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ltt' D&M i• ••111• o. J.areo.n., D.V • .11 .. 1 reoeiT•d. ., d•P"•• fro• tM DniYcsit1 

of Jlinneaota in 1973. I practiced. la:rp &Dill&l .-dicine iD Sou\lt Dao'\& for 

thi:ee .J•&n a:od ha.Te bee.a a. .Ued. &nill&l. practi.tionez- for tlle lut teal•• :pare 

111 Illi.Do:ta. Jq •ife and I la&'ff liTed ill lan11Tille, lllinoi• eitla our two eon• 

for 10 1eare.. Ae ~ resident of lan•Yille a.nd a ta.zpayer of tll• State of Illi110ie, 

I oan onl:r object to t)le aitin& of tU SSC in Illinoie. The aoet ta tile citizen• 

of Illinoia in land, e.ater, tu dollar• uid intruaion upon our live• i• llOre ttan 

ellould be e:zpe<lted ~ an;ronel 

'rbe Illlnoi• proposal for tlle Drai't E..l.S. wotild lik• ••eqone b.lieTe 

tllat tia. SSC will not affect i-opla. Yet table 4-2, Land icquieition Plan•, 

•tate• tll.at 16o m•idence• and 59 bueiaeeaea met M acquired. It doe• .aot 

list Ue nuabar ot people affected ill eitUr catqor,. 81te lpeoitio .ld.aptatioa 

lllinoi.e, 1.2.}1 pap 25-30s of tll.• 26 I - r & J Iii.tee, 1} or ~an e11:peotect 

to be 90Ted Md/or relocated. becauae tll.e1 in-terfer ritla wbdirl•iou, road.a, 

1D41Tidual bome• 1 i.Jld.uetrlal parka and creek•. ll&nJ •it.• la&T• duel iQ&Ot• 

alao. 19 aite• HJIOV• oultiT&ted l&J:ld troa production. 

Vol. IV, App. 16, Ill. pages 23-29, &a•• on for 7 pace• about llitigatill&' 

tlae iapact• on Scenic and VL..eu&I Re•oun:e J.eaea ... nt• for IlliDOU. It co.a•iat• 

id beau, ellru.ba, treee, llOTI.ng •itee and d.eeip of taoiliti•• to r94uce tlae 

UD111CbtlJ' oH.racter. ot the•• pro.posed I: - r & J ei tee. Tat ta. lut etat.-11."i 

m!. l"l!ICUlati'on• apply to scenic and Yieual re•oUTc• pzotectiOD. • end quote. 

'1'U 1. papa represent DOtb:i.Dg but lip eerrlce to. piaca.te aearb1 bo• one.ca. 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 
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TM OAl.Jl at.a.t• where tiii• i• takell •niouel7 i• .lrizcma. IQ? Beoau.• auO)a 

o£ ta. land i• wad.en control ot tlte. Bu.:reau ot Land ~. ~ Go't'emiaa1 

1• de&l.iq ritb 9an:t:nmant, tun tM- problau HooM &. realit7 tut. hM'e ta be 

dealt witk. 

I tall.• exoeption to • •tucl:f taat d••• 110ra. p&(Mlr: work \o taa IDdiaaa 

ba.t taat llicb't inllabi t an oocaeaion&J:. deM. tr" tor -. tn. llODtka and • clover 

Ouall tb&t tAe7, tke ataW, cloean 1t ••• kDoa if i \ uiata at &111' to tlae •it••· 
Ulan it doea t.o cailclren. I bq .folmll 3 1MDtell04I• 1C&ttend t.Uou.P Ui• report 

ila&t preta.im to oltilclren. One, J.tteoted ID'f:i.r<NUHDt Ill• pap 106, retei:• t.o 

llDCllle Heart witJI. a dealiDinc arollaent.. TU IMGODd on pap 1'8, refer• .io tlle 

enroli..nt u lueland Jr/Sr BiP Scboo1 end n..._tarJ' Suhool ~ ite 18'1 

-atudenta. flle ~rd. 1 Saaiaeaonolli.c J.aaeaflllltDt Ill. pac- 131, ntau 1io •okild.rell 

of Urie weat caapu u fu u dianption of eduoaUOD&Ji aoti Ti:liea &'ti lallelud 

BiP SoMtol." 'rhi• l'aat. one re.fem to. Uildra t.U.t wauld be alooatetl, ..... 

Uwt t1loae do um •till ll-=-t JIQm, tlum th ~ th obild.rea. &it•Ddllc 

lueland acUola, tlto• fro• laerllle and hcv Gro'Ye, kiD4uprdea tuoq;la 

~- 1uao1, ... Daa.berMD. 8o&4 - a uia. tn.ql rwte ta; aD4 t.:ro. 1toMtol. ft• 

mat 4inot rau.t• foEi •poil• rem.ftll traa •it•• r 566, • 6, Uld I '•..4.5,66 

nul4 M trcm Dau.Mnul Road. into lannille oa Bartu loM ad. "' o£ hDnill• 

mt llaiJI Stl'Mt to Qua.rr7 14. Th in.tU'llecti.oa. of Barter uul Jlaill ia la tile 

oater of la..rtll•. l.acaW at W• lllter11eetia an ~ tollori.Jael cllild 

a;, oar• cu.tea;, f'Qlllio Lift&l'J', oollmllitr a-uiu, Pon Ottioe, ad. Na•

ltall field for or.-iHd buebaJ.11 and 11attb&ll tor \o'*ll ctrl• all \oJe fro• 

lamrlll• aAll tile nrrowadiq oouatl'J'9ide. ileo ~ poo1117 a4 ioe on• 

rill IQ on ia. tlaia ana tor 8 1•are· Jloden·ill it at&W .bos Ull1" tnab per 

daJ' rill be tneling tllroq.l lane'rill•I ilao ~. moat 41not route fa:a tranl 

1505 llA.1- ..... -.--
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

fro• Fermi Lab to tlle leet C:Upu.a i.nTOlw• tll• u•• ot llaJ.D Stre.t load. Kain 

Street Road i• not •T•n li•ted on tlile table• ot road tratt:Lo increae• due to 

t••- SSC. 'ne endangered apeoiee are not tJr.a Indiau. b•t and th oloTeD· ltuek. 

'?ll•J' a.n tile cllildren •Jlo rlll looee tlleir Jto .. e ucl &lr.o mr• i•portantl;r, 

tlle;r are tit• ob.ildren wilo will 1til! be l!i TiDC llu. in lanetllle. Tk• State 

of Illinoi• llA9 not &ddreeaed tai• major prohle11 &t all and nietllu 11.u ta. 

1.1.s. 

Illi:aaie propoaea tbat •• Jr.&Te abundant water auppliee a.nd tlley will be 

0£ no conce.r:a. Thia ie a groea llierepreaentation. Tll•~• ~ •lre&d.7 overdrafta 

of &aquifer• in t.lte recion, as stated in tbe l:.I.S. Du.Pap Count1 i• Wilding 

a pipeline to uae Lake K:l.clliga.n water. fbe Fox Valle;r to.ne a.re eitller uei.:i.s" 

Fox !liver water. or are uJcing plane to uae it due to declininc qualii1 and 

auppliea of well watez. Vol. IV, ~pp. 7. pace 108, •tate•. -•~ter le••l over

draft impacts tro11 induced popula.tion grorlJt durinc oonatniotiou and continu.in« 

throug)t operation• would H 11t1&aurable a t.Be recional lnel and of 10111-ter:ii 

oonaequencea. Tlte State of lllinoia oontenda aome 20 to 30 ••lla would be 

affected b7 a 1)0 toot restriction 011 eitller aide of tlle tunnel. TJte Enrtron-

11ental Coneequencea and .Mitigativ• Measures, 5.4-1 atates that a 1COO toot 

raatricti•• zone •ould be: enforced and an aati11atad 320 well.a would ._ &ftected.. 

T.i.is i.a a. groaa error on tll:e State o:! Iliinoia I ilao aora O&J."e.ful atud7 and 

more recent atudy will abow :DOre bomea rlt.i. privat• well• U.rtng bee11 Wilt 

in t.i.a deeignated ueaa.. Abo, t.i.a State. o! lllinoia Ila.a proposed to offiut 

city watsr. to the reaidenta o! la.nevilie. IJt7T Ia it l>ecauae ••can not Jtu• 

any pri•ata •all• tltat close: to tJta I aitoa? Thia ia adding to the total QI 

•ell oloaing whetJter it b9 direct or indirect. iltar iutallat1on rill ••DO• 

ltave to pay for our water instead of uintaiDing aur oWD well•? na wells of 

hoaaa and buaineasea are no't taken into aocou.nt beoaua• it will beoo .. Federal 

llA.1-



LETIER (CONTINUED) 

land. 11.lt tuzmelinc ad tM d.icginc ~ •Ila.ft• aq and mill 4i11npt ta. tio. or 

water and would nnlt. ill oth• ••11• eob& clr)' or toW.ing tU •teir. .i.l110 a 

eewap treat11U1t plant 1• plannff for laertll• ad tH feat Cupu. One lllu 

to read oaretu.117 t.o tiDd a.re tlle lacoon a7atem will bll located, Moauae tlle 

State ot Illiaoia WOl&ld. oot. tell u or put it ou a 111.p. Bllt lite-Speoitio 

.W..ptationa 111. page 35, doe• indJ.cate it.a looatioa. llon.. f&r11 lud. taka. 

I•, it the. atat• oould aend. thia Woru.tioa in for tbe l.I.S. Draft iz:i. .iDdU•t 

ot 1981, •bJ couldD't tlle7 tell. u at. the Januaq- 1Z. 1988, ••tine ill luerlll•' 

fte etate. .... delibe1tahl7 not told Ill aDy'tbiq IQ tun •ou.J.d M le•• oppo11itioa. 

n.- etnu.eot rilI be diacbarpd iDW: ••loll Crffk wllioll !au Pd DO eftluuta 

praTiou•I7 dapM into· it. 

Vol. IV, .A.pp. 141 Socia.oo.aomio !ll8eaall8Dta tor IlliDoia pap 131, -We 

1• tU hurt at the '\llaok Mil•' 001111.tri iJa ~ llliAoia, Ud apoioultural 

proclv.a\\iu 1• biclt. • r--. 114 .-tat.a t.U tJae •iDcl• J8U 1990 1io 1991. ~ 

-14 lMI 4,,9J lMIJQDd tu ,..,jooW -liDa -· ....,.k io ... l"iae \o 

M:. ffriiele: u ill dowaiowa Cbioqo, tile ponll rill H boriaontlit .. Pl'Q-Fa-4 

b7 ~ aecandaq grcnrtb potential. of llrlnging :the SSC ta Illinoia. 'rhi• groatb. 

will: spread more rapid.I) '"er the tertile sail at lane County.. le have juat 

experienced • 90U1r 4rauglt.t: in thi9 oowrtq ot wllioll nel"JOll• !i• •ar. td or 

1bctuld be. Yet the tan1 at the le1t. Cupu1 M'I& and Ill.I of lane: Cmm:t7 Jtu• 

crope to baneat tbi• JeR;. '!hi• wu DOt INll to irrip:Uon, bu.t to. t1 ... 11 r&iD.

tall- b atated, Utected ID.viroueO't at Sita iltmmat:l:vea p-ce t22-, 2/3'a 

d mur pracipitatimi ta.Ila· during the P'Owill&' 1eaacm .. B11tol'licall7 thia are& 

bu all••1• bannted &. crop, PID in tlle :Du.at Bowl Ira.I hrmlu Nport (0-

'bllallel! per:. a.ore 901beana, \bat'• • aoraa1 urenp. Cona Tu:l•• 11era, lN.t i• 

etill ,Jielding 1/2. to 2/''• aorul avemp. '!he AC ud it'• acoelerate4 populaUon 

llA.1- 1501 
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polrtJl .u:J. de•t.roJ' th ..,.t nluabl• auat tldl •ta.._ luul '°'on~. litllout 

tood aud ol•an n?ialll .. potaltl• •ater: aDd. land "lo ~· crop, all tile ,aniole 

p,yaici• n•.uak i• •NlindeQI 

1'ol .. IY, ..6.P.P• 14, SOoidomaollio J.eaeaaea-c,a w. ».t,p $24, D .. Pllblio 

.fiA&Dce, Ue JlrillCij).al pablio ttnaoo&t •fhd.• ~ th .SSC an aputd io 

ooau- .:, two level• ot &DYel'DMD.ta- tit.a .State o£ JlliAoia, and ~uriadJ.ot:LOIUI 

rit.hiA t.u.ie ~ 1apaat ooDD.ti••- llUf.,., la., am ladall .. 'l'lti• U1&1711h 

i.d.m:U.tilld. '\Ito .. n'NDU& 90UOU IUld. tnu ot espmti:tuna .~ .. -.oul4 ei tU• 

di:reotl7 o:c illdireotl,J M .t.t-ted bJ' 1U :isc.. 1'•blta; 14.,.1 .. , .. }o-14. p..- 125, 

.U.owa & Jet llens:iue lmpot to the State oZ llliAofa- Go•e--.1 froa Atllc tM 

SSC llett at 183 .. 2 aillicm, fro• 1eara 1989 to 2000 U direot amd iiadireot tuu. 

ltu.t~ it doUI .110t. •&J' ou sord Uout. tile 1570 llilliOlli th atat. rill eell ill. 

b onde, nor tit.a i11te"•t LnourU'd durin& U.a life of tlle .. !loJr.de. 1"'11' 

lol .. l Ir Ill & IV, J.pp .. 4. MetWolou for :U:.te :!leleoti.ma Jl9P' 2, 1. .. 1 Solioi tatioa1 

"be.1'beut. 2. (Jul.2 4, 1987) made tlla ISP oetnfon to. l•P•l.UOll •ldo& Ui Na 

ueoted. to prolibit DOI ho• 0011aidarinc filL&D.lli&l or o'\Mr bffutiYu ill tlLe 

eelection of & aite tor tile ssc: £pp. 4 I.aAd ~09.ui•itioa Plane1 (4.11, -.llil• 

tiler& uz ff i•p&e'i• uaociat-4 r.LU. land aoqW.•itioa oo•t•, tit.••• aza Gllteid• 

be eoope of tli• l.I.a.1 11 • 'n• •tate i• n•pmdible tor propo•ine ilia •it• 

locatioo.• B7 convien•ntl3 1-illl' alrl• to le&Y9 out ~ ma,Jor coeta to the 

ta:r:pa7er• o:t' .Ill.izlo:L• th:U co.mpletal;y diBoredita the n.lidit3 of allJ' economic 

piaa that could b9 incurred. b7 briuci.D& th SSC to Illinoia. De -1570 .million 

tile at.ate wil:l upazul fQ:ir 1-0.~Wnn.-lillg, au.non, eta .. Ifill at&rl 1.DcnuriQI' 

iatereat. 11 t-luJ JeU 2000. principle llnd.. in:te.r.at will 'be &JliroU~1'& S'\ billicm. 

Bow doe• 183.2 aillloJl or illonaaed Staie GaY~t Jleftlllle Hon ia. tiDAll.ee 

a. debt tkat .i• .a.ppmacbi.q S1 tiillionf '?lie :finuoe Uarp rill oonti~ to 

raiae with the lenght of tile bond• to even bigme~ leT•l• while tlle at&ta 

llA.1- J_'?Q~_ 
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ruemui '\a•• will i ... 1 °"" aa4 rai•• aooonliasl1. ru. doe• llOi ..,., take 

i.Dto cou:Lde.ration iM M&led iaoea.tift otter b7 t.b• State ot IllilMd.a., tut'• 

UzatioJ& witbollt repnmDUtioal .lad tMN _. &lnadJ He one •M" toup:t 

OY8r tilatl 1bia iDOreued finamial loa4 OD tH paual at&te H'nJlUel lead.a 

to d.eareued apeDdJ.ll&' 1A all areu of atate goqrment, moat notablt aoboola. 

'?b• debt inourred will compete direotq toi: tUH twida. 11~ reduoecl taa U.. 

fro• land acquia:Ltiom, &od u indicated, • iJl.oreau ot pupil• and. & ued 

tor 110re teaoben, come• u. inonued ue4 tor mon 01aa1roou, ""9 •&peAQ 

aoea up. Ibo will pa.)'? De- pro])U'\7 Oll'D•D in '\he '\ri--cout1 N'tla.I 'neae 

11nde "111 Jlffd to· 'ti. ... t illllldiatel1 and direotl.r b7 u tbroucb tiwreued 

re.&l eatat• Pua. TU noentlJ' caotecl legialatton b7 our State ol IlliDoia 

1•0.•lature :\11 •ani.Dcl•H Ud p.mi'fliff i• tlU.1 reapecrt. All ot ~· iDoreaaed 

buriU· to~• project tlaat rill! 1.paot ~ROI b7 ~ .,., baoreue in joba 

out, o.t a. pmdeoted hMliu future eaploJMDt ol 4 milliioa Joba. (Soiolcon. 

UH••• Ill •. pap. 98) Peak .Jtl&Z'. Pft!Jeoted: uplo,..at o:t thi Jll&r 1992. atatea 

thn ia u all'\i•t.4 10,500 ~ob•. OAlJ ~.400 an U)IHW to M tinft worlr. 

toroe. .bd. of th•• onl.J 2,600 rill be ooutru.01i10D joN. A.'\ tAa p;d:D.t .urq 

a.t thae jobd rill be •tat• w.pported joba, 'tmmelinc UM! •poi.la lw.llillc eto •. 

It 11 DOt all hdual. joU Ind hdaral. llOUJ Niq 1pem.t. Di• ic" ao.t oleuq 

pnuated iJI tlM o.laart• an4 t.abl•• o.t tlle Draft LI.S. fte otbea- 7,000 Joh 

an 1econdar1 Jol>e arrt"94 •t 01117 b7 ml.tipiiu effeota •. ft1I 11 pare 0011 ... 

jeoture IDd oan ftl'J' dowur.N gre..-l;lJ' u to actual numbult. lfhn rill bei a. 

\ruendou.• uowrt ~ diAppWlte4 peo.pl• looking fo» 8 79an •f ooutnaotiaia 

mrll •hen t-. re•lit7 OODf.ront• tlle• ill Ula OOllpui80D rd llnl, SUP of Illinoi•t 

and 1.1..s. tipru tG1 actual. muaben and la.gilt ot jobll. 

"TM SaM d Illilloi• lau not a.de 1paoifio: noollMlldatiou ooocerniAc 

tbe diapual ot indutriat wutewatet paemted b7 tM asc.• lut• Diapo•itioa 

pap 16. 

llA.1- \~ 



9 

10 

II 

LETTER (CONTINUED) 

7 

!(!he State a.t lllinoi• otticiar. bave co11at&Gtl7 tried to keep t1le pablic 

or Illinoi• unintormecl of tU r&llitioatiOAll tile "the SSC •itiog coat• ud 

acqui11iticme. lo11t cttiaeaa 011t11i411 the i-.ti&t. Cld.cqo a:od. Jox Val.197 araa. 

4o ao.t ... ea. km• wU.t azi SSQ ta nok lu8 •11.&t it ia Fill&: to aoet ea.ob of '\.k•• 

... JOU &lie. well _.am, 1ill.11 rem.i Department at :D:lero Jaa4 to ··= a lettlR' 

to. the atate official• to diuaizlate tit.• in:for11&tion 011 tll.11 :State ot Illiaoi11 

proposal and tbe SSC impact 'to. the people of lllinoh-::J ~ If.pa asked e&rly 

and re)>9lltedl7 to tal.Jt to ao.ernor 'l'ho11p11on, CoPpanua llutart, ot)ler &oT•:m

ment official.a and alfJO aenben of t)le Pttderal Departlll!nt ot ••rv to aaet 

wi~ ue an d11icMaa nr OODD9!'Dll and prableu owr tki.11 project. ill requ11111rt11 

bn btia ipored. la an taa llO~ aHeoted, 79\ n are- -por\ra784 aa aecood 

of~icifia. Go.-.mor !llompaoa •eat off W aa atique allop U'ter aaytng Ila •ould 

.. t 1fi tll 110.., people oppoMd to. tbie proJect. Qaui- eonz::ueot bodiell II.ave 

been toned to nepti&te aitiptiona involnd w:t:U1 th SSC .. !MJ are all peopl• 

•bo are for th SSC .U. notSN&tl'J' affeicrt.ei. la;r it. ft!.• 1• • st.&-t. ~ .. t ean't 

eTen draw up plena tor their OWD Co>ntllJlllll!ID\ lNild.iD& ill Cllioa,o ad.equatel7. 

11: started. raini.ac ioaide wba tile ai1! condi '\iazdnc ..., turne4 oD. Tlle fioor 

••• ao •lick people ooaldJ:l•t nlk on lt, Wh:t a,i.·.m.te Ud to to aov.ffed.. It 

... impoaible to aiJ:tt&in aaaur:it1. !km ltoldaon, .... of tu n1. Depa.rt. 

of BneQ:J, wb.o ia and -• auppoaed to be the Jr.ead of aeoa.ring ~. SBC tor lllinoi• 

JlM naigned hia job. Bill lempinen pll'P08el1 mialed people at & .. etinr at 

Gn.ce Luthna Ch.rch of L1.l'J Lalla, ·•t.en I uke4 }U• •11.•re •ll• mae7 would. co• 

t'ro• to pay tile States 1ec1t of th!o, project. Re •&id tae mae1 would not oo• 

fro• an7 flmds that go to nnaneins education I ft• aoney to pay tor tJd• project 

rill eventuall7 oo .. out or tbe attLte gen.zal treaaure, ezacitl7 w&ere eohooJ. 

CinUJciq come• rro_;} ~ Leddermu:i of Femi Lab, stated in a teliviaion tapiDc 

tkat 15 billion could b$ apeb"c. on tb1a projeC't 1rl.t11. tll.e eltCl reaul\ beinc zerol 

llA.1- ISIO 
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• 
Tllat'e ri&bt, II• •t•ted that .... , not d.iecoven a:oyi;lU.JlC" Daw •itll thia projectJ 

Go'Hr11or ftomp11on ri tlldraw JU.a nAJaC troa "'7 oontentioa ot 'oeiii&'. a 'fioe h .. idecti&l 

oanid&te riitlt Qeorp lla.all. lli.a r-.om. being uounc otll.eu tlul.t Ile did oat; •a.n'i 

ta: d.iarupt hi• dauPte1& llfa and kt• fu:ll7'a ll:l.fa bJ Ila.vine to ma.Te to 

IMhizicton, D .. C ... t)l;at •as hia clloice,, but i:t'• fin• for bi.a to put; 160 fuiliam 

aad all of t.11.e-.• obild.rea out ot tlleir Mi•• &Dd aot nu U.Ye tM omtri••1 

to uat •i tll tll.... So.. &overnaent rd th people, b7 t.11.a. people a11.d for tho 

pople .. 

Let hr.mi.. Lab ND out i ta life a:qiectanc7 e.ltile the IS.C 1• Mine built 

ffotor rill produce jobli, eoodat and M of a beaefit fiD&D.oi&l~ to th SU.ta 

ot llliaoi•h&Dd the tri-cou:\:7 area. lot a. Cinanoi&l UaJ:D of hder&l., Stat.e, 

and local tu dollar• u tke SSC ril.:n be. na Dra.ft JJ. .. s. oollt.t.n. uau.aptioua 

and llitiptiau t:ro. atart te1.. :fi.D:lah. It Jeana tu b&elr. door opa iuu-n:ble 

ti•• far:: 'tU poaaibil:l:t;r td mara land aoquiaitia u davelo-pMDt cm the proJHt. 

aoatiDuaa. De f'izl&I. de•ip U. not nu been agreed apon. I"• au. Dll1i &l'fcnt 

tbi• SSC proj•ot in 'tMa rd lad., watu. and tu•• uul lntn•i.Qn 11~ OU' 

Ii 'ff• ri U. tha. di•1!utM. rap.rd • U.. Meo •hon. u •1 ~ IUW ot Oliaa:l.a. 

fte Met poei tiOJI tba Plldeal :DepatMnt of 1Dez11 to take i• to Iii tipte t.IU.• 

entire Supuaolli~ Supercaaduotor at ~ Illilloi•I 

fQllnl eiac...i,,, 

la.yne O .. l.&r•OA, D .. Y.JL. 
'6 I 385 Loout It.. 
nWni, iu. .. 60119 
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Dr •. lilm'i Hall•, Clud.run 
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Otfio• ot IDera Jleaearoa 

U JI .. U.pariMDt Of .. :q;:r 

luhiDCton., 11 .. c .. 2D5"5 

l.,u O. La.non, D..Y.L 

"61;185 r.o .... ... 
SJ.bum, Ill. 60119 
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.u a amident o~ lanorlll-. Illinoi• ul4 & •tat• tU}la;rer, 1 can onlJ 

oppo•• the •i \ing ~ thll SSC in tl:lia au:-.. 4 r .. ot t.hm naaou are .. foll0tra. 

1) Ot 'in. 26 1-p..&J aitea, 15 or~ an io If m11e4 or reloo&ted. d11• 

to 11U.btirlaioaa, inclirlilu&! bo••, izuluatria.1 pana, .... ad. ..-.. Uan1 

aU.• baff• Rell i.,.ata al.H. 19 .t tlle .. rill. r.o+l"\f.n.t.4 Jan4 troa 

pmdu.o'\ioa. 

2(1 Appedll 16 - Iii Up.till&' Impaota oa Scen:l.o. and Vinal. J.a .. aaeMnt•; 

Soeo• Clll fOJr 1 ,ap• 4.iaorlbi:q •&111 to. rellhloa the Wlllilbfu D&'tur• of thti 

... ,~_•it... let th9 lu'\ etat ..... t 16.).,,..t, rll&da, and. I quote •ror tbe 

frOpo•ed. aite, no lawa 1 pluui, polloin, or npla.tioaa appl,- to aceaie and. 

YiA&l ni~• l!rcrioiMtioD..• ead. 11\IOU, ~'ib• word• 7 papa ot lip Hrric• 

'\bd dCJ DOt b&'nl ta. M. 91ppUff. 0aU .bi.sou. appllaa bee&Ull• it h rllliilli/iJ T 1.t 

Co'Y-=-nt hnd ... 

}) I take exc-,ucai to a ai;u:Q tbat. gi ..- mr. J&pG' .a.rt to • IDdiaaa 

'b.t. ad & olower lluh, MitlMr d 'lld.U '\be1 ~ for llal'a. will be atfsoWd, 

u..a it d.oea 'k abildrml I U..a tQUDd } ~· b ta II8 nJOd, '\hat 

patt&iu - ohilclraa ill "lU propahd. uiaa.. l)lat. '\b9' JU i ..... oa.t, i• th " 

tu• tut. all td th Clb:l.lba hoa luui.1119 ad lqaa Groft ... Daalb--... 

lclll4 u a. Min tn. .. 11 rou.te to all4 t.roa ..w.1.-~ iUaO ILicla 

aobool. !M met 41'"'° roaM ta• QOila tro. P5 11 6, I &, aM l ,_+-566, 

-1.d M traa Dav.Maaa load :Lato laDnill• aa BazMr load eD4 oat ot l.aae

'rill• oa JlaiD S~ '° Qun7 #4. LooaW a:t tJae iAtuMaticm ot llut•r 

and l&iD am 1hei tollorinp pooeq and. iott or. .. atore, Gild oue --.tu, 

P'llblio Libraq, oo-1 t)r a-uiua, Poet Oft.la, aD4 laueb&ll ti•l4 u..S. 

bJ' .i.1 ... l• .. 1• at orPDiH4 ball tar tu ~ll• obi14ru •. fte 

emlenpmd. qeoiH ._ 110t th buli ... Mt u4 ili9 olo"r 1'ub, tbeJ an tke 

Oildru a1 laurllle. !bi• lu DOt be.a MlnaHll &t all :La ibi• US npori I 
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4) b •~tu.1 t~• 1• U.e ~•U't of tAe •black soils• countZ'1 1.n nortlwaa 

Illilmi•. jnd u •t&ted_,.2/3'• ot OU1' praoipitation fall• Prine th srowinc 

••uon. hen tbouP ill• OOUDtry Jtu Rtt•nd ~ a eeT•z• d.rouPt, oropa 

&ml beiDC Jli&l'ftated a'\ near aon&l leTela and witllou.t 't).e nnd ot irription. 

Bat oaJ.7 rill tll.e SSC t&k• tide uoell•nt Mil witll it• adequate r&int'•ll, but 

fu.t11re aecoDd&l'f Cl'Orill U aonatazatlJ propond b7 brincing th &SC Min .a..J.1 

enTad.• more tua la.ad mre- rapidl7. 

5) B1 CODT11aientl7 being able to l•••• out tk• major coat• to Ill1ooia 

t&xpafeni tor land, 'CUJUlelin&, eta., tb• ~.I.5. ooaplatel7 dJ.aoredit• tJlie 

••lldi t7 of an7 a(t(lnom.to p.i».a tlaat. cald. 0. tAowrred b7 ai tin& tll• SSC ia 

Illinofa. '!'ke. total iner111aeed atwte CoT•mment .l"9'1'eu• froa 196'9 to 2000, ia 

SB,~2 llillion. Bo .. ia $83.2 -.1.llion sqpoaed to pa7 of! 1510 aillioa in ataW 

banda a?ld Ultaneatl 'fl.a bond.t a.:o.4 illtn:eat bJ Ula 7aa 2000 ll'iD U u&riDC 

$11 bill.lion. Added to. th.ii• .._ eea:I8d inouitiT• ~a.t - are- told •• cu u.t know 

tlt.• •lu• ot. '?bait'• ta:r:&tion rltJaGUt repr..entatioa on~• paJl't o:t botJa ~. 

rta.i;a CoT«DMDt ad taac l•denl SQTfR!lll8Jlt. ill tli.e eta:t. .incmr%9d aost: 

fem• P";:l•ot tll:-."\ inanasG• tlllo1t proJaoted Uaalitt• 4 million. Job• Dr ta• 

Region of tnfiuenae by art!J ·'*· ill <IL thia cQat. far mialea.d.ing job op1or

tuni ti•• tJa&'t iJ'l tel indill&te &. ...Umu cit 10i, 500 job.aT O:alJ' Z 6oo Ott wai<Ui 

ant conatru.otion jab• b....-4 oa. p.U 1•&1! projeation•, and .ome of tHaa •lt.ori 

t.m.. Tlte aaJorit7 art 7,000 ••aondar7 jd• tlll&t &ft U'DffCl &"t. ool.7 b7 

euitipli.- ..tfeo.ta.. J.o~.za:t•cl ia-ai~tii:m wil'l lNdm 110)1100]1 a79teu ua.t 

are. &1rMdJ' ia. rtnauoial diffioul ti••.. Lo.oal i.upai•• riU lll&ft ta. deal n t• 

tAU imlMdiatelJ' iJLroU&ll ta.cr.-ed real ••t&te tu.. .. 

kt ~ Lab run out it• lit• expect.nae aiad return tll.• 6,l:luu ..ar

back W. tlle. fr.1.T&t• eeo'\or. Tile prin.te antol' will proda.oe jOO., IOOda and 

be ot • be.llefit finanoi&llJ' to• tll• Stat• of 1111.noia aDd. ti.. tri.-oountJ' NCioa. 
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' 
DO'\ a f1Duofal draia. Of fildaralt 9't&'H and looaJ. UzH U iff 180 will be. 

n. Draft Lt.a .. ooataiu •napt;iou &a4 111'\ipUcm trn. nan to ft.Din. 

l'\ I•&'t'ft. ~ bull door Olft immHD1'le U ... foll' '\ll9 po•ailtle .... fo.r: ._. 

land aoquiei'tima a dnel"o]IMD't cm tH projeri .. u.... lfM t1ul de•illl 

Ila.- Dd 9"D .._ ~ qcm.. We OUI Dot attecl W• l80 projM\ GD. lllt 

t.11111 ...-.Ucl ·111 W:• Draft. !218 Met poei.Uma fat' tile Depatagi d ...._, 

» Uk• i• tei Id. t:lpH '\Mill attire Pft!J-* -' o4 lllbd•• 
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LETTER ~J~S~~--

DR.WILMOT HESS 
1CHA>1ituf1\N /SSC S'l.'DJ; "Jl:ASR R>RCJ; 
OFFIC& OF ENSRGY RESEAP.CH 

lU ,.!S. DEEl'JUt'l»IBN.T Of' oENBRG-.Y 
WASHINGTON ,DC 20545 
'ATl?EN.T.X.ON·;:ssc DR'AFII' !&IS 

10-6-1988 

!l'HE tUNTl'E·D STATES ;lJE-PAA'l'MENT (OF 1£BERG.Y ,~DRAF/f EWJIRONMENll'AL 
lMPAC't ST,\TEHENT,DATED AUGUST 1988,APPENDIX 4,Lrl.ND ACQUISITION 
PLANS ,:P . .\GE .21 :cLEAllliY :SHOtlS !J?H,\iT ·aOUEQNCJR ll'HOMPS.Ol!f' S .ilt.LI.NOIS 
ADMINISTR.\'rioN Hi\S IMVITED THE 'HUMAN RIBHTS ~OLICY OF F£RMILAB 
TO BE VleLA'rlm BY THE tfnf.rrBD 'Sll"ATES .DEPARTMSNT OF ENERGY WHO 
OWN AND OPERATE FERMILAB. 

THIS POLICY MAY flil.VE BEEN VIOLATEP IN SPIRIT IF MOT IN FACT 
BY SOME HIGH LEVEL FEJUiILAB PERSONNEL. 

IF THE .HUHAN RIGHTS POLICY IS VIOLATED,HUNDRtDS OF RELOCATIONS 
ARE .PROPOSEP FOR THE •RESIDENCES AND BUSINESSES INVOLVED 

THE •DEP7'RTMSN~ OF .£NERGY SHOULD ENFORCE COMPLIANCE WITH THEIR 
HUMAN RIGHTS POLICY OR DELETE IT FROM THEIR PUBLISHED MATERIAL 
AND NOT HIS~ LEAD THE PUBLIC ANY LONGER. 

THE POLICY CITED ABOVE IS AS FOLLOWS: 
'l'HE POLICY AT THE FERMI NATIONAL ACCELERATOR LABORATORY IS TO 
PURSUE ITS SCIENTIFIC GO.U.S WITH AN EMPH~SIS ON EQUAL EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITY AND A SPECIAL DEDICATION TO HUMAN RIGHTS AND DIGNITY. 
IN ANY CONFLICT BETWEEN TECHNICAL EXPEDIENCY AND HUMAN RIGHTS 
WE WILL STAND ON THE SIDE OF HUMAN RIGHTS.THIS IS BECAUSE OF OUR 
DEDICATION 1'0 SCl.E~~CE.THE SUPPORT OF HUMAN RlGHTS IN OUR LABOiU\TOR:f 
AND ITS ENVIRONS IS INEXTRICABLY INTERTWINED WITH OUR GOAL OF 
MAKING THE LABORATORY A CENTER OF TECHBICAL:.AND SCIENTIFIC 
:EXCELLENCE. THE LATER JS NOT LIKELY TO BE ACHIEVED WITH SUCCESS 
WITHOUT THE FORMER. 

FERMILABS PUBLIC INFOR:-tATION ADVISED ON OCT.4,1988 THAT THE 
ABOVE CITED POLICY IS STILL IN EF?ECT. 

'l'HE INTENT OP T!iIS LETT:!:R IS TO HE:LP THE DOE AVOID ANY 
E:MBAR.R .. \SSHENT LEGAL OR OTHERWISE. 

THE ~iRITER OF THIS LETTER IS NCT 
CONCLUDED THAT THE SSC SHOULD BE 
THE LEAST AJ'iOUt;T OF PROBLEMS FOR 
JN FUTURE YE,'\RS. 

A MEMBER OF CATCH,BUT HAS 
LOCATED IM AN AREA THAT PRESENTS 
ALL CONCERNED PARTIES,NOW ,'\ND 

=.J1;f(~ 
IRVIMG K. HANSEN 
5 S 381 SCOTS DRIVE 
N1\PSRVILLE, IL. 60540 
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LETIER 

DEIS Comment by Christopher Petschke 

Illinois should not be named as the preferred site 

for the SSC because of the serious and severe effects it will 

have on the people of the Fox Valley. 

We do not want increased level$of radiation that you would 

subject us to, we do not want 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 Lederman, does he know something he is not telling the 

~eople of Illin)i~ This leads to some larger questions 

concerning trust. The affected people have lost their trust in 

you (DOE), the state, and the paid proponents from Fermi-Lab. 

We have been told in the draft EIS that every problem, no matter 

how large or comple~ can be mitigated. That is false. How can 

we trust you when you make such ludicrous statements? How can 

we trust a Govet"nor that doesn't have the guts to come here and 

listen to how the people really feel about the SSC. How can we 

trust the state when they didn•t disclose the facts until you 

forced them to lase January? 

Specifically your poorly written DEIS in Volume 4, Appendix 91 

llA.1· li:;i11 
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(21 

page 48, noise assessments map, doesn't show a 87 home subdivisi-on 

on the ring approximately 1000 feet southeast of F4, people living 

on the ring where it crosses Ashe Road in Sugar Grove Townshlp 

and 10 homes along Galena Road in Bristol Township east of FJ. 

The baseline noise level is only an estimate of 50 dBa. Actual 

noise levels, if they had been taken, would average much lower. 

The majority of land around the F and E sites is residential or 

agriculturial. levels in these areas would be 30- 40 dBa. The 

50 dBa baseline is too high, construction and operational 

noise impacts would be more severe because of .this greater 

deviation from the true baseline. 

Visual impact assessments are also lacking in Vol. 4., Appendix 

16, pgs. 24-29. No assessment was made at proposed sites E5, E6, 

ElO, Fl, F3, FS, F6, and F8. Do you care if these sites are 

asse . .:.sed? Specifically the visual assessment at .E4 is wrong. 

It should be VM Class 4, visually dominant. The industrial 

complex at this vent site will be vieWable from a cemetary located 

on top of a hill. It is cont:ended that: fencei;ow plantings and a 

east:-west road for access makes this site "probably" not viewable. 

llA.1- l'SI B_ 
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( J) 

Access can also be gained to the cemetary from a North-Southroad 

and the plantings lose their leaves in the Fall, negating 

the minimal screening it affords in the summer. The electric 

transmi.s·sion lines, a-s stated in the DEIS, are viewable from 

the cemetary and the roads by E4, but due to their dis~ance to 

the south, it will not dwarf E4 as contended. 

The air quality assessments, Vol. 4, Appendix 8, 

Fugitive Dust emissions factor parameters Table 8-22, uses a 

wrong ·factor, specifically vechile speed for spoils hauling. 

The factor used is 35 mph, realistically the speed should be 

55 mph. Only a tiny fraction of hauling will be in a city 

speed limit zone. Since you used a low factor for vechile speed 

the dust emissions are wrong. Thesefigures need to be recalculated 

to a higher level. 

Though out this t.ruvesty you have subjected usto, 

we have bee~ lied to, threatened, and treated like second 

class citizens. We know our facts and we are not going away. 

If you are foolish or stupid enough to name Illinois the 

preferred site, then you should be made aware that we wlll never 

let this boondoggle be built. 

llA.1- 151';l_ 
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Or. Wt !mot Hess 
SSC Slte ~ask Force 
ER-65/GTN 
D.O.E. 
~ashington, o.c. 20545 

This lnformat1on is contained ln Volume IV Appendix 1-31 

Appendix 1 - Page 7 section 5 

Thls di~cuS3Cd ~t fire protection systems. Why is this necessary? What 
type of fires could occur and the probability are not address at all. 
It also tells of a need to h.we personnel and trm::ks for the far service 
buildings. Who will provide this fire protection? The D,Q,£., county 
or local fire departments? will additional land be needed for a fire 
department in the far service areas? 

This pertains to site-specific adaptions for Illinois. Figure 1.2 3-1 
on page 26 lists the town of Kaneville in two different areas. If the 
Sta'e of Illinois made this error on a simple mape, what ocher 
descrepencies has the state made through the proposal? 

I am concerned about the homes and businesses chat will be taken by quick take. 
Will they be corn down? If not, who will live in these bOllles. Who will 
maintain thes<? homes? Won't thes<? homes be unable to use their existing wlls? 
How will they obtain water and at whose expense? Will additional police 
be needed co prevent looters and vandals? The IllinoiJ-'W:ighbor bill does 
noth.ine, to pre.vat\t lowered pt<lpet'ty va lue.s adjacent to these c.ondeme.d hQGMls 
and businesses. 

Page 33 1.23.9 Rail 

If 4,8 miles is requested by the o.o.E. this would remove 
an 3dditional 38 acres. Also, it could impact an additional 1-3 ho.es on 
its route co Kaneville. Why would it be needed? What type of m.aterial 
will it be hauling? 

Appendix 2 Cost Estimates 

We believe that figures for the construction and decommissioning are vastly 
understated. A study conducted by RoCert Alvarez for the Department of 
Congress ~aid that the Department of Energy had a very poor record in 
long construction projects-5 yoars or more. This survey found 21 projects 
which had an estimated cost of 2.7 billion when chey began ended up costing 
12.9 billion when they were completed or abandoned. This 4.47 billion 
project could cost the U. 5, Taxpayers 16.S billion and the deco111111issioning 
could also Jump from an estimated 38.5 millions dolars co 143 million 
in current dollars. 

Appendix 3 Deconunissioning Plan 

le is impossible to believe you only wrote 8 1/2 pages addressing this 
concern. Nearly everything is written in one paragraph such as J.2.1, 
3.2.t.1, 3.2.1.2, 3.2.t.3., 3.2.t.4 etc. Then your final aencence ia 
"Decornissioning would take about one year:'." It cook you years to put 
this in the ground and only one ~o decommission chis questionable project. 
Who ls kidding whom! 

llA.1- 1_';2_2.Q 
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Page 47 di$cusses the air quality. During this pasc Slllllmer there were 
19 days that exceoded the E.P.A. air quality standards•ll.I 1' ... .r Ct(••"•o ,..,,etit ... PGt.11',.>J ...... 
Page 57 Figure 5.l.5.1 - Again another omission by the state of Illinois. 
Please note that the Kane land Schools, Big Rock Grade: Sohool, St. Charles 
High School and Waubonsee High Schoois are omitted. The proponents 
certainly sh~d hJve known of these schools. Again, you.should be 
aware 0£. '~· '- s _.i glaring omissions. 

Gent~nt Trust 1& very lrnportant amongst clti~ens ln th{s a~dien~e. 
the nation and the world, Trust cannot be given it must be earned. 
~our department has not earned my re~oect. Here ls why! 

1,) Officials in the General Account1ng estimates it would cost 
billion dollars co clean up thi~1 fountries nucluer waste. There 
sights ao contaminated that the,.-be never cleaned up and will be 
penr.anent\y guarded. The Richmond, Washington faci\ity has shown 
nearby reservoirs have tritium and strontium as does the Columbia 

17' 

"' 
that 
River. 

2.) The New York Ti111es reports of your desire in opening an underground 
disposal facility waste in New Hex1co. However, a group of scientists 
from the University of New Mexico says water is seeping rapidly into 
what were supposed to be d~y underground chambers. This could cause 
a radioactive slury and contaminate nearby water supplles of the Pecos 
River if it were allowed to be pLaced at this time, The £,P.A. ts 
trying to sec 'higher standards and as such this site would be unable to 
open at this time. But you still want to .place radioactive wact.e in 
these chambers just to see if it's s1.1£r over the objections of the E.P.A, 

J,) Brookhaven Nat tona I Labatory on Long Island has shown that radio11cc i 'Je 
~terta\ has entered the drlnktng water of nearby ~omes. 

le w<1s alSo reported in the New York Times that the Department of Justice 
is blocking the E.P.A. from a law suit against your department. Rep. 
'Thomas Luken, Chair111Bn of the Subcommittee of House Conniccee of Energy 
and COll'lllerce said that the o.o.e:. is "hiding behind a shield of lllll!lunlt,y 
and it's resulted in cesspools of nucl~er waste and all kinds of wasce. 

,,. yooJ :-1..11c~ THG' S!.(,...., 'X°l..1..•NQJ~ 
Knowing what 1 h<lve stated }Rua i11ittJls BoO.I!'.. stands for Department ........_.. 
~ th..:.. p 6 f t,..........j_p -~ ~u,....., .k-~~ C.-:l .A.J,..l LP...f(h..~""'"' °{ 
e-i.~ 

Ru~. r Soud~e.~ 
~ S .l.bo Loe. u~:r c T 

tibvr"', Ji bcll'l 
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Beck¥ Petschke 
EIS Comments 
October 6, l988 

T OdalJ .U .the. datJ 

~ ' ve. come. to 4«Y, 

"Te.U .the. POE 

no SSC!" 
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We received all 10 of the Environmental Impact Statements. 

They look impressive at first glance, although they're a bit 

wordy and much of it goes beyond by comprehension. The area I 

am truly dissappointed in, and.found totally lacking is the 

impact on the people that has taken place so far, and the impact 

that would' occur should you make the unfortunate decision to 

locate the SSC here in Illinois. I'm all for the Indiana bat, 

but you found more space for them than you did for us. You 

barely touched upon the amount of protest (and the reasons for 

that protest), much less the emotional aspect of the people 

that would be affected. You, and the state of Illinois officials 

have completely deleted this area in ~discussion. It has 

left most of us with the distinct and obvious feeling that you 

and our state officials simply do not care about that angle of 

the SSC. There has been absolutely no feedback from you or our 

state concerning this matter. 

One of our sta~e senators told me that the prospect of 

kicking people out of their homes was the unfortunate part of 

the SSC. And yet he is still whole-heartedly 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 

protect our financial investments in our homes. We have never 

asked for this legislation. We have maintained all along, and 

still do, that this experiment simply does not belong in a 

populated area such as ours. 

It is a worthless piece of legislation at best. It would 
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2. 

return only 80\ of a loss on a house sale based upon an appraisal 

performed by the state. This initial appraisal is the figure 

that would be used for the 3 years that this bill would be in 

effect. It makes 2 outrageous assumptions. One, it assumes 

that property values will not increase within those 3 years, and 

two, it assumes that people living on top of the proposed ring 

will be able to sell their homes at all. There is much evidence 

already that houses on the proposed site are not selling 

because of the mere threat of the SSC coming here. 

Although this legislation was introduced to protect home

owners that would be affected by the SSC, not once was any of 

us that would be affected asked for any input into this bill. 

I suppose that our legislatures just assumed that we wonld be 

thrilled with losing 201 of, for mcst of us, the major financial 

invest:ment of our lives. 

When it came to Governor Thompson's siqninq of this bill, 

the very people this bill w~s meant to protect were not even 

allowed in the building until we insisted, and then only a few 

people were admitted inside, 

Even the name cf this bill is ridiculous, !l_ good 

neighbors do not attempt to eonfiscate my proper~y, rrry home, 

my job, my well, e~pose me to unwanted radiation, build huge, 

ugly helium and nitrogen containers in my backyard, or lie to me, 

We, the oppo-stion, have been treated as if we have been 

the ones committing the wronqdoing. We've been accused o! 

being rude, short-sighted, against "progress,• ignorant, and 

obnoxious. I'm not sure what everyone expected us to do when 

llA.1- 152..1:_ 
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3. 

we learned that our homes, our wells, our property, and our jobs 

would be taken from us, that we'd be exposed to radiation, have 

easements clouding our deeds, have to put up with nminor 

inconveniences" such as construction noise and traffic, lose 

money on our houses, and have huge, ugly storage tanks in our 

residential neighborhoods. I guess our governor assumed we'd 

roll over and play dead. Wrong. We are doing, and will 

continue to do anything and everything we can to stop the SSC 

from being built here. 

I think it's a bit ironic that Governor Thompson has 

publically stated that he would turn down a vice presidential 

offer because he wouldn't want to move his family, thereby 

disrupting his 10-year-old daughter's security and routine. 

And yet, he's perfectly willing to do just that to the lives 

of at least 160 families. The difference is he was given a 

choice, but he didn't have the decency or consideration to 

give these families a choice. 

As far as being ignorant, that's absolutely wrong. In 

fact, it's just the opposite. The reason we are against the 

SSC is because we have read and learned everything we could 

about it. 

When we were initially informed about the project at the 

state-sponsored conununity meetings, we were told that this 

would be a 350 feet deep underground tunnel. we were then told 

that we wouldn't even notice it. That was the first lie - the 

lies have kept coming, and continue to come concerning the SSC. 

What we've learned about the SSC has been through our own 
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4. 

efforts. Because of these efforts, we've realized that every

thing the state has claimed concerning the benefits that would 

accrue from this project have been highly inflated, and anything 

negative has been down-played or completely ignored. 

Economically, it would be a far greater burden on the tax

payers of this state than a benefit. Paying a couple of billion 

dollars to create 500 permanent jobs over a 25 year period is 

not what most people would consider an economicaaly sound 

investment. What's left of Governor Thompson's list of benefits 

to the Illinois taxpayer is prestige. Prestige doesn't sound 

so great when the trust and respect of the people who try and 

force it down your throat is gone. It also doesn't sound so 

great when one person is so obsessed with receiving world-wide 

prestige that he's left our state's educational and social 

services prestige by the wayside. 

The state has not been responsive to its citizens. They 

have told us only what they wanted us to hear, used strong

arm tactics to ensure local community government's support, 

and then told the press and the local unions that they'd better 

support it, too. 

CATCH has had to sue the state just to receive information 

that should be public knowledge anyway. Just recently, the 

information about where the money has come from to pay for the 

huge costs incurred so far on the SSC, and how the expenditures 

have been disbursed, were finally forced to be made public. 

It's a little late in the game to be able to use this information 

that we were legally entitled to all along. 
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s . 

.They sti.1.1 .won't relea"Se :the ·.tax -maps .with 'fl1.l the -affected 

home..,owners because -they're afra·id ·of invading our privacy. 

What they are willinq to do to-us if the ·SSC does come· here is 

the biggest invasion of privacy- I 1 ve ever seen. 

We have been treatetl unfairly not only by the state and the 

press, but also by the DOE. I understand that· Governor Thompson 

and a 21-member delegation are meeting today w~th "Energy 

Secretary Herrington in the only opportunity 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 9overnment isn't really interested in what's fair and what 

isn't when it wants something. 

Ne have over 20,000 signatures opposing the ·building of the 

SSC in Illinois. Considering the odds we've been up against, I 

think this is a significant antl noteworthy number. And yet, not 

once has our governor addressed these 20,000 voters, nor has he 

been the least bit responsive to our protest. According to 

state-run public opinion polls, the number of proponents is 

larger than the nomber of people opposing the project. If they 

were to re-word these polls to ask the Illinois taxpayers if 

they would be willing to spend billions of dollars out of their 

own pockets to have protons collide together with no economic 

benefit·qoing to them, I'm confident the results of these SSC 

popularity polls would come out much differently, And if we 
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6. 

were given time, IQOney, and clout on an equal basis with the 

state, I have no doubts that we could easily convince the 

lllajority of the Illinois people of the absurdity of locating 

the SSC here. 

Supposedly, our elected officials are to be working for ua 

and with ua, but instead they have only been working against us 

concerning the ssc. Before the decision baa 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'm referring to the well drillers hired by the state to 

conduct SSC-related testing in the st. Charles area. This 

company was working on a deadline (so the state could get the 

results before your visit here), and was drilling this well 

24 hours. The noise level of \hi•· operation was more than 

double what the Illinois EPA eeta for the allowable limits in 

a residential area. It took some members of CATCH to 9et the 

night drilling ended. What concerns many of us is that, should 

you make the unfortunate decision to site the SSC here, this 

incident is just a preview of the inconsiderate treatment we'd 

have to put up with during construction if the tunnel is built. 

Just recently on a local T.V. program, the state claimed 

that only a dozen or two wells would be taken. CATCH'a survey 

shows at least 610, and they're still counting. That's quite 

a difference. Not only have they mislead the people who would 

be affected by the ssc, they have also mislead their· own 

proponents on a number of issues. 
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7. 

'ihey • ...,.. ·claimed ,,that ·Famni lab •wou1d ,heve ·to .Cl lose .down. iWe 

know "that'-• ·not true. "They've ·ela.:i:mad «:hat ~-.·ii.ting :.the SSC ·tn 

I-1linoi'9 ·would .save the ·hdera"'l qovarnment: .tiRUU>ns '.Of do:Ll·ar.s, 

evan ;.thouqh Dr. .Ra•s ;has publ.1':Slil.y -rttfuted that -irresponsible 

·-atatement. w•·• ve :been told ·that .the SSC ;.project .would .-create a 

total of 8,500 jobs. Your own ·'a.tatemant ·about :the .number needed 

for :the ·tempoJ:1~Y con•tz'ucti·on -~ -i• about 800.. We .. Jtnow it 

would .create only 500 . .permanent- jobs 1here. -'lhe-re·•..a quite :a 

difference .bet:ween :.8;500 ·and -1,JUO. 'IU\d ·the l'iaa :90 on. 

The~'• a nwal>9r of thinqa :that the ata.te '-haan"t ·aven 

bothered to tell us about. Months a90, we rece:f:v.ad -our ·off.ic!ial 

notices from the state informinq us that our property would be 

affected by the SSC. Sine~ then, we have not heard another word 

from the state, officially ot otherwise, concerning our properties. 

We have only been able to assume that these notices do in fact 

relate to an easement, but we were not told this. Ho one has 

bothered to tell us how we would get our water when our private 

wells are taken. In fact, they didn't even bother mentioning to 

us that our wells would be gone. We had to find this out on our 

own. 

No one has told us what effect the SSC 'would have on our 

water supply, and what the run-off from it would dO to ou:r . 

already flood-prone areas-:J 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 "" have bee·n 

told concerning radiation is that the exposure would be 

insignificant. That's wrong - no amount of radiation is 
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•• 

insignificant. And you have no right to expose.us to !!!X. 

unwanted radiation. And because of paat experiences with the 

government'• unwillingness to claim responsibility or to even 

acknowledge wrongdoing when it comes to dangerous chemicals, 

poisons, or radiation, I will continue to work towards •topping 

the SSC from being located here. 

Your EIS lists the environmental problems, and the solutions 

to those problems. We •human receptors,• as you refer to us in 

the EIS, are not interested in mitigation as the answer •. our 

answer is to locate the SSC somewhere besides Illinois. It 

does not belong in our highly populated area. 
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LETTER 

Dr. Wilmot Hess. Chairman 

SSC Site. Task Force 

ER-65/GTN 

orrice of Energy Research 

U_S. Department of: Energy 

Washingtorr, D.C.. 20545, 

Dear Sir: 

My name is· 8111.y· Hannemann: L am seven years old. Ii am here to 

ten you wily. I don't want the SSC bui It In- "'l!. n•.ighborllood: 

My grandpa. and I· ltke to fish. In the Welsh Creek· just down· stream 

rrom the F4 site. When they dlJmp the spoils-. rrom digging on. the 

ground It will only have' to tra•el·. 200 feet to the creek. I think 

that the suspended solids wtH lttll all the fish and the insects 

that they eat. Then my grandpa.and I can't do lhat together 

anymore. 

While they dig and'Wheftl the. cc.ompressons.run_ thi:S will be a very 

noisy. It will disturl the. deer and,othetr wlldJ.ife. tn Big Rock it 

ts 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 that I am a little boy, a human being. not a 

receptor. 
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If the SSC comes to my town. There wm be lots of people coming 

here to live. I hope my school will-not become overcrowded and 

the classes to big to learn anything. 

I live near one of the four quarries that are OK to take the 

limestone. In my township there are no sidewalks to ride my bike 

on. We have to ride on the roads. I don't want to die because a 

one of the 290 big trucks that wlll carry the limestone each day 

doesn·t notice me. Would the people that work for the Department 

of Energy be wlll Ing to sacrifice there children for the SSC? 

hope not, but maybe they don·t love there children. 

Why don·t you put the Superconducting Sue>er Coll1der some place 

where there are no houses? 

Sincerely 

Bill r lbnnen-win 
W1111am R. HannemaM IV 

4SW682 Marie Street 

81g Rock, 1111no1s 60511 
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LETTER 

Gr. W·tirmot Hess, Cha·irman 

SSC S 1.te liask· !Torce 

ER-65/GTN 

Office of Energy Research 

U.S. Department of Energy 

Washing~on, O.C. 20545 

At.l!nx SSC DEIS;Comments.---Changes to tne-Temnn1te 

Dear Slr. 

The first thing you will notice on Table l-l ls that Illinois 

proposes using· Ferm i4ab as th& SSC Injector. Tftw State• ENR and 

Its supporters have Indicated that this Is; tlle• ley· adllantage or 

the llltnots proposal. However, upon reading the EIS, It becomes 

very clear just how Important Ferm If ab ts ror maintaining OU1' 

leadership role In particle resaao:ch. In rac.t. Ferm II ab and llhe 

SLAC at Stanford are going to play major roles- whlllf tfte Slm 15 

being built, and on Into the 21st century. You-salant~ts need; 

Fermllab In rull operation while the SSC Is being constructed; 

otherwise you run the risk or losing precious time and prestige ta 

your enviable CERN and Russian counterparts. You and we know 

that Fermilab therefore becomes the '"Fermilab disadvantage· for 

the Illinois site. Why? Quite simple. you cannot hook the 

Fermi lab Tevatron up as the SSC Injector without jeopardizing 

the loss of Fermllab ror I, 2, or possibly l year. Therefore this 
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major change tn the Invitation for Site ,Proposals as _proposed by 

llllnols becomes the major disadvantage of the llllnols site. 

Regarding otber changes which llllnols bas made In their site 

proposal, Chart 3-3 clearly shows that llllnols bas made more 

changes or adjustments to the so-called rlng te111J1late than any 

other state. Illinois ,proposes moving 5 servjce access areas (F 

sites) from Ulelr original positioning. Only Michigan has as many 

as J such changes being made. Also, Illinois has changed tile ISP 

so that 4E shaft sites will be moved from their original position. 

Even more such changes have been recently proposed by the 

Illinois ENR. Only one other state changes one E site location. 

And perhaps more Importantly, Illinois proposes moving the 

burled beam zone access areas J at 5 locations. Any and all 

changes as proposed mean altering the original <leslgn concept of 

the SSC and wtll necessitate changes which equate to Increased 

time and costs for the 11Jtnots site. As E and F sites are moved 

further from the ring, additional tunneling and angled shafts 

become necessary. The Illinois tunnel Is already the deepest of 

the seven proposed sites. and actually exceeds the maximum 

optimum level of 600 feet below the surface at one stretch. By 

adding additional angled tunnels to accommodate the altered E, F, 

and J sites, there will be far more tunneling required at the 

llllnols site than at any other alternative location. All of this 

adds up to Increased tunneling 11.mLand ~that the llllnols 

taxpayer must pay for this tunnel and not the Federal Government. 

llA.1 • 

<25-775 0 - 88 (Book 5! - 2 

2 



.... 1' 

' ~ . 

". 

~ ·. : ' . ' 

LETIER ?61 • (CONTINUEO) 
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Without a cloUbt, the llllnciis sit• Pi'l!•.ltleii,t~e lllost dlI(t.~ultand 
~ tunn~llng project or the seven sites. · 

It bears pointing out that .these 14 or more changes proposed by . . ' ,' ' . ' . ' . .. . ' . 
llllnols can be tomparecf to ab!loM·e1ynachanges 't~ the 

template as origlnally pro.pose<! In Arizona, Colotacl0; Nor:th 
Carolina, and Texas. The DOE haS designed tiie SSC, but 1111nols 

apparently lcnows·more than you'sclentlsts do, ~~cau!ie• they have · 

chosen to redesign·tt ror yoU.· All 1. can .say to you gentlemen ts 

Good Llll!kl 

Sincerely, 

·~~·i+<t.~ 
l'larjlyn ~ann · · 

45W&B2 Harle Street 

. Big )lock, 11 llnots 60511 

". 
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LETIER 8'7fi 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 

SSC Site Task FOl'Ce 

ER-65/GTN 

Office of EnergJ Research 

U.S. Department of Energy 

Washington, .D.C. 20545 

. ~ ... 

Attn: SSC DEIS comments---Economlc Alternatives & Emotl~ns 

Dear Sir: 

one or the major reasons why Illinois should not be the fin.al site 

for the 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 complex pattern or current 

land uses available. Also, Page 4-76 states that "of all seven 

sites, only I llinots presents a situation where growth Is 

triggering not only an intensification of current use, but also 

major development classification. The remaining six sites do not 

portray this kind or 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 sites. The fact that the property at the I lllnots 

site could be used for other purposes actually makes this 
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property more valuable than the land located at the other sites. 

The EIS tndiCates that no ruture land use Changes are'.e1<11ected to 

occur at the other basically remote ancl undeveloped sit.es, Only 

llllnots stands orf by itself as having alternative land .uses 

avaiJable 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 or the economic 

studies prepared by the llltnols ENR, SSC ror Fermilab or by the 

Department or Energy. The Illinois site is unique in its economic 

potential, yet this ract Is completely Ignored by the proponents 

of the Illinois proposal. All economic discussions have centered 

around the economic benertts that will be derived from the SSC 

project while ignoring many of the cost components which must 

be considered 1n a true cost benefit analysts. Either the 

economists involved In prepartng the EIS have made a major 

mtstake or there were no economists involved at all. 

Another factor that ts obviously missing rrom the EIS is an 

analysis or the psychological Impact which the SSC project is 

already having upon the arrected residents at each alternative 

site. In llllnols, for example, there IS no discussion about the 

degree of involvement necessary for people to fight this project. 

Nowhere does It describe the animosity which has developed 

between arrected property owners and the government or the 

State or llllnols. Nowhere does the EIS describe the tremendous 

degree or mistrust which the )ocal community has towards our 

Governor, our local pollttcal leaders, the DOE and especially 
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towards FermUab. The EIS ts deficient tn .desert bing local 

attttud.es and feelings toward the ssc ~nd Its proposers. /is a 

result, you scientists don't understand the complete hatred which 

we affected property owners have towards the SSC In general. 

Nor do you understand from the EIS the resolve that we people 
' . 

have towards Insuring that the SSC wtll nil be sited In tlltnots. 

We are prepared to do whatever It lakes to Impress upon you 

scientists that you are not welcome here. Every legal means wtll 

be exploited In an attempt to force you to stte this tntruston 

elsewhere. The EIS has railed miserably In Its judgement or local 

attitudes and t just want to make one thing perfectly clear---.the 

only way the SSC can come to tlllnots Is through the courtsl 

SF~fl_ /!zw.r/ilf~ 
Jennifer Hannemann 

45W682 Marte Street 

Big Rock, Illinois 60511 
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-~~~~d!:~~ 
Dr. Wilmont Hess. Chair~an 
ER-,65./Gl'N 
Office of Energy Research 
·U •. s. ,oepartm.en.t of . .Elnergy 
Washington, OC 20545 

oct. 6, i9aa 

~ttn~ SSC DE!S Comm~nt.s---?olitics ~ Scientists 

Oear Sir: 

The EIS makes it very clear that you scientists have but 
two_igo~l~---'l'he .SSC ,mus.t be .. bud.l·t ,as designed a.tall cos:ts, 
and it must bli! on line by 1996. This is all that counts to 
you., , an~ eVery.ttii..n9_ -ell.ae is ·t.ot.aity 'Lnsigni.1f'1.ca.n:'t, Yau 
scientists can be. faulted for using your. highly regarded 
stat;i..on in :li:fe as a means ·to in.fluence ,puDlic opinion 
towa·rds a project such as the SSC, wherein the public bas
ically has very little knowledge or concern. tau overstep 
yoUr bounds as scientists and enter the political arena ta 
influence national policy dPcisions. 

The book Policide by Lo'ti and Ginsberg is a unique description 
of the process invo1-ved in t·he -creation ot Fer111ilab and the 
demise of the town of W~ston. A large part of ~his book 
describes how scientists can fall into the trap of actually 
believing that the ends justify the means. Thf: outhors state 
the following with regards to the criteria use~ in determining 
$ite selection for Fermtlab: 

~the scientists soft cr~teria left open a vast ar~a o( 
~iscretion, first because these soft criteria were concerned 
only about a~enities for scientists and their families. and 
second, because no ~riteria ... were concerned With broader 
social values that might be affected by a scientific facility 
Of such size and expense." In effect, the scientists "'ere 
$aying,"Give us our site, but don't tell us ho"' you got it." 

this was the attitude of you scientists towards the public 
over 20 years ago, and ~s fac as we affected property owners 
are concerned, this is your attitude to this day. It's 
obvious from the EIS thut any and a11 problems that occur 
at any of the seven sites is delegated to a level of insig
nificance by you scientists. No problem is insurmountable. 
E:verythln-q Ciln be mltig<lted. Your lack O( concern for our 
families and our homes is ""ell documented throughout the EIS. 
~ou couldn't care less thut the SSC facilities f:.11 di.rect1v 
in residenti~l neighborhoods. All loc~l building ~nd ~ontn9 

PO. Bo11: 104. Wasco. Illinois 60183 Phone·312·584-4244 

llA.1· 1'34-0 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

restrictions which would prohibit the existance at your 
"tank farms" near our homes, have been conveniently illiminated. 
You couldn't 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 neces3ar~ social amenities at your disposal. 
This type of attitude cannot and will not be tollerated. 
You were able to get away with it baCk When Fermilab was 
created, because the local townspeople were actually fooled 
into believing that Weston would live on and prosper. Let 
me quarentee you gentlemen that this will not happen again. 
Your opposition here in the Fox Valley is too great, and we 
will not back down. We will continue to fight you and thwart 
your efforts to aite this project here in Illinois. We have 
as •any People, if not more, opposing this project as opposed 
it in New York. Their Governor had the common •en&e and 
decency to withdraw New York's bid. Shamefully, our doesn't. 

Let .a conclude with another quote from Poliscide1 
"The story of Weston reveals a great deal about the requirements 
of proper exercise of power. It is an illustration of how 
institutlone can be the enemy of rational men of goodwill, 
because it is a story of how such rational men of good will 
vere led, by their own responsibilities, to ~ public 
authority or to~ ita abuse on their behalf.• 

You gentlemen have that same responsibili~y and authority. 
Don't abuse it. Don't select Illinois as the site of the SSC. 
Put it where it belongs; in one of the other sites where 
people's lives~ have to be sacrificed for your scientists 
and your families well being. 
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LETTER 

Dr. Wi L190c lle&s 

SSC Site Ta1k Poree 

.............. 
o.o.s. 
Washlnston, D.C. 20545 

This meet'i.ng oonLSht •ia '10 attack J.the 11.!J:oS. UnE.ortuute·ly, ftvl! m·tnutes is 

not enouab time ·to -do thl• reporrt :tust.tce. We not.a nwnerou• -.M"or• ·such as 

the Human •Rece9cor pictr.n:e fLg'-!re &.-1'5,!l, P1iease. 'note itha<t 'IU:s ·.a-eek 'Grade 

School, ,Eanelland 'SOhools., St. Cfta.r1J.es ·lfiiah Schoo,l ·and even ·cha ·bu·i:l:d'i"ng -we are 

ln ton·i:ght .wel'e ·o.'.lltted. ·The ifaec '~hat sdhoo1la di•reetly e<f·fected al."e not S'hown 

on the human receptor map tells !fie that solllf!one didn't do his/her homework. 

l:bia ·.very achooll ·l:s ·on•l7 yards a11ay iho111 -• 'beam abort area. "?he -bot·tom 1 ine is 

that the •t·•te doesn'''t ·want any ·noti'Ce o'f •our chi'ldren 'beting anyWhere nea.r chis 

thing. Dr. •ffesa in a news ·cortference in ·Co'lorado stated that t'he ideal .sight 

would Mt. have anybody livi·ng above the ring. 1 .would concur with his st•tement. 

It'• ,dbVli:ous ·tlhen .not to ,si·te ljbis proJect iTi tl1l£no.'i"s as we 'have the moac 

af.5ectel:I p-.:ropeC't·y holder-s than any o'f t'he othet' .!'-ix s-ites colllb1ned. 

l tt'uly resent the fact that we are referred co as human C"eceptors instead of 

huiaan bel11gs.! It i• pl:'etty ,pathetic th.at the tndiana Rat rates htgher on the 

list than hUlllan individuals. Keep in mind that we are the ones who will be 

Raying the taxes for this pork barrel project. I certainly don't believe that 

''Mr. Indiana Bat" filed a 1040 ta.It return last year. 

Volume IV, Appendix 58 of 1& 

On page 25 it should be noted that local citizens are concerned about the 

Aurora and Kane County until the problem is solved. Page J7 states that 

West C~lcago has been placed on Illinois' Envlronmental Protection Agency's 

restricted list because of the high radivm levels in the water supply wells. 

If deeper wells will provlde the water necessary for daily living, won't this 

high radium level pose human health p~obtems in the years ahead1 
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'tour EIS also states that D'he State of Illinois is second to la.t .in ,tlhe 

student teacher ra.tto and last: 11.n .. oc!ial nr..tces. ·I'S tthat the :J'e.riM.-

advantage we here so much abOut by 

j5<' 1j ..,.,;-r;.,..e 4..-il-.f.: 
stata o.fficia:ls- A,q ./i!.rh'IJ Jq/, 
o •~r ed.,<'af<".r. 

In the last E.I •. S .. .scoping., 'Senator Dixon corrnented on the convenience 

of O'Hare Airport location to Fermi-Lab. Of course, he ~ad the luxury 

of flying by helicopter. If you read today''• OhWcaso newspape.rs, the 

headlines were about the cutback on the nu•ber of planes that can ·•rrii~e 

between 4:45 P.H. and 9: 15 P.H. The numbers •were . .,educ:ed 'f,riom 9S bo 80. 

Why was this necessary? lt was because, in the lase five days, fiv• 

mi.at&kes -occured ·bf it'he 11nderstaf:fed air-t·r•ffic oonttol.lers.. The :FM 

also stated that a total of thirty erroo.have been co11111itted this year. 
~~W"J/• 

This will cause additional delays alteady taking place at O'Hare·~ We 

Cl!!r.tainl.r wd.sh •there :are no deil.ays or •rri:ors when pu .f;ly :back .to 

·Washington, .D.C.. a,£.te.r tihese ·Miarbngs. 

Flnatllly, the laat n1'fte raontha <have 'been agoncina ·t·o ouT fa111i1·y,, eapeci.all:y 

111y ch•i l·d1"en.. · 1 ·have 'Bpent numerious hours ·in ·ra:tl)"e, :ineet!inga. ile'ba't·ea, 

pa:rades, to obt:aln ·•lana-outiel agalln&t t<h.f.s .pE"ojOClt. My <cl\H.'dre-n :have spent 

11orie .ti111e witt·h •ba·bya1f.tttera :t>han .t'hei'l' -own •motlher ftlhe la11t •few ·mont'hs. 

I realize that 111y childrens' achooil wo.r.k tnn au·f!fe.rad &nd tltrey t•oo have 

e~ert.ence..d t:he stress bha't iou have br.ought upon .the.. 'But, f aa ·doing 

·t:his £or ·theJ.r fut\U'e because t trU'l·y be·li•ve aftt.'&I' riud'J.·na •die -1 4 11.11., ~he 

S.tat• -o.f lllitnoia .!a not the pNfer:red aitte.. 

B<..AIJC A SOoQl!e.s 
2S 2'.0 LOLUST t:.T 
fLbu11.v, jl rouq 
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... ; 

Dr. Wilmot Ke8s, Chairman 
SSC Siti Task Force 
ER-65GTN 
Oftiae ot Energy Research 
U.S. Department o·f Energy 
Washington, D.C, 20545 

October 6, 1968 

~ 
l ~· Utno 
u:. ,, 

SSC DEIS Comments---Slltation or Streams Near PJ or P4? 

~f Dear Sir• 
~. r.., 
.. Page 16 of Appendix #10 indicates that 19 lined. ponds are 
· l proposed at the various B and 1 sites where tunnel spoils will 
qt.~f~ be re•oved. These ponds will be l/::J acre in size. Th• 
~ exception 1s at site P) where J separate 2 acre p"onds will be 
~' required because of the extramely_large_amoUnt Qf W.ter ~t 

....... e._~ is expected to intiltrate the turmel ·_over -the· ~·mile BtriitCij · 
< r between !:) and ~. This ia anticipilted beCaurie of the results 
' \I. ot teat core samples that were conducted by the State Geological 

i 
~ '& Survey Division. These results showed that_ extremely large 

i 
amounts of water! aaturata th·e area near Big 'R.ockt ·There _ii / 

. a diacrepanc'y however, between ·the· Dratt E_IS and -the Illinois · 
4l Geological Survey material. The· cor• aamplea ·as 'pi'eaantad \,. ft would tend to iridioate that it would be service area P4 betwe.en 

12 ~ shaft access pointa E4'and ES that would be the one where 
& ~ 1 thia large amount ot water would leak into the shafts and 
~ II ~ tunnel - not at P) aa the EIS states, 

<t i ~ This discrepancy between the BIS and the Illinois proposal 
~ ~ la very or1tical because ot the damage which may result from 
~ < the siltation of our waterways. The J ponds designed tor the 
2_ ..'S P) site total 10 million gallons of storage. But this area 
f:: j_r- is expect•~ to 1.eak at the rate. at 5200 gal/min/100 teat or 
lk" nearly zlll illLon gallons per day over this Smile atretch '* -... a resW.: , the holding ponds as designed are inadequate to 
~ hold the amount of water being pump~d 1n~ them _on a daily 
IO~ basis, Also, the EIS states quite cle&riy'th8t these ponds 

I:' as designed will not be able to remove all of the anticipated 
I'· siltation. The amount of silt and water entering: the panda 

' --.. --~---· 

Po ·sO ... 104. Wasco. Illinois 60163 Phone 31:-esa-.:.: . .+4 
f . 
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 
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and their inadequate Size does not allow enough time tor the 
watH" ·to aettl• out.· Iine:tea.d .• i1t &p_,peare· as i.t thia,water 
will be forced 'to drain .trom the pond·a 1nto the .eurroundinc 
natural draJ.nei&e eyat•• · ot' the area '&Jll pt; imany ot the 'tine 
·p&rtl-cl.es of' •llt cr:ea:t.d .'by ·the barj.M -tutichJ,aaa.. will atill 
be aaapended in 'the we.tier. lfhe IIS"lllll4be taul tad tor not 
a.e.acrib.A.nc in d11tai.l how this aedilmentatSaon process .k to take 
place and how exc1s11 wter -will bl re!lleaaad lfro• -••• pond.a .. -1 ta 
detlll1itely not all going to evaporate. 

The important point :ia that .:this ar.ea w:l. th aa- extr-amall' high. 
water "ta.bl.a :a.nil extreaely hl·ch lev.ela of '8oiJ. -.nd. rock 
parmea~ility 1a actually at site .P4 ·and not I). ~his la 
important 'tlecausa &n7 et th.W sil"ted •tar will natm"&lly 
drain into the 'Welch ·Crae1r: wa'tl&rsh•d. Thia _aammt occur at P) 
but ~an be a aatural diaaastar·if .allowed to occur at site 14. 
The !IS mall:u itt ell.ear thait exoe.aa iWlrter arid 'the sedJzaenta within 
it will not be contained by 'the sedimenta't1<0n ~Chi t:lhat are 
pr(!poaed. I'f thia ..ater is allowed to enter Welch Creek. as· it 
appears, than degradation of 'thltt wte-r•y and the .wd.14111'•· 
.which 4. t supports will occur. This canno1t be allowed :·to ... happen~ 
The entire EIS make.s it clear that ·no 11tber si1Je ·h8a .a .-ter 
infiltN.ti~ }lllo'b!lem !ILS i_ee:cX'ibed for "'this ,S .mile a:tretch 
at the aoutl)west &nd ,of. the lllinot.11 r&g. .I-t. _it:h·erelf'ore, 
becomes estremel.N". important to .accurr~tely identify whether 
.lt 1.• P3 or F4 whi·ch iii the ·area to b8 atfectea.. Th• ma-terial 
presented by the State Geological SUrvayDivi•ion'and the 
informs.ti.on in the ON.ft EIS appear contradictory, and yet this 
information is extrem tal i.n de1term.i:ninc the adTerae affects 
that this SSC pro j-ec have .on our environment. ·!ftis is .. '-

~a1ing 1iR1a l)t'Jlfl BIS. l 
,wl{ Sii:icere]Q., 
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LETTER 

e CA T.C.H.-lllinois . 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

nr. Wilmot Hess 1 Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
Ell-63/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

Oct. 6, 1988 

Attn: SSC DEIS Commencs---Subtectivity of Reviewers 

Dear Sir: 

Another situation where the subjectivity of the EIS writers 
is' apparent occurs whenever the EIS specifically describes 
a potential problem and then sums everything up by saying 1cs 
insignificant because the problem already exists anyway. 
For example, let's take the very serious problem of ground
water •upplies. Sec. 5.1.2, pages 28 and 29 discuss in 
great detail how Illinois has a regionally overdrafted wate~ 
supply. In other words, that usage exceeds replenishment of 
supplies. The EIS also explains how the operations phase of 
of the SSC will worsen the overall groundwater situation. The 
EIS also indicates that plans for municipalities to switch co 
surface water sources basically do not exist, so a swtcch co 
Lake HLchigan water cannot be viewed as a possible mitigating 
measure. 

However, in the Very next sentence, the EIS writers indicate 
that this potential long-term negative effect of the SSC is 
insignificant anyway, because of th~ wide area o~er which th~ 
effect will be felt. They say that major aquifers are already 
overdrafted and that the project would only add to an already 
existing situation. This type of logic is nonsensical. It's 
like telling a person dying of lung cancer that Chey just 
discovered a brain tumor, but don't worry about it, it's 
insignificant because you're going to die anyway. 

This type of logic is used throughout the EIS and is an 
indication of the lack of concern for people and our env~roo
ment on the part of the. EIS preparers. These ELS writers 
cannot be allcn1ed co make· such broad judgements on the overall 
value of this SSC project. The writers viewpoin~s or opinions 
toward a subject's net value should be of little concern to 
the DOE in deciding whe·re to place. -thi::s project·. All that 
111atcers are the faces. And the facts are.· that the as. writers 
are. l>iased, Of)inionated people and their V'iewpoi.ots are. the 

P.O. Box 1()4" Waseo:. RIMs 60183- Phene:l-12-584-4244 
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LETIER (CONTINUED) 

ones which everyone is being· asked to accept •. Well, we will 
not accept them! The EIS writers continually make assumptions 
ind value judgements which should not be allowed. Just 
because they think that the overdrafted groundwater situation 
at the Illinois site, iS insignificant ·does not, in and of 
itself, mean this situation is in fact insignificant. On the 
contrary, it is very significant to those of .us who obtain 
our water supply from individual wells --- and that's over 
30,000 people in the affected· area. What the EIS writers 
believe and feel is of little concern to us and it should also 
be Of little concern to you scientists of the DOE. All you 
should care to see in the EIS are the facts -- and the EIS is 
obviously lacking as far as the facts iri'"'Concerned. 

Sincerel~, 

llA.1- l5¥) 
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LETTER 170 

Sherril Kist 
6N520 Denker Road 
St. O\arles, IL 60175 

Rep:m bd:iw=e' oL tlle IXlE, 1 "'°'11.d like to uae. ray five ~ to cite 

mpecilic (f.IOtes fr.;n. th& ~1 lap¥:t .statment. I belleYe,-thelle 

wo1"s,. ya.u <Mn 'WOI'd9,. di9lptli.fy llliroia aa an afPR!pl':ia:te aite for the 

ssc. 

- fraa Volme. 10. AEPendix 15-16 ~ 23 frc:n the chapter titled Scenic 

and visual Reaou.rce Aasesanents 

quote '"Residential land uses a.re not visually catp:ltible with the 

propoae:i project because of the obvious functional and structural 

contrasts between project features and residence", utqlOte 

GJ.ven the fact that there are more affected lard parcels tresidett.es) 

in Illinois than in all other states o:mbined, this iB clearly the 

moat disrqitive of the seven sites and ia therefore inawropriate for 

Illinois. 

- fran VOline IV AWendix Sb of 16 pp. 37-38 on the subject of 

9~ter 

quote "'11le pt'eSent and projected qroundwater use shewn in table 5.3 
_/1./v _.. 

2-6 locally exceeds the estimated. yield of the cambrian-Ordovici.an 

aquifers, as ia ~ted by the declining water levels. This 

overdraft contiition is a aignificant groundwater issue in the area of 

Illinois." ~te 

llA.1- 12?Q. 
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--2-

We've said all along that we have a water problem ln Illinois. Thank 

you tor vvifying that fact. Thia ;...,. ~ ohould ~ify 

lllinoia. :~ght .wells within: one mile of ·EB Jiilll!ftt dq this __,, in 

one aubdivision. !he SSC wiU cert...i.nly ~ an al~ ·very 

steriOUll pn:ib1an. 

- Also on the :i.ssue of groundwater fran Volme l Cbapter 4 p. 4-18 

quote "'rtle one unique ~ter ~Jity feature iddnti.fied ia 

naturally elevated. raditan levels in the region of the Illinoia aite ... 

Illinoill ll the only -one of. the ~ aitea with thia ,preblll!lll. ~in, 

Mt don '.t need -the SSC to ~ exiilting proble1111. 

My favorite cp:>te fraa the EIS -from Volt.me I p. -4-76 in the aection .titled 

Planned FutUR Land Use -

quote "Of the seven sites, only lllinoi:11 preaenta a situation Miera 

growth ill triggering not only an intensification of current uae, but 

a.lao mjor chanqea fran one category of lard use to a new higher 

developnent clasaification. 'ft'le renaining six sites do not p>rtray 

this kind of future 9rowth." urquote 

llA.1- 1551 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

The ~lications of th.is statement are far-reaching. First, we have 

tl'8l'.ll!l'doul growth in our area. Kane Olllty, particulary c.arrtJton Tcwlsh.ip, 

is the faatet 9rowing camrutity in Illi.nois. Thie meana that wr land is 

the lll:IBt valuable of the 11ew:n sites. Therefore, the detrillental iJlpact 

on property valuea will be ax:h greater than at any of the other sites. 

This al90 means that opportunity costs will be nuc:h greater for the 

Illinois site. Nowhere in the EIS is the subject of opportunity costs 

even mentioned. This is • fundanental flaw in the rep::irt. 

Another very inp>rt.ant factor is oot mentioned in the EIS, namely, will 

Ferm.ilab have to be shut down to retro fit it to the ssc' ring ard for how 

long? If the anawer iii yea, then the question beccmes -..hether the u.s. 

can afford to ahutdcwn ita premier high energy physics tab? 

In conclusion, the SSC is mt welccme in Illinois. In spite of what our 

p:>liticiane tell yeu., the 0EPJ9ition in the llDllt affected areas i.a 

enormous. If JO'.I site it hue, your problem will be just beginning. 

llA.1- 1552. 
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LETTER t72. 

Dr. Wilmot Beu, Chd.nlcm 
SSC Site Tuk 1oroe 
ER-'65.Aml 
Otf:lo• ot IDUQ Re•eazocb 
o.a. Department ot Energ 
W..bington, DC 205'+5 

Attni SSC DEIS Comenta • Geolog 

Dear Sir: 

oo•. 6, 19ll8 

'1'he EIS makes it Wl"J' clear that the geology of the propo.aed D.linoia site ia not 
u a1alple qd u ideal aa we baTit: all been led to belieTe. Section. :;.1.Z-2' 
indicates that there 1.s • direct hydraulic connection betveen a\ll"face vatera at 
tbe lllimie site and the underlying aquitera. Furthermore, page- lt-16 indicates 
that there is porous media now . in the glacial drift Md the illt•rbedded sandstone 
sequences of rock. Di.l!leolution ud fftCture nova also occur in the carbonate and 
abale sequences. Ancl because of the Tari.able litholog;r of the "glacial deposits, 
tbef contain contilted and unoonfilled conditions. Wbat does all this mean? 
Quite eimply, it' •ana that the geolog and groundwater patterns that exiet at the 
l'oX Valle:r site are nr1 complex and varied. Thie ia in direct contrast to vhat 
the public baa b1tttn told b7 the nlicois Department of Energ and Natural Resources. 
ill that w ban ever been told ia that this ''mile tunnel will be built completely 
:lllbedded within solid dolomite below tbe aquifers where people obtain their 
groundw.ter aupp1ioe. 

!be truth ia that the geolog of the ll1inoia •it• is extremel.7 T&riable and 
complex bec&UM of the nature of the depoeits that were laid down b7 the- retreating 
glacien1 millions of 1eare ago. Many pli!iaks and Tal.le19 lay hidden beneath the 
aurra.ce vbile glacial drift lies above tbe underlayiag rocks in 'f'lll'iows thickneues 
due to tbe une•en retreat of the glaoiers. Tbe EIS points out tbat tbis glacial 
material along with the dolomite and shale rock eequea.cea are all. interconnected 
becauae of fractures and becauae of the porows nature of the •terial. Thia 
oausee gi:"Oundwater to flow between the different layers of rock and actuall.7 creates 
a tirect hydrological oomaeotion between nrface watoi- ao1.1rcea and our groundwater 
supplies. 

This means that two thinge can occur at tbe lllinois eite that cannot occur at 
othere. First of all, any eedimente or pollutants that the SSC may cause to be 
placed in our surface water sources could find their Wa'f to our groundwater or 
well water supplies. And secondly, any radiation which may be transmitted throush. 
the tunnel walls could in effect reach our groundwater supplies because thie 
dolomite is not completely non-porous. You scientists m&J" Ba7 that such possibilities 
are remote and measures will be taken to eliminate them. BoweTer, the truth is tbat 
the lllinois site involves risk.a which need not be taken. Thia hydrological effect 
does not exi.3t at other sites, nor do people exi8t at the other sites. 
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the EDS etat•e ft-q al.earl¥ tbat dillfOlutioo or a diuolriac •tteot .exiate amo.og 
tbl clolacd.te •eqoenoee ot rook am tbat thete':1.11· a tl.awUiit ot W.W tut oooure 
&l.oag .U.tiac fl'aotun liau. It ill a Vanat7 t!tat tbe .p,oopo-.m. of thia 
Pl"Oi•ct baT9' tried to h14a the tact that ~Water doee llOTe tbrough the 
dolOllite rock ~·· W• reeicleata ot tbe area baft ltnova it aU along becaUA 
thi.I ill vben h1aldrede of u obtain our vater' nppliee. 

In. •-tiollt tu J!ilS ukee it •a, ·clear tb&t t.be poloa alld ~11 of th• 
Dlinoil site aauau groundw.ter to t'lov Ntwea tbe 4Ut1n11at lqere ot rock 
eediant. and tM cwerlJinc glac:lal till.. In faat, • diNct ~cal 
connection exiate between nrfaoe w.tere and our g:roanclwter nppliea. Thia 
condition o~ edata :IJl D.linot. and Michipa. The poee:l.bilitJ exists that 
tboueandl of peopl.11 cl1rttctl.7 iA tb path of the oollider llere ia tbe Fo.x Yalle7 
could bt a.4"rae1J &t't90ted. b1 tu SSC pro~ect -1.DDC v:Ltb ow w.ter euppl.iee. 
tou gentlemen t.,.,. the DOB haTe the JIOral. obl~tioll to place tbia •chine 
among o• of the other etates -men ib!S · poee illl7 doe• aot ex:Let. lllilaoial 
ia not the logical »lac• tor tbe SSC. 
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LETTER 
!73 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office df Energy Research 

·u.s. :0.partment of Energy 
Wash~ngton, ·o.c. 2054S 

Oct. 6, 1988 

Attn: SSC ·DEIS Comments--Oppos·ition 'to t:he SSC 

The EIS does litt.l.e to accura_tely discuss the general 
opposit'tO'n which exists towards the _ssq project. ·.There is 
absol'ute_ly nothing unique about the opposition here in 
Illinol's. There also happens to be strong opposition to 
thiS DOE project in North Carolina and in Tennessee .• 
Opposition'is also beginning to form in Michigan. In fact, 
wherever people are being asked to live above this experi
mental device, people vehemently ~ppose it. Little or no 

""' opposition has surfaced in Colorado because only 67 property 

J 
owners are involved. Also, none of those people are being 
asked to live above the tunnel. Instead, the entire ring in 

"" Colorado is being purchased outright from the owners. Oppo-
1 sition to the SSC is also lacking in Arizona or Texas because 

-......,: few, if any, people will be forced to live above the tunnel 
in those states. This can be verified by the fact that 
absolutely zero wells are expected to be closed at the 
Arizona site, while only two wells wi~1 be closed in Texas. 

\, The State of Illinois and the local media have done a very 
poor job of describing the type of opposition and the extent 
of opposition that exists towards the SSC here in the Fox 
Valley. We, opponents to this project; have been labeled as 

~ unpatriotic or as standing in the way of progress. On more 
, •••• -:;i::---than one occasion, we have been compared to Nazis O't" fascists • 

...r~.·-· Howevers it is only those being forced to move or live above 
~ ~ the ss·c wh6. are having their human rights and constitutional 
~~ rights violated. To describe those of us who have taken the 
~--~ initiative ·co stand up for our rights as Nazis or fascists is 
~ unthinkable and downright asinine. The media and proponents 

of the SSC project in Illinois should be chastised for their 
~..Jl· callousness and for not realizing the importance of wells 

r 
P.O. Box 104, W8SICO, Illinois 60183 Phone:312·584-4244 
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beif1$ elq~ed, of horiie_s and -_bus:Lnee~ea 1":i'rt& conf-:Lscated, _or 
Of people bei.ng:- fG~ced to J:lve at.Op an •Xpertm8nti.l devt.Ce 
which_ls of questiOUbl• merit•"'.•~ with~~- irh• •<=;~•~tiflc 
~~QlrllUnity... · · · -

The opponents to this project :Ln the Fox.Valley do nOt stand 
alon~:. .. Nearly tt.O,poo men 1 w(!!men .•~ ,ch~lfiren from thi~ ar.~.-· 
oppose siting the SSC in Ililno:La. Every state where people 
will be _-forced co live above ~his 11\0t\&t-roaity h'-s ·pe.opl.e. who 
are oppdsed to it •. It's abciut time that the public in general 
realf-:zes this. Whatev.e:r their '.l'easona, ttaey, qul .. te fra:nkly, 
do not wa_n~ to be_ part of a_ :Laboratory and they do not tru9t. 
their go~ernmenc to provide them with all the facts. I'm 
quite &ure that C9ok Count:Y and th_e bulk of. DuPage County 
re11i~ents are very happy t~t ~e.rmil~b :w•• made the eastti~ 
cai;apua·rather than·the west•rn. camP':Ja of the.SSC. It's not 
a Case;of "IM8Y~sm on the part of 'the SSC opponents; it'• mo~e 
a case of the proponenta basking in the knowledge that they 
aren'·.t.; physic~l·ly:·f.nvolved. . 

To say that opponents to the project are against progres9 is 
trite and unfair •. We, in ge~ral, are not against the concept 
of the'SSC and the· addition chat it u.y PJ:'OVide towards basic 
~n kn,owledge. Howe,ver, .we. ~r• .aaa~qst blind. p.rogress and 
loeati~g the SSC ln llli~ls 1• j~t .~~t~ Thia.project need 
not be sited in Illinois. °'3n 1 t a&a\Jlll8 that we in the Fox 
Valley Dl&t neceaa~-rily . .,. ·.aac'f'if.1Ced. fo't tU lood 0£. al1. 
1'his is. not a a-imple road project .that- ti.• ·but OQl:_,.place to 
go .. ·. ':On the coatraey, . .,thei::e_ ue slx other· a-ltes.. aval}.able and. 
at least fQUr ot them invplve littl•.diartlptlQn.to the people 
living there. · , 

Sine• .the EIS indicates that little'·· coat · d1'f£er8nce eatls.ts 
between• the Te4pec.ti.ve. .. sites , .. ,you gentlemen from ,the .DOE must. 
by nece1slcy, choose. to .. locat.e .the _SSC tl'he1:1• -few of any lives 
Wil_L be potentiallY affect_ed.: This. n1le• ·out. .t\.li.noia being. 
cons'idered as. 1,1:he iOgtc:al choice. In f.-._c_t, the humanitarian 
choice· ru\.ea out tllinois .ati-rety; . . . , 

.. 
., 
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LEITER ~7-7 

CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Hera 

Dr. Wi'lmont Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/gtn 
Office of Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Oct. 6, 1988 

Attn: SSC DEIS Comments---Errors Found in the EIS 

Dear Sir: 

Table 3-6 shows Texas has 224 relocations. This is inaccurate 
and misleading because the bulk of these relocatlons are due 
to the fact that people residing in a trailer park situated 
in the surface take area will have to move. They don't ovn 
the property whic_h they are being moved from. You cannot 
compare an inconvenienced trailer home ovner to those people 
in all the other states who must sell their land and ho.me 
or business because of the SSC. 

Paragraph #1 of section 3.4.3 states that in Illinois the 
entire tunnel YOUld be constructed by tunneling •ethods in 
dolomite below the water table. This is a blatan~ error 
and lie perpetrated Py the Illinois ENR. In fact, the tunnel 
happens to lie directly in the water table not below it. 
Information contained in the water •urvey material frOlll the 
Illinois aite proposal and from the Illinois Geological 
Surv~y Division ciearly indicates that hundreds o~ veils in 
the region of the ring obtain their vater supply directly from 
the aam« depth as the proposed tunnel. Using the logic Of 
the EIS preparers, does this also mean that we are obtaining 
our water supply from below the water table? More logica11y, 
it means that the Illinois ENR and the DOE are going to 
encounter more water in digging this tunnel than they anticipate. 
Thia again is a potential creator of lengthened tunneling 
construction time. 

In Table 3-7 Impacts of Constructing and operatinq the SSC 
on Site Alternatives, it is shown that Illinois will in fact 
experience an incremental increase to its regional overdraft 
groundwater supply situation due to the SSC. However, the EIS 
fails to indicate that an increase to the local overdraft 
situation will also occur. All unincorpor~regiana west 
of the Fox River are on private wells. And due to extensive 
development, many people have already experienced having their 
wells run dry during this past summec. one subdivision 

P.O. Box 104, Wasco, Illinois 60183 Phone:312·584-4244 
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(Deer Run) had six wells go dry in ono week. ThlB cannot be 
blamed upon tbe drought because theae were wells that were 
350-400 f~et deep that had to be redrilled up to 700 feet 
deep into the underlying sund~tonE! aquifer. The addition 
of the SSC tunnel ond ita e;:pe-cted dramatic leak:ing as 
described on pa9e 16 of Appendix #10 will automatically laad 
to many locally ov9rdrafted groundwater areas around the ring. 
This fact is completely ignored by the· EIS. 

Table 3-7 show3 that r11inois will have the highest levels 
of TSP (total suspended Particulate) near the E and F sites 
of all seven states under consideration. When this poor air 
quality ts coupled with the fact that Illinois has the highest 
concentrations of people nea~ the E ana F sites, this adverse 
environmental impact takes on even greater significance. 
Illinols will have the lo'Orst air quality created by the SSC 
and has tha most numbers of human receptors to be adversely 
affected by it. This is simply one more reason why Ill{nois' 
denaity of population mak~s it the least desirable site. 

225-775 O - 88 !Book 5) - 3 

. Sincerely 'iJilJ1 
/#:~!!. !!:.ki ~ 

HA.1· 

5N697 Jens-Janson Lane 
St. Charlea. IL 60175 
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LETTER 87~ 

- CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
- CitizensAgainsttheCoUider Here 

Dr. Wilmont Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office o! Energy aeaearch 
U.S. Departm~nt of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Attn: SSC DEIS Comments---Tablc 3-5 

DC>ar Sjr: 

Oct. 6,1988 

is previously mentioned, fcot note "g" of ~able 3-5 in page 
3-30 indicates that in Illinois the number of affected parcels 
and ownerships may vary by as much as 20% and th~ number of 
reloc3tions by 50%. As previously shown. the true parcel 
count in Illinois is in exces,; of the 3826 parcels numbered 
in the Il.tinc;.is Land Aquisitian ruaps preser~ted in Appendix 
4. With the parcel count still increasing day by ·day because 
of continued development, the ownership count is a1so increasing 
day by day. But what about the 50% variation in relocations 
that the DOE expP.cts? How do they account for that? It is 
a major error of the EIS to al111de to the far.t that relo
cations may vary so greatly withcut ever explaining •hat 
you me;;in. 

Will relocci~lons go do1't1? Highly unlikely. fflll relocations 
increase-? This is; very likely Ecr three reasons. for one 
thing, due to the increase in the parcel coi:nt and due to 
the ~r~mendou:;; development· that continues to occur through
out tlie Fo.x Va tley, "We can prove that businesses and homt"!s 
have alreaJy bBt"!n bu!! t in proposed surface take are.as since 
the time Illinois presBrited its site proposal. How could 
this h>!ppen? Ver.y ea::iily--the new owners of these parcels 
were nEver aware that their property was being proposed as 
part of the Illinois site. Illinois pres~nted its SSC pro
posal in September of 1987 but never divulged any specifics 
about the proposal unt.il after January 19th, 1988 when the 
DOE mana~ted that lllinois notjfy the public. The data 
pre~ented to th~ DOE v~s all based upon 1966 tax maps. , 
Chec?·;lng with the Sidwell Company '!ihlch prepares the tax 
maps you will find that 1966 maps show conditions as they 
exi&ted on January 1, 1986. As a consiquence, numerous nelo' 
parcel owners have unknowingly built homes and businesses 
in bot~ sLJ1·facP. take and underground easemc-nt areas simply 
because they didn't know they were doing so. The State EN~ 
only notified pc,tJplt! who verc currer.t owners as o~ January 
11 l 9R5 bP.causo tho:>e are the maps they used to co;11pile the.i.r 

P.O. Box 104. W:ar;ctl. IHinoi.o; 60183 Phone:312·584-4244 
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affected property ownecs list froro. Those peo~le or businesses 
who ha·1e uni<nowingly !:iuilt after early September, 1987 when 
Illinois presented its proposal, May have strong grounds 
for sueing the state of Il·linais or perh.:-:ps tbe DOE for 
failure to notify them in tin1e for the:n to stop construction. 

But uhat else may cause the Illir1cis parcel count and relo
cation counts to increase dramatically? Perhaps it's be-cause 
Illinois altered the locations.of soit.e of lhe E,F, or J sit2s 
in order to move them out of nea!"by subdivisions. And per
haps what thP. DOE is saying is that those altered locations 
cannot in fact be made and thcreCore many more people will 
lose their honies if the Illinois site is chosen. Or perh;,ps 
the increased counts con1e from the fact thut Future Expansion 
Area C is described as including part of the city of Aurot"a. 
This my friends is tho:! resiclential development area just south 
of Fermilab. Also, on page 114 of Appendix 5-b this area 
is described as being zoned PDD (Pl~nned Developmect District) 
with a small R-1 resld~ntial district. I g~ess 300+ homes 
is small to the Illinois ENR and the DOE! The main pOint 
is th-'lt nowhere does the EIS indicate that this portion 
of area C is not required by the DOF.. Per.haps if Illinois 
were selected, then and only then Yill we all find out if 
these hundreds o~ homes and over 1000 people will have to 
sacrifice themselves fOr the good of you inconsiderate 
scientists and the SSC. Once ag3in its clear th«tthe EIS 
does not clarify the issue of the SSC---i t only continues 
to raise whole new questions. 

