
ST
A

T
E

O
F

IL
L

IN
O

IS
C

LER
K

’So
p

j’
P

O
L

L
U

T
IO

N
C

O
N

T
R

O
L

B
O

A
R

D
FEB

JA
M

E
S

R
.

T
H

O
M

P
S

O
N

C
E

N
T

E
R

‘52012
100

W
.

R
A

N
D

O
L

P
H

S
T

R
E

E
T

,
SU

IT
E

11-500
STA

TE
O

F
ILLIN

O
IS

C
H

IC
A

G
O

,
IL

L
IN

O
IS

60601
C

ontrolB
oard

B
E

FO
R

E
T

H
E

IL
L

IN
O

IS
P

O
L

L
U

T
IO

N
C

O
N

T
R

O
L

B
O

A
R

D

A
n
ielle

L
ip

e
)

N
y
k
o
le

G
illette

)
*

‘

C
o
m

p
lain

an
ts

)
v.

)P
C

B
N

o
.1

2
-9

5

)
IE

P
A

(B
u
reau

o
f

A
ir,

P
erm

it
S

ectio
n
)

)
R

esp
o

n
d

en
t

)

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
E

T
O

M
O

T
IO

N
T

O
D

IS
M

IS
S

C
O

M
P

L
A

IN
T

(P
R

O
O

F
O

F
S

E
R

V
IC

E
)

The
undersigned

hereby
flies

a
response.

A
nielle

L
ipe

N
yt’oIe

G
illette

U
nder

penalties
of

perjury,
w

e
the

undersigned
certify

as
true

that
w

e
served

the
foregoing

upon:

Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
gency

B
ureau

of
A

ir,
P

erm
it

S
ection

1021
N

orth
G

rand
A

venue
E

ast
S

pringfield,
IL

6
2
7
9
4
-9

5
0
6

by
placing

a
true

and
co

rrect
copy

of
sam

e
into

a
properly

ad
d
ressed

,
Priority

M
ail

en
v
elo

p
e

w
ith

sufficient
p
o
stag

e,
and

m
ailing

it
at

the
cash

ier
w

indow
at

the
C

ardiss
C

ollins
P

ostal
S

tore,
4

3
3

W
.

H
arrison

St.
Ft

L
obby,

C
hicago,

IL
before

11:58
P.M

.
on

F
ebruary

13,2012.

C
om

plainant
(s)

D
ate

3
//

C
o
m

p
la

in
a
n
t(s),

4
D

ate
/
/
3

/
/



S
T

A
T

E
O

F
IL

L
N

O
IS

PO
L

L
L

T
T

IO
N

C
O

N
T

R
O

L
B

O
A

R
D

JA
M

E
S

R
.

T
H

O
M

P
S

O
N

C
E

N
T

E
R

100
W

.
R

A
N

D
O

L
P

H
S

T
R

E
E

T
,

S
U

IT
E

11-500
C

H
IC

A
G

O
,

IL
L

iN
O

IS
60601

B
E

F
O

R
E

T
H

E
IL

L
IN

O
IS

P
O

L
L

U
T

IO
N

C
O

N
T

R
O

L
B

O
A

R
])

A
nielle

L
ipe

)
N

ykole
G

illette
)

C
om

plainants
)

v.
)

P
C

B
N

o.
12-95

)
IE

P
A

(B
ureau

of
A

ir,P
erm

it
S

ection)
)

R
espondent

)

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
E

T
O

M
O

T
IO

N
T

O
D

IS
M

IS
S

C
O

M
P

L
A

IN
T

1.
Y

our
nam

e,
street

address,
A

nielle
L

ipe
county,

state:
22123

M
eadow

L
ake

P’ace
R

ichton
P

ark.
11. 60471

C
ook

C
ounty

Phone:
630-235-9821

N
ykole

G
illette

22232
Scott

D
rive

R
ichton

P
ark.

IL
60471

2.
P

lace
w

here
you

can
be

N
/A

contacted
during

norm
al

business
hours

(if different
from

above):

3.
N

am
e

and
address

o
f

respondent
Illinois

E
nvironm

ental
P

rotection
A

gency
B

ureau
of

A
ir,

P
erm

it
S

ection
1021

N
orth

G
rand

A
venue

E
ast

S
prinfie1d.

IL
62794-9506



E
X

H
IB

IT
ID

E
N

T
IF

IC
A

T
IO

N

B
.

A
IR

Q
U

A
L

IT
Y

IM
P

A
C

T
S

F
O

R
T

O
U

G
H

C
U

T
S

C
O

N
C

R
E

T
E

SE
R

V
IC

E
S,

IN
C

.
N

O
N

M
E

T
A

L
L

IC
M

IN
E

R
A

L
C

R
U

SH
T

hJG
A

N
D

P
R

O
C

E
S

S
IN

G
E

Q
U

IP
M

E
N

T
A

T
S

E
X

T
O

N
D

E
V

E
L

O
P

M
E

N
T

that
w

as
prepared

by
D

erenzo
and

A
ssociates,

Inc.
E

nvironm
ental

C
onsultants

for
the

V
illage

o
fR

ichton
Park,

IL
dated

July
18,

2011

Y
l.

A
nielle

L
ipe’s

envelope
from

the
Illinois

A
ttorney

G
eneral’s

O
ffice

Z
I.

N
ykole

G
illette’s

envelope
from

the
Illinois

A
ttorney

G
eneral’s

O
ffice

B
2.

U
.S.

E
P

A
w

ebsite
article

W
astes-H

azardous
W

aste

C
2.

W
ebsite

article
A

S
P

H
A

L
T

P
L

A
N

T
P

O
L

L
U

T
IO

N
by

T
he

B
lue

R
idge

E
nvironm

ental
D

efense
L

eague

D
2.

D
iagram

o
fthe

pond
on

the
S

exton
P

roperties
R

.P.,
L

L
C

site
from

the
T

ough
C

uts
C

oncrete
Services,

Inc.’s
IE

PA
application

C
V

illage
o
f R

ichton
P

ark
P

lanning
&

Z
oning

C
om

m
ission

P
ublic

H
earing

M
inutes

A
2.

Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
gency

D
ivision

of
A

ir
P

ollution
C

ontrol-P
erm

it
S

ection



R
E

C
E

IV
E

D
S

T
A

T
E

O
F

IL
L

iN
O

IS
C

LER
K

’S
O

FFIC
E

P
O

L
L

U
T

IO
N

C
O

N
T

R
O

L
B

O
A

R
D

FEB
152012

JA
M

E
S

R
.

T
H

O
M

P
S

O
N

C
E

N
T

E
R

STA
TE

O
F

ILLIN
O

IS
100

W
.

R
A

N
D

O
L

P
H

S
T

R
E

E
T

,
S

U
IT

E
1
1
-5

0
3

frn
n

C
ontrolB

oard
C

H
IC

A
G

O
,

IL
L

T
N

O
IS

60601

B
E

F
O

R
E

T
H

E
IL

L
IN

O
IS

P
O

L
L

U
T

IO
N

C
O

N
T

R
O

L
B

O
A

R
D

A
m

elle
L

ipe
)

N
ykole

G
illette

)
C

om
plainants

)
,

v.
)

P
C

B
N

o.
12-95

)
1E

PA
(B

ureau
o
fA

ir,
P

erm
it

S
ection)

)
R

espondent
)

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
E

T
O

M
O

T
IO

N
T

O
D

IS
M

IS
S

C
O

M
P

L
A

IN
T

O
n

January
26,

2012,
the

Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
gency’s

A
ttorney,

by
its

attorney,
L

isa
M

adigan,
A

ttorney
G

eneral
o
f the

State
ofIllinois

w
as

prepared
by

Senior
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
G

erald
T

.
K

arr,
and

electronically
filed

w
ith

the
Illinois

P
ollution

C
ontrol

B
oard

a
m

otion
to

dism
iss

our
com

plaint.
Since

the
]E

P
A

has
not

com
plied

and
enforced

the
siting

approval
requirem

ents
o
f the

Illinois
C

om
piled

Statues
(JL

C
S)

at
415

IL
C

S
5/1

et
seq,

in
Sections

3.330,
39,

39.2,
and

40.1
ofthe

Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
ct,

th
e

fihinois
P

ollution
C

o
n

tro
l

B
oard

has
the

au
th

o
rity

to
revoke

the
construction

p
erm

it
th

at
the

IE
P

A
g
ran

ted
to

T
ough

C
uts.

O
n

Jan
u
ary

30,
2012,

A
nielle

L
ipe

w
as

served
through

the
m

ail
this

m
otion

to
dism

iss
our

com
plaint,

and
N

ykole
G

illette
w

as
served

on
F

eb
ru

ary
1,

2012
by

Senior
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
G

erald
T.

K
arr.

P
lease

see
the

(E
xhibits

Y
l

and
Z

i)
for

the
postage

date
stam

ps
o
fA

nielle
L

ipe
and

N
ykole

G
illette’s

envelopes.

C
om

plainants,
A

nielle
L

ipe
and

N
ykole

G
illette

request
thatthe

Illinois
P

ollution
C

ontrol
B

oard
continue

to
review

our
com

plaint
on

the
basis

ofthe
W

P
A

violating
the

“A
ct”,

and
have

broughtthis
issue

to
the

attention
ofthe

“B
oard”

to
ensure

thatthe
siting

approval
requirem

ents
o
fthe

“A
ct”

are
enforced.

T
herefore,

the
case

is
not

frivolous
or

duplicative
w

ithin
the

m
eaning

o
f

S
ection

31(d)
ofthe

A
ct

(415
IL

C
S

5/31(d))
and

S
ection

10
1.202

ofthe
B

oard’s
procedural

rules
(35

Ill.
A

dm
.

C
ode

101.202).



A
s

w
e

understand,
“the

A
ttorney

G
eneral

is
the

chieflegal
officer

ofthe
State

of Illinois
and

the
A

ttorney
G

eneral
has”

the
duty

“to
represent

the
interests

ofthe
P

eople
so

as
to

ensure
a

healthy
environm

ent
for

all
citizens

in
Illinois.”

