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OPINION AND ORDER OF THE BOARD (by Mz, Dumelle)

The first case (PCRB 72-288) is an enforcement action alleging that the
respondent in the u]’)(?}“:‘s’(.zmi of its solvents rec }mmnw business operated a
Tandfill without an Ageney sermmit in violation of Section 21{e) of the Environ-
mental Protection Act: that they caused the open (::um';)mg of refuse in viclation
of scetion 2Ha) and 21{b) of the Act and Ruies 3. 04 of the Rules and Regulations
for Hefuse Disposal Sites and FPucilities; that they allowed the collection of
sewage solids and liquids upon the land so as to cause a water pollution hazard
in violation of Sccetion 12{d) of the Act; ’:E 2 they disposed of refuse at a site
which does not meet the requireme ms of the :'&t?i in viclation of Section 21{f}
of ithe Aoty that thev failed 1o confine dumping to the smallest practical area
in viotation of Rule 5, 03060 of the Rules; that they fadled e provide dally and
Final cover in vielation of Ruales 2) and 5. 070 respectively; that they
coused Hoguids cind harzardous materials to be deposited at the thG’ in violation
of Rute 5, 08; and 1hud they faited to provide proper continuing salvage operations

h H

in violwiion of Ruole 50100 Al violations are alleged to have occurred con-
ti.r nou=is from Febrouary 17, 1072 until Julv 7, 1“72 and particularly on

PO, Ny 16, 1072 ano Nav 17, 1072,

Acrme 1= in the bhasiness of reciaiming industrial waste solvents through
distitlation.  Thev normadiy recover about cighty percent which is then
returned 1o the customer, 'The twenty pereent which cannot be reclaimed
must be disposoed of as waste,  Acine has been disposing of this waste at
its own site ncar the interscetion of Lindenwood and Baxter Roads near the
City of Morristown in Winnebago County, lHiinois,

Jearing was held on September 25, 1972, The Agency agreed to dismiss
Vito Pumilia as respondent.  Acme then admitied 1o all the allegations in
the complaint.
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