Si.ncerely yours, 

' . 
;t.ui J J1 f.q.t:J.;;_J,_,_, 

Judy-'Mastalski 
SN697 Jens-Jenson Lane 
st. Charles, IL 60175 
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--
CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

October 6, 1988 

PR£SS RELEASE 

Attn: SSG DElS Commencs--Prablems wtth the P~opcsed Illinois 
ssC Site 

11 Some remnant prairie land loss is possible. (Table 3-7 DEISJ 

2) 850 Acres of wetlands ~ill be impacted in Illinois. This 
is the second largest amount of wetldnds among the seven 
slternatlve sites. {Table 3-7 DEIS) 

~me-wett-ande\iliitat will be adversely impacteo:·-(yrLCJst.. 
(Appendix 11, Sec.11.3.J.3l 

4) .Mor~ acres of priJT1e farmland are be in~ re:noved f1:orr. production 
in 11.lincis than at: ally other site. (Table 4-23 DEIS) 

5) More pcoperty owners are involved in Illinois than in all 
other states combined. (Tgble 4-Z and parcel count from LDnd 
Acquisition Plans A-3C thru A-3Y) 

6) More wells will be closed in Illinois than in all other 
states combined. (Table 3-7, Pa~e 3-51 and parcel count from 
Land Acquisition Plarts A-3C thru A-3YJ 

7l Nore businesses will be closed or relocated in Illinois th;i.n 
at ell other sites combined. (Table 4-21 

81 Becacse of the above, Illinois has the most difficult lDnd 
acquisition process of any site; 

9) Illinois has a regional groundwater overdraft -- groundwater 
usage exceeds the replenishment of supplies. Both direct and 
indirect water usage of the SSC ~ill worsen the overdraft 
water supplies. (Table 3-7) 

10) Mo,re water channels cross the ~reposed ring at the Illinois 
$ite than at any other. The Fox River is the largest surface 
~ater channel with the largest watershed area to cross the ring 
at any site. This means that the Illinois site has the highest 
probability for silt~tion of streams to occur. (Tabl~ 4-2 and 
Section 4.2.1.ll 

P.O. Box 104. Wasco. Illinois 60183 Pl1one:3~2-5844244 
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11) The presence of methane gas at the Illinois .site· will pose 
a tunneling construction prob.lem. (Appendix 4.1.S) 

12) Groundwater leakage into the access shafts and tunnel will 
be the greatest of all the sites. In fact, the 5-mile stretch 
between E3 and E4 will leak at the rate of 5,200 gallons/minute/ 
100 feet or nearly 2 billion gallons per day. This water 
problem should place the entire construction project in jeopardy. 
(Appendix 10-, Sec. 10,2.3.3) · 

-13) The entire Fox Valley SSC site is covered by Flood Rate 
Insurance Ma'ps and therefore shows a high probability for 
damage due to.flooding. This is not true at other sites. 
(Appendix 4, Sec. 4.2.~.1) 

14) 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 sedimenta.tion. This could result in a measurable 
sadiment impact on streams in the adjacent area. Sedimentation 
of our streams remains one of ~major concerns. (Appendix 7 1 

Sec. 7 .1. 33, Page 40) f\\\),-

" 15) The Illinois site has the largest number of peoPle living 
adjacent to proposed SSC facility sites (E, F and J sites). 
As a result, more people i~ Illinois will be adversely impacted 
by noise pollution, air pollution, exposure to airbourne radio
nuclides, adverse Visual impacts, and noise and vibration 
impacts due to dynamiting than at any other site. (Appendix 4, 
Sec. 4.S.1, Page 4-29) 

.16) Illinois is the only site with an existing groundwater 
quality problem -- elevated levels of radium in our groundwater 
supplies. (Appendix 4, Sec. 4.2.2.2; Page 4-18) 

17) The surface water quality of the Illinois site is already 
the ·worst of the sevl:ln sites. {Appendix 4, Sec.4.2.1.2 and 
Table 4-2) 

18) The air quality of the Illinois site iS already the worst 
<•f the seven sites._ Ours is the only site which is in a region 
of nonattain~ent for both carbon monoxide and ozone levels. 
!Appendix 4, Sec. 4.4.2, Page 4-26) 

19) Only the Illinois site is located in an area that already 
has two sources contributing to an increase in the natural 
background radiation level -- ~er~ilab and the Kerr-McGee 
Chemical Plant. !Appendix Sb, Sec. 5.3.6.2, Page 68) 
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201 Illinois is already the site with ·che greatest number of 
potentially hazardous or toxic materials sources. (Table 4-15) 

21) Illinois shows the lowest levels of public services 
available at all seven sites. Our student/teacher ratios 
are the worst, ou'l" heal ch care levels are, the worst of any 
site, and our fire and police protection for DuPage, Rane 
and Kendall Counties are well below the national average. 
(Table 5.3.11-3) 

22) The roads at the Illinois site are the most congested of 
all seven- sites, and are the only roads subject to breakdowns 
in the flow of traffic. More travel time will be ~equired to 
move from point-to-point around the ring in IllinoiS versus 
any other site. (Table 5.J.11-10) 

23) Illinois is aiready the s!te with the greatesc number of 
man-made sources of radioactivity. (Table 4-14) 

24) ~llinois already h&S the highest levels of backgTound noise 
adjacent to proposed E a.nd F a.ccess shafts. (Appendix 4, 
Sec. 4.S.1, fage 29) 

25) Kendall County ls only one of two counties at all sites 
where a negative e~onomic benefit is anticipated for the life 
of the project. (Appendix 5, Sec. 5.1.8.4, Page 19~ 

26) Reduction in the number of spoils dump sites down to four 
quarries in Illinois creates renewed problems of congested 
truck traffic on all haul roads and at the dump sit~s themselves. 
As uny as 290 truckloads o.f snaterial may be traveling toward 
Quarry #1 on.any given day. Quarry #1 is on the corner of 
Rt. 31 and McLean Blvd. near South £lgin. (Appendix 10, 
Sec. 10.2.3.3) 

27) There is a direct hydTological connection between the surface 
waters and groundwateT supplies at the I~linois site. This 
creates the opportunity for our groundwater 1upplies to be 
adversely impacted by siltation or other pollutants entering 
our surface waters because of SSC construction or operations. 
(Appendix 5, Sec. S.1.2.l) 

281 The inclement Illinois winters can be expected to reduce 
tne numbers of available working days and thereby increase 
tunnel construction time. (Table 4-51 
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29) Because of the large number of human receptors at the 
Illinois site and their clos~ness to SSC facilities, a 
greater amount cf mitigation changes will be required versus 
alternate sites. This equates to increased cost and increased 
construction time. (Fig. 5.1.4-3 DEIS) 

30) The presence of the largest and most Qrganized· local 
opposition to·the SSC in Illinois is' a problem itself. 
Litigation against the State of Illinois and the U.S. Dept .. 
of Energy can be expected to lengthen tunnel construction 
time in Illinois. · 

31) IllinoiS is the only .site where Land use patterns are 
expecte~ to change to a higher level without the SSC. The 
Fox Valley site is moving from agricultural to residential 
or commercial. Only the Illinois site has alternative land 
uses •. This opportunity cost is never taken into consideration 
in any economic assessments. (Appendix 4, Sec. 4.8.7, Page 4-76) 

32) The Illinois site has the most historical sites and the 
most prehistori.c or archaeological sites that may be adversely 
impacted by the SSC. (Table 3-7) , 

tar-/-ee11 HcFl)r-fo.ne_ 
(p11J59? Oenl:.er R0a.a. 
S-\-. Q.,\\at-le s ,'XI. Co() l 1-f 5 
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LETTER N'77 

8 CA T.C.H.-lllinois . 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

OT. Wilmot Hes~, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office-of Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, o.c. 20545 

Attn: SSC DEIS Comnmnts 

Dear Sir: 

Oct. 6, 1988 

Thank you for allowlng me to express my viewpoints on 
the Environmental Impact Statement. While there are many 
reasons why Illinois is !!2.E_ the logical choice for the SSC,. 
I would like to focus my comments on just a few of these 
issues. 

My first comment ls in regards to the map of Human. 
Receptors at the Il~inois SSC site (Appendix 9, Fig. 9-20). 
After initially scanning the maps submitted by each state, 
Illinois ·~years to look favorable. Upon closer inspection 
however, I Inola is the fnly state map that has a small 
dot representing GROUPS o residences, not just one residence. 
Did the Illinoi's !liiR"purposely draft the map in Errs manner 
to possibly mislead the DOE as to how many residences actually 
will be impacted? Does each dot represent 10 homes, or 
possibly, 100 homes? I believe the Illinois ENR was remiss 
in this matter and should have canvassed tt\e &1:'ea around 
the shafts in order to estimate the exact number of persons 
who will be subjected to noise levels-&60ve the EPA Guide
lines for Noise Xmpact An'alysis. 

·Also, referring to Appendix 9, Sec. 9.1.4, Pg.71 in 
regard to. Noise Levels, it states that "residential, 
commercial & industrial uses have higher background noise 
levels than do areas under agricul.tuTal use". It goes on to 
say that the impact of the SSC project activities will be 
less pronounced in the areas of development and more pronounced 
in the agricultural areas. To imply that residences and 
development already creates noise, so therefore, the SSC noise 
won't be noticeable, is ludicrous! Why should we, as home
owners directly impacted by this noise intrusion, have to 
accept this logic? 

P.O. Box 104. Wasco. lllin~is 60183 Phone:312-584-4244 
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Pertaining to Vibration Assessments (Appendix 9, 
Sec. 9.2.3.3, Pg. 84), the DEIS states that Illinois has 
numerous farms, homes,·subdivisions & industrial buildings 
within a radius of 600 feet, which would feel severe vibrations 
from the blasting. I stress the word NUMEROUS, not just a few 
as the other states have submitted. Therefore, Illinois will 
hsve the most impacted property owners. 

Aft-er studying the Land Acql:lisition Plans (Appendix 4, 
See. 4.4.3, Pg. 21&22), I found it rather peculiar that the 
St. Charles High School was not mentioned. In fact, the 
St. Charles High School was omitted from the entire text of 
the DEIS 1 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 likelihood of 
radioactivity being generated, as diagramed in Appendix 10, 
Fig. t0.1.2-7. Was this an oversight?' This high school has 
an enrollment of approximately 2,300 students and a faculty 
of approximately 200. Why do we place our children at risk 
for the sake of this scientific experiment? 

Another reason why Illinois is not the logical site for 
the SSC is tOe amount of opposition CO-this project. Referring 
to correspondence received by the DOE, as of mid-May, (Appendix S, 
Sec. 5.3.10.2), Illinois sent the largest volume of letters 
opposing the project. Of the 1,389 letters sent, 1,110 were 
aaalnst the SSC, 253 letters in favor and 26 offered no 
opinions. Tennessee,. in comparison, sent 72 letters and only 
4 opposed the project. Doesn't this give' the DOE and the 
State ENR the idea that we don't want the SSC in Illinois! 
I commend the Governor of New 'Zerk, who a·t least listened to 
his constituents opposed to the project, and then withdrew his 
state from the short list. Unlike £!:!.! Governor! 

Lastly, I'd like to comment on the personal impact of the 
SSC on myself and my family. We moved to St. Charles chree 
years ago, loving the tranquility and beauty this community 
offered. We used our hard~earned savings to build our dream 
house on a. secluded parcel of land and thought that we'd be 
safe. Now, three years later, the State tells us that we will 
have to give up our land to the SSC projeet;"'"1iave a cloud appear 
on our title, and· live on top of an EXPERIMENT, with so many 
unanswered issues. This ha·s caused us a great deal of apprehension 
and· months of wo.rry. I sincerely hope you gentlemen also take 
these feelings and emotions into account when you make your final 
decision -- NOT TO SITE THE SSC IN ILLINOIS!! 

Sincerely, /_,__ 
.!(~ !J, ,=-11 .. U _ _, 
Lorraine M. Stahl 
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LETTER 

Mr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force, DOE 
ERC - 65/GTN 
Washington, D.c. 20545 

Dear Mr. Hess: 

77 Highgate Course 
St. Charles, IL 60174 

October 6~, 1988 

Thanks for the time and I hope it will be the last time 
you 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. 

1 .• You do not show St. Charles High School sitting directly 
on the ring near access site E-9. see parcel site 339 
and 341 on drawing PM - E3. The School population is 
2600 Students, Teachers, and staff daily. 

2. You also do not show Norris R creation Center adjacent 
to the St. Charles High, Schoof which serves·lODO people 
daily including a permanent staff of 75. 

3. Piqure 9-20 also omits Kaneland High School adjacent to 
the ring near site E-6. 

4. There will be a mark~d increase in the population at the 
E-9 site due to the construction of the Hunt Club which 
has already begun Unit 1 of 353 homes in the $300,000.00, 
to $400.000.00 ranqe. Also , construction has bequn,on 
the Royal Pox golf club and homes. This development 
consists of 400 townhouses and custom homes adjacent to 
St. Charles High School. Both of these developments are 
within ~ mile of the E-9 shaft. 

5. Again Fig. 9-20 does not show DuPage County Airport on 
Rte. 64 near service area F-9. Landinq an.d take off 
patterns pass directly over the Fox Chase developmept 

area. 
I think you have underestimated the impact the noise of 
building this super-nuisance willhave in this E-9 area. 
a. General background noise of the home. 
b. Traff le to and from the High School along Dunham Road 

which intersects with Country Club Road. 
c. Noise from propellor and jet aircraft taking off and 

ianding at DuPage AirportA ~ .aL..r "-'..<.. ~ .O',,i.u....•<>·•·r' 
d. Noise from jets passing directly over the Pox Chase/ 

st. Charl's High School area which are under O'Hare 
control at the ·1590' to 1800 1 altitude. 

There are occasions when these wxisting noises combine to 
produce intolerable levels of noise already. 

llA.1 · 1~.7(p 
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LETTER 87 II (CONTINUED) 

-2-

Table 9-2 state$ that we will be subj~Cted to 60 dBA of 
additional noisa d1.1rinq construc:tion.:t't'herefo~e you will 
exceed the Federal Bigbway Administration Hoige Abatement 
Criteria for single family residences of 61 decibels. 
This is intolerable for the residents and students in the 
E9 area .. 
tt ia foolish ~o even contemplate any such construction as this 
in sucil a aensiely populated ~rea. 
I wil1 do ~erythinq I can politically and leqolly to prev~nt 
the bqildinq of this death ring in the fox valley. 

'?hank You 

UA.1- 15"11 
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THE HUNT CLUB 

oori:.: SEE RECORDEO FlNAL 
- SUBDIVISION PLAl. FOR 

ACTUAL LOT DIMENSIONS 

llA.1- 1515 
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LETIER 

A CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
- Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office of energy Research 
u.s. Department of Energy 
washi~gton, DC 20545 

October 6, 1988 

Attention: SSC DEIS Comm~nts---~ .!:..9_ wells 

Dear Sir: 

Page 112 Of Appendix 7 discusses the subject of closing wells 
at the -Illinois site. It mentions that as many as 1500 wells 
actually ·exist within l mile of the proposed ring alignment, 
with 320 wells f3lling within the 1000 foot path of the collider 
ring.. These figures are both inaccurate becauae they only 
reflect conditions as of Jan. 1, 1986. The Illinoii\'i ENR has 
failed to update any of their affected parcel counts since 
t.hat t:ime. Who cares how many wells existed over 2~ years ago? 
The only real pertinent facts to us affected property owners 
and to the DOE is the number of wells that exist right no~, and 
ho\i' many will have to be ·c1osed. We knew for a fact that 
through actual well an~ home counts, nearly 650 wells fall 
within the clutches O! the SSC ring. This error in the EIS 
is inexcusable and sho""s that the Fox Valley Site has been 
mi$represented to ·the DOE. 

Page 112 Of Aps:iendix 7 goes on to indicate that none of the 
wells lii thin the 1000 foot zone are municipal or large
capacity wells as far as they knov. This ta'.'tis wrong. 
Apparently Illinois forgot to tell the DOE about St. Charl_P-s 
well #9 which happens to be located directly in the path of 
the collider near Route 25 ancl country Club Road. This well 
happens to be a majo~ producer for the city of St. Charles, 
but the EIS CJ.early indicates that the DOE is unaware of its 
existarice. 

The E"rs goes on to say that this problem of \lell closures \lill 
be of measurable impact on local water users and on water use 
patteins. A measurable impact is one \ihich is classified as 
being of greatest importa~ce to those who are affected. There
fore, the EIS writers vie~ well closures as being extremely 
detrimental to local ~ell users. Howeve~. these same won
derful EIS vriters <:JO on to s·,1n1 this whole problem up by using 

llA. 1- 1_~7~. 
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LETTER J'79 (CONTINUED) 

their incredible logic to conclude that well closures will 
actuaily be a measurable beneficial long term impact to our 
overdrafted groundwater supply problem. In ot·her words, in 
order to do away with our iriadequate water aupplies, Why don't 
we all close down our vella? How illogical can anyone get? 
'l'he loss or private well& is proba·bly ~number one reason 
~hy so many people are against the SSC projec\ l~ IllinoiaJ 
and yet, the EIS writers and the DOE tries to justify these 
clQsures by indicating that the net result will be an overall 
benitit to aociety and those other people who •ay want to 
dig a well in. the future. Ho~ ca11oua can you people wet? 

This is just another example of the very cavalier approach 
that the Draft EIS, the State ENR, and the DOE haa t~ken 
towards our affected property owners concerns and rights. 
we will not allow this to continue. You can anticipate 
that requirad mitigation at tl'le Illinois aite .will actually 
lead ta litigation. We suggest that you gentlemen troa 
the DO~ forget about mitigation and start concentrating 
on the litigation that will be required it·111inois becomes 
the preferred SSC •i.te • 

• 

llA.1 • 
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LETIER 

- CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
- CitizensAgainsttheCollider Here 

Dt'. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task·Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Off ice of Energy Research 
U.S •. Department of Energy 
Washington, D.'C. 20545 

Attn: SSC. DEIS Comments 

o·ear Sir: 

Oct. 6, 1988 

Thank you for ,the opportunity to express my opj.nions 
on the EIS for Illinois. 

During the course of today's hearings, there haVe been 
many viewpoints voiced both praising and condemning the 
siting of the SS.C in Illinois. I would like to point out 
that of the correspondence sent to the DOE regai-ding the 
Illinois proposal, s1i was a9ainst·the plan. In addition, 
the Illinois plan soli,cited 3% of all negative comments 
encompassing all severi sites. I beli~ve this reinforces the 
fact that the people of Illinois are very concerned about 
the viability and impact of this ill-conceived project. 

I would like to focus my comments tonight on two issues. 
The first issue ls the macro-view of the Illinois proposal 
·1ncluding the quality of the data provided and the unanswered 
questions this pToposal raises. After reading the sections 
of the EIS concerning the Illinois siting, it became obvious 
to me that this document ls 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 & business relocations, 
property values, safety, health and a multitude of other 
issues. Let me concentrate. on just one area of concern; 
that being the water supply, specifically the amount of 
water required by the operation of the SSC. As indicated in 
Sec. 5.2 .• 3, Vol. 1 regarding the Illinois site and I quote, 
uA regional overdraft exists which would be incrementally 
increased by indirect water uses associated with the SSC in 
Illinois" and Sec. S.4, "Local water level decline and 
aqifer overdraft in Illinois" and Sec. 5.1.2.4t "At the 
Illinois site, the Water level/overdrafts impact would be 
measurable at the regional level and of long term consequence". 
Based on water usage requirements detailed in Table 5.6-1, 
the SSC, when operating·, will require over 1.3 billion gallons 
of water per year. This is the equivalent of supporting an 
additional 36,000 people, assuming 100 gallons/person/day. 

P.O. Box 104, Wasco. lUinois 60183 Phone:312-584-4244 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

This is more than twice the population of St. Charles. 
Not an insignificant amountr 

Yet there are no soluttons to this specific problem outlined 
in the EIS. Is surface watei the answer? Is it every township 
and landowner for themselves when it comes to competing for 
the existing limited water supply? Does the State and DOE 
propose parking a tanker truck on my driveway? Or is this 
considered a non-issue 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? rs· the State going to pipe surface 
water from Lake Michigan to the site? Is this cost considered 
in the budget? I believe the answer to these questions is !!Q.l 

I believe it is obvious that this lack of insight and 
planning is one of many examples why the lllinoi• proposal is 
incomplete, misleading and mismanaged. A plan that does not 
consider the consequences to its action 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 summarized in the 
following statement: The Illinois proposa~ adverse!.¥ impacts 
more people than all six other sites combined. The Il~inois 
proposal is not implementable, the risk it places _on the 
substantial population in the vicinity of the siting far out
weighs the prestige the State hopes to obtain by"land1ng this 
project. · 

The second issue is on the personal level and the impact 
the Illinois siting will have on my family's quality of life. 

Since my house and property are square on.the 1,000 foot 
easement required for the SSC, I have inherited a multitude of 
problems for which neither the DOE or State of Illinois have 
offered any viable solution~ I ask the State & DOE to offer 
the following guarantees: 

-Guarantee my property values will not depreciate 
and will continue to appreci'ate at fair market value 

-Guarantee my water supply will not be impactea 
(either contaminated or dried-up} 

-Guarantee there is no health risk associated with 
living on top of this experiment 

If you cannot make these guarantees -- how can you expect me 
to support this proposal? While I am all for projects to 
aid in the advancement of mankind -- I 1 ~ not about to 
sacrifice my family for it! 

In conclusion. I am no·t about to go away, lf for some 
political reasons Illinois is chosen as the preferred site, 
I will work through the judicial system to insure this project 
never gets under the ground. 

Sincerely, 

~ .... x s--k/_f 
Eugene t... Stahl 

llA.1· 1'5132. 



LETTER 

'!'o the D.O·.lJ. 

I li•o approxi-t•l.V oa• •il• !tortll. ot t·ke uppor q11.ad:ra1tt of tl1• 

t••••l ae•••• all.aft•• 1 1 • aoac•r•od about tla·. aafte1 ia tll.• tv.aael 

aad •••••• all.afta. 
l. .I.lot of .. than• 1•• 1• ia wall alatta ia tll.a area~ HJ' tll.ir• 

••ll II.ad aao•cll. , .. tll.at I ao-1.d fl• .. it •• it .... o•t or tilt! 

tauaat. 

2. Doaa tll.eO.s.1.~. raq'&ira Tart1aal air all.aft& )• protaat tll.a 

workora 1• tll.a taaaa1 ? 911.aaa •••l• ialao aat a• traaapoadara •o 

tll.a di,Siac aol• oould bo dir••~ad to tll.aL • 

If tll.ia •••11e tll.a •••• al•o•t •••r1 laa4 oaaar wolill.d 11.•T• 
a kola witll. •P••~iac da•i•• aad a aarYiaa road,.. ita",11.ia •o-.ld 

aot ba tolaratad. 

\'BLL DllLLJlll 

aa,.bvbu 1Vall. 

6'49 ~ippa•a Paaa - Plato Ca•t•r 
»lcia, ll.l •. 6012' 
(312)9'>1·3"70 

Attar 51.K. lfl'.3abloaak:t 

Heda• Wall 

27W.02l. It •. Cll.arlaa ltj. 

lfll.aa•••• Ell. 60188 
(312)2}1..62'0 l't••• ~-r-~ 

OWEN TRIMBLE 
ELAINE KUHLMAN· TRIMBLE 
BN560 CRAWFORD RP. 
PLATO CENTER 
E~3J'*1 U.. 60123; 

( -:i '~''"'I-~ 17 
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LETTER 

'J.'o tb• J •• o.•. 
1 1 • aallinu lite 5.~.C. t•• "Gr•a.t Or•a• Tr•• ot Ureed." 

l"•o~l• ••• •• b11.a7 aoYotiaa;. ti.i.,a tiT••· tlaat tUe;r doa 1 t •oti..:a I.be 

!oraMt ia on fira. 

Firat a aatioaal lot.t•r1 i.•a ara;i;tad to fund ... tu: lu1Ud tiia 

•aatiiaa, ollly 01ur•l1. lC of the .:.'.1.'A'l'•.\i r~pli•cl(Di'1 ti.i ... otlu1ri- Lt;,.t.li 

thiak it aaould aot b~ built i• tieir £tat•). 

low aan7 ta$ doll•r•Maa tMa n.o.;. c~aat ~a Car and :rat 

tae !ir~t kola h•• t•t to ba dac1 

'!Jtia itata llaaa't ia!or•od to tJte and aoat 1 to tk• tax~·•;rera 

.:itata aacl local. \Vllat ltata will ••1 tka a.s.r.;. aaaaa 11JO&S11
1 I 

wauld like to iafor• Goy. tllo•~~aa aad 1ou, tllia i~ a rro•i•c 
araaaitJtowt tlla a.s.c. 

Orowia1 to ths poiJ1t tiat •1 looal aahool diutriot(iu.rliagtoa• 

laatral) will aaed a aaw Bi,~ l•ko~l,a l•rJ• •dditioa to o9oof tk• 

Grad• l•'liloola aa4 !•ad it.Tlai.s •1Hl11• local t•x•• wo11ld llaT• to 

ia•r•••• bJ o••·tkird 1 bat a l~t et loa~l r••id••••• •••'t afford 

tit• i••r•aaa.Wa ••• ••Y• t~•il•r• tor •l••••• aad aaxt 7aar ~· will 

lo&• all aperta,baad,~r••• eta ••• 

It t•• 5.1.C. •ill •o•o lt•r•I'• &o ~raat!11ll ta~t to aaiaool 

7011r 300 eilildr•a ia l•ti'I'& aad GaaaTa1 tlta aouat7 Will lla'fa ;alraad7 

b•ilt ••• aohoola wit'lll twaaia •••rt• ••4 awi .. iac poola •itil boada 

tltat ltaTa to ba paid b7 lo•a.l taxaa. 

Doaa tliia •••• •1 a•i1lthora ••• l•ill aa kaow11.1a,l1 11-Ya ·yoar 

altiltlraa a batter aduaatioa i~ a 11•1• buildi111. ithila aia• co ta a 

trail•r and K•t la&•• 
JOli 1Ter7 taN peopl• 1~ 1}aa.riac ar•• are coaatl"ll•tioa •orkera. 

~kia ••a•• tnat uorkar~ troa all OYar will ao•a to Ke•• Co. lika 

aati to • pi••ia.laoia "ill tak11 t'lll•ir •il•r• al tll•"llraat Gi'eeaTrec 

ot Graed"aad o:oae baok to tlt"'ir coaaaaitio• aad apoarl it aad 1Ml7 

tkeir loeal tax••• 

l. 

•• 
3. 
or 
4. 

5. 

Wket •ill S.S.C. 'iw• to Kaae Co. \ 

LO»& or Jobe, !aatori•~• aad t•r• laad. 
r.t-

4t laaat lbO(fO&aiblJ' ta•ili•• ~ill lo~• ~o~u ~ao lar•• 

!lie raat ol th• people ~ill liY• i~ r~ar of tlta uakao•• aad louu 

1•rr.11art7 .-al••• 
K•••·:.h. •ill 1 ... ;at Olle-hal! ol ita willilll."• but ;;aill ·~ GO~c:r 1•it 

lliriaer tazea. 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

6. '!'•it"). d.air11ptioa of liYt.1u 1l11r:l.11., uoa•t.rtt•tio.. 

?, lo.ae reaiden••~ 1.ill !lava a beau.tifu.1 Y:l.1u o( taalc far .. , but 

th• !i.:.t.t;. ia a11r .. rnl not tu l•t tb• :.•ner»l 1nblio l·Co!i the1•; 

it'• a lo...U pr6b4au~ 

Wh11t will t!te State do tor th• S.L.C, ri.a.,? 

1. It will bu:r; 11.p p.ro~ert7 at reduced i•.rice.e:(oT.:111. 11.ew lawa do.A 1t 

IM]:pl8o% ia atil~ • lo••• 

2. It will r•i•o t•~•~ to ooTer 111. altar• of •o••traatioa. 

3, Tile !!!'.!'.!•ill s:r•b tile ••l•IJ tax 'cn11trated by tlle.S.~ .. c. •·nd 

~laee it ia Glloe boxaa aad take oar tax dollaru baak to Mpriu.,reild 1 

Ill. 
.l••riea f.a 110 btu17 ('1"•8'}1i•s at tl.-!!t 11Gra.at Greec 'free o.t Onedlu 

tit.at tlle1 woa 1t aoti•• aatil it ia to late, tke fire11 of to,x1•t:le• 

will '-•Te eoaaa·••d t:ll••·•• •••ff altor• MJre taxee 1 ae •••d 'l'al•a 

fo..r 01o1r ••••7• 
Yo•, tlao D.o.~. •G• r•T•rae ttki• tr••4. •uild u1aia.t1.•.C. 

i• • ••t aad fill •ctllod ia Cederal 1o•er•••t ludo, ti.io woulJ cu1Ye 

ta:cp•1•r,11 ae·o,.-(a a-.11 •aeu•t)o.f ••Tiara tlt.•t •~n1ld b• ••ed tct- adTi•• 

,U bvUd li:ioal. ·---itia• t• ••1•o•• :1our pcu.plo., ta b•ild a 

tot•l &ad Tiaiblo part of tko U.1.~. 

: !'llU •ould ..... tlaa\ 1te a..a.c. •olillci bo a. ,ood ia.oii(i).bor, 

• p•r•o• to bo trv.atod, aOt to bo takia, •••1 tile rt1J1.ta ot otb1111·ra 

at tlao •oat or tla•"Groat Oraoa Troe of Gr•••" 

Tai~ would l•~• ~aeri•• iato tla• 2lat ••Dt•r1.•• a atr••1•r 

~•atr1, a &Guatr7tlaa.t ••• ooatrol ox••••iT• •a•t••· l=ouotr1 tit.at 

otkar &atioaa •o•ld look toward aad ad•ira. 

Lot •• briclltaa tile tor•Jt. of11Mil!.• Lihrt711 

Wit.ea 10.a ~•• bl•• tk.iak or tla• 1• Groat Grcea'l'r•• or Grood. 11 
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LETTER 

Greater Aurora Ch•aber of Connerc.e 

Auror•, Illinoia 

SOPl'QRTlRG 'nm SUPERCONDlJCT.INC SUP!R COLLID!R PROJECT 

WHEREAS, the Greater Aurora Chamber of Coamierce has fervently 
supported Fenai National Accelerator Laboratory (Fermilab), the world's 
larae~t energy particle ecc~lerator; •~d 

WHE&EAS, Fe!'111ilab is internationally rl!!'nowned for its research 
and studies conducted by accl•tmed ac.i.entisti. and physic'il!ltSt and 

WllEREAS, the construction of the Superco!lductin1 Super CoJ.lider 
et the Fermilab location w{ll 1ave an estimated $SOO million in cost8 
due to the laboratory'• present facilities and C&?abilities; and 

WHEREAS, the construction of the Superconducting Super Collider 
at Fet'milsb will contribtJ.te s•eatly to t:h.e ecoooniic devolop111ent of the 
fox River Valley by incroa,ing job oppot"tunities, genermting invest~~nts, 
stin1ulatin1 dollar circulation aud ~eneraliy provide a positive overall 
effect "on the area's er.onouaic g:rCNtll; and 

WllEP.K~S. the construction of the Superconducting Super Collider 
at Fer111iLab lfill •erve as an excellent re111ource and learning center 
for the Illinois Math and SCience Academy, ~cheduled to open in 1986 
in Auror4, Illincis; 

NW, THER!!:FORP.:, Bl: IT RESOt.VZD that the Gteater Aui:ora Chamber of 
CO!'llllletee proudly advocates the fundina of the Supt."rconducting Super 
Collid~r and eM.courag"~ and suppi.Jrts th" aite of the collid11;r to be at 
Femil:;ib. 

Rt!sol•red by the Greater Aurora Chamber of Commerce Board of Di-:-~r.to-rl!' 

on December 23, 1985. 

~~-
Steven L. Hatcher 
President 
G-reater Aurora Char:iber of 

~b 
of th@ Board 

G e Aurora Chamber of Ca11S~r.ee 

llA.1- 15~/P. 
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LETTER 

I 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Cha..intan 
SSC Site Task Force 
Department ot En1ttqy 

Septafl'lber 29, 1988 

1000 Independence Avenue, s.w. 
Washington, o-.c. 20"515 

Oear Dr. Ress: 

Pe.rm.it ae to point out SotM ot the a.dva.ntaqes 
our com.pany experiences as a result of havinq 
our headquarters in Chicaqo. Sy vay ot intro
duction,. we are 'the world's la:rqest paclta.qing 
company, operati119 112 fa,cilities, 22 of which 
are located ove~. We balieye bene..tits 
similar to those we experience would accrue 
to the SSC if located in Ill.i.nais. 

our cust01Mra, 1111ppliers,. b4nkers,. overseas 
personnel and visitors see us reqularly and 
efficiently vitb Cbica90'• tille-aaving air 
services. Emergency air carqo facilities 
often save down time for ou:r factories in 
the area. t.ocatinq the SSC at Ferailab would 
provide a central U.SoA. loca:tion, with superior 
air transportation aervice11 and an excellent 
hiqhway system for use by the SSC's various 
constituencies. . · 

Prom a personnel point of viev. our people find 
attractiv• livi119 conditions for their families, 
fortified by outatandinq higbe-r education and 
cultura.l institutions. 

The Chicago a.rea is th• vorld"s leading air 
transportation hub. AlODIJ vi"tb attractive 
livinq conditions and •ppealin9 cultural and 
ed\lcational. opportunities,. the O'lici:llCJO a.rail 
i• the 1IOSt convenient, efficient and desir3ble 

'area in which to ope-rat.a the super-collider. 

Sincerely, 



LEITER !IS" 

WILLIAM L, wass 
cna;iman.Jntl 
Chier E.<~uti·~ Olficet 

Or. Wilmot Hess 
Chainnan 
SSC Site Task Force 
·U.S. Department of Eoergy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

,,/f1ifEii11&CHiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii 

JO Scull'I WJt~!'I' Drivf' 
C/lk;igo, ~Unoi'l 60606 
l!il7~0.SIOI 

<:.~otember 26, 1988 

I am wr1ting to support tile location of the Superconducting 
Superco111der (SSC} at the Fermtl6b National Accelerator Laboratory 
site near Batavia, Illinois. There is significant synergy to be 
achieved by utilizing the resources that ex1.st at Fen1ilab. A minimum 
of $3 billion dollars in savings tdn be achieved by using the existing 
equip11ent and buildings, technical and sc1ent1f1c staff ar.d the 
Te~atron injector system at Fenni1ab. 

I can assure you that ve can supply through our companies, including 
Iliino~s Bell, as advanced 1 CORl!lun1cations system for the SSC as can 
ba obtainad anywhere in. tha United Sta.tes. We believe you wtll ftnd 
none better for this important part of the basic infrastructure. 

In addition, significant savings can be achieved by utilizing the 
existing infrastructure of roads, pipelines and powerltnes that serve 
Ferm1lab. Illinois ~ill provide over $5 million for infrastructure 
improvements to the site. 

The quality of life of the Chicago area makes the Fermiliib an ideal 
place to locate. The Fermilab is thirty miles west of Chicago. The 
cultural. educo1tiona1, and entertaif1111ent opportunities of the Chicago 
ared are outstanding. 

I stron9ly support the Fermilab as the ideal location for the SSC. 
hope that you reach the same conclusion and that your deliberations 
r~s~1t in a fa~orable decision for Illinois. 

Sincerely, 

cc: 0. S. Perkins 

llA.1- l'S'OC) 
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Dr. Wl lmot Hass 
Chairman 
SSC Site Ta5k Force 
U.S. Oepartl!lent <;lf Energy 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

THOM"S G. AYEF-!S 

October 4, l!HlS 

I am the im~ediate past Chairman and C.E.O. of Commonwealth 
Edlso11 Comp<iny, the electric utility ser-vlng Chicago and Northern 
l\llnois. I want to join the leaders of lllinols urglng your> posltl've 
coo1idci-atian of Fermi lab for the site of the SSC. 

Beyond the cost considerations of bui Id Ing the n~ machine 
at Fermi lab, I think there are historical r-easans to favor that 
site ov~r the others. I wa3 Involved In th~ siting decision for 
Fermi lab In the !3te 1960'·s ilnd became f.;ii111J Har wJtfl 111any of the 
indivlda.als who designed and built that remarkable laboratory. The 
1110St salient fact Fs that the accellerator and surrounding facftltles 
wero bul It under budget. They were CQ!llPleted ahead of schedule~ 
and thu mac~ine ~as u~ and ruru\ing tn good orde~ far befo'e 1t was 
predicted. 

Ir' part this wa5 due to thiJ enormous talent of Robert 
WI Ison and l'l~s tea111. But Wilson could n.ot have worked h~s magic 
If the fndustrlal Infrastructure of the greater Chicago reglQfl was 
not there to supply and provide desl.gn and engineering as.sl,stance 
to hlm every step of the '#Oly. 

Another illlpOrtant factor to the success of Ferml~ab con;structlon 
was the .cooperative and productive role tha.t union tabor played. 
Norther" f Tl lnols rs blessed wl·th a la~ge pool of ski tied labor 
~Ith good work habits. In my experience with a huse constfUCtlon 
progra~ at Edison over the years, union leadership Is responsible 
and constru~tl'le. 

Today Edlson operates 1:2 targe re.ctors havfn9 a tota.t net 
capabl\1ty of 11,SOO KW. This is more than SO% of our installed 
capacity. ihese plants were built with union labor without work 
stoppages. There \lltilS favor-able public oplnloo with respec~ to nuclea~ 
plants. The plan.ts werl! constructed' for suhstantialJ.y teu costs 
than simi la..- plants in other pa.rts of the country. Our nucl,ear 
plants are safe, efficient, reliable nnd low cost power production 
faci II ties. 

- 2 -

Finally, a word about the site and electricity. The proposed 
facility Is right In the middle of our EHV tran!>llll:'>sion syste.- 'lllth 
supply from the north, south and west. We aro a part of the Hld
America. lnterpool Network which consists of a t,.ansmlsslon system 
capable of manning large blocks of power from Klnnesota to the Ohio 
Vatley. This means assured high quality electric s~rvlce to this 
impo,.tant Jab with facilities already In place. 

Cordially, 

llA.1- 1590 
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27 September· 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Tuk Force 
U.S. Department or Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

On behal£ of Booth/Hansen & Associates, l would liko to em:oura11 
the Department of Energy to locate the S.S.C. in tllinoi.I •l 
Fermilab. 

The ChiQ&O area has much to offer. 'there are many solid business 
reasons to locate- here. For example, tho local comtruclioa industry 
has particular expertise in the scale and kind: of 'fiOr.lc proposed. 
Furthermore, the Chicago area presents a varied cultunl lapestry 
from arts IO sportS and etKaic restaurants, this project will find an 
enrich.in& en-Yironment 

Sincerely, 

BOOTH/HANSEN .t AS.SOCIA TES 

John Tittmana 

IT:jw 

llA.1- .l~_l_ __ 
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September 29, 1988 

Dr. Wilt11ot Hess 
Chairman 
ssc Site Task Force 
u. s. Department of 

Dear or. Hess: 

01 ... .,. 
m1 ... .. 
(>Cl~ll4 

, ....... '· .... ~ 
u ................ .i 
ci .... 11,;.,,.,,,.. oHi ... 

Energy 

All of us_ in Illinois are excited. about th• fact 
that Illinois is beinq considered as a prospective 
siqht for the SSC at F~rinilab. 

There are many unique aspects about Illinois, 
however, the one I would like to highliqht is the 
public-private partnership that has been exemplified 
among our leadership. This is :manifested in the 
fine relationship_between tha business leaders and 
our Governor as 'Well as th'.:t Mayor of Chicago and 
other political leaders. This, in my opinion, is 
unique in the U.S. and optimizes the talent of each 
without interfering with each o'ther. 

We look forward to a positive decision for Illinois. 

Witjhdest regards, I remain, 

Very t ly yours, 

I 'If'"~ 
J'FB:l 

llA.1- l~Z, 
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LEO BURNETT COMPANY· INC. 
ADVERrlSINO 

l"ftUD6N1'11'L PLA-ZA • CtUCACO, 11.1.lNOlll 8'01101 • 312•11811·591illl 

.IOHN C.KllAl'r .... ..._ .. ..__.. __ ......._ 

Dr. Wilao:t Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Bit• Task Poree 
U.S.. Department of Enerqy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

Septeabe.r 2a, 1988 

Aa a lifalonq Midwesterner, apec:ifically a Chi:caqoan, 
I am deeply COllllitted to the efforts to Jllake sure tha 
c~ntral Rec}J.on- continues to play a key part of our 
national structure.. Clearl.y, it'• no <il.CCiclent that 
the siqnif.iicant industrial and: economic base deve-loped 
in the Kidwes:t:-. The cantr~l location, availab1lity ct 
transportation, and vaat quantities of buildabl:e land 
have all contributed. 

The ult·i11Bte sitinq of the SSC .represents a signifi
cant opportunity for thia reqion far beyond the spe
cific installation. It will .be a siqna.l from the 
nationa~ government as to w,hether the Midwest will 
develop .i:n tbe iapaz:tant technolQIJY area. Clea.C'ly, 
the regd.on bas bean seriously underrepresented in 
government. funded technoloq·ical projects. 

This fact is significant because despite superior 
acad--ic resources, a skilled work force and superb 
central location has· not bean· sufficient to attract a 
fair •hare of development. Specifically on the SSC, 
our excellent geology, existing infrastructure and 
experience at Ferailab and wide community support . 
should make this location the clear choice. 

I'• just one of ••Y business and co11U11unity leaders who 
ask for your support for siting the SSC in our area. 

JCK:bn 

Sincerely, / ;;y ./_' 
. '--· -_ Nfl.1L~:We j! 

llA.1- 1~3 
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Ill. still sending in more bucks 
to Washington than it gets back 
It takes more than political: rhelOl1c oo 'ihri11k delkira, In

cluding 1he pp between federal spending In Illinois and 
wes iMmt w W.ulllng1ou by state residems. 

The llhonfd "lidcrn.>d in ftsc::d IQS7 to i12.9 billion, up 
moni t!rtm .1 third OYel' t1MJ pn!lvtous year's ,;9.-1 billion. 

One reason la lhe !:1hi£t of more research and develop
ment dollan duriq the Reagan admtnlsrr.uJon 10 defcnse.. 
orienled pJVjecta, of which lllln°'9 has reiauvely 1ew. 

AnO(her factor has been the reluctance of mJRY llllno!s 
companle& to partklpace 1n federal procurement programs_ 
a ted·tu.pe thicket that may be allmiia«ed with changes in 
purchaalng pnc:dces by the Department oi Defense. 

"Wha.t (We Defense Deparrment) W()tJld like 10 do now Is 
develop more of the pr:hlate-secKll' commL-n:l.d practices 1n 
prur.unmienL ~ 111.ys Ell'Jlr; MIJho!rgs. pros1dent of ilie lnstirute 
fur llllnoJs." group formed by the !llate'-S COllr.tJ'CSSlomll delcga
r.ion lO facilitate publk· 3fld prlvate-se.:t« pamK"rshlpw In .i.t· 
tnB;ting govenunenc t\mds. 

Althougll the lll:lle's ranking In per-cnplta federal procure
ment rose to 38th laaJ. year from 46Lh thr. y~.ir bcli:Jle, spend
ing in Ulinota ha elies1dalty nm:iint:d O;U dunng lhe past 
decade. whlleCalil'onUa'a level has doubled. 

Roughly 70% of federal reuarr.:h and devdopment $flllndU:ig 
II space- and defenee-rela1ed, compared \\ollh :iboul 50'7o dur
lng tlw. 1970&, ao:ording IO Mr. Milbergs.# 

-Sieven ff_ Stmfllcr 

llA.1- 1594-
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Midwest 
Stock Exchange 
Incorporated 

Jolin G. Weit.':i1HS 
Chahrn;in Qfthe Bo.ird 

September JO, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hase, Ch~irman 
SSC Site Task Force 
u.s. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

I have just read a aeries of general materials 
about why it would be advantat'.feous to the United 
States taxp~yers and to the State cf Illinois to 
choose Fermilab as the aite for SSC. · 

As a taxpayer these are attractive arguments, 
however, in addition it see•s that the SW'll of the 
arguments :make a :sore: telling point. It is •Y 
opinion that the objective tor which SSC is being 
built will be attained •ore certainly and more 
quickly if Fermilab is the choice. 

If you come to t..~e same conclusion, I believe the 
Northern Illinois ccnmnlll'l.ity will totally support 
the SSC program through its completion. 

Sincerely, 

Midw.eat Stock £ttbolngie, lncor;io1.ltcd 
One Fmannal !>l.1c~ 44(1 S LaS,\ll<' '.;m~t CfHl.l<,!O. llti:1<J1~ ~o('I;> ; !~·l.'t+2:.n 

llA 1 1':).9!') 
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J. F~ul Beitler 

September 23, 1968 

Or. Wilmot Hi::.s 
Chair111an 
SSC Sit~ Ta~k furce 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Lamont, Illinois 60439 

Dear Dr. He9s: 

............ 
20a-r;arM1<U:ooo.'irnai 

""'---"""" 
312"720-1700 

I am vritinl to you in support of locating ~be SSC at Fet'lllilab 
just outside of Chica.go, Illinois. Perhaps you are asking why I 
or anyone who is not directly related to the project would take 
time to express an opinion on tbis subject. Well, let ae list 
my rl:!asous: 

(l) First. I ~lieve such a facility is necessary if the 
United Statt!a is to maintain ite current international 
technological lead. A position that bears heavily on our 
ability to control and stabilize world peace and political 
balanct!. 

(2) Secondly, existing scale of economy. With an outstanding 
facility such as Fermilab already in place, all the related 
intra-structure for building and operating the SSC program. 
is currently in pl6ce. rn Illinois the SSC program can be 
~peratins f~nt~r. at a luwer overall cost. 

(3) Thirdly, operation"11 accessibility. Located in the 
heartland of middle America next to one of the nation's 
largest airports, the SSC progra• at Fert11ilab will enjoy the 
benefits of a Central Time zone !or easy national 
co111111Unications, as well as fast affQrdable access to 
reliable air, truck, bus and rail transportation. 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Septe•ber 23, 1988 
Page 2 

I'm supporting the SSC program at Femilab not because it will 
benefit Illinois -- but rather it will benefit the rtation and 
insure the long term success of the SSC program. I urge you to 
act favorably on the SSC program at Ferailab, Illinois. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Mr. Anthony M. Mandolini 

db llA.1- 1;;'3~ 
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The Quaker Oats Company. P.O Box 9001. Chicago. lll1~oos D0604·9<l01 

Chairm&n and Chef 
E~eci;t1ve Officer 

Dr. Wilmot Besa 
Chairman 
SSC Site task Force 
u. S. Departaent of Energy 

Dear Dr. Beas: 

Septellber 27, 1988 

I welcoae this opportunity to c0111111ent on the Department's 
draft Environmental i•pact Study for the Surerconducting 
Super Collider in Illinois and aak that this letter 
be incorporated in the public meeting record. 

The Fenail~b aite recommends itself in the interests 
of good acienc9 and those of the taxpayers. University, 
science and technology reaourcea of the Chicago 
Region, and Ferailab c~pabilitiea and linkage 
to the SSC, coabine to focue tremendous present, 
future, public, and private investment in the 
discovery and utilization of the fruits of SSC 
technology ill the envy of those of U• who ••na.ge 
large enterprises. 

Locating the SSC near the Fer111ilab site takes 
full advantaise of t!ie region'• educational, housing, 
recreational and cultural a..enities and Chicago'• 
vaat experience in the areaa of de~p tunneliDg 
and major induatrial and public VOTks conotruction, 
in addition to ample electrical p01Hlr aupplieo. 
Uhile SSC com!Jtruction would reqi1ire ao•e dieplacentent 
of current housing and buaineae, the West and 
Southwest sectors of the Chicaao Region providu 
both apace and land-uoe tlcxibility for the location 
of this important pTeject. 

1 believe that pTea~nt and necessary infrastructure 
facilities and vetlando protectiona can accoa111odate 
the SSC project and that suitable plans for the 
region will collllland public support. 

Sincerely, 

llA.1· 1597 
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nt1 O!AAl.U H. SHAW COMPANY 

11711 ST Cl..A!R 
CHIC ... GO. IU!NOIS 60011 
31:tl1'43 0000 

CHIUILlS M. SMAW 

"''"'''" 
Or. WilllKlt Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Slte Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

September 20 1 1988 

"I enjoyed the oPportunitJ to visit with you and your colleaguea 
when the SSC Site Task Force visited Chicago a few months 
ago. 

You might recall that, ea.a real estate developer, I have 
agreed to lead an effort to create an Minteniatiooal villageM 
housing complex which, together with the variety of housing 
already available, would provide 1111. extremely attractive 
living envirollllent for the great diver1itY of visiting seiantists 
whether their eta1 be aeaaured in weeks, .ontha or 7eara. 

You will be interested to know that just last week the Illinois 
Institute of Technology (IIT) announced the acquiaitioD of 
19 acres in DuPage C@unty for the permanent c81111pus of IIT 
WEST. As a Trustee of IIT, I have been very much involved 
in this effort. In the words of our Chait'llllln, Bob Galvin, 
IIT'a Western Campus will be the •premier advanced technology 
educational resource~ for the area. 

You will find, Dr. Hess, that Chicago la a ~can do~ comDunity. 
When we set our sights on a goal that benefita the entire 
region, we get the job done. 

My firm and our Industry stnnd ready to asaist the Department 
of Energy and SSC for lllinois to develop the appropriate 
enviroument within whteb the new laboratory of Fet111llab will 
be an unqualified success. 

!151 Wi0130N AVENUE 
N€W YOl'I<. NEW YORK !Oil<:? 
212!371 ••Sil 

llA.1- . 1.~~-. 
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TRIBUNE COMPANY 
Clll MOlfTH MIC:HIO ....... Vl!;HUlt 

CHtCaGO, IU.1MOIS •O<llll 

S1'•HTOH A. coo~ 
"""911XH? 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Cb.airman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr, Hess: 

TC~U'"O .. ll 

'31.111 ilH • UQQ 

Please add 111 name to the list of those who favor 
locating the SSC in Illinois. I support it for all 
the reaaoaa cited in 'the Chicago Tribune editorials, 
copies of ir.itcb have already been sent to you by 
Charles T. Brumback. preeident of the Ttib~ne. 

But tb~re are also two othsr goOd reaoona. 

First, the federal budget deficit deeanda that the 
govarmaeat get the mast out ol ev•ry dollar it aperrds. 
And it malu!s good economic sense to put this project 
into tbe baods of people at Fermilab, vho not only bave 
demonstrated they know vbat they ara dotos in th1• 
field, but that they can aqueez~ tbs most ldleaga o~t 
of the research dollar. 

Second. ChieaBo baa alW•Y• be9n and coatimaeo to II.a 
America'• frontier tovn, a fertile ceatar of apirit aacl 
craarfvity vhar• ne~ and e:r~itina id.as COJMI to .l1Ie 
and flourish. Our city ts one of the vorl4'• .. 10 
streets, a place that th?"ives oo hard work and ie quite 
comfortable under the bright lights of international 
scrutiny this project is certain to attract. 

In ahort, there is simply no better plac~ for it. 

Very beat regards. 

SRC:AMS 

llA.1- . 1'2'19 
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LETTER 895 

B. Kennetn '//est 
Ch~lunon or ll>e eo .. •d 
~"" Cl!!~t lh11~u1i•~ 011;c~t 

a_~HARRIS 
ll~ BANKCORP 

September 21, 1988 

Dear Or. Hess: 

I-understand that your ~ask Force will soon be 
conducting public hearinqs in the Chicago area 
concerning the future site of the ssc. 
I believe that any objective appraisal of the 
alternatives points strongly to Fermi National 
Accelerator Laboratory as the best site for this 
facility. 

I am sure that you have been del~ged by facts 
reciting the I:t<<ny advantages which accrue to our 
area. I might add that we have a proven track 
record of mal'laqemant of such facilities, not only 
at Fermi· but at the Argonne National LabOratory 
as well. 

As tho immediate past Chairman of the Board of 
Trustees of the University of Chic~go, I have 
become quite fa..-niliar w:L_th operations at Argonne 
and Fermi. It is clear that superior academic 
resources, a skilled workforce, and superb mana9eu.ent 
capabilities for SSC are -:-eadily available in the 
Chicago area. In addition, of course, the underlying 
economics speak strongly in favor of locating the 
SSC at Fermi. 

I am sure that your Tas~ Force will give these 
factors careful consideration in the selection 
process. We thank you and your colleagues for 
your work. 

Ene.t."gy 

llA.1 · I (pOO 
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Septe•bctr 26,, 1988 

Dr.111- •• -
Qlalrun, SC .Site taat force 
u.s. ~·t ol "-'"' 
Genantown • 30ll 
u.s. lnteretata 270 
Gen .. t....,, *'Jlanol ~ 

Dear DI'. Heu: 

Amoco Corpor•tJon 
200 Ent Rendl!loh Ol'IYtl 
P'o.11 Ottice Be. fi810A 
Chaga.i-.-61*"' 

the Depa.rtHnt of Energy will IOOft' be akln1 a oruc!al deole1on 
oonoernlna alt41 aeleotion tor the Superoonducttng Super Colllder (SSC), 
and I aublllt to JOU that oonstruct.!on of the SSC •t the l'v•t: Rational 
Accelerator Laboratory 1• ·the right choloe 1'br berlca. 

reratlab,- rel)l'e~nttns a $1.~ billion lnvest.ent bf u.s. ta1payers1 b 
the world'• largest and 11eat powerful nuclear aocelerator.- Siting the 
SSC at Fent lab - lnoorporattn1 ••l·atlng equipHnt and buildinp, and 
utlllatng· lta e1perlenced 1tatr and reliable lnJectt·'" eyst.ell ,.. v111 ·cut 
ooutructlon and start-up ooata _ drallatloallJ. C.plt.allalng ~ the 
niatlng structW"U and prate.salonal teu or ectentlsta at Fetallab, the 
SSC could also· be operational auob eooner than at -anr at.her lOcatlon 
under oonelderatlon. Moreover, aoneolldat-lng Fenllab and sst 
operations will 1"9SU1~ ln·•lanttlcantl1·reduced annual operating coets 
to the federal government. ' 

I· u sure you are al.80 aNaN that the state or Iltlnois haa ottered to 
build the SSC tunnel and uke other intrutructure iaprovean~s, 
totaling an additional t570 aillion savings. &nd there e1lat• a proven 

· big-project workforce in the area, capable to construct. the ~· 

lualAeaa; aolentitio;· ,and- aoadaic ·leaders throughout. the region are in 
strong support or bringing the SSC to; 11.tavi., IlllliOis. Mhy? 
Conltruotlon or the SSC ln northtrn Illlnola •ill help the Midweat.'e 
econGllJ' retool tor tbe tuture,.111bile bulldln& upon Per•llab'e:place u 
an anchor tn the Illlnola ~ and developHnt. oorrldor. •Other 
lllportant. research taolllt.lea 1n the .,... include the hoco Research 
Center, Bell Laboratol"leei· the: lrgoMe llat.ic>nal LaboratorJ, IIT Redear'cb 
Inetlt.ute, and the Baxter ~oU Park;. 

llA.1· I~!_ 
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Dr. W!l~ot N. Hess 
Page 2 

(CONTINUED) 

Fermllab haa been a great resource for the Midwest, with over •2 percent 
or the current dOlte3tio W!ers coaing from states oontainlng Big Ten 
Uni'fersit.les. The e:r.perlenU run on the Tevatroo acceler-at.ol" by tbe$6 
Midwestern scientists have strengthened the region's aajor academic 
science prograu and etpancJed industry's knowledge or the physical 
world. The v~tly 110rEt powerful SSC accelerator ls the logical 
oontinuatlcin of the ongoing re5earch prograa at Ferllilab· 

Fer•llab, is located just 30 •iles west or Chicago, with its divers& 
cultural and ethnic population. The region hu blten rated among the 
best in the nation for quality or life, and offers excellent 
opportunities ror tt10-career couples. 

For these reasoM, and uny more, I hOpe J!JU will agree that Fermilab is 
the •o~t logical and coat-effeotive locat!On tor the SSC, 

Sincerely, 

Ul-rJaY( /Yj l)}c?'PiJ 

llA.1· ICoOZ_ 
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Du.o~Jl. R. K.u1.r.»cno 
HAN,.Ol'NO P•RTll~N· 

Cllll!l" E..~t:T!V~ OTPU;:&R 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Ch.:llrman 
SSC Site Task Force 

ARTHUR .A.ND:ERSEN & Co. 

U.S. Depart.tneD.t of EneTgy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

09 WEST WASttU10TOH S'tlll''.:l!T 

Ca1CAOO. lu.1 !fots ooeo2 
(Gl0) 580·0069 

Septeaber 26. 1988 

In your role aa Chairman 0£ the SSC Slte tn:;lc. Force, you 110 doubt have been. 
offerl!:d en enorm.oua amoun-c 6f data an•l opinion in rea11.M tri your effort to 
f!nd the best locatlon fo~ the. Supercouducting Soper Colllder. Tb.~ competi
tion for the SSC la understand.1ble. The state that is selected will rocelve 
an enorm.oug economic booat, both ismnedlatel.y and over the 1011&-tl!:nn~ aloog 
with a greaitl1 uhanced world reputation, Besides thl!ae obVlotta beileflts, 
Illinois b~ an. added incentive. According to the In.atltute for Illinois, in 
fiscal 1987t the &•P between. federal •Pending in thia !ltate and fe.deral taxes 
paid by our resid•t• has arovn. to $12-9 billion - up more th4n. • third Crom 
the previou• 7ear. Winning the supereollider would do ll'ltlch to alleviate tili3 
•itua.tiou. 

Bevcrthelesa, beeauae the SSC repreeents a large invastmant by the American 
t~ayer, the overriding consideration auot be to pick a atte that lllO~t 
aervea the national lntereat. Many aound argum.cmt• have been put !orth tha.t 
support Illinoia aa the beat site for that ourpoae but, ln thla letter, I 
would like to focus on a few p&rticu~r points. 

In 'flt'$ opinion, the most eo111pelling argucent f'ot' locating the supercolllder in 
the Chicago area la the presence o! Fetailab - md the enormous coat savings 
th.at would t'eoult froDI u•ing this facility aa a foundation upon Which to 
build and develop the SSC. rh.e estimated $3-14 billion savings vould be a 
significant consideration at any tl!lle, but particularly now when there ts a 
1r1Wing clmaor o•or the a.ize of our federal deficit and ita impact on natJ.onal 
eompetitivenesa. 

F\1rthermo·re, thia figure represents only the immediate cash aavings, When 
c011si.derina the viability of a major constructi011 project aueh as this, one 
1111et also ask whether the resources vill be present o•er the lons-terTD to 
ensure moat effective use of tho facility. In this regard, I believe the 
fenn.tlab site is unequaled. Fermilab'a reputation as one of the prem.ier 
research facilities in the world ta the res11lt of the proven abilities of its 
2 ,aoo scientists and technicians. Fermi lab has acted as a magnl!'t that bas 
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help-4 trauafors the i.a.adlate area into on.e of the ue.t.io'll'• 1-e.ading 
hich-tecb centers. Th• handreda of industrial research labs in tbi• area and 
tbrou&hout Illinois erovide a rich soorce or support for a project such •• 
the aupercollider. 

Another crucial aource of auprort for a research tacility ia the network of 
educational inatitutions located nearby. I &11 the head of a ca11pany that has 
1rDVD to ita present position of nation.t.l and world leaderahip 4~e in large 
prt to it.a comitaen.t to education. Arthur Andersen, our founder, bagan his 
caree:r u a ·p~feaaor at uaarby lortb.vuteru Uni'f'e.ratty. We b&ve colittnue.d 
to aaintain a cloae relationabip vith Borthweatetu an.cl ha•e recently opflled a 
laboratotY of our ovn in its new Research Park. In •ddltlon1 only a fc~ 
mile• DOrtb of Fermll•b, we operate our $140 allllon Center for Profeastunal 
lducat10!l• vb.are 1aat fiscal year ve aet'l'ed over so.ooo atudents fro• 
flf~e coua.tri••· Arthur Andera.ea• Co, la second to PO ooe ln lt:1 appre
ciation ot education. 

~corclhlaly, I belie"Ye that the educatl.,nal eDTitormtent of the Chlca&o area 
voul.4 DroY• iAv&l.U&ble to the ongotnc. effort& af the euporcolllcler project. 
In thlnk1!ll of_Fet:milab'a A&aeaalr.e:, Enrica Fermi, ve are r111111ioded of tbe 
blatoric vorll: lLe perfoni.cS at the thli1'erslt7 of Chlcaao 1 one of the nation's 
aaat dlatlnauiahed Wtltutlou. But that llllive:raitY ta iaot alou la. pro
•idln& educational ezc:ellence; the Chief.&~ area b&a llllDJ' 114ra colle1ea and 
ua.i"Yeraltlea than do the other potential SSC clttea, and for •ore phJ'aica 
facvlt7 u well. U to aecozu;ti.ey education, aome of the beat hi&b. achoola in 
the ut.iOD. ue in. this area. Of s~clal ute la the lll!JLQla M&th••ti.ca a'ftd 
Science Acad.emJ'1 vbidl la attotldecl by IUIDY of tha atate•a aaoat gifted 
atuden.t11, ad vblcb. ia located only five miles fro• ramilab. 

'Ihere are add1tlonal reaaona why aclcntlata are •ttracted to this area. l'be 
local ecoa.omy - aa4 not lea•t of all DuPqe Coua.ty - ia &table, dlver11e a:nd 
boaiq. (.Arthur Anderaea • Co., he•dquartered in Chlcqo, currently baa 
th.re• loc:at1ou 1JL the veatem 11uOurb11 to ae:ne the rapidly grovin& small 
bus:lneaa cOIMIUl&it7 there.) What'• .-ore, the entire Chicaao are.a. ls a 
u.tiOMl cr:o.sroada. Located. on. vh&t v•• ori1iull7 a .. aa-planf., Cbic&&o would 
nner ba?e been lJom. h•4 the locatioa. not provided an invaluable litl.k between 
the Great L&kea ao.d the Mi11alaaltrpi Valley. Toda7, Chlca&o link& the niltion 
'Yia water, ra11 1 road and air. l'he con'f•niance with Wbicll 'Chlcaao can supply 
the SSC vi tll botb aooda and people i• a •arkad advantaae. 

Fia.&117, tbere la one other faetor that I believe belpa tJlJ.a area •ttract the 
fia.eet people and. that ia that intangible attribute popularly referred to aa 
•Q1Jality of life.• Chica10 and its surrounding suburbs certainty share a 
number of •firsts• mid "bl11eats.• But quality of life it dlffi~ult to 
quaa.ti_fy beCauae it means differf!llt thin&• to different people. Yet it is 
for this rea801l that Chicago la ao appeallnc_ it ia aa ethnically and cul
turally dtvetse a city ae ona ean hope to find. 
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lt l• a city of ethnic food and ethnic fairs; 'Of dance and drama; •Ports and 
shopping. Its muaeuau1 reflect its diversity; the Art Inatltute, the .l'IU•eum 
of Science and Industry, the Cb.~cago Academy of Sele:a.cea, the Field Muae1111 of 
Natural &latory and the Oriental In.stltute. J'he:re are ausouma devot.ll!d to 
Afro-American history, Jud.aica, and Uk:tainlan art; to broadcaat comm.unlca
tlona and to holography; to prlntln& and to peace. One can stud7 the seas at 
the Shedd Aquariwa and the stars at the Adler Pl.netarium next door. In the 
evening, one cm listen to the Lyric Opera or the Chicago SymphOJIY Orchestra, 
or visit a •-11 club and dlacover wh:f Chicago haa achieved national and 
world renown for comedy, jazz and bluea. 

The outdoors person can ~oy lakes and rivers, beach•• and eand dunea, 5ki 
hills and fore11ts, 11ome only a fev •inutea avay, and all within a hour or 
tvo. And thi11 lnclude11 one TeQ' unique resource - th111 eCOJlOlaiC and recrea..:. 
tional aiant knovn aa Lake Michiaan. 

I WQUld be honored if you would take these tboughts into your coruiideratlon. 
Raving becoae deeply lD.volYed in the affair• of the Cbieqo area during '1111 
thirteen-year reaidance here, I have dlt'l'eloped. a apecial attachment for this 
region and wbat it ha8 to offer. But I believe that UeJ!i. a totally diapaa
aionata obaerver ia likely to conclude that Ferm11a) ahould be the hOll9 of 
the Superconducting Super Collider - not only fl)r t1le benefit of the local 
economy, but for the nation u a whole. 

Thank you for your time and conaideratiou. 

;;!!:;;~.~ 
ll.C 
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L-Cll~ 

Dr. Wilmot Reser Chairman 
ssc Site 'l'ask Paree 
U.S. Department of Ene.rgy 

Dear or. Ress: 

September 26, 1988 

I alll writing to urge the selection of the Chicago Illin0:i• area foe- the 
sight of the ssc. The entire Airvaye Transportation Group, including 
Airvaye Rent A Car ie the largest independently owned car rental concern 
in Chicago, is ready, willing and able to assure the euccase of the new 
laboratory at Permileb. The car rental and leasing induetry in the 
Chicago 1Ntropolitan area ia well established and ra.ady to fulfill the 
tranaport.ttion needs of the staff and visitors to the new laboratory. 

The Midwttat 
JMtt'Opoli tan 
for- the SSC. 

MHZ/(io' 

deserves its fair share of federal project.a. The Chicago 
area is by far the beat candld•te tor aelection aa the aight 

Very truly yours, 

nu~11lJ! ::la I.II Mo/' 
Michael ff. zAZan.sky 
President 

llA.1- ICoO_cP 
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llO!ll:IW'f i... •1t11NC:ll, J•, 
ll•llt•••·H•O 

Dr. Wiliaot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Ta&k Poree 
U. s. Department o:t Enertn 
Washington, D. C. 

Ro: SSC/Fanti.lab 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

our law fira consists or approximately 1,100 
attorneys practicing in torty-tou~ otticea located in 
twenty-six different countries. our Chicago office ia 
thB larqeat and was the oriqir.al office Of our fira. 
Th• first of our f oreiqn offic~a waa established forty 
years ago. 

Since the late 1940'• we hava -ttracted. for 
tempor&ry traininq in our Chica90 offi=3 as well as for 
perman~nt residence in th& Chicago area lawyers fro• 
dozens of countries around thu world. We have learne1. 
first har1d that the Chicago metropolitan area is an 
extraordinarily good place to attract and msintain 
prafeseionals. It offers superior academic resources, 
oulturul activities, physical environment and th• other 
tactora that qo to affording an excellent quality of 
lite. 

In our professional lite we serve the needs of 
many multinational COJIPanies throughout th• world. We 
frequently are involved in site selection decisions by 
these companies. our various offices do not compete 
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with one another in this r89'a.1"d. As a 11.atter of self 
interaat, we a.re lndi.tteren·t to the particular location 
chosen by our clients. our interests are served when 
our clients select tho location aost suitabl• tor th8la. 
on thi• ~asis, we find that recommending tha Cbiceqo 
aetropolitan area to organizations that need tho 
resqurces and alllenities si•ilar to those required by thQ 
SSC project ls in the best interests ot those clients 
and i• alaost unfail!nqly the correct and a successful 
site choice for th• clients. 

we paint t~at out because we write this letter 
in support of the State ot Illinois proposal to site 'the 
ssc hara. You are familiar with the fiscal and 
political arqument• that clearly support Illinois' case. 
We write you·her• only to tell you of our personal 
experience over t.~a last forty years, an exp•rience 
which auqg~sts to us that Illinois is also the ideal 
location for the SSC. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

sin\~:R .. 0 
Robert L· Berne:,~"\ 

RLSJr: 

llA.1· IW8 
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v.mon R. l.oldll, Jr • .,.._.,.. 
Chiel E119CU11ve Oftk11r 

Dr. Wilmot Rees 
Ch81rman 
SSC Site Task Force 

September 30, 1988 

u. s. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hessr 

312.Ma.JOOQ 

I .am .. writinq to urge you to locate the new Superconductinq 
Super Collider •t Pe.Dai.lab in B&tavia, Illinoi•· A review of 
the draft Environmenta-1 Impact Statement abowa that the 
Xllinoi• site baa-few problems and many ·important l>enefits to 
the projec't. 

we -·are. exper.t• at bu.tldin9 large public works project• here. 
This is a"maio-r industrial center with the work force~ the 
leadership to build the SSC quickly and efficiently. In 
addition, northern Illinois bas ample : electrical -power. 
avai·lal:>le, and an excellent infrastructure-'.in tranaPQrtation. 
O'Hare International Airport supplies rermi:lab with unmatched 
travel convenience for visiting acientia~ from arQUDd..t.he 
world. our -.toada end induatrial illfraatructUnt in the western 
•uburbs are outstanding. The water aupply at the aite is very 
good, and i• actually improving aa we li)U. the city'• I.alto 
Michigan water to the weet aWNrban water sy•tems. 

~..wnneli.ACJ .exper..tiaa,-h&a l>een demonstrated by the remar.Jtab18 
TARP (KSig -'l\mnel") project, and the inc:enti'" package in our 
proposal,· whJ.cb otters -to-build·~. SSC t:winel. tor o.o.&., is 
backed with-TARP'• aucc•••· ·TARP baa already excavated_ nearly 
four times more solid rock than the ssc rin9 will require, and 
it waa completed on time and on -budget. 

Most important to your consideration must be the cost savings 
afforded by the existence of l'•rmilab and the buman capital .we 
as a nation have in place.at ~at facility. ,F•rmilab!a.t.alent 
and it• apirit can be built upon if vou site the machine in 
Illinois. SSC is an extension of the en9ineOri119, the mission', 
and the award-winning research at -!'ermilaD;. It is .simply the 
most logical place ·to l>uild the SSC. The Chica90 area is· eager 
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Baxter 

Or. Wilmot Hess 
September 30. 1988 
Paqe 2 

to begin to work with o.o.E. next year to make the SSC the 
preeminent physics research facility in the world. 

'thank you. for your fine efforts t.o build this impressive 
project. l wish you the~~~ for~ccess. 

o<f~~::~k 
Ver.non R. Loucks, Jr. 
Chairman 

llA.1- J.~_\_Q_ 
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Septernber JO, 1?89 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
ILLINOIS AMBASSADORS 
233 South Wacker Drive 
6300 Sears Tower 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 

Dear Or. Hess: 

RE: SSC AT FERMIIAB 

BROADACRE 

IOI ~•1<ll• l.1:';olf,.:;1 ..... 1 ~U0•• I IHI 
1:111··~.:.•. Uliu"l~l~lfl't'; 

l'.-lo't'f1<u1" ll.! 7/lli-Hllff 

It has come to my attention that the U.S. 
Department of Energy is eXI?ected to select one 
the the seven sites later this year and I ~ould 
like to take the opportunity to comment on the 
Fermilab location. 

Chicago and its Metropolitan Reqion is known for 
the quality of its infrastructure. we ar.e known 
for our plentiful supply of electricity. 9as and 
our abundant water resources. Available 
transportation in our region is unsurpassed. 
These are just some aspects that aaka Chicago a 

1 singularly attractive place for ssc. 

Over the years I have worked with a number of 
suburban comm.unities, as well as the central 
city communities, and tha reputation for the 
quality oL life in Chicago is very qood. our 
schools, housinq, and cultural instit11tes are 
well known worldwide. 

In retrospect, it would only be appropriate that 
Gince the first sustained nuclear action 
occ11rred at the University ot Chicago, that we 
continu~ the long tradition of nucl~ar physics 
by locatinq SSC in our region. 

We hope you will conclude to plaae SSC here in 
the Chicago area, ~here.we will take care of it. 

Sincerely, 

ltf <t1t,,-r -
Robert Meers 
President 

RM:1lkc 

llA.1-~---
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JOHN P. BUFORD ENTERPRISES, INC. 

JOHN P. BUFORD 
PRESIDENT 

September 25, 1988 

Dr, Wilmont Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Taak Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

1654 E. 55th Street 
CHICAGO. IL 60615 

1 think the proposed superconducting supercollier·should be built in Illinois 
for the following reasons: 

1. Equity aa a principle Ln. the fouacling of the U.S.A. Illinois 
has consistently paid. $31~5 billion more over the three period 
to U.S. Treasury thAll 1t 1ot bac~. 

2. Econa11y, Illinois has one of the highest rate of uneta.ployed. 
The SSC projact vould add jobs and growth and opportunity that 
comes with it. 

3, Experience, The Feremilab in Illinois offers a very important 
correlation_. unmatched by ;my othe-r eite proposed. saving the 
government more tha~ $lOO·to $500 million in construction costs, 
Illinois is the world leader in deep tunnel work. 

4. Compatability. The Illlnoia site baa ths superior academic 
resources. skilled workforce and community support neeeseary 
for the SSC operation. 

1 beseech your student consideration of my reasons for approving Illinois as 
a site for the SSC. 

Respectfully, 

~t1# t:!.:n P. Buford . 

llA.1 · l<PIZ. 
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September 28, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman • SSC Site Task Force 
U.SC Department ofEnergy 
Washington, DC 

Re: SSC Siting 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

IOOJOllllkllll-d 
OllM llrooll, llllnoltt11$12-1001 

3125721000 

The Illinois proposal to site the SSC at Fermilab clearly demonstrates the many 
benefits of the proposed site. The DOE's own positive assessment of the Illinois 
draft Environmental Impact Study (EIS) further confirms that the Illinoi1 site is 
an excellent location. Certainly the cost savings to ta:tpayers made possible by 
expanding on the existing Fermilab facility and by the availability of Fermi's 
current staff of highly specialized personnel should be an overriding factor in 
choosing Illinois. 

The fact ·that Dlinois is currently the lowest ranking state in terms of Federal tax. 
dollars received relative to tax dollars returned should be another strong 
consideration .. and perhaps an overriding consideration. Over the past three 
yea~. Illinois has paid $31.5 billion more in tax payments than it has received in 
Federal program money. States like Texas and California receive a 
disproportionate share of Federal dollars, and this situation is simply not fair to 
the people of Illinois. The SSC io one case where Illinois bas the existing 
facilities, infrastructure, personnel, and experience needed to qualify .on its own 
merits as the best location for the SSC. When combined with the $31.5 billion tax 
imbalance, these t\YO issues should make Illinois the clear choice. 

Another key issue in siting the SSC is tf!e avai!ability or qualified companies tel 
design and build the required new facilities and equipment. As Chairman and 
CEO of CBI Industries, I can testify as to the strength of construction companies 
operating in Dlinoia. For example, CBI Industries is a $1.2 billion corporation 
headq•.tartered in Oak Brook, Illinois. Our company has extensive experience 
constructing high technology facilities for the go ... emment and private industry. 
Specific CBI capabilities include general construction and t..-ryogenic and vacuum 
systems. 

llA.1- ICPl3 
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Our general construction work has ranged from standard wat.er treatment plants 
to complex bomber refueling facilities for the U.S. Air Force. In the area of 
cryogenics, CBI has long been a world leader in the liquefaction and atorage of 
nitrogen and other gases at cryogenic temperatU'res. This experience baa been 
expBDded over the years to the colder helium systems needed for the ~C (as ·an 
example, CBI is currently participating in the design of the Superconducting 
Magnetic Energy ~rage device for the Defense Nuclear Agency using technology 
similar to the SSC magnets). Finally, the SSC e01ploya vacuum·tschnology and 
CBI baa built some of the largest and most technically sophisticated vacuum test 
facilities_ in the world. These test fa"ilitiet have been used to simulate outer apace 
environment& for ground testing aatellftes, optics, sensors, and lasers. 

Ou:r capabilitiu combined with the strengths or many other minoia com:paniu 
experi'enced in tunnetinr, civil works, and high t.ech equipJDent further confirm 
the wisdom of aalecting Illinois ror the SSC. 

I am sure that I can atieak. for other Illinois construction companies as well as 
CBI Industries when I say that we stand ready to support the Department of 
Energy in building the Superconducting Super Collider at Fennilab in Illinois. 

Sincerely, 

CBI INDUSTRIES~ 

{JJlRJµ~ . _. 
WiUiam A. Pogue 'tJ 
Chairman and CEO 

d\r 
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PltOfl!lTil!.S INC. 

Sept-em-ber 26, 1'988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman ~ SSC Sit~ Task Force 
o.s. Depart•ent of Eaersy 
Washin~toa, D.C. 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

It ie my fir• belief tllat t.he Fermilab Site in Illinois would be 
the outstanding choice for the SSC, and I would like you to 
conaider the following points in your assessment o.f aame .. 

High consideration shou.ld be given to the fact tbat a '8rea-e d·eal 
of the facilities. e11uipment, workforc:e, etc. that .would be 
required b7 SSC alreadf exist at Fermilab, therefore eli•iaa~iDI 
a considerable expenditure which would exist if the SSC were 
located elsewhere. The savings of tax dollars for conatructioa 
and start-up would to1:al in .the •illions. Additional millions 
of dollars would be B&Yed by using the existing accelerator 
laboratory rather than duplicating oporstioue, 

Additionally, Fermilab is a proven facility, with a •cientific 
and technical tea• already in place; another facility would have 
to enlist new staff, and could only hope to duplicate the de9rae 
of expertise already on staff at Fermilab. A crygenics indus·tr7 
capable of aupforting SSC is in existence at Fermilab, which is 
also the world a larg~at and nest powerful nuclear accelator. 

It is •Y understanding that SSC would require tunneling, and the 
Fe.rmilah locatioa has soil conditions ideal for tunnelins. It 
ahovld also be noted that the Citr of Cbicago,_approximately 3S 
miles from the Fer•ilab locatibn, undertook a thirty-one mile 
Deep Tunnel project for its' Metropolitan Sanitary District and, 
therefor~, the expertise for such work already exi1ta in the area. 

Chlca10. IUlrlols 60606 lll/,,9·0930 FAXlll/5'9·1211 
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If the SSC veru lpcated at Fern111.ab, the facility would be 
re_adily accesaible to researchers and scientists due to its' 
central location within the United States and the easy. access ta 
Chieago-O'Hare Internat~onal Airport and Mid~ay Airport. There 
are also several an1all air.ports in the DuPagR County ar~a. 

The State of IllinOis has also made an offer to pay $570 million 
for infrastructure improvements, which vould result- in- a. not-to
be-scoffed-at savings for the U.S. Taxpayer ~n general. 

Dr. Hess, please give the faregoing your full consider_ation. 
There are many other ~easons foo placing the SSC at th·e Fermilab 
site, including the close proximity to Chicago, with 1t9' many 
cultural and educational opportunitie9. I have but mentioned a 

.few major points and bope they vill help convince you of the 
merits of the Fermilab 9ita. 

Sincerely y~or , Centrum Prop r i~9. Inc. 

