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NEWSLETTER #24
June 14, 1971

DUFAGE COUNTY REJIONALIZATION PLAN HEARINGS AUTHORIZED .

At its Danville meetins on June 9, the Board authorized hearings
on a progosal which would require the development of a regional waste-
water treatment system in DuPage County. The proposal, i adopted,

woula be a county-wide system of ninee¢sewase treatment plants in accordanc:

with tne Rezional Wastewater Plan aprroved by the Northeastern Illiinois
P?lanning Commission. Presently, over 90 sewage treatment plants are
operating in the county. The county and local governmental units
involved would have until January 1, 1972, to submit a plan for
accorirlisahing the regionalization scheme and final compliance would

be resuired by canuary 1, 1975.

In nis exzlanation of the vrogosal, Chairman Currie stated that
the croliferation of small sewaze plants in densely populated and
rapidly develoring DuFage County makes impossible the correction of
exlsting vollution and constitutes a threat of further pollution
in the future. Furthermcrs, small plants have hizher per capita
construction and operatinz costs. County taxpayers, therefore, have
to pay a higher price for scattered small treatment plants than they
would for larger and more efficient treatment facilities.

Hearings are scheduled for July, August, -and September.
The hearings will provide an opportunity for the people of DuPage
County and Illinois to provide factual information and to express their
views on the concept of rezionalization. A copy of the proposal 1s
appended to this Newsletter.

ASBESTOS HEARINGS SCHEDULED

Finding tnat the uncontrolled spraying of asbestos fiber and other
fiber-contzining material unreasonably interferes with the enjcyment of
1ife and property; and rresents a severe threat to the pudblic healtn



NEWSLETTESR #24 -2- ‘ June 14, 1971

and welfare, tiie Board authorized in Danville that hearings be hela
on detailed cvrcrosed regulations which would restrict the commerciz:
use oi rroducts containing asbestos. The set of regulations, if
adopted, would be the most comprehensive set of controls for the tox
substance ever enacted.

The proposed regulations would, among other things, require a
permit Tor the manufacturing of asbestos products, for the commercia
use of asbestos in construction work and for the demolition of asbes
containing buildings. Demolition of buildings containing asbestos
would have to be conducted in accord with strict controls to reduce
dust emission. Plants manufacturing asbestos products would be
reqguired to meet an emission standard. The spraying of asbestos
fiber, done in hizgh-rise construction, would be unlawful. And the
use of asbestos in the brake lining of vehicles manufactured
after January 1, 1975 and sold for use in Illinois would be pro-
hibited. A ccty of the proposed regulation is appended to this
Newsletter.

Astestos-containing products have, in recent years, been widely
used, especiaiiy in the fireproofing of buildinzs and in the lining
of autormovile brakes. These uses and others contribute annually to
the discharge of asbestos {iber into the atmosphere.  The fiber,
once released, 1s thought to be virtually indestructible, resulting
in a gradual, irreversible increase in the amount of asbestos
Tiver present in the ambient air. edical evidence has shown
that heavy, orolonzed exposure to asbestos fiber can cause a lung
disease known as asbestosis and a very rare cancer of the lining
of the lungs, mesotnelioma. .

NSSD PHOSPHORUS VARIANCE DENIED

At the Danville meeting, the Board voted to deny a variance re-
quest in North Shore Sanitary District v. EPA, PCB 71-36. The
District reguested that six of its seven lakeside plants (Worth
Chlicago, Lake Bluff, Lake Forest, Park Avenue, Ravine Drive, and
Carey Avenue) be exempted from the phosphorus effluent standards
until December 31, 1972. The one year variance was not requested
for its Waukegan plant.

The Board's opinion, written by Mr. Dumelle, points out that

the District's cost estimates for compliance were not realistic. Tne
district maintained that temporary phosphorus treatment facilities w¢
cost $€54,000 the first year and $292,000 annually, thereafter.

This sun includes costs for tanks, hardware, chemicals, additional
sludge handling, additionzl labor, and a minimal salvage value. But,
at a csudseauent hearing relating to the Districts compliance to the
3oard's order In League of .Women Voters et al v. North Shore Sanitary

District, PC5 79-7, 12,13, 14, the District made a statement which is
ir. eZfect an amendment tc this variance request, thus substantially

lovwering the estirmated cost. It withdrew its reguest for a variancs
as to the Nortih Cnicazo ctlant. This removes almost half ol the
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hrydraulic cazacity from the recuest. The Board stated that cther
factors alsc recducs the estimated cost: Tne District could easily

use a cheaper method of removal than the alum precipitation methoad

it had chosen, such as the free wast2 pickle liquor method it uses

at its Waukesan plant; as phoszhorus removal becomes a more widespreaa
regquiremant in Illinois, nea“b\ Districts will be willing buyers of
used eculpment, the salvage value will be nmore than minimal. The

Act adronishes the Eoard to grant variances only where cases of arbitrary
or unreasonable hardsnic are shown. But the Board ruled that "[mJere
inpositicen of a money cost standing alone cannot be considered an
unreasonable hardship."

The Board stated that since many of the District's recent activities
-are -stymied by litigation it can have no real .confidence that if -
this variance 1s granted, an extention of the variance will not be’

asked for a vear from noiw.

LAKE #ICHIGEN THERMAL STANDARD ADOPTED

The Board aaokted the proposed draft of Thermal Standards for
Lake Michigan, R70-2. These standard$ permit the continued existence
of h2at sources now in operation which have not been shown to cause
harm, so lonz as tney conform to the modified water quality standard
wnich consists of a 3° ¥, rise linmitation and a series of monthly
temperatures which are never to be exceeded. Thé maximum permissible
temcerature is 80° F. Sources under construction as of January 1,
1971 must reet the new standard, and there are a number of additional
conditions desizned to minimize any adverse effect and to require
modificatior 17 siznificant harm results. Finally, the potential
damage innerent in the sroliferation of large heat sources is prevented
by pron:biting significant new heat sources not under construction as
of January 1, 1971. A copy of the proposal is continned in the addenda

section of Mewsletter #21.