Ill.
C

onst.
1970,

art.
V

,
§15;

P
eople

v.
N

I.
Industries,

152
Ill.2d

82,
103

(1992).”
“T

he
Illinois

E
P

A
w

as
created

by
the

Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
ct,

and
is

required
to

execute
the

law
s

of the
Illinois

E
nvironm

ental
P

rotection
A

ct.
“T

he
Illinois

P
ollution

C
ontrol

B
oard”

“w
as

also
created

by
the

A
ct

and
is

required
to

determ
ine,

define
and”

carry
out

the
environm

ental

control
standards

applicable
in

Illinois
per

415
IL

C
S

5/5
(2010).

T
ough

C
uts

and
its

partnering
com

pany,
S

exton
Properties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
have

proposed
a

joint
venture

to
crush

asphalt
and

concrete
on

Sexton
P

roperties
site

and
use

som
e

of the

crushed
m

aterial
as

fill.
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P

.,
L

L
C

is
considered

a
pollution

control

facility
per

the
“A

ct”
because

its
current

and
proposed

crushing
operation

is
considered

to
be

a
W

aste
S

torage
facility,

W
aste

D
isposal

site,
W

aste
T

reatm
en

t
facility

and
a

S
anitary

L
andfill.

P
er

the
Illinois

C
om

piled
Statues

(T
ext

of
Section

from
P.A

.
96-

1314)
Sec.

3.330
(a)

““P
ollution

C
ontrol

F
acility”

is
any

w
aste

storage
site,

sanitary

landfill,
w

aste
disposal

site,
w

aste
transfer

station,
w

aste
treatm

ent
facility,

or
w

aste
incinerator.

T
his

includes
sew

ers,
sew

age
treatm

ent
plants,

and
any

other
facilities

ow
ned

or
operated

by
sanitary

districts
organized

under
the

M
etropolitan

W
ater

R
eclam

ation
D

istrict
A

ct.”
“(b)

A
new

pollution
control

facility
is:

1.
a

pollution
control

facility
initially

perm
itted

for
developm

ent
or

construction
after

July
1,

1981;
or

2.
the

area
o
f

expansion
beyond

the
boundaries

o
fa

currently
perm

itted
pollution

control
facility;

or
3.

a
perm

itted
pollution

control
facility

requesting
approval

to
store,

dispose
of,

transfer
or

incinerate,
for

the
first

tim
e,

any
special

or
hazardous

w
aste.”

T
ough

C
uts’

partnering
com

pany,
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
does

not
qualify

for
the

exem
ptions

o
f

it
not

being
a

pollution
control

facility
because

not
all

o
f the

crushed
C

C
D

D
m

aterial
w

ill
be

recycled
and

som
e

ofthe
non-recycled

crushed
C

C
D

D
m

aterial

w
ill

be
used

as
fill

on
the

site.

T
he

follow
ing

activities
proposed

by
T

ough
C

uts
involve

the
m

anagem
ent

of w
aste:

(a)
T

ough
C

uts’
proposes

to
crush

concrete
and

asphalt,
chem

ical
hazardous

w
aste

at the
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
’s

site
for

the
first

tim
e.

T
he

crushing
operation

w
ould

classify
S

exton
P

roperties
R

.P.,
L

L
C

’s
site

as
a

P
ollution

C
ontrol

Facility
or

W
aste

T
reatm

ent
facility

because
the

crushing
operation

w
ould

consist
of grinding

the
asphalt

and
cem

ent
into

fine
dust.

P
er

(E
xhibit

A
l),

W
aste

T
reatm

en
t

m
eans

“any
activity

that
changes

the
w

aste
is

regulated
as

w
aste

treatm
ent.

T
reatm

ent

includes,
am

ong
other

things,
m

ixing
the

w
aste

w
ith

other
w

astes
or

m
aterials,

burning,
grinding

or
separating

the
w

aste.”

(b)T
he

crushing
operation

at
the

Sexton
P

roperties
R

.P.,
L

L
C

’s
site

w
ould

also
be

considered
a

W
aste

D
isposal

facility
because

the
TEPA

expects
som

e
w

aste
w

ill
be

em
itted

in
the

air
and

escape
into

the
environm

ent.
P

er
(E

xhibit
A

l),
the



Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
gency

states
“W

aste
D

isposal
includes,

am
ong

other
things,

dum
ping

w
aste

on
the

ground,
storing

it
in

piles
on

the
ground,

in
a

landfill,
or

in
lagoons

and
storing

w
aste

indefinitely,
even

w
hen

it
is

held
in

tanks,
buildings

or
containers.”

P
ursuant

to
the

Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
ct

that
is

located
in

the
Illinois

C
om

piled
Statues

(415
IL

C
S

5/3.185)
(w

as
415

IL
C

S
5/3.08),

Sec.
3.185

“
D

isp
o

sa
l”

“m
eans

the
discharge,

deposit,
injection,

dum
ping,

spilling,
leaking

or
placing

o
f

any
w

aste
or

hazardous
w

aste
into

or
on

any
land

or
w

ater
or

into
any

w
ell

so
that

such
w

aste
or

hazardous
w

aste
or

any
constituent

thereofm
ay

enter
the

environm
ent

or
be

em
itted

into
the

air
or

discharged
into

any
w

aters,
including

ground
w

aters.”
C

em
ent

dust
em

itted
into

the
air

and
escapes

into
the

environm
ent

contains
som

e
o

fthe
follow

ing:
particulate

m
atter

(particle
pollution)

such
as

Fly
A

sh,
B

ottom
A

sh,
Silica

dust
and

F
um

es(gases)
and

B
last

F
urnace

Slag.
In

reference
to

(E
xhibit

C
2),

T
he

B
lue

R
idge

E
nvironm

ental
D

efense
L

eague’s
article

entitled,
“A

sphalt
Plant

P
ollution,”

it
discusses

the
various

chem
ical

toxins
in

A
sphalt.

T
he

A
sphalt

fum
es

em
itted

into
the

air
contain

hazardous
toxins

and
carcinogens

such
as:

carbon
disulfide,

m
ethyl

ethyl
ketone,

toluene
and

xylene.
T

hese
chronic

toxicants
“have

a
negative

im
pact

on
the

hum
an

nervous
system

and/or
hum

an
grow

th
and

developm
ent.”

T
he

A
sphalt

fum
es

contain
another

toxin,
styrene

w
hich

is
considered

an
acute

system
toxicant

w
hich

is
a

pollutant
that

causes
“death

of
laboratory

anim
als

w
ithin

14
days

of
exposure

or
is

toxic
based

on
hum

an
experience.”

A
sphalt

fum
es

also
contain

the
chem

ical
hazardous

w
astes

benzene,
trichloroethylene,

and
perchioroethylene

w
hich

are
considered

carcinogens.
T

hese
carcinogens

are
“know

n
to

cause
cancer

or
w

hich
are

suspected
to

cause
cancer

in
hum

ans.”
B

enzene,
carbon

disulfide,
m

ethyl
ethyl

ketone,
styrene,

toluene,
trichioroethylene,

and
xylene

are
all

included
as

H
azardous

A
ir

P
ollutants

per
the

1990
C

lean
A

ir
A

ct
A

m
endm

ents.
B

enzene,
m

ethyl
ethyl

ketone,
styrene,

toluene,
and

perchloroethylene
are

all
colorless

per
the

M
cG

raw
-H

ill
D

ictionary
of

Scientific
and

T
echnical

T
erm

s
F

ourth
E

dition.
W

ebster’s
N

ew
W

orld
C

ollege
D

ictionary
F

ourth
E

dition
states

that
xylene

is
also

colorless.
Several

ofthe
asphalt

colorless
fum

es
are

classified
as

polynuclear
arom

atic
hydrocarbons

and
V

O
C

s,
and

som
e

produce
strong

odors.
Since

several
asphalt

m
ixtures

also
contain

silica,
then

crushed
asphalt

w
ould

also
adm

it
harm

ful
dusts.

T
he

A
ssistant

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

S
tephen

S
ylvester

filed
P

ost
H

earing
Public

C
om

m
ents

w
ith

the
IP

C
B

regarding
the

proposed
am

endm
ents

to
C

C
D

D
fill

operation
on

12/2/11
stated

that
“C

C
D

D
includes

asphalt,
w

hich
is

a
source

of
polynuclear

arom
atic

hydrocarbons
(“P

N
A

s”)
w

hich
by

operation
ofthe

B
oard

W
aste

D
isposal

R
egulations

w
ould

classify
C

C
D

D
as

a
“chem

ical
w

aste”.
See

35
Ill.

A
dm

.
C

ode
810.103.”

A
s

a
result

of
asphalt

being
classified

as
a

chem
ical

carcinogen
or

hazardous
w

aste, the
proposed

crushing
of asphalt

w
ould

qualify
it

as
a

new
p
o
llu

tio
n

co
n
tro

l
facility

that
stores

and
disposes

hazardous
w

aste.
P

er
(E

xhibit
B

2),
the

U
S

E
P

A
under

the
Subheading,

W
astes

H
azardous

W
aste,

“H
azardous

w
aste

is
w

aste
that

is
dangerous

or
potentially

harm
ful

to
our

health
or

the
environm

ent.
H

azardous
w

astes
can

be
liquids,

solids,
gases

or
sludges.

T
hey

can
be

discarded
com

m
ercial

products,
like

3



cleaning
fluids

or
pesticides,

or
the

by-products
of

m
anufacturing

processes.”
“T

ypes
ofH

azardous
W

aste:
H

azardous
w

aste
are

divided
into

listed
w

astes,
characteristic

w
astes,

universal
w

astes,
and

m
ixed

w
astes.”

T
he

various
m

ixtures
o
f

chem
icals

in
A

sphalt
defines

it
as

a
chem

ical
hazardous

w
aste.

A
nother

nam
e

for
polynuclear

arom
atic

hydrocarbons
(PN

A
s)

is
polycyclic

arom
atic

hydrocarbons
(PA

H
s).

