field. 

If tnis continues to go a·ny further in the fox Valley, reSistance will continue to grow. just as it has 
since your first hearing. The DOE must realize that the citizens of the Fox Valley are highly sensi
tive and we will resent in the long term the presence of the SSC in Illinois. Tllink you. 

MR. LAWSON:· Thank you, Ms. Hemingway. The next speaker w1ll be Carol Villiams. She will be fo1lowed 
by E i leen Haslem. 

STATEMENT OF CAROL WILLIAMS 

MS. WiltIAHS: My name- f·s Carol Williams and I live at 7 N 140 Nancy Lane in St. Charles. I would like 
to address the -groundwater issue. 

Page 5.1.Z-29 of the EIS indicates that ~acts to groundwater resources during the operational phase 
of the SSC w1 ll.be the greatest at sites which have currently overdrafted groundwater resources and/or 
where increased grouncMater use would create or worsen an already exist tng groundwater overdraft. 

Both of these conditions ·exist at the Illinois site and we can therefore expect t~ day-to-day operations 
of the- SSC to hcr-te a greater impact at ou-r proposed site compared to the other alternative locations. 

Our regionally overdrafted groundwater situation is well docurrented in the E1S. t:t>wever, the lcx:al 
groundwater situatton ts not. ·The £IS only replies to infonnati.on as presented to the 00£ in the 
individual site proposals presented by each state. It 1s an error on the part of the EIS and our State 
Department of Energy and Natural 'Resources not to have inc 1uded the fact that a groundwater s1App ly 
problE!lft exists in Campton Townstiip ort the northern arc of the ring. 

State Water Survey menbers of the Kane County Board and the Kane County Building and Zoning Department 
a-re a11 well aware of th'ls loc-al groundwater shortage situat1on which fs developing. Nll.llerous indi
vkfuals haw recently been forced to either d1g entirely new wells into the underlying sandstone -- or 
to have had to redrill their existing well to adapt where the pump can be lowered into a more adequate 
source; 
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This can be verified by talking to any of the well drillers in the local area. And J personally livP 
next door to someone who had to do this. 

Indications from the State Water Survey are that further develoi:rnent in the northern Can,:iton Township 
area may have restrictions on the number of private wells which can be drilled. Instead developers may 
find it necessary to provide a conmen water source for any new subdivisions which may be proposed in 
the future, This information has not been provided by our State to the DOE and it is about time you 
scientists became aware of the truth. 

The EIS is CQlll)letely lacking any information about this very real local groundwater problem. The DOE 
must be required to verify the true existing conditions at each and every alternative site. You must 
ask questions. You cannot assume that the wonderful State of Illinois has provided you with all the 
pertinent information about our Fox Valley site. 

In. fact it should be quite obvious by now that the State of Illinois has very obviously attempted to 
keep the DOE and the citizens in the dark about the SSC. You have, according to the newspapers and 
televlsion reports, had more opposition to the SSC in Illinois than in any of the other proposed sites. 
Had the State of Illinois been honest and upright with its citizens you would have had 10C1re opposition 
much earlier. We do not want the SSC in our corrmunity. Please listen to what we are telling you and 
do not locate it here. Give it to a state that wants it and leave us who do not want it alone. Thank 
you. 

MR. l~YSON: Thank you, Mrs. Williams. tlie next speaker wi\l be [i\een Haslem and she will be fo\\~ed 
by Paula Hernner. Is Paula Hemner here? Thank you. 

STATEMENT OF EILEEN HASLEM 

HS. HASLEM: My name is Eileen Haslem and I live in St. Charles. My main objection is to have this 
c\rcle put under the high school. I live very close to that. It makes me rather uneasy to know that I 
am going to have all that construction and work there. But I think it is unheard of that we would put 
it under our high school. 

This is what I am objecting to. I am objecting also to doing away with the town of Eola; also the 
people in Kaneville who are going to be losing fanns, and homes, and businesses they have had for 
years. 

I just think we are too busy an area. I know there is at least one state that has plenty of room for 
it. In fact a lot of that property is already owned by the government and they would have to only 
acquire extra area to get the required amount. I just feel that we as citizens do not need this. We 
are too busy an area already. We do not need more of it. That is my main objection, mainly the high 
school. That is all I have to say. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Haslem. The next speaker will be Paula Hermier and she will be followed by 
Agnes Heisley. Ms. Hernner. 

121' STATEMENT OF PAULA HEMMER 
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MS. HEMMER: Hy name is Paula Hemner. Hy address is 4 N 668 Burr Road, St, Charles. After receiving 
my Envirol'ITlental Impact Stateirent I tried to sit down and make my way through this fascinating reading 
mater1al and focus in on one particular area that I would discuss. 

As l read, the one statement that kept coming back to me was a statement from the very first page, 
which is repeated several times throughout the text. It states, "The Department of Energy has proposed 
to select a site for the Superconducting Super Co11ider, a laboratory facl1ity for the study of high 
energy physics in the United States. The proposed SSC would be the largest scientific instrument ever 
built." The largest scientific instr1Jnent ever built. 

The SSC could create particle collisions at the energies of 20 times higher than can be achieved at 
existing accelerators-. If Illinois is chosen. the largest sc1ent1f1c instrument will be going under 
people's homes, under our schools, our parks, stores, farmland, et cetera. The people living above, 
around and within the ring of the Super Collider will be your guinea pigs. 

I have heard over and over again comparisons of this- SSC to Fennilab, but no one has lived on top of 
Fermi lab. The fact that Fennilab has been safe is of no comfort to me. The fact 1s you do not know 
what effect living a~ove and around the Super Collider will have on us, our children, and our chil
dren's children. The SSC 1s 6 hlgh energy physlcs experlment. ~nd I underl\ne exper\ment. We are 
your white mice. 

If our Government -ants to study the fundamental structure of matter it should not be done under our 
hanes and our schools, affecting our air, the wetlands, the wells and destroying the quality of life in 
tt-e Fox Valley. 
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On poge 1-6 of the .sunmary of the EIS states. "The SSC aay produce very t11n11. l l aiwounts of radlonuc l ides 
regardless of where it ts sited. In addition very small releases of other types of hazardous emissions 
would occur." ls not this rather vague? 

\le do not want radionucltdes or ·other t)'peS of hazaf'dous aa-iufons ta the fmc Valley. Many people 
maintain that the SSC is safe. But the fact ts it ts the largest scientific instrument ever built. 
And it ts an experiment and there are no guarantees. 

There have been many things thilt pe.ople believed were safe at the time and nany years later that was 
proven incorrect. Asbestos ~s used iA bwl ldtAg SO yea.rs ago. Ito one thought it was a carcinogen. 
And now schools and hanes Md public butld;ngs are spending tremendous sums of .,ney to remove 
asbestos. 

Agent orange was sprayed tn Vietnam and people thought it -.a safe to be exposed to agent orange. And 
ZQ years later there are people who were Gl's in Vietnam dying of liver cancer. People who believe 
that the SSC Is .. fe because the DOE and Federal r.o.en..ent say It \1 safe are being very nahe. The 
point is that there are p1aces ia our country where the SSC could be sited that llfOUld not go 1.11der 
people's homes .and schools, cause people to lose their fans that have been family fanns fof' 
generations. 

After reading through the EIS I have a hard time understanding how any state could determine if they 
wanted to bid for the Super Collider before knowing what the impact on the environnent would be. Did 
not this all cone around in a rather backward manner? We should look at how this would impact our 
environment and then decide if-we want to bid for the SSC. 

6.ut our Governor and State and local representatives decided without the people who are going ·to be 
directly affected having any say so. What •ha-Ye here is taxatton without representation. "1y are 
not Governor Thanpsan and Rep.resentative Dennis Haster and our other elected officials here right now 
to 1 isten to the concerns of the people whB elected them? 

Citizens who are against siting the collider here are not a lynch mob. But we are people, we are mons, 
.and dads. and grandpa.rents4 bomeOlimers. and fa1'1111!f's, business men and wanen who want to protect our 
~cmes &11d 0111" """""'lty and ow- children and the wildlife. Our way of life. The bottom line Is we do 
net want your experiment under our homes and schools. It does not belong there. 

