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ñe dismiss the Variance request of the Pettt~orer. It is
inadequate because no time limit 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 particularly important when making determinations under
Section 9(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 to 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 ~

IT IS SO ORDERED.

I, Cnristan L. Moffett, Clerk of the Illinois Pollution Control
E3oard~hereby certify that the ~bove Opinion and Order was
adopted on the ~ff~ day of ~ , 1974, by a vote of

~hristan~Moft
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