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OPINION AND ORDER OF THE BOARD (by Dr. Odell)

onge ion, Inc. pet for ance from
ection 9{a) of © Env nme otect Act (Act) on
February 21, 1%74. Petitione , aest premised on
inadeguate supplies of rood grade ynthetic rubber” for
carpet underlay manufacturing pla in Morris, Illinois.
Petitioney was forced to use less ceptable rubber; 1t sought
a Variance from Section 9{a) of the Act because the emissions
from its o turing process created a situation "which may
rvesult in the termittent emission of a slight odor.”
Petitioner did not indicate the length of time for which
Variance was sought, the lack of alternative means to minimize
the odor, or a program of control that would be implemented by
the end of the Variance term.

We ruled in ocur interim Order of February 28, 1974, that
the informaticon supplied in the Variance reguest was inadeguate,
and we sought additional information to enablv ug to make a
decizion. Additional information was filed on April 17 which
substantiated Petitiocner's claim of unavaillability of good grade
rubber stock, i.e. Plioflex 1905.

On June 19, 1974, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
recommended that the Varianca be denied. The EPA argued that no
program for odor reduction had been submitted, that alternative
means did exist but had not been explored by the Petitioner,
and that no time limit for the Variance was indicated. Also,
the EPA stated that some citizens in the area found the cdor
offensive.

We dismiss the Variance request of the Petitioner. It is
inadeguate because no time 1limit for the Variance has been
indicated. Had a date been supplied, we would still be forced
to deny the Variance under Rule 401 of our Procedural Rules.
Among other factors, the feasibility of alternative means to
abate the pollution source is an important consideration in
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weighing the grant of a Variance. Failure to have investigated
alternative methods of control means that Petitioner has not
shown arbitrary or unreasonable hardship. Finally, citizen
imput is particulariy important when making determinations under
Section %{(a) of the Act. The EPA alleges that several residents
found the odors offensive, While these allegations in no way
influence our decision in this case, it should remind Petitioner
that should he file a new Variance petition, he may have tc go
through the hearing procedure while such a petition for Variance
is being considered.

Sponge Cushion’s petition for Variance is hereby dismissed
without prejudice because of inadequacy.

IT IS 50 ORDERED.,

1, Christan L. Mcffett, Clerk of the Illincis Poliution Control
Board, hereby certify that the above Opinion and Order was

adopted on the [|¥N day of N , 1874, by a vote of
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