
ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD 
April 28, 2005 

 
IN THE MATTER OF: ) 
 ) 
PETITION OF SCA TISSUE NORTH  )     AS 05-04 
AMERICA, L.L.C., FOR AN ADJUSTED )     (Adjusted Standard – Air) 
STANDARD FROM : 35 Ill. Adm. Code  ) 
218.301 and 218.302( c ) )     

 
HEARING OFFICER ORDER 

 
 Attached is a list of questions with exhibits that the Illinois Pollution Control Board’s 
technical personnel formulated regarding the above-captioned adjusted standard.  The petitioner 
is directed to answer the attached questions and pre-file the written responses with the Board on 
or before May 12, 2005. 
 
 The parties or their legal representatives are directed to participate in a telephonic pre-
hearing conference with the hearing officer on May 11, 2005, at 1:00 p.m.  The telephonic pre-
hearing conference must be initiated by the petitioner, but each party is nonetheless responsible 
for its own appearance.  At the conference, the parties must be prepared to discus the status of 
the matter and their readiness for hearing. 
 
 IT IS SO ORDERED. 
 

 

 
       Bradley P. Halloran 
       Hearing Officer 
       Illinois Pollution Control Board 
       James R. Thompson Center, Suite 11-500 
       100 West Randolph 
       Chicago, Illinois  60601 
       312.814.8917 



Questionsfor SCA TissueNorthAmerica,L.L.C.
Pertainingto thePetition

To beaddressedin PrefiledTestimonyor atHearingonMay 17, 2005

(DocketAS 2005-4)

35 IAC 104.406(d)
1. Is theaddresson theFESOPin Pet.Exh. D (13101SouthPulaskiRd., Alsip, IL) the

addressofthetissuemill?

2. Wouldyou pleaseidentify thedownwindareaaffected?Is it rural or urban?

3. Pleaseindicatethenumberofemployeesat thetissuemill.

4. Thepetitionon page12 states,“SCA utilizeslow-VOC photochemicallyreactive
solvents...” Pet. Exh. B at 15 statesthat “The cleaningsolventhasaVOC contentof50
percent.” Pleaseindicatewhatsolventsareusedto removethestickiesandprovide
MaterialSafetyDataSheets(MSDS)for each.Pleaseprovidean MSDSfor thecleaning
solventto showthe 50%byweightVOM content.

5. Pet.at 15 mentionsUSEPAproposedNESHAPat pulp andpapermills. Do theVOM
emissionsfrom SCA’s cleaningoperationsincludeHAPs? If so,would youplease
identify whattheHAPsareandwhatpercentagetheycompriseoftheVOMs?

6. Pleasedescribehowthesolventsarestoredwhennot in use. Are solventstorage
containersvented? If so,couldyoupleaseindicatetherateofemissionsfrom thestorage
containers?

7. How is thesolventapplicationequipmentcleanedafteruse?

8. How is oversprayfrom the cleaningprocesshandled?Is overspraycapturedin adrip
pan,ordoesit just evaporate?Whatpercentageofsolventusedis oversprayandwhat
percentageactuallycontactsthe wire and/orstickiesduringthesoakingstage?

9. Pet. Exh.H statesthatthewire solventcleaningprocess“emitted fewerthan4 poundsper
hourof volatileorganiccompoundsonarolling monthlyaveragein 2002, ...“ Please
indicatethe quantity(pounds)usedduringa singlecleaningcycle,the durationofa
cleaningcycle, andthefrequencyofcleaningcycles. Pet.Exh. B at 12 statesthat“wire
cleaningis requiredonceto twicepermonthbut canbe requiredmorefrequently.. . and
felt cleaningis very infrequent.” Exh. H “Solvent Trial Results”statesthattheremoval
ofstickies emittedfewerthat4 lb/hrofVOCs onarolling monthlyaveragein 2002.
PleaseindicatetherateofVOMs usedon astrict hourly basis,duringtheactualcleaning
operation.Pleasecomparethis resultto the8 lb/hr limit of302.201.