' ~1i11ri a ,...____ 
~~~~ ' n, Preaideo.t. 

LA/alp ' 

IC:..I~ llA.1- .. . .. - -



l 

LETIER _q"'""o.=o5 __ 

OH~~ST. BRUMBACK 

'"''"'"" 

or. Wilmot Hess 
chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 

([hica!O [ribnnt 
"15 NORTH MICHIGAN AVl!NUI! 

OHICAGO, ILl.INOIS 80011 

September 20, 1988 

u.s. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Bess: 

SEP 2 6 1988 

Undoubtedly, by now you have heard all you ever wanted 
to know about the advantages of locating the SSC in Illinois. 
In case you haven't read it, t enclose a copy of our recant 
editorial on the subject. 

You will find Illinois· to be a very .hospitable st.ate i·n 
which to do busi.ness. Good people seek a q0od environment 
for work and family. As their roots penetrate our rich 
Midwestern soil your people will fi-nd i't easy to make friends 
and partlcipate in cultural programs and events. 

The Chicago metropolitan a.rea is a homogeneous community 
made up of com.pe-~itive ethnic groups that maintain lon9-
standinq, rich traditions. There are often sharp differences 
which moat often result in integrated solutions.. 

Chicago is one of the most vital cities in th8 WO£ld-
rich in human and natural resources, culture and opportunity. 
People from all parts of the world -arrive daily and are 
welcomed to -participate in the American ·dream which is alive 
and well in our commu-n.ity. 

You will find a substantiai la.Jlor pool to meet your 
needs. The world'• fir1t skyscraper waa 'built in ·Ch~ca90. 
It was not an accident that the world's tallest buildi·l'lg, the 
Sears Tower, is located here. The Deep Tunnel project is not 
unique. It is indicative of creativity, skill and ability of 
those who li:ve and are attracted to the Chica90 area. 

The SSC project :will succeed at Fe·.rmilab because the 
community is ·comfortable with bi9 projects ~t'hat have not been 
accomplished 'before. It will be a qood place to be. I 
encourage you to give favorable consideration to this site. 

Since~ely, 

llA.1- ICD~/-
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([hica.go {[ribnne 
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J.\\:K FuU.V.H. ,._.,.,..,.,,;,,. 1:·d.,~ 
lh;m:::tio •~=>:u::. ,,.,..<".,,, E:-.1.•tur 

Supercollider study buoys Illinois 
JMl1.menl said construction hi:rc •VOUld affect 320 
WI~ wclls and 850 actt$ of cn"irornnenta!ty -..itivc 
Wdtands. In Arizona. no \o\dls or wcdands would be 
toodlc:I, and only a smill number in CokJrodo. and 
Tei:as. But lh09'! stales .c dry u ~ OOfll• 
pored wilh Illinois.. They -"OUld looc few water fl!!SOun=-
cs txcau:c (hey have so r~· (o begin \\;th. . 

In another apparent drawback. die bkral repo11 
condudcs lhat 160 ~ and S9 busines!:1:$ Vl'OU!d 
hD~ ro be rdoaltll in IOinois, while only • barnlful 
woukt be ~ ln Ari?.ona Of" Cokmdo.- MOfC rd~ 
at.ion ""°'1ld tic m'.lUin:d in Michipn and. T~ll tha:t 
in Illinois.. 

SUie officials are convinced the rcdeml rqxxt is rar 
too pessimistic in irs wdls llSSCS:SR!ef1.t; by their esri-• 
m#. only 31 would 3CtWllty be !Mt. And they OO(e 
\l\&l ~ of \he wetlands ICft:lge th:st S\IP"' 
po5Cdly would be alrca:c.'d is on Fcnwlab property, 
under prolCClton, and would continue to be pf.:>lr.r.cc:i. 
~. ;any uprooted f'CSideflfs and btosinesses 

muU be raarly compensated and adto:i~Y rclocued. 
And • new state law compensates homeo .... mrs :md 
communitK:s In the: area from any rGUlting drop in 
property \13fucs, somc1hing 1he state and (eden.I govcr· 
mcnlS bdicwc 1111on'1 happen. 

OR>oncnas of lhc sul)CfQ)llidcr will .find ma1i=rial in 
dUs c:nviromntnl2;1: sludy IO bolster lhcir fight:. But the 
ncpli¥cs an; minor COfflpan:d widt lhc rMj(1f' gains 
dris area would n:a~ in iu economy and in ~
dri"9. ditrM:Ult 10 qu:a!tlify-woddwide piwige :IS 3 sci
enm ~nd rcscan:h center. arid the ()l'OSri«'S 1h11 holds 
fof still more grou1l1. 
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The 
Chiklrcn's l\'\cn1orial 
IVlc<lic~tl Center 

!JCilC!u!Jrcn's l'b:.l 
Clu~ni:o. ll!inoi~(>llM ~ 

JI~ 11~0-l(d) 

------------------------- ---------
SGptelilbU 29, 1988 

Dr. Wil:mot Hess 
Chainaan 
SSC Site Task Force 
u.s. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

on behalt ot The Children's Memorial Medical Center, I 
writa to urqe you to support the selection ot th• State of 
Illinoi• as the •ite tor the proposed Superconducting super 
collidar (SSC). Given the Chicago area•• vast 
tacti..noloqic&l, educational, community and labor resources, 
plus the significant economic eavinqs gained in chooainq 
the Fermilab site, Illinois is clearly th• best location. 

Please consider: 

* Loc~ted next to the Fe:tl!l.i National Accelerator 
Laboratory, the SSC will have a complete scientific 
technoloqical team at its beckon call. 

and 

• The Midwest is a hotbed ot physics research, including 
such nearby academic resourcss as Northwestern University, 
the University of Chicago and the Illinois Institute of 
Technology. 

* Ex~ensive experience in constructing major underground 
projects, including the Chicago Metropolitan sanitary 
District's.Deep Tunnel project and the Braidwood nuclear 
power plant ensures ·construction that meets projected 
deadlines. 

* The financial incentives of choosing the Illinois aite 
$570 million tro• the state for infrastructure and tha 
estimated halt billion dollar savings in building next to 
Fermilab -- will be a majtir savings to U.S. tax payers. 

Because Children's Memorial is heavily involved in research 
to discover the cause and cure ot aany terrible childhood 
disorders, we ~nd all the children we serve stand to 
benefit from the knowledge accumulated at the SSC 
facility. Indeed, the nedical col'Lllllunity throughout 
Illinois awaits with anticipation your site selection • 

. ,,.,,,., .. 1,.,.n 
fh<d11IJroBO M•OM>to.11 ,,,,,,.,._,1 
,mJ Tl•<C:~ot.J/~"'-"'-"'""·'I 
!<l"l"""k"t·!"''·""'"·'"'(",'""•"''" 
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sept.ember 29_, 1988 
Page Two 

(CONTINUED) 

In Illinoi•, you will find business, government and 
con.unit! united in •alcin.9 th• ssc a total aucc••• -- both 
acientit cally and financially. . 

Thank you tor your considerat-ion in this matter ot aoat. 
critical importance. 

sii-:z:~;7 j 
E~~Pr•d•rick 
President 

l<DZO 
UA.1· - ---- ---
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CNA INSURANCE COMPANIES 

CNA Plaza c~ 1111no1s f06D6 

September 22, 1988 

Or. Wilmot Hess 
Chai,man 
SSC Site Task Force 
u. S. OP.part:ment of Energy 

Dear Or. He!s: 

I ~ill not presume to address yo~ on the technical aspects of the draft Environ
mental Impact Study and h0\11 they positively affect the choice of Fermi Labor~ 
atory, Batavia, Illinois as the site of the Supar Collider (SSC). You are 
uniquely qualified to evaluate these matters of expertise. I would, by your 
leave, just like to h19i1light some of the non-technical reasons why Fenni1ab 
fs the best choice. 

(A) 

(B) 

(C) 

(O) 

fenn11ab's site offers ideal g~ologfcal conditions for tunneling. The 
hard dolomite bedrock provides easy excavation with no toss of support. 

Fennilab is just 30 miles west of Chicago and thus affords the very finest 
cultural and educational environment. Superior academic resources are 
available not on1y ilt the University of Illinois campuses, but also at 
the University of. Chicago and 'the University of Notre Dame. 

Ferm11ab can call upon the local connunities to provide a skilled work
force to build the SSC. Projects such ,as the Deep Tunnel and Braidwood 
Nuclear Plant have given valuable experience to a workforce ready and 
eciger to build. 

~.is the best al ternati~e for the U. S. taxpa.ver. The $1.34 billion 
lnvestment already made would have to ~ duplicated at another site. 
It sfmp'ly makes good sense to tu.ke advantage of existing plant and equip
ment. combining the operations of Fermilab and the SSC could reduce 
cperating costs by about $88 m'illion a year. $1.32 b'lllion over 15 years. 
Add to this the Illinois co111nitment to pay $570 million for infrastructure 
fmprovements and you have still more tax savings. 

Or. Hess, you probably are well aware of the mc.tters J raised above. I believe. 
however. the ad~ai1tages of Fermilab as the SSC site are we11 worth repeating. 

Yout"s truly, 

/ 

C'NA 
r..Ml••~c-.c,_-.-:,_-::~-c,-:---------------------------

llA.1- J_~~-
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Dr. Wi hoot Hess 
Chairman 

SIDLEY & AUSTIN 

ON1!: Flan N.a.TIOIU.L pi,;_z.-, 
Caic.a.oo, fu.oro1s 6060:J 
T!!UJ"lfOMa 312: 8S3·7000 

T:lu.cta:i.-'4.:364 

Tau:c:o•nc:• 312: ~:J-T.l12 

SP.ptember 29, 1988 

SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear Or. Hess: 

• .,_ •1u.lAX ..... n .__, ..,._ ..... ._....,... _, _ ... ,. TBl.lllX _ ... 

.......... w ... .. -...... ... ..-···-- Tu.UaAa~.wnc'll< 

,.,..._nu.•arnoft 
......... .u. --=·· "" .,..,.,. , .... ..,.,...,,,..,c.r.1.-<:00•ltfl 

Glln'-·IU, T<>•Y<> IO<I 4 .. PAll oa·-·- .... L=-·-

. SSC belongs at feneilab in Illinois--fof" many reasons. 

We ha"e the best s•Jpply of electric power in the nation. 
Geology tests ha~e proven ideal for tunnelling. Our quality of 
life 1n the greater Chicago cCN11111unity offers a splendid balance 
of culture, sports and diverse ethnicity. Major American univer
sities with top-notch research taler.t are at hand. Our work force 
has not only talent, but also enthusias111. And our cOltlllunity most 
eagerly welcOllleS the opportunity to be of service to the nation. 

You.will have heard all the facts and figures. and there 
is no need for .e to repeat them. I emphasize to you that our 
con•unity will bri!llJ to the SSC the commitment, the heJrt a11d the 
ability to aake th~ SSC a significant contribution to a better 
life for America alld the warld. 

Si~cerely, 

-t I t~J,_ "'<..-...--
Newton ff. Mi nm• 

llA.1- I (.,2.2... 
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LETTER 

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS 

OFF1CE Of'THI PRESIDENT 
Ho! MOH ADWIM5Tal\TION9UltDL'iC 
•tllllf>ll .. K;HT'U'" 
O~'""A.11.llUI 

September 29, 1988 
1m1:na.-

Dr. Wilaont Bas•. Chairman 
SSC Site T .. k Force 

at the Depart.at oi Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

I aa vr:lting to .xpress my conviction th.at the succ8lls 
of tha SSC Laboratory, it• potential to contribute to science 
education and ita impact OR the rag'tonal and national economy 
all can best be exploltiad at .the Ilillnols site. 

The llOSt critical factor in the 8UCcess of the SSC 
will be its ability to brina together a hiahly talented and 
creative phyelcs and engin..rin1 staff. In order for 
conatructloa to be acc011plished on schedule and on budaet that 
staff will ha.,. to be aaaemblad rapidly once th9 site la 
established. At no other site can that be done as quickly Or as 
effecti.vely u at .. amllab. 

There are two crucial and unique advantages. Plrst, 
Peral already boasts precisely the kind of staff that will be 
required for the SSC, and staff extremly difficult to recruit. 
Secondly, the Jermilab •it• benefit• enontOUSly frm its 
proximity to O'Hare airport. During tbti construction of 
Ferailab (on schedule a:nd under budget) -.ich of the expert help 
that was needed vu .ad• a;;IT';ble just because uniquely 
qualified individual.a froe all over the country could· be brousht 
to the laboratory at short notice even for only a partial 
working day. 

No 11atter where the Laboratory is situated it will 
surely la&ke illport.ant contribution.. both to science and to 
science education. But at the Illinois site the laboratory will 
not only be in the illlllldiate vicinity of the major institutions 
of the Chicaso area (the campu• of the University of Illinois 
in Chicago, The University of Chi-ca.go, Northwestern University, 
Illinois Institute of Technolosy and Northern Illinois 
Univer111ity··to na.e a few) but also within 200 miles of the 
University of Wisc·onsin, Michigan State University. Indiana 
University, Purdue University, the University of Michigan, the 
University of Illinois at Urbana·Champaign. the University of 
Iowa, and the University of Notre Dame. 

c'KICo\GO Ol'FICI: 1137 WEST POLK STIEET· P.O. IOX-1 CIUC<\GO. ILLlNOIS IDlllG · !JIZI 1119•11111111 
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Those major research univer~ities, the heartland of 
U. S. academic science, serve more than a-third-of-a-~illion 
students. Thoy prod~ce a large fraction of the n.ation's science 
and engicieering. degceas ar.d boast facultiei1 of the highe.st 
quality and of a size that is co11Wensurate wlth their 
educational tast. ·The unique proxilllity of th~ Fe;111.ilab site to 
this irajor concentration of the cou~try's institutions for 
higher education will certainly m.s.xiNi~a the impact of the SSC 
upon the national col!liiUS\ity of science and engineering students 
and scholars. 

Finally I 11ust iaention the potential impact; of the SSC 
Laboratory upon econ01Dic factors. Granted the sc\ence and 
technology it produces will be a 111.ajor economic asset to the 
countt"Y no aatter where it is located. Granted the new 
laboratory will provide a stiJDUlus tO the local economy no 
matter vhe~e it is loc•t~d. Hovever •. once again in this 
respect, tho~e is something unique about the Fermilab site. 
Within a decade of the COlllllissioning of the SSC Laboratory the 
scientific intei:-est of the Fermilab facilities will begi_n to 
wane. To avoid a significant negati~e i.111:pact on the aurroundina 
region another major investment would have to be made in what 
would then be obsolesc~nt facilities. The onus of closing down 
a iaajor installation has never been welcornad by agencies of t~e 
U. S. go;rernorent. 'Ih~t onus can be effecti·1ely and efficiently 
avoided--or at least indefinitely postptJned--by locating the SSC 
at the Fermilab site. 

I truly believe that the advantages of the Fermilab 
site are overwbe)Jqing and overriding. I hope thes• arguments 
vill be of Some' halp to you. 

llA.1- 1(,,24- -
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P.EMARKS BY DONALD A. SCHINDLBECK 
DIVISION VICK PRESIDENT, COHM.ONUEALTH EDISON COMPANY 

ADDRESS 'IO THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEH!NT 
(DEPAB.TKENT OF ENERGY) 

UAU&ONSIB VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL 
OCTOBEB. 7, 1988 

Electric power for the proposed SSC alte will be supplied by 

COlllDOnvoalth Edison, one of the largeat ayste .. in the country . 

. Cenerating capacity at the end of September, 1988 was over 22,500 HU, 

which la well above th. estimated 200 MW peak load of the SSC. Also, the 

Edison ayste• more than fulfills the requlre .. nt that generating cap~clty 

shoUld be at least 12 ti.Ilea rated peak site load, or 2,400 KW. The 

transmission •yate• conslsc. of 765 KV', 345 KV, 138 KV, and 69 KV lines. 

Colll&Onw~altb Rdison gener4tlng plants may be sU...rized as folloWS: 

Six nuclear seaclons providing 11,487 MW 

Efgh:t' coal~fired statiorur providing 7,00S HU 

One oil-fired station at 2,698 MW 

s .. 11 d1eael and other fossil units totaling 1,331 KU 

Edison'• genetating capacity will ba split alniost equally between 

nuclear and fossil fuels. However, lower-cost nuclear power will account 

for a larger proportion of .. gavatt·hour generation. Thla is because 

larger 1110ro efficient nuclear units supply basa load (perllanent, around 

the clock load), while the less efflclent units are used to follow dally 

load (fluctuationa). 

Edison plans to pr~vide electric service to tho proposed SSC via 

345 KV and 138 KV line& at two locations. These two polnta of service 

vill provide power to each substation from separate grida so_ that 

es~ential loada are IB4intalnGd in the event either line ls out of service. 

The 34~ KV' service to SSC Substation I will be fro• the san1e location 

providing aervlee to the Fen1! National Accelerator Laboratory (FNAL) in 

Batavia, Illinois. No new facllitlea vill have to be installed to provide 

service to Substation I. Subatatlon II will b• fed by • tap from an 

existing 138 grid. 

llA.1- _I Ci>?,,!5 __ 
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The backbone of tl1111 Edison trans111isaion' sys tern encor.ipa.:;;ses 1110re tha.n 

2,350 circuit. miles of 345 KV lines. The typical capacity of a .345 K'J 

circuit is l,400 MVA. the voltase is stcppdd down at transmission 

substatlon9 to 1~8 K"Y chrougb 300 M'JA tran.!lfomars. Typical norinal 

capacities of 138 KV circuits are from 200 co 350 /'t\'A. 

Co111111onwealth Edison is a member of the Mid·Am~rica Incerconnected 

Network (HAI~), one of nine resional councils that llUlke up the North 

America Electric Reliability Counctl (NltRC) . Edt~on has a total of 26 

high voltage Ml\!:-1 lntet"cor.~ctl•:m:i at 765 K'f, 345 KV, and 138 KV. These 

tle.s pro.vid.6 aecess to 11.tl t>O""'"'r s7stc.1'jla in t.ht!I Mid·.f~'3't oiui.d help ensure 

the reliability and adequacy of electric supply in northatn Illinois. 

'Ihtt highe'Jt pe<i.k load on ·t;110, Edison system was 17 ,459 M~ recorded in 

August, 1988. The planned a.dditior.s t? capacj.t:y are expected to provide 

ade~uate r~serve capacity until the late 1990's. It i~ anticipatod that 

coal·fired capacity will. be instnllcd at th4t tt111"e to 1Ui11tain a t,;.,rgat 

15• reserve ~argin. 

The power requirements of the SSC ar~ not expected to materia?ly 

chm:tge Edison's forecast: of long•tem grtlwth or requh:ementa for new 

cap~ctty. 1£ the SSC peak load comes on lino in 1994. and reaches a le~el 

of ZOO KW, g~nerating cap4city vill 3till be substnnt14lly greater t:han 

the .estimated peak load requil.""eruenta, 

llA.1- !<D/;fe__ 
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STATEMENT BY MARK FRECH 

DIRECTOR, ll.LINOlS DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVA.TlON 

AT THE OCTOBER 7, 1988 

PUBLIC REA !\INC ON TIIE DEPARTMENT qF 

ENERCY'S nl!AFT ElMRONMENTAL IMPACT 

S't'ATEMENT ON THE SUP!RCONDOC11NG SUPER COLLIDER. PROJECT 

'The Department of Conservation is responsible for the preservation, conservation end 

enhancement of mtnois' vast natural resources and for providing outdoor recreation 

OPP91'tunittes for Its citizens. It manages niore than 340,000 acres of public lands 

including stat$ parks, conservation areas, state forests and nature preserves. The 

Department provides fisheries, forestry and wildlife management assistance on public 

lnd private lands, interprets natural resources; conducts ~unting, boating, trapping and 

snowmobiling educatton and ~fety classes; and enforces conservation-related 

regulations. The Department reViews fec!eral and State permit applications, environ

mental impact statements and Provides appropriate eoments and recommendfitions to 

federt1.l, Sta.te and local agencies. 

ln this context, the Department has reviewed the Department of Energy's !DOE) 

August, 1988 Draft Environmental lmpact Statement (DEIS). Ge11erally, from an 

environmental perspective, it provides sooze excellent in!ormatJon,. During our ,.e,.Jew, 

we did however, note several technieal inaccuracies, omlssto11s, etc. The !;tate1s 
written comments to DOE will elaborate on these items. 

Based on our knowledge of the :site, the environmental Information presented in the 

DEIS and our pnrticipatlon in the project to rlate, It Is still our opinion that from a 

Departmental perspective, the SSC can be constructed and operat~ in full accordance 

with all environmental regulations and with mfnimal environmental impacts. For these 

reasons the Department continues to support locating the Superconduetlnff Super Colllder 

project in IDlnois. Further, the State o! IDinois Is committed to employing design 

and construction me811urH that will avoid and/or mlnimlze any en~ironmentnl Impacts. 

Finally, where Impacts do occur, they will be mlti"'8ted to the fullest extent possible. 

Relative to environmental impacts, the media releases we have seen and the summar:v 

In the DEIS, ere misleading relative to the project's potential and actual impacts on 

llA.1- 1_£o_Z} 
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Qllnols' wetlands end Clft threatened u4 enda11pced Sl*:ks. To cleat Up· the• 

mlseonceptlons, I ·r.ve uked tev•ll ot my stall to discual these ltema bi dete.n. 

lmmedlf.tely foUowh• IDJ presentation, Mr. Marvin R~, the Department's Wetl~ 

CoardJn•tor, will dfscum Impacts to D1Jnol11 .,.u.-ide and Jatw on Utls _afttl"n~ c.U1 
Becker, Supervisor of 0t:r Ofvlslon ot N'attl"lll Rerltep wm dls(!USS lmpects on thrttatened 

and endangered tpecles with special referenee to the Prall"le bush clover end the 

Indiana bat. 

The Dei>mment awecfatea the o-tunlty lo l*tle!pote In tl>fa public ""orlng ond 
we look f~ard to eonsumatlon of the alte 1191ect10d (M'aces.t 1o.· November. 

Should Jµlnols be seleCted u the sJte for tne SSC':, Its de•elopment will· be a hJ~ 

priority of this •«ency. ConsJstent wltb otr respomribllltles lot. oroteotlon and 

enhancement· ~f the fish, wlldllle and recreational resources of mtnott. the Department 
wDl cooperate fully with the DOB In the lm.,lem.,.tatlon ot thlo lmOIX'tant project. 

llA.1· ICDZ.B 
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Statemt:nt by Marvin Hubbell 

Wetlands Program Administrator, IDinols Department 

of Conservation 

At The October 7, 1988 

Public Hearing on the Department of 

Energy's Draft Envronmental Impeet 

Statement on 'the SupeTconducttng Super ColUdef Project 

• 

As Wetland Program administrator for the Department of Conservation, one of my 

responsibilities 11 to coordinate the completion of the mtnots portion of the National 

Wetlands Inventory In addition to the development of a State wetland management 

program. 

Mapping of the potential Impact area covered by the propoMd SSC project was 

completed In 1985. The National Wetlands Inventory maps identify Ill surf Mee water 

features and describe them using the Cowardln Classification System. These data 

are of htgh resolution and •'fillable statewide. Because the Inventory has been 

digitized and motmted on the State's Geographic Information System, analysis of the 

potential project impacts on wetland resources is uniquely possible. 

Based upon the use of National Wetlands Inventory maps and site visits, approximately 

1,029 acres of wetlands were identified within the SSC project area. Approximately 

189.8 acres (18.496) of tt-.eSe wetlands fall within the possible construction footprint 

and may be Impacted by constnaction activities as Identified on the site location 

map · flrnished in the State l')t'OpOSal. 

However, of the total wetland acres identified within the SSC project area, less thl!lft 

6.58 acres (.6116) are likely to be d!recUy affected by construction activities. Wetlands 

whleh are to be directlJ' affected can be divided lnto two groups, those which have 

been previously altered by drainage, farming, or construction activities and those 

which have not been previously altered. Of the 6.58 acres of wetlands Ukely to be 

affected, 5.69 acre'!I have been P'eYiously altered. 'nle remaining .89 acres have 

llA.1- I(;,~~ 
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not been previously altered but the, have been Impacted by sedimentation s.nd changes 

In surtaee w&tt!I' nows. Additionally 183 eera have been Identified u befnK located 

In areas ot potential futtre construction. Until SUCh time SI tha specific loeatlon. 

of sartace faellitles are tinal17.ed, a eomplete usenment of Impacts Is not posaiblt!. 

As stated by Director Frech, the State of Dllnols Is committed to emptaying design 

and eo;istructlon meawres that will avotd end/ot minimize environmental Impacts, 

lncludlnc direct alteratlOd « destruotfon ot wetlands. ln addttlo~ eonstruetion 

actlvitieS 'WU1 not result ln the permanent alteratJon or disruption of surface 1'ater 
f!ows to wetlands outside the construction tootprrnt. 

Based upon these commitments 11nd available reSOUl'Ciil data, I am eontldent that the 

proposed surface eonstructSon work fot' the SSC project will Impact far less thu the 

850 wetland acres implied by Urlier news aoeountst tn faet I antlclpe.te dtrect lm91.cts 

to only 8.58 aeoes (.696) of the wetlands within the total project area. ot these 

areas~ 5~69 acres (.S~l t.v. been pre•iout4Y alterOO and .89 acres (.t%) have not 

been previously altere~ but ere degraded. Where !mpeetl ere not avoidable, full 

mitigation ot' wetland type and function win be ~ccompllshed. 

llA.1- l<o3Q 
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SB Naperville 
Si&lDfUfl' 01 SlHaD' lat SSC 'B FDMtIM 

cmr at lllll'£RVILLll 

OCl'IHJl 7, 1988 

'1t1a City of llepmville 1a cxintlndl1g in ita _.t far - sitilq of 

-~ - ~ ot - - Nltialal. >a:alera
tabJtataa:Y • 

"""" 1a m direct 1npct of - ~ SSC a> - City of Naperville, 

bec8usa - ...... ir1fomatial available ot this time """""' all aspects 

ol! - a-v °"""""both our """"'1t - and - plamitv """"· 
'ftWJ dcea n::it 111BS1, ~ thst the SSC will mt hsYa en effect at our 

..-..ity if it 1a located ot -.u.ti. 

Naperville boa gi:<H> lllav with - Il.11no1a - ...S -t 
Q:a:ridcr, eiav 111te:tatab6 ae. '!be attract:Lvenasa of cur: City to both 

1. - - - 1a tied in -v - 11> - arridor, ...s -
arridor 1a tied 11> """1.lob. Sitirq - SSC at Femilab would ..... a 
spirx>ff a::r:nmc 1npct a> Naperville becausa it ...WS mean -

q:pxtunitiaa ot - facl.IJ.ty itmll - at - tllat would Ile 
attucte:I tx> our """' llecauoe of - SSC. llabts lllx>Jt - futu%a of 
F'8:aa:llm if tha SSC is bdlt el..aalheEe, N:IUld beo:ma da.1bt:s ato.rt the 

oxridor am. its a:rn:ad.o well being. tN.J.e w tO.lld n:Jt ne ily 

beo::Jta a gh:lat tarn withcut: tha SSC, them \CIUld be a regatiw ecx:ncmic -· 
Naperville - • -tiva _,_ tx> aitilq - SS:: ot F8nliW> 

beaula of - _.u.v hlusirq -· OIL" latmt apa:ial census, 
<XJll)lete:l in-· - - ....... - ..,.... than 4,000 IDllWv 
unit&, ....WV !lull ........... 11> ~ t.ily hcairg, in - last -_... 
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LEITER _9~1""""'3~- (CONTINUED) 

Stateaent ol .._....,far SS:: 

Cityol~ 

OCbober 7, 1988 

~ has teen a laoder in - lDJsing 8t2lrt8 in the OUcago area 
for rora thm\ a decede. 'nus growth allae our a::mm.ru.ty to provide 

hOJs1ng c::ipp:::lrb.zU ties tor both ttia taip:n:ary wodcars wt¥> will be 

irNolve4 in tte cx:nst:N:t1cn of the SSC, erd for the pemanent staff 

tnat will 1o<D:k them wh!n the fo::ility begin& -· Pl.aming ond 
an:apt amt1ngs haYS been hald en new .msident1.al ~ that 

will proYide thwsan:19 mxe dwelling t.mits in this next decade. We hlJve 

been, ard cxrrtinJe, to plan far our g:rcwtb. 'Ibis expmsial. 1n our 
hOuBinJ mdcat would all.cw us tx> absorb a ra.nt:er of tha rew workers the 

SS:: N:Uld attrect to this area. 

In a:n:lusial, Fexmilab has teen a good ra1Qlt= to Naporville, and we 
feel the SS::' will also be a good noiglt>or. 'Iba SS:~ pr<nide 

-1ti"9 '"""""1c il1plcts far = City, and .. in turn provide h>.mirq 

<R=CUnit!es on! ll1ll!nit!es far thooo - will ""°' "' - project. The 

City ol ~ - the sitirg ol - ~Super 
Q>ll.tmr at Fexmilab. 
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LETTER 

STATEMENT AT SSC HEARINGS 10/6/88 

TABLE 4-1 PAGE 4-4 INDICATES ~T nt£ ILLINOIS BITE WILL EXPERIENCE HINIIW. 

GROUNDWATER INF1..0WS INTO ntE TUNNEL. HOWEVER, PAGE 16 OF APPENDIX 10 SHO!i:B 

THAT A FIVE HILE STRETCH OF nm TUNN£L BETWE£N E3 Nm E4 NEAil TM£ SOlmiERN Erm 

Of" Tff£ flIOO WILL L£AK AT mE RATE OF 5200 0!'LLONB/11INlTl"E/IOO Ftt'r DIJRJN0 

OONBTRUCTION. THIS JS NEARLY 20 MILLION tW.LONS OF'WATD PER DAY OVEJl JUST A 

FIVE 11ILE STRETCH OF TI.INNEL. THIS RATE OF GEOUNDWATER INFLOW l'ftJBT 8UJlEl..Y BE 

CONBIDER£D KORE ntAN MINIMAL. IN FACT, 00 OTHER BITE SPECIFIC.ALLY POINTS OUT 

AAY ANTICIPATED WATER PROBLEM A~EAS l.IKE' THIS AREA NEAR BIG ROCK, ILLINOIS. ntE 

PUCHIGAN BITE AND THE NORnl CARC:t.INA BITE Wll.L BOTH EXPERIENCE GREATER MOUNTS 

OF TI.JNNEL INFl.OW 11fA1f WILL ILLINOIS. BUT NO STRFI"CH OF ™EIR 1UNNELS ARE 

EXPECTED TO LEAK AT niE RATE THAT IB ANTICIPATED FOR OOR 5 PULE BIG ROCK 

8'm'OR. 

~ ®£SIION--IB THE DEPARTl1ENT OF ENERGY AWAR! TIJAT THERE IS GlflCXSAND IH 

THE MARBH£9 AROUND 910 ROCK AND SITE F4. 

~,,.,,,.;,,,,.,,. • .,...it. 1H11'<r n-,,.,.r~"' r-
ON PAGE 3~61 nfE -etS'"'ll.~~-..... j;jl)~'~~:'i~~·!'!'f,'j11CAL~LY STATES ™AT THE S8C 

PROJECT WOUl..D BE DESIGNED TO t.U'llT RADIATION EXPOSURE 10 1H£ GENt':RAt. PUBLIC. 

THE KEY PHRASE HERE IS 'rHAT THEY INTEND TO Wl.I IT --NOT liJ..Ilfil!m IT. THEJi!E 

IS IWJIATlctl INVCLIJED Ul?H THE SBC PROJECT NO HATI'E'Jl HOW YOU LOOk AT IT. OTHER 

BTATES "AY BE YlLLJNG 10 J'll1' UP llJ1lf YDVH J.ll111!D RADIATICW DOSE, !!VT .WE 

llA.1- l~~~ _ 
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LETTER 9'.lA· (CONTINUED) 

REBIDiiITS OF THE FOX VALLEY WILL NOT TOLERATE IT. J.JE ~NT TO EMPHASIZE THAT 

THE ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS BET FOR RADIATION SHOULD NOT BE INTERPRETED AS SAFE 

OOSEB OR SAFE RELEASES. H.J. MULLER, WHO DlSCClVERED THAT IONIZING RADIATIONS 

CREATES /'tUTATIONB IN LIVIN0 ORGANISMS, WAS THE FIRST PERSON TO REALIZE THAT 

THE'il.E 18 HO SAFE DOSE OF IONIZING RADIA1'ION. AND TH19 IS EXACTLY THE TYPE OF 

RADIATION WHICH THE POPULATION IN AND AROUND THE FOX VALLEY WOULD BE EXPOSED TO 

BY THE BBC. ACCOROIW3 TO DR. HULLER, EVEN THE LOWEST DOSE Of' IONIZING 

RADIATION HAS THE POTENTIAL TO INDUCE A l'fUTATION. THAT BEING THE C"8E, WE 

OON'T WANT THE DEPARTI1ENT OF ENERGY, FERHit.AB, OR OUR ELECTED OFFICALS TO TEl..l. 

US THAT RADIATION Wt.LL BE t.I!11tto. WE OON'T WAtrr ANYiHIHG OVER AND ABOVE WHAT 

WE'RE BEING EXPOSED TO Al.R£ADY. TAKE YOUR MACHINE AND PUT IT IN AN OPEN LAND 

LABORATORY SETTING NOT IN A RESIDENTIAL AREA IN ILLINOIS. 

PAGE 4-21 OF THE EIS UlDICATES TAAT THERE ARE 320 WEI.LS WITHIN TIIE 1000 FOOT 

ZONE OF THE COLLIDER RING. THIS NUMBER IS FAR SMALLER THAN 1HE TRUE NUMBER 

BECAUSE IT ONLY REFLECTS CONDJTIONS AS OF JANUARY 1,1986. THE TRUE NUMBER IS 

FAR lN EXCESS OF SOO WEl.LB, AND lf GROWS DAY BY DAY AS NEW HOl'IEB CONTINUE fO BE 

BUILT, WITHOUT A DOUBT, ILLINOIA HAS THE LARGEST NUMBER OF WELLS WITHIN THE 

1000 FOOT ZONE OF THE COLLIDER. 

THE ILLINOIS ENR ! /~;-,,,. z;r-~ ~B PRESENTED THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

WITH UPDATES ON THEIR OWN ENIJIROKMENTAI.. "'69ESSMENTB OF CONDITIONS lN lL.LINOlS 

AS RECENTLY AS LATE 11ARCH, 19SB. HOWEVER, THEY HAVE VERY CONVENIENTLY FAILED 

TO UPDATE THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY ON THE HUMBEi OF WELLS ANO THE NUMBER OF 

PARCELS WHICH FALL UNDER THE SHADOW OF THE sec. nus HAS BEEN CONTRIVED BY THE 

ENR FROM THE BEGINNING AND HAKES ONE BICK TO THINK THAT THEIR OWN GOVERNMENTAL 

OFFICIALS CAN "1l::r BO IRRESPONSIBLY. WE MIGHT AaK THE 0EPARTl1ENT OF ENERGY IF 

llA.1-



LETTER 91.4 (CONTINUED) 

7!-IESE AKE TRUE!.. Y THE Kl~lD OF P!i:OPLE i'IJU !.IANT TO DEAL t.liTl4 OVER THE NE"..<T 2:5-30 

YE:..P.:S" IF YOU'RE 9.-i,TI3FI:'.D WITH SECl?ECY AND DECEIT, AND I HOPE YOU'RE NOT, YOU 

WOULD FESI. RI'3HT AT HONE ~Ii'H 012R STMT'E GOVERNMENT. 

OUR STATE AND 1.0CAt. REPRESENT,11,TtVEB <AtlD I UBE THAT TERM L008ELY>, HA'JE SY 

n!EIR i!Et:RETIVE A/.10 OECEITrUL ACTIONS, INFORMING THE CITIZENS OF OUR OJMM'UNITY 

BO LATE ABCUT THIS PRCJECT .... f.jD DISTORTING nl£ FACTS ABOUT ALL OF tTa NE:C3ATIVE 

IMPACTS, HAVE CLEARLY OEMONCITRATED THEIR UTTER CONTEMPT ANO A BLATAt4T CIB.li:EG-1.RD 

P'DR THE INTEREBTB OF THE PEOPLE THEY SUPPOSEDLY REPRESENT, TO THESE POMPOUS 

EGOTH!TS I BAY: RE:GA!i!DLESS OF WHETIIER tLl.tNOIB GETS THIS PROJECT OR NOT, YOllR 

TRIALS UtLL NOT END HERE; FOR YOU HAVE VIOLATED THE TRUST WE HAVE PLACm IN 

YOU. YOU W?!..L REGRET THE DAY YOU ori:rDED PUT OUR FAMiLIE3 THliOOGH THIS 

UNBELIEVABt.E NONSfllBE'. FINALt.Y1 TO YOU DEPAiTMEN;' OF ENERGY OFFICIALa I SAY: GIJ 

AHEAD W!TH YOUR PP.OJECT. IT SOUNDS GREAT. BlJT FOR THE LOVE OF GOO, DON'T PUT 

IT IN A FOPUl.ATEO AREA' F'EffiULAB, OR t~ FERMlt.AB, HOW CAN YOU EVEN CONSIDER 

CHOOSING THIS BITE! 

39 t1/ F?I ~_.,~ /-t.w ,;;R . 
Sr. ~t:LS 

1
J;lcrdOfS c,,,,,,s-
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LETTER --''1'-"'11""'5 __ 

Yeetiacny of Lorin x. Kevllng. Ph.D. 
Chief. IllJPOis l!atural &!story Survej' 

Department of Energy IUt4 lla:tuzoal Reaourcaa 
Waubonsie Valley HJgh School, Aurora, Illinois 

October 'l, 1988 

I'm Lorin NevlJng and I have the privileg~ of being ~he Chief ot 
the Illinois Natural History Survey, a division of the Department 
of Energy and Natural Resources, State ot Illinois. Since 1858, 
tho survey has monitored the biotic resources of the State. our 
long-et•nding concern with environmental issues as they relate to 
the plants, anim.ale, and hab:!ta"t ot t.hia at:a;te place us 1n a 
unique position to assemble information on the biological 
features of the SSC sit~. Since 198' spec1al1sta trom our staff 
ha~e •tudied ~he effects that construction and operation of the 
SSC would have on plants, animtt.la, and .habitat in .and near the 
proposed Illinois •ite. Ex-tensive tield work by our highly 
tr&ined staff and support of th• Illinoi• Geograph.\: ttnformation 
Sys;te• hava enabled. us to identify end characterize those areas 
that 1'1\&Y be affected by construction and operation of the SSC in 
Illinois. The breadth and quality of natural history data 
provided to the .Department of .Znerg.y are apparent in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Stateaent. We believe the.y are 
unpe.ralleled. 

tlo have examined the Dora.ft and flnd it to tie an excellent 
document. He are pleased that our oWl'l conclusions, that no 
prohi~itive tactOrlS preclude locating the SSC in Illinois, aro 
suppcrrted ·by the Impact Statement. More importantly, the 
Statement suggests that locating the SSC in llllnol• aay well 
provid·e iln opportunity for enhancing the habitat for num13rous 
species of plants and anlm~l$. Our experlence with the existing 
Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory supports tbi3 prediction. 

WrJtt:en co11u1.ent:• on the Or.alt have been submlt'tl!!d t:o addt'l!!U.'I 
technical issues and the few inconalatenciea lt contains. A tow 
areaa of the Draft rsqUire clarification. In this spirit and in 
order to present additional lnformation, l would like to addrese 
two matters: possible threata to the habitat ot two species, 
apecltically th.a Indiana bat (~ aodalls> and the prairie 
bush clover (Lespedeza leptostacllya>; and potential damage to 
wetlands. The Illinois Depart11tetnt ot Conservation will also 
comment on these matters. 

Since the Impact State•ant was released, scientists at the Survey 
have conducted tu:ther field work to determine if suitable 
habJ tat exiots en the proposed ei ta tor the Indiana bat or the 
pra1r1a bush clover. Thi• work confirmed the previous 
asaesament: no auitable hablt~t tor either species occurs within 
the tee simple areas of the proposed oite. 

The Environmental Impact Statement properly notes that a nwnbar 
or wetland areas are round in the propoeed site but, and this is 

llA.1- l<;,3(.o 



3 

LETTER 

SSC Test:illQnY 
L.I. nevling 

(CONTINUED) 

2 

a very important point, no t«:;1tlands that have not been previously 
df!lgradt!d by hwtan activity lie within any ot the surface aitea 
o~teide ot the campus area. The deaign, •~tent, and location of 
c~mpus rac111ties will deter~Jne the degree to which wetlanda are 
P•rtu~bated it at all. SignJtJcantly~ the largest ser1e• of 
wetlande within the aite 1• located on th• 5"erm1lab property. 
Further, 11.any ot these wetlands are th• product of. innovative 
l~nd m.anagement by rermilab. The potantial to mitigate !mp.act on 
any wetland habitat clearly •~iats. 

In sut1111.a~y. our investigations indicate that although there may 
b• transitory impacts on biological features during the 
canst~uct!on pbas~ ot tha SSC, no substantive, lasting adverse 
effects during the operational phase are likely: neithet' are 
ad.verse impacts likely to occur during deeoml'Qiceion.ing. As has 
been Go ably demonstrated at ger•ilGb, a sttbst8nt1al 1M~rovement 
and expaneion of natural ar~aa and wetl•nds could be realized. 
Habitat expansion could lead to an increase in the diversity ot 
plants and ani•als inhabitlng the area. Thi• eonclueion ta 
ccnfi~me4 in the Draft Environmental Impact State•ent on the SSC. 

The Illinois Natural Hist~ry survey remains prepared to ilssist 
the Department of Energy en a continuing basis to as;sure that 
habitat enh:a.nceaent: and t:he retsntJon ot biodJvereJty are 
achieved during tha period~ of const~uction, operation, •nd 
decommiss!on!DQ'. ' 

L-:r: MJ.. 
Lorln I. Nevling, ~f 
Illinois Natur•l Hieto:ty Surv~y 
607 E. Peabody Drive 
Champaign IL 61820 

Telephone: (211) 333-6&30 
rax: (211) 333-4949 

ssc.thr 
travel 
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LETTER 01-Co 

COMMENTS OP MARY S. BUSHNELL 
CHAIRMAH 01 TS'B ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

Good mornlng. My name is Mary B. Bushnell and % am spe~kinq 
today Ln my ~spacity as Chairman of the Illinois Co111111erc~ 
Commission. 

The Commerca Commiaaion is responsible tor regulating 
in\teator-ottned uti'litJ.es in the State of Ill'inota, includinq the 
three utilitie• that will b'e aervi·nq the SSC at the fermilab 
aite: Comiaonwealth Edison company to-r e-lectri-city, Northern 
Illinois Gas Company for natural qa• and, for telecommunications, 
Illinois Bell Telephone Company. Each will provide ita own 
technical comments on the Draft Environmental I•pact St&t•ment. 

I would like to highlight several items in ·the Dra·ft BIS that 
concern public utility services at the SSC site. 

Pi%st, the Draft ZIS point• out t·bat, and I quote, • ••• 
(C01nnt0nwealth') Edison currently serve• remilab whose ·electrical 
lo•:d i• cotnParable to th•t expected from t.he ssc. 'th• reniilab 
pul•ing load ha• reached peat values of 200 MW without causing 
system out119es or inatabili-tiea. Thus, the neceeaary ayet.41:11. 
capability may be tbou-ght to be essentially in place• (unquote) •1 

The Draft BIS also correctly note• that tllinoia is the on·ly 
state alftOnq tbe final candidates that already has the necessary 
•lectric generating eaP,acity available for use by the SSC. Thi• 
advantage aoan• that the SSC will not depend on .the approval and 
construction of additional q~nerating facilities. rurthermore, 
only two •iles of new power transmission lines will be needed to 
service the SSC after construction ia co•Pleted. 

Second. the Draft EIS points out that for Illinois, and I 
quote, •The supply of natural ga• to the region ia considered to 
be far in excess o! the demands ·either currently placed on the 
6ervice network o~ expected to be pl&eed on the network for ~any 
years• (unquote). 

Northern Illinois Gas Company's connections with four major 
interstate pipeline suppliers assures an adequate supply of 
economical natural ga• tor the SSC in a manner similar to the 
exlstin9 service to Permilab. The Company also has a large 
under9round storage facility only a few miles southwest of the 
SSC site that is used to supply natural gas durin9 periods of 
peak deinand. 

1 
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LETTER C}iCo (CONTINUED) 

'l'hird the Draft EIS points out that, and again I quote, 
•111~sell Telephone Compeny can provide teleec111J11unieationa 
service to the SSC project ••• Given tho statue of the current 
equipment no new communications lines would need to be installed 
for th• ssc• (unquote). 

In Qther words, Illinois Bell's modern fiber optic system i• 
ready and able to serve the aite of the SSC and no major 
additf.onal teleeonanunications expenditures are r~quired. 

In s1111, all affected utilities have ample capacity to serve 
the lllinoie SSC site with ainiaal environaental ia~ct. In 
fact, only 6 acres of_ land will be required for !!! utility 
service• to the ssc. 

Moreover, the Illinois utilities can meet the demands of 
planning tor growth, •• also di1cus1ed in the Draft 118. Tb• 
Illinoia co ... rce co .. i11ion, in its regulatory role, will 
continu• to plan tor and mandate the coordinated, co1t-effective 
expansion of the varioua utility 1y1tema to aeet expected de•and. 
Through the planning proce11es already in place in the State of 
Illinoia, adequate utility eervicea to project• aucb aa tbe SSC 
are aaaured. 

In concluaion, I would like to thank the Department of Inergy 
for tbia opportunity to comment on tbe Draft IIS on behalf of the 
Illinoi1 Comaerce Commiaaion. The co .. i11ion atanda ready to 
facilitate any additional specific Illinois utility plans and 
propo1al1 for the SSC to ensure timely i•plementation of tbi• 
important project in our State. 

-----------
l Vol. IV, Appendix 14, Sectio.n 14.Z.Z.3 c-1, P• 120. 
z Vol. IV, Appendix 14, Section 14.Z.Z.3 C-2, 124. p. 
3 Vol. IV, Appendiz 14, section 14.2.2.3 C-3, p. 124. 

z 
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PETITION To PRESiuEN I REAGJ 
TO: Presidenl Ronald Reagan 

Th• WIOI• tloo>o 
Washingtoo, D.C. 

We, the undersigned resldents of Illinois support the construction of the Superconducting Super 1 

(SSC) adJacent to lhe Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory (Fermdab) near Balavia, lllinots. Linl
SSC to Fetmilab will save the federal government nearly $500 m~lion. The geology of the area Is 
suitable for the SSC. The \ocatk>n ls near a major transportation center and offers abundant supplies 
water and power. 

Conslruetton of the SSC Is needed to maintain the leadership of the United States in the area ' 
energy physb and high technology. Our area of Northeastern IDlnoiS oHers the most·logical and ec01 
site for the SSC. 

NAME STREET ADDRESS CITY and ZIP 
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LETIER 91-5 

Oeatge SClhramer 

Auron, IL 

The Illinois proposal site ls not favorable tor the Superconducting Super 

Collider. Northern Illinois has the 1110st R~lear radioactive operating plants, the 

second highest number or IRC licenses, tbe worst radioactive $oil contamination, and 

the only non-operating Thorium plant dump, thqs making this area the bi~st radioactive 

producing site of all sites proposed. 

In the Draft EIS (Table --1~1, ten luclear Energy Power plants exist and are on line. 

They are Dresden 2 and 3, LaSalle Court 1 and 21 Braidwood 1 and 2, Zion 1 and 2 and 

Bryl'"On 1 and 2. The Illinois NRC liscensee tor radioactive material is up to 125. 

The list of locations ror these licensee was left out of the Draft EIS. Why? Did 

the State of Illinois reel this was too sensitive or a topio in this area?--Perhapa. 

The kerr McGee Thorium plant is classified as inactive! However, the state or 

Illinois and the 00£ failed to intona t!M public ot the Jl,8<W,ooa cubic feet or !OW' 

level radiotive waste stored openly at Kerr HoGoe land (per NRC). This is 10Qated 

about 2 mile3 from the Beaat Abort ar&a. 

Also. no mention was made regarding the Kress Creek oontWJ'lationJ This oreek flows 

-tram the North-east corner of the Fer111 laboratory ~raperty where it exits into a 

~ubdivision adjacent to the Fermilab. 

According to the transcript ot proced1ngs ot the Nuclear R8gulatory Co111111ission (NJIC) 

before the atomic safety and licensin~ board in the matter ot terr Mcaee and the lrese 

creek ae-contam1nat1on Docket •~0~206 ASLBPfqS-502-01-SC dated January 8, 198-• 

llA.1- J~_LJ:t_ __ 



LEITER 91B (CONTINUED) 

Oeorge Sohramer 

On page 40 measurements \!ere taken at the orr site-locat:l.on near the National 

Accelerator Laboratory by Argonne National Laboratory in 1977 and 1978. Additional 

surveys were made by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in 1981. 

2 

The results show land adjacent to the Kress Creek and West Branch ot the DuPage River 

contaminated with Thoriwn and daughter products ot Thorium Decay. lttactun.ent •• to 

my report clearly shows the Thorium soil concentrations ranging from +10 to+ 50 pCl/g 

{picocuries per gram.). The concentrations presented in this report are not necessarily 
the maximum levels as 

no aaroples were taken from the botto~ of Kress Creek to locate areas of maximum direct 

radiation. The EPA has stated "These standards are appropriate for clean-up. There-

fore clean-up of the radioactive contamination in the environmnet is required." 

In the Draft EIS Volume 1, Chapter 5, page 5~1.2-13, the proposed J6 site etml'Oachment 

of Kress Creek will cover the entire width or th.e flood plain. 'this encroachment is 

only 2.53 Kilometers up stream from the start of the coRtaminated area. The OOE admits 

this is a "measurable impact with some potential tor mitigation through design layout 

or channel diversion. 

I say th.is will require years of mitigation before the EPA allows channel diverison 

that may cauae flooding do~n strea.•, and only before the contaminated area of Kress 

Creek is cleaned up. 

Because of the open dump or low level radioactive waste at Kerr McGee, the contaminated 

Kress Creek and West Branch DuPage River, Ten Nuclear Power Plants, 125 NRC licenses, 

we don't need the SSC site here in Northern Illinois adding more radiocactive 

oontalllination to our soil, water and air. 

llA.1- 1<042. 
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George Schramer 
3 

In clo3ing, my homP. ia not on the propos~d ring, but my place or employment is located 

directly on J3 and according to the Draft EIS, this property qualifies tor take over 

by the DOE. 

Would you gentlemen of the DOE like to have the honor of informing my fellow 1000 

employees that they must be relocated? Especially those who already have been 

relocated at my plant from as far away as California and New York! 

I don't want wasteful government Hi-Tech projects to replaoe.etf~cent, 

private sector, leading-edge technology enterprises. 

KEEP TUE SSC OUT OF ILLINOIS 
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SSC.statement 

SSC Slte Tasl< Force 
United States Department or Energy, ER - 65 
Washlngtot\, O.c. 20545 

(301)-353-6578 

For the record: 

"11kP. Isely 
Oetober 7, l988 

!11'.ike Isely 
736 i='ellows St 

St Charles II, 60174 
Home: (312)-584-3610 
W\ltk: (312)-840-2184 

111m a cit17.en concerned about the SSC In llllnois. I am not against It. Jam for it. 
What I am concerned about ls the Impact that CATCH may be having upon the decb;ton 
whether or not to site It here. 

Yes, I work ror Fermilab (~omputer er\gineer, ACP, Research Division). But. unlike 
many others, I am not worried about losing my Job lf the SSC does· not show up here. 
Chances are eventually I will be wherever the SSC will be. 

I do not speak ror Fermllab; I do not speak for the state government. I do not 
represent any pllrticular organization ror or against the SSC. I speak tor myself. and 
(rankly l am. outraged a.t the scare to.ctl.1!:!. and mislnformatl.on that CATCH has been 
heaping upon citizens in the Foll Valley area. 

Nobody has brainwashed me with pseudo-racts about what th.e SSC will or wlll uot 
do. l can see plain as day all the tlurt that CATCH Is infilctlng on us. 

Conslder this scenario: You and :&bout 200 others live In an area where the SSC is 
gotng to need land. It is rairl}' obviou!'I that you may not be living there long because or 
lt. Of course you don't want It. But those 200 voices aren't nearly strong enough to 
cause a change of decision. So, If you were in this position, what would you do to stop it? 

The answer ls simple: Use mlslnformatlon and sr:are tactics to confuse as many 
others as possible that they don't want the SSC either. That is exactly what CATCH ls 
doing now. I can only hope that you realize thi11 too. 

lt not, allow me to present some examples to illustrate what ls happening: 

Last June while at the local Geneqa.Sw<ldlsh days. l had the misfortune to 'l!fa.\.k by 
a CATCH booth. Whereupon twas Immediately acco11ted by a lady with Ute phrase ''Do you 
want your well to go dry'? Sign thl11 petition and stop it!~. [f I owned a well and was 
worried about such a thing, I might be persuaded to sign It. But we all know that pP.rhaps 
50 wells might be closed because or the SSC (320 are within the site). But CATCH used 
that tactJc on me and maybe even 20,000 othP.rs to get· signatures on their petition! 
unless tttere are 4000 people per well l.n the Kaneville area, then 19,950 or those 
s\gna.tur~s we~ signed under the raise belier that their -wells would be lost. 

Maybe ·rm taking that example to extreme. But CATCH has invented and 
misinterpreted other racts to &et: tli~ir view across. 

<l> 
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Far example, CATCH published a Myer (whtch was placed In my hands at Geneva 
Swedlich days and on my windshield at a supermarket) which states that "The total land 
area needed for the SSC would be 15,830 acres (includes P'ermllab iand). Other areas may 
be needed as construction proceeds.'" Although thls statement by Itself ls technlcallY 
correct, It Is still a GROSS misrepresentation or the truth. Any person ott the street 
would see th:a.t and lmmedl11.tely think •wow, 16,000 acres are going to be taken for the 
SSC." What la not said IS that most of that Is underground easement. What galls me even 
more than that ls the flne print about Ferrnilab land being Included. Fermilab ls -6800 
acres by itself! 

CATCH ls doing anything It e!ln to pulnt out problems (however mythical) 
concemlng the SSC. Yesterday, during the flrot sesston ot hearings In the gymnasium 
(Wabonsle Valley High Sehool, 10/6/88) they sald two things which are mutually 
exclusive. One speaker rrom CATCH said something about jobs actually being lost 
because the land being tr.ken over would prevent development from occurring (I think hts 
exa1t1ple •a.a 300 acres could support 8000 Jobs or some statistic like that), Then tn 
another speech, concerns were raised thnt development caused by the SSC would cause 
too great a strain on the local water table. In my opinion, I'm sure that those 8000 lost 
Jobs would put a much heavier strain on the water table than the SSC. The~e people 
aren't even correlatlng their arguments! They are saying anythlrig they can that will 
make them look good. 

Along the same Unes CATCH Js complaining about all the construction noise. That 
argument could be used for any klnd or development, even housing. What's more. It these 
•aoooJobs• were a reallty, certainly ihare would ba construction trarnc auoelated wl!.h 
that too. 

~rhnp5 the worst arguments t hc:t.rd came from CATCH members who didn't even 
know what they were talking about. I cite as an example Kathy Tardy ot Campton 
Township, who associated the SSC with a nuclear reactor, a weapons plant, and then went 
on to connect it with Agent Orange and the Vietnam war. I am sorry Kathy that you know 
.someone •~o was exposed to Agent Orange, but It has NOTHING to do with the SSC! Let's 
try and stay on the subject. 

While on the subject ot radloactlvlty. CATCH cites a scientist (l believe a Doctor 
Mueller) u saying that no radloactlvlty, no matter how low, ls sate. I take except.Ion to 
that. The SSC, as you know, produces an unmeasurable amount or radioactivity at the 
aurtace, effectively ZERO. But no, CATCH has latched on to this dirty word 
•radioactivity!' and slandered the SSC with it. 

Another lnterestlne point. however mlnor, was ralsed during the hearlnits. r knew 
before that the EIS found 850 acres or wetlands within the boundaries otthe SSC. CATCH 
took that and went on to say that 850 acres "will be destroyed• by the SSC (check the 
hearing records; I know that phrase was repeated multiple times). We already know that 
650 ot those acres are on the Fermllab grounds and that 600 ot those 650 were created 
AFTER Fermilab was built. Thia leaves 200 acres that might be affected. And now 11' we 
do a little probablllty analysis (maximum or 3000 surface acres ot (15000-6800=8200) 
would actually be acquired, or 36% or the total area}, then we find that 36~ or that "200 
acres, or 72 acres or wetlands are re'.1.llY In any danger or being affected. 

<Z> 
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I have now mentloned a small sample CJr false points that CATCH Is mak.ing to 
prevent the SSC rrom belng sited here (there are many others, like the "helium ra~tor'les~, 
or the real estate value lasue). But .the purpose ot this letter ls not to refute all or 
CATCH's tacts, the purpose ls to show •hat CATCH ls doing to P'ox Valley residents and 
(hopefully not), you. 

You see, this ls the sort of stuff that CATCH Is flinging at anybody who will listen. 
I only wish that Illlnols would launch an equally vocal campalgn to counter It. Becaust! 
as a result, all that local voters are h~arlng are what CATCH Is saying. And In tl\e minds 
ot most people, when something is statP.d enough tlmos, It bel!omes ra1:t by default. ThL'l 
ls how CATCH has tllled t.helr petition. 

Fortunately though not everybody can he swayed so easily. There really is local 
support tor the SSC, only lt Is not so vocal and as weH organized as CATCH. 

When the site is nnally considered tor the SSC, I sincerely hope that only the real 
racts a.re used in making the dec~slon. Ttie decision maker must peel back the layers upon 
Jayf!rs or false facts, accusations anJ statements made about the SSC and take a look at 
the real Issues: 

ln my opinion, I only see one real problem with the SSC in Illinois. which I heard In 
only one CATCH speech (I was therf! in the nrst session or the hearing): 

The speaker was the resident or Campton Township (I can't remember the nam~) 
who figured out that the ES service arP.a was going to be in his front yard. I am sorry ror 
thls person. I am sorry tor the shoddy way in which Govarnor Thompson has taUed to 
notify him ot th ls. It I were In hls position, I wo11!d myselr be quite ticked about lt too. 
(But that does NOT give CATCH a right to make up tacts, exacgerste and Sl.i.nder every 
other aspect or the SSC.) 

But I also see benefits or the SSC, the most Important of which Is savings. In thes~ 
times l have seen teeth pnin!ully pulled ln order to extract a million or two dollars or 
savings here and there. One simply cannot Ignore the at least onejillion dollars that can 
be saved by siting the SSC here. This ls simply too great a number to pass up. 

Also consider that Illino!s rank'J 5Cth in rcdera.1 rundlng. I believe that the SSC 
would ll good step In correcting that d:etletency. 

Don'tget me wrong. I am not a heartless person when it comes to displacing people. 
I just don't belieVe that many are going to he displaced. I don"t beUeve CATCH's belief 
in that the SSC would cause thousands to lose their Jobs. 

What I do believe ts what P'ormilab has shown by exa.mple and CATCH has blat:intly 
ignored: Thousands ot joba ._v!ll be created. Bllllons or doll11.r5 Will be Injected into the 
local economy. 

And or all the types or industry that might appear In the western suburbs in thQ 
next twenty years, an accelerator would be the one least Hkely to destroy the 

<3> 
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environment. Fermllab has not destroyed the environment. On the contrary, It has 
reinforced and rekindled It (the prairie project ln the ring center ls a shining example or 
this). 

Remember, the decision must be based on the tacta about the SSC. Carerully look 
over the savings In placing lt here. Consider that experience already here both In 
operating It and ln bulldln& the tunnel. consider the pre-existence or P'ermllab and the 
time savings to be had In not having to bulld another injector. 

Do not consider the politics. Recently I read (In several newspapers) that the 
Reagan Administration 111 considering •gtvlng• It to Texas. l:i this the same 
admlnlstratton that worked to trim the budget to the last dollar' Or ls this the 
administration that •ill do ANYTHING to get George Bush elected? tam verydlsappolnted 
In )'OU Ron. 

And, yes, consider the opposition. But when doing so, look at their real racts, not 
the rabrlcatlons. ·And remember who ls really part or the opposition; I assure you Lt ts rar 
from a majority (why not put It to vote?). Along the same lines, consider under what 
circumstances that petition was compiled. 

I think I have said enough. There's no sense In beating it Into the ground over and 
over again. I sincerely believe that siting the SSC In Illinois would benent everybody. 
It would be a maJormlstake to look this state over and then spend the extra billion to put 
It in Texaa (or elsewhere). 

Arter attending that hearing, I personally feel that the SSC ls not going to be here. 
But If the decision really does come out against Illinois. I certainly hope that It ls for a 
legltlmate reason, not because some very vocal minority bullledand threatened their way 
Into forcing It. That would be the greatest shame or all. 

Sincerely, 

1JZ;kf c 4/r-
Mlke Isely 
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'ALEO~/TOLOGY II 

Appendix T5 (concerning paleontology) is rrausht with language that is not spe-

ciric enough. to ensure proteetion of our undisco~red prehistoric pa:lt. Ttle 

research in Appendix 15 is ~ ~ superficial to accurately predict the pre

quat_!enary resowrces within the p~oposed SS& site~ 

ln Appendi;c: \5 1-'t- l:t stated t:.ru.t important re3curce3'· are ~ e11e.:r that have 

dell!Qnstrati?d .sc:ien.ii.ilic importance. €In• intMprettttion ot this l.s·: 1( we dori' t 

know about 1t 1 then it isn't important. This stance might mean th~ !o:1s or 

The DOE admits that ftf~rther research may be desirable(,)~ after stating that 

tile report intormation waa based Cln t11• ind1.rldual state:.' proposal's. The writer 

of Appendix 15 ~ that the research is incomplete. The !mpre:sslon ls given 

tha.t Append'ix 1.S e:cpre11ses the. 111111ortance for laclt tftt!•reor> crttached· to Illinois• 

p~eh.lstoric heritage. 

It ls mentioned tbat "Evalu~tion procedures ••• (wlll beJ ••• perrorrned as necee3ary.• 

lt 13 not mentioned who will decide when it is necessary. With the deplorable -lack or protective legislation ror paleontological resources and the OOE's speed 

requirement, many potential (but yet undlsco"lleredl paieontological sites may be 

~unimportant and destro~ to save t11r.e during construct~.<'.'n. 

~ppendlx 15 cites several issues that arter :siting "could be pertinent ••• • It 

is also said that "Paleontological resource activities ••• could include ••• • Use 

or the word "could" in these instances implies that items may be added or 

subtracted. This leaves too much interpretation up to government officials eon-

cerned with speed, not prehistoric preservation. 
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PAL.EotlTOl.00'! II 

2 

ncontingency procedures" are mentioned to handle rossil remains. In light or 

the lack or legislation protecting fossil~, these procedures could be subject to 

~ interpretation. Much valuable resources would be compromised if the 

decision to site the SSC in Illinois is based on such unspecific language. 

In relation to Paleontological resource activities during preconstruction, many 

item.s are mentioned that are unclear. Nothing is mentioned about '!!!.2 will -determine nresource characterization." Perhaps a ··pnysicist or an administrator 

will decide which resources are signifigant? Also mentioned in this context are 

consultations "with concerned groups and individuals.• It is not mentioned in 

relation to Illinois tr any local groups or experts have been contacted. Or 

perhaps the DOE intends to contact them after resources have been uncovered and 

perhaps partially destroyed by a bull-dozer? 

Mention is made or developing "paleontological resource research ••• as necessary·," 

Also, "Report preparation ror agencies as necessary." One must ask who Will ·--
decide what is necessary? This language leaves too much open for interpretation. 

It is admitted in Appendix 15 that "· •• the area has not been systema~ically 

surveyed ••• " Nothing concerning~ it will be systematically surveyed, tr at 

all1is mentioned. 

In describing what was to be mapped in a geologic time sense, it is stated: 

"Pre-quat:.!£nary localities were not mapped because they lie with in bedrock." 

This statement seems very strange because the SSC tunnel will lie in the bedrock. 
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PALEONTOLOGY II 

The beat'Ock contains very old fossils or vertebr.rte ani111al lire. This Is vhere 

it will be likely to find the remains or dinosaors and mastodornr. But the 

paleont~logical survey in ~ppend'iK f5 concerns itself with just the most recent 

geological ?erio<S (Quaternary). lhis period produces iBainly fossilized plants 

and invertebrate animals according to an expert ln the rteld. While these are 

important, the fact that the tunneling in the b1!drock was dismissed so easily 

leads one to believe that anything fou"d in the b'e'drock will not be handled 

approprfately. The research concerning tne other states' paleontological evalu· 

at ions Involves itself with mucn d>eeper a!ld thel"efore®Cb older periods of time, 

One must ask ~ Illinois did not 111ap older geologic strata present at the 

proposed site? It is very obvious that the SSC will disturb strata inuch older 

than the Qua;!rnary period. There have been mastodons round in the area or the 

proposed ring. This ls a glaring omission in Appendix 15. 

Language that is not precise in a report concerning irreplaceable resources 

could imperil our unlocated prehistoric legacy. Perhaps the quality or 

research presented to the DOE and the public should be amended and updated berore 

site selection? Row can a responsible decision be ~ade using inco~plete and 

inappropriate 1nfonnation7 

g££P 'THE SSC CIUT OP 1LL1101S 
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TESTIMONY 

Before 
Department of Energy 

'Superconducting Super Colllder 
Drart Environmental Impact Statement 

October 7, l 988 

by 
Bernard P. Killian, Director 

TIUnois 'EnviTonmental Protection Agency 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in this hearing on the Superconducting 

Super Colllder draft Environmental Impact Statemeii.t, and to discuss the role 

of the llllnol1 EPA In the preparatory work that will lead to the Department 

of Energy's selection of a site for the SSC. I would Uke to provide a very brief 

overview of the Illinois EPA's authority and responalblllices and a summary of 

our review of the draft EIS. 

In llllnols, administration of the State's envlroumental programs Is shared by 

llllnols EPA, the Pollution Control Board, the Department of Energy and Natural 

Resources and the Attorney General. Created il'Y the Envlronmencal P1·otectlon 

Act of 1970, IEPA la empowered to perform inspections, conduct monitoring. 

answer complaints, and process grants. We are also the State's environmental 

permlttlng and enforcement agency and we have the primary responsibility tor 

carrying out the programs that are delegated to che Stace under the major federal 

environmental laws. Each of tlloee laws - the Clean Water Act, the Clean A Ir 

Act, the Safe Drinking Warer Ace, and the Resource Conservation and Recovery 

Ace -- Include• sume form of partnersh~p structure under which che Agency has 

met the requirements Co become a front-llne manager or the national program. 

Thus, whlle we continue to carry out our dutlet ln the State environmental 

llA.1 · I <055 



2. 

LETTER q2._'L (CONTINUED) 

programs, we also have been delegated varlous authorities in the management 

ot the na:t!onal safe drtnklng water, air pollution. undergrcmn1 lnJer':tlon control, 

water pollutlon and hazardous waate programs. The result la a blending of 

complementary t'ederal and state elements which work In concert to procect 

the environment In Ullnol:t. 

The Agency's primary role, and perhaps the \le'f to effec.t\ve ~mplementation 

of our environmental requirements, ts che permit process. Our review of the 

draft Environmental ·Impact Statement and 1upportlng documentation has, 

therefore, focused primarily on applicable atate and federal permitting 

requirements for alt aspects of the proposed SSC. 

In general, lllinois EPA technical starr review plans and spectficatlo11s ror proposed 

pcl.hitl.on soutccs and pollution control facilities. These revit:ws arc conducted 

to Insure that the prqcesses and equlpnient that will be used In the project will 

meet the federal and state regulations and requirements for pollution control. 

If a project c:annoc meet these requfrl'!menrs. a permit cannot be Issued. 

Our conclusion la that several federal and state permits '111111 be required before 

consrruccton and ·operation of the SSC and associated projects can begin. Briefly, 

they are: 

• Natlonal Pollutant Oiscl'\arge EHmimltl.on S'{ttem petml.ts w~n be req,ul.ted 

during ccnstructton for tunnel dewaterln.g. Ongoing water removal from the 

tunnel and dlsch:uged cooling water will altio require permlrs. State construction 

and operating permits will be necessary before any new waste treatment and 

water treatment facilities may be built. 
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• A Section 401 water quality review and certiflcatlon wlll be tequlre:d If 

a federal permit Ja neces;ary for constructlon In the wetland• areaa. 

State air pollutl~n control coru:truction and operatin'g permits wtll be required 

for the gas fired bollers that w:ll be u5ed to heat the facility. tn addition, there 

have been several trrnues raised concerning construction dust and air qualtty In 

the Batavia area.. Terry Sweitzer, permit manager of the Agency's Division of 

Air Pollution Con•rol, wlll discuss these ewe matters in subsequent testimony. 

While ~e .have nat -zeceWed 1:he ;rennJ:c .a~llce.ttQna Chat wUl be T1ecessary ror 

·us to malte final declssiona .on any of these quesi;Lcma, -based on .Ollf review of 

tl1e draft EJ.S and the supporting documentatlon, we have concluded that the 

project presents neither .unraolvable J&sues-1nor .t:Jneau to the area'• envlronment. 

We believe the :ea¥Jmnmental ..con.trols -tlmt -,wlll he necea&ary can be Implemented 

-au.cce511f.ully \\'~th.av.ailable and_prov.en.tcchntq.ua. 

Flnally, l should add .that our regula.tol"f TeSponslbil!tles would not stop when 

conatructlon of the SSC had been completed. We would continue co e:cerclse 

our d•.atles tit Tough .iftqlecdont.and .m.Oftltarlag .tbtou_ghouc tlte·Ufe ot'tberf.clllty. 

Thank you. 
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Rough Draft Only: DONOTQUOTE 
September 15, 1988 

O>ntl!ct: DIANE CAROL BAST 
312/4!1-3060 

Sl:PERCONDUCTING SUPER COLLIDE!!: Sl:PER BOONDOGGLE? 

by Craig Jones .q,,t>-' .. "'..f& ~tl"'-1..! l211>GfZ 121\ 
$'"'.:;, ~...i:,.i:!..e.:.it--.z 
:~:.,... 

ft;-;1~-
The superconducting super collider (SSC) is the subject of iruense interest among 

gQ\lemmem officials in the seven states, includintJ1ltinois. that are finalists in a U.S. 
Dcpartmen~ of Energy competition for the multicillion-dollar project. Proeo:nents.of 
locating the SSC in Illinois &ave emphasized its potential value to the srate s economy in 
terms of new jobs and increased tax revenues. But like St> many taxpayer-funded 
projects touted for their economk dcvl!lopment potential. the SSC may not yjeld tbe 
benefits claimed for iL 

Pan 1 or lhis paper offers an overview of the U.S. Dettanment of EnelJ.Y's su~r
conducting super collidcr project. In Pan II, the author.cons1den the economic benefits 
of the SSC from the pcr5pectwe of the Illinois taxJ>?:yer. While the data presented in 
this section are derived from the State of Illinois' site proposal, readers in all seven 
states competing for the SSC, as weli as federal taxpayers across the country, WI11 find 
much of the material useful u1 developing informed opinions on lhe projca. In Pan 111, 
"How Much Will Illinois Pay?" lhe author c:nab1ishcs the cos~ of the SSC project. This 
analysis of the benefits and clJ5ts of the SSC project nlls into question its vallle in 
furthering economic development. The .audior COJH:lr~j-:s from this analysis that state 
government officials who suppon the SSC for its e"r,nor.iic development potential should 
re..:onsider the evidence. 

If, on the other hand. stale government offkials seek dlC SSC primarily for 
presiige and the excitement of pure knowledge gatherin& they should make their goats 
clear - and discussion of the SSCs imponance should focus on these goals. In Pan JV, 
the author examines the case for tax funding of •pure research." as wen as the SSC's 
value as a pure research project. A surnn1al}' and concluding remarks constioue Pan V. 
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I. Background 

The proposed SSC is an ~rimental device that would enable scientists to con
tinue their searcll for a better understanding of the fundamental nature of mauer. This 
is an exciting area of research with imponant implications for physics and philosophy as 
well as other disciplines. Althouah it IS considered •pure• as opPQSed to •applied" 
research, proponents of the SSC'5 construction and operation anticipaie a great deal of 
economic spin.aff as new hiah technol~ companies locate near the SSC. resulting in a 
-Jlidl·tech corridor: Also cf aimed are large numbers of new~ generated by the 
inffow of roughly $4.4 billion in federal tax monies. And. since the national government 
currently retums fewer tax dollars to Illinois than to 01her states. the project-is pro
moted as a mechanism for getting a larger share of federal spending. < 1 > 

The SSC will be an oval tunnel 53 miles in length and ten feet in diameter. with 
access shafts every two-and9()oe-half miles. Those who suppon its siaing in Illinois claim 
that Fermilab <2 > can be used as an injector - a facility that accelerates frotons to a 
req_uired velocity before they are injecteCl into the larger SSC for accelerauon to the 
bignest velocities. Two beams of accelera1ed pro1ons will travel in opposite directions in 
the SSC These beams of protons will coUide at six poincs on the colliCler ring. and the 
debris from these collisions would be studied in an attempt 10 funher scientists' under· 
standing of the universe. Unlike Fermilab, which is entirely contained on federal land, 
the SSC collidcr ring would be under many homes. schools, and busineSses. Surface land 
for the project would be taken near Fennilab. near Kaneville, llJinois. and al the access 
shaft sites every two-and~ne-half miles along the ring. In addition. subsurface ease
ments would be required under property to which owneB would retain title. A total of 
3,708 acres of surface land and S.140·acres of subsurface easements <3> would be seized 
by the State of Illinois~. donated to the national government free of all enc:umbrances 
and at no cost to the nauonal govemmenL 

The competition for the SSC began in April 19870 when the U.S. Department of 
Energy (DOE) issued its invitation for SJte propOsals. In August 1987, the.DOE began 
screening the proposals it had received from cwenty-six states. DOE'"5CJ'eened p~ 
were submitted for evaluation by the National Acade~ of Sciences and National Academy 
of Engineering. In December 1987, eight finalists -Arizona. Colorado. Ulinois. Michi· 
pn. New York. Nonh Clrolina, Tennessee. and Texas -were selected. Shonly after 
the announcement. Governor Mario Cuomo withdrew New York State from the competition 
amid substantial local opposition to the proposed New York State SSC site. 

Final site selection was to have been '°mpleted by July 1988. However, the 
announcemem bas been poslpODed until NovemlJer 1988 at the earliest Observen of the 
project's development haVe sp_eculated that &he delay reflects an astute political strategy: 
As the list of coq>etitors for the SSC~ shorter, congressional suP1>9n for the 
project will weaken. since fewer states stand to gain from the J>l:Oject. Ultimately, 1he 
success in Congress of &he SSC proposal may depend on obtaining at least some funding 
before the final site announcement is made, funher erodinc congressional suppon. At 
the time of this writing, funding for &he SSC was not a certainty. 

To sell the SSC to taxpafeB and landowners in Illinois, those who favor siting 
the SSC in Illinois have e~tiasi:ed economic development. advancing three primary 
~ments: the ~~cted tiinh of a high technology corridor in the SSC area. the 
olleged creation of ihousands of jobs bY the inflow of federal and state tax dollars. and 

- 2 -
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the anticipated cost savings (to the national government) of using the existing FcmUJab 
installation. These arguments are considered below. 

lo addition. proponents of siting the SSC in Illinois raise an argument that cannot 
be igno_rec;l. but menu o_nly brief auenuon here. The Illinois Depanmcnt of Energy and 
Natural Resources has forecast that Fermilab may be closed if IDinois is not the sCleaod 
site for the SSC. S1atc offidats have attempted to quantify the losses in emp_loymcn& 
and income that would riw:le throup the Illinois econo!!I)'. <4> But Dlinois taxpayel'S 
need not be amcemed bj the Siaic's dire predictions. lbC U.S. Dc~ot of. EnCn rgy·s 
rcccnl)y released Draft Eiwimnmoual lmjJaa. SlatemBU (DEIS) dearly states "the opera
lfon ofFennilab is expected to continue regardless of the presence or absence of me 
SSC: <S > Because Fermilab operates under the iurisdiction of the U.S. government. die 
aulhor of this study accepts the U.S. Deparunent ol' Energy's assura.oc:es conceming lhe 
fate or lhat facility. 

11. Ecoaomlc Benefits oftbe Superconducting Super Colllder 

A. A New MldweSlern Slllo:oa ValleyT 

Proponents of the Illinois site envision the birth of a high technology c:or· 
rldor lo die neighborhood or the SSC. They do not cxplaio. liowcver. why no 
such corridor exists in the area of Fcrmilab. a leadins particle p~ research 
facility. Today, the corridors of development are .south. at Naperville, and along 
tbe Northwest_ Tollway - not in the area of Batavia and Femnlab. "Quite frank· 
!)'."notes Mayor Jeffrey Shielke of Batavia. "history has shown that the lab had 
little or no cffett on our dcvelopmenL" <6> 

Researchers for the Office of Technology Assessment of the CongrcssiorW 
Research Service· Science Policy Research Division also directly contradict the 
suggestion that a high technology corridor Wlll ~around t6e SSC. or that 
lberc will be significant econonuc return to the project: 

Economists have found a strong positive correlation between 
.....arch and development (R&D) spending and ecooomjc growth. 
1hcy have estimated private returns in excess of 20 percent per 
year and social returns in excess of 40 percenl on pnvatc sector 
R&D expenditures. They have not beCn able IO 5bow comparable 
returns. 8nd at times have been unable to show tury returns. on 
federal R&D expenditures. except for some applied research 
prograrm in agnculture. aeronautics. aod energy designed to 
1mprove industrial productivity. <7> 

Fennilab and 1he propqsed SSC are relatively pure research facililies. 
Unlike more applied research. such research tends to result in liule local spin off 
of high 1echnoJOgy business. Referring to hopeful compethors for the SSC who 
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LETTER ~2.2. (CONTINUED) 

1. 

have Yisiled Balavia, Mayor Shielke said, '"Ibey lhink h's goinJ to be llke Disney· 
land, where ouiside lho gate you have ISO motels and eveiytbin& else springing 
up. llell diem - no way." <8> 

B. Job Creation In the Host Stale 

The claim that there will be secondary ("induced") employment in the local 
and stale economies as a result of SSC amstruction and operation are based on 
es1imates made by the staie•s Depanment of Energy and Natural Resources in its 
Suookm<nl to t1"' Sit• Proposal fr!< rhe SllPD<ond~ Super Col/kier in /Uinois, 
VOfume 3 (hereinafter "Silppleinmt"'). <9> The pro,tecte<I &a.ins are shown below in 
Table 1. A careful -'Ysis will show those ostimales to be frausbt with inac-
curacy and illogic. 

Table 1 

AllllUI A-GalnJ Due 
to aa SSC 111 llllnols 

Economic Impact Construction Qperalion 
Component Period Period 

Jobs !\ Construction 
1,300 100 

Manufacturing 2,000 80 
) Services 1,000 1,560 
/ Retail Trade 760 300 

Wholesale Trade 280 300 
f) finance. Insurance. 

TIS 220 and Real Estate 
(g) Assorled Othon 385 1,040 

Total employment 6.000 3.600 

Income 
(a) Roa1Dis""'8ble 

Personal Income $148 million S97million 

Source: Table S -&anomic lmj)BCI: on_nlinois: Alternative Scenarios for the SSC. in 
S~ to the Sitt f'ropD!lllpthoS~SuperCclliderin 
/Uurois, Volume 3 • Emironmental Asseisment. page 106. 

• 4 " 
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LETTER -~~2.=2.~-

I. How Multipllu ~ W..XS 

Careful attention must be ~d IO the •mduced" employn>eol claimed for 
Ille SSC. Induced employment 15 determined by using a "multiplie,. - a 
factor by which pril11af)' employment can be multiplied to arrive at an 
estimate of .seoindary emp.Joyment. A .simplified ve.rsJon of the multiplier 
formula may be depicted as follows: < 10> 

TE • E(l.O + m) 

Where: 

TE • 

E • 

the total estimated employment. 

m • 

Pr"!wl' employment (worke" employed directly al Ille 
project) 

the employment multiplier 

Jf 1,000 workers are direWy employed in lhe construction of a given 
project. and the multiplier is .3, then 

TE • 1000(1.0 + .3) • 1300 

According to multiplier analysis. total e_~ployment attributable tQ the 
construction of this bypollletical project is 1,300, allhou.ftl> lust 1,000 ..,,k
ers are directly employed. The remaining 300 jobs are anauced" or MCOnd
ary employmenL 

Utilizing an operations rather than a consuuction multiplier, this simple 
equation may also be applied to the operations phase of die projec:L < 11 > 

2 ChaJknsing the multipllu numb.n wed. 

The authors of the Supplonent do not make explicit the multiplier 
numben used in their es1imates of employment Nor is it an easy 185k to 
calculate the multiplier based on the state's estimates of direct employment 
during the operations period at Ille proposed SSC - lllese estimal<S have 
changed over the course of the site proposal's development, and it is diffi· 
cult to know which is currently in use. < 12 > 

Jf Ille direct O!l'Jl.k.Jymen1 at the SSC duri"I! the construction phase is 
assumed robe Ille l,300 coa51nu:tioa jolM idenbfied ia Toble I aboYe, Ille 

- s -

llA.1- _ l<D(,,?-_ 



5 

7 

LETTER -"'~2~2.~- (CONTINUED) 

multiplier for the c:onstruction period is found to be 3.6. < J3> If the direct 
employment at the SSC dll!inJ the operalion pbase Is assumed to be 800 
.iob5. < 14> the multiplier for the operation eeriod is found to be 3.3. <JS> 
'The remairuns employment - 4,700 jobs dunng the construclion pbase and 
:Z.SOO jobs dunng the operalion phase - is induced employment projected 
only on the basi$ of tbC multiplier. 

Mulliplien of 3.6 and 3.S are extraonlillariebilh- It ls far more 
<Ol1llllOD to 6nd <ODSUUctiOD mulliolfen for bi&JI Cl!J>ital·lnl<DShle employ
lllOlll ill the range of LO to 2.0, and'opetallon !iplien tbecauae !hey are 
Jess capi1al intellSive) in an even lower~ < 16> While it may be argued 
that 11111nellng activity is WIUIUally capital iiltenslve, there is no reason to 
believe that sUch activity would - for a multiplier estimate 11 least 
double what is typical, nor doeo the tunnelingjuRiticatiou explain an opera
liom multiplier at leost lhree times what is tjpical. 

In Sep<ember 1988, the U.S. OepartmeDl of Energy released its °"'fl 
Elfvin»emOflal Impact Statement, as required by law. Piesented in this 
document i5 yet another SSC eamomic impacc ~· The multipliers used 
by the DOE are qui)e dif!erent - dlose used ....... State of Illinois. 
Cons11U<bon perlOd QWlliplicrs are RJUa1i1Y 2.0. wllllc operadons:P.erfod 
multipliers are app~ Lt?. < lT> "These vaJuc5 uc consi(Jerably lower 
lllan ~.t:"nf<d in.~ 5Jl/lpll!m#l1l, tailing lnro question rho llOCUra<y 
of both • · wbicb allegedly apply to the same prinwy wort. force. 

In addition. the DOE asSumed that the entire operations period work 
lorce, lndlMling opctalions -11ers pb&!<d Jn during !he COAWll<tion period, 
would be -employees in Ullnois. < 18> Tbal Is,-. ~· · 
mode by W: Slat• of. IJlinois,"""" of the -- cunemlJ' .. 
Fermilab wnold be inteJP11ted Into the SSC. _,.. rif the la Ulinois 
are faced witb a dilemma: If they aecept the Sia,.'s pt'Ojecti ... of direet 
emplO)'ment. then 1hey must conclude that ·the DOE's multiplier estimates are 
too bil!h. since mucb Of what the DOE assumed......, be Dew....,..,,.,,. .. 
wooldin fact be existing jobs ahufllcd &om - projeet to onothei. If. on 
the other hand, tbey a<cept the DOE's projealnm Of direa cmploymeDl, 
then Ibey 1111151 admit that the Drmois sile - ""' offer lower lillOr <05IS 
to the national govemmen~ am1ra1y ro cloiOll lltlde by_...,. al the 
Ulinois site (and discussed in Pan Ill below), 

The effect of the mulli~ oa........., of cmploymem and real dis
posable persoaaJ income is iignificaal. II the U.S. ~m of 
Commerce's rcconuaended ... ltiplier value of 1.S Is applied to botb the 
enllSUUclion and nperalion pbaseS of tbe SSC p~ < 19>, annual employ
mcat during the constnoctioo period Ii reduced to 3,250 jobs, and during the 
opera lion period to jusa 2,000 jobo. <20> Using tbe ... ,... annual wage 
relied upon by the Dlinois Department of Energy and Natufal Resouras. <21 > 
real ~~b[e personal income becomes S81.2S million duri~ construction 
and S54 million during operation. Over a twenly:rar operating period, real 
disposable personal income amounts to Sl.6S billion. The d~!ICY 
between thlS projection and the S3 billion~ by then.-~
..... of Energy and Natural Rcsourc:es is signilicam, and doatonstralOs bow 
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LETTER _q_z._z. __ (CONTINUED) 

much weight is given to the multiplier figure in the S'atc's economic impact 
analysis. 

3. Adju.stinsfor tlie loss of benefits to out-of~stare jimu. 

Local or state economic growth wi11 be stimulated by lhe construction 
and operation of the SSC only if there are firms in the area able to produce 
or supply the capital equipment and labor required by the project. For 
example. if the firms that build tunnel boring machines are not in Illinois. 
emf,loyment at lhose finm should not be inCluded in detennination of the 
mu tiplier. 1.ocaJ tunneling contractors have indicated that no manufacturers 
of this equipment are IOcated in Illinois. <22> The imJ!Onance of this fact 
cannot be overstated: lt disputes a significant ponion of the economic 
benefitS claimed for the SSC by state official$. 

In addition. UJinois finns will not necessarily be awarded other con~ 
tracts for the proiect. It has been SU!llcstcd, for example. that the ma~ets 
may be provided by foreign countries 1n an effon to solicit international 
cooperation. <23> Indeed. even much of the dim:t construction work force 
employed on the SSC may not be based in Illinois. Of seventeen conuactors 
involved in Chicago's Deep Tunnel project - an undertaking similar in many 
respects to the SSC - only four are Illinois finns. < 24 > 

Still more evidence that Illinois firms will not benefit from s~nding on 
the SSC comes from an article in Higl1 Ttclmology cotlSidering the benefits 
of the SSC to firms that produce sup_erconducting magnets arid firms in the 
~enics industry. Not one of tire firms apected to benefit from die SSC 
hm an Illinois adllrtss. <25> 

Winois is no stranger to the 1055 of emphmnent to ou1"°f-state finns. 
In spi~ of an S86 million subsidy to Milsub1shi/Chrysler, with multiplier 
analySis promises of thousands of new jobs from suticontracting activily, less 
than 16 percent of the subcontracu went to Illinois firms. <26 > The multi
plier analysis used to justify this subsidy significantly overstated the benefits 
of the public subsidy. <27> 

The construction phase empl~nt estimates presented in the Fall 1987 
SSC for Illinois Newsletter were given in three categories: minimum, most 
likely. and maximum. (Estimates for operation ptiase empl~ent did not 
differ over the three cates;ories.) The "minimum• construction _p_~ase employ
ment estimate was 3, 700 JObs: the "most likely" estimate was 6,000 jobs; and 
the "maximum• estimate was 11,000 jobs. The "minimum" estima1e is rejected 
by the newsletter's authors: 

The minimum estimate was based upon 1he assumption thal all 
goods and services for lhe construction of the SSC would be 
appm:tioned between Dlinois and non-Illinois suppliers according to 
traditional trade patterns. Typically, well under half of the 
expenditures for a project of this nature are earned by Illinois 
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LETTER "'122.. (CONTINUED) 

firms. Cbances of this happeni~ are very low because or the 
tedmieaJ aspecu of the SSC proj«t. <·28> 

Nothin& beyond the-~ "ledlni<al aspecu of the SSC ..+t" lo 
off emf to explaia '"II>' ayp1eal lnlde p1111ms eaD001 be ~ ID !act. 
the research praemed hOno .._,. lllat...., more of lh11 pnljecl'• beoc
fits will go IO--linns·lhan is traditional for public-kl projects 
inthelUle. 

Manipulatioo of~·• figures Is to be~ in
when etOllOJllic impoa RUdies are <i>nduaed tojmtify~-1c1..,,..._ 
ditures. William J~ Humer ref en to the -r'ai Mahal •: ~ 11 
11wa,. better. <29> - the coot of lallor Is iac r-...i. benefit 
to a community or region under study, economic~ SIUdies invariably 
ibow increased beamu from larger iand more ~nsive projeccs. Hunter's 
anahsis is directly applicable to the .,...., case for the SSC:· Why oot 
build an even-. ~· SSC7 Why oot build.,... SSC.?· The illogic of 
~ stale'J. case is JppareDt. 

4. Ac:cowuinrforrhe pouibility of illtmupte/ ar d/JaJntllruel fimdln& 
The pocential ealllOlllic bcnefiu !rom lhe SSC""' also noduccd by the 

very Ur/l!fi<anl risk lhlu is will not be fwld<d, or that funding will be 
$IOpped .befO(C its C8lllllletion. Communities could ---lial 
economic loss -.i.J tlic project be -ued ._ COlllU1IClion ia under· 
way: <30> 

Fundin& al the SSC is oot at .U certain aJlllideriD& the - loo& of 
--the lhlof~dtonnanowL MamlllllltoT/wEc.....U. 
"The prevailins moo<lill ~ii IO lleep the SSC" .U.0 for aootber J"'U 
with S50 million IO $70 lllillioil for,_ Thal - OOl be_.,. ID 
MISWO its falmi~ __,_. <31> Rlst of lhls .. ..,. reduces the 
expected value of ille - stream .w-1 for the...-_ If. for 
eU.mple, tbe CS1imated bcncfiu from a project are Sf million, but the prnll
ability that it will be mmpleted is only 80 ~rcent. then the expected value 
of the project is only Sll00,000(.8 .Sl,000;000~ <32> Thal S800,000 ii the 
- Illar a mioilal planner-'d- tobc the benefit offered by 
the project; it is lhil- to--ts-ld be~ 

While deierminaliea of the ~lily lhat the SSC will be completed 
is i.._.ole. n ii impor<aa1 io ~ lhal .., risk that the SSCwill 
001 be lunded is a fUilller mluction ID the projcCt'•pnispccti"' ccooomic 
bencfi ... 
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LETTER "32.2. (CONTINUED) 

S. Accounting for opportunity cost. 

Proponents and opponents of the SSC are unlikely to agree on the 
correct multiplier to apply to the \jroject or the percentage or contracts 
likely to go to out--of-state firms. ut there is a more pi:olound objection 
to the slate's economic impact forecasts that may ovei'shadow even these 
important questions. A suong case can be made that no multiplier estimate 
of mduced empl~nt will produce numbers sufficiently accurate for 
responsible planning. because multiplier analysis is itself inherently flawed. 
Ac:Cording to economist_ William J. Hunter, "Use of the multiplier to evaluate 
public works projects and economic development stralegies provides false 
information concerning the impact of such spending. This is because the 
theory fails to lake into account the value of alternative uses of taxpayer 
money: what economists term 'opponunity cost. .. <33 > 

Perhaps the most crucial point to be made is that the $1.7 billion cost 
to Illinois taxpayers of the SSC project could be spent just as productively 
by the private sector. There is no reason to believe thal government 
otficialS spend money more wi:;ely and productively than do their private, 

· taxpaying constituents. In (act, the evidence is just the opposite: Invest· 
ment undertaken by the private sector tends to be more productive than that 
undenaken by government. Edgar K. Browning. o(Texas A&M University. 
has estimated that the diversion or private resources to government use 
results in a net social~ of one dollar for every ten dollars diverted. <34 > 

Illinois. in £act. win sec an extreme case of resources losing their 
productive value by beinJ withdrawn from the private sector if the SSC is 
sited here. In an industnal area near West Chicago. 10,600 workers arc 
employed on 623 acres. <35 > This is 46 times the number of jobs per acre 
as are currently maintained at Fermilab. <36> Near this industrial area, in 
West Chicago and the Facilities Planning Area, <37> arc 500 acres zoned for 
heavy industry. If developed as an industrial area. thousands of permanent 
jobs could be sustained by this acreage. However, this SOO-acre area will be 
lost to SSC land acquisition if_ the SSC is sited in Illinois. The potential for 
thou5;8nds of permanent jobs is surrendered for the hope of just 500 perma· 
nentJobs at the SSC. <38> 

If a multiplier analysis can be fairlv empt~ to estimate •induced" 
employment expected as a result of SSC construction, it can also be invoked 
to estimate is die induced employmenl lost as a result of des1royed business 
opponunities on SOO industrial acres. In addition, hundreds of exis1ing jobs 
at businesses in the SSCs proposed path are j~rdized by SSC land 
seizure. 711U single case of~ con/isealion or the SSC would result 
in the loss of many morr potential jobs than woo be genera/er.I by the 
entire SSC cons11Uction and operation. 

Proponents of the SSC claim that the acreage under considera1ion will 
not be lost entirely to non·SSC uses. They suggest that the U.S. Depan· 
ment of Energy may allow expansion of the DuPage County Airpon to take 
place on this rand. There are, in (act, no guarantees that this non·SSC use 
of the land will be pennitted. It would be foolhardy to accept wishful 
thinking or this nature as an input 10 the SSC evaluation process. 

• 9 • 
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LETTER 922. (CONTINUED) 

In its Draft Environmer.tal Impact Statement, the U.S. Depanment or 
Energy identifies •ooE-Committed lwlitigations" and ·Possible Mitigations" -
actions that either will or may be undenaken b)'. the DOE to reduce the 
impact or SSC implementation. <39> Some of these mitigations are very 
site-specific. but none ref:rs to the 500 111inois acres claimed available for 
airp:>rt expansion. One possible midgation cited does refer to Jeaseback of 
agricultural land$ for '"activities whicti would not conflict with project opera
tions." <40> The 500 acres are presently in agricultural use, although zoned 
industrial. The possibility of such a leaseback Tor the purpose of airpon 
expansion i5 tempered. however, by the OOE's statement that "these mitiga
tions may or may not be feasible or even d~sirable, depending on the 
outcome of fina] project desibll." <41 > 

llow many jobs w9utd have been produced if the tax dollars Illinois 
proposes to spend on the SSC were instead spent by the private sector? 
What econo1nic benefilir; would result if productive resources - capital and 
labor - absorbed by the SSC were instead used by private industry? 
Although the SSC does ind.::ed bring federal dollars to Illinois,. the project 
wilt not be free to Illinois taxpayers. The cost to Utinois of laQifing this 
project can be calcaJated not only in temis of direct financial cost, but also 
1n terms of job opPortunities lost because productive resources wilt be taken 
by the SSC project.' 

Finally, it is' appropriate in a discussion of oppartunity costs to con8 

sider a dain1 made by the Illinois Department of Energy and Natural 
Resources: 

Sale of bonds for major capital projects allows lhe State to fiiy 
back 1be costs over a period of 25 years. rather than taking e 
amounLS of tax reve11ue immediately. Thus, funding for the C 
am.I other cnpita.I projc:cts will not affect the amount of funding 
available for programs such as education. which arc funded by 
tax.es and other J'cvenue sources.. <42> 

This is come_arable to saying that a homeowner':i mortgage has no 
c:ff:ct on lhe family budget. The:. fact is that any responsible planner views 
the present value <43> ,of future obligations as a very real cost. one that 
must be COD5iderc:d aJong'with other bUdget expenditures. The id9 that the 
present value of the stream of interest e:ayme1us and of the future principal 
payment does not compete with e:c:penaiture in other areas is indefensible. 
These costs wiU be borne by the pnvate sector in the form of increased 
taxes, or b'J cutbacks in other government expenditures, or by a combination 
orlhe two. 

• 10. 

llA.1 · I (pG, I 



15 

LETTER '322.. (CONTINUED) 

C. Will the National GOTemraeat Save? 

1bo-third economic argument advanced by SSC prop:onents is documented by 
\he A. T. Kea!Mf study, prepared·~ a· management comuhing fimrat the. re.quest 
of SSC for lllino1s. Inc. (now SSC for Fermilab). The study claims 11 saving of 
SJ.28billion1o·the national government if the SSC is built at fennilab. <44> The 
savings identified by. AT. Kearney are presented in Table 2 below. Several of the 
estimateS of cost savings are suspect; indeed. officials with the U.S. Department 
of Energy have. expressed doubu that the Illinois site would prove tes.s costly 
than others under consideration. <45> 

Tablel 
Projected Cost Savings Ir SSC ls 

• . Slred In llllnols 
(in mHliont) 

Category 

1. Component and ConstrUction 
Cost Avoidance Net of Upgrade 

2 Cost Related to Start·UP. 
assemb_l_y. of Femnlal:t workforce 
use of'Fermilab computer software 
reduced injector system d'owntiine 

3. Financing Cost Savings 

4. SSC Opera~ng Cost Savings 

5. Construction Cost IO be Borne by 
the Staieoflllinois 

6. OtherSiie Enhancements to be Borne 
by State- and Local Government 

TOTAL 

71 
6 

36 

Estimated Saving 

$426 

113 

959 

1320 

316 

144 

$3278 

Source: AT. Kearney, Inc., Siting the Superconducting Super Col/U:Jt!' al Fermi/ah ~
An lndependenJ Cost Study, Fobruary 26, 1988. 
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LETTER "'.lZ.2- (CONTINUED) 

Items 1 and 2 account for $539 million of the savio~ claimed. The A. T. 
Kearney study asserts independence and objectivity, but the information used to 
dctermme "reduced injector system downtime" and similar cost ~vings was pro
vided by Fermilab staff. Wilh due respect fl)I' their scientific expertise, it is 
reasonable to question whether Fermilab staff are independent and unbiased 
evaluators. • 

Item 4, "SSC Operating Cost Savings." includes labor, supplies. power, and 
management costs associateCI with the operation of Fcrmilab's particle aca:Jerator 
injector system. The A. T. Kearney report's projected cost savings assume that 
1,600 current Fermilab emplO)•ces, wti1Jse annual salaries average·S42.000, < 46> 
would shift their work to the SSC. Of the $1.32 billion operating cosr avings 
projected bv A. T. Kearney, approximat~ly Sl billion - fully 75 pera=i- is 
accounted for by the salaries of Fennila.b employees. <47> 

Unfortunately for SSC proponents. work force estimates released by the U.S. 
Department of Energy completely discredit tht A. T. Kearney projections. As was 
noted in Pan n aboVe. the DOE ,Projects that MM of the workers currently 
employed at Fermi1ab wou!d be integrated into SSC ~rations. This fact alone 
redUces the total operating cost savings projected b)' A. T. Kearney~ over 40 
percent -- $71 milhon in work force assembly (the start-up costs of hiring and 
training) and St billion in work force salaries. 

Items S and 6, although claimed a~ savings to the national government, are 
in fact C05ts ~o be home by Illinois taxpayers. These costs consist of 1316 
million in tunnel construction and SI44 million in site enhancements to be born by 
state and local govemmenL 

Item S, tunnel construction cost. is a valid cost saving to the muional 
government only if there are no alternative sites with lower cosL The amount 
saved Js not the total cost of tunnel construction. as is claimed by A. T. Kearney, 
but rather only the cost of tunnel construction at the lowest-oost site •. Texas. 
for example. has estimated its tunneling costs at just S163 million. abctut half of 
Illinois' estimate. Jn essence. the taxpayers of Illinois would pay 531& minion to 
save 1he national government $163 million. lbis is no bargain for minois tax.~ 
payers •. 

If the reason for including this element in the cost savings is taken to its 
logical conclusion. the more tunnel boring costs, the greater the savings to the 
national govemmenL Rather than pay for 53 miles of tunnel, perhaps the state 
government should offer to bore 100. or even 1,000. miles of tunnel. So long as 
Illinois is willing to pay the price. it is a •cost savings• to the national goyem-
ment ••• even if_some tunnels are never used. This is. of course, absurd. The 
$316 million is not a cost saving to the nacional government when lower tunneling 
costs are projected at alternative sites. It is, however, most assuredly a cost to 
Illinois taxpayers. 

A fundamental weakness of the cost savings approach used ia the A. T. 
Kearney study is that it produces a result that is not useful for co~on to 
01her site proposals. Responsible planners must consider true alternatives - noc 

- 12 -

llA.1 • 



l(D 

17 

LEITER 92.2 (CONTINUED) 

hypod1etieal. nonexistent sites. Responsible planning demands comparison of site
spccific cost eslimatC$, as well as consideration of the incentive packages offered 
by other states. 

Consider lbe following illustration: Assume State A has offered financial 
incentives totalling SI bil!ion for the SSC. Adding 2S yeartof finan_cing.co.st at 
9 percent yields a total "cost saving to the federal govemn1cnt" of $2.25 billion if 
the SSC is built in State A; If instead the nationar government elects to build 
the SSC in lllinois. for example, it docs not save SUS billion. It only saves the 
amoum by whicb State A's construction and ~ration eo5ts, Im Slate A's incen
tive. exceed the cost of construction and o~ration in Illinois, also appropriately 
adjusted. Depending on sitc--spccific costs. Fermilab may not be tl'lc least expen-
sive site &om a national perspective. <48> · 

The Sl.25 billion •savings" estimate made for State A. and rhe A.T. Kearney 
study daims for Illinois. are meaningless. What is required for me31ling!ul analy· 
sis is a '°mparison of the total cost of construction and operation at eaCh 
individUal site. adjusted for the financial incentive packages. It is not at all 
dear that Illinois would look best in such a comparison. 

D. Where Is the Bouom Une? 

The economic argumenrs proffered by SSC advocates do not stand up under 
scrutiny. There ls little evidence that high-tech "spin off" will develop in ttie 
neighborhood of the SSC. The multipliers used in the state's analysis and those 
used by the U.S. Dep.anment of Energy are wildly inconsistent; bQth. no doubt 
signifiamtly overstate employment effCcts because of their failure to account ror 
the loss of both direct and induced employment to out-of-state firms. Prospective 
bcnefirs of the-SSC are funher reduce a bji funding uncenainties. Finallf• the 
savinp claimed for the Illinois site ~.the AT. Kearney repon are both 1nac· 
curate and meaningless for responsible planning. 

Most importantly, proponenrs of the SSC have failed to consider the vezy 
real opponu1Uty com incurred by locating the project in Illinois. The resources 
that Will be consumed by the SSC aie resources that otherwlse would have been 
employed productively in the private sector. The value of the jobs. goods. and 
services.that would have been produced if not for the SSC may be. diffLcult to 
ascenain. but that ls no reason to ignore these op~nunity costs completely. 
They must be a«OUnted for if the value of the SSC is to be accurately deter
mined. 

llL How Much WllUlliaols Pay? 

The State of Illinois has appropriated $10 million for development or the SSC 
proposal and ror site investigation. < 49 > In addition., the State of Illinois has guaranteed 
{although not yet appropriated) the sum ofS568.7 million for tunnel construetion, land 
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acquisition. road upgrades. and other expenditures.. This amoun1 will he financed over 2S 
~ wilh bond saleS: at current interest rates for tax.-exempt bonc11. &he fiaancing alone 
as projeaed to cost Sl.08 billion. 

Each SSC compe1itor Slate, indudi"I! Dlinois, was permiued 10 offer IO the 
national government a sealed finandaJ incenlive. The incemive was required IO be 
sealed in order 10 mollify smaller competitor stales eoaceroed llla1 WJ< 11aoes, such as 
Dlinois and Texas. might simply 'buy-the SSC projCCL JIHncm• incenuve -likely 10 be 
cash offered in addition to land ancf infras&ructilre P8_!21!*5 - is kept secret frOm the 
very ~oole who vnll pay ic the IDpayeB of DlinoiS. 9n)y a few 11a1o ..,..mmcn1 
offiaals have full knciwledge of the !Dial commi1men1 belil& made at the ""i!<ASe ol lhese 
taxpayers. An a<curate assessmen1 of the economic Yiabifily of lhe SSC pcvje<I is, of 
course, made exuc:mely diflicull by ~ wi1hholding of informalloa. 

Various units of local ~mment have eommitted themselves to road improve .. 
ments. wa1er and sewer service, fire and police service, and land and office space. valued 
over the life of the project at S33.9 million. <SO> In addition. Illinois Bell is committed 
to provide celecommunications equipment and service improvements valued at $3.4 million. 

. Loss of land to the ~jeet wa11 reduce local tax base, causing annual pi:operty tax 
CXlllections to fall by S8t5.Sn. In an atteqn IO mitiga1e this Joss. the Illinois General 
Assembly approved legislation that pennits lhe appropriation of state funds to reimburse 
local governments that lose tax base. <51> The legislation, however~ limi&s this reim
bu rsement to a period of five years; property lost IO the SSC will be removed from local 
tax rolls for at least 35 years.. Perhaps more imponanaly, lhe Jegislalion mcrcfy author
izes a transfer of Income from other Illinois ~y_ers to Joca_I governments affected by 
the SSC. The state as a wboJe will still experience a loss of S81S.S77 per year for seven 
years of construction and at least twenty years ot operation, for a tot81 COSI in lost tax 
base of $22 million. . 

The dislocation of families whose- homes will be taken ~eminent domain involva 
costs lhat cannot be CJ1.8Dtified. Some of these pr~ are fwe~ration famil)_' 
farms. Cenainly the anguish of these people who will be forced oul of &heir homes is a 
significant cost - one for which lhey are not likely lO be lai!'f mmpensated. Theodore 
J. I.owl and Benjamin Ginsberg. describing the land quiliuon proccs.s undertaken twenty 
~rs ago for Fermilab, recoum how homeOwners were antimidated by ~ment 
officials and how their land was. in the end, acquired at a price that cOUld hardly be 
considered "fair market value": 

Our studies overwhelmingly documented the charge lhat "market 
value'" is an impossibilicy 10 any context in involuntary 
exchange. Our studies also show that no approxima11on of just 
Q>mpcnsation can result from an acquisition process ba!ed 
SJrictly on ne~tiation between the authorities and single_ 
isolated individuals. < S2 > 

. Homes located in the area of lhe SSC. in ~lar those located on the a>llider 
ring. will iend IO lose value relative 1a comparablC homes elsewhere. 1be easemenl for 
the collider tunnel wiU be shown on the d!le IO lbese propenies. ..........,i.e buyers 
may avoid these homes if for no Olher,,..,.,., than loWer expected resale value - per· 

- 14 • 

llA.1. IC-..11 



20 

LETTER 92.2.. (CONTINUED) 

fcctly rational behavior on their pan. This economic loss wiU be absorbed by local 
propert)'. owners on the SSCs site, <SJ> and while substantial, this loss does not appear 
an any of lhc state's eslimateS of the cost of the SSC. 

There are additional costs in terms of degradation of the environment by years of 
consuuction and 1?)i the unsightly shaft sites. some ofwh1cb will be in residential areas. 
1bc negative aesthetic etrec:t of this activity is difficult if not impossible to quantify. 
but it is nonethe)ess a cost of the SSC. 

Table 3 summarizes these costs. In addition. Illinois taxpayers will also paY. a 
share of the S4.4 billion to be spent by the national government on the SSC. llbnois' 
share was calculated 10 be 5446 million, <54 > but was not included in Table 3 because it 
is a cost that will be borne by Illinois taxJ>a:yers even if dte SSC is built elsewhere. 
Excluding this cost results in a total cost ofSl.7 billion·plus the value of the secret 
sealed incentive. its financing cost. and other unknown costs. 

Tablel 
Summary or SSC Costs 

(la millions) 

State of Illinois subsidy s 568.7 

Proposal pteparation COSI$ 10.0 

Financing cost 1()80.0 

local government commitments 33.9 

Reduced property tax base 22.0 

Sealed inceptive unknown 

Reduced property values unknown 

Damage to environmenl unknown 

Opponunity cost unknown 

TOTAL $1714.6 

As discussed in Pan D above, the Dlinois Depanment of Energy and Natural 
Resources estimates the increase in real disposable personal income attributable to the 
SSC to be almo>t S3 billion over the !He of !he project. This all1hot's analysis. bosed on 

- lS -

UA.1- 1Gi7Z.. 



2.1 

LEITER '322. (CONTINUED) 

Slandud nw~t appear to.be more than generous. results in an estimate of SJ.65 
billion in real · e penoaal- Willl a- to Jlli.a __.of ll last 
Sl.7 billion, it- thlit the return ao tllo•te oa 111-ol tix dollars In 
tbii projecl wiUlie aeptive. Addig-COSlland thetaled-10 
the-estimate~inTablel-.and~the-of
iuued toout-of .. 11re finns, maka 11-cenaia tllll the ittdl'Olllit willbealmp 
eamomic lass for die state's resideDIS. 

There is one additional -..t1c _., ottbisoniiectof-i11~ 
land-nts) should be-. An---ar~ is tobetpen& to entice 
ihe naUOnal-tosilcthe SSC iaDHnoio. Bua i., the1tatc'1owncsdttiatc, 
~ S22!5 million In income 111 .--is ... IOd asa .-11 oflhe SSC. <5.S> Even 
If expected Siles tax.....,... of Sl80 atiDionare illdltded, hued Oii the state's PR>iect
ed real disPGAble personal income of nearly $3 billiall, adelicitof-_. Slllillion 
remains. The taxpayen of Illinois will Pl)' this deru:it - an amount in acess of 5114 
for every man, - and child In lllinoos - to subsidize the few who will benefit from 
the projeel. Moa llllnois<upayenwill Nllize .., ......... .., ..... oa their 111-.S. 
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Questions are raised. however. when this ~ment is used to promote tax 
funding for l'Ufe research. By whom must the ~nlduct be considered "sufficiently 
desirable"? Who is best able to determine the QPtimal amount" of product 10 be 
produced'/ Pure research, according to economist Gordon Tullock (~ho generally 
suppons subsidization). is research undertaken in an effon.10 

increase knowledge without any dear Idea as to bow the 
increase in knowledge will be Used. It has two positiYe effects; 
the first oflheM is to satisfy curi<>lity. We would like to know 
what the other side of the moon looks like. The second of 
these effects is that such discoveries may, in the future, lead to 
improved technology of some son. <S9> 

With respect to Tullock's first _positive effect of p_ure research - the satis-
faction of curiosiry. or enjoyment of knowledge - it is imponant to ~ize 
that different individuals obtain different amounts of enjoymerit rromiiioWJei:lge. 
Not everyone is curious about what the other side of the moon looks like, and no 
one is curious to the same degree as his neighbor. Not everyone cares 10 know 
what happens when protons collide with one another. To justify the s~nding of 
tax dollars on pure research because this research satisfies aariOsity is inappro-
priate. since it makes subsidization a function of taxes paid rather than a func
tion of ent9Y111ent or satisfaction received. In ihort. it fails to address the 
~estion. 'Desirable to whom?" Voluntary contributions~ those who feel they 
benefit would be a more equitable and rational method of funding pure researCh. 

The second benefit of pure research descnlled by Tullock is that it provides 
a foundation of knowledge for advances in •PP.lied research. This implies that 
there is a continuum between pure and apphed research. In fact. the distinction 
between ~re and applied research seems ubitrary; for it to be'meaninsful. we 
must be able to 1>9int to instances of research with no ~ical applicanons. or 
research with no basis in theory. This seems to be impossible; arid if attempted, 
such an exercise would reveal how little of current reSearch falls neatly into one 
of these two categories. If subsidies were gran1ed to pure and 001 to applied 
i'esearch. the category "pure research• would undoubtedly grow to encompass a 
greater share of total research. 

Hair-splitting aside, If pure research is viewed as one step in the l'fOC0!5 of 
applied research. ihen reward for p.ire research eff'oru is obtained by lhe sale of 
the fruits of the applied research of which it is a pan. Pure research is used 
most directly by applied research scientists who 1n tum profit from 1he results of 
their appliea research. The funding of pure research, then. is correctly the 
concern of applied scientists and thOse who hire them. C~tions that wish to 
compete successfully in the production of IPDlied research will invest in ~re 
research; those that fail to invest the optimif amount will eventually fail, freeing 
their assets for use by finns that do invest the correct amount in pure research. 
1be fees they exact from customers for the use of their applied research will 
account for tbe c:os1 of their pure research, jus1 as those fei:s account for the 
salaries. laboratoty equipment, and related costs of applied research. 
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Are some pure research projects or such a sea.: that private funding could 
not be obtained in lbe ~ quantity? According to Ralph Conant and 
Thomas Easton. c::onuibutors to ttie book Privolc Means, Public Ends, '"many 
research projects in Dhvsics. astronomy. and other fields are simply too vast for 
the ptjvate purse. lhcir funding requirements run into the hundreds of millions 
of dollars. enough ro strain the budgets of even the largest companies •• : <60> 
The most ~le~ IO this is that it simply 15 not true. In 1984., over 
half of all runding for rescar<h and development c:ame from pr:ivate lndusuy, 
whi<h inwstcd :149 billion in R&D compafed to :145 billion invested by the 
national aovemmeat that year. Univen.ities invested an additional $2 billion in 
R&D that year. <61> Nearly three.quanen of national government spending on 
R&D is for defense. <62> an area of investment with arguably fewer avilian 
•pPlications than ~te sector R&D spending. Partnersllip:s and c:onsoniums of 
pnvate !inns <1111 Ind do make hundreds of millions of dollan available for 
research. · 

Two additional responses to the claim that government must fund pure 
research in general. and the superconducting super col1ider in paniculai, can b:e 
made •. TbeSe are presented in sections Band C below. 

B. Ca11 the SSC compete! 

Acce~n& for the moment the need to subsidize pure research, the next 
question to be resolved is which pure research projects to subsidize. Competing 
opportunities must be considered. The NASA s~ station progra.i:n (althougti 
ar~ably more apJ>lied In nature) competes for funding with ihe SSC. The 
saentific community also appears united in iu suppon of effons to map the 
human ge~. <63> Other proposals are pending for ln<reases in the budgets of 
the Nauonal Science Foundauon and a U.S. program to srudy the global environ
ment. 

Op~tion to the SSC was expressed in a recent New York Tunes cditorial
<riticlzing the larp proposed federal expenditures for P'!'ie<ts that could be 
"l>oorly anaJvzed.wnturC5 whose growth 1breatcns more fiuilful initiatives." <64> 
1be editOrhilist-suaem that panlCipation with the Europeans at a Geneva 
colJJder facility woUld enable fruitful research to c:ontinue at a much lower cost. 
Nobel physicijt Dr. Carlo Rubbia holds that the l.arie Ele<tron·Positron (LEP) 
facility at Cem could achieve one-half the -r of ihe prooosed SSC at less 
than one-tenth the cost. In addition, some lldentists bellovC - te<hnoJosy will 
enable acceleraton to be built mu<h more cheaply in th• future. "By the ume 
the U.S. deficits (from construc:ting the SSC1 disappear, the - materials 111!!f 
allow a new Americ:an ac:celerator to be built more <heapl)I." <65> Dr. Emilio 
Picasso, director of the LEP collider at Cem, believes !hilt his facility "will be 
the last accelerator of its kind built in the form of a ring." < 66> Similar 
sentiments have been expressed by othen. <67 > 

It should be llOtOd that there is significant opposition to the SSC In 1he 
scientific and business communitiu. Many scientists feel that large projects like 
the SSC will drain funding away from smaller, more tJ!OCfuctive sctencc research 
efforts. Nobel astrophysidst Amo Penzias, vice president of research at Bell 
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Laboratories of American Telephone and Telegraph Company. is concerned that 
"small science &roups. which traill the next gencranon of scientists. are gettinJ 
squeezed." <68> Philip W. Andcrmn. a ~obcl physicist from Princeton University 
notes that "ft is a sobering lbou~t that Alben Einstein would c:enainly have 
been denied a Science Foundauon grant to lhink by bi~lf about the photO"' 
electric effect or relativity theory." < 69 > 

According to Dr. Kumar Pa1el, executive director of rcscarch at AT&T Bell 
Laboratories. "bi&h energy experimenial partide physics bas not and will no1 con
lribu1e ntuch to die science and technology of manufacruring. • <70> Dr. JJ. Wise, 
vice P!'esJdent ofresearc:b for Mobil Research and Developinent C?r"P., has written. 
"Considering tfk-.. aade-offs that would have to be made to ~rsue the scientific 
possibilitiea Of lhe SSC, I do not feel 1ha1 1he construclion of lhe SSC can be 
Justified at this time.• <71 > And Mr. D.B. Rogers. SCneral director of resea.rch 
and devel~m for Dupont Electronics. writes. it IS difficult for me to under· 

" stand how the SSC coulcf rank on a national priority list thar includes biomedical 
research. superconductivity, photonics, high density semiconductor integration and 
interconnection, structural COmf?Osites, fossil fuel recovery, alternate sources of 
energy, factory automation, etc. <72> . 

Oearly there is considerable disagreement in the scientific and business com
munities as «>where research dollars can be most productively ~nl. There are 
many laudable projects and many able researchers competing for fundin~ Budget 
constraints dictate that choices be made from these competing research efforts. 
Those choices shouJd be made after careful consideration of the benefits to be 
achieved ~each program and subsequent comP4!_ison to the benefits to be 
achieved b)' other programs as well as to the benefits the private sector could 
achieve with the same resources. This is obviously a tall order. 

In the case of most goods and services, the free market accomplishes the 
allocation tuk well. lfwe grant the questionable ~liom that pure research 
is a product like~ to be prOduced in fess 1han optimal quanlides, llid Iha! 
government subsidies are the most approeriate remedy to that siwation. then we 
must be as objective and rigorous as possible in our assessment of all proposed 
projects.. Many eminenlly qualified scientists bc~ieve the SSC fails such a test. 

C. Dan&'en or e:mnunenc fundfn1 or res,earcb alld development. 

In !heir 197C.review of lhe siting of Fertnilab - an anal):sls painfuRy rele
vant to the current.superconducting super collider debate - the authors of 
Polisddrdesribe an uncomfOrtable relationship between science and government: 

The sci8ntifiC establishment is the· fim •complex' in American 
national government. It precedes 1fle military-industrial comple11: 
by more than a decade. The government"5cientific c:omplu wu 
an impressive and, given the goals of scientist.' sua:essfiaJ 
achievemeaL 
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Nevenheless. it is ~robable that few scientists were ever 
altogether hapPI' with science gone public. Although the 
relationship t>etween them and the government beCame stable. 
pro_sperous. and productive, it was all the same characterized by 
ambivalence. The pre-World War II rear of government bad 
never entirely disappeared. < 73 > 

Government off"K:ials themselves admit that a relationship widl science must 
be entered in[o with extreme caution. Writing in Sciena magazine over a decade 
ago. Kingman Brewster quotes former President Dwight D. Eisenhower. who warn
ed that ~the prospect or domination of the nation's scholars by federal govern
ment pro~ allocation, and the power of money, is ever present. and gravely to 
be regarded: < 74> This and other dangers of government funding of research and 
devclOpment must be clearly understood as we consider the wisdom of taX funding 
of pure research. 

1. Bureaumuization 

In a 1983 study for the Cato Institute, ~0U9 analyst Don Doig ab!Y 
descn'bed the inefficiencies imposed on acaClem1c research by the require
ments of the national bureaucracy. Researchers spend more and more time 
on reports and research proposals. he found. and fess and Jess time on aaual 
research: 

The detrimental effects of bureaucratic management are an 
inevitable result of centralized political resource allocation and 
will not be effectively addressed by finding competent 
administrators or rigbt-thinking P.Oliticians. Ec:Onomists have 
demonstrat·ed the impossibility of rational resource allocation under 
central political control and the ~rverse institutional incentives 
which work to sub'len good intentions. < 75 > 

2. Po6ticization 

The P._Oliticization of science cannot be denied. The mere fact thal 
poliiicians from seven states are currently engased in a bidding war for the 
SSC is ample proo_f. Indeed. 1he entire compeutive bidding process employed 
for SSC site selection today was born twen!Y years ago out Of strictly 
political concerns., when the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission attempted to 
site Fermilab. According to the authors of Poliscide, 

the decision process they improvised was simple in design, complex 
in execution. and very probably comfonable to the motfw openlndi 
of any scientisL Rather than entering outright into the problem. 
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througll direct choice or !_ogrollin8. or by appealing to higher 
poliucal au1hority, the AEC (Atomic Energy Commission], ind"oint 
venture with the National Academy of Sciences, dcvel~d a st or 
iiatd crlteriaft ~which the coml,><'.tition could appear to be 
governing itself, and through which the weaker competitors could 
appear to be eliminating themselves ..• 

This is a special kind of decision pro.ccss. although not 
nrUquc. It is so spcciaJ that there is no ipc:cial oame for ii: 
Deasion making by elimination? Elimination by aiteria con
trivance?- The ratcbet effect? By whatcVer ~the results 
would smell as sweet ••• 

Heads we win; tails. we don't lose. <76> 

'- The dangers of government control of research should be obvious to 
anyone familiar with the Nazi and Soviet experiences. While our government 
is a far ay from these examples, the danger is nonetheless presenL "As 
more and more resources arc concentrated in the hands of the government." 
Don Doig warn&. "science will become increasingly polilicizcd". < 77 > Even in 
the United States. the administrations of the last four presidents have shown 
tendencies to impose Pt?litical considerations on science. < 78> During the 
Caner administration. for example~ a research study on the a~ailabilif.¥ of 
natural gas was repressed"by tlie U.S. Depanment of Energy because 11 
showed that natural gas reserves were in faa plentiful, but were not being 
developed because of price controls. This was not a politically acceptable 
conclusion. "DOE didn't want to hear thar. so they ordered ttie study 
removed from the shelVes of Depository Ubraries and destro~ • < 79> Do 
we really want this kind or govemanceo.lG a S4.4 billion particle physia 
facility? Can we. UUSlthe recommcnda.Wm& and plans· that have emerged 
from this political environment? 

3. Oller-investnient in ~searclJ by government 

Don Doig concludes that "government's approach to research - that 
more is always better - has enlai:ged research activities ~ond optimum 
levels." <80> He s.tands in good company. "Science in tbC United States," 
says Philip W. Anderso~aPrincc1on Nobel physicist. •is dying of giantism." 
< 81 > The tendency of bureaucracies to become larger and larger. and to 
control more and· more re5ourccs. strongly suggests the ~ibility of over
investment in.government-funded research. According to Gordon Tullock. 
·we have no method available for determining what is the optimal amount of 
research in society, and it is perfectly possible that we are enfiging in 
much too much research. It is, in other words, perfectly pos51ble that we 
are devoting more resources to providing information for the future than we 
really should."' <82 > 
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When a private firm over- or underinvcsts in research, it becomes less 
able to ~te effectively with other finns that invest more wisely. Ir a 
pW:ate firm fails to corr~ ics spending priorities in time. it wilJ be forced 
to dme. and its as.~ts will be uilnsferred to steWUds better able to judge 
the correct level of research investment. In the absence of gOvemment 
interfcreoce and OYer the long term, the market dlclates a livel of invest· 
ment in research that correctfy balances the need for products IOday with 
the need for scientific insigbu lhat will assist the development of tomor· 
row's produas. Government funding of research - and the taxation it must 
use to provide such funding - disturb lbis balance. We are le~ to wonder. 
with Tullock, whether we are spending too little or too much on the future. 

An obvious result of government's investment of tax dollars in research 
is that resources are withdrawn from the privaie sector, making Investment 
in research by small businesses more difficult. Recallina the suggestion that 
the private purse may not be large enough to fund pure rescarch-(see Sec
tion A aboYe), it can now be seen that government may well be the cause 
of. rather than the solution to, this apparent *market f8Uure: 

Va Summary and Concluding Remarks 

II is clear that economic arguments advanced by the state on behalf of the SSC 
ue questionable at besL Estimates of employment and personal income gaim to be 
realized as a result of the SSC rely on analysis that is inherently flawed. Different 
government agencies apply multipliers that differ significantlv from each other and from 
accepted analysis. The tremendrius cost to the ~rs of Illinois is large:ly disregard
ed. Some of this expense, the secret sealed incennve. is not even made public. and 
other costs - lost opponunities. environmental damage. and propeny values - go 
unmeasured. This makes assessment of the total cost of the SSC - and lhus any mean
ingful cost-benefit analysis - im~ible. Proponents of the SSC have attempted to 
inflate the benefits of the SSC while minimizmg or ignoring the costs. 

If it is prestige that merits expenditure of the son under consideration for the 
SSC, then proponenu of the SSC should make thal goal clear. The debate OYer siting 
and funding of the SSC can then focus on that issue. The analysis ~nted in this 
study strong!)' suggests that the SSC would not fare well if the economic rationale were 
discar~d in favor of purely scientific considerations or shnply admitted regional or state 
boostcnsm. 

The reliance on economic impact studies to promote the SSC obscures lhe fact 
that the citizens of Illinois are being isked to subsidme a giant pt!blic work.\ project 
with doubtful economic ~yoff. ThOse taxpayers are being called upon to pay for a 
project the results of which will be less economically bcneJicial for them than the 
private sector growth it would displace. Dr. James Cronin has written of the SSC. 
"because of its lack of immediate economic benefii. it is inconceivable that it would be 
built without government support.• <83 > If the market renders this judgment of the SSC. 
then lllinois will be better off without iL 
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### 
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<I> 

ENDNOTES 

"Illinois has the largest net outflow of w dollars to the federa! government or 
any of the SO sci.tes ••• more than S!2 billion in 1985 and SJ2 billion in the 
lhree yt!'.m from 198J..198S: Donald S. Perkins, chairman of SSC for Illinois. Inc .. 
quoted in ,l\inois Unveils Super CoUidcr Bid.• SSC for IUinois Nelt-'Jletter, Fall 
1987, Vol. Ill, page 6. . 

<2> Fermilab (officially the Enrico Fermi Natioal Accelerator L:tboratory) is a 
particle physics research facility at Batavia, Illinois. 

<3> Srate of DUnois. ~artment of Energy and Natural Resources. Supplement to tl1e 
Site Proposal for the Supen:onductin/J Super Co/Iida- in lllinoif, Volume 3 • 
Environmental Assewo<n~ March 1gll8, page 31. (Hereinaiter "Supp/mlenl.") 

< 4 > Ibid .• page 106. 

<5> 

<6> 

<7> 

U.S. Depanment of Energy, Draft Environmarlal Jnipaa Stal€ment • Su.pacon· 
ducting Super Collida-. . 

Quot=d in the Batavia Clvonic/e, June 10, 1987. 

William C. Boesman. Issue Brief, Order Code 1887096. Supm:onducti~ Super 
Collider (Wuhington. PC: Science Poliq Research Divi51on. Congressional 
Resear£_h Service, October 14, 1987), page CRS-12. Emphases in the original. 

Quoted in the St. Paul Pionur fuss l>Dpatch, May 17, 1987. 

< 9 > Sllpplemenl, op. cit. 

< 10> Multiplier analysis has btcome standard in •economic impact studies" P.roduced by 
government agencies and private businesses seeking ~ment subsii;lies. The 
following anal~is is derived from Williai;n J. Hunter, Economic l~pact Siudics: 
lnacC1Jrate, Misleading, and Unnecessary," Heanland Folley Study No. 2.1 (Chicago, 
IL: The Heanland lmtiture, July 22, 1988.) 

< 11 > Multipliers are usually somewhat smaller in this case. since operations phase 
a employment is generally less capital intensive than constnlction employment 

<12> The U.S. Department of Energy estimates total operations phase employment at 
the SSC of 2;500. Jn -siting the Su~rconducting Super CoDidcr in 1Uinoi5." 
(January 19&5, page 2). the Jllinois Deparunent of Energy and Natural Resources 
appeared to assume that all 2,000 ~rsons curren~ emplojied by Fermilab would 
work on the SSC, thus·creating just SOO new jobs for the operation period. The 
state now appears to have increased its estimate of new employment to 900 by 
assuming: that only 1.600 of the prcsen1 fermilab workforce would work on the 
SSC. It 1s also possibJe: that the employment estimates J>f'f'.KDted in the SUJ,?plr
m!nt include tlie 500 visiting scienusts expected to be on site at any siven bme 
(a questionable procedure). thus resulting in a directly employed workforce of 
1,400. 
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< 13.> TI1is estimate is arrived at in the following; manner: 

'IE• E(l.O + m) 

6000. 1300 (1.0 + m) 

4.6 • 1.0+ m 

3.6. m 

< 14> SOO new permanent jobs at Fen"llilab. p1us. 300 additional visiting scientists. 

< lS> If direct employment estimate of t,400jobs is used (pursuant to Endnote 12), a 
multiplier of 1.57 is obtained. 

< 16> \Vllliam J. f!unccr, op. ciL 

< 17> These multip1ien wt.re n!culated from data found in tbc Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement - S1tpen:onductir.g Si.1per Collr"tlt:r, Volume IV, Appendix 14, 
T•ble 14.1.3.3-2, page 100. 

<18> Ibi~ 

< 19> See Regional Mu/fl.oilers: A User Handbookfm·the Regional lnpu1-0utput MOi1el
ing System (RJMS-11} (\V;:sbin[on. DC: U.S. Departn1en1 of Commerce, Bureau of 
Ec:>nomic Analysis. M.ay 1986 , p;,gc 85. The value of 1.5-i:i presented as the 
•new conitruction multiplier" r die State of 111inois. 

-<20> Th~sc calculations assume 1,300 direct jobs in c:onstruction and 800 direct jobs in 
operatio1L · 

<21 > The estimme of real dis~ble personal inco:ne generated by tlJe SSC project is 
determined by multiplying the employment in each job cate:J'OIY by the annual 
wage for th!lt cate_gory. While there is not einocgh iPformation presented in the 
Supple111au's origi.nat table or acoompanyiug nanative to determine. the annual 
wage estimate used for each categcl"Y of employment. an <Weran average wa.g-: cnn 
be estimated by dividing real disposable Dersonal income by the employment total. 
111is proa!dure reveals an a-verage wage for each worker during the constructioh 
period of U4,666, and during Ille operation period of S2tl,944. 

<22 > Author's interviews \ly telephone with representatives of Kenny Construction 
CompaftY, Pa.sch.en COntrt.aan, and Grew Tunneling. firms involved in contracting 
for lhe Deep Tunnel projea in Chicago. 

<23> WiJliam C. Boesman. op. cit., page CRS-13. 

<24 > Lener addressed to Gregory J. Oark:oates, ~· from Frank E. Dalton. General 
Superintendent of the Meuopolhan Sanitary D;strict dated February 24, 1988. 

<25> "Su~rcondt1cting. The New Billion Dollar Business," H;g/J Technology. Volume 7. 
No. 7 (July 1987). pages 12-18. 
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<26> "The False Promise of DiamOlld·Siar," Cmin~ CIUca,io Bwlnas, April 13, 1987. 

<27> William J. Hunter, op, cit.. page 15. 

<28> SSC/orlllinoUN<WSl<tt.,,Fall l987, Volu,..Dl,-3. 

<29> William J. Hunter, op. cit., pages 6-8. 

<30> William C. Jloesman, op. ciL, page CRS-12. 

< 31 > "Quark barrel politics; The &tmomist, March 26, 1988. 

<32> See, for example, Ya-lun Chou, &mistical A""'1siJ, (1iol~ Rlneban and WillS-
1969). pqes 679-680. 

<33 > William J .. Hunter, op. cit., page 2. 

<34> EdorK. Browning, "A Hidden Welfare Cos! ofT..,.tion; National.T111tlcumal, 
Vol.me 30, 1977, pages 88-9o. 

< 35 > The West Cbicago General Development Plan was a source material for this section. 

< 36 > Fermilab's 6,800 acres c:urrendy maiotain 2,500 permanent jobs. 

<37> The Facilities Planning Area consists of all land whhin t-1/2 miles of the city 
limits of West OiicagO. Development In the area is subject to a comprehenSive 
plan, promulpted bj lhe Cm>nty of DuPase, that dictates 1- lhe uea is to be 
zoned in the future' line! bow sewage trea-nt Is to be fac:ilitated · 

<38> The U.S. De~ of Energy estimates permanent employment ac the site ol 
3,200. Droft EIWironmoual Impact Sloton<nl, op. ciL 

<39> U.S. DepanmontofEnergy,Droft Environm<ntal lmpoaSlaumml, Supm:onduct· 
"'8 Super Col/id.,, Chapior 3, pages 61-64. 

<40> lbid.,page64. 

<41 > Ibid., page 59. 

<42> Supplmrort,op.d~-108. 

<43 > Present value is lhe value today of future dollan. It is determined mathematical
ly by discounting future dollars by an Interest rate. That lnrcrest rate llllY ~ 
lhoUght of as the rate 11 wbicb comumen prefer present to fumro consumpllOll. 

<44 > A. T. Kearney Inc., Siting the Supm:Olf!l!ictinr ~ Collithr Ill Fermi14b -An 
lndtpendm z..;;t Study, prepered for SSC for FUmilab, Inc., Febnwy 12, 1988. 

<45 > See, for aample, CllktJio Swt 7Jmes, May 17, 1988. 

<46> A.T. ICcamcy, lnc.,op.ciL, Exhibit lll-7. 
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<47 > If 1,600 Fennilab emp~ at an average salary of S42.000 shift to SSC work. 
the annual value of tlleii llborisS.7.2 anllim. Over• oeriadof 15 ,can, as l!J 
assumed by the A.T. IC<amey rcpon, the total wJue orl'emtilab labor is Sl.1108 
billion. 

<48> 'Texas has, in fa<!, offered SI bilrlGll. 

<49> Financial information in this section it l3len fntnt two Dlfnofs Depa bltenl of' 
Energy and Natural Resources public;:ations: lhe Sile~ for tllt: Suporon
duding s.,,., Ca/lider in Illinois (sullmined 10 JollltS. Heo lioogion. U.S. Secretary of Energy, on September I, 1987) and the Suppkmoll, op. dL 

<SO> Winois Department of Energy_ and Natural J:e500rces, ~Proposal for IMS,,,,... 
_,,, Sq<r C«lltl4';,, llJbwJlt. Vahome 4 • R<a1on!J Resources. '!be anOual 
expenditures cited thereid for such item\ as police a.'1d tint pryteclfon were 
multi~lied by 27 years (seven--year consuucuon period plus 20-year operation 
period). 

<51> Amem!mentTwo olHB3S12, pwcdJune 30, 1!1118. 

<52> Theodore J. Lowi. Benjamin Oinsberg. et al-.Polisdde (New York. NY: Macmillan 
Publ!slli"I Co., Inc:, 1976~ - 2711. 

<53> AmendmomTwoofHB3512imemputoacldmt1loluo1-n• Compensaoionfor 
loss of property value as a result of subsurface easement acquisition. as well as 
~ r.r ..._due 10C1111SIJll<lielt, ir provided ror In Ille legislation. 

~~i0;1~~~.;.:""wl::t'.).:*'..:t.:tr:.:of 
which is tbetoctdmlli&--willbcpoldwilh moidestallm&om 
Olher Dlinois taxpaycn. 

<S4 > Statistical Abstraa of tlut thrit<tl St-· 1'179; Table437, "Fedml Expenditures 
and Tues - Net Flow and Per C.pita, By Major Program Arca and by States: 
1975 and 1976, ·-263. . 

<SS> Supp/mo<nt, op. dt., page Ul:5. It is lntcresling 10 note Iha~ bl ilsDnlJ.I 
Emironmmtal Impact Sratmoertt, the U.S. Dcj>anmcm of Entf11' prt1,1ect5 Dfinoir 
will realize_ill!' $209.2 milUon in increased w. revenues from all sources over the 
life oftbe SSC. Volwao IV,Appendix 14, Table 14.l.3.3-14.poge 12!. 

<S6> James W. Cronin, "Tbe Case for the Super Collider," l1ulktbr af tlut Atamit: 
Sciortlstt,May 1!186,-10. 

<51> Bany J. Cam>!~ Ralpll W. C-.... llMIT!oomM /I. Easton, edl.. Prlvate Met11u, 
hbllr:Em ll'lcw Ymll, NY: l'laeser Publllllen, 1937), P8F 45. 

<5e> Ibid. 

<59> Gordon Tullock, Private Wantr, Publk Mmns INcw York, NY: Basic Boob, Inc., 
1970; Lanham, MD: Unlftl'lity l'rmf of Americli 1911'1). poge :ZZ6. 

<60> Barry J. Carroll, ct al., op. dt., page 45. 
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< 61 > StatUtical Abstnrct of tho United States • 1987, C!art 974, "Research and 
. Dewolooment (Rl<D) • Source of Funds and Performance Sector: 1960 to 1986, • 

page 564. (Dau provided by U.S. National Science Foundalion.) 

<62> Stlllistiad Ab.ilrucl of th< United States· 1987, C!art 976. "Federal Funding for 
Research and 0...lopmeaL by Budget Function: 1976 to 1987," data provided by 
the U.S. National Science Foundation, page S66. 

<63 > "Scietllisu aim high in mappinggenes,• Ch/coao Trlb-, Iuly 29, 1988, page I. 

<64> Ntw Yori: T.,..., May 20, 1988. 

<6S> "Superexpensive supergadgeL" 77te Economist, Februaiy 7, 1987, page 80. 

<66> "SearchQuiclr.ensforUltimate Panicles," New Yori: Tim<JSclena,July 19, 1988. 

<67> William C. Boesrnan, op. ciL, page CRS-10. 

<68> "Federal Plan to Delve into Subatomic Matter Draws F"are oYer Co!jts: Wall Strttt 
Joumal. 

<69> Rohen Estil~ Copley News Service, •eudget-bustin' SSC symptom of science 
ills," Dail)! CouMr-News, March 2, 1988. 

<70> In a letter to Representative Don Riner (Pennsylvania~ quoted by Mr. Ritier in 
c:on,tmional IWcotrl • HOIM, Febnwy 17, 1988. 

<71> Ibid. 

<72> Ibid. 

<73> Theodore J. Lowi, Benjamin Ginsburg, et al, op. cit,; page 33. 

<74> KinRJ11an Brewster, "Coercive Power of the Federal Purse," Sdmce 188 (April JI, 
197S), page !OS. 

<75> Don Doig._'.ffe Who Pays_ The Pi~r: Federal Funding of Research," Cato Polky 
Ana/pis (Washi ....... DC: Cato lnstiWte. March 17, 1983~ page 7, 

<76> Theodore J. Lowi, Benjamin Ginsburg, et al, op. cit.. pages S8-S9. 

<77> Don Doig. op. cit.. page 9. 

<78> Ibid. 

<79> Ibid, page 11. 

<80> Ibid., page 13. 

<81 > Quored in Rohen Esul~ op. AL 

<82> Gordon Tullodc, op. cit.. page 229. 

<83> James W. Cronin. op. ciL, page JO. 
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LETIER '32.3 

e Conunona...,. Edlilon 

a..--~-Addiw HiiiJ1Y IO! POi ltt 
ChlcagO. llinoll 60UIJ • OTil7 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
u.s. Departmene of Energy 
Washington, D. c. 20585 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

Commonwealth Edison ha• always felt that the 
blend of human and natural resources in Illinois presents 
our State as the ideal location to site the SSC. 

The Illinois advantage is apparent throuqhout 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. To provide 
services to the SSC, for example, fewer infrastructure 
improvements are required in Illinois than in any of 
the other six states. I.only 8 miles of new roads and 
1.5 miles of new power transmis~ion lines need to be 
constructed. Other states require aa many as 101 miles 
of road construction arid 99 additional miles of transmission 
lines. · 

Another Illinois advantage is the Fermi National 
Accelerator Laboratory. No other state can claim the 
exi$tence of a facil~ty so readily ad~ptable tor use 
in the SSC project. With Fermilab, the needed injector 
facility is essentially in place-

The availability of electrical energy to the 
SSC project is essential. commonwealth Edison is the 
only electric utility in the nation t~at has operating 
experience serving a load similar in nature to the SSC. 
Twenty years ago, Edison had to analyze the effect the 
Fermilab load would have on the transmission system. 
Our studies indicated then, and our e~perience had verified, 
that this load could be carried on our system with no 
adverse effects on Fe:rrn..ilab or other customers~ 
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or. Wilmot Hess 
September 23, 198'6 
Page - 2 

(CONTINUED) 

Likewise, the magnitude of the SSC load is 
not expected to materially change Edison's forecast of 
long-term growth or requirements for new capacity. In 
fact, with a projected system capacity of almost 20,QOO 
megawatts in 1996, tha SSC would increase Edison's peak 
load by less than one percent. 

The Illinois advantage is all of these thinqs 
and much more. We, at Commonwealth Edison, are proud 
to support the SSC and are ready to take the necessary 
steps to serve this prominent facility. 

Sincerely, 

/) / 
~' J-,{,' 4""""'1 

/
James J. O'Connor 
Chairman 
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s-c.~!tl: 
Chl•'"'M> ;iriO Ch•ol E•e::uh.., Ol!•ctf 

Dr, Wilmot Hess 
Chairnan 
SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

CONTINENTAL M-4TERIAl.S CORPORATION 
l25 ~Ol!T..i ·.~E1c$ 5T~EET. CHO GO •U .. NOIS OOSJO 

TEL~Pl'"IJ~J(. J!:66J.72IS 

September 2J, 1988 

Locating the SSC at Fermilab makes sense for Fermilab and, more 
importantly, makes sense for the entire nation. 

Such a location will not only avoid wasteful duplicate investment 
but also create numerous synergies. These happy results will occur not 
only in the area of physical development but in that all-important area -
talented, trained human resources. Successful enter.p~ises are, in the main, 
those that concentrate on their strengths. Such organizations focus their 
resources and "take their best shots." Locating the SSC at Permilab will 
allo~ the nation to do just exactly that: 

Fermilab is the world's largest a~d ~nst powerful nuclear 
accelerator. !iuch of the basic infrastruct1lre ~lrP.ady exia~ 
to support the SSC and needs only be expanded, not re-invented. 

- A proven scientific and technical team is already in place, the 
core of any successful und~rtaking. 

We should concentrate our resources, not disperse them. That is the 
key to success. Locating'the SSC at Fermilab will achieve such a success in 
tha •ost efficient manner possible. I urge your cask force to select Fermilab 
as the site of the SSC • 

• 
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CITY OF DECATUR' ILLINOIS 
11 CIVIC CENTER PlAZA 

........... ·· 

Or. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U. s. Department of Energy 
Washington, o. c. 

Dear Dr. Hess; 

DECATUR. IWNOIS l2l2S 

September 23, 1988 

I wish to strongly endorse the State of Illinois' proposal 
for sitinq the SSC in the Chicago area near the Fermilab 
faeilities. My City is located lSO miles to the South so frankly 
we do not have a vested interest in this project. However, I 
know the sltburban area of Chicago well and am familiar with the 
infrastructure requirements necessary to support a project of 
this complexity and size. The proposed site location offers the 
best of all worlds. It is near a major metropolitan area with 
excellent university and scie.n.tific capabilities. It ia in tbe 
center of the United States with all the transportation amenities 
for easy access. The housing":' educational and cultural amenities 
of Chicaqo will greatly assist in attracting and retaining the 
ecientific personnel required. The local power, road acces• and 
basic utilities are all ia place. 

I believe thia locat.ion •i.ll best serve the interests of the 
United States aad Bope tba:t. i~ vil.l be given serious considera
tion. 

Sincerely, 

~b:.:~~~r~ 
M&yor 
City of Decatur 
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RR DONNELLEY a SONS COMPANY 

2:!ll SOUTH MARTIN LUTHER KJNI) DRIVE 

CHICA.GO, lltlNOIS 60616 

11::-126-8006 

JOHN 8. SCHWEMM 
...,.,., • .,.,.•ND 
'"'"" Ll<K"Jn\'lllf?K'[ft 

Septestber JO, l98k 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U. S, Departinent of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hass: 

I write this to express my strong 11upport for l.ocat.ing the Superconductor 
Super~Collider at Fer111ilab in Illinois. It is difficult, if not im?OSsible, 
to think of comments on this iaaue you have aot already heard. 11 11 therefore 
confine myself to a brief enumeration of those I find moat Wportant and 
persua11ive. 

First, I om impressed by the very substantial cost savings to t~e new project 
resulting from the contribu::ion made by the existing facilities at Ferniilab, 
Even in the context of the total cost of thia project, conatruction savings 
in excea" of l:vllf a billion dollars and annual operating savings of nearly one 
hundred million, must be regarded as •11nificsnt. 

Second, tile intellectual and institutional reaourcea available to support th?. 
SSC,· in both pure acieace and engia~ertog, are so far superior to those a· ... ails.ble 
in the o<:.her areas undar conaidieration aa to be in a claa.s by th1!1118elvea. I am 
thinking not only of the extraordinary staff already assembled at Fermilab, but 
of the people and equipment a.t Argonne.; at tile University of Chicago, Northwestern 
and II'I; and at the flourishing research operatiooa of private industry. It ia 
worth noting that the latter, All!oeo, Bell Laba, my own Company's Technical 
Ce~ter, and many more, are heavily concentrated in the weHtern suburbs of Chicago, 
near neig!tbor11 to Ferm.ilab. 

So, what, in brief, doe11 Farmilab have to offer? 

•Really aignifi~ant coat aavinga, both in construction and operation 
•One of the world 1a great intellectual cou1111u.nitiea 
•A location at the hub of the continent'• transportation ayatem 
·A seasoned operating team already in place, avoiding the. need for 
persuading scientists already involved in other area~ of the country 
to abandon their current i;aUrauita 

·A business community and a sophisticated manufacturing complex capable 
of giving the SSC every aupport and enthusiastic about doing ao. 

It aaeu to me that these basic facts present a persuasive and p0t1erful case. 

Sincerely youra 1 

.JBS :maz 
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CROESUS CORPORATION 

September 28, 19~~ 

Dr. Kilmot s. Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 
ER-65, GTS 
Oft'ice Ener1r Research 
Washin1ton 1 o.c. Z0545 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

The unique characteristics of the Chicago ar"ea maite it so apparent 
to •e that it ia the only site for the SSC. There are a raft of 
reasons for this, but perhaps three can illuminate the point. 

Ill ~he people -- enaineera, scientist• and others -- who 
have to build the SSC are alread~· in Chica;o at fermi. It 
simply makes sense to locate the SSC at a place where the 
talent necessary to construct it ia loca&ed. 

C21 Buildinl the SSC in suburban Chicaqo in conJunction with 
Fermi saves S-100 - 1500 aillion. This sa\'ings is real; not 
onlY is construction cost reduced, but taxpayers, federal or 
st11.te, are relieved of the burden and the funds are &\"Bilable 
for other needs. 

131 Chicago'• history and record of success in handlinl and 
buildinl larle complicated projects is unrivaled. One need 
on!y look around the city fro1111 '."lcCor•ick Place to Sears Tower 
to Amoco Oil to the neu United Airlines terminal to recofnize 
Chicaco's leadership ii)> construction. Add thut to the fact 
that Chica10 abounds with the expertise to work with the 
physical mate~ials necessary to build the SS~. 

llA.1- 1"'91 



LETTER 92/ (CONTINUED) 

CROESUS CORPORATION 

-2-

A.11 of the inqredienta which make the SSC project achievable in the 
most effecti\•e, efficient way are in Chioaso. I urge you t.o- se'1ect 
the Chioa10 aite as the one on which the SSC will be built. All 
ele•enta of American aociety affected by tJiis _project. 1'ill be 
henefited. ~ 

With kindest re1arda ~__.. . __ .c;;: 

/.····~ 
.' 

FAC:tp , 
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A. Epoteln and Sons lntemallonal, Inc. 

September 27, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

11
• writing to express 111 support for the location of the SSC to Fermi 

Lab fn Illfnofs. I would like to refer specifically to reasons that 
are related to II)' own field of .expertise. My company. which e11ploys 
about 500 people, f s one of the largest engineering, architectural 
and construction ffr115 fn the Chicago area. 

l believe that there are unusually well qualified design and construction 
ffras fn the greater 11etropolft1n Chicago area. You have a choice 
of 111ny well qualified design ffr"llS and a highly c~tfttve construction 
industry that would assure you of the best possible construction costs. 

Considering the f nvestllent already 111.de in ·tnfrastructure at Ferlli 
Lab, the construction at this site would be 111ny, 111.ny •fllfons of 
dollars Tess expensive than any other location. Further110re. the 
savings fn operating costs gained by operating one facility rather 
than two are certainly obvious. 

There are 111ny other good reason·s for cOll'I ng to 111 f nots such as our 
academic resources. tax savings offered by the state. our quality 
of life, etc., but I'll lflrit l!I)' letter to the fields where I have 
extensive expertise and knowledge. 

dJp 
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Ell Ernst &Whinney 1.50 Saudi Wider DriYe 
Chicago, Olinois 60606 

Bepteaber 30, 1988 
)~·-

k. Wtbtot Be•• 
Chair.an 
SSC Site Ta•k Force 
D.S. DePArtment of Energy 

Dear Dr. Besa 1 

A. a profesaional accountant deeply interested in the v.lfare of 
•1 cOlmUDity and country, I add ., •oice to tho•• of ., colleagues, 
neighbor• and aaaociatea in advocacy of Fermilab aa the ideal aite 
for the SSC. I feel that the following coabtnatton of factor. t. 
uaiqtM mid atronsly support the preeminence of our location. 

* The area haa atable geologic condttioaa ... lei. an. l._I 
for tunneling and vhich vill avoid exce••i'lfl tunneling 
coat. 

• llliaaU 19 recGptfad aa the wrl• lairltt la .. tmbMl 
couf.Tllcef.• •deb plac .. lecal upertb• u •mct·-.&mat.aiq 
we *ii• nu-t.txtna reblnl. 

* 

* 

* 

* 

lxiating facilttiea at Peral.lab ..tel cut tbs co.t ef De 
project by hundreds of •illioaa of dollara. 

The i:r•Cer Clticago •n o:ffan ...,. ftettu for ckmattc 
m.t tatamatiea.d expert 1••,, am providis9 eat"•t.-.ltlls 
tt« '_atiClllll .. •11 .. tiwnt~ of C9'ltural .cUri.ti•• 
and r•11ourc••. 

'lhe trOJIOM.4 elte., Paidlab, U aln_,,. the c.ntty'• mat: 
..-r&l accelerator.. It pon .... • a •1""8 .. 1 .... of fac:tlttiu 
_. npert:Ue. nady _... williq ce coattilmte to t• ,n-ject 
while local and regional univer11iti .. at...,. n.dJ" to falfill 
the de .. od for future •cienti•ta and technicians. 

Chicagoland ha• a long rich hi1~ory and ha• earmcl i·t9 'l'etJlllt•tiea 
•• an area which rolls up it• 1leeve1 and get• the job done. We 
have the n11ourcea, th• energy and kaovledge to •ake a •ucce11& of 
SSC. Ve are. ideally •uited for tbi• great project and we loCllt forward 
to the opportunity to live up to our heritage! 

Sincerely, 

<r'urJ 
Thoma• L. Blair 
Partner 

llA.1- IC:..94 
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LEITER 930 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 

S•pteabar 22, 1981 

Superconducting supereollid4!r Site Task Force 
United States Department 0£ Enerqy 

Dear Dr. Besa: 

I am writing to you to e:press my strong supPort for 
locating the supereonductio9 aupercollider at Ferailab. 

As you know, cme of the 908t coapelli11.g benefits of 
siting the SSC .at Ferail-ab baa to do with cost. 
Specifically, an independent atudy Us eatimate4 a 
substantial capital •~4 operating coat saving• of 
$3.28 billion. 

This fact has commanded great attention. as well it 
should. Yet there are several otbar facts tbat can be 
underscored because they also contribute significantly to 
the very strong case in f•vor of the Fermila~ location. 

I have in mind that the record is clear that firms and 
workers in the Chicaqo area can complete major projects 
in •n economical and timely fashion. Fot example. 
Petmilab it~elf was built under bud~et and ahead of 
schedule. ' 

More recently. the Chicago ~p Tunnel project ezcavated 
at least four times •s much solid rock as the SSC ring 
will require. That work was done on budget and on time. 

It is appropriate to no~e that the 2.500 skilled 
tunneling workers who ware employed on the Deep Tunnel 
constitute a·valuable re1ourc• that would be available 
for tha building of the SSC ring. 

llA.1- J~9'5 __ 
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Jn a similar vein, it is relevant that the Chicago region 
has more liquid nitrogen capacity than any other erea of 
the country. As you know, the SSC will require nearly 
190 tons of liquid nitrogen every day. 

In addition, it is appropriate to consider the fact that 
the SSC at Fermilab would enjoy the support of the 
invaluable intellectual and research infrastructure that 
e~ists in Illinois. 

In our state, there are more than 650 industrial research 
laboratories. Illinois institutions such as Argonne 
National Laboratory, the University of Chicago, and Bell 
Laboratories, to name just three, are highly respected 
throughout the world. 

It is no ezaggeration to say that the work of your task 
force ta vital to the future of scientific research in 
this nation. It may help your deliberations to know that 
the people of the Chicago area overwhelmingly support the 
siting of the SSC at Fermilab. They feel that way 
because it would be good for lllinoia and good for our 
country. 

Sincerely, 

~~."Y/,oft-

, 

llA.1- t(Dq(o 



LETTER _,9~3=1.~-

11 F1enl!lin SQi.11111t 
$oJitYf,jPld, !llioo!S 5271 JJ:'.001 
217-5.':;B-2011 

Etrilt.Nng Brlgtlf~ Tomotrows 

Dr. Wilmot ·Hess, Ch.::ij.i:m.;i.n 
SSC Site Task Force 
U. s. Dep~rtment of Energy 
c/o Illinois .An1bassador::i 
233 South Wacker Drive 
6JOO Sears Tower 
Chica~o. Illinois 6J006 

oe.3.r or. Ress: 

"'-tnlc.~.cw 
~ anac.· .. lfllan a: me BGiird 

Sept.em.tier 30, 19t>3 

l am pleased to aOd my voice to thoss of other Illinois 
businesa people encoucagJng a decision to celect our state 
as tbe locatian for the super collider. As a r.ative of 
Illinoia, bavinq been both ~ student in ecOnomieB and a 
p.ra11ot.er of both econO!llic education a11d Illinoj s economy 
for my JB years in busi~ee$, I know !irEthand the many 
attribut~ of our state. We have the tr~ck record of 
havidq built the Fermilab~ ~e haVe the energy resources. 
s-uperiar acade•i~ resour~es. thg WClr~ for.ce. th@ comnwnity 
support aru:I th~ state's willing;ne~s to spend some 
$S70 M.illi,on on the proj~t.. 

In addition to buildi119 an these ifl'.IPOrt.a'?tt attribut-es, 
the .11cc:aseibility of the Chica90 location to O'tl3re 
Int.erMiational Air:port ·is a!l hr.port.ant one. 

Tbe life insurance inC!ust;:y i~ an impoctant one in Illinois, 
where our .aqq-reqate annual invest:5ientr; total several billion 
dollars. llueh of this qo~s into qovernment and government 
backed financing. These: policyholder dollars, along with 
the fact th<Jt Illinois ran1~s laet in net tax outflow to the 
u. S. ?re~sury, seem to indicate that it's only fair that 
we 1-eeeive the sit~ selection. 

With all 9cod wishes. I am 

HCH • a.jg 

._;J;;j:-.c•re 
t!o~•rd ~ Humph,ey, 
P r e s i a e n t. 

llA.1 · I G:o"lJ 
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LETTER "7"32-__ 

• 
2Ca Sou/I': L.1.Slllhl Sirltll RDOm 1900 C/'tiCegc, !Hlnola SOErM T11lepl'lotle 312 388.()0.4.4. 

Se!'teinber 29, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
chairman 
SSC Task :Fore~ 
u.s. Depart~ent of Energy 
c/o Illinois Ambass~do~q 
2Jl South Wacker Drive 
Chicago. IL 60606 

oear Or. :Hess: 

1.s t.!1e Founder cf Frontenac Cotnpany, one of the nation 1 s and 
the Midwest's more successful venture capital firms, X and my 
partners have a very keen appreciation of the very favorable effect 
that scientific projects like the SSC will ultimately have on the 
private sector. lts impact on private sector economic develoPlllE!nt 
cannot be ove1:estimated. As venture capitalists we know first b.and 
that true econo1t1!c development best attains through the creation 
of new technologies and the subsequent application of those 
technologies into n.aw products for industry and the consumer. ~he 
Midwest has been systematically short changed and unfairly 
mnneuvered politically as to the amount of govern:mentally sponsored 
technological invest111ent it h.as received.. The Midwest, and 
specific<..ll:,' tl'l.a Chicago .?4E:a, shV\:Olc! become t..l-:e SSC site. W.e ha-.. E. 
all the ingredients for its success. We have all the ingredients 
for subsequent technological transfer to the private sector. We 
have existing well developed private sector development technology 
transfer ~etModologies th.at •ill benefit the Midwest region very 
substantially. 

In hardOall political deeisions questions having to do with 
parity or fairness of opportunity rarely enter into the equation. 
But it is the Midwest•s turn. certainly over Texas or California 
it~ is. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. We deeply 
appreciate your support. 

MJK/chg 

llA.1- _l<i.>_9~--
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LETTER 93~ 

ROBERT W. GALVIN 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Farce 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

September 26, 1988 

l am plea3ed to write in support or locating the SSC at the 
~armilab location in Illinois. As a long time resident-and 
leader in the indu3tr!al segment of our society I have had 
ex·tansive experien1?e regarding th.a hospitality of the tar 
western regions of Chlcagoland as a site for a leadership 
class of i11stitution. · 

l would emphasize that Chl~agoland 1 s amenities and attract
iveness will be a significant factor in terms of the 
attraction and the retention of the senior science people wno 
will sta!f the SSC throu~hout its ser~ice to soci~ty. Ve ha~~ 
found our location in the w~Jstern suburb!! to be mo111t appeali~1g 
in thi111 regard and I believe that it will. be a. matter or 
significant inoremental attraction were this location emplo1ed 
f~r this purpose alone. 

The many physical factors that d~ter~ine the const~uction aad 
cost I know are under a technical review. The Chiaagoland site 
orrers many ad'lantages,as I am given to under:itand. once 
installed, the real geniu.:i ot the institution w-111 be a product 
ot the outstanding people who will serve as sclentist3 who use 
this great tool. In my judgement there is no better location 
to attract and in3pire superior solentiflc creativity. 

·b7)~1~h~ 

.~w. Galvin 

R\lG:ms 

llA.1- _!C.9'} 



i 

LETTER --'"}~3~"i--__ 

1--tARZA ENGINEERING C0l\.1PANY CONSULTING ENGINEERS 

Dr .. w.,;.1mot He:>s 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
u.s. Department of Ener9y 

Dear Dr. Bess: 

S~ptember 27, 1988 

This letter is written in support of an Illinois site for the 
ssc. 

l have followed with great interest the evolution of the SSC, and 
I believe it .to be a project of great scientific value which also 
affirms .the United States·• status as the world's leader in 
science and technology. 

The Illinois site offers three unique advances: 

- The ·best geological setting for the hugh underground 
structures and tunnels (·and in construction of this 
type, !!..£!.h.!..!Hl is more important than fa.vorable 
geology) .. 

The greatest inve.ntory of existing plant,- staff and 
infrastructure at Pend t.ab, wh.icn deliver& savings t.o 
all taxpayers of many millions of dollars in capital 
costs arid operating expe11ses. 

-·A rare opportunity to return major federal monies to 
the Midwest and Illinois. ·con the •balance of payments 
with ·Washington list,• -Illinois is still No. SOI) 

Our firm's experience includes the planning, design and supervi
sion of tunnels in 12 states and in the Philippines, Taiwan, 
India, Pakistan, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Ethiopia, and in Central and 
South America. We were the principal consultant on Chicago's TARP 
Project. It is our opinion that the favorable geological setting 
for SSC-Illinois is not matched or ·exceeded by any of the other 
sites considered. 

Sincerely, 