UI

THER _ACTIONS

At its June 9 meeting in Danville the Board announced the
followinz actions:

In League of VWomen Voters et. al. v. North Shore Sanitary District,
PCB 70-7, 12, 13, & 14, the Boaré ordered several control programs to
oe started immedlately. These interim measures will help abate pollution
violations until District completes its exvansion program ordered
oreviously by the Board (iarch 31, 1971). This order in no way affects

Y

tne Board's order for the District's phoschorus variance request (PC3 71-3

In £lijed ©ills, Inc., v. EFA, PC3 71-16, the Board granted a water
rolluticn varience untili July 1, 1372, at waich time its Taylorville
waste treztment facilities must be in comcliiance with SVB-14. The
company must post a cerformance boné t¢ insure comtlete treatment of
its storm and crocess waste waters.,
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In ZFA v. C.E. Z%cons, ?CB 71-20, the Board issued a cease-
and-desist order restralnins Respondent from depositing refuse
on his rlora prorerty. He is also to remove or cover the refuse
and to pay a $100 cenalty. Due to financial difficulty, he claimed
he couldn't operate a landfill in accord with the law. The Board
finds that "[pJoverty is no excuse; people Who haven't money to
do business as the law requires shouldn't do business."”

In EPA v. Southern Illinois Asshalt Co. Inc., PCB 71-31,
the Board 1issued a cease-and-desist order until Respondent obtain thne
quired permit and also issued a $5,000 penalty for its failure to co
The Board also recommended the Agency consider the effect the
rlant has on the surrounding residential area in McLeansboro
before zZranting the vending permit application. Mr. Lawton's
concurring opinion points out that "...compliance with the
rezulations, which are desizned for general application, does not
Justify the causing of a nuisance."

Iin Horthern Fetrochemical Co. v. EPA, PCB 71-47, the Board
granted an air zollution variance so that the company may conduct
a fire-fizhtinzg traininz course on its Xorrls property. This
case is sim2lar to Deere & Co. v. EPA, PCB 70-20, where the Board
noted that "{tjne importance of instructing employees in fire-
fizhtinz technizues is clear ... and that ... there is no sutstitute
in learning how to fight fires, for actually fighting fires."

In EP-~ v. Truax-Traer Coal Co. and Consolidation Coal Co.,
71-54, the Board Sisrissed a purported variance petition because
itioner failed to comrly with statutory and regulatory zrovisicns
the ©iling of & variance petition. In effect the petitioner
sht a declaratory Judgement that the Act does not apply to
Jackson County orverations. The Board also directed the Lsency
file within twenty days a detailed report for abatement
o:osale for the petit*one"'s operations.

Mo BN o N ROV I Yo T
HO0Oct0oO0ODQ

In Electric Wheel Co. v. EPA, PCB 71-55, the Board granted
a variance until December 31, 1971, so that the petitioner may
complete 1ts ACERP with minor modifications at its Quincy foundr;.
Tne Board felt that the Agency's delay in filing recommendations
and the company's good faith in pursuirng tne program
viere sufficient reasons to zrant the variance.

In City of Lincoin v. EPA, PCB 71-56, the Board denied a
variance reguest to burn allezedly diseased elm trees. Uvon
the Citr's own admission, the trees weren't infectious but only
de2d and rottsn. Thes Boars stressed that the diseased exception
‘not to be abtused br a2ttemzting, under cover of the excezticn, to
burn vegzstaticn blown cown -7 a storm.

v
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In Citizenis Utilities Company of Illinois v. EPA, PCE 71-125
the Board granted tne [uPage County company's petition to expedit

proceedines. The variance request is for temporarily bypassinz a
stabilization lagoon so it may be cleaned as hot Weather has made

it substantially non-functional. In this exceptional situation, the
Board has waived the 21-day notice rule. But sufficient notice

is given by this newsletter to inform interested parties. The
hearing will be held in the early part of the week of June 21st.

2
e
<

MISSISSIPPI RIVER THERMAL STANDARDS

The record in iMississippi River Thermal Standard, R 70-16,
a cltizen. initiated proposal to.change the lMississippi River thermal
discharze regulations, will remain open until June 21. In addition
to the testimony ancd exhibits received in the public hearings at
Rock Zzland ang Alton the record has been open to recelve
comrunications from interested rersons and the testimony regarding
ther:mal discharges in the hearing on the Quad-Cities nuclear electric
gen2rating glant permit aprlication, PCB 71-20.

.l

CORREZCTIONS

ifewslstter #22 contained two typographical errors as follows:

posed VWater Quality Standards Revisions
Permits rage 15, second fulil paragraph -

t line should be December 31, 1973
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NEV CASES FILED AND HEARINGS AUTHGRIZED

PCB 71-127 Illinois State Fair Agency.

Soringrlield petitioner seeks a variance from open burning
regulations to conduct interim fire-fighting training and
to disrose of single story building. No hearing was authorized
pendinzg Agency recommendation.

FC2 71-128 City of Zion.

Petitioner rezuests an open burning variance to burn
diseasec trees in Lake County. No hearing was authorized pending
Lzenc;; recommendation,

PC3 71-129 Cownmonveelth Edison Comzanvy.
Petitioner seceis a variance from air pollution regulations at
stationz in innebage, ©ill and Tazewell counties. A hearinz
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PCZ2 71-130 Chicago-Dutucus Foundr: Corporation.

East Dubucue cetitioner seeks a variance from air pollution
regulations. The company wants to wait until the United States
EPA adopts National Ambient Air Quality Standards before installing
control ecuipment. ii¢ hearing was authorized pending Agency
recommnendation. \

PCB 71-131 Willow Creek Drainaze District.

Morgan County petitioner seeks a variance from open burning
regulations sc it may burn refuse from clean-up operations. No
hearing was authorized pending Agency recommendation.

PCB 71-132 American National Bank & Trust Co.

A Petitioner seeks 2 variance -from the prohibition of new
sever connections to the North Shore Sanitary District in order
to connect a new sixty-five unit complex. A hearing was authorized.

FC2 7i-133Z Thomas and Zandra Keadinz.

iLzke Ccunty petitioners seek variance to connect a one
family residence to the HS3D. A hearing was authorized.

2C2 71-134 Inzon Ci1 Co. of California.

Chicago =einery of Union 76 Division seeks open burning
variance to conduct fire-fishting training ciasses. No hearing was
authorized rendéins Agency recommendation.

?C3 71-135 Faviniz Festival.

Petitioner seeks oven burning variance so it may burn diseased
1= tree: at i1ts Highlani Park location. No hearing was authorized
ending 4Lgency recommendation.

36 A.H. Zamost.
Ztioner recuests a variance to connect a new
am=ily residence to the NSSD. A hearing was authorized.
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ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

Notice 1s hereby given that the Illinois Pollution Control
Board has scneduled the following hearings in addition to those
previously announced along with the changes of scheduled meetinss
as described. Public comments are invited.

