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Attendance At Meeting. 

Present — The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, and Aldermen Mazola, 
Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, 
Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, 
Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, 
Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, 
Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone. 

Absent - Alderman Shiller. 

Call To Order. 

On Tuesday, February 4, 1992 at 1 0:00 A.M., The Honorable Richard 
M. Daley, Mayor, called the City Council to order. Mr. Daniel J. Burke, 
Deputy City Clerk, called the roll of members and it was found that there were 
present at that time: Aldermen Mazola, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Jones, Coleman, 
Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Miller, Medrano, E. Smith, Burrell, 
Bialczak, Gabinski, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, 
Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 
39. 

Quorum present. 

Invocation. 

Reverend Harold White, Pastor of True Light Baptist Church, opened the 
meeting with prayer. 
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REPORTS A N D C O M M U N I C A T I O N S F R O M 
CITY OFFICERS. 

Rules Suspended-TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. WILLIE DIXON. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, presented the following 
communication: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - 1 transmit herewith a resolution honoring 
the late Willie Dixon. 

Your favorable consideration ofthis resolution will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

Alderman Tillman moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily for the 
immediate consideration of and action upon the said proposed resolution. The 
motion Prevailed. 

The following is said proposed resolution: 

WHEREAS, Willie Dixon, one of the greatest blues artists of the 20th 
Century, passed away on Wednesday, January 29, 1992, in Burbank, 
California, at the age of seventy-six; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Dixon came to Chicago from his native Vicksburg, 
Mississippi, at the age of seventeen and made our city his home for the next 
fifty years; and 
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WHEREAS, The career of Willie Dixon was one of creative genius, from 
its beginnings when he sold his early works to traveling blues groups in the 
1930's to the present, where his music is revered by millions; and 

WHEREAS, His songs were recorded by many ofthe other great names in 
music, including Muddy Waters, Howlin' Wolf, Bo Diddley, The Rolling 
Stones, Elvis Presley, The Doors, Peggy Lee, Fleetwood Mac, Koko Taylor, 
Steve Winwood, Chuck Berry and many more; and 

WHEREAS, Willie Dixon participated from the very beginning in the 
Chicago Blues Festival, helping to make this annual event one of great 
international stature for the city; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Dixon was a main force in assisting underprivileged 
children, both with Chicago's "Blues in the Schools" program and his 
national Blues Heaven Foundation to provide scholarships and musical 
instruments to low-income youngsters; and 

WHEREAS, Willie Dixon was a cornerstone of the musical community, 
which assured Chicago's status as the "Blues Capital of the World", and was 
one of our most prized citizens; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the Mayor and members of the City Council, 
assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, honor the memory of Willie 
Dixon as we extend our deepest sympathy to his family on the loss of this 
magnificent artist; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Mr. Willie Dixon. 

On motion of Alderman Tillman, seconded by Alderman Troutman, the 
foregoing proposed resolution was Adopted by a rising vote. 

At this point in the proceedings, The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, 
rose to remember Willie Dixon as a true Chicagoan dedicated to his family, 
committed to his music and possessed of an unwavering resolve to help young 
people. Lauding him for his organizational assistance with the now 
internationally renown Chicago Blues Festival, the Mayor cited Willie Dixon 
as a person who gave something back to the community, who had a lasting 
impact on all he met. After declaring that the music of Willie Dixon will live 
on. Mayor Daley extended his personal condolences, as well as those of all 
Chicagoans, to the family of Willie Dixon. 

Mayor Daley then invited the family of Willie Dixon — daughters Shirley 
Dixon-Nelson and Evetta Dixon; son, Alberto Lorato; grandson, Alex Dixon; 
niece, Linda Turner; nephew, Lionel Turner; and grandniece, Tracy Holland, 
accompanied by Alderman Tillman and Alderman Troutman, to join 
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him on the Mayor's rostrum. Speaking on behalf of her family, Ms. Dixon-
Nelson stated that her father had often spoken of his desire to return to 
Chicago, where he was committed to establishing his Blues Heaven 
Foundation to assist young artists in becoming conversant with the business 
aspects of the music industry. Declaring Chicago the Blues capital of the 
world, Ms. Dixon-Nelson vowed to bring her father's dream to fruition. Ms. 
Dixon-Nelson then thanked Mayor Daley, the City Council and the people of 
Chicago for the respect and affection shown her father. 

At the invitation of Mayor Daley, Shirley Dixon-Nelson and Alberto Lorato, 
accompanied by Alex Dixon on the piano, then performed the Willie Dixon 
classics'T Think I Got The Blues" and "I Just Wanna Make Love To You". At 
the conclusion of the performance, the artists were warmly applauded by the 
Council and its assembled guests. 

REGULAR ORDER OF BUSINESS RESUMED. 

i2e/erred-APPOINTMENTS OF MS. EMILY NICKLIN AND 
MR. DARRYL DE PRIEST AS MEMBERS OF 

BOARD OF ETHICS. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, at the request of two aldermen present (under the 
provisions of Council Rule 43) Referred to the Committee on Committees, 
Rules and Ethics: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CITY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - I have appointed the following persons as 
members ofthe Board of Ethics: 

Emily Nicklin, for a term expiring July 31, 1993, to succeed Albert 
Hofeld, who has resigned; and 
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Darryl DePriest, reappointed for a term expiring July 31,1995. 

Your favorable consideration of these appointments will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

iJe/erred-APPOINTMENTS OF VARIOUS INDIVIDUALS 
AS MEMBERS OF COMMUNHY DEVELOPMENT 

COMMISSION. . 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, at the request of two aldermen present (under the 
provisions of Council Rule 43)/Je/erred to the Committee on Economic and 
Capital Development: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - I have appointed the following persons as 
members of the Community Development Commission: 

Peter A. Fasseas, for a one year term; 

Bette Cerf Hill and David J. Stewart for two j^ear terms; 

Elvin E. Charity and,Clyde Martin, Sr. for three year terms; 

Jesus M. Valle and Jonathan Kleinbard for four year terms; and 

Marina Carrott and Valerie B. Jarrett for five ye:ar terms. 
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Your favorable consideration of these appointments will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

i2e/errecZ-APPOINTMENTS OF VARIOUS INDIVIDUALS AS 
MEMBERS OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

COMMISSION. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor i rsubmit tedthb following 
communication which was, at the request of two aldermen present (undfer the 
provisions of Council Rule 43) i?e/i2rrecZ to the Committee on Economic and 
Capital Development: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - I have appointed the following persons as 
members of the Economic Development Commission: 

George Munoz, Donald L. Beal, Sr., Bernard F. Brennan, John P. 
Frazee, James J. O'Connor, Peter N. Rogers and Debora M. deHbyos, for 
one year terms; 

Susan M. Larson, Daryl F. Grisham, Dennis D. Hack, Arthur R. 
Velasquez, Norman M. Hassinger, Jr., Jane Campa "J.C." Alvarez and 
Niranjan S. Shah, for two year terms; and 

Ping Tom, Barbara Burrell, Allan B. Muchiii, James R. Boris, Michael 
G. Breslan, John D. La Sage, Leo F. Mullen, Jolyh H. Robichaux and 
John W. Thompson, for three year terms. 
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Your favorable consideration of these appointments will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

Referred - APPOINTMENT OF MS. ADELA CEPEDA 
AS MEMBER OF PUBLIC BUILDING 

COMMISSION OF CHICAGO. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication ^yhich was, at the request of two aldermen present (under the 
provisions ofCouncil Rule 43) i?e/i2rred to the Committee on Finance: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - I have appointed Adela Cepeda as a 
member of the Public Building Commission, for a term expiring September 
30,1994,'to succeed Allison Davis. 

Your favorable consideration of this appointment will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mq.yor, 
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Re/erred - AMENDMENT OF THLE 9, CHAPTER 60, 
SECTION 080 OF MUNICIPAL CODE OF 

CHICAGO CONCERNING PEDESTRIAN 
USE OF ALLEYS. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith, i?e/errecZ to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - At the request of the Corporation 
Counsel, I transmit herewith an ordinance amending Section 9-60-080 ofthe 
Municipal Code ofChicago pertaining to pedestrian use of alleys. 

Your favorable consideration ofthis ordinance will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

Referred-EXPANSION OF ENTERPRISE ZONE FIVE 
BOUNDARIES. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith, iie/'errecZ to the Committee on Finance: 
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN .- At the reques t of the Acting 
Commissioner of Planning and Development, I t ransmit herewith an 
ordinance expanding the boundaries of Enterprise Zone V. 

Your favorable consideration ofthis ordinance will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF AGREEMENT 
WHH CHICAGO TRANSH AUTHORHY CONCERNING 

RECONSTRUCTION OF FRANKLIN-ORLEANS 
STREET VIADUCT. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith. Referred to the Committee on Finance: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN -- At the reques t of the Act ing 
Commissioner of Transportation, I t ransmit herewith an ordinance 
authorizing execution of an agreement between the City and the Chicago 
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Transit Authority regarding reconstruction of the Franklin-Orleans Street 
viaduct. 

Your favorable consideration ofthis ordinance will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

Referred - APPROVAL OF LICENSE AGREEMENT WHH UNITED 
STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE FOR INSTALLATION 

OF AUTOMATED SURFACE OBSERVING SYSTEM 
AT CHICAGO O'HARE INTERNATIONAL 

AIRPORT. 

The Honorable Richard M, Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith, i?e/errecZ to the Committee on Aviation: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - At the request of the Commissioner of 
Aviation, I transmit herewith an ordinance approving a license agreement 
between the United States Department of Commerce and the City ofChicago 
for the installation pf an Automated Surface Observing Systeni for 
monitoring ofthe weather at O'Hare International Airport. 

Your favorable consideration ofthis ordinance will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, < 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 
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Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR SUBLEASE TO FARLEY 
CANDY COMPANY OF CERTAIN CITY-LEASED 

PROPERTY FOR EXPANSION OF 
COMPANY'S OPERATIONS. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith, i?e/erred to the Committee on Housing and Real Estate: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - At the reques t of the Acting 
Commissioner of Planning and Development, I t ransmit herewith an 
ordinance authorizing the City to sublease to the Farley Candy Company 
the City's interest in certain property leased from the Metropolitan Water 
Reclamation District. The property will be used in the expansion of the 
company's operations. 

Your favorable consideration of this ordinance will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

Referred- AUTHORIZATION FOR CONVEYANCE 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTIES TO QUALIFIED 

PARTICIPANTS PURSUANT TO URBAN 
HOMESTEADING PROGRAM. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith, i?e/erred to the Committee on Housing and Real Estate: 
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN — At the reques t of the Act ing 
Commissioner of Housing, I transmit herewith an ordinance authorizing the 
conveyance of two properties consisting of vacant single-family homes to two 
qualified lottery participants pursuant to the Urban Homesteading 
Program. ^ 

Your favorable consideration ofthis ordinance will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

Referred-APPROVAL FOR SALE OF PARCEL HR-9 IN 
HYDE PARK-KENWOOD CONSERVATION AREA 

TO KENWOOD AREA HOUSING, INC. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith, i?e/errecZ to the Committee on Housing and Real Estate: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - At the reques t of the Act ing 
Commissioner of Housing, I transmit herewith an ordinance approving the 
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sale of Parcel HR-9, located at 4901 - 4919 South Cottage Grove Avenue, in 
the Hyde Park-Kenwood Conservation Area to Kenwood Area Housing, Inc. 
The redeveloper will develop the parcel with 60 units of subsidized housing 
for the elderly in accordance with the Hyde Park-Kenwood Conservation 
Plan, as amended. 

Your favorable consideration ofthis ordinance will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

Referred- AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF LICENSE 
AGREEMENT WHH WISCONSIN CENTRAL, LTD. AND 

SOO LINE RAILROAD FOR REPLACEMENT OF 
WATER MAIN AND TUNNEL UNDER 

RAILROAD TRACKS AT 
FOSTER AVENUE. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith,/Ze/erred to the Committee on Housing and Real Estate: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February4,1992. ^ ^ 

Tothe Honorable, The City Council of the City ofChicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - At the request of the Commissioner of 
Water, I transmit herewith an ordinance authorizing execution of a License 
Agreement between the City, Wisconsin Central, Ltd. and the Soo Line 
Railroad for replacement of the water main and tunnel under the railroad 
tracks at Foster Avenue. 
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Your favorable considei-ation of this ordinance will be appreciated. 

> Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. . 

Referred-APPROVAL FOR AWARD OF BENEFHS AND 
SALE OF CHY-OWNED PROPERTY TO WEST 

HUMBOLDT PARK JOINT VENTURE 
UNDER PHASE E OF NEW 

HOMES FOR CHICAGO 
PROGRAM. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith, i?e/€rrecZ to the Committee on Housing and Real Estate: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - At the reques t of the Act ing 
Commissioner of Housing, I transmit herewith an ordinance approving an 
award of benefits and sale of city-owned property to the West Humboldt 
Park Joint Venture to build up to 20 homes under Phase II of the New 
Homes for Chicago Program. 

Your favorable consideration of this ordinance will be appreciated.: 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 
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Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR ACCEPTANCE OF DEED 
OF STREETS WHHIN CRAWFORD INDUSTRIAL 

PARK. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, submitted the following 
communication which was, together with the proposed ordinance transmitted 
therewith. Referred to the Committee on Transportation and Public Way: 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CHY OF CHICAGO 

February 4,1992. 

To the Honorable, The City Council of the City of Chicago: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - At the request of the Act ing 
Commissioner of Planning and Development, I transmit herewith an 
ordinance authorizing acceptance of a deed of streets within the Crawford 
Industrial Park at 43rd Street and Pulaski Road. 

Your favorable consideration ofthis ordinance will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) RICHARD M. DALEY, 
Mayor. 

City Council Informed As To Miscellaneous 
Documents Filed In City Clerk's Office. 

The Honorable Walter S. Kozubowski, City Clerk, informed the City Council 
that documents have been filed in his office relating to the respective subjects 
designated as follows: 
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Placed On File-BOARD OF ETHICS ANNUAL REPORT. 

The Board of Ethics Annual Report for the period of July 31, 1990 through 
August 1,1991, submitted by Angeles L. Fames, Vice Chair, which was Placed 
on File. 

Placed On File - CHY COMPTROLLER'S QUARTERLY REPORTS 
FOR PERIOD ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1991. 

Also, the following document received in the City Clerk's Office, from Mr. 
Walter K. Knorr, City Comptroller, which was Placed on File: 

City of Chicago Corporate Fund: Condensed Statement of Cash Receipts 
and Disbursements for the three months ended December 31,1991; 

Statement of Funded Debt as of December 31,1991; 

City of Chicago Corporate Fund: Statement bf Floating Debt as of 
December 31,1991. 

Placed On FiZe - NOTIFICATIONS OF SALE OF GENERAL 
OBLIGATION TENDER NOTES, SERIES 1992A, 

1992B AND 1992C 

Also, a communication from Mr. Walter K. Knorr, City Comptroller, 
concerning the notifications of sale of General Obligation Tender Notes, Series 
1992A, 1992B and 1992C, which was Placed on File. 

Placed On FiZe-INSPECTOR GENERAL'S QUARTERLY REPORT 
: ; FOR PERIOD ENDED JANUARY 15, 1992. 

Also, a communication from Mr. Alexander Vroustouris, Inspector General, 
filed in the Office ofthe City Clerk pursuant to Title 2, Chapter 56, Section 120 
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of the Municipal Code of Chicago, transmitting a quarterly report identifying 
the following investigations for the period ended January 15,1992, which was 
Placed on File: r , v • 

Investigations Initiated: 332 

Investigations Concluded: 208 

Investigations Pending: 1,327 

Investigations of Employees: 318 

Investigations of Appointed 0 
Officials: 

Investigations of Elected 2 
Officials: 

Investigations of Con tractors, _ :,i; 12 
Subcontractors and Persons - v^;^ 
Seeking City Contracts: 

Investigations of Persons 0 
Seeking Certificatibn of i g ' 

ilit Eligibility: ; -,, -^ 

Investigations Involving 332 
Alleged Misconduct: 

Investigations Involving 0 
Waste or Inefficiency: 

Placed On File-APPROVAL BY CHICAGO PLAN COMMISSION 
AND DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING OF CERTAIN 

PROPOSALS. 0 

Also, copies of resolutions adopted by the Chicago Plan Commission on 
January 9, 1992, and reports of the Department of Planning, approving the 
following proposals, which were PZaced on.; FiZe; 
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Department Of General Services, Real Estate Section. 

Disposition Of Vacant City-Owned Property. 

Referral Number Ward Project 

92-001-02 24 1256 South Kedvale Avenue 

92-002-02 33 3542 West Fullerton Avenue 

92-003-02 29 5745 West Midway Park 

92-004-02 29 240 - 246 North Central 
Avenue/5607 - 5615 
West Fulton Street. 

92-005-02 2 505 East Oakwood Boulevard 

' . ,2 4027 South State Street 

2 .. .4029. South State Street 

3 5001 South Princeton Avenue 

3 5003 South Princeton Avenue 

3 5353 South Morgan Street 

3 5355 South Morgan Street 

3 5623 South Halsted Street 

3 5649 South Halsted Street 

3 942 West 54th Street 

. 3 5633 South Wentworth Avenue 

3 5635 South Wentworth Avenue 

6 7114 South Champlain Avenue 

6 7116 South Champlain Avenue 
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Referral Number 

. • . . ; . , 

- V ^ " " . . . ' • : •"• ' .• 

. . . - r - • 

War( 

6 

11 

15 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

17 

: 20 

20 

20 

20 

20 

20 

24 

24 

24 

24 

24 

Project 

7158 South Greenwood Avenue 

245 West 45th Street 

6349 - 6355 South Winchester 
Avenue 

1434 West 63rd Street 

1436 West 63rd Street 

1519 West 59th Street 

6232 South Ada Street 

6554 South Union Avenue 

6558 South Union Avenue 

7145 South Peoria Street 

6450 South Ellis Avenue 

6452 South Ellis Avenue 

6453 South Ingleside Avenue 

6457 - 6459 South Ingleside 
Avenue 

6507 South Drexel Avenue 

931 - 9 4 5 East 65th Street 

741 South Albany Avenue 

808 - 810 South Albany Avenue 

1256 South Kedvale Avenue 

1443 South Trumbull Avenue 

1540 South Pulaski Road 
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Referral Number 

: . : ^ - . . - . • • 

Ward 

24 

24 

24 

^ 2 4 . 

24 

24 

24 

24^^'^ 

24 

Project 

1816 - 1820 South Christiana 
Avenue 

1 
1 

1916 South Kedzie Avenue 

3100 West Polk Street 

3438 West Roosevelt Road ^ 

3710 West Roosevelt Road ; 
i 

4116 West Taylor Street 

4118 West Taylor Street 

4135 r- 4145 West 13th Street 

3337 ^-3343 West Ogden 
Avenue 

24 1861 South Kedzie Avenue 

27 2959 - 2961 West Warren 

Boulevard 

28 4456 West Jackson Boulevard 

37 445 North Laramie Avenue 

37 . 447 North Laramie Avenue . 

Placed On FiZe-ANNUAL REPORT OF CHICAGO 
POLICE BOARD. 

Also, the annual report of the Chicago Police Board for the year 1990 
submittedby Mr. Albert C.Maule, President, which was PZaced on File. 
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Placed On FiZe - CERTIFICATION AS TO AMOUNTS OF 
ASSESSMENTS FOR NEW STREET IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM AT SPECIFIED LOCATIONS. 

Also, communications from Mr. Louis Koncza, City Engineer, Department of 
Transportation, addressed to the City Clerk under the date of January 31, 
1992, transmitting certified copies ofthe amounts of assessments for the New 
Street Improvement Program in accordance with Title 10, Chapter 12 of the 
MunicipalCodeofChicago, which were PZaced on File. 

Placed On File - LIST OF CONTRACTS AWARDED TO 
COMPANIES DOING BUSINESS IN OR WHH 

REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA. 

Also, a communication from Mr. Alexander Grzybi Acting Purchasing 
Agent, filed in the Office of the City Clerk pursuant to Title 3, Chapter 68, 
Section 110 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, transmitting a list of contracts 
awarded by the City of Chicago through the Department of Purchases, 
Contracts and Supplies to companies doing business in or with the Republic of 
South Africa, which was Placed on File. 

Placed On File-STATE APPROVAL OF ORDINANCES 
CONCERNING MOTOR FUEL TAX 

FUND PROJECTS. 

• Also, communications from Mr. James C. Slifer, P.E., District Engineer, 
under date of January 14, 1992 announcing that the Department of 
Transportation of the State of Illinois has approved receipt of ordinances 
passed Iby the City Council on the dates noted (involving expenditures of Motor 
Fuel Tax funds) which were Placed on File, as follows: 

March 15, 1991. 

Authorization for allocation of Motor Fuel Tax funds for engineering and 
modernization of traffic control signal at intersection of South Halsted 
Street and West 55th Street. 
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October 23, 1991. 

Authorization for execution of Amendment Number One to City/State 
Project Agreement for improvements of Clark Street between Barry Avenue 
and Foster Avenue as well as intersection of Foster Avenue with Ashland 
Avenue. 

November 27, 1991. 

Authorization for allocation of Motor Fuel Tax funds for Annual Chicago 
Transit Authority Grant pursuant to Regional I Transportation Authority 
Act. 

Amendment of ordinance to decrease allocation of Motor Fuel Tax funds 
for snow and ice control maintenance of improved streets, county and state 
highways. 

Amendnient of ordinance to decrease allocation of Motor Fuel Tax funds 
for repairs to pavements in improved streets, county and state highways. 

Amendment of ordinance to increase allocation of Motor Fuel Tax funds 
for maintenance of trafiic signals and streetlighting systems. 

Placed On File-REPORT OF VOUCHER PAYMENTS FOR 
PERSONAL SERVICES FOR MONTH OF 

DECEMBER, 1991. 

Also, a report received from Mr. Walter K, Knorr, City Comptroller, listing 
the personal services paid by voucher for the month of December, 1991, which 
was PZaced on FiZe and ordered published: 

[Voucher payments printed on page 
11845 of this Journal.] 
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City Council Informed As To Certain Actions Taken. 

PUBLICATION OF JOURNAL. 

The City Clerk informed the City Council that all those ordinances, et cetera 
which were passed by the City Council on January 14, 1992, and which were 
required by statute to be published in book or pamphlet form or in one or more 
newspapers, were published in pamphlet form on January 29, 1992, by being 
printed in full text in printed pamphlet copies ofthe Journal ofthe Proceedings 
ofthe City Council ofthe regular meeting held on January 14,1992, published 
by authority ofthe City Council, in accordance witii the provisions of Title 2, 
Chapter 12, Section 050 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, as passed on June 
27,1990. 

PUBLICATION OF SPECIAL PAMPHLET. 

The City Clerk informed the City Council that the ordinance amending 
Title 11, Chapter 4, Section 1520(f) ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago extending 
a moratorium on the creation or expansion of saiiitary landfills, which was 
considered by the City Council on January 14,1992 and which was requested 
to be published in pamphlet form, was published in pamphlet form on January 
15, 1992, by being printed in full text in a special pamphlet, published by 
authority of the City Council in accordance with the provisions of Title 2, 
Chapter 12, Section 050 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, as passed on June 
27,1990. 

Miscellaneous Communications, Reports, |Et Cetera, Requir ing 
Council Action (Transmitted To City Council By 

City Clerk). 

The City Clerk transmitted communications, reports, et cetera, relating to 
the respective subjects listed below, which were acted upon by the City Council 
in each case in the manner noted, as follows: 
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Referred - ZONING. RECLASSIFICATIONS OF 
PARHCULAR AREAS. 

Applications (in duplicate) together with the proposed ordinances for 
amendment of the Chicago Zoning Ordinance, as amended, for the purpose of 
reclassifjdng particular areas, which were Referred to the Committee on 
Zoning, as follows: 

Anzy's Auto Corporation — to classify as a C2-1 General Commercial 
District instead of a Cl-1 Restricted Commercial District the area shown on 
Map No. 1-L bounded by: 

a line 52.43 feet south of and parallel to West Hubbard Street; North 
Cicero Avenue; a line 152.43 feet south of and parallel to West Hubbard 
Street; arid the alley next west of and parallel to North Cicero Avenue. 

Lawrence Arronis — to classify as an R4 General Residence District 
instead of an R3 General Residence District the area shown on Map No. 17-0 
bounded by: 

a line 260 feet northeast of and parallel to Northwest Highway; North 
Oliphant Avenue; the alley next northeast of Northwest Highway; and 
the alley northwest.of and parallel to North Oliphant Avenue. 

Salvatore M. Chereso - to classify as an R4 General Residence District 
instead of an R3 General Residence District the area shown on Map No. 9-L 
bounded by: 

West Eddy Street; a line 296,10 feet west of and parallel to North Cicero 
Avenue; a line 102.17 feet south of and parallel to West Eddy Street; and 
a line 408.62 feet west of and parallel to North Cicero Avenue. 

Harris Trust & Savings, as Trustee, under Trust Number 94881, dated 
3/21/91 — to classify as a C2-1 General Coinmercial District instead of a B4-1 
Restricted Service District the area shown on Map No. 7-L bounded by: 

West Diversey Avenue; a line 175 feet west of and parallel to North 
Lamon Avenue; the alley next south of and parallel to West Diversey 
Avenue; and a line 300 feet west of and parallel to North Lamon 
Avenue. 
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International Investment & Development Company — to classify as a B5-2 
General Service District instead of an R4 General Residence District the 
area shown on Map No. 19-1 bounded by: 

West Howard Street; a line 112.29 feet east of and parallel to the alley 
next east of and parallel to North Maplewood Avenue; the alley next 
south of and parallel to West Howard Street; and the alley next east of 
and parallel to North Maplewood Avenue. 

• • • . 1 

Paul J. Kulas - to classify as a B4-2 Restricted Service District instead of 
an R4 General Residence District the area shown on Map No. l l - I bounded 
by : : ' • r • 

i 
West Lawrence Avenue; a line 50 feet west of and parallel to North 
Virginia Avenue; the alley next south of and parallel to West Lawrence 
Avenue; and a line 150 feet west of and parallel to North Virginia 
Avenue. ' " 

Jose Luis Lopez - to classify as a B2-2 Restricted Retail District instead of 
an R3 General Residence District the area shown on Map No. 6-K bounded 
b y : . " • ' I • • • •• 

i 

West 28th Street; South Tripp Avenue; a line 52 feet south of and 
parallel to West 28th Street; and the alley next west of and parallel to 
South Tripp Avenue. , 

Christine Montet- to classify as an R4 General Residence District instead 
of a B4-2 Restricted Service District the area shown on Map No. 5-H bounded 
by: 

a line 24 feet north of and parallel to West Belden Avenue; North 
Leavitt Street; West Belden Avenue; and the alley northwest of and 
parallel to North Leavitt Street. 

Juan Sanchez, Belen Sanchez & Antomanda, Ltd. - to classify as a Cl-3 
Restricted Coinmercial District instead of a B5-2 General Service District 
and R3 General Residence District the area shown on Map No. 6-J bounded 
by: ; 

1 
I • 
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West 26th Street; a line 58.86 feet east of and parallel to South 
Ridgeway Avenue; a line 49.60 feet south of and parallel to West 26th 
Street; the alley next east of and parallel to South Ridgeway Avenue; a 
line 121.60 feet south of and parallel to West 26th Street; and South 
Ridgeway Avenue. 

The Target Stores - to classify as a B4-3 Restricted Service District 
instead of an M2-3 General Manufacturing District, and then to further 
classify as a Biisiness Planned Development instead of a B4-3 Restricted 
Service District the area shown on Map No. 7-H bounded by: 

West Logan Boulevard; North Elston Avenue; a line 684.91 feet south of 
West Logan Boulevard; a line 598.06 feet west of North Elston Avenue; 
a line 216.05 feet south ofWest Logan Boulevard; a.nd a line 456.77 feet 
west of North Elston Avenue. 

'Terken Builders, Inc. -- to classify as an R4 General Residerice District 
instead of an R2 Single-Family Residence District the area shown on Map 
No. 12-K bounded by: 

West 53rd Street; the alley riext east of arid parallel to South Kilbourn 
Avenue; a line 60 feet south of West 53rd Street; and South Kilbourn 

_ Avenue. 

Referred - CLAIMS AGAINST CHY OF CHICAGO. 

Also, claims against the City of Chicago, which were Referred to the 
Cbninxittee on Finance, filed by the following: 

Ace Rent-A-Car, Inc., Allstate Ins. Co. (3) Anthony Ballenger, Maxine N. 
Brown and John Parker, American Ambassador Ins. Co. (3) Leroy 
McClellan, Lorenzo Sanchez and Kelli A. Vantrease, American States 
Preferred Ins. Co. and Gloria Lowe, Atkins Allie B., Ayers Paul E.; 

Bijak Walter, Blache Joyce, Braihland Bill C , Bromark Lois M.; Brown 
Sr. Irving, Buechele Karen M.; 
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Cardona Rosa L., Cerone Anthony M., Cherry Anthony B., Copper HI 
Richard L., Cornell Avenue Apartment Venture, Country Mutual Ins. Co. 
and Niki L. Stevens, Cox Terry, Cruz Luis R.; 

I 

Dancy Gwendolyn W., Debski Greg, Disclafani Mary A-. Dobry Thomas 
G., Dodero Barry A.; ; 

Edwards Helen T. (2), Edwards Mark C , Espinosa Ernesto J., Estudillo 
Bertha G., Ezgo Cab Co.; 

Fett Judy, Finnegan Jim P., Flowers Melvin, Fuerst Jeff, Fulton Joseph; 

Gaines Gwenetta M., Gates Marilyn D., Gehualdi Marie E., Gibson-
Rosado Erica M., Gill Marzell, Gonzales Jorge O,, Gonzalez Mary E., Grant-
Hamblen Mark A., Grunhardt George and Harriet, Gutowsky Angela C , 
Guzell Leonard W.; ! 

HammondCreorge A;, Herring James and Chiefie, Husein Samier M.; 

Illinois Bell Telephone Co. (2), Illinois Farmers Ins. Co. and Mieczyslaw 
Chrzanowski; 1 - r 

Jackson Renins; ! 

Kardaras Robert J., Kasiulis Karen C , Keller Lidya D., Keser Kimberly 
D., Kismartoni Martha A., Kohen Laurie E.,Kozla James F,; 

Lilly Roosevelt; ^ . : ^ li, . ;: 

Madera Kevin J., Malek Joseph L., Marrero Richard A., Maxwell John M., 
Mays Curtis, McElwee HI Newell E.̂  McKenna John A., .Mendoza Gerardo, 
Midgley Janet B., Miyake-Edison Yoshiy Moderri Day Development, Moreno 
Norberto B., Mortensen Neal A., Morton Cleaners; 

Nagorski Edward J., New Light Baptist Church, Nguyen Hy V.; 

Oakley Steven J., O'Doririell Joan M- Olson E. Robert, Osagiede Benson 
O., Osmolski Paul, Oxl^y Scott G.; 

1 

Paletta Kristin L., Peoples Gas Light and Coke Co. (22), Peterson John H., 
Pfeiffer John, Phillips Corydon L., Pickens Frederick; Plippys Rasa O., Ptak 
Wojciech; 

Realubit Frances, Reed Charles D., Ricardez Silvino, Richardson Derek, 
Roberson Jeffrey D., Ryan Donald; 1 

Salis Gary G., Samad Auto Sales and Service, Sejmiour Ronald L., Solon 
Amanda K., Soto G., State Farm Ins. Co. (2) Sandra J. Gibson and Anna 
Shimp, Steinhauer Martin E., Stevenson Mildred, Szutkiewicz Andrzej; 
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Taylor Reginald, Thomas Mary L., Thomas Willie, Tomczak Donna M., 
Tompkins-White Lorene, Tosi Sr. Michael A., Trianos Pizza, Inc.; 

VanAlstine Brian P., VanBorstel Eileen A., Victory Express, Inc.; 

Warnock Phillip A., Washington Laurice M., Weaver Charles H., 
Wiebking David S., Williams Kathy H., Williams Lois E., Wilson Ronald C ; 

ZaragozaJoseL.; ,: M ; ; 

6 Corners Restaurant. 

Referred - RECOMMENDATION BY BOARD OF LOCAL 
IMPROVEMENTS FOR REPEAL OF CERTAIN 

IMPROVEMENT ORDINANCE. 

Also, a communication signed by Mr. Morgan P. Connolly, Superintendent, 
Board of Local Improvements, Department of Transportation, transmitting a 
proposed ordinance to repeal an ordinance passed on October 2, 1991 for 
grading, paving and otherwise improving the roadway of the alleys between 
West Burton Place, West Schiller Street, North State Street and North 
Dearborn Street, which was Referred to Committee on Transportation and 
Public Way. ' -

Referred-PLAT OF SAINT LUCAS FIRST SUBDIVISION 
ON PORTIONS OF WEST FOSTER AVENUE AND ; 

NORTH PULASKI ROAD. -̂

Also, a communication received from Ms. Suzanne Bessette-Smith, with the 
law offices of Nagelberg Smith and Boruszak, P;C., concerning the approval of 
a plat of Saint Lucas First Subdivision located on portions of West Foster 
Avenue and North Pulaski Road, which was/2e)ferred to, j^ Committee on 
Transportation and Public Way. 
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iJe/erred--INSTALLATION OF "STOP" SIGN 
AT WEST 83RD STREET AND 

SOUTH PAULINA STREET. 

Also, a communication from Mr. Roosevelt Hamilton, t ransmit t ing a 
proposed ordinance for the installation of a "Stop" sign on West 83rd Street at 
the intersection with South Paulina Street, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Traffic Control and Safety: I 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

REAPPOINTMENTS OF MR. ARTHUR M. BRAZIER AND 
MR. SAMUEL SAX AS MEMBERS OF PUBLIC 

BUILDING COMMISSION OF CHICAGO. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
• ! 

Your Committee-on Finance, having had under consideration a 
communication authorizing the reappointments of Arthur M. Brazier and 
Samuel Sax as members of the Public Building Commission of Chicago, 
having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
tha t Your Honorable Body Approve the proposed communication 
transmitted herewith. t , • • . ( ; • ? 
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This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and said reappointments of Mr. Arthur M. Brazier and Mr. 
Samuel Sax as members of the Public Building Commission of Chicago were 
Approved by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

ABATEMENT OF 1991 TAXES LEVIED FOR PAYMENT 
OF-PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST ON GENERAL 

OBLIGATION ADJUSTABLE RATE 
BONDS, CENTRAL PUBLIC 

LIBRARY PROJECT 
SERIES A, B AND 

C OF 1988. 

The Coinmittee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 



11854 JOURNAL-CHY COUNGIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Your Committee on Finance, having hadiinnderHconsideration'an 
ordinance authorizing the abatement of the 1991 taxes to beleviedfor the 
purpose of paying principal and interest on' General Obligation Adjustable 
Rate Bonds, Central Public Library Project Series A, B and C of 1988, for the 
amount of $17,419,000, having had the sanie under advisement, begs leave 
to report and recommend that Your HoncJrable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinance transmitted herewith. ^ V. 1 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
ofthe conimittee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Cdleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans; Garcia," Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Heridbn, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, AustiUi Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor; Doherty, Natarus.-Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M, Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. . 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

foregoing vote. The motion was 

WHEREAS, On March 30, 1988, the City ofChicago, Illihoii-(th^ "City") 
issued its General Obligation Adjiistable Rate Bonds, Central Public 
Library Project Series A, B and C of 1988 (ithe "Bonds"), for the purpose of 
providing funds for the acquisition, construction, repair, remodeling, 
improvement, furnishing and equipping of public library facilities; and; 

WHEREAS, The City provided by ordinance adopted,on,December 16, 
1987, for the levy and collection of a direct.-aimual tax sufficient to pay the 
principal of and interest on the Bonds as and when thie same became due and 
payable, said tax levy ordinance having been filed with the County Clerks of 
Cook and DuPage Counties; and 
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WHEREAS, The 1991 Annual Appropriation Ordinance provided for a 
reduction in the 1991 tax levy on certain long-term bonds; and 

WHEREAS, It is now appropriate and in the best interest of the City that 
a portion ofthe amount of taxes levied should be abated; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, 
are hereby authorized and directed to reduce the total amount of 1991 taxes 
to be extended for the purpose of providing revenue for the payment of 
principal of and interest on the Bonds by the sum of $17,419,000. 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to present to and file with 
the County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, a copy of this 
ordinance duly certified by said City Clerk. 

SECTION • 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

ABATEMENT OF 1991 TAXES LEVIED FOR PAYMENT OF 
PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST ON GENERAL 

OBLIGATION ADJUSTABLE RATE 
BONDS, PROJECT SERIES 

OF 1985. 

The Conimittee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the abatement ofthe 1991 taxes to be levied for the 
purpose of paying principal and interest on General Obligation Adjustable 
Rate Bonds, Project Series of 1985, for the amount of $11,081,000, having 
had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that 
Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 



11856 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viya voce vote ofthe members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing coinmittee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Feas— Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwjinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Colemian, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutmari, Evans, Ga:rcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak,'Suarez, Mell, I Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. I 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

foregoing vote. The motion was 

WHEREAS, On December 10, 1985, the City of Chicago, Illinois (the 
"City") issued its General Obligation Adjustable Rate Bonds, Project Series 
of 1985 (the "Bonds"), for the purpose of paying the cost of capital projects, 
capitalizing interest on the Bonds and paying costs of issuance ofthe Bonds; 
and • • ' ' • ' • • • ' ' • ' . . •' 

WHEREAS, The City provided by ordinance adopted on August 20,1985, 
for the levy and collection of a direct annual tax sufficient to pay the 
principal of and interest on the Bonds as anil when the same became due and 
payable, said tax levy ordinance having been filed with the County Clerks of 
Cook and DuPage Counties; and [ ; 

WHEREAS, The 1991 Annual Appropriation Ordinance provided for a 
reduction in the 1991 tax levy on certain loiig-terin bonds; and 

WHEREAS, It is now appropriate and in the best interest of the City that 
a portion ofthe amount of taxes levied should be abated; now, therefore. 
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Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, 
are hereby authorized and directed to reduce the total amount of 1991 taxes 
to be extended for the purpose of providing revenue for the payment of 
principal of and interest on the Bonds by the sum of $11,081,000. 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to present to and file with 
the County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, a copy of this 
ordinance duly certified by said City Clerk. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

ABATEMENT OF $1,979,027 IN 1991 TAXES LEVIED FOR 
RENTAL PAYMENTS TO PUBLIC BUILDING 

COMMISSION OF CHICAGO. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the abatement of 1991 taxes to be levied for the 
purpose of providing revenue for the pajmient of rent on behalf of Public 
Building Commission Building Revenue Bonds, Series A of 1978, for the 
amount of $1,979,027, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to 
report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the conimittee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 
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On motion of:Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays-None . 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

foregoing vote. The motion was 

WHEREAS, The City of Chicago, (the "City") entered into a lease 
approved by the City Council ofthe City on June 7,1978 (the "Lease"), with 
the Public Building Commission of Chicago (the "Commission") for the 
rental of two law enforcement facilities, four 
and a Chicago Public Library site; and 

Streets and Sanitation facilities 

WHEREAS, The Commission issued its Building Revenue Bonds, Series A 
of 1978 secured by the rental pajmients due under the Lease; arid 

WHEREAS, The City provided by ordinariee adopted on June 7, 1978, for 
the levy and collection of a direct annual tax [sufficient to pay the rentals due 
under the Lease, as and when the same became due and payable, the Lease 
and said tax levy ordinance having been filed with the County Clerks of 
Cook and DuPage Counties; and ^ 

WHEREAS, The 1991 Annual Appropriation Ordinance provided for a 
reduction in the 1991 tax levy on certain long-term bonds and leases; and 

WHEREAS, It is now appropriate and in the best interest of the City that 
a portion of the amount of taxes levied should be abated; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the ICity of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, 
are hereby authorized and directed to reduce the total amount of 1991 taxes 
to be extended for the purpose of providing revenue for the pajonent of rent 
on behalf of the City under the Lease by the sum of $1,979,027. 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to present to and file with 
the County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, a copy of this 
ordinance duly certified by said City Clerk. 
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SECTION 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

ABATEMENT OF $2,875,786 IN 1991 TAXES LEVIED 
FOR RENTAL PAYMENTS TO PUBLIC BUILDING 

COMMISSION OF CHICAGO. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

;; CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: ^ 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the abatement of 1991 taxes to be levied for the 
purpose of providing revenue for the payment of rent on behalf of Public 
Building Commission Building Revenue Bonds, Series B of 1975, for the 
amount of $2;875,786, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to 
report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinance transmitted herewith. - ; 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing coinmittee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 
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Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The City ofChicago, Illinois (the "City") entered into a lease 
approved by the City Council of the Citj^ on September 29, 1975 (the 
"Lease"), with the Public Building Commission of Chicago (the 
"Commission") for the rental of three fire stations, a neighborhood health 
center, a law enforcement facility and the Central Library Building; and 

WHEREAS, The Commission issued its Building Revenue Bonds, Series B 
of 1975 secured by the rental payments due under the Lease; and 

WHEREAS, The City provided by ordinance adopted bu: Septeriiber 29, 
1975, for the levy and collection of a direct annual tax sufficient to pay the 
rentals due under the Lease, as and when the same became due and payable, 
the Lease and said tax levy ordinance having been filed with the County 
Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties; and 

WHEREAS, The 1991 Annual Appropriation Ordinance provided for a 
reduction in the 1991 tax levy on certain long-term bbrids and leases; arid 

WHEREAS, It is now appropriate and in the best interest ofthe City that 
a portion ofthe amount of taxes levied should be abated; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the. City ofChicago: 

SECTION 1. The County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, 
are hereby authorized and directed to reduce the total amountof 1991 taxes 
to be extended for the purpose of providing revenue for the payment of rent 
on behalf of the City under the Lease by the sum of $2,875,786. 

SECTION' 2; The City Clerk is hereby directed to present to arid file with 
the County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, a copy of this 
ordinance duly certified by said City Clerk. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall take 
after its passage. 

effect and be in force from and 
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ABATEMENT OF $145,187 IN 1991 TAXES LEVIED FOR 
RENTAL PAYMENTS TO PUBLIC BUILDING 

COMMISSION OF CHICAGO. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the abatement of 1991 taxes to be levied for the 
purpose of providing revenue for pajrment of rent on behalf of Public 
Building Commission Building Revenue Bonds, Series A of 1975, for the 
amount of $145,187, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to 
report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendatiori was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) . EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. • 

Nays —None. 

Alde;nnan Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 
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WHEREAS, The City ofChicago, Illinois (the "City") entered into a lease 
on December 26,1974 (the "Lease") with the Public Building Commission of 
Chicago (the "Commission") for the construction and rental of a Streets and 
Sanitat ion Department Office, an eqiiipirient yard facility and a 
neighborhood health center (the "Sites"); arid 

WHEREAS, The Commission issued its Building Revenue Bonds, Series A 
of 1975 in the principal amount of $38,000,000 for the purpose of paying the 
cost of acquiring, constructing and equippirig the Sites; and 

WHEREAS, The City provided by ordinalnce adopted December 20, 1974, 
for the levy and collection of a direct annual tax sufficient to pay the rentals 
due under the Lease, as and when the sairiie became due and payable, the 
Lease and said tax levy ordinance having been filed with the County Clerks 
of Cook and DuPage Counties; and 

WHEREAS, The 1991 Annual Appropriation Ordinance provided for a 
reduction in the 1991 tax levy on certain long-term bonds and leases; and 

WHEREAS, It is now appropriate arnd in the best interest ofthe City that 
a portion ofthe amount of taxes levied should be abated; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The County Clerks of Cook and DuPage Counties, Illinois, 
are hereby authorized and directed to reduce the total amount of 1991 taxes 
to be extended for the purpose bf providing Irevenue for the payment of rent 
on behalf of the City under the Lease by the sum of $145,187, 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to present to and file with 
the County Clerks of Cook and DuPage (jounties, Illinois, a copy of this 
ordinance duly certified by said City Clerk. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF MASTER INTEREST 
RATE SWAP AGREEMENT AND RELATED TRANSACTION 

SUPPLEMENTS WITH G O L D M A N SACHS CAPHAL 
MARKETS, L.P. 

The Coinmittee on Finance submitted the following report: 
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i CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the execution of a Master Interest Rate Swap 
Agreement, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and 
recommencl that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed brdinance 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
ofthe committee. ; 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M.^BURKE - • r 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman; Streeter^, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
l o s t . '"•":' ;'-"-:."-:-Mo .; •• •• 

Alderman Burke then requested that the record reflect the said passed 
ordinance was transmitted to the Mayor, who affixed his signature to said 
ordinance at 10:45 A;M.. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: . 

WHEREAS, The City ofChicago (the "City") is a duly constituted and 
existing municipality within the meaning of Section 1 of Article VH of the 
1970 Constitution ofthe State of Illinois (the "Constitution") having a 
population in excess of 25,000 and is a home rule unit under Section 6(a) of 
Article v n of the Constitution; and 
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WHEREAS, The City's ability to invest its funds is subject to the risk of 
changes in interest rates; and 

WHEREAS, The City, as a home rule unit and pursuant to the 
to enter into interest rate swap 

ty has satisfied all conditions 
Constitution, is authorized and empowered 
transactions described herein, and the Ci 
precedent to the exercise of such authority and made the appropriate 
determinations and findings required by such legal authority to enter into 
such transactions; and 

WHERE AS, By engaging in, interest rate swap transactions, the City can, 
in effect, convert interest from a floating rate to a fixed rate or from a fixed 
rate to a floating rate, and therefore reduce the cost of borrowing by 
optimizing the relative amounts of ifixed arid floating rate obligations from 
time to time or the risk of variations in its|debt service costs, and thereby 
improve the City's ability to manage its funds and revenues during the 
period of the proposed transactions; and 

WHEREAS, The City Council has determined that it is desirable and in 
the best interests of the City to enter into a Master Interest Rate Swap 
Agreement (the ^Master Agreement") with Goldman Sachs Capital 
Markets, L.P. ("Goldman") and pursuant thereto confirmations relating to 
each interest rate swap transaction (the "Transaction Supplements") and 
take such other actions as are necessary ori desirable in connection 
therewith; and j 

WHEREAS, The form of the Master Agreement, including the form of 
Transaction Supplement is attached hereto as Exhibit I; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City Council, after a public meeting heretofore held on 
this ordinance by the Coinmittee on Finance|of the City Council, pursuant to 
proper notice having been given thereof, and in accordance with the findings 
and recommendations of such Committee, hereby finds that all of the 
recitals contained in the preambles to this ordinance are full, true and 
correct and does incprporate them into this ordinance by this reference. 

SECTION 2 . ; The (Jity is hereby authorized to enter into the Master 
Agreement and, from time to time, interest rate swap transactions pursuant 
to the Master Agreement and one or more I Transaction Supplements with 
Goldman. The terms of each interest rate swap transaction, including 
interest rate, term. Notional Amounts (as defined in the Master Agreement) 
and options as to commencement and termination of pajrments, shall be as 
described in the Master Agreement anid as provided in the related 
Transaction Supplements, as approved from time to time by the City 
Comptroller. The aggregate Notional Ambunt, as defined in the Master 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 11865 

Agreement, of interest rate swap transactions authorized by this ordinance 
outstanding at any onie time, net of offsetting in teres t ra te swap 
transactions, shall not exceed $250,000,000 and each such interest rate swap 
transaction shall terminate on a date no later than December 31,1999. 

SECTION 3. The City Comptroller is hereby authorized on behalf of the 
City to execute and deliver to Goldman the Master Agreement and each 
Transaction Supplement in substantially the form of Master Agreement and 
Transaction Supplement attached hereto as Exhibit I, with such changes, 
modificatioris, omissions or insertions as the City Comptroller shall approve 
not inconsistent with the provisions of this ordinance, and the execution of 
the Master Agreement and each Transaction Supplement by the City 
Comptroller shall be deemed to be full and complete approval of the City 
Council of aiiy such change, modification, omission or insertion. 

SECTION 4. Moneys received from Goldman pursuant to the Master 
Agreement as supplemented and amended by the Transaction Supplements 
shall be credited to Fund Number 100-67-2005-0528 of the City and are 
hereby appropriated for any lawful expenditures from such fund until such 
time as such moneys shall be otherwise appropriated Tiy ordinance. Any 
obligations of the City under the Master Agreement arid each Transaction 
Supplement shall constitute an operating expense of the City payable from 
any funds lawfully appropriated for that purpose. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller of the City, and any other officer, 
employee or agent of the City designated frdm time to time by the City 
Comptroller, are hereby authorized ori behalf of the City to do all acts and 
things required or provided by the provisions of the Master Agreement and 
any Transaction Supplement and this ordinance and any certificates, 
agreements, consents, warrants or documents executed and delivered on 
behalf of the City in connection therewith, to pay all fees and expenses in 
connection with the interest rate swap transactions as set forth in the 
Master Agreement, to enter into interest rate floors, caps and collars or to 
purchase swap insurance policies in connection with any of the interest rate 
swap transactions authorized hereby and to take any other actions, which 
they or any of them deem riecessary, desirable or appropriate in order to 
effect any of the transactionis contemplated by this ordinance or the 
agreements approved pursuant to this ordinance, including, without 
limitation, oral confirmation and acceptance ofthe terms ofany interest rate 
swap transaction. 

SECTION 6. It is the intention of this City Council that if any section, 
paragraph, clause br provision ofthis ordinance shall be ruled by any court 
of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, the invalidity of such section, 
paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect any of the remaining 
provisions hereof. 
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SECTION 7. All ordinances, resolutions, orders,, or parts thereof, 
heretofore adopted by this City Council, in conflict with the provisions ofthis 
ordinance are, to the extent ofsueh conflict, hereby repealed. 

SECTION 8. The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to publish 
this ordinance in pamphlet form. This ordinance shall take effect 
immediately upon its passage, approval and publication. 

Exhibit I (Master Interest Rate Swap Agreernent) attached to this ordinance 
reads as follows: 

Exhibit I, 

Master 

Interest Rate 

Swap Agreement. 

Dated As Of February , 1992. 
•• ' • - r • 

Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P., a limited partnership or;ganized: 
under the laws of the State of Delaware^ ("G,S.C.M.") and the City of 
Chicago, Illinois, a municipal corporation and home rule unit of local 
government organized and existing under the Constitution and laws of the 
State oflllinois ("Counterparty") have entiered and/or anticipate entering 
into one or more transactions (each a "Rate Swap Transaction"). The parties 
agree that each Rate Swap Transaction will be governed by the terms and 
conditions set forth in this document arid in the documents (each a 
"Confirmation") exchanged between the parties confirming such RateSyirap, 
Transactions. Each Confirmation constitutes a supplement to and forms 
part of this document and will be read and construed as one with this 
document, so that this document and all the Confirmations constitute a 
single agreement between the parties (collectively referred to as this 
"Agreement"). The parties acknowledge tliat all Rate Swap Transactions 
are entered into in reliance on the fact! that this document and all 
Confirmations will form a single agreemerit between the J)art4es, it being 
understood that the parties would not otherwise enter in,to £uiy Rate Swap 
Transactions. 

Accordingly, the parties agree as follows: 
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Section 1. Interpretation. 

Section 1.1. Definitions. 

The terms defined in Section 14 will have the meanings therein 
specified for the purpose ofthis Agreement. 

Section 1.2. Inconsistency. 

In the event of any inconsistency between the provisions of any 
Confirmation and this Agreement, such Confirmation will prevail for the 
purpose of the relevant Rate Swap Transaction. 

Section 2. Payments. 

Section 2.1. Obligatibris And Conditions. 

(a) Obligations and Conditions. Subject to the payment basis specified 
below and the other terms and conditions set forth or iricorporated by 
reference in this Agreement or in a Confirmation, with respect to each 
Rate Swap Transaction each party will make each pajrment specified in 
that Confirmation as being payable by it by transfer of the relevant 
amount in United States Dollars, in freely transferable funds, to the 
account ofthe other party specified in Section 16(b), or as otherwise 
specified for that Rate Swap Transaction. Unless otherwise provided in a 
Confirmation, the Fixed Amount or Floating Amount applicable to a 
Payment Date will be the Fixed Amount or Floating Amount calculated 
with reference to the Calculation Period ending on, but excluding, the 
Period End Date (or, in the case of the Final Calculation Period, the 
Termination Date) that coincides with or corresponds to, that Pajrment 
Date. 

(b) Change of Account. Either party may change its account to another 
account in the United States, by giving notice to the other party at least 
five Business Days prior to the Pajrment Date for which such change 
applies. 

Section 2.2. Fixed Amounts. 

(a) Calculation of Fixed Amounts. The Fixed Amount for each 
applicable Payment Date in respect ofany Calculation Period will be: 
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(i) if an amount is specified for the Rate Swap Transaction as the 
Fixed Amount payable in respect of that Calculation Period, such 
amount; or 

(ii) if an amount is specified for the Rate Swap Transaction as the 
Fixed Amount payable in respect of that Calculation Period, an amount 
calculated on a formula basis in respect of that Calculation Period as 
follows: 

Fixed Amount — 
Notional 
Amount 

Fixed 
X Rate X 

Fixed Rate 
Day (Dount 
Fraction 

(b) Certain Definitions Relating to Fixed Amounts. For purposes ofthe 
calculation pf a Fixed Arnbunt: , 

(i) "Fixed Rate'' nieans the per annum rate specified as such for the 
Rate Swap Transaction, expressed as a decimal. 

(ii) "Fixed Rate Day Count Fraction" irieans, for any Rate Swap 
Transaction, unless otherwise specified in the related Confirmation, the 
number of days in the Calculation Period in respect of which pajnnent is 
being made (calculated on the basis of a 
months) divided by 360 

Section, 2.3. Floating Amounts. 

yearof 360 days with 12 30-day 

(a) Calculation pf Floating Amounts. The Floating Amount for each 
applicable Pajrment Date in respect of any Calculation Period for a Rate 
Swap Transaction will be an aniount crilculated on a formula basis in 
respect of that Calculation Period as follows: 

Floating 
Amount = 

Notional 
Amount 

Floating Rate 
±1 ' 

Spread ; X 

Floating 
Rate Day 
Count 
Fraction 

(b) Certain Definitions Relating to Floating amounts. For purposes of 
the calculation of a Floating Amount: 
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(i) "Floating Rate" means, in respect of any Calculation Period for 
any Rate Swap Transaction, unless otherwise specified in the related 
Confirmation, a per annum rate, expressed as a decimal, equal to the 
arithmetic mean of the Relevant Rates in effect for each day in that 
Calculation Period, calculated by multiplying each Relevant Rate by 
the number of days such Relevant Rate is in effect, determining the sum 
of such products and dividing such sum by the number of days in the 
Calculation Period. 

(ii) "Relevant Rate" means, with respect to the Floating Amount 
payable by any Floating Rate Payor pursuant to any applicable Rate 
Swap Transaction, unless otherwise specified in the re la ted 
Confirmation, for any day, ia per annum rate, expressed as a decimal 
equal to: 

(A) If such day is a Reset Date, the Relevant Rate shall mean a per 
annum rate determined as of such Reset Date equal to the product 
obtairied by multiplying the Index Percentage by the index (the 
'Tndex") generally made available on such Reset Date by Kenny 
Information Systems or any successor indexing agent hereunder (the 
'Tndexing Agent"). The Index shall be based upon 30-day yield 
evaluations at par of bonds, the interest on which is excludable from 
gross income for federal income tax purposes under the Code, of not 
less than five "high grade" component issuers selected by the 
Indexing Agent which shall include, without limitation, issuers of 
general obligation bonds. The specific issuers included among the 
component issuers may be changed from time to time by the Indexing 
Agent in its discretion. The bonds on which the Index is based shall 
not include any bonds the interest on which is subject to an 
"alternative minimum tax" or similar tax under the Code, unless all 
tax-exempt bonds are subject to such tax. The parties may at any 
time agree to use a different published index rate as the Index 
hereunder. 

If the Indexing Agent no longer publishes an Index satisfying the 
requirements of the preceding paragraph, G.S.C.M:. krid the 
Counterparty will negotiate in good faith to select an alternative 
quoted index that most closely satisfies the requirements of the 
preceding paragraph. If the parties are unable to agree on an 
alternative Index by the next scheduled Reset Date, G.S.C.M. shall be 
appointed as the successor Indexing Agent hereunder and shall 
determine the Index on each Reset Date upon consultation with the 
Counterparty. The Index so determined shall equal the prevailing 
rate determined by the Indexing Agent for bonds rated in the highest 
short-term rating category by Moody's Investors Service, Inc. and 
Standard & Poor's Corporation in respect of issuers most closely 
resembling the "high grade" component issuers selected by Kenny 
Information Systems that are subject to tender by the holders thereof 
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(7 ) days' notice and the interest 
basis, (ii) excludable from gross 

for purchase on not more than seven 
on which is (i) variable on a weekly 
income for federal income tax purposes under the Code, and (iii) not 
subject to an "alternative minimum tax" or similar tax under the 
Code, unless all tax-exempt bonds are subject to such tax. 

