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STATE OF ILLINOIS
PetitionerBYRON SANDBERGsubmitsthis brief in supportof his thirdpa?f~iiaP9S~&o~oard

the100 YEAR FLOOD PLAIN andPUBLIC HEALTH, WELFAREAND SAFETY CRITERIA of
theAugust18th,2003decision(Decision”)of the City of Kankakee,Illinois City Council (“City”)
grantingthe applicationof Mr Tom Volini whooperatesasTown & CountryUtilities, Inc and
KankakeeRegionalLandfill LLC (“T&C”or Mr Volini) for siting approvalof a newpollution control
facility. As thenameKankakeeRegionalLandfill implies, it appearsthis limited liability corporationwas
formedsolely for thepurposeof obtainingasiteapprovalfor a landfill atthis location.It hasno history
as a landfill operatingcompanyasfar as I havefound..

OVERVIEW OF THE POLLUTION PROBLEM andEMBARRASSINGPOLITICAL AND
ECONOMICRESULTS.

In graduateschool,we were requiredto preparean abstractorsummaryof ourresearchpapers.
Sincethis landfill hassomanyproblemsthat interactto makea worsepollution problem,that is
importanthere.I will follow this with apresentationin standardappealform, citing specificreferencesin
regardto criteria,manifestweightof theevidenceandfundamentalfairness.

A.. FLOODING WILL PRODUCE POLLUTANTS AND CREATEAN EMBARRASSING
POLITICAL STENCH

I will beginwith the100 yearflood plain criteria(iv) becausethePollution ControlBoard (PCB)
madeno finding on that criteriain it’s previousreversaldespitemy petitionon that criteria.If thePCB
hadmadea finding on that criteria, we would notbehereagainon anotherpetitionbasedon ahearing
in which only additionaltesting wasdonewith no changesin the specificationsof thelandfill. Also, Mr
Volini maynot haveappealedthePCB decisionto ahighercourt if hehadbeenturneddownon
that criteria.This landfill is going to be themostembarrassinglystinking,polluting landfill in thestate
becauseit is immediatelyadjacentto Interstate57 which is themain line of travel betweenChicagoand
Springfield. Fermented,watersoakedgarbageis just aboutthemostoffensiveodorknownto man.

I wassurprisedatthe previousreversalof the City decisionon thethis applicationsincetheCity
wouldgainso muchmoneyif it hadnot reversed,thecity decision.Moneyandpolitics oftenfigurehigh
in decisionsof Illinois boardsandagencies.Now thePollution ControlBoardis undertheEPAwhich
hasa reputationof makingapolitical decisionnowandthen.AlsoMr J.Philip Novakhasbeen
appointedasheadof theboard.A seasonedpolitical observertells meMr Novak’ssponsorshipof
doubleliner legislationwhile representingthis district indicateshis supportof this landfill that will bring
moneyto thecity and theotherlandfill that will bring moneyto Kankakeecounty. With a doubleliner,
hewasthinking theCity andCounty couldhavetheirmoneyandthepublic thesafetyof adouble
liner. If thePollution Control Boardallows thelandfill to bebuilt, thepolitico’s travelingtheroadfrom
Chicagoandupstateto Springfieldmaydub this stinking landfill theJ.Philip Novaklandfill.

Theproposedlandfill is in thedeepestpartof the 100 yearflood plain nextto andcenteredon the
railroadtrestleover MinnieCreekthat causestheflooding. Thereis no way to improvetheflow under
thetrestleexceptto replaceit.. Severalengineeringstudiesweredoneyearsagothat foundnothingthe
Minnie CreekDrainageBoardcoulddo to decreaseflooding exceptto improvethewaterflow
downstreamfrom thetrestle.Thedownstreamportionwasimprovedatthat time. Thestudiesreported
that Minnie Creekw~ssoflat in gradeupstreamof thetrestlethatnothingcouldbe donethereto lessen
theflooding, to do any work that would lessenthe flooding. In fact, thegroundlevel besideSouth
Minnie Creekrisesa foot or so forming a pool behindit that is partof thenecessaryflood flow



neededto storewateruntil it canpassthetrestle.Thetwo branchesof Minnie Creekareon eachside
of theproposedlandfill andcometogetheron thethird sideto go underthetrestle.

This waterwill haveto be treatedasit is pumpedout. Around30 feetof trashwill bebelow flood
level whenthis landfill floods. At least25 feetof thetrashwill be belowgroundsurface.This is the
waterequivalentof 2,028,000,000gallons.It will takeweeksto pumpthewateroutbecausethepump
installationis only largeenoughfor a maximumof a few inchesof leachateaday,not25 feetof water
Theabovegroundportionof this waterwill flow untreatedbackinto thestreamandto theKankakee
River.Thegreaterwaterpressureandchemicalconcentrationof the leachatecanbe expectedto cause
a majorpenetrationof the liner. Thetravel of pollutantsin otherlocationsnearbyin this aquiferindicate
theywill be in theriver in 3 or 4 years”As describedin a laterparagraph,theywill enteratthejunction
oftheKankakeeandIroquoisRiver andfrom thereenterthewatersupply intakesof Kankakeeandit’s
threeadjoiningcities.. It will takeweeksto pumpthewaterout becausethepumpinstallation is only
largeenoughfor a maximumof afew inchesof leachateaday,not twenty feetof water.Thewatermust
betreatedto removepollutantsandthecity sewerageplantthat is to do thatdoesnothavethe
capacityfor this much wastewater.Transportationof wastesto thesewerageplant is alsoinadequate.

It only takesonly oneflood in a 100 yearsto establishthe 100 yearflood plain. A movie showingthe
extentof the 1957 flood and apictureshowingtheextentof the1993 flood wereintroducedas
evidence.Thereis a pictureavailableof anotherflood. Thedetailedtestimonyof Mr Mossier
establishestheextentof the 1938flood. This landfill is designedto ScheduleD Municipal landfill specs.
In this kind of landfill, thepollutantsself destructastheytrickle down in a relativelydry environment.If
this kind of landfill is watersoaked,thewaterspeedsup thedecompositionandchemicalreactionsso
thepollutantsdo not selfdestructas in a dry environment.Thereareprocedurefor deliberatelywetting
landfills to speedup decompositionand productionof gas,but theyrequirecontrolledwetting, the
grindingof garbage,a muchbettersiteandhigherspecificationsthanare in this siteand specifications.

