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Criticism of Army Proposal To Leave L
Lake Mlchlgan

Landfill 7 should be excavated and the
contents placed in a suitable hazardous

HOME FORT
SHERIDAN y,,..4

'_mt MIGAN

HOW WAS ,
'(—;/I\q"é%lELlE)Z CHICAGD waste landfill away from Lake Michigan.
_ ' Trying to.contain the waste in the face

1S LIBOIS of powerful erosional forces affecting the
CONTAINMENT - i .

PROTECTIVE bluff within which it sits will not work.

OF HUMAN i :

HEALTH AND . The d.ec15|on making 'process used to_
THE assess potential remedies shows a serious breakdown in
ENVIRONMENT? .. .. . . .

objectivity from having the Army be the lead agency in a

HOW cleanup of their own making.

HAZARDOUS IS

LANDFILL 7?

WwHY IsBLUFF ' The United States Army conducted operations at Fort

EROSION SUCH o &m
A THREAT? Sheridan between 1887 and 1993. The geological setting zfvgsu*

i LP'i.""{:‘*" !
WHATISTHE  of Fort Sheridan is tableland above a 70-foot high erodible f:gf%";'*)
CURRENT ‘-3%:- 2|
LEGAL STATUS  bluff[1] in an area cut by deep ravines. The Dbluff E‘;ﬁ’ 4
OF THE A

CLEANUP? overlooks Lake Michigan and the ravine creates an open

WHO IS STEVEN face in the bluff at the beach’s edge. Seven such ravines
POLLACK AND

:g,\_’;j,SAN YOU cut across the base, and, over the years, the Army filled

them in with waste generated by operations. Apparently, See 'cnfv
FORT and High

g:g?IODAN a decision was made to place the most toxic waste in the ;.4 intal
GALLERY Wells Ravine, now called Landfill 7. This can be inferred

http://www.landfill7.com/

because Landfill .7 is the only site at Fort' Sheridan that
the US EPA considers to be “Superfund National Priorities pe
List (NPL)-caliber.”[2]

The Army never operated the landfill by using what could
be considered environmentally sound methods.[3] No

high-density plastic containment liner was placed between
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the ravine and the waste. No IEPA permlt was ever |
|ssued while the Iandflll was operatlng The landf 1] never
benefi ted from regulatory oversnght untll the State of |
1llinois commenced I|t|gat|on in 1979 ‘An operatlng L .
S permit was issued two months after the Iandﬂll ceased : '
' operatlons 4] Landflll 7 mlght be better descrlbed as a’ |
dump rather than a landfill. LJ This dlstlnctlon is .o
important because it dnfferentlates the practlces of two
eras and informs decusnon makers of the true nature of

the facmty

'--The Army then 'applied for a closure permit-and. 'i'nstalled .a" ¥

leachate collectlon system and placed a clay cap over B

Landfill 7 in 1979. By 1982, the cap had failed due to ‘S'?‘ﬁ"e' -

pondmg of water and the fallure of the leachate collectlon
' system to collect any leachate The Army clalms the cap
-fallure was caused by its fallure to malntann the cap
Even if that is true, it still begs the questlon of cap
permanence in this geologlc envnronment and. what type -
of maintenance the Army could or would have been able - ‘
to do in this short time frame .

Fort Sherldan was slated to be closed in the flrst round of

' base closures in: 1989 In the 17 years smce then the

~Army has been evaluatmg what remedy will be selected to _Sa;;_;..ité,. o

permanently close. Landfll 7. Because Landﬁll 7 had been FERE :
dlspensrngi4 000 gallons of Ieachate per day |nto Lake

Michigan , and the leachate was above state '

bttp/iwww landfillZ.com/ S5 e 53002006
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environmental effluent standards, CERCLA allowed the
Army:to implement an interim remedy prior to deciding on
the pérmanent reme'dy The Army chose toconStruct a -
$16 million cap, even though less expenswe means could
"have been used on a temporary basus [6] Publlc |
comments for th|s interim actlon were almost universal in
their opposntlon to the cap.[_l The majority of the |
comiments 'focused‘ on the failure of the Army to
‘adequately characterize the type ‘of.waste in the Iandﬁil,
 the geologic instabili_ty of the ravine/bluff environment,
‘and the proximity to Lake Michigan from which local

drinking water is drawn.

‘The Army’s responses to these co'mmentsWere dismissive
‘as either premature becau'_se this was only an 'inte_rim
solution or irr_elevant because t'he cap re'medy was
-assumed to. t)e an effective method for containment of the
waste. The Army never analyzed catastrophic failure due -
to shore and bluff er05|on in. the Remedial Investlgatlon
(RI), Risk Assessment (RA), Feasrblllty Study (FS), or
response to public comments Catastrophic bluff failure |s‘
a common Great Lakes issue, WhICh has been analyzed
'extenswely by the US Geologic Survey, Army Corps of

Englneers FEMA, and coastal mumcnpahtres

After the interim containment.remedy was selected on
April 22, 1997 ,[8] the Army brought in Dr. Shabica to

_evaluate the shore protections as part'of the design

‘http://www landfill7.com/ o R S - 53002006
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phase. Amazingly, he informed the Army, on December
2, 1997 that the cap, as designed, would fail because of
erosion. He then proceeded to sell the Army a system of
his company’s design.[9] So after an accumulated 8
years of CERCLA mandated study, the Army’s refusal to
assess the potential for catastrophic containment failure

was proved wrong after the decision was already made.

