200.1e
Linde_03.01 0016 a



My, ‘Yictor L. Rﬁtwa.ckz ‘ : 2
NaveMber 15. 2007

‘I‘h:.s ie a paxtial taking since ,bhe gave:mmmt is acquiring a
fpott;io‘n af the property as rap ed to the total pra;;;@rty The -
;prcperﬁy to. be acquired has been limited to’ e buildxngs ‘and &
: =3 of utility tunnel nk"ua far:  The obligation of the
government im . taking is to pay the market value of the
p cherty taken: ‘plus tha’cost ‘to restore the prcperty to the sane
economic condition as exi __*ed priafr to the tak:; The property iz
not: to be enhanced at the eiﬁ'qp‘e" £ PITE
“the loss of good will er : : -+ i J5ines
are not- compensable. unless governmenu has- conﬂev 4 the
business property with the. %ntan.ioﬁ,ﬁf ¢arxyxng on the business.

We made a rough estimate of the quantimes of p:.m )
requiz‘r?q ﬁqx_ m}.ocaum, ‘,a,a I 1 as thg__ 1 T cos

Jexhceésive ami to include

c“laimad by Praxair appea a. t. .
iins our conglusions:

.bettement. The . ﬁollﬁws.\,_, )

cribed p:rew.ously, no -"'chemt:ica of piping or w;trxng were
provided for our  use. Mse ‘we wWeré not .allowed to tah&
phobographs, O Were. any s pmvmedm\ Praxair ¢laims that the
processes conducted in this area were pmprietaxy in nature. At
our inspection we @erfomed a rough layout sketch to scale, noting
the location and quantity: ,‘-:equzpment,.jas well as.the’ piping and
wiring servmi‘gf " this eqL pment . e acknawledgva l:hat thm
inapectéan was. cursory, but the documentation provided was quite
detaile ‘ ' ‘

/‘N\/‘s\

We digcussed the proposed x:elocation with repressntatives of the

prcpert:y owngr, the USECE& and the envircnmental remediation
ractor on the site. We calaculat:&& mpﬁ.ng,

actor costs from-R.S. M ,

an international iy accepted

informtu.cm

ng, and general
ion Da 2007,
aaurce of angineemng construction cost

Sevaral quest:tims axiae as a Yegult of our x:eview; First, the

sic Gueatio) er -all of the work is n egsary?
fica yf wih : o F: ta ig the extent of the contamination?
Wauld 11: be po«ssible §<-3 mva :mly .a . portion of the field, for

example, -could either the’ thermal oxidizer or the gas éac}mpmssor

Pelta Consulting Services, Inc.
G.azmi Rﬁx‘:iﬂ:x Meehizan
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Mr. Victor L. Kotwicki

payment . of losses or

Our eleéctrical estimate WaS
Our} estimate is 585 uaa compareé to. the

Navember 16, 2007

1nterfezeﬂc& aa possible wik L

In addition to the. equipmen
mechamcal ONLYACLOYs. in

t to th busineas operation.
ment > el .-‘-?,r\ical and
work

fI.‘),‘fg,:v:ix::zt:llLy,r suc:h COStE are EETme

costs?,

Althowgh business interruption «

request, it-appeaxrs. that h,e ,

for compensating the o©
moving cost of personal

1ncident§l t:a or aﬁ a fc

We estimat@d mchanica} dogty at appraxzmtely 53230 ﬂ@a
o echanical |contractor estimated

DS« Thm @ éﬁ

estf‘ m;;\te of pipin to $29J
contractor's. cost of $70,000
i:hg‘u;re of $365,000 cempamac

«comtracmr ‘EEtimate,
proposed amsunt of 5164,750.

‘oo" :

ncur;ed by pmpmzty owners
he takuvg ©f real pfnperty
ces are rvegarded as overly

e
mated that the. :em,e&y ‘may exist with

cms ge:nerai

ichi ‘as: conerete ! dages, concrete

cempare:d to the: pz*oposal. S our

i afvbaaed upcn‘c 1dula iong with an estimated total length

.\h‘amcal contrac or estimated 4,000
' n 6f the esnimane,

QL -by raising our:
'hlyﬁ Adding in thé& general

rounding ﬁi:oduces an estimated
t;o the prﬁpoaal estimate of $494,546:

sxgm.flca,ntly 1@#&: than the proposeg

‘Consulting Services, Inc.
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With respect to Praxa,i““";:"“'; g coat £
estimated a coat for equ;valbnt”services an>$395
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