TheIllinois Dept. of NaturalResources(DNR) informedMr Volini on June18th,2002that they
hadcopiesof his planandhis work falls undertheirjurisdictionbecauseit is in theflood way which is
the” portionof theflood plain that mustremainopenandunobstructedin orderto storeandconvey
flood flows”. Theflow way is unusuallywide on theNorth Branchbecauseit mustovertopa625
elevationbesidetheCreekto allow flow from a largeareabelow the625 elevationupstream.Theysaid
that Mr Volini mustreceiveapermitfrom this officeprior to theinitiation of construction”Thesenthim
acopyof theirPart3700Rulesandan applicationfor permitform. Theyalsosaid this appliesevenif
theflood is not shownon theNEMA flood managementmap.TheyaskedMr. Volini to “Pleasesubmit
informationprovidingspecificdetailsof theproposedwork andan analysisdemonstratingthatyour
proposedprojectwill meettheapplicablestandardsof thePart3700rules.Section3700.60doesnot
allow constructionthatwould increasethestageof the flood plain morethan0.1 foot. Mr LeeMilk has
estimatedtheincreasein flood stagedueto theproposedlandfill at least0.5 from levelsthatwould
otherwiseoccur.Heusedtheelevationson asurveymapthat waspartof thewetlandssectionof the
application.He is experiencedin similarestimatesfrom his work as an excavatingcontractorsubmitting
bids to thestateandby experienceon a crew surveyingalongtheMississippiRiver. Mr. Volini hasnot
returnedtheapplicationwith specificdetailsof his work ashe wasrequestedto do. A copy of this letter
wassentto theKankakeeCity PlannerDaveSchafferon Jun18th,2002.Thecity atthat time should
haverequiredtheapplicationbe submittedandthefLOOD PLAIN determinedbeforethehearing
ratherthanstonewallingthis criteriaby stating it wasnot on theNEMA map.Section3700.100states
thatwhentheDNR becomesawareof activity withouta permit, it shallconductan investigationto
determinethefacts. It furtherstatesthat enforcementwill be soughtasdeterminedby theDNR.
Investigationsmaybe initiated eitherby theDNR or in responseto complaintsidentifyingthe location
andthename,addressandtelephonenumberof thepersonresponsibleaccordingto Section3700.10.
It hasbeena wasteof time andfundsto hold Ewo hearingson a landfill ihal. euuidnol.bebuilt if ii. dues
not meetthecriteriaof Part3700.

B. POLLUTANTS FROM THIS LANDFILL MOVE TO THE KANKAKEE RIVER AND



FROM THERETO THE RIVER INTAKES THAT SUPPLYTHE WATER TO KANKAKEE,
BRADLEY, BOURBONNAISAND AROMA PARK.

Thesecities drawtheir commonwatersupply from thepondformedby adam (“Six Mile Pool”) on
theKankakeeRiver.Theentire lowlandareaneartheKankakeeRiverdrainsinto theriver becausethe
dolomitelimestoneis socloseto thesurfacethatany pollutantspill on it quickly penetrates
thedrinkingwateraquiferandmovestowardtheriver. This siteand thelowlandbesidetheKankakee
Riveris shownin red asoneof theworstsites in thestateto bury undergroundwasteson a mapof the
Illinois GeologicSurvey.Undergroundgastank leakshavebeena moreseriousproblemin this red
markedareabecauseof this. Evenroadsalt from sideof theroadpollutedseveraldeepwells. Thereis
a 1500pagelawsuitagainstan oil spill eastof Kankakeedespiteconsiderableefforts of thepipeline
companyto containthis spill by asemicircleof wells. . It is very difficult to find andremovethe
pollutantsin this fracturedrock aquiferbecausethey travel in connectedfractureslike fingersbetween
themonitoringwells. In sandandgravelaquifers,theymove in a line andthemonitoringwells
will catchthem. Therearemethodsthat try to block off thefracturesandtreat thewater,but theyare
less effectiveandmuchmoreexpensivethanthoseusedin sandandgravelaquifers.Dr G GordonLee
recommendsthat an electronicsystembe placedunderthelandfill on asecondliner in this situation.
Monitoring wells only work in sandandgravelaquiferswherethepollutantsmovein a line ratherthan
like fingers. Thecountyandcity would makethis areaa protectedrechargeareaif theycould
understandthis problem.Landfills shouldonly be placedin hills in this areabecausewherethereis a 30
foot layerof glacialtill that will protecttheaquifer.Mr Volini madea seriousmistakewhenhe did not
submita landfill applicationfor thehills eastof Kankakeeon thehighway.Theycouldhavebeen
annexedinto thecity using thehighway.Theburdenof detectingandtreatingcontaminatedwaterfalls
on theWaterSystemsincethepollutantscannotbe detectedandtreatedin theaquiferor thesix mile
pool. This will considerableincreasethecostof waterin theareasincetheKankakeeWaternowonly
requireschlorinationandremovalof sediments.Sincecontaminantsbelow thedrinking waterstandard
cannotall be removed,residentswho areworried aboutthewaterwill havetheadditionalcostof
buyingbottledwater.Industriesthat requirepurewaterfor theirproductionlike Armor, Avetis Behring,
CeteonandWestLaboratoriesmaymoveout to placeswherethatwateris available.

As I andtheotherpetitionerswill detailout later,our hydrologicaltestsshowsthis landfill to be set
in an aquiferratherthanan aquitardasMr Volini’s expertsclaim. It is very clearthat theyfakedand
misrepresentedtheir hydrologicalteststhat claim to showthe dolomiterock is not fractured.This is
discussedin detail in a later section.Theteststhatwere doneright show it hasmanylargecrevices
directly underthebaseof the landfill thatwill carrywaterandpollutantsawayfrom thelandfill site.An
EPAsite reportsthat thesamepollutantsthatarepresentin gasspills arefoundin pollutionfrom historic
landfill sites.Oil basedplasticsarea largeandgrowingpartof householdtrash.Thereare60 poundsof
pollutantsin oneton of cardboardandpaperthat occupies3 cubicyardsof landfill space.

Themovementof waterwhich would carrypollutantsto the“Six Mile Pool” is shownon a water
level map (Figure26) on page29 of IL WaterSurveyInvestigationReportNo 111 (an exhibit to the
first hearing).A circleof low waterlevel aroundthejunctionof theIroquoisandKankakeeriver shows
the waterfor severalmiles in every directionflowing towardthat point. Page24 of thesamereport
explainswhy thewatermovesto thatpoint. An Illinois GeologicSurveystudy foundthat unlikemostof
theriver, therewasno silt in theriver bottomat thejunctionoftheIroquoisandKankakeeRiver. This
areaextendedupstreamon theIroquoisfor abouta mile. Theydid not explainwhy, but I think it is
becausetheriver flows fasterhereandthat keepsthesiltmovingratherthandepositingat
this point. . With no silt to separatethefracturesof theaquiferfrom theriver, thewaterthat will carry
pollutantsfrom theproposedlandfill sitemovesdirectly into theriver. Thereis aventurieffectcreated
by thefast flowing waterpassingovertheopenfracturesthat will pull thepollutantsinto thewater.
Thesepollutantswill havean opportunityto mix andaccumulatein theSix Mile Pool thattheydon’t
havein theusualriver situation.Theywill notbe treatedandescapefrom water astheywould to
someextentin flowing water.. I advisedthe City how theKankakeeRiverandCity watersupplywould
be pollutedin my brief of thehearingand in astatementduring thehearings.



THE CITY COUNCILS DECISIONAPPROVINGLOCAL SITING SHOULD BE
REVERSEDBECAUSETHE FAVORABLE FINDINGSBY THE CITY ON CRITERIONTWO
AND FOUR ARE AGAINST THE MANIFEST WEIGHT OFTHE EVIDENCE

A. THIS LANDFILL IS NOT LOCATED AND DESIGNEDTO PROTECT THE
PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY (CRITERIA 2). IT WILL POLLUTETHE RIVER WATER
SUPPLYOFKANKAKEE, BRADLEY, BOURBONNAIS,AROMA PARK AND THE
AQUIFER

Thecity council couldnot maketheirdecisionon themanifestweightof theevidencebecausethe
hydrologicalwell teststhatwerefakedin six tests.Mr. Volini’s expertsdishonestlyandunfairly selected
thedepthsin six wells wheretheirwell driller could tell them wheretheywouldnot find thesewaterand
pollutantcarryingfractures.In theother18 testwells, thereweresomanyfracturesdistributedalong the
entiredepthof thewell that theycouldfind no placeto do this. To hidethe resultsof the other18 tests,
they placedthemin a tablethat theyfalselyclaimedwasthe “Slug TestSummaryTablefor The
WeatheredNigerianDolomite”.(AppendixH3) Dolomiteis just limestonewith moremagnesiumthan
otherlimestone.Theweathereddolomiteis just thebrokenup limestoneon top of themoresolid
limestonebelow. It is sobrokenthat well drillers settheirwell pipedownthroughit andsealthepipe
into themoresolid fracturedlimestonebelow.