~~~~~ 
Chairman Emeritus 

RDH/jkt 

150 SOUTH WilCKl!R OFUVE Cf.!ICJiGO. 1&.LINOla l!IOB08-41i!B$ 

1'1:L ca I li!J 81SB·7000 CABLB ~Ail>ZENG CH!CM'm TP-1!)( 12!!-3&40 l'IAX (3112J :ol3e·BD,O 



LETTER 

0. C Clmk 
Cha.t'Tl.Ln ,,f ;h., .,..~a1cl ~ud 
Chief Er"''"I'"" Of!<Cij• 

Dr. ·Wilmot Hesa 
Chai.r~1.1an 

----·-----

2700 s.,.,,.i..,, R,;ad 
"''"'·~""fl,, ·s~• '· ;111ro1~ 501)70 
\l1ll ~E.4 .;C~3 

SS\= Site TasJ;: Porca 
U .. 5. D{"partment of Fner9y 

D<?~r Dr. Hess: 

I Wa\1t to join my fellow Illinois busi:-iess. leadcrs 
to urge your p':>sltive consideration of Fermilah "s 
the slte for the SSC. You will find in this state 
that the. busi.ness cc1!llll.~'nity is· pa.rtiC\\l.a.rly 
interested. 111 t:his pl.·oject a."'Jd will work to ensure 
its funding in Congr.es~ and its ultimate success. 

We ha'le a very good history wi':~ O.D.E, 
lci.boratorics. We are. pr:'.lud of tl':'.<? successful and 
W•'J.i:tny rest?arch b~ing ..::onclu.ctad at both Fiarrnilab and, 
Argonne Nat.tonal Laboratory. W':b ara familiar with 
ho·..r to build, manage ar.d promote such ur..de:ttaki'ngs. 
'i'h~ t•i.chr:.ical .,.nd IM.nll.qel!'ial know-how already 
pr~sent in t!:e Chicago area m•.11;t not be ignored as 
you !t!al:::e this decision. Any business person charged 
with siting a. pl:mt ""ould give full con.~ideration to 
*'Z"""tlanding an eY. i;,;ting Dperating whieh is set up to 
pio:rfo-:m a sil!lilar ft:n.ct.ion before thinking of 
building an &11 new fa,:iJ.ity. Of cout·se, if the.r-e 
are benefits .:1.nd/or sirp1ific:ant cost savings to the 
OE:!W site, c:onslderati·:in should, of co•1rse, be gi·.;en 
tc it. I see no such benefits in thi.s cas.e. 

As. y·ou know, a b1.1siness-sponsored valuation st<.4dy 
has shown that our a.sset·'a.t fermilab L;; 
considarable, and lab officials confirm that ttre 
Tevat•~on a(7cf.!!lerator ':an serva as an .tnj<ector, or 
sti!'rtnr, for the pratons to be used in the SS':'.: with 
r,,, .lnt.errupt!.on of onr,loing r~sea.rch here et 
Fermilab. 'l'he enqJ.nee.:ing talent and the 
researc:hers are here ready to build .t·-:td opera.ta this 
mach.tne. It see:m.s illr")qlcal t.o me to build the SSC 
anywhere else (even i£ a;1other state is ·willing to 
replicate FGL~ild0 to win the campetitjon}. As a 

itA.1- 1701 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

Dr. Wilnot Hess 
September 27, 1988 
Page TWO 

nation, we cannot afford to build larqe public works 
projects without regard to cost-effectiveness. 
Business sense tells us to build the SSC at 
Fermilab. 

A review of the draft Environmental rmpact State5ent 
reveolm that th• Illinois •ite has no adverse 
environmental ef~ects that cannot be •itiqated by 
careful planninq. If you add to that our stata·'s 
incentive packaqe and the cost savings afforded by 
the existence of Fer:m.ilab, the loqical place to 
build the SSC is the Illinois site. X can assure 
you that business in this area will work to see that 
wa build the machine quickly and efficiently, and 
that it has decades of smooth operation ahead. 

o=~~ Donald c. Clark 
Cbairma.n ' Chiaf Executive Officer 

DCC:lr 

llA.1· l702. 
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September 26, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U. S. Department of Encrsy 

Dear Dr. He1S: 

ICarl0.11.,• 

"""'-""" ChtOI Uec!Jlrw: omcar 

Please accept my comments in favor cf locating the SSC at Fermilab in 
Illinois. As the CEO of one of Chicago's largest international companies, I 
have two primary interests. I w11nt to see the SSC built for America and I 
believe Illinois can do the best job of building and maintaining It. 

I know you have been told of 111inoia' miquc CJJ#lifk:ations-the existence of 
f-ermilab, OU' ability to handle large tunnelling project!, and the quality of 
life :xovided by one of America'• greatest cities. What you may not know b 
that Chicago't busincu commuility works together in a quiet; way, Without 
showmanship, to get the big joba done. 

No one here will get In the way, But n will make sure d1e project 
succeeds. I can assure you that we will provide wNtever political, economic, 
oc moral support that b required to complete this critical project in a 
satisfactory manner. 

It's a perfect partnership. llJinois needJ the SSC. And the SSC needs lllinoiJ. 
We un 00 the job. 

llA.1- _1"1~3~-
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LETTER 937 

ln\ar1d Steit! lndus:ries. lnc. 
30 \IVest Monroe S1reet 
Chicago, JUlnoia 60603 

312 899 3905 

-0 Inland Steel Industries 

September 30, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
Department of Energy 
Washington, D.c. 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

I am writing to support the Fermilab site as the choice 
for tho ssc. It makes eminent sense to me that DOE 
should exploit a developed. site and the bwaa~ and 
physical resources already in the area. So I urqe your 
most careful consideration of Fermilab as the selected 
site. 

Sincerely yours, 

FWL'mvd 

llA.1- Ji04-
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LETTER 

INSURERS REVIEW SEf~VICES, INC. 
31)1 NOIH}I MICHIGAN .l.V[Nt:E I St;nt 1100 CHICAG0. IUIN0'5 60002 
!31-Zl :U0-0900 

September 2g, 19G!i 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Slte Task Forc.e 
U.S. Depa,,..tment of Ener·gy 

0'1J:~r Dr. Hess: 

I am •rJtl~g to you to eno>ur•9fl your.a>maittee to select Illinois as the loca
tion for the SSC. As. a native Chicagoan and a business owner in Chicago, I 
have a natura' bias. t. howev~r". have discovered from my travels Jn the 
States and abroad ft'Y biases are oot unsubstantiated by vh;ltors and friends 
from other parts of the country or othEir counti-ie5 of the world. The Chiugo 
area ha5 been b$11t described aa ..i· hkf~rt '"ge11-. .a 

DuPa909 County Is one of the fastest. If not, the fastest. gt·owing county in 
AmerJca. The work force is educ.at~ andl coopei·atlve. Elected offic:ials wor·k 
to assist n~w developments r11the!I" than hirider. Our cultuf'al amenitios are 
seo>•ldl to none in ttle ccuotry. 

As a me.mbe" of \he r.i.tnorit'Y bu~!,o~~s c.nmmuoity. my ii'te.rest goes be)'or•d 
the practical. The loe21tin9 of thf!I SSC •Ill son<e as a model to the O'lany 
minority students w~ will l;e exposed to the needs of higher educatk>n anol 
to the oppof'tunities tnat: are available In the WGF'ld of science. The ethnic 
and r.!lclal campu:sitlon of the iirea would truly s~rve as a beilGOn for devei
c;;plng future leaders and pairticipo1lnts In the scientific community. 

a-, choosiPg UHnoi:s I am s1.11r~ yoor tilsk force wlll serve illl1 of the v.air~us · 
interests that you ~re be: Ung <!lske;cl ~o c.oflsider. 

Sinc.erely. 

}.;~R1h(2)---
Pre~ident 

llA.1- 1105 
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LETTER 

Septem".:ier 10, 1SS8 

Or. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Depar'tment of Energy 

RE: SSC For Illinois 

Centlemen: 

KENNY 
C NSTRUCTION 

COMPANY 

There are many reasons why ttte SSC project should be located in Illinois. 
I would like to list them all, however for the time being I will only 
list one very Important .!m! 
The Kfl!nny Construction Company and S.A. Healy Company have both 
just recently completed underground tunnelling projects in Illinois and 
Texas. With this background In mind, Kenny and S.A. Healy representatives 
strongly recommend that the SSC project be located In Illinois. 

The advantages from a cost, schedule, and 9.ijlltl analysis all indicate 
that Illinois should be seiCi'Cted as the site. 1no s has the necessary 
trained and skilled workforce having just completed the Offp Tunnel 
Project. -rhe workforce Is not available In Texas to complete in a timely 
fashion a project as largi"""and complex as the SSC. 

For these reasons we stn:ingly recommend that the SSC be 1oca'I.~ Jn 
llHnPi~. 

Very truly yours, 

g;J:~~~ 
Gerard M. Kenny " 
Presid2nt 

GMK/lb 

llA.1- 11.Q(.o __ _ 
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LETTER 

KLAUCENS & ASSOCIATES. INC. 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS 

September 23, 1988 

or. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site ~ask Force 
U.S. Department ol Energy 
wasnin~ton, D.C. 

Pear D:J:. Hess: 

Selection of the SSC Site is n.earinq thie q.:>al line a.fte.r 
lonq and tedious process and the goalposts say "Illinois". 

It is unfortunate that a very vocal minority 
1'1i11d~rs, with total disrieqard tor the b-en<efits to 
Installation and the state or Illinois, push their 
interests into tbe forafront. 

wearing 
th_,. SSC 
selfish 

on tho other side, the. State of Illinois $nd m.ost citizen•. 
vie for, and welcome, the SSC Installation as a· inutually 
beneficial decision to 411 parties~ 

The surrounding area surpasses any othe.r lccation in th.Ii! 
country in offering a great variety of social, econo'lltic::. 
geoloqical and other advantaqes. The latte~ are too 
numerous to liat and ons has only to draw several. radii fro~ 
Fermilab to ascertain the varacity of this contention. 

Cli~at• of the construction industry in the state or 
llinois, bas•d on impressive precedents of huqe project• 
will be ditticult to challenge: the availability Qt' wor1t 
force and academic~talent is virtually unlimited. 

My travels take me to most parts ot the State and whenever 
the subject of the torthcQll.iJ\CJ SSC installation is brou9ht 
up, it is fol.lowed by laudatory remarks and recognition of 
the hi9h quality of leadership that our State of Illinois 

·and the Federal Government are under. 

Hopefully, these brief comments will further emphasize the 
choice of the SSC location at the Fermila~ in the State of 
!llinois is p~actical, sensible and correct. 

Best rega~d~ /... 
z,M~.rJ 

gLAUCENS & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
Norbert Klaucens, P.E. 
President 

3239 ARt10lO l..AtlE. N~THBROOI<. ILUNOIS 60062 
~E1-Ef'l-\l)HE \";1Y2.\ 49&-5%0 TI:LE:i! 26:!~68 l';LAUCfiNSU? 

llA.1· 1701 
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LETTER 

<K> 
KRAFT 

JOHN M. (IJCttMM" 
C1111.1n1MS.u<O 

0<10 E!tfC~"l'IVl OHICO 

Or. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman, SSC Site Task Force 
Department of Energy 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

September 23, 1988 

Kraft, Inc. is pleased to iend its support to the 
efforts to locate the supercor.ductinq supercollider in 
Illinois. 

The existing facilities at Fermi National Accelerator 
Laboratory in Batavia, used a~ a starting point for the 
development of this project, offer the most cost effective 
use of tax dollars. Placing the supercollider .anywhere 
else would mean duplicatinq FcrmilAb's excelient facilities, 
and wasting time and resources. Estimated costs to the 
government for this duplication range up to as much as 
$500 million in construction and start-up costs, and 
$80 million annually to operate both Fermi.lab and an SSC 
in another location. 

Financial considerations should not be the only 
deterininant in the selection of the site, however. 
Certainly great scientific and technical expertise exist 
at Fermilab. In addition, proximity to a major urban center 
such as Chica90 offers a wide ranqe of excellent resources 
which includes universitiea, cultural activities, good 
transporation, a skilled labor force, «nd ample housing. 

I trust that you and the other members of the sele·ction 
committee will conclude that Illi.nois is the most logical 
and cost effective site for the ssc. I join wlth other 
business leaders in the' Midwest in 'strong support of this 
favorable decision for Illinois, and for Nnerica's future 
in research. 

Sincerely, 

KllAFT. lNc., KRAFTCoUll't GLENVIEW. lL. 60025 

llA.1- 110_!2__ 
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LETTER 

tlU? LEEDS group, ltd. 
lkolt•.,\d•.,,,,,,r<;,\IJnJ~;;"\-n1 ---- --- - -

Dr. Wil111ot Hess 
Chair1nan 
SSC Site Tas~ Force 
u. s. Department ol? Energy 

Dear D~. Hes3: 

September 27, 1~88 

With a decision sonn to b~ mad~ concerning the sit~ selection f·:ir 
thr;o Super-conducting Super Collider (SSC}, I write to support the 
effo:'."ts to locate the SSC nP.ar tha Fermilab west of Chir.:<tgo. I 
hava h.id the opportunity to review tl1e meritd of the site near 
Fa:cmilab, and as a profession;! sit~ 1:ielection expert, I endorse 
and support that location. 

SSC at Fermilab prcvidas nu:nee'.Jus adva.ntagP-s both 1?canorr.ic arid 
social such us: 

cost savine]s to build at F~rmilab to takr.l adyantage of 
existlr.g infrastructure. 

existing con;;;truction expertise in tunneling ha.:; been clG'v~
loped during the Chic~go Metropolitan Sanitary Dist.rict.'s 
De~ep Tunnel project, a.n even larger tunnel pro.j€ct tha.n S3C. 

reduced op~rating costs by combining the operationg of two 
accelerator labs. 

outstandfng academic resources and existing major rC!searc::ll 
centers such as Argonne National Laboratory, Amoco Resaarch 
Center, Bell Laboratories, the Institute of Gas Technology 
and ot:i.er vell known centers are readily ava:l lable in the 
area allowing the scientific community to interface with 
one another. 

an excell~nt quality or life with major cultural institu
tions easily acc~ssible to th~ p·~ople who will live in th8' 
area and wcrlt at the SSC site. 

strong community support tor its'devel~pment including 
numerous community-passed re!>nlutions endorsing it. 

While there are many additio1lal reasons to choose the Fermil<'lb 
site, suffice it to say that sup~ort is strong and peopl~ ar~ 
enth·Jsiastic about tha SSC's location at FeL"milab. I join with 
thousands of other Illinois citiliens in supporting that choiC'e. 

V~•Y truly yours, 

..c.{':m:'T!-s~d-r 
Presidi;:int 

llA.1- J10'L_ 
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LETTER ---'%~0 __ 

NORTHERN TRUST CORPORATION 

Tcu...,., .. , , "" .. .,_._ 

Wfl:~TON '~"H•STOf' .. lllilSON 
..-....... "' ........ _ 

De-. w i lmot He.!!IS 
Chai cman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear De. Hess: 

PIPTT SOIJ'll'B L.c\.1!1..\.U.IR :l'D'llllB:RT 

C!11CA.GO. 11..LINObl 60673 

September 26, 1988 

In lieu of oral commentary at the Aurora meeting in early October, 
these written comments are meant to convey my atron9 feeling that 
SSC should be located in Illinois. The same bias that has caused 
m~ to spend my entire business life in Illinois is part of my 
conviction that here is the best home for SSC. 

While I'm sure that technical considerations and economic factors 
are already well documented, one point that seems unassailable 
to me is this: n'ot only does the existence of the world-class 
Fermilab offer hu9e dollaC' benefits to SSC if located in Illinois 
but the choice of ano.theC" site likely would drain Fermilab of its 
brain power over time, possibly evan destroyin9 its viability. 
The existence of Fermilab, in which all the citizens of this 
country have a large inves~ment, ought not to be jeopardized but 
ought to be viewed as a compelling reason for siting SSC adjacent 
to this national treasure. 

What I want primaC"ily to write about, however, is not of a technical 
OC' economic nature. It is simply that Chicagoland is a wonderfully 
fine place in which to live and in which to pursue professional 
and business interests. Many of the resources we take for granted 
will be of· enormous benefit to the people who will constitute the 
SSC family. Some of the countr·y•s most distinguished research and 
teaching univer.sities are located here and available not 'only from 
the profes·stonal perspective of those who will work at SSC but for 
their personal enrichment and that of their families. In Hyde Park, 
home of the University of Chicago, there ls p81'1i.aps. the count.ry 1 s 
most distinguished cluster of Theological Seminaries. In many ways, 
Chicago p~ovides an intellectually stimulating environment. 

llA.1- 1710 



LETTER 94-3 

September 26, 1988 
Dr. Wilmot eea:s 

Page 2 

(CONTINUED) 

Northern Trust Corporation 
Chiea10 

Chicago has a vorl~-renowned s:ymphony orchestra, a distinguished 
Lyric Opera, and a range of world-class museums. We are building 
an oceanariu• at the Shedd Aquarium. This beautiful and unique 
educational and entertainment facility will provide natural 
habitat for marine mammals of the Pacific Ocean. 

we hcf"e a great variety of. residential choices--vhethe.r in the 
City or in the Suburbs. Chicago is a first-class retailing center. 
Ne are replacing Rev York in terms of what the theater has to 
offer. Our aporta teams Day not be frequent champions but they 
are fbn and they add to the diversity of li£e here. Ours is an 
etboic •ix of people that •akeo for a vholeso•e and sti-ulating 
en vi ironment. 

our tt:anaportation facillties are second to no other large city 
in tbe country. O'Hare is a ••jor hub for air travel. Our rail• 
road co11t111ut~r lines offer ezcellent service. Our e%preasvaya are 
busy but not nearly as congested aa those in other major cities. 

Thia is not a perfect city--we have crime, druge, poverty, inner 
city schools that are not ea good as need be. The important 
thing, though, is that leadere in businees, the professions, 
government, religion and othere work together in a co1111Ditment to 
alleviating the problems that ezist. A broad-section of people, 
repreaenting virtually every social and economic segment of 
Chicago, triu•phed thie auamer in bringing about a school reform 
plan that will dramat.ieally change t.he quality Qf education in 
the City of Chicago over ti111.e. 

This ia one of America's most interesting and hospitable cities 
and a genuinely nice place to live and work. The Rorthern Trust 
Coapany stands ready to be of help to the people vho vill be 
moving into our co1110unity to vork at SSC. One of our cbre 
strengtho is that of serving the private banking, personal finan
cial consulting, and aaaet management needs of professional 
people and their families. Sonia of Chica90· 1 a other •ajor banks 
offer eimilai" services. We would viev our responsibility aa 
being that of helping SSC families settle into our coml!lllnity 
vith ease and vith a sense of security and co•fort. 

Ne re•lize that you and your colleagues are being deluged vith 
ar9090nts ranging in content from hard facts to emotional appeals. 
All I've tried to do is make the case that Chicago ta a nice 
place on balance and that the people drawn to SSC vill find life 
here to their liking. 

Sincerely, 

llA.1- 1711 - ______ ... _, 
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LETTER c;i1-1-4 __ 

Cr. ll.l.lrn::i~. lic::a 
CW;.::nf;llQ 
s.sc Si tc: •ra:Jk Force 
U.S. D--"'!?art.:n~nt of ~erFQ' 

PI(~infiehi Con·tp.ajJ~ie£ 
!>!...,JI, Fi fcLC M1:·L'~!; ;r;, •,..-;_ 
Ft,,,r~i-1~.;.i:' SCA,'ir"l!./C - ll [!1'.015 ·.( 
FiAINl-:rtJ) 5;·.-.:.;,>~t.G -TC-:,\;, ,~c 

As yoli k-;..:.v from. eite sele.:t.lcn 1:'c-,ior1.~ tl.m.t IlJ.!nc.d.~ i::. im ex.:!ellent choice 
. r:ir th~ G.~;c. 

Il.l:!.;_ci3 b;i..:; gcCA.i pr.::11'<,lcsl a.lid C(•J!!ilUn-S. 'CJ r.1~n:·•)rt., r..,s Im t.•xce.l!.ent ~:tl11.;;:i 
.,.?r·Kf~::~. (It ill hcw;-e t.:i siopert,-.r .«c1\.!('':liC r.:c'lL'iirces :;uc!'l 1111 'l'he llr •. i'fe;;sJt.y 
vr r:''J.i:;a,:i;o, r.u.::_nols I:ist.:i.tu~~e er T:~C'h1.iaJ.ogy, ~'1rt.U~:-.:i Illh1.ui!l Univt~r:.lit:y c.;;<J. 
ffn~r~ k':!e.) 

'fhe C':i.ic~o llJ'"e& 13 hoat t..,.i the ri.::!t.l::::i~ J·~n.d..1no; cu.l:.'..l.t'".;.l !u.~~itutt,,:,u.~ 
i'.:F:J1i·!-.;_n~ t.h'! Gn1c-~e;-.> :.\;·mpJ:so•~J". I.y:-i;! rrter<t /.l.J1U: ;\i:t 1).J'.>t.i.tu:te. 

I:LUno.Cs hl tilc lea~er i-.! d<:o-;p t1.!n.~,-::1 lle>!'k to.Pd it':-; £)/''llogy i:i veil m:lt,!d 
n_,,,. t:·e c.:;.c. 

£he cua:;~.i..'1.!Ct.ton of U1e $.,'J.C. <:.t. ~ti.:: Par-::n:!'t.u.b vou.:.d help g\ve Il.li~;oJ.c i ~:; 

f~jr sl1!:.r.e of fcdcrs.J. f:.!,~.".l.l- .I.1.J.1uol.3 r>mk~ 5<rtl':i. b.:i.vimi; paid 31.5 bi.lli(")u 
mcxe oveJ• s t!U'.::c year p-'!r:iod to tb-e U.S, '!'rt;!"l.!:>h::Y tl.a:l it e;c-t bs.ck .• 

Hy cn1t1,rr:..ny MB Jmde aililous of. cor.,~1.1-.:~nt~1 th.at. EL.re us~d in tile t11<ier;et. u:-;s(;:mb-.:..~ 

ar:d have developed. tec.!:lriiquea to 1nc,et trta rj r,;.id. requi.t'!:'MOts of FP.1'!T.i.!.ai>. 

M.f C'A<JPal'.IY has the ~t.1U.s t.>.JJd fim1.•:u:lul 51,pf}ur·t t.o suppJ.y tile l8rge rnu~be:r
of co.iwcocntn t!lil.t vill be nec::ded to b:.dL1 tb:!: s.s:.c. 

I urge your tl'i..t1•pvrt of ho.,-.iog tile S.S.C. biJ.il.t t~t the Fct·li.l.i!a.O site. 

llA.1· 1112-



LETTER _9,_4-'--'5'--_ 

Dr. Wilmot He~s 
Chairman 

JEli'FREY ll. SLEMMONS 
A TrORNEY & COUNSEl..OR AT LA"N 

sSc site T~sk Force 
u.s. Department of Energy 

Deeo.r Dr. Hess~ 

Cl'l• !,II". NORTll"'Kl:ST ~-Y. 
C:alC.LOO.ILLINOl8 90831 

(31.ZI 4'31-'179a 

September 20, 19~B 

May I acld my voice ta thQ broadly based groups of supporters 

o€ Illinois a.'!$ the best sit.e for the SSC. Illinois Offers not only 

the advance prepar.::tian and structure afforded by Fermi tab and A.rgo;1n~ 

but proximity to ac~demic and cultural resource~ that can combine to 

make tha SSC the genuinely WQrld leading research a~d analysis facillty 

that it must be. 

•-m•--In this t!me of bugetary restriction, the in place support 

that Illinois otfer9 makes it the only legitimate contender for the 

SSC. I sincerely hope that the clear savings Offered by Illinois carry 

the weight that th~ savigns deserve. As appropriation measures are 

argued in the Congress, the taxpay~rs will demand that all possib.la 

savil_lgs and synergies between the SSC and ongoi~g research a-nd developmen! 

have been utilized. Only Illinois can offer such clear cut economies. 

I thank you in advance for your considerat 

contributions and site promise. 

llA.1· 1113 
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LETTER 

Dr. Wilmot Mesa. 
Chaim.an 

SE.A.RS, ROEBUCK A.:'.;D CO. 

SEARS TQ .. VER 

CHICAGO, lLLINOtS 606f.!4 

s~pt~m~er 30, 198S 

SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy - ER-'65 CTN 
W.i.Jhington, .DC 20545 

Dear Dr. He.'ls: 

I would like co express 'Illy support for the selection of the 
area a11 the site for the new 911percondueting supt!rcollider. 
the area has a great deal to offer. 

E.OY¥11.1>0 • 3Fl~>.it.AN 

!;II••"""""'"'·-"' 

Chicae;o 
We believe 

There are 1111ny positive reasone fo't' locating tha SSC here, including: 
umzratchad geographic adv11ntage11 representt.ng coat savings in 
transportation and atata-·of-th1:1.-a"t"t communications capabilities; access 
to a. huge, skilled workforCe; and, very significantly, t:he academic aa:l 
qua11ty-of-11fs lllllenities that are so necessary to attr.J.ct and retain 
exceptfona.l people. 

Addit:ionally, we have been il!tprnssed hy t:he fact that co-locating the 
SSC at Fermilab would represent very signiff.:anc savings to 
ta.itpayera~both in construction an4 operating co~ts. In today's 
envirot:llllent, m<1king maxi111U11 use of existing resources ts more critical 
than •Ver. Fetailab's seiencific and technical team, as well as it:s 
physical structures, provide a logical utd set\8iblo1 starting point for 
thei SSC. 

With theoe reajona in mind, We are very hopeful that th~ chicago area 
and Fermilah will be selected as the site for this impo~t~nt scientific 
venture. 

Verj truly yours, 

0{~ 

llA.1-



LETTER 

.1. 

'"' 
llBOLUtlOll 

l<!!U~M. th• Cu11nty .. r o .. htil, ~Ute di lllln"I"• h • f:ll••n••nul 
""l< n nHtburb•d uwJ"r Cl'41ptcr H 11t th• llllnnh M..,h•• SUt11u.t1 e...i 

1111<':119'115', th u .. 110.f Bt,.U• ot 4-wdc" l!..t bHn tlu Judu for thr<•e 
ge11.rnlon• hi .. ,. .. n~ h• hlafi -•n ph7elc.t1 •TUI 

llllUf:~~. tbi8 ,u_l""'o In uu.uch Jn bl1h eMrr,1 phynlu lu•n 
hun -1nut .... d u1th the c .... on ... tlon .. r th• 'hv.cr"" s-rtlcle •rnl••1t· 
•or •• the 1•n.I Nn•l-1 Acnlnntor l.lllloUtQrJI ,.,.i 

lll1t.HtM, thl• p0•hl•n, In "i." nr '"" dforU of other eo1u1utu In 
c<l'ftol"c<ln~ rU•••clo In hlf'l1 enor11 phy•IU, Un onlr lot contlnmt<I by 111• 
coMtt"Ctl"" '" u .. Unlt•d h•••• nl tbe St1P'1rc11nducUn11 '"""' Collldu; 

~· 
'1HtwM~. th<o dtlng ol th• lt11"'reond1tetlh~ !!up•• c,.u1du ot 

fer.,llnlo, with 1 .. pUHnr ecul.rotor. ti .. TtvUtltll• lta H•oclnP<I 
hc111tlel'. '"" hdnd •tnll, 11111 .oave up r., '~OD 1ollll"" Jn CHU 
lnvDlv~d In ""ch c.,....uuct1on: ...i 

Ullr~f.All, tit• conunoctl"" ol th• S11psfCo~t1<hl<'fhll S.,ttr ColJ°ldU H 
t.•"'l In~ .. 111 p•-U •C-lc d•nlnr...,nt throu11111 .. < MonMuuu 

IJll_l,.1 """ 

llllUMS. ••w:I• •co-le 9rovth Md d,,v,,lol''"'"t .,111 prn•IJ• Jo~ 
<>rr•""'"H•••• 11t1..,l•U lnv•n<Mn<, ,,,,.. Jud u an ""•ult tncc.,,., .. In 
..... ~ .. n-lc .. .i .. n of ...... 1 IKITtMHtUA lllllKIU <ID\lllU••· lncfodll># 
~#nll> i;..,,...,, 

I. Tio• !>upsrco11ductln1 Su1>9r tnllld•< "• •tk...,..hd11d O • notl<•n•I 
l'rlorur n...i IU ~"""J up•dltH t<> dlW con.cructt"" u 
"'"'" u ponlb-1•1 

l. TJ,. '•••I N•tlo1111 A.:otluuor l.nboTJOUTY I• ~nthu .. 111nJully 
onrr,.•tod ns th• oln at wt.Jell the s .. pucgnd11cUn1 C"P"• 
Coll l<l"•r 8houJd h Juuucl1 

l. Thu In lurtl•U<>llc• ol ,,,. goal ol locHlns tl1• surerc<>nductlng 
!l<•rer Colllder JOt u .. r. ... 1 llntond McdoTlltl>r Wbonto•T• 
nprr<>nl 19 &IY•fl fof tnn...,Ut•l of thte ruolt1tlot1 to th• 
rruld..-nt of th• U..ltod Shtu, hpre1111c11tl•e itrotb•rit, 
•~• 9•u•Ury of t~" Deput.,.nt of C..eruo th• !.l<IHr...,r, 
h('UH,.Utln r.....,.u,,.~ •• fioll•tar ~l~h, th• nluetnr of 
ve,,.Ll•I•• on.I otl,.r putlu .. uh h•hrut \n tlM ,...ortltn, .. r 
onlJ ••oJeet, 
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LETTER C)4-1 (CONTINUED) 

~AlE Of ltU~ll.11$1 
"· COlllliY or Off.AU '"' 

I, TO!n"J OMllOll<J, DJM.tolb r,_t, Cl•r« £1id J,.<!'P'!" of lhP. P-!!n>rd:'I In IJoohlb Co•.,t), 
1lUno!:1. cil:I Jieo•cltty certH7 tMt Ute 41ttull<ld i~ a t.'1111 ~r.d COl'T--Kt ~(rpJI rif lr.1!1 
or1g1111\ n;(11r4 oo fl1v. 

(SEAJ.) 
11' •iii>~~~ t1'~reof, t tm"" ~e .. ev11to ~t '"' ~ 
ltlOd ~tthed tJI., Senl 11f ti!,. C'?lllllJ' cf Deu!b · 
11t "II afftce In Sy<;.Mm1n, lllloofa, 

42" .. ~ r-X.i.~-L-·· __ 
ITTtfN1mn<lT~eR~om1t{l;le.-~ 

llllJO'-UTION 

11111!11~~$. ti.., U..ltM l'lt<1l- el -de• .... i.- t!» w11tl4 )uftt lor 

u,. ... ~"""""·''"'• In ........ d. I•"'•"~·..,·~· ploy•IC:>i ..... 
l.illr.REMi, th!~ P••-1.-..:n !n ,.,..,uclo ID Mmh _,.1il1 11"7•1c~ ll•JO bn• 

""'!nt•loe<l "llil the c-uuc:U- <>It"'" T•••tr"" p•rtlcl• •CC<lhuto< ct ll'"' 

h•.ol w .. tl"""l ~e<:•leutur t.okr•f-11 ..... 

llUERfJIS, tMu p<>dtl-m, ht •I- <>l t"'° •ff.rte •f <>t ... t c-d•• l1t 

c<!nJuet1111. ,.,~., .. d• 111 .. t5ll -•u lfliT•h:s, cu .,.1, boo .,....ti"'"'~ b~ Oe 

<1>nstructlou '" u,. U..ll•N SUll•• •I u,. J..,_r.,...,<f<n:tl"I S..,..O' i;,.IH·l•q ,,...i 

llllf:"1!A$, tl•• ~ltl"( of tM S"!""re"".t..<:t1"9 JoqNr CoUl""r n h•-..ll~lo, 

vlth lt• l'•""""t ~e~a!•uta•~ U.. 'i'•v•~•""'• Ju .... ncl•t""' belIJU"'•• ••.J 

lUI""" ~t•ff. wlH --- ... to ·~Ull .. u11- h• CHU tn .... lH<i ....... c1. 

<on•« ... tl""I •t.J 

IAIUM3, ti• con•t1·•~t10 .. o~ the 3•.,,...•c-luct\n11 S'>p•r c .. 111ftr •'· 

~.•,.ll•I> viii pr....,t• ~¢-fC ....... 1_.,... t•r-.'-'t. --Unt 1111-bl .. , 
llll~~EA~, ~\l'=h •C<><i.,,._k cr.,..<h ....i ~•n!e_..t "111 pr.,..l•I• j'>b "N"'•'-~· 

nit.In. 1th1Ubt• In•...,.-, - l.,..i t<> M ""'"""ll 1..., ..... In r""""""I« 

""U•r• of '"'''-""«•torn U•lnoH ..... 1clP<1llll••• 1 .... 1...it ... tt.. i:o..otr <11 

().,bl/I, 

NGW, rn~:ni,;roR&, Bl: IT Gl!S!JLT!!l), bJ the U..hUt C..-ty lioJord tluot• 

1. TI,. :S•l{! .... -'ctl"l!I ,..,u c.ou1 .. ,. boo ..:~n-••.i-..,• •• • n11tln~n1 
vrl<>dt1 - iU •rr•'""d Hp•,..HM to .u,,. u .. •tr,...u- ..... ,.,.. 
u pno~tb1•. 

?. Th,. •:.,..,.t1 <>l °""..,j .... ,,..,_ It• <tnt."°"'l.Hllc ll«J>po<t for tJM 
~o.,otnr<>U- <>f u .. S•op•"'C-tl"llll 5.,.,.., Cullld<H d, """ ~1.
nv~"ll"~ <>f 5.,1<1 pr~!~ct to, t:..0 ro<•J N•t'--l Acc•lor•tor 
l.Al><>r•r.,ry. I• l"<ll"'•-•nc• of H1I• qod, •~i>••~d I• ~I'"" for 
•n-ntd ol tkt• ,,,.,,1 .. u- lO '"" lruoi~..i: <1f u .. Un•t....i 
st ...... t"- .....-.. ...... r tt.o U••-•• ~,....,._, •l~•tl-. '"'° 
S"cr~•~ry <>I tM u.por~11t "' ,,._••7• th• •l<tu.r-r ....i 1~8jnl~· 
'"'" ·•f tM ll•t<• of uu-1 •• ti.. r..,_,_, .,., ... '"" •-· Uut'•~· 
md ~-~"J"ll 1;.,,,.,u., •• ti.. IH.-eclar ol fH.,lhb ,..4 tha -yGUI of 
u~ll c-ttr In U.1• .:-Ot7. 

J. Thi, r~•ol10tl<1n ~MJl boo la !di f<><c• ....i •H.,ct r.- ..,J .rt~< 
I(~~·•••&<>"" P"'""rlb4d 1'1 lo,., 

/' '-" 
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LETTER 

Cooments on Ora ft EIS 
M. W. Leighton 
October 6, 1988 

My name is Morris Leighton and I am here to offer cOi!lflents on the Draft EIS 
tht!lt wfll topefully help OOE 1n developing its final EIS. I am Chief of the 
Illinois State Geological Survey, a division of the Illinois Department of 
Energy and Natural Resources (DENR). We are located at 615 E. Peabody Orfve, 
Champaign, Illinois. The Illinois State Geological Survey (ISGS), established 
fn 1905 to study and report on the geology and mineral resources of the State, 
is both a scientific and an information agency. One of our goals is to ensure 
that, through geological research, we understand the nature of our 
surroundings.. Another goal is to report objectively our scientific findings 
as a credible research institution. I believe that if you check the record 
you will find that our Survey has done just that and enjoys both a national 
and an 1nternat1ona1 reputation as a leading geological research 
fnstitut1on. For those of you who may not know, ft was the ISGS who coined 
the tena •Environmental Geology" in 1963 later to be incorporated in the 
curriculum of many universities and colleges. 

As both a research ana and a public service agency of the State, we provide 
objective reports of scientific investigations, participate in workshops and 
seminars, and give publ i ~ presentat1 ons to di sseaf nate informat1 on. Our 
products also include letters and memos and personal replies fn response to 
inquiries. This past year for example Survey personnel published 192 reports 
and BO maps and provided 69,205 copies of the reports and copies of maps; 
prepared 735 unpublished technical reports; participated fn 261 workshops and 
se11fnars 1 made 327' public presentations; met with 6,134 visitors, and 
responded to 2,394 letter inquiries and 27,239 phone ca11s. 

A significant part of our research effort cm:mencing in 1g93 has been devoted 
to the siting of the SSC, that ts, fn the selection of a geologically suitable 
spot in Illinois that would also meet all environmental requfrei1ents. We have 
COMpleted 8 scfentffic publfcatfons, the first of wh1ch was released fn 1985i 
an additional 3 publications have been written and are 1-n the publication 
process. We have colflllunicated our results to the scientific co11111unity and to 
the public not only through these publications but through numerous 
presentations at public meetings, to service organizations, and to scientific 
soefeties. One of our members, Or. David Gross, hel'.id of our Environmental 
Task Force has presented more than 100 such talks. 

Our site selectfon process involved an initial geological screening and 
feasfb111ty study in 1983. Early wrk by Survey geol,ggfsts identified a 
highly favorable 1rea in the vicinity of Fennilab for 11any of the same 
geological reasons that led to the selection of Fennilab as the site of the 
existing Tevatron ring, i.e. a seismically stable and safe location with 
excellent foundation conditions sitting on a strong stable cratonic platfon:11 
that has existed fn the same tectonic position for more than 400 million years 
,._ soltd, safe, secure -- and completely outside of the area of existing or 
likely future developnent of the State's coal, on and gas, a11d metallic 
mineral resources. The feasibility of a tunnel In bedrock underlying the thin 
veneer Of glacial drlft was also 1dentfffed fn the early phase of the Survey's 
efforts. 

•• 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

- 2 -

Following t.'le fe3sfbi1fty study ar;d early fn 1984. a formal SSC Geo1og1cat 
Task force 1:nd an SSC Enviro11111e11tal Task Force were established to conduct 
1110ra det1.iled ge:ologfeal. geotecl'ln1ea1, end el\vironmental studies. The 
Env1ro1"111ent1l Task Force, coordfn•ted by the ISGS, fn1t1a11y fncluded the 
State Water Sur.,,ey 1 the Haturil History Survey and the State P\rsem. tt was 
later expanded to include the Division of Energy and Environmental Affairs of 
DENR. Both task forces addressed fssues on a regional basts over a 36 
township area, then fn a lS township ar"ea as the ring dimensions became f1ra, 
and finally along the corridor and the pnposed ring 1oc,t1on following the 
19.S.7 DOE Request for Pnposals. 

My .-irpose fn tell fng you this fs not to proyfde a chronologf.cal account of 
efforts but to provide you with a perspeet1ve vfew on the 1-ppt'oach tf\at 11tas 
deliberately developed to provide the control needed to assure a suitable. 
safe. secure. stable location .... one that avoids 1ny environ11ental 
characteristic that iafght be col'l51dered 1 f1t1l flaw or that poses a serious 
problem not readfly rertiedled by acceptable 1111tigation procedures. 01Jr 
resulting control is 1n the fon1 of wells drtlled, cores and sa11ples taken, 
holes logged, field tests conducted, laboratory anzilyses perfor11ed, seismic 
refraction •nd reflection 11i:tes shat, and ha.rd data coaptli!d. 

It ts control that allows reliable conclu..sions to be made about the three 
df111ensional space and the nat1tre of materials tn whtch the SSC tannel and 1ts 
expertmenUl chambers will be housed. Increased control means fncreased 
knowledge. Increased kflowledge reduces the rfsk of future surprfses that may 
occur during constructfon and/or operatfon of the SSC. 

So what is Illh10is 1 'knowledge based on? It is based on over 7700 well 
records 1n the 36 township area. It is based on samples and co,.es fl"Oll 1500 
of those wells and borings - all available at the JS&S. It fs based on more 
than 950 holes (l·SO with sample sets) that penetrated the top of the G<Jlena, 
the 1P1tt that will hlld the SSC. It 1s based on 270 ·holes that penetrated 
bedrock below 320 feet elevation, the approximate depth of the tunnel. It ts 
based on 33 core holes ..oose \oca.t1ons were specifically selected and drtlled 
to provide 11ecessar'y infill infonnatton in the area and along thtt corridor 1n 
which the ring ts to t:e located. It ts based on 16.734 feet of exposed rock 
drflled in those boreholes. It is based on 10 .. 574 feet of core. lt ts based 
on 11ore than 1075 tests of hydrogeologfc properties. over 7000 rock strength 
tests. and ZO tn-sttu stre'is 111easurements. and nt111ef'tlUS observations on the 
orientation, frequency, :nd condition of joints 1n the rock. It fs bas-ed on 
66 riiles of refraction d.ata and 17 •tles of h1gh resolution. 24-'48 fold, h1gb 
effort reflection survey:;. It ts based on yfbration measuTe.ents tn the field 
and an bM:kgnuand radfa.tion studies both on the surface and 1n blreholes in 
the area. tt is baied OR hundreds of chem.ice\ tntlyses in the labOr&tory. It 
is based on experience gained frao actual tunneling 1n s1111tlar P.aleozo1c rocks 
only 16 atfles to the east. The TAAP deep tunneling progr<J111 has resulted tn 72 
miles of tunnel up to JS feet 1n diameter alld four 1.1ndergniund c:a¥erns (two 
63 1 ;c 96' x 274' and twi 6ti' .11 59' x 203') .comparable tn size to the 
experimental cha:Pbers for t~e SSC. 

This <:untrc\ "as er.a.b\e1 1.1s to construct a thTee d~111ensional picture of the 
rocks In which ttie SSC will be located ~-a pfcture that we have found to be 
both llthologically and ~tructurally simple and predictable. 
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Oui:- control has pr,ovfded quality assurance for Illinois' site. We are proud 
that I111nofs was able to provide fnfomatfon and data far'" 111 of the 
para11eters listed ln the DEIS io Table 3.7. •Impacts of Constr'U"Ctfng and 
Operating the SSC On SI te Alteraatfv.es.• 

Because of the control we do not expect geological surprt$es thdt 1n turn 11ay 
ha.ve unforeseen environmental or econcmfc .consequences during t~1e constr.uctfon 
or operation of an SSC in Illinois. So in closing let me leave you with three 
·thoughts. lllfnofs tnows 1ts geology and there should be no surprises. 
Illinois has done tts kuaework. lllfnois cares. 
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Co11111ents by John P. Keqit.on to DOE at publfc hearfng on the SSC 
Draft Envfromnental Impact Statement. October 6, 1908 

My nami: is John ICeinpton. I 111 a Senior Geologist wfth the Illfnofs State 
Geological Survty, 615 East Peabody Drive, Champaign, Illfnofs. I have been 
involved wfth geological studies for. the Illfnofs SSC Site sfnce 1983 and 
-Leader of the Geological Survey•s SSC Geological Task Force since 1984. l'(y 
coi111ents address the structurally simple, unffona, predictable and favorable 
gt.'Ology of the Illinois Sfte not directly stated fn the Draft Environmental 
Imp-let Statement. 

The data base and control available on the geology of the tllfnofs site 
fur the SSC show that the geology fs siinple., both lfthologfcally and struc
turally and varfffably unffol"ll as detailed in Volume 3 of-the State's Site 
proposal. The geologic units into· which the tunnel and vperimental chambers 
can be implac-ed, the Galena and Platteville Groups combined are a very homo
geneous and high strer.gth unit consisting of dolOW11te and dolomitic limestone. 
This unit fs a 111nimum of 320 feet thick regionally,· allowing for shifts fn 
tne final posftfon of the tunnel and chambers, should any be necessary. 
without geotechnfcal co11proa1se. 

In addition to the advantages of lfthologfc uniforwit,y and thickness of 
the Galena-Platteville Groups, the essocfat1on of the overlying Maquoketa 
Group, with fts continuous basal shale enhance the selection of the G.!1ena .. · 
Platteville as the host for the SSC tunnel and chantlers. The Maquoketa. and 
particularly the basal shale, fonJs an effective aquftard~ li11iting 
sfgnfficantly the rate of downward mvement of gn:iundwater into the &a1ena
Plattev111e. In addftfon, -the overlying Silurian dolomites and glacial 
deposits are well defined, their characteristics docU111ented and provide no 
major probteas in the construction of access shafts and surface facilities. 

Where there is 1ndfcated structur-a1 control at the various sites as 
provided in the Draft Envfroiantal Impact Statellent, a coll!plrison shows the 
least deformed rocks are found fn Illinois. The well documented overall 
structure of the Illinois SSC site fs uncot1plfcated. consisting of generally 
southeastward dipping bedrock units. This regional dfp, usually about 10 feet 
per mile, 'is superimposed by very local and very gentle, east-west trending. 
broad undulations of less then 80 feet and a N.Xfll'Ull structural relief of less 
than 200 feet. less than the oth&r sftes. The nature of the undulatfons ts 
known as a result of 850 control points and 33 especially placed boreholes, 
High resolution setsefc reflection surveys along the ring allignment have 
identified a few minor offsets with 111xi111U11 vertical dtsplacesaents ot 35 
feet. No other faulting has been doc:tn1ented; the .closest mjor fault .. zone is 
the Sandwich FJult Zone, long inactfve. about 6 miles to the southwest. The 
ar'ea is tectonfc:ally stable a.nd seiS111f.c:.tl ly quiescent, mapped as being 1n 'Zone 
1 of the Uni.fem Building Code. 

In comparison with the cross-sections presented for other sites. the 
descrfptfon of Illinois structure should describe the bedrock dfps as 
Increasing locally along SOlll8 •fnor undulations. Detail on the Illinois 
structure ts clearly greater than for any other sfte, as indicated by the 
information Pl"!>Vfded on the frequency and amplitude changes noted on the 
boundary surfaces 111 .the cross section for each site. The freque·ncy and 

I 
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amplitude changes should not be confused with structural c0&plexfty. Tttey 
only reflect control. ttinilllizing th'! r1sk of future surprises. and ensuring 
adequ1te knowledge of the details of the subsurface geology. rn the case for 
Illfnois, the data er!>ures unffom, simple geometries and lfthologfes wft?I 
stl"'uctui-al .-elfef .!.!!!. than that for any other sfte. 

Thf$ well established geoiogfcal fram!W<>rk of the Illit10fs sit11 pro\lfde.s 
a solid basis for the gcot...GChnical and hydrogeologfc evaluations, utfliz.fng 
the exhaustive data provided in the Sb:te of Illfnofs' sfte propcsat and for 
the Draft Environmental lmp.ict Stateme11t. 
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Col!lllE!nts on Draft EIS 
Geotechntcal and Tunneling Conditions 

Robert A. Bauer 
October 6, 1988 

I am Robert Bauer an Engineering Geologtst with the llltnois State 
Geological SuY'\'ey, 615 E. Peabody, Chillllpa1gn, Illinois. My expertise is 
underground stab111ty and construction. My responsibility in connection with 
the s1ttng of Illinois' SSC ts the characterization of the strength and rock 
mass properties which are important tn evaluating excavation conditions, rates 
and support req.iirc111ents of the tunnel and chambers tn the bedrock. 
Geotechnical and geological data have teen spectf1cally collected for the 
Illinois SSC stte since June of 1983. These data and the alread.x_ existing 
collection of nearly 8,000 borings in the area along with the large number of 
strength tests perfonned for the SSC siting are the RK>st extensive of any of 
the SSC f1nal1sts. In fact, the over 7,000 tnd1v1dual laboratory tests 
performed on cores from the Illinois site far exceed the combined number of 
tests from the 6 other SSC sites. All of this tnfomation shows that the 
conditions and materials for the construction of the 53 miles of tunnel and the 
large chambers are uniform and predictable. The rock mass conditions are 
considered good to very good for underground excavation requiring only minimal 
amounts of support. Above all, no other state can boast that they have already 
constructed a facility of similar proportions. Over 72 111les of r;achine bored 
tunnels from 6 to 35 feet tn diameter have been excavated ahead of schedule and 
under cost in the Chicago area dolomites. Also, four large chil>bers the size 
required for the SSC have been excavated in dolomite bedrock at depths of 360 
feet. These house operating electrical and inechan1cal equipment. Over 256 
shafts have been excavated through glacial Nterials and down into bedrock. 
The Illinois SSC proposal clearly states how conventional shaft construction 
practices will be used to safe guard disturbing near-surface groundwater 
supplies and will not involve regional dewatering. 

Overall the DEIS document was a monumental effort to assemble all the 
1nfonaation frOll the 7 SSC sites. In reviewing the geotechnlcally related 
information in Appendix 10 of the DEIS, I have a question related to the 
calculated a1110unt of excavated material from each of the SSC tunnels: Wh,Y do 
the two SSC sites, Illinois and Tennessee, which do not require a lining or 
systematic support tn the tunnel have the highest volume of material excavated 
1n relation to the other 4 sites with tunnels in rock that require a lining or 
systematic support syste11? As shown in the March 1936, SSC Conceptual Design 
Attachment C, Conventional Fac11 ities Document on Drawing RA-2, sheet 44 of 
Appendix A, systematic supports of rock.bolts and reinforced shotcrete can take 
up to 8 inches of the diameter of a tunnel and a tunnel with a concrete lining 
can take up to 2 feet of the diameter of the tunnel. Therefore. the 11ore 
support and thicker linings require a larger diameter tunnel to provide the 
minimal 10-foot inside diameter clearance. Assumptions such as the tnftial 
tunnel diameter, support type and amount required and muck swell factors for 
each excavation method placed into the final EIS may help clarify these 
differences. 

Thank you for your considerations. 
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f(Jllriil!nts on Drcift E!IS 
IC. C•r-bff•,t ght 

'October 6. H'-38 

I am Dr. Keros Cartwright frt:e1 ttiP. Ill!:i<Jis Stat.a Geological S~1r11ey 0 615 
Ea.st Peabody Dr1ve. Ch~NpaiS;-1• Illlrois. 1 2:il the fr'i.neilJrl'~ 'Sc:\entist i.n 
<iharge of Envi ronmen'tal .Geology -Res0af'ch and Serv·i~s. l ·• ·trere to ·CDll'llM!n-'t 
on th!! Ora rt Envi.ron11<Sn'tal l:npatt S.tclt-.edlent reglllrding the :Hyd-roge<>'l·oglfc 
Setting and Spo11 D~spos~l. 

• 

Thi! bydrogeologtc condi·tions il'l tf:e .are11 O;f the propcsetl Sst s.ite hitve 
bee11 .tssesse::I fer pote11tia.l iillpacti. :rwo .11a..}or icnm:et'nl of the l!lss-es!"me:it 
'Were the 'impact °"• or .inter.ferenc.e .with. wo'ter ·we~~s and ··9rouridwll'te1' 
~·nf1~trat1on or seepagg f.nto S5C t1ndergl'Ound f!!IC:f~ft,ieis... These ere cone.ems 
.for :both the corlstruction and post-conS'tru<=tion .¢10.ses ·of the SSC s·ite in 
111 i noi-s. · 

Studies by the Sti;te ·Geg,logic~1 ind Wa·t-et"" Surveys 'fllll'e shown t~11t the SSC 
tr1nr1~1 wi11 not have any impact .on .the y.fe~d of water pur1ped lff'Olll t1e11s in the 
•rea l:tur1·ng construct.ion or 0opgrati.011 ·of the ·ssc. few .weHs use the ·Galena .. 
:Plattevi11e Fonna-tion s.ince the 1i!<ld ,ffi 1ow; and rthos-e ·t'ha!: do are 
prirK:ipally above tur1r.e.l eleva.ti.oo. -lie have est1mnted that ·fnn11 6 to 3.1 
we·lls. are ~n the tunr.el co~r«idor, imd ny .J:.e it'Te~ers:1b1y· iwipntt'!!'rl. this is: 
based on an .tnvl!nto.ry JJ.f I.sos .we.11s lf.n the .area .. 'th~ we~1 l"t!i:O"~ of 773 of 
t'helll, and the posit'ion of the wlls :i-n re1«tfon ito the Si·t~ far.11ities as 
-octlined 1n Ssc technical dacument!.i :furn.f!>IN!d by tile ,DOE8 th.e S-tate MatPr 
Survey wi11 conwent on the lnaocur.acies reg1:ittdrf.ng thts 111•tter ·1i:h1·Ch apµe:iretf 
tn the Draft Env1rcr.mer.ta1 I111p.1ct StateiJen-t. 

Cl 'DSely related to water we11 htlerf.e~nc! 1·!0 ove1'tlnrrt ·of the 1 m::<il 
aquife;s. Gr·oundwater is avai.l>ib.'i-a fros b!u 9r.:iup1 .of aQU1f~rs: the 
•shallow• equifers at d~pths raoglng frl'.l;i 30 fei!t tu 400 feet. coo:sistin_g of 
sands an1 gra'lels of the ·g.lac:ial drift and :ttle: ft>actund -'bet!roc.f( iamediatE:1y 
underlying the dr1ft, airid the "deep• saml~tane aquifttrs. lil11ter leveil-s hi tt1e 
de(!p aqu~fers. u~ed mainly by tr.dus.try and Municii·P1·1·it1e5,. h.tve been 
dec1fning. However. i1ns.taH.a.t'1on ·Of the SSC wd1fl not eK·acerbate th·is 
condition. A.1 thou;h purd1ase o.f ·water from pub11c swri::es ·coul·d add ·'W the 
withdrawal from th<? deep aqu~fer. then~ ll'f! ongu~ng programs to rep1aice 
groundwl:ter with surface water .fi!IJ!Orted fl"CllJI :Late .Mieh1gen. Adfi1·tiona1ly 0 1t 
has been p-l"Oposed tl;at ·tllfl SSC/ff.m.il&h cmp'e• deve.ll>'P wells i1'l "g"lai:~all 
drift, a resourca that i; .r11Jt fu.J.1y ~ve·1oped. iln fac.t. the ·Geo.~cgic11 and 
Water Sur·1eys ·are two years .into a tflre! year 5tudy to 1.t.lentffy •r.d u:ap the 
shall a.. aquifers ·of Kane County. This ,projecrt tms 11B,.eadjt ,rf!'£ult.ed kt sever31 
new wells being 'brought i.nto .production. 

Dewatcring dur'ing shaft cons.tructi·on is ta1gh•~.J' ,qn1~lte:1y and 1ower·lng the 
'ldatertable Ot' st:ress~ng gro~n&Swat• Te'5Durccs 11md/'or exis.ti,flg -•etlantts S:hou1·el 
not be &n lssue. Techni·ques exi;t "'7hi-cll w0•1 1:B·tow ·constf<uctlon to pnx:eed 
without ·significolnt hinderem::e frOll groundwater infi1tra.tion. Sim11ar1yD 
seepage into SSC underground fatOfties d1Jring operatt:m lil:!.f1l not be a 
problem. Several pumping statiC1[1£ will be •l>ie ,ti) :handi'le ·.the fl.,. 111\d wcter 
collected will be able to be ~sed for cooling purposes. r~ this ~ay dis~h~r9~ 
of groundwater froA the tanne1 to "r~ streams 1111111 be 1iJG1tcr1 to le!:S th'1n 
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0.3 cubic feet per second and have little or no 1111pact on the drainage 
system. The State Water Survey wfll have further CDlllllent on this topic. 

With .-espect to the disposal of spofl generated by- the project we forsee 
no adverse impact. The Draft Envf ronmental Impact Statement states that 3 
quarries and 1 gravel pit are available which will handle the more than 3 
111illton cubic yards of material generated. In 'lic:t. at least 17 quar'ry and pit 
operators have agreed to accept and store the spofl produced by excavatf on and 
tunneling during SSC construction. The distribution of these factlftfes are 
such that many of the associated problems of tr-afffc, noxious enmfsstons, and 
dust generation are mini111fzed by relatively short haulfng distances. Ttle 
spoils do not contain significant quantft1es of readily leachable deleterious 
minerals. In fact, the rock fs s1.1bstanttally the sue as those extracted from 
the quarries. The effects of a minor amount of secondary minerals are greatly 
reduced since the acidity of water passing through them fs buffered by the 
domfnently calcareous materials. Thus, the spoil will have no detrimental 
effect on regional water resources. 

' 



1 

2 

LETrER --'g'-=5-=2.'---

Comments on Draft Els 
David L. :Gross 
October 6 • 1 982 

I am Div.id l.. Gross~ ,Geoilog1.s .. t •nd Head._ 6"\'1(1r0mttente.:t Stu~u and Asses~nt 
Section* JU-i.no,f:s Sta.te Ge&l·ogtj.can 5ur¥ey.., 615 !£. "Peabody 'Dr1ve 1 ~cha111pa1gn 1 
Illinois. 

'The State .of 111 i·nois :t.ncl'luding the J,111·no1s s.tate :GeoJ.og1ca1 Survey =!Jeg111 as 
early ·as 1993 -to assess the ·)JOtenttan If.or siting the ·prioposetl SSC 1n 
Ill·1no,fs. .A -task foroe ·wa-s for11ed by the '60Yernor 110 rJinvest1'gate ·geologtc1tl 
feasibllity ... enird-ronmenta~. 1~ge.'l• -a1\d ""Sm:i.el/.ect:1n•ic issues -of buiti,dtng t\'ie 
SSC. Th~s 'talk force, ·conststif,n9 orf 'f'epresent1ti·ves o-f many state agencies, 
began a s.tudy \lth·lch .was -used .as the ·ba-srts for tthe 171~i·rJo1-s SSC pl'Oposa~. ·I 
cooridfnated the envi.ronmenta-1 .porti,on 'Of tihet wor.t. The 'Statte has besed its 
proposal on sound geo,log.i-cal and ,geotecfln:fcail dait.11:; ·di'ta Wh~dh 'we know ·to ·be 
the most G0111iplets •o,f any -subm.ittef' on the ·Best Qua1i fil.ed L1'$'t. 

OUT da.~ have ·been ~publ1-r.tled •On ·• ·regu\1r lbZl:s7''5 ,duf'i.ng the ent1re 
1n,.est:tgoti-oo and represeitt the •b&st .eff.or.ts of some .Olf :the lftnest ·gP.Oilogi·sts 
and technicians in the State of Illinois and the wor1·d. if.hese ·1·nd~·vi·dua1·s are 
CQll)11itted to the preparation for the safe 1nsta11at1an and operation of the 
SSC in Illinois. Our extensive dat.a base is made even more effective by 
inclusion of much of it into a Geographic Information System which allows 
relatively quick access to assess any s1tuation with respect to the SSC site. 

Environmental screening early in the 1nvestfgati0fl discovered no fatal f1aws 
to siting the SSC in Illinois. T'1e construction of the SSC and its operation 
could be and would be in accord<u\Ce with all envirOfU!lental laws and 
regulations. Furthei-, the Task Foi-ce, w'ith a Wl!'illth of data arid the powerful 
tool found 1" the Geogi-aphic Information System, was able to optinri.ze the 
placement of the facility within the site area. This optimization has 
resulted in a proposal which pi-ovi·ies the lowest cost potential for 
construction. operat1on, and dec<J11mission111g of any potential site and one 
wfth the least number and best known env·ironinental impacts. 

As the well-developed geologic s1Jbsurface dotot allow for fle1db111ty fn tun"el 
and chamber iP1plo1ce111ent, so the basP. estab.lished for the site-template of the 
SSC also allows for canplete fl~xibility fn the placement of surface 
facilities. This is an important aspect a~ the final design of the SSC 
evolves 1n tenas of experimental efflci.o-11cy and fin<il site-specific 
considerations. An important facet of the lllinois co111111itment will be t11e 
establishDlent Of a seientlfic· f1eld office at the construction site which w1ll 
tnclude a fully operational re111ote wrk-station of the I"llinois Geographic 
Infonnation System. This will allow for full ·use of the geological and 
environmental files generated for the SSC pro.1ect and all other files 
available on th~ nation's larg~st scientific Geographlc Information System. 

SP.Cause the State of Illinois has been conc~rned with environmental p1annlng 
we submitted our own vers1on of an environmental lmJJ.Jt:t statP.ment as Vo'lume 3 
of the Supplement to the Site Propasal fol" the SSC in Illinois. We were 
disappointed to discover that this volume, entitled Env1l"Onmental f\!;sessmP.nt, 
•as not referenced in the OEIS al tho•Jgh it W!'S submitted as pal"t of the 
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propQsa1 tn April of t.'iis ,year .. An ElS. fcniet •s. used 1-a the prepi!lrat1°" of 
this docwnent and' the rel'iew of efi•1F'Onmental pirameters 1.ssociated with the 
Illinois s1 !:e 1s based on resource ma,ter1als developed by the State as well as 
1 series of direct publfc responses to the Illinois Site Proposal. We are 
resubmitting that E!1\'1rD111Nmtal ~sessment Vo1u."lle ies an 1tto11ctuiie"t to the 
wr1 tten copy of th~.s statemf!nt and' request that the in.fonao11tion there1n be 

'tr.eluded in the Departnent of Ener~·s F1Ml E"vironllff!ntal 111p.1ct St.o.te;mmt. 

We also- dr!w ,JQur .mttention to Table 2~1 tn Se·:t1oR 2.143. Volur.:e III of the 
DEIS ar.d no'l.e that t\'loe foll0fol1ng co:rments we:-e es~t>e1ated with otner sites bt.:t 
not Illinois.. favorable geolo.:Jlr. l'!itd.aial d~ter1.Ag.lg,roundwa.ter Unpacts. 
strong teehn-1-cal liibor base at Ot" l'l~ar t~ s.ite .. m.i.n.iPial en.vtronmenta.1 
de9ra4<!tio~. simple predlctable geology .. and an eii.celle.1it tAdijstrial b&se. 
All of these ltf!«i11 are also qu.tl\.ties cf the lllino.fs. site and 1ihould bf! so 
noted in the- table. 

Tl'le' S'tate of 111h11is· has been and will co~tinue to be. comm;Jtted ta. tbEt SSC 
pt'Gject. The teehfl·ical anit st::ientfftc eipertfse -h1cb generated the extens1-•e 
and quality as:iured data will be availa.b1e on a conti.,.o11r19 b~sfs for SSC 
deve1oJaent tn Illinois. Jf b!.it1t ln llli-nc-is .. the SSC project o.ffers an. 
e11~llenr. owort•ntty fr 1tafnta1n1n9 and pre1erv~ftt" the charicte" of ttie 
en.tro•ent wttile pro-'11-ding a sound geologic .. eco~tc. and a<:adem'tc base for> 
the tnst~llatioit and o~tion of tt'le ilcrld"'s f0r"e111os,t imd finest trl-ghwel'!argy 
ph,ys1cs labor~tory~ 
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B CHICAGO 

OCi i 11988 
SECTION/.AMBRICAN' NVCL:SAB SOCJBTT 

EVIDENCE BEFORE D.O.E. PUBLIC HEA~InG BOARD 
raq1.r·iln; · 

ILLINOIS SSC ~MVIRON"ENTAL INPACT STATEMENT 

pro<:>anted by 

r\oi;~r 'il. 't'Ubr=Jo~ 

C!;.i.~r ,C:1ic<>g·J Soi.:: ti an, Ao1un·!c.i.n l':UCl!!.lf So:~11t\I, 

Tha A~~ric~n Nuc!e•r Soci~ty is • not-4or-proftt ;nter~•tion3! 1 sci~ntlfJc. 
tngin~1rin9 •nd edu,•tlon•l ~r9•ni:•lion dedic•ted to the peaCdful applic•ticn c; 
nucloar s~ier.c2. The Chicago ~action h•• about 4:Q ••~bars w~r~!nq in rc,1•rch 
L .. b.aratari.t'I>, thg pll.,..~r lndu~li·'J'r conw11\ti.n9 •<:tivi~l~s ,;.nd en·drcn1111m!.•- protacti.or 
ac:ros; northern Illiflo!; •nd nortll-•11lst1rn Indi•n•. The !ll'PPOf't at the sectioo tor 
the SSC in rtli•lais Wi; de,.oostrat~d by lhQI q•th•l"ll'\g oi 'iQ'l9i"ii.\ t\i.1ndn11! 'ii.1JH1'turer; 
in the cou(sa of a~out t~o w?ek$ in the spring of this year by th• offictrs, b~•rd 
•••bars and committee ch•irs. 

Tha 11".:iters of the Chi::;a1p section support the SSC on scientific and technol!lgical 
gro~nds 1 b~t with regard to the •~vlro•ental •nd socioloqlc•l i~pacts of sit!nlJ th~ 
SSC hara in [lllr.ois t ~ill lialt 11yself to only thra• aipacts, •I though the~• ar• 
•any ottuu·~ 1 

-therQ ii a vi~~le sciant1fic popul•tion already in the area c~paOle of •~~~ortin9 
t~• SSC 1 thus •i~imi:in9 parsonnel transfers intQ the region and the astociatad 
costs, 
-thertt is plenty of 1tle;::triclty in the region to su;:ipart the. Oi)eration of the 

facility, 
-i.f th~ SSC ls built Att'(!HIERE ELSE, it •ill re5ult \n the decay and de.il!i& of 

F•r•ilib. This wculd ra•cve the Me•tern Anchor of th• High-Tech Corridor along 
lnter~t•ta 89 and advars•ly ifiect the t•chnlcal ~ra~th and c~lt~r~l a~li~iti~~ I•· 
this region cf Illinois. 

Th•nk you far this cpportunity to 11.1.tl~it evid&ne1 on th;;i sitir.9 aT one o~ th& 11o~t 
•~citing s:lentific Frcjocts of this gon•r•tion 1 the SSC. 

Roger W. Tllbraok 
Ch•ir,Ch1c•9a Sectian,~~s. 

10~1 Olst S~reet, 
Downers Grove, 
ll,ftllSH1·lSl: 
T•l· Hf:Sl:::ISIQ-t161 

Bl:il21'17:Z·8:3~2 
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A CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
• Citizens AgainsttheCollideF Hare 

Dr. Wllmorit HC?ss. Cha.ir;man 
SSC Sit~ T~s~ Farce 
EA-65/G.Tf\I. 
Office cf Energy Res~~r=h 
U.S. Dep~rtment of En~~gy 
w~shington* DC 20545 

Oct •. 6 • J96S 

Attn: ss·c DEIS Commeots---Jllogicti-l Arq':Jml;'!n-t.s i!a•ti.i 
!tt M!§; !!!'.!!:~ 

Dear Sir: 

The Ora.ft E.IS is f1,..ll of su·bj•.act.ive rea-s.;in.iJY,1 and illog:ic-.Jl 
conclusions on th<?" paort of the EIS writ~r:!I... Yor exam?le~ 
'l'ahle 4-18 shows that the Illinois sit1,:1 has 94 state protl'.:!cted 
species living in l!h& p.o·opoat!d r~1J;iaf) of the- colli:der. Tt:is 
is mor~ than ~11 of the other sites combined. Section ll.J.3 
page 15. c1e.;ii;ly indiii:oates thaot a-pprD~im.ate·l.y 20-0 acres of 
habitat will be ~rmane1'!-tly disturbed O'l' o:testroy'l'!d by th~- SSC 
construction. An acld:litional 235 acres Will be ·tamporar.i:ly 
disti.<.rbed.w This i:s ove-r 435 aicre"' of land -.h:!ichi will be 
directly impacted by tlle- SSC i.n· Illinois. ~ F.?S also st:Jtes 
that some WGtland hablt~t would be adversely fmpacted or ~· 
and that construction noise will adversely. aff':!Ct wildlifa 
during construction. lt's clear that the EIS writers admit 
that there is a gre~t d~al of potential for these 94 state 
species to be <J.dvers<~ly affected, and especially sine+? they arB 
admitted to be in the region of the collider ring. However, 
the EIS ~riters relegat~ this potential problem to a le~el 
of inaig.nifica·nce simply by statil'lg that "although tha Illinois 
~tate-listeci protected speci.:s .:ire nt.1mP.r01lS in the gener.-il 
reg ion of the site, they are not i;-:itpected to be found in the 
al'ea.g proposad tu be dist'..!rbed. • 

Why is ~his so? Ar~ ~e simply to take th~ EIS writer's word 
for it? Havs there been actual teams sent to each proposed 
constructi:QR· s-l1t,;i to sit and oils~rve what animal life is 
preseir.t over an ext<!nded period of t.ime? Or isn't it more 
li.ke.iy that through the use of co11puter t11odela and predictive 
models, the writers assumed that no species would-be di~turbed? 
This assLJmption or conc1u.'3io11 is totally ill-09ical based on 
all of the information that is given. How can 94 state
protected sp<~cies exi~t. directly in the area of the collider 
and yet·none be adver.:'lcly impacted? It's impossible, except 
for the subje•::-tiva reasoning and illoglcal ·argu,no::ints used by 
the EIS preparers. ThS!y wanted to delegate this pt'oblem t'l 
a level of insignifican~e. so they simply did so without 

P.O. Bo:oc 104, Wasco, Illinois 601$3 Phone:312-594-4244 
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any proof or substantiation. 