N
ykole

G
illette

em
ailed

the
IE

PA
’s

B
ureau

ofA
ir

on
N

ovem
ber

18,
2011,

during
the

tim
e

public
com

m
ents

w
ere

accepted,
and

in
this

em
ail

she
m

entioned
the

topic
o
fpolycyclic

arom
atic

hydrocarbons.
T

he
follow

ing
sentences

w
ere

part
of

her
em

ail.
A

ccording
to

the
textbook

entitled,
“P

athophysiology
C

oncepts
of

A
ltered

H
ealth

States
Seventh

E
dition,

“am
ong

the
m

ost
p

o
ten

t
ofthe

procarcinogens
are

the
polycyclic

aro
m

atic
h

y
d

ro
carb

o
n

s.”
C

hem
ical

agents
are

capable
ofcausing

cancer
they

are
classified

into
tw

o
groups.

O
ne

ofthese
groups

is
called

procarcinogens
because

a
person

can
get

cancer
after

these
chem

icals
undergo

a
“m

etabolic
conversion”

process
in

a
person’s

body.
A

ccording
to

the
Illinois

D
epartm

ent
ofP

ublic
H

ealth’s
E

nvironm
ental

H
ealth

F
act

S
heet

for
A

sphalt
F

um
es,

asp
h
alt

“fum
es

are
a

m
ixture

of
several

d
ifferen

t
types

of
chem

icals
including:

volatile
organic

com
pounds,

carbon
m

onoxide,
su

lfu
r,

nitrogen
oxides,

and
polycyclic

aro
m

atic
h
y
d
ro

carb
o
n
s.”

T
he

link
to

this
w

ebsite
isli

p
i

v.id.ph.state.il.u
s.envheaithifactsheets/asphalt.htrn.

F
urtherm

ore,
the

textbook
“P

athophysiology
C

oncepts
of

A
ltered

H
ealth

States
Seventh

E
dition”

states
that

“the
effects

of
carcinogenic

agents
usually

are
dose

dependent
—

the
larger

the
dose

or
the

longer
the

duration
of

exposure,
the

greater
the

risk
that

cancer
w

ill
develop.”

“T
here

usually
is

a
tim

e
delay

ranging
from

5
to

30
years

from
the

tim
e

of
chem

ical
carcinogen

exposure
to

the
developm

ent
o
fovert

cancer.”
A

lso,
the

Illinois
D

epartm
ent

o
fP

ublic
H

ealth’s
(ID

P
H

)
E

nvironm
ental

H
ealth

F
act

Sheet
for

A
sphalt

F
um

es
states,

“asphalt
is

a
m

ix
tu

re
containing

th
o
u
san

d
s

of
d

ifferen
t

chem
icals.”

T
he

ID
P

H
’s

E
nvironm

ental
H

ealth
F

act
Sheet

for
P

olycyclic
A

rom
atic

H
ydrocarbons

(PA
N

s)
states,

“P
A

H
s

are
found

throughout
the

environm
ent

in
the

air,
w

ater
and

soil,
and

can
rem

ain
in

th
e

en
v
iro

n
m

en
t

fo
r

m
onths

o
r

y
ears.”

T
he

link
to

this
fact

sheet
is

hup
://vw

w
.idph.stateiL

us/envhealth./factsheets/poivcvcljcar’rnatichvdrocarbons.htrn.

W
hile

speaking
w

ith
the

B
ureau

o
fL

and
at

the
IE

P
A

,
it

w
as

indicated
that

Sexton
P

roperties
R

.P.,
L

L
C

has
also

applied
for

a
m

odification
in

their
C

C
D

D
perm

it
to

fill
an

existing
pond

on
their

site
w

hich
w

ould
expand

the
area

beyond
the

boundaries
o

ftheir
currently

IE
P

A
perm

itted
sanitary

landfill.
P

lease
see

(E
xhibit

D
2)

for
the

diagram
ofthe

pond
on

the
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P

.,
L

L
C

’s
site.

B
ased

on
the

inform
ation

provided,
this

fill
operation

could
be

considered
m

anaging
w

aste
of

a
pollution

control
facility.

Since
T

ough
C

uts
and

Sexton
P

roperties
R

.P.,
L

L
C

’s
joint

venture
crushing

operation
of

the
C

C
D

D
m

aterials
have

classified
it

as
a

new
pollution

control
facility,

and
the

fill
operation

ofthe
pond

on
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
’S

site
could

be
considered

an
expansion

of
th

e
san

itary
landfill,

Sexton
P

roperties
R

P
.,

L
L

C
should

have
obtained

local
siting

approval.

7I



T
he

JE
P

A
failed

to
com

ply
and

enforce
the

“A
ct”

w
hen:

•
the

1E
PA

review
ed

T
ough

C
ut’s

L
ife

T
im

e
A

ir
P

erm
it

application
to

crush
concrete/asphalt

on
their

p
artn

erin
g

com
pany,

Sexton
P

roperties
R

P
.,

L
L

C
’s,

sanitary
landfill

site
•

and
granted

T
ough

C
uts

a
construction

perm
it

w
ith

o
u

t
T

ough
C

uts
providing

p
ro

o
f

th
at

th
eir

jo
in

t
v
en

tu
rin

g
com

pany,
S

exton
P

roperties
R

.P
.,

L
L

C
o

b
tain

ed
local

siting
approval.

In
support

ofthis
joint

ventured
crushing

operation
betw

een
T

ough
C

uts
and

Sexton
P

roperties
R

.P
.,

L
L

C
,

please
see

(E
xhibit

C
)

public
hearing

m
inutes

from
the

V
illage

of
R

ichton
P

ark
P

lanning
&

Z
oning

C
om

m
ission,

June
4
,2

0
l

1,
page

1
states”

Per
T

odd
Sexton,

the
com

pany
w

ould
like

to
secure

the
services

of
T

ough
C

uts,
a

sub-contracted
concrete

crushing
operator

w
ho

presently
w

orks
w

ith
]D

O
T

and
other

com
panies.”

A
lso

per
the

T
ough

C
uts

application
to

the
1E

PA
,

(E
xhibit

A
l)

Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
gency

D
ivision

of
A

ir
P

ollution
C

ontrol
—

Perm
it

Section,
it

indicates
under

subheading,
11.

S
ource

In
fo

rm
atio

n
that

the
“S

ource
nam

e:
T

ough
C

uts/S
exton

C
ru

sh
in

g
S

ite.”
Since

this
operation

involves
a

joint
venture

of T
ough

C
uts

proposing
to

crush
w

aste
m

aterials
on

the
site

o
f

Sexton
P

roperties
R

P
.,

L
L

C
,

a
pollution

control
facility,

T
ough

C
uts,

the
operator

should
have

subm
itted

a
siting

approval
perm

it
obtained

by
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
w

ith
its

L
ife

T
im

e
A

ir
A

pplication
to

the
IE

PA
.

A
s

a
result

of
T

ough
C

uts
not

subm
itting

the
siting

approval
perm

it
from

its
partnering

com
pany,

the
application

should
have

been
denied

by
the

IE
PA

.

th
addition,

S
enior

A
ssistant

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

G
erald

T.
K

arr
states

in
his

m
otion

to
dism

iss
our

com
plaint

that
w

e
as

third
party

appellants
do

not
have

the
rightto

challenge
the

construction
and

operation
perm

it,
and

the
Illinois

P
ollution

C
ontrol

B
oard

has
no

authority
to

allow
the

challenge
because

the
attorney

claim
s

there
is

no
explicit

statutory
authority.

In
regards

to
our

com
plaint,

the
Illinois

P
ollution

C
ontrol

B
oard

does
have

authority
to

enforce
the

“A
ct”

by
ensuring

that
the

siting
approval

requirem
ents

ofa
pollution

control
facility

and
its

operations
are

in
com

pliance.
A

lso
the

“B
oard”

m
ust

verify
under

the
“A

ct”
that

the
crushing/fill

operation
does

not
pose

a
threat

to
public

health,
safety

and
w

elfare.
A

lthough
the

IE
P

A
is

also
obligated

to
follow

the
requirem

ents
of the

“A
ct”

w
hich

includes
providing

proofthat
a

perm
itted

operation
isn’t

harm
ful

to
hum

an
health

and
the

environm
ent,

they
failed

to
do

so
in

our
case.

Y
et

w
e

have
given

the
[E

PA
m

ultiple
inform

ation
and

statistics
based

on
the

U
.S.

E
PA

’s
fact

sheets,
the

Illinois
D

epartm
ent

o
f P

ublic
H

ealth’s
E

nvironm
ental

F
act

Sheets,
num

erous
healthcare

books,
several

environm
ental

encyclopedia
reference

books,
and

other
researched

articles
show

ing
that

the
particulate

pollutants
under

10
m

icrom
eters

and
chem

ical
w

aste
em

itted
from

the
crushing

of
concrete

and
asphalt

can
be

detrim
ental

to
the

public
and

environm
ent.

In
other

w
ords,

the
L

E
PA

has
perm

itted
a

crushing
operation

to
em

it
hazardous

w
aste/particulate

pollutants
in

the
air

w
hen

there
aren’t

any
safe

levels
for

hum
an

and
environm

ental
exposure.

T
he

[E
P

A
has

gone
so

far
as

to
approve

T
ough

C
uts’

perm
it

in
w

hich
the

nam
es

o
f the

chem
ical

w
aste

and
the

am
ount

oftheir
em

issions
from

the
crushing

of
asphalt

and
concrete

w
ere

not
listed

nor
w

as
question

#6
of

the

5



application
com

pletely
answ

ered.
P

lease
see

(E
xhibit

A
2)

on
page

3,
question

#6
under

the
heading,

“V
III.

S
um

m
ary/R

eview
O

f
C

ontents
ofthe

A
pplication”

that
states”

does
the

application
include

a
listing

and
sum

m
ary

o
fthe

requested
perm

itted
annual

em
issions

(tons/year)
o
fthe

proposed
project

for
the

new
and/or

m
odified

em
ission

units
for

the
pollutants

to
be

em
itted

(C
O

.
N

O
x,

PM
JPM

1O
,

S
02,V

O
M

and/or
individual

and
com

bined
H

A
P

s),
and

iffor
an

existing
perm

itted
source,

how
the

new
em

issions
correlate

to
the

total
proposed

em
issions

for
the

entire
source?”