EPA v. City of Champalign v. The Board
of Trustees of the University of
Illinois and Alpha Material and Fuel
Company, PCB 71-51C, Champaisn City

" Council Chambers, CnaWpaibn, Illinois’
Hearinz continued from June 8, 1971.

June 21 1:00
‘June 22&23 10:00

N'U
33

sune 23 10:00 a.m. Elzin Jaycees v. Tri-County Landfill
Co. et. al., PCB 71-59, Pre-hearing
conference, City Council Chambers,
Elgipg Municipal Bldz., 150 Dexter Ct.,
£lgin, Illinois.

Citizens Utilities Co. of Ill. v. EZA
PCB 71-125, DuPage County Sheriff's
Office, Courtroom #7, 205 Reber,
Wheaton, Illinois. (Accelerated Date).

cune 26 10:00 a.

i

Proposed Water Quality Standards
Revisions, R 71-14, Central Junior High
School, Auditorium, 2l1lst & Delﬂorc,
uranite City, Illinois.

June 26 10:00

[\
]

June 24 10:30 a.m. Emcloyees of Holmes Brothers v.
verlan, Inc. and L. Mervis, PCB 71-39,
City Council Chambers, City Hall,
Danville, Illinois.

)

June 30 10:30 a.m. Proposed Yater Quality Standards
Revisions, R 71-14, Southern Illinois
University, Neckers Hall, B-l4o,
Carbondale, Illinois.

June 30 & 10:00 a.n. EPA v. Incinerator, Inc. PCB 71-69,
July 7 Cicero Public Library, 5221 W. Cermak
Fd., Cicero, Illinois

cuiy 1 10:00 a.n. Yational Gvopsux Co. v. EPA, PCB 71-99,
Council Chamters, City Hall, 106 N.
Utica St., Waukezarn, Illinois.
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EPA v. rFodern Fcoundry & Hanufacturing
Co., PCE 71-108, City Council Chambers,
Belleviile, Illinois.

Board Meeting, Belleville Court House,
Belleville, Illinois.

Scott Volkswagon, Inc. v. EPA, PCB 71-11=Z
Waukezan Public Library, 128 North
County, Waukegan, Illinois.

Ray Wickstrom, PCB 71-105
Howard & Barbara Weinstein, PCB 71-107

-David S. #cAdams, PCB 71-113.

Robert D. Charles, PCB 71-122
Dole Construction Co., PCB 71-126;
Waukegan Pubtlic Lihrary, 128 North

- County, Waukegan, Iliinois.

Citv of Monmoutn, Ill. v. EPA, PCB 71-121
City+Hall Council Chambers, 112 N. '
#ain St., Monmouth, Illinois. (Corrected
Date).

Sherwin-¥Williams Co., PCB 71-111;

Sranam Paint & Varnish Co., Inc., PCB 71-
Ceneral Paint & Chemical Co., PCB 71-113;
Enterprise Paint Mfg. Co., PCB 71-116
Armstrons Chemcon, Inc., PCB 71-117;
Jewel Paint & varnish Co., PCB 71-118;
The Valsrcar Corp., PCB 71-119;

N.L. Industries, Inc., PCB 71-120;
Illinois Liquor Control Commission Hearin
Room, Room 419, 188 V. Randolph St.,
Chicago, Illinois.

Ralston Purina v. EPA, PCB 71-88,
University Union, 3rd floor lounge on
July 21, Ballroom on July 22, Illinois
State University, Normal, Illinois.

EPA v. E1i Amigoni, PCB 71-89, Superviscr
Office, Court House, Eureka, Illinols.
(Corrected Date).

Henry Hannah v. illnnesota Paints, Inc.,
PCE 71-123, City Hall Council Chambers,
915-16tnh ELve., East ticline, Tllinois

EPL v. 5Sranite Citv Steel Co., PCE 70-3L
Curcuit Ccurt Courtroor, vity Hzli,

54
-~ . - = e 2
sranits City, Iilinois.
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ILLINQTS FQLLUTICH CONTROL BCARD
COMINZ 7ORMAL (IEETING3S AND HEARINGS
June 17 10:06 a.x. Lake siichigzan YWaste Water Dischars
&18 Prohititicn R 71-5, and Procosed

water
Water Quality Standards Revisions,

R 71-14, Auditorium, Technological
Institute, Northwestern University,
Evanston, Illinois.

June 17 9:30 a.m. EPA v. J.C. Dill, PCB 71-42, Danville CZI:¢
Hall, Danville, Illinois.

June 18 10:00 a.m. Robert H. Monyek v. EPA, PCB 71-80,
Waukegan City Hall, 106 N. Utica,
Waukegan, Illinois.

ST, National Starch & Chemical Corp. v. EPA,
PCB 71-83, Village Hall, Meridosia, Il1l.

'3

June 18 1:00

June 19 10:00 a.m. EPA v. Claremont Hills Water & Sewer
Co., inc. PCB 71-87, Mchenry County
Court House Annex, 121 W. Calhoun,
Woodstock, Illinois.

June 21 15:00 a.m. Robert C. ¥Wagnon v. EPA, PCB 71-85,
10th Floor, Lake County Court House,
Viaukegan, Illinois.

sune 21 1:00

«Toe EFA v. City of Champaign v. The Board
22 & 23 10:00 -

of Trustees of the University of
Illinois and Alpha lMaterial and Fuel
Company, PCB 71-51C, Champaign City
Council Chambers, Champaign, Illinois.
Hearing continued from June 6, 1971.

[WTR
{

dune 23 10:00 a.n. Elgin javcees v. Tri-County Landfill
Co. et. al., PCB 71-59, Pre-hearing
conference, City Council Chambers,
Elgin Municipal Bldg., 150 Dexter Ct.,
Elgin, Illinois.

June 232 10:00 a.n. Board deeting, Chicago Circle Campus,
750 S. Halsted St., Chicago, Illinois.

June 24 10:00 a.m. Chambers, Bering, Quinlan Co. v. EPA,
PCB 71-102, Supervisors Room, Macon
County Building, Decatur, Illinois.

June 24 10:00 a.=. Procosed VWater Quality Standards rRevision
A 71-14, State of Illinois Regional
Office Building, 4302 li. Main St.,
Rockiord, Illinois.