'I'hi~ sa~e type of absurd thinking appears time after time 
thcouqh~ut the lengthy Draft EIS. For example. page 5.1.10-12 
describes service area or "tank farm" area F2 as being located 
in a· field surrounded by an existing subdivision. this __ 
naturally creates a problem for: noise levels. and esp~cial.Ly for 
eight lines from the existing homes towards the t<il;k: form .. 
However. the wonderful EIS writers,in their ~isdom, indic~te 
that those now living there need not worry about anything 
tlecause their vie-ws will event.u.:illy be blocked by the new 
homes that will be built around the tank farm. How illogical 
can you get? What makes the EIS writers think that anyone 
would uant to build next to a tahk facro ~fter its alre3dy 
in place? I could under~tand someone Un/':na1.;inc;ly building 
a new home if ~he ~2 site ~eren•t i~ place, but how can 
anyone with a brain in his head think that people will Le 
flocking to the f.2 site to build once its obnoxious looking 
and~ shatterlng p.resence is alfe<idy iu place? 

This type of illogical argument is used repeutedly through.
out the E!S in order to mitigate nearly every pcoblcm to a 
1evel of insignificance. If this same level of intelligence 
is shared by the other scientists vi thin the DOE, it's easy 
to understand why the United States is losing its l€adership 
role. And ask yourself thi~--oo yaU ~ant these same people 
conducting experiments bcne.:ith your home or buslnes!:l or your 
chi l<lren' s school 1 .1 st, re don• t ! 

Sincerely yours. 

-Ja1te(' .d. / J~ 
?frNN.:). i?~ 

J:?t!· &-4~~, ~ 
coc:>I' 7< 

17.30 llA.1- ~---
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Department of Energy 
Wuhington, DC 20341 

10-1.1-ae &113Pl'1 DAY I EVN AIJDITORIUtt 
Janet tk:Uood 
31WS4a.&uck•kln Tr•tl 
St. Charl•s, IL 60175 
:U2/S77-7959 

. 

September 15, 1gsa 

To ac~OlllOdate all those 1n Illinois who hive indicated that they ltfOuld like to 

speak on October &. 1988, at the Public Hearing on the Draft EIS for the SSC, we 

have scheduled an additional plnel to conduct Hearings in parallel with the 

ortginally planned session. This parallel session will be held tn the auClttoriuai 

at Naubonste Valley Htgh School, while thl ori9tnally planned session will ba 

moved to the gylll'l&sha to better aceOlllllOdate the expected n1J111ber of partfc:tpants. 

All asstsned speaking requests for OctoDer 7, 1988, are unaffected. 

Please note tht the raot1 1n whteh you will speak has been changed, ll21, 10U1' 

reserved speaking t1111e. You should now report to the roa. tndicated on the label 

above. 

Please ltrfnt thfl Jetter wfth you when you reP?rt to th• registration desk an 

October I, 1988. Thank you. 

S1ncerely, 

!<.t<.J~ 
Wilmot Hess ~ 
Chairman /- -
SSC Site Task Force 

IJA.1- J73_L. __ 
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H~altlt. Rislu 

As an employee of AT&T Bell Labontlories, I owe my livelihood lo scientc and leehnology. When-I 
met die womtn who laier became my wife, she waa doing medK:a ~xuch in Oi.icago. We are bodl 
loven ol science, Ind have followed the dbcovcrics ia lhe physical wodd with lfl'.81 lnleleSl; we·~ 
fmniliar witll lineal' acc:cleracor's. and the o.perimenta carried out &here. A couple of my co-workers 
used to work at Ferm.ilab; lllDting IO them, I know • thin& or two about the opermioa of Fenni'.s 
s:celaarot, with aucndlnt risks. Because of this knowledge, DOt In spite of it, ii.y wife and I had no 
qualms about building a house and sairting a ramny 3 )'C8tl ago, 'just 300 yards soulh of.the existing 
ao;:elor:uor ring at Fonnllab. Qui.re hnkJy, because of lhe medical rescarclt my wife was doing, I'm 
much more concerned abouc rho barium in Auron.'s mwiic~ drinking waler than I nm aboul the effects 
of Fermi's supen:onducting ring 1CJOSS lhe road from me. 

Equil<Jbl~ Tmwntnt 

Another co-worker, a couple of&c:cs dowa dtc baU from me, To'OUkl. havo IO sell htr house iC the SSC is 
siled here. so you'd beaet believe I've been hosing the other sido of lhe SSC Issue. She's worried about 
geuing fair marker. Y&lue., and Bnding IUilAble housin1 in her 1n11 (she'd have lo dowag:radD), moving 
exponscs. She's got a lS-year old mmpp, md is not. kJokins farwiint IO a-new m(lllgBgc ai: double lhc 
imaea nuo. 1-doa't ta.w tbe lllSWa'S. I cmpadtize Mtl her concerns. I Want ber concerns ID be 
addressed- t.'ll*iaUY since mY subdevelopmeat appears on Pennilab's map hWda a liule box INWted 
Fucare E.'tfmllkn ARa·C. Altbougb lbil-llldo box Im exisc&ld for many,_.., and bun't'beco ilnpKttd 
by SSC, Chat's not ro say lbal rmt 111011th or next )'Cm', I won't be facing the same dilemmas my co
worker is. I doia't wanl 1o lflll'Mybody pc. burned by SSC. Jid O\'eft. bo wilting to pay·• linlo mere s&a&c 
Income lax. nllba lhan Im my co-wortcr (and cmceivably, me). n111 niughsbod by eminent domain. I 
Uko my·nelghbod:lood and my neighbors. but-I'd be willin& ID ID if asked, (especially ror science), bal 
I'd wane to be lrMcd cquiiably. 

Site Hert 

Some people, notably Texans, say SSC Shoultl BO·ID Tcur, poor economy. Texans have been whining 
•bout dtcir oil boom gone bust fot many years. !Ind I'm gelling tired ot llsCcning ID it, I read .. 
~& statistic in • newspaper • 'fC3I' or 2 llgO; it may or ll1llY noc slill be valid, bl.II ii certainly wu 
nOW11 io·mc: In 1em1t of money •ms llL in Fedem iaxa.,.. enierin1 in redcml spcndinJt m. ranted 
50dl. Mote money lerla ·nt dlan comes back lhan any od>er swc in lhc unioa. Maybo this one projocc 
aJoae will railll lllinoil' rantinf ID 49111, maybe oot. Biil i do di.ink this is oae lllGl'O·ason for the SSC 
10 be built in IUlnois. We know lhe other reason.s: 

I. Centrally loca&cd • with oven bcucr airport access forthcoming 

2. Scientists + Engineers • U Ibey went ro Tcus, it could cause a brain drain on schools and other 
R&:D entidcs. The 1-88 conidor ii staadlly building momcntwn -u a .world elm high·ICdl 
corridor, I don't wsit IO 9eC It in 10 or IS years degrade inlO a mid-cdl or low-tech~ because 
one of lite engines of high-tech left for points soulh. 

4. Manufacwrin • ~ lb-:= superconducting rina: Fermi already has in 

3. Drill~g Eqa'pmcnt · us~ Ji/!. lhc~logy of this region 

operation Million ~years to'build. hm only m:ently begun operating at full power, and 
wiU prob®ly be closed in 2 or) yrs and never reused, it SSC is not sjlCd in Ill, because ot lhc 
masa CllodUS o(.rescarchers Pd aigincers ID the SSC project. 

Closing StlltemcN 

I lhink I speak tor lhc va.u majority df Illinoisans, includin1 those in this county, who want the SSC 
hen;, when I say thll Winois is proud 10 be host IO the world's ptemMr high-energy physb rescan:h 
fa::ility that is Fennilllb. uid would lite very much IO remain In the vangourd IO unloct lho mysleries of 
the Universe :111 one.of the most inlcm>ting and pro£ound of human cndcavon in die modem era. 
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LETTER 

Northern llllnols Unlv•rslly ti 
Oet<a!b, Illinois 60115-2854 

Department of Physics 
815 753 1772 

October 6, 1983 

TO' fv!embers 1 Department of Energy Hearing CommiUee 

FROl>!: Suzanne E. Willi:J, DepartmC"nt of Physics, Northern Illinois Uni\·c:tJity 

On behalf of Dr. John. E. La. ToureHe, Pre3ident of Northern Illinois University, 

I am pl.o!~~d to appear before you to testify to the educational benefits of locatill~ 

th~ Superconducting Super Col!.ider in nort~crn Illi.nois. 

Let me mention just three of the educa.tional a.dva.ntages of locating the SSC here: 

benefits t.., Northern Illinois University a.nd other nearby colleges and unh·ersi1:iesj 

b~nefits to elementary and secondary schools; a.nd benefit~ to the locnl. population 

in genera.I. 

Firs~, Northern Illinois Uni,•crnity will be the closest university to the SSC. Our 

cam.pus is j•.tst 35 m.iautes from F(':rroil;ib, and oniy 15 to 20 mi~utes from the wc.;t. 

11ide o( the SSC rh1g. In (a.ct, I myself left a. h::nured posi.tion at the University of 

O!dah'lm"l. to come to Northern Illinois University, bees.use it is so close. We, the 

experimental. high-energy Phy:;ics group .a.t Northern, already have undergraduate 

n.nd graduil.le students working at Fermilab with us. Many of our students are 

fl·om the western Chicago suburbs, a.nd grew up with a knowledge o( &ad iii.terest 

in Ferrr!.ihs.b. They express excitenlent a.t the opportllnity to work at. the premit:r 

high-energy physics laboratory in the world. The nea.rness o! the university ta Lhc 

laboratory niea.ns that students who ~re still ta.king courses can also be actively 

inv<:1lved. in forefront research. This is a wonderful opportunity, one which is not 

llA.1- 17:?.3 
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u11ually available to student• or hlgh-cncri:;r physic.s. 

Many more students will have sialllar opportunities at the SSC. Oihcr 

univei'sitie11 whir.b have acfr"e high-1.:ticrgy rescuch programs and arc within a 

reasonable drive cf ~he SSC site include Northwclltern1 the University o{ Chicago, 

the Illinois Institute o{ Technology, the Un.iver:sily o! filinois n.t Chicago, and fudhcr 

out., the Univc:tsi.t1 o{ Wi:Kc.rir.in, the University o{ Illinois at. Urbana-ChD.mptUgn, 

the University of Indiana, Notre Dame, and Purdue. In addition, the other 

univcrsitie1:111.nd two and four year colleges in tbe 11.rea, such a.s P..0011cvelt Universit:;r, 

Northeastern Illinois Univcnity, Lake Forest College, Elmhurst College, De Paul 

University, the Colleg1! of Du Page, and 10 on, will benefit Crom the neMness of such 

a prestigious research laboratory. The la.rge selection or colleges and universities 

. provides employees or the SSC and their falll.ilies with unparalleled educational 

choice:1 as well. 

Second, Ferm.i!ab alrea.dy haa in plau a large number of progrtl1tl8 for elementary, 

junior high, IUld high school etudent.£, a.nd element.l'l.I'y a.nd seconda.ry ar.hool. 11cie.nc~ 

teachers. Theae progr&m11 reach students and teadtets from all over the country, but 

especially !Tom Ui.e northern ·IUinoia a.rea. Putting \.he SSC here will enrich these 

prcgrams. Furthermore, sin« the SSC ll'it.c i:i Cd.Bi!y reachc~ from \he entire Chicago 

meti:Qpolitan area, locating it hert makes these educational. progr;una aYailable to 

millions of schoolchildren, includi.rtg many who are economically dfoadva.ntagt:d. 

Third, ihe local population as a whole sta.nds to gain. The SSC, &1 Fermilab 

is now
1 

will be the world'• premier high enel'gy phycics labor-.tory. ha work is 

completely unclassified, and \he sHc will be open for tours and visitors. Anyone can 

visi.t. lhc Fetmita.b site during daylitn!! houn; if you do, you wilt find a. fu.adn:i.ting 

aeries of educational exhibit.a explaining the reaea.rch done there, illcluding slide 

and video preaenl.1'.\i.ona. You will alao find {a.m.i1i.e3 pie.nit.king, S.ahing,· hruning 

their hunting doga, watching lhe buffalo, 11.nd generally enjoying v.·ha\ if obviously 

a safe and plea&a.nt are&. 'l'he SSC, as well, will be an educ11.~iona1 resource for \be 
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e~1tirc north~n l!linoie cornm1~W~.y1 &nd we \'li"dcorr1.e it e.!lcl '111:11 tak~ 11.dva.nh1ge of 

it.. 

The point to see d~ly is tha.t no other aitc unclcz utive _consideration offen.1 

so mMy people-college and u,:l}_,•.ersit;y sl.udei:ts, 8choolchlldren, ~each.us, anJ t.he 

~n~ral pubJic:-the editc&Uoaal opportuniti~ of ibe SSC. 1'.'!o othe;r a5ie oWe.ra 11.0 

ma.'l.y students ~be oppqrtu.nity ta do re11en.ri:h anJ Gtt<.•1:-i ;id. ~he Eatne time. Here, 

on the autsfrirts o( oue of 'he wor!d'a gr~ii.: urban cente:cs, 111~ can introduce \'isitora 

from ma.ny different background.!!, and from 11~1 o•rer the globe, t.c the vonders o! 

modern Lie;h-enerbY phJsicu. 

"""'- -
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ILLINOIS 

SESSION I 10-7-U C•Y Z Ev£Mlll6 AUOITORIU11 7::l0-10PH 

I J 9:25 
Dor1s tarah\1lo 
(llorthbroo~) 

••• 
~~SQ_ 1SCAClS\\ DL<.tv~c::..u.\\ 
t;_y,.;:_ 1' 1slks. I '-'~'-'.\cl 10.'/--\1~· :::iee.. f·Plb.<.~c_ . .,. 
6 O R:.iw ci i('i) 't-1 \er , "=>-1-'-"-'-t :::it-i l I · +: \\ '\J\ 1 "-... . 

f\.As.t W'"-. \(IC\.G<O:, 1-o...V\(::)1 I" l'Sh ti:..dc «.Ke<-1l«1(:/1t:.' 
\/0\;u1 s\;ov..\o v.ie 'S\-CJ1p wner~ w~ q'(!. f\Cl'"-:J 1 
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PreSEintation 
to t.ne 

&.S. Depar1tment of iSn~rgy 
en ttte 

Environmental Impact 
of 

Sltinq th.fl &3C .±1,. I 111.noi.a 

Pzesented' by: 
Sue E\rans 

October 7., 1909 

L/GWISS 'bv.r ~ °br 
'>{, (\..:),-\~">I ::Cl.., • 
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I h~ve always beli~tred that America is a fair and just 
place to live. eut during the course of the last few ~onths 
I discovered that I have been living in a delusion. 

The state of Illinois has n·ot wanted to deal fa.irly or 

justly with the people of Illinois in regard to the placement 
ot the Superconducting Super Collider. • The purposes of the 
Bill of Rights in the Constitution was desi9ned to protect 
the minority fro~ the tyranny of the majority. Clearly in 
this cese the majority, the Illinois State officials, special 
interest groups, and scientists have victimi~ed the minority, 
the home owner, farmer and the srnall businessman. 

Why is it tb.at the State of Illinois was not willing to 

disclose the loc~~lcn of tte SSC ~ntil the very last minute? 
I think it's amazing that Illinois officials have had 
literally years to compile data, survey, and research. While 
tne general public has had a meager nine months to inform and 
enlighten themselves on the SSC and it's impact on the 
environment. Can you truly believe that nine months of 
pr:?!paration time can compare to t.he ~·ears th.e state has had"? 

One area of concern is the loss of no less than 59 
businesses which, in turn wi!l reflect a loss of jobs in this 
area. I know the argument is th~ SSC will create new jobs. 
The construction jobs are merely temporary jobs. The jobs 
the SSC creates will be a wash when compared to the existing 
jobs it will displace. 

Another concern that i3 very hard to comprehend is the 
confiscation of 6,500 acres of valuable farm. lanq that will 
be needed !or the construction o! the SSC. Illinois has been 
blest with fertile soil, but between developers and the SSC 
what will be left? Where will we turn to tor fertile farm 
land to grow crops necessary to sustain this country? The 
line has to be drawn somewhere! This country can not keep 
takin9 valuable farm land. The State of Illinois is asking 
it's people to give up something they have worked their 
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lifetimes to achieve. The American dream is to own a home 
and some land in the hopes that a citizen can live there away 
from harm and destruction. How can the State mitigate the 

dreams of 160 families1 
The Environmental Impact Statement states that in all 

the proposed sites except Ari%ona, construction of the SSC 
would disturb or displace wetland habitats. Illinois has the 
second largest amount of wetl~nds to be impacted by the 
consruction of the SSC. Illionois stands to have 850 acres 
of wetlands tampet:ed with during the construction of the SSC. 

How· can the State mitigate the animals and the plant life 
which have been living in tranquility in these wetlands? 
There is a time when things are not to be mitigated but left 
as nature intended! 

Another interesting point of impact to the environment 
are the 106 Historical sites located around the 53 mile ring. 
I do not understand how any one would not be concerned about 
the negative imp.act the SSC could play on these Historical 
Sites. It is imperative the government strives to preserve 
the special significances these Historical sites represent. 
One site specifically is located in the area where surface 
acquistion is imperative. How will this Historical site 
maintain it's impo:Ctance 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 had a chance to comment on the negative impact the SSC 
will have on the 320 or more wells in the area, the noise 
le•1el the SSC will create i"n an area of hiqhly developed 
human receptor areas, the thousands of families that will be 
asked to sell a portion of their land for tunneling purposes, 
the disposal of the spoils removed from the tunnel, possible 
water reductions to the natural aquifers, and the fact that 
the government has asked all of these people to live on top . 
of an experiment (with all of it's uncertainties). 
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I could go on and on, because I do not feel this project 
belon9s in the State of Illinois. Ne have not forgotten 
Weston, Illinois. We are not about to allow history to 
repeat itself. 

In closing I would like quote Woody Guthrie: 

Now as through this world I ramble, 
I see lots of funny men, 
Some will rob you with a si~-qun, 
And some with a _fountain pen. 

But as through this life you travel, 
And as through your life you rome. 
You won't never see an outlaw 
Drive a family from their home. 

llA.1- 1740 
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I would like to know just how a.~d who will determine 

the value of the great Oak trees on my property and 
the others along the path of the collider. 

These trees many in excess of 100 years old not only 
add ~eatly to the beauty of the praperty, but protect 
from the winter winds ar.d scouring ~un of summer. 
My heating and air-conditioning bills are substancialy 
reduced because 0f th~m. 

These magnificent trees would be around long after we're 
gone if left undisturbed, but will die quic~ly if the 
roots are bothered. 

I keep hearing that the people of the Fox Valley should 
except decreased property values, all of the known and 
unkno~ned problems brought on by this construction 
cause it will brirrg jobs "to the state of Illinois • 
. o\s a Federal project wont the bids be let on a nation 
wide bases. Sucessful contractors and material man can 
come from qll states bringing their supervisory and 

i;.: •• ~·~.,.,.r.-7 

key people with them. Arizona, Colorad~.and .Texas have 
vast waste lands that could hendle this project with 
11 ttle disturbance to their people. Contractors and r.,· ...-o~ .., • .;..c~ 

' . 
material men from .from Illinois could still hid the job. 

I hear they're going to tie the collider into the Fermi 
operation, this would be like tieing an old one arm 
adding machine into a modern day computer system. 

This vast expenditure whiqh is opposed by many learned 
men of science as well as many_men in Congress (In fact 
the fd.nding for the project has not yet beenapproved) 
will enable us to understand the big be.ng theory and 
the creation of the Universe. I think most of us will 
still prefer the version in the book of Gen Genuis. 

llA.1- 17<H. 
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LEITER (CONTINUED) 

The estimated Four billion dollar cost .for this endevor 
will run double that amount as it usually do~s on 
Federal jobs. The state of Illinois, u..~able to supply 
money for education, prisons or other programs could 

use their share of these costs for much better purposes. 

Lets. drop the whole idea. 

O,'i" A,./ /-/"'1 """/< 
6,v' .,;,o ::!> /1/ooJ>~ '!~<' c 
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LETTEi;t 9Co0 

& 
~ Citizens Agaiost the Collidar Hera 

HESS- RF.LEASE - . FOR P!lplA'f'E R!LB~SB 

Juty 10, t!!! 

on June 30, 1988, the llllnols LegJslatur• pasaad Amendment 
Tvo of HB3S12. Thi• amendment vaa aa.attempt by the 1•91•
latqre to address some of the negative aconomlc impacts 
of •lting the Supe~conductln.g super COlllder ln the state 
of lllinols. After careful conalderatlon of the leglelatlon. 
c.A.T.C.R.-IL believes it fall• tar elaort or providing guar
antell!s vhich Governor Thompson satd·ftre •tn order• at the De
partment of Energy'• Scoping Hearing lD rebruary of thla 78ar. 

Th•· amendllW!nb to the.bill coTer•d· three topless l) cOmpensa
tion for loss of tax revenue due to land ac:qul•itlon, 2) coa
penaation for loea of property values due to the clouding of 
title• •• a result of the acqaisitioa of •tratitied le• •3t.at~~. 
and 3) co•p•nsation for damages dae \\o Coa•t:ruction of the SSC. 

COMPENSATION l'OR LOSS OP Tll REVEWBz 'the .. in objection ta 
this portion or th• legislation i• that it limit• stat• appro
priation for lost revenues to_ only fiYe years. vherwa• the prop
erty that vould bave b9en •object to ~z will 'bit otf thtt tax 
rolls for a •ini:aum of thirty-five J11•r• (10 yeor• dur1·n9 eon
atruction and an estimated 25 ye6ra of operation cf th• SSC). 

Tbe state contends tha~ an7 loes of tax rr1anue would be mad0 
up vithin thtJi five 1••r period of ti•· Hove.var, it vill only 
place tbe taxing district• bacJc to where they should have been 
vhen the property vaa originally acquired. once the_ property 
ia last to the ssc. the taxing districts vill &lvaya be behind 
fro• the amount of revenue that could bave been generated. 

COMl"ENSA'l'lON POJil: t.OSS OJ!' PIOPEllft VALUE AS A RESULT or CLOUD
ING OF TITLES Wl'?B 'l'HE STU.'flFIED FES SSTATES1 'l'bi• aspect 
or the a11Gndment ••t• up an arbitrary and unr•asonabla procedure 
to compenaat• property ownera tor 1oaa of property value due 
ta the acquieltlon of etratified t .. estates1 

l) Appraisals •~• .to be done at tbe direct.ian of the tepart•ent 
of Energy and Natural Rasaurcea. llo input is to. b9 alloved 
by property ovners. There ls no prOTialon to bavo th• owners 
o.r their representative present at tbe tiu th• property la 
being appraised. Appraisere are to bl! retained by th9 Depart
•ent, vbich vill clearly result in the appraiser being biased, 
conacloualy or not, to value the propart7 lov to·tbe benefit 
to Uut atate and to the detrement of tbe affected· property 
ovaers. 

2) Notice of the availability of t~ appraisals is to be pro

P.O. Box 104, Wuco. llllnois 60183 Phane:312-5844244 
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LETTER 9(o0 
(CONTINUED) 

vided by advertisement in a newspaper ot general circulation. 
No notice vill be given directly to the property ovners. If 
the owner fails to ••• the ad, or learn of it by other means, 
be vlll forever foreclosed fro• partielpatlng in the program. 

3) It must be establiah~d that the property value declined •due 
to tho construction of the ssc.• Who l• to decide this? Thia 
ls only inviting litigation ao that the courts can •aka the 
determination vhieh vill prolong the frustration, agony, hard
ship and expense these citizens vould have to endure if the 
SSC la •ited in this state. rurthermDre, if this does result 
in litigation, the bill does not provide for the payment of 
expenses and attorney feea if the &tate denies the request for 
compensat.lon arbitrarily and capriciously. 

4) Appraisal• to determine fair market value vill arbitrarily 
lock the value Of the property at the time of the acquiaition 
of th• atratlfied fee estate. Further, the bill tails to take 
into conelderatlon 'th• appreciation of property values in the 
Fox River Valley. In order to result ln compensation from the 
etate, •ale of the property must be belov the appraised va1ue1 
then the ovner vlll only receive eighty per cent of tho differ
ence betveen the appraised value and tha actual sale price. 
Assuming a modest ten per cant appreciation of value, if a home 
ls sold thraa rears after the acqui•ition of the atratltied 
fee estate, the homa 1111at be sold for less than tventy-tive 
per cent of comparable property before the bill vlll even begin 
to provide·relief. To further understand this. please see the 
table below. 

S) Tb• bill ia limited to compensate tor property los• for only 
three reara, vhereaa the at.ratified fee estate vill t'ore\."ar 
cloud the titleo of the affected properties. 

COMPENSA'l'XON FOR D»mG£S DUE TD C:ONSTRCCT'IOH': This also la 
an arbitrary and unreasonable provision ot th• legi9lation 
vhich establishe• an unrealistic and unworkable aet of proQe-
dures an:! guidelines1 · 

1) the D~partment of Euergy and Natural Resources ls to admin
ister the program and eatablish the guidelines~ This Department 
has no experience or expertise ln loss analysis and the adjust
aent of claims. Tbe Department has been the target ot much 
of tha opposition to the siting of the SSC ln Illinois. No 
one vho has been opposed to the aitlng of th!• project can 
reallf anticipate fair and equitable treatment. 

2) Only those property ovners vho have been affected by the 
acquisition of •tratlfied fee eatates can participa~•· Jf 
damage occur• to a ho .. situated in close proxialtr to the col
llder ring, thef vill not be entitled to rmceive any compensa
tion under th!a logialatlon. 

3) A preeonstruc:tion inapectiOn auat be aade •.vailable. Fail
ure to consent to the inspection vaivas any right to participate 

llA.1· 1744 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

in the program. The aaendment la silent aa to hov the affected 
propertr ovnera are to tMI notified of t.he in•pectlon. and doeo 
not indicate vbo la to bear tbe cost tor lt. 

~) CQmpenaatlon ls to be limited to •actual• damages to real 
property. The bill doea not addreaa potential personal injuries 
and the actual and conseqventlal damages that necessarily flov 
from them. Also, the bill does.not provide for damages ra
•ultlng fro• loss of use and housing expenses if the property 
ovners and their families cannot remain in their-homes during 
repairs. 

5) Th• amendment a11ovs the Department to set guidelines and 
maximum avarda. The Department may set such a lov cap and· other 
conditions and restrictions to render this provision of the 
bill meaningless. 

6) Th• bill states that it must be ahovn that the damages vere 
•caused by the construction of the ssc.• Jt does not state 
vbose bu~den of proof it is. nor does it state Vbo is to bear 
the expense of hiring expert• to aake •ucb a determination. 
Thia provision invites litigation1 and as previously noted above, 
it does not address th• real concern of payment of attorney 
feca and expenses if the state arbitrarily and capriciously 
denies a clai• ~ithout due cause. 

The Amendment of KB 3512 which addresses so .. of the economic 
concern• of the negative i•P•ct of siting the SSC in Illinois 
fall• far abor~of its goa1. Just as i•portant, previous bills 
to co•pensata f.or loa• of qlue to prime l'anland vas glossed 
over bf thi• bill by .. relr requiring a study to be conducted 
bf the Dep&rtaNtnt of Energy and Natural Resources. rurthermore, 
none of the legislation addressed the real noneconom~c issues 
inherent in the project1 radiatlon, conta•ination •nd/or loss 
of groundvater •uppllea, ground collapse, devatering, decomi•
aioning, and siltation of our vaeervaya. Por all of the•• reasons, 
c.A.T.c.e.-IL vill continue to puraue all legal ••ans available 
to oppoae the aiting of the SSC in Illinois. 

llA.1- 174? 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

TABLE: Assuming an affected prcpetty is appraise~ immediately 
b~foro construction •t $100,000.00 and an annual appre-
ciatlon of 1~. 

l TI!AK 2 Tl!AllS 3 YEARS 
~ LA'1'ER LATER 

COMPAltlBLB Fl.Ill 
MARKET VAi.OE • 
TIKS OF S&LE1 $110,000 $121,000 $133, 100 

APPRAISED VALUE: 100,000 100,000 100,000 
SALE PRICE: 100 .• 000 100,000 100,000 

J.C'rOAL LOSS : 10,000 21.000 33,100 

" LOSS OF COMPAQ-
dLB PB.OP1U\TY 
VALUE 9 TllfE OP 
SALii 9.09% 17.35% 24.87" 
AHOON'l' COHPENS&TBI> 
PER LEGISLATION 
(80% OP DIFFERENCB 
or J.PP!tAISE'.D VAI.UE 
AND SALU PB.ICE)s -o- -·- -·-
Proa the above illustration, it is apparent tbab in order to receive 
any compeD•ation fro• the program ••tablisbed in the amendment of 
RB 3512, a hOllG •U•t be sold at a value b•low the appraised value. 
~he affected property owner• are being penalized for the untortu
uate location of their bome on tbe collider rlnglll 

llA.1- l7 4<o 



LETTER ,(CONTINUED) 

IN 8llIEF ••• , .. , •• , 
'ADOPTtt> 

,r11111 • -

HOUSE llLL 3512 wa• pa••-1 ,aad aent oa to the Sen.ate for 
its vote (a raveaue b.111 totally unrslat•d to the SSC). 

JD th• Senate. two AHEHDHENTS were attached.: HO, l la 
OOt t'81-ted to SSC; 'DllS AHENDMillT lfO, 2 la epecific: 
to the SSC. 'the BILL, With AMEHDMEN'?S, ,.aeed in tbe 
Seaat• pd vae -nt back to tbo BOUSE for coocurrence. 

Even though w. were tol4 the Dellocrat• -r• oot happy 
with AHPfDK!NT llO. Zo dur:lnJ tbe extaoded H8eioo oo 
f'l'iday, JW.7 1 •. tblt ROUS!. COtLC.U.ned alld paud the 111.L 
with a 103 to 2 vote. It'• oa to the Covemor for eignature. 

WITh"ESS-Parliamentar)' 'he tic a?: 

UtUS094SlCBj.....01 

AKO!~ '!O IDDn au.t. J!l12 i2 

~ NO. et2.- ARn4 9oqe 1111 JSlJ bJ" ... let1119 l1 

J ttw tltl• •Ml la .. rtl~ la .Ueu tharfff tta. Collowlnt• 

• 
I and UC- U.xea ••I end 

• 
• .. 

•Sffe1ot1 2. siec:t1• lf2 ot tM • ......_. ace or UJt• • 

f.U... 1&1.7 17, :t.tJ9. u ~. le ... 1111..ai, and S.Ctlon Jft. 

a. fllM94 til•rato, tJI• edded acwl -.ndlttl S.Ctlcms lO nMI H 

11 toll••• 

ICll. UO, MW par, SDU.f 

J.2 lee. ?O\, Por th• ! mrs 1 .. e1U•t.•ly •ucst!dlM ISb! 

13 !!al' ln vtalch r••l trmrtz I• asgulr*4 for aon1t:r11etlllft of: 

J.• tit! M.:·sonduetlM sue-r Colllder. tr t:M St•t• ot llllnoh 

J.S eeguir11 title to !ft! re•l Hoeerty Cor th• pi!!pO!~ or 

J.I eo111truetln1 tl\e hP'rsonduettna l\le-r £o1Ud•r. en• 

S'7 b!f!!rt .. llt or II-NI• •"-.11 ~ ffY!!l\t! lfl 1.L!ll gf t.!tQ t.O 

J.I t!I! ceunty e'~r dlttrlbut!.Cfl to •ll t!zl"' dht.rlct1 111 Vhllih 

JI eai:ti ~r.o-rty ls loeet!f. Sui:ti gmrits !tl!ll lwt ..... rre 

'9 rullds •ppf!!tl•t!f trH1111llt tt the Deurt.11:111t for •twit 

21 puree. !II! _,"' or 1115h e-nt1 ln ll!!! oe' t•••• •ti.Ill 

t2 IM II\ " 1 "t. !(!ll!l !II Ml! !!lld\te\ dtt1"Wd fr,. -u1t1DlJlr!! 

Jl ti!! 9a!t !!Cel'lt !!U!llt.!d llH!!d w~i:s or !ll!ll proper-tr' 
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" u .. 
" 
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prlor a> .6:....1 .. ~~1,Q uy tt:• Su•t• tit t"" int . .i nr .a to• Jil 
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'l'ne ' y•u H"'""' lo" Ofl. ..-!!1-m.u..,,oC'ft't P!()Vfd~ for h• 

t~.i• Sectln., •!'l"U ~= ..ipplv C,,. • .S..•r•ot"· lll' t••1 P''"''f!l'CJ 
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" 
" 
•• .. .. 
•• 

U nd1" t" .~t1111.1•,." 1, l4PJ'L 

fCl:I. J.:o, l'U'• ''"'' " 
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22 •tth1a Cl" .. £1t0pilll' olhlc~or.o ot •taeb COllAC:I• a"c tan th•"· tbCI ll:J. 

2l •t -t ot tte •-t&l cum tt..1t •Lll M ir«;i11~e•d '' th• .. 
" 
" 
" .. 

c=at:;o botrd • certi.!!•• tQ, rat. .se:cir~t~. tc:i Ll.•f ~rowld•d• 

~•t• u: • ... r:i.tetp1aU.tf r .... adopeltd tu 111cr•••nll 
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J1 lilr ~tion :IH. tfl• ""7!1"'tt et•tll llfl•U titetlud- '" •M toc•l Mi-

u !<N•ll'l..t •••ri.et'd •aJ- of' •!!!ft: ~ olhtr!~. tfla l!Mt CIJ 
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••c"9 ot the rat• •'*thof lied bf •<::attu• or r•tennd11111 tor 
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TM fC! .. U•lDf 11111ttlor1ty ot ••di r:ountJ'• t•:dft9 distrlct 
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,. 

" 
" 
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, __ , tiy Mure., •ntlcl~ud to be r•Cei"-4 by tl'I• 
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Mtla · or MlCh failure to Ula to 9Udl countJ, tuln.; 

a.cb county cl•r• 0.11 .. tenilM Ula ... 111N11 rat• 

a .. tbodqol tor MCll COllllty, U•lnt d.l.atrln or. •cllool 

" .. 
11 

" 

.. 
" .. 

:ao •1atrlce otlMf tMsa a bame rala uiilt pclor to tM ••tendl"9 If 

21 t.11::1a1. In det•r•1olft9 ttie ~t of ma•1- u.a -tbor1•e4 to to 

:12 · ._ 1"tff 'f -UJ' •tatute at th1• •i.te., tbe •11e11ecl tl 
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" .. .. 
.. 
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" .. .. 

1ewi..,,.. '1 Ute local ... ....,..flt of!'1cl•l• Cit' cu Deparbeat; 

M • C&M .. , M. ud u e1P1•l11ff or c:onfln.d ti1 tJw 

o.p.ru.nt. 1Mll 114 •Md1 prowldad 1f tbe C.,..r-~ot of 

...,._ nrt1t111 1 p1rcen111p f1ctor. •• provided 111 hctlo• 

&Sl et tll1.s -.ct at • le111r pere1nta .. thafl vu so ci.rtltl•d 

tor ~ 1~1'5 .. 1e1 ... nt r••r tor lftJ COUl'ltJ llawlnt &II elllCtM 

-..u. tor ..ell •11trlct.. tllAt 1tiqoie1t·1. br res.ol11tiat1 of t.be 

fO'lllr&UI ~ -=---~--·:~~rlCl,t Hoptad_ ll!d tiled •1tll tll• 

ca111t1 cl1s1' prlot' to tM •t• 'af tbe ut .. l cmputatloft of 

tM tac r•t• of the req1191tlnt dl1trlct. t;Mt t.'M county 

ttles!ll .-&• tbe ex-cen•lolla 11tene4 to U U.11 .. ct1Dll, to' 
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"' 
21' ttwi coaat:r o:111t"• •a.J.l •t••~•<:l tJ;e r.ite ,., .. nt .,.... t:ll• US 

Ja f'ot'l•l1tt4 n•••Mll ••l,...llian of" tm Pf•ttf ta tk •dl~ol an 

at ctt•ttio."t· •eelleiiiii. i:o tJi• n11 ... ._ C'!~ c.q ~ '-...... c.. u.1 

JO ~ &M otic.'l.ar1il tM 1r~ .. o,_1 ., ~ &•c"•••C. .,.. ... , IHiMl9 1a• 

lll I.so~ tlf c~ Auttuw1U'• c:-••tWtc. to .k:J~l• JfA .e- ftle lJ'f 

J2 $c:«.o1 Cod•;·· •• -1111!..S ...... •Ct•• .1-'ll:Ml'J. 1 .... (OU.I' 

" .. .. 
~ 'bcinQ h4ci:.i to 1•t'11rl4 o• to CM&$:- ~ r•tlmd!llt oft 

b.lnda h111" 117 tY &1.1tftortt> Mt'i:ot• .,._,, I .. 11 ... I·• 

&1'11 Cadn. '4•U1.Ct, ....,_ Al •jorlty .oce ol lt• 

HA.1- 1'750 
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m 
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' • 
• 

-·- S.UIS0\114tl£tjvual ... 
•••11ed •Al1Mtlo11 ol' lt• properer. ort&er tile clcr• of eh•t 

-.CJ to al:Mlt• anr JDft'ion of it• , .... ff th• propertJ of 

m ... 
.tl"J' -r.:1a1 or J.nd1&1trlAl Uni 1oc.1tlnt vlthln the t1sl"9 1J7 

s •1-tdct duirlllf tM J-dl•t•lJ pr<Ji:flllno c•l•ndar r••' fra-

•aother 1t•t1t, t•rrltcry, or cou11ur. or 11avl11t lteen ..vlr 131 

' • .. 
11 

" .. .. .. 
" .. .. 

" .. 
" .. 
" .. .. 

cre.atH vltllln t.111• St.ate 411rla9 th 1-dl.1t1lr prec:edl~ 

c.J.elldar yn.r, or fat •• ••,anded pre•iousl7 eid1tl"9 

JHH aa4 the total •g9r191t1 -11t of 1b1t1d t•••• for all 

uah . ., d11trlct1 caU*"'td .... 11 not esqM 11.000,000. 

... ,. t&Jllllt d!1trJct, loc:iated •lU•ln. CCIUfttJ of It l•••t 

225,000 11it1.1blt•nt1 but la11 th.111 J00,000 111h1tiit1nt11, 11pon a 

aa:torltr .ot• of lts 10¥1rn1,... .. t~rltY• .. ,, after tb• 

.S.t1n1laati1M. of tM aa111a1ed •alutlcia ol le. prop!tl'tJ• 

or.S.r ttl• cterll or tti.t C:Ol,lll.tJ to altate •"1 portlDll ot 1t• 

nal propert)' taratiol\ atter leptaabar J4, lf14, altd 1• 

duifMd ••.::lu111ni1r t:or th• rac11119 or eotor 'Hhic:l••· a • .u::h 

•.&luat1Cfl of 1&111 prop.rt)'• ord•r tn• COV.lltJ' cler.. to ab.at• 

•llJ' portllNI of lt• t ..... 011 aa7 ptOf•rtJ tmlctl l• lociated in 

•u.ab t.r1119 dl•tric:t, •llll'h l• uff fot t.bll racl.1"19 cf llor•" 

anll upori wblcb ~ltal L-.pr-t• co.abti"'I of e#ptnSlon • 

lsprov-nt or Hplac-nt of ••btl"' fac111t1es Ila" hen 

Tb• eodllllff abat ... nt111 for M&cb proper:)' frc:. all tllllnt 

dhtrlct• ln n:r caunt7 •h•U "°" •*c•-4 ss,oot,11011 aNlu.tllJ 

Jl Md •hall llOt eac.ed a porlo4 of 111 ,. .. , •• 

" 
" ,. 
" 

'ftle eqiaali::etl a1.se111aed •alu• ot: all prapsrty, a• 

•11e1rtalaed •M ••t ·~'"i.t".i.~rdancs wl'ih tbl• Act, after 

t:l•1Rt affitct to ~U.sat.lcn bf tlM Dtperi:-11c, •-U. N 

...... <14 y.a~uadon for .. u p11rpo1ee of ta:iratlon, Ual.tulon 

llA.1- 115_1 _ 
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.l 

' • 
• 
' .• 

-·-

'Di• ~U.torf A.et of 1177, •Mll M •11b:l•ct to hi:tlon 

l''- ot tfl!e Act for •pporti-.At of the Wrd.,s of t•qtlon 

at ~Olil"'ftl'. oltuatcd ln t••itrt dhtrlct• tlult Ue la •r• 
tli.lft OM C:Qllllt'[ • 

. s.tcdoa J. S•ctlon s . .1!17 la •dcl.•4 to •an Act lft' r•l•Uon 

to Stat•.l!tMn~•, appiov•d .111.ne lll, Utl, u •-ruled, the 

t add..i kctlon to r•~d •• follow•1 

I~· ~:1,_ .. acw pat._ 1U.2J7J 

" 
ll 

lJ 

11. 

" 

" " 
" 
" 
" ,. 
" ... 
. ' .. 

H .. .. 
K .. .. 
" .. ,,. 

see. · S.JlT. \'!'I" 
;> 111.eer C01lld11r 

£<11l~~r1,1cthn tn1UC1r•nce l"llnd. 

ketlon •· S•ctiort J of tb• "C.ut•l OtlU<ptian li:Mld 

l<:t~ •. •wrcvcd ci.c-ber 4, 111•4, •• -n1 .. , 1• .a.enll..S to . : , ... , .. 
r ... •• tollowar 

(C'll. t:n, p!\I'· 'SJJ 

:ho. J_. capi'w1 rai::ilttl••· "De --tat ft,121,•.JJ,DTZ 

1• autllorh•.d co M Uri t~r t"- .acllUi.dtlaa, 4olvel,,,_nt, 

r.-c.riactiAllo 

u·cb1tftltlll'a1 pJ.Acmut end iutollat:Loa car c:ieptul t~llitlu 

•Ltld.A tho Soe•.c•:. -•1•tln9 ot IN1Wap, •truotuna, 

ftr~IJl• 11qLtlp1uu1t. l•nd• •nil! l•U·rfftll 111 l•pd tor tf:e 

tal~~~t •l"'cl~.1c. p.ar~c•• 
(•J 1%Jt,0.1'7,•41 tor nu.c•tional piorpos•• IJy ll:t•t• 

.. 1 .. ,;~.;1~·· . --4 ~llottffo the 1111nala C....fc1 COlh~ 
•octd -c"~~t.d !Jr tile hblio C'-.nl~r ecr1,,..,. A.ct .~ (or 

tr•lltS to p11111lc -.tty colliff" .. .wtflOd••• 1tf l•c:don• 

1-u' ad s~i.2 ot tile ~IJ1lc
0 

a..ualtr C'•1lep Actr 

(~I. 1:2~.112,JL• tot cac;r..;tlOll&l .Pll~•• •t St.It• 

ptl- and t:CltlltCtlOtL.111 ftrttllC'•I 

(CJ·. lt7,0~'f,411 tot ~peil •P"C.1 1 r•cll'e&tlon•l •n4 

-..n:ttoa f"ll"pQllH &ad the probctloa ol lamh 

(di 11ii1.•fis.c&f1 fft Clllild Ut• t•<::11111t1••• ••nul •nd 

H • l"lbllc llffltll 0 facllltt.••· ••• eaetJ.Ltln tor the e.tr• ot' 

U · dhcllld .. uran. llJ\d thelll' apou1e11 
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'" 
'" 
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"' 
"' 
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"' 
"' 
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"' 
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_,_ 

. C•) Slo1.J'7•.D4l '"' .... by tM It.It•. !ti .. ,.rhll•t•· 

1utll~f.1i1 .. ~ pqb11c' 110rpor1tlon1. -b1h1111 and •1•ncl111 

0'1 Slll,100 tor &!'1110 .Mnclll.1!4 f.-ctl1tl11 It port 

4h~r1C~a ..,d !Dr IHMk,..t•r1, lncl.udl119 MrlMr •ntr•ncu. It 

·· ~,; port dl1trl~~· J.a CCH1,unetia11 wltll f.ellltl" for ... 11 IWMtl 

) 

' .; ., 

' 
I 

., :. .. 
•Ad pl••nre .cr1tt11 

If) '"'·"1f2,f2' for .. t•r 1 .. 1C111rce uu9-•t projeQt11 

·c•J 111-.:u.1,21• .tor tbe prowhloe ot .r.1cllltl11 tor food 

prN'"u.:ti~ • ... · .. arch •ad r1l&U4 J.119t.ruitt1DN1 •lld tu•ll.c . . . 
"'"lft aet.l¥hl11 at Ill• St•t• .. 1.,...11itl.e1 aM _p11•l1c 

11. ._..ity ooUetUJ 

12 . CJ.I 111~.Y,,O,OOO '°" 1r.ut1 ·~ £hll' S.U1t•r7 ot ltac., •• 

lJ ltat1 t.lbr.•r.i.u_, flN' ceotl'al :i..it:ir•rr taclllci•• 1utbori1itd by 

ll hetlc>m • or .~.• t1lJ.no11 &.11'r•tf l:r•t• Att1 •• -nded, anti 

ts. tor ,,, .. u 111 .ta. c:aplt.l Dtteiop..at .eGlud co ult• o:C lo:oll 

11 90Qr~•t ,"°.' r.'b11o U.tr.rar~ r..cu.1t1 .. , .-

. n.~" : . '}.~~ C2~~~~,ooa . faf * Ml&'li•lU.Clllo .•"1o,_imt, 

' 11 · ....... , .,, 
·2~ ·

" 

.-.t.~uc,tlo1a..,.1 111JIKOD.ltntet1•11o . ~t. fl-J.1'19, 

aran.1~~ ... ,~ .. :"~~~ .. ~ ins~•li.c.1. .. ot pP!t.al r-.1.11t.I.•• 

COll•~•t:~~ .. 8',; , kll.11.l.llf•• •truci:urn, ... rUola -..1,...t and 

'laM for trut.1 to iOOU•tl .. ., ·••1c1.pt;llt1.. or p&111ll1t ... '-·-· '• 

hl~J"' .,......1 ... wlt• •rrHt.1.H&l bcJ.U.tln tMt '° •t. 

"' 
"' 
211 

"' 
m 

"' 
m 

... ... 
m 

m 

"' m 

"' 
"' 
"' 

. 2~.it- ~~1.,.!~·~ , .. ,ttte 111•~ .•taH&rft .or tlte Dap.t.1u.at af 229 

2~~. COrr~,1~ •. ~~ .. &1.•ctlotl :l"'.15-2. ·of &Mt ,al!lfl .. ·COdll el 230 

~ , .... °''·'~~t::~ ·· .... 
i1 •. ·:·.:.-.c•1 _1s,101,oo~ .fw .t1•11t• l~ ,flscal .f!U' n11. br cu JH 

· :n1M· hp.111'·~".".i~~-~•flratioll loll' l8p-t • .., ••Pn•'l• of 

: 2• -.•c:£.-. ·_ fdf.J.h1ft 1-tlMI '. Oii PffPIC't.J _.. ., ·• Jflfk 
.~. .,. ... . . . . .. . 

:;:i~·~~ •.i~tJr,!-Ct;,·.:,~ ..... ,. 
"~i:a!'.:1 ;·;~~1J ..,••'~"OJ~-~ ,_lllpell' •. ~111•r ... "'- ..,...t of 

~· ~ : ..... :··.~~~..o:.'!·~~~ .. .A· , •• ,.~~" .... for .'~· ,.,,... ·~ r.1 .. M1.1.., COit• 

,, u:; ... .'.,•Latri 'j~llll~; .•• ... i::J.•t"·· wka, .,.. acqvllltloa of rlgllt• to 
• • • • . .;.;:!·: ...,:,~. - .... ~_. •. .,.. - -· . ' . 

. " ... ~ r•al~f~~~'~'--i•!~.~ .. ~~ t•"l•~f.cta. ~ _tllll. -..top..nt of tM 

, ,',';·,~ ,.·~~~~~~ :..'"f'4". Colll~•r .. ~•li•l• a.. .... a.:c•l•rator !!?!! 
. f!lf· d•f!C!•lt lnta th• IUP'fO:OnducCh! • #q!Mf Collidtr 

.. -~·- ...... ~-=~· ..... 
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-·-
Et!n•tnstion tnaur.ll!a hnd. •? •uthorlnd lly t!I! 

luoereollduc:rln• !ue!r Collld.,r ~c:5. 

COlllder act•. •pprovff Jept .. tier 20. 1111, •• -!Uhd, 11 

_ _. and t.etlclu 24 and I •r• al!d•d tlMr•to, U.. added 

a •IUI -114-4 SectlOM to read •• .l:ollcw11 

., 
I 

• 
"· u .. 
u .. 
" ". 
" 
" it 

1Cb. 12?. ,.,. ns:u 
c.c. · ·,, ftl• Dzp.1rta11t of Cl•rtr ancl .-1:11re1 baourc.• 

I.• a11tt1.orlcit4, wltft tll1 c:anaant in wrh1Rt ol&' the aov.ritor, 

tO ~ir• acidi ecc.,t tr? 911!e, tr&At, ••~· 5"1ri:tia11 or 

a.a UMt •n11er pi:cwlcled for th! !.llHOl•• of tM r.l91u:: of 

-·~a11t · d-111 11riMr Actic:ie vu ot u.. Cad• of ClwU 

frocildu.f•• ;., -...led, ln:l11dl.q tll• ri9bt al! •..,1ck .. tat;1• 

-tal•ad t.n' lact.lo .. 1•103 of a11Clll eo.s., tM d9bt1 ot var • 

...:-ata u4 iiW. fH •111Pl• tlt1<1 •• .. , M -ri te 

aar aCid all ta.al ,n,.rc,, 111cli.adlAf la..U alt..., 4-td to 

fllblla
1 

• ... ~ ·• requLrei. l!ot co111uuctioD, •lat•~ ... , ... , 
"'9tll:Olldllm:1nj ·ll.IPltCIOllldJ.119 pertlola Mal accelerator, 

bo.n·.,' tbe;...P.r~tln1 hOl"t l:ollW.r, lllr CIW lllUC.•11 

21 1t1c.C. ncp.rtllfft •C' h•ru, •H ror hell ot•r "'KIOltlll\1 

·21 ·~;·r'o..hi ~ bc1.u.u •• •• .. ,· ~ tl'fllll.rM or UMt:lll. ror 

ii_-·~- ~~cJ."'".c.i1111trvtlu. ... OJ19r•tloa, •1141 to Ute .... , ... r act.lon 

ii~ · .. ,- : M · nn1Nrr or •••lraDl• 1• eolllleCtt.0111 wltll 111ch 

2• · ·~.1..alU.00 ..- 't.a ·. OOllM!t:Uon · trlcb ~-siart.119 u.. pro,.rtr 

it~ · r~1r .. · toC 'traMt•r •• pro.-tdlll ta 11ciuoa •· 

· j,: : in. "·ot,~(U...t · er· &Mroay &lid .. tur•l le-ca.1. 1• 

· :ri· . .,..OlHAllr ailttiorhld to pu.cctwin °" otlMrwll• •oplr• 
, .... 

II thM• portlOM of r••l propu~r tbat •r• 1Mllf:H•1b1• or 

:it .... : ~~l~ .~-...111~ of ••r · ~t'· or flrcel tMt ·1. r11q1,1h .. for 

Ji:,, .t919 -triiiiitloa · "*" ·eperaUM of tfl• 1o1,.rcCN111Mtliit hf•r 

Jit."· ~iiid.~~. ·pe··'o!i8rt~iit•• · lunrcondust;ln9 t~er gtlld•r 

J2 l!ftll ·. !ea.ihttloe proar .. 11hall Include P'Y"'tl to -ner• of 

JJ tnldentlt1. rt!'tl pr09ttty. who ••ll 111clt propettt• •lthla .1 

>• ers as prp•ll91d 1\lrllft, fro. tlllOll lt Ms aequlrtd • 

llA.1- 1154-__ 
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l 

' 
' • 

... Ul .. 5G,451Djw ... cn 

fabl>arfae- lntH'-t in •uC'lli r••l prorrtr to !Q!91!n!ft• th• .. 

far •ny d.-el11111 In th• fair urtet xalu• of 1udli pr•rty •• 

a rHult:af th• •£!!!1hltlon of• 1ub11urhc1 htH.at 111 such 

l!nd for th• eon1tr11qlon and mratto11 of Ult 

I S..erce1nductl!!!! SuP'r C:Ollld1r. 

• 
' 

• 
lO 

ll 

.. 
1' 

" 
" 
11 

u 

" " 
" .. 
" 

•rior to b!!lnn!na con•tructlon of tl\1 $ql!!reonductll'I! 

Su•r Collld1r. tM p!!!:!rt!!nt •"-1' .. ts •••J.l•bl• to 

n!Kut'M:'9 lnt1i:••t a SC!pl•" azu;alu.l Of t.MI tu.l proprty 

In vblcb the aub1qrbc1 lntere•t '1111 b! &C!lllt9d. ·Jn: 
es._e•rt .. nt •h•ll 51.hc.- at lean o" adv1rth1..rit in a 

the suoer~du~bU, su,,..r C:olU'fr •111 t:•• natlfyln9 tha 

pabllc of tM •••U•bUl.ty c:if tuctl apnrciul•· Tl'la 

P.p!r~nt atiall ••• ·~ sPPr•h•l• to esUiblhh tM fair 

P!rll1t ••lu1 of th r ... 1 prepertr pflor to iicutr~i:lOfl of 

ey NH' of real ptop!r5y r.-- vtiOll a 911bsurfac1 

tnt•,••t "-' "'"'" K!"lrM aad. .,he, •• t!!!' -n.r el! tmrd. 

eet\ltruetlcm el! ti!! luprconductlnt fuper C.Ulder 11'1 

aseer4al'le. "ltb t!!h S.Cdol\ 1tlall le! ellslbl1 to fll• • 

el!I• Cor l!!'!!!p!peatlon for !!! deeUM ln th! ftlr eark1t 

••lu• 

luP"fC'OlldllCtlft! !uer COllld1r. tt' t!!I D!p!rt .. llt Ul'ldl that 
w a• ttl! prmrty lll Wlll:lh lt !C!Nlred • 1ubll11rt'ac:s l11t11r111t for 

"' 
"' 
"' 
"' 
"' 
"' 
"' 
"' 
"' ... ... 
,.. 

"' 
,., 
"' 

"' 
"' 
"' ,., 

"' 
n tll1 een1truc:i:lon or tll• Sueercol\diaetlna su,.r ·coUld•r has JO>. 

at .... sold ror en amount 1111 thin thl orl1~nal l!elr ... r111t JO:I 

. U ••lus !llubllPitd !rt t,11• pr1t•co.qtruetl- 1par1lul and the tll 

JO drc1Jne U1 hlr ... rkrt •!lua II dua to tb! sonetructlon of 0 l04 

ll luR"rcoMlu~lll? lup:r C01Ud!r and th• •al• Ma t&atn plae1 JOS 

12 witt1l1 t !••n or th• D!Hn11ent•1 acguldtl" or tb! JOf 

J2 111b1urf.iie. lnt1tritst. ttl! Dre.ut1Wnt eha\l 5!112!n•at1 th• J01 

J& ••ll•r llho ""' the °"'"'' at tbs u ... or the •ppraleal ln an JOI 

" "' 

llA.1 • 
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•E?rdul •.it'I tll• •c!l.!.ll H•l• puce. 

• Orilt th• -•r or record •t tfl<e tllllOI ae tfl• 

ers~eonatruet!::'"' •pprti..,.l •ti•U toe ell"libl• tot ct>111NJ'l••tlOT1 

'i .r.!'!•r t"!'' SeetJ.a". 

• 
• 
' • .. .. ., 
.. 
" .. 
" 
•• 
" 
u .. 
" .. .. 
,. 
" .. 
" .. .. 
" .. .. 

l!Wl'OV•l cit ti.Cl• tlJ tM AttorM7 C:CIM!Ul t'or •11 111nd•• 

...,,_ntD •Dd ritht• ot .,,., •"4-4 tor tM SUp•ro::on4\lcti.1t9 

f,upQI' CoUtder • 8h&ll Mt IM r..qi;iir~ •• ••t•!:tll•h•d tn 

eU.ectJ.Oll t•I ai ... ctlon 1 ot •b kt t.o ~!liA ru .. d or 

f<iRili.c tmp~ov-•t••• •Pfr-d ..,., :JI, 1171. •• ametided. attd 

trM lt•t• ~crolhr .. , ,,.., • •.n""t i• pa~t or 

ca111id.r•U=• t1H suet. l;Jl'>d11 U tl!lin c:ould•r•cloa to M ;..iii.di 

n.. Oe~rt•nt. ot Caer<;11 o1111d Mt11t•l lb1C&1rc:•• ls 

rpo!:ltical1!1' .. e:aort.-4 ta nll. «:m,11ee. ••dla1199 ~or C-ffy 

r...i pr~:ty ceq=iflllf .. IMkr u1.t.e Al;t tlMt 11 !lot. r19q11trd ttr 
th Dnit-9. lt•tM t>.p&r~ac oi: r:i.rn tor tft• caau ... ~ 

l'4r tl:i• f'l'l'O•• ot s.-.111rr.ce u.&!J•i• eclll aurl!'.ao;e 

...l'~ Clf' la .... t•l!pir_, tOC' tM lqler~e1:1r.9 lf.11'11' 

~.Uder. t"- o.p.r~t. or lt11 ,,.,_!9'1"• aft•r tR1ttl9ft 

110t!011 to tJMi Ir- _, ....S ~c•. MJ -:itet 9fOI' tb• 

1cal1. et waura ot anr ,.,_. ft• Ce""rtM•t 9'111111 tM 

ru.,oi'.atbla C'oc all 4-M••• toAilefl .Ull N OCC"allMff by tudl 

1JGt:;. Q&lr11J.a • 111o1rqr • 

IC• l;t'J, MW ,.r. 0115:•1 

!!c. 2•. Ttl• D!p!rt-nr.•• !l11~ret1nd111:t!ng su-r e-Jl!ldl!''° 

t.n~ .t551.'lslttm1 progr.. Ny provld9 t'pr ecir.J!!.!~ 

••-=•u or C'.r.lr .. rllet ••lu• t'll uw t'Niwr at •nx hr•l•M, •• 

d~ll'!~d la · .. etloa 1 or th• ,..,..... Aet or tt3'. Whleh 

t.n1l.an~ h •mired b! the !?ftM!rtM"t f'or S!llt!!OHI cot 

~:1truetln9 U1a $1.:P"tconduc~l,.9 !il•r eoUtdcr. llci-qr, 

e>nly t.tr•lalld whlo:ti !'la• "•" as.., •• • tar• for ttu1 'J t"•Hrs 

1 .. 111H1ot11ly prec.dl;'l! •cmildtl~ or Heb ('11u1hnd •h•U " 

~to1~ ~ tl'll• S~Uan. t"•r• b.-1H"2!1 11uto1 .. ~ tco Sfl~t~on 
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LETTER 9(,,0 (CONTINUED) 

' 
' 
' 
• 
• 
' 
I 

• 

20f 01' th• ••11•1111• kt of l'l' ,.,.d Oth•r buildlnga and :rtl':e: 

lnro,.,..•nn •II.Ill itOt IM 1ob-IUS to th• pr2YhlC1t11 of thl• 

S.Ctlcm. Tl'lft o'"?''a..nt la S!!"'"M:o::Loc\ 111.th t.tl• Otlp!CUIOl«t 

1910 ror all co11nt1•• thr!V!I! ""ictl th• rsc •IWll ua1. In• 

O..eartMnt •h•ll -pht• tu •ttidy by o.g .. ber Jl. ltll u1d 

rotrrt It• Undlnga to th• O.n•ral Aaainibly. Upon ~phdon 

of lts study the Cl•p!nlll""t •11.811 4!,,.lop suldel111•1 by which 

lt Ny egep-t1••H ln eiro:••• of f,df -rlt•t 11•1"• th• ownttl"! 

10 of 1'•nbnd ec91o11red ~or the con•u·11ct1on of the SSC. 

ll 

" 
1l 

" .. 
" 
" .. 
" 
" .. 
.. 
" 
" 
" .. .. 
" ,, 
" .. 

co. 1:n, ... par. 2151) 

Sec. I. TtMlr• la l'lerellt crenltd the S11percoftd11ctlna 

SU!!t C01.1.11kor COP.t.U'"t:lon tll!\l:U•M:• h!ld. ' •mia} f11nd l.!1 

the !Ute treaa11ry. !ppteprl.atlon1 rrc.· the Sll!'tesinductlna 

S11er Cl:lllld•r CC111!tr11ctlo11 t.a\lta11~ hnd !hall be !Ude to 

t!•• O!!!.!ftftl\t for e!!?!fldltur• •• prcvldltd In thla SecdO<'I, 

Ttl! p•au·t••11t 1' autholl'lted to •J:•lld llOnn 1ppr110,lat•d 

ho. ttie Supueondu::ti11a SllMll' COUld•ll'· C:OnstrucsJon 

lt "-'• •=1rff • 111b1urta1:9 1at1r11t l!'or •c:t1111 daa.15111 

ffUlff 1ty tM eautructlC!! Of thl 51.!P'fCOlld\lc:t:lna tuper 

Collld1r. .,_ D:!p!rt~s 1Jh.11l .. 11. ••all•bl• to 11<1C..!'! 

... 
lurrcondiaetl!\9 S1ap!r CoUlffr.- Any proP'ftJ -111r Vl'lo d-• 

nat eon11nt to • O•n1.!ft•1nt ln#est10ft fe>r ti'•• nn1csural 

lnt!Qrhz of hl1 Et'OP'rty prlot' to COl!al~-•nt ot tl'!I 

eonatruet LDft of tlM SurreoMluetlng. Sunr Coll ld1tr 1h•ll bl 

tctual cbaam hd th! S...Hreo111d11ctlnt S11P!r C01lld1r 

Con1trustlcn 1:111ur111e. 1'\111d •. 
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1 "' 
c•"""d by Sueotrcerd .. i:-tint '""' Ca11id.r ~ntH':ICtll:P'I. l1f 

c:h!q ..,.t be tU-1. en ror.,• prcwU•o.'I l!<t tb• C<tert-nt. JIG 

4 .,ltl'll~ "'"" y•Ht ot ti'•• COltlpl•tlon or. t~• S:11p!rei:incluc:ilM 

• 
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' 
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.. 
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,E!!P!f ColHO:"r tUnfll'l, 'nl• Otear~ant •ti.Ill l'!lt•bll•h 

g:aid.tliws t::or the •ll!ttl-'1t ot cb!l!lll. 5Sld u•l~ .. ., •"ud• 

tor •.et1:1ill M1U1••• Wot!tln1 contdn.d ln thh s .. etlon h. or 

•11'111 Ill' c-onstn1ed to bllr •NI"" l!y the St•t•'bt UH1Y.1l11 

er t.h•·?!P-rt-nt gt •ny rtsru:s. clsim•. or 911u••• or ••ni."'" 

mi ~ te. i11111· u. 1ty •1•t.!."f '"11r-.u.• •d ir1Mrti111 111 

U.•11 t:tier~r -sect:1co 1 c~ .. ll ", 
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LETTER q(j,J._ 

CA T.C.H.-Hlinois 
Citizens Against the Collider H~re 

Dr. Wilmont Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/C>TN 
Office o! Energy Research 
U.S. ~pa:rtment of En2rgy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Oct.6, 1960 

Attn; SSC DEIS Comments---tost Comm~rcial Property 
and-:!gJ!! 

Dear Sir: 

Regarding Table 3-6 which is a summary of Site-Specific Land 
Acquisition Plans. At the bottom of the chart, it 13 shown 
that there ate going to be 59 bi..tsinesse~ rel.ocated in Illino1s 
if the SSC is :,;ited ~;;ere. This number is in error because 
it is too small. It on1v reflects conditions as of Januarv 
l, 1986. That is the effective date of the tax maps used by 
the Illinois ENR to arrive at all of their a·ffected pare~! 
statistics. Due to extensive d~velopment throughout th'!! 
region during 1986, 1987# and during the current year, many 
businesses have been built on areas designat~d as surf'ace
take regions. Many of them ara located in the St. Cha~las 
Industrial Park Area while others are locatad near EOla. :•:e 
wonder whether or not the Illinois ENR has ever found time to 
notify these peopte that thair property may be confiscated? 
If nut, it may be interesting to note wl\at legal action might. 
transpire if in fact Illinoia b~come3 the selected site. 

In any case, what is important to note is that this Tat-le J-6 
clearly shows that Illinoi• 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 4 times the 
number of businesses from all of the other states combined. 
This agal.n pointS' out the relative density and develo9ment 
of the Illinois site as compared to the other six st~tes, What 
does this mean for the cog? It again should translate into 
a more ditficult land acquisition process in Illinois and 
again increase$ the odd$ tha'; tunnel constr.uc:tion in Illinois 
will not proceed on the OOE's time ::>r.::beC:ulP.. 

Several key point3 of information a~e l~ft off of this Table 
3-6. Nowhere does it show how many employees will ba di~placed, 
nor does it show what types of businesses will b9 confiscated. 
These are not simple retail' outlets----mast are very complex 

P.O. Box 104. Wasco. Illinois 60i63 Fhone:312-584-4;?44 
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LETTER <1C,,'.L (CONTINUED) 

sophisticated coR1111ercial and industrial enterprises. These 60 
plus businesses happen to employ well over 600 people. This 
represents a sizeable labor torce which will be lost to the 
Fox Valley--in fact. this loss in employment is greater than 
the 500 new employees that the SSC is supposeilto create at 
Fermllab. Any mention of the number cf lost jobs in the EIS 
is glaringly absent. Doesn't it seem a little odd and eco
nomically unsound to only talk about the increase in labor 
that will result f1·om the SSC 'When in fact ther~ are real 
economic negativ~s involved also? 

Each and every0ne of th2se businesses that must be uprooted 
and relocated had ver:y speciiic and complex rl!<1sons for toc:;1ti.ng 
·lt'hcre they arc. Their economic well~ being obviously dcpenJs 
uoon their location. To find exactlv the same set of cir
cUnistances fer them in another location is going to be pJt., 
extremely difficult--~ more difficult than evicting/~-
~ from their homef and finding them another place to live. 
Many of these business:?s will likely shut do1"n forever. Others 
Will net reloca~e in this area because they -feel betcayed 
by their state governr.1ent, and betrayed by their local poli
ticians who have done absolutely nothinq to stop the stat.e 
ar.d the SSC from disrupting their activities. As a consiqu~~ce. 
the bulk of these businesses and their 600 plus employees 
are going to be lost to the Fox Valley region forever. 

This negative economic impact is never considered in the EIS 
and is a blatant error in true cost benefit analysis. \'l'hat 
is very obvious about the EtS is the completely illogicnl 
economic argument which it portrays--it points up the fact 
th<it many non-ecooomi!>ts have been compill'ng the fccts arid 
figures and have been setting policy. ?his cannot be tollerated. 
Only in llliuois does this failur~ to l•:v:: ut the negative 
economic 1.mpacts of tll~ SSC or the Q.,portnnil!l' cost of the 
confiscated· land bec,,me important. No o~her state stands to 
lase the coramercial development property or the existing 
1;·.:~!.:1esoes that Illinois does. The economists from the 
:11inois proponents and from the DOE mus~ receive a failing 
gra~P. on their illogical economic approach to Illinois. Once 
again it is clear that we people of the Fox Vallet are being 
,.;,;J:ccl to pay too' high a price for this supposedly national 
.~r-oject./ ':ither you scientists are too busy paying attention 
ta you:.: ···::;.:~riments, or in your arrogance, ff'H simply feel that 
we public are dumb enough to be hoodwinked! 

llA.1-

sincerely yours . 

. ~ 11/,,,.._l_ 
"'"'1 111.t,1 //....,.i;fJ.L, ,t',,(. 
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LETTER . qc,,3 

e ' . CA T.C.H.-Ulinois . 
Citizens Against the C.ollider Here 

Dr. Wilmot Hesa, Ch.;iirman 
SSC Site Tas~ Fur.ce 
ER-64/GXN 
Otfic9 of Energy Rrls~arch 
U.S. Oepartmen~ ~f Energy 
Washington, O.C. 20545 

Dear Sir1 

October 6, 1988 

In all the hoopla o·,er the n1:.1n.ber-·cf jobs which this p;.-u,ject 
would supposedly cr'.1.::1.te, the state of Illinols and the I.iOS have 
avoided discussion ot th'! costs to Il:!..inais toi.xpe.yers. 

'l'hose co3tG are significant and sho..:.ld be con::.ldered in 
evaluation ot the project. They ir..cludP. the publicly !mown 
subaidy of' $.570 million from the Sta:te of Illinois to the 
Federal govornmont plus its .f.ina:-.. -: ir:::; c;;st, plt.uJ cos·ts of lost 
property tax base, local governroent cctrimi ttmernts a.nd lowaro:?d 
property values. 

ThB value ot the aecret sealed incenti•1e should also be 
included, but ot course only James Thcmpson supposedly knows 
that amount an.d is not telling. 

The result is that the State of Illin.?11' will be paying .$1. 7 
Billion for this pz·oject, plus the value of the secret sealed 
incen·tive and 1 ts financing coat. 

But most or this amount is not considered in the socioeconomic 
section ot the DEIS. The cost of the publicly known L~centive 
and the secret incentive are not 1 part of the DOE assessment, 
DOE answors that they are not allowed to consider these costs, 
even if they ar·e public knowledge, because ot the Dominici 
amendment. 

This being the case, I submit that this process of site 
evaluation ia flawed bec·ause ot th.e obvious inconsistancy a.nd 
io therefore invalid. 

P.O. Box 104, Wasco. lllil"'.oiS 60183 Phone:312·5B4·4244 
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LETTER 9Co3 (CONTINUED) 

It a valid socioeconomic assessment is to ~e made, it muGt 
consider all costs, including the publicly known incentive and 
the secret incenti~B. To hold that a comprehensive review or 
socioeconomic effects has been made when these costs a~e 
omitted is lack of rigor and outright d!ehoneety 

The Dominici amend~ent supposedly protects the small states in 
this siting evaluation. But in fact, the ttfect is just the 
oppoeol te, Thie amendment allows the large states to make huge 
incentive offers, and allows them the luxury of not having to 
reveal the amounts of these incentives to the taxpayers that 
will pay them. 

Thie situation is an outrage. It 1s a result ct the combined . 
efforts of the states seeking the SSC and th.a DOE to de:r,irlve the 
taKpaying citizens of their homes, their land, their privacv, 
a.nri even thelr rigr.t to know how many of their tax dollars 8.re 
to be taken for this dubious prcjoct. 

A..nJ fii:ially, I have O'I. ttended this heax:ing_ .y9s-.~e;:-day, last evening, 
ar.1d th.1.7 morn~ng. I find it surprising that a11 the proponents 
with thJ.s proJect t~a.t ~here cla~m to be, that only a b.1n<lful have 
~ome t-; sp<')ak at thi.s f.Lnal hearl.ng-. I thi.l9t this is telling you 
somP.thing, gentlemen, and that is we are a dedicated group of peoule 
and we.are committed to the end! Yau will not p!lt the SSC in • 
Illlno1s. 

Sincerely, 

c:Jt'Jat;t?l<.-( 
0&>,u s-:i!o sr1;-+,...,,: I h..""~ 

51-. c_..i.,q ... l • ">. .::;:: '-
~CJ 17'5 
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LETTER C)(,,4 

Mr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force, DOE 
ERC-65/GTN 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

Dear Hr. Hess: 

77 Highgate Course 
St. Charles, IL 60174 
October 7tl!, 1988 

Thanks for this opportunity to comment on the D-EIS for the 
sitinq of the SSC. I wish to comment on the issue.of health 
and ,afety. 
First of all I would like to call yoq,r attention to the errors 
in Fig. 9-20 Hwlan Receptors Illinois SSC Site. Regarding the 
area shown on your drawing PM - E3, the £9 slte in Fig 9-20, 
you do not show the ·St. Charles High School containin•1 .some 
2600 students and faculty, nor the Ko~ris Recreation Center 
serving 1000 people per day. In aqdition yOu do not show the 
developments of Hunt Club and Royal Fox which will add abo1i1t 
1000 new homes within ~ mile of E9. Fig. 9-20 also fails to 
show several other schools near or on the rin9 such as 
Kaneland Hi9h School. 

The area I live in on the rinq is much more densely populated 
than is indicat~ by any data you provided, or anything 
published by the State of Illinois. When things go wrong, a 
lot more people ar~ going to be effected than oui: politicians 
are ad.mi tt.inq .. 

Considering that the densely populated E9 and moderately 
populated F9· ara adjacent to each other and that a major 
educational co~pl~~ is~ mila from E9, it is difficult to 
believe that the accident rate during construction will only 
increase 10 accidents per year. In fact, the triangle 
con.sisting of Kirk, Dunham, and Rte. 64 is consistently the 
~c~ne of many major accidents because of the mi~ of truck, 

· ccm111uter • and school· traffic. 

As indicated in volume l Chaptsr 5 Section 5.2.4 Illinois is 
already d6signated as a non attainment for ozone and/or 
carbon monoxide. Just how is any additional traffic 48 to 
94 trucks a day leaving sita E9 going to·malce things better? 
~1Jst, d.i.r·t and debris blowing from uncovered trucks will also 
be a source of pollntion. Illinois simply dor~s not 'enforca 
e:i.:isting laws in thi3 area. 

Conccrnirlg thosa of us who will be forced to sit on top of 
this monster, just how safe is it? We are told - don't 
wo:-ry about low level radiation, don't worry about the 
effects on you of the magnetic and electric fields of the 
m~gnet~, don't worry about explosions in the tunnel from 
ma·:JnF.!ts blowing because the "Quench Protection" doesn't' 
work or coolant ia lost, don't worry about construction 
d~~age, and ao on. The truth is when this is said, you 

·had better worry. 

The point is that this whole project is fraught 'With dariger 
and uncertai.nt'y. It does not belong in any populated area. 
This r;roject doe:;i not belong in Illinois. The d.'111\age that 
yoc will inflict on us i3 not Deces.<i::i:cy" Plea~~ do the 
ri:;ht t.hjn9 ~rid put t:h~ SSC in .:\not:-i.,cr .1\~cJi'~. 

'I:hanY. ~OU 

-*1Q, n · 1 iff fd--
John w. sN~rd 

llA.1- 1:7Co3 
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bl' and n«Htary. What's ttaUy e~nli;.1 might Fl p111 in 
lacer.'" EJttra money wa• mpent at frnPilab. however. h w111 

lp'Pl on bciRht rolon of paim. h wa-' spent on the KUlpuJ 
IC'lllUre ol 1he i:rnual laboratory a11d QR 11~ lofty in1trior courl. 

Hy 1971 1hc pi-e-.. cccler;it«S,. "bo1h li~ar ~nd circular, were 
built aod running. l'hc 111aiH-rin11; magneu wen: in the lllnnt"I 
and wre eonncc1ed to 1he power supply. The radio-fttquency 
dcvkn_ whidl actually Rive the promns their aaclrra1ing kid::. 
wm in pbtc. The tomputcr and iu control equipm~t ~r.!! 
r~Jy. Pro1om had tJttn auclera1N in lhc JiMar iuachine, 
pu\!1cd into thle wall buouer accrter.i1or, and led into tile main 
rjnf- They had actually raud around the full four miles Im a 
few turns. Thi. was leu 1han four yean af1a- Wilton had 
walled into a ~nl rcnll!d r<Kll1\, lll:t .ip SQm(' foldin« du.in 
i>l'fore a h~nlr. blackboa.n.I, and thallr.ed a rirdc on ir. 

ilu1 the efatioo ended :;ibrupdy, The pm1cms would nor circle 
!he m1d1ioe a~y more tlian a (~ times. Ille tcouble, it was 
diKOvered, was in the four-mile uainle.Hleel vacuum tube in 
which the proton-. were to fty. 111e don111," Wilson callt h
The donu1 wu filled wi1h debris. Every1hing from ~ral shaY· 
ings to workuien'1 hmd1es wrre found in it. Removing thein 
would not be ealY- To take 1he debtU out by haod wauld mttn 
breaking opm the machine in a 1ho11wad placft. al ~l mst 
and Ions delay. 81.11 OM Brhithl!:r on lhe naff recalled bearin1 
oi 1be uained fernlt tha1 chatd '1own nanuw 11ibbit holes after 
their prry. He wggated lrainlog a ferret IO pull a deaaing 
device through four milet of rabbi1 hole. Felid.1, 11 &flftn-indl 
fmft, was pPPChued for thirty-five dollJ.n; She wu Introduced 
first IO ahor1 pipH. 1hen longer, up 10 duu hundred feet al 
tubing. Bw the femt would not itnRr the Cau.r-t11lle tube. Set a 
mechanical ferret waa made for 1he job, ind Felicia wu rele
galtd 10 deaning ou1 teeliom of a few hundred leeL 

i\her the vacuum tube wa1 tleared, worse difficu11iet began. 
The Fermilab 1unnel hid ~n built during the winter. when 
the ground and iu mois1un: were fro•en, The 1urmel and m1g
neu inside remained cool until ;he hn.t a11d humidity of the 
following July, when wacer condensed ln the lunnel and cre
;ucd a rainstorm over the m1gneu. The wattt lhould not ha'lll!: 
cauoed a failure, Bui magneu; began to bum c»11 elecuically
tho1Uands of vohs !oho.t through the insulation and crashed to 

The Building of Fennilah .. 
\he around, bu1ning up the ~tk coil. The:y blew exctud· 
atingly, one magne1 at a ii.me. Each one had 10 be cut from 1he 
thousand-magnet train with 1he an opener, pulled ou1 of 
pla«, repaired, and '•borioudy placed Dad in the main-ring 
u .. in. £:.ch blown magne1 coll a day uf lahor and hrou~hl more 
doubu and WwildermenL h was la1tr found that there were 
i1n•isible crack.I in the fibu·glut iruulalion of the magneu. In 
1 dry tunnel this would have caused no irouble: in a wtl tun
nel, water work«! down thtough tile cracks ht the mqncu.' 
ius\lla!ion 10 the high-voltage coil1. The pawtr jumped from 
coil, to wattt, to ground, and blew the "'-"Rflc:. 

It wu impossible lor the Fermilab ttd1nician1 to tell how 
many ol the magneu had thae aad.s. They simply had 10 
turn the magneu on each day and wait to tee if ~ would 
hlow. Wltrn OM did, 1he whole sysicm wen I down. The magnet· 
hatl to be cut ou1 of the train. ha11led away, and li1ed. After 
a magM\ wiu. npl~. d~ madliM wO\llll :&plo be tunwd on. 
The phy1khts then wailed to lff if another magnet would 
hlow. l>ay by day, masnei by magnet, 1he physiciw wa1chcd tlte 
beautiful new miichine come •parL The thttads of 11Wnlr 
burst. one hy one, magnet by magnet. The number ol blown 

- magnets n;i;chtd 1wmty, Ihm- fif1y, and the number slill went 
up, a day a1 a 1ime. Ont hundred n1agneu blew, one hundred 
and fifty. Two hundred m1pe11 bunt their bindings. 

O'ta" thut monthl. Robert \IJilmn aged uu;nmluUy. fnntk 
1uggestioru were made IO him about how to gd the lab out of 
thii growing disa,ler. He refused to liden. He said hr had 10 
wait. lhe whole stal had to wait. The work at each 1U.p WM 
mon11roudy time.amsumirl1. At one poin1, 1hc 'Chiel enginft'I", 
Hank Himerbttgrr, informed Wihon 1ha1 one problem alOflt 
-dlttking each of the thowand nc:L1urn pumps for lealis
wovld require 1bou1 1wo and a half morulu of lilbot by Hinter· 
\)t'rg<r'11\0\R. "'Oka.7, }0U''ile got two wt~\r.~ ~ m11pped'Wilsoe.. 

"Jettsesl It would take everyone in the whole damn lab 
working foll time to do 1hatl .. 

"Okay," said Y.'lhon, "you've go1 everyone in the lab." 
The encire population acrou the Fermilab si1e WH ordered 

from iu regular work and into the criiit. 8111 there wu no sign 
of relief. Two hundred and lihy m1~ets, 1hne hondml m1g
nttt blew, and the number con1inued 10 rise. Wilson's deci1ion1 
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ap~ared 10 m;m,- 10 llCf"Oltlt' wild ;md loo.c. 111c whole ptoj«I 
*'"'"I 10 loec it.s tllOOfings. ,\s phy~idu Robert March H:por1nl 
a Nall ftlf'mber's rcn1;irk: "\\'c lhought \VilSOfl wa• d~ JOt". 
Either he would qui1, or h:rn't' a he;1n ;iUad, or one or ui; would 
go lienrri aml 5hoot hi111.·· 

Proreuional anelerator li11ildcn al Rtttcley and in Europe 
htt.irnc a lilfle p:lttf11I, ;md 1hl-re were joke$ made about cow
boys aml ander.nurs. frk-11tll and sonu: colleaKflCS from Cornell 
ll(.'t'".m1e 1\VITict.I. \\'I~ \\'il'IOn an·ep1ed the job as dircnnr 0£ 
Fennilah they 1ho1111:h1 ii miJi:hl he loo murh fof' him. I le fuid 
only worked with a small 1;r1111p or old friends from 1he honou, 
llir'"'Mh l..o!i Al;unos, to C:urncll. He rould handle the 11mall 
huru.h~ aud his odd lich;wiur had long ~nae bttn urnlcultnl. 
Phy:iidot Al Sih-cn111m joim:d \Vilsmf.s xrnup al f".ontcll in 
1951}. \\'hen he arrived. lit' s:iid, "I thot•Klll \VilSD11 w;u kiml of 
n111'- lie ra11 armmd 111aki11g all 50rt1 of arbirrary Aaltmrnu. 
fie IOS.'IC'tl off !lliU<!'lllf'll" abo111 very important 1111111eu wirh a 0

Hip of hi'l hanil. ·rhe width of the vac11111n mt-i1e'd S.'tf. 'The 
gap will be half an inrh.' \Vhy1 'Ifs a guod number.' At firn it 
llttmed IO n1e 1hi11 he mi~hl he a con1ple1e ITildpol. I was lllll 
IUre for a whill", aud I kinil of watchnl how oihcr people re
ac1ed lO l1im.'' lie .;.oon •tilllilC'tl lhat \Vil!IOn's style oiud hi5 
physia Wl"R ho1h K00tl. 

Out t'cnnilal>i crisis conrinued for nearly a year. Mon than 
!ISO of the ma~u nploclcd licfme the drkr winter and the 
md of 1hc ordnl. AK-ain. pl1ysicisu tried to produce a beam 0£ 
proton1 in the machine. 

l'hyUcRt llf<l~ J01o·amwidr, wh1;1 was among those waxing 
•ip the heam in the corurol room. noted lhe weary e11tdn in 1he 
k~...,. for die nigl11 or' January 21, 197%. l>iagninn a1Kl frng. 
menu of "'Tiling •'l'.re mixed, and 11~ hoot looked like 1he log 
from a 5tnKk 0111d foundcrinH ~hip: 

18:!0 Trnuhles Tn1<1lilrs 

lk-•m .-s.1·1 II" aH lflC' lto"ay out. Tune spliuno hat bumps on 
it-bring W01iic:d 

9:00 Tune 1pli11tr tripped <JUl. in l'l:!fltlnl{ i1. Main suppli" 
•ri1111C'd •out cornl.u"'I~ 
Software 

Quad lCiltloo1 tLlefn·r d1augr monoumiraUy wi1h know. 

1."he Building of Fermilah 

Nn-(word ~n) \Vipal oul. 

Hangop-11umben WNng. 
1111mmi:r1ion 1JllCm d~W1• ...• 

'¥1 

The fragmentary repoMs ron1inued d1:it night. Al tm o'clock, 
Jovano"ich reports. Robert Wil50fl w,alked in10 the conuol 
room. The room was dim, 1hc scopes amt 1li11ital counten ftict.
ered. Wilson produced a small book from his poet.ct, and read 
illoud from ii a ballad in ancient French: 

"f'aitn J'aduknl 4.o osbncJ Mmiirtt""i• 
Tuil Ii plutut 111111ml <l1>bln 1111 tr11ii; 
tar11nl fot 1111'1~1 mull boru, s•1Tanir<1<~" • 

lie read on, sumra af1tor !.lama, 1hrm1J1h hundred1 of lines, 
his ann mmioning and his voice echuini;i: dow11 the ball. It was 
1hto Sung Pf ff11fnnrf, a ballad run11; 111 frt"nch soldien ~ince 
ancie.nl timn to give them courage as they m;irched to hanlt': it 
recalled wild and fierce deeds of comrntle5 10 save one 1no1her. 
to aVC"nge, w prOlt:ct, to rise suddenly aOOVC' life and blood inlo 
honor. It had been 1ung by Taillefer, a hard and warrior with 
the Norrnan1 in England. From William rhe Conqueror he ob. 
1ained 1he veat flonot" of s1riki11g lhe first blow in the great 
Batlle or I lastings. He began by ainging the Sn11g of Rolqnd 
before the army. He died in the first ltnuruf combat. 

"We didn't undcntand the ancie11t Frenrh." sap Dn1g0 
JoVil.novkh. who listened to the ballad ... hut we undeniood 
\'.ety well the occinion.'' \Vorl in ahe con1rol room weut on 
through 1he nigh! and the next day. Thrn 1here wat a bttal in 
the mood of die KnllchiPJll in tM lngl~ilr.. Ream appea~ in 
the m;iin ring; it wu anllaincd aJHt 1hc enrrgy of the dtoolintt 
Siem o( protons w-ew from fOf"ty hilJi.,11 n111..,·10 lifty, 10 a hint 
o( ollt' hundfftl billion ~ohi. The fr\Tr of gloom bad bern 
broken; over 1he lteJU four Wttk~ the magnets .ett edRN 
sJowly up, juice im:tta'Cll, fKOlon e11ngy ~ing up with ii. 

\Vibon leh Fermilab durinR 1hi<i. pl'riod to l~ify before 
Congrblt about whal wa~ hapJM'nini:: widt the pmjtt:L He spu\e 
about hi~ comrn<les at 1he machine. "l.ast night thq were mak· 
ing Ona! adjmlmenll. Their blood w-~~ up. I l"Ould just feel chat 
1hor.e ~'00 llev. protons were in .uur gr<1sp at Ian-anti dte:n 
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98 THE: ti A.IN RING 

:motha maKMl tllploded , , , I have complel' w11!'~ence in my 
co!leagues; they are a ;killful, an unerly de!enuined, if a !mall 
groap, and they will make ii; if not t'A!a)·· 1he~ will make it 
1omorrow; i( mH tomor.ow, 1he 11~1 d;iy ... " 

At 1hit point, the CortgreJ.!ional Rtwrd is inlerrupt~d. Tb.ere 
11re bract.en,, and a no1e. NOTE: 200 Billion Eltclron l'ollJ tr.'41 

rtarhtd ol 1:08 l'..Af., etnlral 1ta11r!11rd time, /'.!arch], H72. It 
was aa:amplishetl th~ days hefore \Vihon'! fifty·nin1h hinh
d:iy; in March of the following year, Fermilab a'hieved four 
h~ndml billion volts. In May of 1976. Fennllab a~hieved five 
hundred billion volts. Ouring yean when 1he llopover alone in 
a dden~ con1ract could amount to more than a billion dollan, 
the Fermil<tb was built nn a t250 mil/ion budget. Artually, 
~2-!' mlllfon was ~pen1. . 
Ther~ was one momtnt before a oongreuional ccmminee, 

whm \Vil>0n w,;i5 being questioned by Senator John Pastor'!, 
• which h.i;s $ilW~ beco~ 10me1hing lik~ the summary punctua· 

1io11 to 1he c;ir~r, ihe an, and lhe ph~>iu of Robert \\liOi'O!l. 
1.t'On l.e-den11111~ c1uo1eJ.i1 in the l:t)'fiOte ipeech at Ule Fe1mi· 
bb'1 dedic:aw>r1, 11 he Hood in 2 ripping pnirie wind on a 
plalform belore the anlral laboratory building. 

Siemnor Pauon: pr«!l!'d \\'il!on, a'iking him for evidl.'nce of 
~M prnctiQI a?plic;uicns of parikle physics. \Vihon answered 
!hat pi1'.o'Ji;;s is not mierely a path to more tedmolofY, JlOt .l SU!j> 
1ow1rd the ga.dgeu of the furure. h is a much more fundar.il.'n· 
ta1 human act. 

What then ii the purpose of fermilab? Pastore asked. 
"To get answen to quutions that men haYe ~n aiking for a 

YCry long time,•• Wilson .aid. •·one of 1h~ quettions ha. 10 da 
wi1h !irnplidty. h there a !imple undentanding of nuure ... ?" 
Can the workings of nature be held wilhin the grasp of rhe 
human mind1 · 

Pailore was uruatidit'd with this though!. He pressed Wilson 
for• moll! practical amwer. 

Sen1tot Pu«n: b thire anything connected wilb the hope1 of thil 
acttknwr 1hat in .any way in~olvei the gecuri1y 
of the aiumry? 

Dr. Wilson: No air, I de na1 be!!e;e '°· 
Smaror r.tore: Nothing .at am 

Dr. Wilson: 
Senator P.aHore: 
Dr. Wilron' 

The Building of fermib.b .. 
Nothing :u all. 
It hl11 no value ln 1hu rflp!'CIP 
h hu on!y to do wi1h die rflp«t with whltb ft 

reg:ud one ana1her, 1ht di11:nitp ol mtn, ow ~ 
o( cullllR. II has 10 do witb t'*' tbiop. It has 
w do with, .are we Kood p.ainlen. goad eculpion. 
grt'at pattsl I lflffn all the tbinp we reaUJ 
t'rne!'llle •nd honor in our country and an 
p11trio1ic 1bou1. h hn IKM.hing to do direaly with 
ddendin1 our counlry elt(epl to mtke it ..-orth 
defl.'nding. 
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THE HUNT CLUB 

NOTE= SEE RECORDED FINAL 
-- SUBDIVISION PLAT FOR 

ACTUAL LOT DIMENSIONS 

llA.1- J7C,,l_ 

' 



LETTER q(p'\- (CONTINUED) 

llA.1- l 7 G:>'O 



LETTER ~<oS 



LETTER "Co5 (CONTINUED) 

z 

3 

llA.1- 1170 



LETTER gc,,5 (CONTINUED) 

llA.1- IT11 



1 

LEITER '9(p(p (CONTINUED) 

My name 19 Nancy Malek:, ,caf!lpton 1'ovnship. 

I have reaci your Drafe EIS and Les append-ices, and·• I ~ould 

like to address my comments to two topics. 

The first is Appendix 15 on the· 1;rchaeology of the Illinois 

site. It states in Ai:rPendix 15: HBecause identification 

procedures are not complete. specific ~itigation measures 

cannot be provided at this time." This is an admission that 

the archaeological research is unfi:nished. Completed archaeological 

infor:mati.on "1ill not be made availabla to the public until after 

site selection. Given,the incomplete nature of Appendix 15, 

this information could be radically different. Data presented to 

the public and the Department of Energy in ~his Appendix is not enough 

on which to make a gound judgement for the location of the SSC. 

The information in Appendix 15 is not only incomplete, it is not 

uniform. Most of the data used to compile this section is 

information that t.he individual states submitted to the Dept. 

of 'Energy in their proposals. The quality and scope of th.e d,"Jta 

was dependent on the individual state's rese~rch methods. 

Inform;;itio11 presented' in Appendix 15 is based on predictive 

models. In oth~r words. it assumes inventoried archaeological 

JIA.1- n7z.._ 
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aites will foretell possibl_a ~ocations .of other sites. A prominent 

archaeologist, who is an expert in the archaeology of Northern Illinois says 

that he wouldn't give "2 cents" for predictive models. He calls them 

simply "an academic exercise that quantifies what collectors think 

they know." This expert points out that the predic~ive model used 

in Appendix 15 was created from a Data-base made of information 

901 of which was collected by amateurs in an unsystematic manner. 

In North caro11f1a~S archaeological evaluation, the writer admits that 

information available is not adequate to predict numbers of archaeological 

sites in North Carolina. One must wonder why the information about 

IllinoiS makes further sites predictable even though the writer of 

Appendix 15 admits the survey of Illinois is incomplete. 'l'l:e B'ipt. 

~R'il''iJY Mll:S'6 Fccogn 1 zc thab "the use of predictive mod213 such 

as the one in this Appendix i.'i not adequate to evaluate much less 

protect Illinois' archaeological resources. 

The research methods in Appendix 15 are definitely lacking. The 

Dept. of Energy must recognize that siting the SSC in Illinois 

based on information that is not uniform, complete or reliable 

is a very irresponsible and dangerous action. 

The second ~opic I 

noise receptors in 

wish to comment on concerns the map of sensitive 
. ·t...,.~.N.~ 

Illinois. ·Sitting~ yesterday, I heard many 

people mention the defeciencies of this map. I will make only one 

llA.1- 117 3 
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more observation. l believe the purpose ot including this map 

in the EIS 1s to illus·trate to the reader where isolated homes, 

sohools and subdivisions lie within 5000' either side of the 

proposed SSC path. In the Upper Ouadran-t D area of this map, 

the state shows 1 subdivision areas from site F6 just west of 

Elburn to E9 in St. Charles/Wayne. This is ~ gross underestimation 

of the number of subdivisions that are in reality a part of t.his 

area. There are in fact 53 subdivisions within this corridor. ,J . f 
t1 "'1~ ... L a.r~"-'-tr ~ ,,_ n..J.. 

Since the state has •ot seen lit:1 to suppl·y you With ~data, I pl.J..6..e.;~• 
Sub,.,.,.!f,nq .\.c ~ ~ "'1~ ,_... 

would be happy to. I Olm ia J ·itift!r,.ti:ith my notes a 1988 Fox Valley If::;_,..(... 

- 17 
Board ot Realtors map vhich has all these subdivisions· indic:a.t.2d. lt-K.o.~, 

llA.1- li74-
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Figure 5.1.4-4 
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LETTER 

Mi-. Wilmot Hess 
SSC Sita 'l'a.sk Force 
Office of -Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Waehinqton, D.C. 20545 

Dear Mr. Hess; 

I, &~~ , would like to· take this 
opportU ~xprese my vehement opposition to the location 
of the proposed Superconducting Supercollider in the State of 
Illinois, In particular, I am opposed to the location of this 
toy for scientists because it has not been demonstrated to me, 
either in writing or in any of the lectures presented, that it 
will be totally hannJ.'ess for the Fox Valley residents. My 
concerns, in fact, have been dramatically increased since I 
have read the Environmental Impact Study. If there are truly 
no reasons for roe, my fiUtlily, and my neighbors to be concerned, 
why does the E!S concern itself with vibration sources located 
near the ring? It is clear tha.t vibrations will have an Impact 
on the.collider. In the Environmental Impact Statement. Appendix 
Sb, you have laited freeways etc.but even more importantly you 
list railways with type - three - and total number of lines -
8, rock quarries - 3, sand abd gravelpits -38, and additional -5. 
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 
these vibrations cause the loss of a beam? Will these ~ources 
impact the co.llider and create maintenance costs not i ured 
into the costs of operation through cracked magnet&? Referring to 
the earlier question regarding a lost beam,could the eam 
contaminate someone's s~pply of water or even endanq~r their 
l_if~fore you scoEf at these quest.ions, please take a moment 
and reflect on the number of times during the ·past fifty years 
when our government or rather our politicians have a3ked us to 
trust the government decisions. They have our best interests 
at heart and yet twenty years later when the true impacts are 
known, all they can say is "We are sorry. we did not know." 
We the people of the Fox Valley disagree with our governor -
a man for whom we have little respect given his callous and 
cavalier approach to his constituents. 

SAY NO TO THE SSC IN ILLINOIS! 

ft)€/?)'(_ i. /t{,,c,eG. 

/9 (!l!./,o~ /) lJr, 

/Jlt:J,JI? ""'<-e:r j _, ..L 't _ .to~ -3.? 

'8/d- 1'96. 36 1)7 
• 
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(!a_ f-C' ~ , 

q;-tuAr/YK_ ~f /YNaJ L1tf}<ttrn_ 

Jib_ aA.z h-t<Ll-x l .Z/<.-6 

t,v,,,,_VU-~"~ i~::,,,;"~ , cl/-'- ,vu_ 

jl-Ttz:/' ,ti; tr,/.t.1..L_ r:f/-1!- ti cl"J-t-Xtj.:Z."'--~-

tmtZi,,,f nvi-- t'-'~ rJ'?'f;jtz7j '} ,,,,.
wJ_,ut., tv--l L~ 5-v /,_a,-;.:f A H~ 

tf/k:j ,C-J.-ue.~ cfi' J,,_,,_,._ ,;_-;tu_,,~ 
dJ-tJ ,J ~ ,<~,,.,l',u ,;;~y ,il,.7,,,e, 1.v-;f',_,,_ ,;-

1 ,.6,-,,':fu-._-u,,. _t,,_,,,_Jl f,,.,,;,~ Ji-tj }.""7 -
~,,_,th"-' -1,,,,z a-mb~<;,,,~ -

/!V.-1.:Cfu ...<-1-tJ OP! a~; .-4-~~~ z:/-d-C
_,£~ "f-0.<-~aj~t-u~ .... ~1 &~-d~ 
ZI ~ Z(jf-6 r;f f-"'-;1'/<"'-"-, ?P"-j: 
&,.c~ ~7<"- 2'J .1•,,V,,f>-":,,,,,__f:?<:,.e ~ 

L.~- d ,,,,,,,__ ::t.h ,(,t ,{4-- ,,,,_,;: 

""- ;;"r'""~ -;z-t_,,;;,11-z1,,,,; ;t;.z,,.~ -
'Ju;~~ .,ta,; ,1.,,~,,,___ M~l' ~L 
0U#,f, dw-hv ~,a,,_., k_ ,11,,tz, 

"" ><-~ cf:u2 ;t/_, Ss.-e , _,_,,_,_, 
s+. da£4,,_ - c;y;,-90-~ 
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J, i!/1171 'd1t-1.y {'-/11.{!.uu<-, 

J.~ u'p, u_, {I. elt.4dC{L, .J:t 4"'12-

iu.4Jl _ t: ·1:J~~~; hl1, <f-L~r_ . 
""' f,.,l-:Cd:-C-,'.f.. ;Lu !t<'f<.;1, ~°'''~ 

At'fb'I, e ;-U~td;~ t~ .d,;.";, ftl.d'-1, !>' d<.. 
1,}::lj_ ~ • .:1_~ i.:J'_!l.ld {.,, ~ 
t'&.11ie !fi1a """ ~w•.:JLL,t ;r -

~f/'f :!)",._;{_,,.,f' /1',J.c:<- :/,e"-llb.,, 7"d.Z, 
.J+ (k,td~ .. ,j{ bdt64' . !; 

llBO llA.1- . -----..• 
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GCOD A.n:i:..:.:..::c1..:u t i·(Y ~iA.i·lE IS AG41ZS R:::ISLZY' AilD I :OI'/3 AT 

4!1344 BURR ROAD, IN ST. CP.ARLES •• I ~iAlfT TO FIRST EXPRJ;SS 

HY Al'PR3CIATION TO T1i3 DEPA.:l:Ti !E1J
1

1' CF !l:NERGY, AlTD TO YOU 

PZRSCNALLY FOR PROVIDI?TG ;.fE A~lD OTHZR COHCERN CITIZElifWITH 

T;{;l CPPORTlnlITY TO SPEAK TO YOU. 

(l\ORf', ~UAL1~1EO 

THERE HAVE BEEN, AND WILL BE, A UU'I'!.BER OFJPEOPLE WHO WILL 

SPEAK ON THE TECHNICAL FEATURES OF THE SSC, AND WH"f IT SHOULD 

OR SHOULD NOT BE PLACED IN ILLINOIS. HOWZVER, THERE IS ONE 

SU"ll.JECT ON WHICH I AM QUALIFIED TO SPEAK, AND «HICH CAN'T BE 

STRESSED TOO STRONGLY. THAT SUBJECT IS THE DESTRUCTIOll OF THE 

QUALITY OF LIFE AS WE KNOW IT, IN THE FOX VALLEY AREA. 

CHANCE, DEVELOPMENT, INCREASE IN ·POPULATION, ARE ALL PART OF 

THE GRCWIMG l?AINS OF ANY SUCCZSSFUL COMMUNI'l'Y. LIKE IT OR 

i'iOT I CHA.MGE rs A FACT OF LIFE 'i/ITH URICH ALL CITIZE~TS f•WST 

LEARll TO COPZ. BUT WE ARE TALKING ABOU'r EVOLU'l'IOUARY CHA11GE, 

NOT THE MASSIVE DISRoPTIVE, REVOLUTIONARY CUA!IGE TUAT WILL 

Cm!E WITH THE PROPOSED SSC. THE CHANG]j TO OUR WAY OF LIFE AS 

REPRESENTED BY THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE SSC WOULD BE SO DYNAHIC 

Tl!AT OUR C01·a1UNITIES WOULD NO'f BE CAPABLE OF ABSORBING IT. 