Theweathereddolomiteonly averages3.5 foot in depthaccordingto thetestwells andthe
application(page2-7.3). . However,Mr. Volini’s hydrologistdeceptivelyincludedall testslessthan10
feetin this table.Mr Moranuncoveredthis by questioningMr Volini’s hydrologiston everyone
of thetests.Whenhe wasaskedwhy hehadselectedthis arbitrary10 foot depthwhenthefractured
dolomiteonly averaged3.5 feet deep,all he could saywasthat he wantedto makesuretheywere
deepenoughin casetherewereany questions.It is fundamentallydishonestresearchto first decide
whatyou want to proveand thencollect andarrangetheinformation(tests)so it supportsonly what
you want to prove.This kind of fakedandmisrepresentedresearchwouldnotbe publishedin apeer
reviewedresearchjournal andshouldnotbe acceptedby thePollution ControlBoard.Thesefalsetests
showedthelandfill to besetdown in an aquitardwhenit is actuallyis setdown in an aquifer.Mr.
Moosebasedhis landfill planon theseteststhatshow it is an aquitardwhenit actuallyis an aquifer.No
landfill of any specificationshouldbe down into a fractureddolomiterock aquifer..

It waseasyto fakethesetestsbecauserectangularsectionsof soft dolomitewith manywater
carryingfractureslay sideby sidewith sectionsofhard dolomite.Thefracturedsoft dolomitehas
fractureslargeenoughto providewaterfor wells so it is calledan aquifer.Theharddolomitehasonly a
few small fracturesthat do notcarryenoughwaterfor a well so it is calledan aquitard.Thehard
dolomitewith few fractures,the soft dolomitewith largerfracturesandthelayerofbrokenlimestoneon
top of themcanbeseenin therockwalls of Bird Parksouthof Court Streetor in any quarryin thearea
if you cangetcloseenoughto thewalls Watercanbe seencomingout of someof thefracturesin the
walls of Rock Creek.Theearlywell drillers with theold slow equipmentalmostalwaysfound
enoughwaterwith wells lessthan70 feettotal depthandtwentyorthirty feetinto thedolomite
limestone.Theseold wells within two miles of thelandfill siteshownin thewell log alsoprovethat the
stratabelow thebaseof the landfill is anaquiferthat providesenoughwaterfor a well sowill carry
pollutantsawayfrom the landfill. Theold well drillerswhentheyfoundhardrock with few water
carryingfracturesmovedtheir equipmentover to anotherplace in thesamelot andfoundsoft rock with
fracturesenoughto makeawell within twenty feetor so of thetop of thedolomitestrata.
Thelater wells areusuallydeeperbecauseit is easierto drill throughtheharddolomitewith the
powereddrills now beingusedthanit is to setover to find a higherlayerof soft fractureddolomite
rock.

Thesefracturesor cracksin thedolomitelimestonebecomeenlargedby theacidic waterworking



on thelimestoneare theprimarysourceof well water in this area.Waterfrom thehigherfracturesthat
will carrypollutantsfrom thelandfill join togetherin a networkthat worksaboutlike apipelineto carry
waterandpollutantsdirectly into theupperendof “Six Mile Pool” wheretheKankakeeandIroquois
river join together.Theyentertherebecausetheturbulencefrom thetwo riversjoining doesnot
allow silt to depositon theriverbedthereas in mostof theriver. Becausethereis no silt there,thewater
that will carrypollutantsfrom thelandfill is drawndirectly into theriver. Kankakeeandit’s adjoining
citiesdrawtheirwaterfrom thepondformedby adamthat is called “Six Mile Pool” a few miles
downstream.This directionof waterflow from thelandfill siteto theKankakeeRiverhasbeencarefully
researchedby theIllinois WaterSurveyandpublishedin WaterSurveyInvestigationReportNo 111.
This publication(ReportNo 111) wasenteredasan exhibitandit’s leadeditorMr StuartCravenswas
an expertwitnessatboth hearings.I alsospoketo it in my statementatthehearingandit is partof my
brief of thehearingsoit shouldhavebeenconsideredin themanifestweightof theevidence,but it
wasnot. . Themap on page19 showsthewaterflow from an areathatincludesthe landfill converging
on thejunction of theKankakeeandIroquoisRiver. On page24 of this samepublication, a reportfrom
the Illinois GeologicSurveystatesthat thereis no silt at thispoint asthereis overmostof therest of the
river. .. This materialI havejust reviewedwasin my statementandis partof my briefof thehearingso
it shouldhaveebeenconsideredin themanifestweightof theevidence.

Thecity council alsodid not considerthemanifestweightof theevidenceof Mr Craven’spumping
tests,well log testsandpicturesof thewell logsin their decision.Mr Cravenshadpicturesshowingthe
largecrevicesin his well coresectionscomparedtojust notationsof fewor no fracturesin thetestwell
logs in theapplication.Pumpingtestsmeasuringthedrawdownin onewell when400 gallonsa minuteis
pumpedaremuchmoreaccuratethantheslugtestsconductedby Mr Volini’s experts.Mr Craven’s
stated“The applicantsuseda slug testthat displacesthewater in thewell to thetotal volumeof maybe
a gallonof wateror less”.(MrCravenstestimonyon page38 transcriptof 6/27/03).Mr. Volini’s
expertsdid theexactoppositeof what theresearchrulesof thePollution BoardRulesrequire.They
dishonestlyandunfairly selectedthedepthsin six wells wheretheirwell driller could tell themwhere
theywould not find thesewaterandpollutantcarryingfractures. in theother18 testwells, therewere
somany fracturesdistributedalongtheentiredepthof thewell that theycould find no placeto do this.
To hidethe resultsof thosetests,theyplacedthemin a tablethat theyfalselyclaimedwasthe“Slug
Test SummaryTablefor TheWeatheredNigerianDolomite”. Mr Volini’s expertsadmit theweathered
dolomiteis an aquifer. It is thestratabelowit that theysayis not anaquifer.Thetestwells andthe
application(page2-7.3)show this weathereddolomiteaveragesonly 3.5 feet.However,Mr. Volini’s
hydrologisthaddeceptivelyincludedall testslessthan10 feetin this table.Mr Moranuncoveredthisby
questioningMr Volini’s hydrologiston everyoneof the tests.Whenhe wasaskedwhy hehad
selectedthis arbitrary 10 foot depthwhenthe fractureddolomiteonly averaged3.5 feetdccp,all he
couldsaywasthat he wantedto makesuretheyweredeepenoughin casetherewereany questions.
Pleaserefer to Mr Moran’sbrief for moredetailsandreferenceto this questioning.It is fundamentally
dishonestresearchto first decidewhat you wantto proveandthencollectandarrangetheinformation
(tests)so it supportsonly whatyou wantto prove.Theydeliberatelyignoredall otherinformationand
basedthe landfill planson it beingan aquitardso they areinvalid for this location.Thesefalsetests
showedthelandfill to be setdown in an aquitardwhen it is actuallyis set down in an aquifer.Mr.
Moosebasedhis planon thesefakedandmisrepresentedtests,so it is invalid for this location.

