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LETIER f,5w 
Dr. 'IUaot 11e... CUiZ'll&D 
SSC Si w Tut Poro• 
D-65/GTI 
Offioe of Enera hHuo.ll 
u .s. Departant of llMra 
Waal:lington. D.c •. 20545 

.lttn1 SSC DBIS Co-ta 
(hpallded veuion) 

Wayne o. Lareon. D.v.x. 
46'1}85 J.oagat St. 
ll"bllrn, Ill. 60119 

Daputment of Bnara 
lashin&ton D.C. 20585 

De&r Sirs, 

� 11&11e is Wayne O. Larson, D. V .L I reoehecl ., degree fro• tu Unhuai t7 

of Jlinnesota in 1973. I practioecl larp anill&l. lleclicine ill Soutla Dakota for 

thee• years and have been a 111.xed anill&l. practitioner tor tlae laat beh"e 79an 
in Illinois. �wife and I laa.n lived in lanaville, Illinois ritla our bo sone 

for 10 yeara. Aa a· resident of laneTI.lle and a tup&yer of tlae Sta.te of Illlaob0 

I c&n only object to tlae ei tin& of tlae SSC in Illinois. The coat to tlae ci tizene 

of Illinois in l&nd, water, tu dollar• and intrusion upon our live• is aore tla&n 

slaould be expected of anyone! 

The Illinois propoaa.l for tlae Draft E.I.S. would like Haeyone belien 

tla&t tlae SSC will not affect people. Yet table 4-2, Land Acquisition Plana, 

ata.tes tlaat 160 i:eaidencea &nd 59 businesses mat be acquired. It doea not 

list tlae nuaber of people &.ffected ill ei tlaer e&.ta&OrJ" • Site Specifio .ld&ptatioDll 

Illinois. 1.2.3, page 25-30; of tlae 26 I - F &. J aitH, 13 or �a.re expected 

to be 110nd and/or relocated beaauae tlaey interfer ritla aubdivi810D11, ro&.da, 

individua.l homes, induetria.l parka and creeka. � aites laave duel iapacta 

a.leo. 19 sites re110ve culthated l&nd froa production. 

Vol. IV, .lpp. 16, Ill. pages 23-29, goes on for 7 p&&ee about mitigating 

tlae i11pacta on Scenic &nd Vi..."lla.I Resource .lasee8118nte for Illinoill. It conaiete 

rd beCllll, alarubs, trees, 110ving sites and deBip of faoilitiee to reduce tu 

uns!.Ptl;r claa.racter of then proposed B - F &. J siwa. Yet tlae last st&taaent 

t6.3.3.4 re&.da, an� I quote •Far tlae proposed site, no l .. s, plans. policies, 

= regulation11 apply to ecenic and TI.sua.I resource pr.otection. • end quote. 

The 7. p11&911 represent nothing but lip service to. piaca.te nea.rby hou owners. 

llA.1- 1504-
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

2 

'l'l&e onl,r st&te wJiere thia ia talell HriouaI;r ia Arizona. 'lllJ'? llecauae 1111cll 
o:f tile land ill wzdan contrcl of t.he BuN81l ·of .t.nd llangamllllt. ner. ·Governaent 

ia de&linc ritA Go:sel:llm8llt, taen ta. pnibleM lie®- .a. re&lit;y tUt haft to be 

d.e&l t •itll. 
I talte exoept:i:Oll to • ·� t.llat Ci...,.. mora 1'apllt •ork to tH Indiana. 

bat tllat llight inllabit an occaeaionaL dead tree for a. few llOlltlla and •clover 

bu&ll tb&t tlw!y, tile staie, doellll't even Imo.. il it uista at an;y to tlle •ites, 

tllan it .doea to claildren. I Jlaw found 5 aentencea -ttend tllroup tllia report 

tba:t. :preta.ine to -children. One, .trreoted Envircmaent Ill, }111'9 106, reren to 

llooae Heart •i ta a declining enrollment. 'l'lle secon:d on }111'19 1'8, ref"ere to tile 

enrol1-.nt ai: liweland Jr/Sr Hi&ll School and Blemmtar;y School end ita 1851 

atudenta. 'l'lle tllird, .Sw:ioeconcllic tsseesment Ill . page 131, �11n1 to •cllildren 

or tlle •eat caapua ea r'll' as diaruptbn or eduoatiOD&l toti'Titiea &'t laneland 

Billa Sallool.• '?hie l'aat one rdena to, claildran tllU would be aloca:te4. wa!lll 

alloRt tlloae wllo ara atill la-' Mlllla. tllan 113 o£ :tlae childran -*tendillc 

Xanela.ad •clloola, tlooa.• froa X-ville and Suca.r Grove, killdeJ:carden 1illrogp 

laip acllool, ue llauberaan Road. &a a. aa.in tra .. 1 ZOllt. ta; and boa •cllool. Tile 
11Dat dina:t l'OUte 'fo;c apoila �Y&ll froa aitea P 546, I 6, and :I 3,4,5,&6 
would be 1'roa � Road into lanMille OD Barteir load and old; o£ &aneviUe 

an kin Strset to QRa.rr;y 14. De intersection o£ :Barter and Jlain ia ill tae 

oenter of ltaneville. l.ocated at Wa intersection are tlla follmr:Uicf i:bild 

d.a;y oara cent&J:, Pullli.: Lillrar;y, co-m.t;y Qm1Miua, Poat -of'fice, an4 flaae-
kll t'iald fez or•anizeci ll&aella.lll ad aoftba.ll 1'oz llotll Cirla and .,,. froa 
lllllavllle and tae 11nrro1U1� cOU11teyeide. Also tlle a:rocer;y &lld ice mwaa 

•tore ia located a:t tllia in*-nec¢iou.. 'l'lle spoils ilavlinc and conetruoSion 

will � OJI in thia area ror e ;rears. llowllere -ta u. •ta.tad ho• aan;y in.eke per 
da;y will be trveling tllroup l&navillel Uao tlle 110at direct roRta fan 1r&1Nl 

llA. 1 - 1505 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

froa Ferlli L&b to tile lest C1111pua i11Tolft• tile uae of � Street Road. ll&in 
Street Road is DOt en11 listed 011 tile tables of road traffio i11cresea due to 

tile. SSC. Tile e11dangez:ed apeoiea are DOt
.

tlle Indiana bat &11d tile oloTer·lMlall. 

Tiley are tile claildre11 wllo will loo•e tlleir llo•ea &11d alr,o more i11port&11tl7, 

tlle1 are tile children who will still be livinc llue :Lil lt&11ertlle. Tile State· 

of Illinois baa not addreaeed tlaia -jor probl811 at all &11d llietlaar llu tile 

E.I.S. 

IlJ:iDOis proposes that we laaTe abund&llt water supplies &11d tlaey will be 

of llO conce:cn. This is a gross llisreprese11tatio11. Tllere are already overdrafts 

o£ acquifera ill tile region, as stated ill the E.I.S. DuPage Count1 is lauilding 

a pipeline to use Lake llicllig&11 water, The Fox Valle1 towns are eitller using 

fox Ri var water. or are ll&ki11g pl&11s to use it due to declilliDC quality and 

supplies of well water. Vol. IV, App. 7, paie 108, states, "later level over

dra� i11p!1.Cts from induced population growtll durinc 0011Structio11 and co11tinuinc 

througll oparatio11e would lae aeasurable a tile regional leTel &11d of long-ter:a 

co11eeque11cea. Tile State of Illinois contends aoae 20 to 30 wells would be 

affected by a 1?0 foot restriction O,!I eitlter side of tile tU1111el. Tile E11Tiron-

11e11tal Consequences &lld llitigativ& l!easure.s, 5.4-1 stateti that a 1000 foot 

restrictive zone would ba enforced and an eati11ated 320 wells would la• affected. 

Tltis is a. groas error cm tile Stat& o:f Illinois I Aleo JIOre careful. atud1 and 

llOre recent study rill show more homes ri tll private well• !taring been lntll t 

in tile designated areas. Also, tlla State. of llli11ois bu proposed to offu 

city water, to the resident. of lt&11eville. lily? Ia it because •• C&ll not !ta.Ye. 

&11y private wells tlaat close: to the It sites? Tllia is adding to tbe total a.f 
well closing whether it be direct or indirect. After i11stallatio11 rill we DOW 

llave to pay for our water i11Stead of 111Li11tailli11g Clllr on well•? Tile wells of 

homes and busi11Bsses are DOt taken into account becllll8e it will becoae Federal 

llA.1- I 'SO(t, 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

land. Bu.t twmelin& and tile diggin& � ellaft• a:t and sill disrupt tlle flow of 

water and would result in othe11 wells going dey or fouling tile water. Ueo a 

ee•&&e treatunt plant ia planned for lannille and tile IHt Cupua. One llu 

to read carefllll7 to find wllera tile lacoon •1ate11 rill be located, because the 

State of Illinois would not tell Ull or put it on a 11&p, Bu.t Site-Specific 

J.daptatione Ill. page 35, doea indic&te ita location. llore.. f&r11 land taJum. 

Bo•, if the. state could eend thia illforu.tion in for tu E.I .s. Draft in August 

of 1987, wh7 couldn't tbe;y tell. ue at the Januar;r 12., 1988, aeet:Lnc in laneville'1 

The atate. llas delibe11&tel7 not told ue anything llQ tllere wo11ld 'M leH oppoai tion, 

Tile affluent rill be discharged inta lelcla Cra.k wlaiola hu llad no effluents 

p:i:aTiouel7 duaped into· it. 

Vol, IV, J.pp. 14, Socioeconollio J.aseesaente for Illinoi• pacv 131, •this 

ia tile heart of the. 'blaoll: soil•' oountey in northenl Illinois, and acricultur&l 

prod11ction ia higla. • Pap 114 etatH t.llU tile •incl• 7eaz 1990 to 1991 crowtla 

would be 43.� \e7ond tile projected buellna crortll. Growtla ia not aoin& to 

)a ftrliola .. in 4cmiton Chioe.ao, tile crowtll will be llorizontaJ: aa p,ropOMd 
b;y tile eeco:ndaey growth potenti� of bringing the SSC to Illinois. This groath 
will: spread 110re ra.pidly <r11er the fertile sci! of Kane County,. le have just 

experienced • -.re 4raugilt in thll oow:itey � Uiola neeyaae ie aa.ra Qf or 

ahauld be. Yet the faru o:f the feat Callpua are& and &ll � lane, Ccnmt;y hue 

cropa ta: huvest thia ;ye�. rus was not dlMI to irription, but to u-11 rain

fall� J.s atated, .lffected Environment at Sita Uternativea pace 122-, 2/}'s 
a£ auir precipi taticm falls during the gro11in& season. Bistorlc&ll,y thi• are& 

has allwa7a harvnted a. crop, uen in the llllst llowl Ere.I farllBJ!ll report 40 
bushe� per. acre aa;ybaans, th&t 's a noru.J; ue:i:age, Coni varies 110re, but ia 

•till. Jielding 1/2.. to 2/3'• noriaal aveuge, The SSC and it's accelerated population 

llA.1- 1501 
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powta 91.U destroy tlte moat Y&l.u&bl• ailset tllill etaia Jau to offer. litllout 

food and clean raliabla potable. water.· and land to crow cro1111, all tile periiole 

plaJllics re•aaroll..i• aeanincJ.•••1 

:Vol .• lY, �p,p.. 14, SocioBccmollio usea1111Ut• llll. p..- 2!24, D. Publio 

finance., tlte principal publio financ&L effeets of tlle SSC are .expected. to 
occwt &: two levels of &OT&l'lllllllltr tlle .St&t• of lllinoia, Uld juriadioti0118 

within three � impact ocimtiH- lluP11&9., Kane, .and l:endall. Tai• enaly•:lis 

identified tltoae rannua sources and types of expemli t.iuea wltioll. would ei titer 

directl7 or: inclireatl1 'N &ffected by tha SSC. Table. 14.;t.,.},-14., J11!111 125, 

llhowa a: llet Be.venue lapaot to the Stata o£ Illinoie GoV8:imaent froa si Ui:ic tu 

SSC Iler. af $8}.2 million, f'roa year11 1989 to 2000 in direot and indirect tuu. 

But. it doea not aay one word abou.t tlle 1570 aillioa tile stata will Hll. in 

b QJld11, nor tlle interest incurred duril\8 tile life of .ue .. bonds. IJaT1 

Yol. I & III & IV, !pp. 4, �ogy for lite Selection pep 2, t.1i .lloUoitatio111 

".lllendaent. 2. (Jul;r, 4. 1987) made tile ISl' conform tc leciala<t.ion wltioll. llad. been 

enacted to pro:lribit DOB £rom couidering financial or oUer inoe11tiv1111 in tile 

selection of a.site for tile ssc: App. 4 .Land !oquisition Plana1 (4.1l, "Wltile 

titers. may be iapacts associated witlt land acquisition co•ta, tlteae a.re outside 

tile scope of t:llis B.I.S. I" • Tile state is respouible for propoa:Lnc tlle Iii te 

location.• B.v convienently being able to leave out tile a&Jor costs to tile 

taxpayers of Illinois this completely.discredit• the valJ.dity of .&l!Y economic 

gains that could be incurred by bringing the SSC to Illinois. Tlle 1570 million 

tile state win Hpand for lmd, 1tunneling, support, etc. will etart incurring 

.interest. By the year 2000, principle ·and interest will be ap}!roacltinc 11 billioa • 

.. Bow does $8}.2 llilli.o11 of inoreaaed State GovUDMD.t Revenue � t4· f:iJlanoe 

a. debt tllat ia ·approachi:ac 11 bil!io11? '?la• !inanoe .cJlarp ,will oontiDUe to 

raise with tile lengb.t of the bond11 to even higlter.. levels while tit• state 

llA. 1 -
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 
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ruenue tuea will lnel out and raise accordin&ly. Tllia doH not enn take 

i.Dto co1111ideration tlae sealed i.Doentive ofter b7 the State of Illinoie. '?kat•e 

t&&atiaD without repreaentationl And tlaere llaa alread;y 'been one war touglat 

over thatl Thi• increaeed ti.D&Dcial load on tlle pDUal atate nveDUea leads 

to decreaeed epeDdin& in all areu of state govel'Dllellt, 11011t notably aohool11. 

Th• debt incurred will compete directl;y tor tllese t'u.Dds. litll reduced tu ban 

trora land acquieitio1111, and u indicated, an inoreue of pupil• and a need 

tor raore teachere, corae11 &D iDoreaeed need tor 110re olaesroorae, tlle expense 

goH up. lho will pe;y? Tiie properi7 ownere in the tri-co'Wlt;y area.I Tllese 

needs will need to· be meet irarae4iatel;y and directl;y b;y ue througla increased 

real estate taxes. The recenti, enacted legislation b7 our State ot Illinoie 

legislature t11 rae&Din&leea and ]lUJ1i ti ve in tllis re11pect. .lll of tlli11 increaeed 

burden to:e-• project that will iapaot tll• ROI b;y cml,T. .3. increase in job11 

out. ot • p�ected baseline future eraplo;yraent o£ 4 raiUiora joba. (ScioBcon. 

J.aae11. Ill. pap. 98) Pe.alt ;year. pl'Ojeote4 uplo)'MDt ot tlut ;year 1992 atatea 

ture is an estimated 10,500 jobll. ODl;y 3,400 are expected to be direct work 

force. J.Dd of theH onl;y 2,600 will be 001111truotion jolla. J.t this J)CWit llUl1 
ot thea. jobs will be state supported joba, tUDDaling and apoile lleuling eta •. 

It i• not all -1edual joba and Ped.eral 11011117 being spent. rue ii not olear:Lr 

preeented in tlle cha&'te and table• of the Draft l.I.S. Tiie other· 7,000 job• 

ue aecondar;y job• arrived at onl;y b;y multiplier etfeote.. rue ii � oon

jeoturtt and can nr;y clowmrard irea.tly u to actual nurabel:a. There rill be a. 

tremeDdoua &llOUDt ot diaappoi:Dted peo pla look.inc tor 8 ;yea.ra of conatruction 

mr.k when tlle reali t;y oont'rontl tllea in the co11p&'llison ot 11ewe, State of Illino:ia, 

and E.I.S. fisurea tG> actual nuraben and len&ht ot jobs. 

"The Sate ot IlliDOie llaa not ude 1peoifio: :reoo1111eDdatioD8 CODCerniDC 

the dispoeal o:t iDduatriaI. waetewatall: pnei:ated b7 the SSC.� lute, Diapoei tiOll 

P8«9 16. 

llA.1- l5CA 



9 

10 

11 

LETTER (CONTINUED) 

7 

The State o£ Illinois of:!'iciaI.a laave constantl;v tried to keep tile public 

i1f Ulinoi9 uni-nfol"lled ·GI tile raaificatians tile the SSC ·siting oosta ·and 
acquiai ti ans. llDst citiz8118 outside the iU8diate Ckl.cqo and JU:11.: lall8)' area. 

do no.t even bow what an ss; iB 1111011 lH•
-

11!lat it 1a IOinc to oost eacll ·or ill•• 
Ml �u •ue. well awam, 'l;lae ?e4eral Department uf BD:erg;r llad. to Hn4 a letter 

to. ·the state officials to dinaina.ta tile inforu.tion on ta :ttate of Illinois 

proposal and tile SSC i11'pact to. the people of lllinou'j � lwre asked early 

·ani re1>9a.tedly to t&lk to Govemor Tho111J111on, Conpssaan Baatert, otlaer IOV•rn• 

aent offi.cials and al'BO> aenben of tile Federal Department of ·Energy 'to -t 

wit� WI an discuae our conoerm e1d problellB over tlais projeot. .Ul requests 

ave been :I.pored. le are tile mo..t affeoted, 1.t n are portrayed u aecond 

class citizens of ne oonsequenoe. no gennates tile inoou to pay guvel'mltmt 

officialil. GoTemor 'l'hoapson went oft to an antique sllop a.t'ter sa;yin& ·Ile would 

•et ri th so• people oppoaed t4 tbis project. Quasi- ll)Ter:naent bodiea laave 

been formed. to. neeotiate llitigations involnd ntll tile SSC� 'flle1 are all people 

who are for the SSC and notgreatl1 affectte4 b7 it. fllia is a state tllat can't 

nen draw up plans for their own govemment 'building in Clli:oaeo adequatal7. 

It started raining iDBide when tile ai� >00ndi tioninc was turne4 on. ne fiool!" 

wu so slick people ·couldn't walk on it, ..., 11·wti.te Jud to to scuffed. It 

was ill}IOsible to -.int&in security. Dem Btcll:l.son, llead of tile Ill. Depart. 

of Energy, who is and was suppoved to be the llead of aeourin& tlte SSC for Illinoia 

llu resigned hia job, Bill le111J1inera Jl'll'POHly misled people at a aeetill&' at 

Grace Lutlae:i:an Cllurch o'f Lil,y Lake, wllan I asked Ilia wllere tile moae7 would co• 

froa to pa7 tile Statee•coat of tllh· project. Be said tile 110ne1 would not co• 

fro• any funds tbat go to nnancinc trducationl Tiie llOD8Y to pay for tlai• project 

will eventually come out of the atate genenl treasure, exactly where school 

1finencing comea fro_;}� Ledderaan of Fem Lab, stated in a teli vision tapinc 

tllat SS billion could be spent on this project ntll tile end result beinc zerol 

llA.1- 1510 
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8 

That.•e ript, Ile 1tated that n 11&y not discove11 anytllinc ne. •itll thia proJeotJ 

Go.vernor Tllompeon ri tlldrew Ilia - fro• an;y contention of being a Yioe Preeidenti&l 

canidate 1rl5tll George l!lll11ll. Bia re&ao11 being a.mo� otlleJ:a tllat Ile did not want 

ta disrupt his daucllten'a Ufe and Ilia faaily'• I!ifa by llavinc to 1111ve to 

l'aahincton, D.C. Thu was his clloice,. but it'• fine for hi.ra to P'l't: 160. fuiliea 

and all of tllSfm' children out of tlleir llome• and not even llave tlla cmtrtes;y 

to Jlellt witll tllem. Some gov1rDJ1ent of tile people, by the people and for the 

people. 

Let l'erlli. Lab run out i ta life eqectanoy wllila the SSC 1a lle:Lnc built 

allsewhere and. return the 6,800 acre• back to the private .. otor. Tile private 

.. ctor rllli produoe job•• &OOds, and be of a 'benefit fin&nciallJC to tile State 

o:t Illinoia .. and the tri-oounty area. lot a. finanoial drain of Federal, State, 

and local tu dollar• as tile SSC rllll be, The Draft l.I.S. contains asauepti01!8 

and mitigat101!8 fro• start ia, finiall. It 1-vea tile back doot OJen innuae%able 

tiMs f� tile poaaibilit;r: o£ 110re land aoquisitia as deveiopMnt on tlle projecrt; 

oontinuea. The final. deaign llaa not evea beeii agreed upon. l'e oan nat afford 

thia SSC projec:t in t9Jlllll o£ land, waten and tuea and intrusion upea 01111 

live• witll the. dis1.utful. rsgard .. llaa 'been 1hown us by tlle Sute of lllinoie, 

file best poai tion the !'edeal: l)eputJMDt of Inergy to take ia to mi tipte tlai• 

eatire Supuoollider- Superconduotor au of llli.noiel 

Iow:a aincuel,y, 

la.yne O. Lareon, D.V.L 
'6 I' 385 Loouat U. Elburn, Ill. 60119 

llA.1- _\511 



LETTER 

Dr •. 1Jilaa"t Bua, Cllail'UZI 

SSC Site !ask Foa:e 

D-65/GTI 
Otfioe a! Inergy Reuarola 

0 .a. Deparlll8Ilt ot lllerQ 

w.ulaiqton, 11.c. 20545 

Co1111ent• on tile Draft E..I .a. 

W.,ne O. Lareon, D.T.L. 
49�5 Loouet 8�. 

:llbum, Ill. 60119 

l lA. 1 - 1512. 
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LETTER _.._t..::....57�- (CONTINUED) 

As a nai.a.irt o1 Jtanevill-. Illinoie Uld &. atat. 'taxp&J"•t, l can onl,r 
oppoee ille ai ti.Jig of the SSC iD �· r\&te.. .l f .. ot t.he n&aOD• &re u folio ... 

1) Of t.he 26 B-1-&.J E.tea. 1} az �an to j."'.,ftd or relocated due 

to .ubdi...Uiou, indirldu&I boaea, indwltrial p&rU, ll0.8da ad CIJ!ftk•. ll&ny 

•iiea •-· 11\wl! impecta ai.o. 19 el th- rill Na:Jv.f:u.1uv&t.d 1uad trora 

pmduction. 

20 .lppendi.x 16 - Iii tip.ting lll)l&Cb on Scenict and Yieu&l ...._._enta; 

. sue• an tor 7 paffll• diacrillill4f wa79 to. reduce the lllllliclrtl.r nature of th• 

I-� dtes. Yet the last ata"-11 t6,,,3.4 read.•, ad I quote •:r.:.r 'I.he 

proJ1108ed aite, ao 1&1111, plU18, policie•, or nlUl&tiOD.8 app17 to aoen.1• a:id 

viaual nl!OIUCe praiectfon. • encl quow. £Jloth9r word• 7 pqea of lip aerrice 

tllat de not h&ffl to. be applied. o.l,r .4.l!Uona appllea beeawie it b �TI./ 

f_._, tllat all � tu alailllnn �· lanaTI.lll9 Uld SUp: �rove - Dauberun 

Jillad. u a u1n tr.aft]) route 1lo u4 froa •oaoel. - liAd.eqarden tllraalll llislt 
•cllool. !he moat 41.reat rouw tor •poi.la troa J'5 6 6, I 6, &n4 l 3-4-54oli, 

and lain us the followiDgJ. pocUJ md ice creaa •ton, abild oue centei>, 

Public Libraey, �t.r amui1111, Poat Off':l.ce, ud lluellall f':l.eld Wied 

11)1 all ac- lewl• of orguiiaecl llall for ta Ianni.He ohildzen. 'rll• 
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2 

4) .b atated1 tllia is tile lleart af tile "black aoil•" countq i.D nortllem 

Illinoia. And u atated,; 2/3'• of our precipitation f&lla during tlle p-oeiD&" 

H&aon. ETen thoup tlli• oountq llu auffenci tllrcmgla a Hftn drouglit, orop• 

&Jlel being il&rTeated at near noruJ. lenl• and eitllout tile need of irrigation. 

lot 0Dl7 rill tlle SSC take tlli• excell ent eoil eitll ita adequate raillf&ll, but 

tuture HCODd&r7 p-owtll u OOl18t&Dtl7 propoaed b7 bringing tile SSC Ilea 11.1.U 

eDTede more far11 J.&nd more- rapidt7. 

5) By con....,nientl7 being able to leaTe cut tile 11&jor coats to Illinoi• 

taxpayers for land , tunneling, eto., tlle •.I.S, coapleteI7 diacredita tile 

Tali di 107 cf a:n:r economic g&ina tll&t ccmld lie :l:Ilc=red b7 ai tin« tlle SSC i• 

Illi?loia. Tile: tot&l increued. atwte goTe:rruient reYenua froa 1989 to 2000, i• 

aa3.2 llillioD, Bo1r is '83.2 million nppoaed to "P&1 off 1570 llilliDJl ill atate 

band.a and inten•U Tlae bond.a ud intH1Bat b7 tile 7eaz 2000 eiil be nHzing 

$11 bill:±on, Addefl to. tlU• a. sealed illcentiT• tlla..t - are told •• can Kt ltDow 

tile -:we of. '?hlllt • • tuation ei tllcm.t repraentation oa tlle pan ott botll tile 
ataa goTllDlll8Jlt ad tll• Peder&I. goffDlll8at. ill tlaia at.a incuri:ed aon 

fan• project tlld. inorz&aH tile projected baae.Iine � million joba for tll• 

J!egion at Influenae b7 onl';J .3�. ill GI thi• coat f� mialeeding job appor
tuni tie• tll&t trx t. fndica.te a.. Jlui11Ua � 10;, 500 joha? Onl7 2< 600 ott allioll 
are 1110natructian jab• bued. on pM1t 7� projeutiona, &Jld llOlll8 of tlleH allcurt 
te!D. Tile -.Jori t7 are 7, 000 aeaond&r)' jcaba tlla.t an. 8Z'J!i Ted •t. onl7 b7 

1111Itipliet affec.ta • .la�uate4 in-�ticm rlU bu:cdm 11clloo:n •1•teu U&t 

are alrud7 in fin&ncial diffioultiea. JR,cal tupqe1111 will ll&ft ta de&l -.itll 

tlUi9 illllediateI7 tlaroup incr-eci re&l eata.te tu.a. 

Lat Fermi Lab run out ita life expeot.ance &Dd r.turn tlla 6,llUV ..,,._ 

back to. tlla prd.T&te eaoM>r, Tlae priTmte Hotor ail! produoe jGba, good• and 

be of a benefit fin&nai&llJ to' tile St&te of Illinois &Jld tlle tri-oount7 rqion, 
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' 

110t a finauot&I drain of federal, 1taw and local taxea u Ue SSC rill be. 

Tiie :Draft 1.I.S. oontaue Mnaptiou and mitigaU<ID troa nm to fiDi1ll. 

land acquiliUcm u denlopmmt cm tlle project -ti11U1, Tll• fiDll dHip 

llu Dat "9D � �ed: 'lll!<ID• We cwi DOt afford tlli1 SSC project <ID tlle 

tHU pl"eleDted ·1n tlli1 :Dratt, Tiie 'beat poait:fm for Ua DeplirtMJlt ot IDUQ 
to ta• h to mitigate tlaiil entfre pnjeot 011t ot IlliDAll.1, 

llA.1- 1'51� 



1 

LETTER �S� 

DR.WILMOT HESS 
<CHA:])RJlllN ,.-SSC SJ:TE ·tr.A&K F"ORCE 
OFFICE OF ENERGY RESEARCH 

:U.'S. DEPARir>IENT OF ENERG:Y 
WASHU!GTON, DC 20 545 
M'll'.ENTa:ON·:·ssc DRAF!l' •E.IS 

10-6-1988 

"THE ·.UNl'.11'00 STATES :DEPAflTMEl!IT '.OF ·ENERG:Y ,:DRAF:T ENV'liRONMENll'AL 
IMPACT ST.\TE!JENT,DATED AUGUST 1988,APPENDIX 4,LAND ACQUISITION 
P.L"l\NS ,il?.\GE .·21 <CLEARLY :SH-OWS !l:ll.\T '.GOVElR�TOR !I'HOMP.BON·' S .'lL.LINOIS 
ADMINISTR,\TION HAS U!VITED THE HU�lAN RIBHTS POLICY OF FERMILAB 
TO BE Vl.OLA'l'ED aY irm: 'UN"ITED 'STATES :DEP:ARTMENT OP :ENERGY l'!HO 
OWN AND OPERATE FERMILAB. 

THIS POLICY MAY HAVE BEEN VIOLATED IN SPIRIT IF NOT IN FACT 
BY SOME HIGH LEVEL FERMILAB PERSONNEL. 

IF THE .HUHAN RIGHTS POLICY IS VIOLATED,HUNDREDS OF RELOCATIONS 
ARE .PROPOSED FOR 'THE •RESIDENCES AND BUSINESSES INVOLVED 

THE :DEP'ARTMENT OP •ElNElRGY SHOULD ENFORCE COMPLIANCE WITH THEIR 
HUMAN RIGHTS POLICY OR DELETE IT FROM THEIR PUBLISHED MATERIAL 
AND NOT MIS!'"'LEAD THE PUBLIC ANY LONGER. 

THE POLICY CITED ABOVE IS AS FOLLOWS: 
THE POLICY AT THE FERMI NATIONAL ACCELERATOR LABORATORY IS TO 
PURSUE ITS SCIENTIFIC GOALS WITH AN EMPHASIS 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 TO SCIENCE.THE SUPPORT OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN OUR LABORATORY 
AND ITS ENVIRONS IS INEXTRICABLY INTERTWINED WITH OUR GOAL OF 
MAKING THE LABORATORY A CENTER OF TECHBICAL:AND SCIENTIFIC 
EXCELLENCE. THE LATER IS NOT LIKELY TO BE ACHIEVED WITH SUCCESS 
WITHOUT THE FORMER. 

FERMILABS PUBLIC INFORMATION ADVISED ON OCT.4,1988 THAT THE 
ABOVE CITED POLICY IS STILL IN EFFECT. 

THE INTENT OF TliIS LETTZR IS TO HELP THE DOE AVOID ANY 
EMBARR.\SSHENT LEGAL OR OTHERWISE. 

THE :�RITER OF THIS LETTER IS NOT 
CONCLUDED THAT THE SSC SHOULD BE 
THE LEAST AMOUNT OF PROBLEHS FOR 
IN FUTURE YE,\RS. 

A MEMBER OF CATCH,BUT HAS . 
LOCATED IN AN AREA THAT PRESENTS 
ALL CONCERNED PARTIES,NOW ,"\J.�D 

=-4';/''f?..� 
IRVING K. HANSEN 
5 S 381 SCOTS DRIVE 
NAPERVILLE, IL. 60540 
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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 l eave. If you get this project 

funded, put it where it belongs, away from people. For some 

strange reason this project was originally cal l ed a Desertron 

by Leon Lederman, does he know something he is not te lling the 

�eople of Illinoi� 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 complex can be mitigated. That is false. How can 

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

we trust a Governor 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 last January? 

Specifically your poorly written DEIS in Vol ume 4, Appendix 91 
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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 Township 

and 10 homes along Galena Road in Bristol Township east of F3. 

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. tevels 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 i[!\pact assessments are also lacking in Vol. 4, Appendix 

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

ElO, Fl, F3, F5, F6, and FS. Do you care if these sites are 

as#.msedJ Specifically the visual assessment at E4 is wrong. 

It should be VM Cla·ss 4, visuall.y dominant. The industrial 

complex at ·this vent si.te will be viewable from a cemetary located 

on top •of a hi 11. It is contended that fence row ,plantings and a 

east-west road for access makes this sit.e "probably" not viewable. 
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( 3) 

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 

transmission lines, as stated in the DEIS, are viewable from 

the cemetary and the roads by E4, but due to their distance to 

the soU'th, i.t 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 travesty 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. 
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Dr. Wilmot Hess 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
o.o. E. 
Washington, o,c. 20545 

This information is contained in Volume IV Appendix 1-31 

Appendix 1 - Page 7 section 5 

This discussed ....... 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 have personnel and trucks for the far service 
buildings. Who will provide this fire protection? The O.O. E., 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 
State of Illinois made this error on a simple mape, what other 
descrepencics has the state made through the proposal? 

I am concerned about the homes and businesses that will be taken by quick take. 
Will they be torn down? If not, who will live in these homes. Who will 
maintain these homes? Won't these homes be unable to use their existing wells? 
How will they obtain water and at whose expense? Will additional police 
be needed to prevent looters and vandals? The Illinoi"'1l�ighbor bill does 
nothing to prevent lowered property values adjacent to these condemed homes 
and businesses. 

Page 33 1.23.9 Rail 

If a� odd.tieft&l 4.8 miles is requested by the o. o.E. this would remove 
an additional 38 acres. Also, it could impact an additional 1-3 homes on 
its route to Kaneville. Why would it be needed? What type of material 
will it be hauling? 

Appendix 2 Cost Estimates 

We believe that figures for the construction and decommissioning are vastly 
understated. A study conducted by Rotert Alvarez for the Department of 
Congress said that the Department of Energy had a very poor record in 
long construction projects-5 years or more. This survey found 21 projects 
which had an estimated cost of 2. 7 billion when they began ended up costing 
12.9 billion when they were completed or abandoned. This 4.47 billion 
project could cost the U. S. Taxpayers 16.5 billion and the deco11111issioning 
could also jump from an estimated 38.5 millions dolars to 143 million 
in current dollars. 

Appendix 3 Decommissioning Plan 

It is impossible to believe you only wrote 8 1/2 pages addressing this 
concern. Nearly everything is written in one paragraph such as 3.2. 1, 
3.2.1.1, 3.2. 1.2, 3. 2.1. 3. , 3.2. 1.4 etc. Then your final sentence is 
"Decomissioning would take about one yP.:ar." It took you years to put 
this in the ground and only one to decommission this questionable project. 
Who is kidding whom! 
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Page 47 discusses the air quality. During this past summer there were 
19 days that exceeded the E.P.A. air quality standards•" T.<� Ctlf<>l\�o ""'e�l!QPGL1T,o\I AJUtl. 
Page .57 Figure 5.l.5.1 - Again another omission by the state of Illinois. 
Please note that the Kaneland Sctrool�, Big Rock Grade'..Sohool, ·st. Charles 
High Scftool and Waubonsee High Schools are omitted. The proponents 
certainly ����ve known of these schools. Again, you.should be 
aware of ��at s _,... glaring omissions. 

Gent�n: Trust is very important amongst citizens in this audience, 
the nation and the world. Trust cannot be given it must be earned. 
Your department has not earned my respect. Here is why� 

1.) Officials in the General Accounting estimates it would cost 
billion doll'ars to cle.en up thi� 1 f ountries nucluer waste. There 
sights so contamiRated ·that the1"be never cleaned up and will be 
permanently guarded. The Richmond, Washington facility has shown 
nearby reservoirs have tritium and strontium as does the Columbia 

175 
are 

that 
River. 

2.) The New York Times reports of your desire in opening an underground 
disposal facility waste in New Mexico. However, a group of scientists 
from the University of New Mexico says water is seeping rapidly into 
what were supposed to be dry undergr.nund chambers. This could cause 
a radioactive slury and contaminate nearby water supplies of the Pecos 
River if it were allowed to be placed at this time. The E.P.A. is 
trying to set higher standards and as such this site would be unable to 
open at this time. But you still want to place radioactive w� in 
these chambers just to see if it*s safe over the objections of the E.P.A. 

3. ) Brookhaven National Labatory on Long Island has shown that radioactive 
material has entered the drinking water of nearby qomes. 

It was 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, Chairman of the Subcommittee of House Committee of Energy 
and Commerce said that the D.O.E. is "hiding behind a shield of immunitJ 
and it1s resulted in cesspools of nucluer waste and all kfnds of waste. 

,,e. you PL/tC� THCE SS.( I "-J "It_L1NOI.S, 
Knowing what I have stated yr.ettr i11it ials BrO.E. stands for Department. 
� .  
� tiu p 6. f ,_.._...J:._J! .:.1.,....,. �u..--i _k,� ..... "'-' -OJ u....p� .... x c-t., 
St� 
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LETTER Sh I 
Becky Petschke 
EIS Comments 
October 6, 19 88 

Today l6 the day 
we've come to �ay, 
"Tell .the VOE 
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 

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 any 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 state 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 would be 

thrilled with losing 20% of, for most of us, the major financial 

investment of our lives. 

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

the very people this bill was meant to protect were not even 

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

people were admitted inside. 

Even the name of this bill is ridiculous, My good 

neighbors do not attempt to confiscate my property, my home, 

my job, my well, expose me to unwanted radiation, build huge, 

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

We, the oppostion, have been treated as if we have been 

the ones conunitting the wrongdoing. We've been accused of 

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

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

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 community 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 corning, 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. 

home""owners be-cause 'they'-r.e .afraiid ·of invading ·Our 'Priwaoy. 

WIIat ·:ti!my aJ:e >Willing :to ·do •to •us i'f t!he SSC •does cmrne lhere is 

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

·We rhave •,been treated •,unfa:tru.y not only :by bhe state and the 

r,press, :,but .. aJ;so by "the 'DOE. I <understand that :Governor Thompson 

and � 21-,memaer cde1egation .aJ:e ·me.eting today ·With Energy 

Sec re:tary Hernington :in ·the only upportumity ·to pU.ead th�ir 

,case directly ,wiJtih ·.the 1person •Who •wii'l!l ·se1'ect the pre'ferred 

si·te for .the cSSC.. tCATCH ·alsc asked ·tc meet ·wi:.th •seer etary 

Herrinqton to 'Pl·ead our case faee tn face W>i"th him. He denied 

this request <for equaa. ctime. 'l:t'.s not fadr ,, but we have ·found 

that government 1.sn '>t real'ly interested in What's fair and what 

isn '.t when it wants sornetrang. 

We have over .20 ,;ooo signatures opposi ng the 'bui1d·ing of the 

SSC in aTlinols. Considering the odds we've .been up again st, I 

:thirik thi.s is ,a .'lligni'ficant and noteworthy number. And yet, not 

once ·has ,our governor addre·ssed these 201000 voters, nor has ·he 

been the least bi.t .respons:ive ·to our ,protest. According to 

state-run publ·ic 'Opinion pol1.s,, ,the number f>f proponents is 

larger than the ·number of paop1e opposing 'the ·proj ect . If they 

were to .re-word these 'PD'lls ·to ask .the Illino·is taxpayers if 

they would be willing to spend Ui11ions•of d�l1ars out of their 

own •pockets to 'ha11e protons ,collide toge.ther 'w'i th ·no economic 

benefi.t going to .them,, !'1·111 .co nfident the results ·of these SSC 

popular ity polls would come o�t much differently. And if we 
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6 .  

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

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

majority of the I l linois people of the absurdity o-f locating 

the SSC here . 

Supposedly , our elected officials are to be working for us 

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

concerning the SSC . Before the decision has even been made 

about where to locate the SSC , the state has not had the 

decency to show consideration to people living near the proposed 

ring. I ' 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 dri l ling this wel l  

2 4  hours . The noise level o f  \hi s - operation was more than 

double what the I l linois EPA sets for the a llowable limits in 

� residential area . It took some members of CATCH to get the 

n
.
ight dri l l ing ended. What concerns many of us is that , should 

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

incident is j ust a preview of the inconsiderate treatment we ' d  

have to put up with during construction i f  the tunnel is bui l t .  

Just recently o n  a local T . V .  program , the state c laimed 

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

shows at least 6 1 0 ,  and they ' re still counting . That ' s  quite 

a di fference . Not only have they mislead the people who would 

be affected by the SSC , they have also mi s lead their own 

proponents on a number of issue s .  
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7he.y �.- ,elrimed •that· >Felrllli lab •wawld hav.e tto .close down . ;We 

know :t!hat'�s 'not •true. ''l'hey•.ve .cl:aimed •filla.t •siting .the sac •:in 
I•1'11:no.i!s >WOD1id csav.e �the >:l!ederal qovezmment �bi:l:li:ons •Of dol:lars , 

evan rt:tmug'h Dr . •  tHess !has puhld:ca'lly .re:fated .that •in:cesponsible 

,'Statelllent. •We'' ve ·been tal-d !that cthe SSC •project •would •Create a 

total of 8 ,  5<10 jobs . Your own 'Stlttement :about •the nwnber needed 

.for •the it&mpnr:ai:y •cons:tm11cti:on ·.woJ.'k ·ill about 800.. .We ;knew · it 

:wouJ.d ;create on::t,y '5.00 ;?el:l11anent jobs •here. .mie:zie ' s iquite - a  

clifie:cenoe :tJelnte'en f8 ;sao .and J. ,  3"0.0 . il\nd '.1:he l:ies c:go on . 

rrhe=' ' s .a -nuntber :of t:h.ings :ttha t •tthe S'tat'e :hasn '•t •even 

bothered to tell .us -about. :Mortths ago. , owe nrce•ived .our :official 

notices from the state informing us that our property would be 

affected by the S S C .  Since the n ,  we have not heard another word 

from the state , officially or 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 . No one has 

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

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

us that our wel l s  would be gone . We had to find this out on our 

own .  

No one has told us what effect the SSC would have o n  our 

water supply, and what the run-off from it would do to our 

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 expo·sure. The only thing we have been 

told concerning radiation is that the exposure would be 

insigni ficant. That ' s  wrong - no amount of radiation i s  
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e .  

insignificant. And you have no right to expose us to � 
unwanted radiation. And because of past experiences with the 

government' s unwillingness to claim responsibility or to even 

acknowledge wrongdoing when it comes to dangerous chemicals , 

poisons , or rad iation , I wi ll continue to work towards stopping 

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 I llinois . I t  

does not belong i n  our highly populated area. 

llA.1 - 1'530 
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LETTER 

Or. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 

SSC Site Task Force 

ER-65/GTN 

Offi ce of Energy Research 

U.S. Department of Energy 

Washington, o.c. 20545 

Dear Sir: 

My name ts Brny Hannemann. I am seven years old. J am here to 

tell  you why I don"t want the SSC built In my neighborhood.. 

My grandpa and I l i ke to fish in the Welsh Creek just down stream 

from the F4 site. When they dump the spo i l s  from digging on the 

ground it w i l l  only have to travel 200 feet to the creek. I think 

that the suspended sol ids w i l l  kil l all the fish and the insects 

that they eat. Then my grandpa and I can"t do that together 

anymore. 

While they dig and wtien the compressors run this w i l l  be a very 

noisy. I t  w i l l  disturb the deer and other wildl ife. I n  Big Rock it 

is very quiet and any noise travels a long way. I hope that I w i l l  

be able t o  study w ith a l l  the noise. I n  the b i g  blue book m y  dad 

says when they talk about people and noise we are cal led 

receptors but I know that I am a l ittle boy, a human being, not a 

receptor. 
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If the SSC comes to my town. There w i l l  be lots of people coming 

here to l ive. I hope my school w i l l 'not become overcrowded and 

the classes to big to learn anything. 

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

l imestone. I n  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 w i l l  carry the l imestone each day 

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

of Energy be w i l l ing to sacrifice there chi l dren for the SSC? 

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

Why don·t you put the Superconducting Super Col l ider some place 

where there are no houses? 

4SW682 Marie Street 

Big Rock, I l l inois 605 1 I 
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LETTER 

Dr. Wi lmot Hess, Chairman 

SSC Site Task Force 

ER-65/GTN 

Office of Energy Research 

U.S. Department of Energy 

Washington, D.C. 20545 

Attn: SSC DEI S  Comments---Changes to the Template 

Dear Sir: 

The first thing you w i l l  notice on Table l-l is that I l l inois 

proposes using Fermilab as the SSC inj ector. The State ENR and 

Its supporters have indicated that this ts the key advantage o f  

the I l l inois proposal. However, upon reading the EIS, it  becomes 

very clear just how important Ferm i lab is for maintaining our 

leadership role in particle research. I n  fact. Fermi lab and the 

SLAC at Stanford are going to play major roles while the SSC Is 

being built,  and on into the 2 1 st century. You scientists need 

Fermi l ab in ful l operation while the SSC is being constructed, 

otherwise you run the risk of losing precious time and prestige to 

your enviable CERN and Russian counterparts. You and we know 

that Ferm i lab therefore becomes the "fermi l ab disadvantage" for 

the I l l inois si te. Why? Quite simple, you cannot hook the 

Fermi l ab Tevatron up as the SSC injector without j eopardizing 

the loss of Fermi l ab for I ,  2, or possibly J year. Therefore this 
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major change In the invitation for Site Proposals as proposed by 

I l l inois becomes the major disadvantage of the I l l inois site. 

Regarding otber changes which l l l i nois has made In their site 

proposal, Chart 3-3 c learly shows that I l l inois has made more 

changes or adjustments to the so-called. ring template than any 

other state. I l l inois proposes moving 5 service access areas CF 

sites} from their ori ginal positioa ing. Only Micb.igan has as many 

as 3 such changes being made. Also, I l l inois has changed the I SP 

so that 4E shaft sites w i l l  be moved from the ir original position. 

Even more such changes have been recently proposed by the 

I l l inois ENR. Only one other state changes one E site location. 

And perhaps more i mportantly, I l l inois proposes moving tbe 

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

changes as proposed mean al tering the original design concept of 

the SSC and w i l l  necess itate changes which equate to increased 

time and costs for the I l l i nois site. As E and F sites are moved 

further from the ring, additional tunne l ing and angled shafts 

become necessary. The I l l inois tunnel is already the deepest of 

the seven proposed sites, and actua l ly exceeds the maximum 

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

adding additional angled tunnels to accommodate the al tered E, F, 

and J sites, there w i l l  be far more tunnel ing required at the 

I l l inois site than at any other alternative location. All  of this 

adds up to increased tunne l ing time and costs that the I l l inois 

taxpayer must pay for this tunnel and not the Federa l Government. 

l lA.1- 1535 
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Wi thout a doubt, the I l l inois site provides the most di fficul t and 

costly tunneling project of the seven sites. 

I t  bears pointing out that these 1 4  or more changes proposed by 

I l l i nois can be compared to absolutely nrg_ changes to the 

template as originally proposed in Arizona, Col orado, North 

Carolina, and Texas. The DOE has designed the SSC, but I l l inois 

apparently knows more than you scientists do, because they have 

chosen to redesign it for you. Al l I can say to you gentlemen is 

Good Luck! 

Sincerely, 

\. � ft CL '\'\r'NL"°"'6J.'""'
Mari lyn Hannemann 

45W662 Marie Street 

Big Rock, I l l inois 605 1 1 
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Dr. Wi lmot Hess, Chairman 

SSC Site Task Force 

ER-65/GTN 

Office of Energy Research 

U.S. Department of Energy 

Washington, D.C. 20545 

Attn: SSC DEIS Comments---Economic Alternatives & Emoti ons 

Dear Sir: 

One of the major reasons why I l l inois should not be the fina l  site 

for the SSC Is due to the extensive degree of development which 

exists at the I l l inois site. Page 4-72 and Table 4-2 1 both 

indicate that I l l inois has the most complex pattern of current 

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

si tes, only I l l inois presents a situation where growth ts 

triggering not only an intensi f i cation of current use, but also 

major development c lassification. The rema ining six sites do not 

portray this kind of future growth". 

This is a key statement by the EIS. Only in I l l inois are c urrent 

land uses leading to property moving from one land classi fication 

to a higher classification. As a consequence, the land ava i lable 

at the I l l inois site has potential alternate uses. This Is not true 

at the other six si tes. The fact that the property at the Il l inois 

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

The E I S  indicates that no future l and use changes are expected to 

occur at the other basically remote and undeveloped si tes. Only 

l l l ino-is stands off by i tself as having alternative land uses 

avai l able for the proposed SSC acreage. However, this 

opportuni ty cost associated w i th the I l l inois acreage is never 

taken into consideration by the EIS or by any of the econom ic 

studies prepared by the I l l inois ENR, SSC for Fermi lab or by the 

Department of Energy. The I l l inois s i te is unique in i ts econom ic 

potential,  yet this fact is completely i gnored by the proponents 

of the I l l inois proposal. All  economic discussions have centered 

around the economic benefi ts that w i l l  be derived from the SSC 

project while ignoring many of the cost components which must 

be considered in a true cost benefit analysis_ Either the 

economists involved in preparing the EIS have made a major 

mistake or there were no economists involved at a l l .  

Another factor that is obviously missing from the E I S  is an 

analysis of the psychol ogical impact which the SSC project is 

already having upon the affected residents at each alternative 

site. In I l l inois, 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 devel oped 

between affected property owners and the government of the 

State of I l l inois_ Nowhere does the EIS describe the tremendous 

degree of mistrust which the local community has towards our 

Governor, our local pol i tical leaders, the DOE and especially 
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towards Fermilab. The E I S  is deficient in describing local 

attitudes and feelings toward the SSC and its proposers. As 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 w i l l  not be sited in I l l inois. 

We are prepared to do whatever it takes to impress upon you 

scientists that you are not welcome here. Every legal means w i l l  

b e  exploited i n  a n  attempt t o  force you t o  site this intrusion 

elsewhere. The E I S  has fai led miserably in its judgement or local 

atti tudes and I just want to make one thing perfect ly clear--- the 

only way the SSC can come to I ll i nois is through the courts! 

sy;��fl_ frW1-nM� 
Jennifer Hannemann 

45W662 Marie Street 

B i g  Rock, I l l inois 605 1 1 
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J'6 6 

• CA T.C.H�-l llinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Dr . W i lmont Hess , Cha i rman 
E·R - 6 5 /GTN 
O f f i ce o f  Energy Resea rch 
U . S .  Depa r tment o f  Energy 
W a s h i n g t o n , DC 2 0 5 4 5  

Oct . 6 ,  1 9 8 8  

A t t n : SSC D E I S  Comme n t s - - - Pol i t i cs and Sc i e n t i s t s  

Dear S i r :  

The E I S  makes i t  very c l e a r  tha t you sci ent i s t s  have bu t 
two goa l s - - -The SSC: .must bi;> bu i l t . a s designed a t . a l l  cos t s ,  
a'nd i t  m u s t  b.e o n  l i ne b y  1 9 9 6 .  Th i s  i s .  a l l  t h a t  cou n ts to 
y o u., . a n d  ever y t h ing else is t-0ta l l y  i n s ign i f ica n t .  You 
sci�n t i s t s  can be f a u l ted for u s i ng y o u r  h i gh l y  regarded 
s ta t i on in l i f e  a s  a means t o  i n f l uence publ i c  o p i n i on 
towa r d s  a proj e c t  such as the SSC , whe r e i n  the pub l i c  ba s 
i c a l l y  h a s  v e r y  l i t t l e  k n o w l e d g e  or conc e r n . You ove r s t e p  
your b o u n d s  as s c i e n t i s t s  a n d  enter the po l i ti c a l  a r ena to 
i n f l u e nce n a t ion a l  pol i cy d ec i s i ons . 

The book Po l i c i d e by Lowi and G i nsberg is a unique descr i pt i o n  
o f  t h e  p r ocess i nvolved i n  t h e  c r ea t ion o f  Fer m i l a b  a n d  t h e  
d e m i s e  o f  the t o w n  of Weston . A l a rge part of this book 
d e sc r i b es how s c i e n t i s t s  c a n  fa l l  i n t o  the t r a p  of actua l l y  
b e l i ev i ng tha t t h e  ends j u s t i f y  t h e  means . 'The a u thors s t a t e 
the f o l l o w i ng w i th r e g a r d s  to t h e  cr i t er i a  used in d e t er m i n ing 
s i t e  s e l ec t i on for Ferm i l a b : 

" t he sc i e n t i sts s o f t  c r i t e r i a  l e f t  open a vast a r ea of 
d i sc r e t i on , f i r s t  because these s o f t  cr i t e r i a  w e r e  concerned 
o n l y  about amen i t i e s  for sc i en t i s t s  and the i r  f a m i l i es , a n d  
second , b e c a u s e  no c r i t e r i a  . . .  w e re conce rned w i t h broader 
soc i a l  va l u es tha t might be a f f ec ted by a s c i en t i f i c  f a c i l i t y 
of such s i z e  and expense . •  In e f fect , the s c i e n t i sts were 
s a y i n g , " G i ve us o u r  s i t e ,  b u t  don ' t  tell us how you got i t . •  

Th i s  was the a t t i tu d e  o f  you s c i ent i s ts towa r d s  the publ i c  
ove r 2 0  y e a r s  ag o ,  a n d  a s  f a r  as w e  a f fected prope r t y  own e r s  
a r e  concer n ed , t h i s  i s  y o u r  a t t i t ude t o  t h i s  da y .  I t ' s  
obv i ous f r om the E I S  tha t a n y  a n d  a l l  probl ems t h a t  occur 
at any of the seven s i tes is d e l eg a t e d  t o  a l evel o f  i ns i g 
n i f i ca n c e  b y  y o u  s c i ent i s ts . No problem is i nsurmountabl e .  
Eve r y t h i n g  can be • i t i g a t ed . Your lack of concern f o r  o u r  
fa m i l i es a n d  our homes i s  we l l  documen t e d  throughout the E I S . 
You c o u l d n ' t  c a r e  less tha t the SSC fa c i l i t i es f a l l  d i rect l y  
i n  r e s i d en t i a l  n e i ghborhoods . A l l  l oca l bu i l d i ng and z on i ng 

P 0. Box 104, Wasco. lllin0ts 60183 Phone·312·584-4244 
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res t r i c t i on s  wh i ch wou l d  proh i b i t  the ex i s tance of your 
" tank fa rms • n e a r  our homes , have been conven i e n t l y  i l l i m i n a ted .  
You coul d n ' t  care l e s s  that thousands o f  people i n  the Fox 
Va l ley a re dependent upon private we l l s  as the i r  o n l y  source 
of water . 

What is important thou g h ,  i s  tha t you and your f am i l i e s  m u s t  
h a v e  a l l  t h e  neces 3 a r �  soc i a l  amen i t i es a t  your d i sposa l .  
Th i s  type o f  a t t i t u d e  � and w i l l  .!!.£!:. be tol l era ted . 
You were a b l e  to get away w i th i t  back when Fermi l a b  was 
crea ted , because the loca l townspeople were actua l l y  fooled 
into be l i ev i n g  that Weston wou l d  l i ve on and prosper . Let 

me quare n t ee you gentl emen that thi s  wi l l  not happen aga i n . 
Your oppo s i t i on here in the Fox V a l l e y  i s  too gre at , and we 
w i l l  not back down . We w i l l  con t i nue to f i g ht you and thwa r t  
y o u r  e f f o r t s  to s i te t h i s  proj ect here i n  I l l i n� i s .  We have 
as many People , if not more , oppo s i ng t h i s  project a s  opposed 
it in New Yo r k .  The i r  Governor had the common sense and 
decency t o  w i thdraw New York ' s  b i d .  Shame f u l l y ,  our doesn ' t .  

Let me conclude w i t h  another quote from Po l i sc i d e : 
"The s t o r y  of Wes ton reve a l s  a great deal about the req u i rements 
o f  proper exerc i s e  o f  power . I t  i s  an i l l ustra t i o n  of how 
i n s t i tut i on s  can be the enemy of rat i ona l men of goodwi l l ,  
because i t  i s  a story o f  how such ra t i o n a l  men o f  good w i l l  
were led , b y  the i r  own respon s i b i l i t i e s ,  t o  abuse publ i c  
autho r i t y  or to � i t s a b u s e  on the i r  beha l f . •  

You gen t l emen have that same respons i b i l i t y and autho r i t y .  
Don ' t  abuse i t .  Don ' t  select I l l i n o i s  a s  the s i te o f  the SSC. 
Put it where i t  belong s ;  i n  one of the other s i t es where 
people ' s  l i ves don ' t  have to be sacr i f i ced for your s c i en t i s ts 
and your fami l i es well be i ng . 
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Dr . Wi lmot Hess 

SSC S i t e  Task force 

.e:a-6,S/Cl!N 
o . o .a .  

Washington, D . C .  20545 

This meetiflll -igllt is lo attaclt ;the ·'l! .•l . S .  tktfartune tely, five minut·es is 

not enouglt time t.o <lo chi's reP'Ol"t jils t iee.. We .loce nume=us errors s'Uch as 

the H...an •llec.or ptctur.e ·FiguAO l.35•L Please ·n�e that Big 'Roc'k ·Grade 

School , «anl and . SehHls , St .  Cha>rtes fligil ·Scheol and even the -bui lding we a r e  

in tonighit were omi't t'ed. The 'f1tCt · Chat 11cl!"°b diree t l y  e ffected are not shown 

on the human receptor map te l l s me that someone didn ' t  do h i s/her homework.  

'This very schodl is only ya-rds away fr-Om a -beam abor'C area . 'The • bo t t om l ine is  

that the s'ta't'e <lueS11 ' t  ·"'"'t any not ke o f  our ch i l dren being anywhere near this 

thing. D·r. ·tfe.s-s in a news con fe·rence in Colorado s t a ted t.ha t  the i de a l  sight 

wou l d  not have anybody l iving above the r ing . I woul d  concur wi th h i s  sta teme n t .  

I t 'll Gbv:i·e>11s then not �o ·site t'his pr<>ject iTI I l l inois as w e  'have C h e  most 

affec�ed pr<>pe rty holder"s ·than any of the other s ix s i tes combined . 

I t r u l y  resent the fact that we are re f e r red to as human receptors instead o f  

human be ii>gs.! I t  is pre t t y . pathe t ic t h a t  t h e  Indiana B a t  r a t e s  highe r on the 

l is t  than human individua l s .  Keep in mind that we are the ones who w i l l  be 

paying the taxes for this pork ba r re l  projec t .  I c e r t a i n l y  don ' t  be l ieve tha t 

"Mr . Indiana Bat" f i led a 1040 tax return l a s t  yea r .  

Vol ume I V ,  Appendix SB o f  1 6  

O n  page 25 i t  shou l d  b e  noted that local c i t izens a r e  concerned about the 

Aurora and Kane County unt i l  the problem l s  s o l ve d .  Page 37 s t a t e s  that 

West Chicago has been p l aced on I l l i no i s '  Envi ronmen tal Pro t e c t ion Agency ' s  

res t r i c t e d  l i s t  because o f  the high radium leve l s  in the wa ter supply we l l s .  

I f  deeper we l l s  wi l l  provide the wa ter necessary for da i l y  l iving , won ' t  t h i s  

high radium l e v e l  p o s e  human hea l t h  problems in t h e  years ahead? 
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Your EIS a l s o  s t a t e s  that the State of I l linois is second to last in the 

student teacher ratio and last in social servic e s .  I s  that the Fermi

advantage we h e r e  so much about by state o f f i c ia l s .  !1 1/ r�r'" ' /qb anel -!iit!. 
55� 1:5 Ve/.r:.re ..(Oy f /i ie 0 11 1! ;- edµ �a /�c/i. 

In the last E . I . S .  scop ing , Senator Dixon commented on the convenience 

of O ' Hare Ai rport locat ion to Fermi-Lab. Of cours e ,  he �ad the luxury 

of f l y ing by he l icopt e r .  I f  you read today ' s  Chicago newspape rs , the 

head l i nes were about the cutback on the number of p lanes that can a r rive 

between 4 : 45 P . H. and 9 : 1 5  P . H. The numbers were reduced from 95 to 80. 

Why was t h i s  necessary? It was because , i n  the last five day s ,  f ive 

mistakes occured by the unde rstaffed a i r-tr• ffic control lers . The FAA 

a l so s ta t e d  that a tota l of th irty errod have been commi t t e d  t h i s  yea r .  

�'�"'""' 
Thi s  wi l l  cause addit iona l delays a l ready taking p lace a t  O ' Hare � We 

certainly wish there are no delays or e r rors when you fly back to 

Washington, D . C .  after these hea r i ng s . 

F i na l l y ,  the l a s t  n i ne months have been agonzing to our fami l y ,  e s p e c i a l l y 

my c h i ldren. I have spent numerous hours in ra l l �s , mee t ings , deba t e s ,  

parade s ,  to o b t a i n  s i gnatures aga inst t h i s  project . M y  c h i ldren bave spent 

more time w i t h  babys itte rs than t he i r  own mother the last few mont h s .  

I rea l i ze that m y  c h i ldren s '  school work h a s  s u f f e re d  a n d  t h e y  too have 

expe r ienced the s t ress that you have brought upon them. But , I am doing 

t h i s  for the i r  future because I t r u l y  b e l ieve a f t e r  read i ng the E . I . S . ,  the 

S t� t e  of I l l in o i s  is not the preferred s i t e .  

BLA�C A sou � �  
2 �  2100 L O C.U i'T C-T 
E l bt; '2N ,  j l  (;£)11q  
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CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

� 

Dr . Wilmot Hess , Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER - 6 5GTN 
Office of Energy R e s earch 
U . S .  Department of Energy 
Washington, D . C .  20545 

October 6 ,  1988 

� �f�· Attn1 

� 9(. ;! 
SSC DEIS Comments---Siltation of Streams Near FJ or F4? 

� � Dear Sir 1 t � �  Page 1 6  o f  Appendix #10 indicates that 19 lined ponds are 
nJ l °"' proposed at the various E and F sites where tunnel spoils will 
� <:l be remove d .  These ponds will be l/J acre in s i z e . The � � f  exception i s  a t  site F J  where J seperate 2 acre ponds will be 
},.._ ' �  required because o f  the extremely large amount o f  water that 

e is expected to infiltrate the tunne l over the 5 mile stretch 
� ) ' � between EJ and E 4 .  This is anticipated because of the results '-

.1 \> of test core sample s that were conducted by the State Geological i { i Survey Division. These results showed that extremely large ' amounts of water saturat411 the area near Big Rock. There is 
a discrepancy however , b e twee n  the Draft EIS and the Illinois 

� G e o logical Survey materia l .  The core samples a s  pre sented � � would tend to indicate that it would be service area F4 be tween � � shaft access points E4 and E 5  that would be the one where 
� <;I: 1 thi s  large amount of water would leak into the shafts and 
� \) '° tunnel - not at FJ as the EIS state s .  

� "< � � � This discrepancy between the EIS and the Illinois pro posal 
� � < is very critical. because of the damage which may resul t  from 

� < the siltation of our waterways . The J ponds des igned for the {. '9 .:S FJ s ite total 10 mill ion gallons of storage . But this area 
F I is expecte� to leak at the rate o f  5200 gal/min/100 feet or 
¥c ,i nearly 2 .. J!lillion gallons per day over this 5 mile stretch 
� J- � s  a resu1t, the hold ing ponds as d e s igned are inadequate to 
j!:= hold the amount of water be ing pumped into them on a daily 
\II � bas i s .  Also , the EIS states quite c learly that the s e  ponds 

as des igned will not be able to remove all of the anticipated f\ .. s iltation. The amount of s i l t  and water enter ing the ponds 

-- -- · · ----
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and their inadequate size does not allow enough time for the 
water to se ttle out . Instead, it appears as if this water 
will be forced· to drain from the ponds into the surrounding 
natural drainage system o� the area and yet many o f  the 'fine 
particles of silt created by the bo�in& J18.chines ,  will still 
be suspended in the water . The EIS�'lbe faulted for not 
describing in d e tail how this sedimentation process is to take 
place and how excess water will be released from these ponds--its 
definitely not all go ing to evaporate . 

The important point is that this area with � extremely high 
water table and extremely high levels of soil and rock 
permeability is actually at site F4 and not FJ . This is 
impor tant because any o f  this silted water will naturally 
drain into the Welch Creek watershed . This cannot occur at FJ 
but can be a natural dissaster if allowed to occur at site F4. 
The EIS makes it clear that excess water and the sediments within 
it will not be contained by the sedimentation ponds that are 
proposed . If this water is allowed to enter Welch Creek as it 
appear s ,  then de gradation of that waterway and the wildlife 
which it supports will occur . This cannot be allowed to happen. 

The entire EIS makes it clear that no other site has a water 
infiltration problem as de scribed for this 5 mile stretch 
at the southwes t  end of the Illinoi s  r ing. I t ,  there for e ,  
becomes extremely important t o  accurrately identify whether 
it is FJ or F4 which is the area to be affected . The material 
presented by the State Geo logical Survey Division and the 
information in the Draft E I S  appear contrad ictory, and yet this 
information is extrem ital in determining the adverse affects 
that this SSC pro ject have on our environment. This lrW ' �Ung ill.iii . . . . 

Sincerely, 

llA.1 - 1545 
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New Soviet Ideologist Rejects Idea AIR TRAFFIC ERRORS 
OF World Struggle Against West LEAD F.A.A. TO CUT 

UrgesMoreExperimenu With Market Economics FLIGHTS AT CHICAGO' r� 
By BILL KELLER 

MOSCOW. Oct. ' - The =�:.'::.:.:. ,..._ callini speattcally ,,..J DELAYS AT BOTH AIRPORTS 
.,.. duel ldeologasl. mav1111 qu1d!:ly tO close study of We:!item soaaJ. organiZa· 
set the tone for the tt:structUm::I Sovtet udn, Industrial producoon ud integra· 
lddenb1p. hu called for more radical uon 11uo the world ecunomy • 
a:penments w.tb marlcet economics On the nro 1Ssues that had recemty 
and n!!J�ed the wlea of a world Stn&g· divided top party officials - state cm
pea paw the West. trol at the domestic economy, and the 

Tbe speech, published tod:ly in world strugle between CornmWllll 
Pravda, � ta ainfirm tllat tut and capitalist sysa:erns - Mr. Medve-

Peak-Hour Landings Limited 
- Too Many Planes and 

Too Few Controllers 

. ;'!, �ce�or �o�:� :'ves�:e�DR who cau mem- BJ KICHARDWRKIN � and a setback for conserv&• • U..-Vieww Repudlmced by •:n-aa:t a== : =  
. The ideology chief, Vadlm A. MedYe- His �ments were an Ut1mtstakable the federal Aviation Adnllnilu.l.Qon 
*"· who was promotM Fnday to the repudiauon.otthe more�VteWS hasoapeU-how'landiapatdledly's 
ruiina Politburo and named cha1nnan 00 domesoc and romgn puitcY put two main 811'1JOrtL 
al a commwlOft dlat will oversee the fonJ;I by Yegor K. Lipchev, who 1be acaoa, taken Monday and dis-
i-"Y llne. tokl a gathennll of political earlier held the ldeo&oo' ponfolio. closed ye&Wday, bu � scores of 
saennsu from CommunlSl counmes Mr. UpcheY often wemed out of delays tlm week at r.he nro aiJ110rt1. O'• 
'fuesdl,y ttuu Commumsm was in a s� with Mikhail S. Gorbachev, me Harelmern.ltionlll and Mjdny. 
period al cnsis arouml tM world. So�� leader. lo the shuffle ot seruor 1'.1- apncy bu begun &alb wtlb 
7 llornwln1Frvmlbl W• ==�=!��:i:?;:;. =:!e::=t=�-� 

Re called for a new mncepc: ot $0Cial- while retatnmg his pos1tJOn a.a a full Chicago area. abou.t rev1m1 their 
ism. borrowing poliUeal and econo"!-1c vottng member of the Politburo. schedules to avoid congesdm l:n the kSeas ra only from ottier sooal!st The move is thought to hawe dimm- peU tnffic boun, pnmanlJ � to 8 countnes. but even from the cap&La.hst !shed Mr. l.Jgachev's inH� crver P .. 'til. · 

WesL Ideology and foreign policy, allhough 1t llmrty Lmdlap ....., 
.. In working out the sodalilt per· 1s too early to say con.servauves have 1be apncy acted aftft' two mtx-ups spectJ.ve and . f�uiaun1 • modem been vanquished or sdenc:ed.. last Fnday and one an Sunday brougbt conet'PI of JOcialism, we cannot Ignore A Soviec journalist wtlo ii well in- a1rlinerS headed for Jan<Uft13 al. O'Hare :a� r.!=: ,;:�d.":'.�� Contu1wdon Pagef, ColumnJ �n!�

ea=.:�� �=���";; 

Natlonlll Edition 
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....... ltio"" '2-l9. - Pia· 
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LETTER 

• CA T.C.H.-l llinois 
. 

Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Dr . Wilmot Hess , Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-6 5/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U . S .  Department of Energy 
Washington, D . C .  20545 

Oct . 6, 1988 

Attn : SSC DEI S  Comment s---Subject ivity of Reviewers 

Dear S i r :  

Another s ituation where the subjec tivi ty of the E I S  writers 
is apparent occurs whenever the EIS specifically describes 
a potential problem and then sums everything up by saying its 
insignificant because the problem already exists anyway . 
For example , let ' s  take the very serious problem of ground
water suppl ies . Sec . 5 . 1 . 2 ,  pages 28 and 29 discuss in 
great detail how Ill inois has a regiona lly overdrafted water 
supply . In other words , that usage exceeds replenishment of 
supplie s .  , The EIS also explains how the operations phase of 
of the SSC will  worsen the overa l l  groundwater s ituation .  The 
EIS also ind icates that plans for municipalities to switch to 
surface water sources bas ically do not exist , so  a swi tch to 
Lake Michigan water cannot be viewed as a possible mitigating 
measure . 

However ,  in the very next sentenc e ,  the EIS writers indi cate 
that this potent ial long-term negative effect of the SSC is 
insignificant anyway , because of  the wide area over which the 
effect will be fel t .  They say that ma jor aquifers are a l ready 
overdrafted and that the project would only add to an already 
exis t ing s i tuation .  This type of logic is nonsensical .  I t ' s  
like telling a person dying of lung cancer that they jus t  
discovered a brain tumor , but don ' t  worry about i t ,  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 environ
ment on the part of the EIS preparers .  These .EIS wri t ers 
cannot be a l l owed to make such broad judgements on the overal l 
value of this SSC project . The' writers viewpoints or opinions 
toward a subject ' s  net value should be of l i t t le concern to 
the DOE in deciding where to place this project . · Al l  that 
matters are the facts . And the facts are that the EIS writers 
are biased , opinionated peopl·e and their viewpoiots are the 

P.O. BOK 104.. Wasco. l!lioots 60183 Phone:312-5844244 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

ones which everyone is being asked to accept .  Wel l ,  we � !!.2! accept them ! The EIS writers continually make assumptions 
and value judgements which should not be allowed . Just 
because they think that the overdrafted groundwater si tuation 
at the Il linois site is ins ignificant does not ,  in and of 
itse l f ,  mean this situation is in fact insignificant . On the 
contrary , it is very s igni ficant to those of us who obtain 
our water supply from individual wells --- and that ' s  over 
3 0 , 000 peopl e in the affected area . What the EIS writers 
be lieve and feel is of l i ttle 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 i s  
obvious ly lacking a s  far as the facts are-concerned . 

Sincerel� , 

llA.1- 1549 
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Sherril Kist 
6N520 Denker Road 
St. Cl!arles, IL 60175 

Representatives of the !XE, I would like to use rrrt five mi..nutes to cite 

specific quotes fran the &lvi.ronnental 1qiact Statement. I believe these 
words, your Ololll words, disqualify Illinois as an appropriate site foe the 

SSC. 

- fran Voli.me 10 Appendix 15-16 page 23 fran the chapter titled Scenic 

and visual Resource Assessments 

quote "Residential lard uses are not visually cc:q:etible with the 
proposed project because of the obvious functional and structural 

contrasts between project features and residence". unqoote 

Given the fact that there are roore affected land parcels ( residences) 

in Illinois than in al l other states carbired, this is clearly the 
llDSt disruptive of the seven sites and is therefore inappropriate for 

Illinois. 

- fran Voltne IV AEPendix Sb of 16 pp. 37-38 on the subject of 

groundwater 

quote "'l1le present and projected groundwater use shown in table 5.3 
_ /  v v  -

2-6 locally exceeds the est:ineted yield of the Carrbrian-Ordovician 

aquifers , as is doct:lnented by the declining water levels. This 

overdraft =ndition is a significant groundwater issue in the area of 

Illinois . •  unquote 

llA. 1 - 1550 
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-2-
We've said all along that we have a water problEl!l in Illinois. 'l1lank 
you for verifyi119 that fact. 'l1lis issue alone should disqualify 
Illinois. �igltt wells within'" one mile of. F.8 went dz:y this lll.lllDeJ.'. in 

one subdivision. 'rhe SSC will certainly conp:iund an aileady very 
seriOt.18 problem, 

- Also on the issue of 9mu00water frau. Voli.me I. Chapter 4 Ii?• 4-ta 

quote "The one uni.CJ.le groundwater qa.!ity feat:we identified is 

naturally elevated radii.ID levels in the region of the Illinois site . •  

unquote 

Illinois is the only one of the seven sitea with this prob,J.em. Again, 

we don• t need the SSC to CCllp)WXi existing problems. 

Hy favorite qµote. frc:m the EIS fran VolllDe I P• 4-76. iA the seetioo titled 

Planned Future Land Use -

quote "Of the seven sites, only Illinois presents a situation where 
growth is triggering not only an intensification of current use, but 
also major changes fran one category of land use to a new higher 

developnent classification. The remaining six sites do not portray 

this kind of future growth. •  urquote 

l lA. 1 - l55_1 _ 
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-3-

The iJtt>lications of this stateirent are far-reachin9• First, we have 
tremendous growth in our area .  Kane. c.oonty, particulary CaJttltOn T°"'nship, 

is the fastet growing camuU.ty in Illinois. This means that our land is 
the most valuable of the seven sites. 'ttlerefore, the detr:illlental inplct 

on property values will be nuch greater than at any of the other sites. 

This also means that OR,X>rtunity costs will be nuch greater for the 

Illinois site. Nowhere in the EIS is the subject of OA?Ortunity costs 

even rentioned. This is a fundamental flaw in the report. 

Another very ilrp:lrtant factor is not rentioned in the EIS, namely, will 

Fennilab have to be shut down to retro fit it to the ssc· ring and for how 
long? If the answer is yes, then the question becanes whether the U.S. 

can afford to shutdown its premier high energy physics lab? 

In conclusion, the SSC is not welcane in Illinois. In spite of what our 
p>liticians tell you, the opposition in the most affected areas is 
eoonnous .  U you site it here, yoo.r problElllB will be just beginning. 

llA.1 - 1552. 
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LETIER 

:Dr. Wilmot Ress, Cbairman 
SSC Site Task J'orce 
ER-65/GTN 
Office of �rg:r Research 
U.S . Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Attn: SSC DEIS Comments • Geology 

Dear Sir: 

Oct. 6, 1988 

The EIS makes it very clear that the geology of the proposed Illinois site is not 
as simple and as ideal as we have all been led to believe. Section 5.1.2-23 
indic_ates that there is a direct hydraulic connection between surface waters at 
the Illinois site and the underlying aquifers. Furthermore, page 4-16 indicates 
that there is porous media flow in the glacial drift and the interbedded Sa.ndstone 
sequences of rock. Dissolution and faacture nows also occur in the carbonate and 
shale sequences. And because of the variable lithology of the ·glacial deposits, 
they contain confined and unconfined conditions. What does all this mean? 
Quite simply , it means that the geology and groundwater patterns that exist at the 
Fox Valley site are very complex and varied. This is in direct contrast to what 
the public has been told by the Illinois Department of Energy and Nat�al Resources. 
All that we hav� ever been told is that this 53 mile tunnel vill be built completely 
imbedded vithin solid dolomite below the aquifers where people obtain their 
groundwater supplies. 

The truth is that the geology of the Illinois site is extremely variable and 
complex because of the nature of the deposits that vere laid dovn by the retreating 
glaciers millions of years ago. Many peaks and valleys lay hidden beneath the 
surface while glacial drift lies above the underlaying rocks in various thicknesses 
due to the uneven retreat of the glaciers. The EIS points out that this glacial 
material along with the dolomite and shale rock sequences are all interconnected 
because of fractures and because of the porous nature of the material. This 
causes groundwater to now between the different layers of rock and actually creates 
a direct hydrological connection between surface water sources and our groundwater 
supplies. 

This means that two things can occur at the Illinois site that cannot occur at 
others. First of all, any sediments or pollutants that the SSC may cause to be 
placed in our surface water sources could find their way to our groundwater or 
well water supplies. And secondly, any radiation which may be transmitted through 
the tunnel walls could in effect reach our groundwater supplies because this 
dolomite is not completely non-porous. You scientists may say that such possibilities 
are remote and measures will be taken to eliminate them . However , the truth is that 
the Illinois site involves risks which need not be taken. This hydrological effect 
does not exist at other sites, nor do people exist at the other sites. 

llA. 1 - _I 5(o�--



LETTER 112. 
(CONTINUED) 

The EIS states Ver'f clearl.J' that dissolution or a dissolving etfect exists among 
the dolomite sequences ot rock and that there ia a novtng of water that occurs 
along existing tracture lines. It is a travesty that the proponents ot this 
project have tried to hide the fact that groundwater doea move through the 
dolomite rock layers. We residents of the area have known it all along because 
this is vhere hundreds ot us obtain our vater supplies. 

In summation, the EIS makes it very clear that the geology and b,ydrology ot the 
Illinois site causes groundwater to nov betveen the different layers ot rock 
sediments and the overlying glacial till. In tact, a direct b,ydrological 
connection exists betveen surface vaters and our groundwater supplies. This 
condition only exists in Illinois and Michigan. The possibility exists that 
thousands of people directly in the path of the collider here in the Fox Valley 
could be adversei,. affected by the SSC project along vith our vater supplies . 
You gentlemen !DOm the DOE have the )llOral obligation to P1ace this machine 
among one of the other states vhere this possibility does not exist. Illinois 
is not the logical place tor the SSC. 

Ver'f truly yours, 

llA. 1 - 1 5CP3 
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• CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Againstthe Collider Here 

Dr . Wi lmot Hess , Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U . S .  Department of Energy 
Washington� D. C .  20545 

Oct . 6 ,  1988 

A«:tn : SSC DEIS Comments---Opposi tion to the SSC 

Dear Sir:  

The EIS  does l i ttle to accurately di scuss the general 
opposition which exists towards the SSC projec t .  There i s  
absolutely nothing unique about the opposition here i n  
I l linoi s . There also happens to be strong opposition to 
thi s  DOE pro ject in North Carolina and in Tennes see . 
Opposition is also beginning to form in Michigan. In fac t ,  
wherever people are being asked t o  l ive above this experi
mental device ,  people vehemently oppose i t .  Little o r  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-i'- 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 we l l s  are expected to be closed at the 
Arizona site , whi le only two wells wi�l be closed in Texas . 

The State of I ll inois and the local media have done a very 
poor job of describing the type of opposi tion and the extent 
of opposition that exists  towards the SSC here in the Fox 
Valley.  We , opponents to this projec t ;  have been labeled as  

n � unpa triotic or as standing in the way of progres s .  On more 
�------ than one occasion , we have been compared to Nazi s  or fascists . 
�1 •. _, However ,  it  i s  only those being forced to move or l ive above � · the SSC who are having their human rights and consti tutional � � rights viola ted . To describe those of us who have taken the 

�-., initiative to stand up for our rights as Nazis or fascists i s  
'�n .Jj.J unthinkable and downright asinine . The media and proponents 'IJV'rµ of the SSC project in I ll inois should be chastised for their 

�Jl:· callousness and for not realizing the importance of wells 

.)(;/ I 

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

being c losed , of homes and businesses being confiscated , or 
of people being forced to l ive atop an experimental device 
which is of questionable merit even within the scientific 
communi ty . 

The opponents to this project in the Fox Valley do not stand 
alone . Nearly 40 , 000 men , women and children from this area 
oppose s iting the SSC in I l l inoi s .  Every state where people 
will be forced to l ive above this monstrosity has people who 
are opposed to i t .  I t ' s  about time that the public i n  general 
realizes thi s .  Whatever their reasons , they , quite frankly ,  
d o  not want t o  b e  part of a laboratory and they d o  not trust. 
their government to provide them with all the facts . I ' m  
qui te sure that Cook County and the bulk of DuPage County 
residents are very happy that Fermilab was made the eastern 
campus rather than the western campus of _the SSC.  I t ' s  not 
a case of NIMBYism on the part of the SSC opponents ; it ' s  more 
a case of the proponents basking in the knowledge that they 
aren ' t  physically involved . 

To say that opponents to the project are against progress i s  
tri te and unfair.  We , in general ,  are not against the concept 
of the SSC and the addition that it  may provide towards basic 
human knowl edge . Howeve r ,  we are against blind progress and 
locating the SSC in I llinois is just tha t .  This project need 
not be s ited in I llinoi s .  Don ' t  as sume that we in the Fox 
Val ley mus t  necessarily be sacrificed for the good of all . 
This is not a simple road project that has but one place to 
go . On the contrary , there are s ix other sites avai1able and 
at least four of them involve l i ttle di sruption to the people 
living ther e .  

S ince the E I S  indicates that l i t t l e  c o s t  difference exists 
between the respective sites , you gentlemen from the DOE must ,  
by necessity , choose to locate the SSC where few of any lives 
will be poten'tially affected . This rules out I l l inois being 
considered as the logical choice . In fact , the humani tarian 
choice rules out I llinois entirely . 

llA.1 - l5(o5 
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LETTER }17?/ 

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

Dr . Wilmont Hess , Chairman 
SSC S i t e  Task Force 
ER-65/gtn 
Off i ce of Energy Research 
u . s .  Department of Energy 
Wa shington , DC 20545 

Oct . 6,  1 988 

Attn : SSC D E I S  Comments---Errors Found in the EIS 

Dear Si r :  

Table 3 - 6  shows Texas has 2 2 4  reloca t i on s .  Th i s  i s  inaccurate 
and mi s l ead i ng becau s e  the bul k  of these reloc a t i.ons are due 
to the fact tha t people res id ing i n  a t r a i ler park s i tuated 
i n  the s u r f ace take area w i ll have to move . They don ' t  own 
the property which they are be ing moved from . You cannot 
compare an i nconven i enced t r a i l e r  home owner to those people 
i n  a l l  the other s tates who mus t  sell the i r  land and home 

- or bus i ness because of the SSC . 

Paragraph #1 of sect ion 3 . 4 . 3  states that in I l l inois the 
ent i r e  tunnel wou l d  be constructed by tunnel ing methods in 
dolomite below the water table . Thi s  is a blatant error 
and l i e  pe rpet r a t ed by the I l l i no i s  ENR . In fact , the tunnel 
happens to l i e  d i rectly in the water table not below i t .  
Informa t i on cont a i ned i n  the wa t e r  s u rvey material from the 
I l l i no i s  site proposal and from the I l l i no i s  Geological 
Survey D i v i s i on clearly ind icates that hundreds of wells i n  
the reg ion of t h e  r i n g  obtai n  their water supply d i rectly from 
the same depth a s  the proposed tunne l . U s i n g  the logic of 
the EIS preparer s , does t h i s  a l so mean that we are obtaining 
our water supply f rom below the wat e r  table? Hore logica l l y ,  
i t  means t h a t  the I l l i n o i s  ENR a n d  the DOE a r e  going t o  
encoun t e r  more water i n  d i gg i n g  t h i s  tunnel than they a n t i c ipate . 
This aga i n  is a poten t i al creator of lengthened tunnel ing 
cons truct i o n  t i me . 

In Table 3 - 7  Impacts of Cons truct i ng and ope ra t i ng the SSC 
on Site A l t erna t ive s ,  i t  is shown that I l l i no i s  w i l l  i n  fact 
exp e r ience an incremental increase to its regional overd r a f t  
groundwa t e r  supply s i tua t i on d u e  to t h e  SSC . Howeve r , the E I S  
f a i l s  to i n d i ca t e  t h a t  a n  increase to t h e  l o c a l  over d r a f t  
s i t u a t i o n  w i l l  a l s o  occu r .  All u n i ncorporated reg i ons west 
of the Fox R i ver are on private we l l s . And due to ext ens ive 
development , ma ny people

-
have a l ready exper i enced having the i r  

wells r u n  dry dur i ng t h i s  pa st summer . O n e  subd i v i s ion 

P.O. Box 104. Wasco. Illinois 60183 Phone:31 2-5844244 
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LETTER (CONT!NU£D) 

( Deer Run ) had six wells go dry in one week . Th i s  cannot be 
blamed upo n  th.e drought because these sere 'tlells that were 
35 0-400 feet deep that had to be redr i l led up to 700 feet 
deep into the underly ing s a n d :> '.: c n e  aqu i fer . The a d d i t ion 
o f  the .SSC tunnel e n d  its eo:pected drama t i c  l e a k i n g  as 
descr i bed on page 16 of Append i x #10 w i l l  autc�a t i c a l l y  l e a d  
ta m a n y  l o c a l l y  ov�rdrafted groundwater areas a r o u n d  t h e  r i ng . 
Th i s  f a c t  is completel y ignored by the EIS . 

Table 3 - 7  shows that I l l i no i s  'tl i l l  have the highest levels 
of TSP ( t o t a l  suspen"Jed P a i: t i culate ) nea r the E and F s i t e s  
of a l l  seven s t a t e s  under cons i d erat ion . When t h i s  poor a i r  
qua l i t y  i s  coupled w i t h  the fact that I l l i n o i s  has the h i ghe s t  
concen t ra t ions of people- near the E a n d  F s i tes , this adverse 
envi ronmental impact takes on even greater s i ; n i f i car.ce . 
I l l inois wi l l  have the wor s t  a i r  qu a l i ty created by the SSC 
and has the most numbers of human receptors to be adversely 
a f f ected by i t .  Th i s  i s  s imply one more reason why I ll i no i s • 
dens ity of population makes i t  the lea s t  d e s i rabl e s i t e .  

225-775 0 - 88 t Book 5 ) - 3 

�=JtiJ# V Gleen Mas talski 
5N€97 Jens-Jenson Lane 
St . Cha r l es , IL 6 0 1 75 
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• CA T.C.H.�IHinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Oc t .  6 ,  1 9 68 

Dr . W i l mont Hes s , Cha i rman 
SSC S i t e  Task Force 
ER-6 5/GTN 
O f f i ce of Energy Reaearch 
U . S .  Dep a r tment of Energy 
Wash i ngton , DC 2 C 545 

At t n :  _ SSC DEIS Comments---7able 3 - 5  

Dc,ar S i r : 

As prev i ou s l y  men t i oned , foot note • g •  of Table 3 - 5  in pa ge 
3-30 ind i c a tes th•t in I l l i no i s  the number of a f fected parcels 
and o�nerships may vary by as much as 20% and th� number of 
relocat ions by 50% . As prev i ou s l y  shown , the true parcel 
count in  I l l i no i s  is i n  excess o f  the 3826 parcels numbered 
in the I l l i no i s  Land Aqu i s i t ion maps presented i n  Append ix 
4 .  Wi th the parcel count s t i l l  i ncrea s i ng day by day because 
o f  cont inued devel opment ,  tne ownersh i p  count i s  a l s o  incr e a s i ng 
day by d a y . But what about the 50% va r i a t i on in reloca t i ons 
that the DOE expects? How do they account for that? I t  is 
a maj or error of the E I S  to a11ude to the fact that relo
ca t i ons may vary so grea t l y  w i thout ever expl a i n i ng what 
you me2 n .  

Wi l l  reloca t ions g o  down? Highly unl i ke l y .  W i l l  reloca t i ons 
incr e a s e ?  Thi s  i s  very l i ke l y  for three reasons . For one 
t h i ng , due to the i ncrease i n  the parcel count and due to 
the t r emend ous development that con t i nues to occur through
out the Fox Va lley , we can prove that bus i nesses and homes 
have already been bu i l t  in propoced surface t a ke are2s s i nce 
the t i me I l l i no i s  presented its s i t e  propo s a l . How could 
t h i s  happen? Very easi ly--the new owners o f  these parce l s  
were never aware tha t the i r  property w a s  be ing proposed a s  
pa rt c f  t h e  I l l i n o i s  s i t e .  I l l i no i s  presented i t s  SSC pro
posal i n  September of 1 9 8 7  but never d ivulged any spec i f i c s  
about t h e  propos a l  unt i l  a f t e r  J a n u a r y  1 9 t h ,  1 98 8  when the 
DOE m2nd a t e d  that I l l i no i s  not i f y  the publ i c .  The data 
presented to the DOE was all based upon 1956 tax map s .  
Check i ng w i t h  the S i dwe l l  Company which prepares the tax 
maps you w i l l  f i nd that 1 9 8 6 maps show cond i�ions as they 
exi sted o n  January 1 ,  1 9 8 6 .  A s  a consi quence , numerous new 
parcel own ers have unkno-;; ingly bui l t  homes and bus i nesses 
i n  both s u r f a ce t a ke and underground e a sement areas s imp l y  
beca u s e  they d i d n ' t  �no• they w e r e  d o i ng so . The State ENR 
only n o t i f i e d  people who were current owners as of Janua ry 
1 , 1 986 because those are the maps they used to comp i l e the i r  

P:O. Box 104. W::isco. Illinois 60183 Phone:3i2-584-4244 
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LETTE R (CONTiNU ED) 
----------------�------------------·-

a f fected propQrty 0�n e r s  l i s t  f r c � .  Thos8 p0opl� or bus i �e s � � s  
Yho h a v �  unknowln��Y  �ili l t  � f te!· early Ss � t �ffiiJe r 1  1 G8 7  wheu 
I l l i n o i s  p r e s ent&d its pr opns � l ,  �ay t1a�? s t rc�g £ � cunde 
f0r s u e i n g  the s t a t �  cf I t l j nQi s 0r rer� 2 � s  t�� D0 � f0r 
fa i l u r e  to not i fy the� in t i �e for them to s�op coiJ s t r�c t ion . 

Eu� w�a t else may c � u s e  tl!e X ! l in0 i s  parc� l CG'��t  &�d r 2 l o 
ca � i on cou � t 3  to i n cre?se d r �m�t � c2 l J y ?  Fer�� ps i t 1 s  bec � � s e  
I l l i no i s  a l t e�ed t � e  10c� t i 0 � s - c f · s(1�� o f  t�·�e P , F ,  er J s i t � s  
in order t o  move them o u t  o f  f? � � r try.  S!1bd iv i s i 0f!S . And �2 I 
h<lps wh� t the DOE. i s  s�ying ! s  t t a t  those � J t � £ 0 d  i ac�t. i u n� 
c a nLot i �  fact b� made and t h c � e f o r �  �a�y M O ! e  pear l �  � i : 1 
los·'? thf; i r  !"1omes i f  t �e l l l i nci.'! s i t e  i s  c'!-lc::::2 n .  Or-, pe.1. t: d p s  
t h e  increa sed c o u n t s  cc�e f r 0 rn  t he f act tha t fut\1 r e  Expan s i Gn 
Area C i s  descri b�d as i ncl uding part  of Lhe c i ty of Au;or a .  
This �y f c i end3 is t�e r a s � d c.1t i a l  d0ve � c p�1ent a r � �  j ust s 2 � th 
of FErmi l 3 b �  A l s o ,  on pag� 1 1 4  of A;p�;� d i x  5-b thi s area 
is descr i bed a s  he i�g �o:!ed PDD ( P! 3nned Deve l o ?ment D i s t z ict ) 
vith a sma l l  R-1 r e s i d e n t i a l  d i st r i ct . I guess 3CO+ ha�·�s 
is �::n� l l  to the 1 1 1 1:.rt .:) i s  £NR a rid t�1e :nc::. ! 7hS: i:ha. i n  p o i 1 � t  
i s  tha t _  no·•here d v c� c  Ur.e E I S  u1d : ,:;o:;:; t e  tf,at t,;1 .i s  po r t i on 
of 21 ::e·.� C i s  not r·er.; ·cd. r 2 ,j ty t �lf! t;(h·: . ?'::!:':"� 3 J? S  i t  I l l i nc :i, �  
were sel-:cted , t�-:<:�n a n d  cn:t y  t:12r. wi l l  � e  a1.1 f .1 n d c u t  i f  
thes� hund reds o f  hu�;es a1� j e\"e r 1'0>'.}C petjp.: e w i .l l  h�ve to 
sacr i f i ce tt-emse1 .... -es for th� gcod cf you iri::onsi (.h�rc.t� 
scient ists a n d  t h e  SSC . One� a g a i n  its cl2�r tl1Ct t he EIS 
does not cl a r i fy t hs iss�a of t !•e �SC-- i t  o c l y  con t i nues 
to ra ise who!e new ��est ions . 

S .�ncere1y  ycu "C s ,  
• \ • • '11 � , . • i � ; I ,. , f: j, . 

· ;v""' '-) 1 , F-·;.. '-i .t.X-'L .......... 
Jud:r 'Ka�f'aL>ki 
SN6�7 J�ns-Jenscn Lane 
S t .  Cha.c-les , IL 60 175 
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LETIE R 

CA T:C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Co!fid.er Here 

October 6 ,  1 9 8 8  

PRESS . RELEA S �: ------

Attn � SSC DEIS Co:m:r:en t s --Problem�· �'ith the Proposed I l l inois 
SSC Sit� --

1 ) . Some remnant prairie land l o s s  is po s s i bl e . ( Table 3-7 DE!S l 
2 )  8 5 0  Acre s of wet: lands will be impA.cted in I l l inci s .  This 
i s  the seccnd larg e s t  amount o f  wetlands among the seven 
a l ternative s i t es . ( Table 3-7 DEIS ) 
��et·hrrranioitat-wITI ue aoveh-e1y irnp<1ci.:e"dor-Xb5 t , 
( Appendix 1 1 , Sec . 1 1 . 3 . J . 3 )  

4 )  ,More acres o f  pri�e f� r:mland are b� it�g r��...:-ved from p roduction 
in I l l ino i s  than at a1� ocher s i t e . ! Table 4-23 DEI S )  
5 )  t'!ore prcperty 01.:ners are involved in I l l incis t:1an in all 
o t h e r  s ta t e s  combined . (Table 4-2 ar:d ;Jarce l count from Land 
Acqu i s i t i on Plans A·-3C thru A-3Yl  
6 l More we l l s  wi l l  b e  c l o sed i n  I l l.iEois than in all other 
s tate s co�bined . ( Table 3-7 , Page 3-51  a�d parcel count from 
Land Acqu i s i t ion Plans l}-3C thn1 A--3Y ) 
7 J More bus i nesses wi l l  be c :osed or !'.elocated i n  I l l i.n0is than 
at a l l  other s i t e s  combined . ( Table 4-2 1 
8 )  Because of the above , I l l inoi s  has the mos t  dif ficul i la�d 
acqui s i tion proce s s cf any s i t e .  

· 

9 )  I l l :tr:i.oi s  has a regiona l Krocnci'water overdraft -- grcundr,...;.at:e·c 
usage exceeds the repleni shment of suppl ie s . Both cii ?..·e:t and 
ind.irect wat:er uu<ge cf the SSC will worsen the c•1erdra t t  
water supplies . ( Table J-7 ) 
1 0 )  More water charmels cro$S the proposed ring at the Illinois 
site thax:i a t  any otbe r �  The Fox Ri ver i s  t h e  large s t  ;surface 
wa t e r  channel wi th the larges t watershed area to cro s s  the ring 

· at any· s i t e . Thi s  !l'eans that the I l lino i s  s i c e  has the highe s t  
proba b i l i t y  f o r  s

"
i l taticn cf strear,:s to occur . ( Table L1-Z and 

Sect ion 4 .  2 . 1 . 1 )  

P.O. Box 104. Wasco. lllino;s 60183 Phone:312-584-4244 
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LETTER I' 7 c, (CONTINUED) 

-2-

1 1 )  The presence of methane gas at the I l linois site will pose 
a tunnel ing construc tion pro�lem . ( Appendix 4 . 1 . 5 )  

12 ) Groundwa ter leakage into the access shafts and tunnel wi l l  
b e  the greatest of a l l  the sites . In fact , the 5-mile stretch 
between E3 and E4 will leak a t  the rate of 5 , 200 gal lo�s/minute/ 
100 feet or nearly 2 billion ga llons per day .  This water 
problem should place the entire const!'."Uction project in jeopardy , 
( Appendix 10 , Sec . 10 . 2 . 3 . 3 )  

1 3 )  The entire Fox Valley SSC site i s  covered by Flood Rate 
Insurance Maps and therefore shOl<'S a high pr,obability for 
damage due to flooding .  Thi s is  not true at other sites . 
( Append'ix 4 ,  Sec . 4 . 2 . 1 . l l  

14 ) The sedimentation ponds located a t  E and F shaft sites may 
or may not be large enough to hold the water long enough for 
adequate sedimentation . Thi s  could result in a measurable 
sediment impact on streams in the ad jacent area . Sedimentation 
of our streams remains one of � , ma jor concerns . ( Appendix 7 ,  
Sec . 7 . 1 . 33 ,  Page 40 ) (W-'y ,; 
1 5 )  The Il linois site has the larges t  number of people living 
adjacent to proposed SSC facility sites ( E ,  F and J sites } .  
As a result , more people in I l linois will be adversely impacted 
by noise pollution , air pollution , exposure to airbourne radio
nuclides ,  adverse vi sual impacts , and noi se and vibration 
impacts due to dynamiting than a t  any other site . (Appendix 4 ,  
Sec . 4 . 5 . 1 ,  Page 4-2 9 )  

1 6 )  I l l inoi s i s  the only s i t e  with a n  existing groundwater 
quality problem -- elevated l evels of rad ium in our groundwa ter 
suppl ies . ( Appendix 4, Sec . 4 . 2 . 2 . 2 ,  Page 4-1 8 )  

1 7 )  The surface water qua l i ty o f  the I l l inois  site is already 
the worst of the seven sites . ( Appendix 4, Sec . 4 . 2 . 1 . 2  and 
Table 4-2 ) 

1 8 )  The air quality of the I l l inois site is already the 1o<or s t  
t1f the seven sites . Ours is the only s i t e  which is i n  a region 
of nonattainment for both carbon monoxide and ozone leve l s .  
( Appendix 4 ,  Sec . 4 . 4 . 2 ,  Page 4-26 1 

19 ) Only the Illinois site i s  located in an area that already 
has two sources contributing to an increase in the natural 
background radiation level -- Ferrnilab and the Kerr-McGee 
Chemical Plant . ! Appendix 5 b ,  Sec . 5 . 3 . 6 . 2 ,  Page 68,) 

HA.1 - J_'51J_, 
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2 0 l  I l linois is already the site with the greatest number of 
potentially hazardous or toxic materia l s  s ources . ( Table 4- 1 5 )  

2 1 )  I l linois shows the lowe st levels of public services 
available at all seven s i t e s .  Our student/teacher ratios 
are the wor s t ,  our health care levels are the wor s t  of any 
s i te , and our fire and pol ice pro tection for DuPage ,  Kane 
and Kerida l l  Count ies are we l l  below the national average . 
( Table 5 . 3 . 1 1 - 3 ) 

22 ) T�e roads at the I l l inois s i te are the most conge sted of 
a l l  s even sit e s ,  and are the only roads subject to breakdowns 
in the flow of traffic . More travel time will be required to 
move from point-to-point around the ring in I l linois versus 
any other s i te . ( Table · 5 . 3 . il-10) 

2 3 ) Illinoi s  i s  already the s i te with the greatest number of 
man-made sources of radioactivi ty . ( Table 4-14) 

24 ) Illinois already has the hi ghest levels of background noise 
adjacent to proposed E and F access shafts . ( Appendix 4 ,  
Sec , 4 . 5 . l ,  Page 29 ) 

2Sl Kendal l  County is only one of two counties at all s i tes 
where a negat ive econOlll ic benefit - i s anticipated for the life 
of the project . ( Appendix 5 ,  Sec . 5 . 1 . 8 . 4 ,  . Page 19)  
26)  Reduct i on in the number o f  s p o i l s  dump s i t e s  down to four 
quarries in I l l inois creates renewed problems of congested 
truck traffic on all haul roads and at the dump s i t e s  th�mselve s .  
As many as 2 c:I O  truckloads o f  material may be traveling toward 
Quarry #1 on any given day . Quarry #1 is on the corner of 
R t .  31 and McLean Blvd . near South Elgin. ( Appendix 10 , 
S e c . 10 . 2 . 3 . 3 )  

2 7 )  There i s  a direct hydrological connection between the surface 
waters and groundwater supplies a t  the I l linois site . This 
creates the opportunity far our groundwater suppl ies t o  be 
adversely impacted by siltation or other pollutants entering 
our surface waters because of SSC construction or operations . 
( Appendix 5 ,  S e c .  5 . 1 . 2 . l ) 

28 ) The inc lement Illinoi s  winters can be expected · t o  reduce 
the numbers of available working days and thereby increase 
tunne l construc tion t ime . ( Table 4-5 ) 

llA.1 - 1'57L_ 
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29 ) Because of the large number of human receptors at the 
I l l ino i s  s i t e and their c los�ne s s  to SSC faci l i t ie s , a 
greater amount of- mitigation changes will be required versus 
alternate s i te s .  Thi s  equates to increased cost and lncreased 
construction time . ( Fi g .  5 . 1 . 4-3 DEI S ) 

30)  The pres ence of the largest and most organized local 
oppo s i t ion to the SSC in I l lino i s  i s  a problem i t s e l f ;  
Litigat ion against t h e  S t a t e  of I l l i no i s  and the U . S .  Dept . 
of Energy can be expected to lengthen tunnel cons truc t ion 
time in I l lino i s . 

31 ) I l lino i s  is the only s i te where land use patterns are 
expected to c l}ange to a high:cr level without the SSC. The 
Fox Valley s i t e i s  moving from agricultural to res ident ial 
or commercial . Only the I l lino i s  site has al ternative land 
uses . Thi s opportunity cost is never taken into consideration 
in any economic a s s e s sment s . ( Appendix 4 ,  Sec .  4 . 8 . 7 ,  Page 4-7 6 )  

3 2 )  The I l linois s i t e  h a s  the most his torical s i t e s  and the 
most prehistoric o r  archaeological s i tes that may be adversely 
impacted by the SSC . ( Table 3-7 ) 
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CA T.C.H.-l llinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Dr . Wil!llOt Hess , Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
ER-65/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U . S .  Department of Energy 
Washington, D . C .  20545 

Attn : SSC DEIS Comments 

Dear Sir:  

Oct .  6,  1988 

Thank you for al lowing me to express my viewpoints on 
the Environmental Impact Statement . While tllere are many 
reasons why I l linois is not the logical choice for the SSC,  
I would l ike to focus my--COmment s on just a few of these 
is sues . 