Y
et,

the
IE

P
A

w
ants

to
use

the
public

in
the

R
ichton

P
ark

area
and

its
neighboring

suburbs
as

a
“S

cientific
T

est”
for

a
year

to
determ

ine
how

m
any

pollutants
and

the
am

ounts
that

w
ill

be
em

itted
from

the
crushing

operation.
A

lthough
the

IE
P

A
doesn’t

have
any

specific
statistics

on
long

term
concrete

and
asphalt

crushing
operations,

the
com

plainants
provided

statistics
and

inform
ation

to
the

IE
P

A
about

the
exposure

to
the

em
issions

of
chem

ical
w

aste
and

particulate
m

atter
in

the
air

by
other

concrete
batch

factories
and

asphalt
plant

operations
w

hich
have

proved
to

be
harm

ful.

P
er

(E
xhibit

C
2)

on
page

2,
it

states
“T

he
B

lue
R

idge
E

nvironm
ental

D
efense

L
eague

has
released

tw
o

studies
show

ing
the

adverse
im

pacts
on

property
values

and
public

health
for

residents
living

near
operating

asphalt
plants.

A
property

value
study

docum
ented

losses
o
fup

to
56%

as
a

direct
result

of
an

asphalt
plant.

In
another

study
nearly

halfof
the

residents
report

negative
im

pacts
on

their
health

after
only

tw
o

years
of

asphalt
plant

operations.
T

he
door-to-door

survey
show

s
that

45%
o
fthe

residents
living

w
ithin

a
half

m
ile

o
fa

tw
o

year
old

asphalt
plant

report
a

deterioration
oftheir

health
w

hich
began

after
the

plant
opened.

T
he

m
ost

frequent
problem

s
include

high
blood

pressure
(18%

of
people

surveyed),
sinus

problem
s

(18%
),

headaches
(14%

),
and

shortness
of breath

(9%
).”

T
he

proposed
asphalt/concrete

crushing
site

is
w

ithin
2

blocks
to

a
m

ile
from

businesses,
schools,

residential
and

recreational
areas.

Per
T

ough
C

uts’
L

ife
T

im
e

application,
they

propose
to

crush
asphalt

and
concrete

for
3

to
10

years.
Since

the
crushing

o
p
eratio

n
is

outdoors,
the

o
p
eratio

n
poses

an
even

g
reater

risk
of

d
etrim

en
t

to
th

e
public

an
d

the
en

v
iro

n
m

en
t

because
the

crushing
operation

is
not

in
an

enclosure
o
f

a
building.

A
s

an
appeasem

ent
to

the
public,

the
V

illage
of R

ichton
P

ark
granted

a
Special

U
se

P
erm

it
to

S
exton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
,

and
requested

they
install

an
air

m
onitoring

system
to

detect
em

issions
from

the
crushing

operation
at their

site.
B

utthe
air

m
onitoring

system
w

ill
not

be
able

to
distinguish

the
em

issions
or

gases
from

the
crushing

o
fasphalt

and
concrete

versus
som

e
o
fthe

sam
e

em
issions

exhausted
from

the
pollution

control
equipm

ent
thatthe

]E
P

A
does

not
regulate.

T
herefore,

the
levels

o
f

em
issions

from
the

asphalt
and

concrete
such

as
“C

O
,

N
O

x,
PM

JPM
1O

,
S

02,
V

O
M

and/or
individual

and
com

bined
H

A
P

S
”

could
actually

be
higher

than
the

LEPA
’s

perm
itted

.8
tons

per
year

o
fparticulate

m
atter.

R
eason

being
is

that
those

sam
e

em
issions

from
the

pollution
control

equipm
ent

that
are

not
accounted

for
com

bined
w

ith
the

exact
em

issions
from

the
crushing

of
asphalt

and
concrete

m
ake

it
im

possible
to

determ
ine

w
hich

em
issions

are
com

ing
from

w
hich

source.
In

som
e

cases
the

em
issions

from
the

crushing
o
f

asphalt
and

concrete
could

be
higher

than
.8

tons
per

year
of

particulate
m

atter,
or

the
pollution

control
equipm

ent
could

have
em

issions
higher

than
.8

tons
per

year.
T

he
p

o
in

t
of

this
m

atter
is

th
at

the
air

m
onitoring

system
vil1

not
be



ab
le

to
d

istin
g

u
ish

th
e

ex
act

em
issions

fro
m

eith
er

so
u
rce

b
ecau

se
th

e
sam

e
em

issio
n
s

fro
m

b
o

th
so

u
rces

w
ill

be
co

m
b

in
ed

in
th

e
air.

T
his

show
s

that
the

m
onitoring

system
and

the
pollution

control
equipm

ent
is

not
enough

to
protect

the
public

from
the

em
issions

o
fthis

crushing
operation,

and
is

a
recipe

for
putting

innocent
lives

at
stake.

P
er

(E
xhibit

C
2),

page
2,

the
B

lue
R

idge
E

nvironm
ent

D
efense

L
eague

in
sum

m
ary

recom
m

ends
that

“any
county

or”
suburb

“faced
w

ith
an

asphalt
plant

proposal
should

push
for

setbacks
from

residences,”
com

m
unity

buildings,
and

pursue
a

zero
em

ission
asphalt

plant.

A
n
o
th

er
d
o
cu

m
en

ted
case,

see
lin

k
o

f
http:!!vrA

N
.barkeyviIIeborough.orcifloH

ution.htm
I

per
page

2
itstates

thatin
“tw

o
Salisbury,

N
.C

.
com

m
unities

located
near

asphalt
plants

have
suicide

rates
about

16
tim

es
the

state
w

ide
average.”

“D
r.

R
ichard

W
eisler,

professor
of

psychiatry
at

IJN
C

-C
hapel

H
ill’s

m
edical

school”
stated

“w
e

do
not

know
w

ith
scientific

certainty
that

the
area

suicides
are

linked
to

hazardous
chem

ical
exposures,

but
w

e
know

enough
to

recom
m

end
that

it
is

notw
orth

taking
any

m
ore

chances
on

the
potential

association.”

W
hat

is
also

of
a

dism
ay

is
the

conflict
betw

een
the

U
.S.

E
PA

’s
statistics

as
quoted

from
the

V
illage

o
fR

ichton
P

ark
and

T
ough

C
uts’

environm
ental

consultants,
D

erenzo
and

A
ssociate’s

research
that

states
“the

specified
control

m
easures

are
expected

to
reduce

uncontrolled
particulate

and
dust

em
issions

at
the

planned
w

aste
concrete

crushing
and

processing
operations

by
at

least
80?/”

per
(E

xhibit
B

),
page

3
ofthe

D
erenzo

and
A

ssociates,
Inc.

report.
T

herefore,
up

to
20%

o
fthe

cem
ent

dust
em

itted
into

the
air

w
ould

be
considered

w
aste.

(E
xhibit

B
),

page
2

o
fthe

D
erenzo

and
A

ssociates,
Inc.

report,
indicates

that
“a

total
ofapproxim

ately
250000

tons
ofw

aste
concrete

m
aterial

w
ill

be
processed

at
the

site
annually.”

T
herefore,

approxim
ately

250,000
tons

ofw
aste

concrete
m

aterial
processed

annually
tim

es
20%

em
issions

ofpollutants
in

the
air

=

approxim
ately

50,000
to

n
s

o
f

cem
en

t
d
u
st/p

articu
late

m
atter

em
itted

in
th

e
air

annually.
W

hat
is

also
unknow

n
is

how
m

any
tons

o
f

asphalt
is

to
be

crushed
because

D
erenzo

and
A

ssociates,
Inc.

only
m

entioned
the

am
ount

of
concrete

to
be

crushed.
T

herefore,
is

additional
tonnage

o
fasphalt

to
be

added
to

the
250,000

tons
o

fw
aste

concrete
or

w
ill

a
percentage

of
asphalt

proposed
to

be
crushed

be
included

in
the

250,000
tons?

D
epending

on
the

am
ount

oftonnage
o

fasphalt
to

be
crushed

w
ill

determ
ine

w
hether

the
em

ission
percentage

should
increase

fhrther
exposing

the
public

and
environm

ent
to

dangerous
toxins.

Y
et,the

T
E

PA
claim

s
that

only
.8

tons
per

year
of

particulate
is

proposed
to

be
em

itted
from

the
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
’s

site.
B

ased
on

the
conflicting

statistics,
the

w
aiver

of
a

siting
approval

perm
it

by
T

ough
C

ut’s
partnering

com
pany,

the
incom

plete
application,

and
the

IE
PA

’s
denial

o
f

facts
of

how
the

em
itted

pollutants
can

harm
the

public
and

the
environm

ent,
it

show
s

that
the

LEPA
has

violated
the

“A
ct”

in
m

ultiple
w

ays.r7



In
the

M
otion

to
D

ism
iss

our
case,

the
S

enior
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
G

erald
T.

K
arr

m
entions

the
case,

C
ity

of W
aukegan

vs
Illinois

E
nvironm

ental
P

rotection
A

gency,
339

Il.A
pp.3d

963(2h1(
D

ist
2003)

w
hich

has
no

relevance
to

our
case.

R
eason

being
is

our
case

involves
the

allegation
of the

L
E

PA
not

com
plying

w
ith

section
39.2

local
siting

review
o
f the

“A
ct”.

O
ur

case
alleges

and
the

“A
ct”

defines
the

crushing
and

fill
operation

on
the

site
o
f

Sexton
P

roperties
R

.P.,
L

L
C

as
a

pollution
control

facility.
T

herefore,
siting

requirem
ents

should
have

been
adhered

to
by

Sexton
P

roperties
R

.P.,
L

L
C

,
the

partnering
com

pany
of

T
ough

C
uts.

T
he

case
o

fthe
C

ity
of

W
aukegan

doesn’t
involve

them
m

aking
the

allegation
that

section
39C

ofthe
“A

ct”
w

as
not

com
plied

w
ith

by
the

IE
PA

.
R

ather,
the

C
ity

of W
aukegan

disagreed
w

ith
the

IE
PA

’s
decision

that
local

siting
approval

is
not

required.