Sincethetestimonyof Mr Danielsandtherestof Mr Volini’s expertswasbasedon theseteststhat
reportedthat thestratabelowthebaseof the landfill was an aquitardwhenit actuallyis anaquifer,this
testimonyis invalid, In an aquifer, thereis enoughwaterflow to providewaterfor farm, homeand
commercialusesandthereforshouldbeprotectedfrom undergroundwastesby “no lessthan30 feetof
relatively impermeablematerialcapableof attenuation”accordingto severalpublicationsof the Illinois
GeologicSurvey.Thespecificationsof this landfill only requirethreefeetof suchrelativelyimpermeable
material.An aquitardis an areathat restrictswaterflow. It is not adesireableplacefor a landfill either.
Mr Danielwasbroughtinto thehearingatthelastminutewithout adequatenoticeto promotethe
existingspecifications.He did not write thespecifications.Theotherpetitionerswill write in moredetail
on this issuewith referenceto thetranscriptsandPCBrulessoI do not needto go further into this
issue.(My statementbeforethehearingon page96, Jun27, 03 transcript,concernsthis issue,but it



statesI said9 feetwhenI actuallysaid 10 feet)

This riverjunction locationwherepollutantcarryingwaterwill enteris attheupperendof a ponded
area formedby adamthat is called the “Six Mile Pool” TheSix Mile Pool is promotedby mapsas a
fishing andboatingparadise.Thewaterintakesof thewatercompanythatprovidewaterto Kankakee
aid four adjacentcities is drawnfrom thelowerendof the“Six Mile Pool”. Thepollutantswill notbe
treatednaturallyin this pool astheyareto someextentin a flowing river. Thereis substantial
stirring andwavescreatedby motorboatsthatthepollutantsdon’t settleand arewell distributed.Motor
boat racesareheldhere.Thepollutantscannotbe detected,withdrawnandtreatedastheytravel in the
crevicesof a dolomiterockaquifer.Dr G. FredLeestatesthat this is becausethepollutantstravel like
fingersin therock crevicessoit is not possibleto find themwith monitoringwells.Monitoring and
treatmentwells work in otheraquifersbecausethewater andpollutantstravein a line or front
ratherthanlike fingersthat will go betweenandbypassthetreatmentandmonitoring or treatmentwells.
Dr G. FredLeestatesthat theonly way to detectpollutantsescapingfrom thelandfill in this fractured
dGlomiterock situationis by installingan electronicmonitoringsystemover a secondliner that will
detectleakssoonaftertheyoccur.This systemwasinstalledin 82 landfills in theSouthwestand
detectedsmall leaksin all the largelandfills within two years.Thereis no suchelectronicmonitoring
systemorevena secondliner specifiedin theapplicationfor this landfill. Theapplicationonly shows
monitoringwells installedin thesandabovethat lays overasilty claylayerthatisolatesit from thewater
andpollution carryingcrevicesin thedolomiterock. Mr Volinis expertsfakedandmisrepresentedtheir
tests•that theyclaimedshowedthat thedolomiterock underthis aquiferwasnotcrevicedandthus
would carrywaterandpollutantsawayfrom thelandfill. (Seea later sectionof this brief and
Mr Moran’sbrief for detailsandreferences.TheKankakeeRiver is perhapsthemostpuresource
of waterfor watersupplyandfishing nearthehighpopulationareasouthof Chicago.It requiresno
watertreatmentotherthanfor bacteriaandsediments.Thedetectionof contaminantsin this water
supplywill requireextensiveandcostly treatmentsthatwill only reducethecontaminantlevel to meet
standards,not returnit to it’s currentpristinestate.This treatmentwill continueindefinitely, because
thereis no wayof totally cleaningup this pollution. Therewill be fearandtasteproblemsthat
encouragemanymoreto usepurchasedbottledwater.

B. THE CITY COUNCIL’S DECISIONREGARDINGTHE LOCATION OFTHIS
LANDFILL SITE IS NOT IN A 100 YEAR FLOODPLAIN WAS NOT BASED ON THE
MANIFEST WEIGHT OF THE EVIDENCE.

1. Thevoteon theflood plain criteriafollowed thefollowing statementby AttorneyBohlen. “Criteria
4 is a very straightforwardone.It’s a questionwhereor not it’s within the 100-yearflood plain. The
only evidenceis thatit’s outsidethe100-yearflood plain. Therewasno furtherdiscussionandthevote
wasto acceptthat statementas thefindings of fact.

KankakeeCity PlannerDaveSchafferreceivedaletterfrom theIllinois DNR on Jun 18th,2002
sayingthat theyhadtheplansfor this landfill thatshowedfill wasto be depositedon a floodway.thatthe
DNR hadjurisdictionover.TheletteraskedMr Volini to submit an applicationwith specificationsso
they coulddetermineif hecouldgeta permit to build here.He said this appliedevenif thesitewas not
shownon theFEMA flood plain map.Thestatedeterminestheflood wayandflood plain if it is
not on theFEMA map.It waswrongful for theCity to proceedwith this applicationtwice without
requiringMr Volini to applyfor a permit.

A movie of thelarge1957 flood that showedit’s coveredtheentire landfill siteandadjoiningroute
2000wasshownat thefirst hearingandapictureof the 1993 flooding of thelandfill site that included
Minnie Creekandthehighwaythat areboundariesof the landfill wasan attachmentanddescribedin
my brief for thecity council of the2003hearing.Ms.O”Connorreferredto a flood of February,1972
~page.~ui,nearingor O/~öIUL) ivir iviosier testirieato anoonin i~o tnatne rememoersoecause
it was the first yearhemovedhere.hesaidthetraffic on old stateroad45 just westof the landfill site
wasfirst reducedto onelaneandthenstopped.In reply to questionaboutfloodinga yearor two ago,
he saidthat thewatercrossed2000westroadwhich is old US 45 then.Thenin reply to another



question,he said2000WestwhichwasOld US 45 is on thewestedgeof theproposedlandfill. Mr
Mosierdescribedhis occupationastownshiphighwayemployeeandstatedthereare eightplaces
between2000Westroad nextto thelandfill andfour miles westwherethewatercrossedtownship
roadsdespitelargeculverts.Hehadto patrol theseplacesandbarricadethemwhentheywerewashed
out dueto flooding. Mr Mosiertestifiedthatputting a bermaroundthelandfill would divert theflood
waterfrom going in astraightline in a halfmile flood flow on eachsideof Minnie Creekandthat would
becostly.Hestatedthat thelandfill floodswhenthereis 3 inchesof rainof theslopingclayhills southof
Minnie Creek. (page286 to 293 transcriptof 628/02hearing).

2. Mr Moosestatedthat thefloodinghad beencorrectedby theMinnie CreekDrainageDistrict
that is theonly governmentalbody havingjurisdictionoverthefloodingin theproposelandfill siteand
thedrainagebasinthat causestheflooding.