My first comment is in regards to the map of Human 
Receptors at the I l l inois SSC site ( Appendix 9 ,  Fig.  9-20 ) .  
After ini tially scanning the maps submitted by each state , 
I l l inois  allears to look favorable . Upon closer inspection 
however ,  I inois is the fnly state map that has a small 
dot representing GROUPS o residences , not just � re sidence . 
Did the Illinois ENR purposely draft the map in this manner 
to possibly mislead the DOE as to how many residences actually 
will be impacted? Does each dot represent 10 home s ,  or 
possibly , 100 homes?  I believe the I l l inois ENR was remis s  
i n  this matter and .should have canvassed the area around 
the shafts in order to estimate the exact number of persons 
who will be subjected to noise levelS"aDOve the EPA Guide
l ines for Noise Impact Analysis . 

Also,  referring to Appendix 9 ,  Sec . 9 . 1 . 4 , Pg . 71 in 
regard to Noise Leve l s ,  it s tates that "residential , 
commercial & indus trial uses have higher background noise 
levels than do areas under agricultural use" . I t  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 noi se , so therefore , the SSC noise 
won ' t  be noticeabl e ,  i s  ludicrous ! Why should we , as home
owners directly impacted by this noise intrus ion , have to 
accept this logic?  

P.O. Box 104, Wasco. 116nois 601B3 Phone:312-584-4244 
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Pertaining to Vibra tion Asses sments ( Appendix 9 ,  
Sec . 9 . 2 . 3 . 3 ,  Pg . 84 ) ,  the DEIS s t a t e s  that I l lino i s  has 
numerous farms , home s , subdivi s i ons & indus trial build ings 
wi thin a radius of -600 feet , which would feel severe vibrat ions 
from the blast ing . I s tre s s the word NUMERous: no t just a tew 
as the other s ta t e s  have submi tted . There fore , I l l inoi s wi l l 
have the most impacted property owners . 

· 

After studying the Land Acqui s i t ion Plans ( Append ix 4 ,  
Sec . 4 . 4 . 3 ,  P g .  2 1&22 1 ,  I found i t  rather peculiar that the 
S t .  Charl es Hi.gh School was not mentioned . In fac t , the 
S t .  Cha rles High Schoo l was omi tted from the entire text o f  
t h e  DEI S ,  and yet , t h e  S S C  tunnel wi l l go directly underne a th 
the school and i t  wi l l  be in close proximi ty to the Beam 
Abort areas , which is an area that has more l ikel i hocd of 
radioac tivity be ing generated , as diagramed in Appendix 10 , 
Fig . 1 0 . 1 . 2- 7 .  Wa;; this an oversight? Thi s  high schoo l has 
an enrollment of approximately 2 , 300 s tudent s and a facul t y  
of approxima t e l y  200 . Why do we place · our chi.ldren at risk 
for the s ake of t h i s  s c ientific experimen t ?  

Another reason why I l l inois i s  n o t  the logical s i te for 
the SSC is the amount o f  opposi tion tothis pro j ect . Referri.ng 
t o  correspondence received by the DOE, as of mid-May , ( Appendix 5 ,  
Sec .  5 . 3 . 10 . 2 ) , I l l inoi s sent the largest volume of l e tters 
oppos ing the projec t .  Of the 1 , 3 8 9  let ters sent , 1 , 1 1 Q  were 
against the SSC, 253 l et ters in favor and 26 offe red no 
opinions . Tenne s s e e , in compari son , s ent 72 letters a:-1d only 
4 oppos ed the projec t . Doesn ' t  this give the DOE and the 
State ENR the idea that we don ' t want the SSC in I l l inois ! 
I com.'llend the Governor of New York, wi�o at least: list�to 
h i s  consti tuent s opposed t o the project , and then- wi t !"ldrew h i s  
s t a t e  from the short l i s t . Unl ike � Governor !  

La s tly , I ' d 11.ke t o  coum1ent on the personal impact o f  the 
SSC on myse l f  and my fami ly . We moved to St . Charles three 
years ago , l oving the t r anquil i ty and beauty thi.s community 
offered . We us ed our hard-earned savings t o  build our dream 
house on a sec l\lded pa rcel of land and thought that we ' d  be 
safe . Now , three years later , the S ea te t e l l s  us that we w i l l  
have to give u p  our land t o  the SSC project , nave a c l oud appear 
on our t i t l e ,  and live on top of an EXPERIMENT , with so many 
unanswered i s sue s .  This has caused us a great dea l of apprehension 
and months of worry . I sti.ncerely hope you gentlemen a l s o  take 
t hese feel ings and emo tions into account when you make your fina l 
decision -- NOT TO SITE THE SSC IN ILLL�OIS ! ! 

Sincere l y ,  
� I f}l y, " J! V . ,::_,).:H.k4 .. .t.r,<.;1.- pu,.__,._.__. 
Lorraine M .  Stahl 

llA. 1 - 1575 
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Mr . Wilmct Hess , Chairman 
SSC Site Ta.sk Force , DOE 
ERC - 65/GTN 
Washington , D . C .  20545 
Dear Mr . Hess : 

77 Highgate Course 
Sf.. Charl es , IL 6 0 1 74 

October 6 � ,  1988 

Thanks for the time and I hope i t  �ill be the last time 
you hear from me. 

Please refer to Volume IV Appendix 9 NNoise and Vibration 
Assessments " .  There are several errors in Figure 9-20 
Human REceptors Il linois SSC Site. 

1. You do not show s t .  Charles High School sitting directly 
on the ring near access site E-9 . See parcel site 339 
and 341 on dr awing PM - E3 . The School popul ation is 
2600 Students , Teachers , and staff daily . 

2 .  You also do not show. Norris R0creation Center adj acent 
to tne S t .  Charles High SchooL which s erves · l OOO people 
daily including a permanent staff of 7 5 .  

3 .  Figure 9-20 also omi ts Kaneland High School adjacent to 
the :-:�ng near site E-6 .  

4 .  There wi ll b e  a markad increase in the population a t  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 ,  
t o  $400 , 000. 00 range . Also , construction has beg\ln 'On 
the Royal Fox golf club and homes. This development 
consists of 400 townhouses and custCllll homes adjacent to 
S t .  Charl es High Schoel . Both of these developments are 
wi thin � mile of t�e E-9 shaft. 

5 .  Again Fig. 9-20 does not show DuPage County Airport on 
Rte. 6 4  near service area F-9. Land ing and take off 

patterns pass directly over the Fox Chase development 
area. 

I think you .have underestimated the irupact the noise of 
building this super-nui:;iance willha'l.'e in this E-9 area. 

a. General back.ground nois e of the heme. 

b. Traffic to and from the High School along D-..mha.11 Road 
which intersects with Country Club Read. 

c. Noise from . propeller and j et aircraft taking off and 
:J.a�ding at �u!?age Ai�port� �u../v ·� a..u.. � &).:.�-'(' 

d .  Nois e from J ets pass1.ng directly over the Fox Chase/ 
St. Charles High School area which are under O ' Hare 
control at the 1 5 0 0 '  to 18 0 0 '  altitude. 

There are occasions . .,hen these wxisting noises combine to 
pr oduce intolerable levels of noise already . 

i!A. 1 - 157(1, 
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'f.3,I:d.e 9-2 states t't;,at we w.il l l";e sub i ·:::-ct�d to 60 dBA cf 
atid.i. ti o n  a�. ;-�ois·a d;_;.:: i.1::.·;; -:·0r! ��-x-Jc ric1•� : : T!"l�-::·ef .. ; r G?  you will 
exce�"Jd the .Fe.Uei'.·al dJ:�:r.�-..ay J1--.:t��·.:.�-: .i. s t T ;;. � ;. .,n Po1 �:e rJ:-a t ·:r,1\�'.;t 

Cr.i tex i a  faJC sing1� famiJ.�{ ,r f;s•J.CE;r..ceB (';.f 67 d�(.,�J...t>els . 
Tr-i r5 is intcJJ.ex. ab.is for ti:e t' f::S i.d2:it:s ar1d s tud0nt3 in th e 
E':I area . •  

It i s  f:>oli:=h t. o  e'; �n cont �'·�··�}Jlat;e . ar�y s:J:ch ccr:� tr:Uct.i.un a. a;  t'.�1 s 
in such a �tnsely pop�latsd ar�a� 
I w1ll do everything I ca:t politically a;:�Jl leg·c;,l ly to pre".re��t 
tt'e builditig of this deatr1 ri•1g i;1 th.: fox valley .  
Thank You 
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LETTER 

CA T.CwH.-l llinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Dr . Wi lmot Hess , Cha i rman 
SSC S i te Task Force 
ER-6 5/GTN 
O f f i ce of energy Research 
U . S .  Department of Ener,;iy 
Wa shington , DC 20545 

October 6 , 1 98 6  

Attent i on : SSC D E I S  Corr:ment s---�hreat to � 

Dea r  S i r : 

Page 1 1 2  Of Append i x  7 d i scusses the s ubject of clos i r,g � e l l s  
at the I l l inois s i t e .  I t  ment i ons tha t a s  many a s  1 5 00 wel l s  
actua lly exi s t  w i th i n  \ m i l e  o f  the proposed ring a l i gnment , 
with 3 2 0  wells f a l l i ng w i t h i n  the 1 000 foot path of the col l i oer 
r ing . The s e  figures are both inaccurate because they only 
reflect cond i t i ons as of Jan . I ,  1 9 8 6 . The I l l i no i s  ENR has 
f a i'l ed to upda t e  any of the i r  a f fected parcel counts s ince 
that t ime . Who cares how many wells exi sted over 2 1 y ears �go? 
The only real p e r t i nent facts t o  us af fected property -owr� e r s  
and to the DOE is the number of wel l s  that e� i s t  r i ght now , a r1 0  
how many y i ll have to be c l ·:lsed � We kr�ow for a fact t:!"";:at 
through actual vel l  and home counts , nearly 650 wells fa l l  

w i thin the clutches o f  the SSC r i ng . Th i s  error i n  the E I S  
i s  inexcusable and shows that t h e  Fox V a l l e y  S i t e  h a s  been 
mi s repres e n ted t o  the DOE . 

Page 1 1 2  of Append i x  7 goes on to i n d i c a t e  that none of t h e  
w e l l s  w i t h i n  t h e  1 0 0 0  f o o t  zone are mun i c i pa l  or l a rg e 
capa c i ty w e l l s  as f a r  as they know . Th i s  too i s  wrong . ,  
Appa rent l y  I l l inoi s forgot to t�ll  the DOE a bout S t .  Char l e s  
well  19 wh i ch happens t o  b e  located d i rectly i n  t h e  p� t h  o f  
the col l i der n e a r  Route 2 5  and Country Club R o a d . Th i s  �ell 
happens to be a m a j or producer for the c i ty of St e Charles , 
but the E I S  clearly i n d i c a t es that t�e DOE is unaware of i t s 
ex i s tance . 

The EIS goe� on to s a y  th a t  th i s  problem of w e l l  closures � i l l  
b e  o f  mea surable i mpact on loc a l  water u s e r s  a n d  o n  water use 
patterns . A me a s u r a bl e  impact i s  one which is cla s s i f ied as 
being o f  greatest importance to those w h o  a r e  a f fected . Ther e
fore 4 the E I S  wr i te r s  v i ew well c l o s u r e s  as be ing e� � reme l y  
detr imen t a l  to local �ell users . However ,  these same �on
d e r f u l  EIS �r i te r s  g o  on t o  s�rn this who l e  problem � p  by us ��g 
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the i r  i ncred i ble l og i c  to con c l u d e  that well closures w i l l  
a c t ua l l y  b e  a measurable benef i c i a l  l on g  term impact t o  our 
over d r a f t ed groundwa ter supply problem . In other words , in 
order t o  do away w i t h our i n a dequ a t e  water suppl ies , 'WJiy don ' t  
we a l l  cl os e  down o u r  we l l s ?  How i l l ogical can anyone get? 
The l os s  of priva t e  we l l s  i s  probably � number one reason 
why so many people are ag a i ns t  ihe SSC project in I l l i n o i s 1  
and yet , the E I S  w r i ters and the DOE tr i es t o  j ust i fy these 
closures by i n d i c a t i ng that the net resu l t  w i l l  be an ove·r a l l  
be n i f i t  to soci ety and those other people who may want t o  
d i g a we l l  i n  the fu ture . How ca l l o u s  can y o u  people g e t ?  

Th i s  i s  j u s t  another exa mple o f  t h e  very cava l i e r  approach 
t h a t  the Draft EI S ,  the State ENR , and the DOE has taken 
towards o u r  affected prope r t y  owners concerns and rights . 
we w i l l  not a l l ow t h i s  to con t i n u e . You can ant icipate 
that req u i r ed m i t i ga t i on a t  the I l l inois s i te v i l l  actu a l l y  
lead t o  l i t i ga t i on . We suggest that you gen tlemen from 
the DOE forget about m i t i g a t i on and s t a r t  concentrat ing 
on the l i t igation tha.t w i l l  be requ i red i f ·  I l l in o h  becomes 
the p r e fer red SSC site . 

l lA. 1 - I SBO_ 
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LETTER 

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

Dr . Wilmot Hes s ,  Chairman 
SSC S i te Task · Force 

. ER-65 /GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U . S .  Department cf Energy 
Washington, D . C .  20545 

At tn : SSC DEI S Comments 

Dear S i r :  

Oct . 6 ,  1 9 8 8  

Thank you for t h e  opportunity t o  expr e s s  my opinions 
on the EI S for I l l inois . 

D'Jring the course of today ' s  hearing s ,  there have been 
many viewpoints voiced both praising and condemning the 
siting of the SSC in I l l inoi s . I would l ike to point out 
that of the correspondence sent to the DOE regarding the 
I l l inois proposal , 81% was �_g_a inst the plan . In addition , 
the I l l inoi s p l an solici ted--r� a l l  negative comments 
encompa s s ing a l l  · s even s i te s .  I believe this reinforc e s  the 
fact that the people of I l l inois are very concerned about 
the viabi l i ty and impact of this i l l-conceived proje c t . 

I would l ike to focus my comments tonight on two i s sue s .  
The first i s sue i s  the macro-view o f  the I l l inois proposal 
including the qua l i ty o f  the data provided and the unanswered 
ques tions this proposal rai s e s .  After reading the sec tions 
of the EIS concerning the I l l inoi s  s i ting , it became obvious 
to me that this document is not conclusive . Whi l e  the EIS 
ident ifies many i s sue s -- it offers no solutions . 

Today you ha·.;e heard spec ific concerns over the water 
supply , noise leve l s , residential & busines s relocations , 
property value s ,  safety , health and a mul t itude of other 
issue s .  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 I l linois s i t e  and I quote , 
"A regional overdraft exi sts which would be incrementally 
increased by indirect water uses a s sociated with the SSC in 
I l linoi s "  and Sec . 5 . 4 ,  "Local water leve l decl ine and 
aqife r  overdraft in I l l inoi s "  and Sec . 5 . 1 . 2 . 4 ,  "At the 
I l l inoi s s i t e , the water level/overdrafts impact would be 
measurable at the reg ional level and of long term consequence " .  
Based o n  water usage requirements detailed in Table 5 . 6- 1 ,  
the SSC , when operating , will require over 1 . 3  b i l l ion gal lons 
of water per yea r .  This i s  the equivalent of support ing an 
additional 3 6 , 000 peopl e ,  assuming lPO gallons /person/day . 

P.O. Bow 104, Wasco. li!inois 60183 Phone:312-584-4244 
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Thi s is more than twice the population of St . Charle s .  
Not a n  ins ignificant amount ! 

Yet there are no solutions to thi s  specific problem outlined 
in the EIS . Is surface water the answer? Is  it every township 
and landowner for themselves when it  comes to competing for 
the existing l imited water supply? Does the State and DOE 
propose parking a tanker truck on my driveway? Or is thi s 
cons idered a non-is sue with the State? I ask the DOE and the 
S tate ENR -- How are you going to deal with the fact that the SSC 
will deplete existing wel l s ?  Is  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 � 

I bel ieve it is obvious that this lack of insight and 
planning is one of many examples why the · Illinois proposal i s  
incomplete , misleading and mi smanaged . A plan that does not 
consider the consequences to its action is not a plan at all . 
The Il linois site proposal is clearly a wish, not a plan . 

The primary reason the I ll inois site proposal is the least 
attractive of the short list  sites can be summarized in the 
following statement : The Ill inQiS proposal adversely impacts 
more people than all six other s i tes combined. The Illinois 
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 landing this 
projec t .  

The second issue is o n  the .personal level and the impact 
the I l linois s iting will have on my fami ly ' s  quality of life . 

·� -

Since my house and property are s quare 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 guarantee s :  

-Guarantee my property values will not depreciate 
and will continue to appreciate at fair market value 

-Guarantee my water supply will not be impacted 
( e i ther 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 ' m  not aboue to 
sacrifice my family for i t !  

In conclusion , I am not about to go away , if  for some 
political reasons I l l inois is chosen as the preferred site , 
I will work through the judicial system to insure this project 
never gets under the ground . 

Sincerely , 

�x_i-,+Jf 
Eugene L .  Stahl 

llA. 1 - 15'0Z. 
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'.L10 tke l, .O.I.  
I '•  oallin� the s . s . c .  t�• 1 1Gre at G r e e a  Tree o f  Gre e d . '' 

l' e o �l• •H •o baa7 e0Yeti1 ;; tai• tll!•• t llat tl:oy d o a 1  t ao t iu• tl•o 

fo reut is o" fire, 

First a uatioa•l lot t • r7 •a• ereat ed to fund .nc b•il d tlliu 

•••ll.i•• t ollly 0 • 6 -l" l f o f  tli.e <-'f!'r·.;i; r• plied (Di<l u,,, o tlt o r �  !; h t . Ii  

tlliak i t  aao�ld aot b e  built i a  tlloir �tate ) ,  

Ion aany tu; doll•r•llaa tli• ll . O,i:,  ,. ,.eat i.o far �nd ye t 

tbe firat llole haa 7e t to be da,? 

'?Iii.ii · .itat• llaaa 1 \  iafor••d to tile end eoat , to tile taxpayer• 

li t a t e  a.ad local, Wllat itate will ••1 tile ll , .S . C .  ••••• 11JOll511 1 I  
would lik• to iafora Go• . T•oap�o• a•J you , tlli• io a crowias 

areawitlloat tll• � . s . c .  

Growba; t o  tho poin t t li a t  ay loul u lo ool d i n t riet ( .hrliagtoa

l••tral ) will aeed • ••n Bi,11 iello ol , a lar,. additio• to olle o ! tile 

Grade llellool• aa4 !aad i t . Tlli• aeaa• local taxe• would llaT• to 

iaereaa• b7 o••-tllird ,  bat a let o f  leeal reaide • • • •  • •• ' \  afford 

tile iaer••••·W• aow Ila•• trailer• !or cla••• • aad •e xt 7ear �• will 

lo•• all eporta 1baa4 1 4raaa e t• • • •  

I! tile i . ¥ . C ,  will •o•c ll•r• I ' a ao �r•at !ull tlla t to ae llool 

7our 300 ellild re a 1• la ti•a aad O• •••a , tlle eoua t7 will Ila•• alre ad7 

bailt ae w dO�Oola witll teaaia eaarta aad aai .. i&S roolo aitll boada 

tllat ll�V• t o  be paid b7 lo•a.l taxe a ,  

D<>e• tlli• •••• •7 ••i11lbor• a•d !w:lU • •  ll:aow nia,l; 1in yoar 

ellilti ,.. • a ho t t e r  e dueatio• i• • ne1. buildini. 1Jhil • •i•• ,. to a 

trailer and ,.t lea•• 
Jou ,.-or7 !ew peopl.• ia • II• ri•1 area are eoaatraetio• worte r • .  

T • i •  ••••• tnat norterfi froa· a l l  O Y • r  will e o a e  to Ka•• Co. lit• 

a•t• to a pieaie , l aoll will take tlle ir allare ef tlae"IJre a t Gl:<eeaTreo 
ot Oreed"aad co•• bacll: to tkeir e o••••itiea aad s pear! it • •� pa7 

t h e ir lo••l taxe s ,  

1.  
2.  

Wllat will 11.s.c.  i;in t o  Kaae C o ,  1 
LO»S o! joba 1 faotori•�

�
••d !ara laad, 

4t l e a a t  lbO ( vos aib�7 �faaili•• �ill lo•• lloao �•o tar•• 

3, The re s t  of tk• peo plo �ill live ia f�•r of tile uat•o•• aad lotiu 

of i}rop• rt7 val•• . 

4, z(aae
'
·�. wil l l """ one-half ot i t a  Yill•l." • bilt ioai• ·� cewor l'it 

5, Hi,ller t�x• • ·  
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

6. 'l1o t. u l  d.airt< p t i c n  of li'ltlu 1lu2�tf\� uoa•tru o-tiGs. 

?� i«lae re .11 ide n c e •  i.ill il a"f e  a beautif\11 Yi•V o r'  taAk: !araa_, bu t 
t he .:.a .. � . c .  i..11 oarft fnl n o t  tu l tr t  t lt. e  :.eneral 1 u b lia i.c.a- t ho 1 o ; 

it ' "  a l o•kl "(lrol:llo u .  
W � • t  w ill t�e £tate do for t h e  � . G . C .  ria�? 

l .  I t  aill bu,y l.l p  prope rt7 at rad.u<ad 1; ri�u:{0Yc11 a.ow i .... doa1 t 

l& e l p ) 8 0%  ia stiH • loa•. 
2. I t  will r � i•� taxe� to coYer Ill . ••are of· •o•atrw e t ioa. 

3 ,  Tlte .m!! wil"l s;rab tlle aale"t: t.x i: C ll e r e te d  by tlleS . � . c .  and 

J'l aee i t  in Glloe bo u o  �•d take our tax d o l l.aru baolt t<> jpriu,re il d ,  

Ill. 

�11eriaa i s  IJO bUF.J' ,raapia' • t tlus "Gre;at Green "'rree ot Greed" 

tl&at t1&e1 woa • t  aotiH uitil it i• to l a te , tlle fires or h X •• t ; en 

wil"l """• coaanaed tlla•.W• •••'-.. a·:l'!M·<i eore t11-xa.a , "" fte e d  Yalae 

�or our ,•OA•J'• 

Yo• , tile D , o  • .: .  011• re1'or"'• tlda tread , luil<I ·.t lleii , .S ; C .  
i a  a e a t  aad fill aetllod ia h d a ral ,o1'er•• •t l aada, tlib wo uld '"'"• 
taxpa1•r• 11••7( a aaall ••ouat) o r  aaTiai• tll;at eould bo "uaeci 'to ;a.dYis• 
p� build loaal eo..,,.iU.011 ta ••l•o•e :t0 u.r peu i'l"• t t• "Du.lid a 

t o tal ;a.ad Tiaible part ef tl&e U , ll  • .l ,  

c !' Ilia  would .... .,. tllat tile ll.ll.A:. •oul<i be a .,oo<I ,n•ioiillber ,  

• peraoa to b e  tru• t•d 1 a11 t t� be takia' awa7 tile ri�•ta � r  otllorB 

at tl&e coat or tlle"Great Or .. a '1'ree of Oreeol" 

rai• would l•�d .lae ri•a iato tll• 2l•t •e�tur1 a• • • troa(cr 

•011atr1� • •011a.tr7tll.&t " ••• .aoatrol axa.au iYe waatoa. ��o u.ntr1 tllat 

o tlla r  aatio•• would look towari aad ad•ire . 

Let •• bri,llha tlut toral& o!"Mi•• Libert1" 

Waea fOU Ee• blac thiak o f  ti&• " Great Groe11Tr•• 0 r Grsed . "  

l lA. 1 -

/JJJJ"-� r- r;Yo 
OWEN IRIM£�_!0 
t:t.AINE KUHLfllAN - TRIMBLE 
8N660 CRAWFORD. RDA 
PLATO CENTER 
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LETTER 

G�eater Aurora Chamber of Commerce 

AurOl:'•t Illinois 

SUFFORTING THE SUPERCO�"JJQCTING SUPER COLLIDER PROJECT 

WHEREAS, the Great�r Aurora Chamber ot C011111?erce has fervently 
supported Fe""'i Nat i onal Acceierator Laboratory (Fermi l ab ) ,  the world ' s  
lsrgest energ7 par t i c l e  aceelerator ; and 

"'1IEREAS , Femi lab ia internat ion-a.lly remowned for its research 
and studie! conduc ted by acc l a imed sc ient ist9 ·and tlhys icis t 9 ;  and 

l<olERE!lS , the cona t ruction of the Superconduc t ing Surer Col l ider 
&t the 7eY�ilab loczt i �n will sa�e an est imated $ 500 m i l l ion . in costs 
du.e to the laboJ:atory � s present fac i l i t ies and capa� i l it ie s ;  and 

W1'!:1SREAS1 the construction. of. the Superconduct ing Super Collider 
at Fezmilab will contribute greatly to the economic development o f  the 
fox River Va1 le1 by inc'!".'easing job opportun i t ies � generat ing in.-,,es tments .
st imulating dollar c irculation and generally prc,•idP. a ' posit ive overa l l  
e: f fect on the area 's  ec::"Jnotaic growth ; and 

WH!!REAS , t.he c:on•t�uct ion of the Superconduc t fog Super Col l ide c 
at Fer.milab will 1er11e as an e'.'ltcell i!!nt resource and learning center 
for the Il!.inois Math a,nd Science Academy» scheduled to open in 1 9�6 
in Aurcra , I l l inoi� ; 

1!0'1 , T!IE;REl'ORE , B� IT RESOLVED that the G<eate� Aurora Chamber of 
Com:nerce 1>roudly advocates the funding of the Supercomluct ir.g Super 
Col l i der a�d encourage! aud supports the s ite o f  the coll ider t o  be at 
rt!nnila!>. 

Resolved by the Greater ft.url'H'.'a Chamber o f  Cormnf? rce So21rd o f  D it'e�t.or� 

o� Decemb�r 23 , ! 985.  

���--
S t e�en L� Hatche� 
Pres ident 
Great e r  Aurora Chal!!ber o f  

/l 
']), .. /, / 

er Aarora C�a�ber of Commerce 

l lA. 1 - . 1 5BG? 
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LETTER 

·---,-----+---------------�-----·-------

� W-. CCH$.lC!HE 
�-ol - �  

Dr . Wilmot H.ass , Olai=an 
SSC S ite Task Force 
Departm.ent of Ene� 

s�ptember Z9 , 1983 

1000 Independence Avenue , s .w .  
Washington, D. C .  2 0555 

Oear Dr. Hess : 
Permit me to point out: solile of t.'l.e advantages 
our company experiences as a result o f  h.:i.ving 
our headquarters in Chic.ago. By way of intro� 
duct ion, we are the world ' s  largest pa<::kagi.ng 
corapany, operating 112 facilities, 22 of which 
are located overseas. we believe benefits 
similar t6 those we experience would accrue 
to the SSC if located in \llillQis. 
Our customers , suppliers , bankers , overseas 
personnel and visito:ts see us regu1a.rly a.nd 
eff iciently with Chicago ' s  time-saving air 
services . Emerge.�cy air cargo facilities 
of ten save down time tor our factories in 
the area . Locatinq the SSC at Fe:niilab would 
provide a central U . S . A .  location , with superior 
air transportation services and an e!.:cel l ent 
highvay syste:u for use by the SSC ' s  various 
constituencies. 

From a pers0nnel poir.t of vie� , our people find 
attractive l iving .conditions for their famil ies , 
fort i fied by outstanding higher ed·o.lcation and 
cultural institutions. 

The Ch icago arsa i� the world ' s  leading air 
transportation hub. Along with attractive 
l iving cond itions and appealing cultural and 
&ducational opportunities , the Chicago area 
is the most convenient, e f ficient and des i rable 
a rea in which to operate the Super-Co l l ider. 

sincerely ,  

ll lU - I S_f,� 



LETTE R 

W!W.AM L. WEISS 

Or. Wi "!mot Hess 
Chai rman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U.S.  Department of Ene rgy 

Dear Dr. Hes s :  

3(; "7.Alth \.Vac .. t• or:v� 
(flii:.190". rt!iri(.>IS: :)O� 
3 1 2 .' 750-5 1C I  

I am wrf ti ng to support the l ocat i on of the Supe!'conduct i ng 
Supercol l 1 dcr ( SSC) at the fermi l ab Mat1onal Acce l erator Laboratory 
s f te near Batavi a , I l l i noi s .  There f s  s i gn i f i cdnt synergy to be 
achi eved by ut i l i z f ng the resources that ex f st at Fenni l ab .  A mini inum 
of $3 b i l l i on dol l ars i n  savi ngs can be achi eved by u s i n g  the eY. i st 1 ng 
equi pment and bui l di ng s , techn i c a l  and sc i ent 1 f1 c staff and the 
Tev«tron f nj ecto r system at Fermi l ab .  

I can �ssu re yo� that we can suppl y through o u r  c001pan i es , ·i nc l ud i ng 
1 1 1  i n o i s  Bel l , as advanced a CO!l'fnun ! cat i ons system for the SSC as can 
be obtai ned anywhere in the tlnited States . We bel i eve yc•i 1'li 1 1  fi r:d 
none better for th i s  importar.t part of the bas i c  i n frastruc ture. 

In add f t 1 on ,  s i gn i fic a�t savi ngs can be ach i eved by uti l i zi n g  the 
exist i ng infrast ructure of reads , p i pel i nes and powe rl ines that serve 
Fermi l ab .  I l l i no i s  w1 1 1  prov i de over $ 5  mi i l f on for i nfra5tructure 
improvements to the s i te .  

The qual i ty · of l i fe of t h e  Ch i cago area makes the Fermi l a b  dn "ideal 
p l ace to l ocate . The Fermi l ab is thi rty mi l es west of Ch� cago . The 
cul tura l , educ at i ona l , ard entert d i nment opportuni t i es of the Chicago 
area are outstand j ng .  

I strongly supoort t h e  Fermi l ab a s  t h e  ideal l oc at i on for Lhe SSC. 
hope that you r-each the s!me conc1 us'ion and that your del i bcrat i o�s 
resoJ l t  in a fa¥c rab l e  dec i s i o n  for ! 1 1 i no i s .  

cc : D.  s.  Pen i ns 

l lA. 1 - l'S'B'� 



LETTER � 

Dr . Wi limt Hess 
Cha i rman 
SSC S i te Task Forcia 

T H O MAS G. AY E R S  
P .  o .  a o x  7 9 7  

(: H iCAGO.,. U •. Ll�OlS 60 G90 

October 4, 1 988 

U . S .  Departme�t of E�ergy 
Uash i n g ton , O . C .  

Dear D r  .. P,e s s :  

I am the i =ed i a te past C h a i rman and C . E . O .  o f  Corrrr.onwea l t h 
E d ! zor, Comp�ny , the e h �c t r i c  u t i l i ty serv i n g C h i c-3go and Northern
l l l ho 'i s .  I wa;it to j o i n  the l eaders of I l l i no i s  u r 3 i ng yqur pos i t ive 
cot1 s i Gerf! t i on of Fert'l i 1 ab for the s i te of the SSC . 

3.,yond the cos t con s i derat i on s  of bui  ! d i n g  t he new m3ch i ne 
at Fermi l�b , I t h i nk the re are h i s tor i c a l  reasons to favor that 
s i te ovar the o�hers . I was i n vo 1 ved i n  t he s i t i ng dec i s i on for 
Ferm i l�b in the late 196D ' s  and became fami l i a r  w i th many of the 
i � <! i v i dua l s  1<ho desi gned �mi bu i l t that """"rkab le l �bor atory . The 
most sa l i ent fa�t is that the acce l l e ra t or and su�rou�d i ng faci l i t i e·s 
were bui l t  ur.rler bud� t .  They were comp leted ahead· of sched u l e ,  
an.d t�e rRach i ne wa s t.i ?  .a n d  runn i n g  fn 900� order far he.fore i t  was 
pred i cted . 

l o  pa r t  t h i s �as due to the enormous t a l ent of R��rt 
W i l son and hfs  team. But W f l scn could not have worked hts mag i c  
i f  t h e  •ndus t r i a t  tnfrast ructure of t h e  grea te �  Chicago region was 

not th,.re to sup p l )I  am:! prov ;de des i gn a�d eng i ne e r i n g  ass i s tance 
to h i m  every s te(J' of the way .. 

A�o t ller lmportdnt factor to t ne ' sOM:cess of Fer� i lab construc t i on 
w�s the cooperat 1 ve and p roduct ive role that uni on labor p l a�ed. 
Nor t hern f l l inoi s 1s b lessed w i t h  a l arge poo l of sk i l l ed fabor 
w i t h  good work hab i t s .  I n  my expe r i ence w i th a h1Jge con s t ruct iOf'I 
program a t  Ed i son over the yea r s ,  un i on l eadersh i p  i s  respcn s i b l e  
and construc t i ve .  

Today Edi son opera tes T 2  l arge reactors ha� fng a total ne t  
capab i l i t y o f  l l , 500 KW. Th i s  i s  more than 5 0 %  o f  our installed 
capac i t y .  These p l an t s  ""'re b u i l t  w i t h  �n i cn l abor w i thout wo r k  
stoppage s .  There was favorab l e  pub l ic opi n ion wi :I> r"spect t o  nuclear 
p l an t s .  The p l an t s  were constructed fer subs tant i a l ly less cos�s 
than s i � i lar p l an t s  i n  other p<>r t s  of �he coun t r)I .  Our nuc lea r 
p l an t s  are safe , e ff i c i e n t ,  r e 1  i ab 1 e  and l ow co� t power product i on 
faci l i t i es . 

- 2 -
F i na l l y ,  a word about the s i t e and e l e c t r : c i ty .  The proposed 

fac i l i t y i s  r i gh t  in the m i dd l e  of our EHV t r a�sm l s s i cn system � i th 
supp l y  from the nor t h ,  south aod we s t . We are a part of the Ki 'd
Amer i ca l n te rpoo l Network wh i ch cons i s t s  cf a t ransmi s s i on sys tem 
capab l e  of mann i ng l arge b l ocks of power from M i nnesota to the Oh i o  
Va l l ey . Th i s  means assured h i gh qua l i t y e l ectr i c  ser v i ce t o  t h i s  
i mportant l ab wi t h  faci  I i  t i es a l ready I n  p l ace . 

Cord i a l l y ,  

HA.1 · 1_5�_Q_ _ _  _ 



LETTER 837 

27 September 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess; 

BOOTH/HANSEN 
& ASSOCIATES 
Aic-Ari.n!Pl4�11M 
555 """" 0..'-11 Sl.H!llf 
Cli� lli1Mil 6fJ60j 
112-427.(}Jf)() 

On behalf of Booth/Hansen & Associates, I would like to encourage 
the Depattment of Enetgy to locate the S.S.C. in Illinois 111 
Fermilnb. 

The Chicago area has much to offer. There are nuny solid business 
reasons to locate here. Fo.- example, the local construction industry 
has particular expertise in the scale and kind of work proposed. 
Furthermore, the Chicago area presents a varied cultural tapestry 
from arts to spor'.s and ethnic restaurants, this project will find an 
enriching environment. 
Sincerely, 

BOOTH/HANSEN & ASSOCIATES 

John Ti11mann 

JT:jw 

l lA. 1 - _l__�J__ _ _  _ 
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Bo's,..,·H-:.'"''U c�rpO#.a·io'1 ••• �ufh Mid'IHjlUt 
4\lenw• 

September 2 9 ,  1 988 

Dr . Wilmot Hess 
Cha irman 

ch:,CJ•t• !ilinoo� �0604 
T<";<'!phoru• Jl'l Jn es10 

Jam•<JO r. l•re 
Cha1�"'1Gn qnd c:,.,icl 1,.Hu�iv• OffiH'' 

SSC Site Task Force 
u. s .  Department of Energy 

Dear Dr . Hess : 

All of us in Illinois are excited about t�e fact 
that I l l inois is being cons idered as a prospective 
sight for the SSC at Fer:uilab. 

There are many uniq>Je aspects about I l linois , 
however , the one I would like to highl ight is the 
public-private partnership that has been exemp l ified 
among our leadership . This is mani fested in the 
fine relationship between the business leaders and 
our Governor as well as the Mayor of Chicago and 
other political leaders . Thi s ,  in my opinion, is 
unique in the U . S .  and optimizes the talent of each 
without interfering with each other. 

We l.ook forward to a pos itive decision for Illinois. 

With 1dest regards , 

Very t ly yours , 

1,f}fft-
i .Jilt:"" 7 ' 

. 

JFB;lm4 

I remain, 

llA. 1 - 1�2?-
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L E O  B U R N E TT C O M PA N Y · I N C. 
A D V E R TI S I N G  

P R U D E '11AL PLAZA • C H !CA�O. 11.LI NOiS 80601 • 312-565-5959 

.IOH/11 C. HR...urT 
- 

Alll'lt!Qf'91'10f! Md FIMMe 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
u . s .  Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess : ' 

September 28, 1988 

As a l i felong Midwesterner, specifically a Chicagoan ,  
I am deeply committed t o  the efforts t o  make sure the 
Central Region continues to play a key part of our 
nation�! structure. Clearly, it ' s  ·no accident that 
the significant industrial and economic base developed 
in the Midwest . The central location, availability of 
transportation, and vast quantities of buildable land 
have all contributed. 

The ultimate siting of the SSC represents a signi fi
cant opportunity for this region far beyond the spe
cific installation. It will be a signal from the 
national government as to whether the Midwest will 
develop in the important technology area . Clearly, 
the region bas been seriously underrepresented in 
gove.rrunent fundad technological proj ects . 

This fact is significant because despite superior 
academic resources , a skilled work force and superb 
central location has not been sufficient to attract a 
fair share of development . Specifically on the SSC, 

our excel lent geology, existing infrastructure and 
experience at Fermilab and wide community support 
should make this location the clear choice . 

I ' m j ust one of may business and community leaders who 
ask for your support for siting the SSC in our area . 

JCK : bn 

Sincere ly, 

'--· -- ����"-'-/_"_ ,, ,(.-

\dfola1d,. • ·\mst�·diun· \thPns • \uc-j(lend "'ffanQkok · FJrif'nl · ffntota · Bl'is�.r.nt • Rl'uH1':111 · fhwnos ,\irtS . l:dil"O · r:.,rar11.1 . !".ln<'ltfH> Coj)l"ntteten · IJi>trmt · h'itnkfun· !lune ho1111 · huai.11 Lum11t1r" · i .oodoo · l.lffi r\neeles· \\adrld • \.t1tntli1· \\rii>MtNu• · \h>llk'O 1:•h . \hami . \1ill'ln 
\\om.rNti • "'" �ofk · l'1tnama1;1t\ · t'i!ris · Situ Juan · Sit1:t1oeo · SanLO Oomu1eo· S. 1-'auto • tim;aporp · S)'dney· lbk\o · foroot.o· �\Plltnehm 

llA. 1 - 15'J3 
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LETTER 

2 

(CONTINUED) 

= 

Ill. still sending in more bucks 
to Washington than it gets back 
It takes more than political rheroric to shrink deficits. m

duding the gap between federal spend;n; in Hlirro�s and 
taxes sent to Washington by state resuiem.9. 

The shortfall widened in fiscal 1987 to $12.9 billion. up 
more than J. third aver the previous ye:u's .$9. 4 bdJion. 

One reasi::m is the shift of mtJre research .mJ develno� 
meP-t dollars during the Reaga..'l ru.imtnisrration to dcft"nse.. 
oriented projects, of which lllinois has refauveiy few. 

Another factor has been the .reh.1ct;;.11ce of rr..mv Illinois 
companies w participate in f€d2-ral procurement p.rograms. 
a red-tape rhickt?t th.i!t may be allP.viated �"'1th changes in 
purchasirn; practices by the Department vr Defense. 

"What tthe Defense Department) wouid like to do r..-0w is 
de\:efop more of the private-sector conum:l'l'ia.l practices in 
proi;uremem .. " says Emils Milbergs. presidenl of the Institute 
for Hlinois, a group fonned by the slate':> roniµeo;sion� defega
tior1 to fa-<:ilitate public· and pri-.:ate-secmr parmershtp':l in .it
ttactir.1g go'lemment fonds. Although tl:e state's ranking in per-capita federal pmrnre
ment rt>SP to 38th last ye.ar from 46:h the year before. spend
ing in Illirmis has es!entially rema.i.111::.....:I ma dunng L.he pasl 
decJ.rle, whHe California's level has doubled. Roughly 7Q<J.h of federai researeh and devt>!opment sµemil,1g 
is space- <Jnd defense-related, CO!l!partd \�ith ab.;tH. 5�l"'o dur
ing fbe 1970� acc-ordin� to Mr. MHbergs.# 

--SteI't:-r1 R. Stra.?11.-r 



LETTER !190 

Midwe;t 
Stock Exchange 
Incorporated 

John G. Weithets 
CL1i:m.:m of t'::e �.:.,�uC 

Septe'"'ber 3 0 ,  1988 

Dr .. �·!ilt'lot Hess , CCa iJ:n:Jn 
SSC Site Task Force 

· 

U . S .  Depert:r.-.nt of E:-ie:t:·gy 
Dear Dr .. Hes s :  

r have j t!st read a :saz:ies of qer.o;ral materials 
abo'J.t why it YO<.lld be advantac;£0us to the United 
Statl!!s taxpayers ar;d to the S tate of Ill inois· to 
c:twose Fe=.ilab as the site for SSC. 

J\,..s a taxp:syer tr..��e are attractive argum�11ts ,,  
however, in ai:!dition i t  seel!ls that the su::i o f  the 
argmnents llli.lke a JD.ore tell ing point. I� is _ my 
o�dniun th.at the obj €ct.i"�e for which SSC 1a be.l:ig 
built will be attained more certainly and !!lore 
quic'k1y if Fennilab is th·e choice. 

If you co:me to tha sa-me conclusion , I r�lieve tn.e 
Nort�ern Illinois cov..m;.:inity will totally suppo.>:'t 
the SSC progra-.n through its cc'1lpletio r. .  

Sincerely, 

M idw-es� Steck Ei:ch�pge. lncorpo:r;Jtt'd 
(•r,r �..:::.:d!'lClJi '1�.:i.:t. P0 5 [.-l.S":.'.'.•: :,; ·c:.'"'i 
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I 
S�pt�t:bE t 1 358 

f.i-r � �llmo t. l-i.c::::.::.; 
Cha :.rm.�n 
::=�.C S ;. toeo Task !'or:..:e 
U . S .  Departu'er.t o f  Energ,y 
Lam.r):l.t t Il lL�oiS! 60439 

�l�f�� 
:z�l(l �xr.csc ,��i'kl'f• 'fr'<� 
'Ch."°3J"'- iHolat$6ilh°'tl 

r at£ �""Liting to yoa in. st.�.ppo1:t. of loc:ati!'.lg �he SSC at Fenuil1:1b 
j ast cvt.5-i .. ie of Chii:.-ago , Illinois.  Per!1.ap� yiJu are asking wlty I 
or a.r.j"O�e w�;o is n..ot directly related to the pr�ject would take 
t ime to express an opiD.j.oo an this: subj €-.Ct� Wrcll� let me li.st 
my re:son.s : 

( t )  Fir.st ,  l bt:li eve. S�.'ch a facili.ty i3 necess.:iry if the 
U;,1it..::d Sta tes is to main tain its curr-ent .iP-ternatic'!i:tl 
technolo�ical le.ad �  A position tiiat b.ears beevily on oar 
s � i l i ty to con t::,ol and ::o t.a� U.i.ze world peace and pol ir-ical 
bal.3.n.ce � 

(2) S!"condly r �x.! s L.::.nG oc.alt- of .ec-qnoir:y. With an cut.s tandir..g 
facii.it:y such as Fe t"liiii.ls.b already it.1 place , all the re.lated 
intra-structure for b�:l ld ing 1tn.d -oper.ating -t.he SSC p1. ogram 
is £��entl�,, _}_!l_�-� !;i Ill_ino-.Ls the SS��_rrogram. can b� 
!:?.£.�!.��- :n� f ?i;:>.!!_� .c;t a. l :i�.,.�r ov�!�ll_..£_02£..:.. 

(3) Thirdly, operat:!.on2l a.:.-cessibility . Locat.?d in the 
heart land of u.iddle {-_!r;.E.i 1ca next to one of tile nae.ion ' s  
large5t aJ.rport.s, the SSC program a t  Fermilab �ill enj oy t!'le 
benefi ta of a CP.n tral T illh? zone f.:n· easy national 
ccmmur1ic ation "> t  as well as {J.st c.ifordabl� access to 
reliable ai:.- � truck, bus and rail tranapo rtsticn. 

Dr. Wilmot Hl!SS 
s�pteaber 2 3 ,  1988 
Pa&e 2 

I tm suppor-t:t:·.g th� SSC prog:.act .st Feooilab not because it will 
bene f i t  Illi:iois -- but ra t her it will benefit the nation and 
insure the long cerru sul? c e ss of the SSC prograrc. I urge you t.o 
a c t  favorr..b ly o!i tllt? SSC prograJt a t  Ferroilab , Illinoi.s . 

S:incerely, 

cc: Mr.  Anthony M �  Mandolin.1 

db i lA.1 . l $94' 



LETTE R 

Q!JAKER 

Cnatm-ian a;id Cil·e� 
E�ti-c-..trve Qff1cf1r 

Dr. Wi lm'!'Jt R..::.r.a 
Ghairman 
SSC S i te T�ek Force 
U. S .  Depa<tment of Ene;gy 

Dear :n. Heo a :  

September 2 7 ,  1988 

I welc..:>mf! this op�ortunity t o  comment on the Department ' s 
d:-a.ft En .. :ironruental impact Study fot' the Supe�conducting 
Super Co l l idt:r in I l l i!lois and ask that this letter 
be incot'pO:t'ated ia the pub l i c  meeting record. 

The Fer!lli l�b e ite recoromendg i t s e l f  in the interests 
o f  good scier.ce ar.d those o f  the taxp�yers . Univers ity, 
ec ience a.nd technology resources of the Chic.ago 
Region , and .1£-no.il.ab capat: i l i tiee and l inkage 
to the SSC t com.bi:ie to ioc-1.B tt'E:l.4endous p!'e!Se1J t ,  
f!.�ture, pub l ic , .and priv'ate inV"cstment i n  the 
di5cevery �nd � t i l Lzat ion o f  t�e fruits of SSC 
te c!mology is th.e e11vy oi those of us who manage 
J.arge enterp � i a e s .  

Lc.ica.ting rb!? SSG ne:a.-r t h e  f@.rrr. i.1 a b  site takes 
full advantage cf tte �egicn ' s  educat iona l ,  housing . 
recreational and cultu1al amen i t i es and Chlcago ' s  
vast experitmce i.n the areas o f  deep tunne. li!liJ 
and major intlustl'ial and pub l i c  UO!>k.s construr: t: i.on, 
in addition to &mple e lectrical power supp l !. c s .  
�-'b i le S S C  co11s truct ion would rt::Guire some d i Pplacement 
of current housing and butdn�s s ,  the We s t  a11d 
Southwe s t  S(;Ctors of the Chicago J.eg.i.on p:rovi,d.ii! 
beth epace .:J?.".d land-use f l eA.:..b t l i r y  for t:he l oca t ton 
of this imprrrtant· prcj ect . 

I bel ieve that: present and nec�ss.:fry intraE<tr�1cture 
fac i l ities and we t l ands protect ions can accommodate 
the SSC project and that "uitable plans for l�e 
region wi l l  cormnand 5:mbiic. SliP".'C-Y't.. 

S inC't?re l y ,  

l lA. 1 - I SC)7 



LETTER 

TIE CHARU:S K, SH.l'# CCM�.tfl!Y 
e7ft. ST CLA!� 

CHICAGO. lLUNOlS 6{)3"1 1 

Jt21943 eieoo 

CHA.� ES H. SH�W 
CHAIR1-AAN 

Dr . liil:not Hess 
Chairman 

• SSC S i te Task Force 
U . S .  Dep•�tment of Energy 

Dear Dr . Hes s :  

September 2 0 ,  1988 

I enjoyed the opportuni�y to vis i t  with yon and your colleagues 
when the SSC S i te Task Force visited Chicago a few months 
ago. 

You might recsll ths t ,  as a real estate developer, I have 
agreed to lead an effort to create an "international village .. 
housing comp.lex which, together wittl the var ie ty of housing 
already available , would provid e an extremely attractive 
living environment for the great diversity of vis i t ing scientists 
whether their s tsy be measured in weeks , months or years . 

You will be interes ted to know that just las t week the Illinois 
Ins titute of Technology ( I!T) announced the acquisi tion of 
19 acres in DuPage County for the pert>anent campGs of II? 
WEST. Aa a Trustee of IIT, I have been very much involved 
in this ef fort .  I n  tho �ords of o u r  Chairman, Bob Galvin, 
IIT ' s Western Campus will be the "premier advaneed techn<>logy 
educational resource" for the area. 

You will find , Dr. Res s ,  that Chicago is a "can do" eomm�ntty . 
>'hen we set our sights on a goal

"
t�.at benef i ts the entire 

region, we get the j ob done . 

My firm and our indus try s tand ready to a s s i s t  the Departlllent 
of Energy and SSC for Illinois to deve!op the appropriate 
environment wi thin which the new laboratory of Fermilab will 
be an unqualified success . 

5Sl M�.OISON AVENUE 
NEW YORK. NEW YCRK 10022 

2121371 <i4SO 

l lA . 1 - _1_'2_�.f? - _ 



LETTE R J> 9 "f 

ST.&.NTON A. COOK 
l'RU!OCNT 

Dr. 1111.mot Hess 
Chai""'8n 

TR I B U N E  C O M ?ANY 
....::?!!:> NORTH MICHIGAN AVEHU!: 

CHtCloilO, ILl..n.fOIS OCOll 

September 27 , 1988 

SSC Site Taak Force 
l.l. S .  De partment of Ene rgy 

Dear Dr. Hesa : 

Please ad'd my nacre to the Ust ef thos e "llo fa.vor 
locating the SSC in· Illinois.  l supporll :i.� for an 

the reasons cited in the Chicago Trib,,ne editorials, 
copies of �hich have already been sent to yon by 
Charles ?. Brumbac k, president of the Tribune . 

But there a�� also tuq other good reasons . 

Ttt.!!:•�owc: 
�un ai:z ·3�00 

Fir s t ,  tlle feder�·l budget defittit d...,..nd.�. tllat the 
government get the· moat out of every dollar it sp•mds •. 

And it makes good econoM!c sense to put this project 
into the hands of people at Fermilab , who not only have 
demons trated' they know. vh:it they are doing in· th:h· 
field, but th\!� they can &<jueeZ'e the u:cat mileage out 
of th:e research dollar. 

Second·, Chicago has. always been and c:ontinues to be 
America ' s· frontier town, a fertile ceni:er of. sp:t1rit and 
ereativity where new· and u:dtil)g id'eas �mu to life 
and Houri sh. Our city is o:ie of l:he world'' s; roain 
streets , a place that thrives on hard work and is quita 
comfortable under the bright lights of international 
scrutiny this pFoj,ect is certain to a t tract: .. 

In sh.c..'!rt t  there· fs simply no bett.er P'l.a£e for i t .  

Very best reg�rds � 

SRC :A:.'13 

l iA. 1 ·  

225-775 0 - 88 ( Book 5 l  - 4 



LETTER 

C;oiair'l'ltir. of t�a Soa�d 
6�CI C?"i<et E;it11<;:.;l>o>e 0'':;;,;.); 

i� HARRIS ft� BANKCORP 
September 21 , 1988 

Dear Dr . Hess : 

I understand that your 'l.'ask Force w i l l  soon be 
conducting public hearings 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 
fac i l ity . 

I azn sure that you ha'\1e been deluged by facts 
reciting the many advantages, which accrue to our 
area . I might add that we have a proven track 
record of management of such facilities , not only 
at Fermi but at the Argonne National Laboratory 
as we l l . 

As the immediate past Chairman of the Board of 
Trustees of the University o f  Chicago , I have 
become quite familiar with operations at Argonne 
and Fermi . It is clear that superior academic 
resources , a skil led workforce ,  and superb management 
capabilitie s  for SSC are readily available in the 
Chicago are a .  In addition, of cours e ,  the underlying 
economic s  s peak strongly in favor of locating the 
SSC at Fermi . 

I am sure that your 'l.'ask Force will give these 
factors careful consideration in the selection 
proces s .  I-le thank you and your col leagues for 
your wor}c . 

Mt&tl:!k 
He ss , Chairman 

ask Force 
"' 

Degert.-nent. of Ene.:::gy 
./ 

t l l Wis�� Mo•;ree S�:eet C"':�-:2go. !lltllGIS BOE\.13 

l lA. i " I CoOO 

• 



LETTER 

Rich&rd M. r..4Qrrow 
� of.: iM.SoanJ 

September 26 , t98a 
DI-. 11.il.Jllot If. Ress. 
l!:ha.J.l'llall,. SSC Site Task Force 
U.S. Department. ot Energy 
Germantown - 304 
U.S. Interstate 270 
Cer11a11tovn·, Mally.1ano 205.ll5, 
Dear Dr. Hess: 

Amoco Corporation 
200 East Rer.ckllph OtJve 
Post Offl.ce B� 5SlOA 
Chu:.ago.. UIJneJS QC580: 

The Department or Energy will soon be aaking a cr�cial decision 
concerning site selection for the Superconducting Super Colllder (SSC) , 
and I subllllt to you that construction or the SSC at the Fermi Nat ional 
Accelerator Laboratory is the right chotce f'br Allierica. 

Ferlliilab, representing a $ t . 311 billion investment by U.S. taxpayers , is
' 

the world 's largest and most powerful nuclear accelerator. Siting the 
SSC at Fermilab -- incorporating existing equipment and buildings , and 
utilizing its experienced starr and reliable inject< • system -- will cut 
construction and start-up costs dramatically. Capitalizing on the 
existing struc tures and professional team or scientists at Fermilab, the 
SSC could also be operational much sooner than at any other location 
under consideration. Moreover , consolidating Fermilab and SSC 
operations will result in significantly reduced annua 1 operating costs 
to the federal governmen t .  

I am sure you are also aware that the state o r  I l l inois has offered to 
build the SSC tunnel and !lake other infrastructure improvements, 
totaling an additional $570 million savings. And there exists a proven·  
big-project workforce in the area, capable to construct the SSC. 
Bu.siness, scientific, and academic leaders throughout the region are in 
strong support or bringing tile SSC to Batavia, Illinois. Why? 
Construction or the SSC in northern Illinois will help the Midwest's 
economy retool for the future , while build ing upon Fermi lab 's place as 
an anchor in the Illinois research and development· corridor. Other 
important research facili ties in the area include the Amoco Research 
Center, Bell Laboratories , the Argonne National Laboratory , IIT Research 
Insti tute , and the Baxter Technology Park. 

llA . 1 - l�QL_ _ _  



LETTER 

Dr . Wilmot N. Hess 
Fage 2 

(CONTINUED) 

Fermilab has been a great resource for the Mid�est ,  with over �2 percent 
of the current domestic users coming from states containing Big Ten 
Universities . The experiments run on the Tevatron accelerator by these 
Midwestern scientists have strengthened the region' s  !lllljor academic 
science progral!!s and expanded industry's knowledge or the physical 
1110rld. The vastly more po�erful SSC accelerator is the logical 
continuation of the ongoing res�arch program at Fermilab. 

Ferailab, i.s located just 30 miles west or Chicago, with its diverse 
cultural and ethnic population. The reg!cn h:!S been rated among t:�e 
best in the nation for quality of life, and offers excellent 
opportunities for t110 -career couplts. 
For these reaso�.s ,  and llllny more, I ho�� you will agree t�.at Fer•ilab is 
the mo:st logical and cost-ef'!'ecti'le locution .for the s.sc. 
Sincerely , 

d4at,1 71 l/Jt7711,iJ 

I G:iOZ. llA.1 • -------
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LETTER 897 

Ot:A....'lE R .  KUl.LBERG 
l!tANAOINO PARTSER-"' 
CBIE.F EX�Ct:T'l''E Ol"FJCEB 

Dr. Wilmot llless 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 

ARTHUR ANDERSEN & Co. 

U . S .  Dep&rtment of En.ergy 

Dear Dr. Eess: 

69' WEST' W.Asttn:GTC>Joi ST11E.e:T 
CBICAOO. lI.1.J'N'OlS 606t�Z 

t3t:i?} :'580 .. 006-9 

September 26,  19$� 

In your role a" Ch&irman of th� SSC Site Task Force, you no do;ibt have be1m 
offe red an enormous amount of data and opinion in regard to your effort to 
find tl:.e best locad on for the Superconductitig Super Collider . Th"1 ccmpetcl.
tion for the SSC h understandable. The state that is selected will receive 
an en.ormous economi c boost , both immed�ately and aver the lona-tenn, elong 
with a greatly el'llan�ed world reput.ation. Besides th.ese obvious benefits, 
Il1inois has an added incentive . According to the Institute for Illinois, in 
fiscal 1987, the gap between fed�ral spending in this state and feder�l taxes 
pi&id by our redden.ts has grown to $12 .9 billion - up more thm a third from 
the p1·evious year ; Winnill<!: th:.> supercollider would do much tc.> a: leviate thi!! 
situat!cn, 

· 

lfevertheless, because the SSC represent9 "' large iJJ.vest11.ent by th.e f..merk&n 
taxpayer , the overriding considerat ion ..-�st be to pick a site that most 
serves the national interest. �any soand arguments have been put forth that 
support I llinois as the best site far that purpose but , in this letter , I 
would like to focu� on a few particul&r points . 

In f1f'f opinion, the mosc compelling argument for locating the supercollider in 
the Chicago area is the presence of Fermilab � and the enormous cost savin.is 
that would result from using thi� facility as a founcl�tion upon which to 
build and develop the SSC. The estimated $3-'A. billinn savings would be a 
significant consideration at any time, but p&r!i�ularly now when the�e is a 
growing clamor over the size of our federal defi cit a.n.d its :lm.paet on national 
competi�iveness. 

Furthermore , this figure represents only the i=ediate cash saving.i . \olhe•L 
considering the viability of a .-,ajor constructfo:i proj ec.t such es this ,  one 
must. also ask whether the resources will be i;iresent over the long-term to 
ensure most effective use o f  the facility. In this regard , I believe the 
Fermil-.b site is unequaled. Fermilab ' s  reputation es one of the pr"l!lier 
resear�h facilities in the world is the result of the proven a�ilities of i ts 
Z , 000 scientists and technicians . Fermilab has 2i:ted ss a. magnet that he.9 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

ARTHUR· ANDERSCN 8c Co. 

Dr. Wi!Aot Besa 
IJ.S.  llepartment of Energy - 2 - September 2 6 ,  1988 

helped transform the ianediate ares into one of the nation ' s  leading 
high-tech centers. The hundreds of industrial research labs in this area and 
throughout Illinois provide a rich source of support for a project such as 
the supercollider. 

Another cruciAl source of support for a research facility is t�e network of 
educational institutions located nearby. I am the head of a company that has 
grown to its present position of national and world leadership due in large 
part to its COlll!litment to education. Arthur Andersen, our founder, began his 
career as a professor at nearby Northwestern University. We have continued 
to maintain a close relationship with Northwestern and have recently opened a 
laboratory of our own in its new Research Park. In addition, only a few 
lliles north of Fermilab, we operate our $140 million Center for Professional 
Education, wlulre last fiscal year ve served over 5 0 , 000 students from 
fifty-one countries. Arthur Andersen & Co. is second to no one in its appre
ciation of education. 

Accor&in&lY, I believe that the educational enviro1111ent of the Chicago area 
would prove invaluable to the ongoing efforts of the supercoll!der project. 
In thinking of Fermilsb 's 1U1111eSake, Enrico Fermi , we are re.minded of the 
hiato�ic �rk he performed at the University of Chicago, one of the nation ' s  
moat lliatiJJauished inatituttona. But that university la not alone i n  pro
viding educational excellence ; the Chicago area bas many more colleges and 
univers ities than do the other potential SSC cities, and. far more pbysica 
facultY u vell . u to secondary adui:ation, some of the best high schools in 
the nation are . in th.ta a.rea. O.f special n.ote is the Illinois Aath.ematlca and 
Science Acad4117 0 which ta a.ttended by IDSD7 of th6 state• s llOSt gifted 
students , and wht.ck ia located only five llliles from FermUab. 

There are additional reasons wh7 scientists are attracted to this area. The 
local eCOllOllF - and not l.east of all DuPags County - is stable, diverse and 
boolling. (Arthur An4ersen & Co . ,  headquartered in Chicago, currently has 
three locaticme- in the veatem suburbs to serve the rapidly growing small 
busineaa coawnity there.) I/bat ' s  more, the entire Chicago a.res is a 
national crosaroed.9. l.ocate4 011. wha.t vaa originally aw.amll'lADd, Chicago would 
never have been born laad. the locatiGA not provided an invaluable lir.k between 
the Great Lalces and the Mississippi Valley. Today, Chicago links the nation 
vi.a water, rail , road and air. The convenience with which >Chicago can supply 
the SSC wt.th 1loth geods ...a people is a marked advantage. 

Finally, then i.a ens othn factar .that J. believe helps this area attract the 
finest people and that ia tll.ac intanaible attribute. popularly referred to as 
"quality of life.• Chicago and its sullOllDding auburb.s certainly share a 
nunber o.f "firsts" sad "lliggeats.• But qual ity of life ia difficult to 
quantify bec&11Se it aeana cllfferent th.inas to different �ople. Yet it is 
for this reason that Chicago is so appealing it is as ethnically and cul
turally diverse a city as one can hope to find. 

llA.1 - ICP04-



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

ABTHt!R A..'IDEBSE" & Co. 

Dr. Wilmot !Iese 
U . S .  Depart:<ent of Energy - 3 - September 26,  1988 

It l.a a c i ty of eth.'"lic: food and etfo1lc fairs ;  of da!!.ce and drlll!!a ;  sports and 

shoppi�.g . Its museUl!lll reflect its div�rsity; the Art Institute ,  the Museum 
of Science and Indus try, the Chicag� Acadel!!'/ of Sciences, the Field Museum of 
Natural Hliitory and the Oriental Institute. 'rhere are m'1Seums devoted to 
Afro-American history, Judaica, and l.Jlo'.rainian art; to broadcast colillllUtlica
tions and to holography; to printing and to peace . One. can s tudy the seas at 
th.i Shedd Aquarium and. th" stars at the Adler Planetarium next door. In the 
evening , one can listen to the Lyric Opera or the Chicago Symphony Orchestra, 
or visit a small club and discover why Chicago has ac�ieved national and 
world renown for ·comedy, jazz and blues . 

The outdoors person can enjoy lakes and rivers , beaches and sand d1D1es , ski 
hills and forests, some only a few minutes away, and all within an. hour or 
two. And this includes one very IDlique resource � the ecopomic and recrea
tional giant known as Lake Mi chigan. 

I would be honored if you would take these thoughts into your consideration. 
Having become deeply involved in the affairs of the Chicago area during my 
thirteen-year residence here. I have devel9ped a special attachment for this 
region and what it has to offer. But I believe that · even a totally dispas
sionate observer is likely to conclude that Fermilab should be the home of 
the Superconducting Super Collider � not oP-11 for the benefit of the local 
economy, but for the nation as a whole. 

Thank you for your time &nd coDBideration. 

jf!;;7,0£ 
nusne a .�ul�� 

l lA. 1 - l<D05 
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LETTER 

Airways Aw. A Cat Co. 
e.,.,...,._ ...,. ...._,. 

AslCI' ChaurteuNd \.JmOU$IN 
o·....,. V9leC PJOOnQ 

L....S C:arSeles 

or. Wilmot Ress, C ha irman 
SSC S i te Task Force 
U . S .  Departme n t  of Energ y  

Deai.- Or . Resa : 

Exeeutln OfflCM 
4025 N. Mannheim, O'Hara Nrport, IL 60178 (312)878-2300 

September 26, 1�88 

I am wri ting to urge the selection of the Chicago Il l inois area for the 
sight of the SSC. The en tire Airways Transportation Group ,  including 
Ai..-ways Ren t A Car is the largest independently ovned car ren ta l  concern 
in Chicago, is rea<'ly, w i l linq and able to assure the saccess of the new 
labora toi.-y a t  Ferm i leb. The car rental a nd leasing industry in the 
Chicago metropo l i tan area is well e stabl ished and ready to ful f i l l  the 
transporta tion needs <>� the sta ff and vis i tors to· the new labora tory. 

The M idwest deserves i ts fa ir share of federal projects. The Chica g o  
me tropol i ta n  area i s  <b y  far the bes t  candidate for selection a s  the sight 
for t he SSC. • 

MH-Z/f; 
Ve ry. truly yours , 

n . .aiu1l1! 1'ft. lll·Jtd?.I{" 
Micha e l  H .  zKransky 
President 

l lA. 1 - l�O.CP 



LETTER 

SA�l<lO\.l 
BA!ltCLLOMa 

lllAMI ... 
�llL80URl'lll 

BAKE R & :M C.: KENZ IE 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
ONE PRUDENTIAL PLAZA 

t30 EAST RANDOLPH DRIVE 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60601 

TELE:PHON� (31 2) 861·8000 
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September 2 7 ,  1988 

AOBS::AT L. BERNER,. _IA. 
(Jl!l:) eG1·�••0 

Dr . Wilmot Ues9 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U. s .  Depa%t"l!.ent of Energy 
Washington, o. c .  

Re : SSC/Fe!'lllila� 

Dear Dr . Hass: 
our law fil"lll consists of approximately l , 100 

attorne�·s practicinq in fcrty-four o ff.ices located in 
twenty-six differe.,t countries . our Chicago office is 
the largest and was the original offica of our firm. 
The first of our foreign offices was established forty 
years ag�:> . 

Since the late 1 9 4 0 '  s · we have att.racted for 
temporart training in our Chicago offi.:: a as well lf<S for 
permanent res idence in t.'1e Chicago area lawyer:s from 
dozens cf countries arou.�d the world. We have learned 
first hand that the Chicago metropolitan area is an 
extraordinari l y  good place to attract and maintain 
profess i·:mal s .  It offers superior academic resources , 
cultu.ral activities , physical environment and the other 
f::ictors that go to affording an excellent qual ity of _ 
lifa. 

In o�r professional l ife we serve the needs of 
'!!:any t:iultination"l.1 coll!.panies throughout t..'le world. We 
frequently are involved in site select.ion dacisions by 
these companies . our various offices do not compete 
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Dr . Will!lot Hess 
Paqe 2 
Septe::nber 27 , 1988 

(CONTINUED) 

with one another in this regard . As a matter of self 
interest ,  we are indifferent to the particular location 
chosen by our clients. our interests are served when 
our cl ients select the location most suitable for .them. 
On this basis, we find that racommending the Chicago 
metropol itan area to organi zations that need the 
resources ar.d amenities simila·r to those required by the 
SSC project is in the best interests of those cl ients 
and is almost unfail ingly the correct and a successful 
site choice for the cl ients . 

We point that out because we write this letter 
in support of the state of Ill inois proposal to site the 
SSC here. You are fa.J!liliar with the fiscal and 
political arguments that clearly support Illinoi s •  case. 
We write you here only to tell you of our personal 
experience over t.�e last forty years , an experience 
which suggests to us that Il linois is also the ideal 
location for the ssc. 

Thank you .for your consideration. 

S in� yours'/?.
. .  . {h Jrt L.1::.:,-;;-f'\ 

RU3Jr: 

l!A.1 - 1�08 



LETTER 900 

Baxter 

Yem.>n R. Loucl:s, Jr. 
Chairman and 
Chiel Executwe Officer 

Dr. Wi lmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 

Baxti!!r Healthcare Co�?Oration 
O!lE Baxter Partr.ny 
Deerlieid, lliir.01s &OCHS 

September 30 , 1 9 8 8  

u .  s .  DeparL�ent o f  Energy 

Dear Dr . Hess : 

312.!l<UJ 3600 

I am writing to urqe you to locate the new Superconducting 
Super Collider at Fermila.b in Batavia , I llinois . A review of 
the draft Environ.�ental Impact S tateme� shows that the 
I llinois site has few problems and many important benefits to 
the project . 

We are experts at building large public works projects here. 
This is a major industrial center with the work force and the · 
leadership to build the SSC quickly and efficiently. In 
addition, northern Illinois has ample electrical power 
available , and a.n excellent infrastructure in transportation. 
O ' Hare International Airport supplies Fermilab with unmatched 
travel convenience for visiting scientists frOlll around the 
world. our roads and industrial infrastructure in the western 
suburbs are outstanding . The water supply at the site is very 
good , and is actually improving as we link the city ' s  Lake 
Michigan water to the west suburban water systems . 

our tunneling expertise has been demons trated by the remarkable 
TARP ( " Big TUnne l" l proj ect ,  and the incentive package in our 
proposal , which offers to build the SSC tunnel for D . O . E . , is 
backed . with TARP·' s success . TARP has already excavated nearly 
four times more solid rock than the SSC ring will require , and 
it was completed on time and on budget .  

Most important to your consideration must be the cost savings 
af forded by the existence of Fermilab and the human capital we 
as a nation have in place at that facility. Fermilab ' s  talent 
and its spirit can be built upon if you site the machine in 
Illinoi s .  SSC is a n  extension o f  the engineering, the mission, 
and the award-winning research at Fermilab. It is simply the 
most logica l  place to build the SSC. The Chicago area is eager 
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Baxter 

Dr . Wilmot Hess 
Sept·embe:: 3 0 ,  1988 
Page 2 

to begin to work with D . O . E. next year • to make the SSC the 
preeminent physics research facility in the world . 

'l'har..k you fer Yt.'>.l:t' fine efforts to build this impressive 
proj ect . I wish !{O'.l the best of luck for its success . 

eg 

� 
Vernon R. Loucks , Jr . 
Chairman 

UA.1 - \(p\0 
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BROADACRE 

September 3 0 ,  1 9 8 8  

D r .  Wilmot Hess 

fHl ..;..htth L�,: ... q:ft• :'!r ..... , �mh' •�t� 
E :!ut·oe:.;:u. niwm' HOtlU'& 

ILLINOIS AMBASSADORS: 
2 3 3  South Wacker Drive 
6300 Sears Tower 
Chicago , I l l inois 60606 

Dear Or. Hess: 

RE : SSC AT FERMU.J\B 

T�·h·11h(�n�· '\f!·7�-"lioet 

It has come to my attention that the U . S .  
Department o f  Energy i s  expected to select one 
the the seven sites later this year and I would 
like to take the opportunity to comment on the 
Fermilab location. 

Chicago and its Metropolitan Region is kno�n for 
the qual ity of its infrastructure. We are known 
for our plentiful supply of electricity, gas and 
our abundant water resources . Available 
transportation in our region is unsurpassed. 
These are just some aspects that make Ch.icago a 

1 s ingularly attractive place for ssc. 

over the years I have 1wrked with a number of 
suburban communities ,  as �ell as the central 
city communities, and the reputation .for the 
quality of life in Chicago is very good ; our 
schools, housing, and cultural institutes are 
well known worldwide . 

In retrospect ,  it would only be appropriate that 
since the first sustained nuclear action 
occurred at the University of Chicago, that we 
continue the long tradition of nuclear physics 
by locating SSC in ou.r re9 ion . 

We hope you will conclude to place SSC here in 
the Chicago area , where we will take care of it. 

Sincerely, 

ft.-ltt1v1-
Robert Meers 
President: 

RM: mkc 
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JOHN P. BUFORD ENTERPRISES, INC. 

JOHN P. BUFORD 
PRESIDENT 

September 25, 1988 

Dr. Wilmont Hess 
Chairman 
SSC S it e  Task Force 
U . S .  Department of Energy 

Dear D r .  Hess: 

1 654 E, 55th Street 
CHICAGO, IL 60615 

I think the proposed superconduc t ing supercoll ier shauld be buil t in I llinois 
for the following reasons: 

l .  Equity a s  a principle in the founding o f  the U . S . A. Illinois 
has consistently paid $3 1 . 5  billion more over the three period 
to U . S .  Treasury than it got back. 

2 .  Economy. Illinois has one of the highest rate of unemployed. 
The SSC project would add jobs and gro�th and opportunity that 
comes with it.  

3.  Experience. The Feremilab in Illinois offers a very importal\t 
correlation, unmatched by any other site proposed, saving the 
government more than $300 to $500 million in construction costs. 
Ill inois is the world leader in deep tunnel work. 

4. Compatability. The Illinois site has the superior academic 
resources, skilled workforce and community support necessary 
for the SSC operation. 

I beseech your student consideration of my reasons for approving Ill inois as 
a site for the SSC. 

Respectfully, 

y�g� 'hn P. Buford 
. 

llA.1 - l<Pl2. 
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September 28, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman - SSC Site Task Form 
U.S. Department of Energy 

, 

Washington, DC 

Re: SSC Siting 

Dear Dr. Hes3; 

CBI Industries, Inc. 
800 Jori. eooi...,ard 

Oati. BroOl, l!l!fl(Mt 60522-7001 
312 572 7000 

The Illinois proposal t:o site the SSC at Fennilab clearly demonstrates the many 
benefits of the proposed site. The DOE's own po�itive assessment of the Illinois 
draft Environmental Impact Study (EIS) further confirms that the Illinois site is• 
an excellent location. Certainly the cost savings to taxpayers made possible by 
expanding on the existing Fermi!ab facility and by the availability of Fermi's 
current staff of highly specialized pm·sonnel should be an overriding factor in 
choosing I!llinois. 

The fact that Il!inois 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 
y�ars, Illinois has paid $31.5 billion more in tax payments than it has received in 
Federal program money. States like Texas and California receive s 
disproportionate share of Federal dollars, and this situation is simply not fair to 
the people of Illinois. The SSC is one case where Illinois has 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 two issues should make Illinois the clear choice. 

Another key issue in siting the SSC is the availability of qualified companies to 
design and build the required new facilities and equipment. As Chairman and 
CEO of CBI Industries, I can testify as to the strength of constr.iction companies 
operating in Illinois. For example, CBI Industries is a $1.2 billion corporation 
headquartered in Oak Brook, Illinois. Our company has extensive experience 
constructing high technology facilities for the govemment and private industrJ. 
Specific CBI capabilities include general construction and cryogenic and vacuum 
systems. 

llA.1-
ICPl 3 
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CBI Industries, Inc. 
2 

Our general construction work has ranged from standard water 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 storage of 
nitrogen and other gases at cryogenic temperatures. This experience has been 
expanded over the years to the colder helium systems needed for the SSC {as an 
example, CBI is currently participating in the design of the Superconducting 
Magnetic Energy Storage device for the Defense Nuclear Agency using technology 
similar to the SSC magnets). Finally, the SSC employs vacuum technology and 
CBI has built some of the largest and most technically sophisticated vacuum test 
facilities in the world. These test faciiities have been used to simulate outer space 
environments for ground testing satellites, optics, sensors, and lasers. 

Our capabilities combined with the strengths of many other Illinois companies 
experienced in tunneling, civil works, and high tech equipment further confirm 
the wisdom of selecting Illinois for the SSC. 
I am sure that I can speak 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 Fe�ilab in Illinois. 

Sincerely, 

(;j;;::Ji?� William A. Pogue . 
Chairman and CEO 

dlr 
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LETTER 9o+ 

CENTRUM 
i'ROPE1'.TI£S INC. 

Sep tember 26 , 1 988 

Dr . Wilmot Hess 
Chai rman - -SSC :Site Task �orce 
'U . S .  Depar tment of Ener_gy 
Washi ngton , D � C .  

D e a r  Dr . Hess : 

It i s  my f irm b e l i e f  that the Fermilab Site in Illi nois would be 
the o u t standing c h o i c e  for the SSC , and I would like you ·to 
c o n sid e r  the f ol lowi ng points i n  your assessment of �ame . 

High consideration s h o u ld be given to the fac t that a ,great .dea•l 
o f  the fac i l i t i e s ,  equipmen t ,  workforc e ,  e tc .  that wo.w'ld be 
req uired b y  SSC already e x i s t  at Fermilab , ·therefore •e:l iminat.iog 
a considerable expendi ture which wo uld exi s t  if the SSC were 
located e l s ewhere . The savings o f  tax dollars for construc tion 
and s ta r t-up would total in the m i l l ions . Additi onal millions 
o f  dollars would b e  saved b y  using the existing acc e l erator 
laboratory rather than duplicating operations . 

Add i t i onall y ,  Fermilab is a proven facili ty , wi t h  a s c i en t i f ic 
and technical team already in p lac e ;  another fac.i l i t y  would have 
to e n l i s t  new staf f ,  and c ould only hope t o  duplicate the d egree 
o f  exper t i s e  already on sf� f f  a t  Fermilab . A crygenics indus try 
capable o f  supp o r t i n g  SSC i s  in exis tence a t  Fermil a b ,  which is 
also the world ' s  largest and most powerful nuclear accelator . 

It is my understanding that SSC would requi r e  tunne l i ng , and the 
Fermilab l ocation has soil condi tions ideal for tunne l i n g .  It 
should also b e  noted that the City o f  Chicago , approximately 35 
m i l e s  f r om the Fermilab loca tibn , undertook a thirty-one mile 
Deep Tunnel projec t for  i t s ' Metropol itan Sanitary District end , 
ther e f or e ,  t h e  expertise for such work alread y e x i s t s  in t h e  area.  

566 West Adams St. Chicago, Illinois 60606 3121,,9-0980 

llA. 1 - IU>I?_ 
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Dr . Wilmot H e s s  
Se p t ember 26,  1988 
Page T w o  ( 2 )  

(CONTINUED) 

I f  the SSC were located at Fermilab , the f ac i li ty would be 
r e a d i l y  accessible t o  r e 3earchers and sc i e n t i s t s  d u e  t o  it s '  
c e n t r a l  location within the United States and the easy·  acc e s s  to 
Chi c a go-O ' Ha r e  International A i r p o r t  and Midway Airport . There 

· ar e  a l s o  several sma l l  airports i n  t he DuPage C o u n t y  ar e a .  

The State of  I l l i n o i s  has a l s o  m a d e  a n  of fer to pay $570 m i l l i on 
f o r  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  improve men t s ,  which would r e s u l t  in a n o t - t o
be-scof fed-at s a v i n g s  for  the U . S .  Taxpayer in gener a l . 

Dr . Hess , please give t h e  f or eg oi ng your f u l l  c on s i d e ra t i o n . 
The re are many other r ea� o n s  for p l ac ing the SSC at the Fermilab 
s i t e , i n c l u d i n g  the c l o s e  p r oximi t y  t o  Chicago , with i t s '  many 
c u l tural and e d u c a t i o n a l  o p p o r t u n i t i e s .  I have but me n t io ne d a 
few major poi nt s and hope t h e y  w i l l  h e l p  c o n v i n c e  y o u  of t h e  
merits o f  the Fermilab s i t e .  

Centrum P r o p  r i�s ,  Inc , 
S i n c e r e l y  y�o r  , 

h� IYIJ � I 
"---

J;aur� As. n ,  President 

L A / s l p  \ 
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SEP 2 6 1988 

CHARLES T. BRUMBACK 
fl' RESIDENT 

Dr . Wilmot Hess 
Chaimnan 
SSC Site ·Task Force 

<fhica!}o [ribune 
435 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 80611 

September 2 0 ,  1 9 8 8  

U . S .  Department of Energy 

Dear D r .  Hes s :  

Undoubtedly, by now you have heard a l l  you ever wanted 
to know about the advantages of locating the SSC in I l linois . 
In case you haven ' t  read it , I enclose a copy of our r.ecent 
editorial on the subject. 

You ·wilJ. find IJ.l.inois to be . a  very hospitable state in 
which to do •business .  ·Good people ·seek a good environment 
for work and family, As their roots penetrate our rich 
Midwestern :soi1l your people wi'l l find ·it easy to make •friends 
and :pa·rticipate 'in ·-cultura1. programs and events . 

·The Chicago metropoli.tan area is a homogeneous cemmunity 
made up of •CQJl\peti•ti�e e thnic groups that maintain long
standing , r•ic:h ·tradi.t:'ions. 'There are ·often sha·rp dirferences 
which ·most 'O'ften 'Z!esult ·in 'integrated ·solutions .  

Chicago is one ·cif the ·most vital. cities i n  the ·world-
xich in human and •na.tural •resources , ·cultiure and opportiunity .• 

People from all parts of the •world arrive daily and ·are 
we:lcomed to •part.icipate .in the American dream which is ·al•ive 
;and we1:1 in our communi:ty . 

You will find .a substantial labor pool to meet your 
needs� The world ' s  ·fLrst •skyscraper ·Was bu·il.t in Ch·ica90 .• 

It was •not an accident that the world ' s  ·ta llest bui lding , the 
Sears 'Tower , ··is located he re . The Deep Tunne·1 projeC't ·is not 
unique . I-t is indicative of creativity, ski l l  and abi.li.ty .of 
those who live and ar.e attracted to .the Chicago area .  

The SSC ;project w.i..11 succeed ca t  ·Fermilab because ·the 
communi.ty is oomf!i7r<t�1ie ow.i'th 'big prir>jects that have ·not been 
accompH.shed 'be fore . .'I t 'Wil'l 'be a good .place to :be .  I 
encourage you ·to .give ·favorable consideration to this site. 

Since-r::-eJ.3., 

f/_� / .  � 

llA.1- JColl__ 
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([hica!JO lrribune 
l.OlS \YUJF.. EdiJqri.7/. l'•l(JC h"Jitur 
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l-: h::tG!."mC!C..">1�.t1--:. Jfo�u��na t:.t>t.:r 
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lh::�1sO&S....;1-:1..iN. A�c....;Tm·.,. F.drfcrJ" 
Seci<on 1 

Supercollider study buoys Illinois 
Th: U.S. Ena-gy Ocparur1cn1's assessment of the 

cmrironmcnial impact of lhc � supacellidcr was careful not to pick winners or losers 
among the SC>'Cn Sl.ai:S still in the Nlllting for lllit rich scialtific prir.c. Its findings, !hough, scon 10 stn:ngtilcn the case for Illinois. . 

Oh. why be modest: They cinch the case for llliooir. 
All along, this SlalC's � in ihe oompcti

tio1> for the bigh-energy aiOO! smasher hos bocn Fernii National Aocclcrator LaboralOly near Batavia. Illinois 
officials ha..: proposed building the supcroollider beside Fcsmilab and using its aa:dcrator as an injccl.t>r for the blrger machine, "'hich will be 20 times mm" 
l)OWeiful. They think this will shave a Mlf-l:·iUion dol
brs olf lhe oost of the supen:ollid:r, now cs<Uru!ed by lhc Energy ()epafl.mcnt at close !O $6 billion. In add� 
lion, Illinois has offered 00 provide $570 million irl site 
impro1ICIUCll!S. 

The new federal environmental impaa suleme<tl 
docsn'I pinpoint the ·dollar savini;s ;., Illinois, but it docs rooognizc thal Fcrmilab would wi U.. � amount of RC\\' oonstruction. 

Because of the existing infrasuucture, Illinois would' 
need oo!y eight miles of new roads and lwo miles o( 
new powcrlincs 10 suppon the supcrool!ider. BJ oon
lraSt, about 100 miles of new roads and 40 miles of 
new powcrlincs would be nccdod in Arizona, arid 94 
miks o( roads and 99 miles ol' powalincs in Colorado. 
Michigan, Nonh C.arolina, Tcnncssce and Texas also 
would require more new roods. pipelines and powo:rlincs tllan would Illinois. 

In one of lhc few m!oois n<gati"'3.. lhc EnatY De-

partmcnl said construction here would afl"<Cl no water wells and 850 acres or cm.;ronmcntally SC1tsitiio: -1ands.. In Arizona, no wells or ...:dands woulrl be toodw:id, and only a small iiumber in Colorado and Texas. But those Sla!CS an: dry as piasternoard com
pared with Illinois. Tl\CY would lose few walCT re:,oorc
cs because they have so few co begin with. 

In another apparent drawbaclc, the fo:lcral repo.-i condudcs that 160 "'5idenccs and S9 businc= would 
have to be relocated in Illinois, while only a ha.'ldful 
would be m<>'«rl in Arizona or Colorado. More relo
cation would be requir<:d in Michiga., a.'ld Texas !han 
in lliinois. Staie. officials an: convinced the fedctal ttpOfl. is far 
100 pc;simisric in it� wells asscssmenl; by lhcir csti-• 
male, only 31 would actually be lost. And !hey n<>fe 
that three-quart= of the �s acmigc lhal sup
posrd!y would be affected is on Fctmi!ab pro1Jer!y, 
under proltlClion, and would continue iO be protected. 

Ob\<iously, any uprooted rcsidcn1s and bti<in= 
must be fairly compensated and adequately n:locato:l. 
And a new state law compensates homcov.'ft<n •rxl 
communities in lhc aP2 �rQm any resu•tini drop in: 
properly ""lucs, somothing the state ar.d foXral g<Y-"f'· 
mcr11s bel;c..e won't happen. Opponents of the superoollidcr ,.;u .fiod nutesfal in th5 er.vifonmc:ntal Sludy to bolSlcr thdr f��t, Bui the 
nqia!M:s arc minor compared wilh !l>e llllijor g•i�s this area would realize in ilS OCOllOOIY and in SOR!<'· !hill& difflCUlt 10 quantify-worldwide i;tt51igc as a sci
cna: and rcscan:h ocntcr, and the prospoc!S tha! hoMs ICr siill more &'°"�h. 

ilA . 1 - I Co l B  
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The 
Children's lVl·.:�w •ri:'l 
l\:lcclic�1l Center 

1�fl'!: Ch;.iC.n:n':. l}b:.� 
Cbca�o. rt:ino!:- c�;fi.� 
312 i:-8fl·.!\lUO. 

·--------- -·----·- --- --- -·· - -·· ---··---- . 

-------·--------------·--------------- - -·· · ·-·-- · -- ------ ·- -· 

Septe�er 2 9 ,  1988 

Dr. Wil:not Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U . S .  Depart:::ier.t of Er-.erqy 
Dear Dr . Hes s :  

O n  behalf of The Children ' s  l�emorial Medical Center, I 
write to urge you to support the selection of the state o f  
Illinois as the site for the proposed Superconducting Super 
Collider (SSC) . Given the Chicago area ' s  vast 
tecr��ologica l ,  educational ,  community and labor resources , 
plus the significar.t eccnomic savings gained in choosing 
t..�e Fermilab site, I l l inois is clearly the best location. 

Please _consider: 

* Located next to the Fermi National Accelerator 
Laboratory , the SSC will have a complete scientific and 
technological tea� at its beckon cal l .  

* Tho Mid�est i s  a hotbed of physics research, including 
such ne�rby ac�demic reso�rces a s  Northwestern University , 
tha Univers ity of Chicago and the Ill inois Institute of 
T<!chnology. 

* Extensive experience in constructing major underground 
projects; including the Chicago Metropol itan Sanitary 
District ' s  Deep Tunnel proj ect and the Braidwood nuclear 
power plant ensures construction that meets proj ected 
deadlines . 

* The financial incentives of choosing the Illinois site -

$570 million from the state for infrastructure and the 
estimated half 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 of many terrible childhood 
disorders , we and all the children we serve stand to 
benefit from the knowledge accumulated at the SSC 
facility . Indeed , the medical coll\lllunity throughout 
Ill inois awa its with anticipation your s ite selection . 

·\fh!1.1:.-...! .... ah 
ih.; Chddc�,n·, /l.knK·rt.�I H<r�p.·.i.l 
.uu.: ri;� C!l��clr(.'"".'I.� .\o\t-m,,n.Ji 
lr:,111<.11.: fr>? f.�,K,Hl.•J: .�rh; Ii.- .,., , ,,.-, 
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Septe�.ber 2 9 ,  1998 
Page Two 

(CONTINUED) 

In Illinoi s ,  you will find bus iness , goverrunent and 
community united in making the SSC a total success -- both 
scientifically and financially . 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter of most 
critical importance �  s�uol�'c�Jl 
Earfj'),Frederfck 
President 

l<DZD llA. 1 - - - - - - - -
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CNA INSURA NCE COMPANIES 

September 22 , 1968 

Or. Wi k:ot Hess 
Cha i rman 
SSC S i te Task Force 
!l. S. Depa rtmen.t of EnergJ -
Oeu Dr.  Hes s :  

Edward J, Nona 
Cl'tafrman of the Bosrds and 
ChiM E.-cecutiWJ OfficGf' of 
thtl CNA Insurance C-0mpanie$ 

I wi l l  not pres ur.;e to aacr(':;s you on the tec hnical aspects of the draft Envi ron
meotal Impact Study and hew they pos i t i vely affect the choice of Fenni Labor
atory, Batav i a ,  I l l i nois  as the s i te of the Super Col l ider ( SSC ) .  You a re 
un iquely qua l i f i ed to eva1 �ate these matters of expertise. I woul d ,  by your 
l eave , just l i ke to hi!:r;1 i ght some of the non- t�clm i c a l  reasons why Ferm i i ab 
1 s  the best cholce . 
(A) �!L� s i te offer; i deal geo l o g i ca l  cond i t ions for tunne'l i n g .  The 

hard do l om i te oectrcck pro�· i ctes easy excavat i o11 with no l oss of· support. 

(B )  �I?. ·i s  j u s t  30 mi l es 1111est of Chi cago a:id thus a ffords the very fi nest 
cul tural and ecuca tional env i ronment. Su�erior academic resources are 
avai l ab l e  r.ct only at the Un i vers i ty of J i l i n o i s  campuses , but a l so at 
the Univers i ty of Chicago and the Un i ve rs i ty of Notre Dame . 

( C )  Fermi l ab. can cal l upon the l ocal cormiun i t i e s  t o  provide a s k i l l ed work� 
force to bui l d  the SSC . Projects such as the Deep Tunnel and B ra i dwood 
Nuc l ea r  P l ant have g i ven va l uable experience to a wor�force ready and 
eager to b'J i l  d. 

(0) Fe rm i l ab i s  the best al ternat i ve for the U.  S .  taxp:.iye r .  The $ 1 . 34 bi l l i o n  
r nvestment a l ready made would have t o  b e  dup l i cated a t  another s i te .  
I t  s imply makes good sense t o  take advant�ge o f  existing p l ant and equip
ment. Comb i n i ng the operations of Fe rmi l a b  and the SSC could reduce 
cpera ting costs by about $88 mi l l i on a yea r ,  $ 1 . 32 b i l l ion over 15 years. 
Add to t h i s  the I l l i no i s  co11111i tment to pay $570 mi l l ion for i n frastructure 
improvements and you have sti l l  il'.Ote tax sav i n g s .  

Dr.  Hes s ,  you probably a re wel l  aware o f  the n:a tters I ra i sed above . I bel ieve, 
however, the advantages of •ermi 1 ab � s  the SSC site a re we l l  wOr'th repeating.  
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Or. \;Ii 1 mot Hess 
Chai rman 

S I D L E Y  & AU S TIN 
ONE FIRST NATIONAL Pt..t..ZA 
CBICAIJO, !LUNOIS 60803 
TELE?iiONE 312: 8&3�700� 
TELECOPIER 312: 8�3-7312 

Septemher 29 , 1988 

SSC Site Ta>k Force 
U . S .  Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hes s :  

19 •t.YD WlLE..!Lllll ST5£1:'1' 
LON[io)M. EC.QI 711.&, ll.�0!.0.Jo!D 
�' .Oai• l4tG l:El.Ell �Oi!!I 

9 nlimn"'Dll Y!'A'f 
Sl>"G.iJ"OaC::: O� 

ff : ..- �  TBt.&-""" .. ?!M 

S.•Bln&T'E 1..1.W ?P'P"IC• 
tJfnillU.L 'l'OY!!:K, 1TB P'l'..OO• 
i•t, \J'CBl&U.'W.UC.B"O '·C'liO� 

C'DT!fr:>Il•·C.U, rowv<i ,QO .Jt.:l'l/J!f 
OO·e.o.- MOO Tltl."'!Jt Olit·liOaelOO 

SSC belongs at Fermi l ab i n  I l l i noi s--for many re��on s .  

We have the best supp l y  o f  el ectri c power i n  the nat i o n .  

Geo l ogy tests have proven i deal for tunnel l i n g .  O u r  qu a l i ty o f  

l i fe i n  t h e  greater Chi cago cornr.11Jn i ty of fers a s p l end i d  balance 

of cul ture , sports and d i verse ethn i c i t y .  Major Ameri can un i �er

s i t i es wi th top-notch research t a l e�t are at han d .  Our work force 

has not on l y  tal e11t , but a l so enthus i asm. Ar.d our conr.uuni ty most 

eagerly we l c omes the opportun i ty to be of ser� i ce. to the nat i on .  

You wi l l  ha�e heard a l l the facts 'and f i gures , and there 

is no need for n;e to r�peat them. I emphas i ze to you that our 

ccmmuni ty wi l.1 b r i ng to the SSC the commi tment , the heart and the 

abi l i ty to male the SSC a s i gn i f i cant contribution to a better 

l i fe for America and the worl d .  

S i rn:e re l y ,  

llA. 1 - !_w 2.2... __ 
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LETTER 

U N I V E R S I T Y  O F  I L L I N O I S 

OFFICEOFTHE PRESIDE.VT 
JMHlXltY AD'-f!:-.lSU:\Timl llJILDISC 
S01 iOUTl1 w 1m:;;1nsTR£ET 
UfllllNA.IL61IOI 

September 29 , 1988 
jUPJ)»...010 

Dr. Wilmont Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 

at the Department of Energy 

Dear Dr . Hess :  

I am writing t o  express my conviction that the success 
of the SSC Laboratory, its potential to contribute to science 
education and its impact on the regional and national economy 
all can best be exploited at the Illinois site. 

The most critical factor in the success of the SSC 
will be its ability to bring together a highly talented and 
creative physics. and engineering s.taff. In order for 
construction to be accomplished on schedule and on budget that 
staff will have to be assembled rapidly once the site is 
established. At no other site can that be done as quickly or as 
effectively as at Fermilab. 

There are two crucial and unique advantages. First, 
Fermi already boasts precisely the k ind of staff that will be 
required for the SSC, and staff extremely difficult to recruit. 
Secondly, the Fermilah site benefits enormously from its 
proximity to O' Hare airport. During the construction of 
Fermilab (on schedule and � budget) much of the expert help 
that wes needed was made available just because uniquely 
qualified individuals from all over the country could be brought 
to the laboratory at short notice even for only a partial 
working day. 

No matter when· the Laboratory is situated it will 
surely make important contributions both to science and to 
sc ience education. But at the Illinois site the laboratory will 
not only be in the immediate vicinity of the major institutions 
of the Chicago area ( the campus of the University of Illinois 
in Chicago, The University of Chicago, Northwestern llniversity, 
Illinois Institute of Technology and Northern Illinois 
University--to name a few) but also within 200 miles of the 
University of Wisconsin, Michigan State Univers ity, Indiana 
Univers ity, Purdue University, the University of Michigan, the 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, the Unive'rsity of 
Iowa, and the University of Notre Dame. 

CHICi'.GO OPflCE: 1n1 WEST POLK STREET· P.O. BOX 69118 CHICAGO. tLLINO!S OOOBU (312) IHltl-6600 
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- 2 -
These major research universities , the heartland of 

U. S .  academic science, serve more than a-third-of ·a-mill ion 
students .  1'hey produce a large fraction of the nation ' s  science 
a.,d engineering degrees and boast faculties of the highest 
quality and of a size that is co1J1Bensurate with their 
educational task. The unique proximity of the Fermilab site to 
this major concentration of the country ' s  inst itutions for 
higher education will certainly max imize the impact of the SSC 
upon the national community of science and engineer ing students 
and scholars � 

Finally I must mention �he potential impact of the SSC 
Laboratory upon economic factors. Granted the science and 
tech.�ology it produces will be a major economic asset to the 
cou.,try no matter where it is located . Granted the new 
laboratory will provide a stimulus to the local economy no 
matter where it is located. llowevP.r., once again in this 
respect, there is something unique about the Fermilab site. 
Within a decade of the commissioning of the SSC Laboratory the 
scientific interest of the Fermilab facilities will begin to 
wane . To avoid a significant negative impact on the surrounding 
region another major investment wo�ld have to be made in what 
would then be obsolescent facilities. The onus of closing down 
a major installation has never been welcomed by agencies of the 
U. S .  government .  That onus can be effectively and efficiently 

- avoided··or at least indefinitely postponed--by locating the SSC 
at the Fermilab site. 

I truly believe that the advantages of the Fermilab 
site are overwhelming and overriding . I hope these arguments 
will be of some help to you. 0 Sincer�ly, 

L�A o.tt n / 
iJ �y O .\;;� 

President 

llA.1 - IG> 24-
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LETTER 91.0 

REMARKS BY DONALD A .  SCHINDLBECK 
DIVISION VICE PRESIDENT , COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY 

ADDRESS TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
(DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY) 

WAUBONSIE VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL 
OCTOBER 7 ,  19811 

Electric power for the proposed SSC site will be supplied by 

Commonwealth Edison, one of· the largest systems in the country . 

Generating capaci ty at the end of September , 1988 was over 22 , 500 M'J, 
which is well above the estimated 2·ocr llW peak load of the SSC. Also, the 

Edison system more than fulfills the requirement that generating capacity 

should be at lesst 12 ti.mes rated peak site load, or 2 , 40'Ct Mlol'. The 

transmission system consists of 765 KV', 345 KV, 138 KV, and 69 KV line s .  

Commonwealth Edison generating plants may b e  summarized as fo!lows : 

Six nuclear stations providing l i , 487 Mil 

Eight coal - fired stations providing 7 , 0Ct5 MW 

One oil- fired station at 2 , 698 !IY 

Small diesel and other fossil units totaling 1 , 33 1  llW 

Edison' s  generating capacity will be split almost equally between 

nuclear and fossil fuels . lfowever ,  lower-cost nuclear power will account 

for a larger proportion of megawatt-hour generation. This is because 

larger more efficient nuclear units supply base load (permanent , around 

the clock loed) , while the less efficient units are used to follow daily 

load (fluctuations) . 

Edison plans to provide electric service to the proposed SSC via 

345 KV and 138 KV lines at two locations . TI-Iese two points of service 

will provide power to each substation froP- separate grids so that 

essential loads ere maintained. in the event either line is out of service . 

The 345 KV service to SSC Substation I will be fr.om · the same location 

providing service to the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory ( FNAL) in 

Batavia, Illinois . No new facili ties will have to be installed to provide 

service to Substation I .  Subs�ation II will b e  fed b y  a tap from an 

existing 138 grid. 

l lA. 1 - _l(j)�� 
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The bAckbone of the Edison tr:..nsrd ssi.on systern encompasses 1!i.ore than. 

2 , 350 circuit: miles of 345 KC/ line s .  Th e  t:ypical capacity o f  a 3 4 5  K'J 

circuit is 1 , 400 !fVA. The voltage is s tepped down at t�ansmission 

substat ions to 138 I<V �hrough 300 MVA transformers . l';pical normal 

capac ities of 138 KC/ circuits are from 200 to 350 !-!VA. 

Commonwealth Edison is a member of the Mid-.�arica !ntercon�ected 

Network (MAIN) .  one of nine regional cou.nc ils t:hat: make up the North 

.America Electric Reliab i lity Counc il (NERC) . Edison has a total of �8 

high voltage �.A!N interconnections at 765 KV, �45 KV t and 118 KV. These 

ties provide access to all power systems in the Midvest �no help ensure 

the reliability and adequacy of ele�cric supply in northern Ill inois . 

The highest peak load on the Edison system "as 17 , 459 M'J recorded l.n 

ltu&ust ,  198 8 .  The planned addi.tions to capacity are expected to provide 

adeqt..1.ate rese1·ve capacity until the late 1990 ' s .  I t  is anticipated that 

coal- fired capacity will be installed &.C t:hat time to maintain a target 

15% resel"'.'"e margin . 

The power require�ents of the SSC are not expected to materially 

change Edison ' s  forecast of long-tenu growth or requirements for new 

capacity. If the SSC peak load comes on line in 1994 and reaches a level 

of 200 Hlol ,  generating capacity will still be substantially greater than 

the escimat:ed peak load requirements . 
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STATEMENT BY MARK FRECH 

DIRECTOR, 11.LINOJ:S DEPAR'l.'MENT OF CONSERVATION 
AT TII'E OCTOPF.R 7, 1988 

PUBLIC HEARlNG ON THE DEPAR1'�E'.'1"1' OF 

ENERGY'S DRAFT EN'V1RONM ENTAL TMPAC"I' 
STATEMENT ON THE SUPERCO/\IDUCTING SUPER COLLIDEll. PROJECT 

The Department of Conservation is responsible for the ?reservation, conservation and 

enhancement of Illinois' vest ruitUl'al resources end for D!'OViding outdoor recreation 

O!)portunities tor its citizens. It manages more than 340,000 aeres or public lands 

includi.n.g state p.1rks, ccnse•yation areas, stale forests and nature preserves. The 
Department provides fisheries, fofestry and wildlife m1magement assistance on public 

and private lanes, i.'ltarprets n�.tl::-al resourc�s; conducts hunting, boating, trapping and 

snowmobiling education e.nd safety classes; &fld enforces conservation-related 

regulations. The Department reviews !eiforal and State. permit applications, environ

mental impact st1J.tements and provides o.9propriate coments and recommendations to 

federal, State and local agencies, 

In this context, the Department has reviewed the De;iartment of Energy's IDOE) 
August, 19S8 Draft Environmental lmi:>act St!!tement (DEJ'Sl. Gene�ally, from an 

envi:onmental pcrs;iective, it ;;rovides some excellent information. During our review , 

we did however, note several technical !nac�uracles, omissions, etc. The !'State's 

written comments to DOE will elaborate on these ite'l'ls. 

Based on our knowled[;'1! of the site, the em1ironmentlll information presented. in the 

DEIS ar:d our pal'tioipation L, the project to !1ate, lt is still our opinion that !ro'.'tl a 

Depsrtmental. perspective, the SSC can be cor-.�tructed and operatert i'l full accorda11ce 
with all environmental l'egulations and with minimal environmental impacts. For these 

reasons the Department continues to support locating the Superconducting Supe� Coilider 

project in minois. Further, the State of filinois is committed to employing desi!(ll 

and construction measures that wm avoid w.cl/or minbize any enYironmental impacts. 

Finally, whe�e impacts clo oceur, they will be mitigatecl to the fuTiest extent possible. 

Relative to envi!'onmental impacts, the media release.s we have seen and t'!le summar:;i 

in the DEIS, are misleading relative to the project's potential and actual impacts on 

11A. 1 - . 1�2.1 
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ID!nois' wetlands and on threatened a.'\d endangered species. To clell!' up these 

mi!ICOnceptions, I have asked several ot my sta!f to discuss these Items !n detail. 

Im mediately following my presentation, Mr. Marvin Hubbell, the Department's Wetland 

Coordinator, will discuss impects to llllnois' wetlands and later OR this afternoon Carl 

Becker, Supervisor of oilr Division of Natural Heritage will discuss im pacts on threatened 

and endangered species with special reference _ to the Prairie bush clover and the 

Indiana bat. 