~R. LAWSON: Thank you. Ms. HE!l?lfler. The next speaker .will be Agnes Hetsley and she will be followed by 
Janice latter. Is Janice lattM here? If she is not Is Pat Lindholll here? She >rill oot, okay. thank 
you very mch, I apprect.te that. Barbara Hogan~ 

97/ STATEMENT OF AGNES HEISLEY 

.HS. HEISLH: Good afternoon. Hy name is Agne$ Helsley and I live at 4 N 844 Burr Road, St. Olarles. 
I want to thank. you • 11 first for my appreciation for being here to speak to the Departn!nt of Energy 
and to you all personally for providing me and other concerned citizens for the opportunity to speak to 
you. 

There have been and will be a n1.1t1ber of more qualified people who will speak on the technical features 
of the SSC and why It .00.ld or slwld not be placed in Illinois. 

H...ever. there is one subject on "'1ich I.., qualiHed to 51"'ak and .mlch cannot be stressed too 
strongly. That subject is the destrYCtlon of the quality of life as w know it h~ the Fax Valley. 

Change, development, increase in population are all part of the growing pains of any successful com
munity. like it or not. change is a fact of life with. Milich a11 citi.zens llUSt 1urn to ccpe. But we 
are U.lking about evolut1onary change. not the massjve. dlsf'upttve revolutioury cllange that will cane 
• ; th the proposed SSC • 

The change to our way of life as represented by the construction of the SSC will be so dynamic that our 
camunities will .not be capable of -':>sorbiAg it. The declsion by the State of ll1inois to propose the 
Fox Valley as. a site af the .SSC simply to utilize the facilities of fer'llrilab snows. a callous disregard 
to thousands of cittz.esas tif this area .tio- wtll be severely tq>acted. The infJICt on our schools which 
are struggling just to accomnodate current growth will be devastating. We have just passed a referen
dt.ra tn St. Charles for .DU1" schools .tl~.c.h. caused. pt'Opel'ty taxes to • lmst double~ The tax increase 
necessat"y to handle the schoe1 enrollEnt tncrease frm the SSC would be huge~ 

The cost of housi . .ng. services and other Reeesstties of life will Stiirely esealate nak:ing it impossible 
for large nl.lllbers of Olli' senlo.r .c:itlzens on fixed il'ICOllll! to li¥e- Wt a ~ity where they speAt most 
of their lives and were responsible for helping to build. 

But there are other factors you niust •lso consider. First. every 1ocation that you are considering has 
thousands if not •i1lions of people woo favor the selection of tj,ejr site. Bwt se11e locations such as 
Texas have 110t .oAl)' a .smll UIJ:uAt o.f people who-are proposed to this selectton. tiot so.ia l~linois, 
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a site located in a populated area that has a large n1.mber of people who are adversely affected by the 
SSC and are vehemently opposed to its location here. 

I urge you to think first of the thousands who are injured, not just those who benefit. There are 
other sites 1n wh-ich all are winners and none are losers. 

In addition the Fox Valley and Illinois have already benefited fran the installation of two major 
Federal projects of this.type, Fermilab and Argonne Lab. At the present time our economy ls strong, 
construction is booming and un~loyment is down. But Texas and other proposed sites are suffering 
from econan1c recession. Would not it make a good econClftic and political sense to select Texas or 
another site in need of the economic stimulation. Jn slJlTM.ry let me say that I have heard all kinds of 
nunbers thra.m around about the cost of the SSC. I submit to you that the major cost of the SSC if it 
is located in Fox Valley is the almost certain destruction of our social systens and the years lt will 
take the conmuntties to rebuild them. 

The DOE has within its power to do much good for sorre of our depressed states such as Texas, or to do 
much harm to a nunt>er of strong growing prosperous conmunities such as Batavia, Geneva, St. Charles and 
Kaneville. Please do not make us pay the awful price. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Heisley. The next speaker will be Barbara Hogan and she will be followed 
by Don Price. 

/2/Z STATEMENT OF BARBARA HoGAN 

I 

MS. HOGAN: My name is Barbara Hogan from St. Charles, Illinois. The draft doci.ment as it now stands 
did not show the existence of lily Lake School. Yet it has already been affected by test blasting. On 
March 19th at the corner of Route 47 and Empire Road where lily lake School is located, at about 
3:00 p.m., the school, and school was in session, the building was rocked and shaken as if an earth
quake had hit it. The windows rattled and the light fixtures swayed. Plaster dust came down. The 
teachers and children were frightened. Sane of the early ed children even cried. 

It was verified by Mr. Bauer of the Illinois Geological Survey that Walker Geological was dropping five 
ounce charges down 20 foot bore holes to check the bedrock in the area. The trembling of the building 
carried on every few minutes and lasted several seconds. During this period the children were dis
missed to the school yard. Near the school yard was a truck, probably carrying the other charges. 

They stayed on the yard until the school buses came and then were dismissed while the shaking was going 
on. One of the children related to me later that "I went heme alone to my house, no one was there and 
I was afraid.~' So for the sake of the children of the Fox Valley area I ask you to place the SSC in a 
safer geological area. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Hogan. The next speaker will be Don Price, to be followed by Janice Latter. 
Is she here yet? Pat Lindholm? Elizabeth Grant? Steven Jones? You will be the next speaker, Steven. 
Mr. Price please. 

973 STATEMENT OF DON PRICE 

MR. PRICE: The scope of this report centers around one of Illinois' ITOSt important resources, human 
life. The prcposed location for the SSC in Illinois is located in fastest growing area in the state 
and right in the middle of one of the biggest population bocxns in the Midwest, a population according 
to the Chicago Tribune that exploded by a stunning 44,000 people in the five-county SSC area during 
1987. 

These are facts. Facts the State of Illinois refuses to address. As tables 5.1.8-9 and 10 indicate, 
the traffic impacts due to the SSC are letter F. This means that there will be a forced or breakdown 
flow with traffic demand exceeding the capacity resulting in unstable stop and go traffic. Illinois is 
the only state of the seven where this condition will exist. 

Please note also that the statistics in this table are based on the lowest level of service. In other 
words, thts is the absolute minimUTI problem that will occur. And yet within the same tables the State 
of Illinois claims that there will be no disruption to existing traffic patterns. 

Not even the State of Illinois could misinterpret the horrendous traffic problems created by the 
thousands of vehicles already in this area. As page 5.1.8-27 states, areas around the SSC facility 
might experience an increase in traffic of between 200 and 1,250 vehicles per day. The State of 
Illinois is very quick to point-out to the DOE in Table 5.1.8-9 that Illinois will only have to add 
eight miles of new roads to accamiOdate the SSC. This is the least number of new roads of any of the 
seven states COlllJeting for the SSC. 

This Si~ly means that all excess traffic, as much as an additional 1,250 vehicles, will be using and 
sharing the existing roads which have already excE!eded their design capabilities. Using all of these 
facts, how can it be detennined on page 5.4-2 that the State of Illinois w111 have an increase of only 
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ten injury accidents per year due to the SSC? Comnon sense alone tells one that when you add bet~een 
200 and 1,250 more vehicles, the majority of which will be huge trucks, to an already overburdened 
traffic area, a massive increase in accidents will occur. 

Once again the State of Illinois has done a masterful job in tricking the DOE. As is explained in 
Table 5.1.5-4, the way the injury fatality accidents were determined was by including_ all types of 
vehicles and as a statewide average value. 

Illinois has thousands of small, sparsely populated towns and hundreds of miles of roads with only 
country traffic. Yet these areas were used to help lower the Illinois injury fatality accident rate 
considerably. Such facts dealing with human life have to come from the area directly involved. 

Approximately 90 percent of the SSC will be located in Kane County, Illinois. According to the State 
of Illinois Accident Reports Division, Springfield, in 1987 Kane County alone had 44 fatal accidents 
with 54 deaths. They also had 3,598 injury accidents with 5,447 injuries during 1987. These facts 
seem to be a contradiction to the facts given to the DOE by the State of Illinois. There are 
absolutely no mitigating strate~ies that can cope with th'! enonnous· increase in traffic-related 
injuries and deaths created by building the SSC in the Stdte of·IJlfnois. 