Juns 24 16:32 a.x. Exzlorees of Holmes Brothers v.
< ~

er.an, 1n2. angd L. gderviz, ©

City Ccuncll Chambers, City Ha
Nan-c*lle 711‘31’\0]'.3.
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Provosed yater Quality Standards
Revisions, R 71-14, Galena City Ezll,
Galena, Illinois.

John Ciancio v. EPA, PCB 71-100,
Waukegan Public Library, 128 N.
County, Waukegan, I11l.

Mr. and iirs. Wallace W. Piroyan v.
EPA, PCB 71-103, Waukegan Public
Library, Waukegan, Ill.

EPA v. Charles Rhodes, PCB 71-53,

- Room 502, Macon County Courthouse,.

253 E. VWood Street, Decatur, Illinois.

Citizens Utilities Co. of TI1ll. v. EFA,
PCB 71-125, DuPage County Sheriff's
Office, Courtroom #7, 205 Reber,
Wneaton, Illinois. (Accelerated Date).

Quad Citv Area Regional Air Pollution
Control Board v. Villaze of Coraove,
FCB 71-97, County Building, 1504
Third Ave., Rock Island, Illinois.

Sroposed YWater Quality Standards Fevisicn
E 71-14, Central Jr. high School,
Auditorium, Granite City, Illinocicz.

EZA v. Williamson County housinc
Authorityr, PCB 71-109, City Hall
Herrin, Illinois.

EPA v. City of Urbana v. Urbana &
Chanpaign Sanitary District, Saline
Branch Drainage District, and the Board
of Trustees of the University of Ill.,
PCB 71-51U, Urbana City Council Chambers,
Urbana, Illinois.

U.S. Industrial Chemical Co. v. EPA,
PCB 71-44, Forty-Kartyrs School Hall,
Tuscola, Illinois.

Proposed Water 2uality Standards Fevisior
R 71-14, Southern Illinois University,
Neckerz Zall,. B-U440, Carbondale, Ill1linoZ:=

Tlintiote v. EZP&, PC3 71-68, iabash
Count; Courthousze, Uth & !larket, ‘ount
Czrmel, Illinois.
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EPL v. Incinerator, Inc.,PCB 71-63,
Cicero rPu2lic Library, 5221 #W. Cermak
Rd., Cicero, Illinois.

EPA v. City of Marion, PCB 71-25, 2nd
Floor Courtroom, City Hall, Marion,
Illinois. )

Standard Brands v. EPA, PCB 71-98, City
Hall, Pekin, Illinois

National Gypsum Co. v. EPA, PCB 71-59,
Council Chambers, City Hall, 106 N.

Utica St., Waukegan, Illinois. .

EPA v. liodern Foundry & Manufacturing
Co., PCB 71-108, City Council Charbers,
Belleville, Illinois.

Freeman Coal Mining Corp. v. EPA,
PC3 ¢1-78, City Council Canmbers,
1109 iiain St., Lt Vernon, Illinois.

Scott Volkswagon, Inc. v. EPA, PCB 71-11c¢
wWaukegan Public Library, 128 Horth
County, Waukegan, Illinois.

Board iieeting, Belleville Court House,
Belleville, Illinois.

EPA v. Bath, Inc. and John C. Valker,
PCB 71-52, Room 502, Macon Count; Ccurt-
house, 253 Eastwood, Decatur, Illinois.

Ray Wicekstrom, PCB 71-105

Howard & Barbara Weinstein, PCB 71-107
David S. #cAdams, PCB 71-113

lobert D. Charles, PCB T71-122

Dole Construction Co., PCB 71-126;
Waukegan Public Library, 12§ North
County, Waukegan, Illinois.

City of Monmouth, I1l. v. EPA, PCB 71-121
City Hall Council Chambers, 112 N.

Main St., Monmouth, Illinois. (Correctel
Date).
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July 14 10:00 a.m.
& 15

July 21 10:00 a.m.

July 29 i0:00 a.=.

culr 2% 18:00 a.m

LATE NQTICES

June 17, 9:30 a.=.
18, 24, 25,
& 28 taru July 2.

cune 17 10:0C a.m.
& 18

July 23 10:00 a.m.
& 30

July 26 10:00 a.m.

-12- June 14, 1971

Sherwin-Williams Co., PCB 71-111;

Graham Paint & Varnish Co., Inc., PC3 T7i-
General Faint & Chemical Co., PCB T71-11%:
Enterprise Paint #fg. Co., PCB 71~116;
Armstrong Chemcon, Inc. PCB T71-117;

Jevwel Paint & varnish Co., PCB 71-118;
The Valsvar Corp., PCB 71-119;

N.L. Industries, Inc., PCB 71-120;
I11inois Liquor Control Commission Hearir
Room, Room 419, 188 W. Randolph St.,
Chicago, Illinois.

Ralston Purina v. EPA, PCB 71-88,

-University Union, -3rd floor lounge on .

July 21, Ballroom on July 22, Illinois
State University, Normal, Illinois.

EPA v. El1i Amigoni, PCB 71-89, Supervisor
Office, Court House, Eureka, Illinois.
(Corrected Date).

.'

Henry Hannah v. Hinnesota Paints, Inc.,
PC2 T71-123, City Hall Council Chambders,
915-16th Ave., East Moline, Illinois.

EFA v. 3ranite City Steel Co., PCB 70-34
Curcuit Court Courtroom, City Hall,
Cranite City, Illinois.

Lloyd A. Try Roofing Co. v. EPA, PCB 71-4
71-33, One North LaSalle St., Suite 3700,
Chicago, Illinois (Corrected Date).

DuPage County Regionalization, R 70-17
location t£o be announced.

Monsanto Co. v. EPA, PCB 71-110, Sauget
City Hall, 2897 Monsanto Avenue, Suazet,
Illinois.




ILLII0IS POLLUTION COUTROL BOARD
1971

In the iiatter of
‘# R 70-17

DU PAGE COUWNTY REGIOHAL
SZWAGE TREATHENT

NOTICE OF PROPOSED REGULATIONS

Notice 1s hereby given that the Polluticn Control Board, fclliow-
ing earlier inquiry hearings on the subject, has authorized public
hearingsz to be held for the purpgse of receiving testimony re-
lating to The zdontion of the following “"opo°=d neu rc;Jlaticns.
Mr. Seorze Sulliven will serve as hearing ofiicor and Jr. Jocow
Dumalle as attenl*“~ Board sizmber. Hezarings will be held as

‘lll ll";\;

Public testimony is invited.
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PREO[OTED BESGULATIONS
(Authorized for =carins oniy, June , 1971.
t ¥et adoptad by the Board.)