The Department appreaiatcs the Op[>O!'tunity to participate in this public hearing and 

we look forward to consumation df the site selection proceS!I In November. 

Should Illinois be selected as the site for the SSC, Its development will be a higti 

priority of this a�eney. Consistent with our responsibilities for protection and 
enhancement ot the fish, wildlife and recreational resources of illinois, the Department 

will cooperate fully with the DOE In the im1>lementation of this Important project. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

llA. 1 - IC'o2.B 
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LETTER 91.2.. 

Statement by Marvin Hubbell 

Wetl&."lds Program Administrator, IDlnois Department 

of Conservation 

At The October 7, 1988 
Public Rearing on the Department of 

Fnergy'' Dra.'t Environmental Impact 

Statement on tile Superconducting Super Collider Project 

As Wetland Program administrator !or the Department of Conservation, cne or my 

respol!Sloilities Is to coordinate the completion of the ID!nols portion or the National 

Wetlands L'lventory in addition to the development or a State wetland management 

program. 

Mapping ot the potential impact area covered by the proposed SSC pro1ect was 
completed In 1935. nie National Wetlands Inventory maps identify ell surface water 

features and describe them U!:lng the CowB!'din Classi!icat!on System. These data 

are or high resolution and aval!a.':>le statewide. Becau"! the- Inventory has been 

digitized and mounted on the State's Geographic Information System, ana!ysi� er the 

potentisl projeet impacts on wetla'ld resources is uniquely possible • 

Based upon t.1le use of .National Wet!ands Inventory maps and site visits, approximately 

1,029 acres of wetlands were Identified wiL'lln the SSC project area. Approximately 

189.6 aC!l'es (18.4%) of these wetlands fall within the possible cor.structlon footprint 

and may be Impacted by cor>.struction activities as identi.tied on the site location 

map fm'llished in the State P."Oposal. 

However, of the total wetland acres identlried within t�e SSC project l!ll'ea, less than 
6.58 acres (.5%) a:-e likely to be directly affected by construction activities. Wetlands 

which are to be directly affected can be divided Into two groups, those which have 

been previously altered by drainage, farmir!g, or construction activities and those 

which hllve not been previously altered. Of the 6.58 acres of wetland.s likely to be 

af!ectecl, 5.69 seres have been pl'eviously altered. The remaining .89 aC!'es have 

llA.1 · l<O Z9 
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not been previously altered but they have been iml'J8cted by sedimentation and ehang� 

in surface water nows. Additionally 183 acres have been identified as be!ni:t located 

In areas of potential future construction. Until weh time as the specitle location 

ot s11r!ace facilities are rmaI!zed, a ·  complete usessment of Impacts Is not possible. 

As stated by Director Preeh, the State ot Illinois is committed to employing design 

and construction measures that will avoid and/or minimize environmenW impacts, 

Including direct alteration or destruction of wetlands. L"l addition, const:uctlon 
activities will not result in the permsnent alteration or dl:ruption of surface water 

flows to wetland; outside the construction footprint. 

Based upon these commitments and avtlnable resource data, I am confident tt.at the 
proposed surface constr-uction work for tile SSC project will impact far less thlln the 

850 wetland acre
s 
Implied by earlier news accounts; in !act I anticipate direct Impacts 

to ori!y 6.5 8 acres (.5"!.) ot the wetlands w ithin the total project area. Of these 

areas, 5;69 acres (.5%) have been previously altered and .89 acres <.t%) have not 

been p!'ev!ously altered but are degraded. Where impacts llt'e l!Ot avoidable, full 
mitigation of wetla.'ld type 1md function will be accom;:>llshed. 

llA.1 - !Co2Q _ _  _ 
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Naperville 
� <JF smTCm' roR SSC Nr FmMnAB 

CI1Y OF �"Il.LE 
ocrom:.a 7, 1983 

TM City of NaiJP...rvill.e is a.:ntiiu:lr.g in its support f= tte siting of 
the Superaniuc+-...:ing Su;.Gr Cbllicler at the Femi Natiooal Jla::el.arator 
Laboratory. 

� is no direct � of the pn:p:eed SSC en the City of Naperville, 

because tr.e site infornaticn available at t:nis tine plzcss all .aspx;t:s 

of the ring o.rt:sioo both our present boundaries and our p� area . 
'Ibis does not cean, t!o.gh, that the SSC will not have an effect en our 
a:mm.mity if it is lcc:i:ted at Fermilab. 

1'0perville has g:t\'.H'I al.erg with the Illinois � am Developnent 

o.xrtd::lr, alCDJ Intemtata 88. � attractiveness of our City to ooth 
residents and bu:s:!resses is ti.00 :In many WC1YS to t.he =ridor, and the 
=idar is tied to Fennilab. Siting the SSC at Fermilab IO.lld have a 

spinoff ea:rx:mic � en  Nape:rville ba::ause it would mean �loy!rent 

�ties at the facility itself an:l at :Industries that \O.lld b3 
attracted to cur area because of the SSC. DaJbts abrut the future cf 
Femi.lab if the SSC :Is built elsewhere, WJUI.d ba:xI!e doobts aocut tl'e 

CXltTidor and its ecxronic well being. While we would rot necessarily 

becx:l!e a gh:Jst tx:wt wi t!nit the SSC, there wooJ.d be a negative eo:n::rnic 
.intiaet-

Naperville provides a positive advantage to sitirg the s.sc at Fermilab 

because of our �  h:lusing maxv.et:. � latest special census, 

CXJ!i>leted in Al.gust, stnris that we have addai nore than 4,000 txlusinJ 
units, :running fran apa.rtllents to single family OOsIDJ, in the last two 

yeexs. 

l lA. 1 ·  l(p�L . .  

?.?5-775 0 - i38 ( Book 5 l - 5 



LETTER _9_1-=-3 __ (CONTINUED) 

Stat:alelt of Sliwart for SSC 

City of Nap!rville 

CctOOer 7, 1988 

Nap>_"V'..J.la has teen a leacler in new � starts :In the OUcago area 
for nore than a Oecade. 'lhis growth allows our =mt.l!".i ty to provitle 

hrusirg cw:irtuni ties for l::oth the tmp:iracy \olerl{ers wtx> will be 

involva:i :In the c:x:ristruc'"...icn of the SSC, ard far the permanent staff 

t.'1at will wxk there ,.ner. the fac.ili 1:'.f t:egins operaticns. Planning ard 
a:noapt � have  been held oo new residential de'.lel.oprents tr.at 
will provide tOOusards m:rre dwellirg units :In the rieh't decade. We have 

been, and cx:ntinue, to plan far our grcMth. 'lhis e><pansioo in our 
hotsirg maxket: would allow us to absorl:> a nunber of the new i.akers the 
SSC would att:ract to this area. 

In cx:n::lusim, Fe.'"lllilab has been a geed neigh!:or to Naperville, and � 
feel the SSC will also be a go::xi neigh!:or. The SSC woold provide 
posith-e ea:ranic irfilacts far our City, and "2 in turn prcvide OOJ.sirg 
q;ipartunities and srenities far trose wtx> will wxk oo the project. The 
City of Naperville supports the sitinJ of t..'e Supe...� Super 

Collider at Fermilab. 

l lA. 1 - �_32. -
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THE ACCEPTrl.::..2 S';'ANDr��Ji.i SET FCR R,.<.D!ATICN s:-iCL"LD �iOT BE INTERPRETED AS SAFE 

• \''1'"' .... 1.;;.J ,..\;tOIJ;ID THE FOX '.!ALLEY HCULD EE EXPCSED TO 

P.....\D!.liTICN HAS -rHE PJ�ENT! .:.L ro P.tDUCE A MUTAT�ON . THAT EE!NG TNE CASE , j,.;£ 

DON ' T  !,;ANT TH� DEP.!>.RiXF.NT OF E�·!E�GY ,  FERMI '....AD , OR OUR ELECTED OF?ICALS TO TELL 

us Tr.Ar RADIAT! Sjl� :.: : 1..L EE !_, J;'-!1 TED . lriE DON ' T  w,�NT ANYTH!t�G OVER AND ABOVE WH�T 

p,:;.�.£ �-::1 C:F 7HE E ! S  rus;CATES THAT Tt:��E ARE 320 WELLS WITHIN THE 1 0 0 0  FOOT 

zm;E CF rr-!E CCLLl �ER 2D:,:-; . ih!S NUMEER !B FAR S�ALL�R THAN THE TRUE NU�BER 

BECAUSE IT m:LY REfLE-:'3 CC'ND oT:CciS AS OF J.4'<U.;F.Y 1 , 1986. THE TRUE NUMBE:l rs 

f',.;R IN EXCESS OF 500 >:EL L S .  t-ND l T  GRCt�S DAY SY DAY ... S NEW HOMES CONTl tlUE TO BE 

BUILT. W!T:'-iOUT A DC;JBT ' r :..t. i�mr2 HAS THE LAaGEST NUi�B::R OF WELLS ?.I i  THIN Tri'E 

1 C O !)  FOOT :c�!E OF T'.-1£ COLL I D22 . 

wrrrt U?�ATE3, CN THE�R o�;N Etf/ IRCNMENiAL ABSES2MENTS CF CONDITI ONS IN I LL I NOIS 

AS EECENT'�'f AS LATE MAF.CH , ! 98 9 .  HOWEV\R ,  THEY HAVE VERY CONVEt>: I EtlTLY FAlLED 

'fO '.i?DATE THE DEP.>ETMENT OF E:.:ETIGY ON THE NUMBE:l OF WELLS AND THE NUMBER CF 

P.�i<CELS IOHlCH F.�LL IJNDE!i THE SfiACCW OF THE SSC . T:-HS HAS SEEN CCNTRIVE!J 3'1 THE 

E:JR <;;c:1 TVi:i: EEGINNFlG .;r;::: M.�KE3 ONE SICK TO THINK THAT THEIR OWN GOVERNMENT.;L 

OFFU�!1'l..LS c;i�J ACT SO I RREGPD�lS! EL Y .  t.:E M IGHT ASK THE DEP,�RTME.?llT OF ENERGY I F  

llA. 1 - l (p'54 



LETTER 9 1.4 1CONTiNUED) 

:.IVULD FESL. RIGHT PT HC�E ;.; r :n OUR BT.A.7E �.)VERN!�ENT . 

FOR �-1E I�·ltE.:.1ESTS OF THE ?EC?LE THE'{ s:JPP08EDLY R£P!:E8£..'!T � TO THE8E f'tJf"t?OUS 

EGOT! S7S r SAY: RS8i'.i10!.E83 OF l.iHETHER :�L :N::ns GETS THIS PRGJEOT OR NOT , YOUR 

TRI�LS w r :..L NC! E:·�D HERE, FOa YOU HAVE VIOLATED THE TRUST WE r'.A\.1E PLACED IrJ 

YOU� YOU WILL R!:":3f:ET THE DAY YOU DEGICE.D PUT OUR F,t.MH .. !ES TH2·JL'8H Tt-'.:8 

CHOOSING TH I S  SITS! 

37 t1/ F?/ �rk-< 4tA/£J,,P , 
S-r. c�cLs ;-;tzud<:>tS 

Cct ?S-



1 

2 

LETTER _,<1'-""'15=---

Te!itbwny of Lo=in I. Revling, Ph.D. 
Chief , Ill!nois Batural History Sarvey 

ncir;>6rblemt ot Rn@rgy <rind natural Recourcea 
l>laubon:? io Va l l ey High Schoo l ,  Aurora , I l l.inoi!!l 

October 7 ,  1 9 '3 8  

I ' m L o r i n  Nevling a�d I have the priv i l ege of being t h e  Chief o f  
t h e  I l l ino i s  Natural H i s t ory Survey , a aivision o f  the Department 
of i?nergy and Natural Resource3 , Stat& of I l l inoi s . S .t nce 1 8 5 8 ,  
the Survey has monitored the biotic resources o f  the Stat e .  Cur 
long-s tanding concern with envi rorui:ental issues as they relate to 
the p l an t s , a n i m a l s ,  ar.d hab i t a t  of thi s state place us in a 
u n i q u e  p o s i t i o n  t o  a s s enble i n f o rma t i o n  on t h e  b i o l o g i ca l 
features of the SSC s i t� . Since 1 9 8 4  spec i a l i s t s  from o�r s t a f f  
have studied the e f fects that construc t i on and operation of the 
S S C  would have on plants , anima l s , and habitat in and near the 
p r o p o s ed I l l i n o i s  s i t e . Ext ens i ve f i e l d  w o r k  by our h ighl y  
trained staff and suppor t  o f  the I l l ino is Geographic I4formation 
System have enabled us to identi fy and charac teriz·e those areas 
that may be affected by construction and opera t i on of the SSC in 
I l l i no i s . The breadth and qua l i t y  of n a t u r a l  hi s t o r y  d a t a  
provided to the Dei;-artment of Energy a r e  apparer1t in the Draft 
E n v i r o n m e n t a l I � p a c t  S t a t e m e n t . We b e l i e v e  t h ey a r e  
unparal l e l ed . 

we h a v e  examined the D r a f t  and f i nd i t  to be an exce l l e n t  
docuwent . We a r e  p l e a s e d  that our o w n  c on c l us i o n s , that no 
p r oh i b i t ive factors preclude locat ing the SSC in I l linois , are 
s u p p o r t e d  b y  the I m pa c t  S t a t e111en t .  M o r e  i m po r t an t l y ,  the 
S t a t ement sug g e s t s  tha t locating the SSC in I l l inois �ay we l l  
p r o v i d e  a n  oppor tun i ty f e r  enhancing the habitat for numerous 
species of plants and a.nhml s .  Our experience with the exi s t ing 
Fermi Nat i onal Accelerator Laboratory supports this prediction. 

Wr i t t e n  comments en the Draft have been subm i t ted to address 
technical issues and the few incons istencies it contains . A few 
areas of the Dra f t  require c lari f i cat i on .  In this s p i r i t  and in 
order to present add i t i onal informa t i on ,  I wou ld l ike to address 
two m a t t e r s : pos s i bl e  t h r e a t s  t o  the habi tat of two spec i es ,  
s p ec i f i c a l l y t he I nd i a na bat ( Myot ! s  sod� l i s )  and the prai r i e  
bus h  c l over ( Lesped�� l eptost achya) ; and potent ial damage to 
we t l ands . The I l l i n o i s  Department o f  C o ns erv a t i on wi l l  a lso 
comment on these matters . 

S i nce the Impact Statement wae released , s c ient i s t s  at the Survey 
h a v e  condu c t ed further f i e l d work to de t e r m i n e  i f  sui t a b l e  
h a b i t a t  exists o n  the proposed s i t e  f o r  the Indiana bat or the 
p r a i r i e  b u s h  c l o v e r . T h i s  w o r k  c o n f i r m e d  t h e  p r e v i o u s  
assessment : n o  suitable habitat f o r  either species occurs within 
the fee simple areas of the proposed s i te .  

The Environmental Impact Statement properly notes that a number 
of we t l and areas are found in the proposed s i t e  but , and this i s  

l lA. 1 - 1Co3CP 
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LETTER C)15 ___ (CONTINUED) 

SSC T�st.111!1'.>n:f 2 
r. .  I .  Nevling 
a very import'7>nt point , no l'i<!tlands that h�ve not been previom;1 ly 
degraded by hW!lan. act iv ity lie within any of the surface sit'!:s 
cutside ot the cum.pus ar�a. The designr extent ,, and locati.on of 
campu.s fac i l i  t i �s wi l l c!ei:: ei.•mir.e t!:le degree to whi::h wetlands are 
perturbated if a t  � 1 1 .  S 1 �n1 f i cant ly , the la�gest series of 
we t l <in<!s w i t h i ::ii th"' s i te is located on the Ferid lab property . 
Furt he r ,  many of t h e s e  wetlanos are the product of . in:·)x,._•at:i'.'e 
land manageMent by Fermi lab . The po tant ial to m i t igate impact on 
an.y we: t: l and ha bi tat c l e�rJ.y exists . 

In ei�l:ttra1�y l' cul."" invest igations ind!.c.ate that a l though th�r� rne:-�y 
be t r ans i t o �y i mp a c t s  o n  b i o l o g i c a l  f e a t u r e s  d u r i ng the 
cons t r u. t t ivn phase o! {he SSC , no substantive , last ing a::!.verse 
e- f t e c t 51  dur i ng the o p e ::-a t i onal phas� are .l ikely; ne:i:.i.J'i�:> Ui:t<e 
<cdver�e impacts likely to occur during C.ecornml�.sionir�g . As h.a.s 
been 90 ably demona trated. at Fernii lab , a subst�nt:.lf il1prov-eraent 
and e:q>ansicm of natur;;;l areas arid wetlands coc:.ld be real ized . 

Ha bi tat expans!cn could lead to an inc:-�a.ae irt t}1e d!versi ty o f  
p l ar-L ts an.d a!1 i m a l s  i nhab i t i r�g t h e  area .. Thi s cone l�J,:� 1011 is 
Ccnf i�med in the Dra f t  Et.viror-�antal I:npact Statement o n  the SSC . 
The I l l ino is Ha tura.1 Ristory Su.r-t..rey r'!!i�tai!\s prepared to a�sist 
the D e pa r tment o f  Energy on a continuing bas!s to asau:!:'e th�t 
hab i t a t  e n h a n c e m e n t  and t h e  r e t ent i on of b i od iver s i ty are 
achi ev�d dur ing the p a r i ods o f  cons t ruc t i o n , C?e r a t 1 on , and 
decommies ion!ng . 

,.£�;:- A.LI� 
� Lorin I .  Nev l i :v; ,  Chief 

I l l inois Natural History Survey 
601 E .  Peabody Drive 
ChaJ1paiqn IL 6 1 6 20 

Telephone : 
Fax : 

SQC � th:
'l:ravel 

( 2 1 7 )  3 3 3 - 5 6 3 0  
( 2 1 7 )  3 3 3 - 4 9 4 9  

llA.1 - ! (v31 ------
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LETTER _0=1.J-=(J;J'---_ 

COMMENTS OF !'.ARY B • .  BUSHNELL 
CHAIRM.UI OF T!l:2 ILL I NO I S  COMMERCE COMM ISS ION 

Good morn i ng . My name i s  Mary B. Bushnell and I am spea k i ng 
today in my capac i t y as Cha i rman of the I l l i n o i s  Co1UJ11ercc 
Comm i s s i o n . 

The Commerce Comm i s s ion is respon s i b l e  for regula t i ng 
i nves tor-owned u t i l i t i es in the S t a t e  of I l l i no i s , i nclud i ng the 
three u t i l i t i e s  that w i l l b e  serving the SSC at the Fermi lab 
s i t e :  Commonwea l t h  E d i son Company for e l ectr i c i t y ,  Northern 
I l l inois Gas Company for na tural gas and , for te leco�munica t ions , 
I l l inois Bell Telephone Company . Each w i l l  provide i t s  own 
technical com.�ents on the Draft E n v i ronmental Impact S t a tement . 

I would l i k e  to hi ghl i g h t  several it ems in the Draft E I S  that 
concern public u t i l ity services at the SSC s i t e .  

!'..!.!� the Draft E I S  p o i n t s  o u t  tha t , and I quote , • • • •  

[ Co111monveal°th l  Edison currently serves Permilab whose e l ectri cal 
load i s  comparable t o  that expected from the SSC . The Permilab 
pul s i ng load has reached peak values of 200 MW w i t hout cau s i ng 
system outages or ins tabil i t ies . Thus , the necessary system 
capab i l i ty may be thought t o  be esse n t i a l l y  in plac e •  ( unquote l .

1 

The Draft EIS a l so correct ly notes that I l l i nois is the only 
state among tbe f i n a l  cand idates that a lready has the necessary 
e l ectric generat i ng capac ity available for use by the SSC . Th i s  
advantage means that the SSC W i l l  not depend o n  the approval and 
construction of add i t ional gener a t i ng f ac i l i t i e s . Furthermor e ,  
only two miles of new power transmi s s ion l i ne s  w i l l  b e  needed �o 
service the SSC after cons truct i o n  is completed . 

Second1 the Draft E I S  points out that for I l l i noi s ,  and I 
quote , "Tte supply of natural gas to the reg ion i s  con s idered to 
b e  far i n  excess of the demands e i ther currently pl aced on the 
service network 02 expected t o  be p laced on the network for many 
years • ( unquote ) .  

Northern I l l i n o i s  Gas Cnmpany ' s  connect i ons w i th four major 
i nterstate p i pel i ne sup�l iers a s s ures an adequ a t e  supply of 
economical natural, g a s  for the SSC in a manner s im i lar to the 
e x i s t ing serv ice t o  Permi l a b .  The Company a l so h a s  a large 
underground s torage fac i l i ty only a f ew m i l e s  southwe s t  of the 
SSC s i t e  that i s  used t o  s upply n a t ural gas during per i od s  of 
peak deman d .  

1 
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LETTE R (CONTINUED) 

Th i rd ,  th1t D r a f t  E I S  po i n t s  out tha t ,  a n d  aga i n  I q•Jc t e ,  
" I l l i nois B e l l  Telephone Company can provide tel ecommun ica t i on s  
service to the SSC pro ject • • •  G i ven tho s t a t u s  o f  the current 
equipment no new communjcat ions l ines wou l d  need t o  be inst a l l e d  
for t h e  ssc • ( unquot e ) . 

In other words , I l l i n o i s  Bell ' s  modern fiber opt ic system iR 
ready and able to serve the site of the SSC and no ma jor 
addi tlonal tel ecor.m1un icat ions expend i t ures are requ ired . 

In surn, a l l  affected u t i l i ti e s  have ample capacity to serve 
the I l l i no i E  SSC s i te with m i n imal env ironmental impact . I n  
fact , only Ci acres o f  land wi l l  b e  required f o r  ill u t i l ity 
s ervices t o  the SSC . 

Moreover, the I l l i n o i s  u t i l i t i e s  can meet the demands of 
plannin9 for qrowth ,  a s  also d i scussed i n  the Draft E I S . The 
I l l i no i s  Co!!llllerce Collll!lission, in i t s  regulatory rol e ,  will 
continue to plan for and manda t e  the coord ina ted , cost-ef f ective 
expansion of the various u t i l i t y  systams to meet expected demand . 
Through the pl&nninq proce s s es a l ready in place in the S t a t e  o f  
I l l i noi s ,  adequate u t i l i t y  services to pro jects s uch a s  t h e  SSC 
are assured . 

In conclus ion, I would l i k e  to thank the Department of Energy 
for this opportunity to commen t  on the Draft E I S  on behalf of. the 
I l l inois Col!lll!erce Commiss ion . The Commission s tands ready to 
facil i t ate any a�itional spec i f ic I l l i nois u t i l i ty plans and 
proposals for the SSC to ens ure t ime ly implement a t ion of t h i s  
important project i n  our State . 

-----------

1 Vol .  IV, Appendix 1 4 ,  

2 Vol .  IV, Append ix 1 4 ,  

3 Vol .  IV, Appendix 1 4 ,  

Sec t i o n  

Section 

Sect ion 

1 4 . 2 . 2 . 3  c-1 , 

1 4 . 2 . 2 . J  c-2 , 

14 . 2 . 2 . J  C - 3 , 

2 

llA.1- ll039 

p .  1 2 0 .  

p .  124 . 

p . 124 . 

• 



• 

1 

LETTER _9�17-'--_ 

PETITION To PRESIOEN I REAGJ 
TO: President Ronald Reagan 

The White I louse 
Washington, D.C. 

We, the ur.dersigned residents of l!linois support the construction of the Superconducting Supa t 
(SSC) adjacent to the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory (Fermilab) near Batavia, Illinois. Lin� 

SSC to Fermilab will save the federal government nearly $500 million. The geology of the area Is 
suitable for the SSC. The location is near a major transportatior1 center and offers abt.:ndant supplies 

water and power. 

Constr.ic!ion of the SSC is needed to maintain the leadership of the United States in the area , 

energy physics and high technology. Our area of Northeastern Illinois offers the most logical and ecrn 
site for tl-.e SSC. 

NAME _[ STREET ADDRESS CITY and ZIP 

l lA. 1 - l<P40 
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LETTER 91..5 

1'he Illi.nois proposal site !a t.K)t f'a:vor-able for t.he Sup.erconduc-ting 3vper 

s�ond highest nunlber ot �RC :u.�e�see� tn.e worst ra.dica.ctive soil contarain.� t1,on, and 

They are Dresden 2 and 3, LaSalle C()t:i.rt 1 an<l 2 � Br>aidwood 1 and 2 � Zinn 

The li�t of locot ions f.'or these l:.i.cenge_s wa:s left out� of the Draft E.:!S� i.JJ-1y? Did 

!llinofo and the DOE failed to infoMD tilE> public of the 4 , 300, 000 ·�ub:i.<: fe·<:t of 10.1 

1 avel raJ1iot,ive waste stored cpenly ot KarT) t-1cGee land ( per NRC) � 7'h13 is loC'3ted 

from the North-e�st cor-n<!!r of the Fermt J ahoratory µrc;;er-ty where it e:i1i�.s into a 

�mbdivis.ion adjacent to the fermi1ab .. 

A"�cording to the tran.script of prvcedings of tbe t:;ucl-star Re�t.!l��t ory Co!it'iOi;:3�1on (NflC)  
before the atomic sar.>ty and Ucensillii: boe!'d in the m�tter of Kerl" McGee and the f.r<J>:is 

�---

! !A.1  



LETTER 9 15 
(CONTINUED) 

George Schrarner 

On page 40 mea3urement3 were taken at the off site-location near the National 

Accelerator Laboratory by Argonne National Laboratory in 1 977 and 1 979 . Additional 

surveys were made by the Environmental Protection Agency ( EPA)  in 1 98 1 . 

2 

The results show land adjacent to the Kress Creek and West Branch of the DuPage River 

contaminated with Thorium and da•ighter products of Thorium Decay. Attachment #4 to 

\ 
"1Y report c;I.early shows the Thol"'i•11n soil concentrations ranging from + 1 0  to + 50 pCl/g 
( picocuries per gram ) .  The concentrations presented in this report are not r.ecessarily 

the maximum levels as 

no samples were taken from the bottom of Kress Creek to locate areas o f  maximum direct 

radiation. The EPA has stated "These standa�ds are appropriate for clean-up. There-

fore clean-up of the radioactive contamination in the environmnet is required . "  

I n  the Draft EIS Volu�e 1 ,  Chapter S .  page 5 . 1 � 2- 1 3 ,  the proposed J 6  site en�roacr.�ent 

of Kress Creek will cover the entire width of the flood plain . This encroachment is 

on.ly 2 . 53 Kilor.eters up stream from the start of the co,;taminated area. The DCE admHs 

this i s  a "measurable im�act with some potential for mitigation through design layout 

or cr..a:1�el di'lersion . 

I say this will require years of mitigation before the EPA allows channel diveriscn 

that may cause flooding down stream, and only before the contaminated area of Kress 

Creek is cleaned up. 

Because of the open dump of low level radioactive waste at Kerr McGee , the contaminated 

Kress Creek and West Branch DuPage River, Ten Nuclear Power Plants , 1 25 NRC licenses , 

we don ' t  need tbe SSC eite here in Northern Illinois adding more radiocactive 

contamination to our soil , water and air. 

llA. 1 - 1042.. ----------
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LETTER (CONT!f:>JUED) 

G�orge Schramer 

In closing, my h;::-rr.e is not on tbe pr·oposed r.ing ,  but my place of employr:ent is J.ocat'3d 

dir-ectly on J3 and according to the Draft EIS, th:i.a p.roper-ty qualifies for take over 

by the DOE. 

2 Would you gentleme!l of �he DOE like to ha\'e the honor of informing my fellow 1000 

employees that th�y must be relocated? Especially those who alr-eady have been 

relocated at my plant from �s far away as California and New York ! 

I don r t  want wasteful governrnel!t t!i-Tech projects to replac e � &f:f�icent , 

private sector, le.s.ding-edge technolog:,..� enterpri.ses . 

KEBP THE SSC OUT OF ILl.INOIS 

llA. 1 - I G?43_ 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

THORHJ:\l 
SCH. CCNCE:NTRt.TlONS 

:--l ·  �·,'.J > 10 ;.:Cl/g Gj > 20 pCi/g 
m > SO pCl/g 

0 so 
METERS 

F:CU:U: 14. Map cf K=tss Creek 5ai:Yaen the Seem 5,..,.,,. Outfall 
c'1 Joy Raad Ir.d:lc:acing !aul Thonua Concauc:racicno 
in Soil. 

27 
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LETTER 918 

0 S!J 
METERS 

{CONTINUED) 

F!G'u"!U: L'. M.tp af Kress Creel<. a .. c.,un Joy Roaci and wilson Scree: 
Irldka.ti.,g !oc1.l Thorium Conc:entrac1ons i<l Sail. 

ZS 
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0 50 
METERS 

(CONTINUED) 

> 10 pCi/g 

> 20 pCi/g 

> 50 pCl/g 

F!CU!t! 16. Map of iCr!lu Cruk Be�aen :.lihon St=••t •nd 
Illinois iouce 39 Indicating !ccal Thorii.m 
Concancracions in Soil . 
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(CONTINUED) 

THORIUM 
SOIL CONCENTRATIONS D > 10 pCl/g 

rru > 20 pCi/g 

m > SO pCl/g 

N 
t j r--+!--""E 

s 
0 so 

METERS 

FICUll! 17. Hap of Kreaa Creek Between Illinoi• · Routa 59 and th• OuPas• 
liver Indicacin1 Total Thorium Concancracion• in Soil. 

JO 
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LETTER 

SSC statement 

SSC Site Task Poree 
Uni led States Department of iCnergy, ER - 65 
W1:1.shjngtcn. D.C. 20545 

(30 1 )-353-6578 
For tht<; reeord: 

�;ke Isely 
October 7,  1988 

'dike rse!y 

736 Fellows St 
St Charles fl, 601 7-1 

Home: (312 )-584-3510 
Work: (312)-840-2'184 

I am a citizen concer�ed about th� SSC in Illinois. I ;;im not against it. I £m ro: it. 
What 1 am concerned �bout is the impact that CATCH may be h3.ving upon the decision 
"'hether or not to siti'! it here. 

Yes, r work for FerrnUab (eomput�r P-ngineer, ACP, Hese2.rch Division) .  Bi.a unlike 
many others, l am not worried about !osirg my job ir the SSC does not sho.: u p  her'!. 
Chances are eventually I will b?. wherever the SSC v;Ul te. 

! do not speak for FermHab: I do not s�1eak for the state government. I cto not 
' repre�ent any particular organization for <:>r a;:;ninst the SSC. l speak for myse!r. and 

frankly i am outragBd at the scare tacrtcs 2 ;-�d rr.islnformation that CATCH has been 
heaping upon c!tjzens in tr.e Fox Valk�y area. 

Nobody has brainwashed !!le wh;h pse u•io-facts about what the SSC � ill or wHl not 

11-0. I can see plain as day ail the fluff th:t.t CATCH is inflicting on us. 

Consider this scenario: You and about 200 others live i.n an area where the SSC is 

going to need land. It is f3.ir1y obvious that y0u may not be living there long becauae of 
it. or ccur.se you don't want it.  But those 2•JO voices aren't nearly strong enough to 
cause a change of decizh>n. So, if you were in this posHion. what w0uld yon do to stop it? 

The answer is simple: Use misinformation and scare tactics to confuse as many 
oth9rs as possible that they don't want the SSC either. That is exactiy what CATCH Is 
doing now. I can only hope that you reali.ze this too. 

I! not, aliow me to present some examples to illustrate what ls hap;>ening: 

Last June while at the local Geneva Swed i�h days, I had the misrortune to walk by 
a CATCH booth. Whereupon I was immediately ac�osi.ed by a !�.<:ly w!th the phrase ··no you 

want your well to go dry? Sign tills petition and stop it ! • .  If l owned a well and was 
worried about such a thing, l might be persuaded t.o sign it. But we all know that perhaps 
50 wells might be closed because of the SSC (320 are within the site). But CATCH used 
that tactic on me and maybe ev en 20,000 others to get signatures on their petitil)n ! 
Unless there are 4000 people per well in the Kaneville area, then 19,950 of those 
signatures were signed under th.i false belief that their wells would be lost. 

Maybe I'm taking that example to extreme. But CATCH has inven:ed and 

misinterpreted other facts to g<?t t.heir v!e'-¥ across. 

( ])  

l !A. 1 - l�B 



LETTER 

SSC statement 

(CONTINUED) 

t.like lsely 
October 7,  1 988 

!'or e_umrle, CATCH published a flyer (which was placed In my hands at Gene\•a 
Swedish days and on my windshield &t a su permarket) which states U1at "The total land 
area ne.:ded for the SSC would be 1 5,830 acres (includes Fermilab land). Other areas may 
be !ll;eded as construction procf!eds." Although this statement by itself ls t•3clmi cally 
correct, It is still a GROSS misrepresentation ot the truth. Any person off the street 
wou!d see that and lmmediately thir,k "Wow, 1 5,000 acres are gotr.g to be taken for the 
SSC." What ls not sa!d is that most of that is underground i:asement. What ga!ls me even 
more than that is the fine print about Fe?'rnilah land being l�ciudod. F'er;nilab ls 6800 
acres by Itself! 

CATCH is doing anything it can to point out prob.fems 0-lowever "mythic-al) 
co�cerning the SSC. Yesterday, dur�ng the first session of hBarlngs in the g;imnasiGm 
(Wc;bcrnaie Valley Hlgh School, ! 0/6illll) they said two things which are mutually 
exclnsive. One speaker l'rom CATCH said sorrcething about Jobs actually being loot 
because the land bs:ing taken over would prevent d�?velopnent rrom occurring (I think his 
example was 300 acres could suppcrt 8000 jcbs or some statistic l!ke that). Then ln 
another speech, con!'erns we:-e raised th.at develo;mtent caused by the SSC t4'ouid i:ause 
too great a strain on the local water table. In :ny o p : nion, I'm snte that those 8000 lost 
jobs would put a much heavier strain on the water tabie than the SSC. These peopl� 
aren't even correlating their arguments ! They are saying anythirig they can that w!li 
make them look good. 

Along the same l!nes CATCH is comphin!ng r.bout all the constructlon noise. That 
argument could be used for any kittd or developmc�r-,t, even housing. What's more. if thf!:se 
"8000jobs" were a reality, certainly tt:c>re would be construction truffle associated '.> >th 
that too. 

Perhaps the worst argu ments I t:�ard came rrom CATCH membt?rs who d ld11't even 
know what they were talki n g  abo u t .  I cite as an example Kathy Tardy at Campton 
Township, who associated the SSC wa\ .;. nuc!ear reactor, a weapons plant, and then went 
on to connect it w!th Ager.t Ornnge and the Vietnam \l'ar. I am sorry Kathy that ycu knew 
someone who was €-xposed to Ag«nt Orange, but it has NOTHING to do with the SSC! Let's 
try and stay on the subjact. 

While on the subject r;f rndioacti vity, CATCH cites a scientist (I be ii eve a o.,ctor 
Mueller) as saying that no radioactivity, no matter how low, is safe. I take exception to 
thllt. The SSC, as you know, produces an unmeasi.ratle amo:int of radicac!.lvity at the 
surface, effectively ZERO. E u t  no, CATCH hs.s latched on to this dirty word 
"radioactivity" and slandered the S3C with it. 

Another Interesting point. however minor, was raised during the hearings. I knew 
before that the EIS found 850 acres or Wilt.lands w i thin the boundaries at the SSC. CATCH 

took that and went en to say that 85C• acres "w\11 be destroyed" by the SSC (check the 
hearing records; I know tt.at phrase was repeated multiple times).  We aiready know that 
650 ot those acres are on tt,e Fermilah grounds and that 500 o r  those 65C were created 
AFTER Fermilab was built.  1'h i3 !eaves 200 acres that might be affected. And nmv ;r we 
do a little probabil!ty analysis (maximum of 3000 su rface acres of 0 5000-6800=8200) 
would actually be acquired, or 36% or the total area), then we find that 36% of that 200 
acres, or 72 acres of wetlands are really in any c!ang�r of being affected. 
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SSC statement 
Mike lsel.Y 

OCtQber 7, l 88S 

I have now mentioned a small sample of f:.lsc points that CA'I'CH is making to 
prevent the SSC from being sited h�re (there are many o�hers, like the "helium factoriei;", 
or the real estate value Issue). But the purpose of this letter is not to refute all o! 
CATCH's fa�ts, the purpose is to sr.ow what CATCH ls doing to Fox Valley residents and 
(hop.�fully not), you. 

y,);J see, this Is th� sort of stuff that CATCH is flinging at anybody who wili listen. 
I only wish that lllinols would launch an eqiriEy vocal campaign to counter it. Bo?ca.use 
as a result� all that local voters are he�ring arB what CATCH. is saying. And i n  the m�nds 
of most people. when something is stated eno11gh times. it becomes raet by defaalt. T�d s 
Is how CATCH h!!.s rilled their petition. 

Fcrt�nately though n'Jt everybody ca� bP- S>&�yed so easily. There really is lo�al 
suppo!'t f:>r the ssc. only it is not so vocal a�d as well organL�ed as CATCH. 

\Hien the site is finally conside�ed for the SSC, I sinc9re!y hope that or.!y the r•,al 
facts are used !n making the d�cision. The decisioa maker must peel back the layers upon 
layers of false facts, accusations and statements made about the SSC and take a look at 
the real issues; 

In rr.y opinion, I only see one real problem wio:h the SSC in Illinois, which I heard in 
o n l y  one CATCH speech ( I  was there in  the first session of the hearing): 

The spe3ker was the resident or Campton Township (I can't rel'!ember the namH) 
who f!eured out that the EB service area was going to be in his front ya!"d. [ am sor�r for 

tills pers•rn. I am sorry for the shoddy way in which Governor Thompson has fail9d to 
notify him er this. If I were in h is position, I would myself be quite ticked a:iout it too. 
(But that does NOT give CATCH a right to make :.:p facts, exaggerate and slander every 
other aspect of the SSC.) 

But ! also see benA:flts of the SSC, the m0�t i:rnportaftt or which is savirtgs. In th�se 
times I have seen teeth painfully pulled in order to 0xtr'l.ct a million or two doilars or 
savings hPrc and there. One simply cannot Ignore the at least one!ltllion dollars that can 
be saved by siting the SSC here. This la simply too great a number to pass u p .  

Also consider that Illinois ranks 50th in faderal funding. I believe that the SSC 
would a g.3od step I n  correcting that deficiency. 

Don't get me wrong. I am not a heartless person when it comes to displacing people. 
I just don't believe that many are going to be displaced .  I don't believe CATCH's belier 
in that the SSC would cause thousands to lose their jobs. 

What I do believe ls what Fermilab has shown by example and CATCH has blatantly 
ignoi·ed: Thousands or jobs will be created. Billlons of dollars will be in,jected Into the 
local economy. 

And of all the types or industry that mi"l:u. appear in �he western suburhs in the 
next twenty years, an accelerato1, would be the one least likely to destr•J;- the 

<3> 
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SSC statement 

(CONTINUED) 

Mike !sely 
October 7. 1 988 

environment. Fermllab has not dflstroyed the environment. On the con trary, it has 
reinforced and rekindled It (the prairie project In the ring center is a shln!ng example of 
this). 

Remember, the decision must be based on the facts about the SSC. Carc!ully look 
over the savings in placing it here. Consider that experience already here both in 

operating it and in building the tunnel. Consider the pre-e�istence of Fermilab and the 
time savings to be had in not having to build another injector. 

Do not consider the politics. Recently I read (in several newspapers) that the 
Reagan Administratio.n is considering "gi»ing" it to Texas. Is this the same 
administration that worked to t�lm the budget to the last dollar? Or ls this the 
administration that will do A NYTH!!l!G to get George Bush elected? I am very disappointed 

in you Ron. 

And, yes. consider the opposition. But when doing so. look at their real facts. not 
the rabricat!ons. And remember who is really part or the opposition; I assure you It is far 
f?om 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 bel!eve that siting the SSC In Illinois would benefit everybody. 
It would be a major mistake to look this state over and than spend the extra biliion to put 
it In Texas (or elsewhere). 

After attending that hearing, I personally feel that the SSC Is not going to be here. 
But if the decision really does come out against ll!inois, I certainly hope that it  is for a 
legitimate reason ,  not because some very vocal minority bullied and threatened their way 
into forcing It. That would be the greatest shame or all . 

Sincerely. �CJtr 
Mike lsely 
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• 

PALEOl'TOLOGY I I  

2 

•con t i ngency procedures" are ment ioned to handle foss i l  remains . In l ight o f  

the lack o f  legislat ion protecting fossil s ,  these procedures could b e  s u b j e c t  t o  

�ea t  i n t erp�eta t i o n .  Much valuable reDources would b e  compromised if t h e  

decicion to s i te the S S C  i n  I l l inois i s  based o n  such unspe c i f i c  language . 

In relation to Pal eontological resource a c t i v i t ies during preconst�uc t ion , many 

i tems are men t i oned that are unclea r .  Nothing i s  mentioned a b o c t  who w i l l  
-

determine "re�ource characterizat ion . "  Perhaps a · P.tyeicist or an adminis trator A 
w i l l  d e c i d e  which resources are signi figa n t ?  Also mentioned in t h i s  context are 

cons u l t a t ions " w i t h  concerned groups and indiv i dual s . " I t  is not mentio�ed in 

rel a t i on to I l l inois if any local groups or experts have been contacted . Or 

perhaps the DOE intends to contact them a f t e r  resources have been urcovered and 

perhaps par t i a l l y  destroyed by a bull-dozer? 

Men t i o n  is made o f  developing "paleontological resource research • • •  as necessary . "  

Also , " R eport preparation for agencies as necessary . "  One must ask who w i l l  
, --

d e c i d e  wha t i s  necessary? This language leaves too much open for interpreta tion . 

It is admi t t e d  in Appendix 1 5  t h a t  " . . .  the a rea h a s  n o t  been s y s tema � ica l l y  

surveyed . • •  " Noth ing concern ing � i t  w i l l  be s y s t ema tical l y  surveyed , i f  a t  

a l l
1

1s men tione d .  

In describing wha t w a s  to b e  mapped i n  a geologic t ime sens e ,  i t  i s  s t a t ed : 

"Pre-qua�nary loca l i t ies were not mapped because they lie w i th in bedrock . •• 

This statement seems very s t range because the SSC tunnel w i l l  l i e  in t h e  bedrock • 

.. 
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PALEONTOLOGY II 

n.e bedrock contains very old !os,,113 of "ertebrate animsl life .  Thi.-. is where 

it wi l l  be likely to find the !"ema.ins or dinosaurs and mastodons . But the 

paleantological 3urvey in Appendix l5 concerns i t s e l f  with just the most recent 

geological period ( Quaternary ) .  Th i s  period produces main l y  fossilized p l a n t s  

ano invertebrate a n i m a l s  according to an expert in the fiel d .  While these are 

important , the fact that the tunneling in the bedMJck was dismissed so ea3 i l y  

leads one to be l i eve that anythjnR round in the bedrock 'aill not be handled 

appropriate l y .  The research concerning the other states ' paleontolog i c a l  evalu-

atiom• involves itsel f with much deeper and there fore !lltlCl'l older periods of t ime . 

One :m;5t ask why Illinois did not nrap older geologic strata p...,sent at the 

propose<l sit&? It is very obvious that the SSC will distur� strata m>JCh older 

than the Qua�nary period . There have been mastodons found in the area or the 

proposed ring. This i s  a glaring omission i n  Appendix 1 5 .  

Language that is not precise i n  a report coneerning i rreplaceable resources· 

could imperi l our tmlocated preh-istoric legacy. Perhaps the quality or 

research presented to the DOE and the public should be amended and updated b e fore 

s i te selec tion? Kaw can a responsible decision be nracte 11Sing incomplete and 

inappropriate informa t i'.)n? 

KEEP THE SSC OUT OF ILLINOIS 
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LETTER 

TESTIMONY 

Before 
Department of Energy 

Superconducting Super Collider 
Draft En.•lronmental Impact Statement 

October 7, 1988 

by 
·Bernard P. Killian, Director 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Thank you for the cpportunity to parttcip.ate ln this hea ring on t?ie Su?erconducting 

Super Co!lider draft Environmental Impact State ment, and to discuss the role 

of the ll!!nois EPA In the preparatory work that will lead to the Department 

of Energy's selection of a site for the SSC. l wou!d like to provide a very brief 

overview of the ll!inois EPA's authority and respons!blilites and a summary of 

our review of the draft ElS. 

In Ill inois, administration of the State's environmental programs is sl\ared by 

l ilinois EPA, the Pollut!on Control Board, the Department of Energy and Natural 

Resources and the Attorney General. C reated by the Environmental Protection 

Act of 1 970, !EPA is empowered to perform Inspections, conduct monitoring, 
answer complaints, and process grants. \lie are also the State's environmental 

perm itt[ng and enforcement agency and we have the primary responsibil ity for 

carrying out the programs that are delegated co the State under the major federal 
environmental laws. Each of those laws - the Clean \\iater Act, the Clean A ir 

Act, the Safe Drinking Water Act, and the Resource Conservation and Recovery 

Act -- Includes some form of partnership structure under which the Agency has 

met the requirements to become a front-llne manager cf the national 
-program. 

Thus, while we continue co carry out our duties in the State en•1ironmental 

\ 
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programs. we af.sv have been delegated various authorities in the manageme�t 

of the national safe drinking water, air poUution, underground injection contro!p 

water pollution and llazadous \\'aste programs. T'i.e result is a blending of 

complementary red;:';rai a:id st:ate elements which work Ln co:tceort to protect 

the environment in Illinois. 

The Agency's p:irr:_ary rotee and per�aps the k.-sy to effectJ::re imp!errientaticn 
of our environmental requirements, is c;ie permit proc�ss� Our review of the 

d_raft Enviro!!mental Impact: Statement and SU?porting documentation has, 

tt'1erefurep fo�used prfr:1a�Hy oa appHcable state and federal permitting 

require�1ents for an aspect.:.: of the pr.:;posed SSC� 

ln general, ll!l<tois EPA techni.ca! staff rev¥.ew pl�ns and specificat!ons for proposed 

polktion scur�es and poU:.ition control facilities. T�ese reviews ate conducted 

to insure that the processes ��d eqtdpme.1t that will be used in the project will 

m�et the federal and state regulatiorts and req:ltrements for pollat!on concr.ol...., 

If a project cannot meet these requ.irer!'lern:sr a permit canuot b� issued. 

1 Our conclusion is that several federal and state permrts wtll be required before 

construction and operation of the SSC and associated projects can begi.n. Briefly, 

they are: 

• i�ational Pollutant Dlscharge Elirr:.ination System permits wiU be req11ired 

during construction for tunnel dewa�ering. Ongoing water removal from the 

tunnel an!! discharged cooliag water will also require permit�. State construction 

and operating permits will be nece.ssary before any new waste treatment and 

water tre.'l tment facilities may be built. 

' 
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• A Se,;�ion 401 -,r,-a-;er q�talh:y review and c�rtith:atkn wnl l"'e required it' 
a federal permit �s ne�:essary for cons;-ruction in tf'�e wetlands areas. 

" State air poButicn i:o�trol cons!ruction and crerati!".g permits wiH be required 
for the g:Js fi:ed bonl!rs tr.at wHl be used tc heat tl".e fac !Ht y .  In addi.,!cn, t?-.ere 

4- have been o!veral !'S'.Sues raised Ct)!1cerning constructi0.:: dust ::md air qu.a.Hty in 

the Bata·;i;a, area, Terry Sweitzer# permit mar.sger of the Agency's Divtcdon cf 
.. 

Air Polludol! Ccn.t�c?, wUl dts.·.::uss l:hese ti.Yo rr.atte:;s in suti;equent test:f!,onr. 

WhHe we have not r-eceived t!-1e permit ap.,:-Hcations that win te necessary for 

U!i to make final decisslo:n.s on any cf these' questions� b�sed on our re·Jiew of 

the drsft E1S a�1d the 11upportbg documenta::ion, we ha•1e ccnctucted t!"iat the 

p�c.ject pre'1t'!nts ne�ther u;iresc:vable issues ricr threars to the area's environmtmt. 

5 We believe the environment.a! contro!s that will be necessary can be b�pleme-nted 

successfully ·i • .:.th a.vai:atie and pro�·en technique!}. 

F inal!y, I s�.ou!d add that our regulatory rer.pcntiibHities wou�d not .stop when 

construction of the SSC hsd been completed. We would cont�nue to exercise 

our duties thro!.!gh lr�pectlons and monitoring throughout the life of the facility. 

Th:ank you. 

l lA. 1 -



i. 

LETTER 0 2.�--

Rough Dra!t Only: DO NOT QUOTE 
Sq;itcmlx:r 15, i9ga 

C;;ntact: DiA."E CAROL BAST 3i2/427-3060 

Sl:PERCO:\Dt:"C'fI�G Sl:PER COLLIDER: SLPER BOONDOGGLE? 

by Craig Jone;; 
f� :.... 
b :J '  1 \-

The s:iperco;1duc:hg super collider (SSC) is the subject of fr11ense in:erest among 
government officials in the seven :Hates, in.:ludin� Jl!inois, that are finalists in a U.S. 
Departi:lent of Energy compnilion for the multioillion-dollar proje.::t. Proponents of 
locating the SSC in Iiiinois h'.i.ve emphasized its potential value to the state s ei:onomy in 
terms of new jobs and increased tax revenues. But like so many taxpayer-funded 
projects tou!ed for their ernno:-nic development poten:ial, the SSC mav not yield the 
ben�fits dahncd for it. "' 

Part I of this paper offers an overview of the U.S. De{'artment of Enerw's super· 
conducting �uper _coliider proje(:t . •  In Pa". II._ the author con>!ders the economic be�efits 
of the SSC trom me perspe,tr.-e ot the Illrno1s taxpa)'er. While the data presented m 
this section are derived fro.TI the Stille of Illinois' site proposal, rea.ders in all seven 
states competing for the SSC, as well as federal taxpayers across the country, will find 
much of the material useful to deve!opinaz informed opinions on the prnje�'t. In Pan m, 
"How Much Will lllinois Pay?" the author emtblishes the costs cf the SSC projecL This 
an;�l}sis of lhe be.ndits and costs of the SSC projer.t call; into question its value in 
forthering ecm1omic development. The autl:�)r cor,rJ..,Jes fro:n this analysis that state 
governmem offidah who support the SSC for its eccom:c development poti::ntill.l should 
reconsider >he evidence. 

If, on the o•�:er ha:id, state government officials seek the SSC primarily for 
prestige and the exciteme!lt of gure knowledge gathering, they should make their goals 
clear - and disCU$Sioa of the S.,C's importance shoi:!d focus 011 these 11oals. In Pan IV, 
the author examines the ca£e for tax funding of "pure res-:arch," as weil as the SSCs 
value as a pure research project. A summar1 and concluding remarks constitute Part V. 
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I. Background 

(CONTINUED) 

The proposed SSC is an experimental devi.:e that would enable scientists to con
tinue their search for a belier understanding of the fundamental nature of matter. This 
is an exciting area of research w!th important implications for physics and philosophy as 
well a� other disciplines. Although it is considered "pure" as opposed to "applied" 
research, proponents of the SSCs construction and operation anticipate a great deal of 
economic spin-off as new high technology companies locate near the SSC, resulting in a 
"h;gh-tech corridor." Alf-O claimed are large numbers of new jobs generated by the 
inflow of roughly $4.4 billion in federal tax monies. And, since the national g�ernment 
currently returns fewer tax dollars to Illinois than to other 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 tn diameter, with 
access shafts every two-and-one-half miles. Those who support its siting in Illinois claim 
thal Fermilab < 2 > can be used as an injector - a facility that accelerates protons to a 
required velocity before they are injected into the larger SSC for acceierauon to the 
highest velocities. Two bea1ns of accelerated pro10ns will travel in opposite directions in 
the SSC. These beams of protons will collide at six points on the collider ring. and the 
debris from these collisions would be studied in an attempt to funher scientists' under· 
standing of the universe. Unlike Fermilab, which is. entirely contained on federal land, 
the SSC collider ring would be under many homes, schools, and businesses. Surface land 
for the project wouid be taken near Fermi!ab, near Kaneville, Illinois. and at the access 
shaft sites every two-and-one-half miles along the ring. In addition, subsurface ease
ments would be required under propem to which owners would reta.in title. A total of 
3.7C-8 acres of surface land and 8,140 acres of subsurface easements < 3 >  would be seized 
by the State of Illinois and. donated to the national government free of all encumbrar.ces 
and at no cost to the national !<JVernment. 

The competition for the SSC besan in April 1987, 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 twentv-six states. DOE-screened proposals 
were submitted for evaluation by the National Academy of Sciences and National Academy 
of En¥ineering. In December 1987, eight finalists - Arizona, Colorado, l!!inois, Michi· 
gan, New York, North Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas - were seiected. Shortly after 
the announcement, Governor Mario Cuomo withdrew New York State from the competilion 
amid substantiai local opposition to t�e proposed New York State SSC site. 

Final site selection was to have been completed by July 1988. However, the 
a.'lnouncement has been postponed until November 1988 at the earliest. Observers of tlle 
projeci·s development have speculated that the delay reflects an astute politic:.! strategy: 
As the list of competitors for the SSC grows shorter, congressional support for the 
project will weaken, since fewer states stand to gain from the project. Ultimately, the 
success in Congress of the SSC proposal may depend on obtaining at least some funding 
before the final site announcement is made, further eroding congressional support. At 
the time of this writing, funding for the SSC was not a certainty. 

To sell the SSC to taxpayers and Jar.downers in Illinois, those who favor siting 
the SSC in Illinois have emohasized economic development, advancing three primary 
arguments: the projected birth of a high technology corridor in the SSC area. the 
alleged creation of thousands of jobs by the inflow of federal and state tax dollars, and 

• 2 • 
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th:e s.::Jidpated cost sa;"i�bS (to the na�iou�l g�venl.'f�ent) ofu.siDf' 1!)e CY.is.Ii.Ill£: fcrmirabi 
in..�!,a.He;;:fon, The� arg-�1ver::.ts m:-e cons�dered below. 1 

In ddh�mi.. pro;xnients oi shills the. SSC in Illinoi:o raise :m a:i;am.:ia \S.a{ tan!M!I 
be igoxm:d. bl...'>t merits only IW..ef atteimon !'!�re. Th� lWnois De1)'1>!1n>e.11" of E!'.l<!rgy and 
Jllaairal 11��0;1�,;:i:� has forecasi tha& Ferm:l;;;b ma\: be doo,ed ;f Ul.\�il-:s is DOt the sdec:.� 
si�.e fr.:!' tte S.�.C .. St.ate c;ffkizh !.;�:·;� attempted h) qa.antii}' tl� lesses in emP:llyme� 
i!JKl !n�Gme 1.ha1 would ripple through '.he IiliU?is. eronooy. < 4 > B�t rninofa u.1p;iyers 
nee.;; r..:it be c::ir...:ern�.d l:ly the St2.cf/S dm:'. predic-.ioos. Tiie U.S. Depar•m.�:af o! !;,ne;g:.<·� reC'ei���y re-.�c:M�i! Draft £ta'it°UJVt?£!J!o1 lnip'1 Stt>J�ment (.DEIS) c��ly sUH-1l'$. "'the opetz_
tfo11 af fermifa!> is eqie�d to CTJa!hlue re;!.arGles:; of tt1,e rn-ese."lte or a!>Seo;(:C of :I-le 
SSC" <5> Bec.imse Fermilab Ol?l:i'a1e5 c:ider the jurisdic!ioo of ihe U.S., gn...en1!1'..en� the>. 
ii:!lhm of this study accepts the l' S Depanr,:;ent of Energy's a:;simmce; comwning the fa�e cf ilia.& f:icihzy. 

?ro:,')()11e11ts of the I!liZ!('i;; she envi,,ion !he birili ol' a high te<lmul.<'ifJ co�· 
ifrl<ir in t:ie neighborhood of ;he SSC. �y de nol e:;p!ain, l1owever,. why !16 
SllCh omidor e.xis1s in ih:: area of Ferw.ila;i, a !e:lding paniclc jlh�ic:; rt:s.eatclo! 
fadlitj. Today. !he ror;Mors of deveiopmem are so.;th., at Napcl'11Hle. al'ltl- arorig 
the Northwest,'follway - nCJt in th� area of B.:113\lia :u1d Fe:rmilao. "Q!ihe fac;m!>
ly," !!Otes M:wor Jeffn�-, Shielke of Batavi� "history has shown 1J;:11 th:: ;;;lJ had 
11\!le or no e{feCl en oor ;ie:.-eklpmen.t." ., ti> . 

Re!,earc.liers fm: the Office o�T�cl:ooJ.ogy Aw..ssn;ent o!i the Cong•es>Wn..;;1 
Rese:lorch S<!rvi<:e - Sdem.-e Policy Research Di'ii;;ion :iJso diret!ly l'Ql'llf:'•dkt &..e 
rogge.s1ioa that a high :edmclrJSY corridor will de"dop arO'.t::.d tl1e SSC, vY th:tt 
tlle;o:: "'"11 be !ig:iifii:am ewnomk ret>.m:: t(i) tfie project� 

E·:onomists have fou:id a strong positive conelation be1wcen 
research and dcvelomnent (.R&D) spending and eoooomic g;'•'.H<� 
They have estimated pm ate re1i:ms in ace:;s of 2G pc�.;:e•U per 
11eu and social returns in excess olf 40 percent oo pnvate S£ct•U k&D cxpen<liDJ!es. They have noJ been able 10 show oompaiable 
re•:usm, and at umes have been !lllable to show a.'1}' retu1-r.s. on 
fctlen;J R&D ellner.Jitures. e."tcel;)t for 561l"te applied research 
programs in a�'1cu!i\ll'e, aeronautics. and energ)I de.'i.igned la 
1mpro"e indu><rW produn�"'ity. < 1 > 

f'emiil:ib and 1he pi:opos.ed SSC a�e ro:lati«ly llure re�n:!l faciliiies. 
Unlike mofe applied res.eaieh, S\l<'l'l researd1 ter.ds to result in tin.le loc.i!->pin a!l 
of high technoicigy business. Referring to hopeful rompeiitors for the SSC who 
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LETTER -�.<-.:::2_2....;___ (CONTINUED) 

1. 

2. 

Source; 

have visited Batavia. Mayor Shielke said, "They think i1's goin� to be like Disney
land, where outside 1he gate you have 150 motels and everythmg else springing 
up. I tell them - no way." < 8 > 

B. Joti Creation in the Host State 

The claim that there will be secondary ("induced") employment in the local 
and stale economies as a result of SSC construction and operation are based on 
estimates made by the state's Depanment of Energy and Natural Resources in its 
Supplement to the Site Proposal for the Superconducting Super Collider in Illinois, 
Volume 3 (hereinafter "Supplement"). < 9 >  The projected gains are shoY.n below in 
Table 1. A careful analysis will show these estimates to be fraught with inac-
curacy and illogic . .  

Economic Impact 
Component 

Jobs �a) Construction 
b) Manufacturing 

(c) Services �d) Retail Trade 
e) Wholesale Trade 

Table 1 
Annual Average Gains Due 

to an SSC in Illinois 
· 

Construction 
Period 

1,300 
2,000 1,000 

760 

Operation 
Period 

1()() 
80 1,560 

300 
(f) Finance, Insurance, 

280 300 
and Real Estate 275 220 

(g) Assorted Others 385 1,040 

Total employment 6,000 3,600 

Income 
(a) Real Dis1>osable 

Personal Income $148 million S97 million 

Table 5 -. Economic Impact on Illinois; Alternative Scenarios for the SSC. in 
Supplement to the Site Proposal for the Superconducting Super Collider in 
llli11ois, Volume 3 - Environmental Assessment, page 106 . 

• 4 -

llA. 1 - l(i;,&_I_ __ 



4 

LETTER _'1:.....=2.=2. __ 

1. Jlow Mul:ip!ier Analysis Works 
Careful attenticn must be paid to the "induced" emf.loyment claimed for 

the SSC. Induced employment 1s determined by u.si.ng a multipli<U"' - a 
factor by which primary employment can be multiplied to arrive at an 
cstim?.te of secondary employment. A simplified version of the multiplier 
formula may be deiJicted as follows: < 10> 

TE " E(l.O + m) 

Where: 

TE • the total esrimated employment. 

E Pri�ary employment {workers employed directly at rhe 
proJCCl) 

m the employment multiplier 

If 1,000 workers arc directly employed in tbe construction of a given 
project, and the multiplier is .3, then 

TE = 1000(1.0 + .3) = 1300 

Accordin_g to multiplier ana!ysi:;, total employment attnoumble to the 
construction 01 this. hypot!Jetical project is 1.300, althou�h just 1,000 work
ers are direcdy cmpklyed. The remaining 300 jobs ue induced" or second-
ary employment. · 

Utilizing an Opcllllions rather than a ronstr.1ction mul!iplier, tbis.simpl'e 
equation may also be applied to the operadons phase of the project. < 11 > 

2 Omllenging the mubiplier numbeTl used. 
The authors of the Supplement do not mali:e explicit the multiplier 

numbers used in their estimates of employment. Nor is it an easy wk: to 
calculate the multiplier based on the state's estimates of direct employment 
during the operations period at the proposed SSC - the:se estimates h::ve 
changed over the course of the site proposal's development, and it i� di<fi
cult to know which is currently in use. < 12 > 

If the direct employment at the SSC duriflg the CDP«tro!:tion phase is 
assumed to be the 1,300 coostru«ion job$ identified in Taal.:: l above, I.he 

- s • 
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multiplier for tl:e constructio:i p�:riod fo found to b-� 3.6. < 13 > If ibe direc-i 
emplOyment at the SSC during i,lle ciperation phase is assumed to be 800 jobs, < H > the mu:luplier for rte Q'µeniiion ·period is foun<l 10 be 33. < 15 > The remainh� employmen! - 4,'.'01) jaV§ during the cor.strue'iion pha;e and 
2;500 jobs dtmng the operatkm phase -· is imfacc:il emplcymem pm.i!:<U:JI on!y o::i the basis of the mul!!.jj:>,:ie!'. 

Multipliers of 3.6 and 3.5 are e1:trrnti>din:u� lllgh. � is .fai m".lre 
com."ll.on to finrl c-.>�truction multi,plie;:c; f�r higni:y ,.ra,pltal-inten.;;ive. �mr1loy-· 
meet m 1.he range ot_ 1.0 to 23., an<Cl oper<t··umi mulnphers-(beca:ise ·tllfcy .:ue 
ler.s opital ;men.<;ive� in an evc:1:1 lcw1er range. < 16 > Whil>! ·it may be ;i•zueil 
that tunneling ai..Wlity i!o u11l.1Su&!ly capnlll intei15ivc, th!lre i� 110 rea�l'.lll l;!l 
believe <hat such activity would accomi:t for I!\ muliip!ll'<• e�1ima;e a! lea�·i 
double wha1 is cypii::-al, rior d1ie� � 1u"11eHrigjuMif1"2.iivu f.�pfam a>• ;ipern
tfons muhip!ie1 at. lc!a5l !.httt tim.-,5 wh<l1 i� fypic:J. 

En Scpv:�1ber 19�.�q the V �S. D���rro-Aen� of Energy r�!�.a.se� �t() [h"iitfl 
EnPiromnemaJ Jmpvcr Srate,·:>:a1r, i'.£ n: .. Jiiin:.� 'h'j hw. il':esemed lri lbs 
docum.e£�t is }·et �n(�ther SSf' l!·{�on�n::'lic .lw,tpact study� The muh.iµHe.r� u . ..;eci � the DOE are am ti" cifferent fvom �:l';c� ll!;ed m; th"' :S:1l!.te of 3lli:ml_•· 
Co�'t-�tn.acnon peifod rn?J:lti!1Hcrs :rA't'e t(lt8g;��)'. 1JJ., While; �r:nion.s .. pen.od 1m.t!ttphen; arn a;:ipm11imate<!y U7 .. < ::J i.- Th�.sc vllfo�s a:re .-,ensider:iblyfo•Pe'' 
than 1110se pre:.er.ted in the S'uppfemem .. C:illin£ fato gue!niim the ai�et1r2cy 
of OOrh stud��s .. which $ne.ged?.y ;;.�r�p3�" �o the: sa.r:�e p�if:•:ie�i work f�·rcttQ 

fo :1<!,faiw:1, tlie DOE assu�eo'f':,.:ii me e:dr� o�tilln; pe;i(ld·10 .. 01l·k fQrC<.\ i�nduding o�.rat:�or�� •i(_��,ter� .pf!asei.J 1n du�h1�; "�e ronstruct!tw periot�. 
wo;1lil oe new empm.,ee§ m lll.mms, < J!l:;. foa�. l!i., amm:r,, 10 pm1ex'iwr,s 
,,J:Jde {]:.; :ite Stare· a.f 1iL�o� i'?'T:i:lt: «)$ ir:!'; '44iintke�� cu.rrenfry erll.lp��yed �:i 
Fermiiab would be im::grn:;erl faw Wt 55'.C. Ai:h1ocatt:s of !he S5C m Uli:r;..'li;; 
are f�,ced v.-ith z. diier.nm�� ·If t.'1eiy acrepi 1he S·;�i:ten$·r:raj�-�kil��; of tHn�-� 
employment, then •hey must cond.i.�::' that 1J1� DOE s r."1lii�lier e:;ti,:1�te; :;m: 
too h;g!:i� �ince m:;�b �l �hat �l�t:. 00�� ,�t�rr:J��1 wo:k! ht new emp���ynier.1� 
would l1l tact he eioStl!"J!l JOh> :;fa;f(Jo:0c; lwm-011.e pl'llj<'tl to !'.'llC1i':er. fl1. :!lll:l 
tlle ;Jthcr hand., they ac.cept t."l:e DOE.'�; proie,;:ric� of rlfre�t cmpfoymem, 
then (fl-tV lnUS' admit ti1a;. f}.t; mim:ii!; o;j�!:, OOc> '!Oil l:lfl'edowe-dahor <?C�i� 
to the t!i�!onaJ gmre.i'nml!'nti wrttra.ry to dzi�JJ2") m':t�e� �1 .proprment);·c�'th� 
EHinni� sit� (a:n3. di;,ce�d �tt f',.an. i�M bd��;t·�� ., 

The· effe'1 of the mtilhip�!�r or.1 e::;timates of e;nplcymenk ar1� re:r-1 dJs� 
p�s.ab�e personal k:cofh�· i;; s�g�l!'.-a..,�n.L lf fr-� U.S. Dtp�rtr.:ne'.nt of 
C.:i.1riu:1erce�s rec.(r:r...r;:�e:-:d.td ni'.te!ltiµH.er V:.iJu� of 15 i�n,p.$1�ed tc OOtb ft!� 
C" .... M.1stnKtion and Qper,ation :ott���£ of the ·s�c project < 19> j) &nnD�l en!;p�i�r 
ment du16ng \;be cn��.i:"'�lG-tin'n �:-kid fa rediJ"�d ·io 3..2i;J.Jol� a.ltd dtn·]�g :m_...., 
opieratioz pe;k� iO j�.;t 2�0IXJ j.Jl�'$� <.20> \J��in£ the :4.Vt;r..,�e a!�OU�1 �;::1,gt: 
retied upon by the Hh:uo!s DepJ.run�nt cf Energv �}'i.d N$.tural He��!liC1;5� <, 2� :-:-, 
real disposJMe person::;! in.:mne blfemmes $.111.15 rnillkm during mcsm.11.:ti<m 
11'.J_d �?4 mi!!i�� duri�g.uper�.tion: �1;r a 1�gn��ye�1 _ripei<'�irig pe1iJJ>:3, r��1il 
dbp-O>ilble pe•s'-m@l m ... ome amot<im • •  11 $1.r;, b1.l1cm. fhe d:screpa'1cy 
betweer.. th!; projection and !he D !>,:1J<an project:!! by itie Hlim:ifa Dt-pm"' 
meat of Energy and l\2tural Ru;oorces i� sifj.'lifiC<l-"'<, ;mo 1.km11nsmi1;:s 11,.,,,,., 

•. � .  

?.'?5-Tf5 0 - i3<3 ( Book ') ) -· (; 

1 �3 --�·-··�·--,·-� �� . 



LETTER C) Z.2.. (CONTINUED) 

much weight is gii;en to the multiplier figure in the State's economic impact 
ana�ysis. 

3. Adjusting for the Joss of benefits lo out·oFstaie Jinns:. 

Local or state economic growth will be stimulated by the construction 
and operation of 1.he SSC only if there are firms in the area able to produce 
or supply the capital equipn;,!nt :::nd labor required by the project. For 
example, if tte firms that !:>:� i:d :un;;ei boring machines are not in ll!inois. 
employment at those firrrL' shonid not be included in determination of the 
multipiier. Local tunneling contractors have indicat.ed that no manufacn1rers 
of this equipment are located in Illinois. < 22 > The importance of this fact 
cannot be overstated: It di�utes a s.ignificant ponion of the economic 
be;r;efits claimed for the SSL. by state officials. 

In addition, Il!iwis firms wiil not necessarily be awarded other con
tracts for the project. It has been suggested, for example, that the magnets 
may be provided by foreign countries in an effort to soiicit international 
cooperation. < 23 > Indeed, even much of the direct construction work force 
e:nplcyed on the. SSC may not be based ;,, Illinois. Of seventeen contractors 
involved in Chicago's Deep Tunnel project - an undertaking similar in many 
respects to the SSC - only four are lliinois firms. <24 > 

Still more evidence 1J1:a Illinois fi11ns will not benefit from spending on 
the SSC comes from an article in High Teclinofog> considering the benefits 
of the SSC to firms that produce superconducting magnets and firms in the 
cryogenics industry. Not one of the jinns expected to benefit from tfie SSC lias an Illinois address. < 25 > 

Illinois is no Slianger to the loss of employment to out-of-state firms. 
In spite of an $86 million subsidy to Mi.subishi/Chrvsler, with multiolier 
analysis promises of thousands of new jobs from subcontracting activity, less 
than 16 percent of the subcontracts wem 10 Illinois firms. < 26 > The mulu
plier analysis used to jusiify this subsidy significantly overstated the benefits 
of th.:: public subsidy. <27 > 

The construction phase employment estimates presented in the Fall 1987 
SSC for Illinois New>letter were given in tl>ree catego:ies: minimum, m05t 
likely, and maximum. (Estimates for operation phase employment did not 
differ over the three ca1e�ories.) The "minimum" construction phase employ
ment estimate wes 3,7001obs; the "most likely" estimate was 6,000 jobs; and 
the "maximum· estimate was 1 1,000 jobs. The "minimum· estimate is rejected 
by L'le newsletter's authors: 

Tiie mil'irnum estimate was based upon the assump:ion that all 
goods and ser.ices for the co:istructmn of the SSC would be 
apportioned between Iilinois and non-lliinois suppliers according to 
traditional trade pat:erns. Typically, well under haif of the 
expenditures for a project of thls nature are earned by Illinois 
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LETTER CJ 2 2.. 

fir:"?S·. q!2:1CeS of �hi� h��p·t;;,;;-�-�t� a�.c V�::'Y iOW bero�:;C' er �be 
u.ctff;Jc:J:i a..;;pecis o< 1.he S::.C i'Wj!Ct < .;,8 > 

Nod1i11g ocyar:d the umfog>l0% �t<!t,'.ilnkal asre::ts of1ht SSC J.l!'Ojeci" is 
offered 10 ei;plaia .,.1Jy Zcq,1:Clii <:ad� p:'l<tem.�,1:211001 be e:>.jl�1Jte<l. hi f>ict, 
tbe rese;m:n pre3et!l:'t•l'h6re �uf�!lst:oi "t!i.£1:'.-e>."O� -mo::t: of cili1s-p••Uc:cfs -be:;::
fits ,.,m go to �!'k)f·,7.lte firm;; t!i . .:m b ;1.idhfo11a1 fo� public w.>rks pr<>j�c-& 
in it� :;tat�. 

M�jpJfaiion,€l:ft>mp1oyrneY?� fi�:itet;,istc·he �f.:P��d ,in situadorj£ 
where ecoi;omii: m1r11.:ll 9Uldiei ar� cu11durr1ed-�ajus:if_fpubli" wmls e�qi�ri
dimrns. WHii::ir•:d. Ha1'ienre!'tit& to die "Taj Mahal·S.'!''i!Jmme·: bi;M!<:ds 
alw:.)'!> better. <29 :» £�'>� tlie oosi of-l&1tinr is·ilM:lfoon,;ddereib. lw.m::(it 
to a ro�ttn'n�ty o-r rt:�ion under su;:::i;t-: e�--:onom�t impact :S!th:He� inv.aiiahJo/ 
thow incre:ised ben.tn1-� ir<1m larger ai.d more e,;pensive _projecr_s. Hun'.:cr's 
a.m:il;;�i> is directly appiiahk -W foe i;u;_;e'b ca.1� for·the S�C: W.h� nol . 

b,:iiiJ 20 ,ev'.n ID.-0� C'!iper.sh!::SS....;!' '1&.'hy a(1J.Cbuild r .... o SSC£'.! Tb<: mogk o:t 
1,,c st<i.te s case is ap?=ni, 

TI11f' pot:ntW. ea�i:: bt�;1c�fi�s :fr-:>�,\hC ssc,are.ru� reduce� � tb� 
"ery signi!'k-ant rifk ;ha! t( �ill n'l1 b� fo .. --i!kd, or tliat for.Jing will be 
��.np,xd befo�e its o>;;mp!etion., 'Con:.;imnit� c�uld experie·oce t'!i��;(2,��j�j 
tCf)E10:.rl:c loss sle.:Jt1:rl t!-4' ;pr't_1jee1 l-,�;-C31ll��!c�l -0�ce d':eosir;,;:,;;i�n is ,up�tJr� 
\l\--ay: �30> 

r undim; of.me soc: 1:. 00:1.� 2!l �!1ai1M:i&Miile1fog·me c!wiou.� fo;;z 61 
!i;���pvrt as the ffit of �::nTI¥e1it�Jfi ·.�.'s.. k;.::ordin£ to Th� E!!onomlst,.) 
'The p;evailirrg mood m Qm�--ess.!s-to-¥eep ;he Sf.C alive-for a11mhe� yea' 
with $50 miiiion m S:7(J.mllli"n for rc�r.:.h, That-� oot be eooui!J w 

su�iai::i its faltenns mN1Wnmn>-" ·<al> Risk of -this -;-.awre reduces the 
expected value of ti:idnrom:: -str.eli!m d:!!imed for the pr.1ject. U, for 
example, tbe e•d-.>;:;:cd l"!eneii<s from a project are Sl mi!Hon,·but il:e ?ml'� 
ability tha! it ":-ill be ro.i;;p:_iei�d is on!y 80 p_::rce:ia, then the expei;;�rj ,;:c;b.::: 
of ihe prniect 1Smi"fy �OO'J:�.8 Jd;lJliJOJ,\\ll);). <.32> That $SO:J..O<)() �s ,the 
amoun\ 1ha1 a -rnmr.al ?il!T1110r w•:i�ld 0011£Uk>r .!<> be 'the :be;icfit riilere1i 'hy 
the project; it U; thi-; a;r.;)utnti:ll""'r.izh costs shool�'Oc: oolJ\P41"ed. 

While detem'.•ioa�i the p!OOliibiH!)· tllat the SSC-witlbe-comiJl�teti 
is impossible, iI is 'i� to recawiize 1ha1 a� ,rii;i JAIW llle SSC will 
not be funded is <ii :'i..-;rirer ,rcduaieil w the project's pro•pc:cri11c ecm1ornk 
hencfits. 
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LETTER qz.2. (CONTINUED) 

5. Accounting for opportunity cost. 

Proponents and opponents of the SSC are unlikely to agree on the 
correct multiplier to apoly to the proiect or the percentage of contracts 
likely to go to out-of-state firms. But there is a more profound objection 
to the state's economic impact forecasts that may o\•ershadow even these 
imponant questions. A strong case can be made that no multiplier estimate 
of mduced employment will produce numbers sufficiently accurate for 
responsible planning, because multiplier analysis is itself inherently flawed. 
According to economist William J. Hunter, "Use of the multiplier to evaluate 
public works projects and economic development strategies provides false 
mformation concerning tlie impact of such soendJng. This is because the 
theory fails to take into account the value o( alternative uses of taxpayer 
money: what economists term 'opportunity cost.* <33 > 

Perhaps the most cmci'll point to be made is that the Sl.7 biliion cost 
to Illinois taxpayers of the SSC proj_e;;;t could be spent just as prodl.lctively 
by the private sector. 1bcre is no reason to believe that government 
officials spend money more wi�e!y and productively than do their private, 
taxpaying constituents. In fact, the evidence is just the ooposi:e: lnvest
n:ent underll!ken by the private sector tends to be more productive than that 
undertaken bj' �ovemment. Edgar K. Brnwuing, of Texas A&M University, 
has estimatea tnat the diversion of private resources to government use 
results in a net social /oJ:� of one doliar for every ten dollars diverted. < 34 > 

Illinois, in fact, will see an extreme ca5e of resources losing their 
productive value by bein$ withdrawn from the private sector if the SSC is 
sited here. In an industnal area near West Chicago, 10,600 workers are 
empioyed on 623 acres. < 35 > This is 46 times the number of jobs per acre 
as are currently maintained at F ermilab. < 36 > Near this industrial area, in 
West Chicago and the Facilities Planning Area, <37> are 500 acres zoned for hea")' industry. If developed as an industrial area, thousands of permanent 
jobs amid be sustained by this acreage. However, this 500-acre area will be 
lost to SSC land acGuisition if the SSC is sited in lliinois. The potential for 
dmusands of permanent jobs is surrendered for L'ie hope of just 500 perma
nent jobs at the SSC. < 38 > 

If a multiplier analysis can be fairly employed to estimate "induced" 
employment expected as a result of SSC construC'.ion, it can also be invoked 
to estimate is the induced employment lost as a result of destroyed business 
opportunities on 500 industrial licres. Jn addition, hundreds of existing jobs 
at businesses in the SSC's proposed path are jeopardized by SSC land 
seizure. 171is single case of resource conf1Scatio:1 for the SSC would result 
in the loss of mOJ1y more potential jobs than wo:J!d be generaJed by the 
entire SSC construction u:ul operation. 

Proponents of the SSC claim that the acreage under consideration will 
not be lost entirely to non-SSC uses. They suggest that the U.S. Depart
ment of Energy may allow expansion of the DuPage County Airport to take 
place on this land. There are, in fact, no g•;arantees that this non-SSC use of the land will be permitted. It would be foolhardy to accept wishful 
thinking of this nature as an input to the SSC evaluation process. 

- 9 -
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LETTER 92.2. (CONTINUED) 

In its Draft Em:ironmenta[ Impact S1atement, the U.S. Department of 
Energy identif;es "DOE-Committed Mitigations* and *Possible Mitigstions" -

:!.:'..ions tha1 either wi.ll or may be undertaken by <he DOE to reduce the 
impact of SSC imp:cmentation. < 39 > Some of theoe mitigations are very 
she·specific, but none refers to the 500 Illinois acres claimed available for airport expansion. One pornble mitigation ci1ed does refer to leaseback of 
agriculmral lands for "a.;:tivities which would not conflict with project opera
tion;;." < 40 > The 500 Acres are pr<!semly in :i.grkulturai use, although zoned 
industrial. The pos�ibility of such a leaseb::�k for the puri-\Qse of airport 
expansion is tempered, howe•er, lly the DOE's 5ta:en1ent that "these mitiga
tions m;;y or may not be feasible or even desirable, depending on the 
outcome of final project desigrc. • < 41 > 

How ma..°1y job� would have been produced if the tax do1l:m Illinois 
proposes to spen:! on the SSC were instead s�nt by the private se�tor'? What t:rnnomic benefits wouid result if productive re'.'JJurces - capital :md 
labor - absorbed by the SSC were inste:id used by private industry? 
Althm•gh the SSC does indeed bring federal doliars to Illinois, the project will n.:-i. be free to lllinofs ta,.,.vpayers. The cost to l!linois of landing >!iis prnj�ct cm be calcu!::ited not only in terms of direct financi,;.\ cost, but also 
m terms of job opportunities losl because p;uductive resources w!il be taken 
by the SSC project. 

Finally, it is appropriare in a disC'.ission of opoonunity costs to con
sider a dai;n made by the Ilhnois Department of tnergy and Natural 
Resources: 

S<'!e of bonds for m::.jor capital projects aliows the Sime to pay 
back the rosts over a period of 25 year�, rather Lian taking 1arge 
amounts of ta.x revenue immediately. Thus, funding for the SSC 
and other capital projects will not affect the amount of funding 
available for programs such as edJc:Hion, which are funded lJy 
taxes and other revenue sources. < "-2 > 

This is comparable to sayil"g that a b;Jmcowner's mo11gage has no 
effect on the family b1Jdget. The fact is that any responsible planner views 
the present value < 43 > .of future obligations as a very real cost, one that 
must be considered along �ith other budget expenditures. The idea that the 
present val,tre of the stream of interest P.ayme.nts and of the tJ!ure prin_ciP.al 
payment does not compeie vmh expenditure m other area> is mde1ensib1e. 
These costs will bt borne by the private sector in the form of increas.ed 
taxes, or by cutbacks in other government expenditur{'S, or by a combination 
of the tv.10. 
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C. Will the National Go,•emment Save? 

The third economic argument advanced by SSC proponents is documented by 
the AT. Kearner study, prepared by a management consulting firm at the request 
of SSC for Illino1s, Inc. (now SSC for Fermilab). The study claims a saving of 
$3.28 billion to the national government if the SSC is built at Fermilab. <44> The 
savings identified by A. T. 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 doubts that the Illinois site would prove less costly 
than others under consideration. < 45 > 

1.  

2. 

3. 

4. 
s. 

6. 

Source: 

Table 2 
Projected Cost Savings if SSC Is 

Siled in Illinois 
(in millions) 

O!tegory Estimated Saving 

Component and Construction 
Cost Avoidance Net of Upgrade $ 426 

Cost Related to Start-up 1 13 
assembly of Fermilab workforce 71 
use of Fermilab computer software 6 
reduced injector system downtime 36 

Financing Cost Savings 959 
SSC Opera�ing Cast Savings 1320 

Construction Cost to be Borne by 
' 316 the State of Illinois 

Other Site Enhancements to be Borne by State and Local Government 144 

TOTAL $3278 

� 

AT. Kearney, Inc., Siting the Superconducting Super Collider at Fem1ilab -

An lndependen1 Cost Study, February 26, 1988 . 

• 11 • 
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Items l and 2 account for $539 million of the savings claimed. The AT. 
Keamey study asserts independence and objectivity, but the information used m 
d�termme "re�u.;:ed iaj_ecro'. system downtime" an_d si;;;iila! cost savi�gs �� pro
vided by Femu:ao sta..-i. With due respect for theu sc1em1fic expemse, it 1s 
reasonable to question whether Ferrm!ab staff are independem and unbiased 
evaluators. 

Item 4, "SSC Operating Cost Savings," includes labor, supplies, r.;iwer, and 
management costs associated with the operation of Fermilab's partic.e accelerator 
injecwr system. The AT. Kearney report's projected cost savings assume that l,6()1) current Fermilab emphJyees, whose annual salaries average $42,000, <46> 
would shift thei� work to the SSC. Of the Sl.32 billion operating ro5t savings 
prn,iected bv A. T. Keame�, api:roxim�tely $1 bH!ion - fully 75 pera:zn - is 
accf)unted for by the salanes or Fc:rrml:cl; employees. <47> 

Unfortunately for SSC proponents, work fo�ce estimates rele.a>erl by the U.S. 
Deµanment of Energy comple 1e!y discredit the AT. Kearney projections. As was 
noted in Part II above, the DOE projects that none of the workers currently 
employed at Fem1ilab wol!ld be integrated into SSC operations. Thjs fact alone 
reduces the total operating cost savings projected bv AT. Kearnev � over 40 
percent ·· $71 milhon in work force assemhly (the start-up costs of lnri'1g and 
training) and S 1 billion in work force salaries. 

Items 5 and 6, although claimed as savings to the national government, are 
in fact costs to be borne by Hlinois taxpayers. These costs consist of $316 
million in tunnel construction and S i44 million in site enhancements to be born by 
state and local governmenL 

Item 5, tunnel construction cost, is a valid cost saving to the national 
government only if there are no alternative sites with lower cosL The amount 
saved is not !be total cost of tunnel construction, as is claimed by AT. Kearney, 
but rather only the cost of tunnel constf'liction at the lowest-cost site. Texas, 
for example, has estimated its tunneling costs at just $163 million, about half of 
Illinois' estimate. In essence, the taxpayers of Illinois would pay $316 million to 
save the national govemmem $163 million. This is no bargam for Illinois tax· 
payers . .  

If the re:ison 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 l,000, miles of tunnel. So long as 
Illinois is willing to pay the price, it is a "cost savings" to the national govern
ment . . .  even if some tunnels are never used. This is, of course, absurd. The 
$316 million is not a cost saving to the national government when )Q'.l,·er tunneling 
costs are projected at alternative sites. It is, however, most assuredly a cost to 
Illinois taxpayers. 

A funda:nental weakness of the cost savings approach used l!! the AT. 
Kearney study is that it produces a result that is not useful for comparison to 
other site proposals. Responsible planners must consider true al�rnatives - not 
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hypothetical. nonexist.:nt sites. Responsii>le planning demands comparison of site
specific cost estimates, as well as consideration of the incentive packages offered 
by other states. 

Consider the following illustration: Assume State A has offered financial 
incentives totalling $1 billion for the SSC. Adding 25 years of financing cost at 
9 percent yields a total "cost saving to the federal government" of $2.25 billion if 
the SSC is built in State A. If instead the national government elects to build 
the SSC in Illinois, for example, it does not save $2.25 billion. It only saves the 
amount by which State A's construction and operation costs, less State A's incen
tive, exceed the cost of constn1ction and operation in Illinois, also appropriately 
adjusted. Depending on 1ite-specific costs, Fermilab may not be the least expen
sive site from a national perspective. < 48 > 

The $2.25 billion "savings;estimate made for State A, and the A.T. Kearney 
study claims for Illinois, are meaningless. What is required for meaningful analy
sis is a com�arison of the total cost of construction and operation at each 
individual sae. adjusted for the financial incentive packages. It is not at all 
clear that illinois would look best in such a compariscn. 

D. Where is the Bottom Une? 
The economic arguments proffered by SSC advocates do not stand up under 

scrutiny. There is little evidence that high-tech "spin ofr will develop in the 
neighborhood of the SSC. The multipliers used in the state's analysis and those 
used by the U.S. Department of Enerf! are wildly inconsistent; both no doubt 
significantly overstate employment ef.ect.s because of their failure to account for 
the loss of both direct and induced emplovment to out-of-state firms. Prospective 
benefits of the SSC are further reduced by funding uncertainties. Finally, the 
savings claimed for the Illinois site by the A.T. Ke�rney report are both inac
curate and meaningless for responsible planning. 

Most importantly, proponents of the SSC have failed to consider the very 
real opportunity costs incurred by locating the project in Illinois. The resources 
that will be consumed by the SSC are resources that otherwise would have been 
employed productively in the private sector. The value of the jobs, goods, and 
services Liat would have been produced if not for the SSC may be difficult to 
ascer.ain, but that is no reason to ignore these opJXJrtunity costs completely. 
They must be accounted for if the value of the SSC is to be accurately deter
mined. 

III. How Much Wm Illinois Pay? 

The State of Illinois has appropriated SIO million for development of the SSC 
proposal and for site invesligation. <49 > In addition, the State of lllinois has guaranteed 
(although not yet appropriated) the sum of $568.7 million for tunnel construction, land 
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acquisiiron. n:iad imgrades, and m�er ei:pemiiture$. This a moii .. nnt 1"ill be fil'.1:mced Q>.e;R 2jJ 
ve::rs v;ith bond fillies; at currem illien::>i r:..:es for ta11-a:,-n,p1, bonds, tlle fil!Ur.ti.'1!; alo'le is projened w cost $ LOS billion. 

�fh SSC ccmp�itor Sb� lndu ... �� U1Hk;'h\, W::i �.nrnncd icoff.!: to �Hie: 
naiiot1;;! gtive.mment a scaled fimmcial im;emive. Il;.e inc;::;mive was requir� �o be 
se«led in orde,; to mollify s:;r.allet ro1npetitor St:.lile$ •.;;ocerned tll:il large stateSo such ;i,, 
Ulinois and T ex:is.. might simplj> 1n1y• 11'e SSC ;pmject, Hliioois' inctr.::i� - likely w t>:; 
ca5h o:fered in a,J<litio� to iand a;,d in:ras�ructute h,'1J:a(:B1t�e� - is kept sccre\ from d�e 
ve;y peo?le wllo �ill pay i�: the r.:u:peyer;; of !li}oo;!.. OnJ)' a few !�.Sle pernmcnt .

. oft1c!ab !�3.\'t. f��� tnO\\iedgc of th� tutaft oomtT�.t�nfi bc1��a; :x:.6.1de a:� th� ex,�;;�c v�- the�' 
t:!.Apayers� An accurate �tSessmen� of-tii'>e ��!Wili�k: t'�br!hy·ofthe 5;� projcc l"&.) Gf 
C(Hnse� tr�t:!e c.:n:re.me!y dfffkuh b)i t,'lis \\riW.ti1f>kjj:7g 10.f �::iifr:rmatior .... 

Varic�ts. units or local g()\i·emm�;e�f hzvt Cf)'.;'n�fued 1.hem'"el'-·e� !O r�aci �llHpr�*·e�· 
mer��� wat�r aud St�'wler ser\'i..::e., fire 2nd p-0licf! �t!f\'kc,. �nd ��nd aP-H:! office sµ�ce� vah.'i�� 
over th� life of the projt:ct �t �.33.9 miHiort <:Sij;J> lrb �dJhiut� ·lflEn�ts !3eU is; �otn1�jt�ed 
tu pro\ ide teJccf..nnmia1�c2.tions equ.i;n:���1t an� S:Zf'>/iL� F.n1yro�.,ien�!-nts v«;ucd �H $;3.A· rns:;,{l)r:t 

Los� of Jr-end to the proje::t wiH reduce iut;;.J t-:J:. b3�e<; c<:t!��i::g z71:n.;ia� p;''lp�:H�,i t.:% 
coHecikH1t> to rai� tty S.81.:5;577 .. Jn a'-? attc� r,o mi�i�\t- th:�� iu�s.,. the IHinois Ueftt::'L3'� 
As.ser.r;b�y zppr.ov�d legi�fa.tion that penrit$ the 2�,�i\1.�prh-1:,t�orl of state �;.mds to �drr;IJm· 5;!3 
locc'll goverrnnenrs �h�t k�se tzx b:ise. <:51  > Th� icgi�fat�na h1:;_1wever"t limits �his re;m., 
bi�rs.en�er,t ro 21. per�od c-;,· five v�;ars; pn)�r1y Jost to L�� SSC wiH �� remov:tJ fro:in !nc::id !a( rnHs for as. f�.�;;1 35 Y�,�ss. l?erhaf:S.m�re ir;lr;ozta;:t�y, the il!t;i�hi£ion merefy a.u;:��n·., 
�.ze5 a t���-:r uj tJtcon1�· i.ro� ot�!r I�hnois t�p'1l,yeu,� !o to.c:�,$��'e!.:!�-:ie�1�s aff;ct.:-·d 'D� 
the SSC. 1 ne ,;211i as 2 whole wiu still e:>tpenem·e 2 !Cl>$ of $615,5 1 '  per year ror sew,;c• 
ye::;;� of �rn1st..�ction -':'nJ �t le�t f�·c;::ty ye3�; of o�raiio� fo, a k':.af C:l:i\ Ir:: Ac.�t t� 
has� of $�2 m.�:ii.:�m .. 

The dis1oc�tior; o�' famf�:e� wb·:):--e !lornc·� \l:ii!�! k t;:.;k!"tl! by e"fniner:M dom:Z'.i� f.t:V\Yf.\·e-•, 
costs th;!! c.u,�raa� b� qe.:!:Jt!!..��ed, �crr:e ";f �hese pr�P::nj�;�. _!ti� fivc�!;eoeta��orii ��n-�ily 
fanr;s, (ert;;::;.Jy die a'l!j,i!ISI! of the:;e pc:oplj$ 1>.k• 1111!l l:>e :meed ou< of their home� i:> 01 
sfgn�fk::!nt co.-tt ..., one fi:u which th:!y zre nu! ��kdy tu bic: fa�rJy CUffii.>ensa:ed The-o-.i�'.'Cj 
.I. wwi and B.tnj<imin rnn�l:;erg. cles,�1ibi!lg lh� !an& ,?.;;:q11isimm ;:imu:5S umif."r;tll::en lW��Jl) 
y��r� ago for Fer1n;1�� �ec.�ru ::ow f.k.•�n��:»'*me-�r:s \l\if'f:e iioEi�.ii-btciJ hy �..J't�rn:�en.t 
otrk��Js and how lheir fa .... --rd was. .. ir� Hi!! et1.d,- '-acf�i�r1-;'e:j 4� :J p:-H:'e th:.t� co::Jd hel(;:Jy �';�; 
cu��Je�c;:d "'fofr n·1a.rtc� v�h.1:�H: 

0.;�· &Hxdl":o� cverw!-�e�::;n;;;-:(?.Jy d:JC�l�::�en�:c:�1 d�e· cla;>g'! lh�x "!!marl::; 
\iah.J.e"' is an �:-!lf-.OS�;:b1!ity r:n a�, ton�ex� �;:i Jn�:c:�E�.���.ucy 
e�:ch:;r.g� Our srudks 2lso she:;w th:il n�; :!P!F<'lcirn;ni<.m ofj.i:st 
c?.��:,n:n:i�� ��n, ��s�:!t. �:�� a� s����:��;.�!�� .���c�:� b�eti S;.�H .... 1..y un tl ... po .... a .. t-cin be� .. �c . .._n d�e �.,,;.;.�,,_1 .. r., ... i::.� ,.,. .. �� .. ��fi.@:::�f'.9 
i��o�.:t�ed i .... 'ldi\,idua!s,, <5.:! >  

Homes !oc:.;:,�ed i n  the area o f  the ssc·� � n  p;;�·�iC�Jhi.\7 1ho�e lrP:s:.�edl o n  the C'n�H��� 
ring. v.m <e�10 to lo.e va!uc rela!i>'e to c-0m;:iara<-,Je h<:>$1ne£ d>...""Wbere. T:ie eas.:i..i;em ior 
the collider !m:md will h.� shown oo !.he tit.le io !he;;,: pwp.::nk:1. l"rnspective hllye;� 
may avoid lr.e� h;:;mes if for oo other re�soi:; tha!:! :C.1er apectoo resak vaSue - pet·· 
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fectly rational behavior on their pan. This economic loss "'ill be absorbed by !deal · 
property owners on th� SSCs site, < 53 > and while substantial, L'lis loss docs not appear 
m any of the state's esumates of the cost of the SSC. 

There are additional costs in terms of degradation of the environment by years of 
construction and by the unsightly shaft sites, some of \\<hich will be in residentiaf areas. 
The negative aesthetic effect of this activity is difficult if not im?ossible to quantify, 
but it is nonetheless a cost of the SSC. 

Table 3 summarizes th�se costs. In addition. Illinois ta�ayers will also pay a 
share of the S4.4 billion to be spent by the national government on the SSC. Illinois' 
share was calculated to be S446 million, < 54> but was not included in Table 3 because it 
is a cost that will be bcrne hy I!i.inois ta.1'pavers even if the SSC is built elsewhere. 
Excluding this cost results in a total cost o( S 1. 7 billion plus the value of the secret 
sealed incentive, its financing cost, and other unknown costs. 

Table 3 
Summary or SSC Costs 

(in millions) 

State of Illinois subsidy $ 568.7 
Proposal preparation costs 10.0 
Financing cost 1080.0 
Local government commitments 33.9 
Reduced property tax base 22.0 
Sealed incentive unknov.-n 

Reduced property values unknown 

Damuge to environment unknown 

Opportun!ty cost unknown 

TOTAL $1714.6 

As discussed in Part Il abo;ie, t.'1e Illinois Department of Energy and Natural 
Resources estimates Lhe increase in real disposable per5onal income attributable to the 
SSC to be almost $3 billion over the life of the project. This author's analysis. based on 
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�tam.lard multipliers &.•al appear to be more than >;enemus, resul!S 1n an e�timate of Sil.!J>5 
billioo in real disposallie personal inoome. Wilil .! OoJ>I w Ulioois lal!Daycrs of at � 
$1.7 billion, it appe:m. tllat the return 10 the S'3:(t: on its hwesuuent o? w Joll.3.rs !n 
this projeci; win be llit'gative, Addiog h:!sd·t<.>-me&l'llre oost� ;m.d !he sr,a!ed incentive to 
the cos1 estimate pr<:'"..e:ued in Table 3 ab.7'1c, aod su'b:;rwJng the '·alue of roniraru 
issued 10 out-<:if-;;tatc firms, m:J.t.es it almost cem;im ti'�\ tbe end resu1l 11.ill be a iarge; economic loss for the $Ll1te's residents., 

There is O!le additional economk asp-�"'!'. of itis; pr;;ject of which i� suwcrii.e;s (and opponems) should oo aµ;are., An .enClrn'IOl'.l;; sum of mooey i5 to be spem m eimce 
the national �01:ermnem to site the SSC in lliioois.. But by me !!:UC's own estima.te, 
only $215 mi.lion in income .tax revenue � an1kipatt'.d .is� resut� oftlie SSC. <55> fat!�' 
if expec1t,•d sales t:u revernies of $180 mill!on are iOOl.•ifod, ba'ied on the :>ta!e's Dr�e>d· · 

, ed real disposable �rsona l income of neai,rly S3 biUi.:m, a defkia of well OIA!r S�. D\11!1>11 
remains. The ta-;:payers of Illinois will pay this defidt -:- �11 amonnt in excess of Sl 14 
for every man. worn.an,· am:! child ln m;;iois .. to S!lbsidize the :few who will benefit frnm 
the project. Most Ulin.Ji> taiql<>)•ers \0·111 1,ealiz;e no ewioomic return oo their .tai. do!!a-1;;,. 

IV., 'fa.,. I'tuH�ir.; of R'.es;e:m::!r alld De...e!rapm£;1J! 
The analvsis tl! 'P:ms II and m m�les it clear ill:at eo:oi1omic rntiooaies c:irmot be 

oiled upon to bolsoer tile case for the supercomklC'lii!2, Sllli'$r collider. Indeed, eiie11 SSC 
pmj)Onents •• iliuse in tto<! scientific, rath�r th...,, !he p.)!rual, oommunity - ac1tn.1>¥1!edge that taxpayers are likely to realiu iiule ee:ooomic return oo :ihe investment of !heir 
monies by govemmem mudals. Referring !O tbe SSC and refa!ed resear<:l1, Dr. Ja.'Ties 
Cronin, Nubel physicist at the Vniver>il:'/ of Oir.llgo., has �riuen mat "it is difficult to 
a»gue zhat ilier.e are.any immediate benefits w be folt 'by tll.e whok pop;>Jlalion." In 
addition, he argues th.ii ·!.h�£e i:m>j.:cts s.ho1ild emplmiz� ti".e gain of. basic lmowle� 
""i!hout regard to imroedi:lle reuirn on in11e$foffie1l!. • <.'.''6> 

4. '1"1m:" wio. 'applied" re�rcll.. 
A pets11ash;e .argument caa be m.<::de Eh:at oosk (°Jrur.e") tesearcb pr°"�C'..e� al 

{oum:fauun wi:hout whrch appiied researcll could not be condllcted, yet app:."ied 
researcher> are the ones who often achieve fin:mdail reward for their discu<1eries. 
The scientiSl invruved in pure research carutm � easily ad1ieve financial ri:-wlii1d, 
ii is said, be.cause the result of his worl· is pllre knowledge ll\'lillable lo :ill. For 
this reasoo, it has heen said tbat "if govJ?:rnme!lllO were £0 abandon basic ;e;ea;d:i, 
it would likely.go �ng;· < 57> 

Assu�� !hat pure r�ardi !s i�ri3111 and that fina��al gain fa mlli 
always a'll3ila!lle. .some theonsts ha11e IWIJe the: case for .subsidization. <58 > They 
argue Wat ·where !he marlec .ioes l!ot obtain proper pa'l/Jiient irilm Ille oousum<'!r 
or proWde proper payment to the producu,.and wh&e ihe product is COf1£idere& 
sufficierufy desirable, subsidies are necess.uy to ensure that ;n111 optimal amount d' 
die product (:in this case, pure research) �produced. 
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Questions are raised. however, when this argument is used to promote tax 
funding for pure research. By whom must the proouct be considered "sufficiently 
desirable"? Who is best able to determine the "optimal amount" of product to be 
produced? Pure research, according to economist Gordon Tullock (who generally 
supports subsidization), is research undertaken in an effon to 

increase knowledge .... 11hout any clear idea as to bow the 
increase in knowledge will be used. It has two positive effects; 
the first of these is to satisfy curiosity. 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 foture, lead to 
improved technology of some sort. < 59 > 

With respect to Tullo.::k's first positive effect of pure research - the satis
faction of curiosity, or enjoyment of knowledge - it is important to recognize 
that different individuals obtain different amounts of enioyment from knowiedge. 
Not everyone is curious ab(!Jt what the other side of the moon looks like, and no 
one is curious to the same c'<!gree as his neighbor. Not everyone cares to know 
what happens when protons <::ol!ide with one another. To justify the spending of 
tal dollars on pure research because this research satisfies curiosity is inappro
priate, since it makes subsidization a function of tales paid rather than a func
tion of enjoyment or satisfaction received. In short, it fails to address the 
question, "Desirable to whom?" Voluntary contributions by those who feel they 
benefit would be a more equitable and rational method of funding pure research. 

The second benefit of pure research described by Tullock is that it provides 
a. foundation of knowledge for advances in applied research. This implies that 
there is a continuum bet\lfeen pure and applied research. In  fact, the distinction 
between pure and applied research seems arbitrary; for it to be meaninsful, we 
must be able to poim to instances of research with no practical applicauons, or 
research with no basis in theory. This seems to be impossible; and if attempted. 
such an exercise would reveal how little of current research falls neatly into one 
of these two categories. If subsidies were granted to pure and not to applied 
research. the category "pure research" would undoubtedly grow to encompass a 
grearer share of total research. 