I encloseda statementthatwasattachedto my brief to theCity Council from two of thethree
Minnie CreekDrainageDistrict boardmembers.It statestheyhavecleanedMinnie Creekto improve
drainageon thefarms of theDrainageDistrict. Theysaid“This cleaningwill increasetheflooding
problembecausethemorewaterwill comedowntheCreekduring andimmediatelyaftertheflooding”
TheysaidthatMr Volini hadofferedto cleanthepartof Minnie Creekbesidetherailroad
embankment.But that “Cleaning any partof Minnie Creekwill not reducetheflooding becausethe
railroadtrestlecausestheflooding. Thereis morethan15,000acresin theMinnie CreekDrainage
District. Landthat drainsinto Minnie Creekin additionto the15,000acresthatshouldbe annexedinto
theDistrict is not includedin the15,000-acrefigure. Theystated‘The flooding is causedby
therailroad embankmentandtrestle (bridge) which formsadamfor thewater andcauseflooding in the
areawherethelandfill is to bebuilt. Thelandfill is to built in thedeepestpartof the flooding nearand
aboutcenteredon therailroadtrestle.Both thewidth andstructureof thetrestlecausetheflooding. It is
notpossibleto changethis exceptby replacingthetrestlewith onethat is wider anddesignedmore
efficiently’ ‘The gradeof Minnie Creekupstreamis alsopartof theproblem.It cannotbe
improvedbecausethelandis sofiat”. Mr Milk who hasworkedfor the local licensedsurveyortold me
verbally thatseveralengineeringstudiesto improvethis flooding were donemany yearsago. The
conclusionwasthatnothingcouldbe doneupstream,but that deepeningMinnie Creekdownstream
would help. This wasdoneaccordingto thespecificationsof theengineeringstudyatthat time.

3. Mr Mosierwaswrongfully quotedashavingsaidthat changeshadbeenmadein drainthat
would preventfuture flooding.

Thesedrains arefor thepurposeof drainingtheroadbedandpreventingwaterfrom crossingthe
road. Theyhavenothingto do with flood watermovementorcontrol. Watersimply runsover the road
whenthereis to muchwaterfrom flooding that theycannothandle.Mr Mosiertestifiedin reply to a
questionfrom Mr Mueller that theyhavenot beenenlargedor changedsincethe 1957flood..

4. Mr Muellerstatedthat their 27 acresof drainagebasinswould stop theflooding.

Thesebasinsonly hold thefew inchesof waterthat falls on thetop of thelandfill. This would be only
around55 feetacrefeetfor a threeinch rain Thesebasinsandthe220 acresof thelandfill takeup the
spacethat would otherwisebe occupiedby 650 acrefeetof waterwhenthe
landfill is flooded to the626 foot level as in 1957.When Mr Mosierwas askeda leadingquestionby
Mueller if he thoughtthe27 acresof drainagebasinswould protectthe landfill, he said:“Sir, you make
melaugh.Watch this videocoming up”. (page290, transcriptof 6/28/02).Mr Milk in a statement
attachedto my brief for theCity Council (2d Hearing)estimatedthis waterdisplacedby and landfill and
it’s drainagebasinsat 650 acrefeetin the53 flood. He drovearoundand throughtheflood becausehe
wasworried abouthis futurewife who lived on the roadin thefloodedarea.He wasableto estimate
thetotal areaof that flood at 1000 acresfrom theelevationmapin thewetlandsectionof the application
andthewater ieveiat theeievationmarkedatcornerthe fringe of the flood touchedand theelevation
line next to his futurewife’s housewherehe drovethroughtheflood to visit. If a250 acre
landfill/drainagebasinis placedin the1000 acrebasin, this areano longerholdswater.Therefor,250
acreshasto be subtractedfrom the1000 acresleaving750 acresin which the650 acrefeet



of waterdisplacedby thelandfill will raisetheflood level andenlargetheareaflooded.Mr Milk
estimatedit would raisethewaterlevel atleasthalf a foot. Mr Milk is usedto estimatingfrom elevation
linesbecausehe did that in orderto submitbids in themanyyearshe was an excavatingcontractor.

5... Mr Mooseansweredmy questionaboutflooding by statingthebanksof Minnie Creek
protectedthe landfill from floodingand thathe did not planany otherleveeor protectionto protectthe
landfill.

The ditch embankmentsarereferredto asdredgespoilson page6,AppendixF.6 of the
application.A statementfrom two membersof theMinnie CreekDrainageDistrict attachedto my brief
of thehearingfor theCity Council statedthat thespoilbanksbesideMinnie Creekhavenotprevented
flooding in thepastandthat they werenot intendedfor thatpurpose.Theyareonly thedirt from work
on Minnie Creek.Mr Milk in a statementalsoattachedto my brief for theCity Council statedhe has
beenan earthmovingcontractormostof his life which includedbuilding embankments.He said the
ditchbankswereonly thedirt removedin constructingtheditch, thattheyarenotbuilt to anyparticular
specification,havenot protectedfrom flooding in thepastandwill not in thefuture.He alsostatedhe
hadbuilt a leveeabovetheditch bankson his farmthatprotectedhis farm only from flooding during the
lessorfloods. Theditch embankmentsarereferredto asdredgespoilson page6, AppendixF.6of the
application.

Mr Moosefirst testifiedin reply to my questionsthat thebanksof Minnie Creekwould prevent
flooding,LaterMr Mooseenteredinto therecord “that thelandfill unit itself andall its principal
supportcomponetsto the landfill gascollectionsystem,leachatestorageandso forth areall going
to be in post -constructionwhich is going to be somethingwe aregoing to haveto makesurewe are
clearabout.After thefacility is developedtheyaregoing to be abovethe628 elevationandbe
protectedfrom theoverflowingMinnie Creek” (page80 Volume5-A 6/28/03#1499of thetranscript)
This statementdoesnot establishhow the landfill is to be protectedin pre -construction.This landfill will
be in pre-constructionfor 20 yearsor so if onecell is openedeveryyear.Thesecellswill be openfor a
considerabletime while thebaseof the landfill is constructedanduntil enoughtrashis dumpedto bring
themaboveground.Fill doesnotdescribea materialnecessarilysuitablefor protectionof flooding.
Watermovesfreely thoughsandof which thereis an abundanceat thesite.This unusualprocedureof
settinga landfill downin dolomiterockmeansthedirt hasto be stockpiledandmovedratherthan
startingfrom a suitableclay base.I questionif thereis enoughclayatthesite for theplacesthat require
clay including a flood protectionbarrier.I alsoquestionif theconstructioncontractorcansortout and
placeclay in all the locationsthat requireclay. Thefilling to the628 level from the625-626level in a
flood way is expresslyforbiddenin Part3700of theIllinois Administrative Code.Thecodeforbids
filling in a floodway of morethan0.1 foot. Mr Volini wastold to submitspecificationsof his work in a
letter datedJune18th 2002from theIllinois Departmentof NaturalResources(DNR). A copy of this
letter is enclosed.Theletter readsin partthat the“Office of WaterResourcesexercisesjurisdiction
over constructionin thefloodwayof streamswith a drainageareaof morethan10 miles or 1 squaremile
in an urbanarea” It states“basedupontheplansavailableto us, theprojectdoesincludework within
thefloodwayandmust receivea permitfrom this office prior to the initiation of construction.Enclosed
for yourusein a copyof our Part3700rulesentitled “Constructionin Floodwaysof Rivers,Lakesand
Stream” andan applicationform. Pleasesubmitinformationprovidingspecificdetailsof theproposed
work andan analysisdemonstratingthatyour proposedprojectwill meettheapplicablestandardsof
thePart 3700Rules.TheletterstatesthatDNR hasjurisdictionoverthis filling irregardlessif it is on the
FEMA mapornot. .SinceMr Volini doesnothavea permit to fill andbuild here,he would not be
permittedto beginwork on the landfill.