VATZ: POLLUTIOHN

A s IV
PART 11: RHegional Sewvage Treatment

Preainble. The rrolileration of numerous small sewage
treatment plants in densely populated and rapidly
developing Du Page County constitutes a severe and in-
tolerable impediment to the correction of present wvater
polluticn and a continuing threat of additional pollution
in-the future. Not only. do the higner unit costs cf
constructing and operating small plants waste finite
dollars and therefore contribute to pollution; small
plants cannot produce as satisfactory an effluent as can
larger plants, because they cannot provide certain types
of sophisticatad treztment, because they cannot practicably
be adeguatel; surervised or maintained, and tecause they
cannot nrovice adewuate stdndiby treatment capacity
llution ir the eveant of a malfunction.

to prevent polluti

Thie eztablismuznt cr convinueq coperation ¢©f seuage treat-
ment niznstzs zn small as to exhibit these deficziencies,

in area. cuch a% Dulags Couniy where the povulatiun

5 malie larcer plants econcmically
"""ca¢lv far mcre desirable,
vollution policy of the

h]

Act.

Censity 2z high e
feasible and indegu:
is contrar:y to the
Environmental pProtecti

Regicnal fiants to Se Constructed., On or before January
1, 197%, all cewage treatzent plants now or then existing
in Duraze Ccunty shall be rezlaced by nine pliants designed
and construct2d in substantlal accordance with the Regional
Wastewater 2lan arproved by the Northeastern Illiinois
Planning Comnission .arch 3, 1871. Governmental agenciles
orerating these nine plants shall thereafter accept and
treat 21l sewaze fro:m tributary areas as designated by
that Plan, and all other sewaze treatment plants in DuPage
County shall ceazse opveration, except as provided in Ruilc
1005 of this Chapter. :

Prograns to 3e Submitted. On or pefore January 1, 1972,
the County oI Durage and every municipality or sanitary
distri with current responsibility for the treatment of
se.age ;n DuPage Counity zhall file with this Board and
nvivronsantal roteciicn Arency a detailed and
rin fer counliznee vith the recuirexents of F"‘c

firm prosm

1192 ¢ trisz {havtsr.  Such orograms, rreferadly sudbmitted
on 2 jcint pusis, siell include among cther things the
following '
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nticn of the locstion, capacity, treat-
jng, ¢cost, and service area for the
art that is to accept and treat the sewaze

progoss:
1 2 under the appl;cant's Jurisdiction;

from the

b. 4 fir: comnitiment by one or more responsitle

governrentzl agencies to construct and operate the
proroszd plant, .tosethsr with a firm schedule for
desigzn, awara ol contracts, commencement of construction,
full operation, and abandonnent of obsolete plants;

c. A firm comaitment by the affected governmental
agencies for the financing of the necessary facilities,
throush taxation, user charges, revenue and general =~
obli*ution bonds, sveclial assessments, conncction
charzez, loans, grants, contracts, or otherwise;

d. An attorney's opinion affirming and explaining
the authority of the respondible governnental agencies
to carry out their undertaking as described;

e. Assurance that the rrogram conforms with Rule

1832 of this Chaptsr and with a2ll apnlicable regulationce
TESTICUIng Qi and WRTor poiliunion und ihe dispusal

of s01i¢ waste;

f. Assurances as to what interim measures will
be provided to sacure conmpliance with applicable
resulations regarding sewage treatment, including
water guality standards, nfore January 1, 1975.

Complizance Zearinz. (a) Upon receipt of the programs
required b; Iulz 1103 o this Chapter, or in default

of their tinmely receipt, the Board shall schedule a
hearing o: hearinzs in accordance with Chapter 1 of

these Rules and Regulations, in which to determine whether
the prograns submitisd will achieve compliance viith this
Part. The governments specified in Rule 1103 of this
Chapter shall be parties retitioner in such hearings,

and the Environzental Protection Agency shall ve respondent.
The Agency may file a countercomplaint against any person
allegedly reszonsiblie for any failure to conform witii the
requirements in this Part.

b. After hearings as specified in pa* raph (a) of
this Rule, tho Board shall determine whether the
brograns csubniited are adeguzte to achieve comnliance

with this Pari. The 3oard mayv modifly the =sub mitted
prosrams in any nanner eonijucive to the qch1°"°‘€nt
of tirc policies or reguiremants cof this Part, and ghall

4
i
narcics to do whatover is necessary or

9]
order the
to aciiieve thos2 ends.
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Future Canctruectisi. No permit shall be granted for the

conctrutlivn or op: -ation of any additional sewage trezinent

plant in D;?a;_ County, except for interim facilitles in

the event o- a dencnstrated emergency, that does not conior:

vith the princinizs of the Regional VWastewater Plan described
in Rule 1]02 of thiz Chapter, or that is of capacity so

snall as to produce significant diseconomies orf scale or

to creatz o 3iznifi
acceordin:g to the vo
Chapter.

cant rick of inadeguate treatnment,
iicies expressed in Rule 1191 of this

Limitation on Mew Connections. After January 1, 1975,

no source2 of wistes may “e connected, and no existing source
may be 1nc¢reased In the strength or volune of ‘discharge;

to any sewer in DuPage County not tributary to a sevage
treatment plant that meets the requiremsnts of this Part.

Other Rerulations Preserved. Nothing in this Part shall
relicve any rerson {rom tnhe obligation to comply in all
respects with any existing or future regulations, including
but nct Jimited to the watér quality standards and
fmplementation vlan for ztreams in DuPfage County.
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Sewage Treatment

:TI0{ OF PROPOSED REGULATIONS

(by vir. C
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whichh has a higih porulation density and a considerabl=z

DuPage County the costs of transporting

urrie) .

local

governtient hampered by a legal incapaci
treatment ”'cflit1¢s without local consent,
te nUmber of separate treatment plants
319)), many of them quite small indeed, and in
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of the elght alffested municipealities to treat its own sewsagn
required 110 operatinz perscnne;,
A reglonail
$53,100,000 and required only 35 operato
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plant syztem cost
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; ¥ multiplc units, which, if one
r its becores inactivated for some
reason, »o ino*masp the load slightly to the
remnaininsg-unit without markedly affecting the
efficiency.

If you are sitting here with a small plant
that has one prinary clarifier and you have to
. shut that clarilier down to replace the mechanisn
then all the water is bypassed, and in the past it has
been letting ravw sevage into the stream . . . .