Hair-splitting aside, if pure research is viewed as one step in the process of 
applied research, then reward for pure research efforts is obtained by the 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 m tum profit from the results of 
their applied research. The funding of pure research, then, is correctly the 
concern of applied scientists and those who hire them. Corporations that wish to 
compete successfully in the production of applied research will invest in pure 
research; those that fail to invest the optimal amount will eventuallv fail, freeing 
their assets for use bv firms that do invest the correct amount in pure research. 
The fees they exact from customers for the use of their applied research will 
account for the cost of their pure research, just as those fees account for the 
salaries. laboratory equipment, and related costs of applied research. 
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Ate some pure research projects of such a scale that private funding could 
not be obtained in the necessary quantity? According to Ralph Conant and 
Thomas Eas1on, contributors !o the book Privare Means, Public Ends, "many 
research projects in physics, astronomy, and other fields are simply too vast for 
the private purse. The1t funding requirements run into the h1.mdreds of millions 
of dollars, enough IG strain the budgets of even the lar!!est companies . . ." <60> 
The most appropriate resp-.;nse to this is that it simply >S not true. In 1984, over 
half of all funding for research and development came from private industry, 
which invested $49 billion in R&D compared 10 $45 billion invested by the 
national government that year. Universities invested an additional $2 billion in 
R&D that year. <61 > Nearly three-quarters of national government spending on 
R&D is for defe!!Se, < 62 > an area of investment with arguabiy fewer civilian 
applications than private sector R&D spending. Partnerships and consortiums of 
pnvate firms can and do make hundreds of millions of dollars available for 
research. 

Two additional responses to the claim that government must fund pure 
research in general, and the superconducting super collider in particular, can be · 

made. 'These are presented in sections B and C below. 

8. Can the SSC compete? 

Accepting 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 space station program (although 
ar�uably more applied in nature) competes for funding with the SSC. The 
scientific community also appears united in its su�port of efforts to map the 
human �enome. < 63 > O!her proposals are pendmg for increases in the bud8ets of 
the Nauonal Science Foundauon and a U.S. program to study the global envuon
ment. 

Opposition to the SSC was expressed in a recent New York Times editorial 
criticizing the larg>: propos.ed federal expenditures for projects that could be 
"poorly analyzed ventures whose srowth threatens more fruitful initiatives." < 64 >  
Th e  editorialist suggests that participation with the Europeans at a Geneva 
co!lider faciliiy woold enable fruitful research to continue at t1. much lower cost. 
Nobel physicist Dr. Carlo Rubbia holds that the Large Electron-Positron (LEP) 
faciiiiy at Cem rould achieve one-half the power of the proposed SSC at less 
than one-tenth the cost. In addition, some scientists believe new technoloSY will 
enable accelerators to be built much more cheaply in the future. "By the ume 
the U.S. deficits (from constructing the SSCj disappear, the new materials may 
allow a new American accelerator to be bui t more cheaply." < 65 > Dr. Emilio 
Picasso, director of the LEP coilider at Cem. believes that his facility "will be 
the last accelerator of its kind built in the form of a ring.• <66> Similar 
sentiments have been expressed by others. < 67 > 

It should be noted that there is significant opposition to the SSC in the 
scientific and busiDCSS communities. Many scientists feel that lar11e projects like 
the SSC will drain funding away from smaller, more productive saence research 
efforts. Nobel astrophysicist Amo Penzias, vice president of research at Bell 
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Laboratories of American Telephone and TelegraJ?h Company, is concerned tha·t 
•small science groups. which train the next generauon of scientists, are gettinjl 
squeezed." < 68 >  Philip W. Anderson, a Nobel physicist from Princeton University 
notes ttiat "it is a sobering thought that Alben Einstein would cenainly have 
been denied a Science Foundation grant to think by himself about the photo· 
electric effect or relativity theory." < 69 > 

According to Dr. Kumar Patel, executive director of research at AT&T Bell 
Laboratories, "high energy experimental panicle phvsics has not and will not con
tribute 111uch to the science and technology of manu'facturing." < 70> Dr. JJ. Wise, 
vice president of research for Mobil Research and Development Corp� has written, 
"Considering the trade-offs that would have to be made to pursue the scientific 
possibilities of the SSC, I do not feel that the construction of the SSC can be 
Justified at this time." < 71 > And Mr. D.B. Rogers, eeneral director of research 
and development for Dupont Electronics, writes, "It 1s difficult for me to under
stand how the SSC could rank on a national priority list that includes biomedical 
research, superconductivity, photonics, high density semiconductor integration and 
interconnection, structural comeosites, fossil fuel recovery. alternate sources of 
energy, factory automation, etc. < 72> 

Clearly there is considerabie disagreement in the scientific and business com
munities as to where research dollars can be most productivelv spent. There are 
many laudable projects and many able researchers competing'for funding. Budget 
constraints dictate that choices be made from these competing research efforts. 
Those choices should be made after careful consideration of the benefits to be 
achieved by each program and subsequent comparison to the benefits to be 
achieved by other prograrr.£ 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 task well. If we grant the questionable assumptior.s that pure research 
is a product likely to be produced in less than optimal quantities, and that 
government subsidies are the most approP.riate remedy to that situation, then we 
must be as objective and rigorous as possible in our assessment of all prop,osed 
projects. Many eminently qualified scientists believe the SSC fails such a test. 

C Dangen of government fUnding of research and development. 
In tlieir 1976 review of the siting of Fermilab - an analysis painfully rele

vant to the current· superconducting super collider debate - the authors of 
Poliscide describe an uncomf6nable relationship between science and government: 

The scientific establishment is the first 'complex' in American 
national government. It precedes the military-industrial complex 
by more than a decade. The government-scientific complex was 
an impressive and, given the goals of scientisl'i, successful 
achievement. . 
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Nevenheless, it is probable that few scientists were ever 
altogether happy with sdence gone public. Although the 
relationship between them and the government be.:ame stab!e, 
prosperous, and productive, it was all the same characterized by 
ambivalence. The pre-World War II fear of government had 
never entirely disappeared. < 73 > 

Government officials themselves admit that a relationship with science must 
be entered into with extreme cau!ion. Writing in Science magazine 0·1er a decade 
ago, Kingman Brev.1ster quotes former President Dwight D. Eisenhower, who warn- • 
ed that "the prospect of domination of the nation's scholars by federal govern-
ment project allocatio11� and the power of money, is ever present, and gravely to 
be regarded." < 74 > This and other dangers of government funding of research and 
development must be clearlv understood as we consider the wisdom of tax funding 
of pure research. 

• 

J. Bureaucratization 
�n a 19� sn:!dy.for !he.Cato Institute, poli9 analyst Don Doig ab!y 

descnbed the meffic1enc1es imposed on academic research by the require
ments of the national hureaucracy. Researchers spend more and more time 
on reports and research proposals, he found, and less and less time on actual 
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 right-thinking politicians. Economists have 
demonstrated the impossibility of rational resource allocation under 
central political control and the perverse institutional incentives 
which work to subvert good intentions. < 75 > 

2 Poiilicizalion 

The politicization of science cannot be denied. The mere fact that 
politicia!ts from seven states are currently enga�ed in a bidding war for the 
SSC is ample proof. Indeed, the entire competHive bidding frocess employed 
for SSC site sel�ction today was born twenty years ago out o strictly 
political concerns, when the U.S. Atomic Ener� Commission attempted to 
site Fermilab. According to the authors of Pollscide, 

the decision process they improvised was simple in design, complex 
in execu1ion, and very probably comfortable to the modus operandi 
of any sciemi�t. Rather than entering outright into the problem, 
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through direct choice or logrolling, or by appealing to higher 
political authority, the AEC [Aiomic Energy Commission], in joint 
venture with the National Academy of Sciences. developed a list of 
"hard criteria" by which the competition could appear to be 
governing itself, and through which the weaker �"Ompetitors could 
appear to be eliminating themse!ves . • •  

This is a special kind of decision process, although not 
unique. It is oo special that there is no spedal name for it: 
Decision making by elimination? Elimination by criteria con
trivance? The ratchet effect? By whatever name, 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. Whiie our government 
is a far cry from these examples, the danger is nonetheless present. "As 
more and more resources are concentrated in the hands of the government," 
Don Doig warns, "science will become increasingly poiiticized". < 77 >  Even _in 
the United Stales, the actministrations of the last four presidents have shown 
tendencies to impose political considerations on science. < 78 > During the 
Carter administration, for example. a research study on the availability of 
natural gas was represse<fby the U.S. Department of Energy because 11 
showed that natural gas reserves were in fact plentiful, but were not being 
developed because of price controls. This was not a polhically acceptable 
r.onclusion. "DOE didn't want to hear that, so they ordered the study 
removed from the shelves of Depository Libraries and destroyed." < 79> Do 
we really want this kind of governance.ewer a $4.4 billion particle physics 
facility? Can we trust the recommend:rtimis;and plans that have emerged 
from this political environment? 

3. Over-investment in resean:h by government 

Don Doig concludes that "government's approach to research - that 
more is always better - has enlarged research activities beyond optimum 
Je1·els." <80 >  He stands in good comoany. "Science in the United States,• 
says Philip W. Anderson, a Princeton Nobel physicist, "is dying of giantism." 
< 81 > The tendency of bureaucracies to become larger and Ia.rger, and to 

.control more and more resources, stror.g!y suggests the possibility of over
ir.vestment 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 possit:ole that we are ensaging in 
much too much research. It is. in other words, perfectly possible that we 
are devotir.g more resources to providing information for t.'le future than we 
really should." < 82> 
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\\'hen a private firm over- or underinvests in research, it becomes less 
able to compete effectively with other firms that invest more wisely. If a 
private firm fails to correct its spending priorities in time, it will be forced 
to close, and its a�sets will be transferred to stewards better able to judge 
the correct level of research investment. In the absence of government 
interference and over the long term, the market dictates a level of invest
ment in research that correctly balances the need for products today with 
the need for scientific insights that will assist the development of tomor
row's producrs. Government funding of research - and the taxation it must 
use to provide such fonding - disturb this balance. We are left to wdtlder, 
with Tullock, wh:;iher 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 private sector, making investment 
in research by small businesses more difficulL Recalling the suggestion that 
the private purse may not be large enough to fund pure research (see Sec
tion A above), it can now be seen that government may well be the cause of, rather than the solution to, this app<arem "market failure." 

V. Summacy and Concluding Remarks 
It is clear that economic arguments advanced by the state on behalf of the SSC 

are questionable at besL Estimates of employment and personal income gains to be 
realized as a result of the SSC rely on analysis that is inherently flawed. Different 
government agencies apply multipliers that differ significantly from each other and from 
accepted analysis. The trerr.endous cost to the taxpayers of Illinois is largely disregard
ed. Some of this experue, the secret sealed incenuve, is net even made public, and 
other costs - lost oppomrni!ies. environmental damage, and property values - go 
unmeasured. This makes assessment of the total cost of the SSC - and thus any mean
ingful cost-benefit anal.,"Sis - impossibie. Proponents of the SSC have auempted to 
inilate the benefits of the SSC while minimizing or ignoring the costs. 

If it is prestige that merits expenditure of the son under consideration for the 
SSC. then proponents of die SSC should make that goal clear. The debate over siting 
and funding of the SSC can ihen focus on that issue. The analysis presented in this 
study strongly suggests that the SSC would not fare well if the economic rationale were 
discarded in favor of p:irely scientific considerations or simply admitted regional or state 
boosterism. 

Tne reliance on economic impact studies to promote the SSC obS<:ures the fact 
that the citizens of Illinois are being asked to subsidize a giant public works project 
with doubtful economic payoff. Those ta."(jJayers are being ailed upon to pay for a 
project the results of which will be less economically beneficial for them than the 
private sector growth it would displace. Dr. fames Cronin has written of the SSC. 
"because of its lack of immediate economic benefit, it is inconceivable that it would be 
built without govemmem suppon." <: 83 > If the market renders this judgment of the SSC. 
then Illinois will be beuer off without it. 
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< l >  

< 2 >  

< 3 >  

< 4 >  

< 5 >  

< 6 >  

< 7 >  

< 8 >  

ENDNOTES 
"Illinois has the largest net outflow of tax dollars to the federal j)Overnment of 
any of the 50 states . • •  more than Sl2 billion in 1985 and $32 billion in the 
three years from 1983-1985, • Donald S. Perki11_s, chairman of Sf>C for Illinois, Inc., 
quoted in "Illinois Unveils Super Collider Bid,• SSC frx Illinois Newsier.er, Fall 
1987, Vol. III, page 6. 

Fermilab (officially the Enrico Fermi National Acceierator Laboratory) is a 
panicle physics research facility at Batavia, Illinois. 

State of Illinois, Depanment of Energy and Natural Resources, Supplement to the 
Site Proposal for the Superr:or.duciing Super Collider in Illinois, Volume 3 -
Environrnental Assessment, March 1988, page 31. (Hereinafter "Supplemeni.") 

Ibid., page 106. 

U.S. Depanment of Energy, Draft Environmental Impact Statemer.t - Supercon
ducting :Super Collider. 

Quoted in the BaJavia Chronicle, June 10, 1987. 

William C. Boesman, Issue Brief, Order Code IB87096, Supercondw:tin$ Super 
Collidu (Washington. DC: Science Policy Research Division, Congressional 
Research Service, October J4, 1987). page CRS-12. Emphases in the original. 

Quoted in the SI. Paul Pioneer Press Dispa1cl1, May 17, 1987. 

< 9 > Supplemen1, op. cit. 

< 10> Multiplier analysis has become standard in "economic impact studies" produced by 
government agencies and private businesses seeking government subsidies. The 
following analysis is derived from William J. Hunter, "Economic Impact Studies: 
lnacc'Jrate, Misleading, and Unnecessarv," Hearrland PoU...-y Study No. 21 (Chicago, 
IL: lbe Heartland Institute, July 22, 1988.) 

< 1 1  > Multipliers are usually somewhat smaller in this case, since operations phase .. 
employment is generally less capital intensive than construction employment. 

< 12 >  The U.S. Department of Energy estimates total operations phase employment at 
the SSC of 2,500. In "Siting the Superconducting Super Collider in lllinois" 
'(January 1985, page 2), the Illinois Depanment of Energy and Natural Resources 
appeared to assume that all 2,000 persons currently employed by Fermilab would 
work on the SSC, thus creating just 500 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 present Ferrnilab workforce would work on the 
SSC. It IS also possible that the employment estimates presented in the Suf ple
ment include the 500 visiting scienusts expected to be on site at any given ume 
(a questionable procedure), thus resulting in a directly employed workforce of 
1,400. 
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< 13 > This e:>d:nate is arrived al in tl•e following manner: 

TE = E (!.O + m) 
6000 = 1300 (J..Q + rn) 
4.6 .. 1.0 + ru 
3.6 .. m 

< 14 > 500 new permanent job'.> at Fe.rmifab, plus 300 additional vis:1ii1g scientists. 

< 15 > If dire�-r emploi._'ment estimate of 1,400 Jobs is used (pursuant to Endnote 12), a 
muhiplier of l.!>7 is obtained 

< 16> William J. Hu'ntcr, i.p. cit. 
< 17> The;;e nmltip!iers wen: caku!a.ted from dalll found in th:: Draf: Envfranmenial 

Impact Statement · Sup€rr::Jlt:iucrtng Super Co!iidcr, Volume I \/, Appendix 14, 
Table 14.U.3-2, page IC'J. 

< Hi >  Ibid. 
< l'b &e Regional Multipliers: A User Handbook fonhe Redonai lnpia-Output Model-

i'!g S;'sw:" (!U!ffS:fI) (Wash!ngion, DC: U.S. Department.of Commerce, Bureau of 
I::.conmmc An2lys1s, May 1956), page 85. The value of 1.5 1s presented as the 
"new con..3tr�ction muhipher"' for �he Stft.te of HHnois. 

< 20> Tiiese cak..i!ations assum:: 1,300 ;;!;;-ect jobs in constructi<m and 800 directjo� in 
operation.. · 

<21 > TI1c estimate of real disp0S2l:le per>onz! income zenerated by the SSC project is 
dete•mined by muitip!ymg the employment in each job cate,gory by the annual 
wage for that category. Wh1k there is no! enough lnformatzon presented in the 
Supplements original table or 2ccomp�nvir.g mnn�tive to determin� the annual 
wage estimate used for e:id1 category of employment, an overall average wage cr.n 

• be �stimated by dividing teal disposable pers.onal income by �he employment .total. 
ThJS procedure reveals an avernge wage for each worker d:mng the construc:mn 
period of $24,666, and during the oreration period of $26,944. 

< 22 >  Author's interviews by telephone -with representatives of Kenny Cons:ruction 
Company, Paschen Contrnctors, and Grow Tunneling, firms involved in contracting 
for the Deep Tunnel project in Chicago. 

<23 >  William C. Boesman, op. cit., page CRS-13. 

<24 >  Letter addressed ro Gregory J. Claricoates, Esq. from Frank E. Dalton, Genera! 
Superintendent of the Metropolitan Sanitary District dated February 24, 1988. 

< 25 >  "Superconducting. The New Billion Dollar Business," High Teclmology, Voiunie 7, 
No. 7 (July 1987), pages 12-18. 
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<26 > "Tl:Je False Promise of Dia.'!lond-Star," Croin '.s Chicago Business. April 13, 1987. 
<27> William J. Hunter, op. cit., page 15. 

<28> SSC/or l/Jinois News/mer, Fall 1987, Volume m, page 3. 

<29> William J. Hun:er, op. cit., pages 6-8. 

<30> William C. Boesman, op. cit .. page CRS-12 

<31 > "Quark barrel politics,• The Economist, March 26, 1988. 

<32> See, for example, Ya-!un Chou, Statistical A�sis. (Holt, Rinehart and Winsion. 
1969), pages 679-680. 

<33> William J. Hunter, op. cit., page 2. 

<34 > Edpr K. Browning. •A Hidden Welfare Cost of Taxation,• Na1ional.Tar Journal, 
Vo1ume 30, 1977, pages 88-90. 

<35> The West Chicago General Development Plan was a source material for this seciion. 

< 36 > Fennilab's 6,800 acres currently maintain 2,500 permanent jobs. 

<37> Tne Facilities Planning Area consists of all land within 1-1/2 miles oftt.e city 
limits of West Chicago. Development in the area is subject to a compreheraive 
plan, promulgated by the County of DuPage, that dictates how the area is to be 
zoned in the future· and how sewage treatment is to be facilitated. 

· 

<38 > The U.S. Department of Energy estimates perma.'lent employment at the site of 
3,200. Draft Enviro1?me11ta1 Impact Statement, op. cit 

<39 > U.S. Department of Energy, Draft E1Wiron.n1ental Impact Statemem, Superconduct-
ing Super Collide;, Chapter 3, pages 61-64. 

<40> Ibid., page 64. 
<41 > Ibid., page 59. 

<42> Supp!emen.t, op. cit, page 108. 

<43 > Present value is the value today of future dollars. It is detennined mathematical· 
ly by discounting future doliars by an interest rate. That interest rate may be 
thought of as the rate at which consumers prefer present to future consumption. 

< 44 > AT. Kearney, Inc., Siting the Superconducting Super Collider at Fenniiab - An 
Independent Cost St'!'1J. prepared for SSC for Fennilab, Inc., Februaiy 12, 1988. 

<45> See, for example, Olicogo Sun Tunes, May 17, 1988. 

<46> AT. Kearney, Inc., op. dt., Exhibit fil-7 • 
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< 47 > If l,6�J Fermi lab rn:ployeC'S at <m a"erag� salzry of $·�2,!})() �hifi !O SSC work, 
t.'le anm.1!?! value of their laoor is So7.2 minion. Over a perfod of 15 years. a� i:; 
;ossum1:cii "'' the A:f. K �<i.me-;, re·nort., 1.h<: tol •I wd1ie of f err:'ci!al:i !;;;bor is $ l.ft1;J 
bH.Hon� "' ., � 

<:48 >· Tex2:; h:!!i, ir. faci, <•ffore:::! $]; 1:i;;;;on, 
<A9 > Fi:1:ondd information in this seofon i� tzke!! from two mioois De�•;mment of 

Enc-rgy 2nd �au: r:l.i Rez;:,urc�; pubiica1ioris: the Site t'rofr:)SDl fG!' ;·:u� Su.percm:i· 
dw::ifrtg Sup,.,. Coilider m llti1wis (�ubmitted to Jot.,, S. H�rrif!g•m1, U.S. :s<-.:.'Te<i>ry 
of Eaerwr, on Sqne�be;r l., lS"87) and the: Suppfomer.i-, OJ;>- c.i. 

<'5:J> IlHnvis D"'?-trt::nent of Enerw· rn:d N'�rura] Resm.�rce.::\ Si�'e' P:-opc:$ai'j0r thl' Suptr-c0111.tw:ri:r� Super Co!.!Uter in .1t!irwiJ, Volume 4 • �c::gitond Resoora:s. Th� an111:iJ 
tXpendhures d��d t..fterein for Sr.ii:!\ iteFUi a_-; pcf�t!e and fire pmtett.k>n �>ere 
mi;hip�ied hy 27 yc1rs (�,e·.,·en·v.:-�ar cc.�:;�ruc11on pe.rivd p�11s 20..)C�ir optTJrjon �riu<l). • 

<Sl> Arn<!ndment Two of HB 3512, passed Ji.me 30, l\1!1'��. 
< 52 > Tiieodore J Lo1d, EC'nj3mfa Ci!J�b<"rg, et al� P'ofudJe (New York.. NY; :� .. fa.c;r;:l�<m F'ublbhing Co., lm.-:., 1976), page 278. 
< 53 > Amendm:mt Two of HB 3512 iw.empts to i-.dJress this concern. Compcrisa1im1 foi' 

k.'!S of PWf'erty value as a result of s1.1bs�rfa� t:.iseroent acquisitiG>l, as "'e�I as 
tumpen:;a:ion for <lair.ages due to i:onsm.icti')fi. is provid� for in the legL;latim1. 11ie legislation. hcr.vever. raise$ acditio!l3l rom:ei os (see, for eum;>le, prc:ss 
release issued .Mv 10, 1968, CAT.C.H. . Illioois., Wa:;co. IL) - not the k•ast of 
whid1 �s the fact that this com;:;�n;.;;,tion wm be paid '11"ith monies talcen from 
other B!inois w.p::yers� 

<54 > Stacfszicfll Abstrac"! of rhe Unirc:t Suit� · 197?, Table 437. �federal Exper:rjit:irt$, 
ami 'faxe> • N:::1 flow and Per Caplra, Bv M;i.jor Program Area an.:! by Sr.:it"'�: 
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LETT E R  

Commonwea!t� edl.�� One Ftme. �:or:� ?t�"!a. Chr.:.Jg-.J. Wr,-vYs Acr..rress��y-:o:·l'Osrrw.sc-�A ':'Gr-
Ct:iceQ.), ::�.,,,� 6C6-9D • 07.:.57 

D.r .. V�i l!l�ct Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site T$Sk Force 
U,, S .  Departni2�t cf E:-1� rsy 
Was�i.fi:g!.<Jn" D .. C ..,  2 0 '.:. 3 5  

Comr::orrwealt;h Edison h .1s a1�,ay3 f€lt th..z..t the 
ble::-;d of hun::::n a.r,,r;t nb t.��:r·;;?.:t r�;Jc.n;, :rces ln Il linois prer:�ent� 
our Stats" a.s t.f:.e; iJ�s.l loc2 ti.or.1 to s i t £  tiv� SE>::; ., 

Th·e J 1 1i.no�:,, s 2.d .. 'wra::.t.:1ge is app;.�y e.nt throug:h�.H-"t 
ttthe :Jl73.f t E.;:vi ro:: .. ,,,.·��.·;. :_· 3.l Irt,pact :lt�tt-1::ier,. t "'  1l:o provide 
se.cv"'ic2s to the S.::�·C ,  fer eir3!:t�)1 ··::: , fewi: r: .:.!.nfras truc:tur� 
irr:prc':Js�:;rt-.!lts a:::-e r·�q·;.��?-2... i�.1. I l, li:noi s  t h·3l1 in any of 
tl�t� otbe.r six s i:r1���--:J Only 8 r;;j ls:s of �":.32� X'o�as �na 
l .. 5 rni 1.es of ne-w· po11.1�r tra.J!sreission l :L:Dsa r:eed to be 
cons�:r·cct·:?c1 .. Other s tat.es re�uilt3 aG :rPany es 1 0 1  mi l�s 
of ro.:J cons tructio;: �:::.d S'· 9 c:.'.i·..:· itio�el �.i l,2.::; c-2 t::2n;;,mi.z�;.ion 
l.:;.ncs .. 

A�other I l l l2ois a�v2 1)ta9� is �h8 F�r�i Vati��al 
A�ce l e r:?<.tc)r Lr;iboratory .. t�o ot:l""".�u:· st.�:ce can cl:a.im the 
existence of .. a fac:ili ty so reo d i ly .adr3pt,,"!ble f or use 
in the SSC pZ"oject .. 1Jd::h f'e.r.ir.!..i.�bf t��� ncc-d;;:?.d .L1je=toi: 
f s 0 i l i.ty i s  ez sent.ially in plac e .  

T;...,,;. a_..-. � i 1 v :-i-; l i 7 y of t . .1�ct.r::.c.:.d, '!:l_fiE'l:"JY to tbe
SSC ��1r·;,.:-j 2i..:t'"'is �;s��; .. ;�1 � '  COf:�T..GD,'4'2� 1 t h  ;;:d i!;On i s  the 
onJ.1 el ectric uti lity i n  t!«s r�� f: i.:;;n th;;;..t  l:a 3 O;?er21ting 
c::�-"(:r� :l�i e;ice s£�r\.' i::s a l o.?_3 s ii�·, lLir in n a t ur-2 to the SSC .. 
'1\-,en.t y years ego , E�;j :;;on !:"�ad tc a.na .'!.y�e th� efie.·.: t  tht;; 
Fermilab 103d wo�lJ h3ve nn the tracs�i�sion sys t�m � 
Our studies ind..J.. c :;. t .ed r:.hen f 0.!1'.J our e�rp�ri:e::::-:-::� had "Vt.r.i f i ed �  
th.at tilis loa\l CC'D ld �H:! cu.r.'r:i ed on cur sy;:;; t£m � ith. no 
aGv-er.s�.:: ef!:e.c�s on F::: rm.i l.:: !J O'.t: otfd:�r c1:s "!:,0:110ra ,, 



LETTER __,9;_::2--"3�- (CONTINUED) 

Dr. Wi lmot Hess 
September 2 3 ,  1988 
Page - 2 

Likew i se , the magn i tude of the SSC load i s  
not expected to materially change Edison ' s  forecast o f  
long-term growth or requirements f o r  new capacity. I n  
fact , with a pro j ected ;;;-stem capacity o f  almost 2 0 , 0 0 0  
megawatts i n  1 9 9 6 ,  t h e  SSC would increa se Edison ' s  peak 
load by less than one percent .  

The I l l inc i s  advantage i s  a l l  o f  these things 
and much more . We , at Commonwealth Edison , are proud 
to support the SSC and are ready to take the necessary 
steps to serve thi s prominent faci l i t y .  

Sincerely , /) I  �,, .. �, /Iµ� !(1� 
I James J. O ' Connor 

Cha i rman 

l <PB1 l !A. 1 - .. . . . . ... . 
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LETTER 

Ja�G. Gi,:wir;c 
Chair...-·21': anc C"1:?f Elec .. M:e 0'1-.:ct 

Dr. Wiimot Hess 
Chairman 

SSC Site Task For�e 
U . S .  Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hes s :  

Septe�ber 23 , 1988 

Locating the SSC at Fermilab makes sense for Fe.rnilab and, more 
importantly, 1"akes sense for the entire na t ion • 

Such a location will not only avoid wasteful duplicate investnient 
but also create numerous synergies. These happy results will occur not 
on::.y in the area of physical devel"p:nent but in that all-important. area -
talented, trained human resources� Successful en.terpt-ises are, in the main, 
those that concentrate on their strengths. Such organizations focus theit' 
resources and "take their best �ho t s . "  Locating the SSC at Fermilab will 

allow the nation to do j ust exac tly cl·oat : 

Fer.nil.ab is the world ' s  larges t  and masc powerful nuclear 
accelerator. Much of the basic infrast r-ucture �lready �xis ts 
to support the SSC and need� only be expanded , not re-invented. 

- A proven scientific and t8chnica.1 tearc ::!.s already in plac e ,  the 
core of aciy successful un.dertaki.ngc 

We should concentrate our resource s ,  not dispers:e tht?m . That is the 
key to success� Locating the SSC at Fermilab will achieve such a success in 
the �ost efficient manner possible. I urge your task furce to select Fermilab 
as the site of the SSC. 

!IA. 1 - _I_ 9'_�g, _ _  _ 
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LETTER 925 

CITY OF DECATUR · ILLINOIS 
11 CIVIC CENTER PLAZA 

Dr. Wilmot Hess , Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U. S .  Department of Energy 
Washington , D .  C .  

Dear Dr . Hes s :  

DECATUR, llUNOIS 82123 

September 2 3 , 1 9 8 8  

I wish to strongly endorse the State o f  Illinois ' proposal 
for siting the SSC in the Chicago area near the �·ermilab 
facilities . My City i s  located 1 5 0  miles to the South so frankly 
we do not have a vested interest in this proj ect . However ,  I 
know the suburban area of Chicago well and am fami liar with the 
infra structure requirements necess ary to support a project of 
this complexity and s i ze . The proposed site location offers the 
best of all worlds . It is near a major metropolitan area with 
excellent university and scientific capabilities . It is in the 
center of the United States with a l l  the transportation amenities 
for easy acces s .  The hous ing , educational and cultural amenities 
of Chicago will greatly assist in attracting and retaining the 
scientific personnel required. The local power , road access and 
basic utilities are all in place . 

I believe this location will best serve the interests of the 
United States and hope that it will be given serious considera
tion . 

Sincerely , 

>/t-j /#;1/[��:J 
Gary K .  Anderson � t . 

Mayor 
City of Decatur 

l lA. 1 - 1<D89 



LETTER 

JOHN B. SCHWEMM 
C\1AIJ'MA.1'1 AND 
etlEf UU'!Jl1Vf: •JPftC!A 

�!Jc  ].,1keo;1bc l)rcss 
R RDONNEl.LEY a SONS COM PANY 

2223 SOUTH MARTIN LUTHER K!NG DRIVE 
cmc.�GO. ll.L!NO•S 60<>16 

3i2·316-S006 

September 30, 19·S8 
Dr. Wil:not Hess 
Chairman 
SSC S ite Taak Force 
U. S .  Department of Energy 

Dear Dr . Hees : 

I write this to express my atrotig support for locating the S upei:conduct0r 
S&per-Collid�r at Fermilab in I llinoiS .  It is di£Hcult , if not impossible, 
to think of cmmnents on this isSLte you hsve not already heard .  1 1  li therefnre 
confine myself to a brief enumeration of those 1 find most important and 
persu&ijive � 
First , I am impressed by t�e very subs tan tial cost savings to the """' project 
resu l ting f:r"m the contr ibution made by the existing faci.Uties at Fermilab. 
Even in the context c-f t t1e total cost of thi.!J proj ect , construction sav\.ngs 
in exc:�ss of half a billion dollars and annual operating savings of nearly one 
hundred mi llion , must ba regsr�ad aa s ignificant . 

Second, the int ellectual and institut ional resources av&ilable to support the 
S S C ,  in both rure science and engineering, are 30 far super ior to those available 
!!I the other areas under C:0'1S iderat!.on aa to b!! in a cli!lss by them3 e lv.,s . I am 
thi�.i<ing not only of the. extraordinary st�ff already assembled at Fermilab, but 
of the people and equi!""iant at A>:gonne ; al: tt1e University of Chicago , Nort!T.Jestarn 
and IIT ; and at the f lour ishing res eerch ope.rations of pi:ivate industry. It is 
worth noting that the latter , Aiiloco , Bell Labs � my own Company ' s Technical 
Center , and many more, are heavily concentrated in the western suburbs of Chicago , 
near neighbors to Fermilab . 

S o ,  what , in brief , does Fennilab have to offer? 

-Really s ignif icant cost savings , both in construction and operation 
-One of the wor ld ' s great inte l lectual co1001unities 
-A location at the hub of the continent ' s  trans por tation s ys tem 
-A seasoned operating team already in place , avoiding the need for 

persuading scientists already involved in other areas of the country 
to abandon their current pursuits 

·A business C01lllllUnity and a sophisticated manufacturing complex capable 
of giving the SSC every eupport and enthus ias tic about doing so. 

It seems to me that these bas ic facts present a persuasive and powerful case. 

JllS :maz 

S incerely yours , 

l iA.1- 1Co9Q_ 
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CROESUS CORPORATION 

FRANKLIN �- COU 
CHAiL\4AN 

Dr . h i l m o t  S .  D e s s  
C h a i rman 
SSC S i t e Task F o r c e  

September 28 , 1 9 8 3  

U . S .  Depa r tment o f  Energy 
ER-6 5 ,  GT:; 
O f f i c e  E n e r g y  Research 
Washi ngton , D . C .  205 1 5  
Dear Dr . H es s : 

The u n i que charact e r i s t ics of the C h i ca � o  a r e a  make l t  so apparen t 
to me t h a t  i t  i s  the o n l y  s i t e f o r  the SSC . T h e r e  are a r a f t  o f  
reasons f o r  t h i s ,  but perhaps three c a n  i l l um i n a t e  t h e  poi n t . 

t l l The people -- eng ineer s , s c i e nt i s t s  and o t h e r s  -- who 
have t o  bu i ld the SSC nre a l read�· i n  C h i c a g o  a t  Ferm i . I t  
s i mp l y  makes sense t o  locate the S S C  a t  a place where t h e  
ta l e n t  neces s a r y  to c o n s t r u c t  i t  i s  loca ted . 
1 2 l  B u i l d i n g  t h e  SSC in suburban C h i ca � o  in conj un c t i o n  w i t n  
Fermi saves $�00 - $500 m i l l i o n . T h i s  sav i ngs i s  real ; no t 
o n l y  i s  construc t i on c o s t  reduced , but taxpayers , fede ral o r  
s ta t e , are re l i eved o f  the b u r d e n  a n d  the f u n ds are a�a i l a b l e  
f o r  other needs . 

1 3 1  C h icago ' s  h i s t o ry and record of success i n  hand l i n g  and 
bu i l d i ng large compl i c ated pro j e c t s  · l s  unr i va l ed . One need 
only look around t h e  c i ty f r o m  �cC o r m i c k  P l a c e  t o  Sears Tower 
t o  Amoco O i l to t h e  new Uni ted A i r l i n e s  t e r m i n a l  t o  r e c o g n i z e  
C h i ca�o ' s l eaders h i p  i fl'  cons t ruc t i o n . A d d  t h a t  t o  th<> f a c t  
t h a t  C h i cago abounds w i t h  t h e  expe r t i s e  t o  "'orlt « i t h  t h e  
phys i c a l  ma t er i a l s  neces s a r y  t o  bu i l d t h e  S S C . 



LETTER CJZ1 

CROESUS CORPORAHON 

� i l  of the i n � recli�nts �hi�n m6Jie � te � � C  project �c�� i e�·� b l e l ll t h � 
m o E t  ef fect ive 1 efficient way a r e  in Ch icdca . I u r g e  you to s�� ect 
1�h� C h i c3�o s i te as the on� o� whi�h the SSC M5 l l  be bu i l t .  A l. J  
�Jt::m'::?nts o f  Azper. i.c�"n so(, i e t  y .J.f i�£:�·: t �·1 b y  t.� :i.  s pr·cj  .. �r. t �� j l J  !-;� 
br0 n.f:! f i  �:ed � 

/ 
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LETTER 9 28 

A. Epstein and Sons International, Inc. 

September 27,  1968 

Dr. Wi l mot Hess 
Cha i rman 
SSC S i te Task Force 
U . S .  Department of Energy 

Dear Dr . Hess: 

&:xi l!�t Fu!:cn Sb'eet 
Ccr.,ago. l 00606· 1199 
(312i 454-9100 
T- 254;)14 

I ' m wri ting to express my support for the l ocation of the SSC to Fermi 
Lab i n  I l l i no i s .  I would l i ke t o  refer speci fi cal l y  t o  reasons that 
are rel ated to my own f i el d of experti se .  My company , which emp l oys 
about 500 peop l e ,  i s  one of the l argest engi neeri ng, archi tectural 
and construction fi rms in the Chicago area . 

I bel i e•1e that there are unusua l l y  wel l  qual i f i ed des i gn and construct'ion 
firms in the greater metropol i tan Chicago area . You have a choice 
of many wei l  qua l i fied design fi rms and a h i g h l y  ccffipeti ti ve construction 
i ndustry that '#Ould assure you of the best possi b l e  construction costs. 

Considering the i nvestment al ready made in i nfrastructure at Fermi 
Lab, the construction at th i s  s i te woul d  be many, many mi l l ions of 
dol l ars l ess expensive than any other l ocati on . Furthermore, the 
savings in operati ng costs gai ned by operating one faci l i ty rat�er 
than two are certa i n l y  obvious. 

There are rr.any other good reasons for comi ng to I 11 i noi s such as our 
academi c resources. tax savings offered by the state , our qual i ty 
of l i fe , etc . ,  but I ' l l  l 'i mi t my l etter to the fields 1o1here I ha�e 
extensive expertise and knowledge . s;��v� � ,.,,.Jf11 
Chai rma�i:;f t�=d 
djp 

lcP93 llA. 1 - ______ _ 
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LETTER 929 

Ell Ernst & V./hinney · !.'.l'n S<'.'o«h \"'"'""' Drh1e 
Chaag-3, mir\.-,;� ff1t�r16 
312J:lf,i\-.l81l0 

D•· .. �i 111,ot !t.e?:� 
Chd=-<n 
SSC S i te Ta::!S� t:·<�t'c..e:1 
t L  s .,  De:pan��.e::,t cf E'.t:H�ir·gy 

As a p:ro!:G:esio.:G1l ac-c.c111:1:.:.t:a.!ii't cleeply ir3ter�sit ,..-d � r.1 t �ie "1elfS!�'t' c;f 
my C(??'!J\'�tdty a.a� co�:!lltryl.l 1 .i'.l..:M niy ':i-o i. ce to tho1t> c,:f my colle.:!\gu'O;.'f! �  
n�!.g�,1,o!:'S �nd an &oc-J aittes i n.  a.:dvo::o.ac.y o f  r:'er'"':ti:!.&::; a s  tt·r� itle,r,;�l f'l 1.!f.t:' 
ft.lr t'.'i.� S3C� 1 feel t�t<ffit �h� fol ��·...-i�� c.on:.!:� :�n.at i an uf f.,�eto�a i!J 
t\r.iic;ttf:l oii.1:01& !'t: r1::rr:.g;ly ti�ri.ppa!"t tt;.;t� p�tt:E>�li.iir;ci:1c.@1 c f  O�E' lcr.tltit:r) . . , 

'¢' 'l'!�� .s:rEa h�.ti t=:c.it:le gEcl-o;.;ic Cl)r.1d i t imu1 whi�.h axe lcteo,;1 
for t:unr..t.1 lin.s at.,i1 it:·ti: 1x:h 1.r:: dJ · &'>Jo1.J e:irc�9s �.�1� tv-rn:1�11 n.s 
<:Os t "  

., 

TJ lln.ai.10 )" al  �.·eco,1S1:J �.zedl &isi th!!! WO] .. ld leaC.c�-:r h·:i. d-eep t�.tt·t�t�l 
c.orun:.:ructton whic'1 place• lo-c.ad �:.q:�7ti�e Et: 'bsnil""-m1.Jd.rd �1,t�g 
�O!"Jt ;q-hile �&.i.'.�.10i:1.irzg re.terr� .. 

E:<4::?..!ii t:ing f'.::�,;:: � L:..t ) e't: .t!lt t'e:r'ICil�'b \:'.f\T'"��ld c�t the� (:out (lf i:ft<!:' 
pV"oje.Gt Uy l::,ll;x�•.:�se:'.� c-rif. �0i ?. lio:H;• of d>:.)ll!?.!"ffi ., 
fi.e Gr-e@ten: Ch:�c:..tgo lil�t'.it! cff�·r� f!m.;y �cc�@� ft:�r (lti:u"'2Eli � {_ 

tl.nd inte�hlt i <'•nal e:"'.i.'�1�'<;::J.Ge � A!r.it fY:t(HJ'�.Ci;;·.i 0�1t5tCil'�tlin,e: 
.accom-;.A:Jdatic�'Sl-1!1 ii\� Wc.3 i 1-i.Sl c.1.ive:.i·e� :y (�[ C".l:,:lt:t\J°·�<l •!' f :i,v·.'.,t h"•1 
,e;t,& l�lt&O"J: r'Ce>Sl ., 

*< 1'h?.: p":"Oi!'ICM:�cl J£ i t�· e Flf::v,d . l � t \)  i:£ � J r eti,,;.1) tfo� 1.:�tl"'it r!f ' S  »1uct 
po-W"E:& ful s.cc:t:!11r�.t·�r1r.. lt pof.f:·et1!lE!!J e "Qi;:,iqti-t" til eJ?.d uf. !'ar.:-JJ. 1 t 1.r:if 
.rf�d .-:-;.pe:rt i e e. "  re:.ii-d)· £\';Cl ·�:r:U ] :lng to cct.:1t1'ihor.ei :;.o tht:: projet_t 
•'hilt loc..t.l u:�ci t t?6:.:i o::.�1 1.;l'.':i.ve.7.':i:c: �,cli.::� s ta�.c 'lr"'H�c!y to �\. .. l f i, l l  
the C:·:f;���nd fer- !'��t��! s � ... �lenr � u r !l  .rnU:� t'.ei.:hf!.:lc:i.r.1:"UJ � 

C!d.i".sgoia�d. \l:'",es _,, lcrg, t i c h  his-: tt.'1.r)? oll:."H�:! b:a� iita�ned i t'-! 1e-pt.,t...ntiii'1'• 
as .t.� ar€.&. �hic:h roils 'i.r.p itt s�.i::::eu�:t a.:r�'li getsi the j(;b don€., We 
hil.ve th1tt t"<et"l!ource s �  the er.€r'£.}' .a=�-1 �.,J:lo�le�.t;@ t� a�2.he � JJ.u1.t::;�a>s,!i c!'. 
SSCQ l<e a.re ideally su:ii,t.�ci fO.Z:' t!1.tG gres.t �:'1:..j��t' .f'r.h:!! v-e lt-:ok f:.';;rv;:;ir-d 
to the opportur.�.ty r.o l �,ve �;;p tc c�:r herttzr-t � 

/ :fur•J, , 
" r..�,.:IiS L� Euo1:: r 
Fs�-:-trH::r 
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LETTER 9'30 

Dr . Wi lmot Hess 
Chai rman 

One Ars1 Notional f'lam Oncago, Illinois soero Telephone: (312) 732""°'° 

Superconducting :SuperooUidec Site Task Force 
United S t a tes ·Depar tment o·f Energy 

Dear Dr . Hes s :  

I a m  w r i t i ng to you t o  express my s t rong support f o r  
locat ing the supe:cconduct i n4J super.co Uider at Fermi lab. 
As you !wow, ooe of the most compe l l i·ng ·benefits o f  
s i t ing the SSC at Fermi l<i·b has t·o d o  w i th cos t .  
Spec i f ic a l ly ,  a11 independent study has est imated a 
substant i a l  cap i t a l  and opez:atiag cost s 11viu9s O·f 

$3 . 28 bi l l i o n .  

Th i s  f a c t  h a s  commanded g reat attenti on , a s  we l l  i t  
s hou l d .  Yet there a r e  several other f acts that can be 
underscored because they a l s o  cont r i bute s i g n i f icantly to 
the very s t rong case in ·favor of t:lae Fermi l a b  location .  

I have i n  mind that the record i s  c l e a r  that f i rms and 
workers in the Chicago area can comp lete maj o r  proj ects 
in a n  economical and t ime ly fashion . Fo r examp l e ,  
Fermi l a b  i t s e l f  was bu i l t  under budget and ahead of 
schedu l e .  

Mo re recen t ly ,  the Chicago Deep Tunne l proj ect excavated 
at l e a s t  f o u r  t imes as much s o l id rock a s  the SSC ring 
wi l l  requi r e .  That work w a s  done on budget a n d  on t ime . 

It is a pp ro p r i a te to note that the 2 , 500 ski l led 
tunne l i ng workers who were employed o n  the Deep Tunne l 
cons t i tute a va luable resource that would be ava i lable 
for the bu i ld i ng of the SSC r ing-. 

225-Tt5 o - &3 ( Dool< 5 l  - ·r 
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In a simi l a r  vei n ,  it is relevant that· the Chicago region 
has more l i quid nitrogen capacity than any other a rea of 
the country. As you know, the SSC wi l l  requ i re nea r ly 
190  tons o f  liquid nitrogeq every day, 

I n  addition ,  i t  i s  appropriate to con s ider the f act that 
the SSC a t  Fermi l ab would enj oy the support o f  the 
invaluable intel lectu a l  and resea rch i n f r a s t ructure that 
ex ists i n  I l l ino i s .  

I n  our s t ate, there are more than 6 5 0  indus t r i a l  research 
laboratories . I l l ino i s  insti tutions such as Argonne 
National Laboratory, the University o f  Chicago , and Be l l  
Labo ratories , to name j u s t  three , a re highly respected 
throughout the wo r l d .  

I t  i s  n o  exagge rat ion t o  s a y  t h a t  t h e  work o f  your t a s k  
force is v i t a l  t o  t h e  future o f  scient i f i c  resea rch i n  
t h i s  nation . I t  may help your deliberat i ons t o . know that 
the people o f  the Chicago a rea overwhelmingly support the 
s i ting o f  the SSC a t  Fermi l a b .  · They feel that way 
because it would be good for I l l ino i s  and good for o u r  
country, 

Sincerely, 

l lA. 1 - Jeo9G, 
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#1 Fran�!ITT �Q.iarg S�rir.gttete, U!i:-P!X'Z 52713<�<101 211:;2s-a.i1 1 

The 
fMnklin 
Ufe hstxtn..-e Ccrnp1-1i"'i'J 

D r ..  W'ilm;:tt Hess '1 Ch.&i.t�er.i. 
SSS Site Ta:s!t .fcr�e 
u .  s. Depa1.·trnent of E:r!er:;:; 
c/o Illinoi s Ambci.ssadf:>.I s 
233  so�.:ith ��.cser Drive 
6 3 3 0  Sears Tc�€r 
Chicago. I l l inoi s t06C6  

�C:.��. GL.Ll 
��'and C'\11<17''1<"' cl !00 St .. ,d 

I am ;,leas�d t:o a.Cd ·xy v..:dc.c: to these of otiH: r I llino:! ::� 
bua1ne ss peopl� enco;,,;;ras·.i.ng a Ceci $ion t.o sel'2·ct our· £ t s r:21 
as tl:3e locJt'ti on fer tht: s�p�1,0 cc l l j.d:�r., .A..s � r; �t:ive t d  
I lli:aoia�  bav J..ng b�e:: tioth a student, i"'.'1 aco>·HJ'l'l:ic.s a n 1  a 
promvter ·Of bot.h et. ... on:>:r,ic eCuca·t :i:on £.71 1 !ll inr.;is econo"i;y 
f.or ·ro"} 30 ye�.rs ki b'.1s ir1ess , ! know t :i rst;i.anj tn.e mzm.y 
at·t:.ri.b::t13s of ·Ot,;;.r st.�te ., �'-: hnve tt�o:.· tr.':i!ck I'f'"::?ord cf · 
ha·vin:]' btid lt the f'e·rMd 1ab v 'l:th!! ha·�.re thr; �nez·gy r·€::sourc-r� � ,, 
sup-ez·io.r C'.�..:ad�mic x�eo'-�rcf:"E" , the VJork fc.Jrc-?:11 tt.� ccmm:.:;1Ji"'._ y  
EHi�;)�rt rt�d .Ci"le st.�te·� � �'i 1�Li.r;,g:nt::i.�S t. o  spes:!J soma 
$ 5 7 �) Mi.ll�on '"!.a thi?> prcj .::-...::t ., 
I.n a-rl.j:.i t j.or.i t.:i ·buj. 1.di ng ein t.b€ r- ::i 3.��90rt :!l:nt at ��:t :i txrrt�::-· ,.. 
the �cce)ssibi1iLy of tt.e CbiC�::10 10c�ti(":;fl to o � �::are 
l.:o·t s.;� nai-t:i onal J�i.z-port is c�.'l iiiiporta�:.\t. o:ne:: ,, 

The !.i!e i�su.ra::tl'.:€: &.ndu.st:-y i s  ai.n imyc.�· t o-r:i·t c.ir.'H in 1 1 1 i;-��i s $1  
\ti'he-re our Qi9gJ: eo;at.·e o�tYilP .. d inv�:strnent s t:-ota.1 l:le;- eral bi 11ion 
dol lars,., Much of this QOi?S ini;:V ·g�:rv'�·rnmerft rt;.:il c;ov�r:..,1"1ent 
b�cked f inancisg . Thes; ·poJ. j cyho�dez dol l ar � ,  aiong wi th 
tt�e f act t�at 1 1 .l i�ois .r-?.n.k:s last in tJ'i? t  t.al!: outflow t o  t�e 
� �  s .,  Tre�s�-.t'l",, E-eem to inali.cat.e that. i.t 6 s o.-.;ly fcd.J: tLc·t . 
we receive the si.t;e selection .. 

. HCH ., ajg  

ll! t 1  
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LETTER 9"3z. __ 

Dr � Wi lmot Hess 
Chair.11an 
SSC Task Force 

September 29 , 1988 

u ,. s '"  Depart:nent o-e Eriergy 
c/o I l l inois A�b3ssad0rs 
2 3 3  South Wacker Drive 
Chicago , IL 60£06 
Dear Dr . Hess : 

l'.s t:J.e Four.ct.er of Frontenac Company , one of the nation ' s  and 
the Mid-;;est • s  more successful venture capital firms , I and my 
partners have a very keen appreciation of the very favorable effect 
that scientific projects l ike the SSC will ultimately have on the 
private .sector. Its impact on private sector economic development 
cannot be overestimated. As venture capitalists we know first hand 
that true economic development best attains through the creation 
of new technologies and the subsequent application of those 
technologies into new products for industry and the consumer . The 
Midwest has been systematically short changed and unfairly 
maneuvered politically as to tl1e a.l!lount of governmentally sponsored 
technological investment it has received . The Midwest , and 
specifi1::��l:t ·c!'le Chicaryo- f;.::_-e:a , sh.,j�ld bccc::::c t...�e SSC site . We! have 
a l l  the �ngredients for i ts success . We have a l l  the ingredients 
for subsequent technological trans fer to the private secto r .  We 
have existing vell developed private sector development technology 
transfer met:1cdologles that ••.ill benefit the Midwest region very 
substantially .  

In hardball political decisions questions having t o  d o  with 
parity or fairness of opportunity rarely enter into the equation. 
But it is the Xid�est • s  turn. Certainly over Texas or Cal i fornia 
it sure.1.;l is. 

'.rh.::rnk y o u  for your cons.ideration of this matter .  We deeply 
appreciate your support . 

MJK/chg 



.i 

LETTER _233 __ 

R OB E: FIT W. GAi.Vi N 
IJO:! l!:ASY' lt.LGONQUfN FfOAO 

SCHAUNIVRG, flLINOIS GO!QIS 

Dr. Wi lmot Hess 
Cha i r!!!an 
SSC S i t e  Task Force 
U . S .  Department o f  Energy 
Dear D r .  He as : 

September 26 , 1 988 

I am p l eased to wr i te i n  support of locat ing t h e  S S C  a t  the 
Ferm i l a b  l o ca t i on in I l l i no i s .  As a l ong t ime resi dent and 
leader i n  the indus t r i a l  segment of our society I have had 
exten s i ve e x p e r i ence regarding tbe hosp i tal i ty of the far 
western regi ons of Chi cagoland as a s i t e  for a leadersh i p  
claas o f  i ns t i t u t i on . 

I would empha a i ze tha t C h i cagoland ' s  amen ! t i e a  and attract
i v eness w i l l  be a s i g n i f i cant factor in terms of the 
attrac t i on and the re tent·ion of the sen i or s c i ence people who 
w i l l  s t a ff the SSC t h roughout i ts service to soci ety . We ha;;e 
found cur l o c�. t i on i n  the western suburbs to be most appealing 
i n  t h i s  regard and I bel i eve that it w i l l  be a matter of 
s i gn i f i cant incremental a t t ract ion were t h i s  loca t ion employed 
for t h i s  purpose a l orie . 

The many phys i c a l  factors that determ i ne the construc t i on and 
cost I know are under a t e ch n i cal rev i e w .  The Chi cagoland s i t e  
offers many advantages , as I a m  g i ven t o  understand . Once 
i n stal l ed , the real genius o f  the i n s t i t u t i on w i l l  be a product 
of the outstan d i ng people who w i l l  serve as s c i ent i st s  who use 
thls great too l . I n  my j udgement there is no b e tter l ocat i on 
to attract and i n s p i re super i or s c i ent i f i c  creat i v i t y ,  

·B

7) ;

i

�

h� 
it::::W .  G a l v i n  • 

RWG : ms 

llA.1 - .J G,'!cz.__ . 
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LETTE R _9_,3"-4-�--

� E�JGINEERING COMPANY COi'JSULT1NG ENGll',,tEERS 

Dr . Wilmot Hess 
Cha i rman 
SSC S i te Tas k Force 
U . S .  Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess : 

Sapter.tbe·r 27 , 1 9 8 8  

This letter i s  w r i t te n  i n  s u pport c f  a n  I l l i n o i s  s i te f o r  the 
SSC, 

I have followed with grea t interest the evo l u t ion of the SSC , and 
I b e l ieve i t  to be a project of great s c i e nt i f ic value wh i c h  a ls o  
a f f i rms the Uni ted S t at e s ' s t a t u s  as t h e  w o r l d ' s  l e a d e r  i n  
s c ie nce and technology. 

The I l l i no i s  s i te of fers three u nique advances : 

- The b e s t  g e o log i c a l  s et t i n g  f o r  t h e  hugh underground 
s t r u c tu r e s  a nd tu nne ls ( a nd in cons t r u c t ion of t h i s  
t y p e , ££!h!n2 i s  m o r e  i m p o r t a n t t h a n  f a v o r a b l e  
geology ) . 

- The g re a t es t i nvento�I of e x i s t i ng p l a nt ,  s t a f f and 
i n f rastructure at Fermi Lab ,  wh i ch de l i vers s a v i n gs t o  
a l l  t a x p a y e r s  of ruany m i l l i o ns o f  do l lars i n  cap ital 
costs and operating e xpense s .  

- A r a re opportu n i t y to re t u r n  ma j o r f edera l monies to 
the Midwest and Ill ino i s .  ( On the • balance o f  payments 
w i th Was hington l i s t , • I l l i nois is s t i l l  No. 5 0 1 ) 

Our f i rm ' s  e xpe rience inc ludes the plann i n g , d e s i g n  and supe r v i 
s i o n o f  t u n n e ls i n  1 2  s t a t e s  a n d  i n  t h e  Ph i l i p p i nes , Ta i w a n , 
I nd i a ,  Pak ista n ,  I ra n ,  I raq , jorda n ,  Eth i op i a ,  and in C e n t r a l  a nd 
South Ame r i ca .  We wei:-e the p r i ncipal consultant on Chi cago ' s  TARP 
Pro j ec t . It is our op inion that the favorable geolog i c a l  s e t t i ng 
f o r  S S C - I l l i n o i s  is not m a t c h e d  o r  e xceeded by any of the othec 
s i tes cons idere d .  

S i ncere l y ,  

���-� 
Chairma n  Eme r i tus 

RDH/ j k t  

1 15 0  SOUTH WAC.KER O�l\i'E CHiCAOO. ILL�P.,Q;e eoeoe-4a6a 
Ti:L (3 1 2) ese. 7000 CABL.E HARZENG CHICAGO TELEX ae-31540 FAX !3 � �) :ii!3B·B010 

., 
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LETTEii 

O, C -::.,,it. 
('h!-W'">.�•. 'A th.\ ;e,��::r:J. 1'\G 
(.'""l; �:· ,,·:>:�:�1t;;o CW::;cr 

Dr e W i} 1!l.O:'.. HC::E·S 
C!:air1rr.::�11 

n:z·· �,,;-.-:1.;-:c; �v.1c.t 
, : ,  :-".'.;·� Ct)O:'O 

I t•"G.nt to j vin =tty fellow Ill inois buslrt�::;s 1.z�::ii::r.� 
t•::-. ursr� your posit:.ve consirlera tio;"t of FE'.J:'1u:tl ·3b as 
tr::·.� s.i. te f\-,.r tt� SSC., Y�u will find i�t this �.tclte 
t?:!aJ..:. t;.e h!1s.i n�ss cc�mmuni�y is p.�rt icular1y 
f�;e�';����;g i�n tg��g����a��d3��s ",�i�i���; ��c�����e 

We h::s.va a. verf gc.c:rd I1i$tory w.ir:� D � O � E  .. 
J B.bc-r��tcri=Es .. Wa a!'.'e p�eoud cf t� • .a !H.t('X'.'�;sc;ful a.rtoi 
";,/V'�"thy rf.:r;:�.�rch bei :r.g· cortctuc.:ted at both F�rndJ -?:.'::::: acd 
Argvr1�1e Ndtional Labo..:.:·atory.. We are f'7o�r.ilicl.t· w2th 
ticw to build,, manage a;nd pron;.ote suc!.1 1u1d�rta.k.;.ngs .. 
T!H� techrl.teal and ma.nagerial J.-:.�ru)t-:-how al�:f!ady 
pres-,ent in the C.'1it��90 area mu;:,�t :1crt be J.gnore".i a� 
yon �;:;!::a this decision . Any b'�siness person charged 
;,;i;:t1 sit.i:1g a plant would give full consideration to 
el!panciin:q art exist i�V! operating which is sot up to 
p�rf;:;r� a sLnila!r" function l>efor� thin}:inq· of 
building a n.  �l.l :1ew f �cil i.ty., Of co(.;.rse; if t�t:!re 
a:;:� �enefi t� a.ad/or uigGi ficant cost Bavings tc t;1e 
ne� �lte,. c;:.r .. s.idera'tion shaul d f  of cct_;:-se , be g.iv-=n 
to i t: .  l Se(} nt.l su,oh benefi ts i n  this cas.,, . 

As you knO'"J,  a bus i ness··sponsored val�ation s.tt;dy 
ha� shown that our- a.£:��t. ·"at F�rmilab is 
considerabl e ,  and l:tb officials confixrn that the 
Te�atron accelerator can serve as an inj ?.ctor� or 
starter� ftJr the protons to be used in the SSC w-.i th 
no interr'Jptioa of ongoing· research here at 
Ferm ila.b. 'I�e engL1ee,�:-ing talent and the 
researchers a:�e here ready to build a�d operate. this 
machine " !t seems ill�gical to me to build the SSC 
anywbsre else (even if a".lcther sta.�ce is will ing to 
re:c l i�at.e :Pe�milab to �·in the ccrnp.etit.ion) ., A.s a 

i lA. 1 - no 1 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

HOUSEHOLD 
INTBiNA"fs.Qf,IAL 

Dr . Wilmot Hess 
September 2 7 ,  1988 
J!age TWO 

nation, we cannot afford to build larqe pub l ic works 
proj ects without regard to cost-effectivenes s .  
Bus iness sense tells u s  t o  build the S S C  at 
Fermilab . 

A review of the draft Environmental Impact Statement 
reveals that the I l l inois site has no adverse 
environmental effects that cannot be mitigated by 
careful planning . If you add to that our state ' s  
incentive package and the cost savings a f forded by 
the existence of Fermilab, the logical place to 
build the SSC is the Ill inois site . I can assure 
you that business in th is area will work to see that 
we build the machine quickly and efficiently, and 
that it has decades of smooth operation ahead . 

n= �� 
Donald c. Clark 
Chairman & Chief Executive Officer 

DCC : l r  

l lA. 1 - �°?_O_?-_ 
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LETTER _<1_;;3_<P __ 

September 26, 1988 

Dr. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site T:isk Force 
U. S. Department of Energy 

Dear Dr. Hess: 

l!ull'.l. ll'"lf• 
Gruwraan and 
ClllS EMlCul!ve Qffi,;er 

IC !-"'-, I""" 
Co1•1".101ateOttic..es. 
Ooe IU1nClS CGtW9f 1,11·Eas1 WaoerO!'tt 
Ctw::aqo. iL 60601 
j312) "65-3005 
TELEX '200337 

Please accept my commcnt.s in favor of locating the SSC at Fermilab in 
Illinois. As the CEO of one of Chicago's largest international companil:s, I 
have two primary interest3. I want to sec 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 illirwis' unique quali!icaticns-tlie exi3tence cf 
Fermil.ab, our ability to handle large tunnelling projects, and the quality of 
life provided by one of America'e greate:it cities. What you may not know is 
th:.1t Chicago's busineu commun.ity worb together in a quiet way, without 
showmanship, to get the big jobs done. 
No om: here will get in the way. Bui we trill make S1JCe the project 
succeeds. I can assure you that we will provide whatever political, economic, 
or moral support that is required to comp!ete this critical project in a 
satisfactory manner. 

It's a perfect partnership. lllir.ois needs the SSC. And the SSC needs Illinois. 
We can do the job. 

7J� 
Kul D. Bays 

K DB:rn 

llA. 1 - _ll' 03 
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LETTER 

lniand Steel lndustrieS. Inc. 
30 West Monroe Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 

3n 899 3905 

Frank W, ....._, 
Chaorman and Chis! E:cec��ive Olli<:ar 

• inland Steel Industries 

Se�tember 3 0 ,  1988 

Dr . Wi lmot 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 the SSC . It makes eminent sense to me that DCE 
should exploit a developed site and the human and 
physical resources already in the are a .  S o  I urge your 
most careful consideration of Fermilab as the. selected 
site . 

Sincerely yours ,  

FWL : mvd 

,llA.1 - 1704-
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LETTER 

INSURERS REVIEVV SERVICES. INC .. 
SiX NORTI-l MtCHt8r,N f\\."t\lUti i �LJm: '!/'JO Cl�Cf,CD. J!.tlf\.-OlS �:tk:O� 
t31:2) 3..1�-090D 

Dr •. \lt<O!mot ltes0> 
Cn.iir111an 
SSC Site Task For.:i< 
U . S .  DO'partmer•t of Ec1ergy 

I am •1ff!ti<"•9 to you � enc:ou ... <>ge ye�·�· coru."lliHr;e t<> select tt mnoi.: as tCle loca
tion for t.he SSC . As a native Chicagoan and a bu�ines.s ownei' in Chic3go, I 
have a natural bias. i ,  howerve!", hc:v�, dlscoveO"ed frorq rny tnsvei!ll in the 
State:> and abr·oad my biases arc n<;t •-msubstantiated by v islton; and fritmd� 
from o�he� parts of the cou:-itry or olroer cvui)tdes o1 llHl •HlrkJ.  The C�oi<;.;9!:l 
area lias; been best de$:i.:::-ibcd <1'5 a hidden •·9�1 . • 

DuPage County �s oinfl cf tt�� fci.->;:��st .. if no·t � th� f�stest grow•� o;.unly wn_ 
A.nu�t·'ic.3., l'he work foG""c.e; is educ-�!'etil and! �o:operc:i•ve., E��cted offlciailSJ �r�t'�" 
ta assist �"!:WI C!e" tolo�ents rcitt:�.r d�n hi-f"lde:.;· .. Our cuH,urai arntn•ti�s i;H""tl 
st:cond trJ none �n the c.c�..J�J� �ty ., 
As ai &n£JtGtHH'' o!· the tr1Bnt:Jd�y b�isiine�� comttJr..1Pni�y,, rrry h"1ler·�st t�o�s beyond/ 
the practk:;;,L The 1oc'"ting o:' the SSC ,.,m !!E�ve as a mooei to the many 
ll'iirm.�ity students whc;m "'W l::.e IOXpo;-,.,,;i tD the nc-e<:ils ,;f highEr education ;;,;-,cl 
to the opportunities t;,at aJi'f' available ijn i"he wo,ict of science. 'lhe e�hnlc 
and raci<1! <AK!lpositicm .if ths e:re31 'illouk'l tri.llt ::.ierve a� a beacc.-i for. cie'<e:I-

. oping future le?tders ano �rtijc��ar<.;�_g ijr;l thEi sc�er.1Ufic co�imUJ_pi':: y .,  
By choosfrig nf:no�s; ij 21 m  So\Vi�"e )10Llit' task f�rt,ifl �r' 01 ,i SieiT'ld: o::�H o f  the \.'2ll r Hlc)v,SJ 
interests th;;;¢ yoa.1 .,,.�, tJekog <•sk<;cl to c;o.rrnid•1r'., 
S. �nc;ere'y, 

JL , {\  I �  
Alvin J .,  r:t6binson 
President 

111u . nos 
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LETTER 

September 3 0 ,  1 988 

Or. Wilmot Hess 
Chairman ·
SSC Site Task Force 
U . S .  Department of Energy 

R E :  SSC For I ll inois 
Gentlemen : 

KENNY 
C NSTRUCTION 

COMPANY 

There are many reasons w h y  the SSC project should be located in I l linois . 
I would like to list them a l l ,  however for the time being I will  only 
list one very important far.t ! 
The Kenny Construction Company and S . A .  Healy Company have both 
just recently ccmpleted underground tunnelling projects in I l l i nois and 
Texas. With this background i n  mind, Kenny and S . A .  Healy representatives 
strongly recommend that the SSC project be located in I l linois. 

The advantages from a cost, schedu_!!., and �y analysis a l l  indicate 
that Ill inois should be selected as the site. I llinois has the necessary 
trs;nf'd and skilled workforce having just completed the Deep Tunnel 
Project . -Theworkforce is not avail!!ble in TexH to complete in a timely 
fashion a project as !argeaii<! complex as the SSC. 

For these reasons we strongly recommend that the SSC be loca ted in 
I llinois .  

Very truly you rs. 

tfa::l��;;.:::; 
Gerard M. Kenny ,' 
President 

GMK / lb 

llA.1 - J]Q(e . . . 
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cl 

KLAUCENS & ASSOCIATES. INC. 
CONSULTli'<G ENGINEERS 

S eptember 2 3 ,  1 9 8 8  

Dr . Wilmot Hess 
Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
U . S .  Department of Energy 

.Washington , D . C . 

Dear Dr . Hess : 

Selection of the SSC Site is nearing the goal l ine after 
long and tedious process and the goa.lposts say " I l l inois " .  

I t  i s  unfortunate that a very vocal minority 
bl inders , with total d i sregard for the ben�fits to 
Installation and the State of I l l inois , push the ir 
interests into the forefront. 

wearing 
the SSC 
selfish 

oi:i the other side , the State of I l l inois and most citizens , 
vie for, and welcome , the SSC Installation as a mutual l y  
beneficial decision t o  all parties. 

The surrounding area surpasses any other location in the 
country in offering a great variety of social , economi c ,  
geological a n d  other advantages . T h e  latter a r e  too 
numerous to l ist and one has only to draw several radii from 
Fermilab to ascertain the veracity of this content ion . 

Climate of the construction industry in the state of 
l l ino i s ,  based · on impressive precedents of huge proj ects 
will be d i fficult to challenge ; the availability of work 

·force and academic talent is virtually unlimited . 

My travels take me to most parts of the State and whenever 
the subject of the forthcoming SSC installation is brought 
up , it is fol lowed by laudatory remarks and recognition of 
the high qual ity of leadership that our State o f  I l l inois 
and the Federal Governr.ent are unde r .  

Hope fully, these brief commen.ts will further emphas ize the 
choice of the SSC location at the Fermilab in the State o f  
I l l inois is practical , sensible and correc t .  

KLAUCENS & J'.SSOCIATES , INC . 
Norbert Klaucens, P . E .  
President 

3239 ARt:OLO LANE. hl0RTHBR00K. ILUNOlS 60062 
TELEPH01·;E t3�2l 498-5850 TELEX 262168 KLALJCENSUR FAX i3i2) 498-6880 
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LETTER 

JOH:li M. R.l.cm.c.AN 

® KPAFT 

September 2 3 , 1988 

Or . Wi lmot Hess 
Chairman, SSC Site Task Fo.rce 
Department of Energy 
Washington, D . C .  

Dear Dr . Hess : 

Kraft , Inc . ,  is p!.eaf:ied to lend its su;;port to the 
efforts to locate the superconducting supercollider in 
I l linoi s .  

'Ib.e existing fa_ci lities a t  Fermi Nat.ional Accelerator 
Laboratory in Batavia , used as a starting point fer the 
development of this pro j ect , offer the most cost effective 
use of tax dollars . Placing the supercollider anywhere 
else would mean duplicating Fermi lab ' s  excellent facilities , 
and wasting tim� and resources . Estimated costs to the 
government fer this duplication range up to as much as 
$ 5 0,0 mi llion in construction and star t-up costs , and 
$80  mi llio11 annually to operate both Fermilab and an SSC 
in another location. 

Financial considerat ions should not be the only 
determinant in the selection of the site , however . 
Certainly great scientific and technical expertise exist 
at Fermi lab. I n  addition , proximity to a maj o r  urban - center 
such as Chicago o f fers a wide range of excellent resources 
which includes univers itie s ,  cultural activities , good 
transporation, a skilled labor force , and arnple hous ing . 

- I  trust that you and the other membe rs of the selection 
committee will conc lude that I l l inois is the most logical 
and cost ef fective site for the SSC . I join with other 
business leaders in the' Midwest in strong support of this 
favorabJe decision fer I llinoi s ,  and for America ' s  future 
in research. 

Sincerely , 

KRAFT L�c,. Ko.<FT CouRT. 0LENVt£W. IL 6QOH 

l !A.1 - J1Qi'_· 
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the u:"ED '; a1Y•ut1_ bd t.,;. • �� ;,""' b V-1x - _-,  , �  ... .., o  

K<:.:i;\ .11.hh,;r·; 1.; .', \.:::.!>!-·n�;fn ·- -

Dr .. W i lr>�tot i.-i2ss 
C'!1a i r man 
SSC S i t s  T a s k  Force 

S e p c emhsr 2 7 ,  i � s s  

U � S .  Depdrt:n�;�t o f  E�1!?!rgy 

Wlth a dec i s ion so�n to b3 w2de c�nc2�n �J tha s i te sel 9ction for 
the S11�1�rcondu(;t i�g S n per Collider { s��c , I 1.:r i  t e  to sup?a r t  th:? 
e f f o r t s  t a  l oc a t e  th8 SSC � e a r  t he Fe�� lab ¥ e s t  c f  Chi ca;o � 
have had tha o�par tu�ity  tc raviev the �e� i t s  cf the s i � e  n e n r  
Pe1 milah,  a n d  a s  a professicnal s i t �  select in� exper t p  I e nd o r s e  
a n d  support that lc��t j �� .  
SSC a t  Fermi l.::. b p!<.-c1-.zj 5 ,3z numeroas a ·.:::lv3n t. ag:� s  bo t.:-f e c o r 'J :r. i c  2. ti ·::5' 
soc i a l  such a s :  

cos t s avings t o  bu i l d a t  rermi lab t �  t�ke advanta;e of 
exi s t i ng infrastr�ct11re�  
exi s t i ng constr�ctinn ex9er t i s� in tu�ne l l�J has b e e n  d e v e 
loped dur ing t h e  Chi cago Met?·opc;litan  S a n i. �ary D i s t : i c t ! s  
De�p Tunn:?l pz-v j �r.:t , a n  e"V��n l�u·Qer t ur:.!1-i:!l pr-oj ect t�a� SSr: . 

r :; �J7e-d or:era tj r:.g c o s t s  by cr::.:ni�·i. r. 1. ::t-; t �e <'..·pe.ratic-ns of two 
a � � � l e � a t o r  labs . 

outstanding acade�i c r � s o Q r c e s  and exi st i ng ma j o r  res�arch 
c�n t e r g  su::h 'iS �r.g·onne National  Lahoratory,  .Z\.rnoco r e a -: a :-c� 
Center , BRll Laborator i e � ,  the I n s t i t u te of G a s  Tach nolo�y 
and ether wel l  known cecterg are read l l y  av? i l able i� the 
a rea a l lowi?lg the 
one.- another . 

sc.ieat i f i c  cur-��un i  ty ta i nterf�ce with 
� 

�n exc e l l snt qua l i ty of l i f a  w i t� ffia j or c � l t u r a l  in�ti tu
t ions eas i l y  a�csss iblg to t h e  peo p l e  v h c  wi l l  l i ve in th? 
ar�� ?nd �or!c a t  t h e  SSC s i t� . 
s� r·ong cam��nit? support. f o r  its dav�lop�e�t inc!u J i ng 
nur..�� r r:; u s  comnr�:;. 1 t y �p.�3sed r·2so j t:. t i ons eJ,:Jors i ng i t .  

Whi l e  t !1er e are milny add i t i on�! reasonB t o  ch0os� t!'le Fermi l :l b  
s i t e ,  suff i �e i t  to say  that support i s  s t ro�>g a � d  people a r e  
enthus i a � t i c  about t h �  SSC ' s  loca t ion a t  Fer�� l a b .  I j o i n  wi th 
thous3rtds of other I l l i n o i s  c i t i zen� i n  supporting  tha t cho i c� . 

Very truly  yours , 

��!+:�.$) �f ����1-J a  .. ,as T e  St.h ... .:n� .... �r 
PresidE<nt 

l !A . 1 - J�! £'1 __ _ 
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LETTER _:94=:......!. �0 __ 

ffORTHERHTRUST CORPORATION 

Tl:Lt:fl'HONIE (312) UI0-8000 

WESTON CHRISTOPMERSON 
CMAlll••N OJI' Tl'I• •O.UID 

Dr . W i lmot Hess 
Cha i rman 
S S C  S i t e  Task Force 
U . S .  Depa r tment o f  Energy 

Dear Dr . Hess : 

C:tl'llCA.60. IU.INOllll 60675 

September 26 , 1 958 

In l i e u  o f  oral commentary a t  the Aurora mee t i ng i n  early October , 
these wr i tt e n  comments are meant to convey my s t rong f ee l i ng t h a t  
SSC s h o u l d  be located i n  I l l i n o i s . T h e  same b i a s  t h a t  has caused 
me to spend my entire b u s i ness l i fe i n  I l l i n o i s  i s  part o f  my 
conv i c t i o n  that here i s  the best home for SSC . 

W h i l e  I ' m  sure t h a t  te chn ica l considerations and econom i c  factors 
are a l ready we l l  docume n t e d ,  one po i n t  that seems unassa i l ab l e  
to m e  i.s this : n·o t. only does the e x i stence o f  t h e  world-class 
Ferm i l at::. o f.fer huge dol l ar bene f i ts to SSC i f  located i n  I l l i n o i s  
but the cho i c e  o f  another s i � e  l i ke l y  wou l d  d r a i n  Ferm i l ab o f  i t s  
b r a i n  power o v e r  t i me , pos s i al y  even destroy i n g  i t s  v i ab i l i t y .  
T h e  e x i s t e nc e  of Ferm i l ab ,  in whi ch a l l  t h e  c i t i z e n s  o f  t h i s  
country h a v e  a l a r g e  i n vestment ,  o u g h t  n o t  to be jeopa r d i zed b u t  
oug h t  to be v i ewed as a �ompe l l i n g  reason f o r  s i t i ng SSC a d j a c e n t  
t o  t h i s  n a t i on a l  t r e a s ur e .  

What I want p r i mar i l y  t o  w r it e  abou t ,  howeve r ,  i s  not o f  a tech n i ca l  
o r  econom i c  n a t u r e . It is s i mply that Ch icagol and is a wonder f u l l y  
f i ne p l a e e  i n  wh i c �  to l i ve- a·nd i n  which t o  pursue pro fe s s i o n a l  
and bus i ness i n t e r es t s . Many o f  the resources we t a k e  for g r anted 
wi l l  be o f  enormous ben e f i t  to the people who wi l l  con s t i t u t e  the 
SSC fami l y .  Some o f  t h e  country ' s  most d i s t i ng u i s hed r e s earch and 
t e a c h i n g  u n i vers i t i e s are located here and ava i l a b l e  not only from 
the profes s i on a l  perspect i ve of those who wi l l  work a t  SSC but for 
their personal e n r i chment and that o f  the i r  fami l i e s .  I n  Hyde Park , 
home of the U n i v e r s i t y  of Ch icago , there is perhaps the country ' s  
most d i s t i n g u i shed c l u s t e r  o f  Theol og i cal Seminaries . In many ways , 
C h i cago provides an i n t e l l ectua l l y  st imul a t i ng env i ronmen t �  

l l A. 1 - r1 1 0  - ---·---· - - -·- -



LETTER 94-3 

September 26,  1988 
Dr. Wilmot Bess 

Page 2 

(CONTINUED) 

Northern Trust C@rporation 
Chiesgo 

Chicago has a vorld-rencvned symphony orches t ra , a distingui shed 
Lyric Opera , and a range of world-class museums . We are bui lding 
an oceanarima at the Shedd Aquarium. Th i s  beaut i fu l  and unique 
educat ional and entertainment faci l i ty v i l l  provide natural 
habitat for marine mammals of the Paci f i c  Ocea n .  

W e  have a great variety of res idential chci ces--vhether i n  the 
C i t y  or in the Suburbs . Chicago is a f i rst-class retai l i ng center. 
We are replacing Nev York i n  terms of what the theater has to 
offer. Our sports teams may not be frequen t champions but they 
are fun and they add to the d i versity of l i fe here . Ours is an 
ethnic m i x  of people that makes for a whol esome and stimulat ing 
environment . 

Our transportat ion faci l i t i e s  are second to no other large c i t y  
i n  t h e  country. O ' Hare i s  a major hub f o r  a i r  travel . O u r  r a i l 
road commuter l i nes of.fer exc e l l ent servi ce . Our expressways are 
busy but not nearly as congested as those in other major c i t i e s .  

Th i s  i s  n o t  a perfect c i ty--we have crime , drugs,  poverty , inner 
c i ty schools that are not as good as need be . The important 
t h i ng ,  thoug h ,  is that leaders in business , the professions , 
government , rel i g i on and others work t ogether in a commitment to 
a l leviating the problems t hat e x i st . A broad-section of peop l e ,  
represen t i ng vi rtua l l y  every soc i a l  and e conon1ic segment of 
Chi cago , t r i umphed t h i s  ·summer i n  bring ing about a school reform 
plan that w i l l  drama t ically change the qual ity of education i n  
the City of Chicago over time . 

Thi s  is cne of Amer i ca ' s  most i nteres t i ng and hospitable c i t i e s  
a n d  a genuinely n i ce place to l i ve a n d  work . T h e  Northern Trust 
Company stands ready t o  be of help to t he people who will be 
moving i nto our community to work at S S C .  Orte of o u r  core 
strengths i s  that c f  serv i ng the private banking , personal f i nan
c ial consu l t i ng , and asset management needs of professional 
people and t he i r  fami l i e s .  Some of Chi cago ' s  other major banks 
offer s i mi lar services . We would v i ew our responsibi l i ty as 
being that of helping SSC fami l i e s  set t l e  into our community 
with ease and with a sense of security and comfort . 

We realize that you and your c o l leagues are being deluged with 
arguments ranging in content from hard facts to emotional appea ls . 
A l l  I ' ve t r i ed to do is make the case that Chi cago is a n i ce 
place on balance and that the people drawn to SSC w i l l  f i nd l i fe 
here to t heir l iking . 

S i ncere l y ,  

JIA.1- 11 1 1 
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Az yc,u l:.oo• :t'1·•)!.'l' s:i.te !::;:-�:..f, �1. L,::_.u r.�por·cs tl',_.-:.:f. IJJ.Jr�.,,L:; 13 e.u e;.:.c:el.J.c:��t cboi(:·:'.: 
f� . .,r- ·\i":e S � S. . C  .. 

l .:iJ.L.�c:.is. l;�.s go:::C. p•JJ i !�..._c.sJ n.nd !:0;:.·r.,;rr:.f.-'CJ" s:n:-p01<7. i- � .. a.r:- �;- �1 eX.(!EJ.J .-,;nto �:;.!.�i1 l -:.J: 
io-.:,:drf:::i!'ce� t � t. is hc"1lY:>- t.J Sl�i:·"··ri •:i;_� a.�a.:1·�.J.·� r��\'.: 0�t-r t:<.;'-! s•lch as Tl ti'.! U!i.i¥srs.�. '.�J 
of t..;h·; . .::�:-::.c:J:,. l �L!.� ;:.c-is 11c:.;·,, ;.·.:·1,:t(:'." c-.f· 'h�::.-'!,�....:.;.:::t:.:.cr-� �i·�· i'.,·n:.:.·rT• :r..:-..: .:L.:r.ui �� Uz.t.; \:i.:-r.H..:: �.,,.· &.nd 
N•)trS' "'.":''b.lilr . •  J 
'l'f,�:: CL; ����G ar;·::e. 5.S. h�>;�.t to th·.: r.iir� iC:.:.:£ l-:t:....i7:.��g. (' •.))} ... �:r::J . .  1 r S-'t:!. tut..}_O-U}:,. 
:i :::::.:1.L.J.:L1e;: tr.0 Ctd C8.f,.0 .S:1··,'l'l�}�(�t:l:Y s; L::r:: :-:-· (;_1):-t:·"f q;:,:i ;,.!_�of-; .i.o�;\.., j -t,ute., 

llJ :t�..1..::.;.s. :' s  1fn.� :;...::;.::, •. j'r-r 1�1 d.,.:;r-...:_9 i-!..<.i:i..:::,c1 ;.rc":r-:r:: �n� i t ! '"'!; ge:J.lce.J� ls ve.ll :;ui t  :::i 
:f[]r tb2 8 . G � C .,  

J:'.he conz;r:ruc�ion 0 ±:"  t:t.i.2 S .. S . C .  0.t: the ?er?lri' J3.b "�·clJJ'.:!. b-�:J .. p give I U.jnois i ts 
ft?:-f .. r e;nre cf r�d.er&..l f�ds.. J1linoi3 rs.n.ks 50th. .. h&vi n.._� pt.tid 31 .5 bi .. lliort 
Dvre over. a. t!lrc:e year ff:�· ri.od, to t:.-�e U.S .. r.rrec:sury tt'13.D. i.t g:;t ba..::;k .. 

i"'..,Y e:n1rf;;18L'J'" has .BB.de .miJ1io..c5 of c-ompcn("n-f.�s tt-iB_t a!'e U$'2J. in the magn�t a�sembly 
a.ft•i bB.ve developed. tectntqucr.; to meet "t.he r1B.: hl requ.i re:.�h;ont.s or Fe-c.rei J 'l'::i� 

My Cl;.--r.:vany bee the stillz ru:.d f':i.na.ncia.t st�pvr t to dupplf tt�e· l&r;;e nmr:b ::r 
of cc..'<EpmJ{'-n:ts that "'-i.ll be o.eedc� to bui.11. the 3 . S � C .,  

I urge your support. of having the S .. S . G �  b�.dlt a t  the Fermi =v�b s�te. 

llA. 1 - 1 1 1 2.  
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D r . W i lmot
' 

H e s s  
Cha i rman 

�JEFFREY B. SLE)fMONS 
ATTORNEY a COUNSEL.OR ft.T L.AW 

SSC s i te T a s k  Force 
U . S .  Department of Energy 

Dear Dr . Hess : 

0148 N. NORTHWXST lIWY. 
cmCA.GO. ILLINOI� 606Sl 

( 3 1 2 )  631 77�S 

September 2 0 ,  1 9 8 8  

Ma y I .:: dd my voice t o  t.he broadly based groups o f  suppor t e! s 

cf I l l i no i s  a s  the bes t s i t e  for the SSC . I l l i n o i s  o f f ers not 6nly 

the advance prepa r a t ion e n d  s t ruct�ra a f forded by F e rmi Lab and Argoni�e 

but proxi m i t y  to academic and cultur a l  reso�rces that can comtine to 

ma�e the SSC the g e n c i n e l y  wor l d  l e a d i ng re s earch and analys i s  f a c i l i ty 

that i t  must ba . 

----- - I n  t h i s  t i me of b'.tget.ary res t r i c t i o n ,  the in place support 

tha t I l l i no i s  offers makes it the only l e g i t imate contender for the 

SSC . I s i ncerely hope tha t the c l e a r  savings o f f ered by I l l i no i s  c a r r y  

the veight that the savigns dese rve . As appropr i a t i o n  mea sures are 

a rgued i n  the Congr ess , the taxpayers w i l l  demand t h a t  a l l  po s s i ble 

s avi ngs and synerg i es between the SSC and ongo i n g  research and developrnen� 

have been u t i l i zed . Only I l l i n o i s  can o f f e �  such c l e a r  cut economi es . 

I thank you in advance f a "  

contr ibut i o n s  a n d  s i te promi s e .  

l lA. 1 - r1 1 3  
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LETTER 

Dr . Wil.mo t Ress 
Chairnia.n 
SSC Site Task Force 

SEARS, ROEBUCK _--..,-..,-o CO. 
SE.-.R.."J TO'W"ER 

CfilCAOO, ILLINOIS 60684 

September 30 , 1988 

U . S .  DepartU!ent of Energy • ER-65 GTN 
Washington, DC 20545 

Dear Dr.  Ress : 

ED\\'�O �,. S�Ef.O�.t.� 
CtttlrTfta!'r (>! t� &c.•d 

I would like to express my support for the selection of the Chicago 
araa as the site for the new superconducting supercollid,.r. lie believe 
the area has a great deal to offer . 

Thera ara many positive reasons for locating the SSC here, including: 
unma tched geographic advantages representing eoet s�l''lings in 
transportation and etQte-of-the-art ccmmunicatione capabilitiee; access 
to a huge , skilled workforce ; end , very significantly, the academic and 
qt1lility-of-life amenities that are so necessary to attract and retain 
exceptfonal people . 

Additionally, ve have been impressed by the fact that co-locating the 
SSC at Fe""1il�b would represent very significant sa7ings to 
taJ<payers--both in construction and operating c.os ts . In today ' s  
environment , making maximuM use of existing resourcee i s  mo�e C�itical 
than ev2r. Fet"!!!ilab ' s  scientific and technical team, as we ll as ics 
physical structure s ,  provide a logical and sensible starting poinc for 
the SSC. 

with these reasons in mi.nd , we are very hopeful that the Chicago area 
and Fermilab will be selected as the site for this important scientific 
venttire . 

Very truly yours ,  

/ (__:fl..J {�_J 

l lA. 1 ·  
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_  

- . - . .  \_J< 'D"J f.\A ,..... ,...._ • I �  f;/+1-,;f-!f"---------l.---J.. Terry Desll"Jnd. Oe!l'.a l b  Co!Jnty Clerk �nd Keeper o f  tt'le Recor-ds: in DeKalb Count �;:!��!� · rt?�o��r��Y f���:ffy that the a t tached is a true ar.d correct copy of th/' 
(SEAL) In wi tness thereo f, I have hereunto set my hand 

and affixed the Seal o f  the Cciunty of DeKalb · at my office 1n Sycunore, I l l t no h .  . Q-rc.LJ . ...{/J1tid /--7 . 
�.k� (5;,_,,.�_,. �-ond' DeKalb C\>unT;ltert bepu ty Cl erk 

25 r.1w: 258 

l ! S O L U T I O l'I  

\.i1!f.Rr:A!'. the County e f  DeKa!.b, St.11te nf lll hioh, le a gt;vf!rntr1i!ntd 
un i t  a• m1thodr.ed 1.mcler C:ha�ter Jt, or the l l l inoi e ftavhed Stntutes; nod 

Ull!':R�AS ,  the l.Jn1ted State" nr "'1::ertca hae been the leeder for th ree 
generat ions Jn re�Hrch tn bigt1 er.ergy rhys1ca; and 

Wllf:ll:F.M. thi.s prec1dnencfl tn ruurrch tn high enerr,y phy9ics hM 
been i.a! nt .:i inetl with the Cfflldrt:uc t t on o f  the Tevar ron pa r t ic !lfl acceierft
tor a t.  the fend. Nr.tio�•1 Acce ler•tor Laboratoryi and 

Ul![!tP'.l!.S, thh p<.>llition, in •iev rof the effortll of c>ther countries lr1: 
cond11c t J n 11  re1Harch in hJ�h ene rgr phyaics, can only be contlm1erl by the 
constn1c t t on J n t.lle Uni ted Statel!I ttf the Superconductinr. St1pl!lr Collider; 
and 

IJl!f.!lf.A.i;: ,  rhe at ting of the Surercond11ctir." Super C!! l ltc!er ot 
Fer•t 1 11 h ,  with i ts present acce!erntor, the Te.,,etron, f t a  essoc fat•tl 
hci l i t iu1, er.d trained na f f ,  w i l l  1111ve up to $500 •illtcin in c oet fl 
involved fn ettch constl'uctlon; and 

wm•'RF./\S, the i::onat r1fcd nn  "'' the Surercoodu�tJng Soper rolllditr nt 
P'er.,d l.ob vi ll pn1'9110t e  econO!ll1 C  devel or'1:ent tbro\lghout Hol'theaetern 
t l l i noh i ;  11nd 

lll\F,Rf.r'IS, 1ud1 econoale 8r('Vth ind deve lop..ent will prov ide jo.., 
oppf'.lrtun i t f ea ,  att!!:ulare l nvel!l t-nt , a:rid ll•ad r<t 1n1 overall increnl!le tn 
the Prono111 J e  11elf•n� cif 9everal northeaaterri l l l ir.oia counf!�•� fncl\Jdln" 
DeKalb Cuunt y ,  

l'l{)W, T!lf.R:::FORt, RF. lT RESOLVED BT T1iP. DUA.LB COUH71 CC-. .. li:D TllA.T: 
I .  1l;e S\tperconductJng Su)l'�r Colllrlet' he ectnovledged ll9 a n3tfona l 

pr!<trit� 11f'd I t s  spproval exped ited to i! l lov coHs t r uct ion as 
soon aa poss ible; 

�. The Fend National hcce J e r"tor L{Jf:.orat�ry I A  enthu e1 f o l!l t i c a l h  
imrpnr tec! as t h e  s i t e  st w h i c h  the Supedonduc t 1 n g  Super 

. 
Co!lidn should be located; 

) .  Thn.t l n  fur therAnce of rhe'"""\oal of loca t l f'l;g. the SupPrconducting 
Sl!rer ColJJder At the Fend ·NetfC!nal Ac!:'ele?ratbr Lahor atory ,  
,1rprnvl!ll te given fol' tnns-.lttal of thid rPf!Oh!tlon t o  the 
rrel!liderit of the lfoited St•te8, Rerretter.uth'e GrctbitrJh 
the 5ee?ret�ry cif tho D•r•rtttent of Energy, the Gove rnor, 
Repr"!!lentat!ve Cotmtryiaan ,  Sen11for Welch, the Director of 
f e rr11J l a L .  nod other pa r ti es with interest in the 1u1111 rdin8 t>f 
tsa!d p?:ojec t .  

Ar•rr,ovr.n hl�D AOOrTED TllI S  I f. t h  DAT or OC'TOM.11:, 1 9 8 5 .  
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LETTER 

Carrr.ents on Draft E I S  
M .  W .  Lei ghton 

October 6, 1 988 

My name i s  Morr i s  Lei ghton and I am here to offer c01m1ents on the Draft E I S  
that wi l l  txl pe ful l y  he l p  DOE 1 n  deve l op i n g  i t s fi na l  E I S .  I am C h i e f  o f  the 
I l l i no i s  State Geol o g i ca l  Survey, a d i v i s i on of the I l l i no i s  Depa rtment of 
Ene rgy and Nat u ra l Resources ( DENR ) .  We are l ocated at 615 E. Peabody Drhe, 
Champa i g n ,  I l l i no i s .  The I l l i no i s  State Geol o g i c a l  Survey ( ! SGS ) ,  establ i s hed 
in I905 to study and report .on the geol ogy and mi neral resources of the State , 
is both a s c i e n t i fi c  and an i n fonnati on a gency. One of our g oa l s  i s  to ensure 
that , through gecl og i ca 1 research , we understand the nature of ou r 
surroundings.  Another g oa l  is to report objec t i vel y our s c i e nt i fi c  fi ndi ngs 
as a cred i bl e  research i ns t i tuti on . I bel i eve that i f  yo u chec k the record 
you w i l l  fi nd that our Survey has done j u st that and enjoys both a national 
and an i nterna t i on a l  repu ta ti on a s  a l ea d i n g  geol ogical research 
i n sti tuti on.  For those of you whQ may not know, i t  was the !SGS who coi ned 
the tenn " Envi ronmenta l Geol ogy" in 1 96 3  l ater to be i ncorporated in the 
cu rri cul um of many u n i versi ti es and co l l eges . 

As bot h a research arm and a pu b l i c  serv i c e  agency of the State , we pro v i d e  
objecti ve reports of s c i enti fi c i n vesti gati ons , part i c i pate i n  workshops and 
semi nars , and g i ve publ i c  presentati ons to d i s semi nate i nforma t i on . Our 
products a l so i nc l ude l etters and memos and personal repl i es  in response to 
i n qu i r i es . Th i s  past yea r  for exampl e Survey personri2l publ i s hed 192 reports 
and 80 maps and pro v i ded 69, 205 co p i es of the reports and copies of maps ; 
prepared 735 u n pu bl i shed techn i ca l  reports ; part i ci pated i n  261 wo r kshops and 
semi nars , made 327 publ i c  presentati o n s ;  met w i th 6 , 134 v i s i tors , and 
res ponded tc 2 , 394 l etter i nqu i ri es and 27 ,239 phone ca l l s .  

A si gn i fi cant part o f  our research e ffort C Oll'lllenci n g  i n  1 983 has been devoted 
to the s i t i ng of the SS C ,  that i s ,  in the sel ecti on of a geol ogi ca l l y  s u i ta b l e 
s pot i n  I l l i no i s  that wou l d  a l so meet a l l  en vi ranmental requ i rement s .  We have 
canpl eted 8 s c i enti f i c  publ i ca t i ons , the fi rst of wh i ch was rel eased in 1985 ; 
an addi ti onal 3 pub l i cati o ns have been wri tten and are i n  the publ i ca t i o n  
process . We ha v e  co!!lllu n i cated o u r  resu l ts t o  t h e  s c i ent i fi c  colllllun i ty a n d  to 
the publ i c  not onl y t h rough these pub l i ca t i ons but through numerous 
presentat i on s  at p!! b! i c  meeti ngs , tc ser v i ce o r ga n i zat i on s ,  and to s c i ent i fi c  
s oc i eti e s .  One of our membe rs , D r .  Da v i d  Gross , head of our E n  vi  ror.menta 1 
Ta s k  Force has presented more than 100 such ta l k s .  

Our s i te sel ecti on process i nvol ved an i n i t i a l  geol o g i ca l  screen i n g arid 
fea si bi l i ty study in 1 98 3 .  Ear l y  wo r k  by Survey geol ogi sts i dent i fi ed a 
h i gh l y  favorabl e area i n  the vi c i n i ty of Ferm i l a b  for many of the same 
geo l og i ca l  reasons that l ed tc the sel ecti on of Fermi l a b as the s i te of the 
e x i sti n g  Tevatron r i n g ,  i . e .  a s e i sm i cal l y  s tabl e and s a fe l oc a t i o n  wi th 
exce l l en t  foundati on cond i t i ons s i tt i ng on a stron g stabl e crato n i c  pl atform 
that has e x i sted i n  the same tec ton i c  posi tion for more than 400 m i l l i on years 
-- sol i d ,  sa fe , secure -- and comp1 ete l y  outs i de of the area o f  exi s t i ng or 
l i kel y future develo fl11ent of the State ' s  coal , ' o i l  and ga s ,  and meta l l i c  
mi neral resource s .  The fea s i bi l i ty o f  a tunnel i n  bed roc k underl yi ng the th i n  
veneer o f  gl aci al d r i ft was a l so i den t i fi ed i n  the earl y phase o f  the Survey ' s  
efforts . 
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Fol l Ol'li r.g the fea si bi l l ty study and early In 1934, a formal SSC Geolog i ca l  
T a s k  Force and an SSC E:ni ronmental Task For-ce we re  establ i shed to conduct 
mere de ta 11 ed  geol ogical, geotechn i ca l , and envi ronmental studies. The 
Envi r-onmental Task. Forc e ,  cocr-di na-tett by the ISbS, i niti ally i ncll!ded the 
Stat'! Water- Suryey , the N.;tural lli stor-y Sur-vey and the State Museum. lt was 
l a ter eitpanded to i ncl uda the Di v i sion of Energy and Environrr.entd Affairs of 
DENR . Both task forces addr-essed· Issues o., a r-egi 011.l l  basis ovel' a 36 
townsh i p  area, t hen i n  a 16 towns h i p  area as the r-i ng dimens i ons becallll! fll'!ll, 
and fi na l l y  al Oll g the corrido r- and the proposed r-ing locaHOJl following the 
1987 DOE Request f or Proposa l s .  

My purpose I n  tell i ng you thi.s is not t o  provide a chranol ogical account of 
e fforts but to provi de you wi th a per-spec ti ve view on the a pproach that was 
del ibera te ly devel oped to pro v i de the control needed to assure a · �uitable, 
safe, secure , sta bl e l ocation one th3t ooids any envi ronmental 
cha rac teri st i c that mi ght be consi dered a fatal fl aw or that poses a seri ous 
probl em  not read i l y remed i ed by acce ptabl e mi t i gation procedures. Our 
r-es ul ti ng control is I n  the fonu cf wel l s  dri l l ed ,  cores and samples taken, 
hol es logged, fi e l d  tests corn!uc ted ,. l a boratOl"y analyses performed , seismic 
re frac ti on and refl ec ti on l i nes s ho t ,  and har-d data compi l ed .  

It is control that all ows reli a b l e  concl u.si ons t o  b e  made about the three 
dimensi cnal space and t!ie �ature of mater- i a ls In wll1 ch tiie SSC tunnel and i ts 
experimental c hambel"'S w ! l  1 be hoi;sed·. Increased co11trCll 111ealls her-eased 
knowl edge. Iner-eased. knowl edge reduces the l"ls k i.f futur-e surpt'i ses that may 
occur duri ng constr-uc t i on ani/or oper-a tl on of the SSC. 

S o  what is Il l i no i s '  knowledge based' on? I t  i s  based on over 7700 well 
r-ecor-ds I n  the 36 townshi p. area . It 1' based on sainples and cores fl'lllll 1500· 
of those well s and bori ngs -- an ava i l a bl e at tha !SGS. It is based. on more 
than 850 hol es ( 150 with sampl e sets )  that penetrated the top· of the Galena , 
the un i t  that wil l ho l d  the SSC. It is based en 270 holes that penetrateli: 
bed rock. below 320 feet eleva.ti on , the approximate depth of the tunne l . It i.s 
ba sed on 33 co r-e ho l es whose l ocations ...ere spec i fi call y sel ected and drilled 
to provi de necessary i n fi ll i nfer.;:ati an in the area and al ong the corri dor tn 
wh i ch the r-ing is ta. be lccated . lt i s  based on 1 6 , 734 feet of e!<cposed roc ll 
dr i l l  ell i.n those bor-eho1 es . It Is based on llt,574 feet of core. It is based 
on more than 1075 tes t� of �ydrogeol ogi c propertl es , over 7000 rock strength 
tests, and 20 i n·situ str��s measurements , a!ld nllllel'Ous obse!"vations co the 
or-i entati on ,  frequency , and cond l t i c;n of joi nts i.n. the rock. It 1s based on 
86 m i l es of r-efrac ti on data and 17 m i l es of h i gh res ol uti on., 24-48 fol<t, hi gh 
effort N! f1 ecti on surveys. It Is based &R vi brat t on measurements in tile fi e ld. 
and on b�dground r-adi a t fon stud i es both 1)11 the surhce and i n. bereholes i it  
the are a .  l t  i s  ba s11d o n  h•mdreds of cllemi ca l  anal yses i n  the laboratory.. It 
is based on. experi et1ce g• i r.ed. frOll actual tunneUng in s.1mi lar Pal eo�oic. r-ocks 
on l y  16 m i l  es to the ea � � .  Tl>e TARP dee11 tun11eHng pre gram has resulted iA 12 
mil  es of t11nm?l up to JS foet ln diameter and four unde�9rel!fld caver11s (tNO 
63 ' x 96 ' lt Z14 '  and ti.'O 65 ' � 59.' x 203 ' }  c.emJ)ar-able· 1n size to the 
exper ii'.ne1l.tal cha�bers for th!! ss::. 
Th i s  c.or.trnl has ena b1d u� to cons truc t a three di111ens! onal picture o f  the 
rocks I n  "h i cn He SSC 1<1 1 1  Ile l oca ted -- a picture that we have found to be 
bo t h  1 H l<0 1 og i ca 1 1 y  and �trn!:t•i r a ll y  s i mpl e and pred i ctabl e . 
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Our control has prov1ded qua l i ty assurance for I l l i no i s '  s i te .  We are proud 
that I l l i no i s  was abl e to provi de 1nformation and data for a l l  of the 
pa rameters l i sted in the DEIS i n  Tabl e 3-7 , " Impacts of Coo:.;tructi ng and 
Opera ting the SSC On S i te Al terna t i Yes . •  

Because o f  the control we do not expect geol ogi ca l surpri ses that 1 n turn may 
have unforeseen envi ronmental or econan1c consequences duri ng the construc t i o n  
o r  opera t 1 on of a n  S S C  i n  I l l i no i s .  S o  1 n  cl os 1 ng l et m e  l eave you with three 
though ts . I l l i no i s  knows 1 ts geol o gy and there s houl d be no surpri ses . 
I l l i no i s  has done i ts homewo r k .  I l l i no i s  cares . 
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Co:1r.1er.t� by John P. Kempton to DOE at pub l f c  h�aring on the SSC 
Draft Envf r:mmental impact Statement, Oc tober 6, 1933 

flly name 1 s  John Kempt.on .  I .11n a Senior Geologi st wit.'1 the Il l f no f s  State 
Geo log i cal Survey, 615 last Peabody Drive, Cbampa ign,  I l l i noi s .  ! have been 
invol ved l'.lf th geoiogical studies for the ll iioois SSC Si t:i since 1983 and 
Leader of the Geologi::: al Sur�ey ' s  SSC Geoiogka1 Task Force s f llce 1984. ft' 
C1'.lim1e;nts address the structural ly simpl e ,  uni form, predictable and fa\'orab1e 
geology of the Illloois S i te no t  d i rectly stated i n  tha Draft Environmental 
Itilpact Statement. 

The data b�se aid control ava i l ab l e  on the geo1cgy o f  t.'ie Il l i no i s  s i te 
for the SSC show that the geo logy i s  si mpl e ,  bo th l f thologica1 1y &nd struc
turally and VJri flably 1mi fo rn  as deta f l ed f n  Vol ume 3 of the State ' s  Si te 
pro po sal . The geo log'ic uni ts i n to which the tunnel and experimental chambers 
can be implaced, the Galena and Pl attev i l l e  Groups comb i ned are a very homo
ge�eous and high strength unft consisting cf dolomi te and dolomitic l imestone. 
Thi s  uni t is a minimum of 320 feet thick reg iona l ly ,  al l owing fo r  shi fts i n  
the final pcsi tion of the tunnel ar.d chambers , shou l d  any b e  necessary ,  
wi thout g ee  technical compromi se. 