35 IAC 104.406(e)

Pet. at 16 states,“SCA hasalsoconcludedthat no cleaningalternativesareavailablethatprovide
acceptablecleaningcharacteristicsandcanreduceVOM emissionsbelow 8 poundsperhouror
benonphotochemicallyreactive.” (Pet.at 16.) SCA statesthat it hasimplementedpollution
preventionchangesthathavehelpedto reducethenumberofsolventcleanings. Pet.at 22 states,
“...stickiesareasubstantialbarrierto producingtherecycledtissuerolls andthesolventcleaning
operationswith low VOM materialsandcontrolsdescribedhereinarethe only demonstrated
technologyfor reducingand/oreliminatingthatproblem.”

10. Areyou familiarwith theuseoflow impactpulpingto keepstickieslargesothat
mechanicalcleaningequipment(suchasscreensanddissolvedair flotation) will operate
moreefficiently? Haveyouconsideredlow impactpulpingaspartofa stickiescontrol
program?

11. HasSCAevaluatedany chemicalproductsto keepsmall stickiesfrom agglomeratinginto
largermoretroublesomestickies?

12. Pet.at 12 mentionstheuseofa pulp detacifierandwire polymer. Would youplease
describetherole thesehavein stickiescontrol? HasSCA evaluatedthe useofcationic
wire andfelt passivationto keepstickiesfrom accumulatingon thefelts orwires?

13. Pet.Exh. 16 containstheresultsofthesolventtrial tests. Wouldyoupleaseexplainwhat
is meantby “Strippedthe wire, no effect on stickies.”

14. Besidesalternativecleaningsolvents,did SCA considerotherapproachesfor chemically
controllingstickies?Pleaseaddressapproachessuchasfixation of stickiesto fiber in
sheetformation,dispersingstickiesusingsolventandsurfactantblends,polymeric
stabilization,stabilizedenzymes,ora combinationofthese?Besidesthealternative
solventtrial testspresentedin Pet. Exh.H, haveyou evaluatedanyoftheseother
approachesonabenchor pilot scale?

15. Is SCA familiar with a newenzymeprocessgiventheUSEPA’sPresidentialGreen
ChemistryChallengeAward (2004AlternativeSolvents/ReactionConditionsAward)
knownasOptimyze®andmanufacturedby BuckmanLaboratories?

16. Wereanyrepresentativesfor manufacturersofstickiescontrolproductscontactedand
invitedto SCA’s facility for guidanceonastickiescontrolstrategyandproductselection
orotherwisecloselyinvolvedin thetrial tests?

17. Pleasedescribehowis thefelt cleaned.Arethe samesolventsusedto cleanthefelt and
wires? Would youpleaseindicatehowmuchsolventis usedto cleanthefelt andhow
often?



35 IAC 104.406(f)

18. Wouldyoupleasediscussthecorrespondingcostsfor theprocessandoperational
changesthat SCAhasimplementedto achievethe93%reductionin VOM emissions?

35 IAC 104.406(g~

18. How muchdid SCA spendto redesignandchangeequipmentandcleaningoperationsto
reduceVOM emissionsfrom 182 tpy to 10 tpy?

19. Exh.B, App. E, Page1 of eachofthe ControlCostsResultsSummaries,indicatesthat
costsarebasedonmaximumannualproductionof90,000ADTP peryear. TheFESOP
in Pet. Exh. A on page4 definesADT asair-driedtonoffinishedpaper. Pleasedescribe
howADTP relatesto MachineDried Tons(MDT) andif thereis aconversionforADTP
to MDT.

20.Pet. at 3 indicatesthe currentproductionrateis 200 tonsperdayofproduct.Would you
pleaseclarify if this air driedtons(ADT) ormachinedriedtons(MDT)?

21.Thepetitionat 13 indicatesthat currentproductionratesapproximatelydoubledfrom the
1990rateof 36,900MDT/yearwhichwould be-~ 73,800MDT/year. Onpage14, the
petitionstatesthattheVOM emissionratefor the 1997-2000time frameaveraged0.6 lb
VOM/MDT forthesolventcleaningoperations.Multiplying (36,900MDT x 2) x 0.6 lb
VOM/MDT yields22 tons/ year. However,Exh. B at 15 indicatesthetotalmaximum
VOM emissionsfrom solventcleaningoperationsare 10 tpy, andtheactual rateis closer
to 7 tonsper year. Wouldyoupleaseclarify howtheemissionrateof0.6 lb VOM/MDT
andthecurrentproductionrateof200 tonsperdayyield theVOM emissionsof7 to 10
tonsperyear.