“Flood way” is definedin Part3700 as: “The channelof a river, lakeor streamandthatportion of the
~,di,~u~enfl2nd ~rpc~ that i•~n~’d~’i1tn ~f~1v ~tnr~ ~nrl rrinv~v flnnil w~th~rsWhere finod ~ hciv~h~pn

delineatedregulatorypurposes,themappedlines ShOW the floodway encroachmentlimits andwill be
used.Forotherareas,flood way limits will be estimated,usinghydrologicalandhydrauliccalculations,
to preserveadequateconveyanceandstorageso thatstageincreasesfor the100-yearfrequencyflood
would not exceed0.1 foot” Mr Milk estimatedthat theflood stagewas increasedmorethan 0.5 feetin



the 1957 flood. A largerpartof this flood in theflood way herebecauseof the two 90 degreeturnsof
Minnie Creekinto thetrestleandaroundtheeastcornersof Minnie Creek.Alsobecausea poo1 that
storesflood water is formedby thehighergroundelevationnearthetrestlethanupstream.

FUNDAMENTAL FAIRNESSandREIMBURSEMENTOF COSTS.

Mr Volini’s attorneymadea motion to adjournthelastPCBhearingthat indicateshe wasonly
pursuingthis landfill applicationto sell it to anotherparty. Thereasonhe gavefor the adjournmentwas
to negotiatea salewith WasteManagement.He saidthey wereinterestedin negotiatingbecauseof the
costsof appeal.TherearerumorsabroadthatMr Volini is only in thebusinessof obtainingapprovals
of landfill applicationsto sell to others,not to operatethem..I havenot hadthetime to confirm these
rumors,but I will taketime if it allows myself, theotherpetitionersandCRIME to makea claim for the
reimbursementof our expensesandtime againstMr Volini andtheCity. If Mr.Volini actuallyintended
to build a landfill to operate,he wouldhaveselectedamuchbettersiteon thehills of this arearather
than in this lowland site that lacksnaturalprotectionfor theaquiferandis in the100 yearflood plain.
WhenI askedMr Mooseduringthehearinghow he wasgoing to keepwater from flowing out ofthe
fracturesin therockwhile theywereworking.He saidtheywouldpushclay over it. Why would
anyonewant to build a landfill in sucha situation.If he plannedto actuallybuild a landfill, he wouldhave
sent in theapplicationto build in a4~FFandnotproceededuntil he had a permit.The grantingof such
a claim againstMr Volini and theCity \~ildhavetheeffect of discouragingMr Volini andotherswho
engagein this practicefrom repeatingit. ,r-i~I

TheCity went forwardwith two hearingson this applicationdespiteknowledgethat Mr Volini had
beennotified to submitan applicationto build in theFloodplain by the Illinois ~R Theyalsowere
informedthathe couldnot build in this flood plain without a permit.Yet, hesubmittedtwo applications
andtheyapprovedbothknowing hecould notbuild withoutsucha permit.Theyapprovedthefirst with
goodevidencethat it was in a flood plain andthathe did not presentenoughtestboringevidence
requiredby PCB rulesto provethat thestratabelowthelandfill basewasnotan aquifer.They
approvedthesecondaftera cleardisclosurethat theevidenceMr Volini’s expertsprovidedwas faked
andmisrepresented..Thesecircumstancesindicatethat thepetitionersandCRIME shouldhavea claim
againsttheCity for beingforcedto defendagainsta hearingand an appealfor a landfill thatcouldnot
havebeenbuilt without CNRapproval.It alsoappearsthatMr Volini never intendedto build the
landfill, only sell thepermit to WasteManagementso theycould havea monopolyin this lucrative
landfill location.A monopolyhereis of considerablevaluebecauseit would be theclosestlandfill by far
to theSouthernSuburbs.Higher chargescanbe chargedhereandprofit gainedbecauseof lower
transportationcostsandtruck turn aroundtime.

The four million dollars peryearthat thecity would gain from this landfill canbe interpretedasa
bribe to the individual city council members.Thewell knowntax protesterKeith Runyonhas
researchedtheemployeenumbersof cities this size.Kankakeehas132 moreemployeesthanPark
Forest,a city of thesamesizeanddemographics.Theseextraemployeesarenot neededto perform
thework of a city this size.Among themarethepolitical campaignworkersandsupporterswho are
neededto insurethereelectionof themembersof thepresentcity councilto office.

Byr~Sandber~1’~

Inclosures.
I. Letter from theDNR to Mr Volini with copy to theCity
2. Pictureof floodingcoveringthe landfill siteJune8th, 1993 that wasan inclosureto my brief
submittedto theCity Council beforetheir vote.
-) n,.. Ifl ...4~ 7.-.~..-..._C’ T....:,:,.~.. ij..~.-..-...+ T\i.-~ 1 11
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4. Page24 Ibid
5. 1stpageof my hearingbrief advisingCity Council how theKankakeeRiver andCity Watersupply
would be pollutedif a landfill wasbuilt on thissite.
6. Letterfrom 2 membersof Minnie CreekDitch District Board.
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George H. Ryan, Governor • Brent Manning, Director

Illinois
Departmentof
Natural Resources
Office of Water Resources
One Natural Resources Way • Springfield, Illinois 62702-1271

June 18, 2002

SUBJECT: KankakeeRegionalLandfill
Minnie Creek Floodway
Sections 24 & 25, T3ON, Rl4W,.2~P.M.
Kankakee County

Town & Country Utilities, Inc.
3990GarfieldStreet
Gary. Indiana 46408

ATTENTION: Mr. ThomasVolini

Dear Mr. Volini:

It was recentlybroughtto our attentionthat fill materialis proposedto be placed
within thevicinity of Minnie Creekand its tributary for the constructionof the
KankakeeRegionalLandfill. It is ourunderstandingthat theTown & Country
Utilities, Inc. arethedevelopersfor this project.

The Illinois Departmentof Natural Resources,Office of WaterResources
exercisesjurisdictionover constructionin thefloodway of streamswith a drainage
areaof greaterthin 10 squaremiles in a rural areaor I squaremile in an urban
area,whetheror not the streamhasbeenincluded in thetypical mappingfrom the
FederalEmergencyManagementAgency(FEMA). The, floodway is theportionof
thefloodplain that mustremainopenandunobstructedin orderto storeand
conveyflood flows. Basedupon theplansavailableto us,the projectdoesinclude
work within thefloodwayand mustreceiveapermit from this office prior to the
initiation of construction. Enclosedfor youruseis a copy of ourPart3700 Rules
entitled “Constructionin Floodwaysof Rivers, Lakesand Streams”andan
applicationfor permitform. Pleasesubmitinformationproviding specificdetailsof
theproposedwOrk andananalysisdemonstratingthatyourproposedprojectwill
meetthe applicablestandardsof thePart3700 Rules.

If you haveanyquestionsregardingthis information,pleasefeel freeto contact
me at 217/782-3863.