I n  addi tion to the advantages of l i thologfc uni fcrmf ty and thickness of 
the Galena-Pl attevi l l e  Groups, the association of the overlying Maquoketa 
Grou p ,  w f th i ts conti nuous basal sha l e  enhance the selectfon of the Galena
Plattevi l l e as the host for the SSC tunnel and chambers. The Maquoketa, and 
partfcul arly the basal shal e ,  forms an effectfve aqui tard, l imi ting 
signi ficant1y the rate of do11nward lt!Ovement of groundwater f nto tlie Galena
Pl attevi l  l e .  In addition, the overlyfog Sil urian dolomi tes a.r.d glacial 
deposits are wel l  deffned, the i r  character-fstfcs documented <rnd prov i de r.o 
major problems i n  the construction of access shafts and surface faci l i ties , 

Where there is f ndfcated s tructurar control at the various si tes as 
provi d!i!d in the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement, a compari son shows the 
l east defonned rocks are four1d in Ii l l no f s .  The wel l documented overal l 
structure of the Il l i no i s  SSC si te is uncompl i cated, consi sti ng of general ly 
southeas tward di ppi ng bedrock units. Thfs regional d i p ,  usual ly about 10 feet 
per mf l e ,  i s  superimposed by very local and very gentl e ,  east-west trend i n g ,  
b ro a d  undulatfons of l ess than 80 feet a n d  a maximum structural rel ief o f  l ess 
than 200 fee t ,  less than the o ther s f tes. The nature of the un<tu l a tions i s  
known a s  a resul t o f  850 control po i nts and 3 3  espec i al ly pl aced boreho l e s .  
H i g h  resol ution sei smic refl ection surveys a l ong the r i n g  al l i gnment have 
identf fi ed a few mi nor offsets wi th niaxilllilm vertical di spl acements of 35 
feet. No other faul ting has been documented ; the cl osest major faul t-zone f s  
the Sandwich Faul t Zor.e , long i nacti ve , about 6 mi l es to the southwest. The 
a rea i s  tectonical ly stabl e  and sei smi ca l ly quiescent, mapped as befng fn Zone 
1 of the llnf form Buil ding Code. 

In comparison with the cross-sections presented for other sf tes , the 
description of Il l i no i s  structure shoul d  describe the bedrock di ps as 
increasing l ocal ly along some minor undul ations . Deta f l  on the I l l i no i s  
s tructure h clearly greater than for any other s i te ,. a s  i ndicated by the 
i n fo rma tfon provi ded on the frequency and ampl i tude changes no ted on the 
boundary surfaces in the cress sectfon for each s 1 te .  The frequency and 
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ampl i tude changes should not be confused wfth structural compl exi t;y .  They 
only reflect control , rnir.lm1z'fng the risk of future surpri ses , and ensuring 
adequate knowl edge of ��e detai l s  of the subsurface geology. In the ca�e fo� 
1 1 1  i r.o f s ,  the data t''S!.ires uni form, simple geometries and H tho l ogfes witll 
structural re1 1 ef l ess than tllat for any otner si te .  

Thi s wl!l l establ i shed geolcgkal framework of the Il l f no f s  si te provides 
a so1 f d  ba s i s  for the geatechnfcal and hydrogeo1og'fc eval uati ons, utf 1 h :f •1g 
the exhaustive data provided fn the State of l 1 H no 1 s '  site proposal and for 
the Craft Environmental Impact Statement. 

l iA.1 - \1Z2. 
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LETTER 

Colll!lents o n  Draft E I S  
Geotechni cal and Tunnel i ng Cond i t ions 

Robert A .  Bauer 
October 6, 1988 

I am Robert Sauer an Engi neering Geo l og i st with the I l l i noi s State 
Geological Survey, 615 E. Peabody, Champaign, I l l i noi s .  Hy expert i se i s  
underground stabi l i ty and construct i o n .  My respons i b i l i ty i n  connect i on with 
the s i t i ng of I l l ino i s '  . SSC is the characterizat i on of the strength and rock 
mass propert ies which are important i n  eval uat i ng excavat i on cond i t i ons , rates 
and support requi rements of the tunnel and chambers in the bedrock. 
Geotechnical and geological data have been spec i fi cal l y  col l ected for the 
I l l i n o i s  SSC s i te s i nce June of 1983 . These data and the al ready ex i s t f og 
col l ec t i on of nearly 8 , 000 borings i n  the area al ong with the l arge number of 
strength tests performed for the SSC s i t i ng are the most extens i ve of any of 
the SSC fi nal i st s .  In fact , the over 7 , 0CO i n d i v i dual l aboratory tests 
performed on cores from the I l l  i no l s  s i te far exceed the combined number of 
tests from the 6 other SSC s i tes . Al l o f  t h i s  i nformat i on shows that the 
cond i t i ons and materi a l s  for the construct i on of the 53 mi l es of tunnel and the 
l arge chambers are uni form and pred i ctabi e .  The rock mass cond i t i ons are 
cons i dered good to very good for underground excavat ion requ i r i ng only m i n i mal 
amounts of support. A�ove al l ,  no other state can boast that they have al ready 
constructed a fac i l i ty of s i mi l ar proport i on s .  · Over 72 m i l es of mac h i ne bored 
tunnel s from 6 to 35 .feet i n  d i ameter have been excavated ahead of schedule and 
under cost i n  the Chi cago area dolomi tes . A l s o ,  four l arge chambers the s i ze 
requi red for the SSC have been excavated i n  dol omi te bedrock at depths of 360 
fee t .  These house operat i ng e l ectri cal and mechanical equipment. Over 256 
shafts have been excavated through g l ac i al materi a l s  and down i nto bed rock. 
The I l l i no i s  SSC proposal cl early states hew convent i onal shaft construction 
practices wi l l  be used to safe guard d i sturbing near- s urface groundwater 
suppl i es and wi l l  not i nvolve reg i onal dewatering. 

Overal l the DEIS document was a monumental effort to as sembl e all the 
i n format i on from the 7 SSC s i te s .  In reviewing the geotechn i c a l l y  rel ated 
i n formati on in Append i x  10 of the DEIS,  I have a ques t i on related to the 
cal cul ated amount of excavated materi al from each o f  the SSC tunnel s :  Why do 
the t;;o SSC s i tes , I l l i n o i s  and Tennessee, wh i ch do not requ i re a l i n i ng or 
systemat i c  support i n  the tunnel have the h i ghest vol ume of materi al excavated 
in rel at i on to the other 4 s i tes w i th tunnel s in rock that requ i re a l i n i ng or 
systematic si:pport system? fl.s shown in the March 1985, SSC Conceptual Design 
Attachment C, Conventional Faci l i t i es Document on Dra;;ing RA- 2 ,  sheet 44 of 
Append i x  A ,  systema t i c  supports of rock.bo l t s  and re i nforced shotcrete can take 
up to 8 i nches of the di ameter of a tunnel and a tunnel with a concrete l i n i ng 
can take up to 2 feet of the d i ameter of the tunnel . Therefore, the more 
support and thi cker l i n i ng s  requ i re a l arger d i ameter tunnel to prov ide the 
m i n i mal 1 0 - foot i ns id e  d i ameter c l earance. Assumpti ons such as the i n i t i al 
tunnel d i ameter, support type and amount requ i red and muck swel l factors for 
each excavation method pl aced i nto the final  E I S  may h e l p  c l a r i fy these 
d i fferences . 

Thank you for your con s i dera t i o n s .  . 

172.3 l lA. 1 - _ _ ___ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _  _ 
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C�e.';ts cm Ot'�f't E �S  
IC  Cat·t1'lri giit 

October 6, 19$3 
l �.� Or., K�r-os C&r-twri ght fr� ttr� n ii rio :s State Gerfi og�ca1 Suirw!::y,J 615 

E�:.t· Pe;;,!:ody Orhe , Cha�1pa i g."1 ,  ! 1 1 1  ... .:i 1 S .  I illtl t�e ?rinc l pal Scl1mti st h i  
cd1a�ye of Envf rom�ent�l G<eo1 o gy  llt·s-=�•·ch a "d  Se,.�·i ces . I a:vi ��rG ta c �  .. t 
GU the Cra ft Erevi ron�1el'it'"1l tmi-i?."�'t S.t�t��-'�t tt'£S;rdh�9 th€ Wxr\r'(J;en'h"J·lc 
S2tt1 �·sl i!!\d :poi l  DiSpiJ$.t'. l .,  

The hydt'e�-01 ogi c  co:lcl"i t 4 -or�s ill'� u(.e ar-fiS of the pror-..J!;:ed s:;c s·"t& ho.lf:ei 
b�en 3SSCSSr?d for pote�t1 c.i1 impa:: ts '(, T\!MlO 1YW1.j.or cnacerns pf the a5s.e��,s,eYtt 
were t[,e bjlflct on , or' 1 1ltill'fe�t�re wttt1 , water wel h  <;�d !J.-ou.,.J1o1eb2r 
hlhl tra ti un er :;.eepagi! i �to �:;c •mdcirsrow"d facil i ties . Tiits;; «re ;::!J,,.:,;,-iis 
for �t'1 t�e1 construc t -1 C'n · and" ���t-U)t'·\!at.r�cthm phoses ef !:tie s:;� !-i.1 1·� 1 n  
l l  1i "0i s .,  

Stu-di ·"?S by the St�;:t,� &er1'-.o-sr�c;:ii ll'.'-d· �'.at�,,. Surveys ha\¥-e $��.n. trjat t�if :::.:�C 
ti>nne-l l"i l l  not lla•Je a�y im;>act or. tr"' y� <1 a of 1o1.iiter pum�d fro:m "�ns in t'1e 
area aur1ng co11structf o11. or opcr�ti Oll· of tl'e SSC .  F!!llll wel l s  L15e th!? f.'.a1 e•nif
Platte>i ille formation si nee tbe yi eld is bw; a1:d th-Ose t:U.t 1fo a,.e 
p!"'rnc i pa 1 1 y  ebo�e tomriel el e�atiol'l. ilie !lave esti.aated· that frn•• 5 to 31 
we n s ,  are fa the t�nr.al corridor, �oo may bl! irre.,el s ib 1y  i111pct<!�. This -; s 
b<i�ed O'l �n inventory of 1 , 505 lile� h  in t� ¥!',1., tire well l"e<:ort.!$ of 773 of 
t'1eJ11, a�d' t�� pos i tion of the 111e i l s  ill reht ion to tile site fac 1i Hi es �s 
Cliatli ned i n  SSC tech1; ka 1 do.:�;G<ellU fa!'llisllt:?d by ttie OOt . The S.t�te WDtrr 
StJrvey 1<1 11 cooime!!t on tl>e foacr··J�ac1 es •e'.)a'"dl!'g til ls matter w:t.ic'; �P<'<'�•'e'<l 
i n. _  the Dr·a ft Envi ronme:;.ta1 ht;:c.f,t St�t�mG&t., 

C1 OSf2�.Y re1 at� to i:t.lat�r we:11 i n�erfere�'l:e l s .  o.ver.draft of the � ot.oJ 
acrui-f.:r--s; . Gma!l:l_.ater i s  ��a ·i 1 �b1e fr-OCIJ 00 groups of coqu·tfev� � t� 
•s�� 1 1 �l<i" �<lid fers at dept[,;; r<v;Hcg fr:D 30 fe!'t to 4UO feet,  co11s i s>: i Hg ct 
��nd; and grave l s  cf the gl act�l dri ft a'iil t� fractured �tlrod 'tMecioite1y  
umier lyi og t.� dt· ift,  �"� the  � cez�N s�ndst�::Ht� aquifek"'S.. Watet' l e¥els � fl· the 
dee? aqa i fe::""s ,  used m" i n 1 y  by industry �nd �unic1 ?": 1 1:tie� 0 hal"e be�n 
clec l ·i nfog.  ibwe�er, insta l i 6 ti on of tile SSC will no t  eJ1acerb�t<> t h i s  
ccnd ! t i on .  t.l ti-.<wgh r��cti� S<! c f  l>?iter fr11<7! pi;biic sources coaid add. to tre 
wi Udr�al frOOl ti1e ci£1!?ll aqui far, t here are ongni ng prograi'ls ti>· t�phvt:e 
groimdtf�ter •i t!l s11rface "'''ter !r.i!'!)rtM trOilo Lake fl:i chi gaii.  "''idi thn� 1 1 y, i t  
has been prooo�ed tll;;; t .  t::e s:t/i'enn\.l ao cwoplex devefol) we1 h  fa g' a::·i;i1 
d:ift, a reso<!rc1;1 t!lat is not foi l _v devehped . In 1'�ct,  t!>e Geoi og1c�l a11rl 
WHer s�rvey; a.-e tliQ yeMS into a tl>l'ee y'!'ar study to tder.tHy ar;d Rlilf' t�e 
stl�ll 0:.1 aqui fer'.!! ef Ka11� Co-.;<:ty. 1�1s  praje�·t �as o.l reaily re!Sijhed · ) »  !o;,,el"al 
rH�- 'ft'el 1 Si  �ei!"g brought f ntc prnCuct�mL. 

O�ated r,s; d::ri �9 sha.ft cor:stn•cti oii h M gl1iy. unlHel.y imo:l l °""'O"fi the 
1<�.tertable or stressfag gr!l!!rll!ll!ater i>!!so1.1r!:es and/or exi s tin� ...etli!�rl� $ t•O!!!H 
not �e en i:ssue . T.ec�ni q•Je$ exht wMcll "'iH aH<.W cnnstrm::tl on t1' p;-m;e'!'•t 
without si gni fi c�nt hi nder,erice fr'� g-r-Jt:.n�iciater i nfi l tration.,  SimiJ a-rl.rv 
seep<!ge i nto SSC undergrou;id foci l  ! ti es d1Jri:'l9 opera t i on 11i H l'l!lt b� � 
probl e�. Seve.-a1 ;:mmping st�tl ons w1' 1 be 1!lle to hand1e H.e now �n1 i.at.ar 
col l ected wi l l  be �bl e to be o;se<l for co:;o l i rng P'Jroos �s . In th is  w�y cli s c:��r'ge' 
of grow'�"�ter- froo the t@;ie1 to ar�a �i.re�ms wi l l  bl) l im i ted to l eti; th�n 

! IA 1 - 112:_4 
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O. 3 c u b i c  feet �r second and have l f  ttl e or no impact on the d ra i nage 
system. The State Water Survey will have further c00111ent on this to pi c .  

Wfth respect t o  the d i s posal o f  s po i l  generated by the project we forsee 
no adverse impact . The Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement states that 3 
quarr i es and l gravel pi t are ava i l a bl e wh i c h  wi l l  ha ndl e the more than 3 
m i l l i on cubic yards of materi a l  generated. In lict ,  at l east 17 qua rry and p i t  
operators have agreed t o  acce pt and store the s po i l  produced by excavation and 
tunne l i ng duri ng SSC constructi o n .  The d i stri bution of these fac i l i ti es are 
such that many of the associated probl ems of traffi c ,  no x i ous emn i s s i on s ,  and 
dust generation are mi nimi zed by rel ati vel y short hau l i ng d i s tances . The 
spoi l s  do not conta i n  s i gn i fi cant quanti ties of read i l y  l eacha bl e del eteri ous 
mi nera l s .  In fac t ,  the rock is substanti a l l y  the same as those ex tracted from 
the qua rries . The effects o f  a mi no r  amount o f  secondary mi nera l s  are great l y  
reduced si nce the ac i d i ty o f  water pa s s i n g  through them i s  buffered by the 
domi nen t l y  "cal careous materi a l s .  Thus , the s po i l  wi l l  have no detrimental 
effect on regional water resources . 

l!A. 1 - \/ 2.5 
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Comments on Ora ft EIS 
oa�i d L. &ross 

October 6, 1 988 

I am D«v i d  L. Gross , Geologi st �ml ttead , EnYironatent�l Stltd i es and Assessme11t 
Secti on , !Hi nob State Geological Survey, 615 E. Pea body' Drive, Champa i gll', 
I l l i no i s .• 

The State of !Tl l oo i s  1 nchdlrl!J the Illfnoi·S State Geol ogi ca l Suney began a s  
early as 1983 to assess the potent i al for siting t i'l e  proposed SSC fl'J 
l ll i oo i s .  A ta s k  force wa s  fol"!lled by t he  Gover"or t� i nvest i gate geologi cal 
fea s i b i l ity, envi romental , l ega l , and social /economtc 1 ssues of buildi!t'] the 
SS C. Th i s  task force ,  con s i st tng of representatives of many state a�2n des , 
began a study wtii ch was used as the ba s i s  for the I l l i noi s SSC proposal. I 
c oo rd i nated the env i rornnental porti on of tlwt wcrk. Tiie State has bised i t s  
p ro p osal 0 11  sound geologi cal and geoteclmi c.il d<iita ; data which we 1r;,_ to be 
the most compl ete of a11y subnti tter on tile Best Qua l i fi ed  L i s t .  

O u r  data have been publ i s hed o n  a .  reg11lar bas i s  dllri rlg the entt re 
i nvest i gat i on  and represent the best effQl'ts of some of the fi nest g?.ologtsts 
and techn i c i ans in the State of I l l i no is afld the world. These i ndtvidua ls are 
conmi tted to the preoarati on for the safe i nstall ati on and o perati on l}f tne 

SSC in Il 1 i no i s .  Our exte nsi ve data base i s  made even more effective by 
i nt l usi on of much of it i nto a Geogra ph i c  Informati on System which al l ows 
rel ati vely qu i ck access to assess any s i t uation w i t h  res pect to the SSC s i t e .  

Envi ronmental screen ing ea rl y i n  the i nv.;s t i 9a t i on di sco vered no fata l flaws 
to s i ti ng the S5C in I l l i noi s . The constructi on of the SSC and i ts operation 
cou l d  be and l'IO u l d  be ;.11 acco rdance wi th a l l  env i ronmenta l l aws and 
regul ati�ns. Further, the Task Force,  with a wea l th of data and the po•erful 
t oo l  found in the Geogra ph.i c l n formati on System, was abl e to opt i m i ie the 
pl acement of the fac i l i ty wi tni n the s i te area . Th i s  optimi zco.t i on has 
res u l ted i n  a pro pos a l whi ch provides the l owest cost potent i a l  for 
co n st�uc t i o n ,  opera ti o n ,  and decooim > s � l on j n g  of any potential s i te and OM 
wi th the i east number aod best known envi ronmental impa c t s .  

As t he we l i -devel oped geol o g i c s u bsurface data a l l ow for fl e,i b i l  l ty i n  tunnel 
and chamb.er imp1 acemen t ,  so the b�se estlb1 i s ti.:d for the s i te-tem p l ate o f  the 
SSC al so � n ows for t illlpl ete fl e t- i bi l 1 ty i n  the pl acl!ment ot s� rface 
fat i 1 i t i es .  Th i s  is an importan t  a s pect as the fi nal desi gn of the SSC 
e•101 ves in terms · of e .<p!!ri111ent�l effi c i ency and fi nal s i tP.-spe.- i ti c  
cons i derati on s .  An imoortan t far:et of thiS I l l i no i s  commi tment wi "ll be the 
esta b l i shment of a sci enti fi c  fl eld  offi.ce at the construc t i on s i te which wi l l  
include a fo l l y  operati 011a 1  remote ¥10rk- st11 t ion of the r1 1 ir.ois G.;>;;gr� pr.i c  
Informatio!l SystPm. This  wi l l a l l ow for ful l  use of th2 gE\lfogi r;a·1 and 
env ironmental fi l es ge�erated for the SSC project and a 1 1  ocber f i'i es 
a va i l abl e en the 11ation ' s  largest sc l en t'iii c G.,09ra phic I11fonnc.tfon Sy$t.em. 
Because the SUte of I 11 1 nc i s  has been concerned wi \:h "''Hi ronmer.t;;1 p1 ann i n g  
w e  su!:lmi tted o u r  O ldl'I  vers i on o f  an envi ronmental hm»ct st� ter•ent a s  Vol ume 3 
of the Suppl ement to the S i te Pro ro> a l for t�e SSC in Il l i nc i s .  lie were 
d i :;a ppoi nted to d i scover that t h i s  vol ume , entitl ed Envi ronmen ta l /\s�.�ssment, 
was riot referenced in the D£1S a l though it WIJS submi tted �s p;;rt of the 

i iA.1 - TJ'?4>_ _ 
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prnpo�al in April of tllis .)""Jr. Al!! ns fQ!"lllJit ""'i IJSed i� the ll'"'f!paratf o!'J o'f 
th 1 s  <!ocu::;ent �rnf t:te revil!W of envf ro�<i\'.!;ital parameters �ssocl�ted 1111 th t�e 
I l l i no i s  s i te l s  base;l on resource materials de�el cp�d by the State �$ i.teia a� 
a seri es o f  d1 reGt pvb l l c  responses to the l l lf no l s  Si te Proposa l . l>e �!"e 
resubmi tti ng that Emd ronmer.ta1 ll.ssessme11t 'tol l.me as an attachm�r.t to t'•e 
llJl"i tte'1 co py of till s stat!;;ne"t and n q•0e�t t;i�t the f�forn$tlcm U,e,.ein b"' 
1nt1 uded in  the Oepar!.11ent of Energv e s  final [n,d r'on:·ne11t31 I�pact St�tem��t ., 
We al so draw ya'Jr a tte�tfo� to T�ble 2�1 fri $(;:t i oii 2:. 1.3,  Voh�·;� ! I l  of tn�1 
DEI S;  a�d note that the foll a.ilng conmer,ts \Vere a�soci ated wi th otMr s·ite! b>Jt 
oot I l l i nois .  Fotv!lrab1 e �eolo gy, v,1nir.ial de1>a.teri!1-gj�l"!!i111dJ.i<1t<>r> lrn�(;ts. 
stro� tec�nic•l li!OOI' b<1se &t or r.e�r ti:le site , lliinimil en�tr0<1illi!nt111 
degradathw. s im11le pred��t�ole �eolo gy, and "� exceH�t llld115tr·i;i,1 �;e. 
AH a1 these items �re ah:> (l!!<l i t t ·i e� of t�e iH\!1(!·1 S site am! sllould tie w 
11ated in the t�ble. 
Tiie St�te of ! 1 1 froo 1s hu �e1rn lll\:1 wHl owtfoi:.e t;i be com!tted tn the SSC 
project. Tile· technical ar.� sci e�tific experti�e w�ith ger.e�ated the tlten�i �e 
and qm1 l l ty assl!red data ,.1 1 1  be an flable on a contlnufog ba� l s  for SSC 
develoJllll�r.t ln I l l fooi s .  If b!: 1 1 t  h: l 1 1 lll;i• $ .  t:ie SSC j)raj�t offer� ai:i 
eiicelier.t o�rti.'llHy far mafnt.d fofog a'!d �ra5;:rv'!ng tl>e di.1ract�r of t!l<l 
e:wt ,ome'lt 111\ lie i:mnid1 rrg a soi:nd g-:o!ogk . e-;o,...mifr., ar!d academi.c base foq' 
the fmtalhtfoa aiid O;>ff�tfon or t�e llof'l d'� fo!"e"'°st a;;d fl nest '11 #;-e?!.lrgJ 
physics l a�or�tory. 

225-T/'5 o - .ea \-Book 5 l - a 

1727 HJU - ----- -----



1 

LETTER �5 3 

B C H > C A C O  
OCl 1 1  t988 

S E C T I O N / A M E R I C A N  N U C L E A R  S O C J J!! T Y  

E V ! OENCE BEFOR� D . O . E .  PUBLIC H E A R I N G  BOARD 

re;ar 4 i ng 
I L L ! N O l S  SSC E�VIRONl'IENrnL IMPACT S T ATEMENT 

Oct ober 6-71 19B9 , at  Aur o r � ,  I L  

p r a s e n t e d  b y  

Rc� 1 r  W .  T i l br o o k  
c � � � r , C � i c d g �  s e � t L 011 , A��r i c �n �tlC l e �r So : i � t � .  

Tha ���r i c an N� c : e i r  S c c i �ty i s  a n � t - f o r - p r o � i t  i n �er� J t i an� ! , $C i �n t i i i c ,  

eng i n eer i n g  an� educ a t i on � !  o r � �n i : • t i on d �d i c d t e d  t o  t � q  p � � c a f o !  a p µ l i c a t i c n  c :  
nuc l e a r  s � i e n c � .  T h e  Ch i c a g c  s ec t i on has a b � u t  420 me�b 2 r ;  w �r � i n g i n r e s e a r � �  
l ab or a t o r i e s ,  t h e  p�wer L n d u � t r y ,  co�s u l t i nq •c t i v i t i � s � n d  e n ¥ i r c n m a n � a ·  p r o t e c t i o � 
a c r o s s  n c r t h a r �  I l l i n c i ;  and n o r t h - M e � t e r n  l n d i a� a .  The s u p p o r t ol t � g  sec t � on f o r  

t h e  S S C  i n  [ l l i n o i s  w i ;  d��on s t r a t �d b y  t h a  g i t h er i n g o f  s a v � r � l  h u n d r s� ; i g � a t u r e s  
i n  t h e  .cou r s e  o F  a� o�t t � a  � � E k i  i n  t � e  spr i n �  o f  t h i s  y e a r  b y  t h e  o f f i c e r ; ,  b o a r d  
memb e r s  a n d  c o m� i � t e e  c h a i r s .  

T h �  m2mbers o f  t h e  C h i : ag 1 s � c t i oo s u p p o r t  t h e  S�C on sc i i� t i f i c  a n d  t e c h n o l o g i c a l  
gr�und s ,  b � t  w i t h · r � g a r d  t c  tne e � v i r o•en t a l  a n d  scc i o l o g i c � f  i mp a c t s  of s i t i n� t h �  
SSC h e r e  i n  I ! l l n o l •  I • i l l  l i � l t  • 1 •e l f  t o  on l y  t h r e e  aspec ts , a l t hough there ar e 
O!any o t h e r s :  

- t h e r e  i s  a v i a b l e  sc i �r t i f i c  p o p u l a t i on a l r eady i n  t he a r e a  c a p ab l e of s � p p � r t i n � 
t h e  ssC , t h u s  � i n i m i � i ng F �r sor.n�l transf ers i n tc th� r e9 i cn and t h e  assoc i a tad 
cast ::: , 

- t h e r e  i s  p l e n t y  of e l e • t r i c i t y  i n  t � •  r e g i o n  to s u p p o r t  t h e  O?E• • � i on of t h e  
h c i l i t y ,  

- i f  t h e  S S C  i s  b u i l t  ANYWHERE ELSE , i t  � i l l  r esul t i n  t h e  d e c a y  a n d  d e o i se o f  
Ferai ! c b ,  Th i s  wou l d  r e•cve t h •  we�tern anchor cf t h e  H i g h -Tech C or r i dor • I en g  
l n t e r 1 t • t •  ea • n d  • d • erse l y  • f f •c t  t b e  techn i c • l  9 r o • t h  and c u l tur a l  • c t l v l t l • s , , , 
t h i s  r eg ; on of I l l i n o i • .  

Than k y o u  f or th i s  oppor t u n i t y  t o  sub� i t  evi d e n c e  o n  t h e  s i t i � ;  c f  o � e  c f  t h a  � O i t  
e � c i t i n g s c l sn t i f i c  projac t s  c f  t h i ;  ganer at i on ,  t h e  S S C .  

R o g e r  W .  T i l b r o o <  
Ch• i r , Ch i c a g o  Sec t i on , ANS.  
1 0 : 1  O t ; t  S t r �e t ,  
oo .. n E r S  Greve , 
! L . 605 1 6- 1 8 2 =  
Te l .  H ( 3 1 2 1 8 l 0 - 1 : 6 t  

8 ( 3 1 � ) 9 7 2 - 8 3 5 2  

l iA. 1 - J1?._e> __ 
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LETTER 954-

CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Hi>:re 

Dr •. t"ii l mont Hes s. ,  Cta.i z:-:r..:in 
SSC S i te Task Force 
ER-6 5/C'I'N 
Off i ce of Er..�rqy ?.c:s.E>ar ch 
U � s .  DepartTent of Erh::::t:�).)I 
W3shi ngton , �: 20543 

Dear· S i r :  
T�1e Dra ft E I S  i s  !1-k.ll o f  strbj�c t ive re�s�.)n ing z-,nd j l ,°t0<:.) ica1 
concl i..;s i�n3 on th� j'.:)ci .t t. of th� E1S 'iM r i t�rs. t'"o4 ex.a��pl e t  
Table 4 - 1 8  shows tha t. tha I l l i n o i s  s i t :a haa 'J·� s t 3 te o.t otectefl 
species l iving in the p:;:-01:Juseti roegi,.la •Ji t&-�e- collider: '°f'.;-:j � 
is mor� than al l of the other s ites C•J;r.b:i ned. �'lct ie>n · J.l . 3 . 3  
page 1 5  c l e d r l y  indic.a ti�S t 1'tat appro:...:: i�L� tely ZOO acr�s of 
habi t3t  will be perr;i-..ane!lt ly �� s.tu�:!Jed or �,!?St�� bl'" tfh? SSC 
con s t r u c t i o n �  An addi t i onal 233 acres wi l l  be te�por�ri!y 
d i st1,;rbed . Thi s i s  over 435 acres of  l<i •'d wMcn will  be 
d i r-:ctly Lnpacte-d by t,h•� SSC in I11inoi s .  TI>-€' EIS: a l so sta : e s  
t h a t  sof:'le w e t. l a n d  ht1 b i t.  . . '.l t  w o u .1 d  b.o:? adv�.rsely i �u.pa-cted or JQ.�, 
a n d  t h a t  coD3 t ruct i o n  n o i s e  �i l l  ad7e r s e l y  a r i�ct wildl i f0 
dur i ng co3 s t r Ll c t i on . I t 1 s  c l e a r  t hat tha E I S  wri t ers �e�i t 
that there i s  a g r e a t  d B a l  of poten t i a l  for

.
these 94 state  

spec ies to b e  a d v e = s e l y  a f f e c t � d , a n d  esp� c i a l l y  s i nce tney a t �  
admi tted to b e  i rr t} 1e  reqion  o f  the co l l i der r i n g . Ho�.�tev e r ,  
the E I S  ·w r i ters r e l egate thi s po ten t i a l problem t o  a leval 
o f  i nsign i f i ca;=}ce simp l y  hy s t a t i ng th;;i t "al t.hoc�gh tte 1 1 1 i n o L;;; 
s t a t e - l i s ted protected species a r e  nu�ero�1s in the gen9ra l 
reg i on of the s i te ,  thay are not expec t 8d �o bG found ir) t�e 
areas proposed to � d i s t urbed .. t• 

\�1hy i s  th i s  so'? Are 'llie s i filply to t�� J..:(:? th8 I''. ! 3  'io1 r i ter ' o  word 
for. i t ?  Have the re be�n a c t u a l  teams sent to each pr�pnsed 
Cth-"1 s t r uct j on si �e t� s i t  and obs·3rve �.- h a t  a n i m a l  l i f-e i s  
present over an extended pe r i od of t ime? O r  i sn • t  i t  mor3 
l i�ely tha t through the u s e  o f  computer meda l s  and pred i ct i ve 
mode l s ,  the- wri t..ers assum�d that ao spec i e s  would be d i s t� r, bed? 
Th i s  assum�! ion o r  conc l u s i on is tota l l y  i l l o g i c a l  based on 
all o f the i � f o r ma t i o n  t h a t  i s  given . How can 94 s t a t e 
protected spec i e s  e x i s t  d i rect l y  i n  the a r e a  o f  th� cal l idar 
and yet n o n e  be adver s e l y  i�pacted? I t ' s  imposs i b i e ,  except 
for t he subj ect i ve rea son i ng and i l l og i ca l  � rguments used by 
the E I S  prep.ere rs . They k<>nted to delegate this problem to 
a level of i n s i g n i f ica�ce 1 so they s i mply d i d  s o  wi thout 

P.O. Bo>< 104. Wasco. 1lli!1ois 60183 ?hone:312·5844244 
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LETTE R 054- (CONTINUED) 

any proof or s��s t a n t i a t i o n . 

Th i s  same type of absurd t h i n k i ng appea rs t i me a f t e r  t i me 
throughout the len gthy Dr a f t  E I S .  Fer examp l e , page 5 . 1 . 1 0 - 1 2  
descr i bes service a r e a  e r  • t a n k  farm" area F 2  a s  be i ng l o c a t e d  
in a f i e l d  s u r r ounded by a n  e x i s t i ng s u bd i v i s i on . Th i s  
natura l l y  creates a problem for n o i s e  leve l s ,  a n d  espec i a l l y  f o r  
s i ght l i nes f rom the ex i s t i n g  homes t o w a r d s  the t a n k  f a rm� 
However , the wond e r f u l  EIS w r i t e r s , i n the i r  w i sd o m ,  i n d i ca t e  
t h a t  t h o s e  n o w  l i v i n g  t h e r e n e ed n e t  worry a b o u t  a n y t h i ng 
because the i r  v i ews w i l l  eve n t u a l l y  be b l o c k e d  by t h e  new 
homes t h a t  w i l l  be bu i l t  a r o u n d  the tank f a r m .  How i l l o g i c a l  
c � n  y o u  g e t ?  Wh a t  m a k e s  t h e  E I S  w r i t e r s  thi n k  that nnyone 
wo u l d  want to bu i l d next t o  a tahk f a rm a f t e r  i t s  a l re a ci y  
i n  p l a c e ?  I c o u l d  unders t a n d  someone unkn o w i n g l y  bu i l d i n g  
a n e w  h o m e  i f  the F2 s i te ';e r e n • t  i n  p l a c e , b u t  how c a n  
a nyone w i t h a bra i n  in h i s  h e a d  t h i n k  t h a t  p e o p l e  w i l l  Le 
f lock i n g  t o  the F2 s i t e to bu i l d once i t s  obnox i ous look i ng 
and � sha t t e r i na presence i s  u l r e u d y  i 1 1  p l a c e ? --

T h i s  type of i l l o g i ca l  a rgument i s  u s e d  repea ted l y  throug h 
o u t  the E c S  i n  o r d e r  t o  m i t i g a t e  n e a r l y  e v e r y  p r o b l em t o  a 
level o f  i n s i g n i f i ca c c e . I f  t h i s  same level of i n t e l l i g ence 
is shared by the other s c i e n t i s t s  w i t h i n  the DO E ,  it ' s  easy 
to unde r s t a n d  why the Un i t ed S t a t e s  is l o s i ng i t s l e a de r s h i p  
rol e .  A n d  a s k  y o u r s e l f  t h i s - -Do y o u  w a n t  these same peo p l e  
conduc t i ng expe r imen t s  ben e � t h  y o u r  home o r  bus i ne s s  o r  y o u r  
chi l d r e n ' s  s chool ? i s u r e  don ' t !  

S i n c e r e l y  yours , 

tl:,1�-:( .,J. / J� '3f 9UJN:/. il�� 
p. &--�-<=>, 52< 

co c?/ 7< 

llA. 1 - J7.30 -



LETTE A 95--'t\-'--_ (CONTll'<IUED) 

Departmant of Energy 
Wastiington, DC 20545 

10-b-88 8: i SP!': D:<v I EVN AUDI TORIUM 

Janet M�Leod 
39WS42 Bucksk i "'I  Tr a i l  
St. CM�c les, I L  b0!75 

3!2/37?-7959 

September 15, 1988 

To acc00110date al l those in I l l inoi s who have i ndi cated that they would l i ke to 

speak on October 6, 1988, at the f·ubl ic Heari ng on the Draft EIS for the SSC , we 

ha·;e scheduled an add i t i onal panel to conduct Hearings i n  paral l el 11ith the 

ori ginal ly pl anned ses s i on .  Thi s  paral l el sess i on w1 i l  be hel d i 11 the auditor i um 

at �aubonsi e Val l ey Hi gh School , whi l e  the or i ginal l y  pl anned session wi l l  be 

moved to the gymna� i u.� to better acco!lltodate the expected number of partici pant s .  

Al l assi gned speaking requssts for October 7 ,  1988, are unaffected . 

Pl ease note that the room in which you wi l l  speak has been changed , not your 

reserved speaking t i me .  You should now report to the room i ndi cated on the l abel 

above. 

Pl ease bring this l etter with you when you report to the regi strat i on desk on 

October 6, 1988. Thank you. 

S i ncerel y, f<. ;Vrl--t 
W i l mot Hess � 
Chai rman /- -
SSC Site Task Force 

l lA. 1 - _n 31_ __ __ _ 
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0 1;) i�l , 7£ '1-B - JUA ' /ceR'  c.-r Neil E. Wa1genbach's i q 7._ :J •V ·'  4- • , 
Speech ror Sup•rcondur!ing Superccllider Public Hearing AU R ()RA ) J '- :& 1f;0 i+ 

Hea11h Risks 
As an employee of AT&T Bell Labonuories, I owe my lh'elihood IO science and technology. When I 
met lhe woman who la!er became my wife, she was doing medica research in Oticago. We are both 
lovers of science, and �.ave followed the di!ICOveries in the physical world with grca1 inrerest; we're 
fa.'tliliar wilh linear acceleraror's. ar.d the experiments carried out lhere. A couple of my co-worlcers 
used IO woi:k at Fennilllb; talking IO lhem, I know a thing or two about the ope.-atioo of Fermi's 
ai:celoraior, wilh atrer.dant risk.'I. Because of this knowledge, not in spite of ir., my wife and I had no 
qualms about building a house and starting a family 3 yean ago, just 300 yards soo!h of lhe existing 
accelorator ring at Fennilab. Quite frankly, because of die medical research my wife was doing, I'm 
much more concerned about lhe barium in Aurora's municipal drinking water then I am about lhe effects 
of Fermi's superconducting ring across lhe road from me. 

Eqid/ab/e Trea�nt 
Another co-worl:er, a couple offices dcwn the hall from me, would have !O sell her house if the SSC is 
sited here, so you'd better believe I've been hearing the other side of !he SSC issue. She's worried about 
getting fair market value, and finding suitable housing in her area (she'd have IO downgrade), moving 
expenses. She's got a 15-year old mortgage, and is not looking forward to a new mortgage at double the 
interest rate. I don't have tile answers. I empathize with her concerns. I want her concerM to be 
addressed- espo::ially since my subdevelopment appean on Fennilall's map inside a little box marked 
Future El<Jlllllsion Are� C. Although lhis little box has existed for many years, &nd hasn't been impac'.ed 
by SSC, that's not to say Iha! next monlh or next year, I won't be facing the same dilemmas my co
worker is. I don't want to see anybody get burned by SSC. I'd evC11 be willing IO pay a little more = 
income l2X, rathtt than see my co-worlter (and conceivably, me), run roughshod by eminent domain. I 
like my neighllorhood and my neighbors, but I'd be willing to go if asked, (especially for sciella'), but 
I'd wam IO be treated equitably. 

Site Here 
Some people. notably Texans, say SSC sbou:d go ID Texas; poor economy. Texans have been whining 
about their oil boom gone bust for many years, and I'm ge!ting tired of listening IO iL I read an 
interesting statistic in a newgpapet a year or 2 ago; it may or may not still be ralicl, but it certllinly was 
news io me: In l£rmS of money leaving m. in Federal taxcS vs. entering in fedenl spending, Ill. ranked 
SOth. More money leaves Ill than comes baclc than any olher state in lhe union. Maybe !his one project 
alone will raise Illinois' ranking to 49111, mo�-be not. But I do thir.k ��is is one more reason for L'ie SSC 
IO be built in Illinois. We know !he other reasons: 

I. Ceno:1dly lccaled - with even beuer airport access forthcoming 

2. Scientists + Engineers - If they went IO Texas. it could cause a brain drain on schools and other 
R&D entities. The 1-88 corridor is ste:idily building momenrum as a world class high-1ech 
ccrrid<Jr. I don't want IO see it in 10 or 15 years degrade into a mid-tech or low-tech area because 
one of the engines of high-tech left for points soulh. 

, <lt<l-\-lM ---- �,,... 
3. Drilling Equipment -�USto'I' mad�e f  the geology of !his region 

4. Manufacturi�wehno ogy - dey· - for lhe existitlg superconducting ring Fermi already has in 
operation � !Yli!lion +cfYears IO build, llll3 only recendy begun operating at full power, and 
wili probably be closed in 2 oc 3 yrs and never reused, if SSC is ncl sited in Ill, because of the 
mass exodus of rcs"31ci!ers and engine.rs IO lhe SSC projecL 

Closing S1ateme111 
I lhink I speak for lhe vast majority of IllinoL"1!ls, including those in lhis county, who want the SSC 
here, when I say tha! Illinois is proud IO be host IO the world's premier high-energy physics research 
facility that is Fermilob, and would like very much IO remain in the vangaurd IO unlock the mysteries of 
the Universe as one of lhe most interesting and profound of human en<l:avors in the modem era 

l lA. 1 - _I?�- - -
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llio> thern !llinois Uc,:-.ers1ty ll 
DeKaib, liiinois 601 1 5-2854 
Depar.ment of Ph)'&i"s 
815 7'53 1 1'72 

October 6, 19E:8 

TO: Iv!err1bers, Depo.ttment of Energy Hea::ing Cornr.o.itte� 

FR0�1:  Suzanne E. Willis,  D•pa.rlment of Physics, North"'rn Illinois T] rj·.-ersity 

On beh0,lf of Dr. John E. La Tc;ureite, President of Northern IlEn0is Univerei';', 
I an1 pleased to appear befo;:e you to testify to the educational b�aefits of locating 

t.he Super::onducti:cg Super Col:.ider in northern Illi.nvis. 
Let 1ne men�ion just t.hree of th� educatioaal advar: tR.ges of locc.t.i:�,; the SSC 1-.ere: 

benefits to Northezn Illinois Uni,�ersHy and other nearby colleg�s and universit.i;:s; 
be!lefits ta dernen.ta.;y and se<:o!.:dary schools; and b�r:�fits to the lacal populat�t)n 

in general. 

First, Northern Illinois Uni,·e..�·:;ity will be the do�est u.::J.iversity Lo the SSC. Our 
ca.rnpus is just 35 ni..! autes from Ferrnilab, an.cl only 15 to 20 minute:s from the \!!,·-:·st 
side of the SSC ring. In fad> I n1yself left a tenured position at the Uni,re;sity \)f 
Okkhoma to come to Nortl:ern Illinois University, because it is so dose. We, che 

experimental high-en.,,rgy vhysics group at Northern, already ha'.'e undergradu;<t.e 

and gra.cuate students workir,g at Fermilab with us. Many of our students are 

from th� western Chicago subur�s, and grew up with a knowledge of and interest 
in FerrrJlab. They express exc!ternent at the opportunity to work at the premier 

high-e'lergy physics laboratory in the world . The nearness of the mfr:crsity to the 

laboratory means ths.t students who arc still taking courses can also be act;ve!y 

i nvolved in forefro�t research, This is a. wonderful 09portunity, vt:·� which is not 

l lA. 1 - 17 3.3 
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usually a.vai!a.ble to students of high-energy physics . 

Ma.ny more students will ha.ve similar opportunities a.t the SSC. Other 

universities which ha.v� a.cti<e high-energy research programs and are v.'1thin a 

reasonable drive of the SSC si\e include Northwestern, the Univere:ty of Chicago, 

the Illinois Institute of Technology, the University of Illinois a.t Chicago, and further 

out, the University of Wisconsin, the Universiiy of !llinois at U1 ba.na-Chan1pa.ign, 

the University of Indiana, Notre Drune, and Purdue. In addition, the other 

universities and h"'"o and four yea.r colleges in the area, truch as Roosevelt University, 

Northeastern IIEnois University, Lake Forest College, Elmhurst College, De Paul 
University, the College of Du Page, and so on, will benefit from the nearness of such 

a prestigious research laboratory. The large selection of colleges and universities 

provides employees of the SSC and their families with unparalleled educational 

choices as well. 

Second, .Fermibb already ha!! in place a large number of programs for elementary, 

junior high, and high school students, and elementary ?.nd secondary school scien ce 

teachers. These progn1.ms reach students and teachers from all over the country, but 

especially from the northern Illinois area. Putting the SSC here will enric� these 

prcgnu.ns. Furtherrnore, since the SSC �:te is easily rea•:hed from the entire Chicago 

metropolitan area, locating it here makes these educ&tiona.l programs available to 
millions of schoolchildren, including many who are economically disadvantaged. 

Third, the local population as a whole stands to gain. The SSC, as Fermilab 

is now, will be th� world's premier high energy physics laboratory. Hs work is 

completely unclassified, and \he site will be open for tours and visitors. Anyone cnn 

visit the Fermilab site during daytime hmm; if you do, you will find a fascinating 

series of educational exhibits explaining the research done there, including slide 

and video presentations. You will also find fa.Inilies picnicking, fishing, training 

their hunting dogs, watching the buffalo, and generally enjoying what is obviously 

a safe and pleasant area.. The SSC, as well, will be an educational resource for the 

l lA. 1 - 1734 
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a. 

'I'he po�ni to st:e de�.dy i$J t,hzt no othet s�t.e under i:u."'.tiv� .c:on�1dera�il)� offcn1 
tJo many pt1ople-co1!�ge a;�d u�iv�:gity studenJs, schook.hi!d'.l'.'en, teac.hertJ, and the 
g1meral public-the educ&'.,;,,,,...,.J opportuaities of the SSC .. No other site offe.-� e<> 

m,any students the oppor�,unity to de te!ef:lr<:h t.i:w:! ��M�J at th� saJne ti.me. Here, 
on the outsldrtS •)! one of the wor!cl.'e great urban -c:er.!,ters� \r��t� t:a,n h�t.rocltai;t; visHore 
fr')H'.\, many d!J'Iere:nt badq:;rounJ�� a,n_,j fro�n aJ1 o·ver tte> giob�, to the W·!>ntlc�1·s of 

• 
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I L L I N O I S  
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S£SSION I 10-7-31 DAY 2 EVENING AUDITORIUM 7 : 30-lOPM 

[ J !1 : 25 
Dori s Carabl 1 1  o 
(Northbrook) 

• • • 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

! have always be lieved that America is a fair and j ust 

place to l ive . But during the course of the last few months 
r disco•1e.red that r have been l iving in a delus ion . 

The state of Illinois has not wanted to deal fairly or 

justly with the people of I l linois in regard to the placement 

of the Superccnducting Super Col lide r .  The purposes of the 

Bill of Rights in the Const i tut ion was des igned to protect 

the minority from the tyranny of the n:a jorit y .  Clearly in 

this case the ma j ority, the ! l l inois State officials, special 

interest groups , and scie!'!tists ha•·e victimized the minority, 

the home owner, farmer and the small businessman . 

Why is it that the State of I llinois was not wi l l ing to 

disclose the lc��tion c f  the SSC unt il the very last minute? 

I thir.k it ' s  amazing that I l l inois officials have had· 

literally years to ccmpile d3t3, survey, and research . �!ile 
the general public has had a menge:.- nine months to inform and 
e:;lighten themselves on the SSC and it ' s  impact on the 

environ�ent . Can you truly bel ieve that nine months of 

preparat ion t ime can compare to the years the state has had? 

One area of concern is the loss of no less than 5 9  
businesses which, i n  turn will re flect a loss o f  jobs i n  this 

area . I know the argument is the SSC will create new j obs . 

The construction jobs are �erely temporary j obs . The jobs 

the SSC creates will be a wash when co;:r.pared to the e:dst ing 

jobs it will di splace . 

Another concern that is ver}' hard to corr.prehend i s  the 

confiscat ion of .6, 500 acres cf val'.lable farm land that will 

be needed for the construction of the SSC . I l l inois has been 

blest with fert ile soil, but between developers and the SSC 
what will be l e ft 1 Where will we turn to for fertile farm 

land to grow crops necessary to sustain this country? The 

l ine has to be drawn somewhere ! This country can not keep 

taking valuable farm land . The State of Ill inois is asking 

it ' s  people to give up something they have worked their 

\738 llA. 1 - ----
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l ifet imes to achieve . The American dream is to own a home 

and some land in the hopes that a cit izen can live there away 

from harm and destruct ion . How can the State mi�igate the 

dreams of 160 familie s ?  

The Environmental Impact Statement states that in all 

the proposed s ites except Arizona, construct ion of the SSC 

would disturb or displace wetland habitats .  Illinois has the 

second largest amount of wetlands to be impacted by the 

consruct ion of. the SSC . I ll ionois stands to have 850 a:::res 

of wetlands tampered with during the construct ion of the SSC . 

How can the State mit igate the animals and t he plant life 

which have been living in tranqu i lity in these wetlands? 

There is a t ime when things are not to be mitigated but left 

as nature intended ! 

Another interest ing point of impact to the environment 

are the 106 Historical s ites located around the 53 mile ring . 

I do not understand how any one would not be concerned about 

the negative impact the SSC could play on these Historical 

S ites . It i s  imperat ive the government st rives to preserve 

the special s ignificances these Historical s ites represent . 

One site specif ically is located in the area where surface 

acquistion is imperat ive . How will this His torical s ite 

maintain it ' s  importance i f  it i s  located in a cluster of 

West Campus bui ldings? Would the State of I llinois surround 

Lincoln ' s  home with o ffice 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 wel l s  in the area, the noise 

level the SSC will create in an area
· 

o f  highly developed 

human receptor areas, the thousands of families t hat will be 

asked to sell a portion of their land for tunneling purposes,  

the disposal of the spoils removed from the tunnel, poss ible 

water reduct ions to the natural aquifers,  and the fact that 

the government has asked all of these people to l ive on top 

of an experiment (with all of it ' s  uncertaintie s ) . 

l lA.1 - 11 .39 
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I could go on and on, because I do not fee l this project 

belo�gs in the State o f  I l l inoi s . We have not forgotten 

We ston, I l l inoi s . We are not about to a l low history to 

repeat i t s e l f .  

I n  closing I would l ike q>Jote Woody Guthrie : 

Now as through t h i s  world I ramb l e ,  
I see lot s o f  funny men, 
Some will rob you with a s i x-gun, 
And some with a fountain pen . 

But as through this l i fe you travel ,  
And a s  through your l i fe you rome . 
You won ' t  never see an outlaw 
D r i ve a family from their home . 

l lA. 1 - 1740 
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I would l ike to know j ust how and who will determine 

the value of the great Jak tre e s  on my property ar:d 

the others al.ong the path of t:ie collider . 

These trees many in exc0ss of 100  years old not only 

add greatly to the beauty of the property , b:.;t protect 

from the winter winds ar:.d scouring sun of summer . 
My heating and air-conci tianing bills are substancialy 
reduced because of theI . 

The se magnifi cent tree s would be arot.:nd l ong after we ' re 

gone if left undistur t e d , but will d i e  quickly if the 

roots are bothere d .  

I keep hearing that the p e ople of the Fox Valley should 

except decreased property value s ,  all of the known and 

unknowned problems brought on by this construction 

cause it will bring j obs to the state of I l l inois . 

As a Federal pr oject wont the bids be let on a nation 

wide base s .  Sucessful c ontractors and material men can 

come from all states bringing their superv i s ory ·and 

key people with them . Ari z ona,  Col orad o . and . Texas have 
vast was'te lands that c ol.l.ld handle thi s  pr oject with 

little disturbance to the ir people . C ontractors and c 
materia.l men from from I l l inois colJ.ld st ill bid the j ob .  

I hear they ' re g-.)ing t o  tie the collider into the Fcr:ni 

operat ion , thi s would be l ike tieing an old one arm 

adding machine into a modern day co:nputer system . 

. This vast expenditure which i s  opposed by ma:1y learned 

men of science as well as many men in C ongre ss ( In fact 

the fd.nding for the proj ect has not yet beer.approved )  

will enable u s  t o  understand the big bang theory and 

the creat i on of the Universe . I think most of u s  will 

still prefer the versi on in the book of Gen Genuis .  

i !A. 1 - 1741 
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The e stimated Four bill i on dollar c ost for this endevor 

will run double that aJ!lount as it usually d o e s  on 

Federal j obs . The state of Illin oi s ,  unable to supply 

money for educat i on ,  prisons or other programs could 

use their share of these c osts for ffiUCh better purpose s .  

Lets drop the · whole ide a .  

0 ,f A /!,/'  ,,,:./;9 � /C 
6,,v· 3o � No o :?J -< "f,</ � 

Jr C .r/ri'R ,,t_ .z!_{' 
tb tl /' 7 J-

1742-llA.1 - --------



i 

2 

3 

LETTER 9Co 0  

' • . Citizens Against the Collider Here 
��S RSLEASE - FOR IM!ft:l)JATE RELEASE 

. July 10, 1988 

on June 30, 1958,  the Ill inois Legislature passed Amendment 'l'vo of HB3 5 1 2 .  This amendment vas a a  attempt by the legis
lature to address some of the negati'n' economic impacts 
of s it ing the Superconducting Super Collider in the state 
of Illinois . After careful consideration of the leg islation , 
C . A.T . C . H . -IL l;e l ieves it falls far short of providing guarantees vhich Governor Thompson said vere •in order• a t  the De
partmen t of Energy ' s  Scoping Hearing in February of this year . 

The amend..ant to the . bi l l  covered three topics: 1 )  compensation for loss cf tax revenue due to land acquisition, 2 )  com
pensation fer loss of prcperty values due to the clouding of 
t i t les as a result of the acquisition of stratified fee estates , 
and 3) compensa t i on for damages due to construction of the SSC. 

COM!'l!:NSATION FOR LOSS OF TAX llEVEh'UE: The main obj ection to 
this po1·tion of the legi.slation is that i t  l imi ts etate appro
priation for lost revenues to only five years , vhereas the prop
e: ty that vould have been sutjece to tax vi ll be off the tax 
rolls for a minimum of thirty-five years ( 1 0  years during con
struction and an est imated 25 years of operat ion of the SSC ) .  

The st.ate contends that any loss of tax revenue vould l>e made 
up vithin the five year perio� ot tilllft . Ho�eve r ,  i t  vill only 
place the taxing d i stricts back to ¥h&re they should have been 
vhen the property vas originally •ctr�ired . Once the property 
is iost to the ssc, the taxing districts vill alvays be behind f·rom the a01ount of revenue that coi:ld have l:>een generated . 

COMPENS.il.TION FOR !.-OSS OF PROi'£RTY VM.Ul! -� A R'E:SULT OF CI.-OUD
l!lG OF TITLES WITH THE STRATIFIED FE'& ESTATES: This as�ect 
of the amendment sets up an arbitrary and unreasonable procedure 
to compensate property ovners for loss of property value due 
to the acqu i s i t ion of stratified fee es tates : 

1 )  Appra isals are to be done at the d1recticn of the Department 
of Energy and Natural Resources. No input is to be a lloved 
by property owne rs . There is no provis ion to have the ovners or their representative present at the time the properl:.y i s  
bei�g appraised . Appra isers are t o  be retained by the Depart
ment, vhich _vill clearly result in the a ppra iser being bi ased ,  consciously o r  not ,  t o  value the property lov t o  the bene f i t  
t o  the state and to t h e  detrement o f  the a ! fected property 
ovnera .  
2)  Notice o f  the ava i labi l i ty o f  the appra i sals i s  to be pro

P.O. Box 104, Wesr.o. Illinois 60183 Phone:312-584-4244 
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vided by advertisement in a nevspaper ot general circulation . 
No notice will be given d i �ectly to the property owners. It 
the ovner !a ils to see the ad , or learn of it by other means , 
he vill !orever foreclosed trom participating in the program. 

· 3) !t must be establi shed that the property value declined •due 
to the co�struction of the ssc . •  h'ho is to decide this? This is only inviting l itigat i.�n so that the courts can make the determination vhich v i l t  prolong the frustra tion , agony , hard
shi� and expense these citizens vould have to endure it the 
SSC is sited i n  this state. Furthermore ,  if thi s does result 
i n  l i t igation, the bill doesi not provide tor the payment of 
expenses and attorney fees i t  the state denies the request tor 
compensation arcitrarily and capriciously . 

4 )  Appraisa ls to determine fair market value v i l l  arbitrarily 
lock the value ot the property at the time of the acqu i s i tion 
ot the strat i fied fee estate . Further , the bill tails to take 
into consi deration ·the apprech.t ion of property values in the 
Fox River Valley . In order to result in compensation from the 
state , sale ot the property must be below the appra ised va1ue1 
then the owner vill only receive ei;hty p e r  cent of t h e  d i ffer
ence between the appra ised value and the actual sale price . 
Assuming a modest ten per cent appreciation ot value , it a home 
is sold three years a f t er the acquisition of the stra ti fied 
tee estate, the home must be sold tor less than twenty-five 
per cent Of comparable property before the bill will even begin 
to provide rel i ef . To further understand thi s ,  please see the 
table belov. 

5) The b i l l  is limited to compensate for property loss for only 
three years , vhereaa the stratified fee estate w i l l  forever 
cloud the ti tles of the affected propert i e s . 

CO�.PENSATIC� FOR DAMAGES DUE TO CONSTRUCTION: This also is 
an arbi trary and unreasonable provis ion o f  the legislation 
which esta b l i shes an �nrealistic and unworkable set ot proae� 
dures and gu idelines: 

1) The Department of Energ1· and Natural Resources i s  to admin
ister the program and esta�lish the guidel ines . This Department 
has no experience or expertise in lo�s ana lys i s and the adj ust-
11en!: of clai .. 1s. The Depart.,ent ha s been th.e target ot much 
of the opp.,s it!.on to .the s iting o! the SSC in I l l inoi s .  No 
one vho has been opposed to the s i t i ng of this project can 
really anticipate !air and equitable treatment. 

2) Only those property ovners who have been a f f ected by the 
acqu i s ition of s�•atified fee estates can participate . I f  
dama11e occurs t o  a home situated in close proximity t o  the col
lider ring , they will not be entitled to receive an; compensa
tion under this legislation. 

3) A preconstruction inspection must be made ava i lable. Fa il
ure to consent to the inspection valves any r i ght to participate 

llA. 1 - _ 1744_ 



5 

LETTER (CONTINUED) 

i n  the program. The amendment i s  s i lent as to hov the a f fected 
property ovners are to be notified of the i nspection, and does 
not indicate vho is to bear the cost tor i t .  

� )  Compensation i s  to be limi ted to •nctual• damages to r e a l  . 
property. The bill does not address potential personal injuries 
and the actual and consequential damages that necessarily f lov 
from them. Also, the bill does not provide for damages re
sulting from loss of use and housing expenses if the property 
ovners and their fami l i es cannot remain in their hemes dur i ng 
repairs. 

5) The amendment a l lovs the Department to set guidelines and 
maximum avards. The Department may set such a lov cap and other 
condit ions and restri ct ions to render this provi sion of the 
bill meaningless . 

6) The bill states that .it must be shovn that the damages vere 
•caused by the construction of the ssc . •  I t  does not state 
vhose burden of proof i t  is, nor does it s tate vho is to bear 
the expense of hiring experts to make such a determination . 
This provision invites litigation :  and as previously noted above , 
it does not address the real concern of payment of attorney 
fees and expenses if the State arbi tra r i l y  and capriciously 
denies a claim wi thout due cause . 

The Amendment of HB 3512  vhich addresses some of the economic 
concerns of the negat ive impact of s i t ing the SSC in I l l i n o i s  
f a l l s  far short of its goa1 . Just as important, previous b i l l s  
t o  compensate for loss of value to prime farmland vas glossed 
over by this bi l l  by merely requiring a study to ba conducted 
by the Department of Energy and Natural Resources .  Furthermore, 
none of �he le;islation addressed the real noneconomic issues inherent in the project: rad i a t i on ,  contamination and/or loss 
of groundvater suppl i e s ,  ground collapse, devater ing, decomis
sioning, and siltation of our vatervays . For all of these reasons, 
c . A . T . C . H . -IL vill continue to pursue all legal means ava ilabl! 
to oppose the si ting of the SSC in I l l i noi s .  

l lA . 1 -
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TABLE: Assuming an a ffected property i s  appraised immed i a tely 
before construction a t  $ 1 00 , 00 0 . 0 0  and an annual appre
c i a t ion ot Hl%. 

COMPARABLE FAIR 
MARKET VALUE I! 
TihE OF SALE : 

APPRAISED VALUE : 

SALE PRICE: 

ACTUAL LOSS : 

% LOSS OF COMPF.RAIILE PROPERTY 
VALUE @ TIME OF 
SALE: 

AMOUNT CO�ENSA1'1ID 
PER LEGISLATION 
( 80% OF DIFFE�ENCE 
OF l\PPF.AISED VALUE 
AND SALES PRICE ) :  

l YEAR LATEl!_ 

$ 1 1 0 , 000 

1 00 , 000 

1 0 0 , 000 

l 0 , 000 

9 . 09% 

-0-

2 YEARS 3 YEARS 

� Bm_ 

$ 1 2 1 . 000 $ 1 3 3 , 100 

1 0 0 , 000 1 0 0 , 000 

1 0 0 , 000 1 0 0 , 000 

2 1 , 000 3 3 , 1 0 0  

1 7 . 35% 2 4 . 87% 

-o- -0-

From the above illustration , it is apparent that in order to receive 
any compensation trom the program establi shed in the amendment of 
RB 351 2 ,  a home must be sold at a value � the appra ised value . 
The affected property owners are being "penalized tor the unfortu
n�te location of their home on the col.lider ring I 1 1  

llA. 1 - l?4<o 
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IN BRIEF . • • • •  •• • • •  

�DCPTED 
. m" , � 1989 HOUSE BILL 3512 was passed and se"t on to the Senate for 

its vote (a revenue b.ill totally unrelated to the SSC) • 

• 

10 

In the Senate, two AMENDl!ENTS were .ctached : NO. 1 1a 
not rel4ted to SSC; IllIS A.'!E!IDMENT NO. 2 ia specific 
to the SSC. lbe BILL, with AMEWllENTS, passed in the 
Sel'.la:e and waa sent back to the BOUSE for concurrence. 

Even though we were told the Democrats were not happy 
with AllENDMENT NO. 2, during tho extended session on 
Friday, July l, the HOUSE concurred and passed the BILL 
with a 103 to 2 vote. It• a on to the Governor for signature. 

WITNESS-Parliamentary Tactics! ! 

IJIHSCU51£Bjvam01 

u 

&l<E:IDl<ENT NO. cz2.- Mind il®H �Ill JSU by deletln9 17 

till• title and ic.sut!n9 1n Ueu th•r�t th• follovin91 

•u ACT in relation to' the Si.iperconduct!n9 Su.per ColUder 19 

and 1nceae taxes. • 1 a:MS 

on pa91 u, by 1nsert1n9 Lmed!ately after Uno U tlle Z1 

follovln9s 

1• added thereto,, tb• adde>d &Ad ... nde-4 hct1ona to read •• 25 

u tou.,.,., 

12 

u 
u 
15 
1' 

CCII. UO, • .., par. SOl-) 

See� 20tt. ror tt11 S yf!an luedbtely auc�eed1ng the 

year ln vhleh re.el proeerty h acsui r•d tor construction of 
the Su.pe:-ccnr:!�cting Super CoUider. lt th• Sta.te of tllinoia 

acquires t i t le to any rea.l prop!rty tor the purpose or 

connrnctb:.g the Sup•rconducti ng Suoer Collider, the 

17 DeP!rtraent of' Rev•nue t1hall 1ta!I:$ MY"enta ln lie'J of' taxe• to 

11 
lt 

20 

21 

th• COUr'lty fo� dist.ributian to •ll taxing d ! s t r lct1 in vhich 
auch prope rty h located. Such pavw:ent• •�all b& .. de hoe 
tund1 a20ropr lated annually ta the Oe?'rteient f'or th•t 

eurpo1e. T'he amount of t1uch P'V9.•nta in lieu of taxes •h• l l  

22 ff an amount equal to the product der ivl!d fr09 •uHiplYil"!Q 

the llOt.t recent egua l lzed a11e•1ed. value of aucrt prope rty 
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l.O 

r.r�or to .fr..��; !. i � l �"I by !'�" �!,i-.t� l'l.x....!!"·@ t:t"Jtal. "� �� 1 t".t' 
r.t!':H tor � C"..'!l"T��P. t,.1Ui y•.t1f "'1� &ll C:•xiftei d:i.!il�r ie�., ! �  
�k� st�e� or�Pl!·rty �.1l ,,.��ftd.,, 

4)() 

!:..:!!.P-r•it"!'IU h: � ieu c!? t'll:r.�� �."'·e H  � .r..tdt<! to ttf!l t;i 
t;�Ht>("'f"Or of 19-':e?i ���'!¥' Ol"i O!' �,,.t'ore �fh�@r,!>�r 1 ot e11c'fl, -El 
"U-'" 4 �tt:"! "I 11. 1h1}'t! .att•r 't'ttee tp� of' •�ch Dfi!}"!.'lel'lt.S,, th• 4J4\ 
CCl.<!"tV e�H�".'l� 'l"' . .tiH !ttQ!<lrt.1°"'Alt,.,!y � 'i. � t d b>.1tf, f!LIC!'i ti�) 
f?!"lt'ae:<it� eo 1iH u::d,,..i=" � -· f. �dC!'t9 h �.l.ir:!'I ti>Jc!i pre� 
iit·��tt-!. F..1�� tlli'i�.:'�::i C:lf.t?'k� Sh1t1! rtllj' 61 �t'�:x'l!!'f,O...:.'"'� 4)t) 

., 
ll � 

17 

'\'"h� ' \:��� ... t:.t1;.A�� o� "�; ,.b1,1t"t-f'l'Wnt oro1rld!� t�r fr� 
t�i.,. Sectii:i� !:'!'<·�.,LLE..,:;. ll?">l't to 41 ffctl!"!&34t 1" r-c�L.£!..� 
c:.ut re•.Jlf!!'fl.le� t2���� re�.,.-,u�� .are r�gu1rt'1"1 � !'>  

P!v pd::ieiel ieir: i ... �"''f�!'l� o� t-.-'!""�tl"l'il b(.�b��:!:"',11'/UI. f :ir:u:>.•o!'� 

l.lil tMi c1:t:t1 �t ca.ite 1.1.po� t� a11Mt11�� •�l:.;.s_i;d.�::11 cf the p=��ttf 57 
191 it! tbci re&?tCCi.'f!tl tu:!�;i Clt:ettli:tfJ &:;� •P'f!.c1a1 eoh0lce ere�11 5fl 
» 11at.11bl1shcd put"�t t.:i AztJ.cl� \"1% of Cb• CcnuJ.t\it!on oC $� 
21 · ' t.bc S�.&tti o� Il.U.i:".oi.io £,� �ill cc-.,,,�tv tt"A\t. �u1 p.:-od.ue•.., 6(1 

2.3 �!t!l!tJ th.• pev!i'Cit 41\)'tiio�e o� ':iiiC� �tr ... �ot le�11 tt<.1.ci thci til 
23 a.t ..o:-.::.iJ.t ct th• citwit1r&:i liUS t!�t vt!.l � flf'-iOiad b)"' the 

Cl:f-.1.i'l!f"J' bo.t,6 or CiW!r:t�!hd to Ma eceor�!!"-'i to · 1.cw� pe-otrt�1:'1� 
�W41E', U £ �."".'!.C!rt-:UC)' ·t.1;;1 .t.Ciapt.r;d Ull! l!'2Cl'��H�t 
UM:ncir.:a \Ltl4icH' D!"'-'!.'-lien 7��.-i oC the • n 1 1�h «�ri1cip.el 
Codee, ttt• co.r.�t:t' clflC'k a;!<All. ecit.tu.CC!I •r-.d doterAli�fl tliti!G f.11l 
accot"tt« l'li� lect.lor;.a 11-74j :f•7 ttu:O!Ji'h 1'.-7� .. �-9 of th.tt 

P.!:�eefle to b9 •Et�ttCl .. d o� 'b!'i��l� e'! ta,.;bg d!st.dctsi 5e'tQct�i 
��et.!¢::-. lO�, tt11 C'?H"lt'"" el•"• !�·�ll f.�e!nd11 tn thci to�a-l 
gu Uud if$$�21ed v.d.� �t! IU!M flU� !!h't t , �'! ,  ��I! f":.OS'I: 

)l · f��nt ex;�Jl:"'o! -Ci!!�"" w�!-�• e� tlt&U·-ewin�d ru·o�i:-t:v 1Q 
14 de<11edht,-d t!'I S�ctic•':" :{}111 � b car.!J C1Gt._ &hell. it-.llti1:'t� e t,u:; 
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i..,,, l"PQ••d by •ny county, t.aldn9 d i s t r ict -:r ac!'lxl 72 
d.btriet other t.r_.n • · hoae rule u n i t  baaed on a rate in 7l 
ncess of the rate •uthOrhed by at.ttiate or r•terentua tor 74 
•liteh county, Uzin9 t i. s t r ict or 1c?1ool d1atr!ct. 

TM f0Vern.ln9 authority ot each county, ta:iin9 d i s t r ict 76 
and acbool dlatr.1.ct ahall tilto vith the county cleril: wi i::hln 77 
.JO Up ot their •dop:ion a certi ti•d ecpy ot its 78 
apprQpt.lation ar._d �udqf!'t ordinar.cea ot re1olut.lon1, a1 well 

•• an e1tia.t.te, cer t i ! J.ec! tty .l u  ch.let fiscal ote' icer, ot 79 
revenuea, by aource, antic.lp.aud to be received by th• 

COtJAtf, ta.zln'a district er ac��l dist rict .la tl'l• tollevin9 

tiae&l year. rail.ire ot ti'I• 90vern.l.n9 author ity to tile the 

10 
81 
12 

ll require4 4ccuaenta 11hall au:horize th• county clerk to ret�1e 

u 
15 

u 

to e:rtend tl'l• t•:i l.•V"/ .l.mpo1t'd by the 9overr.in9 author lty 

u.ntil auch doc-.JMnt1 are ao filed ar..d. upon 9iv.l.n9 tiaely 

ootlce of llQCb failu.re to file to •uch county, ta:rin9 

17 d!atdct or ac:h.ool d.18tr.1.ct b:t the co.-nty cla:k. 

l!actt cowoty clerk awu deterair.e tl'le aa.wiaua rate 

&11tborl&ed for eacta couoty, U&.l.llf dlatrlct or •c."lool 

•i•trict other thu a hOCM rule unit prior to the e.zt1tndin9 

tui.t•. ln .e11ttermlnin9 the AllOUAt of U•!-. t•x &uthothed to 
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u 
as 
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22 · M l"ied by any •t•tllt• of thia State, the •••••••d tl 

2l ftluat1oa of tb• Cl:frent Y•�r of property •• .. ..... ed and 
H•1ewc4 bf the local uaesnent otf1ciala or tbe Departaent , 

as tbe e&•• uy tt., •M •• �al1sed or conf1rae4 by th• 

Dcp.attMct, 1h.i.ll be .a:1ed: provided lf the O.p.art:M!'lt of 

....._. certU'iea • perc11nta9e f.a.ctor,. •• prowided in Sect.I.on 

151 of tl!la Act •t • l••aer percenta9e tha.n was ao certi Uff 

for the l
_
t7S •••••aatnt )'�•r for any county hn·in9 an electltd 

>o eDGatr as1eaaor and 4 ••1•1 ... nt di1tric:a, the county clerk 

aM.U, for eac.� dlatr1ct that raqueat·•, by reaolution of th• 

PNra1Dt body o_! _ _!,!1
��-

·:�:ric
.
t adopted

. 
and tiled with the 

CDQat7 cl.er- prior to ti!• due 'Df the actul cosputation or 

tbe tu: r•te of the r1qU••th19 dhtrict, that the couinty 
clerk -�· the e:s-ten.alou referr•d to ln thla S•ction, for 
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t.9'• l'J1'G t:u.11z ortl�'� t;a.tca;Q .i1.'.�� t.:"1z:ite la 4. ev.im Ge 151� flqiili&i1 l«:ll 
to ttlit am�i.:nt• i,fl'lfiil»C Q�d ccu't H!c-d to the c�..Jnty elect! pr!,o:r 
to ia!re!'l l� Ui7,, t�c ci1.c� 1!�:1� vlth .a: c.u: ratt!I liMH'. .• uton ef lf/11!! 
• U . .:dt.'<;1 �!!iitt'�Ct,. b-..ic t'l.Qt "Z': «.ti:C�tid t�• t-r••t.•t oti f&l ,$1 1,1:)!� 
4'QIO:.o�t d�t•H"�i:atd f:y _, ;, � :.plytr41 &nr t.u1 r.eu 1tll.it.11dQt.1 106 
•r;ipUc-1:b�ti to tr-..et t�r.c! ti�:SI t�l(t tJ•trie-: .. 9 lt15 &411€5.Hd 101 
Y41lNHO:ro-t ·� itq'��L:e-d tiy t;he ��rtJl!f!�I: eoz 19)� •. !!:if tb'  108 
th• au;i•tie tUt'<erwiat1 ;ritoYi .. '.tt:� ky 1.1..... It U�11 aric.;wt o: '':'!"'/ lt)9 
toill'! cu·tif!(·d to ttc.fl �.,.u•+e7 c l u l!;  C�ll' •Hl!!\"'t.1cu'i at;�a c:..cf'�tl 
the u.t.i�i.:� 11110"'9'� b;r 1.f!"'f,. dct•tY.itted •• at.'iov• GJ'!'Q1'�:le� .. 
euc!li et'::e�.e ch.al.1 " d.ls·t�.1rrdl!!d, �r.C t)wo rtu:i-e�� Q�ly 
etea��d .IS! t�• �q:o� <":et c t t ied t:c: ��t•r:��:.1t. 

tii1 ••�ti c��:::-ty it. ��ct!. tb4tt'• .t.• •itu.t.tcd " ic:!1oo1 
dhtdc:: oii;_.�r.!� 1ff 1;.:,:c!er .\:·th:�l• .U of ':'n• $ct.col e:-..de. ee 
&IM!�l'd� .attd 4! k��t f'iMti.(.'1f A11Ulor ity or9a�hed vi.d�t' 

110..llf t� uieb c:4.lfl!'!>•:l.t,: f€Mt bc���rtt.�1 b 1Mt4' U-�ietcly 
izr.:oo dete!a::·it'..it�� ttl;� f''1t:• pctl' l*�t lilP'('n tt<• equ.t_Ut:N 
a••""'� v£!.iut£oa o! tM f'C'O?Cr>!.y ta the sc!'lool d�atr!ct 
•RJPlic::able tQ tH �JStnat� 1• t.�t ca1wf'iidar re•r o! tu:es 

h'i-t1fr to tt.ic: actzi.=:>1 di•tl' .:i.ct the r•t.e PK cect "�a tbc 
�1.U.ui! .teH11&ict! �o1l�tion ot U.. propca:y ia tU ee!tacl 
dl.etrict ar�UCL!:!l• to tMI eJrtCft&iot1 ot t.ax•• 1nt..a hf or oa 
be!Ulf of ' t."'oe Mt�Aett.r bt tNt c..ii!ctn4ar :l"IMt' prnt"1dct4. 

tM CO'ifttJ' cl«e:lf e�l 1 �.a..,..;.etd th.II t•t• pt&' cc�t � tM 
�l!Hd .ei;&ii>eefti U1l�1;•0,. ot t� ptt>P•Hty t.a the -�C-01 
d&etdet.' tp�l!c�til• t°' t� e�tc-.:'n!loe o� an7 uree 1tti� to 
5'111 •e.d d�ect•r.�fl thC! pd1111c:.i.;Ml of Pd inc••eat � &:t)" bo�d.e 
lasuM �r CM hll.:aoi·tt:rf _pw.fe�t to AE:iclw JU of �e 
$c!).00l Codel� . . Ill! AMC:.!de;'�• M OI' •!'t.$!1' J'uu:y l� ltll4 (ot.!l•t 
tAui ·t:oMa t.C.f.:ri to cc:t'.;;.id Q� co C'OQt.iAIN' t-W C"•!u�!nq o! 

�ft@ btl.lltd bf t!':Mt Ao.;t�r�t)' HC01e J4zta:.i.C'f 1* lt84) .  
Ui. 'f  _ (:&:d.o.-g d.�.•td • .-:t, tlltQlt • ujo• tty �t• ot lt,e 
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90vernlnt a\itboritJ, a.ay., Aft•r tee deteraln.ation Of t�e 

usasaad valutlon ot lta propeny, order the C'l•tfl of tMt 
county to ab-4te any ��tlon of lta t&zea on tho property of 
anr � COCMrclal or lndustrb.1 f � ra  locatl119 vlthln th• tad.n9 
diatrlet du.d.r'!9 the lm:zedi�'tlftf procKin9 calendar year hom 
uotMr 1tat:e, ter r l t:;::ry, or C"Guntry, or h••1nt been aevly 

cre•ted vitt.!n th.t i  State dt.itin9 the iaedb.tely precedin9 

c.ale�r yea r .,  or for an eap11nded prewio1.1siy exi1tin9 

fecUity. Such abatemant shall not sxcead a period of 10 

years and the total a99re9ate �mat of ahat•d ti1a-e1 tor all 
ta.:in9 diatr l.;t1 c:oablried •M-11 1tot •sct'ed $ 1 , aoo,ooo. 

AAy taxir.q district, located vlthin. a co1.1nty of at le.ast 
225,000 ln...tu.bitant1 but le•• tMn lO:J, 000 lnM.b!tent1, l!pon a 

ujorlty vote of its CJOV•rnln9 authority, uy, att1r the 
date111ination of tbe •ssei!fsed YiilMtlcn of' lta property, 

ortor the cli;rk of th.at c-ountr t12 abate any portion of its 
11. tues on any cea::aerci-Ml property Wlt:h. bec:011.a• 1u.�ject to 
18 
11 
20 

21 

2l 

24 

2S 

ZI 
27 
21 

29 
JO 
ll 
l2 

ll 

34 

l5 

real pro!jNtrty U.zatioa after Septeaber 24, 191!4, &n.d ii 
decl9ned ezc-lu&i•ely fer th• racb.19 gf aotor ••t.l�l••· Such 
Ab.&tHartt snall not ••ceed A per!od Of 10 J'•a:s. 

AnJ ta•iru1 41ai:rlct upon • u:fortcy t10t1 of its 9Q¥ernin9 

walu.&tlon o! i�a pro5Ntty, ord•r tha county clerll tQ .atMit• 
any pctt1c:n of its ta.z:a1 on any pret;:iQ"rt7 vhicb ii lC!c.oi:ted in 
•w:b taz1�9 dlatr1ct, irllich le vied for the ral!!i� of bor••• 
aI?d upon vhic:h c.tg'ital leprover.ent• conahtlng oe expansion, 
lmprC?1\•et1•nt or repl.acss11f\t cf C?:btir.9 facllltl91 Mv• been 
w.ad• slncw th• effecti?e date of this &a•ndAtort Act of UJ6. 

Th• costiil1urd •bat&1Hnt• for 1uch. property fro.a all t1;zln.9 
cUatrlct• in any co:.alltf shall not eir=eed $ 9 , co o , aoo ar,nuallr 
ar.d lb.all not eaceed a per led of 10 year a. 

The 8q".1ali•ed asal!tsa�d value of all r;r:o94rey, a1 

••certalned an.d ••t ·d��'·''iii'".�®�dance vlth· this Act, attu· 

tl•int effect b eq!Ulla:atlon by th• Cep.art!l:�nt , al\AlJ. be 
a111eas1td v.aluatlon for all pyrpo11ea of taxation, limitation 
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ftL• �·�to�y Ace ot 117?, &l't"-11 M cuf)$ect to S.ction UI 
U'-4 ot th.La Ac:c. for •PFO�tioaaer:.t of' th• b�rd€'n

. 
oe tal.&tlol'& 169 

of p:opefcy 1i.t1.1•te-d in uui:: Ln9 dhtrLccs tb•t Uc io aot• 170 

t!"Alt OM eot.i?tty� 171 

. Sciction J.., SectiQ.� S. 217 le. addc-� to •If.a A.c:-c ill· r•!•ti.ott l?J 

to St&te _ f1Mn<:fil•, .approved J'un• 10. l�U, &c 1.11t�ndf!d., th.ti 
•dd:ed Sc-ct ion to ee.1d •• toll�: 

(Cb. 121, 
__ 

• .,.. pu •. U l . 2 3 7 1  

Sr.:-. · S.ll7. Tl'ie SupereonduC'tir.9 Super. CoHh'l�r. 

17' 

178 

1�. Mt�, ;  �pprov�·
� ·.

Otc:eeber 4, 191.f, •• ._eaded, ii; aaer:.d'.ed ta 
180 
lU 

U reAd u tollait:e1 
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(Cl!. 127, par. 'SJ) 
:kc. J. �pieal F&ci.Uti•&· ne U&OU&t of $1,.t27�tll,072 

i� a1:t11;orbcc:i to bl ucd to� the •c�iliition,, dt!..,·elopment, 
c:outnc-t1.oa,, rtt=cst:uctior\, 

•r'1l1tectazral pl&nnint acd ioctallattor.. of c.cpit4l- tac.U1tia• 

w.ltJ'tia .�h� St•.=•• coG.aiatlc� of br.U.l41DJ•• •�ructur••• 
4u:�able �lpacnt

:
,. b.M:, · A-"\d loter•ate La l.t:1r>.� f'c:n ttt'f' 

fol�int" •peci7ic: purp:M11eei 

&.;i.atd t;:rut
.
cd kill tt.!• Public Cc.MWnity C01l1119• Act 6.f.\dl fot 

9r&cta to �.b,.Uc COllllU.,,lty colle9<ea •:s a:.itbCH'!.:ii"ed by Se�tio�\8 
· 1-U � S-1.2 of t�e Publlc- �:.i:r.�ey C!)Uo19e A.c:t: . . . . . 

lb) $2l�, 7l:Z, l11 roC" CO'-:rtct.lonal ,f'lt.'po«t:ll o:: St4te 
pd�� � �l:'r�ti.on.al centtQC'81 

tcJ ·. St?,,Ol?i;CI' for open •P4C#&, r�i:rc&�i�l'l.4l and 

J2 • f'.'tlic bealtb.. f.1c!11ti••• aad facLlitln for the c&re o� 

JJ · dtsable·d ••t•r�n• and t:!leit 1poueea1 
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'. (e) .  s:.OJ,374,0.fil for uae by the SUte, iU de�rtM'nU, 
aut��

·
1t1es, pubuC corpora tions , coemi•aiOM &nd a9encie.t: 

(f) 5111,100 for cargo ·t.andUnt f...:111t1•• at port 

and pleA&lli:'e Ct.i!t•J 

207 

(9) $•0,3,2, 916 fer Wolter resource MMgeaent proj�ct.1; 213 

·C�J SlG,215,,259 for the provhioo of fl.cHitiea for food 215  
., .: .. pr:o<l1:c.�1.on research and celatad iMtrv.etion.al &r.d public 

10 ••rvice activities &t the State u.niversltiea and P\ibllc 
11 . cc:muo!ty eollo9ea r  

1 2  · U_) $lG, 750,CGQ fe;r rlj:.ant.t by tb• Secretary of su.u. •• 

ll Sc.ate t.ibrar.iu1
_. for central Ubr&rr f.cili.tiea •uthorhed by 

lt Section a ct �.h.•. Illinois Lit?r.ary Syatm Act, aa u•r:.ded, a.nd 
1� for .�r&ata bf . tb• C.pi tal Develop9'4tnt aoard to uni ts of loc,&l 

11 IOV•l'�Dt . ,.H. r.atillc U.br•r� f&C'll!ti .. , and 

' U  . . · . . - �  

'20 
' 21 ... . ;..: 

UJ S2S,OOOr GOO for th• acqoaia1t1oa• Avolopuat. 
cona.�rYc-,tlon,,. 1 

;.
rsco."latr1.1c-tion. . 1.mprO\l'emcnt, financiq, 

•rch
.
1���t

�
llr� .. 1 .. .  p�nnie9 ud 1eata114t1oa of capital fac-Uitlea 

COD.8�at:�� __ of: , bu1ld1D9•• •trllciur••• ,durable equipae!'lt •od 
land for 9:!:uta to 01:Rantt••• Mn1c1pa11t1•• or pvbUc 

.. � ,· .·._ 
.Z.Z �1l�t.n9 c:--t••iOAA 11lt.b o;irrect 1oa.3l f&e111t1•• t.b&t do aot 

21' 

217 

2U 

224 
225 
226 
227 
221 

. 2� .t) .. ��'
-�1'�·t.� .. 1tbe D.\n!m.ia atand&rda of tbe Departaent of 22t .z� .�. · correctlo� • .  ��r.'.octlca J-1s-2 of tlle .On1t1N C;xte of 230 

i� � .. . ·."cor.rrc���;·:.:; • . . . . . 

2'. , , ,lkl •.• u.000,000 .t�r ,o;ruto in ,tl•cal .re•• 1111, by tll• 232 
Z7J·�!'· Depar_�en:.t�:�f .. �

C�naerv&tlon fol' 1apco• .. nt or ••pAna1on of 233 · 2•. ,-� aqu.a ... �;l;ua: . •  .t:&C"1�1t i.e• located on ps-optrty ownlld by & park 23.C 
: ' ,Zt'. . district • . . .  ', ' t)�J.. . ;I.�: <I � '4 -""'· •• A�t:::"..': .� .. :�.({lJ >sl�per�9'"-�"'c:t.:.!':9 . . _St.:per ,.C�111'•r • . . ft• AllOtlnt of 236 
:·u.:� ··.:11'40,.00_0,ooo �1• •utMrh.d for th• purpos• of fin.anctn.g co1ca 2�7 . • . ; :" .,;_: .;t.;.�· � ·

, 
.. ... � .. � . . .,, .. • 

• : ll�"l",· Tel&
_
t
_
� i ��- - �aoc1•tH

_.
w1tA, the �1�1t1on of rlghu to :Z38 

·Jl .. ·,� re�������Y ��ed. �.JI! . relat.1� to _the • M-.lopwnt. ct t�ut 239 
lt . .... . lu��-;ctl�i . -��-, 0:1ud�r �rtlcle b.l&a acc.ler&tor 11nd 240 ' ;.,.,_ii . . .  -�- .; _ •  ..... : .• •  .:. • . • 

• --,� . .. . �for:.��l!�.�
t
¥•· 

��t.., t.he Sup!re1:md'aet£n9 • $11.c.r Co:-1\id�t 

l lA. 1 - 115� 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

l 

. , 
I 

-·-

Canstruetion Insur.1.rice F1.;nd1 �I .1:.it!'iorh�d bv c�e zn 
§.upnCO!!�llCtlng su?tt Colllder A.et. 

Sactll)n s. S.Ct.1.011 2 of th• •s:u�rcondu;ttnca S16pe: 244 

CClUder fict•, approY�d Septetli'Mr 20. 1915, •• ... nded, la 245 

... aded &nd Section& Z. and I •r• ad,jed th•r•to. the •dC:ed 246 

.and ... nded Sect lone to read as t'oUQv'I: 
(Cb. U7, par. 27UI 

Sec. 2. 'l'h• Oep.art•ent of Enel'fi!Y &nd Katt.lr•l •�•ources 
la A\lth.orlsed, vlth the conaent ln vtltin9 of th• Governor, 

2CI 

250 

251 

to acquh• &fid accept by 9i�t, t�•n:, esc:hAll;e, p:rc!:.a•• or 252 
· 10 .... 1a the aarmer provided f'or ths ex.ercl•• of the ri9bt ot 2Sl 

. . 
11 •i�ent d�ln under Article vn ol the Code ot Civi.1 

12 

1J 

u 

•rocedure, &. 6'Hrt4-'d, !nclr.adln9 the dc;nt oe •qr.r.ie;:k•t•kt1• 

coot&ln•4 iA. !ectlcn.
0

'1-lOJ cf such Code,, the r19�ts ot vay, 
... · ... nte an'd 6i.,,� t'H simple title AS aay be !lll�9SAry to 

is anr Pd all re.al ptOperty, lnclu.dlnt hnc!1 •lreaciy ckitvottd to 

254 

zss 
256 

l'
' piblt.C' u.ae; ·' required fer conatruct1oa., ulaten.11.tlce a�4 .257 

17 

11 

. 2G 

. ·u 

ii 

eup1rc:ond\l.cC1a9 auperco11141nia p.artlcle be&a •ccelera.tor, 

.ct.at� Dtp.art.unt of· Cler9y,. &rtd for 1ucb ottwr 1i:pportla9 

�ad,· C.·o.M!. •Ad 
'
rulli�ic• •• uy � required or uaQf\ll tor 

:- : .;• 
. aacb Coutr1u:t1.oa &n4 cper•tion, and to tak� W.atcvcr let.ion 

251 

259 

260 

261 
2U 

1::1� · -._i1 M ·neceaury ot dcialrabl• in conn..cd.on vltb 1udl 2'3 .. . . . 
2f . acquiait1on or ia ·connection with preputo.9 th• prcp<rty 214 

is o; · r�l�K · toi- 't:•uter •• prOYided la s.Ctlon •· 

· 2'· : 1 ft• �-oe�ttia.nt · or· her9y and llatur&l a.a.ourc�• la 26' 

:· J?· . speCiUca111:, a'1thorhed to purcha1e or othervt.e •�ire 267 

21 · . tl'W11 por\1�fts of real prop.r�y tbat are inacceealble or 2'8 

.a, ·. · �a�l� 
.
'

.
�nt• of an7·1ot'.or pacc:el tM.t ·1. required for 2Gt 

_:ii� .ttwi � =�1trUi:��'"' · &ad ·operation of the SuP4tcood\ictint Si!per 

Ji"'"._ Co1114er: ·n� Oe.P!Ct�-!'it11•' Sul)ere;Jnductin9 S\li?!r C�lUder 27G 
32 
JJ 
34 

land · acguhltlon program shall lnclud!p!vaents to °""•:e ot 
reddf'ntht real proP!etx, vho aell such ptopecty vltl'll!! J 
J!lf9 19 pr09lded hue!�, ft'Ofl 1thOID it. h.&t AC:t'TU!l'ed A 
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272 
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1ubsurtace interest in 1uc� rea! proart• to �penHt• thr!n 
for any decline ln the flair a.rket 'lalue ot tucft prooeuy 11 

• result.
'
ot the •cgu i s1 tion ot a aubsu?face l nterll!st iri suc:i 

land tor th• construction. .and operation ot the 

Superconducting Supe-r Collider� 

•rior to beginning construction ot the $ypereonducting 

277 

281 

SUP!r Colllder, th• Decart11eont shall ••k• avaih.ble to 28l 

I r1Hidentlal prof?!tty av:i.ers trc11 vhoa 1t plans to aeg�ire A 
• 

10 
11 

1l 

14 

15 

u 

aubsurt.ac• interest a COm)lete .appu.isal o! the real pro;mrty; 

1n which the aubsurt.ce interest vill be acquired. The 
-

hast one adveortis�ent In a 

the SuoerconducttB!.. Su�e: Coll.icier vi!.l ptss
_
.!lfilJfyir:9 the 

ggblic ot the availaba! ty ot S!.IC!'t •pPtds•ll.;, Tt".e 

Department sti.U uae such app?"ahal• to Htablhh the ta!r 

u.rlcet value ot th• r•.al property prior tO construction. ot 

17 the Superconducti ng Stl'P!r Collider. 

11 

1, 

Any cvner ot real property troa vhom a sybsu rtace 

Interest ha• been •csuired and who. •• the cWer or recor d, 

20 II.IS had hh propertv •ppraised prior tO C011111encMent Ot the 

21 

2:. 
2J 
24 

25 

construction ot thP. SuP!reonducting Super Collidf!'t in 

aceord.ance vith thi• Section shall H eligible to Ula • 
clal• tor compensation tor any de-cl1ne in the hlr 111arket 

•alue ot auch re.al proeertr resu.lt1"g trca the 

Su?"rconducting Su?!r Collider� :ii, the Department tlnds that 

2' the prooertx in which it aesu1red • 1ubsurt.ice intrrest tor 

27 

21 
u 
JO 

J1 

J2 

JJ 

J4 

J5 

the eonstrt:ct1on ot the Superconducting SuF!r Coll1der has 

been 1old tor •n U10unt le�• than the o riginal tair market 

walue e1uablished by the pn-construetion apprahal uid the 

decline !h t.air .. rice!! valu• Ls dt:e to the eonstr01ction ot 

sugerconducttng sug:r Coilideor and the ••le tla1 taken Dlace 

vithi11 i year• of t
'
h• 0.-eartmeont•a acgu111tion ot the 

aub1u.rtace htrrest, the De@rtt1�nt shall CG111pen1ate the 

attller vho vas the owner at the t1r1e ct the appraisal in an 

aaount -sual to
· 

10\ ct the dithrence between the oriq!nal 
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LETTER 

"'�'i(f�d.u,.d:_ 41S::'l t°".;t;" sie:n:.t!1. li4i1� pric'4il� llO'il 
Onh> t�t> �er ot u�cord H ttl� ti.1'!"1 f';e° t!i'lfl;> lU 

pr-�-et:i11�tniet�c#il •ppu!Hi.l •!'"l.1!·U � t11lisH:1l"1 :.,r ��,:�tl::t� 31.� 
4} tio<:!!l�r ti'lh �C!�!.�.r:i'l'lo 

�i;e·�..r*l cf Ut:.�.CJ ��; tiw £tttn-r,4J.l �nt11:1.:l for 1.H lli:r,de., n11 
tor.tinilfltltil .u.!:;J d.ghtl c� �.er tM!t'Crt(i to:r t�fl S1o1pcrC'O�d�cti�lJ 32� 
��t ColHC.tit "''�..i,.d. �t � tt"qiJirti! HI flsit&�Us:-�d tn lltl 
li�bsectiQ.fl, (.11� ¢!: -�htcU,t;� � cf! .,M kt te pu�idi h.ti.:d or 
tltitrev1.9.ai.nct1 irA tt.>.fJ ea;pc:r:cl::.�1.1,,-c o: �MY• �repri&tcitl tot 
,...�ut� Lspro��tnMntefl., fit'JPCM1"4 twiy 21l .. U71.; Hi ...,t,.deQi� "-"tl 
� llt.J!t:fl Caw:�tt'Oll.(!f N)I �til•J II �t�arit i!l pt.yse�t oft 
aiMS.�itf�tlcit.'. fQr, tH,;c:� t.&if•:j\� H t�si c:i�sider.ct·ior.i eo !Ml �!Cl 

tt1.c �t:�tCftfit ()f tr��r-;y •'flid! •t,c:,•el r."'�:::�·rt'e'S 1Sl 
llpcicif.t.":£.ll'f •t.1et.er.ii..� t� Clli!l.1., 1$o1";>.eet1., ex:��li'• er �l!'.''l'ey 
recl p�oi>f!rtr r;cc;-•. d.r«� 1.tt.:111.)!' th.le lit.ct tl""..at ta �e r�h:eQ blf 
tl'.icl O"itl'd St.atell O«t141C'.'l''llt:.i;:t of �tgy fi'H' tt.:• C:3[1"!,tifhditc:'i 

tQl� t.i!Ml p.Ll".'1j1CCCI of t::J!.Klutf.i:ett 1rwilyiih ��di •�rta�c 
�t•tit• ef l&ttde t'fJ�.;J.re;J for t:i;c St.tpe:e«-.d�ctint S�i!Mt 
CQUJ.d11r., th• Depc.rtat-t•t of Htl C:�cill"'""' cC'ter vd.tte� 
l\Qtice CO t!M) t�'!'il �·r 6'.Ys<! �'11��!.ee U)' tte!t.411 Ur'"'.A t�e 
l� o:: '<a:t.ertJ of a:eiy 941cao�c �* kp.t1:·t.u�t aM.ll b(l 

tltttr:i .. aulyei.i or Gw.5r1tciy .. 

(ctt .. 121., Mirt p.e� .. :ns:�' 

! ... n.! •CS".::1d�:1o., pr.n;:a� u.y FO'.Hidti f.:Jf.' �xa�ut>.�n lri. 
e�ee1!� of fair. rL&:'lr:l">!: �•.J1lu11 to th� ��r ot l!'"l\< hrzr1.!l'lid, •� 

def!!!�'1 �,!1 . SEC'::!Of.I t ot' !:!'tl'1 ·P.�V�I'!..,. A'!!: �t !!l'!-9� wtd�h 
��d im a:c�·".•l!"i!� tiy c:!'i• Dr.outr�rt f�r- m::!"'P?!i•!I of. 
cor..111!.ro,.;;ctl�:;: t�tt 1;'.:2er,c_�'lll.. !u��_s,011:61!!!..: Rowf!·:.t•r., 

����kh ti&t �l'!f.I� t•'.!:l.f'�.�s • !!'.nl! f.c� t."l� 1 Vf!ll'"I 
�i::tsl_y_ 2r�c��!.:"11!J •r.!£!!ldti8'r. ef •��!'3 !l'.�f'!h�d 1�•ll b• 
Sl.i''°Ji�et: to t�$,t1 S!J'e!:1ol"J .. ,�:11_�!'tl.!Jt.���� 
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-u-

10Q ot th• R•ve!'::,;;e Act ot l9J9 .ar.d othl!'r tlOJi tding• o1nd o?!:':to!' l�5 
l•provetnentiJ 9.h.all not be subi•ct to th• provislcf\S ot thh l-i6 
Section . Th• Oe�!'tment in eonhi�ction witn the O.p.nrt:1111ent 

ot P.even'i.:e shall conduct a study ot t•rml.and vdues eince 

H7 

19'70 tor •ll counties t"hro1.u11\ vhicn the SSC sh.all p•sz. The loll 
�partmer:.t 1hall comp.t"t·e !u study bv Decer.iber ll. 1988 .and 30 

uoor-t !ts t!nd!ngs to the Gener.al Aas.,.bly. Doon Co�pletiDn. lSO 
ot it• study the C•part�otr,t 1?\o1ll develop gui deli ne& bj' v!'!ich lSl 
it aay cosP!nsat• in •xcus ot t.ir iu.rket value the owners 352 

10 ot hrahr.d Aicgtilred tor the c:;l'\.St:?'uction of the SSC. 

11 

u 
13 

14 

15 

1' 

17 

�(Ch � 127, new p.n. 2151) 
Sec. l!I. There la here'ttv cr�uEd the Su1:1tlrcond1.:etln9 

Surer Collide� Ccnsuuctlon rnsurance Fund, • special tund in 

the State trez.sury. Appropr1.i::i.ons trora the Supercondceting 

Super Ccllider Cor.striJ.etlon Inst.:rance FUr.d a�all be l'.ade to 

the Dtieert111ent tor •xpend1ture as provided ln tl"li!I Sec:it?n. 

ft• Department la au tl"lorhed to •xMnd llO:"!rt •F·p�ooriated 

hOll the Supercond!..letlri.g Super Collld•t Construetll';lon 

11 tnsu!'ar.ce !'-JrH� t.a C01ttJ?!t:s.11te rHl prooertx owners trom vhc• 
u 
20 

21 

22 

it haa aegulre-d • aybsud'ace interest for actual dauge• 
cauu�d by the conu.ruc:tion of the sueercor:duc:t1n9 Super 

CoU!der. Th• C-,.Nrtaent •h�ll uk.e available to •�ch 

prmrty OYner• a p:-eeor.:structi on 1n11ptc:tlon. Su eh 

23 1r.se-ct!o.is sl"lall be u1ed to establhh the preeonstructlon 

24 
25 
21 
37 
at 
2t 

ll 
u 

condition or all real prooeny in which a su!;)s..:rhce irlterest 

has been purcl"lu1ed tor the eonsl::ruc tir.in ot th� 
Su?erconduc:ting Super ColUdtor. Arty prooert., owr:er who does 
not eon11ent to a Oep:art11ent lnsP!ction for the atnJctural 

intesrtty or hh proP'tty prior to C'Oll!:lllencement ot tl"I• 

eonatruct tcn ot the StJpe rconduct lnq Sueer Collldt!'r ahal l be 

ectual Uiug�s tret1 the Surrcond .. u:tinQ S.:eer Ccllider 

ereconstr1Jctlon ln11pect:lon ot hh oroperty shall be eligible 
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' 

to f il'1 ,,(! c!-4.'.11 f�.- •et1a:t d.rtlUC!'!lll to �!.1 ,._.,.l pto� J7e 
ca1a1"� by S!lN'fo:!Ol"!du.·ti111 !i:�ou Collide!' C:O!'ISU"wctic"� J?� 
Cl.td.u ••St !:'• tHed. Cl!'l forM pr.oiv-�.d�d b• th• �NL"t� 3110 
vit!11'>1 or.c '!i'1Hf of thtt eof'lfilrtie� of t'1!11t Su�i!'C:O'i�·.:;�tini 
�er c:i�J itl't tt.i\"'t'!:t"L �e !)ri;ctr-t.�snt A'1�l:1 •�Ub!·ht; !till 

tor .&�tu.al d�.aigl':!g. N:it:t-!:ny ee-ff ... •ift�� h� t�ill S�C'ti'll"I -h, .,I'.' Je·l 
!"A' l M C':=tl!lt�'IJ.e� t� �' 4 rw.d""ef' bY t,�ir SUtfl of. u l �!'.'..1.:1...! 11!4 
or tti.e·l".tl!>part:1H�� of &t'!Y �isht•, cleiicill� or t".aus�1J C"lf -te!:.lcri �ts 

10 tha! St.ttit �f, l�J,J.f!Oi� NV h.r,ve •9.e�n�n. "�? P!e'tl�,., P!'.':'s.:1r:s� 

� g.:t'lf)e ti. u.e�· tl.i br di:Gl.ittic.t -'Slbll.ll'° � 14*eftiC9 !.Ill 
U.tjU tMr.of ·Se�t!o.� l ll�lol:!'.U • � 
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LEITER 9(o1.. __ 

CA 1:C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here 

Or .. Wilrr.ont Hess, ct.airman 
SSC Site Task Force · 

ER-55/G1'N 
Office of E"nerg.y Research 
U.S. Department of Enei:gy 
Washington, DC 205.45 

Oct. 6 ,_ 1988 

Attn:. SSC DE!S Comrn�n.t:s---Lost £.�er.cial ?roo�rty 
-1!;'}.!i _Jobs 

Dear Sir:; 
Regarding Table 3-& •hich is a summary of Site-sp,,cific Land 
Acquisition Plans-. At the bottom of the chart, it is shown. 
that there a.re g.cing to be 59 businessc:s relocated in Illin0is 
if the SSC is sited �ere. This nu�ber is in error because 
it is too small. It only reflects conditions as of January 
1, 1986. That is the effective date of the tax maps used by 
the Illinois ENR to arrive at all of their affected parcel 
statistics. Due to extens ive develo·i;>ment throughout the 
region during 1986, 1987, and during the current year, many 
businesses have been built on areas designated as s�Jrfz.c�E!
take regioas. Many cf them are located in the St. Charles 
Industrial Park Area while others are located near Eola. �-.re 
wonde-r vhethet; o-r not the Illinois E;;.;E has eve� found- time to 
notify these �ple that their property may be confisc3ted? 
If not, it may be interesting to noti? vhat legal action might 
transpire if in fact Ill inoi s becomes the selected site. 