22. Couldyoudescribehowothertissuepapermills usingrecycledstockhandlestickies
control?

23.Pet. at20 states,“. . .therewill be no adverseincrementalimpacton theenvironmentasa
resultoftheAdjustedStandard...”TheIEPA’s recommendationconcurs,stating,“the
proposedadjustedstandardwill not impaircompliancewith theapplicableozone
standards...”(Rec.at 15.) In aprevioussimilaradjustedstandardfrom 218.301,AS 04-
1 for CrownlineBoats,Inc., thepetitionerprovidedanAmbient Air Quality Impact
Analysisto supportits assertionthat Crownline’s impacton ambientair quality is
insignificant. (AS 04-1,App. 16.) Theinstantpetitiondoesnotprovide an analysisto
showno adverseincrementalimpacton ozone. Would youpleaseprovideanozone
impactanalysisusinganappropriatemethodologysuchastheUSEPAMethod,
“VOC/NOx Point SourceScreeningTables”by RichardD. Scheffe,September1988.
(Seeattached.)



24. If SCAwereto experienceagrowthinproduction,couldyou pleasecommentonhow such
growthwould affectthe VOM emissionson anannualbasisin comparisonto the data
providedfor the2000productionyear? By estimatingalargerfigure to representpotential
increasedVOM emissions5 to 10 yearsin thefuture,how would the ozoneincrement
change?
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VOC/Nox POINT SOU~C~SCREENING TABLES

by Richard D.. Sch.ff.
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~ :‘.~~‘

S*pte~.ber,i.~B8

tlnit.d States Envircn~enta3. Prctection A~eñcy
Office of Air Quality Planning. and Standards

Technical Support Division
• Source Receptor Analysis branch



~O SCREZNINc~TABLES

The int.rpretation or definition of a “rural” or “urb~’
area within the framework of this techniqu. is intended tO be
rather broad and flexible. The rational, for having rural ~
urban tables stems from the need to account for th. coupled
effect of point source emission. and background chemistry on
ozone formation. Eackgroundchemistry in th. context of this
procedure refers to a characterization of the ambient atmospj.~erj~0
chemistry into which a point source .mits. Th. underlying mo~.eJ.
runs used to develop the rural table (Table 2.) vere performed
with spatially invariant background chemistry representative o~
“clean” continental T~.S.areas. Xodel runs used to develop the
urban table (Table 2) were based on background chemistry
incorporating daily temporal fluctuations of NOx and hydrocarbons
associated with a typical urban atmosphere (refer to Appendix A
for details regarding background chemistry). Background
chemistry is an importan~factor in estimating ozone formation;
however,’ characterization of backgroundchemistry is perhaps the
most difficult aspect of reactive plume modeling becauseof data
scarcity and the level of resources required to measure or model
(temporally and spatially) the components necessary to
characterize the ambient atmospheric along the trajectory of a
point source plume. • ‘. •

Recognizing the conflicting needs of using simple
characterizations of background chemistries and applyingthis
screening technique in situations where sources ar. located in or
impact on areas’which can not be simply’ categorized, tiie

,foilowing steps should be used to choose an appropriate table:

(1) If the source location and downwind impact area can be
described as rural and where ozone exceedenceshave never been
reported, choose the rural area table.

(2)~If the source location anddown*ind impact area ar. of urban
character, choose.the urban area table.

(3) If an urban based sourc. potentially can impact a downwind
rural area, or a rural based, source can potentially impact a
downwind urban area., use the highest value obtained from applying
both tables. . ‘ . ,

Th,VOC point source screening tables (Tables 1 End 2)
provide ozone increments ai a function of )~XOC(nonmetharie -

organic carbon) mass emIssions rates and NXOC/NOx emissions
ratios. . To determine an ozone impact the user is rEquired to
apply best estimates of maximum daily X2(OC emissions rate, and
estimated aru~ual mass emission.. rates of )~MOCand Wox which are
used t.o determine WNOC/NOxratio for ascribing the applicable

• column in Table 1 or 2. Th. reasons for basing application on
• ‘daily maximum N~(OCemissions rates are (1) to avoid