Life is too precious to gamble with statistics. We will not let either you or the State of Illinois 
gamble with the lives of our children and loved ones. You might succeed in siting the SSC in Illinois, 
but we will never let you build it here. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Mr. Frice. The next speaker will be Steven Jones and he will be followed by 
Mr. Carl Adams. You will be the next speaker, sir. Mr. Steven Jones. 

STATEMENT OF STEVEN JONES 

MR. JONES: My name is Steven Jones. 
very much against the Superconducting 
chances these people are taking. 

I live in Campton Township. I am eight years old. My family is 
Super Collider. Ct will go under our house. look how many 

I have a friend who lives near a lake and if this SSC goes. in it will dry up. If this project goes in 
it will ruin our wells. 1""11 it does go in our property value will go down a lot. look how many dollars 
this SSC will take, $570 million and 290' trucks a day going up private roads and our beautiful hemes 
will be nothing. We all have nice houses and trees and they will be ruined. 

I wrote this speech myself. Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Steven. The next speaker will be Mr. Carl Ad<'lllls and he would be followed by 
Janice Latter lf she is here. Is she? Pat Lindholm? Elizabeth Grant? Carlyn Luerquin? She is not
here. Margaret Hemner? Jean.McMahon? You will be the next speaker, ma'am. Mr. Adams please. 

977 STATEMENT OF CARL ADAMS 

MR. ADAMS: I would like to preface first of all, on hours of sitting here and listening to the problems 
that could arise, I went home last night and I had to rewrite what I wanted to say. The water prob_lem 
has been brought up. The damage to property has been. Really l am a 1itt1e tired of it. 

So I went home and 1-thought to myself what would be a good opening statement. What would wake up the 
crowd. I came up with, ladies and gentlerren I would like to thank all of you who have voted for 
Thompson, put him in office, giving us all the biggest possible shaft we could ever have. 

The problen l have with the DOE Department and the Governor of Illinois is very basic; truth, freed001 
of infonnation, simple statement not understood by the politicians of Illinois or the U.S. Governrrent 
politicians. 

I am referring especially to a St. Charles town meeting held early spring 1988. At the city hall we 
were shown a film produced by Governor Thanpson in 1983, describing the open. wide open area of Kane 
County that would ~ suited for the SSC. The year 1983, five years before the homeowners were notified 
that our towns, our homes, our land would be put up to the- highest bidder so that a few Government 
scientists would have a 53-mile toy to play in. 

Whatever benefit can be corked out of this I just cannot answer. Had I known of the coming of the SSC 
prior to the purchase of the land and building of our home I certainly never would have purchased or 
invested fn the Ferson Wood Area fn St. Charles Township. As a hcrneowner sitting on top of the SSC, I 
was not notified until February 3rd, 1988 by the DOE. The following week, February 9th, I was finally 
notified by the State of Illinois, DOE Department, a five-year lapse of time. 

The Governor claimed Kane County in 1983 the least populated and best location for the SSC. Time has 
passed. Kane County has grown. New homes, new industries. Thanpson should renew and review his view 
of Kane County and produce a new film for the Federal DOE. 
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The local, State and Federal Government politicians do not live on or near the SSC. They could care 
less. Politicians have becc:me so paranoid with the prestige of SSC they have forgotten the people. 
The disruption of the land. The effect it will have on the tax base. The draft of the Environmental 
l!ll>act Statement has been gone over, read and reread, discussed at meetings, this meeting, and last 
night in particular. 

I cannot add T11Jch more about the fear of losing our water supply. loss of jobs and property. The 
possible pollution caused by the SSC is enormous. The pranise ·af future temporary jobs at best cannot 
influence-me in thinking the SSC is best suited for Kane County. The promise of 10.000 jobs is a 
politician's way of stirring interest in the project, getting the general public on his or her side. 
How can any sane person make a premise of 10,000 jobs when the project costs have never been decided 
on? The published cost of SSC varied between $4 to $7 billion. The planners cannot decide on where to 
build tt, what buildings to erect, or what is needed ta make the SSC a reality. To let the politicians 
of Illinois have a hand in building the SSC would be a total disaster. 

The total cost would automatically double. Exaq:ile, the Governor of Illinois pushed for a new State of 
Illinois building in Chicago. It was built at twice the original estimate. Still the m:>ney ran out. 
There are no doors on the office. The building cannot be cooled. It cannot be heated properly. 

Another park barrel the Illinois politicians got their hands into, the Chicago Deep Tunnel. 
knows what that whole underground will cast, or if it ever will be finished. The people who 
SSC cite Fennilab as an advantage. Not so according ta Robert Oeblaw, director of the Super 
division, U.S. Department of Energy, quoted in the Tribune February of this year. 

No one 
want the 
Co 11 ider 

In closing, I would like to just have everyone remember something I have learned, scmething I have kept 
with ne all my life. It is called the forgotten man. Delving away in j)atient industry supporting his 
family, paying his taxes, casting his vote, supporting his church and schools, but he is the only one 
for whom there is no-provision in the great scramble for the big divide. Such is the forgotten man. 
He works, he votes, generally he prays. But his chief business in life ts to pay. 

Who and where is the forgotten man in this case? Who will have to pay for it all? Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Mr. Adams. The next speaker will be Jean McMahon. She will be followed by 
Karen Heidenreich. Ms. Karen Heidenreich? Has Janice Latter arrived? Pat Lindholm? Elizabeth Grant? 
Carlyn luerquin? Margaret Hernner? Ms. McMahon, I am going to have you speak and then perhaps we will 
take a recess afterwards. But I will detennlne that when you finish. Please proceed. 

STATEMENT OF JEAN McMAHON 

MS. McMAHON: Thank you. My name is Jean McMahon. I live on Caribou Trail in Campton Township. I am 
going to be speaking about the wetlands. 

There are four SSC site facilities. FS, K4, J3, and JS which all have potential for floodplain 
encroactment according to Section 5.1.2-9 [sic] of the EIS. The J6 site covers the entire width of the 
floodplain area of Crest Creek. The EIS states that this may be significant long-term impact of local 
scale and is designated as having a measurable impact. 

The significance of thi_s location is even more important ""1en you consider that the entire Illinois SSC 
area is covered by flood insurance rate max. This rreoans that there is a high probability of flooding 
that occurs in the area and that any encroacl'ment by JS on the Crest Creek floodplain will hinder the 
normal flow of water and could lead to even greater flooding problems. 

The EIS very clearly indicates on page 25 of Appendix Sb that damaging floods have occurred in the Fox 
River basin and 1ts major tributaries during all seasons of the year. As a result. the lllinois site 
and the large drainage area of the Fox River has a potential for being the SSC site with the greatest 
probability of damage occurring from siltation or other contaminants entering our water system. 

Section 11.3.3.3 states that northeastern Illinois contains one of the state's major river systems and 
the state's largest concentration and diversity of wetlands. Not only are the 850 acres of potentially 
affected wetlands nunerous, they are also quite different in type from one another. That is all the 
more reason not one acre of this valuable resource should be disturbed. 

This happens to be the -attitude shared by Vice President Bush. His policy is that absolutely no 
further reduction should occur to our wetland acreage ln the United States. And yet the EIS in 
Appendtx 11. page 17 under Illinois indicates that some wetland habttat would be adversely impacted in 
111 t·noi-s. or lost. 

Also the EIS indicates that the hydrological effects of seepage arid pa.nping of water from shaft con
struction could have an i~act on surface waters including wetlands adjacent ta shaft sites El, J2, J4 
and JS. And what about the creek pond and wetland that is near the EB site off of Danko Road. This 
unique area must be protected. 
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A recent court ruling in the Second U .. S. District Court of New York, Bersani versus Robichaud, may pre
clude the Department of Energy fran building the SSC in Illinois. There happens to be alternative 
sites for the SSC project and this recent court ruling tends to indicate that projects with alternative 
sites must choose the site with the least impact to wetlands. 