In any casa,. what is important to r.ote is that this Table 3-6 
clearly shows that Ulin<>is has by far the most number of 
busiResses which must be relocated by the SSC. In fact, 
Illinois stands to close up shop on better than 4 ti.mes the 
number of businesses from all of the oth�r states combined. 
This again points o�t the relative density and developme�t 
of the Illinois site as compar�d to the oth�?:' six stat.es. What 
does t.his mean for the DOE_? It again should tr<1nslat� into 
a more diff ic�l t land �cquisition pr0�ess in Illi.nois and 
again increases the odds tha� tunr1el c0�s�=0��ion in Illinois 
will not proceed on the DOEts ti!!le s.-::�1L7:dul·2 

Several key peints of informat.icil are left. off of this 'l'::ible 
3-6. Nowhere does it shaw hov many empl�yees will be displaced, 
nor d-oes it show what types of businEsses "ill be confiscat_ed. 
These are not simpl� retai l oµelets---�ost are very cooplex 

P.O. Bo>< 104, Wasco, llHno,s 601133 Phorc,;·312-584-4244 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

sophisticated commercial and industrial enterprises. These 60 
plus businesses happen to employ well over 600 people. This 
reoresents a sizeable labor force 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 suppos� to create at 
Ferrnilab. Any men tion of the number of lost jobs in the EIS 
is glaringly absent. Doesn't it seem a little odd and eco
nomic�lly unsound to only talk about the increase in labor 
that will result from the SSC when in fact there are real 
economic negati 7es involved also? 

Each and ever1·0ce of these businesses thilt must be uprooted 
and relocated had very specific and complex reasons for locating 
where they arc. Their economi c well-being obviously depenJs 
upon their locat i on .  To find exdctly the same set of cir
cumstances for them in another location is goina to be �� 
extremely diffic:.:lt--wt� more difficult thun e�icting f�-
� from their homes and finding them another ptace to live. 
Many of these businesses will likely shut dovn forever. Othecs 
�ill not relocate in this area because they fe�l betrayed 
by the i r state gover�cent, and bGtrayed by th0ir local poli
ticians who have done absolutely nothing to step the s!:ate 
and the SSC from disrupting their acti�ities. As a consique�ce. 
the bulk of ttese businesses and their 600 plus employees 
are going to be 2ost to the Fox Valley region forever. 

This negative economic impact is never considered in the EIS 
and is a blatant error in true cost bene fit analvsis. What 
is very obvious about the EIS is the completely i llogical 
economic argument which it portrays--it poin.ts l<P the fact 
that many non-economists have been compiling the facts and 
figures and have been setting policy. This ca nnot be tol\erated. 
Only in Illillois does this failure to lc0�: <it the n egative 
economic .impacts cf the SSC or the Q;part11sity cost of the 
confiscated land bec ,,me important. No other state stands to 
lose the commercial development property or the existing 
�;::�inesses that Illinois does. The economists from the 
:11inois proponents and from the DOE must receive a failing 
grade on their illogical economic approach to Illinois. Once 
again' it is clear that we people of the !'ox Valley are being 
.. :;J:od to pay too high a price for this supposedly national 
�roject./ :ither you scientists are too busy paying attention 
to you.:..· !-�:: .. ��:!riments, or in your arrogance, yr\11 simply feel that 
we public are dumb enough to be hoodwinked! 

llA.1-

sincerely yours, 

-� lr//<.l.J..,_ 
u Al n J rP./.I #'.�.t.L- .E.t. 
.,;c._ c!A�r4.., IL. ��17r 
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LETTER 

CA T.C.H.-lllinois 
Citizens A9§!inst the Co!Hder Here 

Dr b WiLtnot Hess It Chairman 
SSC Site Task For-r;e 
ER-6!�/GTN 
Offic.e of Enarg:; fies<'!:l.!'Ch 
U.S. Departwant of S!'.<o!:rgy 
�&t;£.1ingtvnr D .. Cc 2.0�-1�5 

Oea.r Z!r1 

OctobE.r 6, 1993 

In e.;u the hoopla. oV"er the mur.ber-o! jobs whicl• t.his r�roj!ict 
would supposedly ·�i-aate, the state :Jf Illinofo and the !!CE ha·1!< 
avo.l.dad discussion oi' the costa to Illinois ta:;payflrs. 
Those costs ar'! sl.&i I. l'icant an.i sirnu].,! be cnnsidered in 
evaluation of �'l� p�"'."o,jsct. The=y in.cl�;,,.:e ·tht: publicly li:.no;...n 
subs1.dy o! $570 milll.on from i:ha S-ca te of Il.linois to the 
Psde:::-al government -phc;; its fh1a:1c �ng C;>::;t, plus costs of lost 
p:;�perty tax base.. locu.l governm�n:r; C(Jli�r:1.� tt.:nents arld lc·,:er�d 
property values. 
The value of the secret sealed inc<en":iv� shou1d also be 
included, but of' course only Ja.mes T�o;npson supposedly !-.:nows 
that amou..'lt and is not telling. 

The result is that the State of Illi�cis will bJ paying $1.7 
Billion for this project, plus the val:!e of the secret sealed 
incentive and its financing cost. 

But most of this amount is not considered i.n the socioeconomic 
section of the DEIS, •J:he cost of. the pi:blicly 'known incentive 
and ttie secret incentive are not part of the DOE assess:nent. 
DOE answers that they are not alloned to consider these co-sts, 
even if they are public knowledge, becuuse of the Dominici 
amendment, 

Thie being the case. I submit tr.at this process of ei te 
evaluation is flawed because of the obvious inconsistancy and 
is therefore invalid. 

P.O. Sox 104, Wasco. 111;.,oio 60133 ·"'�one:312-S84-4244 
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If a valid socioeconomic assessment is to be made, it must 
consider ell costs, including the publicly known incentive and 
the secret incentive, To hold that a c6mprehensive review of 
sociceconomlc effects has been made when these costs are 
omitted is lack of r igor and outright dishonesty 

Tr.e Dominici ame!'ld�ient supposedly protects the small states in 
this siting evaluation. But in fact, the effect is just the 
oppo.si te, This araendment allows the large s<:ates to make huge 
incentive pffers, and allows the� the luxury of not havir.g to 
nweal the amounts of these incentives to the taxlJayers that 
will pay them. 
Ttia �ituation is an outrage. It is a result of the combined 
effo:-ts of the states seek1ng the SSC and tr.e DOE to deprive the 
ta:"t�1z.y.ing citizer�s of tt.�ir homes, trieir land, their pr:i.vacy� 
and ,even their right 'to know how w.any of their tax dollars are 
tv Oe �ak�n for this d�bious project, 

An� f�r:ally, I have at�ended this heati:r:.q, .ye-$'!=e.rd.a.y, last evenir�g, ��� � t�;� !f,o:n��� ... I fin? it surI?risi:n� tha.t ail the £H-op�nz!nts nJ ..... ,. ._�, ..... s. p ... :i_;� ..... t that t.r..ere claim to De, th2.t only a hu:;<lf-:.J.l ha-.re con:"9_to s;?eak at this final hearinq-.- I th.L.�this is telling you sorr2t.h.t!i.g, gentle1:.en, and that is we are a Gt=!dicated grol2� of p€onle and \.;e are ccrnmittcd to the end! You will not put the s;;(; in -
Illin0is" 

Sincerely, 

Qt,'(z;<�!t11-c.{ 
Ur_p /J 5 �D . Sf I;+,...,,.,; ' h-_q Y\ � 

5f-- <:?_ i--a,,- I.(":> .Z L_ . � ' - , bc> IT� 

l lA.1- r1G::iZ.. 
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LETTER �_&4 __ 

Mr. WiLnot Hess, Chairma.n 
SSC Site Task Fcrce, DOE 
EP.-C-65/G'W 
Washington, D.C. 20545 
D�ar Mr.. H35S � 

77 Highgate Course 
St. Cfrarles, IL 60174 
October itt" 1989 

Th.:tnks for this opportunity to comri1ent on the D-EI.3 for th�:?t 
siting of the SSC. I wish to cot�ttent on the issu� cf heal th 
and safety. 

Ftrst c:f a.11 I '-'OUld like to call your 1tttention to the errors 
in :E'ig. 9 .... 20 Human Receptors Illinois SSC Sita.. Ri)garding the 
area s:-.cwn en yciur drawing PM - E3, the E9 site in. F·ig 9·-20, 
you do not show the St. Ch .. 3.rles High School ccntaining some 
2600 students and faculty, nor the Norris Recrc�ation Center 
sGrving 1000 people per day. In &d.di ti on y.:iu do not show the 
developments of Hunt CJ.uh and Royal r.,ox h'hich will acld a.bout 
1000 new homes within � mile of J;»9. Fig. 9-20 a.tso f;.U.s t•::> 
sh0w saver3l otht?r scho<1ls near or ::in the rit�g nuch as 
Kaneland High Scm>ol. 
The are.a I live iJ1 ·on the ring is mt:ch more den.sely popuJ.a.tG-6. 
than is ind::Lcat:::.d by any data. you provide::1, or anything 
publish(•d by tha Sta.te of IllinoiH. Wh�n things go wrong, a 
let more pe,)ple a�·e g-oing to be .:::ffei::ted than our poli ticia.ns 
are adznitting. 
Consid��:ring that the: cl�,nse1y populat.ad E9 and moderat�l:t 
popuJ a tad F9 fJJ::·e Jdjaccnt to e.:ich other ar1d that a major 
educational co�pJ. ... ,�< Ls � :mile from B9, it is difficult to 

believe that th� 2F."!Gident rat·� dtiring c:.n�structicn will Only 
in.cre3:FH� 10 acc::Ldents p€·r ye3r. · In .fact, the tl:'.·i�.ngl!! 
1.�o:�s:i.eting· of Kirk, :o�� .. 1ham, a1�"i Rt.f!., 64 is consistently the 
seen·� of :n�n1 r.ajor a.ccid.ents l;iS.::·3.t!.t"!� c:f the nix of t1�uckf 
comt',iut<:?.l."", and scriool traffic. 
As .indicat�.�d in vo3um� 1 Chapt..s."t 5 S&c.ti.on. 5.2 .. 4 !lli.!!c:ls is 
alre!'2;':1y d(-;sign .. '.!.tsd a� a n�n at.'tairu!'>r.�nt fcjr cz"'.":ne and,/0!" 
carb•.:fft m.·;n:,:ic.i>!�.. Ju:;:t h<".,,�<J is any ac!ditiun.�l tr..iff.i,: 48 to 
94 tr-:.:c}-::.:; a day lS>aving sit�� E9 gclng to mah: ... � th.i1:gs bcttei:;."? 
}iu;;:t, di :.:t: and d��br.:t.5 bloii:·in.g fr·um tH1c.-.,::;1�1��;d t:r:.;:;ics will als� 
t� a s·.:.ut .. co of polluti"�"i:-1. !llin•,.i.s �t.iJtt:s�Iy d��i���; nc,.t enfvrc�. 
exi&tlr .. rJ l·:t.��.<s in th.:i.:?. area .. 
Cor:>·:J��J��r�i�q tho-::H:� CJ:f us w:11:' will be fcrc�·�-� t·� sit c·n t".op c:.i 
th.i.�1 �-�n;.;"t�r� ju::.'.t he'.!( ssfe ls i.t? We r:·.:;:� t�ld - d<1�1.�t 
wcorry �t:cn t le�""' lG\f��l r.?..d.i<;.t:i.r::n, den 1 t r;:o.r.·�y o,?::::_�·,, . .i� tf:,� 
ef.l:E;-:o:;�·.s r)n you of thG, ff,.;.1Jr�·�tic z;::i elE.���tzi.c.! fi�.2...:�.:3 o.€ t�i� 
up::t·?"T··��t:;r d\.'.:;.r�'t \<.'O.rr-yr 3'�>::.v.t e:-q .. 102t .. :J·.�::a :Ln th.t3. t·}y;_:";;.;J. f:�o�Y-� 

1:..:: r.:•ding b��--:� ::n.!:�,..� t'.h;� n.;;th .. r1..ch Prc·d��.:1:� i: i o�·.:. �� C'.�·<".;,-;,r1; t 
Vi: c:oc.l�'.l'.'"it l..s 10�:1:, Con' t W";·l'J�Y a·.,:c.�-�t cc::.st·�·,·��-:�':itf�'l 

d;],n.:.i.s_:�, e:/.:.d ;:i.v ari... '.(fl.� t::.�.:uth, is �bP-��.1. t.J\:; � i.s SCi'.:.,:]� }<�·u 
h.Jd b•�t·L*.!:' worry ... 
Th�fr po.int is th:it ti:.i� \;f;j;oJ..e pr?j�::�;. is £.:;·:�1\!0!�.t. ·.,1Lth d.a:�g.'.r. 
an·-� t..:r;cex t.ain'�:y., J::i:, d>.�t::S not b·21QJ>·J in 2'D') pox;,ulate:d i.'.H':-Z:;l� 
,.i'�: . .i s r�.i::-oj-:�c t chJ-::>� nrJt t.�1l,):1'J in It.lt ·;i.o:;,.;.. 'J.'ft!; d;:�r�ag� th:!t 
yo�: will i�£li�c on us is net n��=����:�. r1.�2'.�� d0 li�e 
};'.�:;;�.1t �hin'J .��.r·;;.� �-::;;L :_:-�c s::c i.q. ·- · :"'"'. '-.. ,r :?·�:.::.� i; .. 

·11J;":\.;;�k y ()":...� 
�:,G� Ii . .  K11:--1 �;:�,�;:-:;.��1J'G'7;;� 
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91 THF.. MAIN RlNC 
hie and nr<:r, .. ry. W�at's re;olly "''"'lial might gel pur in 
la1er:• Exira money was spent :11 F�rmilab, however. ft wn 
\pent on bright colors of paint. h w:..s »pent on the sculpted 
texture of 1ht: central la.houtory aud on l�•e iofly in1eriot court. 

Oy 197! the preao:ekrators, hoth !int-ar �md drculat, were 
built and running. The main-ring m�gnet:S we.re in d,ie lunnel 
and were rnnnec!fri to the power •upply. The radio-frequency 
device�. which actually �ive the protons their accciC"rating kick, 
we� in place. The computer and it.\ control equipmenl were 
rrady. P�oions h:ul ll'fen accelerated in the Jincar machine, 
pµ�l�cd into the small booJter 2cte:Jerat(.lr, and (ed �oto the main 
ring. They had actually raced around the lull four miles for a 
few turm. This was leu than four years ofter Wiloon had 
walked into • vacant rented room, s.tt up •ome foldin!I chein 
heforo a bl•n!r. bla<kix>anl, and chall.•d • drde on it. 

nm �he el.atic'!l �ndtd abruptly. ·1 he pru;on., wonid no� drde 
the mach ine any more than a few 1imt:s. The trouble. it "-'<ti 
discovered, was in the four-mile st:ainle$s-.ueel vacuum lube in 
whkh the proton!\ were to fly. 'l'he donm," Wihon calls it . 
The donut was 6Ued wi1h ddiris. fa<rythin� from metal shav. 
Jngs to workmen's hmdics were found in it. Removing th�m 
would not he easy. To take 1he debris out by hand would rnean 
breaking op<n the rnachine in a lhousand places. at gnat cou 
and long delay. But one lirilisher on the staff recalled !iearing 
of the trained ferrets that rha1111d down narrow rabbi1 holes afler 
their prey. Ht auggesied training a ferre t 10 pull a deaning 
device through fo11r miles of rabbit hole. •·elida, a fifteen.inch 
ferret, waa purchased for thir1y.five dollan. She W•• lncroduced 
firu to short pip<s, then longer, up 10 three hundred feet of 
tubing. But the lerte1 would 1101 enter the fo1n·mile tube. So a 
mechank�I ferret waa made for the Job, and J.o"�lida was reJe. 
gated to cleaning out sertion• of a few bundtcd feet. 

After the vacuum tube- was cleared, wone difficulties brgan. 
The Fennilab tunnel had been built during the winier, wlten 
the ground and its moisture were fr'lzen. The tunnel and mag� 
nets inside rem:aintd cool umii the he1t.t am1 humidily of the 
following July, when water rondenotd in th< tunnel and cre
ated a rainstorm over the magnets. The water should not have 
cau:;ed � failure. 8111 magnets be?n to burn QUI clectrically
thous.ands of volts shot thfough the insulation and cruhed to 
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the ground, burning up the 1nag11etic coil. They blew e.cruci� 
atinKly, one ma.gnet at a time. Each one had to be cut from the 
thousand.magnet irain whh the can opener, pulled out ot 
placi:, repail-ed, and laboriou1ly placed hark in the main-ring 
train. Ead1 blown magnet cou a day of labor and brought more 
doubts and bewilcterment. It was bier found that th<r< were 
iri\•hihle cracks in che fiber-glau insulation of the magneu. In 
a dry tunnel this wou.id have caused no trouble; in a wet tun
nel, water \'torled down thr9ugh tht crnd•s in the magnets' 
insulation to the high-vohage coil a. The power jumped from 
coil, to wattr, to ground, aod blew the magnet. 

It was impo.,ible for the Fer111ilab technicians 10 tell how 
many of the magnet1 had 1hese cracls. They simply had ·to 
turn the m•gnets on each <lay and wait to see ii one would 
blow. W! ... n one diet, 1he \Vbole •Yst•m went down. The magn<L 
had to be CUl uo.Jt of the train. hauled away, omd fixed. Ahtr 
a m1tgnet was repiaced, •he machine would again be turned on. 
The phy•lcists then waited to oee ii another magnet would 
blow. i'lay hy day, magnet by magnet, the physicisu watched the 
heautilul new machine cpme ap•rt. Th• threads or rnorolt 
bum, one l>y one, magn�t by magnet. The number of blown 
magnets reached twenty, then fifty, and the numb<r Slill wenc 
up, a day al a time. One hundred ruagneis blew, one hundred 
and fifty. Tlfo !�undred magnet• h!'r•t lheir bindint!'· 

Over these months, Rober! Wilson ogcd ungracefully. frantic 
1ugge01ion1 were made to hiln about how to ge1 1ht lab out ol 
this growing disaster. He refused to li.ien. He said lie had 10 
wait, lhe whole staff had lo wait. The work at each 11•8" wu 
monmou1ly 1imo·ton1uml11g. Al one point, the chieJ •naincer, 
Hank .Himerherger, in!onned Wihon that one problem alone 

--c:hec:king each of the thous.and vacuum. pumps for leak1-
wo11ld require about two and a hall mon1!11 of labor by Hinl<f· 
berger'• staff. "Okay, you've got two weeks," snapped Wilson. 

"Jeeesul It would take everyone in the whole damn lab 
working lull lime to do th>tl" 

"'Okay,·• said \Vlhon, "you've gi,:,t everyone in the Jab.'' 
The entire popuhition acrou the Fermilab site was orde�d 

from its regular work. and into the crisi,. but there was no sign 
of relief. Two hundred and fifty m•gneu, three hundred m•g· 
nets blew, and .the number conlinued to rise. Wilson"• deci!ions 
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apprrtred lo m;;m� 10 hcf"onle wild and loose. "l11e whole project �m<"d lo lor.e ih moorings. A!i physid�t Robert March rcportc:tl a staff mt"ruher"s rem;crk: .. \Ve thought \Vilson was done for. Either he would quh, or h<n:e a he.en •tUacl, or one or U!t would go herscrk a«Jd shoot him ... 

Prore�sional afTeferator fmilders at Berkeley and in Europe became "' lhtlc Rlt>dul. and thtre were jokt"s made ahout cow. boys and ac-cderouors. -�·ri<'mJ5 and wine colleague� From CornC'll IN:ramc worried. \\'hen \\'ifWln an·epied the joh as director or f'ermilah they thought h miglu he too mud1 for him. l ie had only workctl widt a small �roup or old Friends from the lsotron, throu�h l .o' A!amo�. to C:ofncll. lie <"otdd handle the small hund1, and hi� odd hrha\·ioi" had long siuce been umler'ltood. Phy�icist- :\8 �ih·�nnan ioincd \Vihon'Ji group at Cornell in l!t50. \\'hen he arri\'cd, he s;aid, '' J thought \\.'ibon W;H kind or nut' I le nm <11ound maliug all 50rts or arbitrnry statements. fie losr..nl otf sr;11cnwn1\ ahout very imptM"tant u1;uter:i1 with a .. 
flip· or hi� h;md. The width or the vacuum IUIJIC'-he'c.I s.ay. 'The gap will '"" h�n an inC"h." \Vhy? ' It's a good number: At first h 5eemetl to me that he might he a complete nackpot. I w�s not 1ure for a �hih�. and I .Kind or w;uchl'd how other pcoplie re. <Kted to him." lie soon tcali1ed that \Vihon's styJe and his phyJSin were b,H �, WXN.t 

Rut Fermibh's crjsi$ continued for nearly a year. More drnn '50 or ihe ma[l{nets exploded l)('fore the drier winter .and the end or the ordeal. Again, physid:ua tried 10 produce a beam or pro�ons i11 the mad1ine. 
Physicist l>ras�vo Jo,•;movich9 whn was among tflose coaxing up the hc;im in lht comrof room. noted the weary entries in the loghook for th� niglu or .Jomu:u·)' 21, 1972. Jli�grams · aml Fr"R· nrents or wrif ing were mixed, and rhe book loolcc.1 like the log frorn a Mrtt<:k ;md fomtdc-ring 111hip: 

8:.!tO Trouhlea TmuhJ� Ream dot"!u't go otU rhc '4-"ay out. Tune splitter has bumf'5 nu it-being worked 
9:00 Tune- spliun tripped out, in rc!t'ttlnR it, Main eupplin lripf"-'d om conl'latctlf 

Sohware 
Quad readout doesn•t chatJgt monolot1iraily with kno.'. 

I 
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Nn-(word brokrn) \Viped out. 
ffilngup·-mnnbera wrong. 
transmh.sion ayuem down . • . •  
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The lragmentary reports continued that night. At ttn o'clock, 
Jovanmdch reports. Robert WB�n \\"ailed into the control 
room. The room was dim. the scopes and digital counters Okk· 
er.d. Wilson productd a small hook from his pocket, and read 

"'aloud rrom it iil ballad in ancient French: 

••pa�en 1•ad11bent dt>J oJbern Sll'T"::i"eis 
Tu it Ii pluiur eu .umt 1/tible1 en lrei1; 

IAu•nt Im elrn�s mult boru, sonan�uu;, . . ... 

lfe rc�d on, stanza after stan1a, tluou�h hundreds of lhtn.. 
his ar1n moeioning and his voice echoing down the hall. h wa� 
the .'U.mg of Roland. a b.1llac.I iung w French wlc.licrs 5ince 
ancient [imes to give them courage a� they marched to baUlf'; it 
ncr.Ued wilt.I and fierce deeds of comrades 10 save one another, 
to avenge, to protect, to ritie auddeniy above ii re and blood imo 
honor. h had been sung by T:.illefer, a h;trd ;mcl warrior with 
1he Normans in England. From \Villiam lhe Conqueror he ob
tainied the great honor fJf. 5lrildng 1hc first blow in the great 
lbttle ol lla>1i11gs. He began by singing !he .�nng of llolancl 
before the ;umy. He djecl in the first hour o( combilt. 

..We didn't understand the ancient Fren("h,'' says Drasgo 
Jo,ranovit:h, who listened to the baUad. "'hut we umlerstuod 
very well th� occasion." Work in lhe control room went on 
through the ni�lu and the next da)'· Thrn 1here was a break in 
the mood or lhe scr11tchings in the h�hook. nt'am appe�r('d in 
the mciin ring; it was suslaincd and 1he encr-gy of the shooting 
stem of proton! grew frOm forty hilliot1 ,·oh�. to filly. 10 a hint 
of one hundrrtl biHion volu;. Th� ({'\'Cr or gloom had l>ften 
brok�n: nver the nexr four wttl<li. lite magne�s were edgM 
slowly up, juke incrr.t�. proton enngy going up with it. 

Wi!oon ldt Fermilab during 1hi� prricc.I 10 lestiry before 
Congre�s <1hout what was h.app-ening wi1h the project. He spoke 
;about his comrac.les at the machine. " l.ast night they were 1nak· 
ing fin:o: �tliu�tments. Their blood wai; up. I i·ould just rttl that 
those 201l Rev. protons were in our gnsp ott last-and 1hen 
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aaother magnet e�pkxled . . .  I hal'f ..:ompicte confi<ler:ce in my 

coHe:agues; they an� a skiHfo1. aru u.ttn!1· Cic�e·rnuri.CYJ. �f 2 s=rr1�<H 

group, �nd ihey ¥Jill rn;,ke ii; if nor. t�a):, ihey wm make it 

tomorrow; U not tomorrow� ihr: next d�y . , ." 

At thit point, th� Congr.r.sifrmol Rf!cOYd is haerruptf'd. There 

ar� brackets. antl a note-. NOTE: 200 Iiiilia'i3 ElutTon Vo!o w1JS 

JetJd�ed t.d I :08 P.iii.� ce"ntral sfaruiard tir;:.e, fiirzrrh 11 19/Z. h 

wa.!5 accompH�heJ thr�� d?.}� betort \Vi:s�m's fifi.)·Hm�h hli:-th
d<Qy; i':l March oi the following yen. Fcrmih1b l!ci�kn:d four 
hundred bitHon vol2s. In May of 19'/G, FermiL:iih 3.chiet,.ed five 
hundred hiHion vo!ts. nuring years when lhe :J)op.:>vf:r a�one in 
a clefenlt.' conllrnct o.1uld amount w more th�n a billion dollars, 
the fermilab w�!· buiit on a $2!:\l minion budget. AcwaHy, 
$24S mil!ion was .;;pem. . 

Therf: w:i1s nm:' r.-�!'>mt1.1t before a co��ress;ona1 c.:n:nmiuec. 
when \Vii�m w�! heh�g que�tion�d by S!·n�tcr Jflhn P<lstorc, 

.. "°hida h�� s;r:rf!' LtcomE Krmeihin& Hte the gummao�· punoua· 
��  .. 1n to the c�·--.;; r. th.e ::.ir� .• and tl1e phy:i.h.s oi F·,otrert 'Vi;;,;,m:. 
leOn t.e�kr;r;i.::, , 1  �p . ..:c.led it in lhe it1noo2 speuh 2t tbi! ferro�� 
fab'� dedh:<1n::cn, a'j he ztood tn a 1·ipph;.g prairie wind Of\ a 
plai!orm be!oie 1h< centrnl laborntory building. 

Senator Pa\tnre prt!'.�d \\til'ion, aski;ig him for e\•kk;11ce of 
the p·nctkal app!kation.s of p;1rtide phy!iks. \Vilscn answered 
d12t phpics b �rnQ rnereiy a path to more t�chno;oin·. nnt <t. .;H:p 
tow:ud the gad.gen of ihe (uuue. h i� a mut:h more fumfameu
tal human act. 

What then is the purpo"' ol Fennilabl l'ostore asked. 

••To get ::o:niwtn to que:.tfons that men have hetn ;uldng for a 
very Jo�g time:," WHwn said. "One at those quesiimn hall to do 
with simp1ichy. h ther.e z 5implc understanding of· nature: . . . ?" 
Can che workings of nature he held within the grasp �I the 

human mind1 

Pas1ore was uns�i:i9fied with rhfa thought. He pres�ed \Viison 
for a more pracrical an'lwer. 

Senator Pastore: h there anything connected wiih dill bope1 of this 
acct'lerawr tha� in any t1irar involver the eec:urlty 
of the Cl>unny? 

Dr. WHoon� No 1ir, 1 cfo not belitve w. 
Senacor .Pauore: Nothing at am 

Dr. WH:10Q: 
Senarn:r Pattore: 
Dr. Wit.ion; 
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Noihing :it alt. 
ft has no \•alue in that re,p�c'? 

h has only to dn with the re!\pC:ct with which we 
rtgard one liinoth�r. ahe diRnity of men, out love 

of ituhun:. h ha• to do whA1 chose things. Jr. b11 
to do w!th, are w� good painlHI, good tcu1pton. 
grta.t �u1 I mean all the things we weaUJ 
veneaa.te and honor in our cOunny an4 a.re 
pii:triotic about. h hu nothh1g to do direcdy wii� 

de!�;nding our co\.mtry eJuepl to maike il wonh 

defending. 
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My name i s  Nancy Ma l e !< .  Campton Townshi p .  

Gentil emen· -

I have read your Dra f t  EIS and i t s  append ice s ,  and· I wou l d  

l i lte to address m y  comments t o ·  two topics . 

The f i rst is Append i x  l �  on the a�chaeology of the Il l i no i s  

s i t e .  I t  s t a t es i n  AppencHx 1 5 :  " Because ident i f i c a t i o n  

procedures a r e  not · comprete , speci f ic m i t iga t i on mea su u e s  

c a n n o t  be provided a t  th i s t i me . •  Th i s  i s  a n  adm i s s ion tha t 

the a rchaeolog i ca i  r e s e a (ch is u n f i n i shed . Comp l et ed a r chae o l og i c a l  

i n f orma t i·on 1till  not b e  m a d e  ava i l able to tl"ce pub l i c  unt i l  a f t e r  

s i te s e l e c t ion . G i ven the i ncomp let e n a t u r e  of Append:lx 1 5 ,  
t h i s  i n f ormation cou l d  be r a d ic a l ly d i f f erent . D a t a  present ed to 
the publ ic and the De pa rtment of Energy i n  t h i s  Append i x  is n o t  encGgh 

an which t o  make a sound j udgement for the loca t i o n  of the SSC . 

The i n f o rm a t i on in Append i x  1 5  is not only i ncomp l e te , i t  i s  not 

u n i f o r m .  Most o f  the d a t a  used to comp i le th i s  s e c t i on i s  

i n forma t i on that the i n d i v i d u a l  sta tes subm i t ted t o  the Dept . 

of Energy in the i r  propo s a l s . The qua l i ty and scope cf the d a t a  

w a s  depend ent e n  the ind i v i d u a l  s t a t e ' s  re s ea rch method s . 

I n forma t i on presented i n  Appe n d i x  1 5  is based on pred ict i ve 

mod e l s . In other - word s , it a s sumes i nve n t o r i ed a rcha e o l og i c a l  

1'172.. l lA.1 - -----·--
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s i tes wi l l  foretell poss i ble loca t i ons of other s i tes ; A promi nent 

a rchaeolog i s t ,  who is an expert i n  the a rchaeology of Northern I l l i no i s  says 
tha t he wou ldn ' t  give "2 cen t s •  for pred i c t ive mod e l s . He ca l l s  them 

s i mply • an academic exercise that quant i f i e s what col lectors think 

they know . "  Th i s  expert po ints out that the pred ict ive mod e l  used 

i n  Ap�nd i x  1 5  w a s  crea ted from a Data -ba s e  made of informa t i on 

90l of wh i ch was collected by amateurs in an unsystematic manne r .  
I n  North Carol i "o", s  archaeolog ical eva l u a t i on ,  the wrlter ad!l!its tha t 

i nforma t i on a va i l ab l e  i s  not a d equate to pred ict numbers of archaeological 
s i tes i n  North Caro l ina . One must wonder why the i n f o rma t i on about 
I l l inois makes further s ites pred i ctable even though the wr i ter of 

. Append i x  15 admits the survey of I l l i. no i s  is incomplete . � 
� li1uu;�l' lll1Hl1; rai;:og11iza-4l� "the use of pred i c t !  ve mode ls such 
a s  the one i n  thi s  Append ix is not adequate to eva luate much l e s s  

protect I l l inoi s '  archaeo log i ca l resources . 

The research methods in Append ix 1 5  are d e f i n i t e l y  lacking . The 

Dept . of Energy must recog n i ze that s i t i ng the SSC i n  I l l i no i s  

based o n  i n forma t ion that is not uniform , complete o r  re l i a ble 

i s a very i r responsible aud d ange rous ac t i o n .  

The second topic I w i sh t o  comment o n  concerns the map of sens i t ive 
;,..., tt..> '� ,N/...,__ 

n o i s e  receptors in I l l ino i s .  S i t t i ng Atle::e- yes terd a y ,  I heard many 
people mention the defec i encies ot this map . I w i l l  make only one 

llA.1- _i-7 7 3  
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more observat ion . I be l i eve the purpose of i ncl ud i ng t h i s  map 
in the E I S  is to i l l u s t r a t e  to the reader whe re i so l a ted home s , 

sc�o o l s  and subd i v i s ions l i e  w i t h i n  5000 ' e i ther s i d e  of the 

proposed· SSC path . Ia th.e Upper Quadrant D· a r ea of thi s ma.p , 
the s t a te shows 7 subd ivision a.-eas from s i t e F6 j us t  west cf 

E lburi'\ to E9 in S t .  Cha r les /\'la yne . Tt!is is a g.ro s s  underest i m a t i on 

of the number of srnbdivis ions that are in rea l i ty a part of t h i s  

ii rea . The re are in f a c t  5 3  subd i v i s ions w i thin th i s  cor r i dor. . , 
f " �'112.L-d"'�L CLC!""'"''--c: HI;µ ..... rtuJ ' 

Since the state has �e-.H-ti to supp l y  you w i th t..� da t a ,  I /J U-{P�' 
Subrn:l:f11V1 -1-i: '..\ f/-u.; 4� ..:,_ 

wou l d  be ?<a p,py to . l am ·Hwii:"'1"�;,.wi th my r: o t. e s  a l 9S8 Fox Va Hey ff:c1..\., .�- t '7 
Board of Realtors m a p  "hi ch has a l l  these s u:Od i vb l!ions · indic.l ted . ·1t1f,!,:.i).;i,, 
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Figure 5.1.4-3 
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LETTER 

Mr. Wilmot Hess 
SSC Site Task Force 
Office of Energy Research 
U . S .  Department o f  Energy 
Washington, D . C .  2 0 5 4 5  

Dear Mr . Hess ; 

I ,  , would l ike to take th is 
opportuni to express my vehement opposition to the location 
of the proposed Superconducting Superco l l ider in the State of 
I l l i noi s ,  In particular , I am opposed to the location o f  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 harmless for the Fox Valley residents . My 
concerns , in fact, have been dramatica l l y  increased since I 
have read the Environmental Impact Study . If there are truly 
no reasons for me , my fam i l y ,  and my ne ighbors to be concerned , 
why does the E!S concern itself with vibration sources located 
near the ring? I t  i s  clear that vibrations will have an Impact 
on the col l ider . In the Environmental Impact Statement , Appendix 
S b ,  .you have l sited freeways etc . but even more importantly you 
list railways with type - three - and total number cf lines -
8 ,  rock quarries - 3 ,  sand and gravelpits -38,  and additional -5 . 
There is no real mention of local drill ing activities of wel l s  
i n  the area considering the projected growth . Why h a s  the EIS 
concerned itself with l ist ing these sources of vibration . Will 
these vibrations cause the los·s o f  a beam? Will these sources 
impact the col lider and create maintenance costs not�iqured 
into the costs of operation through cracked magnets? Referring to 
the earlier que s t ion regarding a lost beam, could the beam 
conta.'llinate someone ' s  supply of water or even endanger the i r  
l i f�fore you s c o f f  at these questions , please take a moment 
and reflect on the number of tL'lle s  during the past fifty years 
when our govern.'llent or rather our politicians have asked us to 
trust the government deci sions . They have our best interests 
at heart and yet twenty years later when the true impacts are 
known , all they can say i s  "We are sorry . We did not know. " 
We the people of the Fox Valley disagree with our governor -
a man for whom we h ave l i ttle respect given his callous and 
cavalier approach to his co�stituents . 

SAY NO TO THE SSC IN ILLINOIS ! 

(/'j(/<j"{_ I. //{Pt'/U!:.-
/9 e'e.Joc })  ®r. 

/l<..oA.J I 6 o/r<...t:.rj.; -:r { .  �o S--3,J>' 
..S/c:l- Pflh · 36 �7 
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LETTER OJl.L 

GCOD _:, .. ri;::;.:.; ·ccH. i·iY ,,TAi·:E IS A.G:r:c:s H::C:ISL2Y' iLJ I :rr� AT 
411844 BURR ROAD, Dr ST. CFL<\.RLES.. I '.i Ai!T TO FIR.ST EXPRESS 

hY APPRECB.TICN TO TH3 DE?A.1.Ti'.ZiT CF E!;ERGY, A:TD ·TO YOU 

P3Il.SC:•iALLY .FOR PROVIDHTG ;.IE A:rn CTH3R CCi7CERN CITIZ31:5 WITH 

T:IE CPPORTUi:rITY TO SPEAK TO YOU. 

(floRe �WAl..1\7IED 
THERE HA VE BEEN, Aim WILL BE, A i!UEBER OF JPEOPLE WHO WILL 

SPEAK ON THE TECHNICAL F'EATURES OF TEE SSC, A.i\'D WHY I:r SHOULD 

OR SHOULD NOT BE PLACED IN ILLINOIS. HOWEVER, THERE IS OHE 

SUBJECT ON WHICH I AN QUALIFIED TO SPEAK, AND :·!EICH CAN'T BE 

S11RESSED TOO STRONGLY. TP...AT SUBJECT IS TEE D:6ST�UCTIOlr OF THE 

QUALITY OF LIRE AS '•fr: KNOW IT, IN THE FOX VALLEY AP.EA. 

CHANGE, DEVELOPEENT, INCREASE IN POPU1<ATICN, ARE ALL PART OF 

THE GROWING PAINS OF ANY SUCC2SSFUI, COEEUNITY. LIRE IT OR 

iWT, CIUNGE IS A FACT OF LIFE ';IITH \l}UCH ALL CI'rIZE�:s EuST 
UA.1.:.'i TO COPZ. BUT 'liE ARE TALKING ABOUT EVOLUTIOXAHY CrWlGE , 
NOT Th"E HASSIVE DISRUPTIVE, REVOLUTIONARY CHA!iGE T!L.\T WILL 

COEE \"/ITH THE PROPOSED SSC. Trt'Z CHANGE TO OUR WAY OF LIFE AS 

REPRESENTED BY THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE SSC WOULD BE SO DYNAfHC 

THAT OUR COi·iHUXITIES WOULD NOT BE CAPABLE OF A:SSORBING IT, 

THE DECISION BY THE STATE OF ILLINOIS TO PROPOSE THE FOX VALLEY 

AS THE SITE OF THE SSC SIHPLY TO UTILIZE THE FACILITIES OF 

FE!l.:'1! LAB SHOWS A CALLOUS DISREGARD FOR TRE THOUSAN'DS OF CITIZENS 

llA.1· 1161 



LETTER (GONTiNUED) 

OF THIS AREA WHO WILL BE SE'.'::21.LY IHPACTED, 

TF.E IHPAGT ON OUR SCHCOLS" �'/H!CH ARE STRUGGL!:·:G JUST TO 

ACCQI.!!'IODATE CURREI!T GRCWTH WILL BE DEVASTATING. WE !'.AVE JUST 

PASSED A REFRRRillrDUJ.l I�I ST,Cl'.ARLES FOR Oli"R SCHOOLS, WHICH CAUSED 

PROP2!1.TY 'l'A..x:ES TO AL;>cOST DOUBLZi THE TAX rnGREASE N�ESSAR 'l TO 

HANDI.E THE SCHOOL E�rR.OLLr-IBH! IITCRZtSS FRON THE SSC WOULD :s:� h1!GE� 

T?iE cos·r OP HOUS!}IG I SEflVICES' AND CTR..� lmGESSITIES OF LiltE 
WILL ST.:RZLY ESCALATE, 1-1AKDG IT Ii-il'OSSIIJLE FO!i. LARGE :m.mms OF 

OUR SENIOR CITIZE!TS ot� FIJC8D I:CICOEE TO LIVZ rn THE COM!·@H'.l:Y 

WHERE THEY SPENT HOST OF Th�IR LIV�S,. A�·fD 1.·fZRE RESPOllSIBLE 

?OR HELPHIG TO BUILD, 

3�_i·T Th�::: AR::; OT�G:Jt P.lCTORS YCU EGS� ALSO CONSI:9ER. FIRST, 

MILHOUS OP PEOPLE WHO FAVOR T� s:;,;ucnorr OF THEL't SITE. BUT 
SOHE LOCATIONS. sues: AS TEXAS P' .. HE ONLY A s;:r.LL N'u1,iBER OF PEOPLE 

VIHO .t...'t\E OPPOS�D TO T?' .. 'S SELECTION. HOT SO IN ILLI�TOIS, A SITE 
LOCA·rED r:r A PQPUlATZD lUl.EA, THAT EAS A LARGE 111l}!BER OF PZOPI,E 

':iHO AHE ADY-ZRSELY AFF�'CTSD BY THE SSC, AND A.HE YEHEN:2�·fTLY OPPOSED 

TO ITS LOCATIOtr FXRE. I l'RGE YOU TO TRINX li'IRST OF THE THOGSA:1DS 

WHO .AR3 INJURED , NOT JiJST THOSE \'fHO B:F:ttS'FITOD THERE ARE OTHER 

SITES IN. ti'HICH ALL AR.E WI�rtr�s., Alm �ro1·rE A.3.3 LOSE�S .. 

llA.1· nez.. 



LETTER °J71. (CONTINUED) 

rn ADDITION. nra FOX VALLEY AND ILLINOIS f{AllE ALREADY B&'lEFIXED 

FRON THE WSTALLATIO!f OF '.rWO MAJOR FEDERAL PROJECTS OF THIS TYf'E, 

TlIB FEFJH LAB AlJD AH.GOlffiE LABS. AT THE P'.-lESE�l'l' TINE OUR ECONOHY 

IS STRONG, CONSTRUCTIOU IS BOOMING, AND UNE.'1PL0�1-IEiIT IS D0�·,1T. 

BUT TEXAS AND OTHER PROPOSED SITES ARE SUFFE'RrnG PROM ECOHOMIC 

RECESSION. WOULDN'T r·r MAKE GOOD ECONOMIC A..l\i.D POLITICAL SJ::CJSE 
TO SELECT TEXAS OR A::cn:rn SI'I::E IN NEED OP THE ECC>r!ONIC STI;:ULATION. 

I!T Sill·D'•IA..r.1.Y, I�ET EE SaY, TE'.AT I fL'\.VE HEARD A.LL KINDS O.Ii1 NUf1ffi.ERS 
Tf!RC)il� AHOll!rD AIJOiJT THE COST OP THE SSC. I SUE:HT TO YOU T:-L\.T 
THE J.!ASOR COST O:�' TF2 SSC, IF IT IS LOCATED IN T:rz FOX VALLEY, 

YE.AF.S IT WILL 2�\ . .KB THE COI··tTIUHITI:!:.� .... O :lSBUILD T.TIH .. 

ST. CTU .• HILS, A!J.D KAJIELA!JD� FL.3_\SE DOU'T l··��..KE US PAY Tt!S A1.1FUI1 PRICE� 
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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 
Off ice of Energy Research 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

Attn: SSC DEIS Cornments---Ground�!2£. 

Dear. Sir: 

Oct. 6, l98B 

Page 5.1.2-29 of the EIS indicates that impacts to ground
water resources during the operational phase of the SSC will 
be greatest at sites which have currently overdrafted ground
water resources arid/or where increased groundwater use would 
create or worsen an already existing groundwater overdraft. 
Both of these conditions exist at the Il linois site and ve 
can therefore expect the day to day operations of the SSC 
to have a greater impact at our proposed site compared to the 
other alternative locations. · · 
Our regionally overdrafted groundwater situ�tion is vell 
documented in the EIS. How'ever, the local groundwater situation 
is not. The EIS only replrs to information as presented 
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 of Energy and Natural �esources not to have 
included the fact that a groundwater su�ply prqblem exists 
in Carnptoh Township on the Northern arc of the ring. 

The State Water Survey, members of the Kane County Board, 
and the Kane County Building and Zoning Department are all 
well awate 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 can be verified by talking to any of the well drillers 
in the local area. Indications from the State Water Survey 
are that further development in the northern Ca�pton Town-
ship area may have restrictions on the number of private wells 
which can be drilled. Instead, developers may find it nec
essary to provide a common water source for any new subdivisions 
1o1hic·h may be proposed in the futura. This inj:ormation has 
not'been provided by our state to the DOE and it's about time 
you scientists became aware o� the truth. The EIS is completely 
lacking any information about this very real local groun�vater 
problem. 

P.O. Bmc 104, Wasco, illinois 60183 Phone:312-584-4244 

llA.1- _ _L"?J3_1:: __ _ 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

The DOE.must be required to verify the true ·existing conditions 
at each and every alternative site. You must ask questions. 
You cannot assume that the wonderful State of Illinois has 
provided you vith all the pertinent info��ation �bout our 
Fox Valley site. In fact.it should be quite obvious by now 
that .the State o.t Illinois has very obviously a ttempted to 
keep the DOE and the citizens in the dark about the SSC. 

llA.1-
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LETTER 

Dct::H .. 'letr 7., 1988 

Yhe scope of this ''•!.<par·t CGnt�rs around OPF? CJf Ill1nais most i1nprn-t.�:;ii,rit_ 
resJ.:l1_trc:es-h1 .. Hn?.n lifli> .. Tha propc:::ed luc:ation for the SSC in Illinoi� 
is located in the fas��$t growing area in the $ta�a a�d rigt1t in the 
middle of one of the bigg�st popul�tion boo1ns in the midwesto A 
population �cc�rd!ng to the Chicago Tribune th�t exploded by � �tun�ing 44,000 p�aple in t!ie 5 county SSC ar�a during 1987a These 
sre facts-facts the State cf Illinois refusEs to ad�r�s5� 
As tdbles 5�1.8-9,10 indica�e� th� tr�ffic imp�ct� du� to tha SSC ar� 
l �t ter· E· This m!?""�ns th�t t�:1:::ii-... e will be a "fori:ed or t.ff e'.'1.kdfJ\.'J� fl ow 
1"Jith tt-affic demand exceeding . . tr,e capacity; r-�SLllttr·H� i.n ur.s\:ab!'� �top &nd go traff1c'1• Illinois ts the only st�te of th� 7 where this 
condltion will exi&t. Ple�se note also that the statistics in this 
table are based on th� t'lowest l�vel of service1'. In ot�er wc�ds, 
this i5 the absolute mi.nirnu.m prcbl�m tha.t will occur. And yet withln 
ttte same tables the state claims that the�� will be no disruption to 

e:-:isting tr,;.ffic: p�ttar�;s .. Ncft ever. the St�te of Illinois could 
misinteFprut the harrendot�s tr·af f ic proble�s creat�d by the tho���nds 

of vehjcles alrsady in this area� As page 5.1�8-27 states, &re�s 
a.round the SSC fa,1:il ity mi1.Jht e:>{p��rier.ce an 11inc:reas.e,i in tr-af-t�.c c·f 
between �00 and 1,�50 �el1iclaq per day'1� 

The St.dte of Illinoi$ is v�'{'''y quick t-_._"J µ::lint. out t.O the D.,o .. �:.- 1n 
t•ble 5�1#8-9 th�t Ill!ric15 will only have tQ add B miles of nRw rc�d� 
':o �,::c.;;::mod:.t.1.� the SSC.. Tr�t s i:::; th?. l '!:".:��:..t rn.rn1Lr:.:r of net�-1 rt:'ad'.5 o{ any' 
of tt�e seven stales co�peting for thru SSS� This simply means ti1at all 
�:,�e�5 tra·Ffic� �s m�ch as an a�,jition�l 11:50 vehicles, will be U3tr; 
�nd sharing the �):�sling rnad·; �hich h�vs alr·e�dy e��ae0ed th�:r 
de�i�� capabilitiP�� 

Us�ng .::.,·�.! of the� .. >:::- 1·&.:.::.'t-::., hi.>w c.;f": it b� (jetC?r<1oined en p-?.g� �2� . ...:-2 th.:.J.t 
th� State of Illin�1� will �ave a�• in�:��se of o�ly 10 
liijury/,;:i:cr..:idc<·its r::t=H" y��r dt..te to the� S.::iC? Cc�nmon SE.f!$i>£• r .. di:: .. )f:e �?11s 
orltt- that wh��n you t�·�d :2->) t=:1 1 �::�:;1) rr,i:''."�t;"� Vit:hicle� (the n�d 1:>:·� i t y G� 
11,}'.iLh will b�� hngi.� t.r-' . ...,c:.ks) t�; .d.n a . .lre.?dy ave:-· bl.u� ci.srr.:d t r·,;-.._ � t it: 3, .. ,_.,_�•.::.; � 
r.'"<R'5��iVi:? 1ncrtt<10� in �"··:c;·,pr.-.w:t.'.�� "°-1:.�1 c::cvr� Oru-e ,3g:-,.:.r1 th�t St.:, �· .. � c-t' 
iltir�.�·i§ h.:;"".':"5 dortt:'? ..:4: m�'··::t�..:"·{�,;i ::,:,;:- of trick\r,9 t:�� D�D .. E .. f.\:-� :i."'� 
e-::'...:l . .:;�in2;:-i lf1 t:r,blt� ::, .. J.,::; .. ,� t:h0� 1-.;.J.'·/ th<? il·,j,_;_ry.:+ .. ;;t . .:.Htty �.c1:·t�J<Y¥,;:"!. i.-<v"·�.;;. 
dHt�.Y m11··n:.::r-J l'.'2::'5 by 1' i 
'5.·.--�".':\"·�.i�e v·al'�'-�!I., rt.:. 
4_::,_..,;(";� B:-;d h�.i.:!d�-·f.22'£, C 

cli:c::;�,,� .2�1 t 
:"Oi � h.,..-�.,,, t t·,ou, 

rr<, ; ,--,.r:::; cf r'.'�;� 

�.:E·�, Qi• v�:.1_1,.1(0$ 2.nd i:? a;, 3·t,.;;"':.···c··�;,:d · . .;,< 
�rds ot �mall �p�rsaiy pcJp�l�r�� 
�·; vn �:h r.Jrd v· cc.·unt'.""Y t�·hf t i:··,, \l;;..:·L 



LETTER _g�'-=3'--- (CONTINUED) 

the�e areas were used to help lower the Ill1no1s in Jury/fatality 
accident rate can�iderably. Such facts dealing w1th human lite have 
to come from the area directly invol ved . 

Approximately 90% of the SSC will be loca�ed in Kane County Ill1no1s. 
According to the State of Illino1s Accident Report5 

Division-Springfield; in 1987 Kane County alore had 44 +�tal accidents 

with 54 d�aths, They also had 3,598 injury accidents with 5�447 
inju;--ie'S duri ng 198'7.. These facts seem t.::1 be a ccJntradict1on to the 
facts given to the D.O.E. by th2 State of Ill1noi5� 

There are absolutely no mitigating strategies that can cope with the 

enormous incre�se in traffic r�latad injur1es and a�aths created bv 
b�ild1ng the SSC in the State of Illi�ois. Life is tee prec1ous to 
g�mbie with sta�istics . .  

We will not let either you or the State of lll1no!s gamble with tha 
lives of our ch i l dren and loved cnes� You might s�cceed in s1t1rlg th� 
SSC in !lltno1s b�t we will never let you build 1t he�Q. 

Don and Judy Pr1ce 
6N119 W�odland Road 
St.. Ci": ar l es 1 I l . 601 75 
312-584·<:.956 

Tr-i L,.J.,e.. �;r Jo� l"f5g- flv•I p;t1<!. (0/.8'� 11tC1<-... �) 
�q.,e1'0vf"'1CiU.ill111'141""'"'t, L<tllc: 

Jt.L AGc.. 'Q�p"rb v11.1'51'cn - f'"""" 1-:11"1-7'11?-l/Si.4 
'il'<""'�1,.1o11 i;...,.11N1U...:'"11,_.,,.T..&.,_�, ""'""'-6 u....,,.,.,;_f l>r...,.s 
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LETTER 

Dr. V�laot Kees 
SSC Site Taak F=e 
ER-6� 
ot'fi.::e of Energ;r Reaeareh 
U, S. Dep."l.r'.Mnt of Ene:rgy 
W'ruihingl;on, D.C. 20�5 

'!'\'ere a.re tour ssc· site facilities (F5,K4,JJ, ard J6) which 
all have potenUal for nood plain enoroa.cnment according to eeotion 
5. L 2-9 <:>t' the EIS. The J6 eite cowre the entire 'o!idt.h of t.'W 
no"<i p�in area Of irnse C:::eek. The EIS atatea that thie !!!J: be 
si&rrl.f.l..::a.nt long teN illlpact of local scale arid ie designated all 
l-.aviii() a measu..-..ble illl.pa.ct. The signifi.c:mce of this location is 
e•J·sr.: 11.0l."e bpo:i."t.3nt >then you consider t..'lat the. entire Illinois SSC 
e.r"'i> 1.1> a<JV&rad by Flood Ina�-ance Rate l'\a.ps. Thls oteans that then 
ii?. a h!.i!il probability of flood.ing that ocau:ra 1n the area. a.nil. tha.t Mr! 
oeic�-oachlo911t, by J6 on the KNRS Creek flood.plaiu will hinder the 
"""""''1 flow of water and could. leP..d t.o even gi:ezter flooding problil•"· 

'.iha EIS very clmo.rly i!ldic:atee on page 25 of apJ?'lndilt 5!> that 
Jama�i�.g floods have �..d ln tr� Fox Rivex basin and· its .ajor 
t.:·o.l;;.;bdes dur'..ng a.11 eeaecM crf tbe 7a>u:. As a. result, the Illi:ioie 
site ,,,;"1 t.'1e large d'iiias.ge area of th.s ?ox P.iver h.:i,Ye the po<Wntia.l. 
for fle!l;g the SSC site wit.'; the pa.tut prore.Mlity <'.lf.d� o<:.,curr.:.r.g 
ft'-"'>m el!t.-a.tion or other cont.a.mlcants er��rlng our water sy-stea� 

Suction 11.J.J.J state• that norlhea.s�rn Illl<1oie contains 01111 
of ti!" stat.as a&jor river s�teas, and the states largeet concent..,.,.tion 
a.n:l dl..-e:::sity of wet,larJ:l.11. !(Qt onl7 a'.!:'9 the 850 acres of pot.sntially 
a.ffected wetlands nu114n:o·.is, they are aleo quite d1i'ferant in t:rp!I fro• 
OM a.'lother. That is all the •:>re reason why not one acrs of the va.luable 
l'l!iSOtrrCe should be disturbed. Thie hapP.,nos to be u;; attitude at>.a.red by 
Vtc�-?-resident Bush. Hi• policy ill t!v.t ab«olut�ly no :further reduction 
shoi.ild occur to our wtland ac:i:enge in the U.S.. And yet, the EIS in 
Appendix 11 � l? unier Illinois, 1ndica.t&& that soM wetla.!ld h&b1tat 
would be adversely iapa.cted in Illlnoia or �· Also, the !!:IS indicates 
that thei hydrOlogioal effects of seepage and puaping of water fro• etia.ft 
const:cuction could have an iapact on surface waters, including '118tlan&B 
adjacent to shaft..,sltee El,JZ,J4, and JS. ��t the oreek, J!?nl 
and Wetland near/EB a1te off Denker Roa.d1 This uniqus a.xea. aust be pro-
tected. 

llA.1- .�J_gi�-- _ 
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Page 2 
A receirt. court :rnling in the 2nd US District Court ot New York, 

Be:rsani vertl'.111 Robichaud 1111.y preclude the Depa.rtaent ot Energy troa 
building the SSC in Illinois. There happens to :be alternative sites 
tor the SSC project an::\ this recent court. ruling tends to indicate 
that projects with alterna.th•11 sites llU8t choose the site with the 
least impact to wetlands. Thia should automatically eliminate Illinoie 
troa consideration, and the Department ot lilnergy and the -Illinei.a iilll'I • (E;nergy and Natural Resources) can expect :legal action along these lines. 
The SSC can only COlll8 to Illinois through the courts. 

In conclusion, I would like to quote the great naturalist, 
Aldo Leopold, •we abuM land because we regard it a.s a couodity be
longing to us. llhen we see land as a coimo:iity to llh:l.ch we belor,g, 
we 111ay begin to use it with lc-n and :respect . .. . Thare is no other way 
for land to survive the impact of lilBCha.ni� man . .  : • This is YOUll coa.'"lt-"7. 
Don't let the b� aen take it away from you." Thank you. 

J9W64o Caribou T:ra.il 
St. Charles, IL 6ol7.5 
·31,;( 377-Grf'/ 

llA.1- _l_1 _8'3_ 
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LEITER 915 

My name ls Christy Hea th and I am 15 yeara old. These are 

my friends and neighbors and we live in Kaneville. 
located at Y-5 on your map. 

Our town is 

I vant to speak to you today on behalf of the children or 

Kaneville. Our parents bave bean figh,lng the SSC and now it's 

our turn to be heard. If the SSC comes to I11inois, thes e kids 

and I will have to move because you will taKe away our homes for 

the west campus. We want you to know that the decision you make 

will not only impact the environment , but will impact our lives. 

Your DEIS talks about the plants, birds and animals aff ected by 

the S_SC, �2.!_1!!!.�!.:!_I�!!!_££�.£��-!Q!:_;t!? The collid{?r not only 

affects the environm�nt, 

quality of life. The DEIS 
it di rectly 

says !60 
affects humans and the 

homes will have to be 

relocated. We don't kno� if that num ber is right - the State 

officials won't tell us - but we think even that's too many 

people. We thifi� you ehould put the SSC in a wide open area 

where you won't a·ffect so many people. The go vernment 011ns miles 

and miles of wide open, ¥ac�nt land . Why don' t you put the 

collider there? 

It's easy for you to say "So �hat - you'll find another houoe, 

kids can make ne� friends and your pare nts can find another Job.n 

But it's not that easy. !£���£��!_-��£� that our houses in 

Kaneville are our homes - our security. !£��£�'t kn£� that our 

neighbors are also our best friends - kids and parents alike. 

Our p arents chose to live in Kaneville because it is a great 

HA.1·· nq\ 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

place to raise a family. We don't have drug problems or street 

gangs in our town. We can play in our yards, ride our bikes and 

horses, and walk around the neighborhood without being afraid. 

We are surrounded by beautiful, open country. Kaneville is very 

special and towns like ours �re becoming rare. The DEIS doesn't 

tell you that by putti�g tte SSC in Illinois, you destroy our 

town. The State. of Illin0is doesnit want to admit that Kaneville 

will be so strongly i�pacted. They don't even put our to•n on 

some of their maps. 

If yo� put the collider in Illinois, you separate us and 

take away a ve�y 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 �espect each other. Our parents work hard to make good hemes 

fer us. 

We don't want to move. We don't want the SSC here. 

C�r is11 tfQo.i-� 
.2s.L\-g3 1)c,vbfv"Yr\ClY' (:<�, 
E\bJIY'I ,1:L Go\l� 
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L�TTER 

Comments for DEIS Public Hearing 
on October 7, 1988 

FLOODPLAJN IMPACTS 

T'ne Draft Environmental Impact SL;tement (DEiS) acknowledges that FEMA maps are 

available for the entire SSC site in Illinois (they are net available for 4 of the 7 BQL sites). 

'J'.hese maps provide satisfactory delineation of the 100-year floodplain boundaries. The DEIS 

identifies four surface facilities (f5, K4, J3, and J6) that may ha•·e some potential for floodplain 

encroachment. The proposed locations of these sites and the relevant floodplain boundaries as 

taken from figures 7-4 through 7-7 in the DEIS are shown here in figures 1 and 2. 
Facility sen�ce area F5 is pToposed to be located east of Dauberman Road and just to the 

east of the floodplain boundary of Welch Creek. Even a small encroachment of 5% of the 

floodplain (or rather the flood frfogc) as m;;ntioned in the DEIS will not occur. The DEIS does 

say that any imp2c:s to the floodplain will be negligible and that the final project design may 
indicate !lO floodplain modifications. 

Facility sen ice area K4 lies entirely out of the Welch Creek floodplain, and therefore 

there is no potenti�l for floodplain encroachment at this site. 

The proposed !ocation of facility s�rvice area J3 is in the southwest comer some cUstance 

away from Hawthorne Road and Kress Road. The DEIS states that J3 would extend 350 feet 

onto the 2500·-ft.-wide floodplain of Kress Creek (or would encroach onto the flood way fringe). 

However, DEIS fig-.ire 7-6, with the propcsed location as delir.eawd herein (Figure 2), shows no 
encroachffient onto the floodplain. 

Site J6 Hes whoily in the F'erro�!ab are9., 'rvhich is federally O\\'T1ed. About 54% of the 

proposed sit.a area :is in the floodplain ofYsess Creek and its tribukiry. How.ever, only about 13'1o 
of the area lies in the lloodway as defined by the Illinois standards. The floodway is that portion 

of the flocdpiain (figure 3) that must be kept free ofencroathment to limit the increase in the 
100-yr flood stage er surcharge to 0.1 ft. '!11e ll1inois limit of 0.1 ft is much stricter than the 

federal limit of 1.0 ft. Thus a small portion of J6 is in the flcodway. Its impact on the floodplain 

can be rrritigated through flexibility provid.zd by the arrangement cf surface stn1c::tures in this 40-

acre site, by channel diversion, or by movement of the site about 200 ft. to the scuth. 
T"ne absence of FEMA maps or their partial existence for a p.-oposed site ma;- result in 

nonidentification of some surface facilities that might impact t.'ie floodplains. The only other site 

with full FE!>'lA map coverage, such as that available in ll!inoh, is the Tzxas site, where the 

DEIS specifically identifies four major surface facilities (J2, J3, J4, and J6) as entirely covering 

the full width of the floodplains of the area strenms. 

Krish:m P. Singh 
Principa1 Scientist 
Illinois State Water Survey 
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Comments for DEIS Public Hearinc 
on October 7, 1988 

WELL IMPACI'S 

The Dr� Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) indicates that as many as 320 water 

supply wells could be impacted because of their locations within the corridor surrounding the 

proposed SSC tunnel configuration (the P-ring). The report states that 320 is the number of 

wells that are located within I.his zone and then goes on to say, • ... only a portion of these wells 

may be directly affected .. ." My comments are intended to bring to t.'iis discussion numbers which 

we feel reflect the more likely impact scenario. 

During the fall of 1987, the State Water Suivey undertook a special study in order to 

estimate the number of wells that potentially-could be il'llpected by the construction and 

operation of the tunnel. The study was divided into three parts: a file inventory, a field 

inventory, and a statistical analysis. 

File Inventory 
A search of the well records on file at the State Water Survey was made to determine the 

number of wells within the tunnel corridor, experimental abort areas, experimental facilities, 

and Fennilab campus for which records were available. For the purposes of our study, the 

tunnel corridcr was defined as a strip of land extending one-quarter mile on. either side of the 

SSC tunnel Well locations in our files are usually known to within a HI-acre plot (a tract ofhmd 

one-eighth of a mile on a side). Well depths were converted to bottomhole elevations for 

comparison with a target rfil'erence elevation. 

The target reference elevation was determined by assuming a safety buffer zone around 

the tunnel. Guidelines for such a buffer have use-J a 35-foot radius around th� center point of 

the tunnel (shown in figure 1 as the primary shield). Since the center of the tunnel has a 

proposed elevation of 325 feet MSL in the P-ring, this translates to an upper limit of 360 feet for 

the top of the primary shield. As an added measure of safety, I.he study assumed a buffer of 50 

feet above the crown of the tunnel, or a protected reference elevation of 380 feet. Aside from 

experimental areas, all wells within I.he corridor were considered impacted if their bottomhole 

elevations were at or below 380 feet MSL. Wells within I.he experimental areas were considered 

impecte4, regardless of bottomhole elevation, because excavations at these sites will extend from 
land surface. 

llA.1- l�Q2_ 
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The search or the Water Survey files located records of 773 water wells within the comaor 

and other impact areas. When the critical bottomhole elevation criterion was applied to those 

wells within the uperimental areas, only 14.4% of the wells were round to meet the criterion. In 

other words, die vast majority of the wens an finished well above the t1.1Me1 and its bllff'er zone. 

'11Ua percentage formed the basis for OW' later statistical analysis. 

Field Inveriwzi 
The IJUTPOSll W the f'.eld inventory wu to debermi�e the total num� or wells that l!lci.t 

within !.he one-qwimr mile corridor on either side of the P-ring and in.the experimental and 
Ferrnilab areae. The sunrey itself wa• done by making a count of houses 11nd buildings within 

t.'1e comdor imd assuming one well per house; no wella were actually measured for depth dur;.•g 
the field invento?)'. Houses and buildbgs served by public wa!.ff •upplies weru1ot counted in 

the survey. The invento,-y lO<!atd 1505 wells, including known wells on the Fermilab campus. 

Statistical Analysis 
The number Gfwel!s that could p<>tentially be impacted by their locations and ilapths in 

r�hence t<> tha SSO tunnei was 'l!stimrited by app)ying the st.atist.il:s frnm the file ;,,,·entory to 

:} a -i:.1��-s i;·ount.B-d in 't.!�-E: fi.e-lG it�vent�'-:-y rind :?P?�;-ing rr.u.ltipbe-rs to t..B:l.i! into acr.otL'1i: :.he "'1idi.hs 
t.f;f..:; v!):ric1:..:s corridors ot b�-tfer z�nt-s ir::nwd t.lie P-ring. '"i'hus, withir, the :JOO-foot. widt.i1 afthe 
Tesi;�;,,Led zone. approximately 25 wells would putentislly be impacted. This means u.at ilia U.S. 
D•pa•trnent of Energy would have t.'1e option ofreques!.ir.g !hat these wells be-relocated en an 

inClvid\lal basis. In the 70-foot prim&ry shield zone, only six wells would likely be impacted. We 

assume th.at these weHs would be relcc:!ted. 

In summary, the inventories ar.d st,atistical analysis-Ofweli information made by t.lie Smte 
Water Survey indic.ate that the asse•tion msda in the drali EIS as to the number of potentially 
impac:ed we!is is in error !Jr at �tan order ofrnag11itude and therefore reflects irnpr<>p1'rly on 

the likely consequances 'Of constr.>ction am! cpe�ation o!the SSC. 

Adrian P. Visocky 
&ninr Hydroloi;;st 
Iilinois Stat.& Water Surwy 
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LETTER '300 

SSC ENVlROl'<'MENTAL IMPACT 

STATEMENT TESTIMONY 

On behalf of the Chicago Area Transportation Study, I am pleased to have the 

opportunity to offer testimony regarding the transportation impacts of the proposed 

Superconducting Super Collider project. The Chicago Area Transportation Study is the 

transportation plar.ning agency for the six county northeastern lll!nois area. For over 

thirty years, it has been the agency with responsibility for planning the region's 

transportation network. The Study's efforts are guided by'a Policy Committee made up of 

representatives of local government, the private sector and transportation agencies. The 

Chicago Area Transportation Study is also the designated Metropolitan Planning 

Organization through which federal transportation funding is coordinated. CATS is a 

recognized leader In transportation planrung and modelling. 

Our review of the Environmental Impact Statement concentrated on the 

transportation ln1pacts or the project. We found the analysis to be an unbiased report of 

the impacts� The traffic impacts of the project were reasonably assessed and the report 

provides an acceptable compar'.son of the sites under review. However, reports such as 

this, which attempt to compare numerous sites with significantly different det?ographic 

profiles, must be carefully used. 

The rural nature of many sites anal:;r.!:ed cannot be easily compared to sites In a 

more urba.'l or· suburban setting. Traffic impacts on two lane rural roads are significantly 

different from those on an established system of urban expressways or arterials. In the 

case of the llllnois site, the analysis deals with rural, suburban and urban areas. Given the 

complexity of analyzing the impacts In this environment, the report must of necessity 

generalize some findings. 

llA.1- I� 
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An example of this type of generalization occurs In the analysis of level of service 

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 

Randall Road reflects a localized problem In the center of St. Charles. In the same vein, 

the level of service for Route 34 between Route 31 and Route 59 reflects a localized 

capacity problem approachlng a regional shopping center. In each case a problem exists. 

however the magnitude is overstated. 

There were a number of ""'Lrior discrepancies In roadway nz.mes and descriptions L'lat 

were previously tr:msmic:t:;d ; ,_, •:ne Department of Energy. In addition. the EIS failed to 

recognize the existence of a n.:iesharing program In the area. CATS, in cooperation 'hith 

the East-West Corporate Corridor Association. has sponsored an active rideshllring effort 

with all major employers. Fermilab is an active participant In this program. 

The development of the SSC project at the Fermilab site is consistent, from a 

transportation.perspective, with overall development In the area. The general trend 

toward office and research facilities In the vicinity has resulted in agressive 

trar.sportation planning efforts in Kane and DuPage counties. We have seen the results of 

these efforts in the construction of the North-South Tollway throug.'1 central DuPage 

County. Planning is being undertaken to review the feasibility or a major. new highway 

facility along the Kane-DuPage border. kl the area grows, new transit services can be 

anticipated. Transit services in the Naperville-Oak Brook corridor are being significantly 

upgraded and extensions to'the west are feasible as demand grows. 

In conclusion. from a transportation perspective, the report indicates the site offers 

excellent ac.cess. Further, the proposed development will have minimal impacts on future 

operations of the transportation systems. These findings are consistent with CATS studies 

and existing plans and programs. 

0623L 
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TESTIMONY BY PETER J. CONROY 

SSC DO& HEARINGS 

OCTOBER 7, 1988 

My name is Peter Conroy. I am a resident of DuPage County and a 

Licensed Pro fessional Engineer in the State of Illinois. I am a 

Vice President of Harza Engineering Company. We are consultants 

to the State o:f Illinois on the SSC. My coa'Jnent is in reference 

to the relative cost of the SSC at the seven alternative sites. 

The draft EIS acknowledges that coi;t eP.timates were made for 

each of the seven sites, but presents the project cost only as 

the average of the seven sites. The ISP states (p.30) that: 

•cost considerations are important to the selection process and 

wi l l  be used in c o n junc t i o n  with the technical evaluation 

criteria in selecting the most desirable site". The Council on 

Envir onmental Quality (1502.23) states: "If a cost-benefit 

analysis relevant to the choice among envicorunenta lly diff.erent 

alter natives is bein g consider�d for the proposed action, it 

shall be incorporated by reference and appended to the stat�nent 

as an aid in evalu<1.ti n g  the environmental consequences." The 

same citation a�so states "an environmental impact statement 

should at. least indicate those considerations, including factors 

not related to environmental quality, which are likely to be 

relevant an d impor t a nt to a dec ision•. Sin c e  cost is a 

consideration in the site selection process the cost estimates 

llA.1·- leito 



. 2 

LETTER _g....:...:f'.i=l"---_ (CONTINUED) 

Testimony by Peter J. Conroy 
SSC DOE Hearings 
October 7, 19�8 
Page 2 

for each of the sites sh ould be provided as an aid in evaluating 

the environmental consequences of selecting a specific site. If 

t he Department has any cost studies on which they intend t o  rely 

in making the final site selection, those studies must be made 

public as part of this pr oces s. 

In developing these site spe cific cost es tima tes it is requesteil 

that DOE utilize the data supplied to them in February 1988 iu 

the A.T. Kea r ney Inc. repor t �iting the ?.!:J.�rconducting Suo� 
Collider at !"ermi_lab :: �..!!. Independen.!:_ Co'!'!_ Stu1Y. In presenting 

this cost analysis the DOE should evaluate possible cost savings. 

from' 

Ose cf the Tevat ron as the i nj ec t o r  for the S�C 
without interfering with other Tevatron functions. 

Maxirp.izing use of the Fermilab c'1.rnpus and associated 

inf rastrncture to serve the SSC • 

Use of Ferrnilab scientific technical and support 

staff to support both the SSC and Tevatron. 

Faster start-up time for the SSC due to in-place 

staff and infrastructure and operating injector 

facility. 

Further it is requested that DOE also rec0<,Jnize the cost savings 
associated with decommissioning only a single site (Fermilab} 

rather than two sites s ho u ld Fer milab not be selected . It is 

also requested that DOE recoqnize benefits realized by extension 

of the us e fu l life of Fermilab by siti n g  the SSC at this 

existing facility . 

liA.1- Jfill __ _ 
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Testimony by Peter J. Conroy 
SSC DOE He arings 
Oct,ober 7, l 988 
Page 3 

It is also 5ug9ested that DOB evaluate both the quality and 

c.:impleteness of the geotechnical d ata b ase and the amount of 

t u nne l const ruc tion experience available for each site and 

adjust each cost estimate by using an appropriate contin<;1enc y  

reflecting the degree o f  uncertainty which exists for each. 

In summary, it is in the national interest to construct the SSC 
at the si t e  which h as the lowest economic cost. A co s t  

comparison o f  the seven alternative sites should be included i n  

the final BIS. 
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SITING THE SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COLLIDER 
AT FER."IILAB - AN INDEPE?.""DENT COST STUDY 

Prepared fer: 
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SSC - FERMILAB COST EVALUATION STUDY 
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SSC - FERMILAB COST EVALUATION STUDY 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The purpose of this study was to identify and estimate the 
economic benefits of locating the Superconducting Super 
Collider (SSC) at the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory 
(Fermilab). 

This independent study was conducted by a group of industry and 
institutional organizations who provid�d executive and 
professional staff time to the effort during the period of 
September 28, 1987 through January 8, 1988. 

The study results indicate very substantial savings to the 
Federal Government if the Superconducting Super Collider is 
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 infrastructure at Fermilab, as is 
or with upgrade, which will meet the reg-�irements of the SSC 
March 1986 Conceptual Design. 

�Savings Related to Start-up. These cost savin3s reflect 
the use of the existing Fermilab work force and computer 
software. where applicable. Also included are reduced downtime 
as a result of proven injector systems reliability. 

financing Cost Savi_!?-_g�. These savings include reductions in 
financing costs associ ated with the componei:t and construction 
cost a· .. o idance. 

Operating Cost Savinas. The operating cost savings reflect the 
full integration of SSC operations with present Fermilab 
operations. This involves the sharing of staffing, facilities 
and support systems ove: a 15 year operating period. 

This report analyzes only the cost benefits to the SSC 
resulting from F�rmilab its$lf. It does not ezamine other 
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 
general obligation bond financing to excavate-the 53-mile SSC 
tunnel; other site improvement costs to be b<::rne by stc:te and 
local government total $1t4 million for roads, railroads, 
parking, housing, water and sewage treatment and state and 
local tech.•ical 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 
Use 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 cf Illinois 
6. Other Sit� En.hanc&rr.ents to be 

:Sorne by State and Local Government 
Total 

Estimated Savings 
(1986 S Millions) 

- 71 
6 

- 36 

$ 426 
113 

959 
l.320 

316 

144 

U.27§. 

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 Fermilab facilities, including land, property and 
equipment. This analysis yields an estimate of $1.3 billion 
dollars to replace these assets new in kind. 

The report is presented under the following section-headings: 

- Study Objectives. 

II - Method of Approach. 

III - Findings and Conclusions. 

l!A.1- �'Ql9 __ 
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I - STUDY OBJECTIVES 

This study was conducted to provide an independent, objective 
valuation of the cost impact a·s a result o·f locatii:lq' the 
Superconducting Super Collider (SSC) in Illimiis at the Fermi 
National Acceleration Laboratory (Fermilab). The study 
intends to provi'ile a businessman's pe11spective to the possible 
use of Fermilab's present facilities and equipment, as is or 
upgraded where required. The businessman's perspective 
embraces the optimal use of present assets and the 
minimization of costs, cost risks and operating risks. 

The study scope addresses the following cost areas: 

o SSC Component and Construction Costs. 

o Other SSC Casts. 

o SSC Operating Costs. 

o Fermilab land, property and equipment valuation. 

IBZO l!A.1- ------



---- ' ·-----

LETTER (CONTINUED) 

U - !".E:'HO:l OF APPROACH 

The Fermilab Valuation Advisory Committee directed the study 
through a project manager and a study team selected from the 
committee me:nbership. A meeting of the committee, at large. 
set the study scope and objectives. framework for the study 
conduc::, identified areas of expertise within the commi.ttee, 
ar.d appointed a project manager. 

The project manag<:r organized the study team Yhich collected 
d:�.ta and informat:it'n necessal"y to co�duct the analysis. 

Following is a sur.::r.ary description of the major steps employed 
in the study. 

DOC::.li'tE�./TAT!ON 
REVIEW 

The team obtained and reviewed an exte!:sive a:.:'Ju::'"::: o: formal 
docu.�entation, incl�ding the following: 

o U.S. Department of Energy Invitation for Site Proposals 
for the Superconducting Super Collider. 

o SSC Conceptual Design Report (CDR) of �arch. 1986. 

o State of Illinois SSC Proposal. 

o Fer�:lab S ite Development and Facility Utilization Plan 
(Rev. 10/87). 

o Fermllab Tevatron Upgrade - LINAC Conceptual Design. 

VERTICAL BORE 
ECH?HQUE 

For purposes_ of this study, the cost estimates included in the 
Conceptual Design of March, 1986 were used as the cost 
baseline. These estimates represent the anticipated costs 
components and construction at a "Greenfield," or new, site. 

The team employed a "Vertical Bore" technique Yhich 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 fewest nu.'Tlber 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. 

llA.1- 1_'02.I 
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INFOP.MATION AND 
DATA COLLECTION 

The tea.� members visited Fermilab 
ope::-ations and to inspect the equ 
property. In addition. individua 
nU!!'�er of Fermilab personnel. inc 
following organizational units: 

o Directorate Staff. 

o Research Division. 

o Accelerator Division. 

o Business Services Section. 

II - 2 

to understand the basic 
prr.e:it, b11i ldings and 

tea:n !!:em.:,ers interviewed a 
uding m�;:�ers from the 

o Laboratory Services Section. 

During those sessions, addition�l detailed data and information 
were collected by the tea.n members. 

ANALYSIS A.."ID 
COST ESTH'.ATING 

With scientific and technical inouts from the Fermi lab si:a'ff, 
the team was able to identify eq":iipr.ent, faci lities and other 
Fermilab infrastructure which are candidates for cost avoidance 
against the SSC requirements as specified in the Conceptual 
Design. Where upgrades to these candidates were required. 
standa"d methodologies were used for estimating the costs. 
These methodologies are described in Section III, Find ings and 
Conclusions, of this report. 

In addition to those cost avoidances associated with component 
and construction cost:s, analyses of other costs that are more 
difficult to quantify were add�essed. The operating cost 

, 
impact of siting the SSC at Fer:nilab was also analyzed. , 

llA.1-
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II! - FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

The Findings and Conclusions are presented herein under the 
following headings: 

· 

o Components and Construction Costs. 

o Other Costs. 

o Operating Costs. 

o Valuation of Fermilab. 

COMPONENT AND cm•S::OP..UCT!(!N COSTS 

The function of a nur,ller of the technical components and 
conventional faci l.i ties called for by the SSC Conc.eptual 
Design can be accomplished by existing or upgraded c.omponents 
and facilities presently at Fermilab. !n the opinion of the 
study team these compcneitts and facilities with upgrades where 
required and with continued proper maintenance will meet the 
SSC design life requir€ments. In addition, where component 
and construction cost:s can be avoided by utilizing Farmilab ... 
Architect Engir.eering, Construction Management, Management 
Support and Continge.,cy Cost Avoidance can be realized. 

The discussion of the potential cost avoidances for 
components, facilities and associated project costs are 
included below. 

Linear Accelerator 

The SSC injection system requires a radio-frequency 
quadruplole (RFQ) and a linear accelerator (LINAC) which 
accelerates the beam provided by the ion source to a 600 MeV 
energy level. 

It is understood that the cnly substantive SSC criteria that 
the Fermi Accelerator does not Qeet at present is the beam 
transverse emittance re�uirement. Recent measurements 
indicate that Fermilaj is about 50% above specification at the 
required intensity. rn order to lower this number the present 
LINAC pre-accelerator could be.replaced by a higher energ"j 
radio f cequency cr�adrupole accelerator and a new first LINAC 
stage. This is estimated to cost about $2,000,000 by the Head 
of the Fermilab Accelerator Division. 

In that event, $23,036,000 of cost would be evoided at 
Fermilab. This is the SSC Conceptual Design estimate of 
$25,086,000 less the $2,000,000 for the upgrade described 
&bove. 

llA.1- _1�2..3 
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Low Energy Bcoster 
Medium Energy Booster and 
High Energy Booster 

The low enersy booster (LEB) is a fast cycling synchrotron 
with conventional magnets that accelerates the beam from the 
LINAC to 7.1 GeV. After extraction from the LEB the beam is 
transported to the medi'1111 energy booster (MEB) for 
acceleration to 100 GeV. The MEB synchroton, also constructed 
of conventional magnets, provides the injected beam to the 
final high energy boo.ster (HEB) system. The HEB synchrotron 
provides acceleration to 1000 GeV for injection into the 
collider. 

It is understood that the beam bunch spacing that would be 
provided by the present 8 GeV Booster, the Main Ring and the 
Tevatron .at Fermilab would be 18 feet, whereas the Conceptual 
Design for the SSC calls for a spacing of 20 feet to the 
collider ring. This greater spacing can be achie1.·ed by 
up�rading the rf systems of these Fermilab components. The 
total cost of upgrading these systems to comply with the 
Conceptual Design specification for the LEB, MEB and HEB is 
estimated at $5,280,0DO, including 10\ installation costs. 

In addition, the Tevatrcn. in order to comply with the SSC 
specification for the HEB. requires 4 other upgrades or 
rr.odifications, including installation as follows: 

Ei-Pclar I�jector 
Extractor 
Injection Lines 
Refrigeration System 

Subtotal Additional 
Tevat:ron Upgrades 

K$ 1,375 
5,500 

16-,500 
2,750 

�hese estimates were provided to us by Head, Main Accelerator 
Department of Fermilab. We understand they were also provided 
to the DOE sponsored co��ittee which analyzed the technical 
feasibility and co st cf using Fecmilab for the SSC. 
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The SSC Conc�-;.lt:.tal Design report docu.i""'.'\ents t!:e estirr.ated c·:>sts 
of these B�osters · Technical Compone:its as follo«"·s: 

r�$ is. ::as 
31, 720 

107.271 

Total K$154,576 

'I>1e z:et cost o.�.roidance for these comr.cn!?'::�s .if the SSC is 
sited at Fer�ilab is $.123,171.000, calculated as f·ollows: 

Gross Cost A�o�d�d 

Less 4 Othe-r Uc:n:a.des· 
CICen�ifiej A.6o�e} 

K$154,576 

5,230 

!<�1231171 

Fermilab preser�tly has suf.ficie�t Te:zt Bea� t·::> sur.:port tt.e 
plan..J.ed 'I'evat:ron program. It ir; projGcte::! t�:.3t by t!"le tir::'3 
the SSC is completed enough of these wi 11 be completed to 
provide th" SSC required Ttls-: Beams. AccoL:di=igly, the total 
estimated cost of $9,6-0B.Joo· can .be s·-t-cidcd ax Farr:dlah. 

Cost estimates for sit3 and i.\�f�a.;;truct.ure as Pt:li5\:t.,'1te1 in the 
CDR tabls e. 7-1 are reproduced ir. E;<hibit ur-l. As sh-:wn, 
item 2·.2.l.4 Elect=ical a:t $43,732,00•) am: i�em .2.2.l.8 , 
Roads and Parking at �20, :>JO, O"lQ are the t·..,.:i largest cost 
co�ponen-cs. Tltey represent 75% cf total estirnatad si t.e a::d 
iafrastructu:re ccs"ts. 

l. Electri�J.. '.!!la Conce-ptual D:;sign report in::!icstes an 
estimated cost: of Electrical Intras�ruct�re a8 $43,732.000 for 
the SSC. 

On-site ins:pect ions at fe:::nilab and inter.riP.'..is with Fae i li ty 
Operations personnel \o.'e::-e conducted to deter�ine the costs 
which could be avo;:.doo in. Elect::ical if t:-,e s;�c were Sited at 
Fermi lab. 
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The components of the present electrical system which would be 
compatible with the SSC requirements and the estimated 
replacement value are shown in the foliowing table: 

Comno:-tent 

Overhead Feed Line to 
Substation 

Main Substation 
6 Transformers 
Transfor::l',er Ductwork 
Building 

Distribution System 
Building Transformers and 

Internal Wiring 

Total 

Estimated 
Replacement Value 

KS 1. 000 

12,000 
2,000 

500 
10,0CO 

1':$31,500 

Accordingly it is estimated that approximately $32.000,000 

in electrical syste� cost could be avoided by siting the 

ssc at Fermilab. 

2. Roads and Parking. The CDR cost esti�a:e for roads 

and parking of $Z0,530.000 is necessa:ily based on a 

conceptual layout for the SSC. This conceptual layout is 

presented on drawing SG-2, in Section 7.2.3 (pages 7-12 

and 1-13 >, and in E:,hibi t 12. 2-1 of Attach:r:ent C of the 

CDR. The CDR recognized that actual req'.lirements for 

roads and parking are dependent upon final stte 

selection. '!hus. no breakdown fer the required length cf 

primary. secondary, and tertiary reads is stated, artd the 

no separation of �oad�ay costs from parking space costs 

are made in tl:e CD?.. Fer purposes of this study, 

dimensions and quantities associa�ed with the CDR 

estimates were scaled from dra,..ing SG-2 and calculated 

from unit quantities presented in Section 7.2.3 and 

Exhibit 12.2-1. Res;.iltant quan':ities a�e 40 miles of 

primary roadway. lB miles of secondary roadway, and lEOO 

parking spaces, of which HOO spaces are associated ••ith 

the campus area and injector building. 

A current map of Fer�ilaD roads and parking areas was 

obtained from the Coordination & Operations �anager at 

Fermilab. together with an inventory report of those 

facilities. State highways 59 and 56 and Kirk Road 

provide primary road access to Ferrnilab. 

llA.1- IB� 
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F.:;dsting seconda.t'Y rnadways total 15 miles; thgir vabe when 
construct.ed ar..d/cr irnpr cved is r:epo!.�ted in a Fermi lab ir:.ve�to:.-y 
report to the DOE to be $74 7, &00. E;�pressed in FY 86 collars, 
thi;: sec:)nd.a.ry r-o:td�JO:{ value �':J�ld be $1�80J,OCO. 

Exis:ing pa:king arPas at Fe:�ilab were also obtained frc� the 
inventory report. �·ermila!) ho.s 1375 paved par.king spaces in 
the car:r;lt<s d.r:ea, 600 paved packing spaces at remo::e lab a:id 
s:hop site:;, and 22<1 pii'.'ed and 577 un37aved pai:king spaces at 
rn!sc�llaneo�s sites. Co�si�e�ing the actual site layout at 
Ferroilab, which includes F�r�ilab Villr;.1;e, oa1y the 1375 paved 
parking spa-::es at the ca:npus area sh::>lxld be co:1sidered 
comDarable to t�,e SS� rer.r�ize:-lt.:}:' .. ts as pres!?nred in the CDR. 

�n engicee�1$ cost estireat� �as road� fer the value of 1800 
raved al!-�ea�her parking sp�ces required for the ssc in FY 86 
dollars. ��e dimensions of �hese pa�k��g sp�ces are the sa�e 
a,; t.�1ose sp,3cifi�d ir: the CD?.. Cozu::�:-·w.ci:ion cos�s a :e 
es�imated a� �3,600,0CO (FY BS). 

Gi·l'en t!-u� sx1sting parking c::·�:.£i3uratiJn a.t Ferr:-.::..lab ar:d based 
on i2teg::a':i:Jn of Fer:r.ila!:> a::.�i the SSC in�o ar:, er:ti..ty that 
waul1 share s�affing and expe=i�ents, we es�in1a�e that about 
880 cf the existi�g 1375 ca�p�s area parking spaces would be 
ava,ilable to tlie SSC. Avoided const:zt.:.c"."�ion costs wculd t·e 
about $1,750,GOO (FY 86). Ho�ever. 920 �ew �a�xing spaces 
\l.'Ould still be reqt1ired in t�e cdm_Fus a:-ea. 

P;:i:n3::y a!'.3. ceco::!dary ::cads w&=e valued at $16,930,000 {FY 85) 
in the CDR estima-:e hy suC-:racti.'."'::g tZ1e e:;;:i;r��t\S.�� value of 1800 
parkicg spaces from t�e to� al val�e f=r :�ads a�d perking give� 
as $20�530.000. Siting t�e s�c �� Fnr�i!ab wou!d provide all 
pri�ary roa��ay acces3 correspcnden� to about 40 �iles in the 
CDR es-:i."na"":a Fe:::ni�;!b vo:.1ld also ?rov�(::? 15 rr:ile:; of the 
rec;Jired 18 :ni 2es of s2cor:r!ary r:oa.::!v..ray. Ih'J.s, a:;oided costs 
f,:J�� roads and parkin-:; w�.e:-i:: cc·�;?arsd. to a grec-::ifield site W.:)uld 
be: 

Prima:y Roa:::s K$14, 770 

l,800 

-�760 

K$ �-8, 330 

HA.1- -��2..1_ ___ _ 
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Costs foe unpaved tertiary roadways are con s i deced neg l igible 

at these ocders of magni t ude . 

3. Other S i t e  and Infrastructure Elements .  The othec 

elements within Site and Infrast ructure wer e  not ana lyzed in 

this study. In the team · s  j udgment . the cost reduction 

potent i a ls within those elements would be s imi lar to those 

studied. These cost reduct i ons a r e  estimated at 80\ o f  the 

Conce=:ual Desian cost estimat e .  This amounts to an estimated 

$16 , 9J 6 , 000 as shown in Exh ibit I I I -2 . 

The tota l  estimated cost a11oidance f o r  Site and Infn.structure 

at Fermi l ab is $67 , 26 6 , COO as calculated be low: 

Electrical 
Roads and Parking 
Other Elements 

Tot a l  

!<$32 , 00 0  
1 8 . 330 
16 . 93 6  

K$6 7 ,  266 

Camp:..1 s ?.rea 

The Conceptual Design Requirements for the c ampus area of the 

SSC are presented in Art i c l e  4 . 3 . 2 .  page 3-8 of Att acbment C 

of the CDR which i s shown in Exh i b i t  l t I-3 . Cost est ill\ates 

are ,sumir'.ar ized in Table a. 7 .  l of the CDR and presented at 

Level 7 det a i l  in Append ix B o f  Att achment c .  

These c:JR cost es t imates a r e  sur..T.ar ized as f o l lows : 

Labo ratory Bu i l d ings 
Heavy Works Bui ld ings 
Shops B u i ld ings 
Suppo rt Bu i ld ings 

K$ 2 4 , 049 

1 0 , 83 3  

2 , 2 0 9  

·s . 1 1 0  

1($ 4 2 . 8 6 0  

An inventory o f  the ex isting bui lding f ac i l it ies a t  Fermi l ab 

and the i r  f l oor space and use codes �ere obt ained f rOlll the 

Emergency Coordinator at Fermi l ab .  Based on Fermi l ab 

inventory r epo rts to the DOE . comp a r ab l e  exist ing f ac i l it ies 

at Ferrni l ab and associ ated squar e  f ootages a r e  shown in 

Exhibit I II-4 . 

llA. 1 - ICOU2__ 
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For the analysis, we have taken the position that the SSC, upon achieving steady state operation at Ferrnilab, should utilize existing Campus Area 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 interfere with current operations. 
The SSC Conceptual Design Campus Area requirements for a 2500 person staff ace estimated to be 519,100 Sq'Jare feet er 2oa square fee" per person. Existing facilities for a staff of approximately 2000 at Fermilab t�tal 777,600 square feet or 389 square feet per person. Of the total staff, about 400 p eope are devoted to research and experimentation beyond the· needs of the SSC. This leaves about 16JO present Fermilab people 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 Fermilab, the space requirements for these 400 people is calculated at 169,500 square feet. The remaining 608,100 square feet of existing campus area facilities would be available for joint usaqe by Fermilab and SSC for colliding beam experimentation. It is estimated that such joint usage would allow for the availability of an e�timated 25% of this rei>iainii:g space to accommodate additional staff. This equals to about 152,000 square feet (25% of 608, lOO square feet}. This would res:.;lt in the present 1600 people occupying about 456,000 S<;:'rnre feet (608,100-152,000). This is equivalent to 285 Sq"4are feet per pe"son on average. 

If the available 152,000 square feet were utilized at 285 squa::e feet per person. it would accommod.�te about 533 people of the additional 900 estimated to be required to support SSC. On this basis, additional space would be needed for the difference cf 367 people. At 285 Sq'�are feet per person, this is 104,SOO square feet. This additional space is approxin;ately 20\ of t!ie total CDR estimate for caTpus area space of 519,100 square feet. Accordingly, it is concluded that an estimated 80% of the SSC campus area buildings' requi•err:ents could be satisfied if the SS� were located at Fermilab. 

Eighty perce�t of the CDR estimate of $42,860,000 is $34,288,000 of cost avoidance estimated for the C ampus Area WBS element. 
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Injector Facilities 

Present Facilities at Fermilab will satisfy the SSC 
requirements for Injector Facilities except for the inJection 
tunneling from the HEB to· the coll ider ring. An estimate of 
$18 million for this tunneling was provided to the study team 
by the Head. Main Accelerator Department of Fermilab. The 
estimated cost avoidance for injector facilities if the SSC 
is located at Fermilab is calculated by reducinq the 
Conceptual Design Report estimate of $39,758,DOO by 
$18,000,000 for tunneling. This results in an estimated cost 
avoidance of $21,758,000 . 

Injector Systems. Engineering Design and Inspection 

The total estimated costs avoided at Fermilab in the 
acquisition and installation of injector systems components 
described earlier in this section is $161,145,000. This is 
offset by an estimated rf systems upqrade cost of $5.280,000 
resulting in a net estimated savinqs of Sl55,865,000. 

Using 20\ of construction costs for Enqineerinq Design and 
Inspection (EDI) as was used in the Concept Design Report, a 
total estimated cost avoidance in EDI for Injector Systems is 
$155,865,000@ 20\ or $31,173,000. 

Site and Infrastructure. Campus. and 
Injector Facilities Architect Engineering 

For these Architect Engineering (�.E) ele�e�ts, the Conceptual 
Design report costs were estimated at approximately 91 of the 
associated construction costs.· The table below shows the 
calculation of estimated costs avoided in AE as the result of 
estimated construction costs avoided at Ferrnilab. 

AE Element 

Site and Infrastructure 
Campus Area 
Injector Facilities 

Estima-::ed 
Construction 
Costs Avoided 
at Fermilab (K$) 

$67,266 
34.288 
21.758 

AE 
Estimatinq 

Factoc 

. 09 

. 09 
.09 

llA.1- ICO?O 
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Avoided (K$} 

U,054 
3,086 
1,958 
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For these Construction Managem�nt <CM> e l ements, the Conceptual 
Design report used approximate l y  71 of the associated 
construction costs. The tab l e  be l o'" sho'"s the calcu l ation of 
estimated co�ts avoiued In CM as a resu l t  of estimated 
construction costs avoided at Fer�l l ab. 

Estimated 

CE Elemen�t�----

Estimated 
Constru:tlo:i 
Costs Avoided 
at Fermllab <KS) 

CM 
Estimating 

Factor 
CH Costs 

Avoided ( K$l 

Site and Infrastructure 
Campus Area 
Injector Facilities 

Hanage�ent and S�pport 

$67,266 
34,288 
21,758 

.07 

.07 

.07 

The Conceptual Design report used a factor of 9.6t of 
construction costs to estlll!dte management ao.d support 
costs. Using this factor against the estimated 
construction cost avoidance at Fermliab generates an 

' estimated Man�gement and S;;pport cost avoidance as· 
foil ows: 

$4,709 
2,400 
l ,°523 

Estimated Construction 
Cost Avoidance <KSJ 

Estimating Estimated f(.anagement 
Fa�tor a�d Support Cost Avoided <KSJ 

$208,021 

Conti ng�nCJ: 

.096 $19,970 

The estimated cost avoldance In contlnggncles Is calcu l ated 
using the C�nceptual Design report factors aop l led against the 
estimated cost a�oldances by WBS e l ements as shc�n In the tab l e  
be l ow: 

Estimated Cost Contingency Estimated 
A�oldance at Estlmatlr.g Contingency 

WBS E l elllent Fermi lab O(�J �actor Costs Avoided 

Injector System $155,865 .227 $35,38t 
Site and Infrastructure 67,266 . 20 13,453 
Campus Area 34,288 .20 6,857 
Injector Facil ities 21,758 .20 4,352 
EDI 31,173 .25 7,793 
AE/CM 19, 730 .24 4,735 
Management Support 19,9700 . 12 2,396 

llA.1- 163_1·_ 
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Construction Cost Avoidances 

III - 10 

The estimated savings by WBS 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 1986 dollars. 

COSTS RELATED TO START-UP 

Our investigation and study of Fermilab operations identified 

additional assets .which would be directly applicable to the SSC 

development and operation. such assets include computer 

software, trained and assembled work force, Tevatron system 

reliability, and financing cost avoidances. 

1. Comnuter Software. Within Fermilab operations, there is 

extensive compute:: software which has been purchased and/or 

developed to meet the analytical, statistical and control needs 

. of a high energy particle physics accelerator laboratory. 

These programs are utilized in the day-to-day managemeF.t and 

business operations and to control the accelerator systems and 

collider/fixed target experiments. 

We 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 operations. 

Based upon our analysi� we estimate the total value of 

Fermilab-controlled software to be $35,COO,OOO, of which 

$6,000,000 is deemed to be. applicable to SSC operations, as 

shown in Exhibit I!I-6. 

2. Trained �pd Assembled WQE.!LI.Q.rce. By placing the SSC at 

Fermilab, the Departmer.t of Energy will eliminate the cost 

associated with recruiting and training the majority of a 

highly skilled and trained work force like that existing at 

Fermilab. Fermilab's employees have been assembled, trained, 

and developed into a stable ar.d efficient team to meet the 

specific needs of a high energy physics particle accelerator 

laboratory. The knowledge and expertise in superconductivity 

and high energy physics. which exists at Fermilab. would be 

impossible to duplicate instantaneously given the scarcity of 

cesources and the time .period t·o develop a mature work force 

llA.1- �2L-
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As of O.:tot.er 31. 1987, Fermilab ha:'.! 2,0H ft.:11-tirr.e emJ?loye�s. cl&$Sified as fol:cws: 
J;;\u-rJ)er 

Of E_.;:-,"D.lCV�.f� 

218 
150 
142 
151 
262 

54 
629 
UJ 
158 

-ill 
2,046 

Tech S:ippc�t 
AC.-r,inist::-ation &.Managettent 
Physicists/Progt�Tu�er5 
Enginee=s 
Sc i a�tis ts 

Dr.!ftsmen 
Tc:ch.n.ic i a!'ls 
Cler:ical. 
Skilled Trad�s 
Servica "1crkers 
Total 

The Fermilab work force represents a mature, acado;>mic scienci'!oriented environm�nt. On average, the work force has almost ten years of experience at this lab and incurs a monthly· turnover of less than one percent. Approximately 75\ of this work force has scientific credentials and the remainder is directorate, support and general business level. 
Acquiring an equivalent work force at another location would be difficult because of scarcity of supply and the time period necessary to meld an efficient and reliable te��. Of key importance is scientific contact with universities supporting major physics programs, from wlH!!1ce to d::aw noted program leaders for project a?pointments. Coupled eq-�alJy is the necessity to employ renowned and experienced scientific leaders who can dr.aw and form laboratory research teall!s. Even after teams are selected, it wculd likeiy rec;r;ire lip..,ards of t«;o years to develop an effective operating group. Though all of the scientific team me�-bers are vital, SJccess of the team efforts probably lies most heavily with Technical Support 'personnel, those highly skilled, design-oriented, arou..-id-the-clock leaders whose skills take yea.rs to develop. 

The Fermilab trained and assembled W'ork force has been valued en a replacement cost basis. An estimate was made cf the recruitment and interview costs, relocatio;:i costs (where appropriate), and training costs that would be incurred to develop the skills required to operate a mature laborato�y as currently exists at Fermilab. 
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The cost to recruit involved advertising in newspapers and 
magazines. or paying a fee to an emploYtnent agency. It also 
includes in-house labor to screen, interview, and select the 
person best suited for a pos·ltion. Relocation cost includes an 
allot.ranee to attract and phys!.cally relocate a worker with 
desired skill level to the required 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, the t}'Pical entry-level qualifications, 
the unique requirements in comparison with those of the 
generally available work force. Consideration was also given 
to the fact that during any training period personnel do 
contribute to productivity. By the end of the estimated 
training period, an employee should be able to understand his 
·or her job and to work with normal supervision or direction. 

The value concluded for the Fer�ilab asse��led work force is 
estimated at $88,000,000. Of this amount, approximately 400 
employees are associated with research and experimentation net 
directly associated with the SSC plan, with the value of 
$17,200,000 ($43,000 average x 400). Accordingly, the value of 
Fermilab assembled work force suitable to perform the 
requirements of the SSC plan is $70'.800,000. See Exhibit III-7. 

3. Injector System Reliability. Complex integrated systems 
normally require a run-in period during which technical 
problems are dis�overed and modifications are made to allow 
that system to run at design levels of efficiency and 
capacity. By locating the SSC at Fermilab, DOE will avoid the 
costs associated with system downtime in the proposed SSC 
LINAC, LEB, MEB, and HEB injector system. The Fermilab 
equivalent of the SSC LINAC, LEB. MES have been operational for 
many years and have attained high reliability. The newer HEB 
with its picneering superconducting ring has not yet reached 
the reliability of the other cc�ponents. Fermilab's 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 newer HEB, all the necessary 
adjustments. modifications, and repairs have been made to these 
injector systems, or, in the case of the HEB will be made 
before it is needed for SSC O?eration, so that they are capable 
of running at near peak effic'iency levels. Because the 

llA.1- J_S]L 



LETTER C:18.L 

IlI - 13 

Fern.i.lal:l injector sys�em will be operational throughout t!le 
proposed SSC consi:::uctio:;. period. the system will be capab;.e of 
continuo�s ring segme�t �esting du�ing cons�ruction, thus 
assuring a completion sc)°'.edule with less rislt. '!hi! main ring 
will be built outward f1:,om t.he L1j��tor conr!ecting tunnels. In 
this way, as a new sEic:icn of tl".e ii:-i9 is completed, proto�,s 
can be injected into each ne·,.. :;;e;:;tion and a:ljustme:i.ts made, 
while the next section of ring is being constructed. When the 
last piece of the main ring is f inished . tl:e SSC can be run-· in 
rrore quickly and efficier.-::ly tha·:: if b'.ii11: at a gi:eenfield site. 