30 far as our hearinrzgs have disclosed, everybody agrees,
and has agreed for years, that the present proliferation cof small
plants is intoleravble and that they should be promptly replaced
by eight to a deczen relatively lerse plants each serving a
relsatively lzrine area.  The County has been pressing for re-

—~Taa 4t

ixbtion since 1956 (R, 27). The DuPaze County Association

in=tien
14 -~ - <y vm N .. .. 2. -

Ldaﬂv vis Lr.ctu andcrsed z plan for regional frzatoenc
"’Q Lo Xa TR M -
H ' AY

\.'\- Evpoe
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. - ~ ~
srvAaMIe vy e page TR
JOTE 2N ZnNELees Lot st |

bl e () )

[h B Be BV O

5‘? Ve w . G, L
year &dopted a pian rcr regional treat-

w1

Tihus the various governments resconsible Tor sewage
treatment in ZuFage Couniy-- the muni 1pal*tie: through their
liayors and Xanagers, thie Sanitary Diztricts, and the County
itself--all agree 2s Lo what should te Qone. But they are
unable to decide who is to do it or how it is to be paid for.
£ 1970 bond issue to establish a county-operated regional syston
was roumily defeated, aprarently chiefly because it was thought
to Impose an excecsive vroportion of the financial burden on
areas of the county that already had previded for their own
sevage treatment (R. 9, 22, 23). Even today there remains
disagreernent. The County arparently expects to run the regional
plants (R. 27-31); the municipalities want to control a county-
wide waste water board operating several suobregional plants
(R. 16-17); the sznitary districts want the county divided into
several inde“-ncgnv sanitary districts (R. 202, 235-36).

In the m2antime it 1s alleged that cities sometimes refuse
to accert seuvage from outside their poundaries, necessitating
the construction of inef{icient sirall plarts cr the undesirable
use of septic tanks in densely vonulated areas (B, 251, 2€3) ana
that the county has blocked the exnansion of e2xisiing sanitary
districts (5. 229-3C). 2t the =zaw2 time the citlies and sanitary
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districts 4o not se to ask the cocunty to take over their
functicone. F=zidzral Lien Zrants are unavailzble e

PuPage County until ai slan is estatclished (5. 121, 12%).
Bills have begen int n the SGeneral Assermbly to set up .
variougz regiaonal treztine uthorities with the reguisite financizi
powcrs (R. 16, 234-3°F Thay languish for want of consensus

over who is to be abolished and who ezpanoed. Wie have even

besn aciied by & respectable QLa’i publiec agency to a2llow in- ,
adecuate facilities ¢z continue violuting the polluticn standards
wvhile the debate goes on (2. €I). The situation is exquisitely

Byzantine.

Legislation to clarify the administrative responsibility
‘ana financial authority for carrying out the agreed program
i1s obviously desirable. The General Assently should create
without referendurn, a county-wide sanitary district with
exclusive authority to constiruct and operate sevwage treat-
ment facilities thrcoughout the county, and witn adequate
autherity to rzaise money by tarxes, general obligation
and revenue pbonds, sprecizl assessments, user and connection
chavges, and other m2ans. The County, or the General Assemdly,

?Cl]t 53¢ «nacht a subdivision crdinance, i one is not now

iL $ . requldring any nes land develover to pay the ccceu
ol auziticonnl racasrzies regulieed to poiiect and trzat 1tz
antic od snewzge befors permission is given to begin develop-
ment, t . gome such legiziation will be enacted this

autuwmn.

Ve cannot, however, count on it, nor afford to vwrinz our
hands while we wait, It has taken fifteen years already, and
nothing hzs been done. 2 have no azsurance that legislation
will be forthcoumzing. The existing governments in CuPage
County haves authority to do what is necessary even undéer the
present patchwork laws; and what thay have pouver to do we can
and should ordzr them to do in order to remove the present
threat of pollution., See Environaental Protection Act,
section 13 and 13 (c), authorizins the Board to adcpt regulations
to prevent water pollution, specilically including standards
relating to the construction and operation of facilities designed

to prevent pollution.

2. The bill procosed by DuPage and Lake Counties to allow
fer county-run subregions easch bearing its own costs would
he satisluctory if it did not leave the creation of subreglions
u» to a rf°ererjv1 znd allcn deannexation by local cption,

if section 4¢ of the Environmentzl Protection fct wers

1 anzously awonded to include counties, as discussed
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The Tounty ana all municiralities and Sznitary districts
... hav auiru-*g" te nrtruct, accuire, and operate sewage treat-
mﬂn, facilitizs (I1l. Rev. Stat., ch. 24, B 11-141-2

,--s); ch. 3%, 8 3111 (counties); ch. 42, 88 306,
districitz). All have the power of condemnaticn
for : i1¢ipal or sanitary district boundaries
(ch. 24, § 11-141-2; ci:. 34, & 3110; ch. 42, 8 307).
Municipa1¢t*~_ and sanitary districts may accept and treat
sevwaze frow: outside th=zlr becurdaries (ch. 24, B 11-146-1; ch.
§ 310,, ray contract with one another, if adjacent, for the
common construction or use oi facilities (ch. 24, & 11-147-1);
and may contract for the county to provide sewage treatment, the
local governizent paying its share of costs (ch. 24, 8§ 11-147-4;
ch. 34, '8 3131). 21! these governments have ‘authority to - -
raise funds by revenue and general obligation bonds, by user
and connection charges, by gereral taxation, and by special
asses ssment under the new Constitution effective July 1 (R. 188).

(¥unicipali
306.1 \San4t_r
without rezgard

4z,

I]linai° Planning Comnission, after exztencive
Rezional as*e"a ter Plan for the Chicagc
pian, éndorsed by the Env‘ronmenug]

The Northeastern
study, has adopted a

metronelitan area. This

Protoction Aneacy at cur nzarings (4. ‘401, contecmplates 2
Nine-ilant cveton concisting of the exi Isting planru cperatea
Dy Gitn milyn ang West Jnhieaso wnd Dy Lo FMiheaion 00 GI0nadALC
Sanitary Dizirietz; a conloiidaticon of the existing Elmhurct
and Sz2it Qreszk 3anitary Dictriczt rlants; and new piants at
Naperville, UYoodéridge, and (twe) in t e Addison-‘Ucodridge
area (See HIP'C, Fegional Wastewater Plan, adopted l:arch ,
1971; R. 59-6I, 63-54). This plan apneawo,-on the basis of
the evidence go far before us, to be an entirely reasonsble
means of eliminating the pressnt problemn. In the absence of
contrary  evidence, we think it should be carried out at once.