They should automatically eliminate Illinois frCJD consideratio~ Departinent of Energy and the ENR 
can expect legal actions along these lines. The SSC can only cane to Illinois through the courts. In 
conclusion, I would like to quote the naturalist Aldo Leopold: "We abuse land because we regard it as 
a ccnmodity belonging to us. When we see land as a ccimodity to which we belong we may. begin to use it 
with love and-respect. There is no other way for land to survive the impact of mechanized man. This 
is your country. Oo not 1et the big men take it away from you." Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. McMahon. Before I detennine to have a recess here I would like to check to 
see if there are other people here who are scheduled to speak later in the afternoon. Perhaps ff there 
are at least three of you who will be willing to speak now, we will take you now. Your name please? 
Rose Haggerty, ffne. ls there anyone else? Ms. Heath, okay. Is there another one? Your name please? 
Linda Voelker. Well, given that case I think we will proceed and I would call the next person to be 
Christy Heath and Christy would be followed by Linda Voelker. 

tn5 STATEMENT OF CHRISTY HEATH 

11.15' 

I 

MS. HEATH: My name is Christy Heath and I am 15 years old. These are my friends and neighbors and we 
live in Kaneville. Our town is located at FS on yaur map. I want to speak to you today on behalf of 
the children of Kaneville. Our parents have been fighting the SSC and now it is our turn to be heard. 

If the SSC comes to Illinois these kids and I, we will have to move, because you will take our horres 
for the west campus. We want you to know that the decision you make will not only impact the environ
ment, but wi 11 impact our 1 ives. 

Your DEIS talks about the plants, birds and animals affected by the SSC. 
us? The collider not only affects the environment, but directly affects 
1 ife. 

But where is your con~ern for 
humans and the quality of 

Tr~ DEIS says 160 homes will have to be relocated. We do not know if that number is right. The state 
officials will not tell us. But we think even that ts too many people. We think you should be put t~e 
SSC in a wide open area where you will not affect so many people. The Governwent owns miles and miles 
of wide open vacant land. Why do not you put the collider there? 

It is easy for you to say, "so what, 'you will find another house, your kids can make new friends and 
your parents can find another job." But it is not that easy. You do not know that our houses in 
Kaneville are our hanes, our security. You do not know that our neighbors ar·e also our best friends, 
kids and parents alike. Our parents chose to live in Kaneville because it is a great place to raise a 
family. We do not have drug problems or street gangs in our town. We can play in our yards, ride our 
bikes, horses, and walk around the neighborhood without being afraid. 

We are surrounded by beautiful open country. Kaneville is very Special and towns like ours are 
becaning rare. The DEIS does not tell you by putting the SSC in Illinois you destroy our town. The 
State of Illinois does not want to admit that Kaneville will be so strongly impacted. They do not even 
put our town on sane of their maps. 

If you put the collider in Illinois you separate us and take away a very special part of our lives. ~e 
have grown up together and know each other well. We play together, and go to school and church 
together. We are all different, but we love and respect each other. Our parents work hard to make 
good ~s for us. We do not want to move and we do not want the SSC here. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. Thank you all very much. Ms. Voelker, this is a tough act to follow, but take 
your time. The microphone is yours. 

STATEMENT OF l!NOA VOELKER 

MS. VOELKER: My nan-e 1s Linda Voelker. 
conducting Super Collider in Illinois. 

I live in Aurora. I am opposed to the siting of the Super
I oppose the sittng here for many reasons. 

I am a certified clin\cal social worker in the State of Illinois. I work in our social service system. 
I am extremely concerned about the neg.at ive impact which the Super Coll jder would have upon a 1 l our 
social problems and our conmunity's social service system. 

2 We are a conmwnity beset with extremely serious social problems. This comnunity is the dumping ground 
for Elg\n State Hospital. This includes not only the mentally ill, but also the criminally insane. 
Thfs conmunfty has the thfrd highest rate of reported chfld abuse in the State of Illinois. 

I could go on to discuss our conmunity's high rate of drug abuse, drug dealing, alcoholism, crime and 
the financial crisis in our schools.· However, time does not permit. 
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Ten thousand, nine hundred and ninety-six persons would be required to build the Superconducting 
Collider. Many of these persons would be cCJT1ing to our service area frCJT1 outside the camiunity. 
would be bringing with them their own set of personal and social problems. 

The Super Coll icier would bring drastic change to our comnunities. Change translates into stress. 
Stress translates into further demand upon a social service system which is already burdened down 
struggling to maintain itself. This is an issue which must be addressed. 

Super 
They 

and 

Water. Water is of course an ongoing concern to those of us who live in DuPage and Kane counties. Our 
concern about the supply and the quality of our water is Con,Jletely aside from any question of whether 
or not a Super Collider is ever sited here. 

Wildlife. The Super Collider would decrease our wildlife population. We have always enjoyed and loved 
our wildlife in the Fox Valley. 

The Superconducting Super Collider would be hannful to our fanns, our farmers, our fannland and our 
farm families. Our roots are deep in this Illinois soil. We do not want the Federal Government and 
their Superconductlng Super Co1lider coming here and interfering wlth what we have always loved and 
valued. 

David fought Goliath and won. We too intend to win. We will win in the courts. This is our mission 
and we shall complete it. 

MR. LP.WSON: Thank you, Ms. Voe1ker. Our next speaker th's afternoon wou'd be Greg Vanzandt. He wi'11 
be followed by Margaret Herrmer. Is she here? Or by Karen Heldenrelch. If neither of these ladies are 
here after you speak. Mr. Vanzandt, we will take a recess afterwards. Mr. Vanzandt, the microphone is 
yours please. 

916 STATEMENT OF GREG VANZANDT 

MR. VANZANDT: Thank you. My name is Greg Vanzandt. I and my family live in St. Charles. We were 
r~located to Illinois from mid-state New York April of last year. We find the Fox Valley to be similar 
to the serene and beautiful surroundings of that of the mid-Hudson Valley area. 

You may also recall that Stewart Airport is also located in Orange- County, New York. Stewart was one 
of two site proposals of the SSC, both of which were turned dawn by the State of New York by approxi
mately 20,000 signatures against it, which Ot.'"Curred six months prior to this past January silent public 
notice here in Illinois. 

In fact there were no newspaper or other public media used by the State of Illinois for the public 
notice other than qu1et placement of site proposals on the shelves of our libraries. 

This is a very discouraging example of government for and by the people. If it took 20,000 signatures 
to protest in New York to defeat this project there, how many more do we have to have here to throw it 
out of our state. 

We already have 20,000 signatures strong opposing the siting of the SSC project in the Fox Valley and 
we are getting more every day. My wife and I purchased our property last September 11, 1987 and had 
our new home built through the winter and moved in March 15th. Never once did we receive a letter or 
any notification by the State or DOE that we would be an affected landowner. Actually.even until today 
we still have not received anything. Our property is approximately 500 feet west of the access shaft 
EB according to the site proposal map. 

With such poor solicitation methods and record keeping by the State of Illinois I became quite 
interested in the rest of this site proposal. You have already heard other Illinoisans point out facts 
and discrepancies in· the EIS released this past August and other released that you have had. 

Personally my concern, besides that of extremely poor research and facts into the consequential damages 
to our environment, is about the draining of the aquifer supply in this region. which was expressed by 
many other people here. Not just for individual dftellings, but for the entire comnunities, cities 
surrounding the rlng. 

According to the EIS report only 30.or so wells will be affected. There are just that many or a few 
more just ln nry subdivision alone, of s~ltt rail, which is right over the ring. Certainly they all 
will be affected just as equally. The actual construction of the project will require vertical shafts to be 
blasted approximately every two miles and a hauling of over 190 semitrailer tractor loads and spoils 
daily. 

What is this project going to do ta- the quality of life, let alone li·fe itself. without water? Sure we 
could, I guess, pipe in Lake Michigan water, but who is go1ng to pay for that? Which brings me to 
another gross act of political. negligence by our governor Mr. ThorJl:ison: The Good Neighbor Act, which 
is to be like an insurance policy to protect affected hmeowners against having to pay for damaged homes 
from b1asting and other hazards of construction. 
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From the outside it sounds very responsible, very neighborly. But it does not take very deep scrutiny 
to see that there is absolutely no support of funding behind this. It is basically a sheet of paper 
with nothing behind it. 

Kane County has grown geometrically every year. Haps provided by the State of Illinois are grossly 
incorrect to today's environment with regard to population density, new subdivi_sions and the influx of 
new young families with children. 

Fermi lab is an extremely important facility to this country and high energy physics, and will continue 
to be so with or without the SSC here. One very important fact was overlooked when this project was 
first conceived, which was the building boom that would be resulted from the falling interest rates 
that we have all experienced in the last five to eight years. 