The interim cap was completed in June of 2004, and the
Army will at some point propose to make capping the final
remedy, based on the same analysis that supported the

interim action.

Erosion is an unforgiving force affecting the North Shore
bluffs that cannot be stopped,[10] yet the Army went
forward under the assumption that the containment
engineering of Landfill 7 would succeed. The decision to
cap Landfill 7 as the final remedy is arbitrary and
capricious because it goes against the express and un-

contradicted conclusions of the geological community.

The Army is the lead agency in determining what cleanup
alternative should be selected. The conflict of interest in
having the poIIutér and financially responsible party
frame, analyze, and select the alternatives is clear. The
analysis of alternatives found in the RI, RA, and FS was
skewed in favor of the Army’s preferred, and less

expensive remedy.[11]

http://www landfill7.com/ 5/30/2006
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[1]1 Harmony with the Lake : Guide to Bluff Stabilizatio‘n,‘Lake '
Michigan , IL . The Illinois Coastal Zone Management Program. Illinois
Department of Transportation; Division of Water Resources.

[21 US EPA Reglon 5 Superfund Division, Fort Shendan ‘ :
www.epa. gov/regronSsuperfund/fed fac/brac snes/ff brac sheridan. htm

(3] Argonne National Laboratory Enhanced Prellmmary Assessment
Report: Fort Sheridan 1989 pg. 24.

41 Id at 13, 24.

[5] Dumps and landfills are not entirely synonymous ahd a distin ction’ S
should be made. A dump is defined as, “a site used to dispose of solid

wastes without environmental controls.” (Envrronmental Glossary. 4th ,
ed. 1986. Edited by G. William Frick and Thomas F.P. Sullivan. Pub by °
Government Institutes, Inc., Rockville , MD pp.99). The term “landfill”
is replacing “dump” due to the modernization of solid waste facilities.
Landfill is defined as a “facility in which solid waste from municipal .
and/or industrial sources is disposed; sanitary landfills are those that are
operated in accordance with environmental protection standards.” (EPA
Drinking Water Glossary: A Dictionary of Technical and Legal Terms -
Related to Drinking Water. USEPA Office of Water June 1994 ppl7)

[61 Walsh Don and Liberman, Pollna, Fort Sherzdan Landfills 6 & 7
Closure. Department of Civil & Environmental Engineering, _
Northwestern University on behalf of Chicago Environmental Law Clmre '
,August 2003 pg 26. Northwestem University study., :

[71 Responsiveness Summary Mayor Gerac1 ‘of Hrghland Park Mayor
~ Sirotti of Highwood, the League of Women Voters 'of Lake Forest/Lake *
~ Bluff/Highland Park, the Lake Michigan Federatron and the Sierra Club.
all opposed the mterrm cappmg actlon . )

8] U S. ACE, Decision Document (DD) for Interim Source Control
Action for Landfills 6 and 7 at Fort Sheridan Illmors April 22, 1997

9] Shabica, Charles W. and Charles Shabrca & Assoc1ates ReVICW of
Erosion Control Features for Interim Remedial Action Landﬁlls 6 & 7,
Fort Sherldan H11n01s 1 1/25/97

[10] City of nghland Park . Living in a Ravine and Lakefront
Community.” Water erosion is the most threatening force impacting
ravine and lakefront property. It is a natural force which'can be slowed,
but cannot be stopped entirely.”

!

[_1 Walsh, Don and Lrberman Polina, Fort Sherzdan Landf lIs6 &7 |

" http/fwww.landfill7.com/ T C L 5302006
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ol - Closure Department of Civil & Envuonmental Engmeenng, L

Northwestern Umver51ty on behalf of Chlcago Env1ronmental LaW Chmc

e August 2003" pg 26... . e e -
o ,'.' 2 ’ If you want to. know what you ¢an do, stand up and bemg counted' - b
. “Let. -your. leglslators know your. feelmgs. 'You don thave tobea. " K
: resndent of Highland. Park or Lake Fore tob be: concerned about this ~ e
-landfill Lake Mlchlgan isa cntlcal natlonal fresh water resource. _}; -
Send.your.‘fcongressman an_e-mail! Send your’senat'or ,an, e-mail! . '. . Co-
"Send Governor BlagOJewch e-mail! mall‘ Send the presndent an e-mail! mall' i Sl
‘by Steven Pollack . o .
-Concerned szen “ >
’ You can become a: part of the good ﬁght by helpmg cover the cost of
N ~.advocacy in this matter. While not tax- deductible, 100% of your’
- donation will go towards exther litigation expenses or the cost of - :
pubhc1zmg thlS issue.’ .
oL I want.to make.a $25 donation == "
;I want.to make a $50 donation- =
2 S o _'I-T want to make a $99 ‘do,nat:ipn, Zoons e
‘ Piease,e-maii me, to let meknow your View"s_:!'-“v A
o This website launched 5/30/97 o o : o £
S ' Last Updated 05/05/06 : " ’ I
: . } ‘ < V‘V' »
R : : ) ‘
~ hitp/www landfill7.com/ - g N . - s /'30“(260‘6’»-