ons prescribing exactly which
rlant. It would appear sensible,

Ve could draft regfulati
government 1 to build which

" if nothing better can be worked out in a reasonable time, that
the Wheaton and Einsdale Sanitary Districts and Elmhurst, Glern

Ellyn, and Yest Chicaso each take responsibility for treatment
in its region, since the: are operatcrs of existing plants
that are to be expandzg to becoie parts of the new plan, and

that the County build the new plants. Or we could order every-

onc else to contract for the County to supply service every-
where. Ve shall not hzsitate to order just this il the parties
and the legislature canrot aciree on a better institutional frams-
vork such as a single county-wide district as sug;csted aoove.
But we propose to z2llow siy months for such a framework to be
created hefors doing so. Consa2quently the present proposal is

to reguire the impilerentation ¢f the RIPC plen by January, 1275,
aliowing =iz wonths for a rezolution ol the "'ninigt""t*ve



until reglon-liza
will not be per:i
future water cusli
waste treatment.
Mayor Hottke o
There has lLeen
going on, and
we are geoinz t

We need you he
back anrd wait

up with a solu
never hapnen.

because we hav
districis and

perretuazion ¢f
I thinic 3% hag
Folivvion Contr
agericy and y:u
ard say, "Thisz

a rnarcsate from
is to for:: a n

e agree that
grescribing what sh
districts, but vwe c
The
not come to terus.
DuPage County whd s
to get togetaer on
inadeguate plants a
into its revolting
people of the Count
construction of nec
even more essential,

streaas cannost wailt

11 he zetiled In an adjudicative Board

wresve g final detalled program, and
ecnrtruction of facilitiss. The croposail

ture piants must con’orm to the regional

nzw geveloprment will be permitted after 1975

on iz sceonnlished; and.that recionalization

23 te postpone ccmpliance with exzisting or

¥ stendards or requlrements for advanced

£ Itacsca put the matter clearly and succinctly:

much tglk much dialog, much discussion
nothins ha* teen dene . . . I think
o] lea on the Foliution Controi Board . . . .
re to say, "This must be dcne." Ve can't sit
orn the county or the mayors and managers to come
tion, tecause in my opinion . . . 1t will

We are not going to get an agrecnent
e constant bjckering between the sanitary
the cormunities., They are all locking for
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ine~plant Gistrict . . . . 5, 280, 238¢).

it is for us to unravel the present jam by
all te done. Ve cannot create sanitary
an order plantes built and intend to do s=o.
consensus among those who will
e add that it 1s not only tre people of
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re forced to accept whatever DuPage puts
strecams. It is therefore imperative that
¥y not be permitted a veto power over the
essary treatment works, and it will beconme
if the Legislature chooses to entrust

Sor

o
vile

the job of carrx;x“ out lIPC's plan to the County itseli, that

secticn 46 of th
the Bozrd has alrea

bonds by countlec a
ordarsd

46 waz t
ursge once ha

Public comizent

Envircnitental Frotection Act be amsnded, as
dy reguested, to permit non-relerendum

s well &s by other iocal governments
rd criswlion of counties frem se
no justification in policy;

- b -J )
restified.

ln‘-.e

ac

=
MIERS
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STCS REGULLTIONS:
251, OF SPRAY 1NSULATION

FPREAMBLE

It is hereby determined that the uhcont;olled discharge of
asbestos fiber into the envircnment tends to severely eniZanger the
public hecalth and welfare and that the uncontrolled spraving of
other fiber-containing material unreasonably interferes with the
enjoyment of life and propertv.

1. Definitions

Agency - The Il}inois Envircntental Protection #gency.

Asbhestos - Any fiber or any mixture containing fiber of
hydrated silicate mineral, which, aon the
basis of its cristalline structure, Zfalls
into one nf two categories: :

(1) pyrozenes - chrysatile fiber;
(2) amthiboles - crocidolite, andsite,
tremolite, actinolyte or anthoziiylite

iiber.
Commercial
CActivity - Any activity donc for hire or having financial
' profit as a primary ain.
Debris - Asbestos-containing waste produced by the
demolition of a structure.
Spraying - The pneumatic application of matcrial used
for firerroofing or insulaticn.
Waste - Any asbestos-containing matter which has been

or is intended to be discarded.
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2. Ceneral Recuirements

No commercial actiwvity, not otherwise hereinafter pro-
hibited, involving the discharge of asbestos fiber into ths
environment from the construction, alteration, repair or
demolition of a structure or from the processing or manu-
facturing Sf”asbeétoé—céntainiﬁg'pro&ucté; shall be concduc+ted
unless the person or entity in charge of such activity con-
plies with the following reculations:

A. A permit shall be ob€ained from the Environmer.tal
Frotection Agency to engage in such activity, Before
obtaining such permit, the applicant shall demonstrate coaizlianc’
with the following safeguards; ) |

(1) The designation of persconnel to exer-
cise full-time supervisory authority over all
aspccts of the activity fronm which the release of
asbestos fiber into the environment could result, in

such a manner as to insure comrliance witn the per-

tinent asbestos control regulations.



(2) That ﬁach cimzloyee engaged in such actiwviis
has congpletad or will comnlate a éatisfactary course
of instruction o the potential hazards of exposufe £
asbestos fiber including the preczutions that must be
obsexrved to prevent or ;gsyrict the dispersion of azies-
tos fiber into the environment. . ‘

(3) That such additional safeguarcs as are hcrein-
after specifically reguirad and such precautions consisten

with the purposc of these regulations as the Tavironmanta

™

Protection Rucncy dcems necessary under Lhe circumstances
shall be complicd with.

B. Facilities shall be provided and p:océdurés instituted
and supzrvised that prevent the reﬁoval of asbestos-ccontaining
material from the site on the clothing of emplovees.

C. Asbestos-containing wastes shall be immeciately vacuaned
or otherwise collected where vacuuming is impossible, and shall be
placed in a'container resistent to tearing or breaking under no:nai
handling conditicns, wnich shall be tightly sealed and clearly marke:

as containing asbestos waste. Such containers shall be placed direc!
upon a vehicle for disposal by burial at an approved site.