A
fter

researching
the

C
C

D
D

fill
m

aterial
since

it
involves

T
ough

C
uts’

partnering
com

pany,
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
proposing

to
bury

the
crushed

C
C

D
D

,
A

nielle
L

ipe
located

the
public

com
m

ents
that

the
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
Stephen

Sylvester,
m

ade
w

ith
the

“B
oard”

regarding
the

changes
in

the
C

C
D

D
law

s.
B

ecause
the

public
com

m
ents

m
ade

by
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
Stephen

S
ylvester

representing
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
L

isa
M

adigan’s
office

w
as

in
support

o
f

strengthening
the

C
C

D
D

law
s

to
protect

the
public,

A
nielle

L
ipe

contacted
the

A
ssistant

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

Stephen
Sylvester.

D
uring

the
third

w
eek

ofD
ecem

ber
2011,

A
nielle

L
ipe

spoke
w

ith
the

A
ssistant

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

S
tephen

Sylvester.
T

he
hopes

of
A

nielle
L

ipe
speaking

w
ith

A
ssistant

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

S
tephen

S
ylvester

w
as

to
get

a
better

understanding
about

his
public

com
m

ents
in

changing
the

C
C

D
D

law
s,

discuss
our

case
o
f the

V
illage

of
R

ichton
Park

and
the

IE
P

A
’s

noncom
pliance

of the
siting

approval
requirem

ents
per

the
“A

ct”
and

request
if

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

L
isa

M
adigan’s

office
could

assist
in

our
case

against
the

IE
PA

and
the

V
illage

of R
ichton

Park.

A
nielle

advised
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
Stephen

S
ylvester

specific
and

confidential
details

o
ftheir

case
regarding

the
IE

P
A

and
the

V
illage

of R
ichton

P
ark

w
aiving

the
siting

approval
requirem

ents
of

Sexton
P

roperties
R

.P.
L

L
C

,
a

P
ollution

C
ontrol

Facility.
A

nielle
further

discussed
w

ith
the

expectation
o
fconfidentiality

the
issue

o
f the

IE
PA

review
ing

T
ough

C
uts’

L
ife

T
im

e
A

ir
application

and
granting

T
ough

C
uts

a
construction

perm
it

w
ithout their

partnering
com

pany.
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.

L
L

C
’s

obtaining
siting

approval
per

the
“A

ct”.
D

uring
the

discussion,
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
Stephen

S
ylvester

did
not

disclose
that

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

L
isa

M
adigan’s

office
councils

or
represents

the
T

E
PA

in
cases

against
them

.
O

therw
ise,

A
nielle

w
ould

not
have

divulged
the

confidential
details

of their
case

to
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
Stephen

Sylvester.
T

here
also

appears
to

be
a

conflict
o
f

interest
w

ithin
the

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

L
isa

M
adigan’ s

office.
O

n
one

hand,
A

ssistant
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
Stephen

S
ylvester

is
advocating

on
behalf o

fthe
public

to
strengthen

the
C

C
D

D
law

s
because

the
C

C
D

D
includes

asphalt
w

hich
is

a
source

o
f

chem
ical

w
aste.

O
n

the
other

hand,
Senior

A
ssistant

A
ttorney

G
eneral,

G
erald

T.
K

arr
is

representing
the

IE
PA

of perm
itting

the
hazardous

chem
ical

w
aste

from
the

crushing
operation

to
be

em
itted

in
the

air
and

buried
per

T
ough

C
uts

and
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
’s

proposed
crushing

operation.
It

is
not

fair
that

the
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
L

isa
M

adigan’s
office

did
not

m
ake

proper
disclosure

ofrepresentation
or

potential
representation

of the
TEPA

in
cases

against
them

prior
to



A
nielle

divulging
confidential

details
o
f

our
case.

T
herefore,

the
A

ttorney
G

eneral,
L

isa
M

adigan’s
office

should
be

rem
oved

from
representing

the
JE

PA
ifthe

“B
oard”

has
authority

to
request

reassignm
ent

in
the

IE
P

A
’s

representation.
From

the
vary

beginning
ofthe

application
process

for
this

crushing
operation,

A
nielle

L
ipe

,N
ykole

G
illette

and
other

citizens
w

ere
expecting

a
due

process
of the

law
.

It
is

hoped
that

the
“B

oard”
executes

the
law

in
this

m
atter

and
in

deciding
the

case.

In
conclusion,

the
]E

P
A

has
not

enforced
or

com
plied

w
ith

the
local

siting
process

ofthe
“A

ct”.
T

he
LEPA

has
also

denied
statistical

facts
o

fthe
degree

of
devastation

the
harm

ful
pollutants

em
itted

from
this

operation
can

have
on

hum
an

health,
cost

to
property,

productivity,
quality

of
life

and
the

environm
ent.

T
herefore,

the
C

om
plainants,

A
nielle

L
ipe

and
N

ykole
G

illette
ask

the
“B

oard”
to

verify
Sexton

P
roperties

R
.P.,

L
L

C
as

a
pollution

control
facility

and
revoke

the
C

onstruction
Perm

it
granted

to
T

ough
C

uts’
on

the
basis

o
fthe

IE
P

A
not

com
plying

w
ith

the
siting

approval
process

per
the

“A
ct”,

and
provide

such
other

relief
as

the
“B

oard”
deem

s
appropriate.

C
om

plainant

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

D
ate

a
/,/

C
o
m

p
lain

an
t_

_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_

D
ate

/1
3
/
i
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A
S

P
H

A
L

T
P

L
A

N
T

P
O

L
L

U
T

IO
N

Y
oung

&
M

cQ
ueen

G
rading

C
om

pany
w

ants
to

build
an

asphalt
plant

in
M

itchell
C

ounty.
T

he
draft

air
pollution

perm
it

proposed
by

the
N

C
D

ivision
of

A
ir

Q
uality

(P
erm

itN
o.

09808R
00)

w
ould

allow
the

plantto
produce

up
to

225,000
tons

of
asphalt

per
year

at
a

m
axim

um
o
f

160
tons

per
hour.

If
given

final
approval

by
the

state,the
Y

oung
&

M
cQ

ueen
plantw

ould
be

allow
ed

to
em

it
the

follow
ing

air
pollutants

annually:

C
hronic

toxicants
C

hronic
toxicants

include
neurotoxins

and
developm

ental
toxins,

substances
carbon

disulfide
682

w
hich

have
a

negative
im

pact
on

the
m

ethyl
ethyl

ketone
13,650

hum
an

nervous
system

and/or
hum

an

toluene
17,150

grow
th

and
developm

ent.

xylene
9,975

A
cute

system
toxicants

are
pollutants

w
hich

cause
the

death
of

laboratory
an

i
m

als
w

ithin
14

days
o

f
exposure

or
is

A
cute

system
toxicants

toxic
based

on
hum

an
experience.

styrene
3,780

C
arcinogens

are
substances

w
hich

are
know

n
to

cause
cancer

or
w

hich
are

su
s

C
arcinogens

pected
to

cause
cancer

in
hum

ans.
benzene

64
=

D
efinitionsfrom

the
U

S
C

ode
o
fF

e
d

trichioroethylene
(T

C
E

)
4,000

eral
R

egulations
(J6C

F
R

I500)fo
r

the
p
erch

io
ro

eth
y

len
e

(P
C

E
)

13,000
F

ed
eral

H
azardous

S
ubstances

C
ontrol

A
ct.

A
nnualtotals

based
on

production
rate

of160
tons

per
hour

for
1,406

hours
per

year
or

/75
days

at
8

hours
per

day
to

produce
225,000

tons
o
fasphalt.

O
ctober

2007

C
ertain

pollution
sources

atthe
asphalt

plant
w

ould
be

exem
pted

from
its

state
perm

it:
1)

an
A

sphalt
T

ank
H

eater
burning

N
o.

2
fuel

oil
at

1.6
m

illion
B

T
U

heat
input

and
2)

a
10,000

gallon
liquid

asphalt
storage

tank.
T

hese
units

are
know

n
sources

o
f

toxic
air

pollution
but

are
exem

pted
by

state
statute;

that
is,they

are
listed

in
the

perm
it

but
not

included
in

the
air

pollution
lim

its.

A
sp

h
alt

P
lan

t
P

o
llu

tio
n
:

A
P

u
b

lic
H

ealth
H

azard

R
oad

asphaltcontains
gravel

and
sand

m
ixed

w
ith

asphalt
cem

ent
obtained

from
crude

oil.
A

sphalt
cem

ent
is

a
m

ixture
of hydrocarbons

including
naphtha

w
hich

contribute
to

the
v
a

porization
oforganic

com
pounds

at
operating

tem
peratures

of300-350
degrees

F.
H

ydrocar
bons

released
into

the
air

by
the

hot
m

ix
asphalt

as
it

is
loaded

into
trucks

and
hauled

from
the

plant
site

include
volatile

organic
com

pounds,
polycyclic

arom
atic

hydrocarbons,
and

co
n

densed
particulates.A

lso,
arsenic,

benzene,
form

aldehyde,
and

cadm
ium

are
toxic

air
pollutants

em
itted

from
asphaltplants.

C
ondensation

ofparticulates
occurs

at
(continued

nextpage)
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(from
page

one)
am

bient
tem

peratures
o

f
70

degrees
F.

T
hese

very
fine

particles
carry

polycyclic
arom

atic
h

y
drocarbons

w
hich

are
a

danger
to

public
health.

A
nim

al
studies

show
that

P
A

H
s

affect
rep

ro
duction,

cause
birth

defects,
and

cause
harm

ful
effects

on
skin,

body
fluids,

and
the

im
m

une
system

.
T

he
U

S
D

epartm
ent

o
f

H
ealth

and
H

um
an

S
ervices

has
determ

ined
that

P
A

H
s

m
ay

be
carcinogenic

to
hum

ans.
[S

ource:
A

gency
for

T
oxic

S
ubstances

and
D

isease
R

egistry
(A

T
S

D
R

).
1995.

T
oxicologicalP

rofile
fo

rpolycyclic
arom

atic
hydrocarbons

(PA
H

s).
A

tlanta,
G

A
:

U
.S.

D
epartm

ent
o

f
H

ealth
and

H
um

an
S

ervices,
P

ublic
H

ealth
S

ervice]

T
he

effect
o

f
fugitive

em
issions

on
local

pollution
levels

m
ay

exceed
th

e
effects

o
f

p
o
llu

tan
ts

em
itted

from
th

e
sm

okestack.