By locating the SSC at Fern.ilab, certain costs will be avoided 
from the dO'.•mtime risk normally associated wit:.h an injectrn· 
system. Based upon disc1.J.ssions with management and operations, 
and after examining the histoi:y of accelei:ator do1<1ntime, 
estimates were made of system fa il u re frc·m normal rt; .. n.-in. pericd 
e:r.:::?e= ienc&?. 

Estirrates ha·Je been made tho.t it would requi .. 1:a between three 
and eig:1t years to get ti1e SSC injector system running at tte 
reliability level of the Fe::-.'.':'.ilab Teva�ron. For this analysis" 
fou:: yeai:s has l:leen l!Sed as the ri?q'lired rur:-in period for a 
greenfield injector S}'St-&m. 

Dc,wn::i:�,e associa:ed with sys-:12·:-r. rs1:a . .bility is not usually � 
lineac step function bu.1: a exponem:ial one. System r.eli abi L ty 
quickly inc4eases in early life, to be at or nee-.r p9ak 
efficie::cy and capacity by i;;1e e::d of the fo'"r-year period. 

The value of Fermilab's injector syste� reliability was 
estin�ated .based upon avoided ope= at.in; ex�2nses. Discu5sio::s 
Wf!re he,ld with Fi:tmi lab· s Associate Director for 
Administration, to determine the actual costs associated with 
syatem r�liability. As a res�lt of these cii��ussions, it is 
estimated that two-thirds of accelera�or oper ating costs and 
95\ of accelerator power c�sts are related to system 
reliabillty. If the injector system was down 100% .of the year, 
for exa�ple, the time a�1 expense related to this do�-n�ime 
W'ould be appro;cirr;ately $44, 360, ooo as calculated in Exhibit 
III-8. As the Fermilab injactor system de�onstrafes proven 
reliaoility, expense associ?.::e.d w:t:1 noi:mal dow:J.t�me would be 
avoided, Utilizing an exponential relationship a•:iai.�st time, 
expected efficiency losses 1<1ere measured in·terms of yearly 
expense savir:gs over the four-year par:iod to achieve reascnable 
system reliability . As indicated i::t E.."-'libi.t I II-9, the value 
of. Fermi lab's injector sys tern reliabi 1i t.y is estimated at 
f36,000,000. 

llA.1- �35 
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CONSTRUCTIOS FINANCING COST SAVINGS 

By locating the SSC at Fermilab. not only will the U.S. 
Government save construction costs of $426.4 million dollars, 
but also the construction financing costs associated with those 
duplicative systems. Costs associated with finaN::ing a 
�overnment funded project is not normally considered in 
Congressional appropriation bills and hearings. However, it is 
essential that such real costs be considered as an impact o n  
the level o f  u.s. Government deficit. 

The o.s. Government is in and has been in a deficit financial 
position for a number of years. succinctly put, it finances 
its projects by issuing debt. Said another way, the u. s. 
Treasury will not have to finance an additional $426.4 million 
in construction costs, and will therefore save the financing 
costs associated with that construction. 

The seven-year spending schedule set forth in the CDR was 
condensed into a five-year schedule at Fermilab, due to 
expected time savings from the existence of present facilities, 
infrastructure and operating systems. The $426.4 million 
constructiuon savings was therefore spread over a five-year 
expenditure projection, based upon relative yearly perceiltage 
rates. 

As shewn in Exhibit III-10, based upon those percentage rates, 
a yearly coristruction cost savinqs was calculated. An interest 
rate of 9\ �as used which reflects the U.S. Government's 
nominal cost of lon� term borrowing. The construction 
financing cost savin�s is calculated as $959,000,000 over the 
25 yeat SSC life. See Exhibit III-11. 

OPEAAT!NG COSTS 

By locating the SSC at rermilab, DOE will save the expenses 
associated with ru.'Uling two particle accelerator injector 
systems (the LINAC, LEE, MEB .  and HEB). If the �SC is located 
elsewhere. much of the SSC injector system's capacity will be 
d\lpl icated, and most of the expenses associated with keeping 
the injector system up and running will be unnecessary. One 

might suggest that the injector system be shut down during the 
time the injector is not needed, but due to technical and 
practical reasons. systems of this nature should be operated 
continuously. 

llA.1- \�3(o 
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It is understood that the injector system will be utilized 
approximately one hour per day for SSC purposes. During the 
other 23 hours bf the day, the injector system will essentially 
be idle unless additional fixed target lines and experiments, 
and high energy booster experiments are added to the SSC 
Conceptual Design plan. To determine what the excess costs 
would be for operating duplicative injector systems, or 
conversely, determining the cost savings by placing the SSC at 
Fermilab, we looked at those costs associated with running a 
LINAC, LES, MEB, HEB, and related test systems. 

Discussions were held with operational and budgetary staff 
members at Fermilab �oncerning Tevat�on and related system 
operating costs. After in-depth reviews of the conceptual 
design, with the help of operational physicists, these systems 
existing at Fermilab which were being duplicated for the SSC 
project were determined. Operati�g ccsts associated with a 
duplicative system were estimated. Such costs include labor, 
supplies, power, and mana�ement. 

Based upon the above examina"ion, it was concluded that the 
present Fermilab facilities and operations should be fully 
integrated into SSC operati:m;;, with the e:tcept ion of Research 
Division operations and the anti-proton (Pbar) source 
operation. It is estimated that the yearly cost savings 
achievable by locating the SSC at Fermilab are reasonably 
represented in the amount of $88,800,000 per year. Over a 
period of 15 years these savings total $1,320,000 expressed in 
1986 dollars. 

llA.1- l'O�J___ 
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VALUATION OF FERMILAB 

Fermilab became operational in 1972 as a fixed target cesearch 
facility in high energy physics. through a series of proton 
accelerators. The original de.sign was for a 200 Gel/ proton 
accelerator. When the site was chosen and the lab started, it 
was found that a 400 Gel/ machine could be built for the funds 
allocated. It was then upgraded with superconducting magnets 
to 900 GeV for colliding beam physics and 800 GeV for fixed 
target work. In the near future. these will both be upgraded 
to 1000 Gal/ {l Tel/). An antiproton source became operational 
in 1985 to commence proton-antiproton collision experiments. 
At present. three different fixed target experimental areas are 
utilized for research purposes. known as Meson, Neutrine and 
Proton. 

l. Land. The land area owned by DOE (Ferm1lab) contains 
approximately 6800 acres. mostly contiguous. 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 
Burlington 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 seve.ral miles west of the area known as the 
"research corridor." This corr.idor contains numerous office/ 
research buildings. hotels and business. The most intensive 
development. and thus. higher 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 the FermiLab 
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 east. higher quality hous inq to 
the west, light industrial uses to the north. and small, 
scattered commercial uses to the south. Along with private 
(FermiLab) sewage and water services. some utility services are 
provided by the Cities of Warrenville and Batavia. Electricity 
is provided by Commonwealth Edison 

llA.1· I��� 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

.. 

III - 17 

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 
generally unbuildable. There is also land set aside for the 
Prairie Restoration Project and a Buffalo herd. Land uses and 
estimated acreage are shown in the table below: 

Land Use 

Crop Rotations 
Grasslands 
Ponds, Creeks, Marsh 
Wooded Areas/Nursery 
Pastures 
Pavement/Utility Corridors 
Buildings and Equipment 
Cemetery 

Total 

2,300 
2,090 

220 
350 
170 
350 

1,318 

__ 
2_ 

6,800 

In valuing the land, a nationwide search was made for sales of 
large land parcels. Numerous sales were discovered with a wide 
range of values. Four midwestern sales were found, two in 
northwestern Illinois and two in western Indiana. These sales 
ranged in size from 687 to 1012 acres, and in price from $3,275 
to $11,668 per acre. All these sales· were located in less 
desirable areas than Fermilab, and are considered generally 
less valuable. 

Next. a search was made of Kane and.DuPage Counties to get an 
idea of the prices of local parcels, though they are somewhat 
smaller than the FermiLab site. The highest prices of parcels 
larger than JO acres were discovered in Downers Grove. Five 
sales ranged in size from 37 to 72 acres, and in price from 
$122,000 to $435,000 per acre. This area is currently 
undergoing rapid develo��ent, and is considered more desirable 
than anything farther west where Ferrnilab is located. 

Numerous other sales were discovered in smaller municipalities 
arolind Ferrnilab and farther to the west. The sizes of these 
sales ranged from 33 to 252 acres, and in price from $12,000 to 
$93,000 per acre. 

Considering the large size of the Fermilab parcel, the value 
should fall nearer the lower end of ths range. Value estimates 
among certain sections of the parcel vary due to factors 
impa�ting desirability. For example. a small cemetery is 

llA.1- 1839 
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located on the site and is assi.L"1Ed to be undevelcpable, 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: 

6,800 Acres @ $15,000 � $102,000,000 

2. Pl�nt Prooe_!:!Y.....and Ei:ru.j.pman�. Fer�ilab contains a number. 
of structures and components to carry out its mission of fixed 
target rEsearch in high energy physics. Major facility 
components include'the Central Laborator:y Building, the 
Tevatron, the Colliding Beam facilities, Fixed-Target 
Experimental facilities, and the Central Computing facility. 
In addition, there are a number of support facilities including 
a village area, a Helium Liquefaction facility, warehouses and 
stock reams, a fire station. security head�Jarters. and many 
additional support grCJu;;> buildings. The buildings have a 
combi,.ed gross floor area of approximately l,738,000 square 
feet. 

The central Laboratory s·.1: :cing, ca: :ed w:.1 s:m Hall, is a 
16-stccy building which houses the majority of the employees 
aT!d users. It is the headquartei:s of Fermi Lab . In addition to 
facilitating the interaction of people of science in their 
daily work, it conveniently accommodates a maltitude of other 
functions. More important functions include administrative 
off ices, central computer co!f,plex. 1 ight-industr ial 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 Tevatrcn is a system of five accelerators working in 
sequence to accelecato protons to 400 and 900 GeV for use in 
various fixed target and colliding experiment<>tion. Colliding 
Beam faci.lities include the equipment and systems used to 
direct anti-protons in the opposite direction �o the protons. 
There are three fixed-target experimental areas which are 
operated from a central operations center. Protons are 
extraci:::ed from the Tevatron and can be directed to a maximum of 
15 experiments simultaneously. 

A Central Computing facility is currently being built to house 
the future computer needs of Fermilab. When finished, it will 
have approximately 74,000 square feet of total floor space. 

1840 llA.1- ------
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Plant prope�ty and equipment also includes such assets as land 
improvements, roads ar1d paved areas, fences, buildings and 
other structures, communicating equipment, electrical generator 
and transmi 9'0ion equipment, qas production and tansmission 
equipment, sewage systems, water supply system, accelerators, 
heavy mobile equipment, hospital and medical equipment, 
laboratory equipment, motor vehicles , office furniture and 
machines, othe.r acceleratJ:Jr equipment. security equipnent, shop 
equipment, data processing equipment . and w.iscellaneous 
ei:r�ipment and £ixtures. 

In valuing the plant property and equipment, a cost approach 
was used. An estimate was.made of the current cost to 
reproduce the assets in like kind . From this cost of 
reproduction new. a depreciation penalty is t aken for any 

:physical deteriorati.cn and.:fum:tional obsolescence which is 
associated with the asset as Df .October 30, .l9B7. 

Based upon the above analysis, the cost of reproduction new 
(CR..�) and the cost of reproduction new less Depreciation 
(CR.bl"LD) for the pli!.Dt property and equipment is estimatea at 
$1,236,380.�12 a:rul $800,567,765, respectively, distributed as 
follows: 

�'E Asset�---

'Land lmprovernenu 
.Roads and Faved J!irf.las 
Fences and Guar.d :rcwe::r.s 
Bui1dings 
Other b'tructures 
Communications 
Electrical Generation, etc. 
Gas Production. etc. 
Sewage Systems 
Water Supply 
Reactors a.�d Accelerators 
Heavy Mobile Equipment 
Hospital and•Medic.al 
Laboratory 
.Motor Vehicles 
Office Furniture and Machines 
Other Reactor and Accelerator 

Equipment 
Security 
Shop 
Data Prot.�ssing 
Miscellaneous 
Construction in Pro;"ress 

Total 

"l>OE 
1.sset 
t:Dde 

46'[) 
470 
480 
50.l 
550 
610 
615 
625 
640 
650 
680 
710 
715 
720 
725 

730 
7.f.5 

750 
755 
770 
799 

$ 5,8'51,'1� 
'1.2,968,132 

78,266 
219,777,348 

l,192,026 
6,262 

41,!58,242 
404,617 

4.239,556 
7 .896,375 

�03,327,382 
2,088,579 

55 0,882 
2'37,960,258 

7,630,777 
1.295,353 

17 I 054 

344,266 
8,9.19,970 

40, 777,485 
4,408,465 

35,207,932 

$1,236 .380,412 
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• 2,928,%1 
7.D75,798 

68,979 
169 ,360 ,221 

810,838 
5,009 

23.204,725 
283,012 

2,418,71J 
4,381, 138 

402,900,824 
675,734 
192,807 

125,592,056 
1,892,411 

566,36 8 
57,790 

135,630 
3,515,036 

17,032,841 
2,060,942 

35,207,932 

$800,'567,76 5 
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3. §:_urr:l'Ji_!Y · The Fe::milab facilities '«ere cibserved to be ope:ating 
efficiently a.nd well maintaine1 thr�ugh ongoing "."condition and 
technology upgrade progc1!'.1s. Based upon the foregoing analys;is, as 
sho�1 below, Fermila!J facilities, land, p::operty a::d equipment have 
a cost of reproductlon ne·.t, including l�nd, of approximately 
fl,333,000,0DO and c�rcenc value of $9-02,500,000, as of Octcbec 31, 
1987. 

Land 

Plant Pi::opert;,{ 
& E!;_1 .. d: proent 

��ES 
!�.J.g����: 
. 2. l 

. 2 .1.1 

. 2. l. 2 

.2' 1.3 

.2' 1.4 

. 2. l. 5 

. 2. l. 6 

.2. l. 7 

. 2. i. e 

. 2 .1. 9 

$ 
_____ Cfu'l __ 

$ 102,000.000 

lr236,3SO.�l2 
$T;T3-ll-;3d"o:t.i 2 

$1.333,0CIO,OOO 

Sits acd Infcastruccure 

Offs�.�!? SUI'i;J:>rt 
Constructi ;� Support 
Site Pi:epa::ation 
Elect:-ical 
Wats!:' ar;.d �,;2i;te Systems 
Atu�ilia:::-y Sys�e:��s 
Corrn�.:.nica� ions 

$ 

--�g,_"l!.::i __ 

$102,000,000 

$902. 500' 000 

Cos-.: 
fJS6 J':! 

as, 433 

0 
l,H'.I 

Roads a�d Packing 
Fe�=ing, Berms, L&ndscaping 

9?'5 
43, 732 

5,913 

i'f B 
11,114 

21).530 
S>H 
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SSC COST AVOIDANCE EST:�.ATE 
WITH SITING AT FERMILAB IN 

SELECTED SITE AND INFRASTRUCTURE ELEMENTS 

WES 
Element Item 

Concept Design 
Estirna'::e (l{ jl_ 

Fermi lab 
Cost Avoidance 

� K$ 

Offsite Support 
Construction Support 
Site Preparation 

$ 0 
l.U7 

9'75 
5,913 

776 

0. 8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 

.2.1. l 

.2.1.2 
.2.1.3 
.2.l. 5 
.2.1. 6 
.2.1. 7 
.2 .1. 9 

Water and Waste Systems 
Auxiliary Syste�s 
Corr'1l!unicat ions 
Fencing, Berms, Landscaping 

ll,114 a.a 

Total 

Bui ldl.ng 

Central Off ice Labora.tory 
Heavy Works. 
Shop Buildings 
Warehouse 
Emergency Se•vice 
Vehicle Service 
Entrance Kiosk 

Total ( sg. ft.) 

9H o.a 

DOE Rec:ruired 
siie �-fi·T-

367,coo 
63,CiCO 
30,COO 
40,000 
11, 500 

7,200 

__ 4_0Q 

519,100 

i�43 llA.1- ·-- ---· 

Existing at 
Ferrnilab 

(sq. ft.) 

!:22, 262 
63,360 
32,360 

130,010 
5,600 

24. 002 
0 

777' 594 

$ 0 
1,158 

780 
4,730 

622 
8,891 

755 

$16,936 
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CDR Bulldlrtg 

Centra 1 Offl ce 
Laboratory 

Heavy Hork.s 

St"iop Bui ld!ngs 

warehouse and 
Vehicle 
Service 

Emergenc y 
Service 

Total Square 

Comparable Existing 

Fermi lab Bulldina> 

WI !son Hal 1 

Central Computer· 

Bull ding 

Other Laboratories 

Bulld1ngs: 800, 
801. 804, 80� 

Bulidlngs� 082, 
ass. oa1. 088, oa9. 
091, 092, 093, 094, 

095, 102. 103, 104. 
107. 118, 119. 120, 

122. 12.3, 124, 125. 
136, 147 

Build\ n9s.� 412' 
502. 8'.JJ, 853. 902. 

904. 90fr, 907. 908, 

909, 911. 912, 91�. 
920, 924·, 928. 938, 
940, 949, 950, 952. 

954, 953, 960, 982, 

984 

Buildings 932 and 

934 

Feet 

f@-rmi fa!l 
Square 

.!!:.rt-. c���n"'t�5c__ __ _ 

421 ,100 Office $pace - 413,SOO 

S1f. ft. 
A�dltorium - 831 s�ats, 

i ,300 sq. ft. 

40,000 Under construction 

61,162 8ulldin9s 180 through 186 

63,360 

32,360 

15�.012 

s. 60•) 

LU .. 194 

.. 
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SSC COMPONENT AND CONSTRUCTION COST SAVINGS Si' S!TH��]:?J"!ILAS 

Le� Energy Boos:er 

Medi�T: E�ergy Booster 

High Energy Bocscer 

rf Systems Upgrade for LEB, MEB and HEB 

�!est BeaiT.S 

Site and Infrastructure 

Campus 

Injector Facilities 

Cryogenic Facilities 

Injector Syste�s, EDt 
Site and inf�dstr�=ture AE'. 

Caspus Area ��! 

Fermi lab Sa.1eina� 
$23,086 

15,565 

31,720 

81,146 

(5,280) 

9,608 

34,288 
:n.1ss 

l,J76 

31,173 

6.054 

3,086 
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WBS Element 
.3.2.l'.3 

.3 . 2.2.1 

.3.2.2.2 

.3.2. 2.3 

. 4  

. 5. l. l 

• 5. 2' l 

. S.2 .3 

. 5  .3 .1 

.s. 3.2 

. 5. 4 

EXHIBIT I II-5 
Page 2 of 2 

SSC CO!'.PONEN1' AN!> CONSTRUC'!'ION 
COST SAV:NGS BY SITING AT FERMILAB 

Component 

Injector Facilities, AE 

Fermi Lab 
s av i!:l 

.. s:� .. <-..!L.! 
$ l, 958 

Site and Infrastructure 4�709 
CM 

Campus Area. CM 2,400 

Injector Facilities, CM 1,523 

l'.anagement and Support 19,970 

Injector System Contingency 35,381 

Site and Infrastructure 13,453 
Contingency 

C��pus Area, Contingency 6,857 

Injector Facilities 4,352 
Contingency 

EDI Contingency. 7,793 

AE/CM Contingency 4,735 

Management and Support 
Contingency �-2�,3 96 

Total 

llA.1- �i{t> ___ . 
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EXHIBIT .UI-6 

FERMILAB SOFTWARE APPLICABLE TO SSC 

Total Purchased Software 
(Mainframe) 

Purchased PC Software 

In-House Developed Software 
(30 Man-Years) 

Total Applicable to SSC 

1<$ 1, 677' 

1,000 

2 , 9 4 0  

KS_S,§17 
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EXH I B IT I I r - e  

OPERATING COSTS RELATED TO RELIABILITY 
(�SC RELATED ACCELERATOR COSTS ONLY) 

Costs Related 
. To Re l iabi l i tr 

Accelerator 
Costs 

$-Mi l l ion/Year 
Reliabi l i ty 
Pe rcentage 

Reliabi l ity 
Related Costs 
$-Mill ion/Ye a r  

Accelerator Costs $4 9. 80 67\ $33 . 20 

Accelerator Power 
Costs $ 1 1 .  7 5  95\ !!..L.ll 

$44 . 3 6  

l 
2 
3 
4 

Total 

� 
l 
2 
3 
4 
5 

100\ System Downtime Cost 

EXHIBIT I I  I-9 

RELIAB I LI TY COST AVOIDANCE 
ANALYS I S  ( $  MILLIONS/YEAR ) 

Percent 
Operational 

50\ 
75\ 
88\ 
94\ 

Percent 
Oper ational 

Loss 
Vs . •  97\ X 

47\ 
22\ 

9\ 
3\ 

Reliability 
Related 

Costs 

$44 . 36 
U . 36 
4 4 . 36 
44 . 36 

EXHIBIT I I I - 1 0  

PROJECTED SCHEDULE - SPENDING SAVED 
$ - MILLIONS 

Conceptual Des ign Percent Es t i mated Spending 
Seend i ng Sched u l e  of Total Saved - Fet'mi lab 

$ 7 5 . 00 3\ $ 1 2 . 9 7  
2 9 7 . 00 12\ 5 1 . 35 
628 . 00 2 5\ 10 8 . 59 
7 9 1 . 00 32\ 1 3 6 .  77 
6 7 5 . 00 2 7\ 1 1 6 . 7 1 

$2 , 4 66 . 00 100\ $ 4 2 6 . 3 9 

llA.1- g,-1:l_ 

Downtime 
Costs 

$20 . 85 
9 . 76 
3 . 99 

_!..:.11 
$35 . 93 
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EXHIBIT ! I t- 1 1  

FINANCING COST SA.V rNGS 

___ LL: MILLI�;§l_ 

Estirr:ated S;:,eadinq 
��-- Fe:mu��p� 

Yearly 
Inter es-:: 

�<pf.>n Se @ 9 %  

l . "1 7 
4 . 62 
9 . 7 7 

12 . 3 1  
1 0 . 5 0 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

1 2 . 97 
5 1 . 3 5  

U B . 59 
u s . n  
l l. 6 .  12 

38.:r7 for 2 5  years � 95:> . 3 

Fermi. l ab Annual Operat ing Expens e  

Less - 1\ccele-r atar Divi s i on Expense 
For SSC Projec�s 

Research Div i s i on Expense 
For Ncn-SSC Re l ated Exper imer:ts 

Pbar Operat ions Expense 

Plus - Accelerator D i v i s i on a r:.d 
Research D i v i s i on Opei:at i:ig 
Equipment Expense 

Tota l  Ar-���al Operat ing Savings 

! !A. 1 -

( l .  5 )  

( 4 0 . 5 ) 

( 2 . 9 ) 

__ 1..:..2 
$ � 8 . B  
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U. S. DEPAR'l'MENT OF ENERGY 
PUBLIC MEETING 

FOR THE 
DRAFT ENVffiONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

OF THE 
SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COLLIDER 

Testimony of 

Dr. Warren U. Brig!>a.'ll, l\fan�er 
Illinois Geographic Information Srstem 

Illinois Natural History Sur••Y 

7 October l '.'183 
As � biologist with the Illinois Natura! History S:m·ey :i-'ld as Manager for Natu<al Resow-ccs 

with the Illinois Geographic Information System, I have worked for 4 ye2.rs as a member of the team 
c!la!ged -,;1th producing a technically sound proposal for the State of Illinois which was, at once, 
environmentally compatible, economically sound. sociologlcally acceptable, and responsive to the 
requi!ements of the Department of Energy as set forth ii' your request for proposals. A number of you 
may remember me from your visits to Illinois earlier in the EIS process. At that time, we drove the 
entire prC'posed ring corridor, including visits to all proposed surfai;e facilities. Along the way, we had 
the opport•.mity to sec into the nature of the database upon which our geographic information systc m 
rests and to see how that system truly optimized placement of the complex footpr'.nt of the prcpocffi 
SSC onto the Illinois landscape. In a later meeting, we .d;,;cussed to some length the specific capabilities 
of our geographic information system. hew it had been llsed to date, and how it might be used to "fine 
tune" ma.11y components of the final saing and con�truction phase. 

In the final analysis, however, it is not computer wlza."Cl:y. bl.it the de;;th and quality of the 
database which makes us unique. At this point it would seem we!u1 to go into some detail re�ardiiig t'.vo 
of the rnm:e than 60 data sets speci!ic�ly used in the siting process. For example, the f:les of the l'i�tmal 
History So;rvey ccnt8Ln tile general disiribution for all, and specific point localities of co!!ections andior 
observations of most of llie animal and plant species which occur in the state (specific localitic; are 
available for all vertebrate animals and ail species !istoo as endarn;ered or threate.1ed in Illinois or 
fede.tal1y. including proposed and candidate species). These distribution fi!es are tied to extfl:nsive tabular 
files containing (as appropnate) life history, food habit, lli'1d habitat requirement information; details on 
beneficial, existing, aad ha.nr.ful management practices; st:..;tus ar.d abUnciance; as well as the actual 
records oi collections and/or observations of the sped.es. 

-

Wtt:ands data have been obtained as pa.-t of the IHboi• component of the National Wetlands 
Inventory, being conduct�d jointly with the Illinois Departmtnt uf Conservation and the G. S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. This inventor/, completed in Aug-<Ist of this ye:ir, hWi located, mapped, and classified all 
wetlands in UHnois with n resolution of approxiffiately one qua�er of an acre. The classification scheme 
ttsed is the one used nazionally by tile Fish and Wildlife Se:rvice. Among many options, it allows for 
di-;crimination between natural and artificial wetlands, permanent and intermittent wetlands, and/or 
undisturbe<l wetlands ve.nms those affected by draining or agriculture. You might recall that we stopped 
at an intermittent wt-tlar:d affected by agri(;: .. .llt� during our tour of the pro!}osed ring corridor. 

� 

\Ve Cave done our job v;ell. There ate no 'fatal fla\\-S'. There are no 'snail darters'. T�1is year marks 
the 130th anniversa.ry of the Illinois Natural History Survey. Thus, it should he no surprise that our 
recortls include nearby coHections for ma.�y species roow considered endangered or threatened in Hlinois 
or feder&lly. Most ha·;e been extirpated, but some still sur<'ive on isolated patches of suitable habitat. We 
know where the�e •:·:..:t-. 'hes a.re and have avo!ded them. Our data show many wetlands� but they a!so show 
precise location;;; ai4d gt!ometry and ean separate degraded wetl::mds from thci;ie which remain high 
quality. 

The-se are claims which others cru:not make. In short, we know what is out there. KnowlOOge leads 
to sound planning. Planning can avoid Wlacceptable adv-erse Unpacts. It C:l.!1 include mit�gation. lt C"a.n 
provide for enhancement. Without, o! w�th· limited kno\vledge. pia.."ming mu.it include contingencit!s. 
Contingencies cost tfrr..t'. Contin+;:;encies cost money. 

Dr. Warren U. Br'gham 
Illinois Nat•_<!al History Sur;ey 
607 East Peabody Drive 
Champaign, Illinois 618'.lO 
(217) 333-0954 

1 1A. 1 - 1 es 1  
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DOE Public Bearing 
Superconducting Super Collider 

Draft Envirorunental 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 

northeastern region of Illinois, it is obvious that.encroaching 

non-agricultural development is rapidly c�anging the ctaracter 

of many rural areas within this region. DuPage County has 

experienced a level of growth in recent years that is 

essentially unparalleled by any other county in the nation. It 

is envisioned that growth of this magr-.itude will cont:in'Je at 

least for the irmnediate futu:ce. A ccnsequence of this intensi"e 

growth scenario will be the transformatlon of thousands of 

farmland acres to non-agricultural pur:;ioses. 

While the degree of farmland that would be acquired for the 

SSC is significant, the 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 pressures in the not so distant 

future. In accordance with the informat.lon presented in the 

Draft EIS, large tracts of farmland wou:d be purchased in 

western Kane County for SSC operations, future expansion and 

-1-
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

needed buffer from incornratible land uses. ( !!01;eli'er, fa.rrr.land 

that is not devoted .to SSC operations could be leased back to 

agricultural prodLicers for fan1ing purposes. 

Based upon this initiative to lease back farmland that is 

not essent.ial for irrJ�"'tediate SSC utiliza1:ion � it is conceivable 

that the longevity of this farmland will be eJ"Thanced. Simply 

put, the SSC may act as a mechanis;n to protect farmland from 

local residential , com:nercial anC: indu.stri al de�.reloprnel1t .-

It was also gratifying to note the various mitigation 

strategies that were discussed withi:i the Draft EIS. ThP-se 

mitigation proposals would serve to minimi:::e the adverse ir.:pacts 

of the SSC project that would be inf.licted upon the agricultural 

and ecological resources within the project area. 

One very noteworthy scheme refers to the proper control of 

surface water runoff and erosion. We understand that the 

appropriate techniques will be implemented to retard surface 

runoff during the construction and post construction phases, 

thereby reducing the opportunities for soil erosion 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 formu!ated m:rr.erous progressi1re 

programs that pertain to soil conservation and erosion control. 

These programs are not only·geared toward agricultural 

practices, but urban construction scenarios a.s well. 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-
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surface 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 Agriculture is also fully 

supportive of the mitigation component that defines the manner 

i� which spoil from the tunnel will be disposed. Undoubtedly, 

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 

6ilemma posed by the generated spoil materials. If it is 

eventually necessary to utilize surface areas for spoil 

disposal, sites 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 

Illinois' overall scientific, cultural, geological and 

environmental attributesr 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 necessary assistance to 

Governor ThOlllpsoa's SSC Task Force Agencies, and if appropriate, 

to the Department of Energy in the identification and mitiga�ion 

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 by the highway improvement and utility projects that 

are associated with the SSC. Imp�cts to existing farming 

operations and the agricultural infrastructure, such as tile 

draina ge systems, al'.'e relevant issues that must be addressed as 

the project proceeds . 

The Illinois Department of Agriculture is fully conunitted 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 with the agricultural 

environment. We feel that the Illinois Department of 

Agriculture is an important cog in the wheel to bring the SSC to 

Illinois. 

llA.1- IBG:>I 
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l ctcber 14, 105,5 
J91·:s71 Deer Run Lrive 
St. Charles, Illinois 
60175 

SSC !lrRft •IS 
SSC Site Task Force 
��-65, GTI� 
DC!' 
Washir.gtor., �:.c. 20545 

Sear !:'·r .. P.0ss, 

1. 

2. 

J. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

t. fr1·: facts brought to you by your DEIS reader: 

I oss of wetlands because of the SSC 
lllinois-P50 acres 
Tex�s- :Less than te!l acres 
Loss cf wells because of the SSC 
I llinois-320 
':'c-xa.s-2 
I2.nd accui.sition(Total number of affected parcels ) 
::tllinois-3,R26 (!iOT J,J05!) 
Texas-eie:ht 
Increased injury/accidents during construction 
:i: llinois-10 
TeY.as-8 
State protected species affected in SSC site 
:r llinois- 94 
� eY.as- 11 
':'hreatened and endane:ered Sl'.'ecies affected 
:llir.oi.s- 11 

� · 

:�·2X3.S 6 
!<'.lr:ber cf �:ro:::s sew01ge or V1aste trr>atment plants in area 
:' llinois- 117 
c'eXRs-16 
�·otertial noints of discharges to surface water which may 
n>quire i>•:'x=.s permits 
�llin0is-20 
'I_�X8S- 2 

c. r,nr:'t>ers cf ereRs during oneration of the 3:0C which will produce 
!":ie:� ai;rC1�(c:nce to rPsidents 
:':llrno:.s-o 

Give it to the EIG cowboys! They want it! They need it! 
We nc ��r w2rt it! We DO NOT need itl!ll! 

'&�#�� 
Carol Hadamik 
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STATEMENT BY MAPV ELEANOR W.LL, CHAIRPERSIJN, 
OUPAGE COuttTY REGIONAL PLANNING COP'MISSION, 
DATED OCTOBER 7, 19!!3, TO BE READ AND f".AOE A 
PART OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY PUBLIC HEARING SCPEDULED ON THURSDAY, 
OCTOBER 7, 1988 TO DISCUSS THE DRAFT 
ENVlRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ON THE 
SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COLl!OER 

The DuPage County Regional Plannin'� Corrmission was established in 1959 by the 

County Board to develop wd execute p1anning programs that guide the growtlJ and 

development of DuPage Cocnty in an eovironi'!enta11y sour.d manner. The major 

fUllctions of the CJITTnission inclu<'e providing for the present ar.d fotare needs 

of the County, managing harmonious developrcer.t of the Cour.ty, anC: er.couraqing 

the joint cooperation of the political subdivisions within tt;e County. 

DuPage County, along with Kane County is the lc::ati:m of Fermi National 

Accelerator Laboratory, which is one of the seven site locations evaluated in 

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EiSl. The research C(mducted at this 

facility has made the United States of America the world leadtr ir. high energy 

physics for three generatior.s. 



2. 

LETTER -�..;_;;6:c_5 __ (CONTINUED) 

Siting the SSC at Fermilab, with its present Tevatron accelerator, would sav" 

the Federal government millions of· dolla rs. The Fermilab COf!lplex is estimated 

to be worth more than $1.4 billion. Building the SSC anywhere else would wast" 

future Federal tax dollars and more than a b\llion dollars already invested in 

Ferrnilab. 

The draft EIS did not provide a taole comparing costs at each of the seve� 

sites. Adjus��ents to cost calculations at the seven sites were �4de to 

account for excavation �aterial disrosal, roads, electrical and col!l!lunicatio" 

fa�ility impro�ements, natural ga5 and water supply connections, and sewage 

lines. Due to Fermilab's e�tensive existing infrastructure, these costs are 

minimal at the Illinois site. Appendix 2, "Cost Estimates for Implementations 

.t. 

at Alternative Sites", describes se1P.ral special adjustments or credits that 

were made to the Illinois site costs. These include: 

o credit for existing Fermilab facilities, 

o reduced costs for i.itility systems and campus facilities, and 

- 2 -
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

o reduced operating expenses due to cost sharing with on-going funded 

Fermilab research programs. 

Costs at the evaluated sites ranged from 4.3 billion to 4.7 billion. Because 

of the above credits at rermilab, we believe that Iliir.ois is the lowest cost 

site. The savings could amount to as much as $•1n0 million over construction at 

other locatio�s. In additi on, we previously estima ted that $60 million could 

be sa.ved in annual operating costs. The fact that tre siting of the SSC at an 

existing Federal facility would offer tremendous cost savings during 

construction and operation of the SSC is an important issue that should be in 

site selection. 

Or.e very important environmental impact issue is the socioeconomic 

characteristics of the SSC location. Fennilab is located along tile Illinois 

Research and Development Corridor, an area recognized as the Midwest center of 

high-technology. The Corridor is home to such Major industrial research 

facilities as Allied-Amphenol, Amoco laboratories, AT&T Bell laboratories, GCA 

Corporation, Nalco Technical Center, and Suntleam Appliance Company. Arg.:>nne 

- 3 -
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LE TIER (CONTINUED) 

National Laboratory, a Federally funded multidisciplinary research facility 

with over 3,000 employees is also located here. Argonne conducts research in 

the areas of engineering, basic scie"ces, biomedicine, and environmental 

science a"d tect.nology. The Corridor is also tile location of corporate 

headquarters for such Fortune 500 firms as CBI Industries, Inc., McDon�ld's 

Corporatfon, and Waste Management, lnc, 

This is a thriving area, with the conmunity facilities, infrastructure, and 

population characteristics 
.
well-suited to sitir.g of the SSC. The public school 

systems are exceptional, with stucents scoring well above average on nationally 

administered tests. Advanced instruction ls available to gifted students from 

all over the state at the Illinois Mathematics and Science Academy, one of only 

three such residential high schools in the nation. In addition, excellent 

educational opportunities are available at the many fine colleges and 

universities within the Chicago metropolitan area. Thirteen colleges are 

located within DuPage County alone, including College of DuPage, which is the 

largest co!mlunity college in the state and a school that has been recognized as 

one of the nation's finest. Major universities within the area include nePaul 

- 4 -
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University, Illi�ois Institute of Technology, Loyola University, Korthern 

Illinofs University, Northwestern Uni�ersity, University of Chicago, and 

University of Illinois at Chicago. The quality, as well as thP. quantity, of 

educational services should be a consideration in site selection. 

The draft EIS evaluated the fmpact of increased demand on•public service 

-

personnel and facilities fncludfog teachers. Although student enrollments 

would increase with the new facility, the EIS states that the impact on public 

services at the Fennilab site would be inconsequential. An increase in public 

employment of only .1% would be needed to meet this de�and. 

The statement concludes that the increased P<Jpulation 3nd their housing need� 

could be well served in Illinois. Between 1980 and 1987, according to this 

report, our regional housfng industry constructed an average of 23,000 units 

annually. With peak housing demand as a resu l t of the SSC estimated a 2,700 

units, there will be no difficulty absorbing this new demand. 

- 5 -
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LETTER 985 (CONTINUED) 

Qual;ty of l;fe considerations are also an important fact.nr for new et11Ploye�s 

and their fam;1;es. llorld-class cultural oWortunities att available in our 

area, including sy111pnonies, museums, and theatrical product;ons. Recreational 

opportunit;es are available fo abundant supply at golf courses, po·lo f;elds, 

health clubs, professional sports fac;lities, rivers, lakes, f orest preserves, 

and other c0tmftlnity centers . The Fermil ab area would offer an except i ona 11 y 

-

high quality of life to SSC employees and visitors. Both construction-related 

newcomers and new operation-related newcOlllf!rs will be able to avail thetRSelves 

of the numerous cultural and recreational opportunities a ma,ior metropolitan 

area like Chicago has to offer. 

Construction of the SSC would not oven<1hela1 construction projects in 

northeastern IlHnots. It would be a large proj ect ,  but one which area 

resources can manage. In fact, the previous accelerator construction 

experience at Fennilab was outstanding. The origfoal facility was constructed 

more quickly , at a lower cost; and with greater power cap�bil ity, than the 

Federal government had originally contracted for. 

- 6 -
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local support for construction and operation of the SSC is considered an 

important aspect of the EIS process. Residents within the Ferrnilab area view 

the res�arch facility not only as an economic benefit, but also as a good 

neighbor. The facility is a s�owplace fa� the visuai and performing arts, a 

prairie res toration project, a cancer treatment center, an educational 

institution, and a tourist attraction. People trust and support the 

laboratory's activitio5. The good neighbor re1at7or.ship that has alre3dy �een 

estabi ist:ed 1n 111 inois is; an important consideration. 

Since siting the SSC at Fennilab would further the overall growth and 

development of northeastern Illinois, includir.g DuPage County, in an 

environmentally sound ��nner, includ ing providing job opportunities both during 

and after construction, stimulating invest'!lent in the area, and enhancing the 

region's reputation as a center for research and development activities, the 

DuPage County Regional Planning CO!lr.lission suoports and encourages the 

selection of Fermi National Accelerator laboratory as the site for construction 

of the S11perconducting Super Co 11 ider faci 1 itt· 

- 7 -
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TES11MONY OFTIIE REGIONAL 'IRANSPORTATION AuntORITY OF 

NORTHEASTERN Il.LINOIS 

on the 

SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COU.IDER 

Dft!.F'F ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Stephen Schlickman 
RTA Director of Intergovernmental Affairs 
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The Regional Transponation Authority welcomes this opportunity IO present testimony 
before the U.S. Department of Energy on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

(DEIS) on the Superconducting Super Collider (SSC). 

The Regional Transponation Authority (RTA} provides funding as well as long range 

planning and service coordination functions for the region's extensive public tranSponation 

network. The actual operation of the system is the responsibility of RT A's three Service 

Boards: the Orlcago Transit Authority (CT A), Commuter 11.ail Division (Metta), and the 

Suburban Biss Division (Pace). RT A's overall system represents a major investment with 

an asset base in excess of $13.6 billion and annual operating costs of approximately $1 
billion. The daily ridership on the RTA system is greater than the population of 19 states 

and it represen� about 10% of the entire daily transit ridership in the United States. Total 

ridetsliip on the RTA system in 1987 was 71.5 million. The combined operations of the 

RTA's three Service Boards constitutes the second largest rail transit system in North 

America and the third largest bus system. In shon, the ttansit network the RT A currently 

tias HI place is a unique l'CSOllJ'CC which can easily be adapted to meet the region's future 

b'llllsit needs. As noted in the DEIS, the Fermilab site for the SSC bas a level of public 

ttansportation far superior to any other si1e currently under consideration. 

We wish� emphasize lh:u the Regional Transponation Authority enlhusiaslically suppons 

die.siting of the SSC in conjunction with the Fennilab facility. Metta and Pace, the 

suburban transit operalOl'S serving that area, have joined us In this support. We arc fumly 

committed to encouraging the use of public transit In the Fermiliib area, to developin11 new, 

convenient and cost effective services in western DuPage and eastern Kane counties which 

meet local needs, and to incorporate such new services into the existing regional network. 

The DEIS concludes that traffic volume will significantly increase and eventually exceed the 
capacity of the road network serving the Fermilab site. While the DEIS notes that the use 

of vanpools and buses will help to mitiga1e !his effect it does not fully reflect RTA, Metra 

and Pace's strong comminnent and ability to alleviate current and future tramc congestion 

and !he negative consequences thereof. A brief review of the soundness of our financial 

support for transit oper:itions, the extent of our existing transit necwork in and around die 

Fennilab location, and cum:nt effons underway to improve trnnsit services in the suburban 

tegion will help to substllltiate this claim. 
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Fare revenues offaet 52% ·of the system's op<!ratircg expenses in 1987 which ranked t.�e 

RTA as a transit system with one of tlle highest cost recovery ratios of all major system in 
the Uni;etl States. In addition to fare revenues covering a high pmportion of operating 

costs, the RTA has a secure source of <>perating funds with an RTA region-wide sales tax 

levied and a stare match of these locally generaterl funds. To insure that revenues generated 

by the regional sales tax are utilized :o fund services ec;\;iw.biy throughollt the region, the 

RT.\ Act rna.-:dates !hat a se! p1qxmii:m of such reve:me:; t<:. allo.:ated to eacb RTA Service 

Board. Based on rhis provision, Metra receives 60% and Pace 26% of RTA tax revenues 

generated in the five collar counties of DuPage, KJ!le, lake, McHenry, and Will. The 

ramificadcns of this provision fur Meu-a and Pace is suburban population and employment 

increase;; Ie::d to increased reverrucs to :;upport expanded suburban commuter rail and ous 
ser1iccs. 

The Chicago region not only has the funding mechanism in pllce to provide increased 
transit services in the growth a.-eas of rhc subu.rbs, we also have an RT A Board endorsed 

suburbim policy which is aggressively devdoping new strategies for and implementing 

innovtc•:: services in the suburbs. This sub�1b:m transit policy evolved because of the 

regional awareness of L'1e need for transit sobtions to the potential en�·ironmenra! and 
economic fallout arising from llicreased aatomobile congestion. The policy is an action 
oriented strategy and, since 1987, h:ts included: 1he convening of three multi-day 

workshops where nationally renowned transportation, real estate development, and public 

policy t>rpc-rts met to address tr:msportation options for DuPage, suburban Cooit, ill!d Lake 

Counties; lhe fur:diag of two TransiJorration Management A:>sociations which are joint 

public/priv;ue sector efforts aimed at addressing corridor level rransponation issues; the 

funding of a var.pool demonstration project which subsidizes the establishment of vanpoois 

having suburb"1! work she destinations; and, the institution of increased reverse commute 

services from the City of C:iicago to suburban employment cemers on CT A and Metra rail 

lines :md !'ace bus routes. 

The vidrJ:y around 1he propo:;cd SSC main campus site at Fenni!ab in Batavfa is currently 
served by an extensive public transporo.tion network. Included among these are fixed and 

feeder route bus services, door-to-do-Jr bus service for handicapped individuals, and 
commuter rill seivices. The City of Aurora bus system is comprised of 13 fixed routes and 

operates on a timed pulse system which ailows for convenient transfers from a central 

location. Although Fermi!ab is not currently served by the Aurora system, minor 
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modifications to the existing system can easily be initiated to include the Fennilab site in the 
Aurora network. 

Peak period feeder route services to Metra's commuter rail station in Naperville, located 

approximately 8 miles from Fermilab, is provided on 13 routes. One of these rowes SC1Ves 

lhe community of Warrenville which is adjacent to Fennilab. Door-«>-door special ttansit 

services for the handicapped are provided lhroughoul Batavia Township. 

Commuter rail service is provided on a regular basis between Chicago and the two Fox 

River Valley communities of Aurora and Geneva. On both lines, weekday service is 

available into Chicago from approximately 5:30 AM to 10:00 PM with service from 

Chicago available from 6:30 to 12:30 AM. 1be Geneva and West Chicago stations on the 

Chicago and NonhWestem West Line and the Naperville and Aurora stations on the 

Burlington Northern Line are located in close proximity to Fermilab. In addition, Metta 
expects lO open a new station in December, 1988 at the intersection of Route S9 and the 

Burlington Northern Line. This station will have extensive parking facilities and is located 

4 miles from Fermilab. Although feeder service between the new Route S9 station and 

Fermilab will not be initiated when the starion is opened, should demand warrant, such 

service can be initiated with relative ease. 

It is also of note that Amtrak serves the Naperville station on its Chicago fO West Coast 

routes, thereby providing Fennilab with a nearby link to the national rail network. 

Independent of whether the SSC is constructed in northeastern Illinois, population and 

employment growth is expected to continue in western DuPage County and eastern Kane 

County. This area, which includes Illinois Route 59 and the Fox River Valley, is expected 

to experience steady growth as residential and commercial development expands from 

Chicago's closer-in western suburbs. The selection of Fennilab as the site for the SSC will 

accentuate this predicted growth. However, the RTA Boani's committed to expand 

transit's presence in the suburban market will help to minimize the environmental impacts 

of increased automobile utilization. 

The region's commitment to woric with Fennilab and finance transit services tailored to the 
needs of the campus both during the construction and operational phases of the SSC project 
is underscored by the resolutions passed last year by the RTA, Metra, and Pace Boards 

which I have included in my written comments and would like to have ente� into the 

1�13 
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official record of ili= hearings. An array of specialized s..-nices are proposed to meet the 
future ttanspor.:ition needs of Fermi!ab and !ink !he site wilh the existing regiol'al transit 
network should the Illinois proposal be endorsed by the Department of Energy. Tne 
estimated annual cost for such m.·w services is $300,000. Additional proposals currently 

under consideration as potential corridors for rail services are the Elgin, Joliet, and Eastern. 

R:tilroad right-of-way located in we5tem DuPage along the eastern border of Fermilab :md 

the Chicago and NonhWestem Line west of Geneva to DeKalb, Illinois. If deemui 

feasible, such additional service investments would far eitceed the $300,000 figure rmied 
previously. 

In summary, the RTA Board of Directors is in full support of the construction of the 
Superconducting Super Collider at the Fermilab site and has subwitt.::d to the Illinois 

Depurtment of Transportation a detai!ed scope of services to be implemented in the region if 

Illin.:iis wins approval of its proposal. The RTA and its operating subsidiaries, �tetra and 
Pace, stand ready and willing to address the range of public transportation needs tliat will 
he associated with the SSC fadlity. 

T!Jank you for allowing the RTA to provide testimony. 

I am prepared to answer any questions you may have. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 87-33 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Authority ("Authority"), is a 
unit of 1oca1 government established pursuant to Illinois Revised 
Statutes, Chapter 111 2/3, Section 701.01 ft! g,g., to provide for, aid 
and assist public transportation services, facilities and funding for the 
Northeastern I11inois region, e�compassing Cook, OuPage, Kane, Lake, 
McHa�ry and Will Counties; and 

WHEREAS, the United States of America has been the world leader 
for three gen�rations in research in high energy physics; and 

WHEREAS, this preeminence in research in high energy physics has 
been maintained with the construction of the Tevatron particle 
accelerator at the Fermi N ati onal Accelerator laboratory in Batavia, in 
Kane and DuPage Counties, Illinois; and 

WHEREAS, this p�sitlon , in view of the efforts of other countries 
in con�uctirg research in high ec·ergy physics, car! on1y be continued by 
the construct:on in the United States cf the Superccr,ducting Super 
Coiiider; and 

WH�REAS, the siting cf the Superconductir.g Super Collider at 
Fermi1 ab, with its present ac.:e1 erator, the Tevatron, its associated 
f&ctlitles, and trained staff, will save up to SSOO million In costs 
Involved In such constructi on; a"d 

WHEF.EJIS, 
Ferrni1 ab wil 1 
Iliinois; ar.d 

the construction of the Superconducting Super Collider at 
promote economic devel6prne�t throughout Northeastern 

WHEREAS, such economic growth and daveloprr.ent will provide job 
opportuni ties , stimuiate inves :�ent , and.lead to an overall increase in 
the economic welfare of several Northeastern Illinois counties; and 

WHEREAS, the Authority currently has in place an excellent public 
tr�nsportat!cn network providing 712 million annual trips, and Is 
com�ltted to �eet the future travel needs of the emerging suburban areas, 
including the Il l inois P.o�te 59 Corridor where Fermilab is iocated. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE !T RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Regional 
Tra�sportation A�thority, that: 

l. The Superconducting Super Collider be acknowledged as a 
national priority and its approval expedited to allow construct ion as 
soon as possi�1e; 

2. The Authority :ie�eby enthusi ast ica 11y supports the 
construction of the Su;:erconducting Super Callider at, and the award"ir.g 
of said project to, the Fer�i National Accelerator Laboratory; 

3. The Authority wil 1 conti nue to cooperatively work "ith DuPage 
.and Kane Counties, Fermilab, and other interested parties and 

individua1s, to encour2ge the use of public transit in the Fermilab area; 
to support new trar.s;t services in western DuPage and eastern Kane 
Counties which are convenient, cost effective and meet local needs; and , 
to .incorporate such new services lnto the exi sting regional network. 

MAY 7, 1987 
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Resolution No. IE:T 87-1Z 

WHEREAS, Hetra is a u ni t of local gov�r:'llllent established pursuant to 
Illinois Revised St atu tes,. Chapter 111 2/3, Section 701.1 �.!!:3.·• to provide 
commuter railroad services, for the Northeastern Illinois region, encompassing 
Cook, ·ouPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry and Will Counties; and. 

WHEREAS, the United States of America has been the "orld le3der for three 
generations in reseacch in high energy physics; and 

WHEREAS, this preeminence ln research in high energy physics has been 
maintained with the construction of the T�vatron particle accelerator at t.he 

·rermi �ational Accelerator Laboratory in Batavia, in Kane and DuPage Counties, 
Illlnob; and 

WHEREAS, this position, in v!ew of the efforts of other countries in 
conducting research in high energy physics, can only be continued by the 
construction in the Unlted States or the Su peri:onductlng Super Colllder; arid 

WHEREAS, the siting of the.Superconducting Svper Coll ider at rermilab, 
with its.present accelerator, the Tevatron, its associated facilities, ana 
trained staff, will save up to $.500 million in costs involved in such 

.consuuction; and 

WHEREAS, the construction of the Su perconducting Super CoUider at 
rermilab will promote economic devel�pment throughout Northeastern Illinois; 
and 

WHEREA.S, such economic growth and development will provide job opportuni
ties, stimul ate investment, and lead up to an overall increase in the economic 
welfare 6f several Northeastern Illinois counties; and 

N.OW, THEREFORE, BE Ir RESOLVED by the board of Directors of Hetra that: 

1. The Superconducti ng Super Col.lider be acknowledged as a national 
priority and its approval expedited to allow cons truction as sopn as'poss�ble; 

Z. Hetra joins other mass transportatlon agencies in enthusiastically 
supporting the construction of the Superconducting Super Collider at, and the 
awarding of sald proj ect to, the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory; 

3. Hetr a will con tinue to cooperatively work with the RTA, DuPage and 
Kane Cou nties, rermflab, and other interested parti es and individuals, to 
encourage the use of public transit in the rermilab area; to support new 
transit services in western DuPage and eastern Kane· Counties "hlch are 
convenient, cost effective and meet local needs; and, to incorporate such r.ew 
services into the existing regional nehork. 

June 12, 1987 
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Resolution No. SBD 87-54 

Whereas, Pace the Subu=ban Bus Division of the Regional 

Transportation provides public transportation for s·uburban Cook 

County, !lupage County, Rane County, i:.a!<e Coi;n ty, McHenry County 

and Will County; and 

Whereas, the United cf Energy is 

considering t.he se7�ec:tion cf Fermilab in £.1tavia as the site for 

the S.ipercor:d•.icting S1:per Collidar Project; ancl 

Whereas, the irr.ple�entation of this project in Northeastern 

IlI..i!lois wil.l p:cvitle t�e region vith ecor.orr.ic growth and 

develcpment; and 

Whereas, Pace is ccmrr.itted to providing trans::iortation which 

would meet the requir�ments cf Fermilab facility. 

Now ":he:::efore Be It Resolvec'., that the Pace Board of 

Directors su;:cport the construction of the Su;:;erconduct:ing Super. 

Collid�� at the Fermi National Accelerato!:" Labo=�-=o=:�{ in Batavia, 

ari.d, 

Be it Further Resolved, that the Pace Board of Directors 

are comrnitt-:c'. to si;pport and cocperate with interested parties in 

the develo?ment of new transportation services to meet these 

re�uirernents, 

Adci;:,ted by the 3oard of Directors of Pace, the Suburb,o_n Bus 

Divlsion, this 3rd day of June, 1S87, 
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THE I LLINOIS STATE HI SiCRIC PRESERVATION OFF!CE ' S  REVIEH OF THE SSC DRAFT EIS 

A SUMMARY STATEMENT PREPARED av 

THE STAFF OF THE I LLINOIS STATE H ISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 

PRESENTED BY THOMAS E .  EMERSON 

As noted by Dr. Devi ne the State Hi stor i c  Pres�rvati on Offi ce i n  I l l i noi s 

res i d es wi t h i n  the H i stor i c  Preserva t i on Agency. Th i s offi ce I s  res?on� l b l e  

for ensuri ng that Federal undertaki ngs cowpi y  wi th Sect i o.n 106 of the Nat l or.al  

Hi stori c Preservation Act of 1 966 as amend ed . The I l l i no! s SHPO staff forms 

the Preservation Servi ces O l v l  s i on of the Hi s tori
'
c Preservation Ag.Ency. TM s 

Di v i s i on I nc l udes seven cul tural rescurce rna.�agment prof� s s l ona l s who are 

res11ons i b l e for provi di ng the technical eval 11ation of Federal proj ects and 

thei r i mpact on the h htori cal , arc:i i tectunl , a.nd archaeo l ogi cal resources of 

I l l i noi s . Thei r techni cal eval ua!:lon of the Draft Emil ronmental Impact 

Statemen'
t for the SSC has i nd i cated that thi s  project wi l l  have r.o advers e 

effect on e i ther the prehi stori c or hi storic resources of northeastern 

I l l  I nc h .  

I n  I l l i no i s ,  the State Museum has taken prl�.ary respon s i b l i l i ty for 

performi ng the necessary fl e l d�ork, archival research, and data compl l at l on 

for the cul tural resources l n  the area of the SSC ' s  potent i a l  effec t .  Durl �g 

the enti re data col l ec t i n g  process the Huseum, ha: consu l ted on a re�ul ar bas i s  

wi th our offi c e .  Thi s ongo ! ng d i a i ogue h a s  resu l t2d l n  a comprehen s i v e  

treatment of cul tural resources i n  the EIS. 
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EMe�so,.J 
L\PM F1!.1d"'Y 

The presence and distribution of archaeological resources vas approximated 

prior to fieldwork through� lllOdel l lng Pl'Ofl'"lll ttlat evaluated the ·role of soil 

type. dhta.nce to water. surf1c11.l geolo111. and vegetation as deter111lnates In 
, 

pnhlstorlc settle.ll!er.t. Tlle creat�on of this model hu lITT>'f1ded a oolque 

perspecttve on preftl storlc utltzatton of the project af'ea and can be used to 

guide future work. This effort vas followed by the 1nH1ation of a 

cemprebensh•e f1eld recoooaisS<1.11ce that 1s designed to cover JOot of the 

project area. To dah hss thae mo 1)nhhtorlc sites have been atscovered. 

As predicted oe tM bash of ·pa:s-t resear.cil and the mot!el these sltes JH""lmarl ly 

et'insht of small temit&rar)' caaqtsltes ttiat have been sporatlcally occupied over 

the past e1ght millennia. The SSC's potential effect on such sites can easily 

be mitigated through data coUectlon and tllcavatlon or avo�dance. 
The area of potential effects has also been surveyed for the presence of 

structures constructed prior to World Har II, utilizing standards and 

methodology approved by the State Historic Preservation Office. Approximately 

171 structures have been Identified. None of these structures are currently 

listed on the National Register of Historic Places. However, based on 

densities of National Register structures In similar areas of northeastern 

Illinois, we anticipate approximately 51 will be found eligible after further 

documentation and evaluation Is conducted. For those that cannot be avoided 

during project Implementation, we look forward to exploring other alternatives 

such as adaptive reuse. 
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Etv-.e.�r-.i 
�?!'I\ FQIPAY 

Our evaluation has, however, discovered several minor technlca: errors 

that were introduced Into the EIS during the draft preparation. These errors 

Include the failure to ensw-e the agreement of numbers glven 111 the text with 
those Included in tables and the misuse of terminology. We have prepared a 

c-··Hu.tij"S 
more detailed statemi:nt -; the required corrections and these are being 

forwarded to the Department of Energy. 

Overall, we wish to commend the excelient and hlghly professiona.1 survey 

of the SSC area of potenti al effect conducted by the Illinois State Museum and 
forsee no obstacle in concluding successful compliance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1 966� should Illinois be chosen as the 
SSC site. 

Thank you for this opportunity to testify. 
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STATEMENT BY CARL BECKER 

CHIEF, DIVISION OF NATURAL HERITAGE 

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVA);IQ� 
�z� s. ';;.e<.OY'ld. s r, �('il'\�..\)J J n 

AT THE OCTOBER 7, 1988 
PUBLIC HEARING ON THE DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY'S DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

STATEMENT ON THE SUPERCONDUCTING SUPER COLLIOER PROJECT 

Status of, and Potential Impacts to, Local Populations of 
the Indiana Bat (Hydtis sodalis) at the Proposed Site of the 

Supercon ucting Super Coll Ider Project 

The Indiana bat (Mllfjs soda1 .is} is a highly migratory species that has 
been k.nGwn te occ11r in in-01SSTriCe it was first described as a new species. 
For any given site the potential for occurrence is dependent , primarily, upon 
two factors: time of year and availability of suitable habitat. 

During the winter �mid-October to early April) Indiana bats are restricted 
to a few sites in Illinois that provide suitable locat ions for hibernation; 
there are na such sites in tile proposed project area. During the remaining 
portion of the year this species is generall y considered to occur statewide in 
Illinois, although a ccepted records are limited to 28 count ies tsee attached 
list). The closest record of occurrence to the project area ls for Cook. county 
where a singl e specimen was collected in September , 1928. 

Until recently, the consensus of opin ion lteld that Indlana bat habitat 
consisted primar11,y of r ipar ian zones and the associated vegetaUon. Data 
�enerated by Illinojs Departlllent of Cllltservation/Illfnois Natural Hi story Survey · 

biologi sts studying Myoti� sodal is habitat indicate that local populat.lons al so 
extensively utilize uplan sites for roosting, foraging , and maternity activ
ities . 

A review of the project proposal, given the above, has led my staff expert 
and his co-researcher to the concl usion that no immediate threat to Myotis 
soda1is pop•jlation in Illinois will result from construction activities associ
ated with the project. 

Status of and Potential Impacts to the 
Threatened Prairie Bush Clover (Lespedeza l eptostachya) 

in the vicinity of the proposed 
Superconducting Super C_oll fder Project 

The prairie bush clover is restricted to northern Illinois where seven 
native populations are known from five counties; Lee, Ogle, McHenry, Cook. and 
Du Page. These populations occur west, north and east of the SSC project area 
but not within ft. 



LETTER �00. __ (CONTINUED) 

All sites have been censused in 1988 and they contain 267 plan:s. Tr,e 
absence of plants at HUM ar.d Union Raiiroad prairi es is attributed to drought as 
Is most of the decline at other sit�s. 

AREA 1987 Count 1980 Count 
1. Hinsdale Prairie 63 62 
2. Shoe Factory Road* 11 2 
3. Union Ra ilroad Prairie 29 0 
4. HUM Railroad Prairie 29 0 
5. Stone Barn Road* 91 2 
6. Lee/Ogle Counties* 60 43 
7. Lee County* 445 156 

TOTAL 71! m 
*Preserved or protected site. 

The species occurs in dry uo1and pra·.rie fo he�:;y to coarse soils and in 
dry mesic sand prairie along ra.i1roads. It can persist in disturbed prairie ac,d 
is inconspicuous in appearanc�. It m�y occur in remnant prairies and disturDed 
open hab itats within the project area. 

Primary potential for impact of the species is direct soil disturbance by 
construction. While there are no know� sites for this species in the SSC 
Project area, construction sites and areas scheduled for disturbance shouid be 
searched for the species during August or September so that plants can be 
located and a�oided. Disruptior. of local 1Jydro1ogic conditions could impact 
adjJcent popul ations although some current populations exist along railroads 
where drainage disturbance has occurred. 

The reasons for the rarity of the species and its absence from many prairie 
remnants is n ot well understood. It appears related to very -specific soil an,f 
soil moisture requirements. For this reason, it is unlikely that establishment 
of new popuiations at sites that �isua11y appear to be "suita.b1e habitat" would 
be a reasonable mitigation action . 
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Val id records, by county, for the Indiana bat (Myotis sodal is) in Illinois 

Adams 
Bond 
Christian 
Cool: 
Edwards 
Ford 
Hardin 
Henderson 
Jackson 
Jo llaviess 
Johnson 
La Salle 
Lawrence 
Mc Oo11ough . 

Hacoul'in 
Madison 
Hon roe 
Morgan 
Perry 
Pike 
Pope 
Pulaski 
Saline 
Sangamon 
Schuyler 
Sci;tt 
Ur.ion 
II abash 

Prairie Bush-clover (Les2edeza leptostachva) Sites 

l. Hinsdaie 
2. Shoe Factory P.oad Prairie Nature Preserve 

3. Union i.11road Prairie 

4. HUM Railroad Prairie 

S. Stone Barn Road (llachusa Grasslands) 

6. Lee/Ogle County Line (Nachusa Grasslands) 

7. Lee County (Nachusa Grasslands) 
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'lliANK YOU FOR ALIJM'INC t-E 1'0 SPEAK 1'0 YOO l'ODA.Y. 

MY NA.'!E: IS MICHAEL T. Bl.OiN. I AM !HE DIRECTOR OF GENERAL SERVICES FOR 1l!E 
TCXJLING AND Ml\NUFi\CTlii'.m> ASSOCIATIOO. 

I AM Hr:RE REPRESF.NrING 'll£ PRECISIOO METAI�m<m; INIXJS'l'RY m 'ffiE CHICAill ME.A, 
AND 1'0 PERSUADE YIJU ro llllLD nm stJPERCCmUCI'I;� SUPER CDU..IDER HERE IN IL!-�!S. 

I. FIRST, IT lS rn IDE OCPA.'<'l!�fl' QF.ENERL,�'S ll&"l' rN'.i.ERE'Sl' TO &i1I.D THE SSC 
HERE BECAUSE THIS J<P.F..A. IS lHE PRECISION Ml"'.r;..LW:mmx; Cllm:R OF 1"BE \iDRLD. 

!HE CHICAf.D SIX W.NIY ARE.4. (V.1HICH :rncurOES a:x:K, OOPAGE, �lRY, LA.l<E, 
WILL & KANE oo:.lmES) l<.'ILL PBO'.JIDE YOUR !ESI� AND Et-lmlEE&S A wsr 
Nf:l".<n.llK of THE BEST 1mUNG. MAflmllll; .<.� Paooucrrm P'UllTS usm:; 
111E �-r MACHINER'i AND 'IBQ!IDI.ix;'{. 
RESIDLt«:; IN !HIS Al<E.'\ A..'(E: 

OVER 10,0CO JOIJ�lEYME'.N I..E'JEL !COL, DI:E AflO KID � . 
O"\IER 20,000 PRECISION MACHINISTS, 
OVER 5, 000 CllNil?.ACl' PRECISION M!IT.:uJ.JJRKJN; C!M'i'llTI:S IN:l.UDTilG: 

SPECIAL 'l'OOT..!J.'Ki 
SPECIAL M.<\ClilllE BUIUlEF.S 
PRECISICti 1".ACHINING AND 
FABRIC/.Tm; mlPN:HFS. 

ntESE ME""� AND ME'T'...AU..ORI<m:; FL'lt-15 ME Sll1E OF 'IBE B2Sl' YOU WILL 
mm 'lliPJJWIDlJ1' nlE \l'.!RLD. MA..'l'l ARE ALT{f.ADY CURRENILY m 'IHE FEf1MILAB 
\.'ENOOR LIST. 

225-775 0 - 88 lBook 5) - 1J 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

THIS VAST: LOCAL VENIX>R NE:N:JRK WIU. ProVIDE n!E SSC DESICM:RS AR 
ENGINEERS WI'ffi: 

* EASY SUPPLIER ACCESS, 

* CONSULTANI' ASSISTANCE WI'Il-:IN AN HOL'RS DRIVE, 
* REDUCED DELIVERY TIMES. 
* 'IRAl.'lSPORTATION SA\rm;:;5, 
* INCRF.ASED VENDOR O'.l¥.JNICAI'IOOS Al.'ID 
* THE UTEST METAI.l\{)RIG$ TECHtm.cG'f. 

II. TilE SECOND RF.A.SON FOR QK:OSilli THIS AREA IS lliE aHITTllk.rr OF THE rcm.m; 
.AND �!.\i\1JFACTLJR;...� ASSOC'"...ATION. 

WA IS A LOCAL TRADE ASSOCIATION OF NEARLY 1400 OOCAGO AREi\ ME:"'J.ALIDRKING 
FIRIB .  

'IMA WAS E.-"'TABI.IS'rlED JN 1925 AND HAS TRAINED TIJOUSANDS OF TOOI1lUil.DERS 
AND PRECISION MAQIDITSTS TilPDUGi ITS HI<E.Y REGARDED APPRaTICE TRAINING 
PR:lGR-611. WE ARE ClJRREN'ILY PT.Ac�"ING FOR mE FUTURE, 'l'RA!NIN; NEARLY 700 
CRAFTSMEN IN OUR PROCRA..'1. 

'IMA WIU. BE PLEASED TO PROVIDE YOUR DESIG:ERS AND ENITNEEFS V.TrH 
VEMOOR CAPABILITI INFOR!-IATIOO. 

III. TI-:E TilIRD REASON IS ACTJALLY AN Ill.USTRATION OF HCW 'lliE QlICAGO ME'l:..U.
W.JRKING a:M-lL'NITY HAS AL.�Y W.JRKED 1'0GETHER THROUGH n!E TOOLING ii.ND 
MA.'IDFACTURili:; ASSOCIATION, ON A SPECIAL PROJECT. 

OVER 'I'dE LlS'I' 00 YF.ARS, MEMBERS OF DIA HAVE COOPERATID TO HELP DR. ALBERT 
CREWE, OF TI-:E UNIVERSITY OF CHICA<Xl'S Pfft'SIC.S DEP11R'.Il1EN'I', BUILD TrlE W.JRLD'S 

M>S'I ro.IERr"""l'L ELECTRON MICROSCOPE. OVER 25 PRECISION ME7.AU-llRKTh'G FIRMS 
OONAIED T"rlEIR 'IJME Al."lD EXPER:r'"..5E TO PRODUCE n!E CD1PONENI' PARl'S REQUIRED 
TO BUILD THIS SL'B-Al� SCA�'IllG TRANSMISSION ELECTRON MICROSOJPE. 
ONCE a:M'!El'E· AND FL'NCTIONING Th"IS M!CROSCXJPE, WILL RESOLVE TO . 5 AtlGS'IRGIS; 
IN DR. CREWE'S IDRDS "EQLTJAUNI' TO MAGNIFL.'«i A BEACH BAU. TO Tr!E SIZE OF 
'lllE F.Aiml'' . 

uA.1- iscoei 



LETTER _Clf10 ___ (CONfiNUED) 

niE IDJLilI; AND Ml'.NUFAL"l'llUN:i .o\SSOCIA..."'ION AN!) ITS M&.!lERS ARE ?ROOD OF 
THE CH!CAOO AREA'S !£TA1.m� E:<P"::JUISE. AL� ! O.NNJT (;!MITT 
"IP.AI 1'liE 1HA �1El4BERS wl'U, OONA'.l'E 'IBEIR SERVICE-S TO '!l':E SSC i'ROu'ECT, I 
AM SU1'.E nfAl' YOU ;(U.D BE P'..F.ASED "1111! !HEIR PEr-1..'l'tJ?t�.NCE. 

CONCWST.ON - 'lllE CONCU;s100 ID MY S"�rr IS S1}1PT..Z. 

THANK YOU. 

&JIU> IHE SSC lN ru.:m:ns A.NO YOU \.I-al. F.AVS ThE RES<J.Jl!O:.S OF 
'lllE. BE,:,"'! U.lCAL AaEA. HETAU-DRKL:lG vc:NOOR Nl:.W.:'l<K AV/._'J.l'-'ii..E 
ANY-w'!-lL�. 

l!A.1- 1'0�9 ----·--·--�-----
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LETTER 911 ___ _ 

TES�I�ONY ON FL,'\WS I� DSCOM!SSIONI}1G PLlUJS 

J.erome Mrozak 
(312) 393-9804 
October 7, 1983 

Friday, October 7, 1988 
Waubonsia SS, Aurora 

I am Je�ome Mrozak, a resident of Warrenville. In 1978 
and 1979 I worked at the Bectis Atomic Power Laborat0ry 
in Pennsylvania. While there, I helped to deco�mission 

scme of the Navy's atomic reactor sites. Because of my 
background, the decommissioning plan of the Draft 

Environmental Impact Stltement for the Superconducting 

Super Collider caught my eye. 

The decommissioning plan, as it appears in the Environmental 

Impact Statement, is sketchy. It basically says that easily 

removed radioactive material and haz ardous wastes will be 

removed from the Super Collider sites, the acces s doors co 
the tunnels sealed off, and the service areas demolished. 

But since the great bulk of structures for the super Collider 

project will never be removed, this Environmental Impact 

Statement should address the final disposition of che 

occupied sites in greater detail because the Super Collider. 
proje:::t will ha;re a

.
permanent impact on the erwirnnment. 

MORE: 

liA.1 1'091 
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LETTER (CONTINUED) 

SSC E�'VIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT HEARING 

TESTIMONY ON FLAWS IN DECOMISSIONING PLANS 

Jecome Mrozak 
( 312) 393-9804 
October 7, 1968 

Friday, October 7, 1988 
waubonsie HS, Aurora 

First, the report suggests that the numerous a ccess doors and 

shafts to the collider's rings are to be sealed off. More 

correctly, the access shafts to the collider's rings should be 

completely f illed up with dirt and r!,lbble to permanently 

discourage unauthorized access to the rings. Otherwise, a 

permanent guard will have to be maintained at each shaft 

location. 

Second, even after removing radioactive material from the 

project, some measurable radioactivity will remain at 

various si.t�s. Government regulatior:s will require that 

Department of Energy radiation specialists monitor these 

locations, possibly indefinitely. Because of this, these 

sites might never be turned over to other governmental 

bodies or private parties. Also, the Environmental 

Impact Statement doesn't say whether the buried beam zone 

access areas will er won't become partially radioactive. 

If they become so, and if they will require constant 

monitoring and restricted access to them, is it wise to 

locate these access areas within already existing 

subdivisions as the Illinois siting proposal does? 

MORE 

llA.1-
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SSC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT HEARING 

TESTIMONY ON FLAWS IN OECOMISSIONING PLANS 

Jerome Mrozak 
( 312) 393-9804 
October 7, 1988 

Friday, October 7, 1988 
waubonsie HS, Aurora 

Third, it has traditionally been hard to obtain needed 

government fup9s to clean up or shut down major projects. 

The pollution Superfund is one such example. But if the 

money is available, will the work be done satisfactorily? 

T he Environmental Impact Statement assumes that the Super 

Collider project will be properly decommiss·ioned. But since 

a likelihood exists that the job won't be done right, the 

Environmental Impact Statement should examine the consequences 

of improperly decommissioning the Super Collider project. 

Specifically, what if the service areas aren't demolished, 

the access shafts aren't filled in, and the radioactive and 

hazardous materals in the tunnels not removed? Can the 

decommissioned Super-Collider be safely guarded against 

willful, unauthorized access? 

MORE 

llA.1- 1e93_ 
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SSC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT HEARING 

TESTIMONY ON FLAWS IN DECOMISSION!NG PLANS 

Jerome Mrozak 
(312) 393-98'04 
October 7, l98B 

Friday, October 7, 1988 
waubonsie HS, Aurora 

In summary, the decommissioninq plan published in the 

Superconducting super Collider Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement is i nadequate. It doesn't fully address 

long-term land use, personal hazards or non-optimum 

decommissioning scenarios. I urge the Department of Energy 

to expand this decommissioning section. rt should discuss 

the long-term hazards and risks of the decommissioned Super 

Collider and whether these risks are appropriate for a 

heavily-populated area like the Illinois site. 

llA.1- )�_�1__ __ _ 
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LETTER 

l. The discussion on fire protection did not 

address who would s u pp l y the f i re protection to the 

small sites ·along tfle ring. If the city and county 

are to pro�tde, then there should be a record of 

agreement between the parties. .- lf the fire 

prevention is to .come from the main DOE facilitl', 

this should also be discuss .. d a.s well a«. hot··• long 

it w ill take to respond. 

2. The EIS only states th at hazardous 

chemicals will be on the site . I would expect 

there would be some e st i mate of the c hemic a ls and 

the amount that has to be I ocated at the facilities 

along the ring. Under the prowisions of the 

Hazardous Communication Standard and SARA Ti tie . 

I I!, t'1 is information _,sho•J l d b� di sctL>:.sed in the 

EIS. Also, this information should be provided to 

llA.1- 1'0�5 



LETTER (CONTINUED) 

the local fire department if they are to be 

responsible for fire protection . 

3. There is no discussion on the standards 

4 that will be used to design and construct the 

hazardous chemical storage area . 

4. The facilities along the ring that are not 

connected to sanitary sewer systems will be using 

septic tanKs. The E I S  says that oil water 

separators will be used to remove the chemicals . 

This is of great concern on the northern part of 

5 
the ring which is near the St. Charles drinKing 

water supply. If the chemicals are discharged into 

the septic systems, it .will come out in the 

leachate field and then can move down to the 

drinking water . Thi s
,

,has occurred in other 

location!> in Northern Illinois. The means by which 

llA.1-
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SSC will prevent this,must be discus•ed in the 

sta.ternent. 

s .. 1 be l iev<!! that 1 iquid hydrogen is used in this. 

flr'OC@'$S .. Ycu state t h at you need a hydroge� Ion 

source � There is no discussion ot the qu�ntity to 

be stared and the design of the storage facility. 

6. The impa�t on the drinking water wells a.nd 

genera.l term'l>. I would expect th a t there would b• 

7 some purnp tests conducted on weils in the area. cf 

Only th•n would the DOE be in 

a position to deter�in• the number of wells that 

would be impacted. I wou l d  exp�ct this to be 

addressed in the final EIS. 

7. You state in your wastewater treatment and 

disposal that injections and e•perim!!'ntal 

llA.1-
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LETTER 99Z (CONTINUED) 

facilities will have laboratory drains run through 

separators and then to storm dra inage systems. This 

is an unacceptable procedure . Laboratory wastes 

haue to be collected and treated. This procedure 

will potentially contaminate the groundwater . The 

same statement is made for the c ol l e c ti on .facility 

for equipment drains . This has to be redes igned or 

the city, state or county should not allow you a 

building permit. 

8. do not thinK the se r v i c e areas can be 

treated by septic tank s and Teach .fields. 

no documentation to show that you have evaluated 

this possibility. This sh ou ld be di scu ss ed in the 

.final EIS. 

9. The draft ElS states that any radioactive 
•' 

waste will be sen t to Richland, Washington . 

How�ver , there is no discussion on the ability o-f 

Richland to accept these wastes in the year 2000. 

At the p r es '? n t t irne , it do.,s not a pp ear that 

Richland wi11 be able to accept these wastes unl'?sS 

llA.1· 
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I 
Q) 

�a�W�J)A-
.st.c.J..� .J..Q.. w017s 

J 

·�-r��0..¢..1 
MY name is Rose Ha.gger t y. I am Aa w if<> � 

-lv.r ��_;i �,·a.,,r..cl a,..,,{, €.IS 
moth&r.-1ifft= &•, 'iiaiitP' i-es a.Rt.11 a t•ach•;:: a" M . ..,o-abeWPt 

II�:>�._)� am going to c:ornment on two 

issues concerning the EIS study. 

The first i;;.sue I !Nish to address is FALSE 

ECONOMIC BENEFITS. The state of 111 inois and the 

DOE presented economic: assessments that use 

multipliers to show the e f f e ct that jobs at the 

proposed SSC will have on the remainder of the 

loc:al,ec:onomy. They claim that e�penditures of the 

worKers at the SSC itself will generate euen more 

1oca1 jobs. 

Whil• there is an element of truth in this 

argument, it can easily be qrossly overstated 

because of loss of subcontracts and e mployment to 

out-of-state firms, 

e.� amp 1es1 

Consider the �allowing 

llA.1- IB09 
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The Deep Tunnel Project: 17 firms were 

Reservoir Plan in Chicago, which i·S proudly pointed 

to by the sta.te to show experience in tunneling. 

Of these 17 firms, only FOUR were Il 1 inois firms. 

Illinois subsidized Mitsub1shi/ChrYsler to the 

tune o.f 86 million d·ollars to persuade .that plant 

to locate In 111 inois. Man;- thousands of ne1'1 jobs 

from subcontracting activity were promised in order 

to justify 1his state sub�idy, But only 16% of the 

subcontracts from tha.t plant went la Illinois firms 

as of April of 1987. It is also interesting to 

note that .nearly .every manii.gerial lev&l job has 

g9n!! t.� immigrating Japanese rather than to local 

ta 1.e n t • 

A recent article in High Technolog� magazine 

describes the benefits from the SSC that will 

accrue to firms in the cryogenics and 

l�OO llA.1- ----·-· 
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® 
superconductivity industries . The firms that would 

benefit are 1 isted. NOT ONE has an 111 inois 

address • 

• 

Argonne National Laboratory, a facility which, 

unl i l<e Fermi tab or the propose d SSC, has had 

spin-off of applied te chnology, recently 1 icensed a 

technique for manufacturing superconducting wire . 

The firm involved is---yoy g uessed 

it---out-of-state, located in Cambridge, Hass. 

Wi 11 the state ne ver 1 &arn? How many of our 

tax dollars will be spent before th�Y underst�nd 

that the multiplier effects they count up"on are 

neither as predictable nor as large as they would 

It is inexcusa ble for the state of 111 inoil!> 

to artificially in-fl ate
" 

their employment numbers 

through the use of multipliers that are designed 

solely for the purpose of ma.King the SSC project 

appear more attractive than it really is . 

llA.1- 19"_0_1 _ 
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Wi,th the re<maining fe.w minutas, I would like 

to speak with you gentlemen about a concern 

"" 
incredibly lacking in the EI S. It is a factor 

which is sadly missing because o f  the greed of 

major corporations and because of the love of power 

and prestige of our state politicians. 

Gentlemen--when we are stripped of our 

ambitions, the power of our careers, our various 

levels of education, our adornments and 

affectations, we sh ould realize that we are a.11 the 

sama. We are human beings with common desires for 

happiness, love, and tranquility. The EIS study 

doas not take these basic human needs into 

consideration. It does not address the human 

factor. 

' 1002... llA.1- ------------ --
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® 

In 1957, the State of Il 1 inois, b>' the Law of 

Eminent Domain, tooK m)' father's and mother's 

thriving place of business and our home fer the 

construe ti on of I-55 near Joliet. This happened 

onl>' a few months after the death of m>' father . 

The amount of mone)' paid to m)' mother hardly 

compensated fer our loss which resulted in a ver)' 

difficult l 1fe for us. 1,Je had no personal input 

into decisions surrounding this state acquisition , 

We accepted our fate sadly, but without protest. 

Tr u ly , a superhighwa/ needed to be built in that 

location--there simply was no alternative . 

More th an 30 years Later, m)' 1 ife;;tyle , my 

investments, rny peace and happin@ss, and all that 

I've worked so diligently for, are again being 

threatened. I appea 1 to each of you gent 1 emen, who'.) 

l�03 llA.1- --- ----· 
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undoubtedly share some of my dreams and aspirations 

in you r own personal i ves, to consider my fami 1 y 

and the multitude of other farnili;,s '"'ho would be 

forced to endure sacrifices for this scientific 

project. This scientific project, the SSC, should 

be placed in a locati on where people would not be 

so adversely affected. Gentlemen, the SSC i.s NOT a 

superhighway--you. haue a choice of locations, 

Includi n g an uninhabited desert! 

In conclusion, please remember that "the 

prosperity of a country depends, not on the 

abundance of its revenue�, nor on the strength of 

Its fortifications, nor on the beauty of its public 

buildings, but it consists in the number of Its men 

of enl ig.htment and character• . Remember the human 

beings who dwell in our beautiful Fox Ri•Jer Valley. 

llA.1-
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HQ-3461 • CA T:C.H.-lllinois . 

Citizens Against the Collider Here 

'{:u.- 1�;;-c.r:--{;°�' Rose Haggerty . 38W383 Ferson Woods Drive 
St. Charles, IL 60175 

Dr. Wilmont 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---� Economic Benefits 
Dear Sir: 

The state of Illinois and the DOE presented economic assessments that use multipliers to show the effect that jobs at the proposed SSC will have on the remainder of the local economy. They claim that expenditures of the workers at tne SSC itself will generate 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 following examples: 

The Deep Tunnel Project---Seventeen firms were involved in contracting for the Tunnel and Reservoir Plan in Chicago, which is proudly pointed to by the state to show experience in tunneling. Of these seventeen firms, only four were Illinois firms. 

Illinois subsidized Mitsubishi/Chrysler to the tune of 186 million to persuade t.hat plant to locate in Illinois. Many thousands of new jobs from subcontracting activity were promised in order to justify this state subsidy. But onlt 16� of the subcontracts from that plant went to Illinois firms as of April of 1987. It is also interesting to note that nearly •very managerial level job has gone to immigrat(ng Japanese rather than to local talent. 

A recent Article in High Technology �agazine desctibes the benefits from the SSC that will accrue to firms in the cryogenics and supercondivity industries. The firms that would benefit are listed. Not one has an Illinois address. 
Argonne National Laboratory, a {acility which, unlike Fermilab or the proposed SSC, has had spin Off of applied technology, recently liscensed a technique for manufacturing superconducting wire. The firm involved is---you guessed it---

P.O. Box 104. Wasco. illif"ws 60183 Pnone:312-5B4-4244 
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ou·t of st:?<te, l·Jcated in Cambridge, Mass. 

Will the state never learn? How many of our tax dollars 
�ill be spent before they understand that �he multiplier 

effects they count upon are neither as predittable nor as 

large as they would hope. It is inexcusable for the state of 

Illinois to artificially inflate their employment numbers 

through the use of multipliers that are design solely for the 

purpose of making the SSC project appear mor2 0ttractive 
than it really is. 

Sincerely yours, 

llA.1- iqoeo 
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SSC: 
The Case 
For Fermilab 



LETTER �CJ5c __ {CONTINUED) 

• ... there is no apparent reason to build the super
collider anywhere but Fermilab .... no argument 
that ha.s been advanced so far outweighs the claims 
of Illinois." 

Tiie Case for Fermilab 
In the debate over the Super· 

conducting Sul!er Collider. the 
question is not why, but where. 

Twenty-five states proposed 
sites for the SSC. testimony to 
nearly universal recognition that 
the SSC is not only desirable, 
but necessary. 

Necessary, because scientists 
seeking the fundamenta! particles 
that make up our universe are 
asking questions existing accel· 
erators can no longer answer. 

Necessary, because the 
American physics community 
is in danger of falling behind 
as the Soviets and Europeans 
build larger, more powerful atom 
smashers to probe deeper into 
the mysteries of quarks. leptons 
and antimatter. 

Necessary, because the 
knowledge gained in this basic 
scientific study offers hope of 
new understanding and new 
technology that will almost 
certainly change our world. 

Twenty-two years ago, another 
generation of Americans also 
decided a more powerful 
accelerator was needed. 

That generation decided to 
build its accelerator in Batavia, 
Illinois, home to Fermi National 
Accelerator Laboratory 

Today, Fermilab is e5tanEsnud, 
economical and proven. Its stat! 
is skilled and experienced. Its 
tools are tested and reliable. 

Fermilab. 
The right choice. 
Again. 

.... �-, -r-. • , 1 ' \ , _r-.,.. ·- I /', ''J-v'.-
.

. 1 : ........ ,.......� I 
I : i I ,..., :-. I I ' I 'L' 
r ..:.. ... , .. / .1 L l.. .._ � �l-C. L , • 

:J Fermilab Is Worth Millions 

::l Fermilab Works 

.J Fermilab Costs Less 

:] Fermilab Will Save Time 

] Ferrnilab Is Easy to Get To 

.J Fermilab Has A Proven Team 

:J Fermilab Has AH The Tools 

''" l , llA.1-
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Fermilab Has 
The rvlanpovver 
And Brainpovver 
For thLe SSC 
1L\.lreaclv In Place 

u 

"The efficient and prompt start-up ... is only the 
first of several major tasks. . ." 

"The second.. js the creation of an infrastructure 
an<l environment to facilitate creative rese:lfch .. ." 

. "The third ... t;isk is the training of operating 
personnel t-0 run and maintain the accelerator 
itself. . ." 

"A fourth item is ... administrati-.-e machinery 
to manage the SSC complex ... "* 

SSC Site Selection Committee 

• (SiUng tm Superr..ondr;ctf,1g � Coiiider. a reoort by H'ie �P'f GJfiider S!!e 
Evalua!!on Gommrttes. tne r!ationat Ac,mi1y ol Sciences� ;!".e t�ti>l'.l-31 �.cac:eflly 
of Engineenr:g, �988) 

• Fermilab represents 
a $1.34 billion investment 
by U.S. taxpayers. 

• Fermilab employs more than 
2,000 people, many with one
of-a-kind expertise. including: 

549 Technicians 
154 Managers/Supervisors 
128 Physicists 
127 Engineers 
89 Comouter Professionals 
45 Engineering Physicists 

• Seventy-five percent of the 
Fecmilab wod(.orce has scientific 
credentials. 

• �the SSC were built else
where, it would have to lure 
away at least 25 Fermilab expei·ts 
whose expertise can be found 
in no other laboratory worldwide. 

• Fermiiab's management has 
- an excellent record for gettir.g 
jobs done on lime and under 
budget. 

• Fermilab itself was builtfor 
$6 million less L�an budgeted 
and completed a year ahead oi 
schedule. 

llA.1- J31Z. __ 
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• The SSC will require 189 tons 
of liquified nitrogen per day. 
Chicago-area suppliers have 
more capacity-3.350 tons a 
day-than any other U.S. soun:e. 

• Cllicago's position as a major 
distribution hub simplifies the 
tas.� of meeting SSC needs for 
electronics, hardware, laboratory 
equipment, chemicals. special
ized pipes and valves. and 
metals. 

• As the precision metal
working center of the world, 
the fermilab region can readily 
meet SSC needs for metals 
fabricated to fine tolerances 
for magnets, detectors and 
other sopflisticated equipment. 

• The Fermilab reaion offers 
more than 2,500skil!ed tunneling 
workers. who have completed 
72 mi!es of a Deep Tunnel f!ood
contro! system. 

• The U.S. Department of 
Energy consulted with the 
Metropolitan Sanitary District 
of Greater Chicago's Deep Tuonel 
project engir.eers about con
strnciior. techniQues and costs 
for the SSC. 

(CONTINUED) 

F ern1ilab Bas the 
Tools, Tecl1nicians 
and l\laterial 
Resources Trle 
SSC \'!ill Require 

llA.1- 1912__ 
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Using Fermilab's existing equipment and bui!din<JS, 
its experienced staff and tested, rdiable injector 
$ystcm offers the SSC significant savings.• 

$ 426 million Components and ConstrucbJn 
l J:3 million Start-up Costs 

1,:320 million Opentir.g Costs 
%9 million Interest Expense 
316 million Tunneling Expense 
144 million Site Improvements 

S 3.28 billion Saved at Fermilab 

• ihe SSC wiil cost the federal 
government 17% less than 
Department of Energy estimates 
if it is b�ilt at Fermi!ab. 

• A ne,w linear accelerator 
(LINAC) for the SSC w!il cost 
$25 million. It will cost just 
$2 million to upgrade Fe;;nilab's 
LlfJAC. 

• All-new booster systems lor 
the SSC injector will cost $154 

·million. Fermilab:s boosters can 
be upgraded�r $31 miilion. 

• Po1·/er lines, transformers, 
and electrical equipment 'Nill 
cost $44 million at a new SSC. 
Fermiiab's power system can 
be upgraded ior $12.5 million. 

• New roads and p1rking will 
cost $20.5 mi!iion at a new SSC . 
.Fermilab's roads and parking 
will meet the SSC's needs 
for $2.2 million. 

• Fermilab has developed 
or purchased $35 million worth 
of sophisticated computer 
software. Some $6 million 
of it can be used for the SSC. 

� A. new SSC will require 
$42.9 million in new laboratory. 
shop and support buildings. 
Eighty percent of ihis space 
is already available at Fermiiab. 
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• The federal government will 
save $1.32 billion in operating 
costs over 15 years by consoli
dating Fermilab and SSC 
operations. 

• Recruiting and training cosls 
for the SSC will be $71 million 
less at Fermilab because a 
sk:Ued, trai;ied and experienced 
workforce of 2,000 is already 
in place. 

• Furnilab's existing, reiiable 
injector system wiil mean less 
downtime during the SSC start
up, savin;i S36 miilion. 

(CONTINUED) 

F ermilab \Vill 
Save American 
Ta�payers Billions 

• Less downtime means more 
savings because two-third� of �-�JC�Dl�1f���il�ti:�:JCj5��E.i:a��;;i. 
accelerator operating costs and 
95 percent of accelerator oower 
costs are related to injector 
system reliabi!ity. 

, Taxpayers will avoid 5959 
million in tinancina costs over 
25 years by bu'!ding the SSC at 
Fermi!ail. (9% per year. not 
compounded.) 

:. Fourteen cents of every U.S. 
budget dollar goes to pay interest 
on the federal debt. 

llA.1-
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Tl-.2 ssc; \/v�ill Be 
Fl1llv Procll1ctive 

ti . 

SoorLer at 

• Physicists-and l!lem:icn 
-wiit realize tile benefits ol ine 
SSC more qwck!y at ferrr:ilab. 

• The SSC CO'J!d be •-0R1Die!e::I 
and made productive sooner 
because key compo<;ecJs and 
facilities are ill place. 

• filrm<!ab's :njector svst<·m 
1'IO•J!d make ;1 possible to :?st 
the SSC rtng as :rs be!119 '.:;;;::t. 
.No waiting unt�I it's co:-:-:1:w:'te. 

• II wod� ta�e thrta !O a'Gh: 
·years to ft;ke 3 'levt S.SC in!�3cto;
as reliable asfermi'3b's ;"eva�rr.;r1 
syStem is p!'o;acted tc �2 ·���r:�m 
the SSC is �ompiet�d. 

• ti would require more t'e� 
two ;'tars to de·1elop a� SSC 
operating team as etfccbve 

as t1'le team alre;;dy ID p!ace 
at Ferrniiab. 

111 Local councils olthe ti>inois 
Fede;atioi of LalYJf (Ai'L-CiO) 
have pie(1ged that no strikes wm 

· delay construction Df tr.e SSC. 

• Chicag;J's Deep Tunnel vroiect 
has er.cavated nearly ioor �·mes 
more solili rock-on-t�T.e and 
on·b�ooet-than the SSC rin• wmreqUire. 

llA.1- J�l(p __ 
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• Fermilab's Tevatron is tne 
world's most powerful particle 
accelerator. 

•- Fermilab is the only place 
in the world that has built and 
made work a 1,000-magnet 
superconducting accelerator. 

• Ferm1lab represents an 
investment of more than $1.34 
billion and 1,000 man-years 
af professional effort. 

• Ferty-two percent of domestic 
Fer1>.1ilab users-the scientists 
mostly like to use the SSC
work in the seven Midwest states 
of the Big Ten: Illinois, Indiana. 
Iowa. Michigan, Minnesota. 
Otiio, Wisconsin. 

• Neariy 1.200American 
scientists, students and iecn
nicians from 75 universities 
are conducting experiments 
at �ermilab. 

• Nearly 500 foreign scientists 
from more than 20 nations now 
perform research at Fermiiab. 

• Building the SSC elsewhere 
will add to already intense com
petition tor experienced, highly 
trained scientists needed tor 
the task 

• Competitmn tor SSC-quality 
scientists includes research tor 
synchrotron light sources. SOI 
the Continuous Electron Beam 
Accelerator Facility. medical 
accelerators. and fusion studies 

(CONTINUED) 

Fermilab: the 
Heart of America's 
High-Energy 
Prcvsics 

u 

Community 

llA.1- _19'-'-l_._J __ 
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rn � ""' i ' l l ne lv ic -\Yest: 
A Region 
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• fermilab is SUilJl()lted by 
a rich intellectual a.'ldrase�.rr..h 
comf111lf1ity-mom man 650 
industrial researdl labs in 
fflinois:iione_ 

Prominent instiMions include: 
-Argonne Na!ion� laboratory 
-lff Reseaich !nstiMe 
-Uni'vmity ot Ciiicago 
-Nortllwestem U11i�llfSity 

Teclloological lnsli!ute 
-AUT Bell laboratories -Mrooo Researcll Ge!l!er 

. -AbOOttlalloratories 
-Western Ef!lctric 
-lnstiMe of Gas Technology 

• U!inois will suppiement 
its sxceo!ior.al ;;emmilment 
to physics with lunds for 25 
new llf1iversity chain; as part 
-01 its SSC bid. 

• liiioois also has offeliJc: seed 
money lo %!abiisha Suoo:roo
ductivity institute througn local 
universities. 

• Here's w�ai tll.'ler stales 
v.illdo: 
Arizona 
Colorado 
Mictligan 
Ncr!h C-arolina 
Te1>r.essee 
Texas 

unspecified 
unspecified 
12'tacu!ty 
OOfocu!ty• 
30facully' 
$10!lmillion 
formsearc.i 

·Soo!bt..a.:,;.,m Ur.w!fsitifis J'e"�d• 
��,,11r1Sadita�r/1f;\�� 
"""'l:YP'1YS'CS""''1ill!le$5(G�led 
ii'l!he� 
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• If the SSC is bllilt;tFermi!ab, 
scienti:rts will have more <lif!!l:I 
and oons!op f.ights Ill. u.ioose 
from. 

Clica;o 4!18 
Oilias 294 
�bl 253' 
Datroit 246. 
Oe.'1\'el 231 
ri3Sllv «!e 79 l.J.aiei�·--- � �1n.:r���:xi·'.!!'.}"ltstt'J��:J;'ltt 

San Fr�·�is::u. 
��?5"' Of s�:.t.W'Sco-.. � �ae. t�t 'llltr.ilil;J 
or•mot'ORil�·,)11. 
iatf�Afr1i-;.B.1u'Gfe. Sept "5 .. i'9fi;. 
Mi.tfS!S ot ::;;11� ff'DP\ ·,9 major C'!tle!- too
Ytl'1;,.t�: ;;)Ye ot�r�rr;;m�u!16. 
ff!� Mid Km:;#!�. ·'!"�.� 

• In 1931. 3.."C• F.!iropean 
and 12'J Asi·in scientist's useo 
Femiilab. Acc�ssitliiitv ro 
Chicago lrcm Europe imd Asia 
is marke-dly su911rior. 
Daifllffi.:.::gc..hts_: __ 
,_ ____ Eurn�e 

Cl!icago 
!'alias 
Deaver 
Raleigh 
Pt'.oenix 
�'lv!!ill 
Detroit 

35 
19 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

fl 0 
0 
(} 
0 
0 

• For the loca!r;aysler, Ctri ::.'!(Jo 
offers: 
2.4GO city,.tn;ses 
1 • 100 rao!C :nmsit ::ars 

7 cc� "muter: ra1lioads 
��:��ll:d 'f{t�. ':!!i'rr.'.3"°..Jr'!-; ;'J'OITi ,'i<Kt'S 
R.1.'la.ilcfr;t3:t.'K 19:'.5.�.0M.��\-.;;i-:.) 

(CONTINUED) 

lT ' 1 11"" l' In 111 � tc·· r'1·8L'' ·11'.ta''P . ltL{h.1 1!� l . (\iv 

r1011-.:.-:-e1·1· on,•p vc,,,. 
'--'' l. l 't · L Gl tv '-/ l" I J1 

Chl;aglJ 
Oet:-oit 
Raleigh 
Nas!lvifle 
Oerwsi' 
!hilM. 
Phcer.ix 

�\Sa..oead-ooiit�'� 
rJ�tra..-n·;9 
mai:Jr'*>rm
_,,,90'\;� 
""""11HlimQil 
ltlsrs.iJra;;BAir
Q ,,,,,.. s.;.. 15. 
lil87.11il:i<>d 
-.Inc.I 

llA.1-

Oi;ei:r F!igt.ts 
A-.'iillQis 

!Ii 
92 
75 
64 
93 
!!lJ 
89 

Air1i'MTime 
Uodff 2.5futis 

711 
78 
56 
62 
43 
42 
18 

225-775 0 - 88 (Book 51 - 14· 



LEITER (CONTINUED) 

r' -.:.:-nol 1 Gl"�: � L.- '-L\_,li1_ �1,,_, 

,'' c·:::i c1Pml· r. ... 1. (L l. � l Li 

Resot1rces-
T"' ..... om P,r,,c··-· '·1n °r\l f 1 � C(;�- LI.)�!-

Rank io Educational rnort ar.d Oµportunilies 
Chicago i3 

:5 
Cetro1t 60 

;05 

-

• Illinois spends S89 more 
per pu!Jil for its students than 
the national average for public 
elementary and secondary 
schools . 

• Here's how the states 
compare: 

Michigan $3.S48 
Colcrado 3 697 
lll!ooit 3,538 
U.S. Aver.ge 3,449 
Ta"«IS 3.043 
·Arimna 2,i24 
North Cdrolina 2,625 
Ten� 2,363 

(Sl>tis/;"5 cl Slaf! School S;.""'1> U.S 
Dep;i.rtrnemof�iCW\ N.iil'l.."l"!Sl�tet 
for 8mC4tOO StatistlCS. 1006 f 

• Tile a1:1lrage S.<IT score for 
Illinois high schoo! se<1iors in 
1986 was 985-79 pofnts above 
the national averagce. The average 
·ACT score was 19.1, e:1mpared 
to an i8.8 national aver.ige. 
!rRirois�!Jott'doffd...-c:ut.n. 19811 

• Majo1 universities and small 
liberal arts colieges abound in 
the Fermilab region. Here is 
how t�:e SSC cities compare 
on cci!eges and universities: 

_Clli;ago 
Oelltlit 
Oallal> 
Oerver 
Na..<l'l>ii!lil 
Phoenix 
Ra:e!q;vDumam 

37 
17 
13 
12 
11 
10 
8 

(R�<lf'imta !N!tt'I ?ef'm\$SICW' trom PtiCts 
fWedA:'m.:mar:, tS-'85. R;l!1d �!l'J. inc.I 

• The lilinois Mathematics and 
Science Academy, jus! five miles 
from Fermiliib. is dedicated lo 
serving tre state's most gifted 
high school SliJdentS 

llA.1- l9 Z.C 
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• Metropolitan Chicago ranks 
second in the nation io high-tech 
jobs, an estimated 200,000. 

• The Fermilab reg[on offers 
excellent (lJlllOrtUni� tor 
two--career couples. In 1986, 
there.were 691,000 more iobs 
ttlall :ioase/1Qtds ih the area. 

• Northeastern t!flnois oflefs 
worl-:!er: 
-42,000 engineers. architects 

and surveyprs 
--31,000 writers, artists, 

athletes and eruer.tainers 
-19,000 natural, computer 

and mathematicat scientists 
-13,500 !awyersami judges 

• Whe!1 you earn more in 
iniooiS, you keep more. Per 
caµita state taY.es are below t�e 
rrationai average. Here's r.ow 
ttte sta!es rank: 

Tennessee $629 
Texas 706 
Colorado 708 
!lll.10is 798 
North Caro!i�•a 828 
U.S.A'lera{itl 902 
Arizona 925 
l.'�::higan 956 

(Pe!'� tamlllC!t\le � tJJsmess zro 
per.wnai income aoa prooerry raxeL p!L;S 
'"""'saiesandu!llitytaxes.). 
\Gm?sr1111enta1 Rrunces in ;984-l!S. 
IJ.S. i>3oartmeiuotCommcrce. 1985:) 

l i 

I �I 

(CONTINUEC>t 

Career Choices 
Are Plentif11l 
An{t Varied 

\..f.'>.l-'.'.'" 'J(')t": 
;.:>_•-,:�<:- :'"'� :;:,,."!. ' ':"' ;;:� 

''/ -1��:2 ____ ��--·�'�---- _::·?-,_�} _ _;1�:.:.:�� -----·--- ····"--

)."'J�l;l! 

Jeni:t;r 
'ias� :-i:e-

3.239:000 ZJll.130 Z31Al!O 

. .:39 }C;) ou .c:o "'1 .. :�J 
""' -�)!) -l3 "'1) '� ·�n 
8ZD.QOO 5-l.�00 '" JQI) 
3% ·)�0 31 1(.)l) ,, 500 

2.}t: ")JO �B 600 )' 2'}!) 

:so 0')0 '.6 ·on :a ,, •J 

llA.t� l�Z.I 

24g. 5ti:) 33.>�0 

'� 5 _}0 '1).J:JO 
,,,,JO 21 --�· 
OJ.�'.)') :7·7!)0 
"";� ,,:.,J. :1,:,;;0 
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or City: A Place 
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• The Fermilab region has 
been rated among the best 
in the nation for quality of life. 