No. Kane County is the wrong place for this project. With the resulting groundwater depletion, ver
tical blasting, rapidly growing population densities and necessary State funding with little or no 
financial rewards. Kane County Illinois is not a reasonable or practical site for the SSC. 

In fact the siting of this project here demonstrates a willful criminal act on the part of both the 
State of Illinois and the DOE with regard to public safety and welfare. And 1f sited here, CATCH of 
Illinots, amongst other people, wtll take every action possible to pursue this matter through the court 
system of this country. Thank yau. 

HR. LAWSON; Thank you, Mr. Vanzandt. We will now take a recess until 3;50. It is now 3:32. I would 
ask you if--you know any of your friends and neighbors who are scheduled to speak for the remainder of 
the afternoon to ask them to please come here early as we may be able to take them far ahead of their 
other time. We will now recess until 3:50. Thank you. 

(Whereupon a brief recess was taken.) 

MR. LAWSON: l would like now to reconvene the hearing this afternoon on the draft Environmental Impact 
Statell'E:nt for the Superconducting Super Collider. For those of you who have not spoken yet my name is 
Barry Lawson. I am the neutral moderator that has been hired by the DOE to facllitate this hearing. 

Before we get started in this last session of the afternoon I would like to just check to see who is 
registered to speak, who ls in the hall right now, so that we can move as quickly as possible through 
the afternoon. 

First of all, is Margaret Hernrer or Karen Heidenreich here? They are not. May I have the hands of 
those of you who are scheduled to speak. All right, we have three of you. Your narre pleise? 
Elizabeth Davis, okay, very good. Rose Haggerty and I bet that is Dennis Haggerty. Any relationship? 
I will not tell your wife. What I am_ going to do is I have several other speakers who are scheduled, 
but they are sched~led starting at 4:00. So if you folks do not mind, what I probably will do is move 
ahead with you who are walk-in speakers. Ms. Elizabeth Davis will be the first speaker. You will be 
followed by Rose Haggerty. Ms. Davis. 

STATEMENT OF ELIZABETH DAVIS 

MS. DAVIS: Elizabeth Davis. Big Rock, Illinois. Just as we expected the EIS makes it very clear that 
siltation of our streams and waterways will occur if the SSC is sited in Illinois. 

Appendix 7, page 40 indicates that sedimentation ponds will be required to partially control the water 
removed from the shafts and tunnels during the dewatering and construction process. The key word here 
is that this water will be partially controlled and not completely controlled. 

A total of 22 ponds will be located around the ring at various E and F access shaft_ areas. The EIS 
states that each pond site may not be large enough to allow sediments to properly settle out. Why is 
this so? Why will the sedimentation occur and why will not the Illinois ENR's design of these ponds 
properly handle the large volume of water relloved from the tunnel? 

/ To begin with. sediments can be expected to occur in the tnfiltration water because of the nature of 
the tunneling process. The use of tunnel borlng machines actually breaks up the shale and the [copy 
missing] deposits into small chunks. Results of similar b!Jring operations indicate that as much as 17 
percent of excavated rock will be less than one two-hundredths of an inch tn diameter. Pressed rock 
this small size can easily be helped in suspension by the water that wtll be entering and covering the 
tunnel floor. Removal of this water-carrtes the suspended particles up into the sedirrentation ponds. 
This problem is anticipated. That ts -why there fs sedimentation ponds. The sole purpose is to allow 
all sediment to be removed frcm the water prior to allowing it to enter into nonnal drainage patterns 
of the surrounding countryside. · 

However. -the EIS says that they may not be large enough to allow enough time for proper sediment to 
occur. Why? There are 19 ponds one-third acre in size which holds approximately 500,000 gallons each. 
The exception fs at site F3 where three ponds each, two acres in size, are planned. This allows for 
ten million gallons of storage at just this one site. 
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The larger holding area is required because of the massive amount of water that is expected to be 
infiltrated, to infiltrate the tunnels over our five-mile stretch between E3 and E4, as much as 5,200 
gallons a minute. A hundred feet is expected to flood the tunnel in that area during construction. 

If you multiply this rate by the five mile distance involved you can calculate that as 111Jch as two 
billion gallons of water will be pumped from the tunnel and into these three acre ponds. However, they 
only hold ten million gallons of water. What happens to all the excess water that cannot be held by 
these ponds? 

How can the Illinois ENR expect to find the [copy missing] to be removed when this water cannot 
possibly remain motionless long enough for proper sedimentation to occur? This same problem exists in 
other smaller 19 ponds. They are designed to hold about one half the vol1.111e of water that can be 
expected to flow into them day in and day out. How can proper sedimentation occur? SilJl)le, it cannot. 
Will this water be allowed to overflow the ponds and enter the natural drainage systems around each E 
and F site? If so, suspended particles of finely ground dolomite and shale can be expected to 
infiltrate our many gullies, creeks, lakes, streams and eventually even find its way into the main 
drainage channel of the entire area, the Fox River. 

After the preliminary EIS hearing held in February, the DOE mentioned that one of the problems of the 
Illinois site was a possible siltation of streams which may occur. Now that we know a little more 
about the Illinois geology and design it becomes clear that the siltation of our stream is a strong 
possibility. 

This cannot be accepted. And simply one l!Xlre explanation why the DOE personnel termed the Illinois SSC 
proposal is dirty. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Davis. The next speaker will be Rose Haggerty to be followed by Dennis 
Haggerty. 

993 STATEMENT OF ROSE HAGGERTY 

MS. HAGGERTY: My name is Rase Haggerty. I live in St. Charles Township. I am speaking for myself as 
a wife, mother, high school teacher, citizen, and an EIS human receptor. 

The DOE has heard many major abjections to the 
points of opposition and will not repeat them. 
and an open mind. 

siting of the SSC in Illinois. I concur with all those 
certainly hope you have listened with an open heart 

Today I am going to cOOTilent on two other issues concerning the EIS study. Th.e first issue I wish to 
address is false econClllic benefits. The State of Illinois and the DOE presented econanic assessments 
that use IT'llltipliers to show the effect that jobs of the proposed SSC will have on the remainder of the 
loca 1 economy. 

They claim that expenditures of the workers at the SSC itself will generate even more local jobs. 
While there is an omen of truth in this argument it can easily be grossly overstated ·because of loss of 
subcontracts and employment to out-of-state funds. 

Consider the following examples. The Deep Tunnel Project. Seventeen firms were involved in contract
ing for the tunnel and reservoir plan in Chicago which is probably painted to by the State to show 
experience in tunneling. Of these 17 firms only four were Illinois finns. 

Illinois subsidized Mitsubishi Chrysler to the tune of $85 million ta persuade that plant to locate in 
Illinois. Many thousands of new jobs from subcontracting activity were promised in order ta justify 
this State subsidy. But only 16 percent of the subcontracts frcin that plant went to Illinois finns as 
of April of 1987. 

It is also interesting to note that nearly every managerial level job has gone to imnigrating Japanese 
rather than to local talent. 

A recent article in High Technology magazine describes the benefits from the SSC that will accrue to 
finns in the cryogenics and superconductivity industries. The finns that will benefit are listed. Not 
one has an Illinois address. 

Argonne National Laboratory, a facility which unlike Fenntlab or the proposed SSC has have spinoff of 
applied technology, recently licensed a technique for manufacturing superconducting wire. The finn 
involved is, you guess tt, out of state, located in Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

Will the State-never learn? How many of our tax dollars will be spent before they understand that the 
multiplier effects they count upon are neither as predictable nor as large as they would hope. It is 
inexcusable for the State of Illinois ta artificially inflate their emplo)m8nt numbers through the use 
of n1.1ltiplters that are designed solely for the purpose of making the SSC project appear more attrac
tive than it really ts. 
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You state that your wastewater treatment and the disposal that injections and experimental facilities 
will have laboratory drains run through separators and then to the stonn drainage systems. This is an 
unacceptable procedure. Laboratory waste that have to be collected and treated, this procedure will 
potentially contaminate the groundwater. \he same statement is made for the collection facility, for 
equiprTP-nt drains. This has to be redesigned or the city, State and county should not allow you a 
building pennit. 