3



,,,.•.,u.nder.stimates resulting from discontinuous operations and (2:
• the underlying modeling simulations are based on single d~y

episodes. The }fl~fOC emissions rates in Tables 1 and 2 are given
on an annual basis; consequently th. user must project daily
maximum to annual emissions rates, as illustrated in the example
application given below. One purpose of this technique is to
provide a simple, non—resource intensive tool; therefore, annual
)Q(OC/NOx emissions ratios are used because consideration of daily
fluctuations would requirE a screening application applied to
each day. -

Parameters describing background chemistry, episodic
meteorology, and source emissions speciation affect actual ozone
impact produced by a point source. However, as a screening
zethcdoloçy the application should be simple, robust and yield
conservative (high ozone) values. Thus, only NHOC and NOx
emissions rates are required as input to Tables 1 and 2.

Rural Example plication

A manufacturing company intends to construct a facility in
an isolated rural location where ozone exceedances have never
been observed. The pollution control agency requires that the
company submit’ an analysis showing that operation of the proposed
facility will not result in an ozàne increment greater than X ppm
in order to permit operation. The estimated daily maximum )~MOC
emissions rate is 9000 lbs/day. The annual estimated emissions
rates for NNOCand NOx are 1000 tons/yr and 80 tons/yr,
respectively. The company’s itrategy is to provide a scrEening
analysis using the rural area table to prove future compliance.
If the screening result exce.ds X.ppm, the company will initiate’
a detailed modeling ana2ysia requiring characterization of source
emissions speciation, ambient chemistry, and episodic
mateorology. . -

Screening Estimate:

3. — Determine which .column of TablE (1) is.applicable:

The )~OC/N0xratio is based on annual estimates; thus,
1000/80 — 12.5 and middle column values are applied.

2 — Calculate annual NXOC ‘emissions rates in tons/yr from maximum
daily rate: ‘

- (9000 lbs/day) (2. ton/2000 lbs)(365days/yr).— 1643 tons/yr

3 — Interpolate linearly between 1500 tons/yr and 2000 tons/yr

(to produce an interpolated column 2 ozone increment:

4



[l643—1~oo)(3.84_3.o5)/(2ooo_3.5ooj+3.04 — 3.27 pphm

3.27pphm(J~ ppm/bc pphm) — ~.0327 ~

If 0.0327 ppm ii below the criterion value (X ppm), no further
modeling analysis is required and operation may be permitted.
Otherwise, the company will precede with an additional case-
specific modeling analysis. -

5
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Table B2

2001
OZONE

NUMBER OF DAYS HIGHEST SAMPLES
GREATER (parts per million)

VALID THAN 1-HOUR 8-HOUR

STATION ADDRESS APR-OCT 0.12 PPM 1ST 2ND 3RD (~) 1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH

65 BURLINGTON - KEOKUK INTERSTATE (IA - IL)

PEORIA COUNTY
Peoria Huriburt & MacArthur 211
PeoiiaHeights 508 E• Glen

o 0.077 0.077 O•076 0.075 0.072
o 0.093 0.084 0•083 0.083 0.084

0.072 0.069 0.068
0.080 0•080 0.080

66 EAST CENTRAL ILLINOIS INTRASTATE

CHAMPAiGN COUNTY

Champaign

McLEAN COUNTY

606 E. Grove 211 0 0.081 0.080 0.079 0.078 0.074 0.073 0.073 0.073

Main & Gregory 0 0.093 0.085 0.083 0.082 0.085 0.079 0.074 0.072

67 METROPOLITAN CHICAGO INTERSTATE (IL - iN)

COUNTY

Calumet City
Chicago - Jardine
Chicago - SE Police

Chicago- SWFP
Chicago- Taft
Chicago- Truman
Chicago- University
Cicero
Des Plaines
Evanston
Lemont

Northbrook

4500W. 123rd St•
1703 StateSt.
1000 E. Ohio

- 103rd& Luella
3300 E Cheltenham

6545 W. Huribut
1145W. Wilson
5720 S. Ellis

1830 S. 51st Ave•
1375 5th St.
531 Lincoln
729 Houston

750 Dundee Rd.

212
211
212
214
214

206
212
214

214
214
206
211

211

DuPAGE COUNTY
Lisle Morton Arboretum 211 0 0.099 0.095 0.089 0.089 0.078 0.071 0.071 0.071