If the Indexing Agent fails or is unable to make available the Index 
for any Reset Date, G.S.C.M. shall determine the Index in the manner 
specified in the preceding paragraph [until the Indexing Agent makes 
available the Index specified under this pa.ragraph 2.3(b)(ii)(A). 

(B) If such day is not a Reset Date, the' Relevant Rate determined 
pursuant to clause (ii)(A) above for the next preceding Reset Date 

(iii) "Reset Date" means, with respect; to the Floating Aniount 
payable by any Floating Rate Payor pursuiant to any applicable Rate 
Swap Transaction, unless otherwise specified in the r e l a t ed 
Confirmation, each Tuesday during the] Term (and, if the Effective Date 
is a day other than a Tuesday, the Tuesday next preceding the Effective 
Date) or, if any Tuesday is not a Business Day, the first succeeding 
Business Day: t 

(iv) "Spread" means the per annum rate, ifany, specified as such for 
the applicable Rate Swap Transaction' (expresseci as a decimal). For 

Eurposes of determinin|f a Floating Aniount, if positive the Spread will 
e added to the Floating Rate and if negative the Spread will be 

subtracted from the Floating Rate. 

(v) "Floating Rate Day Count Fraction'' means, iri respect of any 
Calculation Period for any Rate Swap Transaction, uriless otherwise 
specified in the related Confirmation, the actual number of days in that 
Calculation Period divided by 365 (or, iJF any portion of that Calculation 
Period falls in a leap year, the sum of (JA) the actual nuniber of days in 
that portion of the Calculation Period falling in a leap year divided by 
366 plus (B) the actual number of days in that portion ofthe Calculation 
Period falling in a nonleap year divided by 365). 

Section 2.4. Netting. 

(a) Net Payments. Subject to Section 2.5(b), (i) on any Pajrment Date 
when amounts would otherwise be payable in respect of a Rate Swap 
Transaction by each party to the other, neither party will be obligated to 
make a pajnnent of any such amount to the other party, but if the aniount 
that would have been payable by one party exceeds the amount that would 
have been payable by the other party, the party by which the larger 
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amount would have been payable will be obligated to pay to the other 
party the excess ofthe larger amount over the smaller amount and (ii) on 
any Pajnnent Date when a Fixed Amount or Floating Amount would be 
piayable in respect of a Rate Swap Transaction by only one party, such 
amount is to be paid in full by that party. 

(b) Net Pajmients - Corresponding Payment Dates. Subject to Section 
2.5(b), on any day when amounts would (after giving effect to Section 
2.4(a)) otherwise be payable under this Agreement by each of two parties 
to the other, neither party will be obligated to make a pajrment of any such 
aniount to the other party, but if the aggregate amount that would have 
been payable by one party exceeds the aggregate amount that would have 
been payable by the other party, the party by which the larger aggregate 
amount would have been payable will be obligated to pay to the other 
party the excess of the larger aggregate amount over the smaller 
aggregate amount. 

Section 2.5. Pajrments. - • 

(a) Payment Procedures. Payments in respect of a Rate Swap 
Transaction will be timely if received in same day funds not later than the 
close of the Federal Funds wire on the day on which they are due. Any 
aniount due on a day on which banks are not open for business in either 
the designated place of payment or the place from which pajnnent is made 
will be payable (without interest) on the first following day on which 
bariks are open in both places. 

(b) Conditions Precedent. Each obligation of each party to th is 
Agreement to pay any amount due under this Agreement in respect of any 
Calculation Period is subject to (i) the condition precedent that no Event of 
Default (as defined in Section 5(a)), or event that with the giving of notice 
or lapse of time (or both) would become an Event of Default, in respect of 
the other party has occurred and is continuing and (ii) each other 
applicable condition precedent specified in this Agreement. 

(c) Default Rate. A party that defaults in the pajnnent of any amount 
due shall, to the extent permitted by law, pay interest on such amount to 
the other party, on demand, for the period from, and including, the 
original due date for payment to, but excluding, the date of actual 
pajnnent at the Default Rate (using the Floating Rate Day Count Fraction 
that would apply if such Default Rate were a Floating Rate and such 
period were a Calculation Period). 

(d) Rounding. All percentages resulting from any calculations referred 
to in this Agreement will be rounded upwards, if necessary^ to the next 
higher one hundred-thousandth of a percentage point (e.g., 9.876541% (or 
:09876541) being rounded to 9.87655% (or .0987655)), and all dollar 
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amounts used in or resulting from such calculations will be rounded to the 
nearest cent (with one-half cent being rounded up). 

Section 3. Representations. 

(a) Representations of the Parties. On the date as of which it enters into 
this Agreement and on the Trade Date of| each Rate Swap Transaction 
governed by this Agreement, each party makes to the other party and to any 
Specified Entity of the other party the following representations: 

(i) "Basic Representations", which means that the party represents 
that: (a) it is duly organized, validly existing and in good standing under 
the laws of the jurisdiction of its organization or incorporation; (b) it has 
the power to execute and deliver this Agreement and any other 
documentation, relating to this Agreement that it is recjuired by this 
Agreement to deliver and to perform its obligations under this Agreement 
and any obligations it has under any Credit Support Document and has 
taken all necessary action to authorize such execution and delivery and 
performance of such obligations; (c) its execution and delivery of this 
Agreement and any other documentation relating to this Agreement that 
it is required by this Agreement to deliver and its performance of its 
obligations under this Agreement and any obligations it has under any 
Credit Support Document do not violate or conflict in a material manner 
with any law, rule or regulation applicable to it, any provision of its 
charter or bylaws (or comparable constituent documents), ifany, any order 
or judgment of any court or other agency of government applicable to it or 
any of its assets or any material contractual restriction binding on or 
affecting the party or any of its assets; (d) iall authorizations of and 
exemptions, actions or approvals by, and all notices to or filings with, any 
governmental or other authority that are required to have been obtained 
or made by the party at the time this representation is made with respect 
to this Agreement or any Credit Support Document to which it is a party 
have been obtained or made and are in full force and effect and all 
conditions of any such authorizations, exemptions, actions or approvals 
have been complied with; and (e) each ofthis Agreement and any Credit 
Support Document to which it is a party constitutes the party's legal, valid 
and binding obligation, enforceable against thie party in accordance with 
its terms (subject to applicable bankruptcy, reorganization, insolvency, 
moratorium or similar laws affecting creditbrs' rights generally and 
subject, as to enforceability, to equitable principles of general application 
(regardless of whether enforcement is sought in a proceeding in equity or 
at law)). I 

(ii) "Absence of Certain Events", which means that the party represents 
that no event or condition has occurred that constitutes (or would with the 
giving of notice or passage of time or both constitute) an Event of Default 
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or, to the party's knowledge, a Termlriation Event with respect to the 
party, and no such event would occur as a result of the party's entering 
into or performing its obligations under this Agreement or any Credit 
Support Document to which it is a party. 

(iii) "Absence of Litigation", which means that the party represents 
that there is not pending or, to the party's knowledge, threatened against 
the party or any of its Affiliates any action, suit or proceeding at law or in 
equity or before any court, tribunal, governmental body, agency or official 
or any arbitrator that will affect the legality, validity or enforceability 
against the party of this Agreement or any Credit Support Document to 
which it is a party or the party's ability to perform its obligations under 
this Agreement or such Credit Support Document. For purposes of this 
Section 3(a)(iii), the definition of "Affiliate" shall be limited to such 
Affiliates, ifany, as may be Specified Entities for purposes of Section 
5(a)(iii). 

(iv) "Accuracy of Finaricial Information", which means that the party 
represents that all financial infonriatibn furnished to the other party to 
this Agreement pursuant to Section 4 is, as bf its date- true, accurate and 
complete in every material respect. 

(v) "Accuracy of Specified Information" means that the party represents 
that all applicable information that is furnished in writing by or on behalf 
of the party to the bther party to this Agreement and is identified in 
Section 4(a) is, as of the date of the information, true, accurate and 
complete in every material respect. 

(vi) "Other Representations", which means that G.S.C.M. represents 
that it is a limited partnership organized under the laws of the State of 
Delaware and Counterparty represents that it is a municipal corporation 
and home rule unit of local government organized and existing under the 
Constitution and laws ofthe State oflllinois. 

(b) Additional Representations of G.S.C.M.. On the date as of which it 
enters into this Agreement and at all times thereafter, iricludirig the Trade 
Date of each Rate Swap Transaction governed by this Agreement, G.S.C.M. 
makes to Counterparty the following representation: 

(i) "Line of Business", which means that G.S.C.M. hereby further 
represents that it has entered into this Agreement (including each Rate 
Swap Transaction evidenced hereby) in conjunction with its line of 
business (including financial intermediation services) or the financing of 
its business. ' 
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(c) Additional Agreements and Representations of Counterparty. On the 
date as of which it enters into this Agreement and on the Trade Date of each 
Rate Swap Transaction governed by this Agreement, Counterparty agrees 
with, and represents to, G.S.C.M. and to any Specified Entity of G.S.C.M. the 
following representations: ^ 

(i) This Agreement and each Rate Swap Transaction has been and will 
be entered into not for the purpose of speculatipn but solely in connection 
with the financing activities of Counterparty,, for the purpose of hiedging 
with respect to all or a portion of Counterparty's debt or converting the 
interest cost on all or a portion of certain of Counterparty's debt from a 
fixed rate to a floating rate, or from a floating rate to a fixed rate, and 
therefore reducing the cost of borrowing on its outstanding debt by 
optimizing the relativie amounts of fixed and floating rate obligations or 
the risk of variations in its debt service costs, and by increasing the 
predictability of cash flow from earnings on irivested funds and thereby 
improving Counterparty's ability to manage its funds and revenues. 

(ii) The obligations of Counterparty to make pajnnents to G.S.C.M. 
under this Agreement constitute operating expenses of the Counterparty 
and are not a lien, charge, or pledge upon the property of Counterparty, 
and do not constitute any kind of indebtedness of Counterparty or any 
indebtedness for which the faith and credit of Gounterparty or any of its 
revenues are pledged or any indebtedness seciired by any lien on or 
security interest in any property of Counterparty, as defined under and/or 
proscribed by any constitution, charter, law, rule, regulation, government 
code, constituent or governing instrument, resolution, giiideiirie, 
ordinance, order, writ, judgment, decree, charge, or ruling to which 
Counterparty (br any of its officials in their respective capacities as such) 
or its property is subject. 

Section 4. Agreements. 

The agreemerits of the parties are specified below: 

(a) Each partly agrees to deliver to the other party any documents 
specified below or in a Confirmation as soon as practicable or by the date 
specified below or in such Confirmation: ,,• 
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Party Reqiiired 
To Deliver 
Document Form/Document/Certificate 

Date By Which 
To Be Delivered 

G.S.C.M, 

G.S.C.M. 

G.S.C:M: 

G.S.C.M. 

G.S.C.M. 

G.S.C.M. 

G.S.C.M. 

G.S.C.M. 

Counterparty 

Power of Attorney with 
respect to G.S.C.M. 

Guaranty of The Goldman 
SachsGrbup,LP. (the 
"Guarantor") 

Legal opinion bf cbunsel to 
G.S.C.M. 

Counterparty 

Legal opinion bf cbunsel to 
Guarantor 

Audited Annual Statements 
of Financial Conditibn of the 
Guararitor 

Unaudited Semi-Anniial "̂  
Statements of Financial 
Condition of the Guarantor 

Incumbency Certificates for 
G.S.C.M. and the Guarantor 

Certificate ofthe Guarantor 
in the formof (Sub)Exhibit VI 

Legal opinion of Corporation 
Counsel with respect to 
Counterparty in the form 
of(Sub)Exhibitm-A 

Legal opinion of outside 
Counsel with respect to 
Counterparty in the form of 
(Sub)Exhibit m-B 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement and, if 
requested, as of time 
of entering into each 
Rate S w a p 
Transaction 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement 

Promptly following 
deriiarid by 
Counterparty 

Promptly following 
demand by 
Counterparty 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement and, if 
requested, as of time 
of entering into each 
Rate Swap 
Transaction 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement 
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Party Required 
To Deliver 
Document Form/Document/Certificate 

Date By Which 
To Be Delivered 

Counterparty 

Counterparty 

Counterparty 

Incumbency Certificate with 
respect to Counterparty 

Certified copies of ordinance 
approving the transactions 
contemplated by this 
Agreement and authorizing a 
specified person or persons to 
execute and deliver on behalf 
of Counterparty this Agreement, 
Cbnfirniatibris nereurider and , , 
any other documents to be . 
delivered by the Couriteirparty 
hereunder 

Annual report of Counterparty 
coritainirig Financial 
Statements fpr each year, 
certified by independent certified 
public accountants 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement and as of 
time of entering into 
each Rate Swap 
Transaction 

As of execution ofthis 
Agreement 

Promptly following 
demand by G.S.C.M. 

(b) Each party agrees to "Maintain Authorizations arid Cbmply with 
Laws", which means that each party agrees to use all reasoriable efforts (i) 
to maintain in full force and effect all authorizations of and exemptions, 
actions or approvals by, and all filings with or notices to, any 
governmental or other authority that are required to be obtained or made 
by such party with respect to this Agreement or any Credit Support 
Document to which it is a party and will use all reasonable efforts to 
obtain or make any that may become riecessary in the future (but only to 
the extent that each party agrees to use all reasbnable efforts) and (ii) to 
Cbmply in all material respects with all applicable laws, rules, regulatibns 
and orders to which it may be subject if failure so to comply would 
materially impair its ability to perform its obligations under this 
Agreement or any Credit Support Document to which it is a party. 

(c) If at any time the Guarantor's net worth, determined in accordance 
with generally accepted accounting principles, is less than $1 Billion, 
G.S.C.M. will cause the Guarantor to execute, deliver and perform its 
obligations under the Pledge Agreement (the "Pledge Agreement") 
attached hereto as (Sub)Exhibit VH. The Pledge Agreement shall be 
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delivered to the Counterparty within five Business Days of the completion 
ofthe semi-annual or annual financial statements ofthe Guarantor which 
show that the net worth ofthe Guarantor is less than $1 Billion. Upon its 
execution, the Pledge Agreement shall constitute a Credit Support 
Document. 

Section 5. Events Of Default And Termination Events: 

The Events of Default and Termination Events with respect to each party 
are specified below. The occurrence of any Event of Default or Termination 
Event with respect to a Specified Entity of a party will constitute an Event of 
Default or Termination Event with respect to such party. 

(a) Events Of Default. 

(i) "Failure to Pay", which means failure by the party to pay, when 
due, any amount required to be paid by it under this Agreement 
following a cure period of three Business Days after notice, given in 
accordance with Section 15; 

(ii) "Breach of Covenant", which means failure bjr the party to comply 
with or perform any agreement or obligation (not including an 
obligation to make a pajnnent or to give notice of a Termination Event), 
to be complied with or performed by the party in accordance with this 
Agreement if such failure is not remedied within 30 days after notice, of 
such failure is given to the party; 

(iii)- "Credit Support Default", which means (i) default by the party or 
any applicable Specified Entity with respect to any obligation which the 
party (or such Specified Entity) has under any Credit Support Document 
or, in the case of the Guarantor under the Certificate given by the 
Guarantor in the form of (Sub)Exhibit VI (the "Guarantor's Certificate") 
(which default is continuing after any applicable grace period has 
elapsed) or (ii) the expiration or termination of such Credit Support 
Document, or the ceasing ofsueh Credit Support Document to be in full 
force and effect, prior to the Termination Date of each Rate Swap 
Transaction to which the Credit Support Document applies withoutthe 
written consent ofthe other party to this Agreement or (iii) the party (or 
such Specified Entity) repudiates, or challenges the validity of, such 
Credit Support Document; 

(iv) "Misrepresentation", which means a representation made or 
repeated or deemed to have been made or repeated by the party or any 
applicable Specified Entity in this Agreement or any Credit Support 
Document (or the Guarantor's Certificate) proves to have been incorrect 
or misleading in any material respect when made or repeated or deemed 
to have been made or repeated; 
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(v) "Default Under Specified Swap", which mearis the occurrence of 
an event of default in respect of the party or any applicable Specified 
Entity under any Specified Swap that, following the giving of any 
applicable notice and the lapse of any applicable grace period, has 
resulted in the designation or occurrence of̂ ari early termination date in 
respect of that Specified Swap; 

(vi) "Cross-Default", which means: (1) the occurrence bi^'existence of 
an event or condition in respect ofsueh party or any applicable Specified 
Entity under one or more agreements or iristrunients relktiny: tb 
Specified Indebtedness of such party or any such Specified Entity in an 
aggregate amount of not less than the Threshold Amount which has 
resulted in such Specified Indebtedness becoming due and payable 
under such agreements or instruments before it would otherwise have 
been due and payable, or (2) the failure by such party or any such 
Specified Entity to make one or more payments at maturity in an 
aggregate amount of not less than the Threshold Amount under such 
agreements or instruments (after giving effect to any applicable grace 
peribd); 

(vii) "Bankruptcy", which nieans the bccurrence bf any of the 
following events with respect to a party or any applicable Specified 
Entity: such party or any such Specified Entity (1) is dissolved (in the 
case of G.S.C.M. or any applicable Specified Entity, as the case may be, 
other than pursuant to a withdrawal or admission of a partner or a 
consolidation or amalgamation with, or merger into, or transfer of all or 
substantially all its assets to, or reorganization, incorporation, 
reincorporation, or reconstitution into or as, another eritity), (2) becomes 
insolvent or fails or is unable or admits in writing its inability generalljr; 
to pay its debts as they become due, (3) makes a general assignmerit, 
arrangement or composition with or for the benefit of its creditors, (4) 
institutes or has instituted against it a proceeding seeking a judgment 
of insolvency or bankruptey or any other relief under any bankruptcy or 
insolvency law or other similar law affecting creditors' rights, or a 
petition is presented for the winding-up or liquidation of the party or 
any such Specified Entity, and, in the case ofany such prbceedirig or 
petition instituted or presented against it, such proceeding or petition 
(A) results iri a judgment of insolvency or bankruptey or the entry of ari 
order for relief or the making of an order for the wiriding-iip br 
liquidation, ofthe party or such Specified Entity or (B) is not dismissed, 
discharged, stayed or restrained in each case within 30 days of the 
institution or presentation thereof, (5) has a resolution passed for its 
winding-up or liquidation, (6) seeks or becoiries subject to the 
appointment of an administrator, receiver, trustee, custodian or other 
similar official for it or for all or substantially all its assets (regardless of 
how brief such appointment may be, or whether any obligations are 
promptly assumed by another entity or whether a;ny other event 
described in this clause (6) has occurred and is continuing), (7) any event 
occurs with respect to the party or any such Specified Entity which. 
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under the applicable laws of any jurisdiction to which such party or 
Specified Entity is subject, has an analogous effect to any of the events 
specified in clauses (1) to (6) (inclusive), or (8) takes any action in 
furtherance of, or indicating its consent to, approval of, or acquiescence 
in, any ofthe foregoing acts; other than in the case of clause (1) or (5) or, 
to the extent it relates to those clauses, clause (8), for the purpose of a 
consolidation, amalgamation or merger which would not constitute a 
Merger Without Assumption; provided, however, for purposes of this 
Section 5(a)(vii), the term "debt" shall not include the Calumet Skyway 
Toll Bridge Revenue Bonds (the "Skyway Bonds") issued by the 
Counterparty in 1955 and 1957 and, provided further, tha t the 
appointment of an administrator, receiver, trustee, custodian, or other 
similar official, shall not constitute an event of Bankruptey under this 
Section 5(a)(vii) if such appointment is with respect to the Skyway 
Bonds; 

(viii) "Merger Without Assumption", which means that a party or 
any applicable Specified Entity consolidates or amalgamates with, or 
merges into, or transfers all or substantially all its assets to, or 
reorganizes, incorporates, reincorporates, or reconstitutes into or as, 
another entity and, at the time of such consolidation, amalgamation, 
merger, transfer, reorganization, incorporation, reiricorporation, 
reconstitution, or succession: 

(1) the resulting, surviving or transferee entity fails to assume all 
the obligations of such party or Specified En t i ty under th is 
Agreement or any Credit Support Document by operation of law or 
pursuant to an agreement reasonably satisfactory to the other party, 
or 

(2) the benefits of any Credit Support Document relating to this 
Agreement fail to extend (without the consent of the other party) to 
the performance ofsueh resulting, surviving or transferee entity of its 
obligations under this Agreement, or 

(3) the assets of the resulting, surviving or transferee entity are no 
longer available for the satisfaction of such party's or Specified 
Entity's obligations under this Agreement or any Credit Support 
Document. 

(b) Termination Events. 

(i) "Credit Everit Upon Merger," which means such party ("X") 
consolidates or amalgamates with, or merges into, or transfers all or 
substantial ly all i ts assets to, or reorgan izes , incorpora tes , 
reincorporates, or reconstitutes into or as, another entity, or X 
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otherwise reorganizes or effects a recapitalization, or another entity 
consolidates or amalgamates with, acquires effective ownership or 
control of, or merges into, or transfers all or substantially all its assets 
to, or reorganizes, incorporates, reincorporates, or reconstitutes into or 
as, X, and such action does not constitute a Merger Without Assumption 
but the creditworthiness of X or the resulting, surviving, or transferee 
entity (which will be the Affected Party) is materially weaker than that 
of X immediately prior to such action.. 

(ii) 'Tllegality", which means, due to the adoption of, or any change 
in, any applicable treaty, law, rule or regulation after the Trade Date of 
a Rate Swap Transaction governed by this Agreement or,due to the 
promulgation of, or any change in, the interpretation by any court, 
tribunal or regulatory authority with competent jurisdiction of any 
applicable treaty, law, rule or regulation after the Trade Date of that 
Rate Swap Transaction, it becomes unlawful for the party (1) to perform 
any absolute or contingent obligation to make a pajrment or to receive a 
payment in respect of that Rate Swap Transaction or to comply with any 
other material provision ofthis Agreement relating to^that.Rate Swap 
Transaction or (2) to perform, or for any applicable Specified Entity to 
perform, any absolute or contingent obligation which the party (or such 
Specified Entity) has under any Credit Support Document relating to 
that Rate Swap Transaction. 

(c) Liinited Early Termination will apply to all Termination Events 
other than Credit Event Upon Merger. Ifan event or circumstance which 
would otherwise constitute or give rise to an Event of Default also 
constitutes an Illegality, it will be treated as an Illegality and will not 
constitute an Event of Default. 

Section 6. Early Termination. 

(a) Right to Terminate Following Event of Default. Ifan Event of Default 
at any time exists with respect to a party (the "Defaulting Party") the other 
party is entitled to declare an Early Termination Date. A party entitled to 
designate an Earljr Termination Date in respect of an Event of Default may 
do so by giving notice to the Defaulting Party ofthe Early Termination Date 
not more than 20 days prior to the date so designated (which date may not be 
earlier than the date such notice is effective); provided, however, that 
Immediate Early Termination will apply with respect to a Bankruptcy 
under Section 5(a)(vii) and, in the case of a Bankruptey under clause (4) 
thereof, the Early Tennination Date shall be deemed to have occurred as of 
the time immediately preceding the institution of the relevant proceeding or 
the presentation ofthe relevant petition. 
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(b) Right To Tenriinate Following Termination Event. 

(i) Notice. Upon the occurrence of a Termination Event, an Affected 
Party will, promptly upon becoming aware of the same, notify the other 
party thereof, specifying the nature of such Termination Event and the 
Affected Transactions relating thereto. The Affected Party will also give 
such other information to the other party with regard to such Termination 
Event as the other party may reasonably require. 

(ii) Right to Terminate. If an Illegality under Section 5(b)(ii) occurs, 
either party, and if any other Termination Event occurs, the party that is 
not the Affected Party, will be the party entitled to designate an Early 
Termination Date. Such party may designate an Early Termination Date 
in respect of all Affected Transactions by giving notice not more than 20 
days prior to the date so designated (which date may not be earlier than 
the date such notice is effective). 

(c) Effect of Designation. Upon the effectiveness of notice designating an 
Early Termination Date (or the deemed occurrence of an Early Termination 
Date), the obligations of the parties to make any further pajrments under 
Section 2 in respect of the Terminated Transactions will terminate, but 
without prejudice to the other provisions of this Agreemerit. 

(d) Calculations. The amount calculated as being payable under Section 
6(e) will be due on the day that notice ofthe amount payable is effective (in 
the case of an Early Terminatibn .Date which is designated or deemed to 
occur as a result of an Event of Default) and not later than the day which is 
two Business Days after the day on which notice of the amount payable is 
effective (in the case of an Early Tennination Date which is designated as a 
result of a Termination Event). Such notice shall specify the account for 
pajnnent. 

Such amount will be paid together with (to the extent permitted under 
applicable law) interest thereon from (and including) the relevant Early 
Termination Date to (but excluding) the relevant due date, calculated as 
follows: 

(i) if notice is given designating an Early Termination Date or if an 
Early Termination Date is deemed to occur, in either case as a result of an 
Event of Default, at the Default Rate; or 

(ii) if notice is given designating an Early Tennination Date as a result 
of a Termination Event, at the Default Rate minus the Default Spread. 
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Such interest will be computed as if the rate specified were a Floating 
Rate, such period were a Calculation Period and the amount due were a 
Notional Amount. 

(e) Payments On Early Terminatiori. 

(i) Amount Payable. The amount payable in respect of an Early 
Termination Date will be calculated as follows: 

(1) the pajnnent to be made will be equal to (A) the suiri of (i) the 
amount determined iri accordance with Agreement Value -- TWo Way 
Pajnnents, and (ii) the Unpaid Amounts due to the party ("X") entitled 
to receive a payment under clause (i) minus (B) the Unpaid Amounts 
due to the other party ("Y"). If the resulting amourit is a positive 
number, Y will pay such amourit to X, If the resulting amount is a 
negative number, X will pay the absolute; value of such aniount to Y; 
and 

(2) for purposes of clause (1), if Market Quotation is not, or cannot be 
determined with respect to a Rate Swap Transaction, the alternative 
measure of damages with respect to such Rate Swap Transaction will be 
Compensatiori - Two Way Payments; provided that, in the case of a 
Termination Event where there i s only one Affected P a r t y , 
Compensation - Two Way Payments will be computed withbut regard to 
the Loss of the Affected Party, 

(ii) Adjustment for Bankruptey. In circumstances where an Early 
Termination Date is deemed to occur as a result of Immediate Early 
Termination, the amount determined under Section 6(e)(i) will be subject 
to such adjustments as are appropriate and permitted by law to reflect any 
pajnnents made by one party to. the other under this Agreement (and 
retained by such other party) during the period from the relevant Early 
Termination Date to the date for paymerit determined under Section 6(d). 

(iii) Pre-Estimate of Loss. The parties agree that the amounts 
recoverable under this Section 6(e) are a reasonable pre-estimate of loss 
and not a penalty. Such amounts are payable for the loss of bargain and 
the loss of protection against future risks, and except as otherwise 
provided in this Agreement neither party will be entitled to recover any 
additional damages as a consequence of such losses. 
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Section 7. Payments On Early Termination. 

Section 7.1. Measures Of Damages, 

For purposes of determining the amount payable on an Ear ly 
Termination Date (or, if Immediate Early Termination applies, promptly 
after notice ofthe amount due and owing) in respect ofthis Agreement, 

(a) "Agreement Value - Two Wajr Pajnnents" means that on the 
Early Termination Date (or, if Immediate Early Termination applies, 
promptly after notice of the amount due and owing), (i) if there is a 
Defaulting Party or only one Affected Party, that party will, if the 
Aggregate Market Quotation determined by the other party exceeds 
zero, pay the amount of such excess to the other party, and the other 
party will, if the Aggregate Market Quotation determined by it is less 
than zero, pay the absolute value of amount of such deficiency to the 
Defaulting Party or the Affected Party, as the case may be, and (ii) if 
there are two Affected Parties, each party will determine an Aggregate 
Market Quotation, and the party with the lower Aggregate Market 
Quotation will pay to the other party with the higher Aggregate Market 
Quotation an amount equal to one-half of the difference between the 
higher Aggregate Market Quotation and the lower Aggregate Market 
Quotation, 

(b) "Compensation — Two Way Pajnnents" means that each party 
will determine its Aggregate Loss, and on the Early Termination Date 
(or, if Imriiediate Early Termination applies, promptly after notice ofthe 
amount due and owing), the party with the Aggregate Loss that is less 
will be obligated to make a pajrment to the party with the Aggregate 
Loss that is greater in an amount equal to one-half of the difference 
between their Aggregate Losses. 

Section 7.2. Certain Definitions Relating To Agreement Value. 

(a) "Market Quotation" means, with respect to a Rate Swap Transaction 
and a party to the Rate Swap Transaction making the determination, an 
amount (which may be negative) determined on the basis of quotations 
from Reference Market-makers for the amount that would be payable on 
the Early Termination Date, either by the party to the Rate Swap 
Transaction making the determination (to be expressed as a positive 
amount) or to such party (to be expressed as a negative araount), in 
consideration of an agreement between such party and the quoting 
Reference Market-maker and subject to such documentation as they may 
in good faith agree, with the Early Termina t ion Date as the 
commencement date ofsueh agreement (unless the Effective Date has not 
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yet occurred, in which case such agreement will commence on the 
Effective Date), that would have the effect of preserving for such party the 
economic equivalent ofthe pajnnent obligations ofthe parties in respect of 
each Calculation Period for that Rate Swap Transaction that would, but 
for the occurrence of the Early Termination Date, end after the Early 
Termination Date (excluding any Unpaid Amounts in respect of any 
Calculation Period ended on or prior to the Early Termination Date but 
otherwise including, without limitation, any amounts that would, but for 
the occurrence of the Early Termination Date, have been payable 
(assuming each applicable condition precedent had been satisfied) on the 
next applicable Pajnnent Date in respect of any Calculation Period in 
which the Early Termination Date occurs). The party making the 
determination (pr its agent) will request each Reference Market-maker to 
provide its quotation as of 11:00 A.M., New York time, on the Early 
Termination Date (or, if Immediate Early Termiriation applies, as of a 
time as soon thereafter as practicable). If more than three such quotations 
are provided,. the Market Quotation will be the arithmetic mean of the 
quotations, without regard to the quotations having the highest and 
lowest values. If exactly three such quotations are provided, the Market 
Quotation will be. the quotation remaining after disregarding the 
quotations haying the highest and lowest values. If fewer than three 
quotations are provided, the Market Quotation in respect ofthe Rate Swap 
Transaction will not be determined for either party and Compensation -
Two-Way Payments will apply in determining damages for such Rate 
Swap Transaction. 

(b) "R,eference Mairket-makers" means four leading dealers in the 
relevant rate swap niarket selected by the party determining a Market 
Quotation in good faith from among dealers ofthe highest credit standing 
which satisfy all the criteria that such party applies generally at the time 
in deciding whether to enter into t ransact ions similar to those 
contemplated by this Agreement. 

(c) "Aggregate Market Quotation" means, with respect to this 
Agreement and a party, the sum ofthe Market Quotations (both positive 
and negative) determined by such party for all Rate Swap Transactions 
governed by.this Agreement with respect to which an Early Termination 
Date has occurred and for which a Market Quotation is determined, plus, 
for each Rate Swap Transaction governed by this Agreement with respect 
to which an Early Termination Date has occurred and for which a Market 
Quotation is not, or cannot be, determined, an amount equal to such 
party's Aggregate Loss. 

Section 7.3. Certain Definitions Relating To Loss. 

(a) "Loss" means, with respect to a Rate Swap Transaction and a party, 
an amount equal to the total amount (expressed as a positive amount) 
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required, as determined as of the Early Termination Date (or, if 
Imniediate Early Termination applies, as of a time as soon thereafter as 
practicable) by the party in good faith, to compensate the party for any 
losses and costs (including loss of bargain and costs of funding but 
excluding attorneys' fees and other out-of-pocket expenses) that it may 
incur as a result ofthe early termination of^the obligations ofthe parties 
in respect of the Rate Swap Transaction. If a party determines that it 
would gain or benefit from the early termination of the obligations of the 
parties in respect of the Rate Swap Transaction, such party's Loss will be 
an amount (expressed as a negative amount) equal to the amount of the 
gain or benefit as determined by that party. 

(b) "Aggregate Loss" means, \yith respect to, a party, the sum, of such 
party's Losses (both positive and negative) iFor all Rate Swap Transactions 
governed by this Agreement with respect to which an Early Termination 
Date has occurred and for which a Loss is determined. 

Section 7.4. Limited Compensation For Expenses. 

A Defaulting Party and, if there is only one Affected Party, the Affected 
Party will, on demand, compensate and hold harmless the other party 
from and against all reasonable out-of-pocket expenses, including 
attorneys' fees and all stamp, registration, documentation or similar taxes 
or duties, incurred by such other party by reason ofthe enforcement and 
protection of its rights under this Agreement or by reason of the early 
tennination ofthis Agreement or any Rate Swap Transaction governed by 
this Agreement, including but not limited to costs of collection. 

Section 7.5. Statement Of Calculations. 

A party to this Agreement requesting pajrment of any amount under 
Section 6 of this Agreement will provide to the other party a statement in 
reasonable detail showing the calculation of such amount (including all 
relevant quotations). Absent written confirmation of a quotation obtained 
in determining a Market Quotation from the source providing such 
quotation, the records of the partly obtaining such quotation will be 
conclusive evidence ofthe existence and accuracy ofsueh quotation. 

Section 8. Transfer. 

(a) Except as expressly provided herein, neither this Agreement, any 
interest or obligation in or under this Agreement, nor any Rate Swap 
Transaction may be transferred by G.S.C.M. without the prior written 
consent of Counterparty (other than pursuant to a consolidation or 
amalgamation with, or merger, into, or transfer ofall or substantially all of 

file:///yith
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G.S.C.M.'s assets to, or reorganization, incorporation, reincorporation, or 
reconstitution into or as, another entity), provided that such consent may 
not be arbitrarily withheld, and any purported transfer without such 
consent will be void. G.S.C.M. may transfer this Agreement, any of its 
interests or obligations in or under this Agreement, or one or more Rate 
Swap Transactions to any of G.S.C.M.'s Affiliates that is incorporated or 
organized under the laws of the United States or any state or other political 
subdivision thereof, provided that (i) if such transfer is to an entity other 
than The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P., or any successor the re to . 
Counterparty is furnished with a Guaranty of The Goldman Sachs Group, 
L,P,, or any successor thereto, ofsueh transferee's obligations in the form of 
the Guaranty referred to in Section 11 (with the name of the transferee; 
substituted for G.S.C.M.) or with an agreement in writing of The Goldman 
Sachs Group, L.P:; or any successor thereto, that such Guaranty will 
continue to apply to the obligations of such transferee under this Agreement 
and (ii) an Event of Default or a Termination Event does not occur as a result 
ofsueh transfer. Any transfer permitted by the foregoing Clauses will not 
constitute an event or condition described in Section 5(b)(i), so long as no 
such condition has occurred with respect to The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P>. 

(b) Neither this Agreement, any interest or obligation in or under this 
Agreement, nor any Rate Swap Transaction may be transferred by 
Counterparty without the prior written consent of G.S.CM, (other than 
pursuant to a consolidation or amalgamation with, or merger into, nr 
transfer of all or substantially all of Counterparty 's assets to, or 
reorganization, incorporation, or reincorporation, or reconstitution into br 
as, another entity), provided that such consent may not be arbitrarily 
withheld, and any purpprted transfer without such consent will be yoid, , 

Section 9. Miscellaneous. 

(a) Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire Agreement 
and understanding of the parties with respect to its subject matter and 
supersedes all oral communications and prior writings with respecit thereto. 

(b) Amendments. No amendment, modification or waiver in respect of 
this Agreement will be effective unless in writing and executed by each pf 
the parties or confirmed by an exchange of telexes. : , ; , : , . 

(c) Survival of Obligations. Except as provided otherwise in Section 6(c),, 
the obligations of the parties under this Agreement will survive the 
termination of any Rate Swap Transaction. 

(d) Remedies Cumulative. Except as provided otherwise in this 
Agreement, the rights, powers, remedies and privileges provided in this 
Agreement are cumulative and not exclusive ofany rights, powers, remedies 
and privileges provided by law. 
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(e) Confirmations. A Confirmation may be executed in counterparts or 
created by an exchange of telexes, substantially in the form of the letter or 
telex attached hereto as (Sub)Exhibit I (or such other form as the parties 
may agree), which in either case will be sufficient for all purposes to 
evidence a binding supplement to this Agreement. Any such counterpart or 
telex will specify that it constitutes a Confirmation. 

Section 10. Intentionally Omitted. 

Section 11. Credit Support Document. 

The obligations of G.S.C.M. under this Agreement and in respect of each 
Rate Swap Transaction will be guaranteed in accordance with the Guaranty 
of The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P. to be delivered by G.S,C.M, to 
Counterparty, :i 

Section 12, Intentionally Omitted, 

Section 13, Service Of Process, 

The parties irrevocably consent .to service of process given in accordance 
with the notice provisions of Section 15. Nothing in this Section will affect 
the right of either party to serve process in any other manner permitted by 
law. 

Section 14. Definitions, 

As used in this Agreement: • 

"Affected Party" means each party in respect of which a Termination 
Event has occurred as defined in Section 5(b), with a Termination Event 
applicable to a Specified Entity being deemed to occur to the party for 
which i t is the Specified Entity, as provided in Section 5. 

"Affected Transactions" means (a) with respect to any Termination 
Event to which Limited Early Termination applies under Section 5(c) of 
this Agreement, all Rate Swap Transactions affected by the occurrence of 
such Termination Event and (b) with respect to any other Termination 
Event, all Rate Swap Transactions. 

"Affiliate" means any entity controlled, directly or indirectly, by the 
party, any entity that controls, directly or indirectly, the party or any 
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entity under common control with the party. For purposes of this 
Agreement, the Counterparty has no Affiliates. For purposes of this 
definition, "control" of an entity or of a party means ownership of a 
majority ofthe voting power ofthe entity or party. 

"Annual Statements of Financial Condition" means in respect of The 
Goldman Sachs Group, L.P., a copy of the latest Audited Annual 
Statement of Financial Condition. 

"Business Day" means any day other than (i) a Saturday or Sunday, (ii) 
a day on which coinmercial banks in Chicago or New York City are 
required or authorized to be closed or (iii) a day on which the New York 
Stock Exchange is closed. 

"Calculation Agent" means G.S.C.M., which is responsible for (a) 
calculating the applicable Floating Rate, if any, for each Calculation 
Period, (b) calculating any Floating Amount payable in respect of each 
Calculation Period, (c) calculating any Fixed Aniount payable in respect of 
each Calculation Period, (d) giving notice to the parties to the Rate Swap 
Transaction on the Calculation Date for each Calculation Period, 
specifying (i) the date for payment in. respect ofsueh Calculation Period, 
(ii) the party or parties required to make the payment or pajnnents then 
due, (iii) the amount or amounts ofthe payment or pajnnents then due and 
(iv) reasonable details as to how such amount or amounts were 
determined, and (e) if, after such notice is given, there i s a change in the 
number of days in the relevant Calculation Period and the amount or 
amounts of the payment or pajrments due in respect of that period, 
promptly giving the parties to the Rate Swap Transaction riotice bf such 
changes, with reasbnable details as to how such changes were determined. 
Whenever the Calculation Agent is required to select banks or dealers for 
the purpose of calculating a Floating Rate, the Calculation Agent will 
make such selection in good faith for the purpose of obtaining a 
representative rate that will reasonably reflect conditions prevailing at 
the time in the relevantmarket. 

"Calculation Date" means^ for each ;Rate Swap Transaction, unless 
otherwise stated in the Confirmation for such Rate Swap Transaction, for 
any Calculation Period, the earliest day onwhich it is practicable to 
provide the notice that the Calculation Agent is required to give in respect 
of that Calculation Period, and in no event earlier than ten (10) days prior 
to, or later than the close of business in New York City on the Business 
Day next preceding, the Pajrment Date in respect of that Calculation 
Period. 

"Calculation Period" means, for each Rate Swap Transaction, each 
period from, and including, one Period Ends Date, to, but excluding, the 
next following applicable Period End Date during the Term of the Rate 
Swap Transaction, except that (a) the initial Calculation Peribd for each 
Rate Swap Transaction will commence on, and include, the Effective Date, 
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and (b) the final Calculation Period for each Rate Swap Transaction will 
end on, but exclude, the Termination Date. 

"Code" means the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended. 

"Composite 3:30 P.M. Quotations for U.S. Government Securities" 
means the daily statistical release designated as such, or any successor 
publication, published by the Federal Reserve Bank of New York. 

"Credit Support Document" means any agreement or instrument 
specified as such in this Agreement. 

"Default Rate" means a rate per annum determined in accordance with 
the Federal Funds Floating Rate Option plus the Default Spread, using 
daily Reset Dates. The Default Rate will be applied in accordance with 
Section 2 of this Agreement as if the overdue amount were a Notional 
Amount, and interest will accrue and be payable before as well as after 
judgment. 

"Default Spread"-means 1% per annum. ,. 

"Defaulting Party" means the party in respect of which an Event of 
Default has occurred as specified in Section 5(a). 

"Early Termination Date" means a Business Day on which the parties 
to this Agreement will settle out, on a "lump-sum" basis, their pajnnent 
obligations for the Rate Swap Transactions governed by this Agreement 
(or; if the Early Termination Date occurs as the result of a Termination 
Event to which the part ies have specified tha t "Limited Ea r ly 
Termination" applies, their payment obligations for the Rate Swap 
Transactions govisrned by this Agreement and affected by t h a t 
Termination Event) in respect of each Calculation Period for any such 
Rate Swap Transaction that would, but for the occurrence of the Early 
Termination Date, end after the Early Termination Date. Subject to any 
conditions to designation of an Early Termination Date set forth in this 
Agreement, a party to this Agreement may designate an Ear ly 
Termination Date (a) if an Event of Default in respect of the other party 
has occurred and is continuing at the time the Early Termination Date is 
designated or (b) if a Termination Event in respect of either party has 
occurred and is continuing at the time the Early Tennination Date is 
designated and the party has the right to designate an Early Termination 
Date as provided in Section 6(b)(ii). If an Early Terminatibn Date is 
designated in accprdanee with the preceding sentence, the Ear ly 
Termination Date will occur on the date so designated, whether or not the 
Event of Default or Termination Event is continuing on ithe Ear ly 
Termination Date; provided, however, t h a t an Immediate Ear ly 
Termination will apply and the Early Termination Date will occur 
immediately upon the occurrence of a Bankruptcy under Section 5(a)(vii) 
without any Early Termination Date being designated and without any 
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other action being taken by either party to this Agreement, and the 
amount payable pursuant to Sectibn 6 will be determined as of such Early, 
Termination Date oras soon thereafter as practicable, regardless of when 
either party: learns ofthe occurrence of the Bankruptcy, and will be paid 
promptly after notice of the amount due and owing under Section 6. A 
party entitled to designate an Early Termination Date may do so by giving 
to the other partjr such notice as this Agreement requires (specifying in 
reasonable detail in such notice the basis upon which it is given). 

"Effective Date" means the date specified as such for a Rate Swap 
Transaction, which date is the first day of the Term of the Rate Swap 
Transaction. 

"Event of Default" means, in respect of a party and this Agreement, any 
event specified as an Event of Default in respect of that party. 

"Federal Funds Floating Rate Option" means for any given day, the rate 
set fbrth in H:15(519) for that day opposite caption "Federal Funds 
(Effective)". If such rate is not yet published in H.15(519), the rate will be 
the rate set forth in Composite 3:30 P.M.. Quotations for U.S. Government 
Securities for that day under the caption "Federal Funds/Effective Rate". 
If on the Calculation Date the appropriate rate for that day is not yet 
published in either H.15(519) or Composite 3:30 P.M.. Quotations for U.S. 
Government Securities, the rate for that day will be determined as if the 
parties had specified "Federal Funds (Reference Dealers)" as the 
applicable Floating Rate Option...:._..,: 

"Federal Furids (Reference Dealers)" mearis that the rate will be the 
arithmetic mean of the rates for the last transaction in overnight Federal 
Funds arranged by each Reference Dealer prior to 9:00 A.M. New York 
City time, on that day. 

"Financial Statements" means in respect of Counterparty, a copy of the 
annual report of such party containing audited financial statements for 
such party's fiscal year, certified by independent certified public 
accountants and prepared in accordance with U. S. generally accepted 
accounting principles,? ais applied to governmental units, and on a basis 
consistent with prior periods., j i 

"Fixed Amount'' irieanSvin irespect of a Rate Swap Transaction, an 
amount that, subject to Sections 2,4 and 2.5(b), is payable by a Fixed Rate 
Payor on an applicable Pajnnent Date and determined by reference to a 
Calculation Period as provided in Section 2.2. 

"Fixed Rate Payor'' means, in respect of a Rate Swap Transaction, a 
party bbligated to-make payments from time to time during the Term of 
the Rate Swap Transaction of amounts calculated by reference to a fixed 
per annum rate.' 
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. "Floating Amount" means, in respect of a Rate Swap Transaction, an 
amount that, subject to Sections 2.4 and 2.5(b), is payable by a Floating 
Rate Payor on an applicable Pajnnent Date and determined by reference to 
a Floating Rate Option and a Calculation Period as provided in Section 
2.3. 

"Floating Rate Payor" means, in respect of a Rate Swap Transaction, a 
party obligated to make pajrments from time to time during the Term of 
the Rate Swap Transaction of amounts calculated by reference to a 
floating per annum rate. 

"Guaranty" means the Guaranty of The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P., in 
substantially the form attached hereto as (Sub)Exhibit H, 

"H.15(519)" means the weekly statistical release designated as such, or 
any successor publication, published by the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. 

'Tmmediate Early Termination" is described in the definition of Early 
Termination Date. 

"Incumbency Certificate" means the Incumbency Cert i f icate , 
substantially in the form attached hereto as (Sub)Exhibit IV. 

"Index Percentage" means,' with respect to the Floating Amount 
payable by any Floating Rate Payor pursuant to any Rate Swap 
Transaction, the percentage specified as such in such Rate Swap 
Transactiori.; 

"Limited Early Termination" is described in the definition of Early 
Termination Date. 

"Notional Amount" means, in respect of any Calculation Period for a 
Rate Swap Transaction, the amount specified as such for the Rate Swap 
Transaction. 

"Pajnnent Date" means, with respect to any Rate Swap Transaction: (a) 
each day that is five Business Days after an applicable Period End Date or 
after the Termination Date; or (b) each day as is otherwise specified in the 
Confirmation for a Rate Swap Transaction, except that if a Pajnnent Date 
is otherwise specified in the Confirmation for any Rate Swap Transaction 
and would fall on a day that is not a Business Day, an adjustment to the 
Pajrment Date for such Fixed Amounts and Floating Amounts as shall be 
specified in such Confirmation will be made so that such Payment Date 
will be the first following Business Day. . 

"Period End Date" means, with respect to any Fixed Amount or Floating 
Amount payable by any Fixed Rate Payor or Floating Rate Payor 
pursuant to any Rate Swap Transaction, unless otherwise specified in the 
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Confirmation for such Rate Swap Transaction, the Termination Date and 
each other day during the Term so specified or predetermined by such 
Confirmation. 

'Tower of Attorney" means the Power of Attorney, substantially in the 
form attached hereto as (Sub)Exhibit V. 

"Rate Swap Transaction" means a rate exchange or swap tr-ansaction: 

"Reference Dealers" means three leading brokers of federal funds 
transactions in New York City. 

"Specified Entity" means in relation to G.S.C.M. for the purpose of: 

Sections 5(a)(iii), (iv), (viii), 5(b)(i) and (ii),The-Goldman Sachs 

Group,L.P..' •• :/•••• -̂.̂ •; '•'•• 

Section 5(a)(v), The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P., 

Section 5(a)(vi), The Goldman Sachs Group, L,P.. 

Section 5(a)(vii), The Goldman Sachs Group, L,P„ 

In relation to the Gounterparty: None, ' ; ; v : : \; ;r ; ir. 

"Specified Indebtedness" means anj^ obligation (whether present or;, 
future, contingent or btherwise, as principal br surety or otherwise) in 
respect of borrowed money; provided, however, in the case of the 
Counterparty, Specified Indebtedness shall consist solely of general 
obligations of the Counterparty which are secured by the Counterparty's 
full faith and credit; provided, further, however, the Skyway Bonds shall 
not be considered a Specified Indebtedness, : i: ;c 

"Specified Swap" means any cunency and/or rate swap, cap; floor- or-
collar, currency forward, currency exchange, forward rate, future rate',; or 
asset swap transaction or agreement, other exchange or rate protection 
transaction or agreement or other similar transaction or agreement 
(however designated)," any combinatibn bf such transactibns^ br 
agreements, br any option with respect to any such transaction or 
agreement, now existing br hereafter entered into (a) with respect to 
G,S.C.M., between G.S.C.M. (or any applicable Specified Entity) and 
Counterparty and (b) with respect to Counterparty, between Counterparty 
andG.S.C.M. (or any applicable Specified Entity). • • . 

'Tenri" means the period commencing on the Effective Date of a Rate 
Swap Transaction and ending on the Termination Date of such Rate Swap : 
Transaction:"' • - r . t / : . ^ ' ' ' 
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"Terminated Transactions" means (a) with respect to any Ear ly 
Termination Date occurring as a result of a Termination Event, all 
Affected Transactions and (b) with respect to any Early Termination Date 
occurring as a result of an Event of Default, all Rate Swap Transactions, 
which in either case are in effect as of the time immediately preceding the 
effectiveness ofthe notice designating such Early Termination Date (or, in 
the case of Immediate Early Termination, in effect as of the t ime 
immediately preceding such Early Termination Date). 

'Termination Date" means the date specified in a Confirmation as such 
for a Rate Swap Transaction, which date is the last day ofthe Term ofsueh 
Rate Swap Transaction. 

"Termination Event" means, in respect of a party and this Agreement, 
any event specified in this Agreement as a Tennination Event in respect 
of that party. 

"Threshold Amount" means (a) with respect to G.S.C.M. (or any 
applicable Specified Entity), $50,000,000 and (b) with respect to 
Counterparty, $25,000,000. 

"Trade Date" means, in respect of a Rate Swap Transaction, the date on 
which the parties enter into such Rate Swap Transaction. 

"Unpaid Amounts" owing to any party means, with respect to any Early 
Termination Date, the aggregate of the amounts that became due and 
payable (or that would have become due and payable but for Section 2.5(b) 
or the designation or occurrence of such Early Termination Date) to such 
party under Section 2 in respect of all Terminated Transactions by 
reference to all Calculation Periods ended on or prior to such Early 
Termination Date and which remain unpaid as at such Early Termination 
Date, together with (to the extent permitted under applicable law and in 
lieu ofany interest calculated under Section 2.5(c)) interest thereon from 
(and including) the date such pajrment became due and payable or would 
have become due and payable to (but excluding) such Early Termination 
Date, calculated as follows: 

(a) in the case of amounts that became so due and payable by a 
Defaulting Party, at the Default Rate; and ; 

(b) in the case of all other such amounts at the Default Rate minus 
the Default Spread. 

Such interest will computed as if the rate specified were a Floating Rate, 
such period were a Calculation Period and the amount due were a 
Notional Amount. 
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Section 15. Notices. 

(a) Notices. Any notice or communication iri respect of this Agreement 
will be sufficiently given to a party if in writing and delivered in person, sent 
by certified or registered mail (airmail, if overseas) or the equivalent (with 
return receipt requested) or by overnight courier or given by telex (with 
answerback received) or by facsimile or similar telecommunications device 
addressed to the party at its address or telex or facsimile number provided 
for that purpose. 

(b) Effectiveness of Notice. A notice or communication will be effective, if 
delivered by hand or sent by overnight courier or by facsimile or similar 
telecommunications device, on the day it is delivered (or, if that day is not a 
day on which commercial banks are open for business in the city specified in 
the address for notice provided by the recipient (a "Local Banking Day"), or 
if delivered after the close of business on a Local Banking Day, on the first 
following day that is a Local Banking Day), if sent by telex, on the day the 
recipient's answerback is received (or if that day is not a Local Banking Day, 
or if after the close of business on a Local Banking Day, on the first following 
day that is a Local Banking Day) or, if sent by certified or registered mail 
(airmail, if overseas) or the equivalent (retum receipt requested), three 
Local Banking Days after dispateh if the recipient's address for notice is in 
the same country as the place of dispatch and otherwise seven Local 
Banking Days after dispateh. 

(c) Addresses For Notices. 

Address for notices or communications to G.S.C.M.: 

Address: 85 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 

Attention: Capital Markets Group 

Telex No.: 421344 

Answerback: GOLSAX 

Facsimile No.: 212-902-2424 
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With A.Copy To: 

85 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 

Attention: Treasury Administration 

Telex No.: 421344 

Answerback: GOLSAX 

Facsimile No.: 212.363-2799 . 

Address for notices or communications to Counterparty: 

Address: 121 North LaSalle Street 
. Room 501 

Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Attention: City Comptroller 

Facsimile No.: 312-744-0014 

Section 16. Other Provisions. 

(a) Effective Date. This Agreement is deemed to have come into effect on 

(b) Accbunts. If a Cbnfirmation does not state the account to which 
pajnnents are to be made, they shall be made as follows: 

G.S.C.M. 

Pay: Citibank, N.Y., N.Y.. 

For the Account of: The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P. for benefit of 
Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P.. 

Account Number/ 
CHIPS UID: 4061-6061 
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Attention: Capital Markets Group -

Fed. ABA No.: 0210-0008-9 

Counterparty. 

Pay: The First National Bank ofChicago 

For the Account pf: City ofChicago , 

Account Number/ 
CHIPS UID: 11-05825 

Attentibri: City Cbniptroller 

Fed. ABA No.: 071 000013 '"' 

(c) Procedures for Entering into Rate Swap Transaction. With respect to 
each Rate Swap Transaction entered into pursuant to this Agreement, 
G.S.C.M. will, on or promptly after the Trade Date thereof, send 
Counterparty a Confirmation substantially in the form attached hereto as 
(Sub)Exhibit I or in such other form as mutuEtlly agreed upbn by the parties. 
Cbunterparty will promptly thereafter confirm the accuracy of or request the 
correction of such (Confirmation (in the latter case, indicating how it believes 
the terms of such Confirmation should be correctly stated and such other 
terms which should be added to or deleted from such Corifirmation to make it 
correct). 

(d) No Waiver of Rights. A failure or delay in exercising any right, power 
or privilege in respect ofthis Agreement will not be presumed to operate as a 
waiver, and a single or partial exercise ofany right, power or privilege will 
not be presumed to preclude any subsequent or further exercise of that right, 
power or privilege or the exercise of any other right, power or privilege. 

(e) Counterparts. This Agreement, and each written agreeirient relating 
hereto, may be executed iri cbunterparts, each of which will be deemed an 
original. 

(f) Headings.' The paragi-aph headings used in this Agreement are for 
convenience of reference only and are not to affect the construction of or be 
taken into consideration in interpreting this Agreement. 
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In Witness Whereof, The parties have executed this document as of the 
date specified on the first page ofthis document. 

Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, 
L.P. 

By: Goldman Sachs Capital 
Markets, Inc., 

General Partner 

By: 
Name: 
Titie: 

CityofChicago 

By: 
Name: Walter K. Knorr 
Titie: City Comptroller 

[(Sub)Exhibit v n referred to in this Master Agreement 
unavailable at time of printing.] 

(Sub)Exhibits I through VI attached to this Master Agreement read as 
follows: 
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(Sub)Exhibit I. 

fLetterhead Of Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P.] 

Confirmation. 

Date: , 

To: CityofChicago 
121 North LaSalle Street 
Rooiri501 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Telephone No.: 312-744-7100 

Facsimile No.: 312-744-0014 

Attention: City Comptroller 

From: [Name of Trader] 
[Titie of Trader] 

Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P. 