Number eight, I do not think the service areas can be treated by septic tanks or leech fie1ds. There 
is no documentation to show that you have evaluated this possibility. fhis should be discussed in the 
final EIS. 

Number nine, the draft EIS states that any radioactive waste will be sent to Richland, Washington. 
However there is no discussion on the ability of Richland to accept these waste in the year 2000. At 
the present time it does not appear that Richland will be able to accept this waste unless other 
facilities are constructed in the U.S.A. 

Speaking for myself, this Super Collider has been a nine month nightmare for my family, for my 
neighbors, for the people I have been involved with, for CATCH organization. It is an atrocity. I dri 
not want the collider in Illinois and I am sure that y<>u can find another place to µut it. 

MR. LAUSON: Thank you, Mr. Haggerty. The next speaker will be Mr. Jerane Mrozak to be followed by 
Margaret Hulka. Mr. Mrozak. 

<J'O)I STATEMEHT OF JEROME MROZAK 

MR. MROZAK: I am Jerome Mrozak. a resident of Warrenville. In 1978 and 1979 I worked at the Bettis 
Atomic Power Laboratory in Pennsylvania. While there I helped to decC1T111ission some of the Navy's 
atomic reactor sites. Because of my background, the dec01J1T1ission plan of the draft Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Superconducting Super Collider caught my eye. 

The decorrmissioning plan as it appears in the Environmental Impact Statement is sketchy. It basically 
says that easily removed radioactive material and hazardous wastes will be rem:ived from th!!! Super 
Collider sites. The access doors to the tunnel is sealed off and the service area is demolished. But 
since the great bulk of structures for the Super Collider project will never be removed, this Environ
mental Impact Statement should address the _final dispositions of the occupied sites in greater detail, 
because the Super Collider project will have a pennane~t impact on the environment. 

First, the report suggests that nunerous access doors and shafts to the collider's rings are to be 
sealed off. More correctly the access shafts to the colllder's rings should be completely filled up 
with dirt and rub~le to permanently discourage unauthorized access to the rings. Otherwise a permanent 
guard will have to be maintained at each shaft location. 

Second, even after removing radioactive material fran the project sane measurable radioactivity will 
remain at varlous sltes. Goverrvnent regulation will require that Department of Energy radiation 
specialist monitor these locations, possibly indefinitely. Because of this these sites might never be 
turned over to other governmental bodies or private parties. Also the Environmental Impact Statement 
does not say whether the buried beam zone access areas will or will not becane partially radioactive. 
If they become so and they are failed to require constant monitoring and restrictive access to them, is 
it wise to locate these access areas within already existing subdivisions as the Illinois s1ting 
proposal does7 

Third, it has been traditionally hard to obtain needed government funds to clean up or shut down major 
projects. The pol1utlon Superfunds is one such example. But if money ls available, will the work be 
done satisfactorily? The Environmental Impact Statement assumes that the Super Collider project will 
be properly deconmissioned. But since the likelihood exists that the job will not be done right, the 
En~'ronmental Impact Statement should examine the consequences of even properly dec011J11issioning the 
Super Collider project. 

Specifically, what if the service areas are not demolished, the access shafts are not f\lled 1n and the 
radioactive and hazardous materials in the tunnels not removed? Can the deconrnissioned Super Collider 
be safety-guarded against willful unauthorized access? 

In sumnary the decomt1ission plan published in the Superconducting·Super Co111der draft EnviroT1T1ental 
ll!llact Statement is inadequate. It does not fully address long-tenn land use, personal hazards, or non 
[copy missing] deconmlSsioning scenarios. I urge the Department of Energy to expand this decam1ission
tng section. It should discuss the long-term hazards and risks of the deconmissioned Super Co111der and 
whether these risks are appropriate for a heavily populated area like the Illinois site. 

MR. LAWSON:· Thank you very much. The next speaker will be Margaret Hulka and she will be followed by 
Jim Cinto. Ms. Hulka. 
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MS. HULKA: My name is Margaret Hulka and I am fran Kaneville. AT&T and other designers and builders 
of electronic equipment have made a great effort to protect their caT111Jnications and c~uter equip
ment. Fran internally and externally generated EMI, which is electromagnet le interference and [copy 
missing] pulses. 

Most of this equipment is run on 110 volt currents drawing less than 30 a~s. I studied electrical 
engineering at Purdue for five years. My studies i~el me to ask this. My question is, what electro
magnetic interference will be generated by the proposed 53-mile electromagnetic ring using 20 trillion 
electron volts of power? 

What effect will the electranagnetic interference have upon the hi.nan life which is forced to live 
above it? What effect will it have upon comnunications in the area? What effect will this electro
magnetic interference have upon the radar equipment, the DuPage CCJm1Jnity Airport which will have 
runways directly over the tunnel? I have seen none of this is covered in the EIS and is an extremely 
grave omission. But you consider the extremely large 20 trillion electron volts of power being used. 

Just a very small amount of static electricity generated from unsheltered contacts of plastics, 
carpets, nylons, et cetera, can basically destroy sensitive electronic pulses. What protection is 
going to be made to eliminate any static electricity from having influence on other magnetic fields 
generated by the SSC? If these drarretically strong electronic impulses produced by 20 trillion 
electron volts can escape the tunnel and borrbard the surrounding bedrock, could these pulses actually 
reach ground level, and if so, what effect will these electronic impulses have on the hunan self? None 
of these questions have been addressed by the EIS but are extremely illlJOrtant for anyone forced to live 
above the SSC tunnel. 

The potential health hazards such as increased percentage of cancer in children associated with living 
in close contact with high transmission power lines is well doc1R11ented. What might happen to the 
people who are forced to live between the magnetic field at the SSC tunr1el and under the high power 
transmi ss ton 1 ines that- run through Boulder Hi 117 Why have not these problems been addressed by the 
EIS? 

Just because they are omitted does not mean it ts not a potential problem. This inadequate handling of 
the entire magnetic field infonnation cannot be tolerated. More facts are necessary before the scien
tists can properly make a decision on where the SSC ring and tts enornous electronic field can be 
allowed to have an impact upon human life and the rest of our environment. 

The unknowns that are associated with the SSC and magnetic fields ts indicative of the experimental 
nature of this project. And it should therefore only be allowed in a laboratory setting, not under our 
hanes. our schools or our businesses in the Fox Valley. Illinois ts not the logical place for the SSC. 
Thank you. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, Ms. Hulka. The next speaker will be Jim Cinto. Before you speak, Hr. Cinto, 
want to check, is there anyone else here who ts scheduled to speak this afternoon? Wallace Depp. Is 
there anyone else who is speaking? Mr. Depp, I will have you speak next after Mr. Cinto and then we 
will see if we have anyone else before we decide whether to have a recess. Mr. Cinto please. 

12113 STATEMENT OF JIM CJNTO 

HR. CINTO: My name is Jim Cinto. I am resident of Oswego, a student at York.ville High School and 
active volunteer for the SSC for Fennilab. 

Since the beginning of my support for the SSC in Illinois I have been confronted by many adults asking 
why I supported this project and then having them proceed to tell me why I should have no view because 
I was a teenager, not old enough to make decisions and too irresponsible to realize what my decision 
means. 

I want to let you know today that I am sick and tired of being told that I do not matter. If I do not 
matter then why does my Goverrment give me the right to vote for president? Since I have th1s right to 
vote for president. why cannot I have a view on the.SSC. 

If I am too young to realize what I am doing. then so must be the n..nerous other youth who have attended 
these hearings the past two days. But since we are here it must mean that we have some canprehension 
of what might happen to our lives and what effects it could have on our generation, a generation that 
will probably be the most affected of any. 

By the time the SSC is fully constructed my peers and I will be freshly out of College·. If the SSC 
were built in this area it would open up countless employment opportunities for those of us pursuing a 
career in scientific areas. Not only will it benefit my peers and J, but also the likes of my ten-year 
old brother and his peers who will benefit from the research that results from the operation of the 
SSC. And if I am too irresponsible to understand the in..,lications of where I stand on the SSC. then 
why was I given a chance to voice my opinion to involved officials? 
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last Apri.l I travelled th Washlr.gton with local legls1ators, schoo1-distr-lct $t1perirttendents and other 
teams to voice our opinions on the SSC in Illinois. Not only did we speak with other legislators, but 
.,,e also spok.e ~dth representat i~es fran ,the- Department of Energy. These representat Ives informed us of 
the current standing of the.SSC.and listened to what questions-and ccmnents we had. 