WILL COUNTY

1441 Lake St•

Golf & Jackson
Camp Logan

1st St. & Three Oaks

Braidwood
South Lockport

36400S. Essex Rd•
2021 Lawrence

208 0 0.111 0.098 0.096 0.089 0.085 0.080 0.080 0.078
208 0 0.109 0.094 0.093 0.089 0.086 0.078 0.078 0.076

Primary 1-Hour Standard 0.12 ppm; 8-Hour Standard 0.08 ppm

214

Normal 212

( 0

0

0.091

0082

0.089

0•081
O•088
0.079

0.088
—
0.079

0.081
0077

0.079
0.073

0.078
0.072

0.077
0.071

0 0.106 0.106 0.105 0.100 0086 O•085 0.082 0.081
0 0.087 0.084 0.081 0.081 0.074 0.074 0.072 0.071
0 0.107 0.104 0.102 0.100 0.098 0.091 0.089 0.087

0 0.101 0.101 0.094 0.094 0.084 0.084 0.083 0.078
0 0.105 0.097 0.094 0.090 0.083 0.080 0.080 0.079
0 0.089 0.089 0.087 0.085 0.079 0•078 0.076 0.076

0 0.080 0.079 0.077 0.077 0.074 0.070 0.069 0.067
0 0.099 0.086 0.086 0.085 0.079 0.076 0.075 0075
0 0.122 0.108 0•103 0.100 0.103 0.090 0.086 0.086

0 0.090 0.090 0.082 0.082 0.077 0.071 0.070 0.068
0 0.100 0.100 0.096 0.091 0.090 0.087 0.083 0.082

665 Dundee
KANE COUNTY

Elgin

LAKE COUNTY
Libertyville -
Waukegan
Zion

McHENRY COUNTY

Cary

214 , 0 0.101 0.087 0.086 0.086 0.086 0.082 0.081 0.080

210 0 0.108 0.097 0.095 0.089 0.087 0.080 0•079 0.078
213 0 0.105 0.105 0.101 O•099 0.095 0.091 0.084 0.082

214 0 0.103 0.099 0.097 0.096 0.088 0.087 0.084 0.083

211 0 0.100 0.098 O•098 O•093 0.089 0.088 0.086 0.084

49
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Table B2

2002
OZoNE

NUMBER OF D _____ HIGHEST SAMPLES
GREATER THAN (parts per million)

1-HOUR 8-HOUR
STA11ON ADDRESS 0.12 PPM 0.08 PPM 1ST 2ND 3RD (‘~) 1ST 2ND 3RD 4Th

65 BURLINGTON - KEOKUK INTERSTATE (IA - IL)

PEORIACOUN1Y
Huriburt& MacArthur
508 E. Glen

66 EAST CENTRAL ILLINOIS INTRASTATE

CHAMPAIGN COUNTY

McLEAN COUNTY

o o 0.094 0.093 0.092 0.089 0.083 0.082
0 5 0.104 0.102 0.100 0.095 0.093 0.092

0 1 0.092 0.091 0.088 0.087 0.090 0.083

Normal Main & Gregory 0 8 0.095 0.092 0.091 0.090 0.088 0.086 0.085 0.085

DuPAGE COUNTY
Usle Morton Arboretum 0 3 0.114 0.104 0.103 0.102 0.091 0.087 0.086 0.084

KANE COUNTY
Elgin 665 Dundee 0 3 0.103 0.099 0.095 0.093 0.090 0.087 0.086 0.082

LAKE COUNTY

McHENRY COUNTY
Cary 1st St. & Three Oaks 0 6 0.110 0.102 0.099 0.098 0.093 0.091 0.091 0.090