In
addition

to
sm

okestack
em

issions
asphalt

plants
em

it
large

quantities
ofharm

ful
fugitive

em
issions

at
ground

level.
A

sm
all

asphalt
plant

producing
100

thousand
tons

ofasphalt
a

year
m

ay
generate

50
tons

oftoxic
fugitive

em
issions.

T
he

bulk
of

fugitive
em

issions
are

condensed
particulates.

V
olatile

organic
com

pounds
(V

O
C

’s)
em

issions
are

about
29%

ofthe
this

total.
T

o
this

m
ust

be
added

the
total

em
itted

from
the

sm
okestack

itself.
Stagnant

air
conditions

and
inversions

increase
the

level
of

exposure
to

the
local

com
m

unity.

T
he

B
lue

R
idge

E
nvironm

ental
D

efense
L

eague
has

released
tw

o
studies

show
ing

the
adverse

im
pacts

on
property

values
and

public
health

for
residents

living
near

operating
asphalt

plants.
A

p
ro

p
erty

value
study

docum
ented

losses
ofup

to
56%

as
a

direct
result

ofan
asphalt

plant.
In

another
study

nearly
halfofthe

residents
report

negative
im

pacts
on

their
health

after
only

tw
o

years
ofasphalt

plant
operations.

T
he

door-to-door
survey

show
s

that
45%

of
the

residents
living

w
ithin

a
halfm

ile
of

a
tw

o
year

old
asphalt

plant
report

a
deterioration

oftheir
health

w
hich

began
after

the
plant

opened.
T

he
m

ost
frequent

problem
s

include
high

blood
pressure

(18%
of

people
surveyed),

sinus
problem

s
(18%

),
headaches

(14%
),

and
shortness

ofbreath
(9%

).

A
ction

recom
m

endations

F
ederal

regulation
of

asphalt plant
em

issions
is

inadequate
to

protect
public

health.
E

PA
’s

em
ission

estim
ates

(A
P-42)

are
inadequate

to
protect

w
orker

health
and

public
health.

T
herefore,

citizens
m

ustjoin
together

to
protect their

com
m

unities.
A

ny
county

or
tow

n
faced

w
ith

an
asphalt plant

proposal
should

push
for

setbacks
from

residences
and

com
m

unity
buildings,

site
specific

health-
based

air
pollution

m
odeling

and
m

onitoring,
enclosures

for
load-out

zones,
and

preferably
a

zero
em

issions
asphalt

plant,
w

ith
total

containm
ent

of
air

pollutants.
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V
IL

L
A

G
E

O
F

R
IC

H
T

O
N

PA
R

K
P

lan
n
in

g
&

Z
o
n
in

g
C

o
m

m
issio

n
Ju

n
e

14,
2011

C
A

L
L

T
O

O
R

D
E

R

C
h

airm
an

P
luth

called
th

e
m

eeting
to

o
rd

er
at

7:38
p.m

.
R

oll
call

w
as

tak
en

and
a

quorum
w

as
estab

lish
ed

.

R
O

L
L

C
A

L
L

P
re

se
n

t:
C

o
m

m
issio

n
ers

C
anady,

M
cD

onald,
M

arsh,
and

C
hairm

an
P

luth

A
lso

p
resen

t:
V

illage
M

anager
D

e’C
arlon

S
eew

ood,
C

om
m

unity
D

evelopm
ent

D
irector

R
eg

an
S

tocksteil,
E

conom
ic

D
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

Interns
M

ichelle
Jo

sep
h

and
E

d
u
ard

o
P

ro
en

za,
T

odd
and

D
rew

D
aniels

from
S

ex
to

n
P

ro
p

erties,
and

resid
en

ts
A

nthony
Jo

n
es,

T
om

m
ie

and
G

aylon
G

arner,
Jerry

R
ials,

D
enise

W
ash

in
g
to

n
,

and
K

aren
L

ong

N
E

W
B

U
S

IN
E

S
S

P
C

2
0

1
1

-0
9

P
ublic

H
earing

T
h
e

public
hearing

w
as

o
p

en
ed

at
7:40

p.m
.

-
C

o
n

sid
eratio

n
of

a
S

pecial
U

se
P

etition
to

allow
a

co
n
crete

crushing
operation

In
M

ay
of

2
0

0
5

th
e

V
illage

of
R

ichton
P

ark
B

oard
of

T
ru

stees
ap

p
ro

v
ed

O
rd

in
an

ce
N

o.
1219

authorizing
a

sp
ecial

u
se

perm
it

for
co

n
crete

crushing
operation

as
itrelated

to
site

im
p

ro
v

em
en

ts
at

th
e

Jo
h

n
S

exton
S

an
d

and
G

ravel
C

o.
property

located
at

the
n
o
rth

east
co

rn
er

of
S

au
k

T
rail

an
d

C
entral

A
venue.

A
s

stipulation
in

S
ectio

n
14.06(I)

T
erm

ination
of

S
pecial

U
se

P
erm

it
in

th
e

village
zoning

o
rd

in
an

ce,
th

e
p

etitio
n

er
m

u
st

begin
th

e
p

ro
p

o
sed

w
ork

w
ithin

th
ree

(3)
y
ears

of
th

e
ap

p
ro

v
ed

perm
it.

S
ex

to
n

h
as

resu
b
m

itted
their

petition
and

is
seek

in
g

approval
or

re-estab
lish

m
en

t
of

th
e

sp
ecial

u
se

perm
it,

w
ith

ch
an

g
es

in
th

e
conditions

referen
ced

in
th

e
2005

ordinance.
T

he
public

h
earin

g
notice

co
n

cern
in

g
this

m
atter

w
as

p
u

b
lish

ed
in

the
S

u
n

d
ay

,
M

ay
2
9

1
h

edition
of

the
S

o
u

th
to

w
n

S
tar

n
ew

sp
ap

er.
C

o
u
rtesy

notices
w

ere
also

m
ailed

to
resid

en
ts

in
th

e
N

orth
L

akew
ood

an
d

M
ead

o
w

L
akes

n
eig

h
b

o
rh

o
o

d
s.

P
er

T
odd

S
ex

to
n

,
th

e
co

m
p
an

y
w

ould
like

to
secu

re
the

serv
ices

of
T

ough
C

uts,
a

su
b

co
n
tracted

co
n

crete
cru

sh
in

g
o
p
erato

r
w

ho
p

resen
tly

w
orks

w
ith

ID
O

T
and

o
th

er
co

m
p
an

ies.
T

he
ch

an
g

es
th

e
p
ro

p
o
sed

by
th

e
co

m
p

an
y

include:
(a)

m
onthly

o
p
eratio

n
s

reports
to

th
e

village
v
ersu

s
th

e
p
resen

t
quarterly

reports
(b)

C
h
an

g
es

in
th

e
h

o
u

rs
of

operation
to

a
7:00

a.m
.

start
tim

e
M

onday
through

F
riday

(p
resen

tly
8:00

a.m
.),

and
th

e
addition

of
S

atu
rd

ay
hours

from
8:00

am
.

to
4:00

p.m
.

(c)
A

dding
th

e
ability

to
allow

T
ough

C
uts

to
tak

e
aw

ay
/u

se
am

o
u

n
ts

of
the

cru
sh

ed
ag

g
reg

ate
at

o
th

er
sites

u
n

d
er

th
e

condition
that

they
rep

lace
the

am
o
u

n
ts

rem
oved

w
ith

a
prem

ium
of

additional
ag

g
reg

ate.
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D
erenzo

an
d

A
ssociates,

Inc.
E

nvironm
ental

C
onsultants

A
IR

Q
U

A
L

IT
Y

IM
PA

C
T

S
FO

R
T

O
U

G
[-{C

U
T

S
C

O
N

C
R

E
T

E
S

E
R

V
IC

E
S

,
IN

C
.

N
O

N
M

E
T

A
L

L
IC

M
IN

E
R

A
L

C
R

U
S

H
IN

G
A

N
D

P
R

O
C

E
S

S
IN

G
E

Q
U

IP
M

E
N

T
A

T
S

E
X

T
O

N
D

E
V

E
L

O
P

M
E

N
T

1.0
P

U
R

P
O

S
E

D
erenzo

and
A

ssociates
Inc.

(D
erenzo

and
A

ssociates)
has

prepared
this

docum
ent

to
present

the
results

o
f air

pollutant
em

ission
regulatory

com
pliance

analyses
that

w
ere

perform
ed

to

evaluate
nonm

etallic
m

ineral
(w

aste
concrete)

crushing
and

processing
equipm

ent
planned

for

operation
by

T
oughC

uts
C

oncrete
Services,

Inc.
(T

oughC
uts

C
oncrete

Services)
at

Sexton

D
evelopm

ent
in

R
ichton

P
ark

on
approxim

ately
80

acres
o
f

land
located

w
est

o
f

Interstate
57

and
north

o
f

Sauk
T

rail.

2.0
E

Q
U

IP
M

E
N

T
A

N
D

P
R

O
C

E
S

S
O

P
E

R
A

T
IO

N
S

T
he

planned
w

aste
concrete

crushing
and

processing
equipm

ent
w

iH
be

operated:

1.
A

t
the

w
estern

edge
o

f
the

specified
site,

w
hich

provides
the

ifirthest
distance

from
the

closest
residences,

for
a

period
o
f

approxim
ately

three
years;

and

2.
D

uring
the

hours
o
f

8:00
A

M
to

5:00
PM

M
onday

through
Friday.

T
oughC

uts
C

oncrete
S

ervices
plans

to
operate

at
the

specified
site

the
follow

ing
equipm

ent
a:

I.
Fintec

Fl
107

m
obile

jaw
crusher;

2.
T

hunderbird
K

obelco
4230

portable
jaw

crushing
plant;

3.
P

ioneer
54X

25
triple

roll
crusher;

4.
1997

V
iper

301
portable

screening
plant;

5.
B

ackhoe
loader

(on
tracks);

6.
Front

end
loader

(on
tires);

39395
S

choolcraft
R

oad
•

L
ivonia,

M
I

48151)
•

(734)
464-3880

•
FA

X
(734>

464-4368

4970
N

ortho.ind,
S

uite
120

•
E

ast
L

ansing,
M

I
48823

•
(517)

324-1380
•

FA
X

(517)
324-5109
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C
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pliance
E
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Page

2

7.
T

anker
truck

for
the

application
of w

ater
to

appropriate
roadw

ays
and

m
aterials

storage
piles;

and

8.
Sw

eeper
vehicle

to
m

aintain
paved

vehicle
traffic

roads
(appropriate

on
site

and
off

site
areas).