CC: [Name of Person in Treasury Administration] 
Goldman Sachs & Co. ^ 
Treasury Administration 

Subject: Interest Rate Swap Transaction 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

The purpose ofthis communication is to set forth the terms and conditions 
ofthe interest rate swap transaction entered into on the Trade Date specified 
below (the "Rate Swap Transaction") between Goldman Sachs Capital 
Markets, L.P. ("G.S.C.M.") and the City ofChicago ("Counterparty"). This 
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communication constitutes a "Confirmation" as referred to in the Swap 
Agreement specified below. 

1. This Confirmation supplements, forms a part of, and is subject to, the 
Interest Rate Swap Agreement dated as of between G,S.C,M. and 
Counterparty. 

All provisions contained in, or incorporated by reference to, such Swap 
Agreement shall govern this Confirmation except as expressly modified 
below. In the event of any inconsistency between this Confirmation and 
such Swap Agreement, this Confirmation shall control for the purpose of 

, the Rate Swap Transaction to which this Confirmation relates. 

2. The terms of the particular Rate Swap Transaction to which this 
Confirmation relates are as follows: 

Notional Amount: . 

Trade Date: 

Effective Date: 

Termination Date: , 

Fixed Amounts: 

Fixed Rate Payor: 

Fixed Rate Payor Period End Dates: 

[Fixed Amount or Fixed Rate and Fixed Rate Day Count Fraction:] 

Floating Amounts: ; : 

Floating Rate Payor: 

Floating Rate Payor Period End Dates: 

[Floating Rate for Initia:! Calculation Period] 

[Floating Rate for Final.Calculation Period] 

Floating Rate Day Count Fraction: 

Reset Dates: 
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3. Documentation: Swap Agreement. 

4. Additional Provisions: 

5. Credit Terms: 

6. Account Details: 

Payments to G.S.C.M.: 

For the Account of: The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P. for benefit of 
Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P.. 

Name of Bank: Citibank, N.A., N.Y. 

Account No.: 4061-6061 

Attention: Capital Markets Group 

Fed. ABA No. 0210-0008-9 

G.S.C.M. Settlements: James T. Gavin 
Swap Administrator 
Goldnian Sachs & Co. 
Telephone No.: 212-902-57.74 • 

7. Offices. 

(a) The office of G.S.C.M. for the Rate Swap Transaction is 85 Broad 
Street, New York, New York 10004. 

(b) The Office of Counterparty for the Rate Swap Transaction is 121 
North LaSalle Street, Room 501, Chicago, Illinois 60602. 

8. Please check this Confirmation carefully and immediately upon 
receipt so that errors or discrepancies can be promptly identified and 
rectified. Please confirm that the foregoing correctly sets forth the terms 
ofthe agreement between G.S.C.M. and Counterparty with respect to the 
particular Rate Swap Transaction to which this Confirmation relates by 
either (a) signing in the space provided below and immediately returning 
a copy of the executed Confirmation to James T. Gavin, Swap 
Administrator, Goldman Sachs & Co. and/or (b) sending a return 
communication to James T. Gavin, Swap Administrator, Goldriian Sachs 
& Co., Facsimile No. 212-363-2424, substantially to the following effect: 
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'We acknbwledge receipt of your communication dated 
19_ with respect to the interest rate swap 

transaction entered into on (the "Rate Swap 
Transaction") between Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P. and 

[ ", ' " , with a Notional Ambunt of U.S.D. 
and a Termination Date of . ' , and 

confirm that such communication correctly sets forth the terms of 
our agreement relating to the Rate Swap Transaction described 
therein. Very truly yours, , By: (specify name 
and title of authorized official). 

G.S.C.M. is very pleased to have executed this t ransact ion with 
Counterparty. ' 

.Very truly yours. 

Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P. 

By: Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, 
Iric. 
General Partner 

By: ., 
Name: 
Title: 

Agreed And Accepted By: 
City ofChicago 

By: 
Name: 
Title: City Comptroller 
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(Sub)Exhibit II. 

(Date) 

CityofChicago 
121 North LaSalle Street, Room 501 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 - ^ : 

Attention: City Comptroller--; ... J i. -

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

For value received. The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P. (the "Guarantor"),a 
limited partnership duly organized under the laws of Delaware, hereby 
unconditionally guarantees the prompt and complete pajnnent when due, 
whether by acceleration onotherwise, of all obligations and liabilities, 
whether now in existence or hereafter arising, of Goldman Sachs Capital 
Markets, L.P., a subsidiary of the Guarantor and a limited partnership duly 
organized under the laws of Delaware ("G.S.C.M.") to the City of Chicago 
("Counterparty-') arising out of or under the Interest Rate Swap Agreement 
(the "Swap Agreement") dated as of , 19 and all 
Confirmations now or hereafter entered into thereunder, between G.S.C.M. 
and the Counterparty (the "Obligations"). This Guaranty is one of pajnnent 
and not of collection. '••-• 

The Guarantor hereby waives notice of acceptance of this Guaranty and 
notice of the Obligations, and waives presentment, demand for pajrment, 
protest, notice of dishonor or non-payment ofthe Obligations, suit, or the 
taking of other action by Counterparty against G.S.C.M., the Guarantor, or 
others. ^ _ 

Counterparty may, at any time and from time to time without notice to or 
consent ofthe Guarantor and without impairing or releasing the Obligations 
of the Guarantor hereunder: (1) make any change in the terms of the 
Obligations; (2) take or fail to take any action of any kind in respect of any 
security for the Obligations; (3) exercise or refrain from exercising any 
rights against G.S.C.M. or others in respect of the Obligations; or (4) 
compromise or subordinate the Obligations, including any security therefor. 
Any other suretyship defenses are hereby waived by the Guarantor. 

This Guaranty shall continue in full force and effect until the opening of 
business on the fifth business day after Gounterparty receives written notice 
of termination from the Guarantor. It is understood and agreed, however, 
that notwithstanding any such termination, this Guaranty shall continue in 
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full force and effect with respect to all Obligations entered into or committed 
to in connection with any Rate Swap Transaction as defined in the 
Agreement prior to such termination. 

The obligations of the Guarantor under this Guaranty shall be without 
recourse to any partner of the Guarantor, and no general or limited partner 
of the Guarantor, or of any assignee which is the resulting, surviving, or 
transferee entity to substantially all the assets and business of the 
Guarantor, shall have any personal liability under this Guaranty, and any 
judgment taken or rendered against the Guarantor or any such assignee 
under this Guaranty or related thereto shall be enforceable only against the 
property ofthe Guarantor or such assignee. 

The Guarantor may transfer this Guaranty to any resulting, surviving, or 
transferee ent i ty pu r suan t to the Guaran tor ' s consolidat ion or 
amalgamation with, or merger into, or transfer ofall or substantially all its 
assets to, or reorganization, incorporation, reincorporation, or reconstitution 
into or as, another entity. 

This .Guaranty shall be governed by, and construed and enforced in 
accordance with, the internal laws ofthe State of New York. 

Very truly yours, 

The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P. 

By: 
Name: 
Title: General Partner 

On this • :': • .- day of , 19 _, before me personally 
came . .-• •; ,--̂  ^ : • .••., whose signature appears above, a general partner 
of The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P., to me known and known to me to be a 
member of said firm. 

Notary Public 
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(Sub)Exhibitin-.A, . . . : : : . ( . • 

fLetterhead Of Counterparty's Corporation Counsel], \ 

• ^ ,199 '•:" • '•- '•"''- ••'"•••.•:••-: 

Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P, 
85 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 , : . . ; , : ; - . . . , ^ M.. 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

I am Corporation Counsel of the City of Chicago ("Counterparty"). I have 
examined and am familiar with (i) the Interest Rate Swap Agreement dated 
as of February , 1992 between (Counterparty and Goldnian Sachs Capital 
Markets, L.P. ("G.S.C.M.") (the "Swap Agreement"), (ii) the Confirmation 
dated as of , 199 between Counterparty and Goldman (the 
"Confirmation") (the Swap Agreement and Confirmation being collectively 
referred to as the "Agreement"), (iii) all necessary documentation of 
Counterparty relating to the authorization, execution, delivery, and 
performance ofthe Agreement, and (iv) such other records and instruments: 
as we deemed advisable. 

Based upon the foregoing, I am ofthe opinion that: 

1. Counterparty is a home rule unit of local government duly ^jrganized 
and existing as such under the Constitution and laws of the State of 
Illinois. 

2. Counterparty has full legal right, power, and authority, and has 
taken all action necessary, to execute, deliver, and perform its obligations 
under the Agreement and any other documentation relating to the 
Agreement that Counterparty is required by the Agreement to execute, 
deliver, and/oi" perform, and Counterparty has complied with the 
provisions of all applicable constitutions, laws, rules, regulations, 
government codes, constituent or governing instruments, resolutions, 
guidelines, ordinances, orders, writs, judgments, decrees, and rulings to 
which Counterparty is subject in all matters relating to the authorization, 
execution, delivery, and perfonnance ofthe Agreement. 
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3. The Agreement has been duly authorized, executed, and delivered by 
Counterparty, is in full force and effect, constitutes the legal, valid, and 
binding obligation of Counterparty, and is enforceable aga ins t 
Counterparty in accordance with its terms, subject, as to enforceability, to 
applicable bankruptcy, reorganization, insolvency, moratorium, or similar 
laws affecting creditors' rights generally and to equitable principles of 
general application (regardless of whether enforcement is sought in a 
proceeding in equity or at law) except that I express no opinion regarding 
the legality, validity, binding effect or enforceability of Section 6(e) of the 
Agreement insofar as it purports to obligate a party, on termination of the 
Agreement by the other party, to pay an amount in excess of tha t 
measured by the lowest quotation from a Reference Market-maker. 

4. All federal, state, and local governmental, public, and regulatory 
authority approvals, consents, notices, authorizations, registrations, 
licenses, exemptions, and filings that are required to have been obtained 
or made by Counterparty with respect to the authorization, execution, 
delivery, and performance by, or the enforcement against or by, 
Gounterparty of the Agreement have been obtained and are in full force 
and effect and all conditions of such approvals, consents, notices, 
authorizations, registrations, licenses, exemptions, and filings have been 
fully complied with. 

5. The authorization, execution, delivery, and performance of the 
Agreement and compliance with the provisions thereof do not and will not 
in a material manner conflict with, violate, or constitute a material breach 
of or material default under, any instrument relating to the creation, 
authorization, organization, existence, or operation of Counterparty, any 
agreement, or other instrument to which Counterparty is a party, or any 
constitution, law, rule, regulation, government code, resolution, guideline, 
ordinance, judgment, order, writ, decree, or ruling to which Counterparty 
is subject. 

6. There is no action, suit, claim, proceeding, inquiry, or investigation, 
at law or in equity or by or before any court, governmental or public board, 
body, or agency, or regulatory authority, or private a rb i t r a t ion 
association, pending or, to our knowledge, threatened against or affecting 
Counterparty or any entity affiliated with Counterparty, which questions 
the right, power, or authority of Counterparty referred to in paragraph 2 
above, the validity ofthe proceeding taken by Counterparty in connection 
with the a.uthorization, execution, delivery, or performance of the 
Agreement, or the Agreement, or wherein any unfavorable decision, 
ruling, or finding would adversely affect the transactions contemplated by 
the Agreement or which in any way would adversely affect the Agreement 
or the legality, validity, binding effect, or enforceability thereof. 

7. Cbunterparty is not in violation or breach of or default under any 
constitution, law, rule, regulat ion, order, writ, decree, r u l i n g , 
commitment, agreement, or other instrument to which Counterparty is 
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subject, tha t would materially adversely affect the Agreement or the 
legality, validity, binding effect, or enforceability thereof, or the ability of 
Counterparty to perform its obligations under the Agreement. 

Very truly yours. 

(Sub)Exhibi t l l l -B. 

[Letterhead Of Counterparty's Outside Legal Counsel]. 

. ^h : . --VU..:.-.-M.V - • • . ' . . 1 9 9 . : .--^ : . : . . - ^ ' , v . . 

Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P. 
85 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

We have acted as special counsel to the City of Chicago, Illinois (the 
"City") in connection with the City's execution of (i) the Interest Rate Swap 
Agreement dated as of , 199 between the City and 
Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P. ("G.S.C.M.") (the "Swap Agreement") 
and (ii) the Confirmation dated as of ____, 1 9 9 ^ between the 
City and Goldman (the "Confirmation") (the Swap Agreement and 
Confirmation being collectively referred to as the "Agreement"). 

Based upon the foregoing, we are ofthe opinion that: 

1. The City is a home rule unit as defined by Article VH of the 1970 
Constitution of the State oflllinois and is a body politic and corporate of 
the State oflllinois pursuant to the laws ofthe State oflllinois. 

2, The City has full legal right, power, and authority, and has taken all 
action necessary, to execute, deliver, and perform its obligation under the 
Agreement and any other documentation relating to the Agreement that 
the City is required by the Agreement to execute, cleliver, and/or perform. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 11907 

3. The Agreement has been authorized, executed, and delivered by the 
City, is in full force and effect, constitutes the legal, valid, and binding 
obligation of the City, and is enforceable against the City in accordance 
with its terms, subject, as to enforceability, to applicable bankruptcy, 
reorganization, insolvency, moratorium, or similar laws affecting 
creditors' rights generally and to equitable principles of general 
application (regardless of whether enforcement is sought in a proceeding 
in equity or at law) except that we express no opinion regarding the 
legality, validity, binding effect or enforceability of Section 6(e) of the 
Agreement insofar as it purports to obligate a party, on termination of the 
Agreement by the other party, to pay an amount in excess of tha t 
measured by the lowest quotation from a Reference Market-maker. 

Very truly yours. 

(Sub)Exhibit TV. 

Incumbency And Signature Certificate. 

The undersigned, the City Clerk of the City of Chicago, I l l inois, a 
municipal corporation and home rule unit of local government organized and 
existing under the Constitution and laws of the S ta te of I l l inois 
("Counterparty"), hereby certifies that: 

1. The Interest Rate Swap Agreement dated as of February , 1992, 
including the Confirmations and other exhibits, supplements, and 
attachments thereto and documents incorporated by reference therein 
(collectively the "Rate Swap Agreement Documentation"), between 
Counterparty and Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P., have been duly 
executed and delivered in the name and on behalf of Counterparty by the 
following official, whose title and signature appear below: 

Name Title Signature 

City Comptroller 
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2. The foregoing official who, on behalf of Counterparty, executed and 
delivered the Rate Swap Agreement Documentation was at the date 
thereof and is now duly authorized to perform such acts at the respective 
times ofsueh acts, and the signature ofsueh person appearing on the Rate 
Swap Agreement Documentation is his genuine signature. 

In Witness Whereof, The undersigned has executed this certificate and 
affixed hereto the seal of said City this •- -• • '• • day of ̂  , 199 [. 

Name: 
Title: CityClerk 

(Seal) 

(Sub)ExhibitV. 

Power Of Attorney. 

This Power of Attorney Expires ori -•- • • , 19 . Know 
All Men By These Presents That Goldman Saichs Capital Markets, L.P., a 
Delaware limited partnership, whose principial place of busiriess is at 85 
Broad Street, New York, New York, 10004, does hereby make, constitute, 
and appoint Mark Schwartz, Paul F. Jacobson, Jacob Z. Schuster, Thomas R. 
Pura, Thomas K; Montag, John E. Eisenberg, Kevin Gunnirigham, William 
F. Kerins, Christine L. Thomas, Paul Kuo and David Boren and ieacih ofsueh 
foregoing persons, acting alone, as its true and lawful attorneys, with the 
power and authority specified below, to be exercised by said attorneys 
signing their individual names only, to act for it in connection with 
transactions effected with the City of Chieagb, Illinbis ("Counterparty"), 
giving and granting unto said attorneys as specified below full power and 
authority to execute the Interest Rate Swap Agreement dated as of February 

•_, 1992 (the "Agreement") and any and all docuriierits pertaining to or to 
be delivered in connection with the Agreement (Jacob Z. Schuster and 
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Christine L. Thomas), and to execute any and all confirmations pertaining to 
or to be delivered in connection with the Agreement (all of said attorneys 
other than Jacob Z. Schuster and Christine L. Thomas), hereby giving and 
granting unto said attorneys full power and authority to act as aforesaid as 
fully to all intents and purposes as Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P., 
might or could do if personally presented by one of its partners, and hereby 
ratifying and confirming all that any of said attorneys shall lawfully do 
pursuant to this Power of Attorney, but reserving to said firm of Goldman 
Sachs Capital Markets, L.P. full power of revocation. Said Gounterparty 
may act upon the faith of the original hereof (but not any copy) until the 
stated expiration date ofthis Power of Attorney or until such earlier time as 
notice in writing of the termination of this Power of Attorney or any 
authority granted hereunder shall be delivered to said Counterparty by 
Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P.: 

In Witness Whereof, Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P..has hereunto 
set its hand this day of ,19 . 

Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P. 

By: Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, 

CityofChicago 

• I h c : 
General Partner 

Bv: 
Name: 
Title: 

(Sub)Exhibit VL 

•-^•••r^:-^- • ;••• •••• ••:••-;• 

121 North LaSalle Street, Room 501 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P. (the "Guarantor") hereby represents and 
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warrants to the CityofChicago (the "Counterparty") on the date hereof and 
on the Trade Date of each Rate Swap Transaction (as such terms are defined 
in the Interest Rate Swap Agreement dated as of February , 1992, by and 
between Goldman Sachs Capital Markets, L.P. and the Counterparty) as 
follows: 

(a) the Guarantor is duly organized, validly existing and in good 
standing under the laws of the jurisdiction of its organization; (b) the 
Guarantor has the power to execute and deliver the Guaranty dated 

. ..••'- to the Counterparty (the "Guaranty") and to perform its 
obligations under the Guaranty and has taken all necessary action to 
authorize such execution and delivery and performance of such 
obligations; (c) its execution and delivery of the Guaranty and its 
performance of its obligations under the Guaranty do not violate or 
conflict in a material manner with any law, rule or regulation applicable 
to it, any provision of its partnership agreement, any order or judgment of 
any court or other agency of government applieable to it or any of its assets 
or any contractual restriction binding on or affecting it or any of its assets; 
(d) all authorizations of and exemptions, actions or approvals by, and all 
notices to or filings with, any governmental or other authority that are 
required to have been obtained or made by the Guarantor at the time this 
representation is made with respect to the Guaranty have been obtained 
or made and are in full force and effect and all conditions of any such 
authorizations, exemptions, actions or approvals have been complied with; 
(e) the Guaranty constitutes the Guarantor's legal, valid and binding 
obligation, enforceable against the Guarantor in accordance with its terms 
(subject to applicable bankruptey, reorganization, insolvency, moratorium 
or similar laws affecting creditors' rights generally and subject, as tb 
enforceability, to equitable principles of general application (regardless of 
whether enforcement is sought in a proceeding in equity or at law)); and (f) 
there is not pending or, to the Guarantor's knowledge, threatened against 
the Guarantor or any of its affiliates any action, suit or proceeding at law 
or in equity or before any court, tribunal, governmental body, agency or 
official or any arbitrator that will affect the legality, validity or 
enforceability against the party ofthe Guaranty or the Guarantor's ability 
to perform its obligations under the Guaranty. 

The Goldman Sachs Group, L.P. 

Date: . ' By: 
Name: 
Title: General Partner 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF CERTIFICATE OF 
PARTICIPATION WHH MIDWEST INDUSTRLAL 

METALS CORPORATION FOR ACQUISITION 
OF PREMISES AT 1000 NORTH BRANCH 

STREET FOR BUSINESS EXPANSION 
PURPOSES. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the execution.of.a Participation. Loan to Midwest 
Industrial Metals Corporation for a project located at 1000 North Branch 
Street, in the amount of $437,500, having had the same under advisement, 
begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the 
proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed). EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 
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The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The Department of Planning and Development ("D.P.D.") of 
the City ofChicago ("City") has as one of its primary purposes the creation of 
additional emplojnnent opportunities in the City through the attraction and 
expansion of economic development activity in the Gity; and 

WHEREAS, The City Council o f the City previously reviewed and 
approved a D.P.D. initiative entitled the Bank Participation Loan Program 
(Journal of the Proceedings of the City Council of the City of Chicago, 
Illinois, July 31,1990); and 

WHEREAS, The Bank Participation Loan Program requires City (jouncil 
approval for those participations in which the City's share exceeds $150,000; 
and " . : 

WHEREAS, Midwest Industr ial Metals Corporation, an Ill inois 
corporation ("Borrower"), has requested that D.P.D. approve the purchase of 
a participation interest in the amount of $437,500 of an $875,000 loan from 
Michigan Avenue National Bank ("Bank") for acquisition of the premises 
located at 1000 North Branch Street, Chicago, Illinois for the purpose of 
expanding its business operations, which will result in the creation of an 
estimated 22 new permanent job opportunities for low- and moderate-income 
persons residing in the City; and 

WHEREAS, The Bank Participation Loan Review Committee has 
approved the application ofthe Borrower; now, therefore, 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The above recitals are incorporated herein by reference. 

SECTION 2. The Commissioner of D.P.D, is authorized to execute, 
subject to review by the Corporation Counsel, a Certificate of Participation 
with the Bank pursuant to which the City will purchase a participation 
interest in the amount of $437,500 with respect to the Bank loan, 

SECTION 3. The Commissioner of D,P,D, is further authorized to enter 
into and execute, subject to review by the Corporation Counsel, such other 
documents as may be necessary and proper to implement the terms and 
conditions of the Bank Participation Loan Program, with respect to the 
Borrower. 

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall be effective by and from the date of its 
passage. 
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MODIFICATION AND ENLARGEMENT OF BOUNDARIES 
FOR ENTERPRISE ZONE H. 

The Coinmittee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance amending an ordinance which designated Enterprise Zone II, 
having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance t ransmit ted 
herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman, 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the: said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing coinmittee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 45. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 
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WHEREAS, The City Council ofthe City ofChicago, December 23, 1982, 
passed an ordinance establishing Proposed Enterprise Zone H appearing ori 
Council Journal pages 14291 to 14293; and amended and appearing in the 
June 20, 1984 Journal of Council Proceedings on pages 7531 to 7533; and 
amended and appearing in September 12, 1990 Journal of Council 
Proceedings on pages 20248 to 20251; and 

WHEREAS, The City ofChicago is permitted under the Illinois Enterprise 
Zone Act (111. Rev. Stat. 1981 Supp., Ch. 67-^, 601 et seq.) to amend or modify 
the boundaries of Enterprise Zones subject to the apprbval of the State; and 

WHEREAS, The City of Chicago has determined that the expansion of 
Enterprise Zone II will increase the development and rehabilitation of th^ 
depressed areas on the near south and southwest sides ofthe City; and 

WHEREAS, All required procedures have been followed in the 
modification of the boundaries of Enterprise Zone II as required under the 
Illinois Enterprise Zone Act and the Chicago Enterprise Zone Ordinance, 
Chapter 16-12 of the Municipal Code of Chicago; riowjtheriefore; 

Be It Ordairied by the City Council of the City of Chicago: •' 

SECTION 1. That Section 1 ofthe Ordinance designating "Zone II" as a 
Proposed Enterprise Zone appearing in the December 23, 1982 Journal of 
Council Proceedings on page 14291; and amended arid appearing in the June 
20, 1984 Journal of Council Proceedings on pages 7531 to 7532; and 
amended and appearing in the September 12, 1990 Journal of Council 
Proceedings on page 20249 is amended by deleting the language bracketed 
and inserting the language in italics as follows: 

The following area, hereafter referred to as "Zone II", is hereby 
designated a Proposed Enterprise Zone. The area boundaries shall be as 
follows for Zone II; 

[The western boundary shall be Western Avenue,] Begmnin^ a< the 
intersection of Western Avenue and the north side of Pershing Road, then 
running east on the north side o/'Pershing Road to Ashland Avenue, then 
running north on Ashland Avenue to 30th Street, theri running east on 
30th Street to King Drive, then running south on King Drive to 35th 
Street, theri running east on 35th Street to Cbttage Grove Avenue, then 
running south bri Cbttage Grove Avenue to 51st Street, then running west 
on 51st Street to Ashland Avenue, then running north on Ashland Avenue 
to the south side o/'47th Street, theri running west on the south side of Alth 
Street to Western Avenue, then running north on Western Avenue to the 
south side of Pershing Road, then west along the south side of Pershing 
Road to Central Park Avenue, then south on Central Park Avenue to 47th 
Street, then east on 47th Street to the east side of Whipple Avenue, then 
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south on the east side of Whipple Avenue [to Kedzie Avenue, then south on 
Kedzie Avenue] to 49th Street, then west on 49th Street to Central Park 
Avenue, then north on Central Park Avenue to 48th Street, then west on 
48th Street, to the east side o/"Cicero Avenue; then south on the east side of 
Cicero Avenue to 63rd Street, then west on 63rd Street to Central Avenue, 
then north on Central Avenue to 55th Street, then east on 55th Street to the 
west side of Cicero Avenue, then north on the west side of Cicero Avenue to 
the Stevenson Expressway [then north on Cicero Avenue to the Stevenson 
Expressway], then northeast along the Stevenson Expressway to the north 
side o/'Pershing Road, then east along the north side of Pershing Road to 
Westem Avenue (see Attachment A). 

SECTION 2. That Section 2 ofthe Ordinance designating "Zone H" as a 
Proposed Enterprise Zone appearing in the December 23, 1982 Journal of 
Council Proceedings on page 14291; and amended and appearing in the June 
20, 1984 Journal of Council Proceedings on page 7532; and amended and 
appearing in the September 12, 1990 Journal of Council Proceedings on 
pages 20249 to 20250 is hereby amended by deleting the language bracketed 
and inserting the language in italics, as follows: 

That Zone II meets the qualification requirements of Section 4 of the 
Illinois Enterprise Zone Act, in that: 

1) it is a contiguous area entirely within the City ofChicago; 

2) it comprises [9.9] 11.2 square miles, which is within the range 
allowed by the Illinois Zone Act; 

3) it is a depressed area as shown by census tract data and other 
data; and 

4) it satisfies all other additional criteria established to date by 
regulation of the Illinois Department of Commerce and 

: Community Affairs. 

SECTION 3. That Attachment A of the Ordinance designating "Zone H" 
as a Proposed Enterprise Zone appearing in the December 23,1982 Journal 
of Council Proceedings on page 14293; and amended and appearing in the 
June 20, 1984 Journal of Council Proceedings on page 7533; and amended 
and appearing in the September 12,1990 Journal of Council Proceedings on 
page 20251 is hereby deleted and replaced with a new Attachment A 
attached to this ordinance. 

SECTION 4, The modification ofthe boundaries of Enterprise Zone H 
provided herein shall not be effective unless the State approves such 
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modification, and uritil such approyal is given none of the tax and regulatory 
incentives provided in the Chieagb Enterprise Zone Act shall apply to this 
expanded area. 

SECTION 5. The tax incentives provided in the Chicago Enterprise Zone 
Ordinance shall only apply in the expanded area provided herein for 
transactions occurring on or after the date of the approval of such expanded 
area by the State. 

SECTION 6. The Zone Administrator is hereby directed to make a 
formal written application to the Illinois Department of Commerce and 
Community Affairs and to supply other information as needed to have this 
amendment to Enterprise Zone n approved and certified by the State. 

SECTION 7. This ordinance shall be effective from and after its passage. 

[Attachment "A" to this ordinance printed on page 
- -w-^ : 11917 of this Journal.] : ^ r 

AUTHORIZAHON FOR EXECUTION OF CHY/STATE PROJECT 
AGREEMENT FOR IIVIPROVEMENT OF NORTH ASHLAND 

AVENUE UNDER RAILROAD VIADUCT AT 
WEST KINZIE STREET, 

The Coinmittee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992, u 

To the President cind Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the execution of a Project Agreement with the State of 
Illinois for the improvement of Ashland Avenue under the railroad viaduct 
at Kinzie Street, iri the amount of $892,000, having had the same under 
advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable Body 
Pass the proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 

(Continued on page 11918) 
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(Continued from page 11916) 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the coinmittee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman, 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutttian, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore,:Stone - 45: i ; 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The Mayor is authorized to execute, the City Clerk to attest 
to and the Commissioner of The Chicago Department of Transportation to 
approve, subject to the review of the Corporation Counsel as to form and 
legality, a project agreement with the State of Illinois providing for the 
improvement of Ashland Avenue (F.A.U. 2853) under the railroad viaduct at 
Kinzie Street described therein, said agreement to be substantially in the 
following form: : 

[City/State Project Agreement immediately follows ^ 
Section 3 ofthis ordinance.] 

SECHON 2. The City Clerk is herebjr directed to transmit two (2) 
certified copies ofthis ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
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Transportation of the State of Illinois through the District Engineer of 
District 1 of said Division of Highways. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after 
its passage. 

City/State Project Agreement attached to this ordinance reads as follows: 

City/State Project Agreement. 

Improvement Of Ashland Avenue (F.A.U. 1453) 

Under The Railroad Viaduct At Kinzie Street. 

Federal Project No.: 

City Section No.: 

State Job No.: 

D.P.W. Job No.: 

This Agreement, entered into this day of , 19 , 
by and between the State of Illinois, acting through its Department of 
Transportation, hereinafter called the "State", and the City of Chicago, 
acting through its Department of Transportation, hereinafter called the 
"City". 

Witnesseth: 

Whereas, The State and the City, in the. interest ofthe safe and efficient 
movement of vehicular and pedestrian traffic, find it necessary to improve 
Ashland Avenue under the Railroad Viaduct at Kinzie Street, hereinafter 
referred to as the 'Troject" and identified in numbered paragraph 11 ofthis 
Agreement; and 

Whereas, The Department of Transportation ofthe State oflllinois, under 
Chapter 121, Article 4-409 ofthe Illinois Revised Statutes, as currently in 
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effect, may enter into a written contract with any other highway authority 
for the jurisdiction, maintenance, administrat ion, engineer ing or 
improvement of any highway or portion thereof; and 

Whereas, The City and the State are desirous of funding the Project with 
Illinois Commerce Commission (LCC.) Funds, supplemented by Federal-Aid 
Urban System Funds and Stete Matehing Funds; and 

Whereas, The Illinois Commerce Commission, under LCC. Order Number 
87-0208 dated June 24,1987, will provide up to $392,000 in funding for the 
Project; and 

Whereas, The State and the City wish to avail themselves, where possible, 
of Federal-Aid Urban System funds authorized by the Surface 
Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 or 
subsequent federal legislation for the contract construction, force account 
construction and the construction engineering/supervision of said Project; 
and 

Whereas, On June 30, 1989, the State and the City entered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding regarding the funding of a Five-Year Road 
Program in Chicago, concluding with the end of State Fiscal Year 1994, and 
that Memorandum provides the basis for the State funds provided under this 
Agreement; and 

Whereas, The City is proceeding with studies and engineering required for 
the Project; and 

Whereas, Under the federal regulations, certain written Agreements for 
the Project may be required. 

The State Hereby Agrees: 

1. To reimburse the City 100% for the non-federal (State) and 
federal shares of the costs incurred in connection with the 
contract construction, force account construct ionj and 
construction engineering/supervision of the Project, as 
hereinafter provided in numbered paragraph 12, upon receipt bf 
progressive billings supported by documentation as required by 
the State and Federal Highway Administration. 

2. To review, approve and submit to the Federal Highway 
Administration without delay, all submittals which require 
Federal Highway Administration review, approval or other 
action. 
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The City Hereby Agrees: 

3. To prepare, or cause to be prepared, studies, surveys, plans, 
specifications and estimates of cost for said Project. 

4. . U p o n approval from the State and the Federal Highway 
, Administration, to let and award the contract for the Project, 

and/or to provide or cause to be provided, all force account 
construction and construction engineering/supervision, all in 
accordance with established procedures of the City, the State 
and the Federal Highway Administration. 

5. To finance the work pending progressive reimbursement by the 
State of the federal and non-federal (State) shares of costs, to 
appropriate such funds as are necessary therefore, and to 
prepare a complete and accurate breakdown of the costs of the 
Project. 

6. To comply with all applicable Executive Orders and federal 
legislation pursuant to the Equal Emplojrment Opportunity and 
Nondiscrimination Regulations as may be required by the State 
and under federal law. 

7/^ That failure on the part ofthe City to fulfill the responsibilities 
.assigned in paragraphs 6 and 10 ofthis Agreement may render 

the City ineligible for future federal participation in projects for 
which the City has similar responsibilities, until such failures 
are corrected. 

8. To retain all Project records and to make them available for 
audit by State and federal auditors dur ing the Project 
development and construction stages, and for a period of three 
(3) years after final acceptance ofthe Projects. 

The Parties Hereto Mutually Agree: 

That prior to initiation of work to be performed hereunder, the 
disposition of encroachments will be cooperatively determined 
by representatives ofthe City and State. 
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10. That, upon completion of the improvement, the City will 
maintain or cause to be maintained those portions of the 
improvement under its established jurisdictional authority, in a 

m a n n e r satisfactory to the State and Federal Highway 
Administration. The State will maintain or cause to be 
inaintained those portions of the improvement under its 
established jurisdictional authority, in a manner satisfactory to 
the Federal Highway Administration. 

11. That said Project generally consists of the partial reconstruction 
(lowering) of Ashland Avenue under the Chicago and 
Northwestern Railroad Company and Conrail Viaduct at Kinzie 
Street, in order to provide increased vertical clearance. 

The existing driving surface and pavement base will be 
removed. A new section of sewer with catch basins and 
manholes will be cbnstructedi The pavement base will be 
replaced and a new driving surface will be applied. Small 
sections of Kinzie Street, north ofthe viaduct, and Arbour Place, 
south of the viaduct, will also be reconstructed in order to 
provide a proper grade transition to the lowered Ashland 
Avenue. 

Curbs, gutters, sidewalks, driveways and alleyways adjacent to 
the lowered roadway will be reconstructed and sidewalk ramps 
for the handicapped and pavement markings will be provided. 
Viaduct and street lighting will be upgraded, Lightpoles will be 
reset and brought up to standards. Utilities will be adjusted as 
necessary and all other appurtenances necessary to complete the 
Project will be provided. 

12. That the estimated costs of the Project covered and described by 
this Agreement are; 

Contract Construction $760,000 

Force Account Construction (City) 56,000 

Construction Engineering/Supervision 76,000 

TOTAL: $892,000 

and that based upon the (LCC) Funding commitment and the 
current ratio of federal to non-federal (State) funds for Federal-
Aid Urban System projects, t h e es t imated proport ional 
participation for the Project will be: 
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Non-Federal Share (LCC) 
(LCC Order Number 87-0208) $392,000 

Federal-Aid Share (F.A.U,) 
(75%of$500,000) : . - . : . . . . . . . . ; 375,000 

Non-Federal Share (State) 
(25% of $500,000) 125,000 

TOTAL: $892,000 

and that based upon said ratio. State financial (matching) 
participation (referred to herein as the non-federal share (State)) 
shall be limited to a maximum of $125,000 with any non-federal 
share required in excess of that amount to be provided by the 
(LCC), by the City, or by amendment to this Agreement. 

13. That the City shall be responsible for 100% of the costs of any 
work not eligible for federal participation. 

14. That stendard federal-aid procedures and requirements shall 
apply to all phases of this Project. 

15. That the Commissioner of the Chicago D e p a r t m e n t of 
Transpbrtation is authorized to execute revisions to th is 
Agreement relative to budgetery items, upon approval by the 
Illinois Department of Transportation, as long as such revisions 
do not increase the total cost of the Project ($892,000) as 
authorized by the City Council. 

16. That this Agreement and the covenants cbnteined herein shall 
be void ab initio in the event the contract covering the 
construction work contemplated herein is not awarded and/or 
the force account construction work is not authorized by 

:: January 1,1994. 

17. That all prior Agreements, or portions thereof, between the City 
and the State which refer to the construction of this Project are 
superseded by this Agreement. 

This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the 
parties hereto, their successors and assigns. 
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The Local Agency certified to the best of its knowledge and belief its 
officials:* 

(1) are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, 
declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered 
transactions by any federal department or agency; 

(2) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them 
for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with 
obteining, attempting to obtain or performing a public (federal^ 
stete or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction: 
violation of federal or state anti-trust statutes or commissions of 
embezzlement, theft, forgery, br ibery, falsif ication or 
destruction of records, making false stetements, or receiving 
stolen property; 

(3) are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly 
charged by a governmental entity (federal, stete or local) with 
commission ofany ofthe offenses enumerated in item (2) ofthis 
certification; ;.; ; v 

(4) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
had one or more public transactions (federal, state or local) 
terminated for cause or default; 

(5) have npt been barred from signirig this Agreement as a result of 
violation of Sections 33E-3 and 33E-4 ofthe Criminal Code of 
1961 (Chapter 38 of the Illinois Revised Statutes); 

(6) are not in default of an educational loan as provided in Public 
Act 85-827; and 

(7) have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result of 
violation of Chapter 127, Section 10.2 of the Illinois Revised 
Statutes. ,̂  

The Local Agency for purpose of this certification is defined as the 
Department of Public Works of the City of Chicago. Officials for the 
purpose of this certification are the Mayor of the City of Chicago, the 
Commissioner of the Department of Public Works, the Purchasing 
Agent and the Comptroller ofthe City ofChicago. 
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In Witness Whereof, The "City" and the "State" have caused this 
Agreement to be executed by their respective officials and attested to on the 
date hereinafter listed. 

Executed by the City of Chicago 
this day of;-..: •• •;•':•''; v - • 

The City ofChicago, 
a municipal corporation 

Attest: 

City Clerk 
By: 

Mayor 

Reviewed As To Form And Legality: 
(subject to proper execution) ;• 

Approved: •: 

Assistant Corporation Counsel 
By: 

Commissioner, : 
Chicago D e p a r t m e n t of 
•Transportation 

Executed by the State oflllinois 
this day ofV_J_£;L1L_» "••••' 

By: 
Director of Highways, 
Illinois Department of 
Transportation 

Minority Business Enterprises Provisions attached to this Agreement read 
asfbllows: 
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Minority Business Enterprises Provisions. 

"It is the Policy of the U. S. Department of Transportation that minority 
business enterprises, as defined in 49 C.F.R. Part 23, shall have the 
maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with federal funds under this agreement. 
Consequently, the M.B.E. requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 23 apply to this 
agreement. 

The Stete and City agree to ensure that minority business enterprises, as 
defined in 49 C.F.R. Par t 23, have the maximum opportunity to 
participate in the performance of this agreement. In this regard the Stete 
and City shall take all necessary and reasonable steps, in accordance with 
49 C.F.R. Part 23, to ensure that minority business enterprises have the 
maximum opportunity to compete for and perform portions of contracts 
and subcontracts financed in whole or in part with federal funds provided 
under this agreement. The State and City shall not discriminate on the 
basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the selection and retention of 
contractor or subcontractors, including procurement of materials and 
lease of equipment. 

The City shall include the provisions of this 'Policy' in every contract, 
including procurement bf materials and leases of equipment. 

Failure to carry out the requirements set forth above shall constitute a 
breach of this agreement and may result in termination of the agreement 
or such remedy as deemed appropriate." 

This Agreement shall be administered under the provisions ofthe City of 
Chicago's federally approved Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF CHY/STATE PROJECT 
AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF TWO SOUTHWEST 

TRANSH LINE PARK-AND-RIDE LOTS AT 
35TH STREET/ARCHER AVENUE 

STATION. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 
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CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the execution of a Project Agreement with the State of 
Illinois for the construction of two Southwest Transit Line Park-and-Ride 
Lots to be located at the 35th Street/Archer Avenue Station, in the amount 
of $510,000, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report 
and recomriiend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
ofthe coinmittee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Y"cas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SEGTipi^ 1. The Mayor is authorized to execute, the City Clerk to attest 
to and the Commissioner of Public Works to approve, subject to the review of 
the Corporation Counsel as to form and legality, a project agreement with 
the State of Illinois providing for the construction of^two Southwest Transit 
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Line Park-and-Ride Lots at the 35th Street/Archer Avenue Station 
described therein, said agreement to be substantially in the following form: 

[City/State Project Agreement immediately follows Section 3 
of this ordinance.] 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is herebjr directed to transmit two (2) 
certified copies ofthis ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportetion of the State of Illinois through the District Engineer of 
District 1 of said Division of Highways. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after 
ite passage. 

City/State Project Agreement attached to this ordinance reads as follows: 

City/State Project Agreement. 

Construction Of Two Southwest Transit Line Park-And-Ride . 

Lots At The 35th Street (F.A.U. 1474)/Archer Avenue 

(F.A.U.3551) Station. 

Federal Project No. 

City Section No.: 

State Job No.: 

D.P.W. Job No.: 

This Agreement, entered into this day of , 19 , 
by and between the State of Illinois, acting through its Department of 
Transportation, hereinafter called the "State", and the City of Chicago, 
acting through its Department of Public Works, hereinafter called the 
"City". 
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Witnesseth: 

Whereas, The State and the City, in the interest of the safe and efficient 
movement of vehicular and pedestrian traffic, find it necessary to proceed 
with construction of two Southwest Transit Line Park-and Ride Lots, at the 
35th Street/Archer Avenue Station hereinafter referred to as the "Project" 
and identified in numbered paragraph 11 ofthis Agreement; and 

Whereas, The Department of Transportation ofthe Stete oflllinois, under 
Chapter 121, Article 4-409 ofthe Illinois Revised Statutes, as currently in 
effect, may enter into a written contract with any other highway authority 
for the jurisdiction; maintenance, administrat ion, engineer ing or 
improvement ofany highway or portion thereof; and 

Whereas, On June 30, 1989, the State and the City entered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding regarding the funding of a Five-Year Road 
Program in Chicago, concluding with the end of State Fiscal Year 1994, and 
the Section 1 Line Item of that Memorandum of Understanding which 
provides $48,000,000 in State Matching Funds for Federal-Aid Urban and 
Interstate Transfer projects in the City; is the basis for State Funds provided 
under this Agreement; and 

Whereas, Certain funds have been appropriated for the Project under 
Section 149, Subsequent (30) ofthe Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1987; and 

Whereas, The City and the State have concurred in the use of such funds 
for the Project; and 

Whereas, The City is proceeding with studies and engineering required for 
the Project; and 

Whereas, Under the federal regulations, certain written Agreements for 
the Project may be required. 

The State Hereby Agrees: 

1. To reimburse the City 100% for the non-federal (State) and 
federal shares of the costs incurred in connection with the 
contract construction, force account cons t ruc t ion , a n d 
construction engineering/supervision of the Project, as 
hereinafter provided in numbered paragraph 12, upon receipt of 
progressive billings supported by documentatiori as required by 
the State and Federal Highway Administration. 
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To review, approve and submit to the Federal Highway 
Administration without delay, all submittals which require 
Federal Highway Administration review, approval or other 
action. 

The City Hereby Agrees: 

3. To prepare, or cause to be prepared, studies, surveys, plans, 
specifications and estimates of cost for said Project. 

4. Upon approval from the State and the Federal Highway 
Administration, to let and award the contract for the Project, 
and/or to provide or cause to be provided, all force account 
construction and construction engineering/supervision, all in 
accordance with established procedures of the City, the State 
and the Federal Highway Administration. 

5. To finance the work pending progressive reimbursement by the 
State of the federal and non-federal (Stete) shares of coste, to 
appropriate such funds as are necessary therefore, and to 
prepare a complete and accurate breakdbwn of the coste of the 
Project. 

6. To comply with all applicable Executive Orders and federal 
legislation pursuant to the Equal Emplojnnent Opportunity and 
Noridiscrimination Regulations as may be required by the State 
and under federal law. 

7. . That failure on the part of the City to fulfill the responsibilities 
assigned in paragraphs 6 and 10 ofthis Agreement may render 
the City ineligible for future federal participation in projects for 
which the City has similar responsibilities, until such failures 
are corrected. 

8. To retein all Project records and to make them available for 
audit by State and federal auditors during the Project 
development and construction stages, and for a period of three 
(3) years after final acceptance of the Project. 

The Parties Hereto Mutually Agree: 

That prior to initiation of work to be performed hereunder, the 
disposition of encroachments will be cooperatively determined 
by representatives of the City and State. 
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10. That, upon completion of the improvement, the City will 
maintain or cause to be maintained those portions of the 
improvement under its established jurisdictional authority, in a 
manner satisfactory to the State and Federal Highway 
Administration. The State will maintain or cause to be 
maintained those portions of the improvement under i t s 
established jurisdictional authority, in a manner satisfactory to 
the Federal Highway Administration. 

11. That said Project generally consists of the construction of two 
(2) park-and-ride facilities on the northern corner of the 
intersection of Oakley and Archer Avenue referred to as Lot 1 
and on the northern corner of the intersection of Leavitt and 
Archer referred to as Lot 2. The facilities will serve the 
proposed Halsted Street Station on the Chicago Trans i t 
Authority's new Southwest Transit Line. 

The pa rk ing lot wi l l be constructed to accommodate 
approximately 12 vehicles in Lot 1 arid 52 vehicles in Lot 2. 
Construction activities will include site preparation and the 
provision of drainage, lighting, fencing, signs and landscaping. 
All other appurtenances necessary to complete the Project in 
accordance, with approved plans and specifications will also be 
provided. 

12. That the estimated coste of the Project cbvered and described by 
this Agreement are: 

Contract Construction . ; . . . . . . . . . . . . . $434,000 

Force Account Construction 10,000 

Construction Engineering/Supervision 66,000 
(15% of Contract Construction allowed) 

TOTAL: . . . . . . $510,000 

and that based upon the current ratio of federal to non-federal 
(State) funds for Federal Demonstrat ion Projects , t h e 
proportional participation for the project will be: 
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Federal-Aid Share (Demonstration Funds) 
(80% of $510,000) $408,000 

Non-Federal Share (State) 
(20% of $510,000) 102,000 

TOTAL: .$510,000 

and that based upon said ratio. State financial participation 
(referred to herein as the non-federal share) shall be limited to a 
maximum of $102,000 with any non-federal share required in 
excess of that amount to be provided by the City or by 
amendment to this Agreement. 

13. That the Cit;y shall be responsible for 100% of the cost bf any 
wbrk not eligible for federal participation. , . " ' . 

14. That standard federal-aid procedures and requirements shall 
apply to all phases ofthis Project. 

15. That the Commissioner of Transportation is authorized to 
execute revisions to this Agreement relative to budgetary items, 
upon approval by the State, as long as such revisions do not 
increase the total cost of the Project ($510,000) as authorized by 
the City Council. 

16. That this Agreement and the covenants contained herein shall 
be void ab initio in the event the contract covering the 
construction work cbntemplated herein is not awarded and/or 
the force account construction work is not authorized by 
January 1,1995. 

17. That all prior Agreements, or portions thereof, between the City 
and the State which refer to the construction of this Project are 
superseded by this Agreement. 

This Agreement shall be binding upon and iriure to the benefit of the 
parties hereto, their successors and assigns. ! 
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The Local Agency certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief its 
officials:* 

(1) are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, 
declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered 
transactions by any federal department or agency; 

(2) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them 
for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with 
obtaining, attempting to obtain or performing a public (federal, 
stete or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction: 
violation of federal or state anti-trust stetutes or commission of 
embezzlement, theft, forgery, br ibery, falsif ication or 
destruction of records, making false statements, or receiving 
stolen property; 

(3) are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly 
charged by a governmental entity (federal, state or local) with 
commission of any of the offenses enumerated in item (2) of this 
certification; 

(4) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
had one or more public transactions (federal, state or local) 
terminated for cause or default; 

(5) have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result of 
a violation of Sections 33E-3 and 33E-4 ofthe Criminal Code of 
1961 (Chapter 38 ofthe Illinois Revised Statutes); 

(6) are not in default on an educational loan as provided in Public 
Act 85-827; and 

(7) have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result of 
a violation of Chapter 127, Section 10.2 ofthe Illinois Revised 
Statutes. ;̂  

The Local Agency for purpose of this certification is defined as the 
Department of Transportation of the City of Chicago. Officials for the 
purpose of this certification are the Mayor of the City of Chicago, the 
Commissioner of the Department of Transportation, the Purchasing 
Agent and the Comptroller of the City ofChicago. 
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In Witness Whereof, The "City" and the "State" have caused this 
Agreement to be executed by their respective officials and attested to on the 
date hereinafter listed. 

Executed by the City ofChicago 
this day of , 

The City ofChicago, 
a municipal corporation 

Attest: 

City Clerk 
By: 

Mayor 

Reviewed As To Form And Legality: 
(subject to proper execution) 

Approved: 

Assistant Corporation Counsel 
By: 

Acting Conunissioner, 
Department of 
Transportation 

Executed by the State oflllinois 
this day of 

By: 
Director of Highways, 
Illinois Department of 
Transportation 

Minority Business Enterprises Provisions attached to this Agreement read 
as follows: 
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Minority Business Enterprises Provisions. 

'Tt is the Policy ofthe U. S. Department of Transportation that minority 
business enterprises, as defined in 49 C.F.R. Part 23, shall have the 
maximum opportunitjr to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with federal funds under this agreement. 
Consequently, the M.B.E. requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 23 apply to this 
agreement. 

The State and City agree to ensure that minority business enterprises, as 
defined in 49 C.F.R. Par t 23, have the maximum opportunity to 
participate in the performance of this agreement. In this regard the State 
and City shall take all necessary and reasonable steps, in accordance with 
49 C.F.R. Part 23, to ensure that minority business enterprises have the 
maxiirium opportunity to compete for and perform portions of contracts 
and subcontracte financed in whole or in part with federal funds providecl 
under this agreement. The State and City shall not discriminate on the 
basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the selectionand retention of 
contractor or subcontractors, including procurement of materials and 
lease of equipment. 

The City shall include the provisions of this 'Policy' in every contract, 
including procurement of materials and leases of equipment. 

: Failure to carry out the requirements set forth above shall cbnstitute a 
breach ofthis agreement and may result in termination ofthe agreement 
or such remedy as deemed appropriate," 

This Agreement shall be administered under the provisions of the City of 
Chicago's federally approved Disadvanteged Business Enterprise Program, 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF CHY/STATE PROJECT 
AGREEMENT FOR PHASE H PRELIMINARY 

ENGINEERING FOR IMPROVEMENT OF 
SOUTH LAKE SHORE DRIVE BRIDGE 

AT EAST 59TH STREET. 

The Coinmittee on Finance submitted the following report: 
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: CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the execution of a Project Agreement with the Stete of 
Illinois for the improvement of the Lake Shore Drive Bridge at 59th Street, 
in the amount of $400,000, having had the same under advisement, begs 
leave to report and recomniend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinance transmitted herewith. \ 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the coinmittee. ., ;;: . 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, : 
-̂v • ; : - : . , ;; Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke,'the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing coinmittee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary,.Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost, i ;̂  

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1, The Mayor is authorized to execute, the City Clerk to attest 
to and the Commissioner of the Chicago Department of Transportation to 
approve, subject to the review, of the Corporation Counsel as to form and 
legality, a project agreement w:ith the State oflllinois providing for (Phase 
n) Preliminary Engineering for the Improvement of the Lake Shore Drive 
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Bridge at 59th Street described therein, said agreement to be substantially 
in the following form: 

[City/State Project Agreement inimediately follows Section 3 
of this ordinance,] 

SECTION 2, The City Clerk is herebjr directed to transmit two (2) 
certified copies ofthis ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportetion of the State of Illinois through the District Engineer of 
District 1 of said Division of Highways, 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after 
its passage. 

City/State Project Agreement attached to this ordinance reads as follows: 

City/State Project Agreement, 

Phase II Preliminary Engineering For The Improvement 

Of The Lake Shore Drive Bridge At 

59th Street. 

Federal Project No.: 

City Section No.: 

State Job No.: 

D.P.W. Job No.: 

This Agreement, entered into this day of _, 19 , 
by and between the State of Illinois, acting through its Department of 
Transportation, hereinafter called the "State", and the City of Chicago, 
acting through its Department of Transportation, hereinafter called the 
"City". 
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Witnesseth: 

Whereas, The Department of Transportatibn ofthe Stete oflllinois, under 
Chapter 121, Article 4-409 ofthe Illinois Revised Statutes, as currently in 
effect, may enter into a written contract with any other highway authority 
for the jurisdiction, maintenance, administrat ion, engineeririg or 
improvement of any highway or portion thereof; and 

Whereas, The Stete and the City, in the interest of the safe and efficient 
movement of vehicular and pedestrian traffic, find it necessary to proceed 
with the improvement of the Lake Shore Drive Bridge at 59th Street, 
hereinafter called the'Troject"; and 

Whereas, The City; before such improveriiente can be made, is required to 
make, or cause tp be made, certein design and location studies and a design 
report covering the improvements, and to prepare, or cause to be prepared, 
all preliminary and firial plaris, specificiations arid estimates for utility 
adjustments, right-of-way acquisition, contract construction and force 
account construction, all of which are hereinafter referred to as 
"Preliminary Engineering"; and ^ . 

Whereas, The City is proceeding with (Phase I) "P re l imina ry 
Engineering^' for the Project, said (Phase I) "Preliminary Engineering" 
having been funded under a separate Iriterstete Substitution (1) omnibus 
engineering Agreeirient; and 

Whereas, On June 30, 1989, the State and the City entered into a 
Memorandum bf Understariding regarding the funding of a Five-Year Road 
Program in Chicago, concluding with the end of State Fiscal Year 1994, and 
the Section 1 Line Item of that Memorandum of Understanding which 
provides $48,000,000 in state matehing funds for federally funded highway 
and bridge projects in the City is the basis for the state funds provided under 
this Agreement; and 

Whereas, Certain funds have been appropriated for the Project under 
Section 149, Subsection (28) ofthe Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1987; and 

Whereas, The City and the State have concurred in the use of such funds 
for (Phase H) Preliminary Engineering for the Project; and 

Whereas, Urider the federal regulations, certain written Agreements for 
the Project may be required. 
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The State Hereby Agrees: 

To reimburse the City 100% for the non-federal (State) and 
federal shares of the costs incurred in connection with the 
(Phase n) Preliminary Engineering ofthe Project, as hereinafter 
provided in numbered paragraph 7, upon receipt of progressive 
billings supported by documentation as required by the State. 

To give administrative assistance and gnidance to the City 
during the performance of (Phase II) Preliminary Engineering 
and to review, approve and submit to the Federal Highway 
Administration without delay, all submittals which require 
Federal Highway Administration review, approval or other 
action. 

The City Hereby Agrees: 

3. Either with ite own forces or in conjunction with consulting 
engineering firms approved by the State, and Federal Highway 
Administration to iriake all surveys, compile the data and 
prepare the design and location studies, hold the required Public 
Hearings, prepare the required environmental studies and 
prepare the final design reports, perform the engineering for the 
necessary right-of-way acquisition and the relocations and/or 
adjustment of City-owned electrical and water utilities, and 
prepare the preliminary and final plans, specifications, 
estimates and all other documente or agreements required in 
order to let and award contracts or otherwise construct the 
project, all of which is considered to be "Pre l imina ry 
Engineering. 

4. To finance the work pending progressive reimbursement by the 
State of the federal and non-federal (State) shares of costs, to 
appropriate such funds as are necessary therefore, and to 
prepare a complete and accurate breakdown of the costs of 
Preliminary Engineering for the Project. 

5. To comply with all applicable Executive Orders and federal 
legislation pursuant to the Equal Emplojrment Opportunity and 
Nondiscrimination Regulations as may be required by the State 
and under federal law. 

6. To retain all Project records and to make them available for 
audit by State and federal auditors dur ing the Project 
development and construction stages, and for a period of three 
(3) years after final acceptance of the Project. 
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The Parties Hereto Mutually Agree: 

7. That the estimated costs of Preliminary Engineering covered 
and described by this Agreement are: 

Preliminary Engineering (Phase II) $400,000 

TOTAL:; $400,000 

and that based upon the current ratio of-federal to non-federal 
(State) funds for federal demonstration projects, the estimated 
proportional par t ic ipat ion for (Phase II) P r e l i m i n a r y 
Engineering ofthe Project will be: 

Federal-Aid Share (Demonstration Funds) 
(80% of$400,000) $320,000 

Non-Federal Share (State) 
(20% of $400,000) 80,000 

TOTAL: . . . . . . $400,000 

and that based upon said ratio, Stete financial participation 
(referred to herein as the non-federal share) shall be limited to a 
maximum of $80,000 with any non-federal share required in 
excess of that amount to be provided by the City, or by 
Amendment to this Agreement. 

8. That the City shall be responsible for 100% bf the cbst bf any 
work not eligible for federal participation, 

9. That the Commissioner of the Chicago Depa r tmen t of 
Transportation is authorized to execute subsequent revisions to 
this Agreement relative to budgetary items, upon approval by 
the Illinois Department of Transportation, as long as such 
revisions do not increase the total cost of (Phase EE) Preliminary 
Engineering for the Project ($400,000) as authorized by the City 
Council. 