• Here's how Places Rated Al
manacranked SSC cities based 
on such variables as economics, 
education, housing, climate, 
recreation and the arts: 

Rale1gn/Durllam 3 
Dallas 12 
Chicago 26 
Denver 30 
Nasnville 44 
Phoenix 58 
De!r,.Jit 87 

!Pt11CeSRatet1Almam1c. 1985 Rano Mc'liil�1 

• State-of-the-art nea!tn care is 
readily available. Ranked second 
in nealth care and environment 
by Places Rated Almanac, 
Chicago boasts 21 teaching 
hospitals, 6 medical schools 
and �5 cardiac renabilitation 
centers. 

• Suourban households in the 
Fermifab area have more buying 
power tt1an the suburban neigh
bors of other SSC sites: 

Chicago $36,961 
Dallas 33,822 
Denver 33,389 
Detroit 31,921 
Raleign 28.478 
n1s.�vi!le 26,498 
Phoenix 24,401 

(Survey of B1r;1ng P.�'ff. 1987 Sales a!'ld 
�.��rXetgig Man�nt Magazine) 
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• Fermilab is located 40 miles 
west of downtown Chicago's 
lakelront high-rises and 
Michigan Avenue shops. 

• It's minutes from some of 
the Midwest's fioest suburbs 
and shopping-or the rural 
homesteads oi Illinois. 

• Housing is sti!! affordable, 
a pleasant surprise !O many 
newcomers. 

• Here is how key SSC cities 
compare on the median price 
of existing single-family homes: 

Raleigh 
Chicago 
Denver 
Oa:laS1Fort Wor1h 
Plioenil! 

$96,200 
91,200 
91,000 
89,300 
82.700 
75,700 
65,900 

Nashville 
Detroit 

(llornos , • ..,.,, o.rer,w 1987. l<h"iooal 
A.sSOCia!lon Uf Pi6.litm·s. i:�and 
He-'arctl�'visioo} 

• Illinois has offered a S44 mil
lioo, 500-unit housing complex 
for scientists •1isiiing tile SSC. 
Here's what other states 
are offering: 

Arizona 
Colorado 

Michigan 
Tennessee 

Texas 

unspecifie� 
500-room 
hotel!or 
visitors 
Visitors complex 
Er.isling housing; 
dorms if needed 
$.'36 million for 
housing, relo
cation and social 
s�rvices. 

(CONTINUED) 

Colonials, Condos 
andFarms
Housing in Plenty 
Of p�.'l('O� .L · 1-'-vv•�· 

.... 
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C ulrure 1�nc1 
an En�cl1ess List 
of Special Tl�Jngs 
to Do 

.. · ., 
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• Chailenging worid-premiere 
dramas. lil'!lly musicals and 
creative interp�e!ations of 
classic plays are produced every 
n;r;�t on Chicago's 59 live 
theater stages. 

• The diversity and quaiity of 
Chicago's theater are equal to 
Broadway's finest productions. 
at hai! the cost. Indicative of its 
stature. Chicago was the sire of 
tt•e 1986 World Theater Festival 

! Here's how SSC cities con1pare 
in profession�he<:iers: 

Chicago 
Dallas 
Na<.h\iilJC 
Oetrcit 
Denver 
Raie;gh 
Ph<iernx 

(Hai10t'!\a�tiona1 D1�ecwv mr Perf:)M'li�(j 
�rts 1988! 

• At Ferm1lab ll5ell. v1s1turs 
can see an Amer;can buffalo 
nerri. a rare-bird habitat ana 
a prairie restoration project 

• w;th1n miles ot Fermilab re
creational opportunities include 
canoeing, tist1ing and water 
s.�Hng on the Fax River, hiking 
and bicycling on the 40·mile 
Illinois Prame Path. and antiquing 
at charming local shops . 

• Local outaoor festivals and 
historic celebrations offer relax
ing alternatives to an urban pace. 
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• Forty-r.ine nations have con
sulates in Chicago. Only New 
York and Washington, D.C. have 
more. 

• Rich historicai, art �nd cu!turai 
treasures are found at 44 mu
seums in the Fermiiab region. 
Visitors can delight in otterir.gs 
ranging from American to 
Ukrainian art and holograp!iy 
to surgicai scien,,-es. 

> Here's a par!ial!ist: 

-Museum of Science ana 
Industry 

-Adler Planetarium 
-Field Museum of Natural 

History 
-.John G: Shedd Aquarium 
-Spertus Museum of Judaica 
-Tile Newberry LiiJrary 

• Movie buffs will find the latest 
Hollywood and foreign films, 
plus dollar maiir.-ees and time
honored classics, ttmlllghaut 
the reQion. 

• Hsre is the num!Jerofrlw�ie 
theaters in SSC cities: 

Chicago 145 
Detroit BO 
DaHas 54 
Danver 41 
Raleighl1Jurham 34 
Phoenix 33 
Nashville 27 

(CONTINUED) 

Arrnerriar1, 
Gern1an, Indian, 
Italian. Szec1Tvvart 
'T1� .� i D ·t-"'1·,1 ,., i n ..... .1 Lc��-.L L d. L.:.L 

Reslauran!s by fype 
Slt-OO'Ni1 

0!.L...������P.31:1 M�iCJfl Seaiilod 
l:llicaoo 4955 331 1112 72 
(}JU3s 2171 99 153 66 
0-mvac 1715 J5 1:!4 29 
i*.oer.!x 1623 85 128 �2 
Dd-trr;it 1122 31 19 26 
Nas;;v.;:@ e.63 22 18 13 
Fl!�iqh/ 
Durham 539 20 18 

\92.? llA.1- -----------

,;,p,,, ... ,. 
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e 
17 
9 
3 
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C1Lp 
Sailors, Die-Hard 

' cc. �rw·r r; ' 
f I,_. l_,,..l \..\.... i 1...._.L. ..:.i.-

n. i') 

s Six of America's 100 greatest 
golf courses las rated by Golf 
DigBSI) are among the nearly 
200 courses in the Fermiiab area. 

• �SSC site can match 
Chicago's six professional spo·t5 
teams-the NFL Bears, NL Cubs, 
AL White Sox, NBA Bulls, NHL 
Blackhawks and MISL 3ting. 

• The Great Lakes coastline 
of Lake Michigan otters myriad 
opport1mities for year-rour.d 
recreation-.J'Owimming, fishing. 
boating, water sldng, scuba 
and sailing. 

• For B1 years. sailors from 
across the country have raced 
333 miles from Ch;cago to 
Mackinac Island. Michigan in 
a world-class yachting event. 

' W1th1n an not1rs drive oi Fe< 
mi!abare: 

-70,599 acres ct �ature 
pr�serJes ana pub!1c par�.; 

-Brooklield Zoo with 2,000 
species ot wiidiiie 1n a natur;i 
habitai. 

-Morton Aroorerum·s inter 
national�/ known outdoor 
presarve. 

-Six Flags Great America 
amusement ;mk. 

• The Fermiiab area offers the 
beauty of four distinct seasons. 
The monthly mean temperature 
in January is 24 degrees. !n July. 
it's 75. 
{RIJ)"_;rif!ted w:th oenw!.is10n from PJ� 
.�tFrf ,.;fman:ic 1905 ::tar:<l MciJa!ly, �1r � 
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My name is Jim Peters. I am the director of 
the Midwest Regional Office of the American 
Farmland Trust, a nat ional, nonprof it 
conservation organ ization whose a im is·to 
protect prime farmland from unnecessary 
conversion to non-farm uses. 

AFT is well 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 the s ite selection 
committee. 

However, we are concerned about the 
potent ial--and we feel unnecessary--loss of 
thousands of acres of some of this nation's 
highest-Quality farmland by the land 
acquisition polic ies for the SSC's western 
rfog. 

The soils in western Kane County are among 
the most product ive in the U.S. The result: 
h igh crop yields, staole rural communit ies, 
and local land-use controls that are 
des igned to prevent costly--and 
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unnecessary-- urban sprawl. ((Kane County's 

farmland protection policies encourage 

suburban growth to be located in existing 

urban centers along t�� Fox River, in the 

eastern part of the cc:.mty.}) 

It is our belief the SSC� be 

sited in a way that �iil coexist with the 

area's natura l resources and existing 

communities. However, the 

approach and impacts suggested by the Draft 

Environmental Impact statement (EIS) cio not 

S·A\Vil-9� t. '.'\'lays to r:t'ii i1 � ;n: ze the i..1;1r1ec:0s:sary 

loss of exce11�nt f�r�·3nd. 

Specifically, we ha·,e t,he following 

concerns: 

1 • !b.�S def i n.JJL.Lon of �e "conv� ion· 

Q.f_..!Jis.h-gual itt farmland is erroneous .. 

According to the dra�t EIS, only 163 acres 

of "prime or 1mporta"t" farmland will be 

converted fer· SSC use. However, a -ccta 1 of 

some 4,000 acres of high-Qua1 ity far�dand 

(outside the current Fermi National 

Accelerator property) actually will be 

llA.1-
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purchased for the SSC proj:ec:t. Most of this 

acreage is located in a half-mile wide, 

ten-mile long strip of farmland in western 

Kane County, between the rural comm�ini ti es 

of Big Rock and Elburn. 

Why the discrepancy? The EIS contends--·amd 

this is true for each of the se�en stat.as 

under consi de rat ion--that the farm1 and i·r:i 

Illinois is not "converted" unless it is 

covered over by a building or parking lot. 

We feel it is the purchase of high-ouality 

farmland by a pub1 ic agency that .determines 
"conversio:i." Once property ownership is 
taken from the person who f arms 

that land, you are changing its use--and 
that of the surrounding area--permanently. 

For instance, while publ;c ownership in the 
case of the SSC may allow a fa�mer to 

temporarily lease the land back for 

agricultural purposes, it also will make it 
impossible for that person to plan for the 
property's future �se. 

Any investment in permanent conser,ation 

llA.1- I��? 
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practices; construction of requil'ed farm 

structures or roads, or acquisit ion of 

additional land will become impractical, 

s imply because the farmer no longer w ill 

have any guarantee that another SSC-related 

facility wouldn't spring up tomorrow. For 

all intents and purposes, land purchased by 

a public agency� land lost to 

agricultural production. The EIS 

should consider this in its convers ion 

figures. 

However, there are alternative acquis ition 

approaches that could m inimize this 

conversion issue. At the very least, the 

owner should be entitled to a "right of 

f irst refusal" in the event the land 

reverts from public ownersh ip. 

Far more appropriate, however, g iven these 

c ircumstances, would be for the government 

agency to purchase "easements" over most of 

.the pr ime farmland that is not absolutalv 
required for the SSC. This would enable the 

government to contra 1 ac·t iv it i es that m1 ght 

interfere with SSC operations, while keep ing 

llA.1- 193(p 
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ownership where it belongs--w.ith the person 

who farms the land. 

2. No consfderation is given to the 
�ignificant i�£�S of a proposed 

ilJ.terc!lfil}_ge at Qau�erman Road and !-88 
il1e East-WBil,_lgJl�� 

This rnterchanga is s:moly identified 1n the 
EIS as an "ancill•r) ·� = i l ity" (Section 
4.4.3.5). As anyc�s •�mlliar with 

aevelopment knows, a new highway interchange 

can have disastrous irn;iacts on land uses in 

a rural ccMmunity. It's a common scenario: 

first come the land speculators, followed by 

increased property values and taxes, then 

scattered suburban development , and finally, 

farmers forced off the land well in advance 

of the natural course of deve1opment. The 
impact of this SSC-induced land speculation 

probably will spread even farther west into 

DeKalb County, a point that has 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-
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policy. Kane County's Development Plan for 

the Year 2000 shows the entire area around 

tne proposed SSC's "far cluster"--and 

stretching three to four miles in either 

direction--to be exclusive agricultural 

use. The county's own zoning policy 

reinforces this with minimum lot sizes of 15 

acres to djscourage land speculation. And, 

in fact, the county traditionally has 

opposed new interchanges in areas targeted 

for long-term agricultural use. 

We feel the SSC can be built without a 

second interchange. But if one� planned, 

its impacts should be considered in an 

environmental impact review. 

3. De EIS takes 1 i cense_itlj;h 1 o�L 
15\nd-•JS�L� at ions_. 

Table 5.1. 7-1 refers to the area to be 

acquired in western Kane County as ha"· 1 ng 

"mixed/suburban" zoning, This is 

inac::urate. 

E.<cept for a ver·; sma 11 portion of 1 and near 

the towns of E1burn, Kaneville, and Big 

llA.1· 
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Rock, this ten-mile-long, half-mile wide 

strip is zoned AND planned for agricul tura l 

use. 

In fact, Kane County has been cons isten� in 

its plans for this region--in an effort to 

continue agricultural use until 

suburbanization and public services clearly 

have a need to s0-ead well teyond the 

ongoing suburbanization in the eastar·n third 
of the county� 

The EIS also states that (Secaion 5.3.2.3) 
"the agriculture productivity trends in the 
area are declining and may continue as a 

result of p,.-eesure frcm subur·banizatior •. 
" 

Try telling that to the farmer in Kane':ille 

Township who continues to produce corn and 

scybean yields that are among the highest in 

the world. Or tell that to t.he communities 
cf Elburn, Kaneville, and Big Rock, who 

continue to vote against expansion of public 

services that will change the stable 

character cf their srnall towns. 

Granted, suburbanization has spread into the 
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eastern half of Kane County. But, as mos� 

local planners will tell you, development 

very likely won't occur in the Kanevi l l e 

area for the forseeabl e future . • •  that is, 

unless it is encouraged to do so by needless 
and costly public improvements and land 

purchases. 

COflCl'.Jsion 
As I stated at the outset, tr1e Amer ican 

Farmland Trust is!!£!< opposed, in principle, 
to the siting of the Superconducting Super 

Collider in Illinois, or in any of the other 

six states under consideration. 

However, the SSC's final Environmental 

Impact Statement must reflect the true 

impacts this major public invest:nant will 

have on the environment, and on the eKist·ing 
commun i ties within its pach. 

The placement of this facility will be 

regulated under state and federal laws: the 

Illinois Farmland Preservation Pol icy Act 

and the Federal Farmland Protection Policy 

Act. These statutes reQuire proper 
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measures be taken to min i mize the disruption 

of those communities and the valuable 

farmland that surround them. 

AFT staff are prepared to assist state and 

federal agency staff to develop these 

mitigation measures. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment 

on the draft EIS. 
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Requests for general infonnation on project plans and the 
irnponance of the project to the nation's science and technology 
should be directed to: 

Dr. Robert Diebold, Director, 
SSC Division 
ER-24,GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U.S. Dept of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 

For Further Information 

A set of project documents is available in each of the 
Department of Energy reading rooms listed on the back cover. In 
addition, the Notice of Intent includes a list of local libraries that 
have the project documents. 
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Scoping comment$ 
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requests are handled 
by different Depart· 
menloffices 

Ar1is1' 1 conception of 
one of JO compressor 
facilities 011 the col!ider 
ring. 
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LETTER 

�tr. William Hess, Chainnan 
SSC Site Task Force, DOE 
ERC65/GTN 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

Dear Mr. Hess: 

5N452 Hidden Springs Drive 
St. Charles, lliinois 60175 

October 7, 1988 

Thank-you for giving me this opportunity to comment 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 Statement, Superconducting Super Collider, Volumes I 
and ill, Volume IV Appendix 4 dated August 1988, U.S. Department of 
Energy. 

Still to this date I am somewhat w1clear to the 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 tJroposed siting of the ring lie beneath 
my house? Its a mystery to me. For a project of such scope I am disappointed 
in the amoWlt of detailed information which is made readily available. 

In Table 3-7 you state that 350 water wells will be lost. Is this due to the 
physical location of the ring or does it include the possible contamination of 
wells from contaminants 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 that public radiation exposure levels will increase. Yet in 
3.3 you state that the proposed area is developing rapidly as a suburban 
community. Does this make sense to you? Increased radiation hazards should 
be met with the reduction of possible exposures NOT an increase. 

TI1e radioactive inaterials which are found in rocks beneath the surface are the 
same materials which you intend on excavating and relocating to four local 
quarries. (You do no state which four! ) TI1is radiation, if ingested (for eg. by 
drinking contaminated water) will remain in the body and the person will 
become a source of radioactivity. Must we wait umil our children or grand 
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children develop abnormalities or birth defects before we put a stop to such 
activities. 

As mentioned above, the IDinois site is currently developing rapidly as a 
suburban community. Under the Clean Air Act this region has been designated 
as a nonattainment for both ozone and carbon monoxide. How can the 
increase in traffic due to construction help to reduce this already unwanted 
problem. 

The intent of this letter is to neither support nor reject the building of the 
Superconducting Super Collider but to bring to your attention the 
uncertainties, health hazards and dangers associated with having the collider 
located in a densely populated region of IDinois. The Fox Valley region for the 
Superconducting Super Collider is a bad choice. Please do the right thing and 
locate the collider elsewhere. 

Edward G. Myszka 
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STATEMENT BY· ROB£RT RA'Ml!ID, CHAIPl'£RSl1N-. 
DUPAGE COUNT.Y. DE'IELO?MENT COMMI'TTEE OATE9 
OCTOBER. 1, 1988,. TO BE READ ANO MADE A 
PART OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY PUBLIC H£ARlfff; SCHE!lULED ON THIJRSDAY, 
OCTOBER 7, 191!8 TO 01 SCUSS THE DP.AFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ON THE 
SUPERC!lNllUtHNI> SUPER COLL IDER 

As fhai-rman of tlle DuPage County Devefopment Commi.ttee, l am c:onstantt.y, fac.ed 

with the evaluation of development proposals. Or.e of our principal concerns is 

always the ability of the infrastn1ct11re to handle the proposed development. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement demonstrates that Illinois not only 

has much of the infras-tructure to handle this project but also offers several 

unique advantages over other site locations. 

The single greatest asset we in Illinois have is Fennilab. Millions of dollars 

can be saved on both construction and opel"ating costs by using the Fennilab 

facilities in the construr.tion of the SSC. 

The analysis outlined in the Draft Envirorn'lental Impact Statement shows that 

less new roads would be needed at the Illinois site. Fermilab's excellent 

location near major transportation arterials can save many project dollars. 

llAJ- Y�ot!tL __ 
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The analysis also shows that the existing infrastructure in lllin,ois would 

mean less improvements would be needed to provide electric power and natural 

gas. Water and sewer service are also available on site. 

The Fermilab site includes few ecologically natural areas and would result in 

negligible habitat loss. Some prime farmlands would be lost but, as the report 

points out, continued suburbanization without the SSC would also result in 

loses of farmland. Fewer acres of prime farmland would be converted to SSC use 

in Illinois than in any other location except Arizona. 

The sum.ary tables show a large amount of wetlands at the Illinois site. 

Although wetlands comprise about 11� of the site, as the statement points out, 

much of the wetland property lies within the existing Fermilab property and 

makes UP a portion of the Fermilab Prairie Restoration Natural Area. The 

report conc1udes that oennanent conversion of wetland habitat would be minor in 

terms of areal extent and value of the habitat. Mitigation of wetland damage 

�ould be undertaken by OOE. 
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The analysis also show� that the iflcrt>a�i;d population, with the incumbiont 

holising and piiblic service needs of that population, could be more than 

adequately accomiodated in Illinois. Increased housing demand could be easily 

met by area's construction indvstry. Increases in public service employment 

would be negligible. 

W�ile the existing Fermilab facilities &nd su!'"rounding infrastructure would 

result in lower co�ts arid lesser fo1pact on co:roiunity facilities, it wwld 

result in more economic b�nef-its. i'Qre indirect peak year construc ti on j•)bs, 

or 7,044 jobs, would be treated at the !1Hnois site. More fodirect jobs., or 

3,796 jobs, would be realized during the fir-st year oper�tions. �.nd lastly, 

higher SSC-related earnings and sales, both during co115truction and during the 

first year of operations, .. ould occur at the !11inois site. 

Creating the greate$t economic benefit at t�e ·lowest cost is a u1,ique 

opportunity only available ir. !11inds. Fe<1nilab's e�isting faciliti:?s affnrd 

us this ap�;c«t:mity. The rlrcft Erlvironmental lmoact Stat�;ent outl i nes !!'any of 

the advantages of sit·i�g the SSC in Illino i s .  f>s C�airman of the Oui'age Co���Y 

Development Coim1i ttee and a member of tMe DuPage Cnunty Regional Pianning 

Corrmission for last twenty year·s, l strnngly endorse the selection of Fermilab 

as the location of the SSC a�d feel that the Illinois site is the best possi�le 

and most economical Gho�ce. 
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It!PACT ON WATE:R GUALITY AND TRAFFIC SAFETY 
M11 co..,ents will address tido principal concerns of' 81ost families 
livin11 in rural ·sub-division& in close pt'o1i•it11 to the proposed SSC. 

(.A:>· I111p..c;t. o.n !Jr ound ..... ter· -Gualit11. and Guantit11 
1un1, UH· f'lov-n.t. of iwrlace construction aquip111ent and p1!1"llO,.nel 

A-ll•osb. a-11' th•· p.aop-la· living on the west ern half of th• pTopo·sed' tunnel 
si1:e' olt�n th•�" 111a.t.r suppl11 f rom flt'ivatel11 owned -Hs. Utiti-.ke Texas 
imd Ari:uma. tma· Ill.inois sit• i s  no t above the g't'oundwater· aqu-i.fers. 
b.ut 111ittli-n th• a-quifer 'l'agio-ns which are associated with ou't' groundwater 
supp;l·i11sc Ill'· -'llJ p-l'aces- the. proposed· tunnel would pass either through 
ezist,.ing -1.1 cas.ing� or very close to our sour·c.- of' -t•r-. In •v 
neighborhood, well depth11 ra nge fro• 200;...::;oo feet de•p.· 

As-. ro1' _,.,. ... lit11 it is g,an1»r·al111 ctuite good. except .for the expected 
hardn'R11•· oih·i•ch Y'e.qui1'•• a 111ater 11oftener to slow down the· build-up of 
--vn••Lu• and, c:alci-u• carbonates in our bathroo•s- anlt kitchens: Du'l'ing 
pea-II per iod11 of. u11e the water does develop a lti11ti=t tas-te· 1111Jic.-ll is due 
to the pre11enc1> Of h\jd1'0gen sulfide in the Water·. l'llsa, in periods Of 
lOlll uuge, a gla1111 of water will actuallv bubble like 11oda pop. This -
attT ib.ute to the presence of ga11es 11uch as aetha ne in the ... ter. 
Suppot't for this conclusiOft st .. 11 fro• the llll,..rvation that was aade 
when our new .-11 was b•inw cappecl at . 1rauacl level. lollan th• casing was 
b eing cut with a torch th• t.....,ofil1"9. cap to the well was blowrt. 80-100 
feet in the ei1" 1111 an esplosien· in t h•· wall. casing. The present:• of 
hvdrogen sulfide and .. thane in tna •ctui·h1' area s co.ul4' pG9.e a ve-T'v 
costlv surprise to those involved in con 11tructing• t, h• tunmt·L 

According to 
0
the EIS .tlMfre are direct hvdrologic al conne.:Ucns b etween 

the surfece water and OU1' 11rounduoate r supplies h·era in IllinGi>s. This 
opefts the po tent ial for increa1111d si 1 tat ion. increased SUY'fa.ce 
pollutants and construction poll utants to enter our 111ost precious 11ource 
of water while the tunne l is being b uilt. 

\ 
As for w ater qua ntit11• our region, with our present rapid growth rat'•• 
right now faces a potential shortage of 11afe drinking 111ater. The 
dr.ought thi11· su•,..,. llas· ·brought this realitv closer to ho•e when a 
nualter af -lls had to be extended or co111pletel11 red'l'illed. W.ith the 
const'l'uction of the proposed SSC tunnel at its present locathm w• all 
.,.,., have to •ither dig cl••P•r into the g'l'ounlt or into our pocltet11 to 
find enough -t•r for all of vs to us•. 
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Briefly. l "'ould like to touch on traffic pr oble•H during tunnel 
construc tion. Moveme nt of' surface vehicles w'fth1n· ·alread11 congested 
areas "'ill be a serious problem. Friction alreadll e1ists betwee n people 
living in these areas and traffic suppor ting h"ome an� road construction. 
I've �eien several cars damaged due to fl11ing rocks, mud and construction 
mat1trial from f'ast moving vehi cles. Our chi ldren use these roads to 
meet school buse5 and to ride bicllcles f' or recreation and sport. Will 
thelj have a chance on these e1tremel9 ·11us11 roads? ·Besi-de s for an 
increase in the poten tial f'oT an ace ident• the noise level. in .,hat used 
to be a rather ituiet area in "'hi ch to live. is definitel11 going to 
increase substantial 111• especial 111 for those lolho live on one of the 
t�nnel access roads. 

In summar11• the unknown ef'f'ect on water qual it11 and its avai .. labi lit11 
combined "'ith excessive amount of construction traffic. suggests that 

. the most re � p·otisible action to tah·'"'ould bl! to locate this proJeCt in 
an area that is not so·heavilll �opulated. 

1q1g918a. 
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Dr'· lfilsot Rees, C�airman 
SSC Site Task Poree 
EJl-64/GT!f 
Offiae of Ener:y Research 
11.s. Departitent of SD•r:u. 
Waellin.iton, D. c. "20545 

Oet. ?, 1988 

Att111 SSC DBIS Comaents--Jobs n. total oatpat of ,oods end 11ervhea and 
population dena1t7. 

I aa deepl7 eoneerned over tlMt DOB's eont111ued eonaideration of tile Pox Ri•er 
Valle7 aa a potential site for tile supereonduetin& super Collider. Mu•ll llaa 
lMtea aade b7 propoeneta of tile SSC ot tile jobe tllia project will 1enerate 
durina tile eonetruetioa and operation period•• Bat ia tllia job'• ia••• an 
apprOFiata foeu. 

Slloald not tile Hpllaaia be on tile ••la• of tile ltnowledce tltat will lMt obtained 
frOll tile SSC reaearell7 Empla&sia on jobe indieatea tllat 'beeinc support of tlle 
projeet on tile •alue of 1t'a oatput 1• a weak ariuaent. 

ftat would be wronc witll 1Sp<H1din1 all our aoa97 on tile SSC? Tiie ..,..,...,r is tlaat 
tllere would be little or .no oatpat ti.at we eoald eat or wear or 11•• in. 
Tli• problem 1a tltat we are foeua1D1 oa tile labor in•ol'fff and not on waat ia 
:prod11eed. Pocua1D& on jobe and not on nat ie produeed 1a a•oidin1 tile 1 .... ue 
of wlletllezo or not tit. outpat ot tile SSC projeat 1a reall.7 llileful. 

Tia• IOY•rnrsenta ot Poland and tile IJSSR foeua on joba 1n tlleir national .. onoaie 
policiea. A• a reeult, praetieall.7 ••e17bod7 ltaa a job; but tile .. on0111• 
oatp11t of tiles• nationa 1• eatoetroplli•allJ' below tlleir potential. 

Buain••• peo�l• make 1D•eataente not 1>eea1&ae tla&T will 1enerate joba, 'bo.t 
lMtaauae antieipated re•enue e:nffda anthipated ooata; tltat ia 'bffeue tlle7 
roreeff profits. 'n• aa•• standard uoeld applJ' to eoe1et7•a in•eataente; 
Tll•7 too allould aeet tile t..t of tile aarl<et plaee. '1'11• SSC auet lMt j11atitied 
"" tlle �aia of •&l.11• of outpat en....Sinl: eoatar not lMl••ua• it ereatM Jobe. 

A•tuall7, witla the rate of 1 rowtla ta. POll Ri•er Vall97 1a ezperienein1, tlae 
joba iaalM 1'I ludieroua. RH tlla DO!: eonduted epee1f1o population denait7 
etudin o•ar tlle .,.ure area of tlae projeeted site? If ao, wll7 did on• of 
tlle DO� oft1o1ala ex;iress Ot>e� aur;iriaa (du�inc t�a a1te aoopint 1n aid �ay) 

.. llA.1- to/.)� 



LETIER /002- {CONTINUED) 

at tke nQJllber of new sub<livis1ons tkey SS!f on aar�e tkeir mape skowed- to be 
a;rioultural fields? 

Apparently, the naps tkey ' d been skmtn were drawn prior to tke resent boom in 
deYelopaent we've experienced. 

It 1" j'tst very di!fi,ult-for �e 'to understand·w�y tka !o:r. !l17er Valley is still 
under -.onsider�tion as a site !or SSC w�en it "111 s!fee t so many tkousands of 
tke people wko !lav� ell.oson to leve sere. People wko kave made a personal 
1nvestoent in and a coa'r:1.;tt11ent to Ute speeial qualities of our area. T!ilese 
apeeial qualities 'ft.ave seen: us i.'.leludad among tite 50 11.ost deeira. bl� plac.es 
to live in tke United States (Au,, 5 Ckroniele). 

Tke qualities we ·priz:e are beauty, tranquility and .t&e quieter paee o! •ou,,try 
life. The majority ·o! us did not seleot tltia area to settle ;l.n and raise out' 
!aoilies because it rdB· a.potential site for a massive �bove and.unde��round 
construction projestj or to JI.av& our ltom&s. loaat&d on toy o! a soienti!io l)rojeet. 

I f;l.ral.y believe that.a projeet of tkis ..,_,nitude w;t.11 irreversibly lessen tke 
'fery qualities ·tka.t make our area. suelt a wonderfully spee1a1 place to live. 

t � � 
G� -ell s��n�a:I:s 

llA.1- 1954 
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DeKalb County Clerk & Recorder 

SITlllG THE SUPERCORDDC'HRG SUPER COLI.IDEil IR ILLIBOIS 

Aomon"'"•�� Julldlng 
11 O E. Sycamore Street 
Sycamore, Illinois 60178 

Whenever someone makes a phone call, plays a video game or turns on their 
desk computer, they are benefiting froa yesterday's quantum physics reAeerch. 
In just the same way, the Superconducting Super Collider (SSC) over the long 
term will result in new applications that vill find their way into tomorrow's 
daily life 

I/hen it is constructed, the SSC vill be the world's larges� scientific 
instrument. Designed to study the basic structure of matter snd energy, it will 
stretch man's knowledge of the universe far beyond present liaits. If 
constructed in Illinois it will extend from the present Fermi Lab site to the 
eastern DeKalb County line. 

In operation, the SSC vill accelerate proton be81118 by radio frequency energy 
in opposite directions around a 53-mile-long race track-like tunnel. These 
be81118 will collide at nearly the speed of light vith an energy of 40-trillion 
electron volte. All of this vill eilllulate what many scientists say happened a 
fraction of a second after the universe was formed. 

In the debate over the Superconducting Super Collider the question to be 
answered by northern Illinois residents is not why, but where. 

Twenty-five states have proposed sites for the SSC, testimony to nearly 
universal recogn.ition that the SSC is not only desirable, but necessary. It is 
necessary because the American physics community is in danger of falling behind 
as the Soviets end Europeans build larger, more powerful atoa smashers to probe 
deeper into the mysteries of the atoa. It is necessary because the knowledge 
gained in this scientific study offers hope of new understanding and new 
technology that will almost certainly change our world. 

The United States needs to build tho SSC to retain its position of 
leadership in the area of high-energy physics and high technology. 

In announcing the timetable for the SSC site selecti<m process, Secretary 
of Energy John s. Derrington said the SSC "bolds the potential f�r a new 
generation and a new revolution in science, education, technology and commerce." 

"The Super Collider will be a beacon for America's science and technology 
that will be known around the world," Herrington said. "It vill be a valuable 
training ground for American scientists and an attraction for many of the 
world's lending physicists to live and work in tbe United States." 

It •pecifically will provide Northern Illinois University with a rich 
rasource of great scientific minds that could be utilized as guest lecturers and 
instructors. The University would additionally lmve the availability of using 
the facility as a field laboratory. 

�'s Office 815-8115-7149 Recorder's Ottice 895-7156 Elections 895-7147 Tax Extension e95-714S. 

llA.1- _1q55 ___ _ 



LETTER 1003 (CONTINUED) 

!Ju11erconducting s.per Collider 
Pap 2 

Four of t1'e ef.31tt large111t accelereb>r!J in the world are located in the 

United States .  The world'• laraeitt and moat powerful is located at the Fenni 

National Accelerat:or IMoratory (Fem.l.ai>� :tn latavia, about 30 miles west of 

Chicago. Fermilab 'baa a four-He-long anderground tunnel and T•vatron with a 

one-trillion electron volt capacity. However, Fermilab's preemiuent position of 

world leadership is being .challeJll!i84. 

Fourteen European nations have ioined together to font a consortium which 

has already disca.ere4 rbree oew ,.articles at ita accelarator in Switzerland. 

The Seviet Union is building a 13-mile-circumference accelerator which, vheo 

.completed in 1")93, will ba tbree -tille• eore powerful tbaD Fennilab •a Tevatcou. 

Illinois is ona of • ..,.., ataees selected by a joint committee on the 

�ational Academy of Set.nee& ·end tbe .. tional Acade117 of Engineering as 

tinaliats in the ·SSC competitiOG. Tbe oeher seatea er• Arizona, Colorado, 

Michigan, North Carolina, Tenn<0asee and Texas. 

Becauee of ira econact.c impact, competieiolt for the SSC among the st:ates is 

fierce and will increase 1A inteaaity uatil Dbe final, selection is completed in 

January, 1999. 
The SSC project vill be one of the largeat s� government conattuction 

projects in history, with a current p.rice tag of more than $4 billion. Juat 

building the SSC will take aevtm years vit:h more than 4,500 people involved in 

the construction proceaa. (Only 3,.000 1f tha SSC is built: in Illinois, becaus e  

Feniilab i e  already i n  p�). Onc e  operatiOD&l. the facility will h ave a 

permanent "WOrlt force of alloat 2,500 peopl<t and aa annual budget of $250 aillion. 

Support services will create 1-idreda of additioaal j.oba and expand the tax 

baae. 
Perhaps the greateat naet tbat Illinois baa eo offer in the bid for tbe 

ssc is the hndln iteelf. 

Illinois is proflosing to site the SSC adiacant to. Fermilab, using its 

Tevatron accelera<or as· an b>jector ayete• for tbe SSC. According to a study 

prepared by en indepead••t panel of buainess consultants, this would save the 

federal goven1:11ent at least $3.28 billioa vbile preserving the research 

capability of Fentilal>. if the ·ssc 18 IM&ilt elsewhere, the aovenment will 

either have to fund tvo ... jer accelerator projects or vallt away from tbe $1.3 

billion already i.-st8' in Fermilab. the ecudy found that the SSC rill cost 

$421i million le88 to build, .$113 .U1J.on lee• to start up, $959 million less to 

finance and. $1.32 billioll 1- .to operaee ($88 million a yearfl5 yean) if it is 

built at Fermilab . tha ia no insignificant ·&1111 i11 viev of the feds.rel budget 

deficit. ln addition, Peniilab offer&< 

* Facilities to ....,..facture Liqui.d hel.iua. tbe aubetance usad to 

super-cool the masneta. 

* Unique espnieac• i11 operatiAg a -iYB ccyopn1c syeDem. in 

cooling aa,;�ets. 

* The only laboratory in the wwld with etaff experienced in 

operat ing a S\lperconducting accelerator. 

llA.1-
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Superconducting Super Collider 
Page 3 

Despite its great size, the SSC will have little adverse impact on the 
environment in Illinois. Approximat� twodnm&Nll - P<ff"al• of, praperty will be 
taken over by the venture. Consequently, all property owners>N.JJ.>be guaranteed 
the proper market value return on their land and all relocation costs will be 
borne by the State. 

Th• I-Llinoi8f pian fac tha< SSC. l!llils• for � ta, ha but.l:t? ill bedrock 300 to 
500 feet below ground in portion• oh llUPap,. Kan8' and hndai.L counties. 
Approxdaacll!-4'! 90: patCtl!lt of• t-hin land!� theo somf>acti• wt<ll. �n undisturbed. 

Environmental,. 1111cl pt>Logl-cal• -ri: dt>net hY"J J:eseeix:h.,_. 0£ thet Illinois 
Department of.,Energy and Natural Resources shows that the northern Illinois are• 
is, cooopac.ible wt"t:h• ti- SS£., W11dJ.1fr. """'natural;. resourcetn wtll .be largely 
und;lsturbed and. tot:ti-i,.. prot.ect...i •. 

AcceleratnrS. produce neg!-f&i-ble, a-unta of, l'adtoaceiv.ie:y. In everyday lifet 
we are exposed to certain amounts of natural radioactivity from cosmic rays nnd 
frClai rodi08(!:tili7i1:y iln thlP. groundr � lll• btti·ld:llrg;: .c: .. riaiB" •. 

r!J. \'.. The- operaeimm af, the• 550. will her conac;antl¥,' 1110nt.tor.adl. Unlike a nuclear 
reactor, there is no significant source of radiation when an accelerator is 
turned< off� Al:tiv1'ti,... abovlt' gnnmdt cont:!Jtua1 ar. normal•. when an accelerator is 
in operation. Accelerators """'lckotd"" baveo est:abiishedl an: unblemished safety 
record. 

Bringing; � SSC. tao nortllani. Il!UJoia wtll cniue jpmt< and expand the tax 
base and it will enhance the reputd'ioru of Winoim as a. Btate in which science 
and technology are welcome. Without the SSC, Fermilab would no longer be the 
premtar 8"111!1.arat:or.- in- the· nat<l.on• and< could' pnssibly' ha: closed. 

The< Illin01is Dl!partmena of" Energy, anm �uraL Resources< eeti-tes that if 
Fermilab were to close, it would mean a loss of lr,AOO jpbs\, ifle.ludlng the 2,000 
"'''"employed. at. Fenailaln. Thi"' would1 resuir in• a, los111- of $62B million in real 
disposable. income •. 

In contrast,, if!: the• SSll: �built; at Fe-:IJ.ab,, U;; wt:lL S-nMIOL'8 to northern 
Illinois: 

* $820 million in real disposable income during construction and 
$622 million during operations. 

* $68 million in state tax revenues during construction and $48 
million more during operations. 

* 6,000 additional jobs annually broken out as follows: 

Construction 
Manufacturing 
Services 
Retail Trade 
Wholesale Trade 
Finance, insurance, real estate 
Assorted other 

llA.1-
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Supercoaducting Super Collider 
·Page 4 

Illinois has spent much time, 1R0ney an.d effort to bring the ssc· t() the J 
1tate, but your help is still needed. 

Enthusiastic support for lo.eating the· SSC .iil Illinois needs to be shown. 
If you want to help Illinois acquire the SSC, you can: 

* Contact the SSC for Fermilab, a not-for-profit corporation. 
Through it, the public and private sec.tors can show' their 
support for and a.hare information· about the SSC� 

* Contact the SSC 11roject office in Batavia at 312-879-7220. 
They Will tell you how you can volunteer your services. 

* Write to your local congressional representative and state 
legislator to show.your support. 

* Share information about the ·SSC with co-vorltara, fellow civic 
group members and friends. 

In a1111111Bry, Illinois is aaltiDg a substantial comaitaent to vin the SSC 
project. It is willing to invest $570 million in the economic and academic J 
future of the state. . . 

With the past tradition in high energy phydcs, ab1tndant natural and 
intellectual resources, its excellent geology and the millions spent in building 
Fermilab, lllinois is the right eight for the SSC • 

. J '  
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LETTER 1006 

SSC OBSERVATIONS 

All a forser Illinois !°ar1l boy 8.nd a iihTSicist for 110Bt ,of my· life, I 
should like to make 1Ul obsenation Oil the local citisos. with regard to 
the SSC. -

.Tl!ere is one relatively smaH group of people who must leave their 
homes because of the' SSC. It is difficult for thea .tQ reconcile their 
personal cl•ires nth the benefits to the larger- COllllllUJlity, although they 
are compeuated for their loss. One can understand their feelings. 

lln the other hand. some other people' ·raise questions on the' daiigers 
from radiat.ion, .water supply effects, . other environmental impacts, 
depreciation of property values, economic dislocation, ete. 'These 
questions should be addressed and . . have been answer9d well, some of them 
aany times. Yet some people opposed to the project, have seen ·their 
supposedly substantive arguments turned into specious ..-guments as they 
persist in using them. They like to cultivate the potential and imagined 
fears of the local citizenry. This, af course, is ·not an uncommon state 
.of affairs on the road to pr.ogress. 

From my interaction with many people of the local collllllWlities and 
from other obsenations, in contrast with the picture 'just detailed, the 
vast majority of people in the region are favorably disposed toward the 
SSC and indeed are eager to see it come here. 

I worked for Fermilab since its beginning Uo.til my recent 
retirement. I now work part time on a technology spinnoff from 
accelerator physics - D.l!llely, a medical accelerator for treatment of 
cancer. In the 20 years we have lived in Batavia_ by the side of ·Fermilab, 
our local property, in contradiction of SOiie arguaent.s, has quadrupled in 
dollar. value and is Dot aD UDCOlllllOJI example. 

Because of my retirement, the SSC does· not aaterially affect my 
personal future. I can appreciate, however, along with the great 
majority of local people, the great' scientific and cultnral benefit of 
the SSC to people eTerywhere and in combination with the economic 
benefit, especially to the .people of Northern Illinois. 

Cyril D. Curtiil 

r//� 

2 3 t> W1ndl�,,d Hj II s Rd. 
BA 74 VJ;./ [ l {�5JtJ 

I 
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All"4'- Pue t 4 
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The collider will provide Us with a un
_
iqu� oppor���ity, . e 6(JS'JZ, 

chanc� to �;;pl��e' the b�aic f�r��� �f natur.e. ·Discoveries wJ 85 Z -1 ::.ol 
...,. � ,. r r, • • • �- .. · ::' -.. ., - :. . . .• ,. • .,... .... ' 

l:· i� this fi�ld couid radically change the way we see the un-ive�r�s�e�.��� 

d. .�··::··i�� �(1}A1t�-;;· � �m here t�pport, its eonstruction IA }Illinois·.· ,Havinq the . . . 
collider here would instill a sense of pride in Illinois. It 

would create.many new jobs at a time when this state needs them. 

It could vven help to make Illinois a national c&pital .for 

scientific research and development. 

But many people are aqainst the collider, some because they are 

afraid of change. These are the same people who t:ried to slow 

down the space proqram in its early years. If they had succeeded, 

we would not now have the edqe we have in space technoloqy, the 

edqe that we are so close to losinq. 

Others are opposed to it because it will force them to relocate. 

This is in rsry opinion a selfish attitude. I would qladly move 

if I knew that it would benefit future qenerations, and help 

the prosperity of our country. 

Then there are also so11e who feel that it could damaqe our 

environment. I suppose these fears stem from recent ecoloqical 

disasters such as Three Mile Island, Love Canal, and more recently 

Chernobyl. But anyone who has done any :ianm research on the SSC 

would aqree that it is .. safe. Accordinq to the environmental 

impact statement, there would be no soil, water or biolO<fical 

contamination at the Illinois site. j If Fermilab is used, the 

amount of low level radio-active·waste produced by Fermilab would 

increase bv less than 20'<. Waste produced would be comparable to 

+;'!-11t of a medical center)(I>\, N?f" � t;:; � .� ...V 1 · 

� "1-S ��� S�� �- J � 
� v.:,... �- -.(;'P" � ,t...iti,� 
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In eenclusion, we as citizens of United States cann� afford 
... t - - , .. ""\ .. 

to .al- down·� 'IN1.l4in<J Olf· ''ttt• � iwtdl_ all Df.� ap}IG6ition • 
• ' ...... .... �· "JI 

AlMI aiftc:8· Illinou i• oon•idiared u 11e ideal �illce.lly aad 
:in 11«..ty, ye>eMaal.4 be h--.ed ·tio ha- it built b&re� :� 
Jea-tft ... -r:..I. yio=f+ci �eiz.e-- 1""1<1s opf�Vl�-T .. 
Se..£.. ..: � •. if 1:/� 1-t/ fl� 11\.-e... /(,· �- � :;;!gg_ � t; ::::·.'Mg '4 �ts,,_.� �nk yo • 

• -· 
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LETTER 1007 

• CA T.C.H.-IUinois 
,CffizfilRS Against:the.collider Herre 

Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chairman 
SS,C 5'1.te �ask ·F-rrrce 
ER-"6'5 /'GTN 
Office 'C'f Energy ll;e'Search 
U .1>. Depar.tment 'O'f 'Energy 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

Oct . 6 , 1.'958 

J\;t:t.n: SSC :DEIS C0111111enu--Hlinois i& not: a l.Qg1cal Choicef'n � 
.5-sc... 

'Dear Si:r: � �J___ 
'The 'f111llowing is a 'list o'f ju'St � .,;; �{' tke 'l:'easons wt\y 

"""1llinois is not the logical choice for the SSC. 
1·' The yresem:e of 1T1etharre g� i'S a pot�tial safety hazard 
and can be expected tQ s'l.'OW down tunnel Co:l'l'Straction in 
Illinois. 

2) The ent:i-re F-ox Va'l.ley '5it'e i.s ceve-::ed by Flood 'liate 
Insurance Maps and show� a high probability for damage due 
to flooding. Thi'S i'S =·t tT'tre at 'OtheT sites. 

3:) The air qualit-y M the 'Illinoic ·site is already t'he worst 
of all seven 'Sites. 

4) Itlinoh i-s the only 'Sit� to he. desig�at:ed as in 
nonattainment for l�els of both o�one and carbon-Monoxide. 

Sj Total suspended particulate levels (TSP) at local E, F, 
am! .J -sites in Il li nois will eicceed .the National Acibient 
Air Quality Standards. 

·6) The prCJi>osed service areas wH.l no.t c.omply with St:ate of 
Illinois ,Rules .and R.eE11lations, Title 15, Subtitle +I, as 
regards· noise levels ror residential settings . 

7) Il"linois shows 'tl\e lowest lev:el!�}public services available 
at .all sLte11>. Qur student/teacher ratios are the wor&t, our 
healti caTe levels are the worst, and fire ..and �liei! protect 

ion in DuPage, Kane and Kendall -C.ouRties are below the 
aational average. 

8) The roads at the Lllinoi.& site are the most <.ongested of 
any site and are the only Tc>a'3s subject to stop and ,go traffic . 

As a result , more travel time will be reql.!ired to move· from 
point to point around the I llinois site than at: any ocher. 

?O Sox "')4 Wasco lllino+s60183 Phone2·z53�24A 
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LETIER 1007 (CONTINUED) 

9) The winter weather problems in Illinois can be 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 completioR 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 process. 
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 �atural 
background radiation level -- Fermilab and the Kerr-McGee 
Chemical Plant site. 

13) Illinois is already the site with the greatest number of 
man-made 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 commercial/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. 

s tm>a:rl:y ' 

�� 
�..5/:L � �  

.dA- {!.,,�, J.'..
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MY rIANiE 12 C."-.ROLANN LAIRD. r. UVE IN f·ATA YlA .. !LUrLOl8 
r HA VE LIVED THERE FOR 87 YEARS. 

FTP.ET, ! ,..,,_..l_NT TO TH.-".NK. nrn: DEPARTMENT OF ENERG? FOP. 
CO!'illNC.. H.::.;-(E AND SFEN::rH::. r.,,,-o DAYS T·) u.::.TEN TO (><)"".;• 

BIJT I V,fANT TO TELL Y•JU THAT l Af'd A SUFFOF.TER OF THE 
:::)SC rrr ILLIN0!8. AG A HOI't1E:'<V.KER, PARENT, FA8T-TEACHEP. AND 

CC·r�u:E:;i.r-�D CIT!�'.! 1 H_e_\l� '\.i.l!TI\!ES"SED THE �·LA_f';I\"' EEI\IEF!CL.!..L 

' 
BEI·i.E.1• 11 ::.: IF rrlE 88C 8ITE "lv"EF.E_ TO EE CHC.E:ErI sorvIE"\l'l!iEhE OTHER 

THAN ILLINOIS I CANNOT H.ELP BUT THINK TH.!i.T TrlE SSC '401JLD 

ENRICH AND Er-IHANCE THE GOOD THAT HAS ALREAr•Y BEEN 
ESTABLISHED BY FERl\illLAB. l WOTJLD JUST LIKE . TO COM!V!ENT ON 
A FEW PEP.SON.AL E-ENEF!TS TI>lA T COME TO r,wm, 

BRlNGlNG CVL TURAL EVE?lT3 TO THE COMIVIUNITY 
2 ESTABLISHING OUTREACH PROGRAlii�3 TO THE PUBLIC 

SCH(JOLS, WHICH TURN KIDS ON TO SCIENCE 
3. PROTECTII'!G THE OPEN SPACE Al'ID .;1/ILDLIFE, E:FEClFJCALLY 

THAT ANYONE CAN ENJOY FIRST-HAND THE 3;::AUTY OF 

NATURE 

S KEEPING AN OPEN-DOOR AND FJ::IE:NDL Y POLICY 80 TH.ll.T 

CAN PROUDLY TAKE VISITC•RS THEF . .E TC• LEAF:N IN 
.L�� .. �1·�IA.r·I'8 TEP..I'1!E .!.E.Q.ttT 1J1E E:·:P�F�::··1!E:!"l'TS T·:- rrscc-:/'EE 
--..-..:� :--.r . ..:. ..... r-;:·P: -1F �'.;'� ... .:..-:-:'�P .�.�·r::- --. A'[...: . .:.) \.··:::·.�,r .....;r:i·E'r�FFAI._� 
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HERD AND THE HUNDREDS OF WILD GEESE AND DUCKS 

OUR AREA JS FILLING UP TOO RAPIDLY WITH SUBDJVJSION 

AFTER eUBDIVISION. BEEIDES. DESTROYING OPEN LAND TO B'-'ILD 

HOUSES, THIS CREATES OTHER PROBLEMS. THE INCREASING 

POPULATION 18 BRINGil>IG INCREASED TRAFFIC, MORE POLLUTION, 

PP.O�LEMS OF W AS"TE DISP0SAL, AND CROWDED SCHOOLS TO NAME 

BUT A FEW. WE CANNOT STOP THE: GROWTH AND CHANGE THAT IS 
COMING. BUT, WITH THE SSC HERE, IT Wll.L HELP IN A P081TlYE 

WAY TO CONTROL THE TYPE OF GROWTH AND CHANGE. 

FOR THESE REASONS. PU!:ASE CONSIDER CHOOSING ll.UNOIS AS THE 
BEST SITE TO LOCATE THE SUPERCOrIDUCTING SUPER COLI.IDER. 

THANK YOU 

Ca.'<"ola.V\.'w'\. La\.�d 
,Sf(,. Va.� I.Jo�"\ w1e k 
l,3Q.4a.vi�, T((. (.,oSIO 

I • �����----------------------................... .. 
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CA f.CJ-t-lllinois 
Citizens Against the Collider Here ·1 

Dr. �i:mot Hess. Cha�r<.an 
SSC Sice !as� Fcr=e · 

ER-,65/G!:\ 
0f�ic� ct Energ� �esearch 
l.S. �e�artmen� ���E���g�· 
�ashi��:=�- o.�. �a��: 

·-·=::. - . =��� 

Attn: SSC DEIS Comments--- Economic Alternati.ves & Emotions 

Dear S.ir: 
One o: th: ma_ie>r reasons whv 11 linois shoulc no:: be· c.he final 
site for the SSC is due to the extensive degree of development 
which exists ac the �llinois site. Page 4-72 and Table 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�ven sites, only Illinois presents a situation where 
groo,.;th is triggering hot.only an intensification of current 
use, t>ut also major changes from one category of land use to 
a new higher development classification. The remaining six 
sites do not portray this kind of future groo,.;th". 

This is a key st�tement 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 Illinois site could be used for other 
purposes actually makes this prope�ty 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 remoce and undeveloped sites. Only Illinois stands 
off by itself as having alternative land uses available for 
the proposed SSC acreage. However, this opportunity cost 
associated with the Illinois acreage is never taken into 
consideration by the EIS or by any of the economic studies 
prepared by the Illinois ENR, SSC for Fermilab or by the 
Department of Energy. The Illinois site is unique in its 
economic potential, yet this fact is completely ignored 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- y:�(o'1 �--
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wr.i er. 1:1ust b<- co.nsi-C·eree·. if.1: a -t1!1ue ccst bene.fi-t analvsis. 
Ei':!'le!' the e:::-,-,�i;:� �m··o::.veci:; in• preparing the EISS hen-,, ::-.acite· 
a ::a]c:- rnistai<.e O!' the:-e. ;,;er.e no ecom:mn·ses il'l'V<>-lved •t all'.. 
Another factcr that is cbviouslv missimi from the EIS i.s: an 
analysis of the psy.::ho:i.ogical impact which the SSC project: 
is aL'reads ha..:im: uoon the affected residents at each 
alternative site: in Illinois. for examole. there is no 
discussion abou: the degree of.involvement necessary fer 
people to fighc this project. So.�· cioes i't describe.. the 
anirnosi ty ,.;hi ch has developed between· a.Hect.ad property. 
owners and the government of the State cf Illinois·. :->a.where 
does the EIS describe the tremendous deg_ri?e· of mistru.s.t . 
which the local communitv has towards our Governor,. our· local 
political leaders, the DOE and especi·ally towards. Fermi lab. 
The EIS is deficien � in describing local attitudes and feelings 
tc;;,;.rd the SSC and its proposers. As a result, you scientists 

Joi:i" c· urnU! rs.tand the complet>e batred wl'lich - affected property 
o;,;ners have towards the SSC in general. �or do you understand 

from the EIS the resolve that we people have towards insuring 
that the SSC will not be sited in Illinois. lie ue 11•e11.nee,L� 
M. do. •itae:e &S' jC FUZc& Ci"il illilfi!I&&& "PQA y011 ,e-cientins � ... -- ... _ 

..,....,,, st eo;-+tEJI:. ceitd151- hete.. Every 1 es al 111eans will be E)(fJleiCad 
� at. a:ttia•pl: e:o. fotce ,_eu. te sita E:tti& i-Atruf'ion· ·lsetJ)i�. 
The· EIS has• failed miserablY,: in its jud&ement' of loeal' attitudes 
ltfld 1. jssA weut cu. IDak£L OliE thiug. pet Fectl)I cleat· die ettly 
� ttm. 5:56; cau come cu IllisP:eis is tft•e:Ygh t'he· c0' •'•' 
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®!!!!!� .. is .,.e.e.e,��!!!12.t!�nsportation 
ILLINOIS PUBLIC HE.AlllNG 

ON SSC DRAFT EIS 
October 6 and 7, 1988 

11 lfnof s Department of Transportatfon Remarh 

• I am Dan Dees, the Deputy Of rector of the Off fee of Plannfng and 
Progra11111fng at the Illfnofs Department of Transportation. "I)' 
coaments today wf 11 focus on: 

- the abundant transportation servfces avaf lable fn thf s regfon, 
- the specfffc on-sfte highway fmprovements planned _for the SSC, 

and 
- the state's cOA111f tment to the northeastern regfon to fund 

projects that wfl 1 improve tr-avel condftfons and reduce 
congestfon. 

• In terms of transportatfon services, the lllfnofs sfte beneffts 
from one of the most actfve transportatfoil hubs fn the .world. 
The Fennilab campus f s ·111nutes away from a large network of lllljor 
expressways, trvck termfnah, rafl yards, afrvorts, and deep-draft 
and Inland docks tNt connect northeastern lllfnois to the natfon 
and the world. 

• The Draft EIS fully describes the regfon' s tranS90r'tatfon assets 
which fnclvde the well-developed hfghway system fn the suburban 
are._ of DuPage County and the extensfve county road network fn 
rvra 1 Kane Coun1:.Y. 

• Furthet', the Draft EIS recognizes 111tnoh'. contrf,button o f  sfte 
19«ttic fmpl'O\'ements to facflttate the t4>nstructfon and oper1tfon 
of the SSC. Thfs tmpl'OYemtnt plan includes: 

- the 1tret'19thenfltg of approximately 20 mfles of baul roads, 
- constrvctfon of 2 -lane, paved acceu roads to the 20 ring 

potnts as well as to the J I IC areas, 

11A.1- �;z 
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Page 2 

- improved access to Fennil ab by upgrading Butterfield Road to 
four lanes from IL 59 ·to "Kirk Road; and an intersection 
improvement at the Fennilab entrance 

- reconstruction of lklubennan Road at the far experimental area 
to serve as an access road, 

- completion of the interchange at I-88/IL 47 to serve as access 
to the far experimental areas and for transport of excavated 
materials, construction of arr interchange at I-88/0aubennan for 
far expetirllental area access, and 

- construction of adequate area parking. 

• The estimated cost is $36 million.· In additio�, approximately $16 
million has been scheduled for highway improvements in the SSC 
site area in the state's current FY 88-92 highway program. Also, 
the local governments have offered $5 million·in highway improve
ments planned for the area's local roads bringing the· total of 
planned highway improvements to $57 million. 

• The $16 llifllion fn scheduled highway improvements include rehab
flftatfon of eignt area bridges, resurfacing more than 6 miles of 
roads, and construction ·of the highway access improvements on 
Route 25 to the Aurora Transportation Center. 

• The proposed site area is located fn and adjacent to a fast growth 
area and fs experiencing some congestion problems associated with 

·rapid development� However·;' tlie level of filvestmer'it fo 't·ranspor
tatfiifl in fast growth areas ·such as OuPage county 15 respo·nsfve 'to 
the rapi'dl y changing needs. ' .. _ ,-

• Illinois' SSC proposal identified $57 million of highway improve
ments for the SSC site." This 'fnvestment; 'whfle significant; ls 
. d;;;lrte'd when compared· to' the annirai" and mirltf.:.year highway program 
al ready budgeted for the Ctii'CagO 'area.· e·etween ·Ff seal Years 1'984 
and 1988, the highway investment program for this region exceeded 
$350 AiilHori a'nnuafly� · . .  ·' ' 

t1A.1- y:�1L 
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• Over the next 5 years tne state nas 1oent1f1eo Sl.4 billion for 
Northeastern Il 1 ino1 s. AOd1 t1onally, state ano local agenc'ies 
through the long range plann'ing process will Identify proolem 
dreas and develop programs to solve congestion problems. 

• Th1S 1s particularly true of U.S. 34 which fs located 10 iniles 
soutn of FermilaD. Although this route is not part of the network 
oroviding direct service to the main ca111pus, 1t is experiencing 
congestion in the area near IL 59. An engineering study of this 
route .,, 11 De unaertaken and wou1 d read to making impl"ovements 
along a 7.5 mile stretcn of U.S. 34 from Oswego to Aurora. This 
is a .naj or step and cOllllli tment of funds toward responding to 
congestion issues. 

• Simi 1 arly, other 1 ong-term projects are being considered as part 
of the Northeastern Illinois Plan Update. This periodic update 
was begun after Illinois' SSC proposal submittal date and after 
the development of the EIS. As an example, the Fox Valley Freeway 
which would serve as a major north-south artery for traffic in the 
SSC site area is currently being evaluated for Inclusion in the 
2010 Plan for the Chicago area. 

• The main message of my c011111ents today is that the proposed site 
area has an extensive transportation system already in place; the 
state has proposed a good transportation improvement plan that 
would construct ud upgrade facf1 ities needed siieci flcally for 
the,SSC; and finally, over a 6 year period from FY 84 through FY 
89 the state has Invested over $2 billion fn thfs region filr 
highway and is targeting its funding toward solving, congestion 
problems in the urban and suburban areas. 

llA.1-
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i>r. VilJROnt Hess, Chairman 
SSC Site Task Force 
EJl-65/GTN 
Office of Energy Research 
U.S.Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20545 
At�n1 .SSC DEIS C011111enta--- Groundwater Concerns 

Dear Sh·1 

October 6, 19&8 

Table 4-4 of the EIS is_ in error when it indicates that 
groundwater usage by 1111nicipalities is projected to decrease 
due to futUJ>e planned replacement by Lake Michigan surface 
water. DuPage County does have plans to eventually shift 
over to Lake Michigan water because of their well publicised 
groandvater problea. However, only a very ••all portion of 
western DuPage County ia in the region of-iafluence of the 
SSC, In fact, only a ••all portion of only one municipality 
(West Chicago) lies in both DuPage County and on the ring. 

What is a •ore important question ia what are the plans of 
Kan• County citiea? The Manager of the Northern Regional 
Office of t.ha Illinois State Water Survey, Hr. Villi&• Baker, 
has indicated that absolutely none of the citiea in Kane 
County have any plans to avitch OYer to Lake Michigan water. 
The citSea of St. Charles, Geneva, Batavia, North Aurora, and 
Aurora all plan to continue to use groundwater we11a for 
their complete source of water supplies. The fact that 
Tabla 4-4 assumes that Lake Michigan water will eventually 
be in uae ia a •iarepresentation of the truth. In fact, it 
is in direct conflict with atate .. nta made on page 5.1.2-29 
of the EIS. Thia portion of the EIS specifically indicates that 
since plans and schedules for citiea switching wholly or par
tially to surface water aourcea are not definitive, it is 
assumed that a worsening of the groundwater overdraft problem 
cannot be mitigated. This is the number one problem with the SSC'iii Illinois--our overdrafted groundwater supplies can be 
expected to dwindle if the SSC is aited in Illinois. This is 
but one exantple of hov the EIS ia often self-contradictory. 

The Illinois State Water Survey has also indicated that there 
are very specific-lecal groundwater problems within the region 

llA.1- t'Yl5_ 
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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 groundwater 
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 region. Any new developments may 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 Kane County will not have Lake 
Michigan water during the life of the SSC. The error that 
exists in Table 4-4 clearly indicates that the DOE has been 
presented with facts that simply are not true. The regional 
overdraft cannot be expected to be relieved, it can only be 
expected tc;-;;orsen---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 Illinois--even greater than that of DuPage 
County. The EIS clearly shows that the proposed Illinois SSC 
site is the only site where this continued change in land use 
from rural to urban/industrial is expected to occur. 
This fact alone should preclude you gentlemen from selecting 
Illinois as the home of the SSC. The shear numbers of human 
receptors ·who may be adversely 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 
when they say that Illinois is the logical choice. Their 
mouths talk about pride and progress while their hearts are 
full of �reed and jealousy. Illinois is not the logical 
choice for one basic reason--people. If you scientists can't 
comprehend this fact, then your hearts must also be full of 
greed and jealousy. 

Sincerely, 

llA.1-
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Dr. Willlo�t Hess 
SSC Site Task Farce 
ER--65 /G'lN 
Office of Energy :Research 
u.s. Dept. of Energy 
Washinqton, o.c. 20545 
Dear Or. Hess: 

I was previously counted in a survey done by thrl.versity of Michigan 
staff as 1::eing for the &lpero:lnduct.inq SUper Q;)llider in Michigan. 

I have since found that mmy "facts" were misrepresented to ne, both 
in the survey itself and by the Michigan SUperccniuc:tin SUr;er Cl:>llider 
O:mnission. 

I am row fimly aqainst the SUperccniuc:tin � Cl:>llider and want 
to be counted that way in j'Cllr tally of opposers and supporters. �. 
I want my nane takeil off the •suwcrters list" 'lltlere it "'38 placed before. 
S�ely, �}v\ � 
Nl'.ME � ( C,. c H I !TLC 
AWRESS /661 luJGc h¥> 
CIT'f, S'l2\TE /V'w,oJJ I Mr ZIP 'if.� sr 
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October 3 ,  1 9 68 
Dear Mr He s s , 

I am a s eventeen year o l d  senior at Waubon s i e  Va l l ey 
H i ghschool in Aurora . Curing the p a s t  two years I have 

heard qui t e  a b i t  about. the proposed SSC . I a l s o have re
s earched i t  and have wr i t t en a paper dealing with the SSC . 
La s t  w i n t e r , I took a Sa turday Morning Phy s i c s  c l a s s  a t  
Fermi lab a n d  l e a r m : d  a great deal about wha.c goes on there . 
I rea l i z e  th�t if w� expand our technol ogy , gre a t e r  d i s cover
ies w i l l  be mad e ;  i e- f inding the s ix t h  quack , e t c . 

The problem is "Where do we build such a pro j e c t ? "  As 
I see i t , the most l o g i c a l  s i te is I l l i no i s . The add itional 

card enc l o s ed shows w i t h  what I agr�e w i t h . However ,· I ' m  
not the only in my school who agrees w i t h  the a l l eged I l l i no i s  
s i te . I know that w e  a s  teenagers r ea l l y  a f f ect the outcome 

o f . th e  problem 1 and our feel ings should be heard and con
s idered , f or we are the ones who w i l l  bene f i t  from and run 

the SSC i n  future years . .  
I j u s t  hope you wi l l  make the ri ght choi c e ; I l l i noi s  or 

Texa s . Just p l ea s e  d on ' t  let t h i s  be a pol i t i c a l  present to 
Texas if George Bush wins the e l e c t i o n .  

Sincere l. y , 
Eric S Hungn e s �  
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LETTER I 020 (CONTINUED) 

BJ Stew fJeemaa • aat . deep . wells fllr drillklDg 
Tiie � " waier •. but 'llBDla to builct new 

GENEVA - The city haw., � fldUties for pass1"bly lalcen the first step In lowerillg !i llSiq Ille Fa IU'Nr, too, In� 
the radium content In Its drink· undergnJand aquifers dry up. Ing water, IDcltldiDc ccmlderillg "If we find it QeCl!$S8l)' 10 go 
a back-up SJS!em Ulillg Ille FOlt · to die Fm River, we -'t have 
River. · physical e11aQces to adjust," 

This week, the City Council said J aim Dou1me. superi& 
approved die hiring of Black .& . teDdent of the .- depart· 
Veatcb � and An:llt- meat. Wells cs IP 4rJ becalll58 
tects of KaDsas Clly. Mo� for a a number of � CllJI 
price not tQo exceed $182,200, to be drawing from the same aq-
!esign a wai.er system. The new uifers. he said. 
system Wil "virtually replace Tiie - system would be "1ID 
the public water supply" be- illsmmce policy C. us ••• it will 

' cause of lllendillg techlliques. possibly last u 50 years," he said Pulllic Works Director added. 
Thomas Talsma: Changes are necessary due to 
a mandate by the U.S. Environ
mental Ptotection Agency to 
lower.4 radium content. 

1be �ts to use sllallow 

Cummtly. lilly the city of 
Elgin uses tlJe. Fox lliver for 
drinking wacer. Officials say 
that on the average, 80 percent 

�r/A4 

·• -·- -,, .. ··-- - UUIU UlC 
river. The CClSt is comparable 10 Ille 
dlalic - el pownping waier 
'- wells. -

Aurora is considering us!llg Ille Fis River IO help lower radium la 
"Dwtater. 
. Water tu Ille Fox has less radium 
1- - organic matter, said Un}' Dieben. ol Elgtn's Waler De-
partmeDL . 0- baa been cited .,,. ... . 

-11u1111"\1---· 

rM)'e""19113. 
Ta!Slna says Ille key to com� �is-... Wier With higher 

.... - r.md In deeper 
....US wtth water ol lower cmtenl 
-1n .- we11s. 

The cily llas alnady added a 
shallow well Oil Peel< lload cm Ille city's wes1 side at a cmi: Of SU mil- · 
lion. The city is also� ln10 a CC111nc1. ror "" � io parchas8 
- acre o! lalld mrtllllf Keslinger · 
R_, and - of � Rood for 
Sl7 JIG. If geological - .... succeuflit. die dl)' may � -.er 

""' radlDm la llli. water exceeds 
J<ale and tecanl -nls. The cily's drlnlting waler bas betwem 
12 and 14 pia)cUrleS 1 liter; Ille 
Slandard is s plcGcurleS, . lllougb changes are � ccnsiden!CI. Long-term tnlake of radium will IUll 
five of 100,181 people, acconlln& IO 
bicphysidsts. . 

The .ont bf Black le Veatch Is 
pan of an SU millica endeaYOI" ID 
� � '8dium IWldards by I 

well, Ille secUld Of three needed. \ 
The Black le Vealdl design and 

cmslTUCtion .-ii be to bring major expansion .10. Ille city's waler supply, lrl!atrnenl and distribution 
facilities by lhe rat 2010. 

A key to the- water plan will ; 
be to llnlit use of deep wa1er wells. ' 
One opioa for - waier supplies 
is. the Fox It.Iver, along witb Ille shallow wdls, Talsma .lllill. 

n.i firm i.iped put a plan In , place tn Elgin tor limilar ase ot the 
river water five years qa. -"' -· . · - ·  

I 



I 

\ 

LETTER I tJ :2.. o (CONTINUED) 

C.A.T.C.H. - ILLINOIS 
(CITIZENS AGAINST THE COLUDER ·HERE} 

THIS IS WHAT FERMllAB USED TO LOOK LIKE WHEN IT 
WAS A "GOOD NEIGHBOR." 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 !AND, WATER, WEllS, HOMES, FARMS, BUSINESSES, 
JOBS, TAX BASE, TAX DOLLARS, WETLANDS, AND YOUR PEACE AND 
TRANQUILITY. I WANT IT ALL AND I WANT (f NOW, AND IF YOU Will 
NOT GIVE IT. TO ME ••• I Will.TAKE IT." 

FERMILAB USED TO BE A GOOD NEIGHBOR, WHAT A SHAME ••• WHAT 
A DISGRACE ••• WHAT A DISAPPOINTMENT ••• THIS IS WHAT IT LOOKS 
LIKE NOW •• 

IF YOU WANT TO STOP THIS OBNOXIOUS INTRUSION UPON YOUR 
HOME, FAMILY AND ENVIRONMENT, THEN PIAN TO ATTEND THE 
ANAL DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY HEARINGS ON OCTOBER 6th Iii 7th 
AT WAUBONSIE VAllEY HIGH SCHOOL THIS IS YOUR LAST CHANCE 
BEFORE THE DYNAMITING STARTS AND THE TRUCKS BEGIN TO ROLLI @ ·�'FERM/LAB IS NO LONGER @ 

A GOOD NEIGHBOR" 
. SUP C.A.T.C.H. - ILLINOIS CO IDE ' P.O. BOX 104, WASCO, IL 60183 (312) 584-4244 

llA.1- A8<o 
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Dr. Wilmot Bess, Chairman 
SSC Site Taek Focce 

Dear Sir: 

September 30, 1988 

After review of the draft Environmental Impact Statement I am convinced that 

the SSC� fil belong in Illinois. Twenty thousand of sy neighbor& in 

Dupaga, ltendall, and Kana counties feel the same way. I hopa you vill too. 

Twenty years ago when Penailall was built, this area of Dupage and Kane 

counties vaa largely not developed. Currently, it ia the fasteet growing 

area in the 8tate of Illinois. To quota the Environmental lllpact Statement, 

"auch of the &ite i8 suburban, INTDISIVELY used for housing development and 

COOllllercial, light industry." The September 30 issue of the Chicago Tribune 

indicates Collar Counties• (of Chicago) population Surges. The biggest 

percentage gains were in Lake, He Henry and !!.!!!. Counties. The SSC does not 

belong in Illinois. 

� residence snd 12. buaineaa, the largest nwaber of all •even states, 

sho uld not be relocated. The town of ltaneville should not be destroyed. 

!he SSC does not belong in Illinois. 

rhe environmental impact on our water supply is too aevere. We do not want 

contamination of our groundwater supply. 320 sn-ivate wells, the second 

highest of tha 1 states in contention, should not be destroyed . The SSC 

does not belong in Illinois. 

IJA.I 1�81 
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LEITER 1021 (CONTINUEDl 

. 1 • 

The 11&yors of St. Charles and West Chicago are concerned about the l011& of 

land from the tax roles. We do not need 18,648 acres in 3,305 parcels taken 

from us. They , as well as we, are also concerned that the operating 

techniques of compressora throughout access sites will not meet OSHA or 

Environmental Protection Agency regulat:ions and law. The SSC does not 

belong in Illinois. 

Our precious wetlands are needed, among other things, to purify the wate< 

entering the Fox River. the loss of 850 acres of wetlands, the second 

greatest of the 1 states in contention, cannot be tolerated. The SSC does 

not belong in Illinois. 

Put yourself in our shoes. Would you want "spoil hauls 12 hours a day. 

construction of facilities near human noise receptors 16 hours per day. cur 

and cover tunnel construction 16 hours a day if you lived here?" �JI for 

the next 8-10 years. OF COURSE NOT! 

Be a good aeighbor and build somewhere else. It sure doesn't belong.here. 

llA.1-
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Dr, Wilmot Reas, Chairu.n 
SSC Site Taak force, ER-65/GTN 
Office of Enera Rese&%Ch 
u.s. Department of EllerQ 
Vash1.ngton, ]), O, 20545 

Dear Sir1 

12.So. Meridian Rd. 
llascD, ML 48854 
September )0, 1988 

I aa writing th1a letter to let 1ou know that I aa a conoe111ed 
citizen fro11 Ingha.11 TOll'DShip against having the Superconducting Super 
Collider here in the State of Michigan, 

I don't understand how with the drought problems at the last two 
summers and the proapecta for future a1111111ers of the aame that it can be 
said that all the water needed for the SSC will not affect the 
avail&bilit1 of water for our local homes and businesses. I don't 
believe how it can be said that the borin8 through the bedrock and it's 
displacement 1a not goin& to affect the water table. 

lie keep being told different "facts• all the t.iae. They change as 
the wind chaJl8ea, it aeeu like, first, there will be shielding around 
the tunnel and then there won't be. Next, the ring is de:finitel1 in 
place and then not all the surve1 :facts are in so they aren't sure 
exa.ctlJ where the ring will sit. lfext, exieting wells have to be at 
least 150 :ft. :from the ring, then theJ can be as close as 10 :ft. but 
the· IlOE book says no wells within 1000 :ft. of the ring, So we keep 
being led around and around with no :for sure answers or aaeuranoea, 

I am also conoerned about radiation. Suppoaedl1, it 1a wrey little 
and will be ll&de into oement. blocks and shipped elsewhere. �be that 
other elsewhere doesn't want. it either. It 1a one thing to decide to 
put oneself in the Ticinit1 of radiation en their own, it 1a quite 
another for someone else to decide :for 1ou. 

I moved out into the countr)' because I wanted to get away :from the 
city. I like it out here and don't particularly want the •city• shoved 
dcWD ll1 throat. I don't want no1ae all d� and all D1ght long. I dcn't 
want to look out a, front wind.01'8 and see a bi« serTice area complex 
rather than a :field o:f corn or wheat, I den't want more tra:f:fio en 
Meridian Rd., there 1a enough there now, 

I:f 1ou are surprised at peoples •sudden• cence111, 1ou should bel 
herything has been handled so hush-hush and so good :for the State of 
Michi&an. lie are :final.11 getting in:formation, even 1:f it 1a oontra
dictorJ. Ve, as individuals living here, have never been asked if we 
wanted this SSC here in our cm11U11it7. It 1a sure easy :for other 
people to 8&1 that sounds great bat the1 don't have to live here, And 
as one gentleman said at the Vevay TollDllhip board -ting - "He's not 
real close to the ring so be'a :for it bat 1:f the ring moves he's not 
so sure an1 more.• llho's going to want to 'bu1 our hOll88 if he 1a 
uncertain. There are alot ot people even in om: oWD c�it1 who don •t 
know what's involved. I don't trust.the appraiaale and I den't think the 
State of Michiaan will live up to it's end o:f the bargain because the 
lag1alative aaaurances are not explicit enough far the future. The 
attected tcwnahipa will be the ones to au:f:fer the moat and we will have 
no ea1 in the matter. 

Sincerel11 

Rita M. Mura1flllci 
Concerned Citisen 

llA.t. 1'3� 



I 

LEITER 102..3 

o� ()A //-U<J · 

-2 � 5.8�4��.· . 
� ,,.,./�h � ry_ �--; 

-. L �rl�-d:� 
Uk

rl .wd� t.: -:�z� 
�� 

-yy�/d� 
S£k, �� Sr 

�Gt!S MovtT, .z;_ 

(i,0.57..S- ) 
f 

llA.1 \C}9C 



2 

3 

4 

LETIEA 102.4 

Dr. II� lfa8S, Cb&UmaA 
SSC Sit.II Ta.sit l'=ce, 1!3-6.s/GTll 
Of1'1oe ot lzlftQ R--.xch 
u. s. Departiaent o1' Energ:r 
llasM .. ngton, D, a. 2�5 
Dear S1r1 

12 So. ller1d1aD lid. 
Maaon, III. 488,a. 
October l, 1988 

My name 1a Eugene Murawski and 1 live at l2 So, ller1d1an Rd., l'!aaon, .!!I. 
I would lU:e to direct rq -ta to the accuracJ ot the Dep&rtallllt 

ot ElulrgT'a Dn.tt l!:llvU-ntal Iapact. Study dated Qgwit, 1968. "7 h
was 'tlullt 1A 1976 azd 1a DOt. in � o1' tbe atattatica ill the book. I ban 
a1ao heam tb&t aubd.iviai- 'built bl the a1d. 1960's are aot ewen inil!Jlled.. 
I ruJ.l.ae that thU docuaeat 1a a clDft but .st it bit oqr 20 l'U1'a old, 
How can the DOE, the SSC and we the people lmoir nactl7 llhat ti.ad ot 1apact 
this will haft on our society, Kr, John Hanieski, the encutift director 
ot tl1e SSC: project tor ll1ch18an hu be8ll aabd mmerows tiaea about these 
atatiatics blR I still baw not �dnd. 11.117 anawen. Ia "11r70De a£ra1d \o 
gift ua llCl1'9 accurate data? 

� Han1.eslt1 haa stated tha.t the lacailon ot the actu.l ring ill H� 
baa not beeD det.ermiDed. &Dd ., .. I c&D Ull4erstand vtq. ID Appnd.U ;SB, 
page lOl 1t doea stats tllat the ll81'T1ce area at. P7 is located '400 tt, � 
ot Columbia Rd., vhlle Appeniix l-), page 40 states tba.t P7 1a loeate ,6 ai, 
east ot l!er1d1an Rd, and ,1 ai. Darth ot Col1111ll1a, a dittarence ot arow:d 
1000 ft, However, tile draft EIS 1a baa1lll! their statiatics &lld decisions 
on these �e facts. 

The draft ll:IS states tha.t Mich� will fill 5 �ua.rriea with th• spoils 
during boring of the tunaal ao1 wUl attact 2800 acres of oar lletl.a.ms, 
llha.t will thla plua the ezt.n. Dolce traa traffic and buaiDeaaea and loss ot 
ground water do to our wildlike and f1ahing 1.n Mich1&aJ1? 

The dra.ft :us 1n Appendix 4, �e l-4 states that BO .... us will be 
directly a.ffected per the reports ot Ingham and Jaclason County He&lth 
reports dated 1987 per Appendix 7, page 122. However, these reports were 
fl.'Oll a report actaally dated 1.n 1968, If these figures are correct L"li the 
draft EIS states that no ae>i resouree recovery operations such aa vell 
iastallatioa will be allowed vithiD 1000 ft, of the twmel during construction 
or operation of the project aa stated 1n Appendix 4, page 5,s-1, llhJ does 
the f'!ichigan SSC tell us that 

l. if the tuaau.does not directly hit our well during construction 
the veil vUl 1n fact reU.1.n and, 

2, 1f we do lose our veils, they will drill us a new well even wit.hill 
thia 1000 ft, diatanca during construction. 

Appendix 4, �e 5,1.6-15 doea atate that with ground water, the radloactiYity 
llOftS to the wells over a period of tillle a.nd is dil11ted with the vatar 1D the 

llA.1- lqq\ 
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Mr. Vu.at. Heu 2 OcWber l, 1968 

ground and wella. How aan w haft oar vella vithiA fee1. ot the project and 
not OYsr t1• end up with ocmtaainated water? 

the Draft BIS eta.tee 1n Appelldu 4, pge ,.1,)-1 that llichipn will 
not need a perait tar the project to eta7 wilbin the Clean Act :prograa 
4m'1llg COJllltruction, hOlnt'nlr 1n Appendu 4, IB88 �?. the dntt EIS stat.ea 
that 111ch1gan wUl 1n etteot exceed the carbon -oxide lillita :resultin« 
trOll SSC-related eaias1one, It we 1n tact Im«* thia T1olat1cm •Ul take 
place, I wander bow Mn.J other Tiolat1ona v1ll take place llhen the draft 
EIS is baaed cm UD7 &1111W1ptiG11B &nil it done properlJ, but in llichipn ve 
Jmov that the rules wlll be broken. 

The dntt EIS doea addnaa the topic of no1ae ann07ance tba\ vUl 
occur in the azea 'both durin« conatruotian &nil operat1cm ot the project. 
Append.a 4, pge ,5,1.4-1? 11\atea that the noise iJlp&cta are bued on the 
aaa1111pt1on ot certa1n standard. indwstrial :practice• 11.ke t.he cool.in« tower 
bein« ot a quiet deaign, power generatare encloeed in a llhed &nil ooapreaeara 
1nd1Tiduall7 enclOHd, 117 queatioa to the DOE, 1a vbo wlll ..U aura tba\ 
1n fact theM precau$1ona wlll tab pLice? 

Appelldu 41 pge )-23 a. 24 stat.ea that the iJlp&ct ot bplBMDtin« the 
no action altersi&t1TB far lliohipn would be continued wie of 118ht 
indwstrial &nil euburban aZ'9U a1xal with vet.land• reoreaticm &nil agd• 
cultural produoticm, BOB ellC1'08Clulent on vetlazlde with cont1nued llOderate 
euburbanisaticm. It the DOB 1a takin« a poll ot the people 'Mda7, place 
� Tote 1n f&Tar ot a no act.ion altemat1TB far 111.cbigan comrtruct.in« the 
!lupercond.uotin« Super Col.lid.er. I thank 7oa far g1"11lg • an oppart.un1t7 
to epeak to the DOE. 

llA.1- \�2.. 
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LETTER I 02. fo 

W1� 11.. Hess, ·O!lelMMn SSC Site Tesk FOl"'C9 
0«1oe of ·E�gy end Reseercb 
u:s. Oeper�t -&lerg, 
Wl!Sft1nwton. D.C. 20"545 
Dear .Dr. ttass. 
We wou� Hk:oe "'3 m�one 111St attempt to show ltle SSC Site Tesk. For.ca vmy we 
cooslder the State of 1 lllnois to be one of tl':le leest 80Ce!)table sil'es. 

The E!Wiornmerrtal lm4)!JCt Stetement seems to ''91oss-Qlfer-� the hi.Iman factor 
ooncemiAQ tne State of 1111nois. We heve tens of thousands of more people thet will be 
affected by the'bu11d1ng of the SSC �n 11llno1s than m f!nl IJf the other 6 states. And 
our present popu\aton boom ls a� most out of control . As 'Iha front page of tne Ctllcego 
Trlo\.l'le Fr�!Dtl .5epteinber 30, 1968 .po1nts·out; tnemller oount19sof DvPeae . 
L.el(;e, McHenry, Will, 'el'ld Kane have surgecHn populaUon bye stunnin11 44 ,000 
ipeople ffi 1967. 
Suen c � if\l :populcUon, espectallyin �- and Dtqaag1t COlMltles-the two 
-coootl.es most effected IJy the building of the SSC kl IH�nots, nes<;r.eeted more traffic 
jams, lncreesed roed deteri01ratlon, ceused more eccldeAts, and oontributed to !In 
Increase in traffic fatalities. The areas conUnlllldv.owth of 2.8� coupled with the 
addition of hundreds of trucks and thousands-of SSC wort.ers wm mek.e Kane and 
Dupege counties an unbearable piac:e 'to 11va 
Even though our state government hes told you about 11 l1nols' "rura1 atmosphere" we 
certainly hope you were very observent dur'lng)QK "80ent lnl.lr. We have hundreds 
of homes under construction on the proposed rino r'lgM oow end thousands of lots 
already sold and waiting to be built upon. 

Please use some good old "com men sense" end put the SSC 1R tutatewhere It w111 not 
have such an adverse effect on so many peopte. 

�rely, r:J 
�\ \t"ik�!J�-j-,eA�<_, 

Don arnhJudy Price (/ f/ 
6N 1 l 9 Woodland Road 
St. Charles, I 111no1s 60175 

llA.1- -��9 __ _ 
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Collar counties' population surges; Cook County's sllps 
By Merrill Goozner 

·1 he population or the Chicago area's 
wllar counties surged in 1987 while 
Cool County lost population, a sharp 
rcvcnal or the trend or most of the 
I �l!Os, new figures rrom the Censua 1111-
rcau showed Thursday. 

Its population survey showed that 
while Cook County was 'losing 3,800 
p.:oplc in 1987 fi:om the previous year, 
Ilic 6vc counties surrounding Cook
()u Page, Lake, McHenry, Will and 
kane-surgcd by a atunn1n1 44,000 
Pl"Ople. The. pattern is reminiscent or tbe 

1970s, when much of the suburban 
crowth was at the expense or Cook 
County and the city. The five collar 
counties averaged crowtb of 37 ,000-l'C"Ple a year · during that decade while 
Cook County was losing 24.000 people 
a year. 

During the 1980s, on the other hand, 
Cook COunty and OUcaso have aham1 in 
the region's o.eratl �ty. and popu
lation arowlh reflecied iL Between 1980 
and 19�. growth in the (ilie oollar counties slowed to 27.000 people a year while 
Cook County was adding 6,000 a year. 

And the city, which ii only counted in 

even-numbered years, showed an 10-
crease of 17.000 people In 1986 over �.was lh,e lint city gain in several 

"The traditional. pattcm bas reasserted 
itselr," said Max Oieber, research direo
tor for the Northeas�m Illinois Planning 
Commission, the regional elanning agen
cy. "However,\outmlgrauon rrom the city has dimintshcd significantly with 
arowlh among Asians and Hispanics. It's 
fikely that siibwl>an Cook is the area 
that's not doing ""11·" 

The biggest �tage plns ht 1987 
were in Lake, M.,,,,nry and Kane Coun-

T Ck.\'C4'7o. �·· frld..a·'1 

ties. 1bdr crowtb rates (2.6 ID 2.8 per
cent) even out�· Du Pase (2 per
cent), the traditional hollpot among the 
collar counties. 

The solid pins in the outer subwbl WU eoou8h to keep the region's srowtb 
ra� in the middle or the paCk among the 37 U.S. metropolitan att111 with DOOUla-� � I mill!on, �report� north�� southern ,uconsin, &rN by 0.3 percent to a.u million people last year. 

While that powth rate trailed llllCb 
See Populadon. ... 2 

_1:'f1 \iv h� l Se., T .'301 J'1€!r 
_____ ....;.._ ______ . ·�------

' .. 

Population £\1�·�= 
Continued from page I sf.!'°"�

9
Jast census, the 

areas as Los Angeles, Washington region's population has � 
and Dallas, which � at a better flCICC!:IL While that's enouah to keep 
than 2 pertenl clip m 1987, the OU- 11 ..rely in third � nationally, 
ca� area's population did grow lilst- only five regions with more than a 
er than Detroit, Boston and nxcs- minion � grew at a skMa" 
sion-ravaged Houston, which was rate. Tll06C five RUst Belt dtit>
thc only region among the nation's Detroit, Cleveland, Buffalo, Pitta-
10 laf'8C!ll to llClllllly lose population burgh and Milwaukee-each lost last year. l)Ol)Ulation since the Jast census. 

·Houston reJI two places to 10th in · the DOPUlation m:nds ttalliJmed 
J 987, ralling behinll Dallas and the in Tiwisd'ay's report will result in a 
nation's capnal. , major shift in political power follow-· 

New York continues to be the ins the next census, which is only 
largest metropolitan area in the twO )Un away. Illinois, for instance, country with 18.0S million people. is likely to lose two congreumen. 
However, it's 0.2 pen:ent growth rate Nearly 20 percent or ihe 282 tua11 
last year placed ii among the slowest that the Census Bwau � as I gr� regions in the counll)I. And metropolitan (the smallest. Enid, ! the csumaws were made in July, so· Okla. has S9,800 people). have lost ' 
th<.'Y wouldn't include the effects or population in the 1980s. T-.ty
Jast October'• stock market crash nine or those loscn are in the Mid-
and its n:sulting kl5s or jobs. west and 12 are in the Nonheasl. 

Phoenix remains the '8stcst grow- Seven of the I 0 lilstest growing 
ing la� metropolitan area in the metropOlitan areas are in Florida. 

f1i 
:t m 
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LETTER I 02-7 

Cotober 3, Hl!B 
Dr. WilmDt Hess 
c� 
SSC Site Task Fgrce 
DBPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
EIC·-65 
W� D. C. ZD545 

Shiriey GuJeuchwflger 
36WJOJ Ferson C:reek Rd. , 
SI. Charles, Xtme, n. 60174 

Pr.ease 'lie advised fliat I am ""' In favor of the Superc<mdw:ttng S..per 
Collidllr beuw ll'llill ill the Fo" Valley area .of m�s. . I 
I have been a nsilJR"' .of SI� Charles for .ai...ust 40 years and have enjoyed 
'GUY rieral ..,..,. Of fVe. Eve1J1one in my particular area is siill on well water 
(we are in St. Cltarlu Jowns hip) and we are particularly cwzcerned about 
the quality of our water, $/wuld the SSC ll'e built here; as .Jllflfl as the 
euvirrmmental ,,,.,,.ct. 
I luwe read likrough most of the material se"' to me ll'y the JJ. 0. E. and 
still caa see "° logtcal rason why thifl proj'ect should ll'e looated in such 

·• 4ertse? y poptllated area. 

1 ""' • DOncernerl ·ott>inn .and ,,.egistered voter in Ute Slate of lllinois. 

Plean c011siderdMIJ letwr as my ''NO" vote t- ·1118 SSC In tliinoiS. 

llA.1- _?-00\ __ _ 
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LETTER 102q 

SSC DRAFT EIS COMMENTS 
Dr. Wilmot Hess, Chai rman 
SSC Site Task Force 

October 6, 1988 

Office of Energy Research, ER-65/GTN 
Department of Energy 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

Dear Dr. Hess, 

The Tuscola Cou,nty Econo mic Development Corporation would like 
to encourage the DOE to place the proposed SSC in Mi chig an. I think 
Michigan has the resources to make it a top quality center for the 
nation. 

Sincerely, 

cc�y 
Executive Director 

JM/tw 

1184CleaverRd. Suite800 Coro.Ml48723 (517)673-2849 

llA.1- 2903 
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LETIER /030 

Dr. Vilmot tress 
Chair, SSC. Site Task P'orce 
D-65/GT!f 
�fice of Energy Research 
u.s •. IJepart11ent of Bllergy 
Vaehington, D.C. 20545 

Attentions SSC Draft BIS 

?tear �. H98s, 

Bnclo11ed are 11y personal co11lftllnta concerning the Draft Bmrironmental Illuact State
•ent for the Superconducting Super Collider. 

1) �e 2-t. It ill not clear how the SSC rsnkll w1 th rea:pect to other sceintU'ic 
research in importance and vi th other physics research in pa!'ttca.lar. lloJf· were prior-
i tiee detenilled concerning such research and SS<: chosen as the project that will go 
�. IHat eri�: was used? Since there ie not � 110fte7" to do all the needed 
r.eaearch t= all worthwhile projects. th« DOa. neella to Ull the �blio vtiat ottier reaearch 
will be fora- or· dela.,.cl due to the- a1phan1118 off of fUndlt by SSC. 

It is also important �or DOB to show the Public how much theae new spin-off tech
nologies coat/degree of imcceee. In· particular, on page 2-2, DOa:needa to docuunt the 
-.rtion that one-thi:td � ou-r �?'ellt groea national product cue f1'01l 11tudy111!! aub
ato.ic ph1M.ca .,._. the 1.ut ei8ftt7 J'e&ra •• il110 the first wo'f'd of the first sentence 
of the first �pb on this p&6e. 111 the start of an incomplete sentence that does 
not fit with the laat' W01'd fd' tM pNeedill!! page. 

2) �e )-t. It bothers 11e that DOLdid not iteelf determine llhat were the best 
11itee to look at but instead had a contest to see who would propose 11it11111 • .  Tbis is not 
leadership and does not lead to the best environaental Biting decision beiNJ llllde. 
It is also disturbing that DOB doee not tell us what deCOIUliasioning will coat and how 
hasardoua and aolid ..... te will be disposed,. Th111 111 a coat of the project and needs to 
be di11cloeed for each site. 

) ) Pue )-51. 1'!ft 0 need a to be used to aaseea illpacta. If .ffH 0 d& ta is not availa
ble then conversion factors ullirur TSP need to be used to give an idea of what the NAAQS 
for particulates will be onsite and whether the workers or reaidenta will be in danger, 

4) �e )-54. DOE is not discloaill,! flllly to the Public what all impact. are since 
1101M sitea, like the Texaa one, haYll not lad their historical site evaluation or pre
hiatoricil!.rcheological site evaluation done, Therefore the Publlc does not know the 
cost of wliat this will be in resources lo•t or damaged. 

5) Page )-60, Table )-8. U&i118 250 gallons lllin. of water and 2,200 gallons/11in. 
of water 111 ridiculous. The DOB needs to detenine what it can do to conserve water or 
recycle and reuee water so it ia not waated. The sue can be said of energy u�e. 
How will th111 ·be dona and what will the prograa consist. 

6) Pai!:H )-62-).64 •• llit1�t1on that will reduce illlpacte should be done and DOlil 
should not state that it possibly 11i�ht be done. Let '11 reduce iw!�cts to the 1111111llest 
amount !)()llSible. Surely with the cost of the project being 110 hr<!• the extra 110ney 
needed to make it •ore envirollllentally 11ou�d 111 not out of line. 

llA.1- 2.004 
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What are the pollutant increasee that 1till occur due to gas and electricity uses? How 
will this project reduce pollution to keep ozone levels down? 

8) Page 4-), Table 4-t. lfo H!'ttion is made here about drill holes fro• oil, ga.s, 
_water, or other activities that have been_plug�ed or need to be plugged. 

9) Page 4-6. It se111111 to H that geol�1.c ver1f1est1on studies should be done now 
so that all faults ar11 knovn and th11 l'eview11r can d11t11rain11 th11 possible probl11as that 
these uy have on th11 Texu and other s1t1111. 

- 10) Pa.o;e 4-8. This 111 a general coMaent about this docu11ent's style. It would be 
11ore llel9ful for the reYiever if all co111111ents about each stats were put t�ber"a<e 
that a continuity and tot�lity of each site could be discovered by reading about each 
stats independently. 

11) P�11 4-Z, Table 4-10, llith the Trinity River fro• the Dallas-Fort Worth area 
to Lake Livingston being 110 polluted 1tlth se�11 how vill this project's 1111wage loads 
affect the river cumulatively? 

12) Page 4-JZ, Tables 4-8 and 4-9. DOE should ensure that county radon levels in 
T11xaa for the area affected are gathered before th11 FEIS .  

t)) Page 5.1.t-4. What about fault impacts with respect t o  vibrations i n  Texas? 
How will fa.ult 1apacts be sea.sured and a1t1gated? 

14) Page 5.1.2.1. I want u.ndatory 111tigat1on to stop erosion and not DOii: saying 
that 11e&1111ree could be done, You need to coaai t to what will be dons. I cona1d11r 5-
tOlC of a watershed disturbed by one project u slot of disturbance. On page 5,1.2-4 
where did th11 2"' uee of fioodplain v1d11th co1111 fro11? Why 111 not a •ore cons11nat1ve 
nus 11r 11k11 5-10lC used? What is aost �1sturb1ng 1• th11 lack of any 1nfo?'!ll&t1on. on how 
fiooding vtll increase due to secondary d11Yelop11ent ia-.o:t.'near thees streaas, Thill ts 
one of the grsat11st iapacta and needs to be comprehensively addressed by DO&. 

15) Pages 5,t.2-23, 26, 2?, and 2?. Regular vster quality saapl1ng pro.irra11s shouldL• 
be eet up for th11 streams that the SS� vouH iapact to 11nsur11 that any degradation due 
to the project is fo"nd and then aitigated. In addition baael1n11 data is needed 110 that 
future exp&nsion of the SSC or indirect growth iapaeta can be deten1ned. Pollution 
spills 1111st be reduced by 1111ployu training and inspection and not as put here, could be. 
lfonpoint source co ntrols are needed before any channel stor1111&ter ts releaaed to the 
local streaas. There ts no discussion about shallow water aquifer vster pollution 1•
pacts, Are there any and if so what 111t1gat1on will be eaployed? 

DOii: needs to install vster consenation devices and use' vster reuse and recycling 
u such as possible on the SSC facility and the doaestic vster uses. In addition s1ne<t 
scondary growth will occur due to· the SSC. the DOI should enter into a progr&ll with the 
county and nearby cities to encourage vster conservation for new residences and other 
development tbat occurs due to SSC. Th• growth in the area will not be S111lll since the 
county 1s not highly populated and ts aore rural than urban at this ti1111. Purther, it 1• 
ridiculous to say that since overdrafting 1s alritady occlirring that the added CU111Ulat1ve 
111]l&cts of the project are not significant, When you include the project, vhicb itself 
w111·use 11Uch vster and the 1nd1reet gravth 1•�ctll the vster use inera&11s is significant. 

The State of Texas through the Texas Water DeYelopaent Board hall a vster conser..atton 
p� DOii: should be involved vtth for this J)roj11ct, 

Other water issues as a result of this !)rojeet include pa.we 5.1.2-zo whien shows 
pert o! the 9roject '!01Nr under l!a.r!fwell Lake but noth1� 111 said about this and whether 
wate .. SHDU"e will be a Dh>blllftl, U"lin .,ii !'&«• 5,1,t;,.14 no ·Hntion is· "ade 4bout "hallow 
vate'!" �u1!ers. 

llA.1- 2.005 
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t6) Pa�• 5,t,J-9. Apin DOK.ignoree the indirect and Cllllul.atbe iapacta �air 
pa:llaaUo1t ca th9 azoea,.. The total. air pollution g1111erate4 not juet troll cars of ·•plo:r
en of tlle. S84 bla.t &leo du& to. th• g;ruwt11. tn rea1dent1al •. coamerei&l, tnduftri&l and 
other land us.. 1a oner admotrl� or tAlke4 about. Si°nce this COllld lMt one of the 
M.t nriau& eanaeq- becmaM the pollution generated here 11111 llOYe into the non
lit.Wn� t,or -. ·- of, the :i.Allu..f'ort llortll area th1a need• u. be lllldreeae4 no11I 

17) Pagn s.1. 7-1,...20, A 70 � lnel at 6)0 feet away needs �·. 1- ltiflsated, At 
10 tDIA llOies 1nduaad.. � lou. caa bagtn.. Bpec1f1c& on the noise •1ttot1on plan are 

Mt. p•en allll aetd to. be ao tha re"1swer can -t on tbeee plaits. Ml dhturbance 
:t.poo\a due to· �h noiae lPela are g1"91l for 111ldlifa. Ttii• needa to 'be 4-. In 
&441t1on on '!°able 5,1.0-3 the "'of the people il't senice ara&ll thrt 11111' 'be highly 
annoyed by noias in the operational upects need to h&n aitig&tion trsr·the1r eituation 
�1111 1a tb1a .US•. It •- ..ry unusual to � a"1'1 !mow the nuaber of atructurM at 
each pmpeaed. al \a -1 � the· 60o foot. z:angs, tat thia ia where tbs iapaetill- dua to 111...e,.. 
iJ18 will occur and �in aiti«ation naeda to be apalle4 out. 

t8) Pli@9 5 •. w-a. It la not. cl-.s- how ncl-Uoa will oceiar. Aa aitlptlon I npparl 
the raloeation of the- SSC -tot A In addition since ft:m1sr prairie &realJ· will be 
talten &114,..-tll will take - aore foraer pratrle anu :t lMtl1"9 00. ei-ld' reclaill 
ttia tioo. &rm9"\lat. imi -.it.a. of Blaol!land prairie u aitig&tion. Ia addition any ax
- l&Rll that t"9 DOS doea not nM4 tor dnel.O'PHftt ahoald'. be aanagwd' u a 11114lifs 
aanctuary. In addition, �in, aince tMa Pl'l'Jert 11111 - tunlllrr �ll 1n the &rM 

:Cb•U.- IXlll ai-.14 - - Gt 1ta land. u lla�tat foz Jlaclt-c&J!l*l nr-. and create 
labU.at for.,,_.�· traa plantingn or otlln a1t1pU011·-ree, nml'ly, I -14 
llllla to - llCS,;. a1Ace 1t. wUl 41aturb riprlalt h&l!ttat, acq11ire tlMt li9et left: on Chu
._. Cnell u id.ti,p.Uan !or \Illa duage. 'ftd.a 11111 &111«1 -te ril.dltt .. aanet.1111%')' � 

Ull b-•· \ha .� and ... thetio 'l&luea of tllll area by prw•rrilll' ttleee blpartant 
lUldaca]lll f•turae· 

t9) 1'a4e 5.t.1-5. Dea Heda u aholl 1111&t faralanll 11111118 lost to growth ill the ana 
... to. tlie pmjed ud � . .)ult tba dine\ 1- of priH f&l'llluda, . Again. JlOLrafu
\O gift &· p1°'8n of tba -.plate Upacts 4lle ti> tll19 projKt:. fhla S. no:t• &coaptable. 

20) l'agel!IS-1.8-U. 240 5.2...i. 5.2-7; allll )-65. • The�� flair 111 Uta &lB &lll!llyaia 
la· \:be· lacll tit qustit&Uve tllf-tioa or � inf-Uon at: aJ:l allmlt the 1n41rect 
l!llMlloaental 1-pacta that vlU occar dlle to thia project.. TliD thoagtJt � been echoed 
agaln. &1111.. qaiJI·. in. tlleee -w . . In addition JXa. trlee to a1nia1a tire iaportanca � 
thie sr-th by aaying tl:llK it ia nl&Uvel7 uail 11llen cmpar'8ll to total pep11lation 
project1ona for the rasion. • DDS alM h.Ua to. t&lll &boat how sudl �II rill. turn a 
nral lifetrtvl• into. u urma Olle and alter c:ultare &1111. 1lrealt t!Mt -.lt:r fabric. 
heh, Uteetrl• cllupe. often are the -t iaponaat o- frJr llualla ainee- they C1U1 han 
d ....... nl>la .-t.i-..1. Md ps11cllologieal iapacta •• n - to - "1t11 all the adnnl:'ld 
pliumiJ!g an4 projectiDll tool• at. JXIS't c:onancl° that" i't should 'b9 ,-illl.• to· eeparate 
on. tJle.. dizut. and 11141.nlot sffetta. that;, ssii 1d.ll Ila•• on 1111• Cl:Janty-. Tll1• apparantl� 
le. not. being· 4ane u4 needs to. be adftMaed, 

21), Pinall.J;, way back°" pap. ,.._10,-, tJle EIS atat91!1 that reereaU-1 -cea "111 
be affaeted in Tuu. BOW8V9r 1t ia not claar throagllolr\ the raat of the cfoc:nent what 
aDI � auch 111.ll this sffac:t be and lloir it 11111 be aitiptl!lll;. Pl- aplailr. 

llA.1- zoo:o 
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