WILL COUNTY
Braidwood
South Lockport

36400 S. Essex Rd.
2021 Lawrence

o 6 0.105 0.099 0.094
0 7 0.107 0.104 0.097

0.094 0.095 0.088
0.096 0.094 0.088

0.087 0.087

0.087 0.086

Primary1-Hour Standard 0.12 ppm; 8-Hour Standard 0.08 ppm

Peoria
PeoriaHeights

Champaign 606 E. Grove

0.082 0.081
0.091 0.084

0.083 0.082

(

67 METROPOLITANCIIICAGO INTERSTATE (IL - IN)

COOK COUNTY
Atsip 4500W. 123rd St. 0 8 0.115 0.108 0.106 0.097 0.096 0.094 0.094

umetCity 1703 StateSt. 0 0 0.094 0.091 0.090 0.088 0.079 0.078 0.076 0.074
Chicago-Jardine I000E.Ohio 1 4 0.127 0.113 0.103 0.103 0.112 0.098 0.097 0.085
Chicago - SEPoIice 103rd & Luella 0 3 0.102 0.100 0.100 0.097 0.091 0.090 ‘0.088 0.084
Chicago-SWFP 3300ECheltenham 0 13 0.121 0.118 0.109 0.108 0.106 0.103 0.100 0.096
Chicago-Taft 6545W.Hurlbut 0 9 0.109 0.104 0.104 0.103 0.097 0.094 0.093 0.092
Chicago - University 5720 S. Ellis 0 4 0.101 0.096 0.095 0.094 0.093 0.090 0.087 0.085
Cicero 1830 S. 51st Ave. 0 3 0.104 0.100 0.097 0.096 0.087 0.086 0.086 0.054
Des Plaines 9511W. Hartison 0 9 0.115 0.111 0.108 0.107 0.094 0.094 0.093 0.093
Evanston 531 Lincoln 0 8 0.122 0.114 0.111 0.100 0.105 0.095 0.092 0.091
Lemont 729 Houston 0 3 0.110 0.101 0.097 0.094 0.096 0.091 0.087 0.081
Northbrook 7500undeeRd. 0 5 0.111 0.103 0.099 0.098 0.096 0.090 0.088 0.087

Libertyville 1441 Lake St 0 5 0.112 0.104 0.101 0.101 0.091 0.091 0.090 0.087
Waukegan Golf& Jackson 1 7 0.125 0.121 0.115 0.110 0.106 0.105 0.100 0.090
Zion CampLogan 3 9 0.136 0.126 0.125 0;117 0.116 0.113 0.112 0.100
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Table B2

2003
OZONIE

NUMBEROF DAYS HIGHEST SAMPLES
GREATERTHAN (partspermillion)

1-HOUR 8-HOUR
STA11ON ADDRESS 0.12PPM 0.08PPM 1ST 2ND 3RD f~~)1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH

65 BURLiNGTON - KEOKUK iNTERSTATE (IA - IL)

PEORIACOUN1Y
Peoria Huriburt& MacArthur 0 0 0.085 0.079 0.076 0.076 0.072 0.071 0.070 0.068
PeoriaHeights 508 E.Glen 0 0 0.091 0.090 0.090 0.083 0.079 0.078 0.078 0.076

66 EASTCENTRAL ILLINOIS INTRASTATE

CHAMPAIGN COUNTY
Champaign 606 E. Grove 0 0 0.084 0.081 0.081 0.080 0.078 0.077 0.075 0.075

McLEAN COUNTY
Normal Main & Gregory 0 0 0.085 0.082 0.082 0.082 0.078 0.075 0.075 0.074

67 METROPOLiTANCHICAGO1I~TERSTATE(IL - IN)

_CQ9K COUNTY
/ AIsip 4500W. 123rd St. 0 1 0.097 0.090 0.088 0.084 0.090 0.080 0.078 0.077

—

Chicago - JardThe 1000 E. Ohio 0 1 0.098 0.087 0.085 0.085 0.086 0.078 0.075 0.075
Chicago - SE PoIic~ 103rd & LuelIa 0 0 0.080 0.079 0.078 0.076 0.073 0.073 0.072 0.069
Chicago - SWFP 3300 E Chellenham 0 2 0.095 0.095 0.093 0.091 0.087 0.086 0.080 0.080
Chicago - Taft 6545W.Hurlbut 0 0 0.093 0.090 0.088 0.087 0.084 0.078 0.077 0.077
Chicago - University 5720 S. Ellis 0 0 0.083 0.082 0.079 0.075 0.072 0.069 0.069 0.067
Cicero 1830 S. 5lstAve. 0 0 0.086 0.081 0.081 0.080 0.075 0.072 0.071 0.070
Des Plaines 9511 W. Hariison 0 1 0.092 0.088 0.085 0.083 0.085 0.075 0.074 0.073
Evanston 531 Lincoln 0 2 0.117 0.096 0.091 0.090 0.091 0.089 0.082 0.082
Lemont 729 Houston 0 1 0.109 0.096 0.088 0.080 0.099 0.080 0.076 0.075
Northbrook 750 Dundee Rd. 0 0 0.095 0.091 0.090 0.089 0.084 0.083 0.081 0.080