This subsection (C) shall not apply to the cdenolition of a

structurc, except as provided in Section 4(3) (1) arnd (&) or to tn

disposal of sludge waste except as provided in Section 5(C).
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f asbestos~containing material is gro-

o)
N

A. The spraving
B. Noe—esbestos varticulate matier used for insulation
or fireproofing shall no:t be scrayed unless the following §roce-
dures are taken:
N (1) Before the start of spraying operations, all
floor areas shall be svcpt cleae and cleared of all objec ts, mater-
ial and equipment other than that employed in the application of
the fiber~containing material, or, in the alterﬁative, all such
okjects, material arnd equipment ghall be covered with plastic
or plastic-coated tarpzulins.

(2) The entire floor or area to be sprayed shill be
enclosed with plastic or plastic-coated tarpaulins iﬁ a manner wviic;
shall preclude the escape of fiber-containing material from the
enclosure. All interior open areas such as elevatcr shafecs and
staifwells shall be enclosed in a manner which shall prevent tie
escapc of fiber-containing material from the working area. "Stacx
effect” of the shafts, stairwells and comparable spaces snall be
considered in providing proper enclosures.

' (3) Regardless of adherence to the stated control prac-

tices, any visible emission of fiber-containing materials bevoni

the building perimeter will be considered a violation. -
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(4) In case of v
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the construction size, immediate sieps shall be taxen to cause taz

cessation of such eniscsions by either effective control mzasures or

work stoppage at the source of the emiscsions.There siiall then ke

immediate and comzlete cleanus of all material that has escaped

-y

the construction site, anc measures shzll be taken that will insure
that no further dispersal of any fibrous material into the atmos-
~phere can-occur.-

(5) The entire sorayed area, all ledges ané surfaces in—
cluding tarpaulins within the enclosures shall be thoroughly

vacuumed upon comzletion of the spraying operation and immediately
.l

before the enclosure is dismantled. The vacuum cleancr shall con-
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material wnich shall be removed from the vacuumlcleaner ané tightlw
sealed. The bag shall then be placed in a container and disposed

of at an approved site in accordance with Sec%ion'l(C).

(6) &ll areas used for ogening bags containing fibrous
material or the changing of hoppers shall be enclosed so as to
prevent the cscape of such material from the immediate area in vhich
such activity occurs. |

(7) Any plenum or other structure coated with or coﬁtainin;

fibrous insulation and usedé in the circulation of air in a building

- —— — < et 42 T 2 et < 4
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shall be thoroughly cleane: of

o

11 debris and waste insulation.

-

All. applied fiber-containing insvlation within a plenum or cuct

shall be coated with a sealant which grecluaes exgosure of the
fiber-containing material to the circulating air.

4. 2STRUCTIC ALTERATICY
A?D RITPAIR O: STRYCTUE

A. (1) The cutting, trimming, fitting or strivzing o
g g o)

.asbestos~-containing naterlal 1n the constructlon, alteration or

repair of a structure vwhich is Jone at the s*te of auch structure
shall be conducted within a special enclosure cdesignzd to cre-

clude the escape of ashestos fiber from the immediate area of such

"
enclosure.

(2) The mgchanical exaausticn of dust from such en-
closure to the ambient air is prohibited unless such exhaust system
is eqguipped with a fabric filter for dust collect*oq.

B. Asbestos-coataining material applied in th2 constructicn
alteration or repair of a structure shall be coated with a sealant,
provided with a cover or installed in some othar maaner so as to

preclude exposure of the asbestos fiber to the circulating air

5. DIMOLITIOH

A. Where the risk of rzublic expcsure to asbestos {iber
from the dislodging of asbestos-centaining materials is prasent,
no demolition of a structure shkall be initiated unless all saf

guards necessary and practicable to reduce the emission of ‘dus

(e
v
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taken. -



—~~—

Such procedurcs shall include, .but are not necessarily

linmited to:

(1) Boilers and pives insulated with asbestos-contzining
material shall be wetted and stripped before;toppling of walls
is begun. This procelure shall be followed, where practicable,
as to all other asbestos-lined surfaces. Such asbestos waste shall
be immediately bagged and dié;osed of in accordarce witn Sec. I(C).

(2) Demolition by tozpling of walls is prohibiteé exceot
within ;n enclosure apcroved by the Environmental Protection
Agency as pmart of the permit grahted fof demolition of that
structure. i

(3) Before thz demolition of any section of the structure,
adequate wetting to suppress the dust shall bhe emzlcyved.

(4) Asbestos-containing debris shall not be céropzed or
thrown from any floor but shall be frans;orted’by dust-ticht chutes
or buckets. Asbestos-containing debris in chutes or buckets
shall be sufficiently wetted to preclude Qust diszersion at the
point of discharge.

(5) All asbestos-containing debris shall be thoroughly

wetted before loading into trucks, other vehicles or containers,
During transport such waste shall be enclosed or covered so as to
prevent dust dispersion. asbestos-containing debris shall be

disposed by burial at an approved site.
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. ‘B. In the event asbestos-contairing matter becomes air-

—

~
cem-

borne bevond the property boundaries or in the event freeczing
peratures preclude thc use of water for'dust suppression, germoliticn
work shall cease until acdecvuwate alternate measures can be taken.

6. MANUPACTURING

A. (1) No factoryv, plant or enterprise which engacges in
the processing or manufacturing of any ashestos-containing croduct .
shall emit asbestos fiber into the ambient air in excess of .5 fiber
per cubic centimeter of air. The ambient air guality at the boundarf

of such factory, plant or enterprise shall not exceed .05 fiber per
S

cubic centimeter of air.
2). On'y tinore of 3 miczons Or Urgatl
a length to brecadth ratio of 3 to 1 shall be couated. .

(3) Sampling shall be determined by the membrane filter

method with phase contrast microscopy at 430 g magnification.

B. No water used in processing or manufacturing which con-
tains concentrations of asbestos fiber shall be c¢ischzarged into
sewage systems or to the waters of Illinois.

C. Waste sludge containing asbestos collected from settlin
ponds shéll be enclosed during transport and shall be disposéd by
burial at an approved site.

w. ASBESTOS~-CONTAINING
PRODUCTS '

It is hereby determined that the continuous emission of
asbestos fiber from asbestos-containing groducts contributzs sig-
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nificéntly to the iﬁEreasing volume of asbestos-fiber in the
ambiént air and endangers :the health of future generations.
A. No product which may emit asbestos-fiber during its
transportation shall_be transcorted unless such procuct is
‘enclosed in such a ranner as to precluce the emission of
asbestos fiber into the ambient air.
”BT_.The use of asbestos in the brake lining of vehicles

manufactured after January 1, 1975, and soldﬂfor use in

Illinois is prohibited.



