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STATE OF ILLINOIS

October16,2003 PollutIon Control Board

RESPONSETO COMPLAINANTSRESPONSETO FORMAL COMPLAINT
#04-26; L. Erickson vs. L. Van Someren.

This statementis issuedon the suggestionofa representative for the Stateofillinois.
The abovenamedparty(Van Someren) did not issuea responsevia certified mail on the
complainant party within the 30 day responsetime(and asyet hasnot beenreceived)as
specifiedin the “Notice to RespondentRules” andthusdelayedthe responseof thisparty.
If VanSomerendid so,I askthat proof be shownofconfirmationofmailingviaa
trackingreceipt ofhis submissionto this party within the time specified(i.e. prior to
10/16/03). I therefore requestthatthe board considerthis motion at the November6
hearing asthe delaywasdue to failureon the Respondent’scompliance. The actual
responsewasobtainedvia the ipcb website to hastenthis response.

Additionally, Pleasereviewthe attachedstatement from Mr. McCambndge at the State
of illinois stating that anexceptionfrom the numeric standards doesnot exemptthe
noise.

The party (VanWyk) who stated she wasnot disturbed is newto the areaandresides
much further awaythan this propertyfrom the construction; Hers is a subjective opinion
andmay have beencoerced. If thereis anydoubtto. the noise levels,I canprovide valid
proof at hearing ofactualdocumentationfrom inside ourneighboring property of
excessiveandprolonged noisegeneratedfrom the construction. Also, although the
builder failed to getresponsesfrom other neighbors, therearemany living farther away
who have beenadverselyaffectedby the noise.

Finally, Even though Van Somerenfeelsthis is “normal constructionnoise”, if this
occurreddaily over the courseofseveralmonthsnextto hishome, I wonder how cavalier
the responsewould be then.

L. Erickson
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Itmeans that the NUMERIC standards ofPart 901 do not ~pIyb construthori~guipmeritwithout regard to time
of night or day. That isnot to say that the noise ~exempted*crn ,egtiation.ISedion900.102proh~its“nçise

-pollution,”and Section900.101defnesthat as “the emissiondsoundthat ur~easonabIyitterfereswith th4
ri~oymerdof life orwith arty t.wful business or adivity.” Thus an exception from the ni.anencstandardsi~1c$esnot

~xempt the noise. v
‘l’~” V3L(SC~- 5>>> cI812oo~aol.com>07/01/03 12:05PM>>> ..

found the regulations- Does 901.107 “exceptions- Sections90L103-901.106
shall not apply to soundemitted for construction”mean there isno recourse or
that constructioncan occur at any hour and to thedetsinentotte
neighborhood?

Does section415 ILCS 5/24 Sec.24 sourcePA 76-2429 (IIflOi5 Compiled
Statutes EnvirorvnentafSafetyAct ILCS) still exist? ‘P40 person shall emit
beyond the boundariesof his property any noisethat urweasoraly ilerferswith
the enjoyment of life” apply?

Please help I812oo@aol.com
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Return-Path: <mccambridge@ipcb.state.il.us> -

Received: from rty-xkO3.mx.aoLcom (rly-xkO3.maltaoLcorn [17220.83.40]) by air-xkOl.maiiaol.com (v94.1) with
ESMTP id MAILINXKI44f373f01c21d36b; Tue, 01 Jul2003 1317:17 -0400
Received: from PCB_SPI (maiiipcb.stateil.us [163.191.14.2j)byrfy-xkO3.mx aol corn (v94.27) with ESMTP kI
MAILRELAYINXK38-58a3fOlcldclac; The, 01 Jul2003 13:16232000
Received: from PCB-MTA by PCB_SPI

with NovelL GroupWse; Tue, 01 Jul 2003 12:13:54 -0500 -.

Message-Id:<sf01 7b02.065@PCB..SPI>
X-Mailer Novell GroupWise Internet Agent 6.0.3 Beta
Date: Tue Dl Jul2003 12:13:30 -0500
From: “Mike McCambrdge”crnccambridge©ipcb.state.ll.us>
To: cl812oo@aol.com>
Subject:Re: Noise regulations
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