10. That this Agreement and the covenante contained herein shall 
be void ab initio in the event the (Phase II) Prel iminary 
Engineering work contemplated herein is not underway by 
December 1,1994. 
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11. That all prior Agreements, or portions thereof, between the City 
and the State which refer to the (Phase II) Prel iminary 
Engineering for the Project are superseded by this Agreement. 

12. That standard federal-aid procedures and requirements shall 
apply to all phases ofthis Project. 

This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the 
parties hereto, their successors and assigns. 

The Local Agency certified to the best of its knowledge and belief its 
officials:* 

(1) are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debannent, 
declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered 
transactions by any federal department or agency; 

(2) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them 
for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with 
obteining, attempting to obtain or performing a public (federal, 
stete or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction: 
violation of federal or stete anti-trust statutes or commission of 
embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribei-y, falsificatibn or 
destruction of records, making false stetements, or receiving 
stolen property; 

(3) are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally br civilly 
charged by a gbverniriental entity (federal, state br local) with 
commission of any bf the bffenses enumerated in item (2) of this 
certification; 

(4) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
had one or more public transactions (federal, state or local) 

' terminated for cause or default; 

The Local Agency for purpose of this certification is defined as the 
Department of Transportation of the City of Chicago. Officials for the 
purpose of this certification are the Mayor of the City of Chicago, the 
Commissioner of the Department of Transportation, the Purchasing 
Agent and the Comptroller ofthe City ofChicago. 
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(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result of 
a violation of Sections 33E-3 and 33E-4 of the Criminal Code of 
1961 (Chapter 38 ofthe Illinois Revised Statutes); 

are not in default of an educational loan as provided in Public 
Act 85-827; and 

have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result of 
a violation of Chapter 127, Section 10.2 ofthe Illinois Revised 
Stetutes. 

In Witness Wherebf, The City and the State have caused this Agreement 
to be executed by their respective officials and attested to on the date 
hereinafter listed. 

Executed by the City of Chicago 
this day of , 

The City ofChicago, 
a municipal corporation 

Attest: 

Gity Clerk 
By: 

Mayor 

Reviewed As To Form And Legality: 
(subject to proper execution) 

Approved: 

Assistant Corporation Counsel 
By: 

Commissioner, 
Chicago Department of 
Transportation 
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Executed by the State oflllinois 
this day of , 

By: 
Director of Highways, 
Illinois Department of 
Transportetion 

Minority Business Enterprises Provisions attached to this Agreement read 
as follows: 

Minority Business Enterprises Provisions. 

"It is the Policy of the U. S. Department of Transportetion that minority 
business enterprises, as defined in 49 C.F.R. Part 23, shall have the 
maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with federal funds under this agreement. 
Consequently, the M.B.E. requirements of 49 CF.R. Part 23 apply to this 
agreement. 

The State and City agree to ensure that minority business enterprises, as 
defined in 49 C.F.R. Part 23, have the maximum opportunity to 
participate in the performance ofthis agreement. In this regard the State 
and City shall take all necessary and reasonable steps, in accordance with 
49 C.F.R. Part 23, to ensure that minority business enterprises have the 
maximum opportunity to compete for and perfomi portions of contracts 
and subcontracts financed in whole or in part with federal funds provided 
under this agreement. The State and City shall not discriminate on the 
basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the selection and retention of 
contractor or subcontractors, including procurement of materials and 
lease of equipment. 

The City shall include the provisions of this Tolicy' in every contract, 
including procurement of materials and leases of equipment. 

Failure to carry out the requirements set forth above shall constitute a 
breach of this agreement and riiay result in termination of the agreement 
or such remedy as deemed appropriate." 

This Agreement shall be administered under the pirbvisions bf the City bf 
Chicago's federally approved Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program. 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF CHY/STATE PROJECT 
AGREEMENT FOR IMPROVEMENT OF SOUTH LAWNDALE 

AVENUE FROM WEST 75TH PLACE TO 
WEST 79TH STREET. 

The Coinmittee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the execution of a Project Agreement with the Stete of 
Illinois for the improvement of Lawndale Avenue from 75th Place to 79th 
Street, in the amount of $125,000, having had the same under advisement, 
begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the 
proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion; was 
lost. r 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 
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Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Mayor is authorized to execute, the City Clerk to 
a t tes t to and the Commissioner of the Chicago D e p a r t m e n t of 
Transportation to approve, subject to the review ofthe Corporation Counsel 
as to form and legality, a project agreement with the State of Illinois 
providing for the improvement of Lawndale Avenue from 75th Place to 79th 
Street described therein, said agreement to be substantially in the following 
form: 

[City/Stete Project Agreement immediately follows 
Section 3 of this ordinance.] 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit two (2) 
certified copies ofthis ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportetion of the State of Illinois through the District Engineer of 
District 1 of said Division of Highways. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage. 

City/State Project Agreement atteched to this ordinance reads as follows: 

City/State Project Agreement. 

Improvement Of Lawndale Avenue From 

75th Place To 79th Street. 

City Section No. 

State Job No.: 

D.P.W. Job No.: 

This Agreement, entered into this day of , 19 , 
by and between the State of Illinois, acting through its Department of 
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Transportetion, hereinafter called the "State", and the City of Chicago, 
acting through ite Department of Transportation, hereinafter called the 
"City". 

Witnesseth: 

Whereas, The Department of Transportation of the State, under Chapter 
121, Article 4-409 ofthe Illinois Revised Stetutes, as currently in effect, may 
enter into a written contract with any other highway authority for the 
jurisdiction, maintenance, administration, engineering or improvement of 
any highway or portion thereof; and 

Whereas, The Stete and the City, in the interest of the safe and efficient 
movement of vehicular and pedestrian traffic, find it necessary to improve 
Lawndale Avenue between 75th Street and 79th Place, hereinafter referred 
to as the Project, described in numbered paragraph 9 ofthis Agreement; and 

Whereas, Under City regulations, certain written Agreenierits fbr the 
Project may be required in order to allow for reimbursement by the Stete; 
and • - •• •- : • . ; . : . . . • • 

Whereas, On October 1, 1990, the "City" and the "State" entered into a 
Letter of Understending delineating both financial and construction-related 
responsibilities for the Project, and that Letter of Understanding forms the 
basis for this Agreement; and r • ^ ̂  

Whereas, On June 30, 1989, the "City" and the "State'' eritered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding regarding the funding of a Five-Year Road 
Program iri Chicago, concluding with the end of Stete Fiscal Year 1994, and 
the Section 3 Line Item of that Memorandum of Uriderstanding which 
provides $20,000,000 for non-federal-aid street and bridge projects to be 
obligated by the Stete, is the basis for the State funds provided under this 
Agreement. 

The City Hereby Agrees: 

1. To provide construction engineering and to cause the 
improvement to be built in accordance with plans, specifications 
and the contract. 

2. To cause private utilities to be relocated at no expense to the 
State or the Gity. 

3. To prohibit encroachments throughout the l imits bf the 
improvement. 
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4. To finance construction engineering work associated with the 
Project, pending progressive reimbursement by the State, to 
appropriate such funds as are necessary therefore, and to 
prepare a complete and accurate breakdown of such costs 
associated with the Project. 

5. To retain all Project records relating to construction engineering 
and to make them available for audit by State auditors during 
the Proje(;t development and construction stages, and for a 
period of three (3) years after final acceptance of the Project by 
the parties hereto. 

The State Hereby Agrees: 

6 To review plans for approval. 

7. To advertise for and receive bids, and to award the contract. 

8. To reimburse the City for 100% of the costs incurred in 
connection with construction engineering for the Project, as 
hereinafter provided in numbered paragraph 10, upon receipt of 
progressive billings supported by the required documentetion. 

It Is Hereby Mutually Agreed: 

9. That said Project generally consists of the reconstruction of 
Lawndale Avenue between 79th Street and 75th Place. The 
reconstructed roadway will provide a 34-foot wide pavement 
surface (face to face of curbs), consisting of two 16-fbbt wide 
through traffic lanes with new curb and gutter throughout the 
entire limite ofthe Project. A new enclosed drainage system will 
also be constructed and pavement markings, landscaping, 
sidewalks and all other appurtenances necessary te complete the 
Project in accordance with approved plans and specifications 
will be provided. 

10. That the estimated cost of construction engineering for the 
Project is: 

Construction Engineering $125,000 

TOTAL: $125,000 
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and that State financial participation in the construction 
engineering portion of this Project shall be limited to a 
maximum of $125,000 with any construction engineering coste 

/ in excess of that amount to be paid for by the City or otherwise 
provided for by amendment to this Agreement. 

11. That, upon completion of the improvement, the City will 
maintain or cause to be maintained those portions of the 
improvement under ite established jurisdictional authority, in a 
manner satisfactory to the State. The Stete will maintain or 
cause to be maintained those portions of the improvement under 
its established jurisdictional authority, in a satisfactory 
manner. 

12. That the Commissioner of the Chicago Depar tmen t of 
Transportation is authorized to execute revisions to this 
Agreement relative to budgetary items, upon approval by the 
Illinois Department of Transportation, as long as such revisions 
do not increase the totel cost of construction engineering for the 
Project ($125,000) as authorized by the City Council. 

13. That this Agreement and the covenants contained herein shall 
be null and void in the event the contract covering the 
construction work for the Project contemplated herein is not 
awarded by July 1,1992. 

14. This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of 
the parties hereto, their successors and assigns. 

The Local Agency certified to the best of ite knowledge and belief its 
officials:* 

(1) are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, 
declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered 
transactions by any federal department or agency; 

The Local Agency for purpose of this certification is defined as the 
Department of Transportation of the City of Chicago. Officials for the 
purpose of this certification are the,Mayor of the City of Chicago, the 
Commissioner ofthe Department of Transportation, the Purchasing 
Agent and the Comptroller ofthe City ofChicago. 
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(2) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them 
for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with 
obtaining, attempting to obtain or performing a public (federal, 
state or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction: 
violation of federal or state anti-trust statutes or commission of 
embezzlement, theft, forgery, br ibery, falsif icat ion or 
destruction of records, riiaking false statements, or receiving 
stolen property; 

(3) are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly 
charged by a governmental entity (federal, state or local) with 
commission ofany ofthe offenses enumerated in item (2) ofthis 
certification; 

(4) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
had one or more public transactions (federal, state or local) 
terminated for cause or default; 

(5) : have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result of 
a violation of Sections 33E-3 and 33E-4 of the Criminal Code of 
1961 (Chapter 38 of the Illinois Revised Statutes); 

(6) are not in default of an educational loan as provided in Public 
Act 85-827; and 

(7) have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result of 
a violation of Chapter 127, Section 10.2 of the Illinois Revised 
Statutes. 

In Witness Whereof, The "City" and the "State" have caused this 
Agreement to be executed by their respective officials and attested to on the 
date hereinafter listed. 

Executed by the City ofChicago 
this . day of , 

The City ofChicago, 
a municipal corporation 

Attest: 

City Clerk 
By: 

Mayor 
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Reviewed As To Form And Legality: 
(subject to proper execution) 

Approved: 

Assistant Corporation Counsel 
By: 

Commissioner, _ 
Chicago Department of 
Transportation 

Executed by the State of Illinois 
this day of , 

By: 
Director of Highways, 
Illinois Department of 
Transportation 

Minority Business Enterprises Provisions attached to this Agreement read 
as follows: 

Minority Business Enterprises Provisions. 

'Tt is the Policy ofthe U. S. Department of Transportetion that minority 
business enterprises, as defined in 49 C.F.R. Part 23, shall have the 
maximum opportunitjr to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with federal funds under this agreement. 
Consequently, the M.B:E. requiremente of 49 C.F.R. Part 23 apply to this 
agreement. 

The State and City agree to ensure that minority business enterprises, as 
defined in 49 C.F.R. Par t 23, have the maximum opportunity to 
participate in the performance ofthis agreement. In this regard the State 
and City shall take all necessary and reasonable steps, in accordance with 
49 C.F.R. Part 23, to ensure that minority business enterprises have the 
maximum opportunity to compete for and perform portions of contracte 
and subcontracts financed in whole or in part with federal funds provided 
under this agreement. The State and City shall not discriminate on the 
basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the selection and retention of 
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contractor or subcontractors, including procurement of materials and 
lease of equipment. 

The City shall include the provisions of this Tolicy' in every contract, 
including procurement of materials and leases of equipment. 

Failure to carry out the requiremente set forth above shall constitute a 
breach ofthis agreement and may result in termination ofthe agreement 
or such remedy as deemed appropriate." 

This Agreement shall be administered under the provisions of the City of 
Chicago's federally approved Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTIOiST OF AMENDMENT NUMBER 
ONE TO CITY/STATE PROJECT AGREEMENT FOR 

STATE-FUNDED PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING 
OF EIGHT LAKE SHORE DRIVE STRUCTURE 

IMPROVEMENTS ASSOCIATED WITH 
ALTERNATIVE ROUTE SYSTEM 

FOR REHABILHATION OF 
JOHN F. KENNEDY 

EXPRESSWAY. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992, 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the execution of an amendment to a Project 
Agreement associated with the alterriative route system for the 
rehabilitation of the Kennedy Expressway, in the amount of $726,053, 
having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance t ransmit ted 
herewith. 
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This recommendation was concurred in by a viya voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

. Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter^ Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45, . > 

Nays-None, 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The Mayor is authorized to execute, the City Clerk to attest 
to and the Commissioner of the Chicago Department of Transportation to 
approve, subject to the review of the Corporation Counsel as to form and 
legality, an amendment to a project agreement with the Stete of Illinois 
providing for State Funded Preliminary Engineering of Eight Lake Shore 
Drive Structure Improvements Associated with the Alternative Route 
System for the Rehabilitation ofthe Kennedy Expressway, said amendnient 
to be substantially in the following form: 

[Amendment Number One to City/Stete Project Agreement 
immediately follows Section 3 ofthis ordinance.] 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is herebjr directed to transmit two (2) 
certified copies ofthis ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportation of the State of Illinois through the District Engineer of 
District 1 of said Division of Highways. 
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SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after 
its passage. 

Amendment Number One to City/Stete Project Agreement attached to this 
ordinance reads as follows: 

Amendment Number One To A City/State Project Agreement 

For State-Funded Preliminary Engineering 

Of Eight Lake Shore Drive Structure Improvements 

Associated With The Alternative Route System For The 

Rehabilitation Of The Kennedy Expressway 

In The City Of Chicago, Cook County, Illinois. 

Seven Lake Shore Drive Structures. 

Federal Project No.: 

City Section No.; 

State Job No.: ______ 

D,P,W, Job No,: 

Lake Shore Drive At Diversey Harbor Inlet, 

Federal Project No,: 

City Section No.: 

State Job No.: 

D.P.W. Job No.: 
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This Amendment by and between the State of Illinois, acting; through its 
Department of Transportetion, hereinafter referred to as the "State" and the 
Gity of Chicago, acting through its Department of Transportat ion, 
hereinafter referred to as the "City". 

Witnesseth: 

Whereas, On June 27, 1990, the City Council passed an ordinance 
authorizing the aforementioned Joint Agreement for execution (Council 
Journal of Proceedings, pages 17173 through 17180); and 

Whereas, On October 15,1990, the "City" and the "Stete" entered, into the 
aforementioned Agreement; and 

Whereas, The fourth Whereas clause and numbered paragraph 7, and 
numbered paragraph 9 of the aforementioned Agreement contain the 
estimated coste and the assignment of financial responsibilities for the 
'Trojecte"; and . _ , . 

Whereas, Exhibit A of the afbrementioned Agreement specifies the 
locations of eight Lake Shore Drive Structures tb be cbvered under the 
Agreement; and 

Whereas, The City and the State are desirous bf^expariding the scbpe ofthe 
Preliminary Engineering covered under the aforementioned Agreement to 
include six additibnal La!ke Shore Drive Structures; and 

Whereas, The City and the State are also desirous of updating and 
revising the estimate of cbst and the assignment of financial responsibilities, 
and of increasing the upper limit of State participation in the Projects. 

The Parties Hereto Mutually Agree, That the Project Title and Heading of 
the improvemente covered by the aforementioned Agreement is hereby 
revised to read as follows: 

City/State Project Agreement. . 

State Funded Preliminary Engineering Of 

Fourteen Lake Shore Drive Structure Improvements 

Associated With The Alternative Route Systeiri 

For The Rehabilitation Of The Kennedy Expressway. 
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13 Lake Shore Drive Structures. 

City Section No. 

State Job No.: 

D.P.W. Job No.: 

Lake Shore Drive At Diversey Harbor Inlet. 

City Section No, 

Stete Job No,: 

D.P,W, Job No.: 

The Parties Hereto Further Mutually Agree, That the fourth Whereas 
Clause of the aforementioned Agreement is hereby revised to read as 
follows: 

"Whereas, On June 30, 1989, the State and the Gity entered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding regarding the funding of a Five-Year 
Road Program in Chicago, concluding with the end of State Fiscal Year 
1994, and the portion ofthe Memorandum of Understanding designated to 
be obligated by the State is the basis for the first $550,000 in Stete funds 
provided under this Agreement, while the Section 3 Line Item of that 
Memorandum of Understanding which provides $33,000,000 for City 
highway and bridge capital improvements is the basis for the remaining 
$176,053 provided under this Agreement." 

The Parties Hereto Further Mutually Agree, That numbered paragraph 7 
and numbered paragraph 9 of the aforementioned Agreement are hereby 
revised to read as follows: 

7. "That the estimated coste of the Projects covered and described 
by this Agreement are: 
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Preliminary Engineering $726.053 

TOTAL: $726,053 

and that State financial participation in said Prel iminary 
Engineering shall be limited to a maximum of $726,053, with 
any Preliminary Engineering coste in excess of that aniount to 
be provided by the City, or otherwise provided for by 
Amendment to this Agreement." 

9. "That the Commissioner of t h e Chicago Depar tment of 
Transportation is authorized to execute revisions to this 
Agreement relative to budgetary items, upon approval by the 
Illinois Department of Transportation, as long as such revisions 
do not increase the totel cost of Preliminary Engineering for the 
Projects ($726,053) as authorized by the City Council." 

The Parties Hereto Further Mutually Agree, That Exhibit A of the 
aforementioned Agreement is hereby revised to read as follows: 

Exhibit "A". 

Preliminary Engineering Of Fourteen 
Lake Shore Drive Structures. 

Location. 

1. Lake Shore Drive Pedestrian Tunnel at Chicago Avenue 
(800 North) 

2. Lake Shore Drive Over Northbbund Michigan Avenue 

(1100 North) 

3. Lake Shore Drive Over LaSalle Drive (1700 North) 

4. Lake Shore Drive Over Fullerton Avenue (2400 North) 

5. Lake Shore Drive Over Diversey Harbor Inlet (2800 North) 

6. Lake Shore Drive Over Belmont Avenue (3200 North) 

7. Lake Shore Drive Over Wilson Avenue (4600 North) 
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8. Lake Shore Drive 

9. Lake Shore Drive 

10. Lake Shore Drive 

11. Lake Shore Drive 

12. Lake Shore Drive 

13. Lake Shore Drive 

14. Lake Shore Drive 

Over Lawrence Avenue (4800 North) 

Pedestrian Tunnel at Oak Street 
(1000 North) 

Pedestrian Tunnel at Division Street 
(1200 North) 

Pedestrian Tunnel at North Avenue 
(1600 North) 

Pedestrian/Equestrian Tunnel at 
Barry Avenue (3100 North) 

Over Irving Park Road (4000 North) 

Over Montrose Avenue (4400 North) 

The Parties Hereto Further Mutually Agree, All items contained in the 
original City/Stete Agreement and any subsequent executed Amendment 
which are not in conflict with this Amendment shall remain in full force and 
effect. 

The Parties Hereto Further Mutually Agree, This Amendment to the 
Agreement shall be binding and inure tb the benefite of the parties hereto, 
their successors and assigns. 

In Witness Whereof, The "City" and the "State" have caused this 
Amendment to an Agreement to be executed by their respective officials and 
attested to on the date hereinafter listed. 

Executed by the City ofChicago. 
this day of , 19 . 

TheCity ofChicago, 
a municipal corporation 

Attest: 

City Clerk 
By: 

Mayor 
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Reviewed As To Form And Legality: Approved: 
(subject to proper execution) 

By: 
Assistant Corporation Counsel Commissioner, 

Chicago Department of 
Transportation 

Executed by the State of Illinois 
this day of , 19 . Department of Transportation 

By: 
Director of Highways 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF CHY/STATE PROJECT 
AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE-FUNDED 

ARTERIAL STREET RESURFACING PROJECT 
NUMBER TWO AT VARIOUS 

LOCATIONS. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance authorizing the execution of a Project Agreement with the Stete of 
Illinois for construction of Arterial Street Resurfacing Project Number Two 
at various locations, in the amount of $5,000,000, having had the same 
under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable 
Body Pass the proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 
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This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordiriance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen.Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, .Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The Mayor is authorized to execute, the City Clerk to attest 
to and the Commissioner of the Chicago Department of Transportation to 
approve, subject to the review of the Corporation Counsel as to form and 
legality, a project agreement with the State of Illinois providing for the 
construction of State Funded Arterial Street Resurfacing Project Number 
Two at various locations throughout the City, said agreement to be 
substantially in the following form: 

[City/State Project Agreement immediately follows 
Section 3 of this ordinance.] 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit two (2) 
certified copies ofthis ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportation of the State of Illinois through the District Engineer of 
District 1 of said Division of Highways. 
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SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage. 

City/State Project Agreement attached to this ordinance reads as follows: 

City/State Project Agreement. 

Construction Of State-Funded Arterial 

Street Resurfacing Project Number Two. 

City Section No.: 

State Job No.: 

D.P.W. Job No.: 

This Agreement, entered into this • • • '•' day of . 19 
by and between the Stete of Illinois, acting through its Department of 
TTransportation, hereinafter called the "State", and the City of Chicago, 
acting through its Department of Transportation, hereinafter called the 
"City". ^ 

Witnesseth: 

Whereas, The State and the City, in the interest of the safe and efficient 
movement of vehicular and pedestrian traffic, find it necessary to proceed 
with the State-funded resurfacing of arterial streets at various locations 
throughout the City, hereinafter referred to as the 'Troject" described in 
numbered paragraph 8 and identified in Exhibit A ofthis Agreement; and 

Whereas, The Department of Transportation ofthe State oflllinois, under 
Chapter 121, Article 4-409 of the Illinois Revised Statutes, as currently in 
effect, may enter into a written contract with any other highway authority 
for the jurisdiction, main tenance , adminis t ra t ion, engineer ing or 
improvement ofany highway or portion thereof; and 
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Whereas, On June 30, 1989, the State and the City entered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding regarding the funding of a Five-Year Road 
Prograiri iri Chicago, concluding with the end of State Fiscal Year 1994, and 
the Section 3 Line Item of that Memorandum which provides $33,000,000 for 
City highway, and bridge capital improvemente to be obligated by the City is 
the basis for State funds provided under this Agreement; and 

Whereas, The State and the City have concurred that the Project qualifies 
for the use ofsueh funds. 

The State Hereby Agrees: 

1. To reimburse the City 100% ofthe costs incurred in connection 
with the construction of the Project, as hereinafter provided in 
numbered paragraph 9, upon receipt of progressive billings 
supported by documentation as required by the State. 

The City Hereby Agrees: 

2. To provide and/or cause to be provided all construction for the 
Project, in accordance with established procedures ofthe City 
and State. 

3. To finance the work pending progressive reimbursement by the 
State of the costs involved, to appropriate such funds as are 
necessary therefore, and to prepare a complete and accurate 
breakdown ofthe costs ofthe Project. 

4. To comply with all applicable Executive Orders and legislation 
pursuant tb the Equal Employment Oppor tun i ty and 
Nondiscrimination Regulations as may be required by the State 
and under federal law. 

5. To retein all Project records and to make them available for 
audit by State auditors during Project construction, and for a 
period of three (3) years after final acceptance of the Project by 
the parties hereto. 

The Parties Hereto Mutually Agree: 

That, upon completion of the improvement, the City and the 
State \yill maintain or cause to be maintained, in a satisfactory 

file:///yill
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manner, their respective portions of the improvement in 
accordance with established jurisdictional authority. 

7. That prior to initiation of work to be performed hereunder, the 
disposition of encroachments will be cooperatively determined 
by representatives of the City and State. 

8. That said Project generally consists of the improvement of 
various arterial streets incorporated into the State Funded 
Arterial Street Resurfacing Project Number One, and identified 
in Exhibit A ofthis Agreement. The improvements will consist 
of intermittent base repair and resurfacing, frame and grate 
adjustments, pavement marking, drainage corrections and 
sidewalk repairs where necessary. Sidewalk ramps for the 
handicapped will be provided where necessary. Trees will be 
planted where appropriate and all other appur tenances 
necessary to complete the Project will be provided. 

9. That the estimated costs of the Project covered and described by 
this Agreement are: 

Contract Construction $4,350,000 

Force Account Construction (City) . . 215,000 

Construction Engineering/Supervision 435,000 

TOTAL: . . . . $5,000,000 

and that 100% ofthe actual final costs will be paid by the State 
up to a maximum of $5,000,000 with any cost in excess of that 

, ,1 amount to be paid by the City, or otherwise provided by 
amendment to this Agreement. 

10. . That the City shall be responsible for 100% of the cost of any 
work not eligible for State participation. 

11. That the Commissioner of the Chicago Depar tment of 
Transportation is authorized to execute revisions to this 
Agreement relative to budgetary items, upon approval by the 
State, as long as such revisions do not increase the total cost of 
the Project ($5,000,000) as authorized by the Gity Council. 

12. That this Agreement and the covenants contained herein shall 
be void ab initio in the event the construct ion work 
contemplated herein is not cbiripleted by June 1,1995. 
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13. That all prior Agreemente, or portions thereof, betweenithe City 
and the State which refer to the construction of this Project are 
superseded by this Agreement. 

This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the 
Parties hereto, their successors and assigns. 

The Local Agency certified to the best of its knowledge and belief its 
officials:* 

(1) are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, 
declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered 
transactions by any federal department or agency; 

(2) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them 
for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with 
obtaining, attempting to obtain or performing a public (federal, 
state or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction: 
violation of federal or state anti-trust statutes or commissions of 
embezzlement, theft, forgery, br ibery , falsif icat ion or 
destruction of records, making false statements, or receiving 
stolen property^ 

(3) are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly 
charged by a governmental entity (federal, state or local) with 
commission of any of the offenses enumerated in item (2) of this 
certification; 

(4) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement 
had one or more public transactions (federal, state or local) 
terminated for cause or default; 

The Local Agency for purpose of this certification is defined as the 
Department of Trarisportation of the City ofChicago. Officials for the 
purpose ofthis certification are the Mayor of the City of Chicago, the 
Commissioner of the Department of Transportation, the Purchasing 
Agent and the Comptroller ofthe City ofChicago. 
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(5) have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result pf 
a violation bf Sections 33E-3 and 33E-4 of the Criminal Code of 
1961 (Chapter 38 of the Illinois Revised Statutes); 

(6) are not in default of an educational loan as provided in Public 
Act 85-827; and 

(7) have not been barred from signing this Agreement as a result of 
a violation ofChapter 127, Section 10.2 ofthe Illinois Revised 
Statutes. 

In Witness Whereof, The City and the State have caused this Agreement 
to be executed by their respective officials and attested tp on the date 
hereinafter listed. . 

Executed by the City ofChicago 
this d a y of: •- ••̂ •:̂ -:v ,.^u: 

The City of Chicago, 
a municipal corporation 

Attest: 

CityClerk 
By: 

Mayor 

Reviewed As To Form And Legality: 
(subject to proper execution) 

Approved: 

Assistant Corporation Counsel 
By: 

Commissioner, 
Chicago Department of 
Transportation 
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Executed by the State oflllinois 
this day of , 

By: 
Director of Highways, 
Illinois Department of 
Transportation 

Minority Business Enterprises Provisions and Exhibit "A" attached to this 
Agreement read as follows: 

Minority Business Enterprises Provisions. 

"It is the Policy of the U. S. Department of Transportation that minority 
business enterprises, as defined in 49 C.F.R. Part 23, shall have the 
maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with federal funds under this agreement. 
Consequently, the M,B,E, requirements of 49 CF.R. Part 23 apply to this 
agreement. 

The State and City agree to ensure that minority business enterprises, as 
defined in 49 C.F.R. Par t 23, have the maximum opportunity to 
participate in the performance of this agreement. In this regard the State 
and Gity shall teke all necessary and reasonable steps, in accordance with 
49 C.F.R. Part 23, to ensure that minority business enterprises have the 
maximum opportunity to compete for and perform portions of contracts 
and subcontracts financed in whole or in part with federal funds provided 
under this agreeinent. The State and City shall not discriminate on the 
basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the selection and retention of 
contractor or subcontractors, including procurement of materials and 
lease of equipment. ' | 

The City shall include the provisions of this Tolicy' in every contract, 
including procurement of materials and leases of equipment. 

Failure to carry out the requiremente set forth above shall constitute a 
breach of this agreeinent and may result in termination ofthe agreement 
or such remedy as deemed appropriate." 

This Agreement shall be administered under the provisions of the City of 
Chicago's federally approved Disadvantaged BUsiriess Enterprise Program. 
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Exhibit "A' 

Arterial Street Resurfacing -- Project Number Two. 

D.P.W Project No 

Street 

1. California Avenue 

2. Cortiand Street 

3. Flournoy Avenue 

4. Garfield Boulevard 

5. Garfield Boulevard 

6. Gregory Street/ 
Avondale Avenue 

7. Harrison Street 

8. Jackson Boulevard 

9. Jackson Boulevard 

10. Lake Street 

11. Oakwood Boulevard 

12. Peterson Averiue 

13. Polk Street 

14. State Street 

15. State Street 

16. Van Buren Street 

17, Wentworth Avenue 

F,A.U. 
No. 

2840 . 

1388 

: • : - . : . ^ l . i."- ; 

1505 

. 1505 

1425 

1422 

1422 

1405 

3556 

1435 

132 

2907 

1423 

2898 

Limits 

Irving Park to Montrose 

Elston to Clybourn 

: East of Central to •. = :• • i:: 
Laramie 

Racine to Halsted '. 

Wood to Ashland; : -

Nagle to Meade 

Pulaski to CentralPark ; 

Central to Austin 

Pulaski to Hamlin 

Austin to Laramie 

Drexel to Lake Park 

Ridge to Clark 

Wells to Clark . 

Polk to Harrison 

l l l t h t o l l 5 t h r ; . A 

Dan Ryan to Canal 

Vincennes/73rd to 69th 

Length 
(Miles) 

0.50 

0.50 

'.'•.;:..,0.50 :̂/- -;.;. 

0:50 • • 

r... 0.25 

0.37 

-0-50: 

0.50 

0.25 

1.00 

0.25 

0.13 

0.13 

0.25 

0.50 

0.25 

0.50 
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Street 

18. 47th Street 

19. 75th Street 

20. 119th Street 

F.A.U. 
No. 

1489 

1540 

1583 

Limits 

Ashland to Racine 

Rhodes to Cottage Grove 

Ashland to Halsted 

LENGTH: 

Length 
(Miles) 

0.50 

0.34 

1.00 

8.72 

AUTHORIZATION FOR ISSUANCE OF FREE PERMHS, LICENSE 
FEE EXEMPTIONS AND CANCELLATION OF WATER 

RATES FOR CERTAIN CHARHABLE, 
EDUCATIONAL AND RELIGIOUS 

INSTITUTIONS. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Coinmittee on Finance, to which had been referred (November 6, 14 
and 22,1991 and January 14,1992) sundry proposed ordinances transmitted 
therewith, to authorize the issuance of free permits, license fee exemptions 
and cancellation of water rates for certain charitable, educational and 
religious institutions, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to 
report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinances transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 
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On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinances transmitted 
with the foregoing coinmittee report were Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said ordinances, as passed, read as follows (the itelic heading in each case 
not being a part of the ordinance): 

FREE PERJVHTS. 

John A. Walsh Elementary School. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Commissioner of Buildings, the Commissioner of 
Transportation, the Commissioner of Streets and Sani ta t ion , the 
Commissioner of Sewers, the Commissioner of Water and the Commissioner 
of Fire are hereby directed to issue all necessary permits, free of charge, 
notwithstanding other ordinances of the City of Chicago to the contrary, to 
John A. Walsh Elementary School for construction of a new annex on the 
premises knbwn as 2031 SbuthPebria Street. 

Said building shall be used exclusively for educational and related 
purposes and shall not be leased or otherwise used with a view to profit, and 
the work thereon shall be done in accordance with plans submitted. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after ite passage and publication. 

Moody Bible Institute. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 
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SECTION 1. That the Commissioner of Buildings, the Commissioner of 
Publ ic Works, the Commissioner of St reets and San i t a t i on , the 
Commissioner of Sewers, the Commissioner of Water and the Commissioner 
of Fire are hereby directed to issue all necessary permits, free of charge, 
notwithstanding other ordinances of the City of Chicago to the contrary, to 
the Moody Bible Institute, 820 North LaSalle Street, for alterations to 
existing structure on the premises known as 917 North Franklin Street. 

Said building shall be.used exclusively for Moody Bible Institute programs 
and related purposes and shall not be leased or otherwise used with a view to 
profit, and the work thereon shall be done in accordance with plans 
submitted. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after ite passage. 

Mother McAuley Liberal Arts High School. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City ofChicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Commissioner of Inspectional Services,; the 
Commissioner of Public Works, the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation, 
the Commissioner of Sewers and the Commissioner of Water are hereby 
directed to issue all necessary permits, free of charge, notwithstanding other 
ordinances ofthe City bf Chieagb to the contrary, to Mother McAuley Liberal 
Arts High School for an addition on the premises known as 3737 West 99th 
Street 

Said building shall be used exclusively for educational and related 
purposes and shall not be leased or otherwise used with a view to profit, and 
the work thereon shall be done in accordance with plans submitted. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

Northwestern Memorial Hospital. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 
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SECTION 1. That the Commissioner ofthe Department of Buildings, the 
Commissioner of Public Works, the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation, 
the Commissioner of Sewers and the Commissioner of Water are hereby 
directed to issue all necessary permits, free of charge, notwithstanding other 
ordinances ofthe City ofChicago to the contrary, to Northwestern Memorial 
Hospital for remodeling of two patient rooms, deletion of a utility room and 
addition of one anteroom on 14th floor East Wesley Pavilion on the premises 
known as 260 East Superior Street. 

Said building shall be used exclusively for medical and related purposes 
and shall not be leased or otherwise used with a view to profit, and the work 
thereon shall be done in accordance with plans submitted. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage and publication. 

Pentecostal Temple Church Of God In Christ. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Commissioner of Buildings, the Commissioner of 
Public Works, the Commissioner of St ree ts and San i t a t i on , the 
Commissioner of Sewers, the Commissioner of Water and the Commissioner 
of Fire are hereby directed to issue all necessary permits, free of charge, 
notwithstanding other ordinances of the City of Chicago to the contrary, to 
Pentecostal Temple Church of God in Christ for construction of an addition 
to the church structure and for a driveway on the premises known as 415 
West l l l t h Street. 

Said building shall be used exclusively for religious and related purposes 
and shall not be leased or otherwise used with a view to profit, and the work 
thereon shall be done in accordance with plans submitted. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage and publication. 

South Shore Hospital. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 
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SECTION 1. That the Commissioner of Buildings, the Commissioner of 
Publ ic Works, the Commissioner of Streets and San i t a t ion , the 
Commissioner of Sewers, the Commissioner of Water and the Commissioner 
of Fire are hereby directed to issue all necessary permits, free of charge, 
notwithstanding other ordinances of the City of Chicago to the contrary, to 
the South Shore Hospital for installation of a fuel storer on the premises 
known as 8012 South Crandon Avenue. 

Said building shall be used exclusively for medical/hospital and related 
purposes and shall not be leased or otherwise used with a view to profit, and 
the work thereon shall be done in accordance with plans submitted. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage and publicatibn. 

Trinity Acres Housing Corporation. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Cbmmissibner of Buildings, the Commissioner of 
Public Works, the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitat ion for the 
construction of a driveway, the Commissioner of Sewers, the Commissioner 
of Water for sewer and water connection and the Comniissioner of Fire are 
hereby directed to issue all necessary permi ts , free of cha rge , 
notwithstanding other ordinances ofthe City ofChicago to the contrary, to 
Trinity Acres Housing Corporation, 532 West 95th Street , for the 
construction of the Trinity Oaks Project, a five-story, 49 apartment-
unit/H,U,D,-Funded, Section 202/8 Housing Project for the elderly and 
handicapped on the premises known as 6217 — 6229 South Drexel Avenue, 

Said building shall be used exclusively for low-income elderly and 
handicapped persons and related purposes and shall not be leased or 
otherwise used with a view to profit, and the work thereon shall be done in 
accordance with plans submitted, 

SECTION 2, This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage and publication. 
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18th Street Development Corporation. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Commissioner bf Buildings, the Commissioner of 
Transportat ion, the Commissioner of Streets and Sani ta t ion, the 
Commissioner of Sewers, the Commissioner of Water and the Commissibner 
of Fire are hereby directed to issue all necessary permite, free of charge, 
notwithsteriding other ordinances ofthe City of Chicago to the contrary, to 
the 18th Street Development Corporation, 1839 South Carpenter Street, for 
the rehabilitetion of an existing structure for low-income housing on the 
premises known as 2014 South Throop Street, 

Said building shall be used exclusively for low-income housing and related 
purposes and shall not be leased or otherwise used with a view to profit, and 
the work thereon shall be done in accordance with plans submitted. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after ite passage and publication. 

LICENSE FEE EXEMPTIONS, 

Food Dispensaries. 

Grant Hospital Of Chicago. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago; 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 4-344-260 of the Municipal Code of 
Chicago and in accordance with favorable inspection by the Department of 
Health, the following institution is hereby exempted from the payment of 
the annual food dispieriser license fee, Class H, for the year 1992: 

Grant Hospital of Chicago 
550 West Webster Avenue. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force upon its 
passage and publication. 
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Saint Mary Of Nazareth Hospital Center. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 4-344-040 of the Municipal Code of 
Chicago and in accordance with favorable inspection by the Department of 
Health, the following charitable institution is hereby exempted from the 
pajnnent ofthe food dispenser/Class II, annual license fee for the year 1992: 

Saint Mary of Nazareth Hospitel Center 
2233 West Division Street. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall teke effect and be in force upon its 
passage and publication. 

CANCELLATION OF WATER RATES. 

Congregation-Ezras Israel. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 11-12-540 ofthe Municipal Code of 
Chicago, the Commissioner of Water is hereby authorized and directed to 
cancel existing water assessment in the amount of $148.12 charged to the 
Congregation Ezras Israel, 2746 - 2756 West Lunt Avenue. 

SECTION 2. , This ordinance shall take effect and be in force upon its 
passage and pubiicatiori. 

Zionist Organization Of Chicago. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 
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SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 11-12-540 of the Municipal Code of 
Chicago, the Commissioner of Water is hereby authorized and directed to 
cancel existing water rates in the amount of $531.39 assessed against the 
Zionist Organization ofChicago, 6326 North California Avenue. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force upon its 
passage and publication. 

AUTHORIZATION TO CANCEL WARRANTS FOR 
COLLECTION ISSUED AGAINST CERTAIN 

CHARHABLE, EDUCATIONAL AND 
RELIGIOUS INSTHUTIONS. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Conimittee on Finance, to which had been referred sundry proposed 
orders for cancellation of specified warrants for collection issued against 
certain charitable, educational and religious institutions, having had the 
same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your 
Honorable Body Pass the proposed substitute order transmitted hercAvith. 

This recommendation was cpncurred in by a viva vbce vote of the members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed subst i tute order 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows: 
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Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone -- 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the City Comptroller is hereby authorized and directed to 
cancel specified warrants for collection issued against certain charitable, 
educational and religious institutions, as follows: 

- . ' - • • • - . 

Name And Address 

Chicago Child Care Society 
5467 South University Avenuie 

Christ Lutheran Church 
3101 North Parkside Avenue 

Contemporary Art Workshop 
542 West Grant Place 

Edgewater Presbyterian Church 
10420 - 10440 West Bryn 
Mawr Avenue 

Louis Weiss Memorial Hospital 
6374 North Lincoln Avenue 

Northwestern Memorial Hospital 
(various locations) 

Warrant No. 
And Type Of 
Inspection 

Al-107012 ' ^ 
(Elev.) 

Pl-104934 
(Fuel Burn. Equip.) 

D7-105433 
(Sign) ^^ ; • 

D7-104283 
(Sign) 

Al-106784 
(Elev.) - ::;^ : 

Bl-120776 
(Bldg.) 

Amount 

$ 82:00: 

117.00 

115.00 

130.00 

82:00 

495.00 
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Name And Address 

Saint Cabrini Hospital 
811 South Lytle Street 

. . . • . : • : : . ' . •• • : •• - - v : - , . 

: • • . . : • • . ; : • ' . . . • . . - . - • 

Saint Paul's House & Grace 
Convalescent Home 

3810 North California 
Avenue 

Selfhelp Home 
908 West Argyle Street 

Selfhelp Home for the Aged 
916 West Argyle Street 

WarrantNo. 
And Type Of 
Inspection 

Pl-104787 
(Fuel Burn. Equip.) 

B3-104672 
(Pub. Place of Assemb.) 

Pl-105084 
(Fuel Burn. Equip.) 

Pl-105163 
(Fuel Burn. Equip.) 

D7-104660 
(Sign.) 

Pl-102060 
(Fuel Burn. Equip.) 

Rl-102568 
(Drwy.) 

Amount 

. : $186.00 

46.00 

39.00 

791.00 

40.00 

469.00 

102.00 

REDUCTION IN ANNUAL LICENSE FEES FOR SPECLAL 
POLICE EMPLOYED BY VARIOUS INSTHUTIONS. 

The Coinmittee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Coinmittee on Finance, having had under consideration two (2) 
ordinances authorizing the reduction in license fees for the emplojrment of 
special police by various institutions at the following locations: 
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Alderman Mazola Mercy Hospital and Medical Center — 
twenty-six (26); and 

Alderman Hansen Illinois Masonic Medical Center - forty-
three (43), 

having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinances transmitted 
herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed ordinances transmitted 
with the foregoing coinmittee report were Passed by yeas and nays as follows; 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Harisen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays-None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider'the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said ordinances, as passed, read as follows (the italic heading in each case 
not being a part of the ordinance): 

Mercy Hospital And Meiiical Center. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 
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SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 4, Chapter 280, Section 050 of the 
Municipal Code ofChicago, the following chariteble institution employs 
twenty-six (26) special police officers and shall pay a fee of Ten Dbllars 
($10.00) per license for the year 1992: 

Mercy Hospital and Medical Center 
Adlai E. Stevenson Expressway at Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall teke effect and be in force upon its 
passage and publication. 

Illinois Masonic Medical Center. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Titie 4, Chapter 280, Section 050 of the 
Municipal Code of Chicago, the following charitable institution employs 
forty-three (43) special police officers and shall pay a fee of Ten Dollars 
($10.00) per license for the year 1992: 

Illinois Masonic Medical Center 
836 West Wellington Avenue. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage and publicatibn. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR PAYMENT OF HOSPHAL, MEDICAL 
AND NURSING SERVICES RENDERED CERTAIN 

INJURED MEMBERS OF POLICE AND 
FIRE DEPARTMENTS, 

The Cbmmittee bn Finance submitted the fbllbwing report: 
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CHICAGO, February 4,1992, 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an order 
authorizing the pajnnent of hospital and medical expenses of police officers 
and firefighters injured in the line of duty, having had the same under 
advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable Body 
Pass the proposed order transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed order txansriiitted with the 
foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: . 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays-None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
Ibst. - : : 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the City Comptroller is authorized and directed to issue 
vouchers, in conformity with the schedule herein set forth, to physicians, 
hospitals, nurses or other individuals, in settlement for hospital, medical 
and nursing services rendered to the injured members of the Police 
Department and/or the Fire Department herein named. The pajrment of any 
of these bills shall not be construed as an approval of any previous claims 
pending or future claims for expenses or benefits on account of any alleged 
injury to the individuals named. The total aniount of said claims is set 
opposite the names ofthe injured members ofthe Police Department and/or 
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the Fire Department, and vouchers are to be drawn in favor of the proper 
claimants and charged to Account No. 100.9112.937: 

[Regular orders printed on pages 11981 through 
11995 of this Journal.] 

; and 

Be It Further Ordered, That the City Comptroller is authorized and 
directed to issue warrants, in conformity with the schedule herein set forth, 
to physicians, hospitals, nurses or other individuals, in settlement for 
hospital, medical and nursing services rendered to the injured members of 
the Police Department and/br Fire Department herein named, provided such 
members of the Police Department and/or Fire Department shall enter into 
an agreement in writing with the City of Chicago to the effect that, should it 
appear that any of said members of the Police Department and/or Fire 
Department have received any sum of money from the party whose 
negligence caused such injury, or have instituted procieedings against such 
party for the recovery of damages on account of such injury or medical 
expenses, then in that event the City shall be reimbursed by such member of 
the Police Department and/or Fire Department out of any sum that such 
member of the Police Department and/or Fire Department has received or 
may hereafter receive from such third party on account of such injury or 
medical expenses, not to exceed the expense in accordance with Opinion No. 
1422 of the Corporation Counsel of said City, dated March 19, 1926. The 
pajnnent of any of these bills shall npt be construed as approval of any 
previpus claims pending or future claims for expenses or benefits on account 
of any alleged injury to the individuals named. The total amount of such 
claims, as allowed, is set opposite the names of the injured members of the 
Police Department and/or Fire Department and warrants are to be drawn in 
favor ofthe proper claimante and charged to Account Nb. 100.9112,937: 

[Third party orders printed on pages 11996 
through 11998 of this Journal,] 

AUTHORIZATION FOR PAYMENT OF MISCELLANEOUS 
REFUNDS, COMPENSATION FOR PROPERTY 

DAMAGE, ET CETERA, 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

(Continued on page 11999) 
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(Continued from page 11980) 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992, 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an order 
authorizing the payment of various small claims against the Gity ofChicago, 
having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed order transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M: BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed order transmitted with the 
foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E, Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the City Comptroller is authorized and directed to pay the 
following named claimants the respective amounts set opposite their names, 
said amount to be paid in full and final settlement of each claim on the date 
and location by t3rpe of claim; with said amount to be charged to the activity 
and account specified as follows: 
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Damage To Property. 

Department Of Water: 
Account Number 100-99-2005-0934-0934. 

Name And Address 

The Peoples Gas Light & Coke Co. 
File 89-0-263 
122 South Michigan Avenue 
Room 311 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 

Date And Location 

5/18/89 
8148 South Muskegon 
Avenue 

Amount 

$350.73 

Damage To Vehicles. 

Department Of Water: 
Account Number 100-99-2005-0934-0934. 

Name And Address Date And Location Amount 

Estine Brumfield 
6947 South Wabash Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60637 

Nedra Sobule 
818 East 46th Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60653 

1/10/90 $1,200.00 
West 88th Street and 
South Hermitage Avenue 

1/5/90 600.00 
West Peterson and North 
Kedzie Avenues 
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Damage To Property. 

Department Of Police: 
Account Number 100-99-2005-0934-0934. 

Name And Address 

Roy Burman 
c/o Craig Burman 
2 North LaSalle Street 
Room 610 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Date And Location 

10/28/90 
3045 North Western 
Avenue 

Amount 

$1,500.00 

Damage To Vehicles. 

Department Of Police: 
Account Number 100-99-2005-0934-0934. 

Name And Address 

Bruce Livingston 
8123 North Tripp 
Skokie, Illinois 60076 

Ronald Johnson 
5132 South Lowe Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60609 

Allstate Ins. and Alvin Sperling 
Cl. 1230805267 
P. 0. Box 1089 
Morton Grove, Illinois 60053 

Danielle Flanagan 
4704 North Arbor Drive 
Apartment 113 
Rolling Meadows, Illinois 60008 

Date And Location 

10/24/90 
Police auto pound 

11/7/90 
Police auto pound 

7/5/90 
1914 West Montrose 

Avenue 

7/29/90 
1036 West Montrose 
Avenue 

Amount 

$ 80.00 

400.00 

998.58 

1,400.00 
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Damage To Vehicles. 

Department Of Sewers: 
Account Number 314-99-2005-0934-0934. 

Name And Address Date And Location Amount 

Valerie Cross Eli 
6530 South Peoria Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60621 

Dawn Rosten 
1460 North Sandburg 
Terrace 

Chicago, Illinois 60610 

Janet Moore 
8101 West 79th Street 
Justice, Illinois 60458 

6/22/90 $445.00 
342 West Marquette Road 

4/30/91 
North Clark and West 
Division Streets 

108.40 

4/9/91 225.00 
West Grand and North Lorel 
Avenues 

1 1 I : . < 1 

Damage To Property. 

Department Of Streets And Sanitation: 
AccountNumber 100-99-2005-0934-0934. 

Name And Address Date And Location Amount 

Brone Pabarcius 
2849 West 71st Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60629 

Caroline Baedorf 
3785 BigPine Road ' ' -
Melbourne, Florida 32934 

8/22/90 $200.00 
2849 West 71st Street 
(rear) 

8/21/90 350.00 
6602 West Schorsch Street 
(rear) 
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Name And Address 

Johnnie F. Thomas 
1229 North Campbell Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60622 

Date And Location 

8/17/88 
1229 North Campbell 
Avenue (rear) 

Amount 

$275.00 

Damage To Vehicles. 

Department Of Streets And Sanitation: 
Account Number 100-99-2005-0934-0934. 