T
he

specified
equipm

ent
w

ill
be

used
to

handle
/

m
ove

concrete
m

aterials,
reduce

and
size

pieces
o
f w

aste
concrete,

and
control

airborne
em

issions
ofparticulates

(dust).
A

m
ajority

of
the

processed
m

aterials
w

ill
be

stored
in

piles
and

sold
to

custom
ers

for
use

in
construction

projects.
A

sm
all am

ount
ofthe

processed
m

aterials
w

ill
be

retained
onsite

for
future

developm
ent

purposes.
W

aste
pieces

o
fconcrete

(from
dem

olition
projects)

are
delivered

to
the

site
w

here
it

is
stored

and
subsequently

processed
at

appropriate
tim

es.

T
he

crushers
and

screens
w

ill
process

up
to

approxim
ately

80
tons

ofm
aterialper

hour
(T

pH
)

o
foperation.

W
hile

T
oughC

uts
C

oncrete
Services

plans
to

place
three

crushers
atthe

w
aste

concrete
processing

site
no

m
ore

than
tw

o
crushers

(w
hich

w
ill

be
operated

in
series)

w
ill

ever
be

used
atthe

sam
e

tim
e.

A
total

o
f approxim

ately
250,000

tons
ofw

aste
concrete

m
aterial

w
ill

be
processed

atthe
site

annually
(T

pY
).

A
single

backhoe
loader

w
ill

be
used

to
m

ove
w

aste
concrete

(from
storage

piles)
to

the
crusher(s).

A
single

front-end
loader

w
ill

be
used

to
rem

ove
processed

m
aterial

(final
product)

for
custom

er
load-out

activities.

T
he

planned
crushing

and
screening

operations
are

equipped
w

ith
w

ater
sprays

to
control

particulate
em

issions
that

are
generated

from
the

specified
m

aterial
reduction

and
sizing

operations.

Site
paved

and
unpaved

roadw
ays

w
ill

be
sw

ept
and

w
atered

(unpaved
roads

w
ill

not
be

sw
ept)

as
often

as
necessary

to
m

inim
ize

dust
em

issions
from

vehicle
traffic.

-

M
aterial

stockpiles
w

ill
be

w
atered

as
necessary

to
m

inim
ize

dust
em

issions
from

erosion
and

load-out
operations.

T
he

drop
distance

for
all

m
aterial

transfer
points

w
ill

be
reduced

to
the

m
inim

um
that

can
be

achieved
for

proper
equipm

ent
operations.

T
rucks

w
ill

be
loaded

to
appropriate

heights
that

do
not

exceed
the

top
ofthe

container
sideboard

or
tarped

in
order

to
prevent

load
m

aterials
from

escaping.
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T
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Facility
C
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E
valuation

Page
3

M
aterial

spillage
on

local roadw
ays

w
ill

be
cleaned

im
m

ediately.

T
he

specified
control

m
easures

are
expected

to
reduce

uncontrolled
particulate

and
dust

em
issions

at
the

planned
w

aste
concrete

crushing
and

processing
operations

by
at

least
80%

.
T

he
w

aste
concrete

crushing
and

processing
equipm

ent
w

ill
be

operated
so

thatthe
distance

to
the

nearest
residence,

or
com

m
ercial establishm

ent
or

place
of public

assem
bly

is
greater

than
1,320

feet
(one

quarter
m

ile).

2.0
A

IR
P

O
L

L
U

T
A

N
T

E
M

IS
S

IO
N

S

2.1
P

articulate
E

m
issions

E
m

issions
o
f particulate

m
atter

are
the

m
ain

air
pollutantthat

is
produced

by
the

operation
of

nonm
etallic

m
ineral

crushing
and

processing
facilities.

M
aterial

crushing
and

processing
plants

typically
have

m
any

pieces
ofequipm

ent
thathave

the
potentialto

em
it

particulates.
M

ost o
fthese

sources
are

referred
to

as
fugitive

em
issions,

w
hich

are
difficult

to
quantify

(i.e.,
they

are
not

exhausted
through

a
stack

that
provides

ventilation
to

a
piece

o
f equipm

ent
or

process;
they

are
produced

by
open

processes
such

as
truck

and
loader

traffic
on

paved
and

unpaved
roads).

T
he

U
SE

PA
has

developed
em

ission
factors

thatare
presented

in
a

C
om

pilation
ofA

ir
P

ollutant
E

m
ission

factors
V

olum
e

I.
S

tationary
P

oint and
A

rea
Sources

(A
P-42)

that
num

erous
state

regulatory
agencies

(including
the

Illinois
E

PA
)

rely
on

to
estim

ate
the

am
ount

of particulate
m

atter
that

w
ill

be
em

itted
from

the
operation

o
fw

aste
concrete

crushing
and

processing
facilities.

B
ased

on
the

use
of the

A
P-42

em
ission

factors,
the

specified
m

axim
um

m
aterial

processing
rates

and
m

inim
um

control efficiency
o
f

80%
,

the
planned

w
aste

concrete
crushing

and
processing

equipm
ent

is
estim

ated
to

have
m

axim
um

particulate
m

atter
(P

M
-b

,
particulates

w
ith

diam
eters

that
are

less
than

10
m

icrons
for

w
hich

U
SE

PA
prom

ulgated
N

ational
A

m
bient

A
ir

Q
uality

Standards,
N

A
A

A
Q

S)
em

issions
rates

of2.4
pounds

per
hour

(lb/hr)
and

3.75
T

pY
.

U
SE

PA
has

prom
ulgated

N
A

A
Q

S
for

PM
-2.5

(particulates
w

ith
diam

eters
thatare

less
than

2.5
m

icrons).
E

m
issions

o
f these

sm
aller

particulates
(based

on
the

nature
of the

specified
operations

and
inform

ation
presented

in
A

P-42)
are

estim
ated

to
be

m
uch

sm
aller

than
those

presented
for

P
M

-b
.

2.2
G

aseous
E

m
issions

Pow
er

generation
equipm

ent
associated

w
ith

nonm
etallic

m
ineral

crushing
and

processing
operations

has
the

potential
to

produce
gaseous

em
ission

(e.g.,
carbon

m
onoxide,

sulfur
dioxide,

volatile
organic

com
pounds,

nitrogen
oxides,

particulates).
H

ow
ever,

the
m

agnitude
o
f these

em
issions

has
been

determ
ined

by
the

Illinois
E

PA
to

be
insignificant.

C
onstruction

or
operating

perm
its

are
not

required
for

stationary
internal

com
bustion

engines
that

have



Illinois
E

nvironm
ental

P
rotection

A
gency

_
_
_
_
_
_

D
ivision

O
f

A
ir

P
ollution

C
ontrol

-
-

P
erm

it
S

ection
P

.O
.

B
ox

19506
S

pringfield,
Illinois

6
2

7
9
4

-9
5
0
6

*N
O

T
E

:
T

his
form

is
intended

to
be

used
by

all
L

ifetrna
201

.1 69(a))
to

identify
and

supply
inform

ation
as

required
by

35

IA
C

201.152,
201.157,

201.159,
201.160,

and
201.169

necessary
to

obtain
a

C
onstruction

P
erm

it,
a

Joint
C

onstruction
and

O
perating

P
erm

it,

an
d

/o
r

an
O

perating
P

erm
it.

P
lease

attach
o

th
er

inform
ation,

d
ata,

and/or
com

pleted
form

s
regarding

this
project

as
n
ecessary

and

appropriate.

I
P

ro
p

o
sed

P
ro

ject
A

d
d
ressed

B
y

A
pphcatton

1.
W

orking
N

am
e

of
P

roposed
P

roject:
T

ouchC
uts/S

exton
C

rushing
P

roject

2.
Is

the
P

roject
occurring

at
a

source
that

already
has

a
perm

it
from

the
B

ureau
ofA

ir
(B

O
A

)?

N
o

El
Y

es
If Y

es,
provide

B
O

A
ID

N
um

ber:

3.
D

oes
this

application
request

a
revision

to
an

existing
perm

it
issued

by
the

B
ureau

of A
ir

(B
O

A
)?

N
o

El
Y

es
If Y

es,
provide

A
pplication

N
um

ber:

4.
D

o
you

request
a

new
or

m
odified

C
onstruction

P
erm

it?
El

N
ew

El
M

odified
N

/A

5.
D

o
you

request
a

new
or

m
odified

Joint
C

onstruction
and

O
perating

P
erm

it?
N

ew
El

M
odified

El
N

/A

6.
D

o
you

request
a

new
or

m
odified

O
perating

P
erm

it?
El

N
ew

El
M

odified
N

/A

7.
Ifthe

application
is

for
a

construction
perm

it,
is

the
em

ission
unit/air

pollution
control

equipm
ent

covered
by

this
application

already
constructed?

El
Y

es
N

o
El

N
/A

If
yes”,

the
date

construction
w

as
com

pleted
m

ust
be

provided:
D

ate:_________________________

8.
Ifthis

application
incorporates

by
reference

a
previously

granted
perm

it(s),
has

form
A

P
C

-210,
“D

ata
and

Inform
ation-Incorporation

by
R

eference”
been

subm
itted?

El
Y

es
El

N
o

N
/A

II.
S

o
u
rc

e
In

fo
rm

atio
n

1.
S

ource
nam

e:*
T

oughC
uts/S

exton
C

rushing
S

ite

2.
S

ource
street

address:*
S

exton
developm

ent
w

est
of

1-57
and

north
of

S
auk

Trail

3.
C

ity:
R

ichton
P

ark
[.

C
ounty:”

C
ook

5.
Z

ip
code:*

Is
inform

ation
different

than
previous

inform
ation?