THE DECISION BY THE STATE OF ILLINOIS TO PROPOSE THE FOX VALLEY 

AS THE SITE OF THE SSC SIMPLY TO UTILIZE THE FACILITIES OF 

FERNI LAB SHOWS A CALLOUS DISREGARD FOR THE THOUSANDS OF CITIZZNS 

llA.1· Il~. 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

CF THIS A.,.o::i._3A WHO WILL BE SZVERLY IHPACTED. 

THE IH.PACT ON' OUR SCHCOLS, WHICH ARE STRUGGLING JUST TO 

ACCC~,3!-iODAT:E CTJRREllT GRCMTH WILL BE DEVAS'!IAI'IUG. WE HAVE JUST 

PASSED A R?2BRRUNDL1·I IN' ST.CHABLES FOR OUR SCHOOLS, W'IiICH CAUSED 

PROPERTY TAXES TO AI.NOST DOUELE-1. THE TAX IHCil.EASE NECESSARY TO 

RA.NDU: THE SCHOOL EIITlOLLi·fE~Pr INCREASE FROH THE SSC WOULD BE HUGE. 

TKB COST OF HGUSIHG, SER~f!CES, AHD O'i:JL·~ NZCZSSITIES or LIFE 

WILL SURELY EZCALAT~, r.l'u\.KIHG IT IHJ?OSSIBLE FOR LARGE NUMBERS OF 

OUR SEUIOR CIT!ZEHS ON FIXED INCONE TO LIVE IN THE COMMUNITY 

WHERE THEY SPENT MOST OF TH'EIR trv:-::s, AN.U '.Y:SR::J R£S:PONSIEJ,E 

Ji'OR HELPIUG TO BUILD. 

3UT TIDR3 AR3_ O'l'P.Zn FACTORS !OU MGST ALSO'CONS!D~R. FIRST, 

Z'l2RY I,GCATLOU THAT YOU AHB CDliSIDi~1.Il!G lt\.S T:tOUSANDS IF NOT 

HILLlOU3 OF PEOPLE WHO FAVOR THE SELECTION" O:&' THEIR SITE.. BUT 

SOlil:E LOCATIONS, SUCH AS TllAS FU.VE ONLY A SrtJALL NtllIBER OF PEOPLE 

':IHO A.RE O"PPOSSD TO TH:E SELECtrION. NOT SO IN ILLINOIS, A SITE 

LOCATED I:f A POPUUT3D A.~SA, THA'.r HAS A LARGE NUMBER OF PEOPLE 

~'/HO ARB A.DVERSELY APPECTZD BY TlrE SSC, A1'D A..9.E V'EHEMEHTLY OPPOSZD 

TO Il'S LOCATION fGRE. I URGE YOU TO THINK FIJ.ST O.F THE THotfSAlfDS 

WHO ARE INJURED ' NOT JUST THOSE .w·uo BENEFIT. THERE ARE OT!fER 

SITES IN WHICH ALL ARE. wrnmms, AllU NONE ARE LOSERS. 

nez. llA.1· ·-- -· 
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Ill ADDITION, ~HE FOX VALLEY AllD ILLINO[S iltl:VE Ar.READY BE!li!MTED 

FROH THE I!ISTALLA!i.'ION OF !i!IO llAJOR PEDERA~ ·PROJECTS OF THIS T'lPE, 

THE FER!U LAB AlID ARGONNE LABS, AT THE PRESENT TIME OUR ECCNO!.fY 

IS STRONG, CONSTRUCTION IS B00!1ING, AND UNEMPLCYNEllT IS DOWN, 

BUT TFXAS AND OTHER PROPOSED SITES ARE SUFFERING FROM ECO!!ONIC 

RECESSION• WOULDN'T IT MA.r...E GOOD ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL SENSE 

TO SELECT TEXAS OR ANOTHER SITE Ill NEED OF THE ECONOMIC STHiULATTO!I, 

IN Stn·IMARY, LET I1E SAY, THAT I HAV'E HEARD ALL KINDS OF NUl'fBER.S 

THROWN AROUMD ABOUT THE COST OF THE SSC, I SUB!1IT TO YOU TaAT 

Ttra !•IAJOR ·COST OP THE GSC, IF IT IS LOCATE?> lN T!Ia FOX VALL2Y, 

rs THE ALLIOS'l' CEnTAIN ·D:ESTIHJC~ION ·OF OUR SOCIAL ·sys~....;;iS, ;\ND THE 

YEA..>?.S IT V/I:LL r'~u.:::x THZ ·'CONr·MJITIZ.J ..;o as.BUILD THT:!H. 

T:·m DOS lL\;3 ':/ITrtit-r I·-·~f. '.'(.if~ TO 'DO ::ucH ·GOOD FOR SOiiE or Q,.'.',{ 

__ .;PRESSED STATES SUCH A£ TEXA~., ~:l TO DO t·JtTCH Fl:ARH TO A. Hl.J1.illi.:::R 

OF .il:'ROH.G, GROWING PROSPEROUS C0f.G:JJ.7IT·IES SUCH AS Bll:TAV!Af GENEVA, 

ST. CHARLES, AND KANELAND. PLZ..'1.SE DON·'T M:A.KE US .PAY TRE A'.v'FUL PRICE. 

THAlr~ YOU, 

na~ llA.1- ----
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CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Dr. Wilmont Hess. Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office o! Energy ~esearch 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Attn: SSC DEIS Comments---Ciroundwater 

Oi:iar Sir1 

Oct. 6, 19S8 

Puge 5.1.2-29 of the EIS indicates that impacts to ground
watBr resources during the operational phase of the SSC will 
be greatest at sites which have c~rrently overdrafted ground
water resources and/or where increased groundwater use would 
create or vorsen an already existing groundwater overdraft. 
Both of these conditions exist at the Illinois site and ~e 
can there!ore expect the day to day operations of· the SSC 
to have a greater impact at our proposed site compared to tile 
other alternative location:;. 

Our regionally overdrafted groundwater situ.1tion is well 
documented in the EIS. However. the local groundwater situation 
is not. The EIS only replys to information as present'ed 
to the DOE in the individual site proposals presented by each 
state. It is an error on the part of the EIS and on our 
State Department ot Energy and Natural resources not to have 
included the fact that _a groundwater supply prqblem exista 
in Campton Township on the Northern arc of the ring. 

'fhe State water survey, members of the Kane- County Board, 
and the Kane County Building and Zoning Department are all 
well aware of this local groundwater shortage situation which 
is developing. Numerous individuals have recently been forced 
to either dig entirely new wells into'the underlying sandstone 
aquifer or have had to redrill their existing well to a depth 
where the pump could be lowered into a more adequate source. 
This c~n be verified by talking to any of the well drillers 
in the iocal area. Indications from the State Water Survey 
are that further dev.:?lopment in the north~rn Campton Town-
ship area inay have restrictions on th..i number of private wells 
which cian be drilled. Instead, developers may find it nec
essary to provide a common water source for any new subdivisions 
which may be proposed in the futute. This information has 
not been provided by our state to the DOE and~it•s about time 
you scientists became aware of the truth. The EIS is completely 
lacking any information abQut this very real local groundvater 
problem. 

P.O. Bo!C 104, Wasco, minois 60183 Phona:312-5S44244 

llA.1- __!:!_01 
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The DOE must be required to verify the true exis<ti·ng condit·ions 
at each and every alternative site. You must ask questions. 
You cannot assume that the wonderful State of Illinois has 
pcovided you vith all the .pertinent info.· . .iation er.bput our 
Fox Valley site. In fact.it should be quite obvious by now 
that the Sta_te ot Ill-.inoia has ver¥ obv-ious•ly at-tempted to 
keep the DOE and the citizens in the dark about the· SSC. • 

11A.1- 11<-'5 
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LETTER 

October 7. 1988 

To: Wilmot H. Hess, Cha1rmct.n SSC 5it<;i Tasl' FOl'""c:e 

Re: fll1na1'11 Loc.il.tion/Safety 

The scape of this report centers aro•.tnd one cf lll1t101s most important 
resoUrc:e'!l-hL1man life. The proposed location for tha SSC in Illinoig · 
i'ii located in the fas.te..s.t_ gro.,nng area in the ~tate and rtght in ·the 
1111cldle of one o-f the b1gge'3t popula1tion boomg in thQ midwest. A 
pop1.<lat1an according to the Chic:ago Tr'°ibune that &Hploded by a 
9tunn1ng 44,00c) people in the 5 county SSC ilr'"_ea during 1987. Tttesa 
~r<0.• fact~-facts the State of Ill1no1'!i refuses to address. · 

As t.1.1bl1ts 5.1.8-91 lcj indicate, th8' t1·aFfic: i1np~ct-s due to ths SSC ari? 
l12tter E.• This means th,_,.t there wt l l be ;a "forC:l':d or b1·e.akdO>-Jn flow 
with traffic de111and exceedlru~ the c.:;1.p.,..city; res~ilting in un!>table $top 
and go tr-affic:". Illinoi!!i is the only ~tate of the 7 wh'i!re this 
condition Will mwist. Pleage note also th~t the 5tati~tic~ in this 
table a.re based en the "lowest level of 91?rvic:e". In other word!!!, 
thi~ i9 the ~b$Olute minimum problem th~t will occur. And yQt within 
tl11? '3ame tab l eill the state cl =i~ m'!I that there wi 11 be no di srt.1pt ion to 
&'.il.S1:1ng tr-aff·ic; pat.ter-ns, Not even the Stat~ of Illino1!f c::ould 
m1sint.Gwprut the horrendOl\$ tr-aff.1c problems cr"eated by the t('lousand!:I 
of vehicle!!! alre.;.dy in thi"S <J.roea: A5 paqe 5.1.8-27 $tatesi, ar&Ml.S 
ar-ound tht! SSC fa.cility might experience a.n '~i.nc:rea~e. in trliff1c: of 
between ~r;t) and 1,250 vehii:le<i> p~ir day". 

The St,;ite of Illinois i~ ver-y quick to point Ol1t to the D.O.E. in 
~~ble 5.1.8-9 that Illino13 will only have to add 8 mileg of new rcarl~ 

ta ai:c:omod~~t~ the SSC. Thi~ is the le.-:ist nu111b~r of new roads of ~ny 
of thP. '3ev~n !!ltates c..ampet1n1~ for tl1e SSC. Thi9 simply mean5 that a.11 
e:->cf'.1~"1 tr·affic:, a.s. much a<!. a.n add1tioni:ll 1,25<) vehicles, will be using 
aind sh.e1ring th~ a:;ist1ng r-0.;1.dg; wh~ch have alr-er.\dy e:-~c:eedc:!d their" 
d~~1~n capabilit1e~. 

Using all•of these facts. how c.;,n it be d(Olter-m11ied on pr.<ge 5.4-2 th~t 
th"'° Sf:.;te of Illina1'!1 ~Jill ho:i.V13 a11 tnc:re;~se of only 10 
i.nJl1r-y/.)c:c:idents per yt'ar due to the SSC" Common sense dlona tEills 
0.-11;! tl..,;;i.t_ whan you add 200 to 1,::?:'51) more vehic:l~".i (the m"IJ01•ity of 
whic.h will be hugs- truc:ksl to .;1n a!r"eady 0111;ior·bur-dened tr~ff1c <l.l'"B<'I, a 
m~1ssiv9' inc:re~~e in acc1dent·.s Wlll oc::c:"...1r. Once again the St.3.te of 
Il l1noi-=i ht:is done .1. 111asterful Job of tricking the D.O.E. A·s l'~ 
el'plaLnl'!d in t,able 5.1.5-4 thew.a/ t.lie inJui--y/f.:;tal1ty ac::c:l~-1G1it'5 ~~'"~r'5!' 
detc~rlllinfl!d W<:<'3 by "including all t:'/pf.'s o.f v~iiicle~ a11d 1s a '.lit~t.1~1<1id~ 

aver.:1ge v;i.llltt". Illino•'.1 h.l!'. thaL.~'.1ands of gm<~ll spa.rsaly pupuldt~d 
town'3 and huiidreds; of in1le<:'I of r-oad<; wJ.th or.ly C:Ol1ntr·y tr·a+tic:. Yet 

llA.1· ne<i> 
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f:l'l<!!se areas were u!lled to help lower the Ill1no1oa lnJo_1ry/f.;>.t .. 11ty 
a.ccident rate con9iderably. Such facts dealing with human l1+e have 
to c:o1ne from the area directly involved. 

Approximately 90%. of the SSC will be located in l<iln~ County Ill.1.nc1s. 
According to the State of Illinois Accident Reporta 
Oi•lision....Springfield; in 1987 kane Countv alone had 44 f..,tal accidents 
with 54 deat.hs. They also had 3 1 598 injury accidents wi.th 5,~47 
1.njuries d•..1ring 1C197. These facts seem ta be a contradic:t1on to the 
facts given to the 0.0.E. by th~ Stat~ of Illinois. 

There are abgolutely no mitigating strategies that c~n cope wtth thP. 
enormous incre~~e in traffic rei~ted injuries and d~atns created bv 
building the SSC .in the St~te of Illinois .• Ltfe 1s too prec10L1s to 
t;/·i!.mble with st.:.t1st1c;i. 

lole wtll n~t let either yo1..1 or the State of Il\1nol'li g""mi:lle with the 
live;; cf our c:h1ldren and loved ones. Ycu·41i9ht sL1cr.eed in s1t1nq th~ 
SSC in Illi.noi-s bL~t we 1-J\ll nevE>r let you bLlild it he.-e. 

Don and Judy f'r1c:e 
6N1!9 Woadl.;ind Road 
St. Charles, Il. 61)1/5 
!.12-584-3956 

llA.1-
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Dr. Vilaot Heaa 
SSC Sit• Tuk rorc. 
n...e.oon 
Ott\ce of' Bnarg 'Research 
u. s . Olpa.rtaent. ~ herg:r 
Wa.::ihine-t;on. D.c. 20545 

Attent1.on1 SSC IBIS Comnts 

October 6, 1968 

'!'huro an four SSC site tacllitles (F'5,K4.J), a.rd. J6) llt!.ich 
-i.lJ. have p.3'tenUa.l. for tload plain etleroachnnt ac:c"1:ding to a.eat.ioR 
s. l.. ?.-9 of' tM EIS._ The J6 aiW coven the entire width at the 
f1.o.-,S pla.in are& of ll'ena CJ:'eek· Th• &IS a·!".a.tee tha.t. this !!f lie 
s~!'li.l'l..w.nt lon« terii imps.et. ~ local 11-:s~lo and is d.eaicnatOd ae 
1'.av'.?;'\ a. .ea.euxable i11pa.ct. The si6tdtioanCtJ af this locat.ion ia 
e-11;n "ore iep;Jrtd.nt llhen you consider that the &ID.ti.a. Il.liatJls SSC 
a.r•~1t ie eo .. ,.:t6d by ll'lood Inau;r:iace Roo.W ?taps. Thia .. ,,.na ths.t there 
l!. a !"i]gh :probe.billt;, of flOOding that <>c(:un in t.be a.r.ea and th•t a.n:y 
e:;r.t.":•,H~t:.11119nt bJ J6. on the Knea Creak tlOOdpla.in tr!ll hi.oder th• 
:JOl''ll..'1. t flow Of n:ter and C'lUld lead to evisn grei:i.ter fiOOdiog problee. 

'the c;rs "r'f cha.rly lm:U.ca.tee <lD page 25 ~ appisndix 5b that 
da~~:ig floods have oeCUl'T'ftll in tt-.a Pox River be.sin and 1t& •&Jo;: 
t-r"\.;-.L-tules dt!I'lflS all 91!8.'!IOttl!I of th11 :rear. Ae a I."!t.W.lt. ~ Ill1.DD111 
111 ";.11 <J..:d. tho }.arjJe (ii."ii~ area. of tha rax Ri~r l1&.va th• poo\tentlal. 
f()~ btcting the SSC site with the ~at.l!lmt probab.t.llty 1'f".~ occurrtn.g 
tr.i:rt tt1l.U!.tlon or other cont.utinants ent:.erillg ow: wa:ter·syetem. 

Sset.[on 11.),).) st&tfts tru;.t na:tltea.st.et"n Illinois contains one 
l"!f the sta.tee ujor river SJ'Jtells, and the ataten l.aJ:geat. cobeent.T.:i.tton 
am di'V't.'r:!ltt7 Of "8tlands. lot onl.7 a.re the 850 ac~s ot pat.entia.117 
a:Ciootecl wetl.and.11 DQCIXOUl!I, they uo al.so qui~ dif!~rent in t;vpe fl'»ll. 
one IJ."?1.Gther. That i• all tho llQre na.eon ..my not !'.!!!. aan or the vo.lualtl• 
r&SO\Ame 15hou.ld. be dtrlm-bed. Thia happens to lM th111 attltU4e llhazetl by 
Vice~Frealdent Buab.. Hi• pallcy le that abll~lutal7 hO further :reduct.ion 
ehouJ.d occur to our •tlanl a.c:t"eage 1n the U.S.. And. .J19t1 the SIS lia 
.Appendfx 11 pqe 17 under !lUaoia, iPd.ioa:t.111• tha.t eoM wetlluld ha.hltat 
w!JU]4 ba adVlllne1Y l11pactad la. Illinois or .!:m.!.· Aho, the EIS ia!ic:a.tea 
that the htdrological eff'ecta ot seepage and pu•ping of water fro. •haft 
Cl)JlCJtruotion oould. M.ve an l1111SCt on aur.ra.ce wa.tera, lnolwllng we·t.:iat.i.e 
MJa.Cf'nt t.o sb&tft.•ite• Kl,J~,J/f, ani:t J5. lihat about the ordek. pord 
and WetlAnd neail!S islte oft Danker lCoa.dT !Fila U1ilque area wat be pro
tect$4. 

llA.1- X!f?>~ 
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.... 2 

A recent. court. ruling in th• 2nd US Diatrlct Court. at Kew York, 
Benaai wraua Bobichaud. ..., pnclude the Depart.eat ot E•ra troa 
build1ng the SSC !a. Ill1noia. There happene to be altemat!ve aites 
f'or the SSC pz:ojeot aid tbia recent. court 1'U.liag tema to illlllcate 
that projects with alternatiVe aite• auat aboou the aite with the 
leaat bipact. to wet.land.a. Thia 9h0llld. autou:tically •11.aina.te Illinoia 
t:z:o• conaiden.t1oa, and tha Depart:Mnt ot llmrgy am the ·Illlne:l.19 fin . 
(Eura am latura.l Beaomcea) can expect legal action along theee lines. 
The SSC can onJ.r come to Illinois through the courts. 

In oonclueloDJ I would like to quote the pea.t nat.w:allst, 
Aldo Leopold, •we abuae land because we regud it && a couodity be
longing to us. When n •• land a.a a cOllllOd.ity to which we belons, 
we ~ begitl to uee it with love and :respect •••• There i.a no other way 
tor land to aurrlw the lap.act Of 111tchanized aa.n •••• Thia ie YOUR countr:r. 
J):ln•t let the bi« •n take it my tro• you.• Thank J'Oll• 

Sincerely, ). 
~v }Jr /l?.t./1rr;_.--

)9lrl6lf.o Caribou 'hail 
St.. Charles, IL .6ol?5 
51.;i .37?-!Gff/ 
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LETIER "116 

My n••• ta <i:hr"t·g:ty Heath- and· t aa· 1' 7eara old. Thea• are 

•r: trtend• and· ne.tgb.O«ini:r and ve liv& ill' Kane•ille·. 

lo'!ated &'I P-5 on- your 11a.p. 

Our tovn 1• 

I vamt to speak to you today· on beh.a.lt or th• chtldren ot 

Ka-nav·ill.e. Our parents hsv-e been f'tg!'ltir..g th• SBC a.nd now 1t'a 

our tiu:rn- to be he's.rd. It the SSlZ' cto1116a to Itlinoie• theee t.ida 

a.nd. I v.11.t lla'll'ft to move beca.uae you "'ill ta.lte avay our ho••• tor 

the we•t campus. We want you to know that the- de·cia:l:ott you •ake 

will not only impact the environment, but will impact our 11vea. 

Iour D'S:S: talks. a.bou.t the p·tll'nts, birds a:nd' &nfmala a..rf"ected by 

t-be. SSC, ~.!:-!!!!.!t!.!t.'..:!_:t:2~.!:-~!!E:!.,m-_!2Llt!T The c·ollid'er not only 

·attec.t:a the envtronmerot-, it directly &ffecta humans and the 

q;uft•lit¥" ot. lth. Tti:.it DE.IS t'aya 160· ho1Dea· vill have t11 be 

r•laca.ted.. k d:on.'t kttov. if t-bat num·~r 11• right - t.he State 

officio.la won't tell llS - but ve think even that' a toa nn7 

people. We think you should put tbe SSC in a wide o~en area 

where you won,' t. ar·re.et. •.o many peopl&. Tbe government. Qwu·•· .. tle• 

and milea of wide open, vacant land. Why don't you put the 

collider there? 

It'• easy for you to 1111.y "So what - you'll find another house / 

~1d15 can 1u1.k.e new fri~nda and your parent a can t:hnd another J·cb." 

But it'• not that easy. !£!:!--~~!:!:.22!! that. our house• in 

Kaneville are our homea our aeeurlty. ~g!~~ that our 

neigbbora are also ou~ beet friends kida and parenta alike. 

Our parents chose to live in Kaneville becauae it is a great 

llA.1· 1-iql_ 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

place to raise a ram11y. We don't have drug problems or street 

gangs in our town. We can play in our yard•, ride our bikes and 

horses, and walk around the neighborhood without being a!~aid. 

We ~re surrounded by beautiful, open country. Kaneville it very 

apecial and towns like ours are becoming rare. The DEIS doesn't 

tell you that by putting the SSC in Illinois, you destroy our 

town, '!'he State of Illi'10il! d-::~s11't want to admit that Kaneville 

will be so strongly impact~d. They don't even put our town on 

If You put the collider in Illinois, you separate us and 

take away a very special part of our lives. We 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 re&pect each other. Our parents work hard to make good hom~s 

for ua. 

We don't want to move. We don't want the SSC here. 

C.~r lS11I ttQcc'\-h 
25,L\-~3 bo..vb;'.i">r\O" Doi, 
\::\ hvr n 

1
1::.l (.,o\l q_ 
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LETTER 

Comment• for DEIS Public Hearin( 
OD October 70 1988 

FLOODPLAIN IMPAcr5 

The D~ Environmental Impact Stat.ement (DEIS) acknowledges that FEM.A maps are 

available for the entire SSC sit.e in Illinois (they are not available for 4 of the 7 BQL sites). 

TheH map• provide satisfactory delineation of the 100..year floodplain boW'ldaries. The DEIS 

identifi~ four surface faci1itie1 (F5, K4, J3, and J6) that may ha.va aome potential for floodplain 

encroachmenL The proposed locations of these sites and the relevant floodplain boWldaries ns 

taken from figures 7-4 through 7·7 in the DEIS are shown beta in figures 1and2. 

Facility service area FS is propo1ed to be located east of Dauberman Road and just to the 

east of the floodplain boundary of Welch Creek. Even a small enaoachment of 5% o!the 

tlcodplnin (or rather the flood fringe) as mentioned in the DEIS will not occur. The DEIS does 

say that any impacts to the floodplain w;IJ be negligible and that the final project design may 

indicate no floodplain modifications. 

Facility service area K4 lies entirely out of the Welch Creek floodplain, and therefore 

there is no potential for floodplain encroachment at this site. 

The proposed location of facility service area J3 is in the southwest comer some dlst.ance 

away from Hawthorne Road and Kress Road. The DEIS states that J3 wou1d extend 350 reet 

onto the 2500-fl:-wide floodplain ofKres! Creek (or would encroach onto the tloodway fringe). 

However, QEIS figure 7-6, with the proposed location as delineated herein (Figure 2), shows no 

encroachment onto the floodplain. 

Site J6 lies wholly in the Fermilab area, which is federally owned. About 54% of the 

proposed site area is in the floodplain of Kress Creek and its tributary. However, only about 13% 

of the area liea in the floodway a11 defined by the Illinois standards. The floodway is that portion 

of the floodplain (figure 3) that must be kept free of encroachment to limit the increase in the 

100-yr flood stage or surcharge to O.l ft. '11te Illinois limit ofO.l n is much stricter than the 

federal limit of l.O ft. Thus a small portion of JG is in the flood way. Its impact on the floodplain 

can be miticated through flexibility provided by the arrangem~nt cf surface structures in this 40· 

acre sit.e, by channel diversion, or by movement of the site about 200 fl to the south. 

The absence of FEMA maps or their partial existence for a proposed site may result in 

non identification of some surf'aee facilities that might impact the floodplains. The only other site 

with full FEMA map covuage, such as that available in Illinois, iS the Texas site, where the 

DEIS specilically identifies four major surface facilities (J2, J3, J4, and J6) as entirety covering 

the full width of the floodplains of the area streams. 

Krishan P. Singh 
Principal Scientist 
Illinois State Wat.er Survey 
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FIGURE 3 

,.._------100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN-----+i 
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Comments for DEIS PGbHa Bearia1 
on OceoberT, 1981 

WELL IMPACTS 

Thi Draft Environmental Impact. Statement (DEIS) lndic:atn that u many u 320 water 

wpplJ' wel11 could be lmpact.ed because otthelr locatiom within the corridar turroundlna the 
proposed SSC tunnel configuration (tho P-rlne). The report states that 32011 the number of 

wel1s that are located within this zone and then goes on to aay, .. ~.only a portion of these we11s 

JU)' be directly affected..: My comments ant infAnded to brine to this di1CW11ion numben_which 

we f'eel reflect the more likely impact 1eenario. 
Durinr the f'aJI ot 1987, the State Wat.er Survey undertook a apedal ltud)' In order to 

estimata the number otwells that potenUally could be impacted by dr.t conltructlon and 
operation olthe tunnel. The study Wu divided into thru parts: a file inventory, a field 

inventory, and a statistical analyai•. 

Fil~ Inventory 

A search or the wen records on file at the State Water Survey was made to determine the 
nu.mblr of wells within the tunnel corridor, experimental abort_'-reu. experimental (aciliUea. 

and Femrilab cnmpus f'or which records were avaHable. For the purposes of our study, the 

tunnel corridcr was defined u a strip of land extendinc one-quartermi1e on eithtt side oft.he 

SSC twmeL Well location.a in our files an usually known to within a 10-aen plot (a tract of land 

onHlghth ofa mile on a 1ide). Wall depth1 were converted to bottomhole elevations for 

comparison with a tDm:t rtf'most ~lmtion. 

Tho~ rat"eronce alevaUon waa determined by assuminc a u/oty bu.ft'ar zone around 

the tunnel Guidelines f01' such a buffer have used a 35·Coot radius around the canter point. of 

t.he tunnel Cshown in figure 1 as the primary shield}. Since the centerolthe \Unnel has a 
proposed elevation of325 feet MSL In the P~rinr, this translates t.o an upper limit of 360 feet. for 

the top of the primary shield. A3 an added measure ofaafety, the study assumed a buffer of SO 

rlet. above the crown of the tunnel, or. protected reference elevation of380 ffft. Aside f'rom 

experimental areas, all walls within the corridor ware considered impacted if' their bott.omhole 

elevations were at. or below 380 feet. MSL. Wel11 within the experimental arau ware considered 

Impact.eel. regardless ofbottomhole elevation, because excavations at the~ sites wUI extend from 
land 1urface. 
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The aearch of th• Weter Survey li1es located record.I of 773 water wells within the comaur 

and other impact areas. When the c:ritic.tboUamh1laetevation criterion waa applied t.o those 

wella within the eicperimental areas; only 14.4CJi> olthe wella were round to.meet. the criterion. Jn 

ether wards_ d'le vast tujorityol t!:ie wells an ftniahed well~ ih• tunnel and its buffer zone. 

ftM percentage. bmed: the Nm•· ror oca-tater 1tatiatical anaJ,sia. 

Field h&.ve:atmy 

'Die: purpose.ot-lha, fteld inventirr)"WU toi detemin .. the- total number·ot welta- that.mWt 

within the one-quarter mile corridor on either 11ide.efth; P-rine:and in U...aperim.entaJ, and 

Fennilltb- areu.. Tbe llll'Y9J!' itu:lt wudone bymaki'ns.a.cottnt"ofhomu and buildinca. within 

the corridor and 1W1tunirigone wel) per housa;.noweD1 wan ac1uany areasured f'oe depth dwing 

the field: imentory. Houses and buildings 11ervtdb~ publ:k: wat.e auppliu war .. net counted: in 

the survey. The inventory located 1505 wells, includinr known wells on the i'ermilahciampus. 

Statistieal ADalysia 

1'he r:iumbe:r otwelis·that couldpc-b!ntlall)'! ba-lmpacted.b,Y their locations.~d.dP.pths in 

reittnnl!e to the.SSC-tunnel was.8tirnated by apply:iag Ul.itstatislics.l'rom tha file· in"Jentory ta 

th .. w01:1 Q)lutU:d in.tha field i!1Ver.tory and· &Plll..Yin1rmultipliers to t.uku into ai:co11nt i!ie widths 

GZ.t..'111 varlcus.eon:idan.of buffin %o)l'lUa:rnund thd P·ring. Thus. wiih1n- ~be.·JOO·foot width of Lhe 

nstricted ZllDll, ap:pnaxiinatefy· 25 weil1. Mmld potentiall.)l:_ba.impact.ed. This. means. thnL tha u:s. 
Depal'tment ol Energy "'ouL:t ha.,,. th. option of" requestinS: that these. wells. bs.1"al~cd ..:an- an 

incUv.idua1 ba,j11, In the to.foot primury shield ~n9', only .six wells would likely be- impacted. We 

al:o.iume that these wells would be r~focated. 

In .snmmaey~ the invmtories imd .st.a.tis ti.cal anolysis-afwell infannatfon made by the Stn!.e 

!Yater-Survey indicate llhat.th• uaertfon made in th.. drafl.EIS as to thia'nwnbar·af poUntially

impttct.ed wellsia:inmw by at.. leMt· an. Cl'd'er of magnitude and Uierefor.- reflects improperly on 

the. likely cansequencu of con.st::ru.ction aru:I operation of th111-$SC. 

A:d~an P. Vlsacky 
SeniOr Hydroloa:jst. 
Illino;s St.ate Water Survey 
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SSC ENVIRONMENT AL IMPACT 

STATEMENT TESTl~tONY 

On behalf of the Chicago ·Area Transportation Study, I am pleased to have the 

opport~ity to offer testimony regarding tho transportation impacts of tho proposed 

Superconducting Super Collidor project. The Chicago Area Transportation Study ~ the 

transportation planning agency ror tho six county northeastern rutnots area. For over 

thirty years, lt bas been tho agency with responsibility for planning the region's 

trllf1$p0rtation network. The StudY's efforts arc guided by a Polley Committee made up of 

representatives of local government, the private sector and transportation agencies. Tho 

Chica.go Area. Transportation Study ls also the desisnated Metropolitan Planning 

Organization through which federal transportation t'undlng ls coordinated. CATS is a 

recogni2:cd leader ln transportation planning and modelling. 

Our review ot tho Environmental Impact Statement concentrated on the 

transportation impacts or the project. We found tho analysis to be an unbiased report of 

the impacts. The traffic impacts of the project were reasonably assessed and the report 

provides an acceptable comparison of the sites under review. However, reports such as 

this, which attempt to compare numerous sites wt.th significantly dtfferent demographic 

profiles, must bo carefully used. 

The rw-al nature of many &ltes analyzed caruiot be easily compared to sites l:n & 

more urban or suburban setting. Traf'ftc impacts on two lane rural roada arc significantly 

different from those cm an esta.bllshed system or urban expressways or arterla.ts. (n the . . 
case of the lllinois site, the analysis dcatS wlth rural, suburban and urban areas. Civen the 

complexity or analY%ina the Impacts in this environment, the report must of necessity 

generalize some findings. 
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An exampl-e of this tYPc oC generallZation. occurs ln th.e analysis of' level o! seNk.e 

of operation on the road network. The report indicates a low level of service along two 

major roadways. The level along Route 64 for the three mile segment .from Kirk Road to 

R.Andati Road refiocts a localized problem in the center of St. Charles. tn the same vein, 

the level or service for Route 3'4 between Route 31 and Route S9 reflects a Tocalized 

capacity problem approaching a regional shopping center. Tn each case a problem exists. 

however the magnitude Is overstated. 

There were-a. number or minOr discrepancies \n ro:.dwa.y names and descriptions that 

Were previoUs!y transmit~tei.: •<) tJ1e Department of Energy. tn addition. the EIS failed to 

recognize the existence of a ridasharing program in the area. CATS. In cooperation with 

tho East-West Corporate Conidor Association. has sponsored an1 active ridcsharing effort 

with all major employers. Fermilab is an active participant ln this program. 

The development oC the SSC project at the Fermilah site la eonW:tent. from. a 

transportation perspectlve, with ovoraU development In tho area. the· general t1'end 

toward office and. research racilities 1n the VicW.ty has resulted in agressive 

transportation planning efforts ln Kane &1'ld OuPago counties. Wo have seen the results of 

tM:so efforts In. the construction of tho North-South Tollway through contra! DuPage 

County. Planning l:s being undertaken to review the feasibility ot a major new highway 

CacWty al.on& the Kano-DuPage ~er. As the area grows. new traosit serviees can be 

antlc.ipl.ted. 'transit servt.ccs in tho N~o-Oa.k. ~ corridor are be\ns sianil'icantly 

upgraded and extensions to the west arc feasible JS demand grows. 

In conclusion. ·rrom a transportation perspecUve, the report indicates the site of'fors 

excellent access. Further, the proposed development will have rnirdina.t impacts on future 

operations or the transportation systems. These findlngs are consistent with CATS studlcs 

and existing plans and 9r0grama. 

06Z3L 
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TBSTIHOhY BY PKTBR J. CONROY 

SSC DOK BEARINGS 

OCTOBER 7, 1988 

My name is Peter Conroy. I am a resident of DuPage County and a 
Licensed Professional Engineer in the state of Illinois. I am a 
Vice President of Harza Engineering Company. We are consultants 
to the State of Illinois on the SSC. My comment is in reference 
to the relative cost of the SSC at the seven alternative sites. 

The draft EIS acknowledge_s that cost estimates we['e made for 

each of! the seven sites, but ~resents the project cost only as 
the average of the ~even sites. The ISP states (p.30) that; 

•cost considerations are important to the selection process and 
will be used in cOnjunction with the technical evaluation 

criteria in selecting the most desirable site•. The council on 
Bnvironmental Quality (1502.23) states: •1f a cost-benefit 
analysis relevant to the choice amon9 environmentally 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 the environmental consequences.• The 
same citation also states "an environmental impact statement 

should at least indicate those considerations. including factors 

not related to environmental quali~y. which are likely to be 

relevant and important to a decision•. Since cost is a 
consideration in the site selection process the cost estimates 
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Testimony by Peter J. Conroy 
SSC DOE Hear'ings 
October 7, 1968 
Page 2 

for each of the sites should be provided as an aid in evaluating 
the environmental consequences of selecting a specific site. If 
the Department has any cost studies on which they intend to rely 
in making the final site selection, those studies must be made 
public as part of this process. 

In developing these site specific cost estimates it 1s requested 

that DOE utilize thP. rtata supplied to them in February 1988 in 
the A.T. Kearney Inc. report ~itinq the Superconducti!?.9_ Super 

Collider at Permilab =An ~~ £9~ Study. In presenting 

this cost analysis the DOE sho•Jld evaluate po$sible cost sa•1ings 

from: 

Use of the Tevatron as the injector for the SSC 

without interfering with othe1· Tevatron functions. 

Ma.ximizing use of the Fermilab campus and associated 

infrastructure to serve the SSC~ 

Use of Fermilab scientific technical and support 

staff to support both the SSC and Tevatroo~ 

Faster start-up time for the SSC due to in-place 

staff and infrastructure and operating injector 

facility. 

Purthec it is requested th~t DOE also rec09nize the cost savings 

associated with decommissioning 'only a single site (Fermilab} 

rather than two sites should Permilab not be selected. It is 

also requP.sted that DOE recognize benefits realized by extension 

of the useful life of Fe.rmilab by siting t-he SSC at this 

existing facility. 
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Testimony by Peter J. Conroy 
SSC DOE Hearings 
October 7, 1988 
Page 3 

It is •lso suggested tha.t DOK evaluate both the quality and 

completeness of the 9eotecho.ical data base and, the amount of 
tunnel construction experience available for each site and 

adjust each coat estimate by using an appropriate contingency 
reflecting the degree of uncertainty which exists for each. 

In swnmary, it is in the national intel:'est ta construct the SSC 
at the site which has the lowest economic cost. A cost 
comparison of the seven alternative sites should be included in 
the final BIS. 
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SITING THE SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COLLIDER 
AT. FERMILAB - AN INDEP!NDE.'IT COST STUDY 

Prepared' for: 

SSC FOR ILLINOIS-, INC. 

Managed by: 

A. T. KEAR..'IBY, I:NC. 

Otha: Principal Contributors: 

A..\\ERICAN APPRAISAL ASSOCIATES, INC. 
HARZA ENGINEERING' COMPANY 

NICOR, INC. AND NORTHER.~ ILLINOIS GAS COMPANY 

FEBRUARY 12·, 1988 
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SSC - FERMILAB COST EVALUATION STUDY 
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SSC - FERMILAB COST EVALUATION ST'JDY 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Purpose of this study was to identify and estimate the 
economic benef_its of locatinq the S~petconducting Super 
Collider {SSC) at the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory 
(FermilabJ. 

This independent study was conducted by a group of industty and 
institutional organizations who provided executive and 
professional staff time to the effort durin9 the period of 
September 28. 1987 t

1

hrough January 8, 1988. 

The study results indicate very substantial savings to the 
Federal Government if the Superconducting Super Coll'ider ts 
sited in'Illinois at the Fermilab. 

The study cost savings identified fall into three categories: 

Component and Construction Cost Avoidance. These 'include the 
use of present equipment and infrastructQre at Fermilab, as is 
or with upgrade. which will meet the requireme~ts of the SSC 
March 1986 Conceptual Design. 

Cost Savings Related.to Start-uc. These cost savings reflect 
the u~e of the existing Fermilab work force and computer 
software, where applicable. Also included a·re reduced downtime 
as a result cf proven injector systems reliabil:i;ty·. 

Financing Cott Savings. These savings include reductions in 
financing costs associated with the component and construction 
cost avoidance. 

Operatinq Cost Savings. The operating cost savinqs reflect the 
full integration of SSC operations with present Fermilab 
operations. This involves the sharing of staffinq, facilities 
and support systems over a 15 year operating period. 

This report analyzes only the cost benefits to the SSC 
resulting from Fermilab itself. It does not examine oth_er 
savings which DOE can realize from the State of Illinois' 
offers to improve the site infrastructure. As indicated in the 
Illinois proposal, these savings include $316 million in state 
9eneral obligation bond financing to excavate the 53-mile SSC 
tunnel: other site improvement costs to be borne by State and 
local qoverruqent total $144 million for roads, railroads, 
parking, housinq, vater and sewage t~eatment and s~ate and 
local technical and scientific assistance. 
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These estimated. cost savings are shown in the table below: 

Category 

1. Component and Construction Cost 
Avoidance Net of Upgrade 

2. Cost related to start-up 
Ose of Fermilab work force 
Use of Fermilab Computer Software 
Reduced Injector System Downtown 

3. Financing Cost Savings 
4. SSC Operating Cost Savings 
5. Construction Costs to be Borne 

by the State of Illinois 
6. other Sita Enhancements to be 

Borne by State and Local Goverrunent 
Total 

Estimated Savinqs 
(1986 $Millions> 

- 71 
6 

- 36 

$ 426 
113 

959 
1.320 

316 

144 
!] .278 

There are additional Fermilab facilities which could be· 
utilized by the SSC but have not been included in these cost 
savings. These could include the use of the major Tevatron 
colliding beam detectors as SSC detectors (properly upgraded) 
and the use· of the Fermilab antiproton source with the SSC. 

In addition, the study scope also included the valuation of 
present Fermila» facilities. including land. property and 
equipment. This analysis yield~ an estimate of $1.J billion. 
dollars to replace these assets new in kind. 

The report is presented under the following section headings: 

I - Study Objective~. 

II - Method of Approach. 

III - Findings and Conclusions. 
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I - STUDY OBJ£CTIVES 

This study was conducted to provide an independent, objective 
valuation of the cost impact as a resul't- of locati-nq the 
Superconducting Super collider (SSC) in lllinoi1 at the Fermi 
National Acceleration Laboratory trermllab).- The:- atudy 
intends to provi~e a businessman's perspective to the possible 
use of Fermilab's present Cactllties- and' equipment. as is or 
upgraded where required·. The businessman's pecspective 
embraces the optimal use of present asaets and the 
minimization of costs, cost risks- and· operatinq risks. 

The study scope addresses the followinq cost areas: 

o SSC Component and Construction Costs. 

o Other SSC Costs. 

o SSC Operatlnq Costs. 

o Permilab land, property and equipment valuation. 
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T.I - l'1ETHOD OF APPROACH 

The Fermilab Valuation Advisory ColMlittee directed the study 
throuqh a project manager and a study team selected from the 
committee membership. A meeting of the committee, at large. 
set the study scope and objectives, framework for the study 
conduct, identified areas of expertise within the committee. 
and appointed a project manager. 

The project managec organized the study t.eam which collected 
data and information necessary to conduct the analysis. 

Followinq i·s a &1.llM"lary description of the major steps employed 
in the study. 

DOCUMENTATION 
REV!EW 

The team obtained and reviewed an exte~sive amoun~ of formal 
documentation. including the following: 

o U.S. Oepartment of Energy Invitation for Site Proposals 
for the Superconducting Super Collider. 

o SSC conceptual Design Report (CDR) of March. 1986. 

o State of Illinois SSC Proposal. 

o Fermilab Site Development and Facility Utilization Plan 
(Rev. 10/87). 

o Fermilab Tevatron Upgrade - LINAC Conceptual Design. 

VERTICAL BORE 
TECHNIQUE 

For purposes of this study. the cost estimates included in the 
Conceptual Design of March, 1986 were used as the cost 
baseline. These estimates repregent the anticipated costs 
components and construction at a "Greenfield." or new, site. 

The team employed a "Vertical B6re" technique which identifies 
the line items at each vertical level of the Work Breakdown 
Structure (WBS) of the CDR which account for 75 to 80\ of the 
cost at that level. This provided a focus for analyzing the 
majority of the costs in the fe~est number of line items. 
Subsequent analysis provided for the identification of SSC line 
items which existed at Fermilab in some form or another. These 
items then received major attention during the study. 
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I·I - 2 

INFORMATION ANt1 
DATA COU.ECTION 

The team members visited Fermilab ro understand the basic 
operations and to inspect the equipment, buildings and 
property. In addition, individual team m~mbers interviewed a 
number of Fermi lab personnel, including: mGm.':ier:; from the 
followinq or13anizational units: 

o Directorate Staff. 

o Research Divisio~. 

o Accelerator Division. 

o Business Services Section. 

o Laboratory Services Section~ 

During those sessions. additional detailed data and information 
were collected by the team members. 

ANALYSIS AND 
COST ESTIMATING 

With scientific and technical inputs from the Fermilab staff, 
th& team was able to identify equ.ipm-ant. facilities and other 
Fermilab infrastructure wnich are candidates fo"r cost avoidance 
against the SSC requirements as specified in the conceptual 
Design. 'iihera upgrades to these candidates were required. 
standard methodologies were used for estimating the costs. 
These methodologies a~e described in Section III, Findings and 
Conclusions, of this repo~t. 

In addition to those cost avoidances associated with component 
and construction costs, analyses of other costs that are more 
difficult to quantify were addressed. The operating cost 
impact of siting the SSC at Fermilab was &lso analy~ed. 
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I.II - 1"INDINGS AND CON'CLUSIONS 

The F_indinqs ·and Conclusions are presented herein undec. the 
following headings; 

o Components and c:onst·cuction Costs. 

0 Otl:\er CO'ltS. 

o Operatin'i)'- Coses .• .. 
o Valuation of i'iarntilab .. 

COMPONENT A.NI) CONS'.tiztJCTION COSTS 

The functi.on- 0£: •· number of the: tachn'i'cal components And' 
conventional fa'c.i1.iti_es· caJ1.ed: f:or by the ssc· Conceptual 
Desiqn. can bQ, accoroplishedby exi~tinq o~ U9<Jc-.ded components 
and facil·iti-es. presently at Fermilab', In the opinion of the 
st1,1.dr team. these_ components ar:u1·.· facilities witb upgrades whaxe 
requ red· and with. cont.inu&d prope: ma·:Vntenance wtll raeet the· 
SSC design lif'8 requirements. In. addition,. where componen<t · 
and construceion·. costs can. be avoided by utilizing Fermilab. 
Architect £n91neering .• construction Management, Manaqement 
suppot:t and coo.ting-ency Cot.t Avoidanc-e can bq. r&a·ltzed. 

The discussion of the· pote~tial· cost avoidances for 
components. facilities and associated project.costs are 

_included belo~. 

Linear Accelerator 

The SSC injection· system r~quires a radio-frequency 
quadruplole (RFQ) iind a linear accelerator (.LINAC) which 
accelerBtes the beam pro~ided by the ion &QUtce to & 600 MaV 
enetqy level. 

It is understood that the· only substantive SSC criteria· that 
the Fermi Accelecator does- not~ meet at. present; is· the: beam 
transverse emittance requirement. Recent mea&uJ:ements: 
indicate that Fermilab i~ about 50\ above specification at the 
required intensity. In order to lower ~is number the ptesent 
LINAC pre-accelerator could be repl&ced by a-hiqher enerqy 
radio frequency quadrupole accelerator and a new first LINAC 
stage. This is estimated to cost about s2,ooo.ooo by the Head 
of the Fermil&b Accel,rator Di~ision. 

In that event, $23,086,000 of cost vould be avoided at 
Fermilab. This is the SSC Conceptual Design e~timate of 
$25,086,000 less the Sl,000,000 for the upgrade described 
above. · 

llA.1-
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Low Energy Booster 
Medium Energy Booster and 
High Energy Booster 

The low energy booster (LEB> is a fast cyclinq synchrotron 
with conventional magnets that accelerates the beam from the 
LINAC to 7.1 GeV. After extractiori from the LEB the beam is 
transported to the medium energy booster (MES) for 
acceleration to 100 GeV. The MES synchroton, also constructed 
of conventional magnets, provides the injected beam to the 
final hiqh energy booster (HEB) system. "'Ehe HEB synchrotron 
provides acce!eration to 1000 GeV for injection into the 
collider. · 

It is understood that the beam bunch spacinq that would be 
prOvideQ by the present 8 GeV Booster. the Main Ring and the 
Tevatron at Fermi!ab would be 18 feet, whereas the Conceptual 
Desi9n for the ssc calls for a spacing of 20 feet to the 
collidec rinq. This greater spacing can be achieved by 
up,radin9 the rf systems of these Fermilab components. The 
total cost of upgrading these systems to comply with the 
Conceptual Design specification for the LE~. MES and HEB is 
estimated at $5,lS0,000, including 10\ installation costs. 

In addition. the Te•1atron. in order to comply with the SSC 
specification for the HEB. requires 4 other upgrades or 
modifications, including i"nstal.1ation as follows: 

Bi-Polar' Ic.jP.ctor 
Extractor 
Inject:.on Lines 
Refrigeration System 

Subtotal Additional 
Tevatron Upgrades 

K$ 1.375 
5.500 

16,500 
2,750 

KS26, 125 

These estimates were provided to us by Head, Main Accelerator 
Department of FermilaO. We ur.derstan~ they were also provided 
to the DOE sponsored committee which analyzed the technical 
feasibility and cos~ of using Fermilab for the SSC. 
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Ill - 3 

'fhe Z3C Cc)nceptual Design report ciocU11ents t.he estimated cost.s 
of thasa Boosters· 1·echnical Con:por~~ntl as follows; 

!.EB 
11£3 
HEB 

Tata:l 

[{$ 13.58'5. 
31. 720 

101.211 

1<$154,576 

Tie nat cost avoidance fer these components if the SSC is 
sited at Fermilab is $123.171.DOO, calc~lat~d a& follows:. 

Gross cost Avoided 

Less rf Systems· Ugrad~ 

Le"!:o'S 4 Othet: Uaradt>'S 
(Identified Abov~) 

Net cost Avo.idancs 

Test~ 

1($154.575 

5,2BO 

~~ 

1($123,171 

fermilab pr-esently has. sufficient Test Sc-sms to suppor.t tha 
planned Tevatron program. It is projected that by the ti~e 
t:he SSC 1s completed enouejh of ti'Hl'S& 'lllill ba completed to 
vrovi·je the SSC req11ired 'tas1: Bat'l\ms. Accord,i.ng-ly, the total 
estima·ted cost cf *''• 5.0&., oao can bta· a.voided. ci.t. Fi:!ani 1:ab. 

Site and· In!rsstruc.t'.!1'.'a 

cost estimates for :sitG' and infrastructure· as pr.esented in the 
CDR table· B. 7-·l are· reprod1lced in. Exhibit lll-1. As shown, 
item 2.2.t.4: Elect.i:it:al at $43,732.000 and item .. 2.2.1.s. 
Roads and· Parking at $20.5·J0,00"0 are- the two large!iit cost 
components. Tbey rspror.;ent '75\ of t.otal est.imat:ed site ai.v:l 
infi=astructure cost·s. 

l. Elec:t-cic~l. The Coni;aptl.lal Da.sig11. report indicates an 
estiirl.ltea-cei'St· of Electrical Infrastructuta as $43,732,000 fot 
tha ssc. 
On-site inspections at Fermilah and interviews with Facility 
Opera.tions pecsannal wer.:e conducted to determine tl,e costs 
which could ba· avoided in Electric3.l if the SSC were :sited at 
:f ermi lab. 
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The components of the present electrical system vhich would be 
compatible with the SSC requirement& and the es.tim.ated 
replacement value are shown in the following .table: 

Com:ooner-.t 

- Overhead Feed Line to 
Substation 

- Main Substation 
6 Transformers 
TransfoC":ner Ductwrk 

• Building 
Distribution System 
Building Transformers and 

Internal Wiring 

Total 

Estimated 
~~place~ent Value 

K$ 1,000 

12,000 
2.000 

500 
10,000 

s.cco 
K1i31,500 

Accordingly it is estimated that approximately $32,000,000 
in electrical system co&~ could be avoided by siting the 
SSC at· Fermi lab. 

2. Roads and Parking. The ·CDR cost estimate for roads 
and parking of $20,530.000 is necessarily based on a·· 
conceptUal· layout· for the SSC. Ttlis conceptual lay.out: ~S: 
prese,nted on dra•.,ing SG-2. in sec-cion 7.2.3 (paqes 1-12 
and 7-13), and iri E:thibit 12.2-1 of Attachr.:ent C of the 
CDR. The CDR recognized that actual re'qi.Jirements for. 
road& and parking at"e dependent upon final site 
selection. Thus, no breakdown for the required length of 
primary, secondary. and tertiary roads is atate.d. and the 
no separation of roadwav costs from. parking space costs 
are made in the CDR. FOr p~rposes of this study, 
dimensions and quantities associated with the COR 
estimates we:e scaled frcm dra~ing SG-2 and calculated 
from unit quant·ities presented in section 7. 2. J ap.d 
Er.hibit 12.2-1. Resultant quantities are 40 .miles of 
primary roadway. 18 miles of secondary toadway, and 1800 
parking spaces, of which 1400 spaces at"e associated "-"it:h 
the campus area and injector building. 

A current map of Fermila.b roads and parking areas.was 
obtained from the Coordination & Operations Manager at 
Fermilab, together with an inventory report of those 
facilities. State highways 59 and 56 and Kirk Road 
provide primary toad access to Fermilab. 
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Existinq aecondaljy roadways total 15 mile.so their value when 
constructed and/or improved 1:11 reported in a Fermilab inventory 
report to the 1>0!: to be S.747,600. Expressed in FY 86 dollars, 
this.secondary ~oadway value woul~ be s1.eeo,ooo. 
Elifstin9 parting ·areas. at Fertni~ab were a.lso obtained. from the 
.inventory report. Permila.b has 1375 paved parkinq spaces in 
the campus area, 600 paved parking spaces at remote lab and 
shop sites, and 229 pa•red and 577 unpaved parking spaces at 
miscellaneous sites. Considering the actual s_ite layo\lt at 
Fermilab. which includes Fermilab Village, only the 1375 paved 
parkinq spac4a at the campus area. should be considered 
comparable to the SSC requirement·S: as presented in the CDR.. 

An engineer's cost estimate vas made 'tor the value o.f 1800 
paved all-weather parking spaces required for the SSC in FY a-& 
dollars. The dimensions of these parking spaces are the same 
as those specified in the CDR. Construction costs are 
estimated at $3,600,000 (FY 86). 

Given the existing parkinq configuration at Fermilab' and based 
on inteqration of Permilab and the SSC into an entity that 
vould share-staffing and-experiments. we estimate that about 
880 of thi! existing 137S campus area parking spa-c:e!!I .,.,ould be 
available to the ssc. Avoided construction costs vould be 
about Sl,760,000 (FY 86). However, 920 new parking spaces. 
would still be required in the campus area. 

Primary and second~ry roads .were valued at $16.930,0,00 (f\' 86·) 
in the CDR estimate by sul:ltrac~inq the estimated value of 1800 
parking spaces from the total value for roads and parking given. 
as $20,SJO,ODO. Siting the SSC at Fermilab would provide all · 
primary' roadway access correspondent to about .f.0 miles in the 
CDR estimate. Fermilab would also provide 15 miles of the 
requ_ired 18 miles of secondary roadway. Thus. avoid!sd costs 
for roads and parking when compared to a greenfield site would 
be: 

Primary Roads 

Secondary Roads 

Parking 

1<$14, 770 

1,800 

1.'160 

KUB,330 
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Costs f.or unpaved tertiary road\lays are OC!n~ider~ rtegliqillle 
at these or4•~• of ·magnitude. 

3. Other Site and. Infrastruci:ure·El'Et!'!tents; ·The -othet 
elements ~ithin Sll:.8 and Infrastructure were not analyzed in 
this study. In the team" 1 judgment. the ccst reduction 
potential.a within.those elements would oa·stmilac to ·thoa• 
stuclied. Tbese cost reductlo'ns ate estimated at: co• ot die 
Conc:e;:'tual De&i9'1. co11t estimate. 'This amounts -to _an estimated 
Sll,936,ffO as shOwn ln Exhilli< III-!. 

The total estimated coat avo\dance f-o't' Site and Infc-as:tructure 
at Feriitilab is $6·'7."266,000 as calculated below: 

!lectri.cal 
Roads and ~arkinq 
Othei' Elements 

ToUl 

Ca?!p?Js Acea 

xno.ooo· 
18,330 

. 16,936 

xui . .-2u 

The Co~eptl.M.l Deti9n Requirements for the caMpui &rea.oi the 
SSC are presented in 1l.rticle '. 3 .2. page 3-• ·of Atta.c:hment C 
of the CDR which is show?i. in 'Exhibi't ltI-3. Cost estitftates 
are &U!!ll'lati&ed in Table 84 7 .1 'of the CDR and pre_sented at 
Level 7 d•tail in Appendix 8 of Attachment c. 

Th~$8 CDR cost estimates are s~arized as follows: 

Labor•tory Buildings · 
Heavy works·eu\ldings 
Sllops Buildings 
Support Suildin;s 

K$2f,OU 
10.833 

2.209 
·S 770 · 

K$'2,860 

An inventory of the- existln9 bUildinq facilitl·ea :at Ferrl'lilab 
and thetr f1oor space and use codes were obtained !t<om.t:he 
Emergency Coa£dinator at Fermilab. Based on Farmilab 
inventory reports to the DOE, comparable existing facilities 
at rarmilab and associated square footages are shown in 
Exhibit III-•. . 
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For the analysis, tr1e have taken the position that the· SSC, 
upon achieving steady state overation at Fermilab. should 
utili:e existing Cempus A.rea facilities_, share existing 
staffing. except for about 400 personnel who would be 
dedicated to research and experimentation beyond the needs of 
the SSC. and not inter.fere with Current operations. 

The SSC Conceptual Desiqn Campus Area requirements for a 2500 
person staff are estimated to be 519.100 square feet or 208 
square feet'per person. Existing facilities for a staff of 
approximately 2000 at Fermilab total 777,600 square feet or 
389 square feet par person. Of the total staff, about 400 
peope are devoted to research and expe~imentation beyond the· 
needs of the SSC. .This leaves &bout 1600 present Fermilab 
peopl• who operate or support the injector systems to be 
shared with SSC, or 900 less than the CDR estimate. 

Based upon the ratio of present total space to total staff at 
?ermilab. the space requirements for these 400 people is 
calculated at 169,500 square feet. The remaining 608,100 
aqu&re (eet of existin9 campus area facilities would ~a 
a~ailable for joint usaqe by Fermilab and SSC for collidinq 
beam experimentation. It is estimated that such joint usage 
would allow for ~e availabili!Y of ao. eeeim.e.ted. ~!\ of t~is 
ra~ain~nq space to accommodate additional staff, This equals 
to about 152,000 square feet (25\ of 608,100 square feet). 
Thia would r.es:ult in the present 1600 peqple occupying &!)out 
456,000 aqua.re feet C&Oa,100-1:12,000). This is equivalent to 
285 square feet per person on 1vera9e. 

lf the available 15:2.000 square feet "'ere utili.:ed at 285 
square feet per perton. it vould accommodate about 533 people 
of t.he add.itio_nal '00 estimated to be required to s~~r1: 
SSC. On this basis. additional space would be needed fot the 
difference Ot 367 psople. At 285 sqi.1are-feet per person, 
this 11 104.500 square feet_. This· additional space· is 
approximately 20\ ot the total CDR eftimate for campus area 
apace·of 519~100 square feet. J..ccor6ingly. i't is concluded 
that an e1.tim1ted 80\- of the SSC campus area ·bu:Lldinqs' 
requirement&· could t>e satisfied if the SSC vare located at 
Fermi lab. 

Ei-qhty percent ot the CDR estimate.cl S42,860,000 is 
$34,2~8,000 of cost avoidance estimated foe the Campus Area 
was elemen-c. 
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Iniector Facilities 

Present Facilities a.t Farinilab will satisfy the SSC __. 
requirement• fer Injector Facilities except foe the injection 
tunneling from the HES to· the -collider ring. An estimate cl 
SlB million for this tunnelinq was provided to the study te&m 
by the Head. Main ~ccelerator Department of Fermilab. The 
estimated cost avoidance for i~jector faciliti•• if the SSC 
is located at Fermilab is calculated .by reducinq the 
Conceptual Design lleport estimate of $39.758,000 by 
SlB•OO'O .• aoo for tunneling. This results in an estlaated cost 
avoidance of $21.758.ooo. 

Iniector Systems. Engineering Design and ·Inspection. 

The total estimated coats avoided at ~ermil&b in th• 
acquisition and installation of injector systems components 
described earlier in this aection is $161.1~5.ooo~ Thi• is 
offset by an estimated rf systems upqrade coat ot •s~210,ooo 
resultinq in a net es;imated savinga o.f Sl55i8'65.,000. 

Using 20\ of construction coats for Enqin•arinq Da1ign and 
Inspec'tion ('£DI) as was used in the Concept Design Report., a 
total estimated cost avoidance in EDI for Injector Sy.stems i·s 
S155,8~s.ooo I 2Dl or $31,173,000. 

Site and Infrastructure. Campus. and 
Iniector Facilit·ies Arehitect Enqinea:"ing 

For these Architect Engineering· (AE) ele::te!'l.ts. the Conceptual 
Design report costs were estimated at appr"Oximately 9\ of th·e 
associated construction cost:.s~ The tabla bel~w 1bow1 the 
calculation·of estimated costs avoided in AE as the result of 
estimated· ·construction costs .avoided at Fermilab. 

AE Element 

Site and Infrastructure 
Campus Area 
Injector Faciliti4s 

Estima.:ed 
Cons.eruct ion 
cost• Avoided 
at Eermilab CKS) 

'67,266 
3•.288 
21 .. 758 

JU! 
Estimatlnq 

Factoer 

.09 

.09 

.09 
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For these Construct\on Management (CM> elemints. the Conceptual 
Dfslgn report ~sed approximately 71. of tht assocfate1 
construction costs. The table belo~ showi the catculatton of 
95tlm1.ttd costs &votded tn ctt as & tts~tt of tsttma.ted 
construction costs a~o\ded 1t Fermi lab. 

Estimated 
Constructlo11· CM 
Costs Avoided Esttmattng 

ct E.\ei:ntnt at Fetm\\ab <KS> Fat tor 

Site 1nd lnfrastructu.re 161,265 .01 
Campus Area 34;288 .07 
Injector Facilities 21, 758 .07 

Management and. Support 

The Conceptua.l Oeslgn report used a factor of 9.6'1 of 
constructioa costs to tst\mitt ~nigement and sup~rt 
costs. Using this factor against the estimated 
construction cost avoldance at Fermi lab generates an 
estimated Management and SuQport cost &voldance a.s 
fo1lo•s: 

Estfrnated 
CM Costs 

A\IO\tl&d (1($1 

14,709 
Z,400 
1,323 

EstiQ'lated Construction 
Cost Avoldanc~ <r.S> 

Estlmattng Estimated Management 
'actor' and Supoort Cost Avoided <~S> 

1208,021 .096 119.970 

Contingency 

The estimated cost avoidance in conttngenctes Is calculated 
using the Conceptual Otslgn report factor"s applied against the 
estimated cost avoidances by wss elements as sh0111n In tht table 
below: 

Estimated Cost Contingency Estfmat1d 
A"o\dan.ct t.t Esttma:t\i'lij Conttngency 

was Elem1nt Fermi la.b (K$) Factor Costs Avoided CKS> 

Injector Syste• 1155,865 .221 135,381 
Sitt and Infra.structure 67,266 .zo 13,453 
Campus Area 34,288 .20 6,857 
Injector Facl11tles 21, 758 .20 4,352 
EDI Ji, l73 .25 7,193 
AE/CM 19, 730 .24 4,735 
Management Support 19,9700 .12 2,396 
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The estimated savings by was element described previously in 
this report are summarized and tabulated in Exhibit III-5.· As 
shown, these component and construction estimated cost savings 
total $426.393,000 in 1996 dollars. 

COSTS RELATED TO START-UP 

our investiqation and study of Fermilab operations identified 
additional assets which would be directlr ·applicable to the SSC 
development and operation. Such assets nclude computer 
software. trained and assembled work force, Tevatron system 
reliability, and financing cost avoidances. 

1. Com'OUter Software. Within Fermilab operations. there is 
extensive computer software which has been purchased and/or 
developed to meet the analytical, statistical and control needs 
of a hiqh energy particle physics accelerator laboratory. 
These proqrams are utilized in the day-to-day managemeF-t and 
business operations and to control the accelerator systems •nd 
collider/fixed target experiments. 

~e carefully examined the different types of software at 
Fermilab and their availability and applicability to the SSC 
program. Although additional software will have to be 
purchased for SSC operations, some software currently existing 
at Fermilab can and will have some use within SSC o~rations. 
Based upon our analysis we estimate the total value of 
Fermilab-controlled software to be $35,000,000, of which 
S~,000,000 is deemed to be applicable to SSC operations, as 
shown in Exhibit III-6. 

2. Trained and Assembled Work Force. By placing the SSC at 
Fermllab, the Department of Energy will eliminate the cost 
associated with recruitinq and traininq the majority of a 
hiqhly skilled and trained work force like that existing at 
Fermllab. Fermilab's employees have been assembled, trained., 
and developed into a stable and efficient team to meet the 
specific needs of a hiqh enerqy physics particle accelerator 
laboratory. The knowledge and expertise in superconductivity 
and'hiqh energy physics. which exists at Fermilab. would be 
impossible to duplicate instantaneously qiven the scarciey of 
resources and the time period to develop a mature wort force 
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As of October 31, 1387, Fe~rnilab had 2.046 full-time employees, 
classified as follc ... ·;o: 

Number' 
~2Bl2J.ees 

218 
153 
142 
151 
262 

,. 
629 
133 
158 

__l!l. 

2,0t6 

Ca'tegot:y 

Tech Support 
Adminis~ratlon & Manaq~ment 
Physicists/Programmers 
Engineers 
Scienti~ts 

Draftsmen 
Technicians 
Clerical 
Skilled Trades 
Service Workers 

Total 

The Fermilab work force represents a mature, academic sctence
ociented environm~nt. on av~cage, the work force has almost 
ten years of experience at this lab and incurs a monthly· 
turnover of less than one peraent. Approximately 75\ of this 
work fore~ has .scientific credentials and the remaind&r is 
directo~ate .• suppott and 9eneral business level. 

Acquiring an equiv~lent work force at another location would ~e 
.difficult because of scarcity of supply and the time period 
necessary to meld an efficient and celiable team. Of key 
impo'rtance is scientific contact wi1:h universitieG supporting 
major physics programs. from whence to draw noted program 
leaders for project: appointmenta. Coupled equally is the 
naeeasity tG employ reno"1Iled and experienCad scientific leaders 
vtlo can draw and form la.bora't:c.ry research teams:. Even aiter 
teams are selected, it ~uld likely req~ite upwards of two 
years to develop a..n e!fective operating qrou~. Thou9h all of 
the scifntific team mem.bers a~e vital. success of the team 
efforts probably liss most heavily with Technica1 Support 
personnel, those hiqhly skilled, desiqn-orietited, 
around-tne-clocE leaders whose skills t•k• years to develcp. 

The Farmilab trained and assembled 1i1ork. fQrce has been valued 
on a. replacement cost basis .. ~ &s':i.mate "Was ma.de of the 
recruitment and interview costs. relocation costs (vhero 
appropriate), and training costs that would b& incurred to 
devslop .the sltills required to operate a mature laborato~·y as 
currently exists &t Fermilab. 
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The cost to recruit involved advertisinq in n8""spapers and 
magazines. or paying a fee to an employment agency. It also 
includes in-house labor to screen, interview, and select the 
person best suited for a Position. Relocation cost includes an 
allowance to attract and physically reloCa-te a worker with 
desired skill level to the tequired location; 

.In estimating the cost to train for each job classification. 
discussions were held with Fermilab management to determine an 
appropriate training -period for each job level. The length of 
the estimated training period depended on the difficulty and 
complexity of the job. th• typical entry-level qualifications. 
the unique requirements in comparison with.. those of the 
generally available work force. Co.nsideration was also given 
to the fact that during any training period p·ersotinel do 
contribute· to productivity. By the end of the·estimated 
trainin.g pe'riod, an employee should be able to understa·nd his 
or her job and to work with normal supervision or direction. 

The value concluded for the Fermilab assembled work force is 
estimated at $88,000.000. Of this amount. approximatelr •oo 
employees are associated with research and experimentat on not 
directly associated with the SSC plan, with the value of· 
$17,200,000 ($43.000 average x •OO). Accordinqly, the value of 
Ferrnilab assembled work force suitable to perform the 
requirements of the ~SC plan is $70,BOO,_ooo. See Exhibit III-7. 

3. Iriiector SY.!tem Reliability. Complex integrated 5ystems 
notmally require a run-in period during which technical 
problems are discovered and modifications &re made.to allow 
that system to run at desiqn levels of efficiency and 
capacity. Sy locating the SSC at Fermilab, DOE will avoid the 
costs associated with system downtime in the proposed SSC 
LINAC, LEB, MEB, and HES injector system. The Fermilab 
equivalent of the SSC LINAC. LEa, MEB have been operational for 
many rears and have attained high reliability. The newer HEB 
with ts pioneerinq superconducting ring has not yet reached 
the reliability of the ether components. Fermilab'a Tevatron 
is capable of providing injector system requirements for the 
SSC main ring. Since Fermilab has been operating reliably for 
over fifteen years. except for the n9'.tler HEB. all the.necessary 
adjustments, modifications. and repairs have·been made to these 
injector systems, or. in the case of the HEB w1·11 be made 
before it is needed for SSC opetation, so that they are capable 
of running at near peak ef!iciency levels. Because the 
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Fermilab inj.ector system will be oper11tional throughout the 
proposed. SSC·constructi9~ peri~. the system will be capable of 
continuOU$ ring se9111ent testing: 4u.ring co_nstruction, thus 
assuring a .Completi.on schedule with- less rist. The main ring 
will be built outward from. the ~njeato.t coM.ec~~ng tunnels. In 
this way_, as a .new section of the ring is completed, prot;:ons 
can be i~jected, into eaµh new sect.ion and ~djuatmen_ta made. 
while the n_ext section of ring ls being constructed. When the 
last piece of the-main ring. is finished. the SSC can be run-in 
more quickly and efficiently th•n if built at a greenfield.site. 

By locatin<} the SSC at Fermi.lab; certain cost's will be avoid.ed 
from the do"ln.time risk normally: associated with an injector · 
system. Based upon di•cussions.with management and1operations, 
and after examining the hi!itory'.of accelerator downtime, 
estimates ~re made of system f ~ilure from normal run-in period 
experience. · 

Estimates have been made that it would require between three 
and 9iqht years to get the SSC injector system running at the 
reliability level of the Fermilab Tavatron. For this analysis, 
four years has been used as the required run-in period for a 
9reenfiald injector system. · 

Downtime asso~iated with system reliability is not usually a. 
linear step function but a expanential one. .System·. relial:>i.lity 
quickly increases. in early life, to be at or near peak 
efficiencY and capacity by the end of the four-year period. 

The value of Fer~il~'a injector system reliability ~as 
estimated based upon avoided opera~ing expenses. Discussions 
were held with Fermilab's Associate Director f.or 
Administration. to determine the actual· costs aSsociatea with 
SY.stem reliability .. As a result: of these discussions, it .is 
estimated that two-thirds of accelerator operating costs and 
9S\ of accelerator power costs are related to system 
reliabili.ty. If the injector system was down 100\ of the year. 
for example. the time and expense "related to this downtime 
would be approximat:ely $44.360,000 as calculated in,ExhiOit 
III-8. As the Fermilati injector system demonstrates proven 
reliability. expense associated with· normal dow:itime would be 
avoided. Utilizing an exponential relationship against .time. 
expected efficiency losses were measured. in terms Of .ye.arly 
expense savings over 'the four-y~r, period to achieve reasonable· 
system reliability. As indicated-in Exhibit III-9, the value 
of l'ermilab's injector system- reliability is estimate,d •t 
'36,000,000. 
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CONSTRUCTION FINANCING COST SAVINGS 

By 10c&ti~9 t~• SSC at Permilab. not only will the U.S. 
Government Save construction costs of 1426., million dollars. 
but l:lt,O the construction flrtancinq cost• anoclated with those 
duplicative system.s. Cost·a associated vitb fin~cinq a 
9overnftient funded project i• not normally con1ideritd in 
Conqressional a'pp:ropriati:on bills and heatinqs. However. it is 
esselltlal that: such real costs. be considered as an impac't on 
the leVel of U.&. Government deficit. 

The U.S. Government ia in and baa been in a deficit financial 
position for a number.Of_'Ynrs. ·Sw:cinctly put. lt finances 
its pro·j ects by issu'inq ·debt. Said another way·. - ~h• v. s. 
Treasury will not have to -~1nance an additional -$42:6.~t million 
in construction costs. ·and will therefore save th.• f.lnancinq 
cost's associated with that ConiitruC:tlon.' 

The seven-yea·r •pendinq ·schedule aet forth in the· CDR was 
condensed into a five-year schedule at Fermilab~ due to 
expected time savinqs from ~he existence of present facilities, 
infraa_t_ructUre and ·operatinq systems. The $426.t million 
con1tructiuorJ. 1avinqs was therefoc-• spreaa over • five-year 
eXp9tiditur9 projection, based upon relative yearly percenta9e 
rates. · · 

Aa sho\lri in Exhibit III~lO, based upon those percentaqe rates, 
a yearly construction~coSt SaVin9s was e•lculated. An. interest 
rate

0

of 9\ was used which r8flect1 the v.s .. Government•• 
nominal cost of lonq term borrowinq. The construction 
financinq cost savinqs ia calculated as $959,000,000 over the 
25 yeat ssc- life. See Exhibit III-11. 

OPERATING COSTS 

By locatln9 the SSC at Ferailab. DOE will save the expenses 
associated with runninq two particle accelerator injector 
syst:em1 (the LINAC. LEB, MEB. and HEB). tf the SSC ts located 
elsewhere, much of the ssc injectol' system's caSJ6city will be 
duplicated~ an4 most of the expenses associated with keeplnq 
the injec"tor system up end' runnin.9 vill be unnectts1ary. One 
might su9qe~t that the injector system be shut down durlnq 1:be 
time th• inj_ector is not needed, but due to technical and 
practical reasons, systems of this otiture 1bould be operated.
continuously. 
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It is understood that the injector system will be utilized 
approxima"toely one hour per day for ·ssc purposes.· Puring th& 
other al hours of the day, the injector system will essentially 
be idle unleia additional fixed target lines and experiments, 
and high energy booster experiments are added to the ssc 
Conceptual Delign plan. To determine what the excess costs 
would be for operating duplicative injector 1y&tem1, or 
con~ersely, determining· the c·ol)t savings by placing the SSC at 
Fermilab, we looked at those costs a1sociated with running a 
LINAC, LEB,'MEB, HEB, and related test systems. 

Discussions were held with operational and budgetary staff 
members at Fermilab concerninq-Tevatron and related 1y1tam 
operatinq costs. After in-depth reviews of the Conceptual 
design. with the help of operational physicists. tho•• 1ystema 
existing at Fermilab which were beinq·dupllcatad for the SSC 
project. were determined. Operating costs associated with a 
duplicative system were estimated. Such costs ·incluae labor. 
supplies. power. and management. 

Based upon the above exiµnination. it.was concluded.that the 
present Fermilab facilities .and operatlona 1hould be. fully 
lnteqr&ted into SSC ope;ation1, with the, exception of Research 
Division operations and the .anti-proton (Pbar) source 
Operation.· lt ia ·••t.lmated thac the yearly cost savings 
•cbittvabl• by ·1oeatln9. the. SSC at Permilab ·•r• reasonably 
reprttsented ln the amount of saa, eoo·, oo.o per year. pver a 
period of 15 years these savings total $1,320,000 expressed in 
19'86 dollars. · 

llA.1- l'b~1 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

Ill - 16 

VALUATION OF FERMILAB 

Fermilab became operational in 1972 as a fixed target 'esearch 
facility in biqh energy physics. through a series of proton 
accelerators. The original design was for a 200 GeV proton 
accelerator. When the site was chosen and the lab started, it 
was found that a 400 GeV machine could be built for the funds 
allocated. It was then upqraded with superconducting maqnets 
to 900 GeV for colliding baam physic& and aoo ~V for fixed 
tarqet work. In the near future. these will both be upgraded 
to 1000 GeV (l TeV). 1tn antiproton source became operational 
in 1985 to conaence proton-antlproton collision experiments. 
At present, three dif'ferent fixed target experimental areas. are 
utilized for research purposes, known as Meson, Neutrino and 
Proton. 

l. Land. The land area owned by DOE (Fermilab) contains 
approximately 6800 acres. mostly contifJUous. The entire site 
is generally level. and contains several ponds and small 
creeks. Shaped irregularly. the parcel is bounded by 
Butterfield Road to the south. Kirk Road to the west, the 
Burlinqtori Northern Railroad to the north. and the Elgin. 
Joliet. and Eastern Railroad to the east. 

Located just one mile north of the East-West Tollway, the 
laboratory is several miles west of the area known as the 
"research corridor." This corridor contains numerous office/ 
research buildinqs. hotels and business. The most intensive 
development. and thus. hiqber land value, is found in Oakbrook 
and Oakbrook Terrace. This development follows along both 
sides of the tollway through Downers Grove, Lisle. and into 
Naperville Development in Aurora. just south of the7ermiLab 
site. is more conce~trated along the south side of the tollway. 

Land uses surrounding the laboratory include average quality 
single family housing to the eas~. hiqher quality housinq to 
the west. light industrial uses to the north. and small, 
scattered commercial uses to the south. Along with private 
(FermiL&b) sewage and water services, some utility services are 
provided by the Cities of Warrenville and Batavia. Electricity 
is provided by Commonwealth Edison 

llA.1- 10 ?>e> 
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A majority of the land is undeveloped buffer land, some of 
which is leased to local farmers for crop rotations. The site 
also contains several ponds, creeks, and marshes that are 
qenerally unbuilda.ble. There is also. land set aside for the 
Prairie Rest.oration Project and a Suftalo herd. Land uses and 
estimated acreage are shown in the taDle below: 

Land Use 

Crop Rot.ations 
Grassland& 
Ponds, creeks, Marsh 
Wooded Areas/Nursery 
Pasture& 
Pavement/Util.ity Corridors 
Buildings and Equipment 
Cemetery 

Total 

~ 

2,300 
2,090 

2ZO 
350 
170 
350 

1,311 
__ 2_ 

6,800 

In valuing the land, a nationwide search was made for sal&& of 
larqe land par_cels. Numerous sales wete discovered with a wide 
ranqe of·values. Four midvestern &ales were found, two in 
northwestern Illinois and two in western Indiana. These sales· 
rang;ad in size from 687 to 1012 acres, and in price from $3,275 
to fll,668 per acre. All these sales were located in less 
desirable areas than Fermilab, and· are considered generally 
leas valuable. 

Next. a a.aarch was made of Kane and DuPaqe counties to get an 
idea of the pc:i_ces of local parcels. though they are aomevhat 
smaller than the rermiLab slce. The hiqhest prices of parc•ls 
larger than 30 acres were discovered in Downers Grove~ Five 
sales ranged_ in size fcoaa 37 to 72 acres, and in pr.tee from 
$122,000 to $435,000 per acre. This area is currently 
under.qoinq t&pid development. and is considered more desirable 
than anythin.~ f~rther vest where PEtrmilab is located. 

Numerous other sales were discovered in 1maller municipalities 
around Fermila.b and farther to the west. The sizes of thas& 
sales ranged from. 33 to ZS2 acre's. and in price from •12, ooo to 
$93,000 per acre. 

considering the large size of the rermilab parcel, tne value 
should fall nearer the lower end of ths range~ Value estimates 
amoncJ certain sections of the parcel vary due to· factors 
impactinq desirability. For example,. a small cemetery is 

llA.1- IS?f3 
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located on the site and is assumed to be undevelopable, as well 
as all the ponds and creeks. The rest of the land is generally 
buildable, with slight variations due to terrain and location. 

Based on the above analysis, an average value of $15,000 per 
acre has been estimated for the Fermilab land. The total value 
estimated is calculated as follows: · 

,,aoo Acres • Sts,ooo • s102.ooo.ooo 

2. Plant Property and Ecjuipment. Fermilab contains a number 
of structures and components to carry out its mission of fixed 
target research in high enerqy p1lysics. Major facili~y 
components include the Central Laboratory Building. the 
Tevatron, the Colliding Beam facilities, Fixed-Target 
Experimental facilities, and the Central Computin9 facility. 
In addition, there are a number of support facilities includinq 
a village area. a Helium Liquefaction facility, warehouses and 
stock rooms, a fire station, security headquarters. and many 
additional support group buildings. The buildinqs have a 
combined 9ross floor area of approximately 1,738,000 square 
feet. 

'l'he Central Laboratory B~ildin9. ca~led Wilson Hall, 1.s a 
16-story buildinq whica houses the majority of the employees 
and users. It is the headquarters of FermiLab. In addition to 
facilitating the interaction of people of science in their 
daily work, it conveniently accommodates a multitude of otber 
functions. More important functions include administrative 
offices. central computer complex, liqht-industrial shops, 
stock rooms. food services, and small to mid-size assembly 
areas. In addition, it.connects to an auditorium with a 
seating capacity of 834. 

The Tevatron is a system of five· accelerators worlli'n9 in 
1equence· to accelerate protons to 400 and 900 oev !or use in 
various fixed target and collidii'1.9 egperimentation.. Collidin9 
Beam facilities include the equi:p:nent and system&:..u;sed to 
direct anti-proton' in the opposite direction to the protons. 
There are three fixed-tarqet experimental areas which are 
operated f;om a central_ opetations centet. Protons are 
ext:racted ftom the Tevatron and can be directed to a maximum of 
15 experiments simultaneously. 

A Central computin9 facility is currently being built to house 
the future computer Deeds of rermilab.· When finished~ it v1ll 
have approximately 1t,OOO square feet.of total flo~r space. 

llA.1- 184Q__ 
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:Plant property and equipnem: also includes such assets as land 
·.improvements .. roads and paved areas. fences .• buildings and 

other •tructures, corrmu.nicatinq equipment. electrical generator 
and transmission eczuipment, 9as production and tansmission 
equipment, sewage systems, .. water supply .system, accelerators, 
heavy mobile equipnent, .hosp.ital and m.edical ,8quipnent, 
laboratory equipment, motor vehi~les, office f~rniture and 
machines, other accelerator equipment. security equipnent .. sb.Op 
equipient, data processing equipment. &Jld _m!scellaneous
eguipment ·~·.fixtures. 

In· valuing the plant property and .. equipnent, a cost approach 
was used. An-estimate was made of the current cost to 
reproduce tbe -assets ill l·ike kind. From ~hiS cost of 
reproduction new, a.depreciation penalty is taken for any 
physical ·detericrratiml -and .bmctional obs~lescence Wic.b is 
aasocia'ted vit.h tb.e asset aa ~f .OCtober 30. i987. 

Baaed. upon the abnve analysis. ·the C'Ost of -reproduction new 
(CRH) and the cost of reprodu~i·cn .new lsas .depreciation 
(CRNLD) fo~ the plant property and eqµipment i9 estimated at 
Sl,236,300 • .a.12 &1ld $800,56~.76,, respectively. distributed as 
follows: 

."DOE 
Asset $ $ 

1>0E ~ssvt "'TY ces ~ = Cl<NLD 

l.aD.a Jmprovtmmrts no $ S.851,1.'8?) ' 2,928,Hl 
Jloads and Paved 1'r9u 470 U,988,132 7.1175,798 
Pe.a.cea and GllarJ! Tower.a 480 i8,266 68,979 
Buildings 501 219,717,348 169,360,221 
other structures 550 l,192,026 810 ,838 
Coamunicationa 610 6,262. 5.009 
Electrical Generation. etc. 615 41,158 ,242 .23,204,725 
Gas Production. etc. 625 404,617 283,012 
Sewage systems 6<D 4,239,556 2,418,713 
Water SupplY' 650 7,.896.375 4,.581.138 
Reactors and ~ccele~ators 6'0 '.6Q3. 327. 382 402.900,824 
Hea:r Mobile Equipment ·110 2.oea.s19 675,734 
Hosp tal and Medical 715 550,882 192,807 
Laboratory 720 237,950,258 125,592,056 
Motor \!:etdcles 725 '7.83Q,,177 1.11192,411 
Office Furniture and Machines 730 1,295,353 566 ,368 
Other Reactor and Accelerator 745 7'71054 57,790 

Equipment 
securitY' . 750. ..• ~44,266 '135,130 
Shop 755 8,919,970 3,!515~036 

Data Processing 770 40.777.485 17,0321841 
Mi1cellaneoua 799 4,408,465 2,060,942 
Construction in Proqress JS,207 1 932 35120·1~932 

Total U.236,380,412 $800 ;557. 765 
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3 .. Summary. The Permilab facilities were _.observed to be opera.ting 
efficiently and well maintained through on9oia.9 co~iti.on and. 
techno_loqy upgrade proqi.·ams. Based -upon t~e forego1nq analys1s. as 
shown below, Fermilab· fai:ilitias. land. property·· and equipm•nt have 
a cost_ Of rep'roduction n13w, lnCludinq land, of ·approximately 
$1,338,000.000 and current value of $902.soo,ooo, as of October 31, 
1981. . 

Land 

Plant Property 
& Equipment 

Rounded 

WBS 
Element· 

s 
CRN 

$ 102.,000,000 

~380.412 
$1,338,380,412 

$1,338,000,00:0 

s 
CRNLD 

'$102,000,000 

800.567.765 
$902,567,7,65 

$902,SOO,opo 

' i 
EXHIBIT III-1 

SITE AND INF~STRUCTURE 

Cost 
FY86 1K! 

.2.1 

.2.1.1 

.2.1.2 

.2.1.3 

.2.1 .... 

.2.1.5 

.2.1.6 

.2.1.1 

.2.1.8 

. 2.1.9 

Site and Infrastructure 85.433 

0 
1,44'7 

97,5 
43, 732 

5,91:3 
778 

ll,ll:4 

Offsite Support 
Construction Support 
Site Preparation 
Elactrical 
Water and Waste systems 
Auxiliary Syst~s 
Communications 
Roads and Parking 
Fencing, Berms, Landscaping 

llA.1- 1'04-Z.. 
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EXHIBIT III-2 

SSC COST AVOIDANCE ESTIMATE 
WITH SITING AT FER.MILAS IN 

§fil&CTED SITE A>lD INFRASTRIJCTURE ELEl'!ENTS 

NBS 
I.Lem!!!! Item 

Fermi lab 
.concept Design Cost Avoidance 
Eatimate (R $) Factor K $ 

.2.1.1 

.2.1.2 

.2.1.3 

.2.1.s 

.2.1.6 

.2.1.7 

.2.1.9 

Offsite Support 
Construction Support 
Site Preparation 
Water and Waste Systems 
Auxiliary Systems 
Communications 
F'encin9. Berms. Landseapi-ng 

Total 

$ 

CA.."IPUS AREA 

0 
1,4:.\7 

975 
5,913 

778 
11.llfi 

~ ... , 

o .a · 
o.e 
o.e 
o.e 
o.e 
.o.e 

g_:_<H!BIT III-3 

Building 
DOE Required 

Size 
Existing at 

Fermi lab 
(sq. ft.) 

Central Off ice Laboratory 
Heavy Works. 
Shop ~uildin9s 
War•house 
Emergency service 
V•hicle Service 
Entrance Kiosk 

Total (sq .. ft:.) 

(sq. ft.) 

367. 000 
63,000 
30,000 
40,000 
11,500 

7,200 
••• 

519,100 

llA.1- ~'Q._1:.2...._ 

522,262 
63.360 
32.360 

130,010 
S,600 

24,002 
0 

777,594 

' 0 l,158 
780 

,,730 
622 

8,891 
755 

$16.936 
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CiJR Suildtnq 

Cent::a 1 Of ft ce 
Lltioratory 

Heavy Works 

Shog Bul.ld_\ngs 

Wlrehaut.e and 
Vel\f.cle 
Servi ct" 

£111erq&ncy 
Service 

E:tH!BIT IJl-·4 

FERMILA9 FACILITIES COMPARABLE 
TO CONCE?T Dt;IQLR~:)UIREJ:;J@. 

Ferml·f.sb 
Comparable Exlstlng S~uare 
rermflab Bu11dlnr:r3 ~. Comm11nt-; 

"-l l'.ion Ha.11 4'21, 100 Off le!" ,p;.ce • 413',800 
sq·. ft. 

Aud·lt"orium - 831 nrats, 
7 ,JOO '.iq. ft. 

Central Ccmpu!er 
Elui ld\ng 

40,000 Under con;tructlon 

Other LaOor~torle~ 61, 162 8ulldlng~ '100 thY-OU9h 185 

Bu 11d1.ng,s: 800, 63, 36·J 
801. 804, 005 

Buildings: aaz. J2,J60 
085, O!Jt, 088, C89, 
091. 092. 09·1, 094. 
09.S-, 102, 103, 104, 
107, 118, 119, 120, 
122, lZ:3'., 1Z4, 125, 
135 .. 147' 

Bufldlnqs.: 412, 154,012 
502, 803', SSJ, 902, 
904, 9C&, 907, 908, 
909, 91-1, 912, 918, 
no. 924. 9ca. 938. 
940, 949, 950, 952, 
954, 958, 960. 982, 
9S4 

Bulldl~qs 932 and 
934 --.ii1QQ 

Total Square Feet 

llA.1· '~ 
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was 
Element 

. i..1.1 

.l.l.2 

.l.1.3 

.1.1. 4 

.1.1.5 

.2.1 

.2.2 

.2.3 

.2.4.6 

.3.l.l 

.3.2.1.1 

.3.2.1.2 

SSC COMPONENT AND CONSTR.UCTIOtl 
COST SAVINGS BY SITING AT FERMILAB 

Comoonent 

Linac 

LoiJ Ener:in• Booster 

Medium Energy Booster 

Hi~h Energy Booster 

rf Systems Upgrade for 
LES', MEB a.nd HEB 

Tes.t Beams 

Site and Infrastructure 

Ca.11;'US 

, Injectoc Facilities 

Cryogenic Facilities 

Injector System::1, EDI 

Sita e.nd Inttiiisttuct.ure 

'"' Campus Area AE 

Fermi lab 
Savings. K $ 

$23,086 

15,585 

~l.720 

81,1-46 

(5.280) 

9,608 

67.266 

34,288 

21.758 

1,376 

Jl,173 

6,054 

3,086 

12'4? llA.1- -- --·--··-
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WES 
Element 

.3.2.l.3 

.J.2.2.1 

.3.2.2.2 

• 3.2.2.3 .. 
. s .1.1 

.s.2.1 

.s.2.2 

.S.2.3 

.s.J.1 

.s.J.2 

. 5.4 

EXHIBIT III-5 
Page 2 of .2 

SSC COM.l?ONENT AND CONSTRUCTION 
cos-r SA.'lrNG3 B'l SITING M.T i'ER.."WIILAB 

Fermi Lab 
Com12onent saving:s. K £ 

Injector Facilities, ~.E $ l ,9S8 

site and Infrastructut'e 4,709 
CM 

Campus Area, CM 2,400 

Injector Facilities • CM l,S23 

Manaqement and Support 19,970 

Injector System Continqency 35,381 

Site a~d I~frastructure 13,453 
contingency 

campus Area. Contingency 6,857 

Injector Facilities 4..352. 
Contingency 

EDI Contingency 7,793 

At/CM contingency ... 735 

Mana.g~ment ar~d Support 
Contingency 2,396 

Total lj~~ I ~2~ . 
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EXHIBIT JtI-6 

FERMILAB SOFTWARE APPLICABLE TO SSC 

Total Puccnased Software 1<$ l, 6'1'7 
(Mainframe) 

Purchased PC Software 1,000 

In-House Develope4 Software 
(30 Man-Years) 2.940. 

Total Applicable to SSC II :I lil-Z 
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EXliIBIT III-8 

OPERATING COSTS RELATED TO RELIABILITY 
(SSC RELATED ACCELERATOR COSTS ONLY) 

Co:sts Related 
To Relia.bility 

Mcalerator 
Costs 

1-Million(Year 

ReliobUity 
Reliability Related Costs 
Percentage 4-Million/Year 

Accelerator Costs 

Acceler•tor Power 
Costs 

$0.10 

$11. 7S 

100\ System Down·time Cost 

67\ $33 .20 

95\ 111.16 

$44 .36 

EXHIBIT IlI-9 

RELIABILITY COST AVOIDANCE 
ANALYSIS ($ MILLIONS/XEAJ!) 

.1 
2 
3 

• 
'total 

~ 

1 
2 
3 

• s 

Percent 
Operatior.a·1 

50\ 
75\ 
an 
94\ 

Percent 
Operational 

Loss 
Vs •• 97\ X 

47\ 
22•\ 

" '3\ 

Reliability 
Related 
Costs 

$H.36 
.... ;36 
U.36 
44.36 

EXHIBIT III-10 

PROJECTED SCHEDUL! - SPENDING SAVED 
S MIJ.it.IONS 

Conceptual Design_ Percent: Estimated Spending 
S~tnding Schedule bf Total §aved ..; Fetmi lab 

$ 75.00 3\ $ 12.97 '. 
297.00 12\ • 51.35 
628.00 25\. 108.59 
791.00 32\ 136.1'1 
675 .oo Jll 116. 71 

$2.466.00 1'00\ $426.39 

Dot.m.time 
ColltB 

S20.85 
9.76 
3.99 

___!_ell 

$35.93 
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Year 

l 
2 
3 
4 
5 

(CONTINUED) 

EXHISIT III-11 

FIIJANCING COST SAVINGS · 
U - M!LL!ONS) 

Estimated. Spendinq 
Saved - Fe;milab 

12.97 
51.35 

108.59 
136.77 
116.72 

Yearly 
lntetest 

Expense • 9\ 

l.17 
4.62 
9.77 

·12.31 
·10.50 
38.37 for 25 years • 9S9.3 , . 

ElOl!BIT III-.12 

OPRRATING SAVINGS 

($ Millions) 

Fermilal:> Annual Oper&ting·Expense $132.0 

Less - Accelerator J)iviSion Expenge 
For ssc Projects · 

- Research l'.>ivision. 'Expense 
For Non-SSC Related Experiments 

- Pbar Op_erations Expense 

Plus - ACcelerator Division and 
Research Division Operating 
Equipment Expens·e · 

Total Annual Operating Savings 

llA.1- ~'SQ_ 
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U.S. DE?ARTMENTOF ENERGY 
PUBLIC MEETING 

FOR THE 
DRAFT ENVIllONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

OF THE 
SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COLI.IDER 

Tfftimony of 

Dr. \Varren U. Erig~m. Manager 
Dlino~ Geo!lfllphic lnformlltlon System 

Illinois Natural Hilitory Survey 

'1 October 1988 

M a biologist with the Illinoi11 Natural Hi&tory Survey and aa Manager for Natural RC!50urces 
with the Ullnoll Geo~phic Jnfonn11don Syatem, I have worked ror 4.yean as a member of the t&nm 
chaqed with prodUCLnll a techniccily sound propoW. for the State of Illlnots· which was, at once, 
environmentally conq>atibie, econoniicall:r aouild, sociologically acceptable, and responaive to t.he 
requirements of the Department of Energy u set forth in your request tor proposnls. A number of you 
may remember me from your visits to Illinois earlier in the EIS procesa. At that time, we drove the 
entlre proposed ring COl'ddor, includ\11.B vWta to all propoaed l\lrla.ce tacilitiet.. Alona the way, we hll.d 
the opportunity to see inio the natute of the dab.bale upon which our posmphic infom1ation sysu,m 

.rats and to see how that system ttuly optimized placement of the complex_tootprint_or the propolled 
SSC onto the illinois landircape. In a latl?r meeting, we di.scw1aud to some lenb<th the specific capabilities 
of our goographic information system, _how it had been used to date, and how it miglit be used to "fine 
tune" numy component.a of tbe final sitmg and Con.atruc,ion pllue. 

In the final ana1}·sb, however, it ii not computer wizardry, but the depth and qu:i.Jity of the 
dutabnse wt\ich ma1A.(1$ us 1.miqu.e. At Ut\£ point. it woW.d uem uaeful to go into lame detail regarding two 
of the more than 60 datn sets specifically wed ln t.be siting proceso. For example; the file~ of the Natu:ul 
History Survey contain the genf!raJ d19tribution for all, and specific polnt localities of collections and/or 
obslll'Vations of rnost of the animal and plant speciet which occ:ur ln the :st.ate (~itic localiiif'u are 
availab!P for all vertebrate Mi.ma!& and all apecie15 lifted 111 endansert!d or threatened in Ulinoia or 
fedtim.lly, Including proposed and candidate species). These distribution files are tied to exterioive tabular 
tilet cont:Unin1 (11& appropno.te) life history, food habit. and habitat requirement infom1lltion: deta.ils on 
beneficinl., existing, And harmful management practices; stntua lll'ld abundance; as well as the actual 
records o( collections und/or obaervutions of the species. 

Wet!.lnds data have been obtaifled aa part of the IDinois component of the Nationul Wet.lands 
Inventory, being conducted jointly with the Illinois Department of Coru1ervation llftd the U.S. Fish and 
\Vildlile Se.vice. This inventory, completed in Augu&t ol this yeu. hu located, mapped, and claasified all 
wetlands ln Illinois with a rMOlution of approximately one quarter of an acre. Tile classificntion scheme 
used ii the one used naUonally by the Fish and Wildlife Service. Among many options, it alloW1; for 
discrimination between natl.lXDl and IU'tificial wetlands, pennanen.t and intermittent we1lands, and/o_r 
undisturbed wetland9 versua those affected by draining or agriculture. You might recall that we stopped 
at 1111 intermittent WC'tland affected by agriculture du.ring our tour of the proposed ting corridor. 

We have done our/ob well. There are no 'fatal flaws'. There 1119 no 'mail darters'. This yesr marks 
the 130th anniverslU}' o the Winois Natural History SutVey. Thua, it should be no surprise thut our 
records incll!de nearby collections fur many specie1 now considered endimgered or threatened in illinois 
or tederally. Moat have been extirpated, but some still euMve on Isolated po.tches or suitable habitat. We 
know where thMP. ootches are and ha.vo avoided them. OUr data show many weUands, but they also show 
prec~ locatlon.:i anJ geometry and cen separn.te degraded wetlands trom those which remain high 
quahty. . . 

These nre claim; which others clll:.not make. In short, we know who.t la out thcfe. Knowledge leads 
to tound planning. Planning can avoid unitcceptable adverse impacts. I~ can include mitigation. It can 
provide for enhancement. Without. or with liinited knowledge, plannhlg must include contin1encies. 
Contingencies cost time. Contingencies cost money. 

Dt. Wanen U. Brlgbam 
Illinois Nnturnl History Survey 
607 E:aet Pea.body Drive 
Chs.mpeign .. Illlnoil 61820 
(211) 333·0904 
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DOB Public Bearing 
Superconductin9 Super Collider 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

The Illinois Department of Agriculture has carefully 

examined the Draft Environmental Impact 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 in the 

north~astern region of Illinois, it is obvio.us that encroaching 

non-agricultural development is rapidly changing the character 

of many rural areas within this region. DuPage County has 

experienced a level of growth in recent years that is 

essentially u_nparalleled by any ottier county in the nation. It 

is envisioned that growth of this magnitude will .continue ~t 

least for the immediate future. A consequence of this intensive 

growth scenario will be the transformation of thousands of 

farmland acres to non-agricultural purposes. 

While the_ degree of farm.land. that would be acquired for the 

SSC is significant, .ttle potential exists for. the acquisition to 

generate positive benefits. We believe it is logical to predict 

that the areas encompassing central and western Kane County will 

encounter extensive development pressµres. in the not so distant 

future. In _i.lccor-;J:anc_e with the in~orma.tion. presented in the 

Draft EIS, large tracts of, farm~and would be.purchased in 

western Kane County for s_sc operations, future expansi9n. and 

-1-
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needed, buffer from incompatible land uses. l Howeve~, farmland 

th~t is not devoted to SSC operations could be leased bac- to 

agricultural producers for fapning purposes. 

ea·sed upon this initiat:iVe· to lease· back faJ:IDland that is 

not essential f0r immediate SSC utilization, it iS conceivable 

that the longevity of· this farmland will be enhane8d~ Simply 

put, the SSC •ay act as a mechanism·to protect farinland from 

local residential, commercial and industrial development. 

It was also gratifying to note .the various mitigation 

strate9ies that we.x-e diS:cussed within the Draft EI-s. These 

mitiqation proposals would serve to m.ini~ize the a:dverse impacts_ . 

of the SSC project that would be inflicted upon th~ agricultural 

and ecological resources within the.projeict 8rea. 

One very· noteworthy soheme refers to the proper control of 

surface water runoff and erosion. We understand that the 

appropriate techniques will be implemented to retard surface 

runoff durinq the.construction and post.construction phases, 

thereby reducin9 the opportunities· for soil eros.ion to Occur. 

·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 formulated numerous progressive 

programs that pertain to soil ·conservation and er~sion- control. 

These pro9rams are not only geared toward agricultural ·", · 

practices, _but urban construction scenarios· as we~l. 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 

-2-

1~5'1 llA.1- ·-- ----



LEITER -~~S=3 __ (CONTINUED) 

aurface runoff and erosion control methods until the final ring 

configuration is announced and the affiliated design work is 

completed, it is apparent that the proper measures will be 

implemented to protect the environment from needless 

degradation. 

The Illinois Department of A~riculture is ~lso fully 

supportive of the mitigation component that defines the m8nner 

in which spoil from the tunnel will be disposed. OndoU:btedly, 

the use of farmland for spoil sites would render the land 

useless for future agricultural endeavors. Placement of the 

spoils. in abandoned quarries or selling the material as 

aggregate is indeed an innovative approach to' the disPosal 

dilemma. posed by the generated spoil materials. If it is 

eventually necessary to utilize surface areas for Spoil 

diaposal 1 site• should not-comprise productive agricultural 

land. 

The Illinois Department of Agriculture is confident that the 

State of Illinois will win the SSC project. When considering 

Illinoi•' overall scientific, cultural, geoloqical and 

environmental attributes1 unequivocally, Illinois is the clear 

choice for the SSC. 

Upon the official selection of Illinois for the SSC, our 

agency will be in a position to lend the neceaaary assistance to 

Governor Thompson's SSC Task Force Agencies, and if appropriate, 

to the Department of Energy in the identificatioR and mitigation 

of the secondary agricultural impacts that are indirectly 

related to the SSC. 

-3-
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Unquestionably. the local agricultural resources will be 

affected J;>y the highway improvement and utility projects ·that · 

are associated with the ssc. Impacts to existinq farming 

operations and the agricultural infrastructure, such as tile 

drainage systems, are relevant issues that must be addressed as 

the project proceeds. 