I ask·you. if it is true that my peers and I are tao young and irresponsible to,understand our decision 
to support the SSC in Illinois, then why have we been able to maintain our position on this issue so 
maturely? Speaking.on behalf.of:my-peers 1.ask·-you:tbat.you constder sertously our '?Pinlons. 

-By ·our support .at .these hearings. and throughout .the ·contrarersy --df the SSC -we have shown that we are 
111ature and responsible enough to know that 'f4e want the SSC in Illinols. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank _yo1.1. Mr. _Cinto .. The.AeXt·s\i)eak.~1" will·:be-Va.,llace:t>epp. As-Mr. Depp approaches the 
podium ;I would .like to ask .if there ,ls .now.,anyone.:else-who -is scheduled,to -speak 'th ts ·afternoon who is 
in the ·auditorh.m? Mr:. Oepp, 1JC0Ltld you-prooeed:.ple~. 

;;ATEMENT or ~AlLACE DEPP 

MR. DEPP: My name ts Watla~e.Depp.. farmerlyi!:xecuti~e,dlrectar of '8el1 laboratories. Since I have 
retired l'have·been a.management.consultant ·f-or-c(Jflpanies ,in'U;S.·A. and Japan. 

I wish-.to ta'lk about tbe.env:ironmental impact.of ·the proposed -SSC on-Fermilab. This is a problem 
-peculiar to,the flllnot.s st.te so it·.bas-not;been_con$idered in-af\y·deta·il in your EIS. However, I feel 
it should·.be a ver_y bt~ortant .consideration tn inaking .your final ·site selection. 

What I wish to talk about is the impact on the internal workings of the Fenni ·Laboratory·by the overlay 
of the SSC. We can all 4gree that Ferm1lah is a '#0-rld class facility. Certainly has the most powerfu1 
_particle accelerator .-and it ,has done .very .-good work -over the :last 20 years. ·We _can _(I. lso -agree that we 
should do a.ll ,we .can to preserve ·_tl:te .. eff-ec:t"\v-el\ess of this -facfltty which repr.esents an investment of 
a.bout :$1.4 bi:lltan and about ll~OOO man-years.df·effort. 

How do we preserve the effectiveness of Fennilab? Fran my experience and research involvement in over 
40 years, with 27 years concerning large systems, is my strong feeling that if we attempt .to10'l!erlay 
the SSC on,topJJf Fer.milab-we-1111lil-l 'be.maktng.-a sertous mistake. -A-mistake-th-at ¥tOU.ld-_ser-iously i~air the 
effectiveness JJf .the.Fenni.lab,o~atton. 

·t ·have hastily put thi-s ,together, '.this talk, -because a nunber-of -other ·ta-lks here supporting this O'ller
lay have depended upon-certain infonnation and certain misinformation in this doclftlent,,which if you do 
not have a copy .. of ,it ·J -wi:"hl :leave a copy hel"e, -wh1·ch,has·been -distributed. For -"tt\s.tance. cn,page t"ffo 
it says. Fermi lab. has .the manpower. and .brain ·power ~for ·the SSC a·lready in _place. 

On page three it says Fermi lab has the tools, technicians and material resources the SSC will require. 
Well those are rather ridiculous statements. If Fermilab has to do their_, . .orll;.-they·•l.ll•have to be 
using :their .manpower .and ~tne ir ·b-rain power. and 'their technicians and tools .and. mater-ia ls to-.do their 
Jab. 

MR •. LAWSON: Mr. oDepp, I .am sorry ~to lnterru;:;t 'YQU, --but could you far the record please reference w',\ch 
doclJJlent you are referring to? 

HR. DEPP: This is this doclJllent here. 

MR. LAWSON: Could you read the title for the record·p·lease1 

·MR. tDEJ?P.: Yes. ,for "the :record :tt ·is ~SC, 'The 1Case 'for ·Fermi.lab.·" W11.ch .is '.beiqg di-s..tr.ibtJted~ide ly 
arou•d .. the .lobby todo.y. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you, that is fine. 

~R. DEPP: If yeu .take :the statements 1 lter~l'ly you wotlld conc'lude .that no..,,,. .,...l>O••!r need ,to be 
.hired .ewer and•~nd:.tne _-f:;WQ19eople now ·in :Fenlii'lab. lt ·W.OU:ld.mean tba.t we,.mfght,.even1di.spense wtth 
the Central Design Group if you believe -t"tldt -particu'lar -doctJnent which resides In Berkeley at the 
mt111ef1t • 

• 1 <Mndel"csWftd EOE <is ;-seektng ;a ·-C~C:tor ·probab'Jy :fro111 ·the .pr i"la.te ·sec.tor rto;JM~ge tthe R&O .:and design 
...al'ld..c:on.s.trw:t ion rof :Ute SSC. :l <g.ess proposals -are ileln__g prepar:ed. now. ..When ithjs .new~tractor 
arrives on site, or a team contractors, as it may be, ·tf ·they'had read this docl.lllent they would feel 
that they would be ab le to talk to Dr. Ledennan and sa Id, "Well _could ~yeu ~turn -::oWtr X ,fttlnber of eng i~ 
nears -end tPllJstotSb .ad ~eoqauter :expel"ts to "lfl! 'SD :J -Cou'ld _go _ahead wtth .the wait. that · Js 1-neeessar)' 
here ... 

·We ·hope .tha.t _ tfiN! mntra:.ct:or c.8oeB rflOt ·reatl rthi-s ·-tbcwrent -and ·hap_e 'he .does no.t •r.r.ive oat tthat cGJflC lus ion . 
. Becadse ,J ,thlAk .Dr. LetJenran, 'illDtlld '-he -'5.urpr-lsed 'to -g1ve .up ·20 .Pe~ent .or .JD ..per:cent.-of -hi.s •J!k -force 
to this new contractor. 
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We krow if there was that extra manpower in Fennilab there would be too much fat there. But we know 
darn well there is not that fat there because in talking with your associates from DOE they say it is a 
lean operation there. They have not extra manpower over and above what they need. In fact they would 
like a little bit more operating funding because now they are doing more work, they are doing fix 
target and they are doing collider experiments both at the same time, or tn sequence here. where before 
they were only doing one set. 

You see, there ts a conflict right away between two different missions: the important, ongoing work of 
Fermi lab which has these World class facilities and the huge new SSC project which could be launched 
with considerable publicity and perhaps a lot more funding than Fermi has at the moment. 

At this same location we will have two management teams with two different missions canpeting for the 
same technical personnel, the same computer and _shop facilities and the same secretarial, clerical, all 
other support facilities. This ts not a workable situation at all. You will have perhaps a very 
unpleasant daily coq:1etttion for facilities and personnel. The people at Fermi lab now would probably 
becane second class citizens because of the superior funding of the SSC. Sane of these people may say, 
the hell with tt, I am going to leave. 

Large industrial laboratories have faced this type of problem before. They have found that when you 
have a large ongoing project you do not superimpose upon that a new project that would say, we will 
obsolete you. You cannot put that in the court of an existing project and build it up to SCJllething 
that begins to swallow up the other ongoing project. 

A couple of illustrations 

MR. LAWSON: 
1 imitation. 
so. 

Mr. Depp, I am sorry to interrupt you, but you are several minutes over the five minute 
I would like to ask you if you could sLJTrnarize your final comnents in around 30 seconds or 

MR. DEPP: Yes. In industrial laboratories they go away fran that original illustration. [copy 
missing] went 30 miles with new actninistration and there was no real contract. IBM, when they had to 
go to many cCJnl>uters, they went from [copy missing] to Boca Raton with new location and new actninistra
t ion and they did not have that conflict. Thank you very much. 

MR. LAWSON: Thank you. I would like to ask once again is there anyone here wlio is scheduled to speak 
in the auditorii.n this afternoon? I still have several people who have registered in advance. So what 
I will do ·at this point is' recess this session until 4:45, it ts now 4:32. If other people have 
arrived we will take them at that time. The hearing is now recessed until 4:45. 