Sincerely,

RobertC. Giesing, P.E.
RegionalWaterResourceEngineer

RCG:crw 0

Enclosures 0

cc: City of Kankakee,City Planner(DaveSchaffer) 0 00 •0 0

Envirogen,Inc. ~0 0 •0 0 • :
bcc Mr LawrenceO’Connor ~

- - 0 0 0 O.~Th~1 ~ ~-~,,-bth),



PICTURE OF FLOODING TAKEN JUNE8TH, 1993
OF ONE OF TILE SMALLER FLOODS

- AT THE PROPOSED SITE OF THE LANDFILL

The proposedlandfill location is in the centerof this picture. The farmstead ofMi
Pawuettewho soldthe land to the landfill is in thefar left backgound.Picture was

taken from the bridge of the highway that runs through the flooded area. -

Picturefurnishedby Mr LeeMilk who hasbeenpresentat mostofthefloods ofthe
proposedsite. Heownsacrosstheroadfrom thelandfill to thewestthat is alsoflooded.
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Figure 15. Hydrograph for shallow sand-and-gravel
observation well S4

While irrigation caused major water-leveldeclinesin
observationwell S3in1988, it wasresponsibleformaintain-
ing water levels in observationwell S5 at a higher than
naturallevelthroughJuneandJuly.Thewatertablearound
well S5 remainedhigher thanexpectedbecauseof local
irrigation and becausea largeirrigation ditch, usedfor
holding and transportingirrigation water, was located
within one-quartermile of the observationwell. Theshal-
low sandandgravelpenetratedbywell S5is separatedfrom
thedolomiteaquiferby a clayconfininglayer.

Theobservationwell dataindicatethat in areaswith a
clayor till confininglayer,high-capacitywells donotcause
anysignificantdrawdownin nearbywaterwells installedin
shallowsandandgravel.Declining waterlevels-in these
shallowwells canbe attributedto naturalrecessionof the
water table from late spring to early fall, when
evapotranspirationandground-waterrunoff generallyex-
ceedrechargefromprecipitation.

The fine-grainedlacustrineclayor till thatunderliesthe
shallowsandandgravelthroughoutmuchof thestudyarea
actsasanaquitardor confininglayer.TheIowpermeability

o of this layerrestrictsdownwardand lateralmovementof
ground water, inhibiting rechargeof the underlying
aquifer.Verticalhydraulicconductivityvaluesfor theclay
andtill layersover the dolomiteaquifer werecomputed
using the following formula, which was modified from
Walton (1965):

K’ m’[(Qc/Ai)/(2.8x107)Ah}

Clay - lUlAquitard

=

=

Q~

A~ -=

where:

K’ = verticalhydraulicconductivityof depositsin
gallonsperdaypersquarefoot
saturatedthicknessof deposits,in feet
rechargerate,in gallonsperdaypersquaremile
leakage(recharge)throughdeposits,ingallons
perday -

areaof flow channelbetweenflow linesand
flow crosssections,in squaremiles

z~h = differencebetweentheheadin theaquiferand
in thesourcebedabovedepositsthroughwhich
leakageoccurs,in feet

Rechargerates were determinedfor selectedareas
usingflow-net analysesof the spring 1987potentiometric
surfacemapof the dolomiteaquifer.A detaileddescrip-
tion of the methodsusedto calculaterechargeratesis
presentedinWalton (1965).Theflow channelschosenfor
computingrechargeratesandverticalhydraulicconduc-
tivity areshownin figure 16. Rechargerates,verticalhead
losses,andclayandtill thicknessesfor the selectedflow

Figure 16. Potentiometric surface of the dolomite aquifer,

May 25-28, 1987, and locations of flow channels
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(gaining or effluent stream) andrechargethe aquifer
(losingor influent stream)at variousplaces.On the other
hand,the aquifer ma~ibe isOlatedfrom the river when
impermeablematerialssuchas claysoccur beneaththe
riverbed.To delineatezonesof potential rechargeand
dischargebetweentheKankakeeandIroquoisRiversand
thebedrockaquifer,waterelevationsweremeasuredin22
bedrockwells adjacentto thetwo rivers.Waterelevations
in thewellswerethencomparedto river elevations.Meas-
urementswereconductedoverathree-dayperiodduring
thefirst weekofMay 1988.

The Illinois StateGeologicalSurveyconductedexten-
sive mappingof materialsbelowthe KankakeeRiver and
thelowerportionof theIroquoisRivernearitsconfluence
with the KankakeeRiver (GrossandBerg, 1981). The
geologicmappingshowedthat-theKankakeeRiver chan-
nelisunderlainby sandandbedrock.At thosestretchesof
river notdirectlyunderlainbybedrock,varyingthicknesses
of sanddepositslie over thebedrock.No significantfine-
graineddeposits,which would separatethe surfacewater
from the ground water in the bedrock,were mapped.
Figure18 showshow thefour-milestretchof theKankakee
River channel at Momence, th~o-i~-aW~h
~ and a small stretch of the
Iroj~r u~j~eamfrom AromaParkflow directly
oyenSii~urianDoic~uniteJ2~cIrocj~.

Althoughgeologicmappingof theIroquoisRiver chan-
nel terminatedabout one mile south of Aroma Park,
geologic maps from drillers’ logs show that surficial
depositsalong the northern stretch of the river are
predominantlycoarsergrained.Beginningabouttwo miles
north of the Kankakee-Iroquoiscounty line, the deposits
adjacentto the river changeto finer grainedmaterials.
Surficial depositsovermostof northernIroquoisCounty,
throughwhichtheIroquoisRiver flows,areprimarily finer
grained,although coarsergrainedmaterialis often found
nearthesurface.

.__.—Comparingground-waterelevationsto river elevations,

the ground-waterlevel is abovetheKankakeeRiver eleva-
tion all the way downstreamfrom the beginningof the

bedrockhighnearMomence.Figure19 illustratesground-
water elevationsrelative to river elevationsalong the
KankakeeRiver. Assuminga hydraulic connectionbe-

tween the Silurian Dolomite and the river channel, the
entire KankakeeRiver downstreamfrom Momenceis

a rechargedby groundwaterfromthebedrock.This is also
trueof theIroquoisRiver,whereground-waterelevations

in the surroundingbedrocka 4 to 18 feet abovethe
elevation of the river channel.Howev ,~e~grained
depositsalongmuchof theIroquoisRiverisolaI~7i~r

\ ch~ 6~df0-i~ii3~ihë~pwardflow of
\.~groundwaterfrom thebedrockto the stream.