The Illinois Department of Agricultu~e ~s fully Committed to 

volunteering its services to our sister task force agencies and 

the DOE to ensure that the SSC and the associated spin-off 

projects are fully compatible ~ith, the agricultura~ 

envi~onment. We feel that the Illinois Department of 

Agriculture i• an important.009 in the wheel to bring the SSC to 

IilinoiS. 
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l 

.3 

4 

5 

7 

8 

10 

LETTER .....:g""M_,__ __ 

~etc lier 14-, 1osE 
)91·:B71 Deer Run Lrive 
St, Charles, Illinois 
60175 

ssc llr.=tft ~-rs 
SSC Site •rask force 
~R-65, GTN 
DOF 
Wast,ir.gtcr:, -:-,i.C. 20.545 

De2r Dr. }!pss, 

1. 

2. 

) . 

4. 

5, 

6. 

7. 

8. 

.t. few facts brought to you by your DEIS readers 

I.oss of wP.tlands because of the SSC 
!llinois-P50 acres 
Tex~s- Less than ten acres 
!~ss of wells becausP of the SSC 
IJ.linois-)20 
'?'J?"T.as-?.: 
Lc>:id o;.ccuisition(Total number of affected parcels) 
lllinoiS-J,826 (NOT J,J051) 
TP.xas-eight 
!ncreasP.d injurY/aecidents during constt'Uction 
Illinois-10 
'::exas-8 
St~te protected species affected in SSC site 
Illinois- ~4 
'::'exas- 11 
~~reatened and endangered species affected 
Il!ir.cls- 11 
':'~tX<'IS 6 
huniber C1:f Kt'~::'.S sewage or YJ3.:;;te trf'atrnent plants ir; area 
Illinois- 117 
7'exas .. t6 
?ot~r.tial ooints of Cischarg~s to surface water which may 
ro:::-q_uire 1';='.b;:S permits 
'.:"llinois-20 
?r.>y~~- 2 • 
~:.1u ... 'r:>ers cf areas Curing ooer8tion or the 3:::;c which w.i.11 prcduce 
high ('l.!111r\m.nce to rf'sidents 
:.':llincil.s-6 
'.~<=:>X:>.s,..I.> 

G i VF! it to the SIG cowboys I They w::i.nt i ~: 'rhey nl:!ed lt I 
Wt: ;)f !·'.CT wi:::rt :it! \\'e DO NOT need itl l 1 JI 

&~~ 
Carol Had::;.mik 
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STATl:HENT Bf MAPV ELEANO~ WALL, CHAIRPERSON, 
lJUPAGE CUUNTY 'Rfll/tllffllL l'l!ANK!'ffll allf<llS!ilOl4 
DATED OCTOOER 7, !988, TO BE READ AND MADE A 
.PART .Of THE PROCEEDINGS Of· THE DEPARTMEITT OF 
ENERGY 'PUBLtC !IEAR!~G SCffEDUt'.fD llll 1'\URSDAY, 
OCTOBER 7, 1988 TO DISCUSS THE DRAFT 
ENVJRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ON THE 
SUPERCONDUCTl'lfG 'ilUPfR •COLL IDER 

The DuPage County Regional Planning Cl'!lmlission was establfshed fn 1969 by the 

·County Board to dev.elop and execute planning pl"'(lgrams that guide tfle growth and 

de~elopment of DuPage County fn an envfronmenta1ly sound manner. The l!ajor 

IUJJttions of the COR1Dfsston include providing for the present and future needs 

of the County,, managing harmonious development of the County, and encouraging 

the jo.1.nt c:oo,peration of the political subdivisions within the County. 

DuPage County, alon_g with Kane County is the location nf Femi National 

J.ccelerator Laboratol'!':)I, wh1ch 1s one of the seven sfte locations evaluated in 

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS]. The research conducted at thts 

facility has m11a'e the United States of America the world leader 1n h1gh energy 

physics fnr _three generat:lons. 

- I - , , 
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Sftf"ng the SSC at Femi Jab, wT th fts pl"'esent Tevatron acce1erator. would sav"' 

the Federal government millions of dollars. The Ferm1lab complex ts estimated 

to be worth more than Sl.4 bfl1fon. Building the SSC anywhere else would waste 

future Federal tax dollars and more than 1 billion dollars already invested in 

Fermtlab. 

The draft EIS did not provide a table cOJnpartng costs at- each of the seven 

sites. Adjustments to cost calculations at the seven sites were made to 

account for excavation material disposal. roads. electrical and C01'lftUn1cat1on 

facility improvements, natural gus and water supply connections, and sewage 

1ines. Due to Fermilab's extensive exist1nq infrastructure, these costs are 

•fnfma1 at the Illfnofs site. Appendix 2, •cost Estf1111tes for Implementations 

at Alternative Sites", descrfbe5 .sev"'ral special adjustments or credits that 

were made to the Illinois sfte costs. These include: 

o credit for existing Fen..tlab facilities, 

o reduced costs for utility systems and campus factlitfes, and 

- z -
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o reduced operating expenses due to cost sharing with on-going· funded 

Fermilab research programs. 

Costs at the evaluated stt~s ranged from 4.J billion to 4.7 b111tcin. Because 

of the above credits at Femilab. we bel-1eve that Illinois fs the lo"west cost 

site. The savings could amount to as much as $400 million over constructidlA at 

other locations. In addition, we previously estimated tl.>Jt $60 million could 

be saved in annual operating costs. The fact that the stting of the SSC at an 

ex1sttng Federal facility would offer tremendous cost savings during 

construction and operation of the SSC fs an important tssue that should be fn 

site selection. 

One very important environmental t~pact f$sue f s t~e socioeconomic 

character1stfc$ of the SSC locat1on. Fennflab ts located along the Illfnofs 

Research and Development Corridor, an area recognized as the 'Midwest center of 

high-technology. The Corridor fs home to such .uJor fndustrfal research 

factltttes as All fed-Amphenol, Amoco Laboratories,· AT&T Bell Llboratortes, GCA 

Corporation~ Nalco Technical Center, and Sunbeam Appliance Company. Argonne 

- 3 -
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National Laboratory, e Federally funded multidisciplinary r-esearch facility 

with over 3.000 employees ts also located het"e, Argonne conducts research in 

the areas of engineering, basic sciences, biomedfcfne, and environmental 

science and technology. The Corridor ts also the location of corporate 

headquarters for such Fort!fne 500 firms as CBI Industries, Inc., McDonald:s 

Corporation, and Waste Management, Inc. 

This is a thriving area~ with the comnun1ty facilities, tnfrastructureo and 

population characteristfcs :we11·sutted ta s1ttng of the SSC. The public school 

systems are exceptional, wtth students scoring well above average on nationally 

administered tests. Advanced instruction is available to gifted students from 

all over the state at the Illinois Mathematics and science Academy. one of only 

three such res1dentia1 high schools in the nation. In .addition, eKcellent 

educatf'onal opportunities are ava11ab1e at the WMny fine colleges and 

universities within the Chicago metropolitan area. Thirteen colleges are 

located wfthfh DuPage County alone, fncludtng College of OuPape, whfch fs the 

largest cOlllDUntty college in the state and ·a school that has been recognil:.ed as 

one of the natton'.s finest. Major 1i1ntverstttes within the ar-ea include OePauT 

-. -
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Univ&rsity •. tlltno1s Institute of Technology. Loyola Uni'lers1ti, Northern 

1·111no1s Univ.ew:-st_ty, Northwestem University, University of. Chi~ago, and 

U_ntversfty of -lllh1ois at Chicago.' The, qualit,r, as: well as thfl!;q~antity, of 

educitional services should be a consideration in s.ite .select-ion• 

The draft EIS evaluated the impact of increased dl!lltilnd.on·public,service 

person11el and facilities includin_g teacher-s. Alt~ough student enrollments · 

. wo11ld increase with· the new facility, the EIS states that··the tm.ttact on public 

services at t~ Femi lab· site· would be 1nconsequential. I.ft inc~ase in publ'\c 

et11ployment of only .li WOUld be needed to meet this demand • 

The statement concludes that the.increased population and their housing needs 

could be well served in Illinois. Between 1980 and 1987. acCord,ng to this 

repo.-t. our regional housing industr.v constnieted an ave.-age of 23,000 units 

annually. W·ith peak .housing demand as a ·result of the SSC est1~ted a z.100 

units. there Mill be no difficulty.~bsorbing this new demand. 

- 5 -
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Quality of ltfe consideratf~ns are- also an important factnr for new employe~s 

and their falllf.1 tes.. World-class cultural opportunities an available· tn our 

ar-ea, tncludtng S)111phcmies. 111USeUJDs:, and theatrtca.1 productions.. Recreational 

opportueities are available .tn abundant supply at go·l·t courses, pglo fields, 

health clubs, professional sports facilities, rivers, lakes, forest preserves, 

and other c011111untty centers. The fem.flab ai-ea wou.td offer an exceptionally 

htgh quality of life to SSC t111ployees and v-fsftors. Both constrvctton-related 

newcomers- and new operation-related l\eWComers •111 b• able- to· avail thHSelves 

of tbe numerous cultural and: ~ereational opportunfttes a 111.1or metro,m11tan 

area tfke Chicago has to offer. 

Construc.ti40 of the SSC would not ov-rwhelm construction projects fn 

northea.ster.n ll\inois.1 It would be a large project,. but one which •rea 

resources ca11; Manage. In fact. the previous accelerator construction 

experience &t renntlab was outstanding. The original facfttty was constructed 

more quickly, at a lower cost, and wtth greater power capabiltty, than the 

Federal government had originally contracted for. 

- 6 -
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Local ·support for construction and operation of the SSC fs Considered an 

i~portant aspect of the EIS process. Residents wfthtn the· ~enn1lab area vtew. 

the resP.an:h fa'ctlity not only as an eConom-ic benE!fit, but llso as a good 

5 
neighbor. The facility ts a showplace· for the visual a_nd perfo.ming arts. a 

praii"ie restoration pro.ieCt1 I cancer treatment CP.nter, an ecfUcationat 

\nstttution, and a tourist· attraction. People trust and support the 

laboratory's activities. The ~ neigl\bor relati!)ftshtp that has al"ready been 

estab,ished in Illinois fs an impartant consideration~ ~ 

Since siting ttle SSC at Fermilab would further -the overall growth and 

development of northeastern 1111nols, including DuPage County, in.an 

environmentally sound manneY'i 1ncludfng providing job oppart·unities both during 

and after construCtfon. stimulating investment- in the area, 'Ind enhancing the 

region's reputatton as a eenter for riese'arclt ·and developmeni activities, the 

DuPage County Regional Plannin9 Conll\issiQn supports and enco'uorages the 
. . ' 

seleetioll bf Fenw1 Hationil Aecele~tor Laboratbry as the si.te for construction 

of the Supereonducting Supier·Collfd!r facility. 

- 7 -
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TESTIMONY OF1l!E REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTIIORITY OF 

NOR1l!EASTERN ll.J.INOIS 

on the 

SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COU.IDER 

DRAFTENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Stephen Scblickman 
RTA Director of ln1crgovemmen1al Affilirs 

October 7. 1988 
Aurora, Illinois 
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Tho Regional Transponallon Aulhority welcomes !his opponunlty IO pment IOSlimooly 

before lhe U.S. Depanmco1 of Energy on die Dral't l!avlronmoaw lmpoc1 S1aiemen1 

(DEIS) IXl lhe Supen:onducllnsSuperCoDlder (SSC). 

Tho Regional Transponallon Audiority (RTA) provides fundiq u well u lonrnnge 
planning llld service coordinadon func:tlons for lhe iqlon's ex....ive public iranspol1llion 

network. The 1C1Ua1 operalioa of lhe system ii lhe respoaslbillty of RTA'sduee Service 
lloll'ds: die Cbk:ago Ttlnslt Aulhority (CTA~ Commuler Rall Division (Metn), and lhe 
·soburban Bus Dlvisioa (Plce). RTA's.....U sysr<m represen111 major ........... widl 
an asset bueln exeessof$13.IS-blllioa and annual operadngCOlllof-lmalely SI 
billion. Tho daily ridenhip on lhe RTA- ii grea"" dian lhe popUWion of 19 Slal08 
and iuep1acn11 abou1 10.. of lhe enlile daily tnnsl1 ridonhlp in die United Stams. TOlll 
ridonhip on die RTA sys10lll In 1987 - 715 millioa. Tho combined operations of lhe 
RTA's duee SerW:o Boonls OIXlld..., lhe secon4 larlest nil tnnsll l)'SIOlll in North 
America and lhe thild larpst bus sysmn. In short, die uansirneiWorl: lhe RTA cumndy 
ha 1n·p1ace ii a unique........., which caneullybc adapled co meet lhe rqlotl's ru
lnn!l1 needs. As nOl<ll In lhe Ell!IS, lhe l'ermilab die for die SSC ha a low:I of pubµc: 
""1SpOrl:ldon r.r superior IO any other site currendy under c1X1Sidemion. 

We wish ., emphasizo dial die Regioaal 'l'ransportadon Aulhori1y endiusiasdcally snppons 
die siting of lhe SSC In conjuncdon .nth die Fermlliib foclllty. Men and· Pace. the 

subu!ban lnnsil epermon ll0Mn1 lhat ..... ha.ejolncd us la dlilsuppon. Weare ftnnly 
commincd .,.,_g;.g dle .... of.publictnnd1 In die Permillb·- IOdeveioplnirnew, 

convenient and COit eff'Cc:dve-services tn wes1em DuPage and eastern Kane counties which 
meet locat·needs. ~ IO-incCJJl'OIBte such-new services inlO the exisdng regfonal-nelWOrk. 
The DEIS com:ludes lhal1nlfflc volume will slgnillcandy incn:ase 11111 .......Uy mo:eed die 

capacity or the road ne1Work serving lhe Fermiilb site. While die DEIS aocesdw lhe -
of van pools and buses will help IO mitigate this etTec1 it does not fully reflect RTA, Men 
and Paco's soong commhmem and ability ID alleviale currenl and fu- nfric congestion 
and die negadve consequenca diereof. A brief review of die scundness of our financlnl 
suppot"t for ttansit opera.dons, the extent of our exlsling transit network. ia and around the 
Fennilab locallon, 11111 cum:n1 etrons undelway ID improve uansl1 services In "1e suburban 
1<glon will help co sabsmmiato dds claim. 
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Pue revenues offset Sllft of the.system's operating expenses in 19&1 'filhich ranked the 
RTA u a nnsi.1 system with one of dte ~cost rccO"JQY ratios of an.major sys1em in 
die Uniied Siatea. In oddition ., fare ..., .... , coverin1 1 high plOIJCllljon of opera1illg 
;,.;.., !be RTA has a ..CU... source of operating funds widl an RTA iegion-wjde sales WI 

i..lccl 111<1 a swe malch of lhae loc>lly genm!Od funds- To....,.. tllat,.,.,.,.. gcnaalCd 
by die 10gional sales IU uo udlizod IO fund services equilahiy dltoughOUl lbe 10gion, lhc 
RTA Acl mandaies lbal. set proponion of such ievenues lie allocared IO eacll RTA SeMcc 
Board. Based on this provision, Metta recei~es 60% and Pace 26% ot RTA cu revenues 
gcnetat<d !n !ho 5.,. <Ollar counties of DuPage, Kane, Lake, Mcllemy, llld Will. The 
mmifications or ~s provision ror 1'.feua and Pace is _suburban popu~ and employmem 
Increases _lead to increased m-enues to sup~ expanded suburban CO(rimUter rail and bus 
services. 

The Chicago.n:$i<>n not only has the fur\dinc mechanism in place fll provide increased 
anasit services in the growth areas of the subUrbs. we also have an RTA Board endorsed 
suburban policy ":'hich i• aggressively developing new sntcgjes for and implementing 
innovative services in the suburbs. This suburban transit pol~y evolved because of the 
~gional a~css. of rbe ~ for transit .sotulioos to the polCRtial environmental and 
economic fallout arising frolD increased automobile congesdon. The- policy is an action 
oriented s1ra1egy and. since 1987, has h1cluded: the convening of three ·muhi·dlly 
-"shops where nationally IOOowned transporwion. ..ai eswe developnenl. and public 
policy expens met 10 address uansporwion oplions fur DuPage, subud!aA Cook, an.I Uk• 

Cownies: the funding of two Transportation Managcmcna Associations which arc joint 
public/private secror efforts aimed at addressing corridor level nnsponadon issues; the 
funding of a vanpool demoos1ralion project which suboidll<S lhe eslablish.-of vanpools 
having suburban work site destinations: and. the instU:u.lion of ~ased 1'WCSSC ~ 

ltJ'Viccs f~m the City of Chicago to suburban employment cenrers on CJ' A and .Metta rail 
Unes and Pace bus rou!CL 

1bc vicinity around the proposed SSC d1aln campus site u Fennila.b in Ball'lia is cunendy 
served by an exccnsive public 1ransponadon network. lnclt.lded among these• fixed and 
feeder rou!e bus services, door-lo-door bus service for handicapped individuals. and 
conwmnernil seiviceL The City of Aurora bus. sysicm is comprised of 13 fixed rouies aod 
operaces on a limed pulse system which allo":fS for convenient nnsfen from·, centr.ll 
JOcation. Although Fcrmil.ib is not curren~y served by the Aurora srstcm. minor 
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modifications 10 the cxiscing sySICm can easily be inidatcd to include the Familab silC in tho 
Aurora networl<. 

Peak period feeder"""° services 1D Meaa's commuier nil S1llioo in Naperville. localed 
approximaiely 8 miles from Fermilab. ls pn>Yided.., 13 IOUleS. Oneof lbele ftlUleS serves 

die commuaioy of Wanenville which Is adjacen1 1D Fermilab. . Door-UHloor sp<eial 1nnsi1 
services for.die hlndicapped..., provided duoushout Baiavia T.,...ship; 

' 

Commuier nil setvlce ls provided on 1 ,...1ar buls be..,... Chicago and die IWO Fox 
River Valley conunuAities of Aurora and GcnCv:L On both lines. weekday service is 
available into Chicago from approximately 5:30 AM IO 10:00 PM with service from 
O.icago available from 6:30 U> 12:30 AM. The Oeoeva and Wes1 O.icago mdOns oo lhe 

Chicago and NonhWcstem West Line and the Naperville and Auror.t stations on the 

BurlingU>n Nonhem Line .,. localed In close proitimioy 10 Fennilab. In addidon, Metta 
ex~.~ open a new Radon in Deeember, 1988 11 lhe intersection of Roule S9 ancr lhc 
BurlingU>n -em Line. Thls swion will lwooemnsive puking facfillies.llld Is located 

4 miles from Fenpilab. Although feeder service between the new Roule 59 Siad.OR and 

Fermilab will not be initialed when the station is opened. should demand wananr. such 

service can be initiated with relative ease. 

It is also of note that Amtrak serves the NapcrvillG- station. on ks Otic:a.go llO West Coast 
rour.s, lhereby providing Fmnilab wilh a nearby link U> die nadonol rail network. 

lndependcnl of whether the SSC is construclcd in nonhcasaem Dllnois, population and 

emplo~t growth is expected ro conrinue in western DuPage County·and eascem Kane 
County. This area, which includes Illinois Route S9 and t?: Fox River Valley, is expecled 
IO experience steady growth u residential and commercial development expands from 

Qicago's closer-in westem suburbs. The selection of Fermilab as the si1e f'or lhe SSC will 
acccntua1e this predicted growth. However, the RTA Board's commiucd IO expand 
lnnsit'~ presence in d»c suburban market will help to minimize the cnvironmc:ntal impactS 

. of i_ncica~ aulonlObile utilization. 

: 1be region'.s.commitmcnt to. work. with Fermilab and fmance btmsit services tailored IO the 

~ of lhe campus bolh during lhe consmialoo and operadonol phases of die SSC projecl 

. Is underscored by lhe 1<SOlutions passed lasl year by die RTA, Metta, and Pace Boards 
which I have included in my written comments and would like to have en1ered into the 

11A.1- ~~JL 
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official teCO!d of lhesc hearings. An array of specialized services an: prol"isect to .-die 
future transPonation needs of Permilab and~ the site with the e:dsdng regional nnsi1 
act-'< should die Illinois proposal be endorsed by die Dcpanmen1 o( Energy. The 

CSlimaled onnual c:oA for 111<h - setvices is$300,000. Additional proposals currenlly 
undercoosidcralion as -•dal corridors for l3il services aro lhe Elgin, Joliet, and Easlem 
Railroad righ1.of-way localed in wes.,... DuPage aloog dle.easierii boi.ler or Fermilab and 

the Chicago and NonhWestcm Line wcsi· of Geneva_ tO DeKalb. Dlinois. If deemed 
feasible, such addilion.,i service investmentS would -far exceed lhe $300.000 figure nottd 
previously. 

In summary,· the RTA Board of Directors is in full supp9fl of lhc constn1c::iion of she 
Su~nducting Su~ Co!lidcr at the Fcnnilab site and has submitted 10 ·thc,Dli~Ois 

Depanmenl ofl'ransponalion a dotailed scope ol services IO be implemenled in lhe 1<gioo if 
nlinois wins approval of ilS pnJposal. The RTA and in "l'""li•& ""'5idiarles. M""" and 
Pace, sland ready and willing to address lhc range or P!!blic lranspOrtadon needs that .wiA 
be .:ISSO<ialed wit!i lhe SSC fuci!iiy. 

Think you for aUowing the'Rt A to provide testimony. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 87-33 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Authority (•Authority•), ts a 
unit of local government established. pursuant .to Illinois Revised 
Statutes, Chapter lll 2/3, Section 701.01 1.t ag,., to provide for, aid 
and assist public transportation services, facjltt1es and funding for the 
Northeastern Illinois region, encompassing Cook, DuPage, Kane, Lake, 
McHenry and Will Counties; and 

WHEREAS, the United States of America has bi!en the world leader 
for three generations in re~earch in ht_gh e~ergy ph~stcs; and 

WHEREAS, this preeminence in research tn high energy physics has 
been maintained with the construction . of the Tevatron particle 
accelerator at the Fenni National Accelerator Laboratory in Batavia, 1n 
Kane and DuPage Counties, lllfnofsi and 

WHEREAS, this position, in view of the efforts of other countries 
in conducting research in high ~nergy PhYstCs, can only be continued. by 
the construction in the United States of the Superconducting Super 
Collider; and 

WHEREAS,- the siting of the Superconducting Super Coll ider at 
Fermilab, with its present "acceleratOr, the Tevatron, tts assacta.ted 
facilities, and trained staff, will save up_ to. $500 __...mtllton in costs 
involved in _such constructio.ni and 

WHEREAS, the construction of the Superconducting Super Collider at 
Fermilab will promote econom;c development throughout Northeastern 
Illinois; and 

WHEREAS, such economic growth and development will provfde job 
opportunities, stimulate investment, and lead to an overall increase in 
the economic welfare of several Northeastern Il 1 tn·ot s -counties; and 

WHEREAS, the Authority currently has in place an excellent· public 
transportation network provid1ng 712 million annual trips, and ts 
co1M1itted to meet the future travel needs of the emerging suburban· areas, 
tncludtng the Illinois P.tn.!te 59 Corridor whlre Fen1tlab ts located. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Soard of Directors of the Regional 
Transportation Authority, that: 

1. The Superconducting Super Call ider be acknowledged as· a 
national priority and its approval expedited to allow construction as 
soon as ·possible; 

Z.· The Authority hereby enthusfastfcally supports the 
construction of the Superconducting· super Collfder at, and the awarding 
of said project to, the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratoryi 

3. The Authority will continue to cooperatively work with DuPage 
and Kane Counties, Fermflab, and ·other tnter,sted parties and 
individuals, to encourage the use of public transit in_ the Fermflab area; 
to support new transit services in western DuPage and eastern Kane 
Counties Which are convenient, cast effective and meet local needsi and, 
to incorporate such new services fnto the existtng regional network. 

MAY 71 1987 

llA.1- 1~1'5 
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Resolution Ho. K."1° f!7-1Z 

'ltltREAS, Hetra ls a unit of local 9overr1111ent e$tabll.shed pursuant to 
IllinOis Re\'lsed Statute.s, Chapter 111 2/J, Section 701.1 .!.!:, seg.·, to provide 
commuter railroad .services, for the Northeastern Illinois region, encompassing 
Cook, -DuPa9e, Kane, lake, McHenry afld Will Counties; and 

'fiHEREAS, the United States of America h.,s been the world leadec- tor: three 
generations in research In high energy physics;· and 

WHCREAS, this preeminence ln research tR high energy physics has been 
maintained with the con.structlon of the Tevo11tron part.f,cle accelerator at the 
Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory in Batavia, ln Kane and DuPage Counties, 
Illinois; and 

WHEREAS, this position, in view of the efforts of other countries ln 
conducting research in high energy physics, can only be continued by the 
construction in the United States or the Superconducting Super Colllder; and 

WHtREAS, the $lt1ng or the Superconduetlog Super Colllder at fermil~b, 
with its' present acceleratol", the Te'Vatron, lts as.so.elated facilities, and 
trained staff, will save up to $500 million 1n costs in'<'olved in such 
eon~t.ruction; and 

WHEREAS, the construction of the Superconducting Super Collider at 
fermllab will pr01110te economic developtnent throughout Northeastern Illll'\Ols; 
and 

WHEREAS, sue~ econ0111lc growth and development will provide Job oppOl"tuni
tles, stimulate investment, and lead up to an overall increase in the economic 
welfare of several Northeastern Illinois counties; and 

MOW, THtRUORE, BE Il RE:SOLVO) by the board of Directors of Hetra that: 

1. The Superconducting Super Col11der be .acknowledged as a national 
priority and its approval expedited to allow construction as soon as !i)Osslble; 

z. Hetra joins otftFr 111ass transportation agencies in enthusiastically 
supporting the construction of the Superconducting Super Collidel" at, and the 
awarding of said project to, the Fermi Nati~nal Accelerator Laboratory; 

3. Metra will continue to cooperatively work with the RTA, OuPage and 
Kane Counties, FermLlab, and other 1ntsrested parties and tndlvlduals, to 
encourage the use of public transit in the renailab area; to support new 
transit services in western DuPage and eastern Kane Counties which are 
convenient, cost effective and meet local needs; and, to incorporate such new 
services lnt.C) the existin9 regional network. 

3une tt, 1987 

llA.1- IS1<D 
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Resolution No. SSD 87-64 

Wherea=, Pace the Suburban Bus Division of the Regional 

Transpartation provides public transportation for Suburban Cook 

County, Dupage County, Kane County, Lake County, McHenry County 

and Will County: and 

Whereas, the United States Department Of Enerqy is 

considering the selection of Fermilab in Batavia as the site for 

the superconducting supe~ Collider P~oject; and 

Wherea~. the implementation of this proj~ct in Northeastern 

Illinois will provide the region Vith economic growth and 

development: and 

Whereas, Pace is committed to providinq transportation which 

would meet the requirements of Fermilab facility. 

Now ThQrefQre Be It Resolved, that the Pace Board of 

Director·s support the construction ·of the superc::onduc:tinq Super 

Collider at the Fermi Nat~onal Accelerator Labor3tory in satavia, 

an.d. 

Be it Further Resolved~ that the ~ace Board of Directors 

are committod to support and cooperate with interested parties in 

the develop~ent of new transportation services tQ .meet these 

z:equiretnent$. 

Adopted by the Board of Directors ot Pace, the Suburban Bus 

Division, this 3rd day of June, 1987. 

1611 llA.1- -- ---
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Tl!E ILL!llOIS STATE Hl~T1lRIC PRESERVATIOft OFFICE'S REVIEM OF Tl!E SSC DRAFT EIS 

A SUMMARY STATEMENT PREPARED BY 

THE STAFF DF THE ILUNOIS STAT! HISTORIC.PRESERVATIQlf OFFICE 

PRESENTED BY THOllAS E. EMERSON . 

As noted by Or. Devtne tha State H1storic PreservattQn Offtce 1n I1ltnois 

restdes wtthtn ttie H1stortc Preservation Agency. Tht_s o.frtce ts responsible 

for ensuring that Federal undertakings comply with ~ectton 106 of the National 

H1stor1c Preservation Act of 1966 as amended. The l111nots SHPO s.taff forms 

the Presprvatton Services Otvtston_of the Historic Preservation Agency. Thfs 

Dfvtston includes seven cultural resource managment professionals who are 

responsible for provtdtng the technical evaluation of Federal projects and 

their 1111J)act on the h1stor1ca1. architectural. and archaeological resources of 

I111no1s. Their technical evaluation of.the Drart Environmental Impact 

Statement for the SSC has tndtcatad that this project wtll have no adverse 

effect on either the prehtstortc or h1stortc resources of northeastern 

I11tno1s. 

In I11tnots. the State Museu. has taJc.en prtmary rasponstbli.11ty for 

perfotmtng the necessary fieldwork. archival research, and data,comptlatton 

for the cultural tesources tn the area of the SSC's potential effect. Ourtng 

the enttre data collecting process the Museum has consulted on a regular basts 

wtth our office. Thts ongoing dialogue has resulted tn a comprehensive 

treatment of cultural resources tn the ElS. 
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E"" e iz.so,..J 
L\PM ffWi"~ 

:the ,prffenoe •nd. ·d·1 s:tr1•bUi.t.\en .of &Nlhuologtcl.11 ·l'leso.urrou was approx1111ated .. 
~r!or to f4.tl·Mrk tltr.0119h t ""deH~11!1 IP""91" .. ,that ..,.<loa>tmd the •Di• or soil 

.type.. dA.stAM:e to .wa'11er, ·iur-f.1(:~:&<1 !Qulk>tr., .and wgetlftllon.., cieflenn.t.nates in 

preh>tsmrit.c 9et.t.1-emeM. illhe ·cl'IUll::fton d 11h~:s Ge.1 he lPf'IWllodl!ll • .un1'que 

p&rspec'bt.v.e .en ,pt"ahi1-Hor4°c iut>ld.zaitiiron di .the ;prQject .sruta .end '(;llQ be .used to 

guide future work. Th1s effort MU .t!Oll\Gwed by .the '4..ttilatlloa ;of .a 

camp.retterrsi1·ve 1f1ldt~:d naconnadsun.oa ~frat ~:1 tdesf.gned 1tD I08V&r if.001 of the 

.~ll'oJ·ecrt ·VU.. iro 4tmte ~ess ithan ~GO !JINlhl'S'dtoTk: t11t?as av.a hwn 1ddS'CG>Vered. 

,As prtd4d'ed •.1111 ~be ibas.J$ of past ·l'lasDJ'lch and the llOdea d:tban ddlH 1prtmartly 

cons.tit (Jf Jiii.fl~ terqpofl61l' m1nps11tes itmat :tmN• 1betfl t,ptmatAceln.r Gtc~pted ov.er 

the past eight m111ennta. The SSC's potential effect on such ••tes ~an eastly 

be 11tttgated through _data <coilit&ct4-en tnd ..XCil.\l.lt~on CM" •v.Mdance .• 

The area of potent1a1 effects has also been surveyed for the presence of 

structures constructed prior to Horld War II. util1z1ng standards and 

methodology approved by the State H1stortc Preservation Office. Approxt1111tely 

171 structures have been tdent1fted. None of these Structurts are currently 

11sted on the National Register of H,stor1c Places. However. based on 

denstttes of National Register structures tn stmtlar ireas of northeastern 

Illinois. we anttctpate approxtmately 51. will be found a11g1ble after further . . 
documeqtatton and evaluation ts conducted. For thOse that cannot be avoided 

durtng project 1mplementat1on, we look forward to explortn9 other alternatives 

such as adaptive reuse. 

llA.1- l'Ol~ 
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8"<\e.1?5e,J 
'il'I'\ F.a•oAV • 

our evaluation has. however. discovered several minor technical errors 

that were tntroduced tnto the EIS durtng the draft preparatton. These errors 

tnclude the failure to ensure the aqreement of numbers gt~en tn the t~xt w\th 

those included tn tables and the misuse of· terminology. Ne have prepared a 
.o~-+t.;tn. :. . 

ilore detl\led statement g the requ1red correct1ons and these are tleing 

fon.iarded to the Department of Energy. 

Overall. we wts~ to commend the excellent and highly prof9ss1ona1 sur¥ey 

of the SSC area of potential effect conducted by the llltnots· State Museum and 

forsee no obstacle tn concluding successful compltance wtth section 106 Of the 

Nat1ona1 Htstortc Preserva.t10R Act of 1966·. should' l11i®i1 be chosen· as the 

SSC site. 

T.hank you for th\s opportunity to. testify. 

llA.1· l'Ooo._ 
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STATEMENT BY CARL BECKER 

.CltlEF, .O.JVIS.lDN .(JF ll~TWW. MERIT&!: 

.ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF CONSE~V 
S"'I $. ~..,,..i. St; ~r. :p_ 

~'t 'J'HE OCTOBER 7. f§'es J 

PUBl.4C MEARING ON THE DEPAR;fM[Nl DF 

ENERGY'S DRAFT ENVlROllHENrAL 1111\AC:r 

STATEMENT ON ~tiE SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER CDLLlDER PIUIJEtT 

Status of. and Potential Impacts to, Local Populations of 
the Cndiana Bat (!f.Y_o_t_f_s_ sod~Tfs) at .tbe Pr,qpQSed Site of .the 

Superc~fng uper Col 1 fder Project 

· T.he ·lnchfana bat -<Mfi'f1~ sodal :kJ Js a h:fghly i.l9ratorf .spec~es that has 
been known to .ecc-ur tn -noTsSTriCe 4t was f.frs.t· descr'lbed as a new·s.pectes. 
For any given sfte the potential far .occ.ur.renu .ts itep.ea4ent,. pr'haarfl . .v .. upon 
two factor-s: time.of year and availability o? sultabli! nabi'tat. . 

. 'Dur'RJ the ·wfRter ~-d~tober ta .earl,y ~r1l,) ln.413.ana bats are _r.estrtcted 
oto a few·s1M1es in 'llQino~~ tba.t ,....av.tde su".t.Uble loc:UJoq for h'lbe~natlon; 
<thsre are.;ftD .. cucn "'tel ,f.n .the ,pr~sed pr.oJect .area.. fhlr,fng i'he r.ema:fnfng 
tPOrtion ,of !the i'Ur ith4.s £pec~es ~.s gener:a1lJ1 cons'1dered to occur sl.Uewfde in 
•Il~~no~.s .. e-ltiHmth ac~ recar4s •r.e ~~1111.ted to 28 couatt.le.s t.see ·au.ached 
1 fst). The closest record of OC-OLlt'll'.ence to :the ,pr.oj.ec:t er.ea !t :fer CoOlc. county 
where a single specimen was collected in September, 1928. 

·unt11~ reoe1tt<l~. tile . .,.,...,_. ol opfm.\on lt•ld th«t hldlaaa bat habitat 
cons!'fsted ;pn1inann., al rtl!l)4rien zenes tnd ithe a1.soc4.at.ed -Ve:ge.tat~.oa. Data 
.gener.a.ted br lill'inolls •Department DI t'onser.111ttonr/·ll-l,fno:l.s M.ttur.al lt~.story Survey 
biologists studying H1yti3 sodal fs habtt«t 1nc1.tc:a.te it.hat local .po,pu1atJons also 
extensfvely utilize up an $Tte'S7or roostjng. fora91·n9, and maternJty actfv-
itfes. · 

A review of the project proposal, given the above, has led •Y staff expert 
and his co-researcher to the conclusion that no fmedfate threat to 7votfs 
sodalfs population fn 111inofs will result from construction actfvit es assocf
ateif""'Wrth the project. 

Status of and Potential Impacts to the 
Threatened Prairie Bush Clover (Lespedeza leptostachyal 

fn the vfc1nfty of the proposed 
Superconducting Super Co111der Project 

The prafrie bush clover is restricted to northern Illinois where seven 
native populations are known frOll ffve counties: Lee, Ogle, McHenry, Cook and 
Du Page. These populations occur west, north and east of the SSC project area 
but not withtn ft. 

llA.1 • 1001 
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Al.1 sites have been censused in 1988 and they contain 267 .plants. The 
absence of plants at HUM and Union Railroad prairies 1s attrib~ted to drot.tgt?t as 
is most of the d~1'1ne at other sites. 

~ 1987 Count 1988 Count 

I. Hinsdale Pr~irie 68 62 
2. Shoe F'actor,y Road'* 11 2 
3. Union Railroad Prairie 29 0 
4. HUM Railroad Prairie 29 0 
5. StOfle Barn Road* 91 z 
6. Lee/Ogle Counties• 60 43. 
7. Lee County* 445 158 

TOTAL m ID 

•Preserved or protected site. , 

The.species occurs fn dry upland prairie in heavy to coarse soils and in 
dry rnesic sand prairie along railroads. It can persist in disturbed prairie and 
is inconspicuous in appearance. It may occur in remnant prairies and disturbed 
open habitats within tbe project area. 

Primary potential for impact of the species is direct soil disturbance by 
construction. While- there are no known sites for this species. fn the SSC 
Project area, construction sites and areas sc~eduled for disturbance should be 
searched for tbe spec,tes during August or September so that· plants can be 

. located and avoided. Disruption of local hydrologic conditions could impact 
adjacent populations although some current populations· exist a\ong railroads 
where drainage disturbance has occurred. · 

The reasons for the rarity of the speCies and its absence' from many prairie 
remnants ts not Mell understood. It appears related tD very speci.fic soil and 
soil 111oisture_ requirements. F'or this reason, it· is unl.fkely t~at establishment 
of new populations at sites .that visually appear to be· •suitabl_e. habitat• would 
be a reasonable mitigation action. 

1'0~2.. llA.1- ···---·----
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Yalfd records, by t0Ut1ty, f"or the fhdfana bat (Kyotfs sodaffsl fn lllinofs 

Adams Macoup1n 
Bond Madison 
thrjstian .Monroe 
Cook Morgan 
Edwards Perry 
Ford Pike 
Hardin Pope 
kenderson Paldst;f 
Jackson Saline 
Jo Daviess Sangi11non 
Johnson SChUYler 
la Salle Scott 
Lawrence UnioR 
Mc Donaugh Wabash 

PrQirie• Busb-clover (LespedezQ leptostacbya> Sites 

l. Hio.sdaU, 

4 z. Shoe Factory load Prat rie Nature Preserve 

3' Ua1oa liillra&d Pca1c1a 

4. HUH !lailroad Pratrie 

5. Stone Barn Road (Nachusa Crasslanda) · 

6. Lee/Ogle County Line (Nachusa Grasalands) 

" Lee County (Nachusa Grasslands) 

flA.1- 10{13 
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Hr twE IS MI®EL T. B!IHI. I AM 1lE Dll!.ECl'OR OE GmilW. S!RVIC!S FCi.l 1lE 

ltXlLlm AND MANIJF.ICl."IJIUlll ASSOCIATICt!. 

I AM HERE mBESENI00 1IE l'llECISICll IEIALllJRKIFG IIDJSIRX Ill tHE CHlCNll m.A, 
AND ro PERSUAIE 'lW ro llOlID 1lE SlJl'EIUDlllu:: sum ct!!! 1Tfll HERE Ill ILLINlIS. 

I. !'IllST. rr IS IN '.llE Et:P.Al!IMEllr OE ~·s BllST INIEBESr ro lll1Wl 1lE SSC 

HERE Bro\IJSE nlIS lil!F.A IS 1lE P!IECio-ml HEJ:ll~ CENr£R OE 1lE lmJ>. 

11iE OIIQ\00 SIX alliIT m.A (W!IIai INtullES CXXl<, OOPAGE, ~, lJIO:E, 

WILL & KANE COlHl'IE&') llII.L PllOllIIE 'ltllll. ll!SIQIEBS AND E!ClNEERS A VAS!: 

mmmt. oF 1lE BEST "1!XLING, MAClllWlG AND PBOOlX:nal l'I.Alll'S US!ll: 
nm:· U'.ll!ST MAalINl!l!l'. AND 1l!QKLOGY. 

ar;smoo IN nns AREA AM!o 

O\IER 10,000 JCXJRNmEN LEVEL 11XIL, DIE AND l«.D llAKE!IS, 

OVER 20,000 PRECISION MA!X!NISIS, 

O\IER 5,000 cnmw:? PRECISION METAil.tlRlCllG OM'ANIES l'.l!CWlOOo 

Sl'l!CIAL 1'00LI!C 
. Sl'ECI<IL MACHlNI! lllJilL£l<S 

l'llECISial MAQlillING -
FABRirAI'ING ClffA.'llY.S. 

1llESE ~ AND ~lllm\ml Fm5 l.BE SQE OE lllll BEST 'lW WlU. 

FOO nllUX<iOOr l1E lolJllLD. MANY AM! PJEiN1l aJmlEN!LY ON nm: ·fllmII.o\B 

VENOOR LISr. 

llA.1- l8'0l_. 
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t!ilS V/<Sr UlCAL VENOOR !lEN'.JRK Will. mJVIDE 'n!E SSC !ESIQOS All 
m;INEERS wrn1, 

* EASY SIJPPLIER ACCESS, 

* <DN&lL'L\Nr ASS!STANCE WI1HIN AN llXmS DRIVE, 

* REDUCEI> DELIVER.Y TIMES' 
* T!WlSPORIAl'ION SAVINGS, 

* INCREASED mmR CClM.JNICATIOOS AND 
* nlE U\'.l'EST ME:!AIU'.lRKlNG TECHN'.llJJGY. 

II. nlE SECOND REASON FOR QIOOSINC TllIS AREA IS 1llE <lM!ITIMENr OF 1llE TOOLING 

Al1D MA."llf.\CTURING ASSOCIAl'ION. 

!MA IS A UlCAL TRADE ASSOCIAl'ION OF NEARLY 1400 Q!IC:AGJ AREA ~ 

Fm!S. 

!MA WAS ESTABLISHED IN 1925 Al1D HAS 1llAINJ'D nDUSANDS OF TOOLBL'ILDERS 

Al1D PRECISIOO. MACHINISTS 'IlOOWI ITS HICE.Y BEGmlED Al'PRF.NI'ICE '1'llAINING 

PllllGRAM. llE ARE CIJMENILY ~ FOR 'DIE FIJIURE, TRAININC rJEARLY 700 

Cl1AFISl£N IN OUR PRCaW1. 

!MA W'Jll. BE Pl.EAO"ED '.IO PIOJVIJlE YOUR DESIGlERS ANO ENGillEERS WilH 

VENIXlR CAP.'>BILilY INFORMA'IIOO. 

III. 'DIE mIRD REASON IS IC!Wll.Y AN IU.USTR.'XION OF !DJ 1llE CJ!ICADJ 1'1EL\L

l«JRKING CXM1llh'IlY HAS ~ WJRKED ~ THFOUG!l !HE 100LING AND 

M/\NL'FAC'IU!UNG ASSOCIATIOO, ON A SPECIAL l'l<lJ'ECT. 

OVER TiiE U.5r 00 YEARS, ~ OF !MA HAVE CXXlPORA'.lEIJ 10 HEU' OR. ALBERT 

CREl<E, OF 'DIE UNIVERSITI OF OOCAGJ'S PHYSICS DEP/\RIMEI!!. 8UIIJ) 'n!E OORLD'S 

l'llSr POWERFUL ELECl'BON MICROOCOPE. OVER 25 PRECISIOO ~ FmlS 

OONAl'ED 'D!EIR mE AND EXPER'.l'ISE '.IO PRODOCE 1llE aJ>1PONENr. PARTS REQl!IBED 

'.IO llUIID nus SUB-.~ SCANNING TRANSMISSION E!.l:Cil<JN MIC!IOSO'.JPE. 

ONCE CXH'lEl'E AND FUNCTIONING nns MICXJSCXJ!'E, WILL BESOLVE TO .5 ~, 

IN DR. OID<E'S WJRDS ''EQUIVAL!M 10 M/\GNIFl})'.; A BEACH BALL '.IO 1llE SIZE OF 

nlE E'.All:Ill''. 
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tl!E tcOLOO A.'q[J MAllllF.ACitJIWll ASSOCL\l'lCtl HID l'IS - ARE P1WD OF 
t1!E 00a.G0 ABE.A'S~ Eltl'ERTISE. AL1!Dal I CAIK!r Cl>MlT 

'IHAX 'lllE - l£!tlEBS Wiil. IX1NA1'E 'lllEIR SElMCFS 10 'Il!E SSC P!WECT, I 
AM SURE 'IHAX 'lllll IUJLD BE PLEASl!D WI'OI 'nlE!R l'!llf'JRMANCE. 

·aH:I.llS'ICU - 'lllE aima.usmn.ll HI'. sr:.m= rs SIMl"..E. 

BUllJl 'DlE SSC IN ~IS AND tt'U W'Il.l. HAVE -nE REm:l&:ES 'OF 

tl!E BEST toc.AL Al!EA !£TATJO'.ll<I(ING VENIXlR Nfil'IGK. AVAll.AflLE 
AN'IWllERE. 
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LETTER ~"17,_,_,,,1,____ 

SSC E~IVIRONMEN'!:At. I!'!PACT STATEMENT HtAR!NG 

TESTIMONY ON FLAWS IN OE:COMISSIONING P!..At·1S, 

Jerome Mrozak 
(312) 393-9804 
0CtOb'9t' 7, 1983 

Friday, October 7, 1989 
W~ubonsie HS, Aurora 

I am Jerome Mrozak, a resident of ~arrenville. In 1978 

and 1979 I worked at the Bettis Atomic Power Lab~ratory 

in Pennsylvania. While there, I helped to decommission 

some of the Navy•s atomic reactor sites. Because of my 

background, the decommissioning plan of the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement for the sup~rconducting 

super Collider caught my eve. 

The decommis~ioninq plan, as it aP.p~~rs i.n the Environmental 

Impact Statement, ia sketchy. It bB.sically says th.at ea.sily 

removed radioactive material and hazardous -.iastea .,,ill be 

remo'led from the super collidei: sites, the access doors to 

the tunnels sealed off, and the service areas demolished, 

But since the gt'eat bulk of structures for th12 Super Co.llider 

project W"ill never be removed, this Envt"ronmental Impact 

Statement should address the final disposition of the 

occupied sites in ~reatet d~tail because the Super Collidec 

~roj€ct ~111 have a permanent impact on the environment. 

llA.1- 1~91 



3 

4-

.LETTER (CONTINUED) 

SSC f!NVIRONMf!NTAL IMPACT STATEMENT REA'RING 

TESTIMONY ON ftAWS IN D!COMlSSIONING PLANS 

Jer:ome f'!rozak 
13121 393-9804 
Octobec 1, 1988 

Friday, October 7, 1998 
waubonsie HS, Auror:a 

First, the teJ?Ott suqqests that t'he ·numerous accesq doors and 

shafts to the ·collider~e ["inq·s a·re to b·e sealed off, Mo·ce' 

cocrectly, the access shafts to ·the collider 'e tinge should be 

completely filled op wit·h dirt and rUbble. to i;iermanently 

discourage unau·th.at"iZl!!d access to the ri·ngs. Othl1!twise, a 

permanen·t guard Will have to be omain·t.ain~d a·t each shaft 

location. 

Second, even aft~c removing radioactive material from the 

project., some mea·su·r·able radioactivity will t'emain a·t. 

various sites. Government regtJlations will r·equire t·hat 

Depar-tmen.t of Energy radiation speeialists monitor t·hese 

locations, possibly indefinitely. ·aeeause of this, these 

sites might ·never he.turned ov(tr to other go•Jet'·nmental 

bodies or private pa~ties. Also, ~he Environmental 

rmpact Statement doesn "t say whether the buried beam zone 

accesil a.reas will oc won "t become pa'ctially radioac:ti11e. 

rf they become so, and if they will cequire constant 

monitoring and res~ricted access to them, is it wise to 

locate these access areas within already existing 

subdivisions as the Illinois s·iting pra~osal does? 

MORE 

llA.1- I 69Z-

• 



LETTER g9.1. (CONTINUED) 

SSC ENVIaONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT HEARING 

TESTIMONY ON FLAWS IN DECOMISSIONING PLANS 

Jer::ome Krozak 
c 3121 393-9804 
October 7, 1988 

Priday, October 7, 1988 
waubonsie es, Aurora 

'l'htrd, it has traditionally been hard to obtain needed 

9overnment fup~s to clean up or shut down m~jor projects. 

the pollution Superfund is one such example. But if the, 

rnoney is available, will the work be done satisfactorily? 

The Environmental Impact Statement assumes that the Super 

Collider project will be properly decommiaaioned. But since 

a likelihood eXists tbat the job won't be done right, the 

6nvironmental Impact Statement should examine the consequeneea 

of improperly decommissioning the Super Collider project, 

Specifically, what if the s"er•1ice areas aren~t demolished, 

~he access shafts aren#t fill4d in, and the radioactive and 

hazardous materals in the tunnels not removed? can the 

decommissioned Supet Collider be safely 9uard~d against 

willful, unauthorized access? 

.... 

MORE 
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SSC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAC'l' S·TATEMENT HEARING 

.T-EST·:tMONY ON FLAWS IN DECOMISSlONING PLANS 

Je"to11e Mroza.Jc 
( 3121 393-9804 
October 7, 1998 

~riday, October 7, 1988 
waubonsie es, ~urora 

In summary, the decommissioninq plan published in ~he 

Superconduct.in.g super Collider Draft e:nvironmental 

Impact Statement is inadequate. It daesn ~t flllly address 

long-term land use, personal :hazards o.r non-optimum 

decommissioning scenarios. I urge ·the oepartment of e:nerqy 

to expand this decommissioning sect1on. It should discuss 

the long-ter,m hazards a.nd t:iska of the decommission.ed super 

Collider and whether these risks are appropriate for a 

hea11ily-populated area like the I"llinois site. 

# I 
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LETTER _99!.!..!::Z.'----

i. Th• discusgion on fir• protection did not 

addr•ss who wou1d supply the fir• protection to th• 

Jf the city and county 

are to provide, th~n th•r• should be a record of 

aQr••ment between the p~rties. 
~ 

prevention is to come from the main DOE faci1 ity, 

this' should also bllJ' di$cus11.ed a.swell ash~ 1ong 

it wl 11 tak'• to res.pond. 

chemicals will be on the site. J would expect 

the amount that has to be locat•d at the facilities 

& 1 ong th,.p r In~. Under th.e provisions of the 

Hazardous Communication Standard and SARA Tit le 

III 1 this information,,~hould b'i! di~cu$~1?'d in the 

EIS. Also, this Information s~ould be provided to 

llA.1- 1Sq5 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

responsible for fire protection. 

that will be used to design and con~truct the 

4. The facilities a.long the ring tha.t are not 

septic tanks. The ElS say~ that oil water 

This Is of great concern on th• northern part o~ 

the ring which is near the St. Charle• drinking 

water suppl~. lf the chemicals are discharged into 

the septic sy"tems, it will come out in the 

leachate f.ield and then can move down to the 

locations in· Northern Illinois. The means bY which 

\59(o llA.1- ..... 
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~t&temeot. 

5.1 beol !eve that liquid hYdro!)~n is u-.•d"in this 

Proces~. You state that you n~ed a ~yQrog~n Ion 

'$.Ource. 

6. The impa.-=t on th• drinking w&t•r weolls and 

general t~f'm'i-. 

7 
s.orne pump tm.sts conducied on w@l ls in the .ar·e-& o'f 

the final s•lec:tion, Only th•n would the OOE be i" 

a. position to d•te:--niine thC!- nun1ber of wells that 

would b• impacted. 

addressed In the fin•l EIS. 

7. You state In your W{t.St1twa.te,r tr-eatment an.d 

llA.1· 1~'°'; 
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-faciliti•s will have laboratory drains run thr-ou9h 

separators and then to storm drainage systems. This 

have to be collected and treated. This procedure 

will potentia.lly contaminate the 9roundu.tater. The 

same stat•m•nt is made -for the collection .facilit)" 

-for equipment drains. 

the city, stat!!' or county should not a"11ow you a 

building permit. 

a. 1 do not think the service ar•as can be 

treated by septic tanks and leach -fi•lds, There Is 

9 

this possibility. This should be discuss•d in ·the 

-final EIS. 

10 9. The- dra..ft ElS.,sta.tes that any radioa.ctio..1e 

waste will be sent to Richland, Washington. 

However, there is no discuss.ion on the ability o-f 

Richland'to accept these wastes in the year 2000. 

At th• present t tm~, it does not app1tar that 

Richland will be able to accept th&se wastes unless 

other .f~c i 1 it ies a,r,.. constructed in th«" U.S.A. 

llA.1· 



LETTER 

I 

CV ~s~WcokA 
.sr. ~ .M. . fQ011s 

' 'f"'0"-1 r 1'H'f" c I{. ""-" 
My name 15 Rose Haggerty. J am-"a. wi.fe a.A4of 
~1v~~,~.~a..-le1s 

a.R~ a tezch·e a• Hcocehaa~t 

am going to comment on two 

!$sues concerning the EIS study. 

Th~ fir•t issue l Wi$h to address is FALSE 

ECONOMJ C BEf'IEFITS • The state- of 111 inois and th• 

DOE pra~ented economic a.ssessm&nt~ that u•• 

multipliers to show the e·f.fec:t that Job!!. a.t the 

proposed SSC wl11 haue on the remainder of th• 

1 
1oca.1 economy, They claim that expenditure• o.f the 

workers at the SSC lt$eli will generate ~uen more 

local jobs. 

While ther1t is an ~1..,ml!'nt of truth in thi• 

argument, It can easily be 9ro$~ly ovarstat~d 

bec-i.use of 103.$ o-f subcontracts and employrneont to 

out-of-statq firms. Consider the following 

\ 
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in.v·o\ved in contr"&c.t~ng "f~r the Tunn•l ~"'d 

to by the •tat~ to show experienc~ In tunneling. 

111 inois subsl-d1:red Mitsub1shi/ChrY'3ler to the 

tune of 86 mi 11 ion dollars to per$uade that p 1 ant 

to loc;a'te in l11inois. Many thou$0lnds oi new jobs 

to Justify this st01te "Subsidy·. eut only tor. o-f the 

subcontr.J.cts. from that p1a.nt went toll I 1noi• firm!S 

as of Apri1 of 1937. 

A recent article in High Technologz magazine 

de•cribes the benefit5 from the SSC that will 

&ecru• to 4irms in the cryogenic~ and 

llA.1- '"'OD I 
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superconductivity lndu$trie5. Th• firms that would 

.addr•ss. 

Argonn• National L•bora.tory, a facility which, 

unllk• F•rmlla.b or the propo.sed SSC, has ha.d 

spin-off of applied technology, recently 11cen$ed a 

technlqu• for manufacturing aupQrconducting wire. 

The fir~ lnvolY•d l•---you gue$sed 

lt•--out-of-sta.t•, located In Cambridge, Ha~s. 

ta~ doJ1ar• will be spent before they understand 

n•lther a$ predlctabl• nor as large as they would 

hope. It 1'!1- lnexcusabl• for the state o_. 111inois 

to artificially inflate th@lr employment numbers 

through the U<J.e Q.f multiplier$ that ar• de<J.lgnad 

solely for the p~rpo~• of ma.King the SSC proJ~ct 

appea'r more attra.ctlv• than it really'•· 

llA.1· 1qo1 
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' 

to $pea.k with rou g•ntlemen about a conc•rn 

~ncred~bly la.eking in the ELS. It is a factor 

and prvstlge of our sta.t• politicians. 

Gflnt 1 em11n--when weo a.re stripped o-f our· 

ambitions, the power of our careers, our u~rtou~ 

affectations, ••• HI' should r4>a.l Lze that we artt all the 

happtnes!I., 1oue, a.nd tranquil it)'. The EIS stud;; 

consideration. 

-factor. 

It do•s not addr•ss th~ human 

1')02.. 
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® 
ln 1957, the State of lllinoi~, by the ~aw of 

Eminent Domain, took my father;$ and mother~s 

thrlvi·ngi p1a.c• of bu!&iness a.nd oui:- home for th1t 

con~truction of 1-55 near Joliet. Thisi. happened 

The amount of money paid to my mother hardly 

difficult 1 i·fe for us. W12' had no personal input 

w~ acc~pted our f~te ~adlY~ but wtthout prot~st. 

Truly, a. $Uperhl9hwa.y needed to be built 1n tha.t 

location--there simply ~as no alternative. 

More than 30 years later, my lifegtyle, my 

3 
investment~, my peacQ> and happiness, and all that ' 
I've worked <»o diligently Tor-, a.re a.gain bein-9 

threatened. appeal to •ach of you gentlemen, who 

llA.1- 1qo3 
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in your own per~onal 1 lve<A, to consider my iarnl 1y 

forced to endure $acrlfices for this· scientific 

project. Thi'J. scientific proJect, th• SSC, ~hould 

be placed in a 1ocation wh•r• people would not be 

Gentl'!men, th• SSC Is NOT a. 

superhlghway--you have ~choice of loc~tlons, 

including •n uninh•blted desert! 

prosperity of a country depend~, not on th• 

its fortification~, nor on the beauty of It• public 

buildings, but It con$19ts In the number of Its men 

R~member th• human 

belnQ5 who dwell In our beautiful Fox River Valtey. 

llA.1 • 
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HQ-3411 

CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Hera 

~ -;.:a_<JY 9, 
eoae Haggerty 
38W383 Ferson Woods Drive 
st. Charles, IL 60175 

Oct. 6, 1988 

or. Wilmont Hess, Chairlrliln 
SSC Site. Task. Force 
ER-6S/G'l'N 
Of!ice of Energy Research 
u.s. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Attn1 SSC DEIS Comments---Fa1se Economic Benefits 

Dear Siri 

The state of Illinois and the DOE presented economic 
assessments that use multipliers to show the effect that jobs 
a.t the prqposed SSC will have on the remainder of the local 
economy. They claim that expenditures ot the workers at the 
SSC itself will gener-ate even more local jobs. 

While there is an element of truth in this argument, it can 
easily be grossly overstated because of loss of subcontracts 
and employment to out of state firMs. Consider the follo~ing 
examplef31 

The Deep Tunnel Project---Seventeen firms were involved in 
contracting for the Tunnel and Reservoir Plan in Chicago, 
whtc:h is proudly pointed to by the state to ehov experien(:e 
in tunneling. Of these se~enteen firms, only four were 
Illinois firms. 

Illinois subsidized Mitsvbishi/Chry::;!et to the tune of $86 
million to persuade that plant to locate in Illinois. Many 
thousands of new jobs from subcontracting activity were 
promised in order to justify this state s~bsidy. But only 16% 
of the subcontracts from that plant went to Illinois firms 
as of April of 198/. It is also interesting to note that 
nearly every managerial· 1evel }ob ha-:s gon~ to immigrating· 
Ja?anese rather than to local talent. 

A recent Article in High Technology magazine·ct·escribes· the 
benefits from the SSC that will accrue to firms in the 
cr}'·ogenics and supercondivity industriss. The firms tha~. 
would benefit are listed. Not one has an Illinois address. 

Argonne National Laboratory, a facility which, unlike Formilab 
or the proposed ssc. has had spin of£ of applied tech~ology. 
recently liscensed a technique for manufacturing super
conducting wire. The firm involved is---you guessed it---

P.O. 60J1 104. Wasco. Utinoi.'I 60183 Phone:312·5844244 

llA.1- 1'}05 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

out of state, located in Cambridg~. Mass. 

Will the state never learn: Hov many of our tax dollars 
will be spent before they understand that the multiplier 
effects they count UP.On are neither as prediCtable nor as 
large as they would hope. It is inexcusable far the state of 
Illinois ta artificially inflate their employment numbers 
through the use of multipliers th<lt are design solely for the 
purpose of making the SSC project appear more uttractiva 
than it really is. 

Sincerely yours. 
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SSC: 
s,;..{ P•"'i -rr r:..o z Y: 
1t)A.L'"AC£. A. Dt:.'PP 

The Case 
For Ferrnilab 

~ ~~ SSC for n~rmib.b 
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" •.• there is no apparent reason to build the siper· 
collider aiiywhere but Fermilab .... no argument 
that has been advanced so tar outweighs the claims 
c!Dlinols." 

Tiii caserorflrmilall 
In the debate over the Super

conducting Super Collider, tha 
question ls not why. but where. 

Twenty-live states proposed 
sites tor lhe SSC, tesllmony to 
mri'/ universal recognition that 
the SSC is not only de!iirable, 
00!""'866ary. 

Nece&sary, because scientists 
seektng the fundamental particles 
.that make up our universe are 
.asking questions existing acc;et. 
erators can no longer nwer. 

Necessary, because the 
Amerlr.an physics community 
is in danger of falllng behind 
as·lhe Soviets and Europeans 
bu~d larger, more pawetfu1 atom 
smashers to probe deeper Into 
the mysteries of quarks, leptons 
and antimatter. 

Necessary, because lhe 
knowledge gained in this basic 
scientific study offers hope of 
new Understanding ano new 
technolOgy that wiU almost 
certainly change our world. 

lWenty-two years ago, another 
generation ot Americans also 
decided a morn powerful 
accelerator was needed. 

That generation decided to 
build its accelerator In Satavla, 
llllnols. tw;ime to Ferm! National 
Accelerator Laboratory. 

Today, ~milab is establisned, 
economical and prollfln. Its staff 
Is skilled and Elllperienced. Its 
tools are tested and rellable. 

F""'llal>. 
The right choice. 
AgaJn. 

::J Fennilab ls Worth Millions 
.J Fermilab Works 

:J Fennilab Costs Less 
.J Fennilab Will Save Time 
'] Fermilab ls Easy to Get Tu 

.J Fennilab Has A Proven Team 
:::J Fermilab Has AH The Tuols 

• 
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Fermilab Has 
The 1Vfanpovver 
And Brainpovver 
For the SSC 
Alreaclv In Place 

u 

"The i~fficient and prompt stal't-up ... is only the 
first of several major tasks. .. " 

''The second . .is the creation of an infrastructure 
and environment to facilitate creative research. , ... 

"!'Ire third ... task is the training or operating 
personnel to run and maintain the acct!lerator 
itself ... " 

"A rourth item is ... administrative machinery 
to manage the SSC complex •.. "• 

SSC SUe Sefettl0t1 Committee 

• Fermllab represents 
a$1.34 ~Ilion Investment 
by U.S. taxpayern. 

• Fermileb employs more than 
2.000 peop~. many with one
of-a-~nd ocpertlse, indudlno: 

549 Technicians 
154 Managers/Supervisors 
128 Physicists 
127 Engineers 
89 Computer Professional'$ 
4~ Engineering Physicists 

• Seventy-five pen:ent of the 
Fermllab worJttorce has scientific 
credentials. 

• If the SSC were bullt else
wllere, it would have to lure 
~ at least 25 Fennilab expens 
whose expertise can be foum:I 
In no othei laboratory worldwide. 

• Fermllab's management has 
an excellent record for getting 
jobs done on time and under 
budget. 

• Fermilab Itself was built for 
$6 million less than budgeted 
and comp~ a year ahead of 
Schedule. 
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• The SSC wlH·requlre 189 tons 
ofl~Hlod·nltrogen per day. 
Olicagoina"'llliiefs have 
more capaotty-3,350 IDns a 
day-than any other U.S. source. 

• Cl1lcag® pesltlon as a major 
-·lllil slrnplltllls the 
task·ol rneet1119 SSC needs for 
electronics, hardware, laboratory 
equipment. chemicals, special
iZllll pipes and valves, and 
metals. 

• As tha precision metal
working center ot the workl, 
the Fmllb region can readlly 
rneetSSCneedsfor·rnetals 
fabrk:ated:to fine tolerances ""--and olher·aophlsticated equlprnern. 

• The•Ferml!ab region otters 
· 1110A11!Tan 2;500 skilled tunn~lnv 
worlolrs. Who;have completed 
72 mlles•olalleop !Im~ llood
control ~. 

• The U.S. 't!>epartment of 
EnBllJYoonsoltett.wtthtlle 
MetnlpdlltanSahharV'll!SlriCI 
of Grea18r'Clllca!IO~ Deep funn~ 
projeet~eers aboot·con
structlon techlliques and costs 
for the SSC. 

(CONTINUED.) 

• 

Fermilab Has the 
Tools, 'Technicians 
and lVIaterial 
Resources The 
SSC \Vill Require 
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• 

_-\clcling On J\Iakes 
i\/Iore Sense Than 
Starting All O"ver 

Using Fermi lab's eldsting equipment ilnd buildings, 
its experienced staff and tested, reliable iajoctor 
sysrem orrers the SSC significaJ1t.savings.* 
S 426 million Components and Construction 

113 mi!Hon Start·upC<Y.;.ts 
1,320 million Operating Costs 

959 million Interest Expense 
316 million Tunneling Expense 
144 mil/Jon Site Improvements 

I 3.28 bllllon Saved at Fermllab 

• The SSC wm cost the federal 
government 17°/o less tllan 
Department of Energy estimates 
If it is built at ferm~ab. 

• A new rlnear acceleratar 
(LINACI for the SSC wm cost 
$25milllon. ltwillcostjust 
$2 millton to upgrade Fermilab's 
LINAC. 

• ~booster systems fur 
tile SSC injector will cost $154 

-million. FermJJab's boosters can 
be upgradeddtr S31 miUion. 

• Pm·Jer tines. lransformers. 
and electrical equipment wlll 
toot $44 mi\llon at a new SSC. 
Fermtlab's power system can 
bo upgraded for $12.S millloo. 

• New roads and parking will 
cost $20.5 mUHon at a new SSC. 
Fermilab's roads and parking 
will meet the SSC's needs 
for $2.2 million • 

• Fennilab has developed 
or purchased $35 m!Nlon worth 
of sophisticated compu!er 
software. Some $6 mllHon 
ot lt can be used tor the SSC. 

• A, new SSC wm require 
$42.9 milltcm tn new lalmfatllf'/, 
shop and suppart buildings. 
Eighty pereent ol this space 
is already available at Fermilab. 

llA.1- IC)l<\-
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• The federal qovernment will 
save$1.32 billion in operating 
costs over 15 years by consoli
dating Fermilab and SSC 
operations. 

1 Recruiting and training costs 
for the SSC will be $71 million 
less at Fermi lab because a 
Skilled, !rained and experienced 
workforce of 2.000 is already 
in place . 

(CONTINUED) 

Fermilab \Vill 
Save American 
Taxpayers Billions 

.. Fermilab'sexistmg.reliable ~· 
lnieclorsystemwiUmeanless "'" ~~ 
downtime during the SSC start· . U S 
up, saving $36 million. • • 

• Less downtime means mo" TREASURY 
savingsbecausetwo·thirdSof ... ~~-tii:iiC;fi~~~~i;i~-~~Cjjj~jpi~~~ 
accelerator operating costs and -
95 percent ot accelerator !)Ower 
costs are related to injector 
system reliability. 

• "'iaxsiayers.wm avoid $959 
million In financing costs over 
25 years by building the SSC at 
Fermilab. (9"k per y11ar. not 
compounde(I.) 

• Fourteen cents of every U.S. 
budget dollar goes to pay interest 
on the fecterat debt 

= 

llA.1-
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Tr.e SSC: vv-ill Be 
F11lly Proclt1ctive 
Soorter at 
" · 1 l \-4 r-r·r; l '::'! ("': 
.L t: 1 '. L~_Cc..· 

llA.1· l'tl'e_ 

• Pt1yslcists-andthena1ion 
-wm realize the benetils of !he 
SSC more qulr,tdy at Fermilab. 

• The SSC could be completed 
and maae productive soon8f 
beCaU$8 key compontnts and 
!¥illtlos "'ill ~""· 

• Fermllab's injectors-1stem 
would make It possible to tt:st 
the SSC flng as a:~ being hUilt 
.No waiting until it's comple!a. 

• A~ouigtakathreetoe!ght 
·.years to ~ke a new SSC in(ec:lcr 
as re~able as Fermfl.ib's Tev<rtron 
sy§:tern is orojecled lo be when 
the SSC ls completed. 

• It would require mare ltt3n 
two years to develop an SSC 
operating team as effective 
as the team a1ieacty in placl' 
atFermrrab. 

• Local councils of the lliirwis 
Federation of Lahof (Afl,CIO) 
llave J)ledged tlral ao sltikes will 
delay constructiGn ot the SSC. 

• Chicago's Deep Turmel.. project 
has excavated fteaf\y loor limes 
more solid rocll-Qn·lime and 
on-blfilgel:-tllan tile SSC rinr 
will require. 
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• Fermilab's Tevatron is tr\8 · 
world~ most powerful pan•• 
aa:el8t;ta< 

• Fermllab Is the only place 
In the world that has bul!t and 
,_..,,.a 1.CIOO-magnet 
S1J!JOl1Xlllductlng acceoraior 

• Ferm11at> represents an 
tnvestment of more than Sl.34 
billion and 1.000 man-years 
ol professlooaJllffort. 

• forty-two pen:ent al domes<< 
ftrmllab users-the sclel1tists 
moslly 11111 to use the SSC-
1Mllk ~the"""' Midwest stalJlS 
ol the Big T"1: lllnols, Indiana 

-· MlcttJgtn, Minnesota, Olllo, Wisconsin. 

• Nearly 1.200Amerk:an 
scientists, students and tecn
nicians trom 75 ul'iVefSitles 
"'conducting experiments 
a1"""'111ab. 

• 'learly 500 foreign scl01t1s~ 
from T1l01I than 20 natloos now 
perforrn research at Fermilab. 

• BulldlngllleSSCelsewhe!e 
wm add io akeady l""'1SB com
pet~lon lor-leneed. highly 
~ned sclel1tlsts needed for 
the""" 

• Competlt100 for S5C-Quallty 
scientists Includes research t01 
synchrotron light sources, SOI 
the ContlnuOuS Sectron Beam 
Acce1era!or Facility. medical 
accelerators. and tusion studies 

(CONTINUED) 

Fermilab: the 
Heart of America's 
High-Energy 
Phvsics ... 

Community 

llA.1- 1917 
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I 

The 1Ylicl\vest: 
A Region 
Cornmittecl To 
Pr1 1,,~, i r:<:: ;...: :.:..::: ::. •:ttch 
...1... ... ~ .... .._.u .J. ~\,'-JV( ..1.- ...1.. L 

~ 

··c 
;llo·;~.;; ~ .... ;' 
.,~,,~,, ,,.,,.-~ 

."'· ,:;.:; .-,~ ''"~ :•ir.;_.,, 
~-- _....£..'.':''.'.:.:: ______ .~::::.._ __ _:_1_~~----~.'."±:_-
llQncris '" as 117 ~<'8 
·~l1c~·•.;11> :•12 " -.p 
IJ :;,,L"·nJ : 11 " _;· 

, .J.'·:~rJ ;; 
C~1\J•:,;1J " •; ' ~:l 
;,'1'111,·~~~ ;j'J '13 
~.l:i 5' l_j .;5 

•Su""'·.,., .... '"~~ .. ·)0.1:n11. '··· ·.·!• 

·-is-bf I rfdr fmelleetuat and mseatl:h 
ccmmurnty-morelllan650 
lndustrlaJ researth labs in 
lllooisatooe. 

Prom- inst!t1ltllxs lndUl!e: 

-Al;DmleNa!Wnal~ 
-111-lr&tllule 
-lbllversityol Chicago 
-NoH1-11Unlw<sily 

Tedllologk:al 111stltute 
-AT&T Boll l.ablratllrles 
-Mioco-GenlBJ 
"--~ ----lnstllule of Gu 'lidinOlogy 

• Ullnols will supplement 
Its """8PllOnal commllmonl 
lo pl1yslcs Wilh ft•d> for 2S 
i1llW tmlvillslty ....... l>lrt 
, of its SSC bid. 

• Illinois also hltl offlred seed 
mcnevro-•Su
due11v11y "1stltuta throogh !ocal 
universities. 

.• Hem's wnat aiher stares 
wllldo: 

"'"""' Colorado 
-lqan 
NorthCWlna 
Tmmes.ee 
Texas 

OOSQecifllld 
unspecified 
12!aoulty 
60faculty" 
30facully' 
$100milllon 
tor~ 
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• W 111e SSC is bufft al N!rmllall. 
scientists WW hl\le more dln9ct 
and nor.S10pflights10 dlaose 
from. 

a... 491 

°""" 294 - 253· 

°"""' 246 

°"""' 231 ........ 79 _,,. 62"" 

• In '19M, J2IJ European 
and 120 .4..:Jian scientists used 
A!rmllab. Mcessiblllty10 
Clllcavo!rom EulO!l8 ill1d Asia 
Is illifkat!fy superior. 
Myfl~h5: 

Eu .... Asia - ii 15 
Dalles 19 8 

°""" 2 0 
Raleigh 1 • - 0 0 
NashvNla 0 0 
Oelrolt 0 0 

• Fortl12 local !ravelef. Chic;ago 
olfm: 

2.400 city btJsos 
1, 100 rapid t1ansit cars 

7 commuter railroads 

!PeOrinllldwil~ :J"Jfll':;$llion lnlm ~ 
RltloAknall.c 11165.~lk';.a!ty",lllC.) 

(CONTINUED) 

1TlolSC:!lotlogTm 

'-tf!dddl• 

Ot5!1Fllytrli 

.. __ - ............ - • 11 

°"'"" 92 78 - 1!i 611 
Naslwille 114 82 

°""" 93 43 
Dallas 88 42 - 89 18 

"(SUM~in'\.~ 
11111;115 !!Ml 19 ---==: ........... .. -::r .. 
""·" t<ng.-,1r1c.1 

~ ~ 

llA.1- iq19 

225"775 0 - 88 (Book 51 - 14 
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h'L \-eel11F=·r11 - ........ - ..... 

~;\caclernic 
Resol1rces
From Presc11ool 
to Post-Grac1l1ate 

Rank In Educational Ellorl and Opportuniltes 

Chltll!ID 13 Oe1rn11 
C1<1~e~g11 011rr:im ,, P~:c.e~1~ 

:)~1.,!S " '.Jasr'.•··e 
[/P'1•.et J,1 

;o 
!Q6 

liil 

~:.~~~no '. .,~,, !~iv~r "l' o,; .o auO"f ~- "2 : ~-·''-'·'; "f'c· "•"' • ti··: 
1~~~~,~-~i~;:.i:;;~_;,:;'.!":~~'~'~;~;~,;C!l,l•' ;• 

• 1\l\nols spends S89 more 
per pup\\ for llS-lhan 
Ille national _ .., publ~ 
elementary and """"1daty 
SC'100fs . 

• Here's how the states 
compaie: - S3,848 

ColonOo 3.697 - 3.531 
U.S. AVerage 3,449 - 3,043 

"""" 2.724 

"'"" Carolina 
2,625 

~ 2,363 

-. TOO average SAT score fol 
llffnols high schOOI seniors in 
1986 was 985-79 points"'°"' 
the natlon.11 average. The average 
ACT score was 19.1, CDmjlOrad 
loan 18.B-nalaverage. 
\UIRH:Slllllla!lol'6'Clllor., $BU 

• Maler "'""'sllles ;m small 
Uberal arts colleges abound in $ 

Ille l'ermllab region. Here is 
how !he SSC ciiles """""'" on colleges and urmrsttles: - "' llelr~t 17 

DaJtas 13 

°"""' 12 ....... 11 
Phoenix 10 
Ralil~m 8 

• The UHnols Mathematics and 
Scienee Acadom'J, just live mies 
lromfonnllab, ~-lo 
serving Ille_., most gifted 

· high scho~ sllJdonts 

llA.1- l'3Z.O 
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• Meb'OpOlltao ChlcaQo ranks 
"""111 in the nation Mgh-tech 
~bs. an e~lmated 200.000. 

• The Fermi1ab region oners 
""'811enl opporlJmilles f1lr 
IW01:an!Orcouples. In 1986. 
--691.000marejobs 
lhanhOuseholds lnlhe area 

• Northeastern Illinois offers 
-for. 
-42.000 engineers, architects 

-:.S0::. .. 1s1s. 
atlietes and entertainers 

-19,000 natural, computer 
andmathematicalsc/6!111sts 

-13.SOO lawl'G and judges 

• When you earn more in 
lftlnois. you keep ...... p,, 
capita st.mi taxes are below the 
national average. Here's hr.Ml 
the states rank: -.. 1629 ..... 706 

Col"""' 708 - TIHI 
rw~ ear011na 829 
U.S.Average 902 

"'"""" 925 . 

If"""'" 958 

iPerCIDlll !WS111t!.llll ell Du:&ll\m.md 
l)IROOllllllCllllllland~WllS.pl• 
-~andlltllttylv.G) 

~finMICClnl!l84-8'5. 
U S Ol'D31"1tnemOl\:rnnll'~ 1989.! 

(CONTINUED) 

·, 

' 

Career Choices 
Are Plentiful 
And Varied 

Torn 
'.\llr-,:mc~ "·u:1~ :·:,.:Jt-.Jll 

!Jatl 11-:i!r.~· ),u~- fir>~·;~ :;,...,,,.-•. 

::°2----~~,:;-~~~'°~~..!~::__~. 
't:llci!Qll 3,239.1(11) :>.:11.100 Z31.tl10 :U9.5llO a:uoa 
~M•O:OI 
.'! WDr"I 1.lMnorJ ao . .:oo """ ,,5 :no 10.COO - ''""" JJ !~Q ~0.)00 >I ?00 ,, 

""' ~n~er .:120.!1JO !><AO~ 5.1 l}lll) v.i ;oo Z7.i(ll} 

IJ.ISIN;llll 398.000 31 800 J• ~00 16 -:oo ·~.5·1':1 

.<J>n>111;0r. 
L!~~rr.g JJa.r,1J1J 20.Sl!O ii.I ~::a 16 ~o S.lOO 
~.l!•i"lfli 

C~rh<!m Wti~O 16 •;Q'} ~8- hiQ ~· 1'.:Q 1.~Q~ 

;\,.·Oar~~¥ Drmr>;r.1/Jo ·:c~ 1987_ il.:lm1et~ ~~rl ·~"'Q 1:11c<m~10)rr ~.irvor.cs J 

···' ·;: :..:·r._,"'-.1. •. --.:- '."'-
....,, ... , ....... _ . ., .. . .. 

llA.1- l~Z-1 
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.... 
:-· .... : 

.... . . . .. -· ...... . ~] '\---j •·or,~ •r, 
' l [ 1 I 1 • ·I I , 
..._, - ,.._,• - :...:.. •4 C.1..l. .. 

~ The Fennllab reg'lon has 
been rated among the bes! 
in the nation tor (JUality of Hfe. 

• Here~ how Plac8s Rated Al
m.macr.mked SSC cities based 
on SUCh variables as economics, 
eoucallon. housing, cHmate, 
recreation and the arts: 

RaleiQll/Durham 3 

°'"" 12 

""""" 21 

°""" 30 

"''"'"" 44 - 58 
OetrJil 87 

• State-of-tne-art heaun care is 
reOO.ily available. R~ketl sewm\ 
In healtll care and environmerit 
by Pfaces Rated Almanac. 
Chicago beasts 21 teaching 
hospita:IS, 6 medical schools 
and 15 cardiac rehabilUat!on 
centers. 

• Suburban flousehclds in the 
fermilab area have more buYil'!g 
poWer t/'lan the suburban neigh
bors of olher SSC sites: 

""- $36,961 
O.sllas 33,822 
Otmvar 33,389 
Detroit 31,92"1 
Raleigh 28.478 
~J~shv1!Je 26,4M 
Pr.oenix <'4.401 

/$1"'11':1' (if F<IY*'I! ~~ 19€~ S.ilts .l!'<l 
M~1•et1N) i.br~!llnem Mag:u.1t1e\ 
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• Fennilab is located 40 miles 
- of llowntown Chicago's 
lakefront high-rises and 
Michigan AvornJe SOOps. 

• It's minutes from some ol 
H1e Midwest's flnest sulll>tls 
and sllo!lPlng-or H1e rural 
homesteads of Illinois. 

• Housinq rs still affordable, 
a pleasant surprise to many 
nowcomers. 

• Here is hoyt key 5.5C cities 
COllWO O!I the median piioe 
of existing slngle·faml~ homes. 

Ra .. gh $96,200 - 11,2111 -... 91,000 
Dat1Wfor1 Worth 89.300 - 82.700 

""""'" 75,700 
Detroit 85,900 

• miools has offered a $44 mii. 
lion, SOlkrllt housing COl11tlim< 
foe sclenllsts ~siting Ille SSC. 
Here's what other states 
are offering: 
Arilona unspecified 
Colorado 500-room 

hotelfor 
vlsitm 

Michigan Visitors C0011)lex 
Tcnnossee Exi.tlng housk19: 

dorms It needed 
Te:icas $36 million fer 

housing, relo
cation :i.nd social 
services. 

(CONTINUED) 

Colonials, Condos 
ancl Farms
Hot1sing in Plenty 
Of Prices 
and Stvle~. 

ti' 

llA.1- l~Z.L 
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\I, l-:1·!c1-C1 l·~c:,. 11.~-- • Clu0 

Ct1ltl1re 1'\ncl 
an Endless List 
of Special Things 
to Do 

llA.1· l~2.4 

• Chalfenofng WOf'ld-premi81e 
dramas. livetf musicals and 
creative interpretations of 
classfe plays are produced every 
night oo Chicago's 59 live 
theater stages. 

• The diversity and quality ot 
Chicago's theater are equal 10 
Broadway's finest oroctuctkms 
al half the cost. Indicative of its 
stature. ChlCi'.go was the site of 
the 1~ World Theater Festival 

! Here's hoY! SSC cities compare 
1n prcfession~tteaters: 

Ch1r:avu 45 

"""' 13 
NMtlvUle 5 
!lotrnll 4 

-~ 3 
flall!igh 3 
PIT°"'• 0 

1Ha11i:lms~O>t~01ytor?oflarrrnll<J 
Alt3 11:1881 

• At Fermi lab 1tse!I, v1s11or~ 
can see an American btJtfaio 
nerd. a rare-bird habitat ana 
a prairie restoration pro1ect 

• Within m11eS of Fermi lab re· 
treatiooal opportumties inclutk 
canoeing. fishing and water 
sk1mg on the Fux River, hrking 
and bicycling on the 40-mi!e 
!Hincis Prairie Path. and ant1Q1,11ng 
at charming tocal shops. 

• Local ootttoor lestiva\S <J.ml 
tustoric celebrations olfe< relaJ'
ing aUernatrros to an urtlan pace. 
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• Forty·nlnl! nations ha11e con .. 
su!ates In Chicago. ilflly New · 
York and Washington. o.c. have 
more. 

• Rich hlstorlcill. art aoo cultural 
troasures are fo111d at 44 mu
seums in the Fermilab region. 
Vi~lols can dellgllt in offerlllgs 
ranging trom Amefican to 
Ukrainian art andholograi>lly 
to surgical sciences. 

' Here's a partial 'ist 

-Museum ol Science and 
Industry 

-Adler ~anebrlum 
-Reid Museum of Natural 

History 
-Jolln G. SlloddAquartum 
-Spertus Museum ot Judalca 
-Tl~ Newbooy Library 

• Movie buffs will find Iha lil11lst 
Holywood and foreign fllms, 
plus dollar matinees and time
honored ciassics, lhroughout 
111• region. 

• Herelstl1enumberofmovle 
theaters in SSC cities: 

CNcago 145 

°"""' 80 
Dallas 54 
Dower 47 
Ral>gMJurllon 34 
Phoenix 33 
Nashvllle 27 

(CONTINUED) 

i~rme11ian, 
German, Indian, 
Italian. Szech1ivan. 
rT" l • 17' 'h . 1 nal-L ti lIUC 
Diversitv In v 

:Neighborhoods 
ar:d fJcd 

1;? 
-..,... 

_..,1'1111 
S!t.OOwn 

"" """"'"" """"' ..... --"""' .... "' "' " .. 
o.rM 2171 " 153 .. 
""'~ 1715 " "' " 17 

Pl':Cenbl !':129 as "' 32 9 
Oe:fOlt t\22 J1 19 " 3 
l'n~1~lilll "' 22 " 13 
~~Ill 

'"""' "' 20 10 D 

Uil!r.1ror!,: \Maw i'J<J1Js-P.~1,1l'!lfS biw:rory. Oun .inu ~r:id1!rett. 19llal 

llA.1- 1'32.'? 
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-, ~.l. e·r.,~c·c·~·, c-·1.p 
... ..o...i.'" ...... •u .. 

Sailors. Die-Hard 
C'rhs Fans '''C1 

_.1-•~'l s.r ..... l -..h .. .I. 

..,.. ... -~ ·1 - ...-.. nn 
'C,[2~[~t .... (I: 1.-...,..--.fC.:: 

I 1 .... ..,.\......J..1..L-1.. l;.'-"L ..J-. ... t.~-C . .._ 

-S1'TfC:.[·,..;.,... r:.· -i:-ur 
V- ·--·-··.:>_LI -

llA.1- I~~--

• Six of AmerlC<J's 100 greatest 
golf courses (as rated l>y Goll 
Oljl&sQ are amo11olhe nearly 
200 courses In the fermilab ania 

• NoSSC site can match 
Ct\k:aoB's.SIX prottssional -:;poo:; 
leamS-lhoNFl Bears, NL Cub> 
Al. WNI!! SOI<. NBA Bulls. Nlil 
Slacitllawks and MISL Sting . 

• TtleGrea.tlakt.!s.coastlloo 
of Lake Michigan offers myrlarl 
_.unillestoryear-round 
~wimmlng, 1\sh\l'IJ. 
boating, waterskiinq, scuba 
and '3lllng. 

• for 81 years. sailors from 
across the country nave raced 
333mile&from Q'l1cago to 
Maclllnac Island, Mictngan In 
a workklass yacilting event 

, Wlthinaahour''idriveoffP.r 
mi!abare: 
-70.599-actes ot nature 

preserves am! (hlOhc park~ 
-BrooklleklZoo wtlh2,000 

species otwilCllile in a :iattir,J 
'1ailila\. 

-Morton Amore1um's Inter 
n;ttionallylmown outdoor 
preoem. 

-St:c FJagsGreatAroorica 
amusement park. 

• The FermHab ¥ea olfers lhe 
beauty of lour distjnct seasons, 
The monthly me-.ffl temperature 
in Jllnuary is 24 degrees. In July. 
it's75. 
iRl!llfonteo w•C~ ptrrrnJ~1on /rori> Pl~ces 
R,1/1!!1 Almw11C 1985 ~o~d .\lcrJ"llv. Inc 
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l}oflllfl:l$.'9tllfll 
P.w<ner Ct.znm!lll. Je;·41 
~a.triG. 

~1.L~.Jr. 
B.ilStarle:llldCOlopapy 

JGl!tt'JC.1111111' 
Ottl~al'JlaG..~ 

(CONTINUED) 

Ek Dtiw!r1 L lftllTIHI 
llTi'loaealChlllil'tlllc ...... -.. 
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f'llm:tiJ. Dunlme 
fiidt-GWQflo"Mall!d¥1:11111ng 

!WllltG. !lllllln 
m!0055~flfL·~ 

lr.Mlr\ILGOf'll 
AJ;~gi1~•tl'<1j<ONre!ir.4oJ:eiliftS 

RNwtllCew.ar 
illlylF. Gitft!n 
Prc~Ho..w~C.l'll11211Y -~"2!Ma.ilu$!.t!.U:li::h 
&VIL-ct~ 

A.'bl!Mlmlltlrl 
H;i<ni;.;n"lr<nt;~ 

·--~•.19111 
~l'l);ll~Qll 

ltllltlrllr:\Oli~!S.llllP'lll 
QBll"'hlllt 

Jrei:T.~ 
D~l'.1'}11!,...-cy~~ 

Or.Oorlll'H.!~ 
Un:i'.ml~1olf!i!nt'<!li10o~ 

Gr.~El.a1"r'O 
~1~tr~ <'f.rn1$ U•;'\'!lffl":tv ...... , .... 
m1&~ 

Ttl•~k.ll)MJ.l.Dllll.JI. 
f'GrmrrtJ S. .14r.:.ia~s.111>;r10C1~"' 

ftDlltflll. Male!! 
FMC C~PQm!oo 

Dr. N.8. lltAllllcll 
~olOu~ 
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fraillfl'.Mk 
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Glftf.L~ 
Call!l!Utf\IJI ill<nals r.:iNlfli! S.W 

lfld1'n.litCo<l1fA,llYotCNQfO 
"big..,_,A -Sl!llllllL'lt~ Sldllrt&Awiill 

ftellt1t111.,-.._ 
A.T.ffea~.111c. 

0r.~1•1t.war 
Nof\lllmlemUlllWt!ty 

Dt.MortlllW.11* 
Ullr.ei&l~OfllllftGiC 

at Llrbana-f.?lac~i:l9l 

llA.1- iqz.::i__ 
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My ~ame ts Jim Peters. I om th• director of 

the Midwest Regional Office of the' American 

Farmland Trust, a national, nonprofit 

conservation organization whose aim ia to 

protect prime far~land from i.mnecessary 

conversion to non-farm uses. 

AFT i~ 'f!f61l aware of the important 

scientific and technical impacts of the 

proposed Superconducting Super Collider, as 

well as the many advantages the Illinois 

site offers to tha atta selection 

committee. 

However, we are concerned about the 

potential--and we feel unnacessary--loss of 

thousands of.acres of aorne of thia nation•s 

highest-Quality farmland by the land 

acQuisition policies for the SSC's western 

ring. 

The sot ls in western Kane County are among 

the most productive in the u.s. The result: 

high crop yia1ds, stable ru~al communities, 

and local land-use controls that ara 

deaigned to prevent costly-•and 

llA.1· 
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unnecessary-- urban sprawl. ((Kane County's 

farmland protection policies encourage 

suburban growth to be 1ocated in, axieting 

urban ciantel"S a·iong t~e Fox R~ver, in the 

•astern part of ·t!ie count)!.)) 

It is our belief the SSC~ be 

stted in a way thee will coexist with the 

area's natural resources and existing 

communiti•s. Howiever, the 

approach and impacts suggested by the Craft 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) de not 

sugg~st wa.ys t.o m"ir,im 1 ze the unnecessary 

Sp~cifically, we ha~e the following 

concerns: 

1, The EIS's definition Of the ~convers.i..9..!:L_ 

Qf_high-guality farm1~nd ts trroneous. 

According to the draft. EIS, only 163 acres 

of "prime or ~rnportant" farmland will be 

converted for SSC use. However, a tot.al of 

some •,OOO acres of r.igh-qualtty farmlanQ 

(outside the current F~rmi National 

Accelerator property) actually will be 

llA.1- l'334 
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purchased for the SSC proj•ct- 1Moat .of this 

acreage ia located in a halt-mile wide, 

ten-mi la long str1p of far-ml and. in west(ltrn 

Kane County, between the rural communities 

of Big Rock and Elburn. 

Why the discrepancy? The EIS con.tends-~and 

this is trlle for each of the uven •tates 

under considaration--that :the ,farm·la.n.d ln 

Illinois is not #converted~ unless it ia 

covered over by a building or parking lot. 

We feel it ; s the purchase o:f h~ gji-qua 1 'i·ty 

farmland by a p~bl ic agency that ·detierm1·nu 

"conver$ion." Once pr'OJ:iart-y ow1iership i.a 

taken from the person who f.arms 

that land, you ~re changing its use-~and 

that of the surrounding area--permanently. 

For inat..lnc~. while PLlblic .ownet"&hip iTl ·Che 

case of tha SSC mey al l<JW ·a .fmr.mor ·co 

temporar-i ly lease the ·111nd 'back for 

agr-icultur-31 purposes, i.t a'lso .w;:i~1 ma~e i.t 

impossible for that person t1;1 pll.an for the 

propert~'s future use. 

Any invest.men~ in permanent conservation 

llA.1-
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practices, construction of required farln 

structures or roads, or acQu·isition of 

additional 1and will become impractica1, 

simply. because the farmer no longer will 

have any guarantee that another SSC-related 

facility wouldn't spring up tomorrow. For 

all intents and purposes, land purchas~d by 

a public agency .!A land lost to 

agricultural production. The EIS 

should consider this in its conversion 

figures. 

Howe•19r, ther-e are alternative acquisition 

approaches that could minimize this 

conversion issue. At the very least, the 

owner ahou1d be entitled to a Mright of 

first refusalM tn the event the land 

revart3 from public ownership. 

Far mor9 appropriat.e, however", given these 

circumstances, WQuld be for the government 

agency to purchase "easements" over most of 

the prime farmland that is not ~ru?..g~ 

reQuired for the SSC. This -would enable the 

government to eontro1 activities that m19ht 

1nt~rfere with SSC operat1ona, while keeping 

llA.1 • l'l 3(;> 
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ownership where it belong.s-.. with the person 

who farms the land. 

2. No consjdei-atian is given to the 

Ugnificant impacts of a proposgd 

j£J.~rchangg a~~an Road and t-88 

L!;_he East-West Tollway>.._ 

This 1nterchan9e is simoly identified ·in the 

Ei:S as an "i;ncill.<.i-y r::i·:ility" (Section 

4.4.3.5). A1l ariyonri! ri;;iiliar with 

development knows, a new highway interchange 

can have disastrous impacts on land uses in 

a rural comrnunity, It's .a ·CGmmon aoenario; 

first come the land epeoulators, .followed bY 

increased property values and taxes, then 

scattered suburban development, and .finat ly, 

farmers forced off the land well 1n advance 

of the natural course of development. The 

impact of this SSC-induced land speculation 

probably will spread even farther west ir.to 

DeKalb county, a point that ha8 been well 

taken by the DeKalb County Farm Bureau. 

An interstate interchange at this location 

also would be at odds with local land-use 

llA.1· .... 1q~~~1,_ 
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pol1cy. Kane county's Development Plan for 

the Year 2000 aho~a the entir~ area around 

tne proposed SSC's "far cluster"--and 

stretching three t.o four miles in either 

direction--to be •xclus1ve agricultural 

use. The county's own toning policy 

reinforces this with minimum lot sizea of 15 

acres to discaurag~ land speculation. And, 

in f~ct, the county tradit1ona11y has 

opposed new interehangea in areas targeted 

for long-term agricultural use. 

W~ feel the SSC can be built without a 

second interchange, But if one 11. planned, 

1ta lmpact.:a should be considet"ed tn an 

envi ronments.1 impact re" iew, 

3. !h..~ take9 licl!~.Sa wi'1h lo~ 

~a regylat1on§, 

Tabl~ 5.1.7-i refers to the area to be 

ac~ujre~ ln western Kane County as hav1ng 

Mmixed/s~burban~ :oning. This i$ 

inaccurate. 

E.<cept for a ~ smal 1 portion of land n~a'" 

the towns of E1Curn, Kanevi11e, and Btg 

llA.1-
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Rock, this ten-mile-long, half-mile wide 

strip is zoned AND planned for agricultural 

use. 

In fact, Kane County has been consistent in 

ita plans for this region--in an effort to 

continue agricultural use until 

suburbanization and public services Clearly 

have a need to spread well beyond the 

ongoing suburbaniza~ion in the eastern third 

of the county. 

The EIS also states that (Section 5.3.2.3) 

Mthe agricultur~ productivity trends in the 

area are declining and may continue as a 

result of pres_sura from suburbanization." 

Try telling that to the farmer i~ Kaneville 

Township who continues to produce corn and 

soybean yields that ar~ among the highest in 

the world. Or tell that to the communities 

of Elburn, Kaneville, and Big Rock, who 

continue to vote a.ge.1nst expansion of public 

services that will change th~ stable 

character of their small towns. 

Granted, suburbanization has spread intQ the 

llA.1-
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TESTIMONY/J.Petars/10-7-88/Page 9 

eastern half of Kane county. But. as moat 

local plannera will tall you, development 

very likely won't occur in the Kaneville 

area for the faraeaable future •.• th~t is, 

unless it ts encouraged to do so by needless 

and costly public improvements and land 

Purchases. 

Conclusion 

Aa I stated at tha outsat, the American 

Farmland Trust is aQ.t. opposed, tn principle, 

to the siting of the Superconducting Super 

Collider in Illinois, or in any of the other 

six Gtatas under considaration. 

However, the SSC's final Environmental 

Impact Statement must reflect the true 

impacts this major public inves::..'Tlent wi.11 

have on the environment, and on the existing 

communities within its path. 

The placement of this facility will be 

regulated under state and federal laws: the 

Illinois Farmland Preservation Policy Act 

and the Federal Farmland Protection Policy 

Act. These statutes reCJU1r• proper 

llA.1- 1~4-0 - -- - '--· 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

TESTIMONY/J,Petars/10-7-88/Page 10 

measures be taken to minimize th• disruption 

of thoisa communiti'aa and t'n• va1uab1e 

farmland that surround them. 

AFT staff are ·prepared to aesist state and 

fadera1 agency staff to develop these 

mitigation measures. 

Thank you for this opportunity to cornment 

on tha drnft EIS. 

llA.1 • ..:.• ~..:..4.:...:lc__ 
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LEITER (CONTINUED) 

RequeslS ror g<nera1 information on project plans and !he 
importance of !he projea to !he nadon's science ..,d leclmology 
sh<>uld be dittcted 10: Scoping comments 

and lnformallon 
requesg are handled 
by different Deparc
menl offices 

Dr. Robert Diebold, Dim:1or, 
SSC Division 
ER-24,0lN 
Office of Energy Research 
U.S. Dept. or Energy 

· WashinglOO, DC 20545 

For Further lhfonnation 

A set of project documents is available in each of the 
Department of Energy reading rooms lisled on the back cover. In 
addition, the Notice o( lnrent includes a list of local libraries duu 
have the projc« documents. 

Ani.11'1 tDl'l£eptior1 of 
OM of 10 cOmpressor · 
ftu:Wtiu on tM callidt!r 
ring . 

... 
. ...:. ... 

..... .& - . 
""111- ' • •' 

.-.!!; ~-· 
-~-~ . •.. 

-· ssccamw.-DESICiN GP:OU" ,_. ...• -· -··:-. - -
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LETTER "?99 

Mr. William Hess, Chainnan 
SSC Site Task Fon:e, DOE 
ERC6S/GTN 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

Dear Mr. Hess: 

SN452 Hidden Springs Drive 
St. Charles, Illinois 60175' 

October 7, 1988 

Thank-you for giving me Ibis opportunity to conunent on the Draft of the 
Environmental Impact Statement for the siting of the Super Conducting 
Collider in Illinois. My comments result from the review of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statemen~ Superconducting Super Collider, Volumes I 
and llI, Volume IV Appendix 4 dated August.1988, U.S. Department of 
Energy. 

Still to Ibis dare I am somewhat unclear to die exact location of the ring with 
respect to my house. In figure 3-12 very little detail is given to side streets in 
the development were I live. Does the proposed siting of the ling lie beneath 
my house? Its a mystery to me. For a project of such scope I am disappointed 
in the amount of detailed information which is made readily available. 

In Table 3-7 you state that 350 water wells will be lost. Is Ibis due to the 
physical location of the ring or does it include the possible contamination of 
wells from cont.aminants such as radiation that do not reside directly on the 
ring? Will there be someone monitoring my drinking water for contaminants? 
If my well is contaminated what contingencies are planned? , 

In 3.6.1' you imply I.hat public radiation exposure levels will increase. Y t!t in 
3.3 you state that the proposed area is developing rapidly as a suburban 
community. Does this make sense to you? fucreased radiation hazards s.'lould 
be met with the reduction of possible exposures NOT an increase. 

The radioactive materials which are found in rocks bcnealh the Surface are the 
same materials which you intend on excavating and relocating to four local 
qua_nies. (You do no state which four! ) 111is radiation, if ingested (for cg. by 
drinking contaminated water) will remain in the body and the person will 
become a source of radioactivity. Must we \vait until our children or grand 

llA.1- l94-G> 
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LETTER 9~'7 (CONTINUED) 

children develop abnormalities or birth defects before we put a stop to such 
activities. 

As mentioned above, the illinois site is cunently developing rapidly as a 
suburban community. Under the Clean Air Act this region has been designated 
as a nonattainment for bolh ozone and carbon monoxjde. How can the 
increase in traffic due to construction help to reduce this already unwanted 
problem. 

The intent of this letter is to neither aupport nor reject the building of the 
Superconducting Super CoUider but to bring to your attention the 
uncertainties, health hazards and dangers associated with having lhe collider 
located in a densely populated region of llinois. The Fox Valley region for the 
Supen:onducling Super Collider is a bad choice. Please do the right thing and 
locate the collider elsewhere. 

;:7f~A.fl~ 
Edward G. Myszka 

llA.1- 1q47 
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LETTER =10=0=0,___ 

STATEMENT BY ROllEJ!T RA"'llND. CMAJ.RPEJISOlt, 
DUPA&E COUtm DEVtLOPMEll'I ~HEE 111\lEB 
G£T08ER 1, 198&,. TO BE MEAD ANO llAOE. A 
PAllT OF TRE PPOCEEOINGS OF TRE DEl'ARTllENT 01' 
EN£11GY PU8tlC REARING SCH£1lUlED ON TM!JRSOAY, 
OCTOBER 7, I988 TO DISCUSS THE DRAFl 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ON THE 
Slll'EllCOllOllCT!HG. SVPEJI Clll.J.lDER 

As CNfrrun of the DuPage £oun,ty 9e'«!10pm4!nt COlllll·ittee. I ff CORs.tantly faced 

with the ev&luatfon of development proposals. One of our prfncfpal concerns fs 

aJways t~e abjlfty of tbe infrastructure to handle the proposed development: 

The Draft Envh'.'onntent61 Impact Statement dcmonstr'ates that Illinois not only 

has much of thl! int'r&Kructure to handle this project but also offers several 

unique advantages over other site locations. 

The single greatest asset we in Il11nois h<!.ve is Fennilab. Millions of dollars 

can be saved on both construction and operating costs by using the Fermilab 

facilities in the construetiQn of the SSC. 