Name And Address 

Michaela losello 
3750 South Lowe Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60609 

Eugene B. Criggley 
6153 South Aberdeen Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60621 

Elsa Millan 
2540 North Tripp Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60639 

Pekin Ins. Go. and 
Richard Snyder 

Cl. U1-G78-671 
P.O, Box 1399 
Bolingbrook, Illinois 
60440-7399 

Eric Thompson 
6041 North Kenmore Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60660 

Scott Godden 
1050 Heritage Hill Drive 
Naperville, Illinois 60563 

Date And Location 

10/25/91 
During towing 

6/27/90 
During towing 

3/7/90 
West Fullerton and 
North Central Park 
Avenues 

8/2/90 
During towing 

7/29/89 
2400 West Addison 
Street 

6/23/90 
During towing 

Amount 

$ 268.00 

300.00 

500.00 

1,110.98 

80.00 

180.00 
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Name And Address 

Sandra Axtell 
512 North Arbor Drive 
Round Lake Park, Illinois 
60073 

John R. Bansley 
2131 North Clark Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60614 

Lennardl. Carlson 
132 East Delaware Place 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Patricia A. Cegielski 
1769 Linden Avenue 
Highland Park, Illinois 60035 

Elisa Ann Czaplewski 
5031 North Northwest 
Highway 

Chicago, Illinois 60630 

Helen J. Douglas 
716 West Webster Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60614 

AlbertFellinger ••'•••• - HJ' v 
3 Briar Lane 
Glencoe, Illinois 60022 

Nadean Horton 
9424 South Indiana Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60619 

Esther Johnson 
P.O. Box 377996 
Chicago, Illinois 60637 

James M. Flanagan, Jr.-
5148 South Luna Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60638 

Frank W.Kromidas 
3250 North Seminary Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60657 

Date -And Location 

3/9/90 
During towing 

9/6/90 
854 West Fulton 

8/22/90 
During towing' 

10/1/90 
During towing 

11/6/90 
4750 West Montrose 
Avenue 

9/14/90 
1845 North Halsted 
Street 

10/5/90 
During towing 

9/7/90 
4457 South Michigan 
Avenue 

6/4/90 
Dearborn Street and 
West Madison Street 

8/22/90 
During towing' 

11/9/90 
2734 North Kenmore 
Avenue 

-Amount 

$300.00 

250.00 

500.00 

400.00 

200.00 

250.00 

195.00 

250.00 

125.00 

425.00 

600.00 = 
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Name And Address 

Jerome Jones 
1053 West Grace Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60613 

Worldwide Ins. Group and 
Theodore Miskovitiz 

Cl. 59443316 
P.O. Box 14510 
St. Louis, Missouri 63178-4510 

Rhita Briiiak 
4046 South Francisco Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60632 

Jose Medina 
2313 North Kilbourn Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60639 

Peter Tomaselli 
212 East Ohio Street 
Suite 100 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Donna Artist 
3836 West 71st Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60629 

Renia Boykin 
9549 South Bennett Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60617 

Katherine Brown 
3550 South Rhodes Avenue 
Apartment 1204 
Chicago, Illinois 60653 

Deborah Coleman 
2649 North 56th Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53210 

Christine P. Cigliano 
1525 West Glenlake Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60660 

Date And Location 

11/14/90 
4315 North Broadway 

8/11/90 
6358 West Montrose 
Avenue 

11/20/90 
1500 West 43rd 
Street 

12/5/90 
During towing 

6/26/90 
During towing 

1/17/90 
During towing 

11/23/90 
1412 East Marquette 
Road 

12/21/90 
North Central Avenue 
and West Kamerling 
Avenue 

12/31/90 
During towing 

1/2/91 
120 East Grand Avenue 

Amount 

$ 100.00 

637.92 

140.00 

400,00 

525,00 

315.00 

731,80 

100,00 

125,00 

110.00 
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Name And Address 

Colonial Penn, Ins. Group and 
Irving Steele 

c/o Donald Leviton 
Attorney at Law 
555 Skokie Boulevard 
Suite 500 
Northbrook, Illinois 60062 

Maryanne M, Murphy 
3542 North Bell Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60618 

Pamela R. Nemeth 
7 North 171 Eagle Avenue 
Medinah, Hlinois 60157 

Jeffrey A. Brzainskas 
3659 South Winchester 
Avenue 

Chicago, Illinois 60609 

Kathleen Farina 
164 South Lombard 
Lombard, Illinois 60148 

Jeanne Elizabeth Anderson 
647 West Sheridan Road 
Apartment 6B 
Chicago, Illinois 60613 

Linda Broznowski 
1532 Surrey Lane 
Arlington Heights, Illinois 
60005 

William McNichols 
5115 South Mobile Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60638 

Al Ramirez 
14028 South Manistee Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60633 

Jim Weaver 
1023 West Irving Park Road 
Chicago, Illinois 60613 

Date And Location 

1/12/91 
West 84th Street and 
South Ashland Avenue 

Amount 

$1,300.00 

2/2/91 
3358 North Lincoln 
Avenue 

3/12/90 
During towing 

8/23/90 
4000 South Damen 
Avenue 

8/16/91 
During towing 

10/27/89 
During towing 

10/2/90 
1800 North Clybourn 
Avenue 

8/12/90 
6500 South Central 
Avenue 

8/10/90 
East 106th Street and 
South Ewing Avenue 

9/21/90 
600 West Waveland 
Avenue 

194.73 

500.00 

140.00 

350.00 

170.00 

500.00 

60.00 

400.00 

50.00 
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Name And Address Date And Location Amount 

Emma Bettio 
9756 South Claremont Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60643 

Sidney Helder 
3643 Wentworth Lane, S.W. 
Wyoming, Michigan 49509 

Michelle Jones 
7803 South Marshfield Avenue: 
Chicago, Illinois 60620 

Maxine Mitchell 
11129 South Longwood Drive 
Chicago, Illinois 60643 

Angela Ranalli 
106 West 550 North 
Valapraiso, Indiana 46383 

Patrick Devereux 
900 West Armitage Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60614 

Rick Olson 
10146 South Tripp Avenue 
Oak Lawn, Illinois 60453 

Estelle Varela 
936 West 35th Place 
Chicago, Illinois 60609 

Dolores Ann Machart 
5339 South Washtenaw Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60632 

Doris Hardy 
7818 South Wolcott Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60620 

8/7/90 $200.00 
9623 South Claremont 
Avenue 

9/15/90 385.00 
During towing 

10/12/90 100.00 
During towing 

6/16/90 450.00 
West 102nd and South 
Green Street 

8/19/90 120.00 
During towing 

10/18/90 450.00 
732 North Orleans 
Street 

8/12/90 51.00 
North Michigan Avenue 
and East Lake Street 

9/30/90 280.00 
During towing 

1/15/91 181.50 
West 54th Street and 
South Fairfield Avenue 

7/9/90 50.00 
2541 South Damen 
Avenue 

;and 

Be It Further Ordered, That the Commissioner of Water is authorized to 
decrease the amount due by the amount set opposite the name of the 
claimant; on account of underground leaks: 
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Name And Address Location Amount 

Jose M. Roman 
1402 North Bell Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60622 

Lois M. Christophe 
22 West 154th Street 
1st Floor 
South Holland, Illinois 
60473-1013 

Andre and Pamela Watkins 
P.O. Box 20516 
Chicago, niinois 60620 

Aim Realty 
4044 Suffield Court 
Skokie, Illinois 60076 

A. Jachimiec 
2804 South Springfield 
Avenue 

Chicago, niinois 60623 

Glennie J. Jackson 
731 - 733 North Spaulding 
Avenue 

Chicago, Illinois 60624 

Reliance Pattern Works 
4350 West Chicago Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60651 

James Weathers 
4211 West 21st Street 
Chicago, niinois 60623 

Moon's Pharmacy 
3334 - 3336 West Lawrence 
Avenue 

Chicago, Illinois 60625 

Charles Greer and Geneva Allen 
5120 West Iowa Street • 
Chicago, Illinois 60651 

8/18/88 to 6/20/90 $ 400.00 
1402 North Bell Avenue 

2/13/90 to 6/15/90 201.28 
146West 119th Street 

1/22/90 to 7/12/90 400.00 
1422 West 76th Street 

4/25/89 to 5/25/90 238.00 
6006 West Belmont Avenue 

2/27/89 to 4/30/90 114.90 
2840 South Springfield 
Avenue 

4/25/89 to 2/16/90 400.00 
731 - 733 North Spaulding 
Avenue 

11/7/89 to 7/11/90 - • 0 164,40 
4350 - 4358 West Chicago 
Avenue 

6/8/88 to 2/15/89 42,67 
4211 West 21st Street 

8/2/89 to 10/12/89 400.00 
3334 - 3336 West Lawrence 
Avenue 

7/18/89 - 6/18/90 397.60 
901 North Leamington 
Avenue 
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Name And Address 

Barbara M. Honeycutt 
6354 South Winchester Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60636 

North Sedgwick Condo Assn. 
1746 North Sedgwick Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60616 

Italo Muralles 
1844 North Humboldt Drive 
Chicago, niinois 60647 

Rosalinda Silva 
3246 South Carpenter Street 
Chicago, niinois 60608 

Donna Thigpen 
12432 South WaHace 
Street 

Chicago, Illinois 60628 

Daughters of Lithuania 
2735 West 71st Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60629 

Joan Brauc 
3309 West Irving Park Road 
Chicago, niinois 60618 

Efrain Perez 
2041 North Kedzie Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60647 

Sammie L. Collins 
4709 South Wabash Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60615 

Curtis Cathola 
8123 South Maryland Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60619 

Belinda T. Lopez 
2833 North Maplewood Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60618 

Location 

12/24/86 to 12/31/87 
6352 - 6354 South 
Winchester Avenue 

3/15/90 to 7/9/90 
1746 North Sedgwick 
Street 

9/13/89 to 11/14/89 
1844 North Humboldt 
Drive 

8/4/89 to 8/13/90 
3246 South Carpenter 
Street 

10/17/90 to 4/22/91 
3942 South Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr. Drive 

11/3/89 to 1/16/90 
2735 West 71st Street 

3/9/90 to 9/7/90 
2701 - 2703 North 
St. Louis Avenue 

7/12/90 to 1/14/91 
2041 North Kedzie 
Avenue 

9/11/89 to 11/7/90 
4709 South Wabash 
Avenue 

1/18/90 to 11/7/90 
6224 - 6226 South 
Kimbark Avenue 

5/17/89 to 4/16/90 
2833 North Maplewood 
Avenue 

Amount 

$400.00 

400.00 

180.32 

400.00 

400.00 

280.50 

400.00 

285.36 

400.00 

400.00 

161.70 
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Name And Address Location Amount 

L. Pritikin & A. Becker, Inc. 
4224 West Chicago Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60651 

Paula D: Redmond 
4714 West Washington 
Boulevard 

Chicago, Illinois 60644 

Arlene Williams 
8526 South May Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60620 

Mr. and Mrs. Bruce Ellison 
1734 West Albion Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60626 

Beatrice Alexander 
1507 -1509 East71st Place 
Chicago, Illinois 60619 

Realmark Group 
1156 North Clark Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60610 

VlastaChloupek ' V 
2759 South Millard Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60623 

4/30/90 to 5/1/90 $333.07 
3507 West Columbus 
Avenue 

1/13/89 to 2/2/91 400.00 
4714 West Washington 
Boulevard 

12/29/89 to 10/22/90 254.14 
6245 South Wood Street 

9/27/90 to 11/23/90 280.93 
1734 West Albion 
Avenue 

8/15/90 to 10/16/90 65.17 
1507 - 1509 East 71st Place 

5/22/90 to 9/17/91 400.00 
5034 - 5040 South 
Woodlawn Avenue 

8/31/90 to 5/1/91 323,97 
2759 South Millard Avenue 

; and 

Be It Further. Ordered, That the Commissioner of Water is authorized to 
refund the amount due by the amount set opposite the name ofthe claimant; 
on account of underground leaks and to charge same to Account No, 200-87-
2015-0952-0952: 

Name And Address Date And Location Amount 

Building Partners 
c/o Mario P, Deri 
3447 North Lincoln Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60657 

8/10/89 to 2/21/90 
5701 South Claremont 
Avenue 

$400,00 
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Name And Address 

Mary Dychakowski 
5354 South Sawyer Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60632 

Maria and Getulio Acevedo 
2528 North Washtenaw 
Avenue 

Chicago, niinois 60647 

John Anson 
1441 North Bell Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60622 

Columbia Hall 
1700 West 48th Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60609 

Diane Juergens 
415 West Eugenie Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60614 

Eva Valentin 
3913 West Division Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60651 

Virginia Sittner 
4652 North Harding Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60625 

Howard Boiling 
11254 South Michigan 
Avenue 

Chicago, Illinois 60628 

Francisco Cordero 
2606 North Kedzie Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60647 

Rodolfo and Elisa Ochoa 
5750 South Nashville 
Avenue 

Chicago, Illinois 60638 

Henry Stojek 
710 North Armour Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60622 

Date And Location 

5/29/90 to 9/26/90 
5354 South Sawyer 
Avenue 

2/26/90 to 4/25/90 
2528 North Washtenaw 
Avenue 

6/20/90 to 10/19/90 
1441 North Bell 
Avenue 

5/25/88 to 9/20/88 
4748-4758 South 
Paulina Street 

3/6/90 to 5/2/90 
415 West Eugenie Street 

-Amount 

$400,00 

400.00 

400.00 

400.00 

132.88 

8/1/89 to 12/13/89 
3913 West Division 
Street 

8/16/90 to 9/20/90 
4652 North Harding 
Avenue 

2/7/89 to 9/26/89 
11254 South Michigan 
Avenue 

5/30/89 to 9/18/90 
1236 North Campbell 
Avenue 

10/11/89 to 4/10/90 
2216 West 21st Place 

5/29/90 to 11/28/90 
1508 V/est Huron 
Street 

400.00 

84,93 

400.00 

400.00 

400,00 

400.00 
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Name And Address 

Salvador R. Villamin 
P.O. Box 806042 
Chicago, Illinois 60680 

Homefinders Realty 
6225 North Milwaukee 
Avenue 

Chicago, Illinois 60646 

Leonard Watts 
6605 South Champlain 
Avenue 

Chicago, Illinois 60637 

Adelia Giovacchini 
4533 North KimbaH Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60625 

Ms. Janys Harvey and 
Mr. Howard Krane 

310 West Willow Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60614 

Maria F. Mercado 
4614 South Wood Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60609 

Star Submarine 
7900 South Exchange Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60617 

Combined Realty Service, Inc. 
100 North LaSalle Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Tmi3. Perez 
1625 North Winchester 
Avenue 

Chicago, niinois 60622 . ; 

Larry Johnston 
4531 South Halsted Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60609 

Date And Location 

10/4/89 to 4/5/90 
4255 - 4257 West 
Armitage Avenue 

8/22/89 to 8/27/90 
6221 North Milwaukee 
Avenue 

10/12/89 to 8/13/90 
6605 South Champlain 
Avenue 

7/26/90 to 3/28/91 
4533 North Kimball 
Avenue 

5/24/89 to 2/21/90 : 
1639 North Larrabee 
Street 

2/16/90 to 6/15/90 
4614 South Wood 
Street 

10/09/90 to 12/07/90 
7900 South Exchange 
Avenue 

8/9/90 to 10/10/90 
11248-11258 South 
State Street 

4/5/90 to 10/5/90 
1625 North Winchester 
Avenue 

4/30/90 to 12/26/90 
4531 South Halsted 
Street 

Amount 

$400.00 

400.00 

93.88 

206.78 

143.58 

54.12 

133.73 

116.36 

400.00 

400.00 
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Name And Address Date And Location Amount 

Raymond E. Krassel 
4112 South Montgomery 
Avenue 

Chicago, Illinois 60632 

Amado T. Lopez 
2738 South Millard Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60623 

Michelle Tomaszewski 
1925 West Armitage Avenue 
Chicago, niinois 60622 

Daniel Rodriguez 
4403 South Honore Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60609-3146 

4/12/90 to 6/12/90 $ 46.83 
4112 South Montgomery 
Avenue 

7/21/89 to 10/29/90 262.34 
2738 South Millard 
Avenue 

5/25/90 to 6/22/90 86.47 
1947 -1959 North 
Winchester Avenue 

6/18/89 to 8/17/89 150.36 
4403 South Honore Street 

AUTHORIZATION FOR PAYMENT OF SUNDRY CLAIMS 
FOR CONDOMINIUM REFUSE REBATES. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an order 
authorizing payment of various condominium refuse rebate claims against 
the City, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed order transmitted 
herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 
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On motion of Alderman Burke, the said proposed order transmitted with the 
foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Veas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the City Comptroller is authorized and directed to pay the 
following named claimants the respective amounts set opposite their names, 
said amount to be paid in full as follows, and charged to Account No. 100-99-
2005-0939-0939: 

[List of claimants printed on pages 12015 
through 12022 of this Journal.] 

Do Not Pass-SUNDRY CLAIMS FOR VARIOUS REFUNDS 
FOR VEHICULAR DAMAGE, PROPERTY DAMAGE, 

PERSONAL n^fJURY, ET CETERA. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

(Continued on page 12023) 
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(Continued from page 12014) 

Your Committee on Finance/Small Claims Division, to which was referred 
on January 19,1990 and subsequent sundry claims as follows: 

Byron Love 

Willie A. Johnson 

Pablo Manuel Soto 

Leslie Treadwell 

Luke Z. Wicks 

Marie Monahan 

Rita M. Ardaugh 

Carsby and Dorothy Diggs 

Juan A. Mercado 

Alfred B. Turner 

Samuel Edwards 

Zenon Olejniczak 

Bernard Matel 

Govt. Employees Ins. Co. and Doris Moseley 
CL 2572186-01-01-023 

Errol Dwayne Johnson 

State Farm Ins. Co. and Eric Matthews 
Cl. 13-5372-761 

A.D. Transport Express Inc. 

Employers Mutual Casualty Co. and Sisters of St. Francis 
GLAA1061687 
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Helen Johnson 

John L. Scuito 

United Services Automobile Assn. and Christopher Beaudin 
Cl. 4500954 

Leah B. Hamilton 

Allstate Ins. Co. and Ruth Green 
Cl. 2521264081 YJM 

Allstate Ins. Co. and Bernadine Horton 
Cl. 2701061299 

Annie Hansburgh 

Bessie Harris Mills 

Mario Martinez 

Stanley Bielak 

Mary Beamon 

State Farm Ins. Co. and Jose and Aida Ortiz 
Cl. 13-Y771-839 

Allstate Ins. Co. and Manuel Thirston 
Cl. 2521274262 

Rupert Rhone 

John A. Zaucha 

Almeda Harper 

Swedlana Dass 

Glenn Howard 

Earl Patton 

Roy Robinson 
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Illinois Police Federation, Inc. 

Henry Hayes 

H.F.N. Associates 

Willis P. McDonald 

Veeco Mfg. Company 

Theresa and Carl Hopkins 

Raymond Lieb 

Corlotta Loving 

Mott T.Bragg 

Alice Onate 

Peoples Gas Light and Coke Co. 
File 91-0-40 

Albert B. Morrison 

Shirley and Charles Emmons 

Jill Ann Towsely 

Allstate Ins. Co. and Clarence Brown 
Cl. 2701192417 

Carl Fried 

James Bolden 

Pablo G. Barrera 

Adrian Jones 

having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Do Not Pass said claims for payment. 
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This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Placed On File-REPORT OF SETTLEMENTS OF SUITS 
AGAINST CITY DURING MONTH OF 

OCTOBER, 1991. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration a list of 
cases in which judgments were entered or cases settled during the month of 
October, 1991, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report 
and recommend that Your Honorable Body Place on File the list of cases 
transmitted herewith. 
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This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and said communication and report were Placed on File. 

Placed On File - REPORT OF SETTLEMENTS OF SUITS 
AGAINST CHY DURING MONTH OF 

NOVEMBER, 1991. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration a list of 
cases in which judgments were entered or cases settled during the month of 
November, 1991, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to 
report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Place on File the list of 
cases transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and said communication and report were Placed on File. 
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Placed On File - REPORT OF SETTLEMENTS OF SUHS 
AGAINST CHY DURING MONTH OF 

DECEMBER, 1991. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration a list of 
cases in which judgments were entered or cases settled during the month of 
December, 1991, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to 
report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Place on File the list of 
cases transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman, 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and said communication and report were Placed on File. 

Placed On FiZe - APPLICATIONS FOR GITY OF CHICAGO 
CHARHABLE SOLICITATION (TAG DAY) PERMHS. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
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Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration four (4) 
applications for City ofChicago charitable solicitation (tag day) permits: 

A. City of Hope 
June 11 and 12,1993 - citywide; 

B. Little City Foundation 
August 7 and 8,1992 - citywide; 

C. Misericordia Home 
April 2 and 3,1993 - citywide; and 

D. Lakeview Community Emergency Shelter Team, Inc. 
February 29,1992 - north side. 

having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Place on File the applications transmitted 
herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the commi ttee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and said applications and report were Placed on File. 

Action Deferred- AMENDMENT OF-TITLE 3, CHAPTER 32 OF 
MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO TO EXEMPT CERTAIN 

LEASES AND RENTALS OF PERSONAL PROPERTY 
FROM CHICAGO TRANSACTION TAX. 

The Committee on Finance submitted the following report which was, on 
motion of Alderman Steele and Alderman Shaw, Deferred and ordered 
published: 



12030 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Finance, having had under consideration an 
ordinance amending Chapter 3-32 of the Municipal Code of the City of 
Chicago concerning the Chicago Transaction Tax, having had the same 
under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable 
Body pass the proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWARD M. BURKE, 
Chairman. 

The following is said proposed ordinance transmitted with the foregoing 
committee report: 

WHEREAS, For transactions consummated in the city of Chicago 
involving the lease or rental of any personal property, the Chicago 
Transaction Tax Ordinance imposes a tax of six percent ofthe lease or rental 
price ofsueh transactions, to be borne by the lessees involved; and 

WHEREAS, There is a substant ia l ly adminis t ra t ive burden of 
recordkeeping and a physical difficulty in using coin slots to collect the 
proper amount of tax due from leases of personal property where the entire 
consideration for the lease is paid by inserting one or more coins or bills of 
currency into a mechanism attached to the personal property; now, 
therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Chapter 3-32 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is hereby 
amended by deleting the language bracketed and inserting the language in 
italics, as follows: 
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3-32-020. 

A. For the purpose ofthis chapter, whenever any ofthe following words, 
terms or definitions are used herein, they shall have the meaning ascribed 
to them in this section: 

* * * * * 

5. "Transactions consummated in the city ofChicago" means: (a) an 
agreement or contract signed or otherwise entered into by the parties 
thereto, or their duly authorized officers, employees or agents, in the 
city of Chicago or (b) the use in the city of Chicago of the object of an 
agreement or contract between the parties. "Use in the city ofChicago", 
for purposes of this section only, means that 50 percent or more of the 
use of the object is or >yill be in the city of Chicago. If delivery occurs 
within the city ofChicago, it will be presumed, unless proved otherwise, 
that 50 percent or more of the use of the object will occur within the city 
ofChicago. Only one tax is payable with respect to a single purchaser or 
lessee involved in any transaction. A lessee who will in turn act as a 
lessor of property subject to this tax shall not be required to pay the tax 
on his lease ofsueh property if he subsequently leases such property and 
this subsequent lease is also subject to this tax, or is exempt from this 
tax under Section 3-32-030A. 2. 

* * * * * 

3-32-030. 

There is hereby imposed and shall immediately accrue and be collected 
a tax, as herein provided, on all transactions designated herein, including 
sales, agreements of sale, agreements to sell, memoranda of sales, 
deliveries or transfers of the objects of such sales, agreements, or 
memoranda, leases and lease or rental agreements and memoranda, as 
follows: 

A. Transactions consummated in the city of Chicago involving the 
lease or rental of any personal property, valued in money, whether 
received in money or otherwise by an individual person, ddmestic or 
foreign association, company, or corporation or certificates of interest in 
a business conducted by a trustee or trustees, made after the first day of 
January, 1974, whether made upon or shown by the books ofthe person, 
association, company, corporation, or trustee, or by any paper or 
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agreement or memorandum or other evidence of such lease or rental, 
when delivery or use also takes place in the city of Chicago. 

6. The tax imposed by this Section 3-32-030 A. shall not apply to the 
lease or rental of personal property where the entire consideration for the 
lease or rental is paid by inserting one or more coins or bills of currency 
into a mechanism attached to the personal property. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shaD take effect March 1,1992. 

COMMITTEE ON AVIATION 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXECUTION OF AIRPORT LICENSE 
AGREEMENT WHH NONSIGNATORY AIRCRAFT 

OPERATORS USING CITY AIRPORTS. 

The Committee on Aviation submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Aviation, having had under consideration a 
communication from Commissioner Jay R. Franke of the Department of 
Aviation, concerning an ordinance authorizing execution of an Airport 
License Agreement between the Gity of Chicago and Nonsignatory Aircraft 
Operators wishing to land at and use the facilities of any of the City's 
Airports, begs leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body do Pass said 
proposed ordinance which is transmitted herewith. 
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This recommendation was concurred in by all the members of the 
committee present with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully, 

(Signed) THOMAS W. CULLERTON, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Cullerton, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The City ofChicago ("Gity") is a duly constituted and existing 
municipality within the meaning of Section 1, Article VII, of the 1970 
Constitution ofthe State oflllinois ("Constitution"), having a population in 
excess of 25,000, and is a home rule unit of local government under Section 
6(a), Article VH, ofthe Constitution; and 

WHEREAS, City operates three airports known as Chicago O'Hare 
International Airport, Chicago Midway Airport, and Merrill C. Meigs Field 
("Airports") and possesses the power and authority to lease premises and 
facilities and to grant other rights and privileges with respect thereto; and 

WHEREAS, City, as the operator of the Airports, must ensure that 
aircraft operators which use any of the Airports, whether scheduled or non-
scheduled, which are not signatories to a use agreement will report their 
activities in a timely fashion; will be properly invoiced for and will pay all 
fees and charges; will indemnify the (Dity for their operations; will produce 
proof of financial responsibility and adequate insurance coverage; and will 
adhere to all applicable federal, state and local government laws, rules, and 
regulations relating to airports and airport operations; and 
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WHEREAS, City is charged with responsibility for the safety, security, 
and physical integrity of the Airports and must to that end, together with 
the Federal Aviation Administration, regulate and coordinate aircraft 
operations and activities on the Airports; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The above recitals are hereby incorporated by reference as 
if fully set forth in this ordinance. 

SECTION 2. The Commissioner of Aviation is hereby authorized to 
execute a License Agreement with any properly licensed and certified 
aircraft operator serving one or more of the Airports in substantially the 
form attached hereto as Exhibit A, subject to the approval of the City 
Comptroller and of the Corporation Counsel as to form and legality. 

SECTION 3. The ordinance passed July 15, 1987 (Council Journal of 
Proceedings, page 2081), authorizing execution of a form of a license 
agreement is hereby superseded, except as to those license agreements 
signed by the aircraft operator and submitted to City prior to the effective 
date ofthis ordinance, which license agreements City may execute. 

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after the date of its passage. 

Exhibit "A" attached to this ordinance reads as follows: 
i 

Exhibit "A' 

Airport License And Agreement. 

This Airport License and Agreement ("License") is entered into this 
day of , 19 , between the City ofChicago, a municipal 

corporation and a home rule unit of local government under Sections 1 and 
6(a), respectively, of Article VH of the 1970 Constitution of the State of 
Illinois ("Licensor"), and , a corporation duly organized and 
existing under the laws ofthe State of ("Licensee"). 

In consideration of the mutual promises and coveinants set forth herein, 
Licensor and Licensee agree as follows: j 
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1. Airport Use. Subject to the terms and conditions set forth herein. 
Licensor grants to Licensee a nonexclusive right to use 
("Airport") solely for the landing, taking off, flying over, taxiing, loading, 
and unloading of aircraft operated by Licensee, and any functions 
incidental thereto. In furtherance thereof. Licensee may be permitted to 
use such apron and ramp areas for loading and unloading as may be 
designated by the Commissioner of the Depar tment of Aviat ion 
("Commissioner"). This License shall not enlarge or diminish Licensee's 
rights regarding any use of other airport facilities to which it may be 
entitled by virtue of other contractual relationships. 

2. Term. The term of the License shall be for one calendar month, 
commencing on , and continuing for additional periods of 
one calendar month each, not to exceed a total of three years. The License 
is revocable at will by the Coirunissioner, with or without cause, provided 
the Commissioner first gives Licensee thirty (30) days written notice in 
accordance with the terms and conditions hereof. Licensee shall provide 
Licensor with written notice no less than thirty (30) days prior to 
discontinuance of operations at the Airport. 

3. Fees and Charges. In return for the use ofthe facilities and for the 
privileges granted herein. Licensee agrees to pay Licensor the Signatory, 
Non Party or such other rate for fees and charges at the Airport, identified 
in paragraph 1 herein, as may be applicable, without need for notice or 
demand by Licensor and without deduction or set-off. 

No additional charges shall be assessed in the event Licensee's aircraft 
departs from the Airport for another destination, and the aircraft, without 
making a stop at some other airport, is forced to return to and land at the 
Airport because of meteorological conditions, mechanical or operating 
causes, or for any similar emergency or precautionary reason. 

4. Monthly Activity Report. Licensee shall furnish to Licensor on or 
before the tenth (10th) day of each month, in such form and detail as may 
be requested by the Commissioner, a true and accurate report of Licensee's 
operations at the Airport during the preceding month, setting forth all 
data necessary to calculate the fees and charges due and owing the City. 
This report shall include, but shall not necessarily be limited to. Licensee's 
total number of landings for the month by type of aircraft; the maximum 
gross certified landing weight of each aircraft; the total number of 
enplaning and deplaning passengers; and the amount of cargo, freight, 
and mail loaded and unloaded for such month. Licensor shall certify the 
report and send it to the Commissioner in care of the Department of 
Aviation, Administrative Offices, 20 North Clark Street, Suite 3000, 
Chicago, Illinois 60602. 

5. Method of Pa5rment of Fees and Charges. Following receipt of the 
monthly activity report. Licensor shall transmit to Licensee a statement of 
the fees and charges incurred by Licensee during the reported month and 
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the fees and charges shall be paid by Licensee no more than fifteen (15) 
days after the date of the statement. Notwithstanding acceptance by 
Licensor of any payment made by Licensee, Licensor shall have the right 
to question the accuracy of Licensee's report, and to audit Licensee's 
records upon which such reports were based. Licensee agrees to maintain 
original copies of all such reports for a minimum of three years from the 
date of creation and to make them readily available at the Department of 
Aviation, Administrative Offices, upon reasonable demand therefor by 
Licensor. 

If Licensee fails to furnish Licensor with the monthly activity report 
when due, Licensee's landing fee shall be determined by assuming that 
the Licensee's total landing weight for such month was 200% of its total 
landed weight for the highest reported month for which such data is 
available for Licensee. Any necessary adjustment in such landing fee 
shall not be calculated by Licensor until an accurate report is delivered to 
Licensor by Licensee. Resulting surpluses or deficits shall be applied as 
credits or charges to the statement issued for the next succeeding month. 

Licensee shall make all payments when due at the Office of the City 
Comptroller, Room 501, City Hall, Chicago, Illinois 60602. 

6. Rules and Regulations. Licensee shall comply with all applicable 
federal, state and local government laws, rules, and regulations, including 
without limitation the rules, regulations, and ordinances of Licensor, 
which are now or hereafter in effect. ; 

7. Indemnification. Licensee agrees to indemnify, defend, save, and 
hold Licensor fully harmless from and against all liabilities, losses, suits, 
claims, judgments, fines, or demands of every kind and nature (including 
all reasonable costs for investigation, reasonable attorney's fees, court 
costs, and expert's fees) arising from, related to, or caused by Licensee's 
use of, or occupancy of, or operations at the Airport; provided, however, 
that Licensee shall not be liable solely and the extent any injury, damage 
or loss is caused by the gross negligence of Licensor, its agents, officials, or 
employees. 

8. Non-Liability of Licensor. Licensor shall not be liable for any acts or 
omissions of Licensee, or its agents, servants, officials, employees, or 
independent contractors; or for any conditions resulting from the 
operations or activities of Licensee, its agents, servants, employees, 
officials, or independent contractors; or for any loss or damage to any 
personal property or equipment of Licensee, its agents, servants , 
employees, officials, or independent contractors. 

9. Insurance. Licensee shall, at its own expense, procure and keep in 
force at all times during the term of this License, or any renewal thereof, 
with a company acceptable to Licensor, insurance with such coverages and 
limits as may be reasonably directed by the Licensor's Risk Manager, but 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12037 

in no event less than that required by the A.O.C.I. guidelines. Licensee 
shall cause Licensor to be named as an additional insured on all such 
policies and shall furnish Licensor's Risk Manager with proper certificate 
evidencing that such insurance is in force. At least thirty (30) days notice 
must be given to Licensor prior to cancellation of or change in insurance 
coverage. Licensor reserves the r ight to change the insurance 
requirements during the term ofthe License. 

10. Security. Concurrent with the execution of this License, Licensee 
shall deposit with the Comptroller of the City of Chicago ("Comptroller") 
security in such form and amount as may be reasonably requested by 
Licensor to guarantee Licensee's performance of its obligations hereunder. 

11. Delinquent Fees. There shall be added to all sums due Licensor by 
way ofthis License an interest charge of 1^% ofthe principal sum for each 
full calendar month of delinquency, or 18% per annum, computed as 
simple interest. No interest shall be charged upon that portion ofany debt 
which, in good faith, is in dispute. No interest shall be charged upon any 
account until payment is thirty (30) days overdue, but interest shall be 
computed and assessed as ofthe original due date. 

12. Nondiscrimination Clause. Licensee for itself, its personal 
representatives, successors in interest, and assigns, does hereby covenant 
and agree: 

(a) That no person on the grounds of race, creed, color, religion, age, 
sex, or national origin shall be excluded from participation in, 
denied the benefits of, or be o therwise subjec ted to 
discrimination in the use of its facilities. 

(b) That in the construction ofany improvements on, over, or under 
such land and the furnishing of services thereon, no person on 
the grounds of race, creed, color, religion, age, sex, or national 
origin shall be excluded from participation in, denied the 
benefits of, or otherwise be subjected to discrimination. 

(c) That Licensee shall use the Airport in compliance with all other 
requirements imposed by or pursuant to Title 49, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Department of Transportation, Office of 
the Secretary, Par t 21, Subtitle A, Nondiscrimination in 
Fede ra l ly -a s s i s t ed p r o g r a m s of t h e D e p a r t m e n t of 
Transportation, Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964, as may be amended. 

(d) That Licensee shall furnish services on a fair, equal, and not 
unjustly discriminatory basis to all users thereof and shall 
charge fair, reasonable, and not unjustly discriminatory prices 
for each unit of service; provided that Licensee may be allowed 
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to make reasonable and nondiscriminatory discounts, rebates, or 
other similar types of price reduction to volume purchasers. 

I 

13. Not Exclusive Right. It is hereby agreed that nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to grant, or authorize the granting of, an 
exclusive right prohibited by Section 308 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, and Licensor reserves the right to grant to others the 
privilege and right of conducting any one or all activities of an 
aeronautical nature. ! 

14. Notices. Notices shall be in writing and shall be delivered 
personally or by registered mail, return receipt requested, to the 
following: 

Licensor: Commissioner 
Department of Aviation 
20 North Clark Street ' 
Suite 3000 
Chicago, niinois 60602 

Licensee: 

or such other place as either party shall in writing designate in the 
manner provided herein. Notices delivered personally shall be effective 
upon receipt. Notices delivered by mail shall be effective upon date of 
mailing. 

15. Operations. Licensee shall be responsible for any and all charges 
incurred in connection with its operations under this License. Licensee 
shall further restore and replace any property damaged as a result of 
Licensee's operations. Licensee shall conduct its operations in a clean, 
sanitary, and safe manner, and be responsible for any maintenance which 
is a result of Licensee's operations. 

16. Not assignable. This License is personal and is granted solely to the 
Licensee identified herein and shall not be assigned to or assumed by any 
other party. 

17. Certifications. Licensee shall provide Licensor with such proof that 
Licensor is a validly licensed and certified aircraft operator, that Licensor 
is authorized to do business and is in good standing in Illinois, and that 
Licensor is fiscally sound, all as may be reasonably requested by Licensor. 
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Licensee shall further complete such certificates as may be reasonably 
requested by Licensor in connection with the execution of public contracts 
or as may be required by law. 

18. Authority. Execution by Licensor is authorized by ordinance passed 
by the City Council of the City of Chicago on 
(Council Journal of Proceedings, page ). Execution by Licensee is 
authorized by . 

In Witness Whereof, The parties have caused this License to be executed 
on the date first written above. 

Approved: City 

City Comptroller Commissioner, 
Department of Aviation 

Approved As To Form And Legality: 

Corporation Counsel 

Airline 

By: _ 

Title: 
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Agent in Illinois for Service Attest: 
of Notice or Process: 

Name: By: 

Title: 
Address: 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET AND 
GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR TRANSFER OF FUNDS STANDING TO 
CREDIT OF CITY IN PUBLIC BUILDING COMMISSION 

OF CHICAGO SURPLUS ACCOUNTS TO MEET 
CHY'S SHARE OF OPERATION COSTS 

OF RICHARD J. DALEY CENTER 
FOR YEAR 1992. 

The Committee on the Budget and Government Operations submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on the Budget and Government Operations, having had 
under consideration an ordinance authorizing the transfer of surplus funds 
standing to the credit of the City of Chicago by the Public Building 
Commission necessary for the pajmient of the City's share of the cost of 
operation ofthe Richard J. Daley Center for the year 1992, in the amount of 
$1,036,000.00, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report 
and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance 
transmitted herewith. 
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This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe merribers 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LEMUEL AUSTIN, JR., 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Austin, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost 

The following is said ordinance as pa:ssed: 

WHEREAS, The Public Building Commission of Chicago (the "P.B.C.") 
has issued and sold revenue bonds (the "Bonds"), and the City of Chicago 
(the "City") has entered into leases with the P.B.C. (the "P.B.C. Leases") for 
the use and occupancy of the following buildings and facilities owned and 
constructed or renovated by the P.B.C. with Bond proceeds: 

Building 
And 
Facility 

P.B.C. 
Lease 

Bond 
Indenture 

Health Center, CH-3 

Sanitation Facilities 
CS-4 

Recorded December 31, 
1974, as Document 
No. 22951246 (dated 
December 26,1974) 

$38,000,000 Public 
Building Commission 
ofChicago Building 
Revenue Bonds, 
Series "A" of 1975 
(Also involves other 
projects for other 
lessees) 
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Building 
And 
Facility 

P.B.C. 
Lease 

Bond 
Indenture 

Fire Stations CF-1, 
CF-9andCF-10 

Health Center, GH-2 

Recorded November 20, 
1975, as Document No. 
23299558 (dated 
November 6,1975) 

; $36,000,000 Public 
[ Building Commission 
i of Chicago Building 
i Revenue Bonds, 

Series "B" of 1975 

Police Academy, CP-4 

Central Library 
Building GPL-1 

Police Facilities 
CP-5 and CP-8 

Recorded July 21, 
1978, as Document No. 
24546590 (dated June 
15,1978) 

$30,000,000 Public 
Building Commission 
of Chicago Building 
Revenue Bonds, 
Series "A" of 1978 

Sanitation Facilities 
CS-5,CS-11,CS-12 
and CS-13 

Library for Handicapped 
CPL-2 

; and ; 

WHEREAS, The City has adopted ordinances for thie levy and collection of 
taxes against all taxable properties within its boundaries sufficient to pay 
therentalsprovidedin the P.B.C. Leases; and I 

WHEREAS, Under the provisions of the bond indentures for the Bonds, 
that portion of the rental paid to the P.B.C. pursuant to the terms of the 
P.B.C. Leases and not required under the terms of said bond indentures for 
the payment of interest , pr incipal and/or costs associated wi th 
administration, maintenance and operation, renewal, replacement and 
improvement, may be transferred by the P.B.C. to pay addi t ional 
administrative expenses incident to City projiscts constructed or renovated 
by the P.B.C. under the applicable bond indenture, or to the Construction 
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Accounts of the P.B.C, created pursuant to the applicable bond indenture, 
for City projects constructed or renovated by the P.B.C; and 

WHEREAS, Any funds remaining to the credit of the City in the P.B.C's 
various surplus accounts, after making the aforesaid transfers and 
payments, will be credited (unless otherwise directed by the City) to the next 
annual rentals due and payable by the City to the P.B.C. under the 
applicable P.B.C. Lease and bond indenture; and 

WHEREAS, As of December 31, 1991, the following funds are estimated 
by the P.B.C. to be in the surplus accounts created pursuant to the applicable 
bond indentures to the credit of the City: 

Bond 
Indenture 

P.B.C. 
Lease Project 

Anticipated 
Surplus 

$38,000,000 Public 
Building Commission 
of (Chicago Building 
Revenue Bonds, 
Series "A" of 1975 

$36,000,000 Public 
Building Commission 
of Chicago Building 
Revenue Bonds, Series 
"B"of1975 

$30,000,000 Public 
Building Commission 
ofChicago Revenue 
Bonds, Series "A" of 
1978 

Recorded December 
31.1974, as Document 
No. 22951246 
(dated December 26, 
1974) 

Recorded November 
20.1975, as Document 
No. 23299558 
(dated November 6, 
1975) 

Recorded July 21, 
1978 as Document 
No. 24546590 
(dated June 15, 
1978) 

CH-3 
CS-4 

CF-1, CF-9, 
CF-10, CH-2 
CP-4 and 
CPL-1 

CP-5, CP-8, 
CS-5,CS-11, 
CS-12, CS-13 
and CPL-2 

TOTAL: 

$ 41,000 

605,000 

390,000 

$1,036,000 

; and 

WHEREAS, The P.B.C. has approved a budget in the amount of 
$16,100,426 for the proper operation, maintenance and repair of the Richard 
J. Daley Center (including steam to City Hall) for the fiscal year January 1, 
1992 to December 31,1992, and the City's share of said budget is $2,835,974; 
and 

WHEREAS, By resolution of its Board of Commissioners, the P.B.C. has 
requested that the City approve and consent to the allocation, transfer and 
use of said surplus funds of $1,036,000, without prior appropriation by the 
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City Council of the City toward the City's share of the operat ing, 
maintenance and repair budget for the Richard J. Daley Center (including 
steam to City Hall) for the period beginning January 1, 1992 to December 
31,1992; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City does hereby approve and authorize the transfer 
and application of moneys in the sum of up to $1,036,000 standing to its 
credit on December 31,1991 in the Surplus Accounts created pursuant to the 
applicable bond indentures in satisfaction and payment of its $2,835,974 
portion ofthe P.B.C. budget for the operation, maintenance and repair ofthe 
Richard J. Daley Center for the fiscal year January 1,1992 to December 31, 
1992, as follows: 

Bond Resolution Amount 

$38,000,000 Public Building $ 41,000 
Commission of Chicago Building 
Revenue Bonds, Series "A" of 1975 

$36,000,000 Public Building 605,000 
Commission of Chicago Building 
Revenue Bonds, Series "B" of 1975 

$30,000,000 Public Building 390,000 
Commission of Chicago Building 
Revenue Bonds, Series "A" of 1978 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in full force land effect immediately 
upon its passage and publication as required by law. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR AGREEMENT WHH ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT 
OF PUBLIC HEALTH FOR EXPENDHURE OF STATE 
GRANT FUNDS TO IDENTIFY HEALTH PROBLEMS 

AND ESTABLISH HEALTH EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS IN LITTLE VILLAGE 

COMMUNITY. 

The Committee on the Budget and Government Operations submitted the 
following report: 
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CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on the Budget and Government Operations, having had 
under consideration an ordinance authorizing the execution of an agreement 
and the acceptance of a grant from the Illinois Department of Public Health 
necessary to assist in identifying health problems and establishing health 
education programs, in the amount of $12,000.00, having had the same 
under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable 
Body Pass the proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LEMUEL AUSTIN, JR., 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Austin, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E, Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The City of Chicago (the "City"), through its Department of 
Health (the "Department"), has been awarded grant funds in the amount of 
$12,000 (the "Grant Funds") from, the Illinois Community Based Planned 
Approach to Community Health Project; and 
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WHEREAS, The Grant Funds shall be used to bring together a group of 
citizens from the Little Village Community (the "Community") to identify 
health problems and create a needs assessment survey to be disseminated in 
the Community, the results of which survey will allow the Community to 
develop a program to identify the sources of many health problems and to 
promote behavioral changes in the Community (the "Program"); now, 
therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City Council hereby appropriates to Fund 925 the 
amount of $12,000 or such amounts as may actually be received by the City. 

SECTION 2. The Commissioner ofthe Department is hereby authorized 
to execute an agreement with the State of Illinois Department of Public 
Health to implement the Program. 

SECTION 3. The ComptroBer of the City is hereby directed to disburse 
the Grant Funds received as required to carry out the Program. 

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and publication as provided by law. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT FROM 
MARSHALL FIELD'S 1991 COMMUNHY GIVING 

PROGRAM TO SUPPORT PROGRAMMING 
SERVICES FOR CHY'S OLDER 

PERSONS PROGRAM. 

The Committee on the Budget and Government Operations submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on the Budget and Government Operations, having had 
under consideration an ordinance authorizing the acceptance of a grant from 
Marshall Field's 1991 Community Giving Program necessary to support 
programming services for the City's Older Persons Program, in the amount 
of $2,000.00, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report 
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and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LEMUEL AUSTIN, JR., 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Austin, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The City of Chicago (the "City"), through its Department on 
Aging (the "Department"), will receive grant funds in the amount of $2,000 
(the "Grant Funds") from the Marshall Field's 1991 Community Giving 
Program ("Marshall Field's"); and 

WHEREAS, The Grant Funds shall be used to support programming 
services for the City's older persons (the 'Trogram"); now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City Council hereby appropriates to Fund 925 the 
amount of $2,000 or such amounts as may actually be received by the City. 

SECTION 2. The Comptroller of the City is hereby directed to disburse 
the Grant Funds received as required to carry out the Program. 
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SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and publication as provided by law. 

ALLOCATION OF MOTOR FUEL TAX FUNDS NECESSARY FOR 
VARIOUS PROJECTS IN IMPROVED STREETS, COUNTY 

OR STATE HIGHWAYS DURING YEAR 1992. 

The Committee on the Budget and Government Operations submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992: 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on the Budget and Government Operations, having had 
under consideration nine (9) ordinances (under separate committee reports) 
authorizing the allocation of Motor Fuel Tax funds necessary for various 
projects in improved streets, county or state highways during 1992, and 
having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinances transmitted 
herewith. 

This recommenda;tion was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LEMUEL AUSTIN, JR., 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Austin, the said proposed ordinances transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report were Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 
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Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said ordinances, as passed, read as follows (the italic heading in each case 
not being a part ofthe ordinance): 

Funds Authorized For Street Cleaning Maintenance 
Of Improved Streets, County Or State 

Highways During Year 1992. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby given to the Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation to expend the sum of $3,500,000 from the part ofthe Motor 
Fuel Tax Fund which has been or may be allocated to the City ofChicago for 
street cleaning maintenance of improved streets, county highways and state 
highways by day labor during the period commencing January 1, 1992 and 
ending December 31,1992. 

SECTION 2. Motor Fuel Tax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any other Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 3. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend or 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the pajrment ofany vouchers in excess ofthe 
amount shown without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 4. The operating department shall maintain a separate ledger 
account for each project utilizing standard account classifications acceptable 
under generally accepted accounting principles with all charges for direct 
and indirect expenses delineated, categorized and detailed for each such 
project. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make disbursements from said fund when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 6. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit two certified' 
copies of this ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportation of the State of Illinois, Springfield, Illinois through the 
DistrictEngineer of District 1 of said Division of Highways. 
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SECTION 7. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage. 

Funds Authorized For Street Light Energy Costs Of Improved 
Streets, County Highways And State 

Highways During Year 1992. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby given to the Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation to expend the sum of $4,350,000 from the part of the Motor 
Fuel Tax Fund which has been or may be allocated to the City ofChicago for 
street light energy costs of improved streets, county highways and state 
highways during the period commencing January 1, 1992 and ending 
December 31,1992. 

SECTION 2. Motor Fuel Tax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any other Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 3. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend or 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the payment ofany vouchers in excess ofthe 
amount shown without the prior approval of the City Council. 

SECTION 4. The operating department shall maintain a separate ledger 
account for each project utilizing standard account classifications acceptable 
under generally accepted accounting principles with all charges for direct 
and indirect expenses delineated, categorized and detailed for each such 
project. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make disbursements from said fund when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 6. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit two certified 
copies of this ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportation of the State of Illinois, through the District Engineer of 
District 1 of said Department of Transportation. 

SECTION 7. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage. 
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Funds Authorized For Snow And Ice Control Maintenance Of 
Improved Streets, County Highways And State Highways 

During Year 1992. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby given to the Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation to expend the sum of $5,000,000 from the part ofthe Motor 
Fuel Tax Fund which has been or may be allocated to the City ofChicago for 
snow and ice control maintenance of improved streets, county highways and 
state highways by day labor during the period commencing January 1,1992 
and ending December 31,1992. 

SECTION 2. Motor Fuel Tax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any other Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 3. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend or 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the payment of any vouchers in excess of the 
amount shown without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 4. The operating department shall maintain a separate ledger 
account for each project utilizing standard account classifications acceptable 
under generally accepted accounting principles with all charges for direct 
and indirect expenses delineated, categorized and detailed for each such 
project. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make disbursements from said fund when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 6. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit two certified 
copies of this ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportation of the State of Illinois, Springfield, Illinois through the 
District Engineer of District 1 of said Division of Highways. 

SECTION 7. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage. 
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Funds Authorized For Group Relamping Of Street Lighting 
Systems During Year 1992, 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby given to the Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation to expend the sum of $700,000 from the part of the Motor 
Fuel Tax Fund which has been or may be allocated to the City ofChicago for 
the purchase of materials and supplies for maintenance ofthe street lighting 
system's lamps of improved streets, county highways and state highways by 
day labor for the period commencing January 1,1992 and ending December 
31,1992. 

SECTION 2. Motor Fuel Tax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any other Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 3. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend or 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the payment ofany vouchers in excess ofthe 
amount shown without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 4. The operating department shall maintain a separate ledger 
account for each project utilizing standard account classifications acceptable 
under generally accepted accounting principles with all charges for direct 
and indirect expenses delineated, categorized, and detailed for each such 
project. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed, to make disbursements from said fund when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 6. The City Clerk is directed to transmit two certified copies of 
this ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of Transportation of 
the State of Illinois, through the District Engineer of District 1 of said 
Department of Transportation. 

SECTION 7. This ordinance shall be in force and eff'ect from and after its 
passage. 
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Funds Authorized For Traffic Signal Energy Costs Of 
Improved Streets, County Highways And 

State Highways During Year 1992. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby given to the Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation to expend the sum of $1,500,000 from the part of the Motor 
Fuel Tax Fund which has been or may be allocated to the City ofChicago for 
traffic signal energy costs of improved streets, county highways and state 
highways during the period commencing January 1, 1992 and ending 
December 31,1992. 

SECTION 2. Motor Fuel Tax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any bther Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, withoutthe prior approval of the City Council. 

SECTION 3. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend or 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the payment of any vouchers in excess of the 
amount shown without having had the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 4. The operating department shall maintain a separate ledger 
account for each project utilizing standard account classifications acceptable 
under generally accepted accounting principles with all charges for direct 
and indirect expenses delineated, categorized, and detailed for each such 
project. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make disbursements from said fund when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 6. The City Clerk is directed to transmit two certified copies of 
this ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of Transportation of 
the State of Illinois, through the District Engineer of District 1 of said 
Department of Transportation. 

SECTION 7. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage. 
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Funds Authorized For Repairs To Curbs And Gutters 
In Improved Streets, County And State 

Highways During Year 1992. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby granted to reconstruct curb and 
combined curb and gutters in various improved streets, county highways or 
state highways for the period beginning January 1, 1992 and ending 
December 31, 1992. Where necessary, the project shall include new 
pavement, sidewalk, curb and gutter and drainage structures lying adjacent 
to or in the path of said repair or reconstruction. The cost shall not exceed 
$5,000,000 to be paid from that part of Motor Fuel Tax funds which has been 
or may be allotted to the City of Chicago. 

SECTION 2. There is hereby allocated the sum of $5,000,000 for repairs 
to curbs and gutters in improved streets, county highways or state highways 
which shall be for work fpr which estimates are to be filed with the Division 
of Highways, Department of Transportation of the State of Illinois for the 
period beginning January 1,1992 and ending December 31,1992. 

SECTION 3. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall prepare 
the necessary specifications and estimates for these repairs and shall do 
same, either by day labor or contract. 

SECTION 4. Motor Fuel Tax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any other Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, withouttheprior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend br 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the pajnnent ofany vouchers in excess ofthe 
amount shown without the prior approval of the City Council. 

SECTION 6. The operating departmerit shall maintain a separate ledger 
account for each project utilizing standard account classifications acceptable 
under generally accepted accounting principles with all charges for direct 
and indirect expenses delineated, categorized and detailed for each such 
project. 

SECTION 7. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make disbursements from said fund when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 8. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit two certified 
copies of this ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
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Transportation of the State of Illinois, Springfield, Illinois, through the 
District Engineer of District 1 of said Division of Highways. 

SECTION 9, That this ordinance shall be in force and effect from and 
after its passage. 

Funds Authorized For Repairs To Pavements In 
Improved Streets, County And State 

Highways During Year 1992. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby given to make repairs to pavements in 
improved streets, county highways or state highways for the period 
beginning January 1, 1992 and ending December 31, 1992 by use of the 
asphaltic street repair materials, concrete street repair material or other 
standard street repair materials, as required to bring the pavements and 
their appurtenances to a good state of repair, at a cost not to exceed 
$4,750,000 to be paid from that part of Motor Fuel Tax funds which has been 
or may be allotted to the City ofChicago. 

SECTION 2. There is hereby allocated the sum of $4,750,000 for repairs 
to pavements in improved streets, county highways or state highways which 
shall be work for which estimates are to be filed with the Division of 
Highways, Department of Transportation of the State of Illinois for the 
period beginning January 1,1992 and ending December 31,1992. 

SECTION 3. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall prepare 
the necessary specifications and estimates for these repairs and shall do 
same,eitherby day labor or contract. . 

SECTION 4. Motor FuelTax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any other Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend or 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the payment of any vouchers in excess of the 
amount shown without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 6. The operating department shall maintain a separate ledger 
account for each project utilizing standard account classifications acceptable 
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under generally accepted accounting principles with all charges for direct 
and indirect expenses delineated, categorized and detailed for each such 
project. 

SECTION 7. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make disbursements from said fund when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 8. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit two certified 
copies of this ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportation of the State of Illinois, Springfield, Illinois, through the 
DistrictEngineer of District lof said Division of Highways. 

SECTION 9. That this ordinance shall be in force and effect from and 
after its passage. 

Funds Authorized For Reconstruction Of Vaulted Sidewalks 
Along Improved Streets, County And State 

Highways During Year 1992. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby given to thie Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation to reconstruct vaulted sidewalks along various improved 
streets, county highways or state highways for the period beginning 
January 1, 1992 and ending December 31, 1992. Where necessary, the 
project shall include: excavation, backfill, new sidewalk, curb, gutter, and 
drainage structures lying adjacent to construction or in the path of said 
reconstruction. The cost shall not exceed $500,000 to be paid from that part 
ofthe Motor Fuel Tax funds which has been or may be allotted to the Gity of 
Chicago. 

SECTION 2. The sum of $500,000 i s hereby allocated for the 
reconstruction of vaulted sidewalks along improved streets, county 
highways or state highways which shall be for work for which estimates are 
to be filed with the Division of Highways, Department of Transportation of 
the State of Illinois for the period beginning January 1, 1992 and ending 
December 31,1992. 

SECTION 3. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall prepare 
the necessary rules and estimates for these reconstructions and day labor. 
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SECTION 4. Motor Fuel Tax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any other Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend or 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the payment of any vouchers in excess ofthe 
amount shown without prior approval ofthe City (Council. 

SECTION 6. The Department of Streets and Sanitation shall maintain 
separate ledger accounts for each location under this project utilizing 
standard account classifications acceptable under generally accepted 
accounting principles with all charges for direct and indirect expenses 
delineated, categorized and detailed for each such location. 

SECTION 7. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make disbursements from said allocation when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 8. The City Clerk is directed to transmit two (2) certified 
copies of this ordinance to the Division of Highways, Department of 
Transportation of the State of Illinois, Springfield, Illinois, through the 
District Engineer of District 1 of said Division of Highways. 

SECTION 9. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage. 

Funds Authorized For Maintenance Of Traffic Signals And 
Streetlighting Systems During Year 1992. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Authority is hereby given to the Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation to expend the sum of $1,200,000 from that portion of the 
Motor Fuel Tax Fund which has been or may be allocated to the City of 
Chicago for the purchase of materials and supplies for maintenance of traffic 
signals and streetlighting systems on municipal streets and county and state 
highways for the period commencing January 1,1992 and ending December 
31,1992. 
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SECTION 2. Motor Fuel Tax funds allocated for this project shall not be 
transferred to any other Motor Fuel Tax project or Motor Fuel Tax funds 
allocated for any other project shall not be transferred to this project, in 
either instance, without the prior approval of the City Council. 

SECTION 3. The City Comptroller shall set up a separate account for 
this project. The Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall not expend or 
authorize the expenditure in excess of the amount shown and the City 
Comptroller shall not authorize the payment ofany vouchers in excess ofthe 
amount shown without the prior approval ofthe City Council. 

SECTION 4. The operating department shall maintain a separate ledger 
account for each project utilizing standard account classifications acceptable 
under generally accepted accounting principles with all charges for direct 
and indirect expenses delineated, categorized and detailed for each such 
project. 

SECTION 5. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make disbursements from said fund when 
properly approved by the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 6. The City Clerk is directed to transmit two certified copies of 
this ordinance to the Department of Transportation of the State of Illinois, 
through the District Engineer for District 1 of said Department of 
Transportation. 

SECTION 7. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION AND 
AMENDMENT TO 1992 ANNUAL APPROPIUATION 

ORDINANCE, AS AMENDED, TO REFLECT 
CHANGES IN AMOUNTS RECEIVED 

FROM FEDERAL AND STATE 
AGENCIES. 

The Committee on the Budget and Government Operations submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
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Your Committee on the Budget and Government Operations, having had 
under considerat ion an ordinance au thor iz ing a S u p p l e m e n t a l 
Appropriation and an Amendment to the 1992 Annual Appropriation 
Ordinance, as amended, necessary to reflect changes in the amount of grant 
funds received from federal and state agencies, in the amount of 
$223,000.00, and having had the same under advisement, begs leave to 
report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LEMUEL AUSTIN, JR., 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Austin, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The Annual Appropriation Ordinance for the year 1992, as 
amended, contains estimates of revenues receivable as grants from agencies 
ofthe state and federal governments; and 

WHEREAS, In accordance with Section 8 of the Annual Appropriation 
Ordinance the heads of various departments and agencies of the City 
government have applied to agencies of the state and federal governments 
for grants to the City for various purposes; and 
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WHEREAS, The amount of grant funds awarded to the City by federal and 
state agencies for specific grant programs has exceeded the amount of 
revenues estimated from those sources; and 

WHEREAS, It is beneficial to the City of Chicago to appropriate such 
additional revenues; now, therefore, 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION . 1. The sum of $223,000 not previously appropriated has 
become available for appropriation for the year 1992 as follows: 

Awards from agencies ofthe $ 9,000 
federal government 

Awards from agencies ofthe 214,000 
state government 

TOTAL: $223,000 

SECTION 2. The sum of$223,000 not previously appropriated is hereby 
appropriated from Fund 925 - Grant Funds for the year 1992, and the 
Annual Appropriation Ordinance for the year 1992, as amended, is hereby 
further amended by striking the words and figures and by adding the words 
and figures indicated in the attached Exhibit A. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect ten days after 
its passage and publication. 

Exhibit "A" attached to this ordinance reads as follows: 

Exhibit "A". 

Amendments To The 1992 Appropriation Ordinance. 

925 - Grant Funds 

Strike Add 
Code Department And Item Amount Amount 

Estimate Of Grant Revenue 
For 1992 
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Strike Add 
Code Department And Item Amount Amount 

Awards from Agencies ofthe $486,867,955 $486,876,955 
Federal Government 

Awards from Agencies ofthe 115,331,000 115,545,000 
State Government 

925 - Grant Funds 

41 Department of Health: 

AIDS Testing/Counseling 341,000 447,000 

Immunization 1,004,000 1,013,000 

81 Department of Streets and 
Sanitation: 

Scrap Tire Management - I.E.P.A. 0 108,000 

AUTHORIZATION FOR TRANSFER OF YEAR 1991 
FUNDS WITHIN BOARD OF ELECTION 

COMMISSIONERS. 

The Committee on the Budget and Government Operations submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
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Your Committee on the Budget and Government Operations, having had 
under consideration an ordinance authorizing a transfer of funds for the year 
1991 within the Board of Election Commissioners, having had the same 
under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable 
Body Pass the proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LEMUEL AUSTIN, JR., 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Austin, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City Comptroller and the Gity Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make the following transfer of funds for the year 
1991. This transfer will leave sufficient unencumbered appropriations to 
meet all liabilities that have been or may be incurred during the year 1991 
payable from such appropriations: 
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FROM: 

Purpose 
Code 

Fund Department Account Amount 

Overtime 

Extra Hire 

Gasoline 

Materials and 
Supplies 

Construction of 
Buildings and 
Other Structures 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

39-2005 

39-2005 

39-2005 

39-2005 

39-2005 

0020 

0055 

0320 

0340 

0540 

$62,500 

$70,000 

$20,000 

$30,000 

$23,000 

TO: 

Purpose 
Code 

Fund Department Account Amount 

For Professional and 
Technical Services for 
Data Processing, Word 
Processing, Office 
Automation and Data 
Communications 
Functions 

Dues, Subscriptions and 
Memberships 

Technical Meeting 
Costs 

100 39-2005 0138 

100 39-2005 

100 39-2005 

0166 

0169 

$203,000 

$1,000 

$1,500 

SECTION 2. The sole purpose ofthis transfer of funds is to provide funds 
to meet necessary obligations within the Board of Election Commissioners 
during the year 1991. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage. 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR TRANSFER OF YEAR 1992 FUNDS 
WITHIN CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON SPECIAL 

EVENTS AND CULTURAL AFFAIRS. 

The Committee on the Budget and Government Operations submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on the Budget and Government Operations, having had 
under consideration an ordinance authorizing a transfer of funds for the year 
1992 within the City Council Committee on Special Events and Cultural 
Affairs, having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LEMUEL AUSTIN, JR., 
Chairman. 

Alderman Moore presented the following amendment: 

"I move to amend the proposed ordinance authorizing a transfer of 1992 
funds within the City Council Committee on Special Events and Cultural 
Affairs by adding an additional amendment to the appropriation ordinance 
as follows: 

Strike 
Page Code Department And Item No. Amount 

157 3005 Commission on Human 
Relations 
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Strike 
Page Code Department And Item No. Amount 

9738 Chairperson ofthe Commission 1 $30,912" 
on Human Relations 

At this point in the proceedings, Alderman Burke raised a point of order, 
stating that as the matter before the body was a specific transfer of funds 
within the City Council Committee on Special Events, Alderman Moore's 
motion relating to the Commission on Human Relations was not germane and, 
in fact, a motion ab initio and therefore out of order. 