~CbnverseIy, the entirestretchof the KankakeeRiver
channelupstreamfrom thebedrockhighnearMomenceis

higherthantheground-waterlevelsmeasuredin ad
bedrockwells. This indicates that when measure
weretakeninMay1988,theriverwasinfluent;thatis
of theriverwaterwasmigratingintotheSilurianDoll
As shownin figure19,themagnitudeof theheaddiffe
of the river overground-waterlevels increasesups
from the bedrockhigh. Proceedingupstreamfroi
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Figure 18. Comparison of surface water levels
with ground-water levels in dolomite wells

along the Kankakee and Iroquois Rivers, May 3-5, 1 98E
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relative to surface water levels along the Kankakee River

L’t



BYRON SANDBERG
109RaubAye, Donovan,111 60931

BRIEF AND ANALYSIS OF ThE2dKICK CITY LANDFILL HEARINGS
AND ATTACHMENTS SUPPORTINGThE EVALUATION

I haveconstructedthisanalysisandsupportingattachmentssothatyouwill knowthatif youplacea
landfill in this Minnie Creekflood area, you will godownin infamyastheMayorandCity Councilwho
approvedthelandfill thatpollutedthewatersupplyof Kankakee,Bradley,Bourbonnais,andAromaPath..
cities.Thesepollutantswill bemore-expensivetotreatandremovefromthecity waterandtheaquifer
becausetheyareavarietyof pollutants,notoneasin thecaseof thepipelinepollutantsituationto thewest
of Kankakee.You can’tgetthemall out. I encloseevidenceandpicturesthatestablish: (1) This landfill
sitefloodsatafrequencyof every3 or 4 yearsaccordingto Mr. Mosierwhoplacedbarricadeson theroad
nextto thelandfill for thelilly yearsof hisemploymentasatownshiphighwayemployee. Thesearenot
all largefloods,buttheyareenoughto fill the30 feetof thelandfill belowgroundandsoakthetrashwith
water,making it producepollutantsfasterthantheycanselfdestructas in a thylandfill. (3) Thepollutants
will go to thelocationwheretheKankakeeandIroquoisRiversjoin upstreamof the citieswaterintakes.
Pollutantsinseveralnearbyspills inanidenticalaquifersituationmoverelatively fastataboutamile per
year. Thus, pollutantswill appearin theKankakeeriveraboutfour yearsaftertheflooding. According,
thesepollutantswill be in theKankakeeRiver upstream of thecity waterintakesin7to 10 years,depending
on whenthelandfill foods. Thisis earlierthanmostlandfills thatcausepollution startto causepollution.
This.isbecauseof theunusualsituationof flooding andanaquiferthatcarriespollutantsfasterthanmost.
The situationisworseherethanatWasteManagementbecausetheriveris nobareto entryofpollutants
there. Thereis unlikely to beanywarningoftheescapeofpollutantsfrom thelandfill becausethereare
only monitoringwells in the2 to 9 foot dolomite levels,notin thelower level ~‘herethepollutantswill
travel. Monitoring wells areineffectivein fractureddolometiclimestoneaquifersbecausethepollutants
travelwiththewaterin thefracturesbetweenthemonitoringwells.

I ampartof agoodRepublicanfamily whounderstandIllinois politics. I amworkingin yourinterest,
trying to keepyou out of thesituation-my cousinRon Swansonis in. He couldgo tojail if he cannot
satisfythefederalprosecutorsthathehastold everythingthatheknowsaboutadealtheythinkhemadefor
GovernorRyan. Hewasoneof thetop fourin GovernorRyan’sinnercircle. Nowheisbeingchargedwith
perjuryby federalprosecutorswhoaretrying to makehim talk abouttheunusualsitingofa stateprison in
Greenville,IL. Therewasno logicalreasonto siteaprisonin a small townin that low crimeareawhen
prisonsarebeing shutdownprisonsbecausethe statedoesnothavethemoneyto stafftheprisonsit
alreadyhas.

Federalprosecutionandmaybejail is apossiblethreatfor themayorandmembersof thecity
councilbecausethereis no morereasonto sitealandfill isthisplacethat floods andpollutes thanthere
wasto build aprisonatGreysville.Thefeds ormaybeeventhepresentDemocraticadniinistrationares
goingto seesomethingunusualaboutall theunanimousCity Councilvotes. Someof your political
enemiesortheobjectorsmaycall aboutthem. It looks too muchlike therecouldbe thekind of connivance
theysuspectin theGreyville prisonsituation.. Rememberthat Mr Scottsaidthathecouldn’tunderstand
why hewasgoingto prisonfor whatiscommonpracticein illinois politics Thefedsareputting illinois
politiciansinjail forwhattheydidn’t knewwasa crime.Youneedto seekimpartiallegaladviceandlook
atwhatyou do morecritically. Don’t askthelawyerswho havebeenadvisingyou in thisbecausethey
havebeenin illinois politics solong like Mr Scotthat theirsenseor right andwronghai~beendistorted.
Theprosecutorsarenotgoing to understandwhy you wenttogreattroubleto annexthis terribleflooding
andpollutingsitein a holethatfloodsbetweenthetwo branchesof MinnieCreek. Youcouldhave
annexedagoodhighgroundsitewith plentyofclayeastof townby usingthehighwaymucheasier. You
canstill vote againstthis siteandgofor thisotherlocationto makeasmuchmoneyfor thecity, if not for
yourself. It hasolentv of cmv to protecttheaouiferwherethis sitedoesnothaveenough.It is notgoingto
flood.



We aretwo ofthethreeboardmembersof theMinnie CreekDrainageDistrict andassuchhavebeen
askedto makeastatementregardingtheflooding ofMinnie Creekin theareawherethelandfill is to be
built.

Theflooding is causedby therailroadembankmentandtrestle(bridge)whichformsadamtoback
up thewaterandcauseflooding in theareawherethelandfill is to bebuilt. The landfill is to bebuilt in the
deepestpartoftheflooding nearandaboutcenteredonthe railroadtrestle. Both theWidthandstructure
of thetrestlecausetheflooding. It is notpossibleto changethisexceptby replacingthe trestlewith one
thatiswider anddesignedmoreefficiently. Replacingtherail roadtrestlewouldbe amajorexpensethat
would causeinterruptionof railroadtraffic. Thegradeof Minnie Creekupstreamof thetrestleis alsopart
of theproblem. It cannotbeimprovedbecausethe landis soflat.

Mr. Volinni ofthefirm thatwould like to build thelandfill hasoffered to cleanthepartof Minnie
Creekthatrunsbesidetherailroadembankment.Hehasnot offeredto buildanew railroadtrestle.There
is alsoabridgeunderInterstate57 thatisnextto therailroad tzestlethatmaybepartof theproblemso
replacingtherailroadtrestlemaynot beenough. Cleaninganypartof Minnie Creekwill notreducethe
flooding becausetherailroadtrestlecausestheflooding. TheMinnie CreekDrainageDistrict hascleaned
therestof Minnie Creekto improvethe drainageof themembersof thedistrict This cleaningwill
increasethefloodingproblembecausethemorewaterwill comedowntheCreekduringandinunediately
afteraheavyrain thanbeforethecleaning. Thereis morethan15,000acresin theMinnie CreekDrainage
District Landthatdrainsinto Minnie Creekinadditionto the15,000acresthatshouldbeannexedinto the
District is not includedin the 15,000-acrefigure.

Thespoil banksbesideMinnie Creekhavenot preventedflooding in thepast. Theywere not
intendedfor thatpurpose. With theexceptionof theLeeMilk propertytheyareonly thedirt fromwork on
Minnie Creek. Nothinghasbeendoneto reducetheflooding sotheywill not preventfloodingin the
future.

Thelandfill is in thedeepestareaof thefloodbetweenthetwo branchesofMinnieCreek. It will
displaceaconsiderabLevólmneof water. This canbeestimatedaccuratelyfrom thetestimonyofthedepth
offloodwateron theadjacentroadat the lastlandfill hearingandthesurveyedelevationsof theproposed
landfill, which includethelandadjacentto theroad. Consideringtheelevationof thehousesalongthe
roadnorthwestofthelandflU, thesehouseswill befloodedabovefloor level inasimilar futureflood if a
landfill is built Theyalsomaybefloodedin alesserfloodbecauseof thefloodwaterdisplacedby-the
landfill
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