The analysis outlined in the Draft Environmental Impact StateA1ent shows that 

less new roads would be needed at the lllinois site. Fermilab 1 s excellent 

location ne.ar 111ajor transportation arterials can save iMiny project dollars. 
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LETIER =!.O~O~O~- (CONTINUED) 

The analysis a1so shows that the existing infrastructure in Illinois would 

mean less improvements would be needed to provide electric power and natural 

gas. Water and sewer service ar-e also available on site. 

The Femilab site include'S few ecologically natural •~as and would N!sult in 

negligible hab1tat loss. Some prime farmlands.would be lost but. as the report 

points out. continued suburbanization without the SSC would also result 1n 

loses of farmland. Fewer acres of prime tannland would be converted to SSC use 

in Illinois than in any other location except Arizona. 

The sumnary tables show a large amount of wetlands at the Illinois site. 

Although wetlands comprise about ll'S of the site, as the statement paints out, 

111Uch of the wetland property lies within the existin9 Fermilab propertY. and 

makes up a Portion of the Fennilab Prairie Restoration Natural Area. The 

report conc'udes that oennanent convers1on of wetland habitat would be minor in 

terms of areal extent and value of the habitat. Mitigation of wetland damage 

would bt undertaken by DOE. 

llA.1-
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LETTER 1.000 (CONTINUED) 

The analysis also shows that the incrf'olSP.d Pflpul11tion. with the incumb~nt 

housing and public service needs of that population. could be more tr..in 

adequately accoomodated in Illinois. Increased housing d!!mand could be easily 

met by area's eom;t,.uction 1ndustry. Increases 1n pt.1blii:: service einployment 

would be negligible. 

While the e.\isting f"emiTab faei?it'!~s arid sul"'rounding infrastructrJre would 

result in lower costs and lesser !mpa.-.:t. mi c011ll'!unity facilities, it wouid 

result in more ecor.omic ben~fits. Mtll'e indirect. peak year construction jobs, 

or 7,044 jobs, would be created at the lllinoi:; site. More indh·ect jobs, or 

l,796 jobs, would be l"@alized d11ring the first year oi;.er11t1ons. And lastly, 

b"igl:ler SSC~related earnings and sa?es. both during construction and du,..ing the 

first year of operations. would QCcur at the Illinois site, 

Creating the greatest economic benofit at t~e lo1o<est CQSt is a unique 

opµortunity only 4'1ailabll! in fllinois. FennilaO's existing facilities afford 

us this Of.if,vr ~11'li ty. The Or aft En·1i ronmenta l !moact StatP.ment outlines many of 

the advanta9es of siting the SSC 1:-t Illinois . .'l.s Chairl"lan of the OuPage Co1Jnt1 

DeYelopment Corm1ittee ~nd a mefl'.ber of the OuPagl! County Regional Plann~ng 

Cocrmiss1on for last twenty years, I strorigly endorse tl'oe selection of fe1"1'!ilab 

as the location of the SSC and feel that tke Illinois site is the best possible 

and most economical 9h~ice. 

llA.1- 1~'50 



LETTER /()()/ 

Il'IPACT ON WATER GUAL.ITV AND TRAFFIC SAFETY 

r1'1 ca ... ent• will address two princip•l concerns of •o•t families 
living in rural sub-divisions tn close pro1i•itu to the proposed SSC. 

<A• IMpact o~ groundwatar -Guelit• and Ouantitv· 
an• (8) "ove .. nt of surface construction equip•ent end personnel 

Firtt: Water C9ncern• 

Al•ost all the people living on the western half of the proposed tunnel 
site obtain ·their llto9.ter suppl\!. frOll p1'ivatel\I owned wells. Unlike Texas 
and Ari1ona. the lllinoi1 site is not above the gT'ounddte1' •q,uifers. 
but within·the aquifer regions which are associated with our groundwater 
supplies. In .. n .. places the proposed tunnel would pass eithe1' through 
ez:Lsttng •11 casings or ver1i1 close ta OUT' source of 1M'ter. In •v 
n•ighbOT'haad. 111ell depth• T"•ng• f"ra• 200-500 f••t d••P·' 

A• fa1' wail•"r 11,uali\V it i• 1•n•T'allV quit• good. exc•pt .f01" th• eirp•ct•d 
hffcln••• •ich T'•ClUiT'e• • w.teT' saft•neY" ta •la• dawn th• build-up af 
.. ane•iu• and c•lciu• carbonate• in OUT' b•throo•• •nd lr:itchens. During 
pe•k periods a~ use the w.t•r do•• develop • di•tinct t•1te which i• due 
to the pr••enc• of hVd1"0gM1 •Ulficle in the ••tar. Also. in period• of 
low UNI•• • tl••• of ... t•1" will •ctuallV bubble lilr:e sod• pop. Thi• we 
•ttrilaute to the p1"e•ence of 1••e• such •• ••thane in th• w•te1". 
Support f01" this conclusion •te•• fro• the ob•erv•tion that ..... de 
..... n ou1" new ... 11 .... being capped at ground ·level. When the c••ing Mas 
being cut with • torch the te.iporaT"V c•p to the well Mas blown B0-100 
feet in the ail' bV en eirplo•ion in the w•ll c••ing. The presence of 
hVdrogen sulfid• encl Mth•ne in the aquife1" are•• could pose • verv 
costlv su1'pri•e to those involved in constructing t,he tunnel. 

According to "th• EIS there •re direct hvclrological conn•ction• between 
the aUl"f•c• ... tar ancl our groundwater supplies he1'e in Illinois. This 
open• the potential fo1' inc1'e•••d si lt•tion. inc1"••••d •uT"fac• 
pollutants and const1"uction pollut•nts to ente1" our •o•t precious source 
of 111ataT' while the tunnel is being built. 

' A• foT' wate1" quantitv. OUT' 1"egiono 1111ith OUT' pT'esent T'apid gT"owth r•t'e, 
T'ight no• faces a potenti:t.al shortage of ••fe dT'inlr:t.ng wateT'. Th• 
dT"ought this suMMlt1" '-•• bT'ought this ·T'•alitv closer to home when_ a 
n•beT' of 111ell• h•d to be extended ar co•pletelv Y'edT'illed. With the 
constT'uctian af the pT'opased SSC tunnel at it• pT'esent loc•tion we •11 
.av h.v• to eitheT' dig deepeT' into the gT"ound OT' inta OUT' poclr:et• to 
find enough w.tel' faT' al 1 af us to us•. 

llA.1- 1'¥51 __ 
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LETTER I ()0/ 
(CONTINUED) 

Brief1~. I would lik• to touch on traffic probl&MS during tunnel 
constT'uction. Movement of sul'f'o11:a v•hicles within alread11 congesteit 
araa!l will baa 5erious problltfll. Friction alread11 elCis~s betw.ttn people 
living in these areas and traffic supporting home and road con9truction. 
I've 'Jean several cars damaged Que to fl"ing T'Ocks. mud attd ci:instruction 
m•teT"ial fl'om f•'!.t moving vehicles. Ou'I" children use thes• roads to 
•eet school busefj and to ride blc11cleS for recreation and sport Will 
theiJ have a chance on th••• ••tra11WJ9 1111111 road•? Beside.• lor an 
incT'e•se in the potential for·an accident, the noise level, in what used 
to be a r11ther q,uiet •r•a in which to live. is definlte111 going to 
inct'ea•e !rtubstanti•ll~· especiall11 Po'f' those wllo liv• on one Qf the 
tunnel access roads. 

In summar-11, the unknown efPect on wat•1"' qualit11 and its ·availabilit'I 
combin•d 11,1ith eacessive ouaount oP con•t ... uction t'f'affic. suggests that 
the most ... 9Spons.fble aC:tion"to tak• woUld be to locate t·hi1 p1"DJ•ct i.n 
•n area th•t is rtot so fteavi lq P«?PUlated. · 

10/06/86. 
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LETTER 
/OO:Z... 

Dr• Wilmot H•aa, C~a1rllan 

SSC Site 'raak Poree 
ER-61t/GT?f 
Otfiee of En•r~7 Reaearck 
o.s. DepartlleDt of SnttQ' 
1aalllin1ton, Do c. 205~5 

.t.ttnt SSC DIXS Cor:1111enta-JoN ••• tot.l oatp•t of 1ooda and ser•i••• and 
population danait7, 

I aa daepl.y •On•arnad o•er tke DOB'• 9'0llti.D11ad aonaideration of tll.a Poz Ri••r 
Valla:r aa a potant1Al aita for tlle SupenondnatiJlC SDper Collider. 1111•111 llaa 
"••• •de bJ' propoenata of tka 880 of U1e joba tll.ia proj .. t will 1anwata 
d1lriq tlle aonatrv.ation ud operation periods, Bat 1.9 tlU.a job 1 a i•••• •D 
appropriate ra.u. 

Qioald not tile npUaia be on tll.a •al•• of tile kDO'll'l.dca tlult ri.11 ff obtained 
from tlla SSC raa .. nllt BapU.ie on joN 1Dd1aatu tllat \aai.q nppwt of tlla 
proJ••t on tlla ••lua of it'• output ia a w .. k ar11111ant. 

IUt wo1ll.d be wronc ritll ~11di111 all oo.r .onay on tke SSC' 'l'k• anner ia tkat 
tllua woul.d be little or no oat.pat tut n aoald Nt or 1'Mr or U•• 1D. 
ft• probl .. 1• tMt " an foe11111.n1 oa U•• l•bor in•ol•ed ••d aot on .Ut 1• 
produced. 1'ocua1.Jl& oa job• and not on wllet. 1a pl'od•••d 1• ••oid1q tJle iaeae 
of •lletller or not \k• outpat of tlle SSC projeet 1• l'Hll.7 Defal. 

'!'II.• IO't'•rDD•nta ot P<>laDd and tlle USSR f04i11a OD joba in tlleir' national -onold• 
poll•iH. A• • rulllt, praeti.a.l.17 •••rJ"bOd1 be • job; bat tlle ffOnoai.• 
011tpat of tllee• aatioaa 1.a .. toetropllieall.7 b•low Uieir potant1al. 

BuiJI.••• people aake 1n•eatmerata not ffeeuae tJlq rill c•n•rate joba, Wt 
be .. ll*e ant1•1pated l'9•eoue •x• .. d• antieipeted eoetai tlaat 19 ,,... ... tJ1•1 
for•••• pl'Ofite. 'I'll• .. _ ataadard alloald •Ppl:t to aoe1•t1'• inffataenta. 
fll•1 too eiu>"old 11eet tlle teet of ti.e urket pleee. Tile SSC nri be jlaatified 
on tile baaie ot •alue of cnatp11t enffd.1.Ac eoata1 not 1Meaue it el'9•t•• jobe1 

A•tWll~, wit.II tlle rate of arcnrtll tll• ro.z Ri•er V•ll97 ia experi•n•iDl1 tlle 
job• 1aaua ill l\ldiarou.. Hae tlle DOB eondutlld apasifia poJtllation deuit1 
studiee O'l'•r tlla entire .,. .. ot tile proj .. ted aitet If ao 1 ..,,7 did on• of 
tll• DO! off1etalll erpr•aa a1u:• aur,rime (d1a?'1nc t!le eit• .. opini in ldd Me:r) 

·. llA.1· 1%~ 



LETTER /002- (CONTINUED) '1' 

at tae ou.mber o! new aubdiviaiona tltey a~w. oo ·~r ... ~ tllutir maps ak01ntd to be 
a:rioultural fields? 

APF~rentlJ' 1 tae oapa tkey•d been s~own war• d!'awn prior to· the rae.snt boom in 
de•elo,mant we've expari~noed. 

It 1<: j•.1st v11ry di!t!-:iult tor l!!.e to understand w!l:r t!aa !"oz P.1"1er Valley ta still 
under i:onaidar:1tion ae a site tor SSC w!len it will affe'et ao many thou11and11 r>t 
t;11e, people w•o .llaYo. akoaan to leva Aare~ Paopia wko kava 1:1111de a paraonal 
inv&stoent i.n and a cQlmi~t tO. t.ke ap~c1J.l qaal1t1ea' of ·our l'lrea. 'l'!utse 
apeci.il qualities llllVa aeeti ua i:ieluded 811on: .. tlle 50' 111oat daa1rabla pl.aces 
t'l live in tlile United, States (Aue:. ? CAro.¥~le). 

Tka qualiti..te we p:ri~• are beauty, tranquility and tlile quieter paae Of •ou~try 
lite. '!.'lie majority ot .ue did not aeleot tkia arita to' settle in and raise ou~ 
tai:iilie8 b-auae it. was a. potential site 'tor If uelii•e ·aboTe and'· undere:round 
•oa.atr:u•Uou,pro-JM.~ o.r: to lla.v• o~. ll0..8'. l.o.•a.ted ,o~ to_p Ot • Seientili• iirojeet. 

1 .ftral,y Mli.9,:e tllat .. proj•i::t ot t~is macni,t.ud~ rill irTe't'ereibl.7. leeeen tit.• 
Y•rr q11alitie• tut uk. our u-. Suc:JL a wOndertu.ii, 'if»e•ial: plaee to live. 

llA.1-



LETTER I tJ 0.3 

DeKalb County Clttfk & Recorder 

AOrmnl1t11 ·- lulld\no 
110 E. Sycamoni Street 
Sveamore, llUO<Ms 80178 

Whenever 8011eOne .. tau • phooe coll, pla7a a video ga .. or turns oa their 
deak computer, theJ are benefiting frOll yesterday'• quantlMI phyaice ra~•arch. 
In juat the 1a ... vay, the Superconducttna Super. Colltder (SSC) over the long 
tar. vill result in naw applicationa that rill find their uey iDto tcaorr.,.-'• 
daily life 

When it te conatructad, the SSC vtll be the 1'0rld'a larges~ actantiftc 
inatnment. 0.aigned to atudy the baatc atructura of .attar and aaergy, tt rill 
atratch aan'• taovledga of the untvaraa far beyond present lillita. Jf 
tott.1tructad tn lllinoia it vill extend froa the present Par.! Lab 1ita to the 
aaatera DeKalb County line. 

In operation, the SSC will acealerata proton beaJll!I by radio frequency energy 
to opposite dtractiona around a 53-1111.-long race track-lib tunnel. These 
bis ... Will colltd• at nearly th9 ape•d of light vi.th an •nergy of 40-trillion 
d.•ctron wolte. All of thi• •111 a:haalate vta.t .. ay •cienti8te ••Y happened a 
fraction of • •aeond after the anlverae vaa formed. 

ln the debate over th• Supercondacttna Super Colltder th• question to be 
ana-red by northern lllinoia reeidenta ill not vhy. but where. 

Twenty-five etetea hav• propo••d aite• for tbe SSC. teati1&0ny to nearly 
univereal recoaattion that the SSC 1• not only d•airabl•• but neceasar,. It ie· 
naceasery bacausa the ... rican phyatca c~tty i• 1a danaar of falling behind 
aa the So•i•ta and luropeaa1 build lara•r. more powerful 8tl19 emaahera to probe 
deeper into the 111ateriea of the ata.. It ta nacaaaary because th• knowledge 
~atned in thi• acteattfic study offers bop• of n.., understanding and new 
t8t:lmola,ey that will al.moat certainly change our 110rld. ' 

The United Stat•• n•ada to build tha SSC to r•ta~n tta poattton of 
leadership i• the aru of htgh-eat;rgy phy9tce and high technology. 

ln announctng the tlllletable for the SSC ette eelactiOn ,rocaaa.- ·s.cretary 
of Energy John s. fferrtngton •aid the SSC "hold• the pote11tial fl)r a nsv 
1•naretion and a new t'rt'olution 111 •Ci9PC•• education. technolo81 and c(1111911rce." 

--rh• Super Collider will be a beacon for Alleriea'• acience and teehnolo11 
that will be 'known around tM·vor1d." Bauingtoa. ••id. •tt ..,111 be a "f&luable 
training gTound fo?' .-ertcan aeienti•t• end an 8-ttraetion. for •ny of tM 
world'• leadin9 phy•tcist• to li'9tl and .Ork in the United Statea.• 

It apecifically "111 prOYtde Morthen1 lllinoi• UniTeretty with a rich 
reaource Of greet acientific ldnd• that eOUild be •tilta-4 ea.aueet lectur•r• and. 
inmtractor•. The University would addt~ionally bin'• the aYatlability of \UliDB 
the facility •• a field labor8tory. 

Clerk's Oflk:t81$-895-7149 Aecofder'I Off~ 895-7,SI Etec::ttons 89$-7147 Tix bieniK>n ·ea&-7148 
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LETTER 1003 (CONTINUED~ 

su,-r:conduct.:tng-.s..p.r:t:ollid.•i: 
Pap 2 

Pour of tb•. •f&h.t lar .. at aacelArat:ora. hr the world are located io tbe 
Untced State111. 'Iha, voru•·• lat'gqt: and. eo•r: powerful is located at the Perw.1 
National Acceleratot t..bontotJ '(Femi!l.cb). :I.It· latnia,. about JO· lliles ve•t of 
Chicago, Fet1U.Lab hli• a fou.~il.e-lona undarground tunnel and t.,,atron vith a 
one-trillion electron volt capacity. ffovever, F•rm.ilab'a praeeifteat pos~tiotl of 
world lea4erahip 1• betas challenged. 

Pourtun European nation• have joined togetlMr to form a CO'IUIOt'tium whicb 
haa· already dtaco.er•f three aev pa.ticlea· ac. 1.t.• accelerator in Switzerland. 
The- S.vi•t Ll,n1oo ta buildin& a ll-IU.1.-ciri:ulllfarenc• accelerator vhich. when 
co•pl•tad in 1993, will ~. tbra• ctma., 110r. po.N.r:fu.l. tbaD Perm.ilab'a Tevat~. 

?11J.riot·s l• one· of- ••••D at:aua. aalactall by. a, jolat c~tea an. the 
"fflltiOftal Ac•d•.,. of Science•· ud. Ul• Mat:l.oaal Aead-:ir. of_ Ena:ln••-rinl •• 
ftuliat• tn the ·SSC competitiOSt.. 'tbe othez: •t&tN ara A.rllou.. Colorado. 
Htchigan. Hortb Carolina. Tennea•e• and Taxu •. 

hc•ue-• of J:ta- ftonoaic btpacc, .. eOllpet.ttiOG for. the. SSC. moug· the· •tat•• 1• 
fterc• and vµl iacre ... in. 1ntenaitf' nU.l lltut. fiD&L aalact1aa l• completed i.o 
J4auarr. 19&9". 

The SSC pt"ojeec will b• DIM of. the laz:pat MDP.., 1oveament. coua.truction 
p~ojecca in history. vith •current price caa..ot .ata thaa $4. billion~ Just 
building the SSC will take Sheu ysatt "1th· 1111ca tbatl 4 1.SOO. peopla. imrolved in 
th• coaatcuctton proce••· (Ool7 3,000 if the. SSC. ia-. buil~ in. Illiooia, because 
F•rmilab 19 alrudr ln vlace).. Once-opetatiaaal.. t- facilitJ vtll baa a 
perunotnt wort fa"' ol about 2r!OO people abd ao.. ueual budpt; of $250 million. 
Support service• will C"'C'•at• huncteedt-...af. addJ.t.ioul. job11- ad expand the tu: 
base. 

Perhaea· 'tha graaceet asaet that... IlltnoJ.1 bu to oCfar. in ct.. bid for the 
SSC Ls the Per91lah tta~lf. 

Illinoia ta propo9ia1 to atte tbe SSC adiac:aat to Fer11ilab 1 using its 
Tavatron accelerator ff «tr- Lqjaetor •r•t• for: the SSC. Accord!ns to a •tudy 
prepared by an inde1M;adent panel of bu•iD••• con•vltanta. this vouJ.d s••• the 
(ad•ral govet'MIC1'tt •t leut t3. 28 billi.Oa ltfh1J.e, pr•••nins the r•u•n:h· 
capab-il!tr of F'etailab·, If' tbe SSC' :La built eleevhere .• th• governaent will 
etdter have to tund tw U;ftn" accelei:a-tor proj.cta or walk away. ft'Oll· the $1.3 
billion already tnn•ted iaJPemiJ.ah-. The. •tud,:. found that tbe SSC vtll co•t 
f42"i mtllton !e11a ea but.1ct, t,11J .tll:lon la••· to at.art up, $959 •illion lesa to 
finance and $1".32 ltillf:OQ leaa· to optn.t.• U8& aillion & yearf15- ye.an) if it 1• 
built ac. P'er11il.tb.. This fa no· iutgnUJcaat. ~ua ta: •itt ot the factual budget 
deficit. tn addtctort,. F~lab otfera.i, 

• Factllt'i .. to unu!aeture J.Lqw.d. bel.1•,, the- a.ubatance used to 
euper-eool. the magnet,. 

• Ontqu• eicpertence in 09erattn1 • u••iv• cr:yogeak •rafte1' ta 
coollnB iMlttnats. 

• The only laboratory ln tbe VOT·ld- vittl: ata.ff esptn:ieoc.d in 
oper3ttn~ a superconducting accelerator. 
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Superconducting Super Collider 
Page 3 

Despite its greet size, th• SSC will have little adverse impact on the 
anviromnent in ·lllinota. Approximatri:lf' twa, buadretl ,ar.n.l.•1 of· pr:opart1 vill be 
taken Qver by -the venture, Conaequently, all property ovneraivd.11• be guarnnteeiE 
the proper Nar~et value return on their land and all relocation coat• vill be 
borna by the State, 

rru., lLlinoia-- plan far the, SSC. c.1.111. far: it.- toi be b.uiilt.: in bedrock 300 to 
500 feat belov ground in portioaa: of:; Dol'a1e1 . Kan-. andi Ke:Wll. counties. 
App1:cnc41111tal,.- 90l parcant o.f: the. lead.: oa: chr. aur.faC.:- tr.UL, re.Un undisturbed. 

BnvironmeataL. ud.1•olo9tca1~.vonk d.on. by: r ... arahera. of. the' Illinois 
Depart•ent of Energy and Natural Reaourcaa ahowa that the northern Illinois are• 
111 co•p•llibl.e with·, th9! SSC. WildUfa- and~ natur•L r••ou=-•~ rill .be largely 
undieaucblltL and, totall:r·· prataated. 

Acceleruorai produce: Malig.ibl•-· nounta of_ radtoacti..vity. In everyday life 
we are exposed to certain a•ounte of natural r_adioactivity fro. conic rays and 
froa. radioaeti.Yi.t7 in1 th•·· g1'.Dund. oc- in: buildingr uterials" 

r'Ao '(. Th•- ops~litiont of: the. SS<;. vill1
• be! c1m9tantl1: MDitorU.~ Unlike a nuclear 

reactor. there is no significant source of radiation vhan an accelerator is 
tu~n•d·o~f-. Activ~tiee••bo'f.•·around·cootinue.aai-aonas.l vhan an accelerator ia 
in operation. Accelerators vodchrtda bne· aatabliahad. an: unblenished 1afety 
record. 

tringing• the- ssa-co1northsm11!lliaota -.ttl. ersata jobe and expand tha tax 
base and it will enhance the reputa~i-oa.of lllinoia•a• a1atate in which science 
and technology ara welco••· Without tha SSC, Permilab would no longer be the 
prsai•r acaslsi:ator· tru the· nation~ aad:i cou.lcl. pouitily· be: oloa.sd, 

Th• 1'11Jinote Depart.anti of ln•1'8J'• ad: Na.Dual, Resources~ sat':lutea that if 
PeraJ.lab were to close, it would mean a loss of 4,400 jobs'•· including the 2,000 
now. •Pl'Oysd •t !er.flab. Thia, wouLt. r•ult ;La,•: :f,:aaS, af t628 million in real 
dtspo•abla i'llco.e. 

In contrast, ·tf· the. SSC i•. builtt. •t F•milab~ ill will aenemt• ta northern 
Illinois: 

* $820 million in real disposable income during coaatruction and 
$622 million during operations. 

* $68 •illion in atate tax revenuea during construction and $48 
•illion more during operations. 

* 6,000 additional jobs annually broken out as follows: 

Construction 
HanufacturinR 
Services 
Retail Trade 
Wholesale Trade 
Finance. insurance, real estate 
Assorted other 

1,300 
2,000 
1,000 

760 
280 
275 
385 
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Superconducting Super Collider 
•••• 4 

lll:laote ha• •pent attch tille, money and effort to bring the SSC to the J 
etete, but your help 1• still needed. 

!nthuiaatic 1111pport for locating the SSC in Ill!nota needs to be 11hown. 
lf you vent to help-Illinoia acquire the SSC, you can; 

• Contact the SSC for Per•ilab, a not-for-profit corporation. 
Through it, the public and private aectora can ahov their 
aupport for and ahare tnloraatJ.on·about the SSC. 

*Contact the SSC project office in·Bata•ta at 312-879-7220. 
They vtll tell you hcrir you can .olunteer yoqr eervicea. 

e Write to your local congreaatonel repreaentative and atate 
legtalator to ahow your auppo;rt. 

•Shara tntof.acton about the·ssc with co-vorkara, fellow civic 
1roup ~era and frtanda. 

la ..... ,,, lllinoia ta Mk.tag a eubstaatial· commitment to win the SSC ./ 
proj•ct• lt ta willing to invest fS70 aillion in the econoaic end ac.adeaic 
future of tha state. 

Vith· the Paet traditiOG tn high energy physics, abundant U:tural and 
intallact'9al raaov:rcas, it• excellent ieolosy and the llillions epeat in building 
Farailab, Illinois ··ts the right eight for the SSC. 

llA.1-
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LETTER I 005" 

SSC OBSEllVATIDNS 

?ben i• olle relativel7 small group of people who 1M1St le•vta their 
hoMs. ·beauft .. o.t tff SSO-~ Xt .t.. dilf.bncl.t;. liw .·~-to .recoa:t:iJ-.. tJ:tei;r 
persooal ·dui.ne- with. th. benefit.. to tba lupr comuJti.tr, .-.J;bboqh the1 
are campei:mahd -for tliei.r· to.a. au• c:&6. uclor•t..id· bM.iF' !ee-llqs, 

011 t'.h. other', harac:tt aa.e ot.b.R p•opk raibre. qu.U.n oa the d&nger11 
fros radiation, water 11uppl7 effects, other euvirooaeotal i11.pact., 
depreciation. al prapert7 Ta.11.lU.,. 9COcu:.ic..- dialocatioa.. etc. th••• 
queatiou- aho\ald.. be addrened, and We beu.·llGAUed- we.1:1, eome of the• 
nor tiHe~ Tet 9098 plll)ple: oppond- · -tct.. tb.e .. pr:o}ed;, We eeera their 
8\lppa11edli7 subat.aat:i.Te arpaent. turned· tato. •LM1ciou arguents as tbe1 
persi .. t irl- IUling th•. Tb.OJ like to c.al:DiT•M tft· poteatli.al and iaagined 
fear ... ot · ths· l.ocaJ:_ ciU.ua:tJ ... , ~- of. COllP&,.f .b . .a.at·. UI: 1UlCoallOQ •tate 
of a.ll&ira on the road to progress. 

Proa 11J iDteraction· with- ..,,,. peo.pll~ of. *local comuaitiee a.ad 
fr01t:1othet- obs8l'l'Tatiou·, itl.coatn..4;; wi.1$.. th.-vic.\ur•_· just detailfJd, U. 
•ut •lori.tJ ot- people. iD. the ngiioa. ue- h•onbly dispo•ed ton.rd t~• 
SSC and bdited ve u,pr: to ••• it CCIMI· ilen .. 

I 1JQrlr.ed for F•railab since its begitmiug uutil ay .reeeat 
retireant .• _ I DOW 1J0r.k 9art ti• OD a techuoloa 11piuoff fn. 
accelerMor pJiniC9· .. IUUlflil.7, a ndi-cal. accti~ fitt tru.taeut of 
cucu. I.ii till 20- re.a. -ft .b&Y.e liTecL la .. Bataria _bJ tit.. std.fl ol P•rmilab, 
our local ~7, i.a cont~tioa· eif ._. ~:,. hiui· q,uadn.pled la 
dollar Tat-.· ead· is ~.u. aDCOllllOA eqapl•.. . ,- , 

BecaWlle of 111 retir••111nt, tbe SSC 4o•• .DOt aa.ter_\allr &f!eet .,. 
personal f.u.ture~. I ca.a. appreciate,, botrewer, along ritb tbtt great 
11&jQrit7 Qf local people, tb• great •ei~fic ~ cult1&111ol benefit of 
the SSC to peopl• ...,_,,,lier• a:ad i1t coUinatjoa with the economic: 
benefit, ••pec.i.&117 to the people ol Northern Illinois. 

C,l'il D. Curti• r/J ... ·~ 
2 JP vr'"J/4,.J fli!ls R J. ' ' ., •, 

8,A T-'I Y!A IL tl?.5/P .... ' ' ' ' ' ~· ' " ' . ,, 
f h." ~ e .. ; . (J.1.2) ,&"j i r c 1. 'f .7.4-

.. ·, 
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All .... Pe.re tz..,.. 
<; 6 5 e eJ ,,,1J«11..., 

;1fe ,II 
The collider will provide us with a :unique oppo~~!'.ity, . e (,(J5)i 

chance to explore th• b~aic f~r·~~~ ~t .na.t~e. ·Discoveries ?oil) 85 Z .. , ::,oJ 
l·· ~ .• ..,.. ... ~!·· ... --.·:: ~ _, . ..... ... ~' 

· in thi• field could radically change the way we ••• the un-iv~e-rs~.-.---

b.,_ cl ~'~{oR..... vO\( 1'.~-;,:· ~ IV. here to ~pport: it• eonstruetion t( }Illinoi•·; .Having the ... 
collider here would instill a sense of pride in Illinois. It , 
would create.many new jobs at a time when this etate needs them. 

It could 11Ven help to tnake Illi·nois a national capital for 

scientific research and development. 

But many people are against the cOllider, aome because they are 

afraid of chanQe. These are the same people who 'tried t-o slow 

down the space program in ita early years. If they had succeeded, 

we would not now have the edge we have in apace technoloqy. the 

edge that we are eo close to losing. 

Others are opposed to it because it will force the• to relocate. 

This is in sy opinion a eelfish attitude. I would gladly move 

if I knew that it would benefit future generations, and help 

the prosperity of our cwntry. 

Then there are alao so.a who fee? that it could damage our 

environ•ent. I suppose these fears •te• from recent ecological 

disaatera such as 'ft'lree Mile Ialand, LoVe Canal, and .are recently 

Chernobyl. But anyone who baa done any Zm:ml research on the SSC 

would agree that it ia .. aafe. Acc~rding t" tbe environ•ental 

impact •tat ... nt, there would be no soil, water or biol09ical 

con\amination at the Illinois .e1te. I If Penailab 'ta u•ed, the 

amount of low level radio-active waate produced by ref11ilab vould 

increase hv leaa than 20"<. Wa•t• produced would be comparable to 

'~~ •• of • ~ical ~enterl\'- .,.;t ~ ~ r .,,.... ~1 
~ -t-.r -riv.. ,-H....,, S~"'° ~-,...,.._.. J ~ 

.....-.. t.,..L..o 4J....... -(:::plf9 ~ ~~ 
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LETTER I ~tJ6 (CONTINUED) 

I·n concltlaion, we as citizens of Unit.ed States cannot ·afford 
- ~ . ") 

'to al.ow. down· it:Mt bu-tilding d itM- .ac wtttt· ar~l· oE# ttrta.. opposition. 
• • "'"' •• ·'· # ·l - • 

And ainc:9' Illinois i• cout;c59re4 -to b• 1d•l -t'.hcal:lY· ·and' 

iD -:f'9ty# ,Y9~~M be--hononcf..:to. have -iii bu!l;t t.ev ~ 
~ ;;~ .,,..;.\ "'d't+a '501--Z.~ '.It.< s ~f pll'rir.t.:if.5:., .. r .,, q.;;J 7., 

~.~~~- en·i;:.~~·~~~~)rlJQQ 
rr. hd-d ~flo-<A. i •tJ... ~ 
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LETTER 1007 

A CAtC.H.-lllinois 
- Citizans,AgainsttheColliderHef&, 

. Oct. 6, 1988 

0-c. Wi tmot i<ess.,, Ctl.a.i't'man 
ss.c: Site lask FOrce 
ER-65/GTW 
Qffi.ce of . Energy· ft'e s.e·a·rcb
tr~S · Deparete\ant ~f Energy 
Washington, D.c. 20545 .. · 

Att.n: SSC. Df:lS C<1m11ent:.s----llr.liMLs. i-a not a Logical 

Dear Sir: ~ ,~ 

"The f•llowin.g- ts a. tist of ~be- reasons 
"-...Illinois is not the logic:a.l choice·· fb-r the SSC'. 

Choicefu -fi..l.. 
55,(_; 

why 

t, The presence· of methane ga$. is a potential sa!ety·hazard 
and can be. expected to stow-dQwn tunnet const'C'uel::ton: in 
Illinais. 

2) n-.e enctre. Fox Valley site ta cove:.·ed by FJ:oed 9.a<t:a 
Insuraace Maps.aad shows• high probabili~y for damage due 
to flooding.. This is not true .. at. other s:ites. 

Jt The air quality of the ltl:ino!S- site is- al.ready. the worst 
o.f" al.l '3~ven stt~'i-· 

4i rttinois is Che onJ:y. stte co be design&~ed-· &s in 
nonattainment for !evel:s .of bo-ch ogone.- &nd carbon-monoxide . 

.$) Ta'tal suspended pat'ticulate "lev.els (TSP) at local E, F, 
and J sltes in rtt!noi's- .w.ill. exceed the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards. 

6) 'the propos.ed set''V.i.ce areas. ~-tt not· comply wiC'h s.t.aee of 
Illlnots Rule$ and Regulations, Title JS, Subtitle H, as 
t"egards noise levels for residential setcing5. 

i) tllinois shows che- lowest lev;el~ublic: services avallable 
at all s·ite.s. Out' student/teacher -ratios. a-re- the wo..-s.c, our 
health- care levels are the worst, and fire and polf:cet protec.t
lon in DuPage 1 Kane- and Ken~<ll CouAties at"e· below the
nacional average. 

BL Th& roads at the rllinals.- sic.e are the most <.onge-sted o.f 
any sit.e and ace r:('le onty roads. subject. t.o. s.cop and- go· t:raffic. 
As· a result:, mo-re t:rave1 time will be reql.1-lred:· t:o mov.e fronr 
point to point: aroiJnd the Illinoi:f site than at:. any ot:her .. 

P·O SO:t •]J. \VMCO \Uino1s-60t83 P.hone.J.·: S8.~·4Z.i4· 
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. ' 
9) The winter weather problems in Illinois can b9 translated 
into increased time devoted to tunneling and to the disposition 
of tunnel spoils. This, coupled with the extreme depth of 
the Illinois tunnel means that tunneling completioA will take 
longer in Illinois than at other sites where year-round 
construction activity is the norm. 

10) The extremely large number of parcel owners means that 
Illinois will have the most difficult land acquisition proce~s. 
The fact that many of us have already taken steps to cloud 
title on our properties will only make the job for you more 
difficult. 

11) Illinois is already the site with the greatest numbers of 
sources of hazardous or toxic waste materials. Why add more? 

12) 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 -- Fermilab and the Kerr-McCee 
Chemical Plant site. 

131 Illinois is already the site with the greatest number of 
mn.n-mJde sources of radioactivity. • 

14) Illinois already has the highest background noise levels 
adjacent to the proposed E and F access shafts. 

15) 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 come. Only in Illinois are land use patterns 
going from agricultural to residential or commertial/industrial. 
As .a result, the Illinois site is the most valuable because 
it is the only site that has potential for alternate uses. 
This opportunity cost is completely ignored by the EIS and 
all of its economic arguments • 

..)--~~ 
SttW 1), 

~~ 
l/j7l ..Sl:L '111<<~)14 < " ~ 
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tr!'{ r1.r.r-.::!! [:.:>c.;;.P.OL.A.NN. LAIRD, I uv.e: 1N BATAYI.~., ILLll'lOIS 

ii..b.. "IE ll"itt> THERg: &""OR ~7 ~i'EAR3. 

F!P.ST, t • .• 1 .ANT TO TH>.NK l°HE DEPAP.T~·!ENT 1:.F ENEF.G"t" FOP. 

COlvlll'lt:'.. HEP..!. AI'ID SPE1'11:n•1·:. r.,.;o DA-:i"3 T() LlS.TEI•l TO ·:11~ 

:'E8T!:·.'l0!'I\' F..E..:.AR,:.Il'I•:. THE SSC I . .:i,,l'il 8T}Ri!: TH.A.J" B"l THIS L,..,,, TE 

H(•1J;: ?01.' 'HAV'E HEA~.D t"il')~·E 'T~;AN. Et·l0Uf.1H. OF i'"HZ A~i.l;f\11El'.IT2 

E·'.:<"'.'H F•:,;:: ,:..r.rr, Ai'.:1A.G'i37 THE .SSC Ii'l ILLI!I01$ I V.."'lTJ.BT IF, i •:P..N • .:..J:?:1 

e1.i"f I VIANT TO TELL YOU 1'HAT t Af'i( A SUPF'OP.TER OF TH~ 

230.: Ul ll.t..1!<101$. .b...'2 A H01'l1Et'1.t>.KEF., PARENT,. PAS'T-TE.ACHEP. AND 

(\:'f"r: .!:?.!-IED CIT!::E!'~ J H.J.. VE 'HITt'.£ES8ED THE l\t1A1'r'l BE:NEFICIAL 

EFFE·:T~ •:·F '.='~F::·tIU .. )·.5 I ~-4•.)T)I,..l) I·I(•T WAI•l7 TO l.OSE: 'THOSE 

BE!':.!'! ... • I! s IF THE SBC SITE: \¥EF.S: TO· BE CHC-E'El'I sor~·IEWHEF:.E OTHER 

THAJ\I ILLI1'l01S I CAI'mlOT HELP ClJT TH1NK 'THAT THE Ssi: \J'OtJLD 

El'IRICH AJ'IID ENHAtICE THE GOOD THAT HAS ALREADY BEEN 

ESTABLISHED BY FEP.MlLAB I WOTJLD JUST LIKE TO COMI'VIEl"IT ON 

.-. FEW PERSONAL f•E:NEFITS TbLA.. T COf'.r'lE TO MIND· 

ftR!NG.U,lG. CtJLTt]FO'.AL EVOlT3 TO THE cor.~JMUNIT'l 

2. EST.~.BUSHit.tG 01JTREA.CH PP.OG.RAf'\1$ TO THE PTJBLIC 

SCHOOLS. ,N'H!Cfi TtTRN IUDS Otl TO 5Cil!:NCE 

3 PROTECTrtlCi THE OP!!tl SPACE Af'[D ~1,,."ZLDLIFE, SFEC!Fl•:ALL V 

T TiiE ~EF·)P:',1ATI(tf'[ ,~i;- "- PPAIPI'.!: .<::TE '~IH1".':-£ IS ;·:A""'.':lrE ... ,, 

(•lJ?. CTATE 

-l BU!L+'ING A SEP.~£2 (•F' ~lkE 'PATHS t)I"r THE (.?. 0:0r)!'!D8 .20 

THAT ANYOflIE CAI'i EN.J·OY F~R:;>T-HAND, "fttE 3E.~'"".'TY or 
NATURE 

s .KEEPING A·N·OPEN-OOOP AND FP.IE~IDLY:,poL1i:v so·.THAT I 

•:AI·I PROUDLY TAKE VIS'ITC:~l<"S THER~· TO LEAP.I~ IN . 

' ~ <·"''''" ··1·~ TEP.',!" 'B··-·'.TT T·H'C" 't;".-.• ~.to",;.,;...,,1'1;""1...-.:> T,,.,:t-1•.:-r:·•;~p· -~ ••• !:"-.~ ,_, -~· ...., .... ....... • .;,;. -···~· .. ···-··· ~ - -·~~ .... 
. ..;. • .:r~ ,.-·f..i..-1·;i~···,~ .,,.,_'...~7'!?··.~.·~·!:- -" J..L.E.'1 ·:·::·~.-;-:E, !:'~·~FA~· 
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HERD AND THE HUNDREDS OF WILD GEESE AND DUCKS 

OIJR AREA IS FlLLING \IP TOO RAPIDLY WITH SIJllOMSIOl'I 

AFTER etreDIVISlON. ereIDES. DESTROVll\IC. OPEN LAND TO BUILD 

HOUSES, TliIS CREA TES OTHER PROBLEMS. THE INCREASING 

POPUJ.ATIOl'I IS l'lRlNGING INCREASED TRAFFIC, MORI! POLLIJTJOl'I, 

PROCt..El'ilS OF "vl A:.'TE OISP0SAL., AND CP.OWDED SCHOOLS TO NAME 

!'JUT A FEW. WE CAl'll'IOT STOP THE GROWTH AND CHANGE THAT IS 

COMING. lllJT, WITH THE SSC HERE, IT WILL HELP IN A POSITIVE 

WAY TO CONTROL THE TYPE OF GP.OWTH AND CHANGE. 

FOR THESE REASONS, PLEASE CONSIDER CHOOSING n.LINOIS AS THI! 

BEST SITE TO LOCA Tl! THE 81.."Pl!RCOrlDUCTING 8\IPER COLLIDl!R. 

THANK YOU 

Ca ..-a la.\/\\/\ LcH ~ J 
,SIC. Va.\'\ /Jo..--\ w1c k 
J3a. +a.vta.' I I ( G. o SI CJ 



LETIER /tJtJ9 

C.A. r.C.t-1.-Ulinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Dr. ~i:mot Hess. Cha:!.r:7an 
SSC Site TasK Fcrce 
ER-65/G".i'X 
C•f!':!.cli c-i Energy r.esearch 
l".S, '.'.:lep;;t"tm-e!"lc :·: Enert=:
~ashir.g:~~. 0,C. 203~5 

Attn: SSC DEIS Comments--- Economic Alternatives & Emotions 

Dear Sit"; 

One o: t'n~ malc-r Teasons wh'I Illinois shoulC not. be the final 
site for the SsC is due to Che extensive degree of development 
which exists at the Illinois site. Page ~-72 and rable 4-21 
both indicate that Illinois has the most complex pattern of 
current land uses available. Also, Page 4-76 states that 
"of all s . .even sites, only Illinois presents a situation where 
gro~th is tri~gering not only an intensification of current 
use, but also major changes from one category of land use to 
a ne..., higher development classification. The remaining six 
sites do nCit portray this \c:ind of futuT'e gro1tOth". 

This is a \c:ey 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 conse1uence, 
the land available at the Illinois site has potential alternate 
uses. This is not true at the other six sites. The fact thac 
the property at the Illinois site could be used for other 
purposes actually makes this property more valuable than the 
land located at the other sites. The EIS indicates that no 
future land use changes are expected to occur at the other 
basically remote and undeveloped sites. Only Illinois stands 
off by itself as having alternative land uses available for 
the proposed SSC acreage, Nowever, this opportunity cost 
associated with the Illinois acreage is never taken into 
consideration by the EIS or by any of the economic studies 
prepared by the lllinots ENR, SSC for Fermilab or by the 
Department of Energy. The Illinois site is unique in its 
economic potential, yet this fact is completel)' ignoTed by the 
proponents of the Illinois proposal. All economic discussions 
have centered around the economic benefits that will be derived 
from the SSC project while ignoring many of the cost components 

llA.1- _l~i __ 
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whi ;!": mus-t b~ can$;i_rlered in a.:t:!'\le cc st benefit analysis. 
Ei>:.~e-::.' t'ne e~:-nc::-if':"! :.r.\'o:'fed° in° p"re-paring the.. EIS. ha\~f:., r.-.ade 
a ::cjo!' mistaite OT t.he::e ;,:ere no economt·se-s- tnvol·ved at •ll. 

Another facccr chat is o~viously missing from the trs:· ts: ·al't 
analysis of the psy.:hol.ogical impact which the SSC proj'ec.C: 
is allreadN havin2 uoon the affected residents at each 
alternati\re site: In Illinois, for example, there is no 
discussion abou~ the Oe~r·ee of involvement necessary for 
people co figii-: this project. Nowhere Ooe-s, i·t d&!rc:r.ibe. the 
animosity "'hich has developed between af;fect..ed. p-co.pe-rty. 
owners. and the go"·ernment of the State of Illinois. Sa\rihere 
does the EIS describe the tremendous d:ee-ree of mi&trust 
which the local community has towa:rd·s our Governo~, our local 
political leaders, the DOE and espe<::ia1 ly: towards Fetrmilab. 
The £15 is deficien~ in describing local attitudes and feelings 
t.o••c..rcl. th~ SSC and its pl'oposers. As a result. you scientists 
Jon •·c und•rS-tand:: the. comple.t:e ha erred· whi.ch we affected pt"operty 
owners have towards the SSC in general. ~or do you understand 
irom the EIS the resolve that we people have towards insuring 
that the SSC will not be sited in Illinois. u' ••a p•eps:ed~ GS: Cf 
•a do al at: a· 1 t IM s ;a l111p•tas ·•pon re" e:lcattsts 1h11i '$1Qf- 6 

,-ea ate uot c21cam.e haza __ E:=:v ~s8ar •n•:z: .. :f!! b~ :•;!kt-li11cl 
W. aa. 1l'lii11•JI t:e f:atc:e J.au t-ai:lie "lit'& '-~------- •••-'.llie'r'e". 
Th• EIS bas failed mtse~abl~ in its judgement of local attitudes 
and l just .••uL tu IDOkE one thtug perfectl). clca ta.a 1'fll' 
~ the 556 C&JI Ctb@i, LO lll:inei:& llll e:lii'fllii:lh •tie 0 o::rC1' 

IJA.1- lq(ofi 
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® !~~n2~;E~~,!?!!!"sportation 
ILLINOIS PUBLIC HEARING 

ON SSC DRAFT EIS 
OCtober 6 and 70 1988 

lltfno1s Department of Tr•nspo,..tation lteurts 

• I aa Dan Dees, the Deputy D1rectol" of the Offfce of Planning and 

Prograna~ng at the J111no1s Departlllent of Transportation. My 

comaents today w111 focus on: 

- the abundant transportation ser¥1ces ava11tllle fn thfs region, 
- the specfffc on-site highway improvements planned.for the SSC, 

and 

- the state 1s cOll'llitment. to the northeastern regfon to fund 

projects that wfl 1 improve travel condftfon~ and reduce 
congestion. 

• In term of transportation services, the I111no1s sfte benefits 
frOll one of the most active transportation hubs fn the world. 

The Fenrilab campus is •fnutes •••Y from a large netwon: of ltljor 
expre-ssways, truck termfna1s, raf1 yards, tfrports, and deep-dr-aft 
ind inland docks that connect northeastern lllfnofs to the nation 
and the WOr"ld. 

• The Dr"aft EIS fully describes the region's transpGl""tatton essets 
Whtch 1nc1ude the well-developed h1~hway systetl tn the subur'ban 
tf'N- of OUPaqt County and the extensive county !'"Old networ"k tn 
l"llra 1 Kane County. 

• Further, the Draft EJS recogtfftes. J11fnofs 1 contrfbut1on of s1te 

s~tftc fmpf'.'OYtwnts ~OJ f1ctlttlte the construc:t~on and oper1t1on 
of the SSC. Thts tmprovement pl•n includes: 

the strengthening of 1ppro1drutely' 20 •1 les of baul roads. 
construction of Z - lane, paved tce~ss roads to the 20 r1ng 
points as .ell as to the J I K areas, 

llA.1- ~1Z. 
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1mpl"'oved access to Femflab by upgrading Butterfield Road to 
four lanes fr<ia IL 59 to ~Kirk Road, and an intef'section 

improvement at the Fermi1ab entrance 
.. reconstruction of Dauberman Road at the far experimental area 

to serve as al\ access road, 
compl·e·tfoft 

0

of the ,inien:hange at I-88/IL 47 to serve as access 
to the far experf11ental areas and for transport of excavated 
eater1a1s,' co'nstl-uetion of a:n interehan~ at t·86/0&ubeman for 

fal"'· experimental area ·access, and 
construction of adequate area parking. 

• The estimated cost fs $36 •fllfon. In addftfo~, iii)proxfiDitely $16 

million has been Sc.heduled for highway f11provesnent-s fn the SSC 

site area tn the state's.current FY 88-92 highway program. Also, 
the loCal goVe,:nnients ·have offered $5 •illion fn hfghw.Y 1•prove-
11ents planne-d for thit area's- locat roads bringing the total of 

planned highway f111>rove.ents to $57 mill ton. 

• The $16 .. illi.on tn sc.ttectUied highway ia1pr0Veilents tnClude rehab

tlit&tion of eight lrea brtdges, resurfacing more than 6 miles of 

roads, and Construction of the higftway access improvements on 

Route 25 to the AUror'a Transportation Center. 

• The proposed site area is located in and adjacent to a fast growth 
area and ts experiencing some congestion problems associated with 

rapid deVe10""'nt.' ·However; the -level Of fnvestiaent fn trailspor· 
titfon fn fa~t g;.·owth·-·.ii~eas Su~~ti aS ·ouPa"ge COUnty ts resporiSfve to 

the raptdiy chaiig"tng_,n~eds. 

• Jlltno,is' _SSC proposal_ identified $57 million of highway fraprove
mentS tOr ihe"Ssc· site. rhtS tnvest.ent, whi1e·s1gntf1c:ant, ts 
. dWa;:.,~d-·wh~~ YJ"Omt>"art"cf t~· "t~8' a~~ua·1 'and ~-ltfoy-ear:·hf ghWay pr"ogram 

already budgeted tOr the tnfcago .·rea.- ee-,twe.~ FtsCil fear•s· 1984 

and 1988, the hig~ay investment progra11 
~_s0'.~1il'f~n ·annt.iilty.: -··.--= 

for this region exceeded 
,.-. 
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• Over the next 5 years tl'le state has fdentfffed St.4 b1111on for 
Northeastern J111nofs. ,t,ddft1'onally, state and local agencies 

through the Tong ra~ planntng process wfll htentffy pro1>Je11 

dreas and develop progrtms to solve congestion problems. 

• Th1s Is pdrticularly true of U.S. 34 which fs 1Qeated to •11es 

south of Fermilab. Although thfs route fs riot part of the networi. 
orovid1ng direct sel"'vfce to the mafn campus. ft is experiencing 
congestion fn the area near IL 59. An engfneerf'ng study of this 
route lffl 1 f be 1.u1aertaken and would lead to makfng fmprovenents 
along a 7.5 mile stretcn of U.S. 34 from Oswego to Aurora. This 
fs a t1aJor step and cOlll'ltltent of funds toward resPondfng to 
congestion issues. 

t Similarly, otl\er longwterm projects are befng considered- as part 

of the Northeastern Illfnois Plan Update. Tilfs perfodfc update 
was begun after Illinois' SSC proposal subafttal crate and after 
the development of the £IS. As an exa111PTe 1 the Fox Valley Freeway 
whtch would sene as a IUjor north~s<klth artery fof' trafffc fn the 

SSC s1te area 1$ curre~tly De1ng evaluated· for fncTusfon fn the 
ZOlO Plan for the Chicago area. 

• The mafn message of lllY conments today is that the proposed· s1'te 
area has an extensive transportation system already in place; the 
state has proposed 1 good transportatfon fmprovement plan that 
would construct and upgrade fac'flftfes needed specfffcal·Jy for 
the SSCi 1nd finally, over a 6 year period from FY 94· through- FY 

89 the state has invested O\ler S2 bfl'l ion in tt'lfs regfon tor 
highway and is targeting fts fundirig toward solving congestion 
problems fn the urban and suburban areas. 

llA.1- \q1 4-
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'or. wii.ont Re••• Chairman 
SSC Sit• Ta•k Force 
BR-6S/GTN 
Office of Energy Reeear.cb 
u.s.DeparU..nt of &nergy 
Washington, DC 2054S 

Ati:n1 SSC l>IIS Cownt•--~~ Groundwater Concern• 

Dear Sir• 

Octoar 6, 1988 

Table 4-4 of the llS ie.ln error vhen it indicate• that 
groundwater aeage b7 ~icll)aliti-ee i• projected to decreaee 
due to future planned .z:eplac-.t. 'bJ".Lake Michigan ea:rface 
vat..r. DuPage County.doe• a .. plane to nentually llJlift 
over to X.ke Michigan Water becauee of their well pub1iciae4 
groundwater prob1... _However, only a Yerr ... 11 porticm of 
veeteJ'l1 DuPage Count~ is in the .region of ln:flaence ~ the 
ssc. Jn fact, on17 .: . a...11 portion of onl7 one mnicipalit.r 
(Neat Chicago) 1:1.ee f.a. Jxitb INPage Countl' ·and on the ring. 

What i• a more tmpor~t._ .qa••tion le what are the plan• of 
Kanw Count7 cit.tee? 'The-Menaver .of the Nortllern Jlegional. 
Office of t.be Il.linoi• Stat• Nater 1ane7, *· Willi•· Baker. 
ha• indicated that abeolut.e1r none of th• citi•• in Kane 
COuntr ba"Ye any pl.en• ~ .,,itch over to Lake Michigan water. 
Tb• c:iti•• o1' at. Charle•, a.a .... llata•~a, Mortb Aaron, an4 
Aurora all plan to continue to a•• groundwater •ell• for 
their complete •ource o1' water aappliu. Th• fact ~hat 
Table ~-4 •••aae• that Lake Michigan vater •ill eventuallr 
ba in uee i• a •iarepr .. ent•tion of the truth. In 1act, t~ 
i• in direct confli~ vitb atate .. nta .. de OD page 5.J.2-29 
of ~· BIS. Thia portion of the BIS apecificall.f indicate• that 
etnce plane and acbedul•• for cttiee avttchtng vholl.r or par
tiallf to eurface vater aourc•• are not definitive,· it ta 
aaaumed that a voraeninq of the groundwater overdraft probl•• 
cannot be· •itigaCed. Thia ta the number one probl .. ·with th• 
SSC in Illtaoia--our overdraftad groundwater auppliea can be 
expected to dwindle if the SSC ta aitad in Illinoie. Thi• ta 
but. one example o1 how tbe IIS i• often ealf-contradictory. 

n. lllinoia St.au. Water Survey baa aleo- indicated tha~ t:hHe 
are Yeq apec~ic: l\OCail groundwater probleu vi thin: tb• region. 

llA.1- lcr15 
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of the SSC"tUnnel--especially in Campton Township in the 
entire northern arc of the ring. That area alone contains over 
20,000 residents all of whom depend upon private groun~vater 
wells. William BaKer has indicated that Kane County Officials 
are very concerned with this existing local problem, and that 
they are examining plans to limit further development of private 
wells in that Tegion. Any new developments ~ay be required 
to provide their own local municipal water supply such as the 
one now existing at the Windings Subdivision. would Kane 
County Officials be thinking along these lines if there weren't 
already a problem? Why make matters worse with the SSC? 

Campton Township and all of Rane County will not have Lake 
Michigan vater during the life of the SSC. The error that 
exists in Table 4-4 clearly indicates that the DOE has been 
presented ~ith facts that simply axe not txue. The regional 
overdraft cannot be expected ·to be relieved, it can only be 
expected to worsen---continued rapid development in the Fox 
Valley vertuallY guarentees it. Current statistics indicate 
that Kane County's population growth rate is the.highest in 
northeastern I1linois--even gre~ter than that of DuPage 
County. The EIS clearly shows that the proposed Illinois SSC 
site is the only site whera thi"s continued change in land use 
from rural to urban/industrial is expected to occur. 
This tact alone should preclude you gentlemen from selecting 
Illinois as the home of the ssc. The shear numbers Of human 
receptors who may be advers_ely affected by the ssc in Illinois 
makes our state the most illogical location of all. Don't 
listen to Governor Thompson, Leon Lederman, or SSC for Fermilab 
vhen they say that Illinois la the logical choice. Their 
mOuths talk about pride and progress while their hearts are 
full of greed and jealousy. Illinois is not the lo~ical 
choice for one basic reason--people. It you scientists can't 
comprehend this fact, then your hearts must also be full of 
greed and jealousy. 

Sincerely, 

llA.1- \Cji(o 
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Dr. Wilm::lllt Hess 
SSC Site Task Poree 
ER-65/GDI 
Office of Dlex9Y llesearch 
u.s. [)apt. of E>lez9Y 
Naahing1x>n, D.C. 20545 

Dear Dr. Hess s 

I - pmoicusly oounted in a - done by -.Oity of llidli
staff ... lleinq ""' -~ - O>llidor in Ml<:higan. 

'I have ainm feud that nny -&eta• \C'8 ldst:epa:esantad to Jiii, b:>th 
in the - itoelf ml by tile --~ ~ O>llidor 
o:xmdssl.oo. 

I '""new fimly against the ~&pr OollJmr and -
to 1:e counted thot wy in year tally of_. and__.. P\Jtther, 
I want mt nsll9 taJceft 2fi. the •supporters list• lllhm:9 it was .p1acec! tefore. 

Sincsrely, ~ ~ 

....., C->1.1<t Ctt1rru;: 
AIJRSS /661 liim' ~ 
cr'!"l, SrA'lE AflAsriµ , Mr: •IP vge5r 

llA.1- l'=t11 
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Dear Mr Hess, 

I am a seventeen year old senior at Waubonsie Valley 
Hlghschool in Aurora. Curing the past two year!> I ha.ve · 

heard quite a bit about the pt'oposed ssc,.. I ~ls~ ,have _r_~::

searched it and have written a paper dealing with the SSC. 
Last winter, I took a Saturday Morning P_hy~ics clas? at 

Fermil.'.l.b and learnl::!d a great deal about what. ~oe-s on ~)1ere. 

I realize tPa,~ if we."e,xpand our ti?~hno~ogy, greater discover

ies will be made; .i.e...,.fi~ding t-he sixth cl~ack, etc. 

The probl_em .. i.s '~Where d9 we build .. such a. projec~?,. As 
l see it; the most logical ~it~- ''ts i111rlols. Th~ additlon.al 
card ericlosed shows· with wha:i;..'~ agr.e.e w_tch. ·However;··r•m ·' 
not the only -:n m}'. .school' who agrees .with .. the. alleged I.llinois 

site. I know that ·we'as teena&ers really.affect the ou_tCome 

of 'th~ ·problem,- and our fe,eling~ should be heard and con

sidered, for we are the ones who will beriE!fit from and 'run 
the SSC in future .years .. 

I just hope you will make the right choice; Illinois or 

Texas. Just please don't let this be a'politic~l present to 

Texas if Ceorge Bush wins the election. 

Since-rel)'; 

Eric S Hungne~: 
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C.A.T.C.H. - ILLINOIS 
(CmzENS AGAINST THE COWDER. HERE} 

THIS IS WHAT FERMILAB USED TO LOOK LIKE WHEN IT 
WAS A "GOOD NBGHBOR." THAT IS, BEFORE IT WAS· 
PROPOSED TO BECOME THE "INJECTOR" FOR THE 53· 
MILE SSC RING. NOW FERMILAB IS SAYING, ALONG 
WITH THE STATE AND FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ... 

"I WANT YOUR LAND, WATER, WELLS, HOMES, FARMS, BUSINESSES, 
JOBS, TAX BASE, TAX DOUARS, WETLANDS, AND YOUR PEACE AND 
TRANQUILITY. I WANT IT ALL AND I WANT 1J NOW, AND IF YOU WILL 
NOT CllVE.IT TO ME,. I Wl.LL.YAJIE IT." 

1 .. ~ 

FERMILAB USED TO BE A GOOD NEIGHBOR, WHAT A SHAME •• WHAT 
A DISGRACE -'WHAT A DISAPPOINTMENT ... 'llllS·IS WHAT IT LOOKS . 
LIKE NOW •• 

IF YOU WANT TO STOP THIS OBNOXIOUS INTRUSION UPON YOUR 
HOME, FAMILY ANO ENVIRONMENT, THEN PLAN TO AllEND THE 
FINAL DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY HEARINGS ON OCTOBER 6th • 71h 
AT WAUBONSIE VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL THIS IS YOUR LAST CHANCE 
BEFORE THE DYNAMITING STARTS AND THE TRUCKS BEGIN TO ROLL! 

@ ·•'FERMILABISNOLONGER @ 
A GOOD NEIGHBOll" SUP 

C.A.T.C.H. ·ILLINOIS O IDE 
' P.O. BOX 104, WASCO. R.80113 

(3121 584-4244 

-._,.- ,,. llA.1· ABCo 
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Dr. Vii.tot ... f Qaa!l'IMD 
SSC Site 'r.lak Po,c• 

AtteT ravl.., of the dr•ft lnvi~ntal lm:pat Stat ... nt I a convinced that 

the SSC ~ !!!!. beloq: ill llllooi•· tvent1 t"°°'8acl of ., ntlghbor1 ta 

Olillpqa, Kendall, and lane couatt .. fff1 the ..... ,,.,. I hope J'OU will too. 

Tvent7 11ara ago vhaa Pa.-.llab ••• built, thia ar.., of Du.p111 alld lane 

couatla• .,.. l•rs•lf not ..... lOl*t· Curnatlf, tt 1• the r .. c .. t 1rowtnc 

ana la the State of lllloola. To quota tM lnlroaental Impect Stacnenc, 

"-.ucb. of the •lta la •obul'ba, llft'OSIVIL? uee4 for boU91q da.,.lo,..u and 

co..rcial, ltshc iaduatey." 1he S.pt.-.r 30 h•M of the alicqo Trlbaae 

llldlcatff Collar Couutte. 1 (of Cblcqo) populatloa S.qff. Tbe blgaat 

perceatqe 1•la. wr1 ia J.aka, HcllenfJ' and!!!! Couatlaa. The SSC .,_. not: 

beloas in tlliaoia. 

the SSC doee not belonc 111 111:1.aota. 

?ht eavi.roRMntal impact on OUT water aupplf 1• too enera. We do not vaat 

conta•laattoa of our groullodwatar 1uppl7. 3%0 private wella, ttt. aaconcl 

highcat. of the 7 1tat1a ta cont•ntloa. •hould not be d .. troy..S. The SSC 

doe• not belong in lll1no1•· 

llA.1 · iq&1 
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the MJOr• of St. ai&rLe• and. West Chicago •re concet'fted. about the .lo•• of 

land froa tlw!i tax. rol••• Ve do not need l8,648 •ere• ln l,305 paC'cel• taken 

fro1t. us. Th67 , •• wll u n, are alao concern•' t:Mt ,.._ OP4rattag 

t•cllaiquea ot comp~••or•- throu,hout acceaa •itn will aot ... r OSHA or 

Environmental Protectioo Ag1ac7 regulaeiou aad lav. !he SSC doea .DOt

be~~lll ta lllln~ia. 

Our pracloua wetlaftda are needed, ..oag other thinga, to purify the vater 

a_n.te:rlrtg the Pox liver. 'th• loaa ·of m acl'41a ·of WC!tlaad.a, ctua aecoad 

gHatut of the 7 •tate1 in conteiltloft'i- caaliol- be toletatad-. 'the SSC .doee 

oot belong la. llllaoia .. 

Put )'OUJ"•elf la our aboea. Would JOU nae "apoll haul a 12: houra a daJ. 

construction of facllltlaa aear human aotaa C'8Ceptora 16 houE'tl par day, cut 

and ccwttr tnaaal coutructloa 16 bouts a clay if 7ou lived Mr.?" Al 1 for 

tlM DGt 8-10 rears. OP CODllS& NOT! 

Jal#, 
c;r ;J.c..i;1..1;[· a..,11-1,~ 
~r Q!~tri.(P.J , :P.. 

'bi7'f 

llAf· 
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Dear Sirs 

102-2. 

12.So. Mer1dia.a. Rd. 

-· MI, 488,54 
~·- JO. 1988 

I aa writing t.hia letter to let 70Q know that I aa a eonoe:med. 
c1'1Ho r... - Tcomab1p -ind haY1Dg tho Supe%iicnol.ot1ng -
Callida hen in the state ot Mich1pn. 

I dcm't andentud how with 'UI• drou6ht probl ... d the l&at tvo 
auaaera and the proapecta tar future • ..._. ot the ..... that it can be 
aaid. that &1l the •ter nffd.ed tor th• SSC v1ll DOt. d'teot. the 
aY&UabllitJ ot water tar our local be.a and bueineUff. I don. •t 
'beline how it can be. •14 th&t~ the boring through the bed.rock and it'• 
dloPJ.aco-t 1o not. Solo& to att- tho ater toblo, 

Ve keep 'being told 41.ttereat "faata• all the t1M, TheJ" cbuge aa 
the wind cb&nc8•, it. ••- 11.b, Pint, there vUl 'be ah1el41ng &Z'01Dl 
the tunnel alld tbea then van•t be, Jlext. 1 the ring 18 det1n1tel.7 1D 
pl&Oe and then not all the au:rw7 f'aot.11 are 1n eo theJ' a.rea't ... 
•-.ctlJ Nheft the ring will alt, lfut, u1at1ng nu. ban to 'bli at 
least 150 n. hall the r1ng, then :tbeJ au be aa cl.ON u 10 tt.. 'but 
the DOI 'book A.19 DO 1tt1lla withia. 1000 ft, ot the ring, So w 'kftp 
bltng led around. &ad uouml. with no for .wre answers ar aannncea, 

I u al.so ooacwrned about ndiatlcm. Sappoeeclli, it 19 ~ little 
and vlll be ..S.e ln'\o OIMllt blocQ. and ebiPJ*l ~. llaJbl -U.t 
other •lanhen doean't n.nt it aitber, It 1e one thiq' to decJd.a to 
pat. oneeelt in t.h9 T10:1.Dit7 ot nd.Jati.m m their om, it. 1a quit.e 
another for aoMOU elae t.o deo1de far 700, 

I llOftd. out. into the coantz7 becauea I nnte4 to pt &Ma7 f%'09 the 
oit.J, I like it out here and dm't. put.icularl1 want the "oit.7• lho"4 
down rt throat, I doo't '-Dt noiae,all U, and. all night lcmg,. I 4m't. 
nnt to look out. IQ' tran. •ind.owe and. ... • bJc 11eJ:T1oe area complex 
at.her than a t1eld of com. or ll'beat.,. I dm 't. mot. 9Cll'9 tn.tf1o m 
Merid1aa. Rd., thae :le uoagh then now. 

It )CN I.ft aurpr1aecl at. peopln •eud4a• OCIJOftn, 7oa eboul.d 'bll 
~ hi.II bee handled. eo huah-buah &Id eo good for tb• Btat.e '4 
111ch1&aa,. Ve are tiMl.17 ptt.!ag 1n:tona.t.1cn, nea. 1t 1t le ccnt.n-
41otor7. V9, u 1nd1v1dU&l• uvs.nr here, ban newr bl-. ubd 1t n 
vant.ed t.h:le SSC Mn 1n our ~1t.7. It ill .ure ....,. tor other 
people to l&J' t.h&t. •OWi!• azea,t bat the7 4cm 't. haw to 11'N bfte. And 
u one genU.-..n aid at t.he YeY&7 TONUh.lp 'bou4 Met.1.aS - llJI•'• not 
.nal, ~°" t.o tbe r1DC so be'• tar 1t. but 1t t.be z:tng HVM be'• not. 
.0 sure Ul7 11CZe.• llho'• going t.o ant to bu1 our bCMe 1t M 1e 
UDOftt&1a. There an &lot ot people 9"D 1n oar om c-.UQ 'llbo dcm't 
limcN what'• :lnYOl."led.. I dm"t t.ruat.~th• •ppa18al.8 Uld I 4m't thJ.ni t.b9 
stat. t1' "1cbst:an wUl 11w up to 1t '• end of the lmp1a 'becl.uee '1ie 
:lepalat1n auanna.. an aot. exp11o1t. .oap tor t.hl tut.an. The 
·,atteoted. tcmebipa wW. lie tM onu to wife tbe llOR anl ... will haft 
:no A7 1a the •t.Ur, 

Slncerel.J I 

Rita II,. ltmanJd. 
Cana •ned. Cit.l&a 

llA.1· I~~ 
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LETTER 

Dear Sir1 

102.4 

12 So. flerSd.laD Bd. 
...... MI. "88"' 
Ootober 1, 1988 

1'11' aue la Sugme Mura11ak1 am l live &'\ 12 So. Narid.1aa' Rd·., M&9oa, lfL 

I would like to d.tnct _,, OOMeDte to the &OOflZ1'C1 of tb9 ~t 
ot ........ Dr&tt ~ lipoct Stud)' dated ·~. 19811. Ill' -... •ut 1n 1976 aDl 18 not. in ·u:r ot the atattatice 1n the book. I ha" 
also h-=cd th&t aubd.1Y1alou built 1n tM 1114 1960'• an ut ftea 1Dlludod.. 
I real.tu that . thia doommt la a dn.ft 11at aaet. lt be .,.._. 20 79U9 old.. 
How can the DOI, the SSC &Id w the people bow mctl.7 ... , Id.ad d s...p.at 
thia •W han on our 11ocd.et1, Rx-. Jotm Huieeld, tbe eaoat.1ft d.tnotor 
ot tM ssa 11"',lect t= K1oh1- bu - Mbd - ts- a- ..,_ 
.tatiatloe Wt I stW b&w .QOt. rece1"'1 ..,. ........ Ia ....,._. atrald \0 
gift Ull aor:e accun.te data? 

1lr ll&A1Nld bu -ted, that tho 1-ttm at tho -...i ring la M!obJCu 
bu - - d.....aed &all oqbo I can tn1or.- llb:r. Dl'A~1z :511, 
Ne 101 lt. don at.ate that the HZ'f1oe &J:9 at ,., u located It()() n., HUt;b 
ot OCll.umbla Rd., QU.11 Apperdtx 1-), pqe ~ et&t.89 tb&t P1 la loe&t.ell ,6 •1. 
east ot Me:rld.iall Rd. &ad. .1 a1. Dartb of Col.m'1a, a d1ttlrenae Oil U"Omd 
1000 tt. ilqft'ffJ:', the dmt\ &IS la bu.tag Uleli ata'tlatloa ud deo1a1om 
on t.heaa Yapti facte, 

'the dnft &IS· st.ate. tb&t Jllichig&A will tW ' quaniea •itb thtt apoU. 
during bar1llg at the tunul ad vUl at'hct 2800 &Clft8 ot our Vetl&Drla. 
llb&t vW tb1a plua t.be· ntn: aoloe froe. tnttio ant laineuN &ad loa ot 
ground vater do to wr wlldllb and tt.ehtns lit Kich!gallT 

Th• d.r&ft S:JS 111 A.ppcmdilt 4, paga l.Ji. at.at.ea that 80 wlla will bll 
d._1rectl.7 &ttect.ed. Pft' the nport.e ot IDgbu and J&oicaoa Coattt.7 Heil th 
report8 d&ted 198? per A.ppendlx 7, page 122. H0111t¥8r1 t.beee npork were 
frol! a report. aotual.17 d&tc 1n 1968. It u.e .. ricvee an OOft90t. and. th• 
clntt &IS st&te• that- no aew NBOUCCe recO'AIZJ' opent1aaa ncb u ...U 
lut&llatloll wW b9 allond wit.bill. 1000 tt. ot the tUllMl during oonat.ruction 
or operation· ot th• project u stated 111 Append.ix 4, J118e 5..S-.1, NhJ clotl9 
the fU.cb1gu SSO tell u t.b&t 

1. 11' tM t111m.•l.:..doea not d1nctlJ' hit om' nil dwrlng ooaet.ruo'\loo 
th9 .. u vw 1n tact :ra&ia u:d, 

2. tt we do 1oH aar vella, theT •Ul drill us & an ..U ..., within 
tbt. 1000 n .. diatlnoe duril!c OGUUuct.i... 

Appaalllx 4, s-ce S.1.6-l.S 4-8 at&te that vttb groWd -.ter, the ndicaot1•1'1 mw• to the wel1a .,._, a pated ot tiM Ud 14 .dU\lt.ed. •ltb tbe •ta' 1A the 

llA, 1- tq<!.L __ 
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groan4 &lld ..U., HOii' ou w Mft oar ..U. v1tb1:n feet. ot t.hll prOjen ud 
DOt. on:r t!M end ap witb ocmt.u!nat.ed •Hr' 

Tbo Draft llS - 111 Appml!Jc ~. - ,.1.]-1 tl>a• K1cb'- 11111 
- - & poni• fa< <ba _,,.. ......... WW.la <ba ClMD Act. -
hr1ne oc:mstzuot.1m, ~ 1D Appad.lx 4, J9P )-6?, tb9 4nft IIS ft.at.ea 
that. Micbiga.D w111 111 effect uoeed. t.bli oarbm llCIDOX24e 1.ta1tl ruult1ng 
:tz. SSC-nl&W •'•••au, l1' n 1n taot boll tbia 'fiolat.1oD •ill taU 
place, I wcn:ler bCRJ M.111 other ¥1ol.&t1om will t.a.n place When t.be dzt.ft, 
US 111 'b&M4 cm -..,, auuapt1aaa end. it done properJ.7 1 but. 1A M:l.ehipn w . 
lmow tb&\ the :rulu •ill bl broken. 

The dnft SIS 4oet1 add:fta8 t.be t.op1c ot no1H l.llllOJ&DO• t.b&t. will 
oooa:r 1n the ane. 'botb 4ariag .oout.zuotica and opentloll at t.be projeot., 
Appmdlx 4 1 1111P ,5,1,.fl-l? at&t.ee that the DObe ilql&ota an bued; Oza the ..... ,.u.a at -111 - 1Dl•Ui.al -Jooo lllco - coal!llg -
lle!Dg of & quiet 4M1p1 .powd' gum.tan wloffd. in & 9btd and OOiiip: •Ima 
1n11"4-.ll7 aaloM4, "1 queet1oD to 'U'9 ])081 1a Nbo will -.ke nn that 
111 tact. - ,.._aim& •Ul - lliice' 

Appollll!Jc I .. - Joi) 6 ~ ...... th&• th& 1'qlac< at Upl-.Jng the 
no aotim al.t.ezm.tlft tor MiobSCU lfOa.14 'be oaat1nue4 UP of llcbt 
illdustnal allll nliurba.D. &ftU a1-l lfitb nt.l&ad• ~tiaa a.ad llCd
oaltanl. prodwt.loa., w wra1cben\ on wUln4a vlt.b cCIDUAued aodnate 
au.llm'budat.1m. u the DOI 1a tak1DC • poll ot the people \oll&J I pJ.ao. 
., .ate ill tawr ot a ao act1m al.\G:Dl.tlftl tar Mlobtcaa ccutruot1ag the 
19upwocud.uot.1Dg Super Ooll..td..-, I thank JOll tar gi?tna: • an opportaniq 
to •,.U "° the J)(S, 

B1ncen]1, 

~:."~· 
Ooao ' Cit:lseD 

llA.1· lqcJ'Z.. 
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",0t~7/'c..~ L 731.1// HA"E Ksr~a A"'-'c1~7;;c1"1Eef' 

,. I' , -1 :'.l 
~-· ?'#G-112,,.rr- E:.1. S• t:JA) 111~112-op<'sEd'Cc;110Q{ 

/~~/.! .S:, /E- ~ -"-Vd I Cj)ve.57/a,,/fJ'/c-.s"oun.Cf:":5 e F 1 ~ ~ i-:::Ol'le eF77/c= 1A/fi3'1Z;<1AT1 t:M/ ~1'v, A.A./ cf. 
~/!} TC:eo L =sa1-rc tH/cR../;v.1( J::.A/A is t-!t'ssiu:: .. 

~;f . Pc 11v T- / /lf e::-1< t= .4 p~ f2 u RA L L-i.J4 72-R_ 
S'fs~/-/:;. (Ii.) /'11E; )-lAGtc;_ OVAL--1,e<O="A -

JH,.//fAf.)~ f"ete f'ORHF<f °T"ft::tlt FC;1vc./1C-t; 

~F BA1J</<D1JJG l"o/A?>Le '-"..l.ATi:t<...·To/lfe-,R C/ScR:. 
t.v 1711-1 /!/ -s7)>/E A'-' d Fe:cie-IV<J LGu1 de-Lt/vi:.:; 
AAJ<I i'?cGt.JU 7/oA/ '5 TOR. '(E':A/CS IA/ A !:,.,J;-s,:;;cr<;. 

1rAJc"(-~1'.od,. #le HA J!..IAJeR. NAIV'f cF7tlEJE:' 
7,'J'S7if;;oH ~ I-I .A(.) t= ~N.._ 0 AI Gol-1/G.t A L.:s o 

ll-fJ'R-ov~-S<:Rv1c.~ 1'1..ud ::>eek: vet-!/ 
.:SovRcc= ~ r;,pw,.Tl;=-/<?.._ oT!f1SR...fff.AVU'eiLs 
fb"/LTJ'le.R ,vc,e~.SIM.G °f::,c~Avd,s. ~ 
71-lc z:::. 1. :s. s?-"d:i C-cNst';J'c-t<e-cf 77/~c 
CA S~-s s.7.-..e-.te-L':J ,..,ucj f)V '\ Cc°f e-pA/•vc 

Noo<:f. 'F:ATRE::R.. T7-l;o.A,./j iv1TH .Q;s.CA1-V? 
ltosror J7';i',::;s<:; s7s7E'""1s ,.,,,.,,,,,, s/A;~ 
,.AA d J eel e;<;...t_ L,,..vi, s l'>Ro~/ii../c;;- T?fer;; 
A /Vrl C'St/',IE"CJ ,,,,u._,,, 51,.;c e 7l'le-1R fh, 0;>1 17 
/?;'G /, ~ 1. /<le: BA <:./<'.: fl/' /V '1 '(IS ,A~ ~ 
LtJ/>?l==R C'e;ft.1t=..:s f=IR.s{-- i3ecfi72.Ct;-,,q~~ 
o~ ~ve:a./> <Ce ' 

/JfP><: AS C;'>,U j //-AFfTi/.kf ""'?,::,.,/t<:(';..J3i£? 
~11,vus I hprc/.:::, DA.1 /fft=1R W1CEiEs-sl4'f'a'lA9k_ 
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, CJ?e:-c.T/vc; ThL.1 "5>o A.vd. ~ d~~/7s_.1vc· 71T-A 1-
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..X1_slJ,!:::J: 5e:E/,uG X.AA..)S OVe/<:. .-.. 
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"f?wt FX:.AC..7t-'f W//o Ss- T'RoG>/7/?.$.::, ')<
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~2.196a 

Wiimot H. -·Chairmen SSC Site Task Ferca 
OfflceofE-aodReoearch 
l>.11. Department of Energv 
W.OShlnotan, D.C. 20545 

Dear Dr. Hess. 

We would Ilka to moke-one loot ottempt to~ the SSC Site Task Force why we 
conetdOr the state of II llnots to be one of the IMsl -18ble sites. 

The Envtornmentel tmpect Sl8tement """"'"to "gloss owr· the humen fector 
concerning the Stele of Ill lnols. We llav<I tene of - of more poop lo that w 111 be 
arrectal by tho b<lfldlngof the SSC In Ill Inola tllen In any of the other 6 states. And 
our present popu1eton bcom fs almost out of c:Ontrot. As the front page of the Ch~COQO 
Tribune Frldey Sepl8mber 30. 1988 points out1 the collar counties of DuPaae. 
Lake, McHenry, Wtll, and ICene llaY9 S\Jrgecl In populotlon by o stunning '4-1,000 
paopte In I 987. . . . 

Such asuroo In populotton, especlolly In IC""' end DllPllQll counties-the two 
counties most effected by the but1dtno of the SSC tn t lltnote, Ms Creeted more trefrtc 
jems. tncreesed road deterloretton, ceuted morelJCCtdants, end contr1buted to an 
lnc;reuse In traffic rat.!11ltles. The areosconttnued growth of 2.8S·coup1ed"wtth ttle 
addition of hundre<IS Of trucks and tllOU- of SSC workers wm mob IC- and 
Dupege counties an unbeerable p1ece to 1tve. 

Even thouOh our state government -hes tQld you.~ ti I tnofS' "'rural atmosphere .. we 
cer-totnly haps vou W&'l"B very observant du,.tno yeur·recent t.our., We have hundreds 
of homes under constr-uctton on the proposed rtno r~t now W'ld thoUsends of lots 
al reedy sold end woltlng to be bu11t upon. 

Pleeso US0""'1e gooa·old ·common .. nse· and put the SSC lna.Sl8tew.ller'e It wtl.I not 
hove such en adverse effect on-ao mDr'Y people. 

~rely, {.) 

~~~-!~@~ 
DonendJUO,.Prlce 7 tJ ti 
6N I 19 WOOdlend Roed 
St Ctlerles, llllnots 60175 

llA.1· '~ 
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Collar counties' population surges; Cook County's slips 
By Men1I Ooozner 
'"-m""~_.. c;i11llar ~licl ..,pd la 1917 while 

"""" °""'" .... - ...... te"'UNI of the b'cild of most of U. 
=:.::.~ ... c.m.. ... 

lb ~utation survey lbowcd lbtt 
.t.iSc C'oot Coanty ... ·1omq; ),IOI) 
~ in 1987 t.om the previous ,,_., 
lhc live: counticl IAlmJU9diall CoOk
Ou hac. Lake. Mcltmry. "Will ud 
5'.illM-Wrpd by a ltU.DDfoi 44.000 ........ . 

1\c ,.um ii tm11iakceat of die 

1970.. •hen much or die 111bmban .,...._ ..... ,.,....mCool< 
Qouacy ...... day. The a.. ..... 
couauca avvqcd arowtb or 37.000-

- • -'durina ""1 - ..m)e 
toOk County - - J<j)OO ...... ·-· lb>ol ... I_ ............... 
Cook°"'"" ... C>iotF- - la ............. - .... ----lL-1 ... and 1986.~ In dlDftve .... __ 
........... nj)OO __ • .,.., .... 

C.ook C:0U., .. Mlltiai 6JX» I ,,_. 

........ day, - "ooly ........ la 

ew:n bend ycan.. IJlowed an m
Cl'Cll& ot 11,000 pcoete in 1986 over 
1984. n ... t1ic lh'a CllY pm in --.i -' tr:Il! :..•·t.i.:.r= ::.....~ '°'""""_Di;i;Oii_ ~ ... __ __ 
,. :•.t:;;1~6£n wi~ ..::.... ..._ ... u..-. .... 
fil<dy ~ Cook ii ....... .......... -= The - . la 1987 
- lo ..... :J'll'!..""""" 

...._,.. __ a.6iou,... 

:::!. :.:" .:;&.r.iz ~":: --The tDtid Pi!ls la the oala' .-... -......... -~=in .. middle Cl lbe ~llllOlll-37 U.S. ___ .... _ 

~r Yu:~ ~..-in;: 
-~--,. ...... ~ by CU paa:ac to LIS lllillioa 

rwbilo mc..:"P-b rm hilld ada .. _ ... , 
Cl... 1'<-4'10 ;;, Fi 'c\.a. 

___ ..,_....._"1_x_:_""'_.,_~_\_ rse 6' :;i ,'30, 1'l&lr 

' . 
Population ~~1::·~:; ,..&.. --·Coo•---· ....... == ... a.__ .... _ w_ -~ """'""'16 
and Dalla, Yoticb •• bctW thac\ eDDUID '° .... 
... l ..... <Opri'987,lloet»- r=. io -"""-· Oii') ma's PQOUliD:m did l'lM' llll· cmlv fhie naiom Mita ..... dllD a 

~~ ~-= ~n:t:"&.:ti•::a 
lhc only rqpoa ........ *' ..UC.'s Detrok. Ocwland. lluflWo. Pitt> 
10 lmgat to ~ 10ae popilllian bmJb and Mitwaube cacb loll 
- )al'. DOPiilatimi ... lbc .. ccmm. 
._ ............. 1 ...... The- - -
~-=..bdlind Dalll IDd the '~ =..-:=atl.! 

Heir York continuCI to be the ii11 the lltlll cmsm. wbicb ii ODly 
largest au:lrot'IOliWI are1 in Ille two )'ml away. Dllnoil. b ........ 
.....,. .... 18.05 ....... - ............... _ 
li<MeYa', it's Q.l pcn:cnl aroWl;b.. Ncaily 20 pc:rmlll «• 212 .. 

-~~~~-~ ::=-.tr:JJ u ~- ..... "':Y..,,., =~=. .. ..w:-- .... 11 
1h<y ""'""" - Ibo """'m . io Ibo· 1- Tlut Oelobcr'I stock marbt c:ruh nine of mo. bta .. in die Mill-
and ill smultin& loll" jobL Mil and 12 - in die~ 

P11omi1 nmains 1be fiseat. FM"' Sewn. ot die JO fiscal ~ 
ii!& ~ rneuopabl - in the mecmpolilan tlm ':"ill RoiidL 

m 
lJ -:<::> 
~ 
I~ 
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Dr ........ . 
~ sac . .,,.,. ... ,_ 
D•Mln'MBNr °' BNBRDr 
lilt: - f$ 
~D.C.llfJSfS 

"-'. tw; ..... , 

~~ ~ IW l 1111!1 •oi "*favor ·oft• Seip.re a fl c.t'V S...,. 
ColUdlr . .._,..., •·U,. Fmr va11., .,... ,,,:ns,...... 
I .\rrw' .... •,..._.,of si. Cluwl•• for.,_.., 40,_.,.. ad h# .. #1*1 
0- ,,.,..,_ ..., fl( 10'9. B""'7GU Ill My parllellltd" CWH ,. Nill Oila •U watw 

· <- _... Ill St. ~· lowuld# fJlfd .,. an ,_,lclllarl7 cOllffnmt aln* 
U.. f"""'' af OIO' llNlln'. alttHll4 U..-SSC h 6tdll It#•; u....U a,._. '*""°""'•"" ~t. 
I.._. NOd tWortP lllfft of U.. malerllll Int lo me by tU D. O. B. -°"" 
..U ea: NS llO lqrfall ,...... .,.,. "'"°~feel ~-HI"'*«/ ill 111tAI 
• ....,, ,.,..,.,, twn. 

I_.• t:0111Cnvtldffaq Md "1flalnwtl uolcn: • t•·SICll• .of~ 

Plea# COIU'*"''*'- t.tlM "'"'1 'WO"tlOI• for IU.-C Ot-llti.011'. 

llA.t-1-001 --
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LEITER 

SSC DRAFT EIS COMMENTS . 
Dr. Wilmot' Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 

October 6, 1988 

Office of Energy Research, -ER-65/GTN 
Department of En.argy 
Washington, o.c. 20545 

Dear Or. Hess, 

The. Tuscola County Economic. Development ,GOrpol:'.&tion Would like 
to encourage t.hEt DOE to place the proposed SSC in Michi(jan'. I think 
Michigan has the resources to make ;it a. top qq.ali ty center for the 
nation. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Executive Director 

JM/tw 

1184CleaverRd. Sulteaoo Caro. M148723 (517)673-2849 

llA.1 • 'lf>C>~ 
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LETIER 1030 

Dr. lfllllOt lrff• 
Chair, SSC Site Tulc Poree 
11-65/GTll 
ottlc. of .Inergy Reeearch 
0 ,S •• llopartoent of llnerU 
Waah1ngton, D.C. 205115 

Att..ntlon1 SSC tr>:att. BIS 

1fear 17:r. fte11111, 

Ootobw S, \988 

lncloeed are flJ' penonal COll!tent.a coneern111g the Draft lnviror111ent&l In11pact SU.te
•ent tor \he Supercond.uctin111; SutMlr Coll1der • 

. ·t) ~· 2 ... 1.; It le not clear how· the SSC n.nka wlt.h reapoct to other scelntltto 
neearch in laportan"9 and Id.th other Jjbyalce nHle&l'ch ln pa!'tlcu.l&r.. Ho• were prior• 
ltl•· 4eteni·•IMl con.:enlns nch r.aearch and SS<;: chaaen u._tM; project. th.st will 80 
fonud, WM.t sltu1.a ... used? Blace then 111 not .enough aon97 to do. all the needed 
nmarcb tor.all wonhwbile ,rojecte ttM !IOA.1MMICI• to tW the-!Ubllc what other neeuch 
wt.11 be torpDe or del&J9d due \o th9 siphoning otf at 1'lmcll by ·SSC. 

It la aleo l~t (or DOI to show the Public how mch theee nn apln-otf tech• 
nologiee coet/dltP'M or llnlCCMa. In particular, oa i-s• 2-2, IJOl:·;nffda to tlocu•ent ihtl 
aaaertlon that one-thlrt. of aur current groea national product cue fro• studying eub
atolllo ph1alce OYer thti lut e1gbtJ' ,.are.. Also th9 tint Nord or the ftrat sentence 
ot the tint p&l'&!rapb on thls Jlllfl:• b th9 11tart of an lnc011plete aentence th&t doe11 
not n t •l th th• iut· "°rd ot the ,reoedtns Pfl!9• 

2) ~· 3 .. 1. It 'bothera M that DO&..dld not lt.elf' detenlne what lrllZ'• the bfft 
elt• to look at bit instead had a oonteet to ... •ho would Pl'CJ1)08• 111tee •. This ls not· 
1-4.rahip and doee not lead to thm beet enY1roaaen'tal. eltlng deolalon bel~ ude. 
It la &1110 dleturMng t•t DOS doe• not tell ua what dacomlsaloning will ccNSt &nd how 
huudoaa and: solid wute will be dlapoaad.. Tble ta • coat of the project -.net need• to 
be dleelaeed tor •ch •l ta. 

J) Pue J•St. MIO need• to be ueal to uaea• l1rp1.ote. If ffftO data ta not a'ldla· 
bl• then oomeralon facton ualrur TSP need. to be uaad to glq an ldea o:! what the JfAAQ!I 
fen' !*rtlculatea will be onelt• an4 whether the workers or reeld'enta •111 be ln danger. 

4) ~ )-51'. DOB l• not dlscloal~ f'ully to the Public what all !•pacts are alnce 
IOllll eltee, like the Tana one, haff not had their blatorlcal site eva.luatton or pre• 
hl•tort.c 111.rcheological al ta evaluation done. Therefore the Public doea not know the 
coat of what this will be ln reaources lost or d&uged. 

5) Page J-60, Table J..S. UelftfJ 250 gallone lnlln• ot water and 2,200 sallona/111ln. 
or •ter la ridlculou•• The DOB need.1 to determine what it ean do to coneerve water or 
recycle and re1u1a water eo it 111 not •a.etad. 'l'he .... can be aald of ener~ u~"· 
HO• will t!'d.a ·be done and •hat Ifill the progra• coMlat. 

6) Pa!• )-62·).64 •• Mt1~t1on that Will reduce 1mpacta ahauld be done and DO.&: 
ehould not etata that 1t poaalbly 111-!ht be i:lone. tet•a reduce 1111pacta to the aullest 
uount '!'09•1bte. Surely with the coat of the proje'!t be1~ ao lll.r~e th• llJl"tl'a llOne., 
needed to make 1t 'IOre onv1roMent&lly aound la J'l(lt out of line. 

llA.1 · 2.004 
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Vhat are tM pollutant 1ncreaaee that wlll occ:ur due to gae and •lectrt.clt1 ueH? Ho11 
will th1• project l"l!duce pollution to keep ozone level• down? 

8) Page ,.._,, Table ,...t. tro 11e!!t.lon la Mlle here about drill holn tro• 011, su, 
water, or othBT actlvltlea that ha"9 been.plug"84 or n..t to 'be plugged. 

9) Pll,IJ• 4-6. It ..... to .. that gaol~lc ver1t1cat1on atudlee should bll done now 
•o that all taulta are known and the reviewer can deter.in• the poealble probl• .. that 
these •J' haft on the Taxu and other attea. 

10) P~e 4-8. Thia la a 8•n•r&l C'Olll~ent about this doCW1ant•a style. It would be 
•ore 8eltifUl tor the reviewer lt all co11111enta about each atate ore pvt tofJetber¥acr-. 
that a contlnulty and tot11.llty of each site could be discovered by r.ding about each. 
atata independently. 

11) P&.49 4--2, Tabla 4-tO. W~th the Trinlt7 Blvar tro. the Dallas-Fort Worth area 
to Lake Llvlngaton being ao polluted •1th sewage how vill thl• project'• ae•if.8• lolde 
affect the river cu11Ulatlvely? 

12) Pas• 4-)2, Tablee 4-8 and 4-9. DOI should •nsure that county radon lewele ln 
Tuu tor the area arfected. are gathered before the PBIS. 

1)) Page S.t.t-4. What about ta.ult lmpaot. with H9pect to v1\tratlone ln Texu? 
Hov "111 ta.ult l•pacta be •ASUred. &nd 11.lt.igated.7 

14) ~ 5.1.2.1. I want undatoey altlga.tlon to stop erosion and not DOI eaying 
that UUl.lree could be done. You need to coult to •Mt Will be dona. I cone1der S• 
l°" ot. •tenh.ct dlaturbed bJ' on• project .. &lot ot dlaturb&nce. On pL!9 s.1.2-4 
vMre dld tM 2"' uae ot noodplaln wideth eo11e t'roa7 lhJ la not a aore conaervatlwe 
nuw. ar llk• S-10!& used? Vhat la 11Ut rtlaturbtn! la th• lack ot any 1ntorutton on hov 
noocU.n« will lncnaaa du• to aecondaey devalo1111ant 1Jt'!Ot.~near thaee atreua.. Thla la 
ona ot the greatest tapicta and need• to be eo11prehena1.,.1y addreued bJ IIOL 

15) P*!'ee S.t.Z~2J, 26, 2?, and 2?. Regular Water quality aaapllft! p~ ahouldl~ 
be set up tor the atreaaa that the SSC:. wot.ilrt lapact to eneure that any degradation due 
to the project la to:.incl and then altl?ted. In addltloa buallne dat& la needed ao tMt 
future axpanalon of the ssa. or lncllrect g-rovtb l11pacta oan be detenlnad. Pollution 
apill• muat be reduced by nployH tra1n1~ and lnt1J19ctlon and not aa pit hare, could be. 
!Ion-point source control•· are needed before any channel stonwatar la releued. to the 
local •t.teua. There la no dlseuea1on &bout. shall,o• •ter 94ulter vater pollution la
psct..: .\re there &ftJ' and· lt so wha.t llitlsatton ":tll be ••plojed? 

DOB Qa~ll to lnat.&ll water conaenatlon dertcw. and vee water reuee and recycling 
u aa.ch ~ poae1,bl• ~n ,the SSC:. tacllltJ' and tbs d01MeUc •ter .Uf.... In addition alnce 
acondary. grOwth vlll occur due to the SSC. the DOB ·should enter lftto ·a progr&• w1 th the 
count1 am nearby' alt1ee tq .•ncounge water co011ervatlO'n tor new reeldeneaa and other 
developunt t.bat occurs due to ssc..· The growth lft the ..r... wtll 'not be &1111.ll alnea the 
covnt7 la not Mghly populated. and ta aore l'\lra1 than .urban at thle tt... Pllrthar, it' l• 
rldleulou.a to aa1 tbat since D'terdnttinfl: la already oc~rring that the added eu111.1lG.tlq 

, lmJ11,cta or· t~ project an not algnltlcant. When you include the project. vhlch lteelt 
wlll uee •ch •ter and the indirect growtb l.,acta the •ter uae lncru.ae le slgnltlcant. 
The State ot Teua through the Tua.a lfat·ar t>e.,.lopmant BOard hu a water conaervatlon 
prouu Dom should be lnvolYed. v1th tor thla ~roject. 

Othft -.'tar laauee u a reeult of thla 'Project include ~ S.1.2~20 which ehon 
part a! the ~roject ~bur under Bil.nqll Lake bllt nOthlrur 111 sald abou.t thl• and whettwr 
vat•'" •nou~ will be a.' "°bl•. U'lln on 'PUB 1;.1.6,.14 no "tentlon· ta '!Ill.de 'lbotJt shallow 
W&t9'1!' 'lq\ll'!°l!l'9, 

llA.1- z.oo5 
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t6) Pa4e 5.1.)-9. Agata DOB .lgnonli t!Mi indirect Ul4 cuulatiYe t•,..cta O'f &tr 
pollution on t.he ana. Tbe tot&l all pollution 1enaai.t not ja•t tro. oan of •plo:r
... of tM ISO Wt &ln du• to ti. crolf'th la reetdentlal • conerelal., lndustri&l and 
other 1&nd ••• l• ~ adalo•ledpd. or talked. about. llnee t.hl• ooiald l»e one ot tM 
aoet •ar10U9 cooaequnoee becatlH tbe pollution 1nented hen 11111 mow Into thll non
at\a.1.n•nt tor osone ·ana ot \he Dallu-f'ort Wort.II u.. thla nM4I to M mddreued. aowt 

t?) P&I• 5.1.1 ... 1-.zo. A 10 GA 1 ... 1 at 630 t..i ••1 nee4a to M •lt.ls&ted. At. 
10 GA. note• lnhlnd. h9u'lng lu• caa '*Si•• lpecitlca on tt. nolH a1 tiptlon pl.an an 
not. ct vn and. ...t to bl '° the rm•.., cu CGMent on tMH plue. ft d.l•Wrtianc. 
l.,..oU du- to hiab no1M ln•l• an P.-wa 'for wtldlt!e.. Thl• a..u to be dOH. In 
add!tton on Table 5.t.,....) the " of the people ln. "rfice anae that will be h!gbl.7 
annof'!d by notae tn ttM open.ttcmal ••-,.eta-need to hi..,. •ttiptloe tor t.Mlr •ttaatton 
ll"n ln 1.b1a ms• It ...- ".17 unueuai t.o not na know the nu•ber of •truet.urem at 
each ~ alt.a ldtM.a tM 600 toot n.ns•• Jet Ude l• -.Ure the l•p&cta-4ue \o blut• 
11111 .Ul oooar and apln Iii t.S.Satlon need• to b9 apelled. _oat. 

18) hp s.1.re. It. l• aot. cl.ar how reolM&tloa will ooear. All •ltt.ptloa I •pport. 
, .. relomt.lon of- the- saa oat ., .. ln add.lt.lon •lft09 foner pnlrl• U'9U 11111 be 
t.akft u4 .....,.._ rill _tab "" aore fonn pn111.e anu ? bell..,. DOS •bolll4 naiata 
t.M t.llO -~t.•t. 11n nuaate of Blaokl.ud. prairie u dtlptton. Xn addlt.len US' aa 
_.lull tmt·t.M DCS 4oee .. t nemd. for 49"10]99flt attaald. be ......... a a wildlife 
.... C't.uarJ. In addltlon, apla. •l•ce tM• projmet will .... fart.Mr powth la the area 
I!.bell-ftti ·llCll •horl&W .... ._. ot 1\11 1aa4 u M.Mtat. for llaok-Qapped. •treo. and. cnat.e 
·t.ld.Mt. tor U..·t.bnacb t.rM plant.lap Of' other 111\lptlOB·-nm. Pla&l.1J'1 I lfGlllld 
UH to ... Dea.; elAce lt. •W diatarb rtparlaa habitat, aoqt1l.n the 1-t left on Chu• 
"9rll er.. u dtlpU.aa fOf' till.II dalp. Thi• "111 a1M ... w wUdlU'• aanctuu'J' areu 
allll l11onue \he •oenlc: aad •-.thet.lo 'f&luu ot \bit u.. ltr pnnnt.111 , ..... 1llpOl'tut. 
laallaoa,. t•Wnm. 

19) .... 5,1,?-5. DCS 11...sa to· ohow _, fan1aa4 ld.11 'llo 1 .. \ to""""' I• \ho ..
... to tM pl'Ojllo\ al net jlaet. t.bl dlnat lOM of pr1M tanlUlda. Ap.1a, ~ nfuee 
t.o glft a pla\lan of tbe oaplet. lllpaot.a dH to ttd.e projeot.. .Ttd.a la not •ooeptablo. 

20) ..... S.-1.8-12, llJ, 5.z .. 1. 5.2-1, .... )-65. • TM ld.&199t. flaw ill t.ld.I GI ualJUa 
1e t.be J.aall: ot qout\ltaU•• lntonat.lell OI' _, latonaUaa at. all about ttle lndlftct. 
.... _tol i....- \la\·ld.11 --"'w. pnjoe\.. !Ida,_ ... - -
.,al• and -.11' h -tMM ...no •. In addltlee Dm:. t.rl• to .S.nlatae t.M lapol'tuee ot 
t.tlla srowt.b bf •111111 tbat. lt. lo nlat.l\'91J -.11 .... _,and to t.ota1 popalatloll 
proJ9ot.loM tor tM "lioB·. Dm,,alao tall• u -tall aoat. Mw 111ch l!'Oftll wtll tun • 
nn1 llf•tyltt lJlto an urban om. MCI. altel'--cal.Wft aml bnU t.he ~nlt.7 fabric. 

·hell U-#•'Jh·----· often an- tbe aoot· taport.ut . .- tor ....... etnce tbef ma tla'Ye 
-a ..... tn.bl11-:.:not.1aui u4 pe7cllol.ogloal lapact.8 ••. tt. .... to .. wit.II all t.he ad-lanced. 
plumina U.S. pnjeotloe tool.a a\ DOI"• __.. ·tt•t lt •hould '"" JIOO•l'bl• to •.,.rate 
wt tho dlnot and lftdlnot. .ttec:te \bat •c. tdll ,. .. u llllo caut7. Thl• appaNntlJ' 
1• . .eot ·bllac dne ani1 ••• '° bl 11114naa.s. 

zt) PlnallJ', _,. baclr on ,... "-103. -tho m .tau. that n-.t.1ona1 neouroee w1l1 
be att-eoW b ,.,...... lawoftr lt le< not -cl.-r t.llrollghol.t the not ot the domaem .._, 
u4 - •ah .SU Udo ott•c\ 'llo and - I\ will llo .. t.lptod, Pl- ..,..... 

1111~~.,..,&- /}I'~ ....... _ 
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