Alderman Stone next raised a point of order, stating that the matter before 
the body related to Fund 356 while the amendment submitted by Alderman 
Moore involved Fund 100, thereby supporting Alderman Burke's point of order 
that the motion by Alderman Moore was not germane. 

The Chair ruled the points of order raised by Alderman Burke a n d 
Alderman Stone Well Taken and further ruled the amendment presented by 
Alderman Moore Out of Order. 

Thereupon, on motion of Alderman Austin, the said proposed ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The City of C^hicago is a home rule unit of government as 
defined in Article VH, Section 6(a) of the Illinois Constitution, and as such 
may exercise any power and perform any function per ta ining to i t s 
government and affairs; and 

WHEREAS, The management of its finances is a matter pertaining to the 
government and affairs ofthe City ofChicago; now, therefore. 
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Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City Comptroller and the City Treasurer are 
authorized and directed to make the following transfer of funds for the year 
1992. This transfer will leave sufficient unencumbered appropriations to 
meet all liabilities that have been or may be incurred during the year 1992 
payable from such appropriations: 

FROM: 

Purpose 
Code 

Fund Department Account Amount 

For Contractual 
Services 

356 15-2155 0100 $20,000.00 

TO: 

Purpose 
Code 

Fund Department Account Amount 

For Contingencies 356 15-2155 0700 $20,000.00 

SECTION 2. The sole purpose ofthis transfer of funds is to provide funds 
to meet necessary obligations in the City Council Committee on Special 
Events and Cultural Affairs during the year 1992. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shs^ll be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR INSTALLATION OF WATER 
MAINS IN PORTION OF SOUTH 

INDLANA AVENUE. 

The Committee on the Budget and Government Operations submitted the 
following report: 
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CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on the Budget and Government Operations, having had 
under consideration an order authorizing the installation of water mains in 
South Indiana Avenue from East 32nd Street to East 34th Street, and 
having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed order transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LEMUEL AUSTIN, JR., 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Austin, the said proposed order transmitted with the 
foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smithy Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of Water is hereby authorized to install 
water mains in South Indiana Avenue, from East 32nd Street to East 34th 
Street; 1,300 feet of 8-inch ductile iron water main, at the total estimated 
cost of $200,880.21 chargeable to the Appropriation Account Number 200-
87-3120-0550 (W-706) Construction. 

The above work is to be done under order number A-01194. 
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COMMITTEE ON BUILDINGS. 

REAPPOINTMENT OF VARIOUS INDIVIDUALS TO 
BUILDING BOARD OF APPEALS. 

The Committee on Buildings submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Buildings, having had under consideration a 
communication submitted by Mayor Richard M. Daley (referred to your 
Committee on January 14,1992) to appoint and/or reappoint persons to the 
Building Board of Appeals, begs leave to recommend that Your Honorable 
Body Approve the proposed reappointments (the appointment of Helene D. 
Colvin has been deferred), as follows: 

John G. Agrela, reappointed for a term expiring April 21,1992; 

Richard Gibbons, reappointed for a term expiring April 21,1992; 

Glenn M. Harston, reappointed for a term expiring April 21,1993; and 

Richard Zulkey, reappointed for a term expiring April 21,1993. 

This recommendation was concurred in by all members of the committee 
present, with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) BERNARD L. STONE, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Stone, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and the said proposed reappointments of Mr. John G. Agrela, 
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Mr. Richard Gibbons, Mr. Glenn M. Harston and Mr. Richard Zulkey to the 
Building Board of Appeals were Approved by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

AMENDMENT OF THLE 13, CHAPTER 84, SECTION 110 OF 
MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO BY REVISION 

OF COMPOSITION REQUIREMENTS FOR 
PROSCENIUM FIRE CURTAINS. 

The Committee on Buildings submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Buildings, having had under consideration an 
ordinance signed by Alderman Theodore Mazola (referred to your committee 
on January 14, 1992) a code amendment expanding construction 
requirements for proscenium fire curtains, begs leave to recommend that 
Your Honorable Body Pass the said proposed substitute ordinance, 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by all members ofthe committee 
present, with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) BERNARD L. STONE, 
Chairman. 



12070 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

On motion of Alderman Stone, the said proposed substitute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of thi City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Section 13-84-110 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is 
hereby amended by deleting the language bracketed and inserting- the 
language in italics, as follows: 

13-84-110 Proscenium opening - Type 1 stages. Every proscenium 
opening in a Type 1 stage shall be provided with a proscenium fire curtain 
complying with the requirements of paragraph (a) or with a fire protection 
system complying with the requirements of paragraph (b). 

(a) Proscenium Fire Curtain. 

(1) Materials. The curtain shall be of approved metal construction, 
or of wire-reinforced glass yarn fabric, [except that an] An existing, 
approved reinforced asbestos cur ta in may be used when the 
proscenium opening does not exceed 28 feet in height. 

(2) Performance Requirements. The curtain shalLbe so designed 
and constructed that for at least 30 minutes it will prevent all passage 
of flame and withstand without failure a temperature ofnot less than 
1,700 degrees Fahrenheit and an air pressure normal to its surface df 
not less than 10 pounds per square foot. When closed, the curtain 
shall be reasonably tight against the passage of smoke. 

(3) Construction. The curtain shall overlap the proscenium 
opening by at least two feet at the top and 18 inches at each side, and 
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shall slide vertically at each side within iron or steel grooves which 
shall have a minimum depth of 12 inches. No part ofany curtain shall 
be supported by or fastened to combustible material. 

(4) The curtain shall be so arranged and maintained that, in case of 
fire, it will be released automatically and instantly by an approved 
heat-actuated device, and will descend slowly and safely by its o>yn 
weight to completely close the proscenium opening within 30 seconds, 
taking not over five seconds for the bottom five feet. It shall also be 
equipped with effective devices to permit prompt and immediate 
closing ofthe proscenium opening by manual means. 

(5) Machinery. All machines and hoisting gear shall be designed in 
accordance with safe practice. The "American National Safety Code 
for Elevators, Dumbwaiters, Escalators and Moving Walks", A.N.S.I. 
A17.1-1971, with its supplement A.N.S.L A17.1b-1973, shafl be 
considered as a guide to safe practice except as otherwise stated in 
this code. Travel limit stops and room for over-travel shall be 
provided. 

(b) Fire Protection System. 

(1) The fire protection system shall consist of an opaque curtain and 
a deluge system. 

(2) An approved opaque fabric curtain system shall be installed in 
the proscenium opening, sp arranged tha t it will close both 
automatically and manually. 

(3) A water spray deluge system shall be installed on the stage side 
of the proscenium opening, arranged to discharge water on the 
curtain and on the stage floor behind the curtain at a discharge 
density of not less than three gallons per minute per lineal foot of 
opening. Operation shall be both automatic and manual. Equipment, 
materials and installation shall be in conformance with Chapter 15-
16. Shutoff valves shall be electrically supervised. 

(4) Automatic operation of the stage fire protection system shall be 
by means of approved combination fixed-temperature and rate-of-rise 
heat detectors located throughout the stage, as approved by the 
Bureau of Fire Prevention. Manual operation shall be by means of 
approved electric releases on the stage and in the projection or 
lighting control booth. Installation shall conform to the requirements 
of a standard fire alarm system. In addition, a manual nonelectric 
release shall be provided for the curtain and for the deluge systems at 
readily accessible locations in the stage. 
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(5) Normal ventilation shall be designed to maintain an airflow 
from the auditorium to the stage. 

(c) Abandonment Of Proscenium Opening Protection. 

Where a Type 1 stage in an existing assembly unit has been 
abandoned for theatrical or similar perforriiances, the building 
commissioner and the fire commissioner may jointly approve the 
mounting of a motion picture screen and its required sound equipment 
providing: 

(1) All combustible stage material and equipment and scenery is 
removed from the stage; 

(2) Where stage is provided with an automatic sprinkler system, 
such system shall be maintained in good working condition and under 
pressure at all times; 

(3) Present automatic stage vents to be maintained in good working 
condition; 

(4) Proscenium curtain need not be required if a one-hour fire 
resistive rating noncombustible separation is provided between the 
space required to install the screen with its sound equipment and the 
balance of the stage; 

(5) Such a stage shall not again be used as a Type 1 stage, unless it 
is brought in compliance with the present code; 

(6) No portion ofsueh stage shall be used for storage or handling of 
material; and 

(7) The space between the screen and fire wall shiall be sprinklered 
and vented, as called for in Chapter 15-16 ofthis code. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and approval. 
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COMMITTEE ON ECONOMIC AND 
CAPITAL DEVELOPMENT. 

APPOINTMENT OF MS. VALERIE JARRETT AS 
COMMISSIONER OF PLANNING AND 

DEVELOPMENT. 

The Committee on Economic and Capital Development submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Economic and Capital Development, having had 
under consideration the appointment by Mayor Richard M. Daley of Valerie 
Jarre t t as Commissioner of Planning and Development, begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Approve said appointment which is 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by all members of the committee 
present, with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) BERNARD J. HANSEN, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Hansen, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and the said proposed appointment of Ms. Valerie Jarret t as 
Commissioner of Planning and Development was Approved by yeas and nays 
as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 
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Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY, ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AND PUBLIC UTILITIES. 

APPOINTMENT OF MR. HENRY HENDERSON AS 
COMMISSIONER OF THE ENVIRONMENT. 

The Committee on Energy, Environmental Protection and Public Utilities 
submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Energy, Environmental Protection and Public 
Utilities, having had under consideration a communication from Mayor 
Daley appointing Henry Henderson as Commissioner of the Environment, 
begs leave to recommend tha t Your Honorable Body Approve the 
appointment transmitted herewith. 

This appointment was approved in committee by all members present. 

. Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWIN M. EISENDRATH, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Eisendrath, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and the said proposed appointment of Mr. Henry Henderson as 
Commissioner ofthe Environment was Approved by yeas and nays as follows: 
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Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Action De/'erred-ESTABLISHMENT OF CHY OF CHICAGO 
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

The Committee on Energy, Environmental Protection and Public Utilities 
submitted the following report which was, on motion of Alderman Eisendrath, 
Alderman Bloom, Alderman Steele, Alderman Buchanan, Alderman Hansen, 
Alderman M. Smith, Alderman Schulter and Alderman Moore, Deferred and 
ordered published: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Energy, Environmental Protection and Public 
Utilities, having had under consideration an ordinance by Mayor Daley, 
adopting the City's Solid Waste Management Plan which establishes 
directions for changes in the handling of solid waste in a manner that will 
reduce land, air and water pollution and conserve the natural, economic and 
energy resources of the city, begs leave to recommend that Your Honorable 
Body pass the ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This ordinance was approved in committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EDWIN M. EISENDRATH, 
Chairman, 
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The following is said proposed ordinance transmitted with the foregoing 
committee report: 

WHEREAS, Under the Illinois Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act 
the City of Chicago must develop a 20-year comprehensive Solid Waste 
Management Plan; and 

WHEREAS, The Mayor has appointed the Solid Waste Management 
Review Committee to review and comment on the City's proposed Plan; and 

WHEREAS, The Committee held four public hearings to solicit public 
opinion and maintained for 90 days a record of written public comments on 
the proposed Plan; and 

WHEREAS, The Committee completed its review and, on January 7, 
1992, voted to recommend to the City Council a Solid Waste Management 
Plan; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The Solid Waste Management Plan, recommended to the 
City Council by the Solid Waste Management Review Committee and 
attached hereto as Exhibit A, is hereby adopted. 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk shaU deliver a certified copy of this 
ordinance and the adopted Solid Waste Management Plan to the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Agency no later than 10 days after the effective 
date of this ordinance. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance takes effect upon its passage. 

Exhibit A attached to this ordinance consists of Volumes 1, 2 and 3 which 
read as follows: 
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VOLUME I 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

FOR 

CITY OF CHICAGO 



12078 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Exhibit "A". 

Volume I. 

(Of Solid Waste Management Plan) 

The Solid Waste Management Plan 

City Of Chicago 

Solid Waste Management Review Coinmittee 

List Of Members 

(Representatives And Alternates) 

Chairperson 

Daniel Eberhardt 
Alternate Chair: 

Edwin Eisendrath 

President MRC Polymers 

Committee 

Ann Alvarez 
Alternate: 

No Designee 

Michael Asque 
Alternate: 

Isabelle Conda 

Alvin Boutte 
Alternate: 

Lonnie Radcliffe 

Executive Director Casa Central 

President 

President 

Greater Roseland Area 
Planning Commission 

Independence Bank 
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Raymond Cachares 
Alternate: 

Timothy Harrington 

Ernest Cochanis 
Alternate: 

Michael Donahue 

Dale Alekel-Carlson 
Alternate: 

Leslie Ladd 

Edwin Eisendrath 
Alternate: 

Dave Franke 

William Grant 
Alternate: 

Paul Gotta 

Kevin Greene 
Alternate: 

Joanna Hoelscher 

Isaac Goldman 
Alternate: 

No Designee 

Robert Healey 
Alternate: 

Don Turner 

Commissioner Department of Streets 
and Sanitation 

Ernest Corporations Chicago Area 
McDonalds Owner/ 
Operator Association 

Executive Director Uptown Recycling 
Station, Inc. 

Alderman 

Vice President 

Research Director 

President 

President 

Committee on Energy, 
Environmental 
Protection and 
Public Utilities 

Elgin National 
Industriies 

Illinois Citizens for 
Better Environment 

Goldman Asset 
Management 

Chicago Federation 
of Labor 

Ken Hoving 
Alternate: 

Richard Hoving 

Valerie Jarrett 
Alternate: 

Charles Williams 

Jerome Peters 
Alternate: 

No Designee 

Consuelo Pope 
Alternate: 

Lylah P. Booker 

Hoving & Sons Disposal 

Department of 
Planning and 
Development 

Executive Director Black Contractors 
United 

Vice President 

Commissioner 

President Cosmopolitan Chamber 
of Commerce 



12080 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

John Rosales 
Alternate: 

Michael Dulin 

Caroline Shoenberger 
Alternate: 

David Inman 

Maria Torres 
Alternate: 

Priscilla Konarski 

Joyce Wade 
Alternate: 

No Designee 

Facility Manager 

Commissioner 

President 

Chief Executive 
Officer 

Coca Cola Bottling 
Company 

Department of 
Consumer Services 

Mexican-American 
Referral Center 

Community Bank 
of Lawndale 

Department Of Streets And Sanitation 

Timothy Harrington 

Pamela Barnes 

Michael Schivarelli 

David Robinson 

Deputy Commissioner, Planning 

Director of Planning, Research and 
Development 

Deputy Commissioner, Bureau of 
Sanitation 

Assistant Commissioner, Recycling 

Department Of Law 

Henry Henderson Assistant Corporation Council 
(Current Acting Commissioner ofthe 
Department ofthe Environment) 

Consultants 

HDR Engineering, Inc. 

McDonough Associates, Inc. 

Becker Associates 

Prime Consultant 

Subconsultant 

Subconsultant 
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Globetrotters Engineering Subconsultant 
Corp. 

Nakawatase, Wyns & Subconsultant 
Associates, Inc. 

1.0 

Introduction. 

1.1 Purpose. 

The City of Chicago's Solid Waste Management Plan (the "Plan") 
establishes a direction for changes in the handling of solid waste in a 
manner which will reduce land, air and water pollution and conserve the 
natural, economic and energy resources of the City. This Plan develops 
programs and tests concepts lor new programs that meet local needs and are 
consistent with State solid waste management priorities. The City 's 
Department of Streets and Sanitation (D.S.S.) was responsible for 
developing the Plan in compliance with the Solid Waste Planning and 
Recycling Act (111. Rev. Stat. Ch. 85,115951 et seq.) and in conformance with 
the waste management hierarchy established as State of niinois policy in 
the Illinois Solid Waste Management Act (III. Rev. Stat. Ch. 111^, 117051 et 
seq.). The Plan sets the direction for both the short-term and long-term 
management ofthe solid waste system. It documents the existing condition 
of solid waste handling systems, identifies opportunities to address solid 
waste system needs, and makes recommendations for the development of 
future programs and facilities to accomplish the City's goals and priorities. 
The Plan also identifies the sharing of responsibility between various City 
departments, the private-sector and the public. 

The Plan provides for the management of residential, commercial, non-
hazardous industrial and institutional, and governmental wastes. Wastes 
excluded from the Plan are medical wastes, hazardous wastes and sludge. 

Medical waste legislation has been passed at the state and local 
governmental level to require proper management and disposal. The City of 
Chicago has passed a local ordinance (Nos. 7-28-511 through 7-28-520) to 
require the regulation of medical waste. The City ordinance requires the 
Chicago Board of Health and Department of Health to adopt rules and 
regulations necessary for the administration of the ordinance. The code 
provides definitions, requires adoption of waste management practices, 
storage requirements , and t ranspor ta t ion r e q u i r e m e n t s , a s s i g n s 
enforcement responsibility, and establishes fines for violation. 
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Industrial hazardous waste is regulated by the E.P.A., I.E.P.A. and State 
regulations. House Bill 477, signed into law on December 16,1991, extends 
the moratorium on constructing new hazardous waste incinerators from 
December 31, 1991 to December 31, 1993. Current federal legislation 
requires hazardous waste handling and disposal to be manifested. 
Therefore, it is handled and disposed of separate from municipal solid waste 
ta:rgeted by this Plan. 

Sludge is the responsibility of the Metropolitan Water Reclamation 
District of Greater Chicago (M.W.R.D.G.C). M.W.R.D.G.C operates several 
landfills in the area solely for the disposal of sludge. Currently, landfilling 
is the primary disposal method for sludge; however, a small percentage of 
the sludge is land applied. M.W.R.D.G.C. will have the continued 
responsibility of managing sludge disposal in the City. 

The Plan and planning process are presented in three volumes. This 
document. Volume I, provides (i) a general discussion of the background of 
needs and issues considered in the development of the Plan, (ii) the Plan 
components selected by the Department of Streets and Sanitat ion in 
conjunction with review by the Solid Waste Management Review Committee 
(S.W.M.R.C), and (iii) the Plan implementation process that the City 
currently envisions. 

Volume n provides a detailed step-by-step description of the planning 
process used by the City to develop the Plan and a summary evaluation of 
issues and considerations. 

Volume HI contains the appendicized supporting documents reviewed by 
the City and the S.W.M.R.C., the public hearing transcripts, the written 
public comments and the City responses to public comment. 

The planning process was addressed in a six-step process as outlined in the 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency's (I.E.P.A.) Guidelines for Solid 
Waste Management Planning Grants, 1989. The first step was presented by 
the City ofChicago Solid Waste Needs Assessment Report (December 1990). 
The six steps of the process followed by the City are as follows: 

Assess the Solid Waste Needs 

Develop a List of Component Alternatives 

Evaluate and Screen Plan Components 

Assemble Components into Alternative Systems 

Evaluate Waste Management Alternative Systems 

Describe Recommended Waste Management Plan 
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1.2 Goals. 

In addition to establishing a decision-making process, the S.W.M.R.C. 
established general goals for the waste management system. The goals 
presented below provide the framework for the S.W.M.R.C's evaluation of 
system alternatives as well as the basis for the S.W.M.R.C's solid waste 
management decisions: 

System a l t e rna t ives should meet a l l e n v i r o n m e n t a l 
requirements and regulations. 

System alternatives should cumulatively meet all of the City's 
waste management needs. 

Plan implementation and operation costs should be reasonable 
and reliable. 

Implementation schedules should be reasonable for: 

Plan review 

Plan implementation 

Criteria should be developed to review the adequacy ofthe Plan. 

The Plan should be subjected to public review and comment and 
responses should address all issues that arise. 

A significant public education effort must be part of the solid 
waste management plan in order to change public waste 
generation attitudes and disposal habits. 

1.3 Planning Objectives. 

The City of Chicago in developing a long-term plan has recognized the 
need to provide an economical, reliable and environmentally sound solid 
waste management system to manage all ofthe solid waste generated within 
its borders. In accordance with the Illinois Solid Waste Management Act 
and other governing legislation, the City has adopted a hierarchy of solid 
waste management methods based on goals of reduced landfill dependence 
and waste reduction as follows: 
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Source reduction 

Recycling, reuse and composting 

Combustion with energy recovery 

Disposal in landfill facilities 

The hierarchy recognizes that: (1) not all waste can be eliminated by 
source reduction; (ii) recycling and composting can conserve resources but 
have environmental impacts and cannot e l iminate all waste; (iii) 
combustion can recover the energy remaining in the waste but has 
environmental impacts and produces ash which may require specialized 
landfills. While recycling, composting, and combustion all serve to conserve 
resources and reduce the volume of degradable waste being landfilled, each 
clearly has economic and environmental considerations which must be 
addressed in the planning process. The hierarchy also reflects the results of 
worldwide research, supported by findings of the Uni ted S t a t e s 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. E.P.A.), which indicates that the 
top three alternatives are environmentally preferable to landfilling. 

The City also recognizes the need to develop its system in a manner which 
provides programs and facilities that minimize dependence on waste 
disposal beyond its municipal boundaries. Long-term landfill capacity in the 
City is very limited and current legislative initiatives could limit remote 
landfill capacity. This shortage of readily available landfill capacity will 
force the City to plan for utilization of solid waste management alternatives 
that minimize dependence on landfills. 

The City directs control over the collection and disposal of low-density 
residential wastes and some bulk/demolition and street dirt. The Plan 
addresses public/private, residential, commercial and industrial wastes, 
construction and demolition debris, compostable wastes, tires, institutional 
and other governmental wastes. Figure 1 illustrates the overall percentage 
of the primary component generation. A further breakdown of quantities 
and types of waste generated in the City is included in the Needs Assessment 
Report appendicized in Volume HE of the Plan. Since private haulers handle 
most of the remaining waste not handled by the City, the City has limited 
ability to control this waste. The Plan does not address (i) commercial or 
industrial hazardous waste generation, transportation, storage or disposal 
or (ii) remediation of hazardous waste sites as these are the legislated 
responsibility ofthe Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (I.E.P.A.). 

In evaluating available system alternatives, reliability is an essential 
objective requiring that adequate capacity be available to allow flexibility in 
handling peak waste system loadings. This reliability objective can be 
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incorporated through the use of adequate system redundancies to 
accommodate temporary equipment outages, variable waste composition, 
var iable waste generation rates , shortfalls in ma te r i a l recovery 
expectations, and other variables such as market conditions and economic 
trends. 

New facilities, techniques, or equipment will likely be needed to handle 
the City's long term disposal needs. The City's objective is to minimize 
expense by utilizing existing facilities and equipment to the greatest extent 
possible. If new disposal or material handling facilities are required, the 
City will utilize a siting process that considers citizen concerns and 
incorporates mitigation measures to reduce or minimize neighborhood 
impacts. Existing facilities will also be upgraded to meet or exceed 
environmental requirements and address public concerns. 

Since solid waste management is a rapidly changing and evolving field, 
the City's objective is to provide flexible programs and facilities which can 
adapt to changing conditions or new techniques. To improve and maintain 
high operational efficiency in the disposal system, the City will continuously 
monitor and analyze operational data to make programmatic or systemic 
adjustments. In addition, the City will update the Plan at five year intervals 
to reassess goals, objectives and program results. 

1.4 Program Specific Objectives. 

The Plan developed by the City is programmatic in nature and is based on 
an examination of demonstrated waste management methods and testing 
programs. The City has reviewed the results of implemented programs in 
other municipalities to establish five year waste reduction objectives which 
are potentially achievable through the planned programs. The City will 
continue (i) to review waste management programs for improvements 
through result feedback, (ii) to analyze and review other waste management 
alternatives for application to the remaining waste residuals, including 
those discussed in this plan, and (iii) to research and test new technological 
improvements in waste management alternatives and waste handling 
equipment for future Plan amendments or operational improvements. 

The waste reduction objectives established by the City for the first five 
years ofthe Plan are shown in Table 1.* In accordance with the legislative 
requirement to update the Plan every five years, the City will establish new 
five year waste reduction objectives based on program resul ts a n d 
programmatic changes made to the City's Plan. 

Table 1 printed on page 12130 of this Journal. 
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2.0 

Solid Waste Management Background. 

2.1 Legislative Background. 

Since the U.S. Congress passed the Federal Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (R.C.R.A.) in 1976, many states, counties and cities have seen 
an increase in legislated mandates to develop solid waste management 
plans. The pending re-authorization of R.C.R.A. may ultimately impose 
additional planning and management constraints on the City. The focus of 
this legislative history is on the three fundamental pieces of enabling 
legislation which created the mandate for the current planning process: 

Local Solid Waste Disposal Act 

Solid Waste Management Act 

Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act 

The Legislative Report, compiled in February, 1991 and located in Volume 
m ofthis plan, provides a detailed description of enabling state legislation, 
current and pending local, state and federal regulation and legislation in 
neighboring states. This report is part of the City's planning effort and 
should be referenced for more detailed information when appropriate. 

2.1.1 Local Solid Waste Disposal Act. 

In 1985, the Illinois legislature approved the Local Solid Waste Disposal 
Act, PA 84-963 (The Disposal Act), which became effective January 1, 
1986. The Act authorized local governments at their option to dispose of 
solid waste within their jurisdictions by preparing and implementing solid 
waste management plans. The Disposal Act does not require that a plan 
contain any specific elements, but rather states that any plan may include 
provisions for certain enumerated elements set forth in the legislation. 

2.1.2 Illinois Solid Waste Management Act. 

The Illinois Solid Waste Management Act (PA 84-1319), effective in 
September 1986, was instituted i) to reduce reliance on land disposal of 
solid waste, ii) to encourage and promote alternative means of managing 
solid waste, and iii) to assist local governments with solid waste planning 
and management. In furtherance of those aims, the Act established waste 
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management priorities as State policy. The State priorities, in descending 
order of preference, are: 

Source reduction 

Recycling and reuse 

Combustion with energy recovery 

Combustion for volume reduction 

Disposal in landfill facilities 

These priorities are based on the recognition t h a t all w a s t e 
management alternatives have environmental impacts. This P l a n 
recognizes and supports the preferential treatment of alternatives by 
planning for an implementation schedule which moves aggressively 
forward in the more environmentally benign areas of Source Reduction 
and Recycling and which provides evaluation prior to implementation for 
those plan elements which have more potential for environmental impact; 
i.e., Composting, Combustion and Landfilling. 

2.1.3 Solid Waste Planning And Recycling Act. 

The planning option ofthe Disposal Act was made mandatory under the 
provisions of the Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act, PA 85-1198 
(the Recycling Act). The Recycling Act imposes upon the City and the 
affected counties the primary responsibility to plan fpr the management of 
municipal solid waste within their borders. Further detail of t h e 
Recycling Act is provided in Volume E, Section 1.2. 

The Recycling Act requires the City of Chicago to develop a 
comprehensive waste management plan that places substantial emphasis 
on recycling and other alternatives to landfills, encourages municipal 
recycling pilot projects, and promotes composting of yard waste. It also 
mandates that implementation of the plan be initiated by the City within 
one year of adoption. The Recycling Act establishes certain minimum 
requirements that any plan must contain, but does not prohibit the City's 
current efforts to adopt a plan which exceeds such m i n i m u m 
requirements. "...Each waste management plan shall contain, a t a 
minimum, the following provisions: 

(1) A description of the origin, content and weight or volume of 
municipal waste currently generated within the county's boundaries. 
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and the origin, content and weight or volume of municipal waste that 
will be generated within the county's boundaries during the next 20 
years, including an assessment ofthe primary variables affecting this 
estimate and the extent to which they can reasonably be expected to 
occur (Volume I, Section 2.2.1). 

(2) A description of the facilities where municipal waste is currently 
being processed or disposed of and the remaining available permitted 
capacity ofsueh facilities (Volume I, Section 2.2.2). 

(3) A description of the facilities and programs that are proposed for 
management of municipal waste generated within the county's 
boundaries during the next 20 years, including, but not limited to 
their size, expected cost and financing method (Volume I, Section 3.0; 
Volume n . Section 5.3.5). 

(4) An evaluation ofthe environmental, energy life cycle cost and 
economic advantages and disadvantages of the proposed waste 
management facilities and programs (Volume H, Sections 5.3.3, 5.3.4 
and 5.3.5). 

(5) A description of the time schedule for the development and 
operation of each proposed facility or program (Volume I, Section 4.0). 

(6) The identity of potential sites within the county where each 
proposed waste processing, disposal and recycling program will be 
located or an explanation of how the sites will be chosen. For any 
facility outside the county that the county proposes to utilize, the plan 
shall explain the reasons for selecting such facility (Volume I, Section 
3.6.3; Volume n . Section 4.1.6.3). 

(7) The identity of the governmental entity that will be responsible 
for implementing the plan on behalf of the county and explanation of 
the legal basis for the entity's authority to do so (Volume I, Section 3.0 
and Section 1.1). 

(8) Any other information that the Agency may require." 

2.1.4 City Ordinances. 

The City of Chicago has passed local ordinances to further define and 
implement the objectives of the state legislation. These ordinances 
further underscore the emphasis which the Plan places on the public 
imput process and the priority given to implementation of recycling 
programs. 
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Opportunity To Recycle Ordinance. 

In February, 1990 the City Council passed the Opportunity to Recycle 
(Hansen Ordinance) which sets out steps to be implemented toward 
meeting the State's goal. The establishment of these implementation 
activities has directed the focus ofthe planning process to key issues in the 
recycling programs and established deadlines for the implementation of 
certain plan programs. This bias toward implementation is maintained 
throughout the Plan. 

The Hansen Ordinance requires the Commissioner of the Department of 
Streets and Sanitation to appoint a Recycling Coordinator. In the 1992 
City department reorganization, recycling planning and administration 
was moved to the Department of the Environment (D.O.E.). The 
Recycling Coordinator now reports directly to the Commissioner of the 
D.O.E. on solid waste policy development and implementation and the 
Commissioner assigns the coordinator certain specific responsibilities. 

Among its many provisions, the ordinance establishes for the City the 
goal of making regular recycling services available by July 1, 1993 to 100 
percent of the households in low-density dwellings served by the City of 
Chicago. 

S.W.M.R.C. Ordinance. 

In fulfillment of one ofthe requirements ofthe State's Recycling Act, the 
Chicago City Council passed an ordinance in August, 1990 establishing 
the Solid Waste Management Review Committee (S.W.M.R.C). The 
S.W.M.R.C. is composed of 21 members, who serve in a review and 
comment capacity for two years, or until the final subniission of the Plan 
to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (I.E.P.A.), or unt i l 
successors are appointed. As an advisor to the City, the S.W.M.R.C. 
reviews the Plan, accepts public input and offers the City comments on the 
Plan. 

2.1.5. Regional Coordination. 

The process of developing solid waste management plans at the city and 
county level is a valuable means of identifying solid waste problems and 
solutions. The development of these plans is occurring in an environment 
that has not clearly articulated solid waste management policy at the 
State level. Solid waste is no longer only a county or city based issue. 
Recent concerns about the interstate transport of solid waste have raised 
this issue to a larger scale with much more sensitivity to geographic 
boundaries. The generation of materials requiring disposal is not an issue 
that can be effectively dealt with at the county or city level. Heavily 
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urbanized areas do not always have the land resources available to 
accommodate their final disposal needs, regardless ofthe level of recycling 
or waste reduction. 

The analysis and planning work utilized in developing this solid waste 
management plan has highlighted the need for regional coordination of 
disposal resources and programs. Regional coordination is particularly 
important in highly urbanized areas or where geographical or other 
limitations preclude the development of particular waste management 
components (e.g., composting, combustion, or landfill sites). Since 
landfills are an essential element of any solid waste management plan, 
each county that is developing a solid waste management plan may be 
relying on the same landfill capacity as another county, unless the landfill 
is owned or controlled by the county claiming use ofthe future capacity. A 
regional review and allocation of disposal capacity is necessary to assure 
all the counties and municipalities that adequate capacity exists to 
provide the needed disposal services. This same principle applies to 
markets for recyclable materials and to composting services. Without a 
regionally coordinated ol state-wide planning effort, the solid waste 
management plans of individual counties and municipalities may fail to 
solve their disposal problems and solid waste management planning in 
Illinois may not successfully address the full scope of the state's solid 
waste management concerns. 

The S.W.M.R.C. and the City recognize this problem and recommend 
that the I.E.P.A. develop a State planning framework which encourages 
and permits adequate solid waste disposal capacity within the State. 

2.2 Solid Waste Management Status. 

The Chicago Needs Assessment Report, completed in December, 1990, 
provides a detailed summary of historic and current waste generation, 
collection and management practices and provides detailed forecasts of 
future solid waste management and disposal needs. This report is a part of 
Volume in of the City's Solid Waste Management Plan and should be 
referenced, for more deteiled information, when appropriate. 

2.2.1 Waste Generation. 

The City of Chicago residents, businesses and industries generate an 
estimated 3.9 million tons of solid waste each year. The Chicago 
Department of Streets and Sanitation (D.S.S.) handles approximately 36 
percent of this total waste stream which includes low-density residential 
and bulk/demolition and street dirt. Private haulers handle the 
remaining 64 percent. This privately collected waste includes waste from 
high-density residential units and the commercial and industrial sector. 
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Residential waste, both low- and high-density residential, represents 
about 42 percent of the City's total waste stream; commercial and 
industrial waste represents about 50 percent; and bulk/demolition and 
street dirt represent about 8 percent, as shown in Figure 1.* These 
generation levels equate to approximately 3.1 pounds per average resident 
per day of residential waste, 7.6 pounds per employee per day of 
commercial and industrial waste and 0.540 pounds per resident per day of 
bulk demolition and street dirt. Since the City population is relatively 
stable, the total waste requiring management is expected to remain 
relatively constant over the 20 year planning period (Table 1).** The 
purpose of the Plan is to layout the programmatic changes to be made to 
the solid waste management methods used to manage this waste stream in 
the future. Data on the growth rates and changes in waste volume is 
provided in more detail in the Needs Assessment located in Volume IH. 

2.2.2 Historical Methods. 

Historically, the disposal methods used by the City have followed a 
hierarchy which to some extent is the reverse of the state mandated 
hierarchy which currently forms the basis of this Plan. In the past, the 
objectives of waste disposal planning were to minimize short-term cost. At 
that time, the environmental impacts of waste disposal alternatives were 
not the focus of the planning effort. Based on short-term cost, the 
hierarchy for waste management became: 

landfill 

combustion with energy recovery 

recycling 

The historical information which follows is presented in that order. 

*' Figure 1 printed on page 12132 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 1 printed on page 12130 ofthis Journal. 
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2.2.2.1 Landfills. 

The traditional method for disposing of these wastes has been largely 
dependent on landfilling. The majority ofthe waste presently generated 
in the City is disposed of in privately-owned and operated landfills. The 
(Chicago Metro Region has 25 active landfills, as of April, 1990. As 
shown in Figure 2, eight of these landfills are located in the City and 
Cook County.* 

However, landfilling of waste is becoming more difficult as landfills in 
Chicago and other areas ofthe region are reaching capacity. Currently, 
there are four legally operating landfills within the City: 

Land and Lakes - 122nd Street 

Land and Lakes - 138th Street 

CID 

Stern's Quarry (Demolition Debris) 

The number of landfills in Chicago and Cook County that can legally 
accept municipal solid waste has also been decreasing. Suitable sites for 
any new landfill capacity within Cook County and surrounding areas 
are also very limited. If the current gate volume receipts reported at 
landfills within the City and County remain constant and no new 
landfill capacity is added, local landfill capacity will be depleted in 1993 
or 1994 (Figure 3).** Regional capacity is also rapidly depleting, 
requiring planners to consider remote landfill capacity in their long 
range plans. 

2.2.2.2 Waste-To-Energy. 

The Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility presently combusts an 
average of about 1,000 tons per day or approximately 32 percent ofthe 
residential waste, managed by the D.S.S., which equates to about 9 
percent of the total City solid waste stream. The Northwest facility 

* Figure 2 printed on page 12133 ofthis Journal. 

** Figure 3 printed on page 12134 ofthis Journal. 
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substantially reduces waste volume landfilled and recovers the energy 
resource as steam which the City sells. The ash residue is disposed of a t 
a landfill in the region. The City also operates a pathological disposal 
unit for dead animal carcasses. This unit disposed of approximately 640 
tons of carcasses in 1990. 

2.2.2.3 Recycling And Reuse. 

The City presently has several on-going source reduction a n d 
recycling programs: 

Public Education 

"Let It Be" grass mulching program 

Yard waste composting program 

Recycling loans and grants 

— Drop-off box program 

Bagged recyclable demonstration collection program 

Four ward curbside recycling pilot program 

Diversion Credit program 

Currently, 13 to 19 percent of the City's total waste stream is being 
recycled. Th is is p r imar i l y based on the r epo r t s of t h e 
commercial/industrial waste stream surveys conducted with the private 
recyclers and waste haulers. The low-density residential pilot waste 
recycling programs are presently recovering less than 0.5 percent of the 
City's total waste stream, but should gradually build to 4 — 5 percent. 
The recently started yard waste composting program is gradually 
building its participation rates and is expected to eventually divert a t 
least 3 - 4 percent of the City's total waste stream. 

2.2.3 Existing Programs And Facilities. 

The current system for solid waste management in the City consists of 
municipal and private collection systems, recycling and composting 
centers, transfer stations and disposal facilities. The D.S.S. currently 
provides weekly collection of waste for low-density residential housing 
units in the City. The D.S.S. collected waste is directly hauled to one of 
several waste handling facilities in the Chicago area. As many as eleven 
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transfer stations have been utilized by the D.S.S. over the past several 
years; the City owns four of these transfer station sites, one of which is 
currently non-operational. 

Numerous recycling facilities currently serve the Chicago Metro 
Region. Information on the existing not-for-profit and for-profit recycling 
enterprises serving the Chicago area has been compiled from surveys and 
various local and State sources. A list identifying the firms that provide 
recycling services in the City, and are based in the City, has been compiled 
in Appendix B ofthe Chicago Needs Assessment Report,* These recycling 
firms include material collection, handling and processing firms. The 
Chicago Needs Assessment Report identifies over 80 private recycling 
companies and organizations active in the metropolitan Chicago area. 

Data reported by private waste haulers serving the City indicates that 
current recycling levels in the City may range from 13 to 19 percent 
including residential, commercial and industrial recycling. These 
tonnages include significant amounts of steel scrap, high grade paper and 
mixed paper. These tonnages do not include certain industries that 
recycle or reuse their own waste by-products. 

The local markets that exist for recyclable materials have various 
demand levels. A preliminary survey indicates that strong local markets 
exist for all of the materials currently targeted for recovery in City 
programs and in the Plan. Viable local markets are available for 
secondary materials but depend largely on supply and demand of the 
materials. Market prices can fluctuate widely. Companies in the Chicago 
area that are end users of recyclable materials are listed in the Chicago 
Needs Assessment Report, In addition, national and internat ional 
markets may provide outlets for Chicago Recyclable where local markets 
prove erratic. In the larger picture, long-term demand for recycled 
materials needs to be encouraged and should stabilize as new processing 
capacity comes on line and the reliability of the supply helps to establish 
strong markets. 

2.2.4 Ongoing Program Development. 

The City's existing solid waste management system consists of several 
established programs that are undergoing modifications and new 
programs that are in various stages of development. These are City 
programs which will be extended into the Plan to provide the foundation 
for the Plan. These existing programs include: 

Appendix B printed on pages 12654 through 12666 ofthis Journal. 
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Public Education 

"Let It Be" grass mulching program 

Yard waste composting program 

Recycling loans and grants 

Drop-off Program 

Bagged recyclable collection program 

Material Recycling and Recovery Facilities (M.R.R.F.) 

A tire management program 

Pathological Disposal Unit for dead animal carcasses 

Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility 

New and innovative programs to be studied and developed a re 
addressed separately in this Plan. The existing recycling programs, not 
previously defined under historical programs, are described below. 

2.2.4.1 Yard Waste Management. 

"Let It Be" encourages homeowners to leave grass clippings on the 
lawn after mowing. The D.S.S. will actively promote the "Let It Be" 
grass mulching program with public education brochures, posters, 
placards, and public service announcements. 

Currently, Chicago has a program in place to collect yard waste in 
Kraft paper bags to meet state landfill regulations. The yard waste is 
presently collected in separate trucks and in limited cases co-collected 
with the garbage and separated at the transfer stetions for composting 
at private composting facilities. The M.R.R.F. facilities will be used to 
separate the co-collected yard waste once they are in operation with the 
continuing use of private facilities for composting. 

2.2.4.2 Recycling Programs. 

The D.S.S. and Department of Planning and Development sponsors 
several programs to foster recycling. A total of $750,000 in City loan 
and grant funds were appropriated for use by recycling organizations 
and businesses for development and expansion of their activities. The 
program is designed to promote private for-profit and not-for-profit 
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recycling. The City is presently working with the Chicago Community 
Trust and the Illinois Department of Energy and Natural Resources to 
coordinate other funding sources with its loan and grant activities. 

The City's 50-ward dro{)-off program maintains drop-off boxes and 
collects recyclables at a minimum of 47 locations citywide. Residents 
can deliver recyclable materials such as aluminum, tin, steel cans, 
glass, newsprint and plastic containers to drop-off locations. 

The City recently completed an operating demonstration program for 
co-collection of source separated recyclable (in Blue Bags). In October, 
1990, the City issued a Request for Proposals (R.F.P.) for bidders to 
provide design, construction, financing, and operation of facilities to 
receive source-separated recyclable and compostable materials and 
mixed waste and provide recycling and disposal services for municipal 
solid waste under a contract with the City. Proposals for the Material 
Recycling and Recovery Facilities (M.R.R.F.s) have been received and 
are undergoing final evaluation, vendor selection, and contract 
negotiations. The City will be expanding the bagged recycling 
collection program to Citywide as each of the M.R.R.F.s become 
operational. Prior to completion of the M.R.R.F.s, recovery of 
recyclables will be handled by the existing private services. (5nce 
operational, the M.R.R.F.s will recover bagged recyclables, recyclables 
from mixed waste, and paper yard wa.ste bags for separate processing. 

2.2.4.3 Tire Management Program. 

Disposal of scrap tires, a difficult problem in Chicago, has been 
largely handled by the private sector. However, the Citjrs residential 
collection and lot cleanup programs still handled large quantities of 
tires requiring disposal. Recognizing the problems related to landfill 
disposal and the advent of July 1, 1994 ban on landfilling whole tires, 
the D.S.S. has issued an R.F.P., selected a contractor and negotiated a 
contract for the management of City collected tires. Under this 
contract, the contractor must shred the tires and find a use for the 
material produced. D.S.S. is still investigating ways to expand and 
improve this program. 

2.3 Plan Development. 

The Plan has been developed by the D.S.S. with comments by the 
S.W.M.R.C. The 21-member S.W.M.R.C. was appointed by the Mayor of 
Chicago in October, 1990. This committee complies with the requirement of 
the Recycling Act that an advisory group be appointed to review the Plan 
during its preparation and make suggestions and propose any changes that 
it believes are appropriate. The planning process used by the S.W.M.R.C. is 
represented by the individual sections in Volume II of the Plan (the 
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membership ofthe S.W.M.R.C was reduced by one through consolidation of 
the Depa r tmen t of P l a n n i n g and the Depar tment of Economic 
Development). 

Committee members are listed at the beginning ofthis report and include 
representatives from the following organizations: the City of Chicago, 
citizen organizations, industry, the private solid waste management 
industry operating within the City, local recyclers, environmental groups, 
and community organizations. The committee has met bi-weekly in order to 
assist in the development of a draft Plan. This effort consisted of over 100 
hours of meetings and deliberation. 

The Plan is based on new and innovative solid waste management 
methods which focus on Source Reduction and Recycling. These programs 
must provide the greatest flexibility of use and offer uniformity of service to 
all the neighborhoods and citizens of the City of Chicago, and be 
economically supportable both on a capital outlay and annual operating 
basis as well as cost effective over the twenty year planning horizon. 

2.3.1 Planning Process. 

The planning process was addressed in a six-step process. The first step 
taken by the S.W.M.R.C. was to analyze the current solid waste 
management situation in the City and identify future solid waste disposal 
needs. The City of Chicago Solid Waste Needs Assessment Report was 
prepared and is summarized in Section 2.0 of Volume H and appears in 
complete form in Volume HI. 

The second step consisted of review and discussion of six technical 
modules concerning waste management options: 

Module 1 Waste Reduction 

Module 2 Household Hazardous Waste 

Module 3 Compost 

Module 4 Recycling 

Module 5 Combustion 

Module 6 Landfill 

Each module is composed of individual discussion papers on specific 
Plan components and presents a comprehensive description of the options 
available for the disposal ofthe City's waste. These options fall within the 



12098 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

four general waste management approaches identified by State 
legislation: (i) volume reduction at the source, (ii) recycling and reuse, (iii) 
combustion, and (iv) landfilling. The six technical modules are 
summarized in Volume H, Section 3.0 and appear in their complete form 
in Volume HI. 

Steps three through five consisted of an options screening, alternative 
development, and alternative selection process which is further described 
in the following two sections. 

The sixth step in the planning process is presented in Section 3.0 which 
describes the solid waste management plan, as amended by the D.S.S., the 
S.W.M.R.C. and the public review process. 

2.3.1.1 Alternatives Screening. 

The third step in the planning process involved an evaluation and 
screening of the waste management components described in the 
modules. This was the first tier of a two-tiered evaluation used by the 
S.W.M.R.C to arrive at a solid waste Plan for the City. This first-tier 
evaluation consisted of a separate analysis of each Plan component to 
determine its suitability for inclusion in the Plan. The evaluation 
criteria used by the S.W.M.R.C. were established using the LE.P.A.'s 
Guidelines for Solid Waste Management Planning Grants. The 
evaluation criteria fall into six general categories: (i) waste reduction 
goals; (ii) technical feasibility; (iii) environmental impacts; (iv) energy 
u t i l i za t ion ; (v) economic impacts; and (vi) imp lemen ta t i on 
considerations. The results ofthis first-tier evaluation are presented in 
Volume n . Section 4.0. A general consensus ofthe S.W.M.R.C. was used 
to identify which options should be included in the waste management 
system alternatives. 

After an intensive option screening and evaluation of a large variety 
of individual solid waste management programs and technologies, the 
D.S.S. and S.W.M.R.C, at its May 15, 1991 meeting, identified three 
waste management system alternatives for further evaluation. Each 
system alternative consisted of a mix of solid waste management 
options deemed to be appropriate for analysis for use in Chicago. 

2.3.1.2 Alternatives Developed. 

In the fourth step, the City and S.W.M.R.C. developed three system 
alternatives. The three system alternatives developed by the City meet 
or exceed Stete waste reduction requirements, incorporate the City's 
current programs and available facilities, and address the entire 
municipal solid waste stream of 3.9 million tons per year. Each system 
alternative consists of detailed programs for the 1.1 million tons 
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collected annually by the D.S.S., and also describes general programs 
and policies for other residential, commercial, and industrial waste 
collected by private haulers in the City. However, the three system 
alternatives vary according to type of source reduction and recycling 
programs proposed, emphasis placed on composting, extent to which 
combustion is incorporated in the system, and reliance on landfilling. 
The following three system alternatives have been evaluated. 

Alternative I, the City Plan, is an integrated program which will 
reduce the quantity of waste requiring final disposal through public 
educat ion to encourage waste reduction th rough v o l u n t a r y 
commercial/industrial waste reduction audits, "Buy Recycled" 
education campaign, model waste reduction pilot programs, waste pre
processing requirements, support for State legislation requiring design 
standards for packaging, technical assistance for commercial recycling 
programs, composting of yard waste and commingled collection of 
recyclables (bagged recyclable collection), and provides for additional 
recycling through mixed waste processing for unseparated recyclables. 

The educational aspects of this alternative target is increased public 
awareness of solid waste issues; encourage residents to buy non-toxic, 
less packaged, and recyclable products; inform the public on how to 
participate in solid waste management programs; sponsor model 
programs for residential waste reduction, commercial/industrial/ 
institutional waste audits and waste reduction techniques; a n d 
education programs for toxic substance reduction. 

The legislative agenda targets household hazardous ma te r i a l 
reduction and recycling; targets waste reduction through requiring pre
processing for recyclables of all waste prior to disposal; supports a 
review of state or federal container deposit legislation; supports federal 
legislation on environmentelly conscious packaging standards; supports 
adoption of a City ordinance requiring all waste haulers, transfer 
station operators, and disposal facility operators to report the types, 
sources, and destinations of all waste collected or received and to sort, 
recycle, or process waste prior to the waste leaving the City or being 
disposed of in landfills or incinerators; and assesses alternatives for 
volume based collection rates for residential waste generators. If 
federal legislation on packaging standards is not developed within an 
appropriate period, the City will address these issues at the local level. 

This alternative provides specific H.H.W. programs for ba t t e ry 
recycling, oil recycling, paint exchanges and feasibility analysis to test 
the viability and effectiveness of H.H.W. collection in several City 
neighborhoods. 

In this a l ternat ive , a mix of programs and s tudies will be 
implemented to provide for materials recycling including esteblishing 
locations for drop-off programs; supporting locations for buy-back 
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programs; Citywide collection of recyclables from single-family and low 
density residential buildings (via bagged recyclables collection); 
(M.R.R.F.) program for processing collected recyclables; educational and 
technical support for commercial recycling and support for post 
collection and secondary materials processing facilities; program 
development for special materials such as tires and appliances; and a 
phased-in City requirement for pre-processing of municipal waste prior 
to landfilling or waste export. 

The composting program provides increased educational support for 
backyard composting, yard waste co-collection (bagged yard waste 
collection), separation of the yard waste stream at the M.R.R.F.s, 
feasibility studies on in-vessel composting; and expansion of yard waste 
compost programs in the City. 

Combustion would continue at the Northwest Waste-to-Energy 
Facility for waste not reduced at the source, recycled or composted and 
the need for new combustion capacity would undergo a feasibility study. 

Landfilling would continue in remote or local landfill facilities based 
on cost and availability considerations. 

Alternative H, the Separate Collection Plan, has public educational 
elements similar to Alternative I. Its commercial waste program 
requires adoption of a City ordinance mandating industrial, commercial 
and i n s t i t u t i o n a l waste reduc t ion a u d i t s and m a n d a t o r y 
implementation ofall feasible reduction options identified by the audit. 

The Legislative Agenda also requires City ordinances mandating that 
all packaging sold within the City meet minimum standards for 
recyclability, reuse and recycled content. This would require local 
rather than statewide enforcement of packaging laws. It also would 
require adoption of City ordinances prohibit ing landfil l ing of 
unprocessed waste, mandating deposits on products which contain 
hazardous materials, and would provide financial incentives for 
participation in a volume-based garbage rates program for reducing 
waste generation. The H.H.W. component of Alternative II would 
require Citywide collection of household hazardous waste. 

The recycling program would require the solicitation of recycling 
services from both the for-profit and not-for-profit businesses. The 
services provided would include drop-off centers, buy-back centers, and 
separate curbside and alley collection of recyclable as well as 
compostable materials. A City ordinance would require that high 
density residential and commercial building owners establish source 
separation recycling programs that target specific materials. 

The composting component would invite proposals for wet/dry 
systems that separately collect yard waste, food waste, and wet or soiled 
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paper from households for composting programs. It would also request 
proposals for an in-vessel system to compost the separately collected wet 
wastes along with other organic matter. 

Alternative II would phase out the Northwest Waste-to-Energy 
Facility and eliminate any further consideration of combustion as a 
municipal waste management option. 

The Landfill component would prohibit the landfilling of recyclable or 
compostable materials in either local or remote facilities, with the goal 
being that only pre-processed materials should be landfilled. 

Alternative HI, the Maximum Reduction Plan, includes all waste 
reduction and recycling components as described for Alternative I. 

This alternative does not contain studies or pilot programs for in-
vessel composting, but includes the following compost programs: co-
collection of bagged yard waste with mixed municipal was te ; 
distribution of education materials on back-yard composting; and, 
expansion of yard waste compost programs within City limits. 

Combustion components included in the plan are the following: use of 
the existing Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility for volume reduction 
and energy recovery of D.S.S.-collected waste which is not reduced a t 
the source, recycled, or composted; and rehabi l i ta t ion of o the r 
incineration facilities within the City in order to expand combustion 
capacity for D.S.S.-collected waste plus evaluation of the need for new 
facilities for D.S.S.-collected waste and other residential and non
residential waste collected by private haulers. 

The landfill component provides for disposal of municipal solid waste 
and incinerator ash residue in remote or local landfill facilities. 

In Volume H, Section 5 a detailed, side-by-side summary comparison 
of these alternatives is presented. In this fifth step, the City and 
S.W.M.R.C. applied a second tier of evaluation and screening criteria to 
these three system alternatives. This component by component 
comparison includes such factors as waste reduction, material recovery 
potential, environmental impacts, and economics. 

2.3.1.3 Criteria Utilized. 

Evaluation criteria, recommended by the I.E.P.A. Guidelines for Solid 
Waste Management Planning Grants, were used by the D.S.S. and 
S.W.M.R.C. members to review, evaluate and compare the various solid 
waste management options, and subsequently the system alternatives. 
Volume II, Section 4.1 describes the screening cr i te r ia . T h e 
management options screening criteria utilized include: 
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Waste Reduction Goals 

Technical Feasibility 

Successful Operating Experience 

System Capacity and Redundancy 

Effectiveness and Flexibility 

Environmental Impacts 

Energy Utilization 

Economic Impacts 

Implementation Considerations 

Legislative and Regulatory Issues 

Social/Political Issues 

Siting Considerations 

Permitting Requirements 

Scheduling Factors 

After incorporating refinements in the system alternatives by D.S.S. 
and comment by the S.W.M.R.C., the solid waste management system 
ultimately selected by the City is the Plan described in Section 3.0 of 
this document. 

2.3.2 Principle Plan Components. 

The principle components of the Plan, planned programs, and study 
options (listed in italics) to be included in each of these programs are listed 
below. Section 3.0 of this volume includes more detailed description of 
these elements. 
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Public Education including 

program awareness 

household hazardous waste education 

toxic substance reduction 

model commercial waste audits 

model waste reduction programs 

Legislative Agenda 

container deposit analysis 

-""' packaging design support 

pre-processing requirements 

hazardous materials deposits 

volume based collection 

Household Hazardous Waste 

battery collection 

oil recycling 

paint exchanges 

pilot H.H.W. collection program 

Material Recycling Programs 

drop-off programs 

buy-back programs 

residential recyclable collection 
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recycling processing capacity 

commercial recyclable collection 

post collection processing support 

secondary processing support 

special materials recycling 

pre-processing requirements 

Composting Programs 

yard waste collection 

backyard composting 

in-vessel composting study 

expanded waste composting study 

Combustion Programs 

existing capacity rehabilitation (Northwest) 

existing facility reactivation study 

new capacity evaluation 

Landfill Programs 

landfill for processed waste and ash . 

transfer facility analysis and implementation 

In preparing feasibility studies the City will look at a variety of issues 
including: waste reduction; technical feasibility and rel iabi l i ty; 
e n v i r o n m e n t a l impac t s ; energy u t i l i z a t i on ; economics; and 
implementation considerations (e.g., social, regulatory, siting and 
permitting, ete.). 
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Pilot programs for special materials recycling (e.g., bulk and demolition, 
wood waste, phone books, and tires) will also be undertaken. Pi lo t 
programs will focus on collecting data on public pa r t i c ipa t ion , 
procurement requirements or options, environmental impacts, economics, 
energy utilization, technical performance (e.g., re l iab i l i ty a n d 
redundancy, effectiveness and flexibility), actual performance relative to 
waste reduction goals and others. The implementation schedules in 
Section 4.0 indicate the estimated completion dates for the va r ious 
feasibility studies. 

2.3.3 Public Input. 

After preparation ofthe draft Plan by the City and review and comment 
by the S.W.M.R.C. is completed, Illinois law requires a 90-day period of 
public review and comment and at least one public hearing. 

During the plan development process, the S.W.M.R.C. held an Intake 
Hearing on June 13, 1991, to initiate a public discussion of ideas and 
concepts that might be included in the draft Plan. The draft Plan was then 
developed incorporating S.W.M.R.C comments and submitted to t h e 
I.E.P.A. on August 23,1991 commencing the 90-day public comment ofthe 
draft Plan. The transcripts from the public hearings, written comment 
received during the comment period and the City's responses and plan 
adjustments as a result of public comment are appendicized in Volume EH. 
The S.W.M.R.C by resolution recommended submittal of the Plan to City 
Council for consideration and adoption on January 7,1992. 