DuPAGE COUNTY
Lisle Morton Arboretum 0 0 0.090 0.084 0.076 0.074 0.083 0.069 0.067 0.066

KANE COUNTY
Elgin 665 Dundee 0 0 0.094 0.091 0.082 0.081 0.078 0.077 0.077 0.076

LAKE COUNTY
Waukegan Golf & Jackson 0 0 0.094 0.093 0.090 0.084 0.081 0.081 0.076 0.074
Zion Camp Logan 0 0 0.094 0.094 0:093 0.091 0.084 0.082 0.079 0.078

McHENRY COUNTY
Cary 1st St & Three Oaks 0 0 0.093 0.087 0.085 0.084 0.084 0.080 0.080 0.079

WILL COUNTY
Braidwood 36400 S. Essex Rd. 0 1 0.095 0.093 0.087 0.085 0.085 0.079 0.075 0.073
South Lockport 2021 Lawrence 0 1 0.104 0.101 0.087 0.083 0.093 0.080 0.079 0.077

Primary 1-Hour Standard 0.12 ppm; 8-Hour Standard 0.08 ppm —
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Table A4

2003
SITEDIRECTORY

Crr~’NAME CWVNER/

PJRSCODE ADDRESS OPERATOR UTM COORD. (1cm) EQUIPMENT

65 BURLINGTON - KEOKUK IINTERSTATE (IA - IL)

PEORIA COUN1Y
Peoria Fire Station #8 II. EPA N. 4507.113 NAMS - SO2, 03
(1430024) MacArthur& Huriburt E 279.709 SPMS- WSAND

Peoria Commerdal Building II. EPA N. 4508.534 SLAMS - CO
(1430036) 1005 N. University E 279.194

Peoria City Office Building IL EPA N. 4508.197 NAMS -

(1430037) 613 N.E. Jefferson E 281 .675 SLAMS - Pb, PM25
SPIvIS - TSP

Peoria Heights Peoria Heights H.S. II. EPA N. 4513.476 NAMS - 03
(1431001) 508 E. GlenAve. E 281.660

TAZEWELL COLJN1Y
Pekin Fire Station #3 II. EPA N. 4492.693 NAMS - SO2
(1790004) 272 Derby E 275.291

66 EASTCENTRAL ILLINOIS INTRASTATE

CHAMPAIGN COUNTY
Bondville SWS Climate Station Ill. EPA(SWS N. 4434.201 SLAMS -

(0191001) Twp. Rd. 500 E. E 382.959

Champaign BookerT. Washington Elem. Sch. III. EPA N. 4442.017 SLAMS - 03, PM25
(0190004) 606 E. Grove E 395.248

McLEAN COUNTY
Normal UniversityH.S. Ill. EPA N. 4486.625 SLAMS - FM25
(1132003) Main & Gregory E 330.925

Normal ISU Physical Plant Ill. EPA N. 4486.886 SLAMS —03
(1132003) Main & Gregory E 330.771

67 METROPOLITANCHICAGOINTERSTATE (IL - IN)

COOK COUNTY
/ A~sip VillageGarage CookCountyDEC N. 4613.287 SLAMS-03,Pb,PM10

(0310001) 4500W. 123rd St. E 439.015 SPfv1S-TSP,~.ASNVD,PM25
t’

Bedford Park APC Laboratory Cook County DEC N. 4624.760 SLAMS- SO2
(0311018) 7800W. 65th St. E 432.241 SPMS-WSNVD

Blue Island Eisenhower H.S. Cook CountyDEC N. 4612.286 NAMS - FM~tj
(0312001) 12700 Sacramento E 442.003 SLAMS - s02d, PM25
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