(Whereupon a brief recess was taken.) 

MR. LAWSON: I would like to reconvene this afternoon's session on the hearing on the draft Environ
mental Impact Statement for the Superconducting Super Collider. Once again my name is Barry Lawson, 
neutral moderator for this session. I believe we have three more speakers. But before we get into 
that I just want to make sure that besides the three, Mr. Raymond, Ms. Hooley and Mr. Peters, is there 
anyone else who is scheduled to speak this afternoon who has not yet spoken? Okay, very good. 

The first speaker in this session will be Mr. James Peters and he would be followed by Ms. Molly 
Hooley. 

STATEMENT OF JAMES PETERS 

MR. PETERS: Good evening. My narre is Jim Peters. I am the director of the Midwest Regional Office of 
the American Farmland Trust which is a national nonprofit organization whose aim is to protect prime 
farmland fran unnecessary conversion to nonfann uses. 

AFT is we 11 awai-e of the important sc ient if ic and technical i"l>acts of the proposed Superconducting 
Super Collider, as well as the many advantages the Illinois site offers to the site selection c0111T1it
tee. However, we are concerned about the potential and we feel unnecessary loss of thousands of acres 
of some of this Nation's highest ·quality farmland which would be caused by the land acquisition 
policies for the SSC western ring, what is known as the far cluster. 

The soils in western Kane County are among the most productive in the U.S. The result is high crop 
yields, stable rural comnunities and local land use controls that are designed to prevent costly and 
unnecessary urban sprawl. ' 

It is our belief that the SSC can be sited in a way that will coexist with the area's natural resources 
and existing comnunities. However, the iq>act suggested by the draft Environmental I~act Statement do 
not reflect these methods to minimize unnecessary loss of excellent farmland. Specifically we have 
three main concerns. First, the EIS definition of the conversion of high qual1ty farmland seens to be 
erroneous. According to the draft EIS only 163 acres of prime or important farmland will be converted 
for SSC use. However, in actuality a total of some 4,000 acres of privately owned, high-quality fann
land will actually be purchased for the SSC project. 
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Most of this.acreage -would be located in a ha.lf~mi le-wide ten-mi le-long -str.ip·of ,fannland located .tn 
western Kanel:ount-}!, approximately between the ccmnunities.of Big.Rock and Eltiourne. ·Wh)' the--dis
crepanc_y .between 163 and 4,--ZOO? 

The _E.IS contends, and .this seems to '.be true for each .of the .seven .states. under .cons ideratton, .that the 
"farmland tn the project area will not be converted unless it is covered over-.by.a building .ore-P<lrking 
lot. We feel that the very purchase of this fannland by a public agency actually comprises farmland 

·Conversion .. Once .ownership -i-s taken from .the ,person who .farms the .land. ,that :use changes and from the 
surroundh1g :area pennanently. 

For instance, while public ownership in the case Of the SSC may a'llow a farmer to temporarily lease 
back the land_for.agrtcultura.1.pur.p.oses, ,tt also .. makes .i.t ilq]OSsible.for that person,to.plan.for,the 

,propert_y's future use. :Investment and pennanent-_conservation _practic~. construction.of ·requ.ired farm 
structures, or roads where ·the ac:quis-it ion of .addi.t iona-1 land beccmes -i~ract ica l .s 1111p. ly because a 
f arner no· 1onger has a11y _guarantee .. that .another :SSC":"re:la.ted .f aci.li.ty-:Wi.1.1 not .$pr.ing. up •tanorrow. ·-ARd 
for a'll intents and pur.pases, ·1and purchased by .a public .agency :is .land .lost .to -~gricu ltura-1 .produc
tion. EIS should consider this in its conversion figures. However:, ther-e.do.seem to be a:lternatWe 
acquisition approaches that could minimize the amount of land conversion. "At the very least the owner 
should be entitled to right of.first.refusal .in.the event the land-reverts from,public--ownershlp. And 
even more far appropriate g i-ven _these circumstances wou·ld .be for the Government ,agenc;y to purchase 
easement over most Of the prirre farmland .that ,is absolutely not .required for the SSC. 

This would enable the government to control activities that might interfere with operations but keep 
the ownership where it belongs, with the person who farms the land. 

Second, no cons ider.a.t ion is given in the EIS to the s ignifican.t .impacts .of a .proposed interchange at 
Oaubennan Road and the East West ;Tcfl:lwa,y. This interG:hange in the .EIS Is identified siJll)lY as an 
ancillary facflity. And as anyone.familiar with development knows, any new interchange can have 
disastrous impacts on land uses. 

The cC111110n scenario: ·tirs.t the 
scattered suburban deve.lopnent. 
course of development. 

land speculation fed lowed by . Increased property values and taxes. Then 
Fina-lly farmers forced off the .land wel,l in .. advance.of .the natural 

An interstate interchange at .this .lacati.on also wou.ld be _at Ddds w:ith local land use poJicy. -Kane 
Coun~y's own deve'lopment _plan for the _.year ZOOO -shows .the entire area -around this far .cluster and 
stretching three to four mfles -in either direc.tion _to .be exclusive agr.icu.ltura:l use. The count;:Y'-s own 
zoning policy reinforces this p:lan.Wtth the distnict that requires.minilWlll Jot sizes-of :l-5 acres .to 
prevent land speculation. And 'in fact Kane County traditionally has opposed new interchanges in areas 
targeted for long-tenn agricultural use. 

We feel that SSC can be bui.lt without .a second interchange. &it .if one .is .planl'led .its impacts should 
definitely.be considered in any revised EIS. 

Third, .the [[$,misrepresents ·1oca·1 .land use J"egulati_ons. The.area is referred .to as mixed.suburl:tan 
zoning. This is inaccurate. Except for .a very small _.portion of land near .the '.towns of Elboume, 
Kaneville and Big Rock the entire 10-mile-long, half-mile-wide strip is zoned and planned for the next 
20 years. Ar.d .the land is .planned for .agricultural use, not.mixed suburban use. 

In fact the county has been consistent in regards to its plans for this region, in every effort to 
continue agricultural use until suburbanization and public services have a clear:need·to spread to-this 
area of accounting. 

The EIS _a}so states that the agricu-ltu_ral .productivity .trends in .this area.are.declining .. They.con
tinue to dec'line as a result of sUburban pressures. Try .telling that to.a .farmer in Kanev:i.lle :Township 
who continues to produce corn and soybean yields that are anung the highest in the nation. Or tell 
that to the_ccmt'IJnities of,ElbourA~. Kaneville.and.Big Rock who-contiRue to .vote.against-expansion of 
pub l tc .serv 1ces that .wi 11 .cklange the_ stab le rural· character. of . .their . .towns. Granted, suburbanization 
has .spread •into .eastern. Ka"e .County. . But .as rost _Joca 1,p.lanRers ,will ·te 11 .you. develoinent -very 11 ike1y 
will not.occur in the.Kaneville at"ea for:the.foreseeable future. That .is,:unless .it .is enccur~ged.to 
do so by needless and costly public .iqit"ovements. 

In cone lus iof1, .as .I .s.tated cat the outset, ,our ._oi:gan izatiDn is-. not .opposed , in\priRcipl.e to ,the stt.ing .._af 
the .SSC in :I 11 ino.is, _or ,for .tba.t .matter in any .of .the .other-six states. , Hewever:, .we feel .that . the 
fina:l.EIS must reflect the true iJll>acts that major Rublic investment of this size,_w:ill.ha.ve on the 
environment and on the existing CCIJITl~nities. 

The ~p-lacement ~of .this. fac.i.l tt;.y .wi,11.be. r~u lated ,i.nder ,State .~d federal .laws. the .lt.l ioo.is · farmlaRd 
Preser.vat ion_ PO'ltt;:y, Ac.t .,and .tbe. F.~eFal ·Far.mlar.r.d P.rotect ion, f.'al ~y .Act. These statutes .require ·that 
prQPer m.asures '.b.e "taken .to minimize ,the <disr_up.t ion ~Of :these 1Conmun it tes cand ,tRe ..va lua.ble ,f arAl]ar.id ,tbat 
surround .them. "Thank. . .YOU ,for .this ._Qfi)poctun it,.y to ccmnent. 
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