The City supports public participation and views public input and 
involvement as critical to the successful implementation and overall 
success of the solid waste management programs. 

3,0 -

Solid Waste Management Plan. 

The Solid Waste Management Advisory Committee, appointed by the 
Mayor on September 22, 1990, in accordance with the City Council 
ordinance, has been reviewing and discussing solid waste management 
needs and options since its first meeting on October 10,1990. As a result of 
these discussions a number of programs have been suggested for 
incorporation into the Plan. The S.W.M.R.C. identified three solid waste 
management system alternatives for further evaluation, each consisting of a 
mix of solid waste management options, and provided comment on each of 
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the three alternatives. The system Alternative I selected by the D.S.S. 
provided the basis for the Plan. The Plan addresses source reduction, 
recycling, composting, combustion, and. landfilling. Additional plan 
components, which the S.W.M.R.C. discussed during their meetings, have 
been included in the Plan. This Plan will be a draft document until 
completion of the public hearing process and adoption of the Plan by City 
Council. 

The Recycling Act requires the Plan to identify the governmental entity 
that will be responsible for implementing the Plan. Various components of 
the Plan will be implemented by a number of City departments. Primary 
responsibility is shared between the D.S.S. and the newly created 
Department of the Environment (D.O.E.). The D.O.E.'s responsibility for 
solid waste management will include: development of source reduction, 
recycling and public education programs; and, in cooperation with D.S.S., 
future general planning and research efforts in solid waste management. 

3.1 Source Reduction. 

3.1.1 Public Information And Education. 

The S.W.M.R.C. recognized the paramount importance of public 
education for effective source reduction. The S.W.M.R.C. further 
recognized the importance of public education for the success of other Plan 
componente and recommended that a coordinated program be developed 
for all plan elements. These programs should be multilingual and 
consider cultural and educational differences among the population. 

The major steps in expanding the public education program include 
identifying program targets and content, determining thie methods of 
effective communication, preparing literature and communication aids, 
and coordinating program with other implementation activities. The 
in i t ia l t a sks will include ident i fying ordinances , methods of 
communication, and required information, and developing a program to 
educate and inform people and businesses. The expansion of the program 
will require further definition of responsibilities specific to each program 
element in order to maximize efficiency and avoid duplication. The public 
education program will be developed by D.O.E., D.S.S., outside 
consultants, the Mayor's Office and the Office of Inquiry and Information. 
The City will consider: (i) options for dealing with negative public 
opinion; (ii) encouraging participation in recycling and other programs; 
(iii) division of program responsibility; (iv) budgetary allocation; (v) 
commitment to a long-term program; (vi) maintaining updated technical 
information and facts; (vii) evaluating on-going program performance; 
and (viii) modifying programs to increase their effectiveness. 
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3.1.1.1 Schools And Adult Education. 

Public education will include elementary and secondary schools and 
adult education programs. Public school education programs will be 
designed to raise environmental awareness in the next generation and 
encourage parental participation in reduction, recycling and reuse. 
Adult education programs will provide information to the public on how 
to participate in planned programs, report on progress made, reduce 
waste and meet disposal parameters. Literature and communication 
aids may include newsletters, brochures, and civic s p e a k i n g 
engagements. The program development will be combined efforts of the 
Mayor's Office, the Office of Inquiry and Information, D.O.E., D.S.S., 
outside consultants and the Board of Education. 

3.1.1.2 Household Hazardous Waste Education. 

A public education program will include information on H.H.W.. 
H.H.W. education can inform the public concerning proper disposal and 
waste handling methods developed for various hazardous and difficult to 
manage constituents of the waste stream. The amount of H.H.W. can 
also be reduced through educating the people of Chicago on product 
substitution options. Product substitution education can identify and 
promote the use of products which do not contain hazardous 
constituents, e.g., the use of propylene glycol (vs. ethylene glycol) in 
antifreeze to remove the poisonous classification from this product. 
D.O.E., D.S.S. and Department of Consumer Services will develop the 
program and disseminate the information through the Office of Inquiry 
and Information. 

3.1.1.3 Toxic Substance Reduction Education. 

Manufacturers will be encouraged to reduce their use of toxic 
substances in the manufacturing of products. D.O.E., D.S.S. and 
Department of Consumer Services need to identify the industries and 
toxic substances ta rgeted and de termine the most effective 
communication aid to educate and encourage voluntary effort. The 
levels of toxic substances will need to comply with applicable state and 
federal legislation. D.O.E., D.S.S. and Department of Consumer 
Services will develop the program and disseminate the information 
through the Office of Inquiry and Information. 

3.1.1.4 Buy Recycled Promotion. 

The D.O.E. will develop a "Buy Recycled" public education campaign 
in conjunction with the Office of Inquiry and Information, t h e 
Department of Planning and Development, and the Department of 
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Purchases, Contracts and Supplies. This program will consist of two 
components. 

One component will include the development of procurement 
procedures, and specifications that promote the use of goods, supplies, 
equipment, materials and printing methods that utilize specific levels of 
recycled materials supplied by Chicago-based businesses. This will 
encourage the development of local recycling businesses, expand 
markets for recycled materials and will establish a procurement 
specification model for other businesses in the community. 

The second component will be a public education campaign to 
encourage the local participation of individuals and organizations in a 
Buy Recycled effort. This effort is intended to increase the market base 
for recovered materials. 

3.1.1.5 Ongoing Education Programs. 

D.S.S. currently promotes and distributes information on backyard 
composting and the "Let It Be" grass mulching program and utilizes 
outside resources such as Clean Street. These educational materials are 
distributed by the Office of Inquiry and Information through City 
mailings to neighborhood and public service organizations and through 
local Aldermanic offices. The materials are targeted to individual 
residences and block organizations for distribution at the neighborhood 
level in the community. The City will effectively use its mailing list of 
27,000 neighborhood and public service organizations to mail 
promotional literature to the community. 

3.1.2 Commercial Programs. 

3.1.2.1 Material Exchanges. 

The use of material exchanges can and do play an important role 
within the City. Many items that are discarded in the City's waste 
stream are still usable or repairable, but are no longer needed by the 
individual or organization discarding them, A strategy will be 
developed for promoting and encouraging the expansion of existing 
material exchanges in conjunction with the public education programs. 
This strategy will include identifying local thrift stores and scrap 
dealers and regional resource exchanges; preparing literature; and 
distributing the literature to the appropriate audience. Thrift stores 
and scrap dealers target the household while regional resource 
exchanges target industry. 
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Thrift stores and scrap dealers will be encouraged to promote private 
citizen contribution of household goods. These businesses provide low 
cost goods for low income families and an altemative to disposal for 
many reusable products. D.O.E. and the Office of Inquiry and 
Information will maintain and distribute information on the locations 
and target commodities handled by each organization. Investigations 
will be conducted on the potential for expansion of target commodities or 
services provided by these organizations. Department of Planning and 
Development, D.O.E., and the Office of Inquiry and Information will 
also promote existing regional resource exchanges to raise awareness of 
the availability ofthis service in the business community. The success 
of these programs can increase the potential for expansion of target 
commodities, including difficult to manage wastes. 

3.1.2.2 Commercial Waste Audits. 

Many businesses are often unaware of the source reduction and 
recycling potential in their organizations and do not know where to 
begin with such a program. D.O.E. and the Department of Planning and 
Development will encourage businesses to reduce waste generation by 
providing direction and program information through various measures 
such as a waste audit manual, technical assistance, and a telephone 
hotline. The steps necessary to develop a commercial waste audit 
program include: determining the City's approach and extent of service; 
creating a waste audit manual; identifying the target group of 
businesses; and publicizing and monitoring the program. The City will 
consider on-site or off-site assistance; follow-up technical assistance; 
assistance in arranging recyclable collection service; and cost of service. 
The waste audit manual will be developed to provide guidance and 
detailed steps for businesses regarding: analysis of the waste stream; 
methods to reuse, recycle and eliminate waste; and instructions on how 
to set up a program. 

3.1.2.3 Recyclable Market Directory. 

To aid the commercial waste audit program, D.O.E. will develop and 
maintain a recyclable market directory. This directory would provide 
businesses with a source for identifying and locating available services 
for collection, handling, removal and purchasing of recovered 
recyclable. Under such a program, recycling service providers and 
various market outlets would be encouraged to furnish information on a 
form for data entry and updates in order to be included in the directory. 
To establish this directory D.O.E. will identify area recyclers, determine 
the method of obtaining information, and present information in an 
effective format. 
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3.1.2.4 Model Waste Reduction Pilot Program. 

D.O.E., D.S.S. and Department of Planning and Development will 
sponsor a model waste reduction pilot program in several neighborhoods 
that demonstrates how families, business and industry, schools, 
hospitals, and government and community groups can reduce their 
waste. D.O.E., D.S.S. and Department of Planning and Development 
will review the programs developed by other organizations and will 
analyze the approaches to implementing model waste reduction 
programs including potential use of existing organizational networks. 
The steps involved in implementing this program may include: 
identifying methods to encourage waste reduction (e.g. education and 
financial incentives); preparing standards for evaluating businesses 
that want to become models; performing waste audits of potential 
models; and assisting the models to implement the waste reduction 
measures. Initially, the program will identify insti tutions and 
businesses that are already trying to reduce their waste and track their 
reduction. Publicity developed by the Office of Inquiry and Information 
will be used to increase the number of businesses volunteering to be 
models. 

3.1.2.5 Secondary Materials Market Development. 

In order for the plan to "close the loop" on recycling, it is necessary to 
recognize that the materials collected are potentially the "feedstock" or 
input for new and existing industrial activity. To ensure the City of 
Chicago helps stimulate this new economic sector, the Department of 
Planning and Development, in conjunction with the Departments of the 
Environment and (Jonsumer Services, will investigate means of 
encouraging the development of a regional secondary mater ials 
processing industry in the Chicago area to reprocess recovered 
materials into a raw material form which is compatible with material 
infeeds to virgin material users. The development of a locally available 
raw material supply and large labor pool will attract industries using 
recyclables and increase market demand for recovered materials. The 
City will implement and/or support strategies designed to at t ract 
industrial development and position Chicago as a regional materials 
processing area. Specifically the Department of P l ann ing and 
Development proposes: 

the formation of a joint recycling market development 
committee in conjunction with the State of Illinois that would 
analyze the availability of recyclable materials coming out of 
the waste stream, list companies that currently use or process 
those materials, identify gaps in local industrial capacitjr, and 
conduct joint attraction activities to encourage companies to 
site facilities here. 
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within Chicago's established Enterprise Zones, conduct 
studies to identify appropriate areas for designation as 
recycling districts or industrial parks, thereby enhancing the 
City's ability to attract companies to expand and site facilities 
here. 

to produce a business attraction and market development 
package that outlines the various incentives avai lable 
through the City, County, and State economic development 
agencies. 

to establish linkages between regional and national economic 
development agencies with the purpose of identifying new 
sources of supply as well as markets for Chicago-based 
material processing companies. 

to provide access to international markets and technologies 
for Chicago-based recycling and reprocessing companies 
through our international staff and Sister City program. 

to support an acceleration of research in new technologies and 
product development by Chicago area universities, research 
institutions, and businesses. 

To assure that these strategies are successful, various City departments 
must coordinate their efforts as they impact on business and market 
development. Specific actions that must be undertaken are as follows: 

the development of a Multi-Material Recycling Indust ry 
Advisory Council comprised of appropriate City government 
departments and industry to make specific recommendations 
and conduct activities that develop markets and nurture the 
growth of Chicago's recycling industry. 

the creation of linkages with the Depar tments of t he 
Environment, Zoning and Consumer Services to streamline 
site assistance, zoning, permit and licensing activities and 
other requirements associated with the a t t rac t ion of 
recycling-related industries to the City. 

closer linkages with the Mayor's Office of Employment and 
Training, City College System, and the Board of Education to 
develop specialized training programs for the employment 
opportunities available in the industry. 
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support of the Department of Purchases, Contracts and 
Supplies development of procurement procedures and 
specifications that promote the use of goods, supplies, 
equipment, materials and printing with recycled content 
supplied by Chicago-based businesses. 

establishment of an internal "Buy Recycled" program in 
conjunction with other City departments to stimulate the 
processing and re-use of recycled and recyclable materials 
either out of Chicago's waste stream or manufactured by 
Chicago-based businesses. 

3.1.3 Legislative Agenda. 

A number of legislative initiatives have been introduced at the state 
and federal levels to promote waste reduction. The City will support State 
legislation to provide regional emphasis and State integration of the solid 
waste planning effort presently being developed at the municipal and 
county levels. In addition to this general legislative agenda, D.S.S. and 
D.O.E. will analyze and develop the following legislative initiatives for 
City Council consideration. 

3.1.3.1 Beverage Deposit Container Legislation. 

Beverage deposit container laws can provide economic motivation to 
return containers, thereby conserving resources, reducing the recycling 
collection burden, and improving material recovery rates. This 
initiative is gaining support in the Congress. Intergovernmental 
Affairs will coordinate any necessary interfacing with state or federal 
officials. Revenues from unredeemed containers can be used for funding 
other programs and to cover administration costs. The Department of 
Streets and Sanitation with the assistance of other City departments 
will analyze the benefits, negative impacts, the implementation 
approaches and administrative oversight and will provide a report to 
City Council for legislative policy consideration and budgetary 
approvals. 

3.1.3.2 Packaging Material Requirements. 

Packaging material labeling requirements can assist consumer in 
determining material recycling potential and the environmental 
benefits of their purchasing decisions. Uniform labeling would require 
manufacturers to specify the material type used in packaging, the 
recyclable content, and the recyclability of the material. The City 
supports the use of environmentally responsible packaging based on the 
quantity, use, and content of packaging materials. Broad solid waste 
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legislation has been introduced in Congress under Senate Bill 976 which 
includes the establishment of manufacturing goals for elimination of 
excess packaging and the reduction or elimination of toxic or hazardous 
substances in products and packaging. Since uniform federal legislation 
will minimize regulatory conflicts for manufacturers, the City supporte 
a national policy on these issues versus a multitude of separate state or 
local legislation. However, if federal or state legislation is not enacted 
within an appropriate length of time, the City will address these 
concerns at the local level. The Intergovernmental Affairs, D.O.E., 
D.S.S., and Department of Consumer Services will analyze t h e 
feasibility and implementation approaches to establishing Ci ty 
ordinances and to supporting state and federal legislation on packaging 
requirements. -

3.1.3.3 Preprocessing Requirement. 

Intergovernmental Affairs, D.O.E., D.S.S., and Department of 
Consumer Services will propose and support appropr ia te Ci ty 
ordinances that place responsibility on all municipal waste haulers, 
transfer station operators, and disposal facility operators to optimize 
recovery of recyclable materials prior to disposal of waste. Such 
ordinances should include: (i) reporting the types, sources, and 
destinations of all waste collected or received; (ii) provisions for sorting 
and recovering recyclable materials prior to the waste leaving the City 
or being disposed of in landfills or combustion facilities; and (iii) 
recycling oWectives will be established for various business classes to 
assure that City and Stete goals will be attained. 

3.1.3.4 Household Hazardous Material Deposit Legislation. 

Household hazardous material deposit legislat ion is ano the r 
mechanism which can provide economic motivation to return products 
which contain hazardous materials. This type of deposit usual ly 
pertains to lead-acid batteries, but could be expanded to other materials. 
The Intergovernmental Affairs, D.S.S., D.O.E., and Department of 
Consumer Services will investigate the issues regarding H.H.W. 
deposits to identify positive and negative impacte, appropriate target 
and deposit amounts, appropriate level of government to initiate, and 
recommend implementation to City Council, if warranted. 

3.1.3.5 Volume Based Collection Fees. 

The D.S.S. and D.O.E. will conduct a feasibility study to evaluate and 
analyze volume-based collection fees for residential waste generators. 
The study will consider the method of billing, extent of administration 
and recordkeeping, distribution of coste, economic and environmental 
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impacte, legislative requirements, and public or privatization. If the 
resulte ofthe study are favorable, D.S.S. will develop a pilot program for 
City Council consideration and funding. 

3.1.3.6 Legislative And Regulatory Analysis. 

The D.S.S. and D.O.E. with the assistance of Departments of Law and 
Planning and Development will conduct analysis of existing City 
ordinances and regulations to ascertain if: 

Any undue restrictions adversely affect the solid waste 
program goals and objectives. 

Any further legislative or regulatory activity needs to be 
instituted to facilitate solid waste program goals and 
objectives. 

Any further legislative or regulatory actions need to be 
instituted to protect public intereste in the development of 
new facilities or programs. 

The legislative analysis will include a review of zoning restrictions, 
building construction requirements and codes, facility permitt ing 
requirements, licensing and franchising requirements, and incentives and 
penalties. 

3.1.4 Household Hazardous Waste. 

The cost for collection and disposal of H.H.W. can range from 
approximately $3,000 to $4,000 per ton for pilot H.H.W. programs 
compared to $95 to $110 per ton for collection, transportation, and disposal 
of residential waste. It is important that the details surrounding any City 
sponsored implementation of H.H.W. collection and disposal be 
thoroughly planned. The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
(I.E.P.A.) has a legislative mandate to develop a collection program in the 
state. The D.S.S., D.O.E. and the Department of Consumer Services will 
work with the I.E.P.A. to plan the handling and financing of any H.H.W. 
collection programs. 

The most acceptable methods for handling H.H.W. are reuse and source 
reduction. The largest components of this stream are paints, motor oils, 
and batteries. These items will be the prime targets of a City program. 
The City sponsored H.H.W. recycling program will include paint 
exchanges, motor oil recycling, and battery recycling. 
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3.1.4.1 Paint Exchanges. 

Paint exchanges will provide for the separation and diversion from 
disposal ofthe largest component ofthe H.H.W. stream. The exchanges 
could provide mixed and blended paint, by base type and limited color 
selection, for graffiti eradication or other applications requiring low-cost 
solutions. The Office of Inquiry and Information will promote these 
programs in conjunction with established organizations such as drop-off, 
buy-back, thrift stores, and other recycling centers. D.S.S., D.O.E., 
Department of Consumer Services and Department of Planning and 
Development will analyze and develop implementation approaches for 
consideration by City Council. 

3.1.4.2 Motor Oil Recycling. 

Motor oil recycling will reduce, through separation and reuse, the 
second largest component of the H.H.W. stream. A number of service 
stations and lubrication franchises in the Chicago area currently accept 
unmixed automotive fluids for recycling into new producte. The Office 
of Inquiry and Information will promote the use of such facilities and 
work with local area businesses to expand participation and increase 
the number of targeted fluids accepted for reuse. Such facilities will also 
be listed in the recyclable market directory. D.S.S., D.O.E. and 
Department of Planning and Development will review levels of City 
involvement and make recommendations to City Council. 

3.1.4.3 Household Battery Recycling. 

Household battery recycling will remove the primary source of 
mercury from the waste stream and a source of other heavy metals such 
as cadmium and silver. D.S.S. and D.O.E. will study a plan to develop a 
program for the collection, transportation and processing of household 
batteries. The study will consider incorporation of the use of battery 
retail outlete, and will investigate deposit legislation to encourage 
participation in the program. Since markets are key to recycling 
batteries, D.S.S. and D.O.E. will also investigate developing regulations 
for battery recycling facilities which protect public health and at the 
same time encourage brokers and markets to develop within the City. 
D.S.S., D.O.E. and Department of Planning and Development will 
review implementation approaches and make recommendations to City 
Council. 

3.2 Recycling. 

The City's recycling program will include at a minimum those materials 
which are defined in the Stete legislation (metals, glass, paper, plastics, and 



12116 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

leaves) and will incorporate the use of drop-off, buy-back, source separated 
collection, post-collection processing and mixed waste processing facilities 
for low and high density residential programs, will regulate and monitor 
commercial/industrial programs, and will regulate and monitor the bulk and 
demolition debris program. As with source reduction, public education will 
remain a key feature associated with the recycling program. To initiate 
components of the recycling program, the City will determine the programs 
to implement before establishing financial decisions; applying for grants and 
state, federal or private funding; and implementing public education 
programs to support recycling activities. Fundamental, community-based 
componente, such as drop-off centers, will be initiated or expanded. The 
more easily implemented programs will be initiated first to provide services 
to the community while the more comprehensive programs are developed 
and implemented. The D.S.S., D.O.E. and the Department of Planning and 
Development will analyze approaches to encourage and expand 
participation in recycling programs by individuals, households, businesses, 
haulers, and solid waste facility operators. 

3.2.1 Drop-Off And Buy-Back Facilities. 

Most recycling programs across the country incorporate drop-off and 
buy-back centers as part of their plan in order to make recycling services 
available to segments ofthe community which do not have other programs 
for recycling. As collection programs develop, the need for and use of these 
facilities will decline. In mature programs, materials handled by drop-offs 
are usually bulky items or materials with a low redemption value. The 
private sector and not-for-profit organizations have traditionally provided 
this service and the City's projgram will encourage continuation of that 
tradition as a supplement to City-provided services. 

3.2.1.1 Buy-Back Centers. 

Expansion of the number of buy-back centers can provide more 
convenient access to these facilities, especially in low-income 
neighborhoods where secondary income and jobs are important. The 
D.S.S., D.O.E., Department of Planning and Development, and 
Department of Consumer Services will develop a strategy to assist 
private sector and not-for-profit organizations in their efforts to expand 
and extend these programs. Such a strategy may include favorable 
zoning ordinances, regulatory and permitting simplification, specific 
material subsidies and capital improvement assistance. 

3.2.1.2 Drop-Off Center Program. 

Expansion of the drop-off center program would provide more 
convenient access to drop-off facilities. The availability ofsueh facilities 
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is especially crucial in areas where environmental concern is a primary 
motivational factor. The D.S.S., D.O.E. and Department pf Planning 
and Development will develop a strategy to assist private sector not-for-
profit organizations and other community organizations in providing 
drop-off centers for materials of low redemption value. These centers 
might be located at buy-back centers, shopping centers and other high 
traffic volume areas. In developing this strategy, the City will evaluate 
the methods of capital assistence and methods of encouragement of 
alliances between not-for-profit, for-profit and drop-off program 
operators. 

3.2.1.3 Used Office Furnishing (Companies. 

Used office furnishing companies are another recycling opportunity 
which the City will study. The Office of Inquiry and Information will 
address methods to increase awareness of the buy-back and resale of 
office furnishings available in the City. The City's Department of 
Planning and Development could be responsible for encouraging and 
making information available to new or expanding businesses 
regarding the location of these types of services. 

3.2.2 Bagged Recyclable Collection Program. 

The City-sponsored bagged recyclable collection program will provide 
collection of residential recyclables from low density housing (i.e., from 
structures with 4 or fewer living units). Recyclables will be commingled 
in a high-strength plastic bag and co-collected. At a minimum, the 
program will initially target the following materials: 

Newspaper 

Glass (three colors) 

Plastic containers (PET and HDPE) 

Aluminum cans 

Ferrous cans 

Once the program is established citywide, D.S.S. and D.O.E. will 
investigate expansion ofthe program to collection of other materials, such 
as mixed paper. The City will also examine collection equipment options 
which might improve program cost effectiveness. 
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3.2.3 Material Recovery Recycling Facilities (M.R.R.F. Program). 

The M.R.R.F. Program incorporates source separated commingled 
recyclable processing technology, yard waste retrieval a:nd mixed waste 
recyclable processing technology. This combination of processing 
technologies allows recovery of recyclables from source separated and 
commingled collection programs and the recovery of recyclables not 
otherwise separated from the remaining mixed waste. 

The marketing of the recyclables will be carefully monitored by D.S.S. 
and D.O.E. to determine that the highest possible use is being made ofthe 
materials. D.S.S. will determine the level of recovery for each processing 
technology and the extent to which each program is functioning 
effectively. It is anticipated that the value of the recyclables will improve 
as the source separated program gains participation and the quality ofthe 
recyclables increases accordingly. 

The transportation time and distances within the City necessitate 
intermediate consolidation and transfer of waste and recyclable regardless 
of the method of collection and processing. D.S.S. currently utilizes 
transfer station sites to perform some of these functions. These transfer 
centers provide an ideal location for directing waste to current disposal 
destinations. They can provide for the separation, processing and 
transport of the recyclable, composteble, and disposable waste componente 
to the appropriate location. However, these facilities need to be upgraded 
to improve operational efficiency, to incorporate environmenta l 
improvemente, and to provide a more effective use of space. 

3.2.4 High Density Residential Recycling. 

A high density residential recycling program is needed to provide 
convenient, flexible and economic collection of residential recyclables for 
high-density houising. The D.S.S. and D.O.E. will investigate the 
feasibility and implementation approaches for expanding the M.R.R.F. 
program to high density residential buildings, if service cannot be 
economically provided by others. The City will try to minimize dislocation 
of any existing recycling infrastructure currently available to high 
density residential units. The City will encourage waste haulers to 
develop alliances with the existing recycling infrastructure to provide cost 
effective service to all residents. 

3.2.5 Commercial Recycling. 

Collection of waste from commercial and industr ia l sources is 
accomplished by private haulers. D.S.S. and the Department of Planning 
and Development will develop a strategy to encourage commercial and 
industrial recycling activities. D.S.S. will study requiring a hauler 
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recycling plan to assure that effective recycling programs are available to 
all businesses in the City. Under such a program, pre-processing plans 
would be submitted to the City as part of licensing requirements and 
haulers would have to target a minimum number of materials based on 
business classifications. Private processing facilities will be encouraged to 
increase recyclable recovery or material diversion for privately collected 
waste. 

Minimum recycling requirements will be established for haulers to 
maintain their City operating licenses. The private haulers will be 
responsible for meeting State or local recycling goals for the portion of the 
waste they handle. D.S.S. and the Department of Planning and 
Development may institute incentives to encourage private hau le r 
compliance including licensing provisions. The City strategy will also 
consider the use of enterprise zones, zoning ordinances, and economic or 
administrative assistance. 

3.2.6 Bulk And Demolition Recycling. 

^ D.S.S. will implement a program to encourage private industry to offer 
recycling services to reclaim used asphalt and to reprocess concrete and 
building debris into wood waste, steel, and aggregate for clean fill and 
manufacture of concrete. Restrictions which require responsible and 
reasonable operations will not be relaxed but ordinances and regulations 
will be reviewed for appropriateness. The program may include 
purchasing support, review of permitting arid disposal practices, grants for 
expanding existing programs, siting criteria review, favorable zoning 
ordinances, regulatory and permitting simplification, and capital 
improvement assistance. 

3.3 Composting Elements. 

3.3.1 Yard Waste Composting. 

Yard waste was banned from landfills as of July 1,1990, and numerous 
yard waste composting operations have developed across the State. D.S.S. 
currently collects yard waste in paper bags from low-density residential 
areas. The yard waste is composted through contracts with private 
facilities. Public education efforte will be utilized to improve participation 
and diversion rates for the program. D.S.S. will utilize the M.R.R.F. 
program to provide collection of yard waste with existing vehicles. This 
collection strategy will provide centralized collection of yard waste and 
minimize transportation coste. D.S.S. and D.O.E. will study developing 
City-owned and operated composting facilities for yard waste. D.S.S. and 
D.(5.E. will review the public education program to develop more 
incentives to participate. 
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3.3.2 Organic Waste Composting. 

The composting of other organic fractions of the solid waste stream has 
been suggested but a large number of concerns and problems with 
municipal waste compost contamination and marketing have been 
identified and experienced elsewhere. Therefore, D.S.S. and D.O.E. will 
conduct an evaluation ofthe various organic waste compost processes in 
relation to target materials, collection methodologies, operational 
pa ramete rs , market acceptability, capacity, and economic and 
environmental impacts. Depending on the results of the evaluation 
program, D.S.S., D.O.E. and the Department of Consumer Services may 
elect to conduct a pilot compost program or further research. Additional 
data will be collected based on peer consultation with active and 
developing programs in other areas of the country. 

3.4 Combustion Elements. 

The City has limited landfill disposal capacity within its own borders and 
concern over waste importation (exportation by the City) has been expressed 
locally and nationwide. The City, therefore, needs to minimize the amount 
of waste requiring landfilling. Combustion facilities reduce the volume of 
waste and recover the energy resource within the waste. Rehabilitation of 
the Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility (N.W.F.) will permit management 
of 40 to 45 percent, by weight, of the D.S.S. collected residential waste. 
Through combustion with energy recovery this 40 to 45 percent is reduced to 
less than 10 percent residue by volume: The N.W.F. will be rehabilitated to 
incorporate state-of-the-art environmental controls and to maintain a base 
level of disposal capacity within the City. D.S.S. will incorporate other 
improvements at this facility to increase its operational efficiency and 
mitigate community concerns as identified by the Department of Consumer 
Services. The first step to accomplish the rehabilitation will be an 
engineering study of the facility's current condition; recommendations on 
how to meet or exceed the new federal air quality standards; the selection of 
the method of rehabilitation (public/private), and the future method of 
operation (public/private). 

As part of its continuing comparative study of alternatives, D.S.S. and 
D.O.E. will conduct evaluations of the waste reduction impacts of 
implemented programs to determine how best to manage the remaining 
waste materials. These studies will review the feasibility of providing 
additional disposal capacity through composting, combustion or landfilling. 
As part of the five year plan update, a decision will be made as to whether 
further disposal capacity is required and how it will be provided. 

As part of these analyses, additional energy resource recovery capacity, 
through combustion at both existing non-operational facilities and new 
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locations, will be analyzed. Studies will investigate the economic and 
technical feasibility of rehabiliteting any of the existing, non-operational 
combustion facilities or building new facilities. New capacity will be 
implemented, as part ofthe five year plan update, if the studies indicate that 
additional capacity is necessary and preferable to other management options 
including in-vessel composting or landfill reliance. The initial steps 
necessary to implementing a new facility include establishing energy 
markets; establishing site selection criteria; and identifying si tes. 
Add i t iona l t a sks inc lude p e r m i t p r e p a r a t i o n ; p r o c u r e m e n t 
documents/design; Contractor selection; construction, start-up and testing; 
and operation and monitoring. Studies of additional resource recovery 
capacity will be undertaken in light of combustion's place in the hierarchy of 
solid waste management, below source reduction, recycling and composting. 

The City's four older facilities which are presently not operating as 
combustion processes include: the Medill Incinerator Facility (presently, 
transfer station); the Southwest Incinerator Facility (presently, transfer 
station); the Calumet Incinerator Facility (presently, closed); and the 
Southwest Supplemental Fuel Processing Facility (presently, transfer 
stetion). The City also has a facility for the disposal of dead animals. One of 
the combustion units in the dead animal disposal facility will be replaced to 
meet operational requirements for standby capacity and to improve 
environmental controls. The City will continue to provide this disposal 
capacity. 

3.5 Landfilling. 

Since landfilling is viewed by the City and the S.W.M.R.C. as the least 
desirable waste management solution, a fundamental goal of the Plan is to 
minimize landfill requirements as much as reasonably and economically 
possible. However, landfilling will always be a necessary component of any 
solid waste management system. The City has very limited landfill disposal 
capacity within its borders so it will have to rely to some degree on landfill 
capacity outside ite boundaries provided through a free-market system. 
Since it has no jurisdiction to site its own landfill outside its own borders, the 
City must rely on landfill capacity provided by other municipal or private 
developers. A regional forum will be coordinated by D.S.S. and 
Intergovernmental Affairs through the Northeastern Illinois Planning 
Commission, if possible, to address the adequacy of regional disposal 
capacity and to develop a cooperative exchange of waste management 
services with other entities within the region. It is anticipated that the City 
Council will extend its current moratorium on new landfill capacity within 
the City boundaries until the regional planning issues can be addressed and 
departmental operational planning issues regarding the implementation of 
new solid waste management programs can be fully delineated. A landfill 
tipping fee surcharge, as allowed by State legislation, to encourage waste 
reduction within the City and to fund the implementetion of waste reduction 
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programs will be reviewed by the Mayor's Office, the Office of Budget and 
Management, and D.S.S.. 

If undertaken in an expeditious manner, landfill siting, permitting and 
construction will likely require a minimum of five to six years. To assure 
that adequate disposal capacity is available for a minimum five year 
planning time frame, D.S.S. will contract for long-term landfill capacity. In 
selecting a contractor for landfill disposal capacity, the City will base ite 
decision on a number of criteria including environmental controls, 
transportation distance and economic factors. D.S.S. will review capacity 
needs and assess the need for City controlled landfill sites every five years. 
The City will investigate and implement the most appropriate collection 
centers (M.R.R.F.s and other transfer sites) to transfer waste to selected 
landfill sites. 

3.6 Program Analysis And Planning And Development. 

3.6.1 New Program Development. 

An ongoing program will be established to evaluate new equipment or 
process developments and monitor programs implemented by other 
communities. The feasibility of some solid waste management options 
have yet to be demonstrated and have not processed beyond the pilot or 
demonstration stage. At this time, limited date on these programs makes 
it difficult to determine potential coste, implementation impedimente and 
potential impacts. The City will monitor and further investigate those 
programs that show promising initial results. 

As new equipment and methods for collection emerge, the City will 
analyze and test concepts to improve its collection and material separation 
program. Identified cost effective methods will be incorporated into the 
City's program. Ideas and concepts developed or discussed by the 
S.W.M.R.C. during Plan development but not adopted at this time will 
continue to be evaluated for applicability due to changing circumstances. 
As previously discussed, the City will conduct a comparative istudy of 
organic waste composting, combustion and landfilling for residual waste 
after source reduction and recycling. This study will review the 
environmental, economic and technical constraints regarding each 
alternative before the five year update to the Plan. The specific 
alternatives to be studied as identified under various Plan components are 
as follows: 

packaging legislation 

container deposit legislation 
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volume based collection fees 

H.H.W. deposit legislation 

H.H.W. collection programs 

collection vehicle equipment modifications 

mechanisms to encourage recycling program participation by 
both individuals and businesses 

expansion of recyclable material targete 

expanded material composting tergets 

in-vessel composting potential 

wet/dry collection and processing potential 

existing facility reactivation study 

new regional landfill capacity 

In order to perform additional studies, D.S.S. and the D.O.E. will further 
define study requirements; prioritize studies based on funding; undertake 
studies; evaluate findings or recommendations; and finalize and 
potentially adopt studies for implementation of pilot or demonstration 
programs. The City will need to make decisions on a number of programs, 
organizational/administrative/financial matters, and technical/legal 
issues. These analyses will include review based on the criteria previously 
outlined. The result of the study will provide clear indication of the 
desirability for the City and will indicate those sensitive parameters 
which will be verified by a pilot or demonstration program. 

D.S.S. and the D.O.E. will need to gather and analyze data on the solid 
waste management system in Chicago. Ongoing program management 
will include additional planning, market analysis, identification of 
current and proposed environmental standards, siting criteria evaluation, 
allocation of wastes, and budgeting for each program. 

3.6.2 Program Expansion And Modifications. 

As the source reduction, recycling and composting p rograms 
recommended in the Plan gain stability, D.S.S. with appropriate 
assistance from other City departments will investigate measures to 
expand program capabilities to conserve resources and increase waste 
reduction and recycling. These programs will be continuously monitored 
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and periodically reviewed to determine Plan modifications or enforcement 
provisions required to meet City goals and objectives. 

In future programs, the City will assess market conditions and where 
appropriate target additional material for residential recycling such as 
mixed paper, paperboard, magazines, other aluminum, other ferrous, and 
other plastics. The recycling potential of other City-controlled waste 
streams will also be reviewed to determine if program changes are needed 
to improve program performance or target other material. For example, 
the City will consider recycling alternatives for materials such as concrete 
and asphalt, bulk waste, wood waste, tires and construction debris. In 
addition, the City will consider investigating studies and methods of ash 
utilization to reuse the ash residue from combustion facilities and reduce 
landfill dependency. 

D.S.S. will moni tor and i n v e s t i g a t e the p r o g r e s s of 
commercial/industrial recycling and waste reduction efforts for the 
purpose of encouraging improvement. These programs may need 
additional promotion, encouragement or enforcement. City ordinances 
will be passed, if necessary, to provide structure, guidelines, and 
enforcement for private waste haulers. 

Disposal capacity and recycling programs will be monitored to 
determine Plan modifications needed to assure sound waste management 
practices. The Plan will remain flexible to assure sufficient disposal 
capacity and processing capabilities through the twenty year planning 
period. 

An improved reporting system on waste disposition and disposal will be 
developed. D.S.S, will implement programs to obtain more accurate data 
of the quantities and sources of collection, final processing, recovery, and 
waste disposal destinations for the City's solid waste. 

3.6.3 Solid Waste Management Facility Siting. 

Under the City's Plan, no new facility sites are currently planned. The 
City will utilize existing transfer station or landfill sites for the M.R.R.F. 
activities and modify the Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility and the 
dead animal disposal facility to improve operational efficiency and meet 
new environmental standards. Strategies will be developed to expand 
recycling and disposal facilities to meet long term needs and feasibility 
studies will be conducted to determine the best approach for providing 
these facilities. When these facilities are defined, the City intends to 
investigate the potential for utilizing existing solid waste management 
sites to provide for these facilities. If the intended use for these existing 
sites is substantially different from i ts existing use, D.S.S. and the 
Department of Consumer Services will solicit neighborhood concerns and 
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develop mitigation measures to address those concerns in accordance with 
ite established siting review procedures. 

Should long range planning identify the need for additional facility 
sites, a methodology framework has been developed for addressing issues 
and screening the City for potential sites as described in Volume II 
Planning Considerations. Once the potential sites have been identified, 
established siting review procedures developed by the Department of 
Consumer Services will be utilized to address community concerns and 
develop mitigation measures . The review process will inc lude 
consideration of criteria identified in the methodology framework, zoning 
requirements of the Department of Planning, and additional facility 
specific criteria to be developed once the facility requirements are defined. 
The Office of Inquiry and Information will assist in the siting review and 
dissemination of information ofthe site selection process. 

4.0 

Plan Implementation. 

Preparation of the Plan has included an intensive review process. The 
S.W.M.R.C, appointed by the Mayor pursuant to City Council ordinance, 
has been involved since October 1990 in reviewing the development of the 
Plan. The Plan development has occurred in two phases which concluded 
with City Council adoption on under Ordinance _. 
Under the first phase the S.W.M.R.C. reviewed the status of solid waste 
management in Chicago and screened the available m a n a g e m e n t 
alternatives. In phase two, the S.W.M.R.C reviewed and commented on the 
Draft Plan developed by D.S.S. before it was submitted for public review and 
comment. The Draft Plan was revised and issued for City Council adoption 
based on a review of commente received. 

After approval, implementation ofthe Plan will require the participation 
of Chicago residents and businesses and various City departments with 
primary solid waste management planning responsibilities resting on D.S.S. 
and D.O.E.. The Plan establishes the framework for major changes to solid 
waste management practices in Chicago. The City's goals are: 

to achieve a 38 percent waste reduction and recycling goal for all 
Citywide waste within five years; 

to achieve a major reduction in privately collected waste 
generated in the (5ity; 
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to increase cost effectiveness and efficiency of solid waste 
management operations; 

to improve customer service, public awareness, and community 
, relations; 

to improve environmental impacts from existing facilities and 
operations; 

to reduce toxic constituents in the waste generated in the City; 
and 

to dispose of non-recycled waste in an environmentally sound 
manner. 

4.1 Long-Term Objectives. 

Planning is an incremental process which requires incremental steps and 
periodic adjustments to achieve long-term objectives. The Illinois Solid 
Waste Planning and Recycling Act recognizes this in requiring five-year 
updates to the Plan. These updates allow the City to review its progress 
toward the long-term objectives and adjust ite strategies and objectives for 
the next five years. This section describes the long-term objectives for solid 
waste management over the next 20 years. 

The Plan envisions increased public awareness of source reduction and 
recycling values through public education. Purchasing decisions by its 
citizens will include considerations of product durability, reuse and 
recyclability. Backyard composting and mulching of yard waste will 
significantly reduce the waste entering the waste stream. Federal 
packaging laws will result in a significant reduction in packaging materials 
generated, improved material markets for a broader range of materials, and 
reduced toxic constituents within the waste stream. Waste reduction 
education will be incorporated into school curriculums to minimize the 
public education retraining required for young adults. 

Recycling and composting will become major components of the solid 
waste management system. Prior to disposal of any waste generated in the 
City, the waste will have to be processed to remove recyclable materials. 
Transfer stetions used by the City of Chicago will be converted for regional 
collection, intermediate processing and distribution of collected recyclable, 
compostable materials and waste residues. These centers will redirect 
materials to markete, secondary processing facilities and disposal facilities 
to maximize recovery potential in a cost effective manner. The centers will 
be designed to allow them to accept material from various forms of collection 
and to produce a variety of material outputs to meet new markets for 
secondary materials or technical changes in processing. 
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New businesses and industries will emerge based on the availability of 
recovered materials. The commercial and industrial business sectors will 
incorporate waste reduction measures to improve their competitive iedge in 
the marketplace. Local community groups and commercial businesses will 
sponsor multi-material drop-off locations at convenient shopping locations 
throughout the City. Each business will have a designated employee 
responsible for material conservation and recycling activities. Not-for-profit 
organizations, community groups and for-profit businesses will assist high-
density residential and businesses to recycle by providing: 

Intra-facility collection services; 

Recyclable collection and processing services; 

Waste material exchanges. 

Waste disposal will be limited to those materials which have been pre-
processed. The City will investigate and develop pilot programs to expand 
the quantity of material reused and recycled. The City will dispose of non-
recycled waste in an environmentally sound manner in accordance with 
federal, state and local regulations. Since the City has limited landfill 
capacity within ite own borders and desires to minimize its disposal impacts 
on other communities, the City will continue to provide incineration disposal 
capacity, utilizing the latest technical improvements for control of 
pollutants, at the Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility. New disposal 
technologies will be evaluated, tested and incorporated into the solid waste 
management system as appropriate. 

4.2 Short-Term Planning Activities. 

In order to begin implementation of long-term objectives, the City has 
established a schedule of major task elements for the first five-year period of 
the Plan. 

The tasks necessary to organize, finance, implement and administer the 
operation of a comprehensive, integrated solid waste management and 
disposal system are complex and not easily or briefly defined. To carry out 
these tasks and incorporate the results into a successful program will 
require a dedicated, full-time and sustained effort by the City as the 
designated governmental entity responsible for Plan implementation. 

Until system components are definitively and firmly established, the 
implementation effort can only be estimated. When a task is completed, i t 
will often affect, and sometimes alter, the efforts of subsequent tasks . 
Therefore, the implementation schedules provide a guide and outline of work 
efforts and allow more detailed program efforte to be tailored to evolving 
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program activities. The estimated duration of tasks has generally been 
developed based on estimates of reasonable time frames to account for 
potential implementation steps. The schedules provide an estimate of the 
time required for development and start of operation of each major program 
but will require adjustment as implementation strategies evolve. 

The implementation schedules have been divided into source reduction, 
recycling, composting, combustion and landfilling. Several tasks contain 
ongoing activities with the bulk of the effort occurring in the first few 
months. Thereafter, the effort involves additional development with 
potential modifications and changes. Program monitoring consiste of a few 
intense months of gathering and evaluating data each year with additional 
but less intense monitoring activities during the year. 

At the completion of any feasibility study, the City must evaluate the 
resu l t s of t he s tudy and decide whe the r to proceed wi th i t s 
recommendations. The implementation schedules indicate the potential 
activities that can follow each feasibility study. 

Since source reduction programs are generally legislative measures, the 
planning and implementation schedules for these programs are difficult to 
predict. The timing for these programs is largely dependent on the amount 
of controversy they invoke and the degree to which it affects the community 
and any special interest groups. The public education component should be 
a well thought-out coordinated program that does not have conflicting 
elements or redundant media messages. Public education is a continuous 
activity throughout the life ofthe program which must be continuously 
updated in order to maintain or increase public participation. 

Recently the City issued an R.F.P. to vendors for the design, construction 
and operation of M.R.R.F.s to process City collected recyclables. 
Construction of these facilities is expected to stert in 1992. While portions of 
these projects might be expedited, it is currently anticipated tha t all 
facilities should be operational in 1993. 

The City currently contracts for yard waste composting. This program is 
estimated to be assessed during implementation of the M.R.R.F.s and soon 
after the start of operation. Data collection for organic waste composting can 
occur over approximately two years with a feasibility study implemented 
during the last few months. An organic waste composting facility may take 
3 to 5 years to site, permit and construct. 

The City's current plan for interim sanitary landfill capacity is to utilize 
private sites and will assure the availability of such capacity through 
contracts with the M.R.R.F. operators. The M.R.R.F. contracte are designed 
to provide a 7 year capacity assurance with provisions for extension periods. 
To deal with the regional uncertainty of long-term sanitary landfill capacity. 
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a time line is shown for development of a long range capacity plan. At the 5 
year plan update, the status of this process will be updated and reflected in 
the possible need to extend private capacity through the M.R.R.F. or other 
means. 

The implementation schedule for combustion presents a theoretical time 
line assuming a decision to implement new capacity as a result of the 
feasibility study. Depending on the potential number and sizes of facilities 
recommended by the study, facility operation may minimally begin 24 
months after start of construction. If the decision to implement new 
combustion capacity is negative, then the focus will shift to other more 
appropriate mechariisms for disposal. 

The following elemente are necessarily included as part of the overall 
schedule for implementation of any facility: 

Adequate planning and evaluation. 

Realistic expectetions and cost and time estimates 

Ongoing public education programs 

Adequate commitment of resources 

Siting, permitting and litigation 

Contractor bidding and selection 

Proper design and construction of facilities 

Proper maintenance of facilities 

Upon completion of various analyses, evaluations and pilot programs, the 
City will need to determine the appropriateness of a technology and, where 
appropriate, a strategy for inclusion in the future solid waste management 
system. 
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TABLE 1 
1996 WASTE REDUCTION OBJECTIVES 

Program 

Education 
Let-It-Be 
Back Yard 
Composting 

Source Reduction 
Subtotal 

Drop-off 
Buy-back 
Resid Recycl. 
Mixed Waste Proc. 
Comm. Recycl. 
Special Mater. 
MRRF Composting 
Private Composting 

Recycling Subtotal 

Northwest Facility 

Total Reduction 

Landfill Residuals 

%DSS 
Resid 

1.5 
1.5 
1.5 

4.5 

1.5 
3.5 

15.0 
4.5 
— 

IS 
8.5 
~ 

34.5 

32 

71 

29 

%DSS 
Bulk& 
Demo 

— 

. . . . 

.-^ 

.— 

u 

— 

.—. 

• — 

~ 

70 
— 

— 

70 

— 

70 

30 

% Private 
Resid 

1.3 
~ 

— 

1.3 

1.5 
3.5 

12.0 
— 

— • 

~ 

• — • 

3.5 

20.5 

— • . 

21.8 

78.2 

%Private 
Business 

— 

~ 

~ 

— 

1.5 
3.5 
— 

~ 

30.0 
— 

— 

3.5 

38.5 

— 

38.5 

61.5 

%MSW 
Total 

.6 

.45 

.45 

1.50. 

1.35 
3.20 
5.90 
1.25 

15.00 
6.20 
2.35 
225 

37.5 

9.0 

48.0 

52.0 
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TABLE 2 
PROJECTION OF TOTAL WASTE REQUIRING MANAGEMENT 

Waste Year 
Total 
Population 

1990 
3,032,845 

1995 
3,050,303 

2000 
3,069,664 

2005 
3,109,463 

2010 
3,155,423 

Waste 
Cat^fipry 

Residential-
Low Density^' 
High Density*'' 
Conun/Ind;'^' 
Bulk & Demo:*^ 

Residential: 
Low Density*^' 
High Density*'' 
Comm/Ind:**' 
Bulk ife Demo:*^ 

Residential:, -
Low Density*^' 
High Density*" 
Comm/Ind:**' 
Bulk & Demo:*^ 

Residential: 
Low Density*^' 
High Density*" 
Comm/Ind:**' 
Bulk & Dcmo:*^ 

Residential: 
Low Density**' 
High Density*" 
Comm/Ind:**> 
Bulk & Demo:*'' 

Waste 
Applicable 
DyniQgr^phiy? 

1,819,707 
1,213,138 
1,425,437 
3,032,845 

1,830,182 
1,270,171 
1,433,642 
3,050,303 

1,841,798 
1,227,866 
1,442,742 
3,069,664 

1,865,678 
1,243,785 
1,461,447 
3,109,463 

1,893,254 
1,262,169 
1,483,049 
3,155,423 

Waste 
Subtotal 
(ton§) 

1,095,920 
597,775 

1,977,080 
298,887 

1,107.,7.30 
601,215 

1,988,460 
300,607 

1,109,220 
605,030 

2,001,080 
302,515 

1,123,600 
612,875 

2,027,030 
306,440 

1,140,210 
621,930 

2,056,990 
310,970 

Total 
itonsl 

3,9969,662 

3,992,512 

4,017,845 

4,069,945 

4,130,100 

Notes 
. (1) Quantities represent estimates of waste requiring management programs. 
(2) Population in low-density housing units is 60% of total population based on 1988 records and generates waste at a 

rate of 33 lb per person per day. 
(3) Population in high-density housing units is 40% of toul population based on 1988 records and generates waste at a 

rate of Z7 lb per person per day. 
(4) Employed population is 47% of total population based on 1985 records and generates waste at a rate of ^JS lb per 

employee per day. 
(5) Bulk, demolition and street dirt based on 1987 and 1988 average generation rate of 0340 pounds per capita day. 
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Figure 1. 
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Figure 2. 
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Figure 3. 
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VOLUME II 

SOLID WASTE PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 

FOR 

CITY OF CHICAGO 
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1,0 

Introduction, Background, And Purpose. 

1.1 Purpose Of Document. 

The City of Chicago Solid Waste Management Plan (the 'Tlan") provides 
direction on preferred methods of handling and disposing of municipal waste 
generated within the boundaries of Chicago (the "City") for a 20-year 
planning period. The Plan complies with the Solid Waste Planning and 
Recycling Act (111. Rev. Stat., Ch. 85,115959 et seq.) and conforms with the 
waste management hierarchy established as State of Illinois policy in the 
Illinois Solid Waste Management Act (111. Rev. Stat., Ch. 111^, 117051 
etseq.): 

Volume reduction at the source 

Recycling and reuse 

Combustion with energy recovery 

Combustion for volume reduction 

Disposal in landfill facilities 

The Plan provides for the management of residential, commercial, non-
hazardous industrial and institutional and governmental wastes. Wastes 
excluded from the Plan are medical wastes, hazardous wastes and sludge. 

The purpose of this document is to record the planning process and 
considerations in the development of recommendations concerning (i) source 
reduction and recycling programs within the City; (ii) processing and 
disposal facilities to manage that waste which is not reduced at the source or 
recycled; and (iii) appropriate actions that should be taken to implement 
recommended programs and facilities. 

The planning and process was addressed in a six-step process as outlined 
in the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency's (I.E.P.A.) Guidelines for 
Solid Waste Management Planning Grants, 1989. The first step represented 
by the City of Chicago Solid Waste Needs Assessment Report (December 
1990). This document and Volume I, the Solid Waste Management Plan, 
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represent steps two through six. The six steps of the process followed by the 
City are as follows: 

Assess the Solid Waste Needs 

Develop a List of Component Alternatives 

Evaluate and Screen Plan Components 

Assemble Components into Alternative Systems 

Evaluate Waste Management Alternative Systems 

Describe Recommended Waste Management Plan 

1.2 Legislative Miandates. 

The Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act (the "Recycling Act") states 
that counties and the City should have the primary responsibility to plan for 
management of municipal waste within their boundaries to ensure the 
timely development of needed waste management facilities and programs. 
The Recycling Act requires that certain elements be contained in such a 
plan: 

A description of the origin, content, and weight or volume of 
municipal waste generated within the City and projections of 
waste that will be generated during the next 20 years. 

A description of facilities where municipal waste is currently 
processed or disposed of and the remaining available permitted 
capacity of those facilities. 

A description of facilities and programs that are proposed for the 
management of municipal waste generated within the County 
during the next 20 years, including their size, expected cost, and 
financing method. 

An evaluation of the environmental energy and economic 
advantages and d i sadvantages of the proposed was te 
management facilities and programs. 

A description of the time schedule for the development and 
operation of each proposed facility or program. 

An identification of potential sites for each proposed waste 
facility or an explanation of how the sites will be chosen. 
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The identity ofthe govemmental entity that will be responsible 
for implementing the plan on behalf of the City and an 
explanation ofthe legal basis for the entity's authority to do so. 

As applied to the City, the Recycling Act contains a number of mandatory 
plan provisions in relation to the recycling program. Specifically, the 
recycling program shall have the following features: 

Implementation throughout the City based on a time schedule. 

Designation of a recycling coordinator to administer the 
program. 

Provisions designed to recycle, by the end of the third and fifth 
years, respectively, 15% and 25% of the municipal waste 
generated within the City, subject to the existence of a viable 
market for the recycled material. 

Provisions for the separate collection and composting of leaves. 

Public education and notification requirements to foster 
understanding of and encourage compliance with the recycling 
program. 

Provisions for compliance, including incentives and penalties. 

Provisions for recycling the collected materials, identifying 
potential markets for at least three recyclable materials, and 
promoting the use of products made from recovered or recycled 
materials among city businesses, newspapers, and government. 

Additionally, the recycling program may provide for: 

Construction and operation of or contracting for services for one 
or more recycling centers. 

Mandatory separation of recyclable materials by the City 
residents. 

- Privatized commercial and institutional recycling programs 
with required annual reporting mechanisms. 

Payment of recycling diversion credits to public and private 
parties. 



12142 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

The planning process required under the Recycling Act only deals with 
"municipal solid waste" (M.S.W.). The definition of M.S.W. is "any garbage, 
refuse, industrial lunchroom or office waste, and other material resulting 
from operation of residential, municipal, commercial or insti tutional 
establishments and from community activities". A solid waste plan may 
provide for the management of other wastes, but such is not required under 
the Recycling Act. The City Plan includes discussion of facilities and 
programs for both municipal and industrial waste. 

The Recycling Act requires that the Plan be updated and reviewed every 
five years, and that any necessary or appropriate revisions be submitted to 
the I.E.P.A. for review and comment. Thus, the Plan is a dynamic rather 
than a static document. It provides direction for the City on responsible 
long-range solid waste management but also retains the necessary 
flexibility to respond to changing conditions. 

1.3 Planning Process And Plan Organization. 

The Plan has been developed by the City of Chicago Department of Streets 
and Sanitation (D.D.S.) with comments by the Solid Waste Management 
Review Committee (S.W.M.R.C). The 21-member S.W.M.R.C. was 
appointed by the Mayor of Chicago in October, 1990. The committee 
complies with the requirement ofthe Recycling Act that an advisory group 
be appointed to review the plan during its preparation and make suggestions 
and propose any changes that it believes are appropriate. The planning 
process used by the S.W.M.R.C. is represented by the individual sections in 
this document. 

Committee members are listed at the beginning ofthis report and include 
representatives from the following organizations: the City of Chicago, 
citizen organizations, industry, the private solid waste management 
industry operating within the City, local recyclers, environmental groups, 
and community organizations. The committee has met bi-weekly in order to 
assist in the development of a draft Plan. This effort consisted of over 100 
hours of meetings and deliberation. 

The planning process was addressed in a six-step process. The first step 
taken by the S.W.M.R.C. was to analyze the current solid waste 
management situation in the City and identify future solid waste disposal 
needs. The City of Chicago Solid Waste Needs Assessment Report was 
prepared and is summarized in Section 2.0 ofthis document. 

The second step consisted of review and discussion of six technical modules 
concerning waste management options: 

Module 1 Waste Reduction 
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Module 2 Household Hazardous Waste 

Module 3 Compost 

Module 4 Recycling 

Module 5 Combustion 

Module 6 Landfill 

Each module is composed of individual discussion papers on specific plan 
components and presents a comprehensive description of the options 
available for the disposal ofthe City's waste. These options fall within the 
four general waste management approaches identified by State legislation: 
(i) volume reduction at the source, (ii) recycling and reuse, (iii) combustion, 
and (iv) landfilling. The six technical modules are summarized in Section 
3.0 ofthis docxmient and appear in their complete form in Volume IH Solid 
Waste Management Planning Appendices. 