El
Y

es
N

o

If yes,
then

explain
w

hat
is

different
and

w
hy/w

hen
changed.

T
his

A
gency

is
authorized

to
require

and
you

m
ust

disclose
this

inform
ation

under
415

ILCS
5139.

Failure
to

do
so

could
result

in
the

application

being
denied

and
penalties

under
415

ILC
S

5
et

seq.
It is

not
necessary

to
use

this
form

in
providing

this
inform

ation.
T

his
form

has
been

approved
by

the
form

s
m

anagem
ent

center,
IL

532-2866
A

P
C

629
9/07

P
rinted

on
R

ecycled
P

ap
er

P
ag

e
1

of
5

A
pplication

for
a

C
o
n
stru

ctio
n

an
d
Io

T
O

perating
P

erm
it
f
o
a

L
ifetim

e
S

ource*

D
ate

R
eceived:

F
or
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O

th
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d
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n
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A

pplicant
O

N
L

Y
C

O
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E

T
E

FO
L

L
O

W
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G
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R
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U

R
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E
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1.
A

ddress
for

billing
S

ite
F

ees
for

the
source:

S
ource

O
ther

(provide
below

):

A
ddress:

P.O
.

B
ox

1536
-

C
fty:

Frankfort
S

tate:
Illinois

f
Zip

C
ode:

60423

2.
C

ontact
person

for
S

ite
F

ees:
13.

C
ontact

person’s
telephone

num
ber:

C
hristine

M
cC

lellan
815-464-8462

4.
A

ddress
forA

nnual
E

m
ission

R
eport
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the

source:
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S
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O
ther
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below

):

A
ddress:

P.O
.

B
ox

1536

C
ity:Frankfort

E
state:

Illinois
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C
ode:

60423

5.
C
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E

m
ission

R
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C
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M

cC
lellan

815-464-8462
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f
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T
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E
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E
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1.
D

oes
the

application
include

a
detailed

narrative
description

of
the

proposed
s

N
o

project,
and

iffor
an

existing
source,

does
the

application
describe

how
the

•
,

e
new

/m
odified

em
ission

units/equipm
ent

in
the

project
relate

to
the

existing
em

ission
units/equipm

ent
at

the
existing

source?
2.

D
oes

the
application

contain
a

list
and

detailed
description

of
all

the
em

ission
N

units
and

air
pollution

control
equipm

ent
that

are
part

of
the

project,
and

ifthe
es

0
application

includes
a

request
for

a
revised

operating
perm

it,
a

list
and

description
of all

the
em

ission
units/equipm

entthat
the

revised
operating

perm
itw

ill
need

to
address?

3.
D

oes
the

application
include

a
process

flow
diagram

(s)
for

the
project

show
ing

Y
e

N
o

new
/m

odified
em

ission
units/equipm

ent,
and

iffor
an

existing
source,

how
it

relates
to

existing
em

ission
units/equipm

ent
at

the
existing

source?
4.

If the
project

is
at

a
source

that
h
as

not
previously

received
a

perm
itfrom

the
Y

N
N

/A
B

O
A

,
does

the
application

include
a

source
description,

piot
plan

and
site

m
ap?

as
0

5.
D

oes
the

application
identify

and
address

all
applicable

or
potentially

applicable
perform

ance
and

em
issions

standards,
including:

a.
S

tate
em

ission
standards

(35
IA

C
C

hapter
I,

S
ubtitle

B
);

Y
es

N
o

N
/A

b.
F

ederal
N

ew
S

ource
P

erform
ance

S
tandards

(40
C

F
R

P
art60);

Y
es

N
o

EEl
N

/A
c.

F
ederal

standards
for

H
azardous

A
ir

P
ollutants

(H
A

Ps)
(40

C
FR

P
arts

61
and

Y
es

E
N

o
N

IA
63)?

6.
D

oes
the

application
include

a
listing

and
sum

m
ary

of
the

requested
perm

itted
‘

N
N

/A
*

annual
em

issions
(tons/year)

of
the

proposed
projectfor

the
new

and/or
m

odified
P

roject
d
o
es

not
involve

an
em

ission
units

for
the

pollutants
to

be
em

itted
(C

C
,

N
O

x,
PM

/PM
I

0,
S

0
2
,

V
O

M
,

in
crease

in
em

issio
n

s
from

and/or
individual

and
com

bined
H

A
Ps),

and
if for

an
existing

perm
itted

source,
new

or
m

odified
em

ission
how

the
new

em
issions

correlate
to

the
total

proposed
em

issions
for

the
entire

units.
source?
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C
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A
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M
ixed

W
astes

Priority
C

hem
icals

T
est

M
ethods

D
efinition
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W
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B
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R
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U
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R
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T
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M
anagem
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of

R
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E-

D
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ents
U

niversalW
astes

T
oys

perm
itting

R
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ents
forT

SD
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W
aste

M
anifests

Public
Participation
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H
azard

o
u
s

w
aste

is
w

aste
th

a
t

is
d
an

g
ero

u
s

o
r

p
o
ten

tially
h

arm
fu

l
to

o
u
r

h
ealth

o
r

th
e

en
v

iro
n

m
en

t.
H

azard
o
u
s

w
astes

can
be

liq
u
id

s,
so

lid
s,

g
ases,

o
r

slu
d
g
es.

T
h
ey

can
be

d
iscard

ed
co

m
m

ercial
p

ro
d

u
cts,

like
clean

in
g

fluids
o
r

p
esticid

es,
o
r

th
e

b
y

-p
ro

d
u

cts
of

m
an

u
factu

rin
g

p
ro

cesses.

L
earn

m
o
re

ab
o
u
t

h
azard

o
u

s
w

aste
an

d
th

e
reg

u
latio

n
s

th
a
t

g
o

v
ern

it:

•
D

e
fin

itio
n

o
f

S
o
lid

W
a
ste

(D
S

W
):

B
efo

re
a

m
aterial

can
b
e

classified
as

a
h
azard

o
u
s

w
aste,

it
m

u
st

first
be

a
solid

w
aste

as
d

efin
ed

u
n
d
er

R
C

R
A

.
R

eso
u
rces,

in
clu

d
in

g
an

in
teractiv

e
tool,

are
av

ailab
le

to
h
elp

.

•
T

y
p

e
s

o
f

H
a
z
a
rd

o
u

s
W

a
ste

:
H

azard
o
u
s

w
aste

are
d
iv

id
ed

into
listed

w
astes,

ch
aracteristic

w
astes,

u
n
iv

ersal
w

astes,
an

d
m

ixed
w

astes.
S

p
ecific

p
ro

ced
u
res

d
eterm

in
e

how
w

aste
is

id
en

tified
,

classified
,

listed
,

an
d

d
elisted

.

•
G

e
n
e
ra

to
rs:

H
azard

o
u
s

w
aste

g
en

erato
rs

are
d
iv

id
ed

into
categ

o
ries

b
ased

on
th

e
am

o
u

n
t

of
w

aste
th

ey
p
ro

d
u
ce

each
m

o
n
th

.
D

ifferen
t

reg
u
latio

n
s

ap
p

ly
to

each
g
e
n
e
ra

to
r

categ
o

ry
.

•
T

ra
n
sp

o
rte

rs:
H

azard
o
u
s

w
aste

tran
sp

o
rters

m
o

v
e

w
aste

fro
m

o
n
e

site
to

an
o

th
er

by
h
ig

h
w

ay
,

rail,
w

ater,
o
r

air.
F

ed
eral

an
d

,
in

so
m

e
cases,

S
tate

reg
u
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n
s

g
o
v
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h
azard

o
u
s

w
aste

tran
sp

o
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n
,

including
th

e
M

an
ifest

S
y
stem

.

K
ey

R
eso

u
rces

U
ser-F

riendly
R

eference
D

ocum
ents

D
ata
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blications

R
egulations

U
niform

H
azardous

W
aste

M
a
n

ife
st

(P
D

F
)

(1
pg.

93K
,

A
bout

PD
F)

•
T

re
a
tm

e
n

t,
S

to
ra

g
e
,

a
n
d

D
isp

o
sa

l
(T

S
D

):
S

W
-846

T
est

M
ethods

R
eq

u
irem

en
ts

fo
r

T
S

D
facilities

g
o

v
ern

th
e

tre
a
tm

e
n
t,

sto
rag

e
an

d
d
isp

o
sal

o
f

h
azad

o
u
s

w
aste,

including
land

d
isp

o
sal,

th
e

p
erm

ittin
g

p
ro

cess
an

d
req

u
irem

en
ts

for
T

S
D

facilities.

•
W

a
ste

M
in

im
iz

a
tio

n
:

E
PA

,
S

ta
te

s,
an

d
in

d
u
stries

are
w

o
rk

in
g

to
red

u
ce

th
e

am
o

u
n
t,

to
x

icity
,

an
d

p
ersisten

ce
of

w
astes

th
a
t

are
g
en

erated
.

•
H

a
z
a
rd

o
u
s

W
a
ste

R
ecy

clin
g

:
E

PA
is

ad
d
ressin

g
safe

an
d

p
ro

tectiv
e

reu
se

an
d

reclam
atio

n
of

h
azard

o
u

s
m

aterials.

•
C

o
rre

c
tiv

e
A

ctio
n

:
R

C
R

A
co

m
p

els
th

o
se

resp
o

n
sib

le
fo

r
releasin

g
h

azard
o

u
s

p
o
llu

tan
ts

into
th

e
soil,

w
ater,

o
r

air
to

clean
up

th
o
se

releases.

h
ttp

://w
w

w
.e

o
a
.g

o
v
/o

sw
/h

a
z
a
rd

/
L

ast
u
p
d
a
te

d
on

T
u
esd

ay
,

July
2
6
,

2
0
1
1

N
ational

P
artnership

for
E

nvironm
ental

P
riorities

is
part

of
EPA

’s
effort

to
reduce

priority
and

toxic
chem

ical
use.

H
ousehold

H
azardous

W
astes

are
com

m
on

household
item

s
th

at
contain

toxic
chem

icals
and

should
be

handled
properly.

W
aste

M
anagem

ent
for

H
om

eland
S

ecurity
Incidents

m
ay

include
m

anaging
hazardous

w
astes.
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