The third step involved an evaluation and screening of the waste 
management components described in the modules. This was the first tier of 
a two-tiered evaluation used by the S.W.M.R.C. to arrive at a solid waste 
Plan for the City. This first-tier evaluation consisted of a separate analysis 
of each plan component to determine its suitability for inclusion in the Plan. 
The evaluation criteria used by the S.W.M.R.C. were established using the 
I.E.P.A.'s Guidelines for Solid Waste Management Planning Grants. The 
evaluation criteria fall into six general categories: (i) waste reduction goals; 
(ii) technical feasibility; (iii) environmental impacts; (iv) energy utilization; 
(v) economic impacts; and (vi) implementation considerations. The results of 
this first-tier evaluation are presented in Section 4.0 of this document. A 
general consensus of the S.W.M.R.C. was used to identify which options 
should be included in the waste management system alternatives. 

In the fourth step, the S.W.M.R.C. developed three system alternatives. 
Each alternative system meets all State solid waste requirements and 
addresses the total solid waste stream generated in the City. However, the 
three system alternatives vary according to type of source reduction and 
recycling programs proposed, emphasis placed on composting, extent to 
which combustion is incorporated in the system, and reliance on landfilling. 

In the fifth step, the S.W.M.R.C. applied a second tier of evaluation and 
screening criteria to these three system alternatives. The same screening 
criteria were employed as were used for evaluating the waste management 
options; however, the screening criteria were applied to entire systems 
rather than to individual components. Section 5.0 of this document 
describes and evaluates the three system alternatives. 
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The sixth step in the planning process is presented in Volume I, Section 
3.0 which describes the solid waste management plan, as amended by the 
D.S.S., and the S.W.M.R.C. and the public review process. The long-term 
objectives and short-term planning activities are presented in Volume I, 
Section 4.0 along with a preliminary implementation schedule. 

The Plan and planning process are presented in three volumes. Volume I, 
the Plan, provides (i) a general discussion of the background of needs and 
issues considered in the development of the Plan, (ii) the Plan components 
selected by the Department of Streets and Sanitation, in conjunction with a 
review by the S.W.M.R.C, and (iii) the Plan implementation process that 
the City currently envisions. Further, Volume I identifies the City as the 
governmental entity that will be responsible for implementing the Plan. 
The D.S.S. and D.O.E. will assume the lead roles in Plan implementation 
with assistance from other City departments, for specific jurisdictional 
elements. 

This document. Volume H, provides a detailed step-by-step description of 
the planning process used by the City to develop the Plan and a summary 
evaluation of issues and considerations. 

Volume i n contains the appendicized supporting documents reviewed by 
the City and the S.W.M.R.C., the public hearing transcripts, the written 
public comments and the City responses to public comment. 

1.4 Goals And Objectives. 

In addition to establishing a decision-making process, the S.W.M.R.C. 
established general goals and objectives for the waste management system. 
The S.W.M.R.C. determined that the Plan should elicit solutions to City 
waste management problems that: 

Are economically viable 

Are environmentally sound 

Provide for the City's long-term waste management and disposal 
capacity needs. 

Involve education of the public concerning the City's solid waste 
problems and programs. 

Incorporate public involvement to mitigate citizen concerns. 
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Address State-mandated priorities: 

Source reduction. 

Recycling, composting and reuse. 

Combustion. 

Landfill. 

The goals presented below provide the framework for the S.W.M.R.C's 
evaluation of system alternatives as well as the basis for the S.W.M.R.C's 
solid waste management decisions: 

System a l t e rna t ives should meet a l l e n v i r o n m e n t a l 
requirements and regulations. 

System alternatives should cumulatively meet all of the City's 
waste management needs. 

Plan implementation and operation costs should be reasonable 
and reliable. 

Implementation schedules should be reasonable for: 

Plan review. 

Plan implementation. 

Criteria should be developed to review the adequacy of the Plan. 

The Plan should be subjected to public review and comment and 
responses should address all issues that arise. 

A significant public education effort must be part of the solid 
waste management plan in order to change public waste 
generation attitudes and disposal habits. 

The City of Chicago in developing a long-term plan has recognized the 
need to provide an economical, reliable, and environmentally sound solid 
waste management system to manage all ofthe solid waste generated within 
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its borders. The Gity has also recognized the need to educate the public 
regarding the City's solid waste concerns and programs. In accordance with 
the Illinois Solid Waste Management Act and other governing legislation, 
the City has adopted a hierarchy of solid waste management methods based 
on goals of reduced landfill dependence and waste reduction as follows: 

Source reduction. 

Recycling, reuse and composting. 

Combustion with energy recovery. 

Disposal in landfill facilities. 

The hierarchy recognizes that: (i) not all waste can be eliminated by 
source reduction; (ii) recycling and composting can conserve resources but 
have environmental impacts and cannot eliminate all waste; and (iii) 
combustion can recover the energy remaining in the waste but has 
environmental impacts and produces ash which may require specialized 
landfills. While recycling, composting, and combustion all serve to conserve 
resources and reduce the volume of degradable waste being landfilled, each 
clearly has economic and environmental considerations which must be 
accounted for in the planning process. The hierarchy also i-eflects the results 
of worldwide research, supported by findings of the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.E.P.A.), which indicates that the top 
three alternatives are environmientally preferable to landfilling. 

The City also recognizes the need to develop its system in a manner which 
provides programs and facilities that minimize dependence on waste 
disposal beyond its municipal boundaries. Long-term landfill capacity in the 
City is very limited and current legislative initiatives could severely limit 
remote landfill capacity. This shortage of readily available landfill capacity 
will force the City to plan for utilization of solid waste management 
alternatives that minimize dependence on landfills. 

In evaluating available system alternatives, reliability is an essential 
objective requiring that adequate capacity be available to allow flexibility in 
handling peak waste system loadings. This reliability objective can be 
incorporated through the use of waste composition, variable waste 
generation rates, shortfalls in material recovery expectations, and other 
variables such as market conditions and economic trends. 

New facilities, techniques, or equipment will likely be needed to handle 
the City's long-term disposal needs. The City's objective is to minimize 
expense by utilizing existing facilities and equipment to the greatest extent 
possible. If new disposal or material handling facilities are required, the 
City will utilize â  siting process that considers citizen concerns and 
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incorporates mitigation measures to reduce or minimize neighborhood 
impacts. Existing facilities will also be upgraded to meet or exceed 
environmental requirements and address public concerns. 

Since solid waste management is a rapidly changing and evolving field, 
the City's objective is to provide flexible programs and facilities which can 
adapt to changing conditions or new techniques. To improve and maintain 
high operational efficiency in the disposal system, the City will continuously 
monitor and analyze operational data to make programmatic or systemic 
adjustments. In addition, the City will update the Plan at five-year 
intervals to reassess goals, objectives, and program results. 

1.5 Public Involvement. 

After preparation of the draft Plan by the City and review and comment 
by the S.W.M.R.C. was completed, Illinois law required a 90-day period of 
public review and comment and at least one public hearing. 

The S.W.M.R.C. and the City ha;ve solicited public input during the Plan 
development process. All S.W.M.R.C. meetings were open to any persons 
interested in the planning process. A public Intake Hearing was held on 
June 13, 1991, in order to receive suggestions and recommendations 
concerning the contents of the draft Plan. The draft Plan was then 
developed by D.S.S. incorporating S.W.M.R.C. comments and submitted to 
the I.E.P.A. on August 23, 1991 commencing the 90-day public comment 
period of the draft Plan. Copies of the draft Plan were also distributed to 
areawide planning agencies and made available to the public. During the 
public comment period, the City has held four public hearings on the draft 
Plan. The transcripts from the public hearings, written comments received 
during the comment period and the City's responses and Plan adjustments 
as a result of public comment are appendicized in Volume IH Solid Waste 
Management Planning Appendices. The final Plan was approved by the 
S.W.M.R.C. for submittal to the City Council for adoption on January 7, 
1992. 

The City supports public participation and views public input and 
involvement as critical to the successful implementation and overall success 
ofthe solid waste management programs. 
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2.0 

Needs Assessment Overview. 

2.1 Planning Area Location And Demographics. 

The City of Chicago is located in northeastern Illinois, along the 
southwestern shore of Lake Michigan. The southeastern edge of the City 
borders Indiana and the northern edge is less than 30 miles from Wisconsin. 
The City is divided into 50 wards (Refer to Figure 1).* Chicago is the third 
most populous metropolitan area in the U.S.. The 1988 population is 
3,021,912 with 1,093,409 households according to the Chicago Department 
of Planning. This reflects a density of 13,500 persons per square mile. 
Chicago is situated in Cook County, the majority of whose residents live in 
Chicago. 

The City has a diversified economy. Manufacturing, wholesale and retail 
trade, and the service industry are the principal employers. However, hotel 
and lodging, f inance, i n su rance , rea l e s t a t e , t r a n s p o r t a t i o n , 
communications, public utilities, mining and construction, printing, 
publishing, and chemical, food, paper, rubber and plastics industries also 
represent significant segments ofthe City's economy. 

The City is well-known for being a transportation hub for all major forms 
of transportation. Transportation facilities include: O'Hare and Midway 
airports, an interstate highway system, the world's largest railroad 
terminal, an inland waterway system, and docks for ocean-going vessels. A 
coordinated mass-transit system provides efficient public transportation 
throughout the City and the region. 

For the Needs Assessment, population and emplo3rment statistics were 
chosen as the primary factor from which to project future solid waste 
generated in the City. The Chicago Department of P l ann ing and 
Development (D.P.D.), formerly called the Department of Planning, 
estimates that the City's population will increase by 0.58% during the five-
year period from 1990 to 1995, for an average growth rate of 0.11% per year. 
Population growth was projected to continue throughout the twenty year 
planning period (Table 1).** Emplo3rment and solid waste generation are 

* Figure 1 printed on page 12279 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 1 printed on page 12250 ofthis Journal. 
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expected to increase in proportion to population growth. Preliminary 1990 
census data have indicated a slight decline in population, but is still being 
contested. 

2.2 Existing Collection, Processing And Disposal System. 

The solid waste generated in Chicago is collected by public and private 
organizations. The City's D.S.S. handles municipal refuse collection for all 
low-density residential units, which include all single-family homes and 
multi-family buildings with four or less units per building. The D.S.S. also 
collects refuse from the public school system, the Departments of Housing 
and Water, Police, Fire, Chicago Board of Health, the Park District, and 
Chicago airports. 

The City also sponsors recycling programs. A diversion credit program 
distributes $87.75 to $113 per ton for each ton of recycled material diverted 
from D.S.S. disposal to not-for-profit recycles; City Hall employees separate 
all types of high grade paper and aluminum beverage containers for 
recycling; a "blue bag" demonstration program has been conducted; and a 
pilot curbside recycling program has been established. 

A large portion of the City's waste is collected by private waste haulers. 
Private haulers collect waste from most high-density l iv ing u n i t s 
(residential buildings with five or more units per building) and from all the 
commercial and industrial facilities throughout the City. A total of 90 waste 
haulers are currently operating in the City. The D.S.S. collected waste 
represents approximately 40% of the waste stream and is hauled to one of 
several facilities. The City owns four transfer stations (one is closed), a 
waste-to-energy facility, a pathological disposal facility for dead animals, 
and a construction/demolition landfill (Figure 2).* All of these facilities are 
in need of capital improvements. A small portion of D.S.S. waste is diverted 
by recycling and composting. The remaining waste is hauled directly to one 
of two privately owned landfills or one of several private transfer stations. 
All of the City collected waste is eventually delivered to privately operated 
disposal facilities. No reporting mechanism is currently in place for final 
disposition of privately transported waste. 

The privately collected waste represents approximately 60% of the waste 
stream and consists of high-density residential and conunercial/industrial 

Figure 2 printed on page 12280 ofthis Journal. 
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waste. Figure 3 shows the location of the privately owned facilities in and 
near Chicago.* A total df 17 transfer stations accept some quantity of waste 
generated from the City. However, not all of the waste generated in the City 
is handled by the landfills shown on Figure 3.* Due to limited landfill 
disposal capacity, in and near the City, landfills within a fifty-mile radius of 
the City are assumed to be accepting waste generated in the City. 

2.3 Current And Projected Waste Quantities. 

Waste generat ion rates were developed for the resident ial and 
commercial/industrial sectors. Residential waste generation was divided 
into two categories: low-density (single-family to four unit homes) and high-
density (multi-family homes with five units or more per building). D.S.S. 
records and survey data provided by private haulers were used to develop 
the waste generation rates. Persons living in low-density housing each 
generate 3.3 pounds of solid waste per day. High-density dwellers each 
generate 2.7 pounds of waste per day. Those living in high-density housing 
produce less yard waste and tend to have lower product consumption levels. 
An average of 7.6 pounds per employee per day was used to determine 
commercial and industrial waste generation. This average was compiled by 
review of business class generation rates from other studies. 

Based on these assumptions, it was estimated that 3,917,315 tons of solid 
waste were generated from all sources in the City in 1988. This represents a 
total waste generation rate of 7.1 pounds per resident per day (Table 2).** 

The quantity of solid waste generated in the City was projected for the 
years 1990 - 2010 at five-year intervals (Table 3).*** These projections 
were developed based on population growth expected and the waste 
generation rates that were established. Since the City population is 
relatively stable, the total waste requiring management is expected to 
remain relatively constant over the 20-year planning period. This is based 
on the City's current solid waste management methods. The waste 
generation projections can be affected by the programmatic changes to be 
made to the solid waste management methods used to manage this waste 
stream in the future. Data on the growth rates and changes in waste volume 
is provided in more detail in the Needs Assessment located in Volume HI of 
this Plan. 

* Figure 3 printed on page 12281 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2 printed on page 12251 ofthis Journal. 

*** Table 3 printed on page 12252 ofthis Journal. 
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2.4 Waste Composition. 

Residential waste represents about 40% of Chicago's total waste stream. 
Commercial/industrial waste and construction and demolition debr is 
represent the remaining 60% ofthe waste stream (Figure 4).* 

In 1990 the Department of Streets and Sanitation completed the "Solid 
Waste Characterization Report" (Volume HI). This study provided a baseline 
percentage of each major component of the waste stream. Selected loads of 
waste from D.S.S. routes were manually sorted to develop the values. The 
study also provided information on the amount of targeted mate r ia l s 
available for recycling. 

Loads of waste were sorted during four one-week sampling periods 
designed to obtain a representative cross-section of the City's 50 wards. The 
sampling periods were conducted seasonally in April, August, October and 
February (1989 - 1990) to evaluate the seasonal fluctuations in waste 
composition. 

Table 4 shows a comparison of the Chicago residential waste composition 
and a national municipal solid waste composition prepared for the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.E.P.A,).* (Ilhicago waste stream 
contains approximately twice the amount of ferrous metals, plastics, wood, 
food waste, and textiles, when compared with the U.S.E.P.A. data, and only 
half as much of bulky waste. These differences were expected since the 
U.S.E.P.A. study included residential, insti tutional, commercial a n d 
industrial waste generation sources and are based on raw mate r ia l 
consumption. 

Based on the waste characterization report and the current targeted 
material markets, materials available for recycling represent approximately 
47.3% of the D.S.S. collected waste. Recovery efficiencies of separation 
systems will determine actual material recovery rates. If addit ional 
recycling material markets are identified, material recycling potential could 
be increased. Materials collected by D.S.S. included: newsprint; glass; 
paperboard; wood; steel cans; plastic pop bottles; plastic milk bottles; ferrous 
scrap metal; aluminum cans; other aluminum (foil); and nonferrous scrap 
metal. 

* Figure 4 printed on page 12282 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 4 printed on page 12253 ofthis Journal. 
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2.5 Future Collection, Processing And Disposal Needs. 

The service life and capacities of existing landfills were estimated to 
comply with State planning requirements and to project future disposal 
needs for the City. These projections are based on current quantification of 
the solid waste problem and do not include any planning activities such as 
recycling or source reduction programs. 

The depletion ofthe landfill capacity is effectively shown in Figure 5.* If 
the current gate volume reported at both City and (5ounty landfills remains 
constant, the remaining landfill capacity will be depleted by 1993, according 
to data provided by the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency. This 
remaining landfill capacity may change if the City and County's solid waste 
exports and imports are affected by the solid waste management plans ofthe 
surrounding regions. 

Based on this analysis, an estimated 80,460,000 tons or 268,200,000 gate 
yards of solid waste are projected to be generated within the City of Chicago 
over the twenty-year planning period 1991 - 2010. Periodic reviews ofthe 
City's needs and update of this assessment will be required to address 
changes in the local and regional solid waste management system presented 
here. If the Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility remains operational at 
present capacity, the existing landfills are not expanded, and the recycling 
industry niaintains its present level of activity, then the capacity needed to 
handle the remaining waste exclusive of this current capacity can be 
calculated to estimate future system needs. Table 5 shows that the solid 
waste disposal capacity shortfall within the City limits is approximately 
70,151,000 tons of solid waste over the planning period.** 

Assuming the recycling rate is uniformly increased to the targeted levels 
of 15 percent by 1994 and 25 percent by 1995, and the Northwest Waste-to-
Energy Facility continues to operate at current levels, the waste disposal 
shortfall will be approximately 61,523,000 tons of municipal waste over the 
planning period. 

The City is developing a solid waste management plan which will handle 
this waste disposal shortfall. A discussion of recommended actions to handle 
the City's waste stream is provided in Volume I, Section 3.0 of the Plan. 
Disposal capacity for the waste remaining after reduction, recycling and 
composting will be actively sought by the City. 

* Figure 5 printed on page 12283 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 5 printed on page 12254 ofthis Journal. 
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3.0 

Solid Waste Management Options. 

3.1 Introduction. 

The array of waste management options available for use in the Solid 
Waste Plan were first introduced to the S.W.M.R.C. and then analyzed in 
hierarchial order as to their potential impacts on Chicago's waste stream. 
These waste management options primarily focus on the portion ofthe waste 
stream handled by D.S.S., but they also include options for managing the 
privately collected waste. 

The analysis of Chicago options must include a consideration of the 
existing waste management structure and a determination of how best to 
integrate new programs and processes into the existing structure. The City 
collects only low-density residential waste and bulk material. The City uses 
three City-owned transfer stations and a number of privately-owned 
transfer stations to maximize collection vehicle operational efficiency. In 
addition, the City owns and operates the Northwest Waste-to-Energy 
Facility and the Goose Island Solid Waste Processing Facility for the 
disposal of dead animals. Waste and residues are ultimately delivered to a 
number of privately-owned landfills for disposal. 

The City has initiated recycling efforts that include a four ward pilot 
curbside collection program and a commingled co-collection recycling bag 
demonstration program. The City issued a Request For Proposal (R.F.P.) in 
1990 to vendors for the design, construction and operation of Material 
Recycling Recovery Facilities (M.R.R.F.s). 

The waste management program and facility options generally fall into 
five categories as shown in Table 6.* 

The list of options is comprehensive, but does not preclude the 
consideration of additional corollary strategies which may evolve during the 
planning period. 

Table 6 printed on pages 12255 and 12256 ofthis Journal. 
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Each of the management options is summarized below and is described in 
detail in the Module Discussion Papers included in Volume IH. Included in 
the list of options are technologies with a history of successful operation, as 
well as those which have shorter operational histories and are still 
considered to be in the developmental stage. Options range from high-
technology solutions (extensive mechanical processing) to low-technology 
solutions (manual techniques or limited mechanical processing), and from 
the operationally complex to the more simple. These options can be 
combined with City programs to develop overall waste management system 
alternatives. 

3.2 Current City Programs. 

The City of Chicago's current solid waste management system is 
responsive to changing regulatory and sociopolitical concerns about solid 
waste. The system consists of established programs and facilities that are 
undergoing modifications and new programs that are in various stages of 
development. These existing programs are described in detail in the Needs 
Assessment. The City programs which will be extended by the Plan and will 
provide a foundation for the Plan are as follows: 

Public Education 

"Let It Be" grass mulching program 

Yard waste composting program 

Recycling loans and grants 

Drop-off" program 

Blue bag collection program for recyclables 

M.R.R.F. recyclables processing facilities 

A tire management program 

Pathological disposal facility for dead animals 

Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility 

Residential, bulk/demolition and street dirt collection 

Each of the City's programs manage a certain portion of the City's waste. 
The portion managed by each program will vary according to several 
parameters: 
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waste composition 

materials targeted 

participation rates 

— recovery efficiencies (participation levels) 

facility or market capacity (% bypass to disposal) 

processing efficiencies (% material market residues) 

Ofthe four general waste management approaches, landfill capacity is the 
most difficult long term problem within the City's boundaries. Since waste 
export is a major issue on both the national and local fronts, it is considered 
prudent for the Plan to minimize the amount of waste requiring landfilling. 

The objective ofthe Plan is to prbvide policy direction for improved solid 
waste management practices in accordance with the State's solid waste 
management hierarchy. These programs will reduce landfill capacity needs 
by supplementing the City's current programs in a cost effective a n d 
environmentally sound manner. 

3.3 Source Reduction. 

Source reduction activities, which reduce the amount of mate r i a l s 
entering the waste stream, are considered the most environmentally sound 
means of managing solid waste. Examples of source reduction include 
backyard composting, more efficient use of materials and packaging 
limitations. Most waste reduction activities require tha t individual 
residencies, businesses and governments take steps to change current waste 
generating habits. Local governments can encourage these activit ies 
through public education programs, economic incentives/disincentives and 
demonstration programs. As residents and the business community become 
more aware ofthe environmental impacts related to solid waste disposal, the 
City can expect to experience some results from a source reduction and reuse 
program. The impact will be difficult to measure though, since it is difficult 
to measure or account for waste no longer generated which may be 
attributable to economic or normal generation fluctuations. 

3.3.1 Public Education. 

The success of source reduction programs is dependent on continuous 
public education. Public education is important to any consumer-targeted 
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source reduction or recycling program and is essential if high diversion 
rates are to be achieved. Public education activities include: multi-media 
education efforts, "how-to" brochures, special waste events, workshops, 
telephone hotlines, and demonstration sites. 

Five specific public education options are: 

program awareness: education programs that increase the 
public's knowledge and unders tanding of various waste 
reduction techniques and other solid waste programs; 

household hazardous waste education: programs that educate 
the general public about types of household wastes that are 
hazardous and which describe appropriate and safe methods of 
disposal; 

household hazardous waste reduction: programs that educate 
the public about substitutes for hazardous products commonly 
used in the house, garage, and yard; also includes programs that 
legislatively target reduction of hazardous constituents in 
products; 

"Let It Be" yard waste: programs that encourage people to let 
grass clippings lie on the lawn and that discourage the bagging 
and off-site disposal of grass and other yard waste; 

school programs: programs that educate students about solid 
waste management alternatives and practical waste reduction 
activities in an effort to change habits ofthe next generation and 
hopefully to reach parents simultaneously. 

3.3.2 Commercial Programs. 

Over half of all municipal waste generated in the City of Chicago comes 
from non-residential sources. Therefore, source reduction programs 
should target the business community as well as residents. Commercial 
source reduction programs usually take the form of education, technical 
assistance, and/or demonstration programs. Broad acceptance of source 
reduction programs is more likely to occur if the economic benefits of 
source reduction are stressed. If businesses can save money by 
implementing source reduction techniques, they are more likely to initiate 
programs and maintain them over a long perioci of time. 
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Three municipally sponsored commercial source reduction options are: 

material exchange: programs which bring together waste 
producers and users to help utilize waste that would otherwise 
be destined for disposal; 

commercial waste audits: programs that identify the reduction 
and recycling potential of businesses and the amount of that 
potential; 

model waste reduction: a type of demonstration program in 
which comprehensive source reduction and recycling programs 
are implemented in a variety of commercial and business 
establishments within a neighborhood or community, with the 
benefits of those programs widely advertised within the 
community. 

3.3.3 Legislative Agenda. 

S ta te and federal legislat ion can be used to accelerate the 
implementation of source reduction programs. Whereas public education 
programs rely on voluntary participation, legislation can be used to 
"force" source reduction changes to occur. Most source reduction 
legislation has been introduced at the State rather than the federal level. 
The threat of regulation or imposed restrictions often invokes voluntary 
action by businesses to mitigate a publicly perceived problem. Source 
reduction legislation can result in unforeseen side effects such as: 

unfair hardship of a particular group or business 

creating an additional level of bureaucracy to enforce or 
administer 

shifting the use of resource types without reducing waste 

— curtail the potential development of a new recycling material 
market 

impose non-uniform or conflicting regulations in different states 
affecting interstate commerce or economic growth in the 
governmental unit 

Therefore, any legislative initiatives should be approached with caution 
to minimize any undesirable impacts. 
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Five legislative options are: 

container deposit: the application on beverage and sometimes 
food containers of a surcharge or fee which is redeemed by the 
consumer when the container is returned to the place of 
purchase; such a deposit does not reduce product consumption in 
the long-term, but can keep product containers out of the waste 
stream through recycling or reuse; 

packaging design: legislation that mandates packaging design 
in order to increase the durability, recyclability, and reusability 
of packaging materials; bans materials considered undesirable; 
design requirements that are enforced through a combination of 
taxes and restrictions on product sales; 

pre-processing requirements: State or local regulations that 
require that waste be sorted, recycled, composted or in some 
other way processed prior to incineration or disposal in a 
landfill; 

hazardous materials deposits: the application on household 
hazardous substances such as batteries, pesticides, petroleum 
products, and paint containers, of a surcharge or fee that is 
redeemed by the consumer when the hazardous substance is 
returned to the place of purchase for reprocessing or disposal; 

volume based collection: the structure of waste collection and 
disposal fees to more appropriately reflect variable costs in order 
to encourage source reduction and recycling. 

3.3.4 Household Hazardous Waste. 

Household hazardous waste (H.H.W.) is a very small component of the 
total municipal waste stream. However, its presence can negatively affect 
environmental impacts associated with composting, incineration, and 
landfills. Therefore, the benefits of H.H.W. reduction programs are far 
greater than can be measured merely by reduced volume and weight. Any 
program which significantly reduces the percentage of H.H.W, requiring 
disposal should be carefully considered by the City ofChicago. 

The principal disadvantage of H.H.W. programs is the cost associated 
with conducting such programs. Once H.H.W. is collected, it is the 
collector's responsibility to recycle the material or dispose of the waste at 
certified hazardous waste landfills or incinerators. Hazardous waste 
disposal is very expensive. Therefore, the more successful the collection 
programs are, the greater the potential cost to the City for disposal. It is 
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very important that the City stress H.H.W. source reduction and recycling 
programs that reduce the consumption and increase reuse of hazardous 
products or that legislatively mandate reduced use or recycling of 
hazardous waste materials in products sold to consumers. The I.E.P.A. is 
mandated by law to develop a household hazardous waste collection 
system. The City should coordinate its efforts with State programs to 
minimize expense. 

Four options for reducing the amount of H.H.W. in mixed waste are: 

battery recycling: establishment of battery drop-off and 
collection sites at commercial establishments where batteries 
are sold, with dissemination of public education materials 
concerning the importance of battery recycling; 

oil recycling: establishment of used oil drop-off and collection 
sites at auto service stations throughout the City, with 
dissemination of public education materials concerning the 
importance of bringing used oil to these sites; 

paint exchanges: establishment ofcollection centers throughout 
the City where old paint may be brought or exchanged for 
"remixed" paint, with dissemination of public education 
materials concerning the location and importance of using the 
paint exchanges; 

—: collection programs: periodic H.H.W. collection days and/or 
establishment of permanent collection points for H.H.W. 
material, with dissemination of public education materials 
describing H.H.W. and encouraging residents to reduce the 
amount of H.H.W. used in the home and to bring that H.H.W. 
which is utilized to the central collection points for reprocessing 
or disposal. 

3.4 Material Recycling. 

Recycling involves the separation, processing and reuse of materials that 
would otherwise remain in the waste stream. Materials most often recycled 
today include aluminum beverage containers, newspaper, ferrous metals, 
wood, glass containers and plastic containers. For significant recycling to 
take place, an infrastructure for material separation, collection, storage, 
transport, processing, marketing and reuse of materials must be available. 

Local government's role has traditionally been focused on material 
collection and storage. Some cities and counties are also involved with 
material processing. Curbside collection in urban areas and drop-off" centers 
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for multi-family dwellings are the primary forms of recycling programs now 
in operation. 

Based on the experience of other local gbvernment recycling programs, the 
following elements are essential to a successful recycling program: 

A pilot program designed to identify program strengths and 
weaknesses and to serve as an educational tool for participants 
in an area-wide program; 

Some control over the collection and disposal of materials; 

An effective and continuous public education program; 

The existence of a long-term market for source-separated 
materials; and 

Local government purchase of products with recycled material 
content for demonstration purposes and market development. 

Recycling programs which reduce source separation requirements 
typically have greater participation levels. The City is presently engaged in 
a Request for Proposal (R.F.P.) procurement process to place into operation 
one or more Material Recycling and Recovery Facilities (M.R.R.F.s). These 
facilities will incorporate processing technology to sort source separated 
recyclables (placed in blue plastic bags and collected with the municipal 
solid waste) and to process the mixed waste by removing recyclables which 
were not separated at the source. This two-staged recycling program should 
recover a significant percentage of potentially recyclable materials and will 
allow the City considerable flexibility in managing its recycling and waste 
disposal needs. Design flexibility requirements include quanti t ies of 
materials, types of materials, market requirements, and expected changes in 
the waste stream. 

The marketability of recyclable materials depends on supply and demand 
as well as on transportation distances to markets. Markets for scrap ferrous 
metals, aluminum, paper and glass are fairly well established in the U.S. 
The market for secondary plastics is presently in the initial stages of 
development. Nonferrous metals are also marketable if they are delivered to 
metal recyclers in acceptable quantities and are not degraded by organics. 
Recycling markets and pricing are sensitive to general economic conditions 
and to the level of contamination of the recycled material. 

Recycling programs can be implemented on a voluntary participation 
basis or on a mandatory basis through legislation. Voluntary programs rely 
on public education and citizen concerns for success. Mandatory programs 
rely on an enforcement mechanism to succeed. Enforcement mechanisms 
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vary depending on the legislative focus of responsibility for program success. 
If citizens are targeted for responsibility, mandatory programs focus on 
volume based rate structures, elimination of collection service to non-
participants or fines for non-compliance. If collection companies a r e 
targeted for responsibility, mandatory programs usually require t h a t 
recycling services be provided by all haulers, transfer station operators or 
disposal organizations. 

From the City's perspective, there are two primary steps involved in the 
development of a recycling program: collection and processing. Sections 
3.4.1 and 3.4.2 describe alternative options available for the collection and 
processing of residential and non-residential recyclable material. 

3.4.1 Collection Of Recycables. 

Six options are available for the collection of residential and commercial 
recyclables in the City: 

drop-off programs: staffed or unstaffed, publicly accessible sites 
throughout the City where residents are asked to bring their 
recyclable materials; the burden of material separation and 
transportation is placed on the individual resident; 

buy-back centers: staffed, publicly accessible sites where 
residents are paid for the materials brought to the site on a 
weight basis; 

co-collection: collection programs where the resident places all 
recyclable material in bags (available for purchase at grocery 
and convenience stores) with the subsequent co-collection by 
City employees of bagged recyclables and regular mixed-waste 
garbage bags, using existing City sanitation trucks; the bagged 
recyclables are sorted and processed at M.R.R.F.s or transfer 
stations; 

separate commingled collection: curbside or alley collection of 
source separated or commingled recyclables using a separate 
compartmentalized recycling vehicle, with primary sor t ing 
usually occurring at the curb; 

high-rise collection: recycling programs specially designed for 
apartment dwellers living in housing units with five or more 
units for building; programs may consist of source-separated 
drop-off" sites at each high-rise site or they may consist of some 
modification of a commingled or co-collection program; 
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commercial collection: recycling programs designed for 
commercial office, and institutional establishments that involve 
source-separation of commercial recyclables (office paper, 
lunchroom beverage containers, corrugated cardlaoard, etc.) or 
some form of commingled collection with sorting at a transfer 
station. 

3.4.2 Processing Of Recyclables. 

Four options are available for the processing of recyclable materials: 

intermediate processing center: an I.P.C accepts source-
separated and commingled recyclables from curbside collection 
programs and further sorts and processes the materials for sale 
to end-use markets; 

material resource recovery facility: a M.R.R.F. accepts source 
separated material, co-collected recyclable material, and mixed 
waste and subsequently sorts and processes the waste; 
recyclable materials are sold to end-use markets and non-
recyclable mixed waste is disposed of at landfills or incinerators; 

special materials recycling: collection and processing programs 
specifically developed for problem materials, such as concrete 
and asphalt, bulk, wood waste, tires, and phone books; programs 
may consist of a combination of source-separation and post-
collection sorting of materials; 

high-technology mechanical processing: an I.P.C. or M.R.R.F. 
that includes trammeling and/or screening with a bag breaker 
or flail mill, followed by manual separation and specific, 
sophisticated equipment for the separation of waste stream 
components such as plastics, colored glass, paper, and 
aluminum; this is in contrast to low-technology I.P.C^.s or 
M.R.R.F.s that rely heavily on hand sorting, with some 
assistance from mechanical systems. 

3.5 Composting. 

Composting is a waste management option by which organic materials 
decompose through natural biological processes under controlled conditions. 
There are five options available for waste composting: 

backyard composting: a source reduction method already 
addressed in Section 3.3; 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12163 

centralized yard waste composting: a collection and processing 
of yard wastes including leaves, grass clippings, garden debris, 
bark and prunings into a compost product; 

wet waste composting: a source separation collection a n d 
composting of food (vegetable and fruit) and yard waste. Meat 
products and dairy products are generally excluded to minimize 
attractants for vermin, but small scraps of contaminated paper 
may be included; 

M.S.W. composting: a processing of municipal solid waste as it 
is received to achieve biological degradation of the organic 
components. The processing involves size reduction and 
screening to meet final use requirements. Often recyclables and 
non-compostables are pre-separated to the extent possible; 

co-composting of M.S.W. and sludge: a process which utilizes 
processed M.S.W. as a bulking agent for sludge composting. 

Yard and food wastes account for approximately 32% of the City 's 
residential waste stream. Yard wastes, which are typically easier to 
compost than the entire organic waste stream, represent 19% of the waste 
stream. 

Yard waste composting programs are relatively low technology processes. 
In fact, backyard composting efforts are presented as a source reduction 
program which residents can employ on their own. Successful centralized 
yard waste programs have characteristics similar to those of a successful 
recycling program including: 

Use of a pilot program; 

Aggressive public education efforts; and 

The need for a market for the end product. 

Most centralized yard waste composting programs across the nation have 
targeted leaves because they are much easier to process than grass clippings. 
The major problem associated with grass clipping composting is t h e 
potential generation of odors if the system is not properly managed; i.e., if 
proper oxygen and carbon/nitrogen ratios are not maintained and anaerobic 
conditions are allowed to develop. Illinois has legislatively banned yard 
waste from landfills. 
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Because of separation requirements associated with solid waste 
composting and the wide variety of components in the waste stream, solid 
waste composting systems require much more complex processing systems 
than yard waste programs. According to a Municipal Solid Waste 
Composting report prepared by the University of Illinois Center for Solid 
Waste Management and Research (June, 1991), there are presently three 
operating facilities in the United States that process over 100 tpd. They are 
located in Wilmington, Delaware; Des Moines, Iowa; and Ashland, 
Kentucky. An additional ten facilities process between 5 and 80 tpd. 
According to the report, 12 facilities are under construction. All of these 
facilities have experienced difficulties in marketing the compost product. 
Processing for solid waste composting systems requires: 

- Removal of large, noncompostable or bulky items; 

- Grinding or shredding to reduce particle size to facilitate handling 
and digestion; 

— Magnetic separation of ferrous metals; 

— Digestion in either windrows, in-vessel systems or combined 
systems; 

- Curing to allow for further digestion and stabilization; and 

— Post-processing for market preparation. 

A common concern associated with solid waste composting is the presence 
of heavy metals and other toxic wastes in the finished compost product. In 
Europe, a wet/dry system of waste collection has evolved as a means to 
address this issue. "Wet waste" (food waste, yard waste, wet papers) are 
separated at the source in one container. "Dry waste" (glass, mixed paper, 
ferrous and non-ferrous containers, and other household trash) is placed in a 
separate container. A partitioned truck or two separate collection vehicles 
are used to collect the two waste types at the curb. Recyclables are removed 
from the dry portion of the waste stream, with the remaining waste going to 
an incinerator or landfilL The wet waste is composted in windrows, static 
piles, or in an in-vessel composting system. 

In most composting processes, moisture is added to the waste in order for 
the composting process to proceed at a rapid rate. Usually water is the 
moisture source. However, sewage sludge or septage may be added instead. 
This is called co-composting. A major advantage of adding sludge is that it 
lowers the carboninitrogen ratio (C:N). Typically, M.S.W. has a C:N ratio of 
40:1 to 100:1. The optimum ratio is less than 30:1. Sludge, which is high in 
nitrogen, lowers the ratio thereby increasing the composting rate. 
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Other advantages of adding sludge are that it reduces water consumption 
at the facility and it provides a convenient means for the disposal of sludge 
or septage. Disadvantages of using sludge as the moisture source include 
the fact that it may change pH and salt concentration; it may increase the 
heavy metal content of the compost, thereby limiting final use of the 
compost; and it requires transportation ofthe sludge to the facility. 

3.6 Combustion Systems. 

Combustion is the method of reclaiming the energy content in solid waste. 
Energy is generated in the form of steam and/or electricity. Municipal solid 
waste has an average fuel content of between 4,500 to 7,200 B.T.U. per 
pound, depending on the method of processing used. In comparison, coal has 
a fuel content of 12,000 B.T.U. per pound. 

Combustion has several benefits: it reduces the volume of waste that must 
be landfilled by as much as 90%; it destroys bacteria.viruses, and some toxic 
materials in the waste; and it releases energy which can be utilized in the 
form of steam or electricity. Combustion with energy recovery refers to 
systems that capture the energy and use it directly or sell it to a vendor; 
these systems are typically called waste-to-energy. Combustion for volume 
reduction refers to systems that burn waste only to reduce its volume and do 
not capture the energy. Energy recovery increases the economic viability of 
combustion systems and is, by far, the more common approach at operating 
facilities. 

Two main waste-to-energy processes are available: mass burn systems 
and refuse derived fuel (R.D.F.) systems. Mass burn systems involve the 
combustion of nonprocessed waste (certain bulky items are removed 
upfront). An ash product remains after combustion; ferrous metals may be 
removed from the ash prior to disposal. R.D.F. systems involve the removal 
of noncombustible waste before combustion. Shredders, screens, and 
magnets are used to prepare a more homogeneous product which is easier to 
burn. R.D.F. is burned alone or may be burned along with coal or other 
fuels. 

Six combustion technologies are listed below. They range from 
technologies that are well proven and widely used to technologies which are 
being developed. 

field-erected mass burn: relatively large combustion systems 
that are constructed on site rather than being shop-assembled; 
systems usually process 200 to 3,000 tpd; this is the most 
common combustion technology in operation in the United 
States. 
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modular mass burn: relatively small combustion systems that 
are fabricated in a manufacturing plant as separate components, 
and subsequently assembled on site; several units can be used in 
parallel to provide the needed capacity; operating systems range 
from less than 10 tpd to 360 tpd. 

refuse derived fuel: facilities that remove low fuel content 
materials from the waste stream and produce R.D.F. fluff or 
pellets to be burned (30 to 70% of municipal waste can be 
processed as R.D.F.); after processing, the R.D.F may be sent 
directly to a boiler for firing, be stored, or be sold as a fuel to a 
distant facility. Fuel preparation will depend on the type of 
firing system utilized. Three types of firing systems are 
generally available: grate systems, suspension systems, or 
fluidized bed systems. Fluidized bed systems have more limited 
design and operating experience than the other two. 

pyrolysis: facilities that destroy the organic fraction of solid 
waste by exposing it to heat in the absence or near absence of 
oxygen; the process requires a processed feedstock and produces 
gaseous or liquid fuels that may be burned; the process is in the 
developmental phase and has not been successful in the United 
States. 

lightweight aggregate: an emerging technology where ash 
products which may be combined with clay are used to produce a 
lightweight aggregate end product that resembles a ceramic 
rock, which is then graded for use in the building industry; 
excess energy can be used to generate electricity or steam and 
metals can be recovered as a by-product. 

anaerobic digestion: facilities where processed solid wastes 
biologically decompose in the absence of oxygen to produce 
methane gas (a fuel), carbon dioxide, and other trace substances; 
this is a waste-to-energy process tha t does not involve 
combustion; it has not been proven above the pilot level for 
mixed municipal waste. 

Other combustion technologies, in addition to those listed above, have 
been developed in the laboratory and tested in pilot facilities (usually less 
than 10 tpd). They have not gained acceptance in the solid waste industry 
due to their high cost and lack of reliability. The dominant technologies in 
the United States today are field erected mass burn, modular mass burn, and 
refuse derived fuel. 
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Ofthe solid waste management options reviewed in Sections 3.3 through 
3.6, waste-to-energy technologies result in the highest level of was te 
reduction but are the most capital intensive and generally have the highest 
operating costs. Therefore, the procurement and financing of such systems 
are much more costly and require greater time to implement. Waste-to-
energy systems require long-term commitments for the delivery of waste to 
the facility as well as long-term commitments by energy markets to 
purchase the steam or electricity. Permitting requirements, siting needs, 
and changing energy prices are other major considerations that should be 
examined prior to implementation. . 

The City ofChicago has two alternative approaches for expansion of 
waste-to-energy capacity within the City. It could retrofit existing facilities 
to meet new technical and environmental standards or it could develop new 
facilities at new locations. A feasibility study and cost analysis is 
recommended on a site by site basis in order to identify short- and long-term 
advantages and disadvantages of these two approaches. 

3.7 Landfilling. -

Landfilling is the current method for managing most of the was te 
generated in City of Chicago. Under all ofthe alternatives examined in this 
report, some amount of landfill capacity will be required for the disposal of 
nonrecoverable materials and/or ash. Landfill capacity in the region is 
depleting rapidly. Therefore, the City has three choices: (i) build a new City 
landfill; (ii) build a new Regional landfill; or (iii) haul Waste to a distant 
landfill. Landfill design requirements, operating procedures and closure 
and post-closure requirements ancl financial responsibilities have changed 
dramatically in recent years. The cost of owning and operating or buying 
such a service from the private sector will continue to increase as stricter 
regulations are enforced at the state and federal levels. 

4.0 

Evaluation And Screening Of Waste Management Options. 

The S.W.M.R.C decided to address the various waste management options 
through an intensive initial screening process to narrow the alternatives 
that required detailed evaluation. To conduct this screening process, the 
S.W.M.R.C. elected to analyze each category identified in Section 3.0 ofthis 
document as a separate module, thereby identifying components which 
should be included in the Plan's system alternatives. Since the S.W.M.R.C. 
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considered household hazardous waste to be a particularly important issue, 
it was elevated from its subsidiary role under the source reduction category 
to a separate screening module. Individual discussion papers on specific 
subjects related to options in each module were then prepared to assist the 
S.W.M.R.C. in its deliberations. These discussion papers are contained in 
Volume III Solid Waste Management Planning Appendices. The six 
modules discussed by the S.W.M.R.C. are: 

Module 1 Source Reduction 

Public Education Programs 

Commercial Waste Audit Program 

Materials Exchange Program 

Deposit Legislation 

Variable Waste Disposal Charges 

Product Bans 

Product Design Regulation 

Product Disposal Tax 

Module 2 Household Hazardous Waste 

Legislative Issues 

Collection Program 

Recycling Program 

Module 3 Composting 

Yard Waste Composting 

Wet/Dry Composting 

M.S.W. Composting 

Sludge/M.S.W. Composting 
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Module 4 Recycling 

Citizen Drop-off Facilities 

Low-Technology Material Processing Facilities 

High-Technology Material Processing Facilities, 

Business and Commercial Recycling Programs 

Recycling Economic Development 

Recycling Legislative Issues 

Curbside Recycling Collection Methodologies 

Module 5 Combustion 

Mass Burn 

Refuse Derived Fuel Production 

Refuse Derived Fuel Combustion 

Module 6 Landfill 

City Landfill 

Regional Landfill 

Remote Landfills and Long Distance Hauling 

This Section 4.0 summarizes the results of the module screening which 
represents the first tier of a two-tiered evaluation used by the S.W.M.R.C. to 
arrive at a solid waste Plan for the City. Section 4.1 describes the screening 
criteria to be used in the evaluation process. Section 4.2 applies the 
screening criteria to the options. Section 4.3 summarizes the results ofthe 
screening process. 
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4.1 Screening Criteria. 

The evaluation criteria for screening management options were 
established using I.E.P.A.'s Guidelines for Solid Waste Management 
Planning Grants. The evaluation criteria fall into six general categories: (i) 
waste reduction goals; (ii) technical feasibility; (iii) environmental impacts; 
(iv) energy utilization; (v) economic impacts; and (vi) implementation 
considerations. The screening criteria are summarized in Table 7 and 
described in Sections 4.1.1 through 4.1.6.* 

4.1.1 Waste Reduction Goals. 

Since the City has limited landfill capacity within i t s borders, a 
fundamental purpose ofthe City's planning effort is to reduce dependence 
on landfilling by evaluating and promoting waste reduction through 
source reduction, recycling, composting, and combustion with energy 
recovery. The Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act requires that 
plans include a recycling program designed to recycle at least 15% of 
municipal waste within 3 years and 25% within 5 years of program 
implementation. To assist in the development of a system which can meet 
or exceed these goals, each component is evaluated to quantify its 
potential for diverting solid waste from the waste stream. Recovery 
efficiencies must be applied to compositional available material targets in 
the evaluation ofthe waste reduction potential of each option. 

Markets for recyclable materials are crucial to the succiess of recycling 
programs. Markets for energy are also crucial to successful combustion 
programs. The combustion of unmarketable materials substantially 
reduces the amount of waste in terms of volume and weight that requires 
disposal. Management options also need to be evaluated on their ability to 
minimize solid waste exportation. 

4.1.2 Technical Feasibility. 

The key screening criteria from a technical standpoint need to address 
the question, "Does the technology work well in terms of the waste 
disposal objective, recognizing the waste composition and quantities 
generated in the City?" The technical evaluation should address the 
operating experience, reliability and redundancy, effectiveness, and 
flexibility of each waste option. This evaluation criterion gives preference 
to proven options that have been successfully demonstrated on a full scale. 

Table 7 printed on pages 12257 and 12258 of this Journal. 
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4.1.2.1 Successful Operating Experience. 

One of the surest ways to reduce the City's future risks is to identify 
those risks associated with specific waste management strategies and 
determine acceptable versus unacceptable risk positions. Using the 
experience of existing programs or technologies is the best way to 
recognize risks and to determine how such risks can be reduced. Risks 
can be further reduced by relying on programs or technologies which 
have a proven track record of achieving their objectives. 

Equipment and operators should be readily available. Availability of 
equipment addresses whether equipment can be obtained "off-the-shelf 
or must be designed and built either as modifications of a basic design or 
is as a completely new design. Highly skilled labor may be difficult to 
attract to the facility at reasonable or affordable wages. 

4.1.2.2 Reliability And Redundancy. 

To meet the City's long-term waste disposal requirements, it is 
essential that specific programs and technologies are reliable and 
capable of meeting disposal needs on a continuous basis. Periodic 
failure of waste programs and facilities, even for short periods of time, 
will result in greater quantities of waste being landfilled, increased cost 
due to downtime and lost revenues, reduced safety and environmental 
performance ofthe system, and increased volume of resident complaints 
to the D.S.S.. 

No program or system is 100 percent reliable; therefore, i t is 
necessary to build in system redundancy and provide disposal back-ups. 
Redundancy can be achieved through the addition of multiple collection 
points for recyclable materials or the building of additional composting 
facilities, waste-to-energy facilities or processing lines for M.R.R.F.s. 
Additionally, by slightly oversizing facility capacities, future increases 
in waste can be more easily accommodated. However, there are 
economic considerations that should be carefully weighed when 
facilities are designed for future years. Also, the system should not rely 
heavily on the success of one specific program or facility. If a key 
program or facility breaks down, alternatives must be available for the 
disposal of waste. Otherwise CJity waste services and costs will be 
severely aff'ected. 

Program related reliability factors differ from technology related 
reliability factors. Source reduction and recycling programs rely 
heavily on the direct participation of citizens. Community attention 
tends to shift focus on specific issues such as the environment , 
education, crime or taxes and fluctuates dramatically from year-to-year, 
month-to-month and even day-to-day. In order to enhance program 
reliability it is necessary to: (i) institute an aggressive and ongoing 
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public educat ion campaign, (ii) minimize r equ i r emen t s for 
participation, and (iii) possibly institute mandatory participation 
requirements. 

Technical reliability is a function of how well the facility is designed, 
constructed and maintained. Acceptable facility design, construction 
and maintenance are, to a large extent, a function of facility complexity, 
the level of experience associated with the technology, and the facility's 
economic feasibility. Complex design and/or operating requirements 
will likely lead to increased frequency and duration of facility shut
downs and make the identification of problems more difficult. As 
experience increases with a certain technology, it becomes easier for 
designers to identify and address potential problem areas. 

The economics associated with a technology or program also will 
affect reliability. If cost is used as the only measuring stick in selecting 
a specific option, it is very possible that facility providers will attempt to 
cut corners in design and use cheaper construction materials in order to 
secure contracts. Also, if operating costs are higher or revenue streams 
are lower than anticipated, facility maintenance may be reduced, 
leading to more frequent downtimes tlian anticipated. 

4.1.2.3 Effectiveness And Flexibility. 

Related to reliability is the effectiveness and flexibility of programs 
and technologies. Effectiveness may include a number of factors, 
depending on the type of waste management option being evaluated. 
For source reduction, effectiveness is measured by the amount of 
material not entering the waste stream. For recycling and composting, 
effectiveness is measured by the percent of materials recovered for 
reuse. For combustion, effectiveness is measured by percent reduction 
in volume, and/or by pounds of steam produced per ton of waste 
combusted. Effectiveness can also be measured by the number of staff 
required to administer and operate a waste management component. 

The more complicated the options the greater the potential for system 
breakdown. Therefore, the selected waste options should require: (i) 
simple participation instructions, (ii) minimal maintenance and 
equipment replacements, (iii) minimal staffing, (iv) reduced hand 
separation needs, and (v) operational safety. In addition, the system 
alternative should be able to meet changing solid waste disposal needs 
through simple modifications. 

One method of reducing the City's operating requirements is to rely 
on private operation of facilities. This can be accomplished under both 
public and private ownership of facilities. The benefits of private sector 
operation is that a private entity, which may have greater experience in 
operating specific facilities, is responsible for accepting waste and 
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meeting environmental, resource recovery and operational guarantees 
for a set service fee. 

4.1.3 Environmental Impacts. 

The environmental impacts of the waste management options will be a 
major factor in their selection. A primary goal of the City is to select a 
system which is environmentally sound. Environmental factors which 
were evaluated for each waste management option include air quality, 
water quality, water/wastewater demand and discharge, land impacts, 
noise, odor, and other nuisance issues, and worker/public health and 
safety. Control and mitigation measures were considered next to 
determine the significance of environmental factors. A n o t h e r 
environmental consideration is the conservation of natural resources. 

Air quality concerns associated with programs and facilities include a i r 
emissions from on-site facilities, vehicle emissions associated wi th 
collection and transportation of mixed waste and waste mate r ia l s , 
processing emissions at off-site processing locations, combust ion 
emissions, fugitive dust, and landfill gases. 

Waste management options affect water quality in a variety of ways. 
These impacts may occur directly or indirectly. Water resources can be 
directly affected if they are used for processes such as the use of water in 
air pollution control systems or as a means of cleaning certain wastes to be 
recycled. Serious water impacts occur through indirect water pollution in 
the form of leachate migration. 

The principal water quality concerns related to the system alternatives 
are increased demand on local water systems and increased wastewater 
treatment requirements. Water needs for waste processing and material 
recovery include the washing of equipment and of certain recovered 
materials to meet market purity requirements. Water requirements for 
the combustion systems include steam production, system cooling, and ash 
handling. 

4.1.4 Energy Utilization. 

The Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act includes ene rgy 
production as consumption among those areas which are required to be 
evaluated. This involves a determination of whether or not the plan 
component is a net energy user or producer and of whether or not the 
energy potentials ofthe waste is utilized. 
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4.1.5 Economic Impacts. 

Economic impacts are considered for each of the solid waste 
management options. Empirical data from existing programs are used for 
some of the options. Available data generally can be analyzed on a cost 
per ton or per household basis and can be applied to the City of Chicago. 
Capital/financing, operating, and maintenance cost ranges are identified 
for solid waste management facilities such as composting, recycling, 
combustion, and landfilling. Revenues from the sale of compost, 
recyclable materials, or steam/electricity are addressed; however, these 
revenues are not expected to offset all the costs. 

Economic considerations for all the options may include: activities 
contributing to the cost; potential effect on local businesses, industry, and 
consumers; impact on other solid waste management options; potential 
risks; comparative benefits and savings; market impacts for recyclable 
materials; and impact on local jobs. The evaluation of economic 
advantages and disadvantages addresses the variables which can affect 
and change the economics of an option. 

4.1.6 Implementation Considerations. 

In order to determine which of the waste management options are best 
suited for the City of Chicago, City officials need to inc lude 
implementation considerations in addition to the other screening criteria 
involved in the overall decision-making process. Implementation 
considerations include legislative and regulatory issues, social/political 
issues, siting considerations, permitting requirements, and scheduling 
factors. 

4.1.6,1 Legislative and Regulatory Issues. 

Legislative and regulatory issues focus on federal, state, and local 
legislation and environmental regulations applicable to solid waste 
management. Each selected waste management component must be 
capable of meeting regulatory requirements. Recently, regulatory 
changes requiring more stringent air, water and land use protection, as 
well as regulations that affect how conimunities go about establishing 
and operating solid waste management systems, have been adopted and 
amended on ah annual basis. Each ofthe plan components reviewed by 
the S.W.M.R.C. is capable of meeting appropriate regulations, if waste 
management programs and waste facilities: 

suitably sited; 

correctly designed and constructed; and 
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properly operated. 

It is also important that the waste stream is handled properly and in a 
manner that recognizes the system's operating constraints. 

4.1.6.2 Social/Political Issues. 

Public and political acceptance, important to the successful 
implementation of any major project, are critical for solid waste 
management projects. Plan components need to be screened with 
respect to broad-based community goals as well as to the issues brought 
forth by various public groups^ The system alternative should be 
equitable, with costs and benefits distributed evenly among a l l 
segments of society. 

, The S.W.M.R.C. has recognized the need for the selected waste 
components to be socially equitable and politically feasible. These are 
difficult issues to evaluate either subjectively br objectively without an 
extensive understanding of the City's political history, the goals of 
specific legislative and executive decision makers, and the direction and 
level of public support or opposition. Much depends on how the waste 
management components are presented to the general public. Decision 
making in the solid waste area is one of the most politically sensitive 
issues now facing local officials. Decisions on facility sites, increased 
costs, and system selection will likely result in some degree of public 
opposition, regardless of what the decision is or how it is made. In order 
to secure public support for all components of the waste system, it is 
necessary to develop each component so that it will: 

Be environmentally sound; 

Not result in significant cost increases; 

Minimize adverse affects on the community or community 
groups; 

Provide some degree of compensation and mitigation to 
affected parties. 

4.1.6.3 Siting Considerations. 

The siting of facilities needs to be addressed in the planning process. 
The Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act requires that the plan 
include "the identify of potential sites within the county where each 
proposed waste processing, disposal and recycling program will be 



12176 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

located or an explanation of how these sites will be chosen. For any 
facility outside the county (City boundaries) that the county (City) 
proposes to utilize, the plan shall explain the reasons for selecting such 
a facility". An extensive site evaluation is not warranted until specific 
facility planning studies have begun. However, particular siting issues 
related to each option need to be recognized. Preliminary information 
such as geological maps, floodplain maps and zoning restrictions can be 
used to begin an assessment of the general suitability of the planning 
area for different kinds of facilities. 

4.1.6.4 Permitting Requirements. 

Permitting requirements are considered in the screening process. 
Permits are addressed at all governmental levels and for all 
construction activities and environmental media (air, water, and land). 
Permits may be needed for air emissions, release of wastewater, 
handling of ash, and handling of special, industrial or hazardous wastes. 
Local permits, licenses or approvals may be required for activities such 
as construction, operation, or zoning changes. 

4.1.6.5 Scheduling Factors. 

The type of technologies included in the solid waste management 
system will determine the schedule for implementation. Certain 
technologies, due to their complexity, may require more time for design, 
permitting, and construction than others. Financing may be more 
difficult for system components without a proven operating history, 
thereby extending the project schedule. Permitting of innovative 
technologies also may lengthen the schedule due to the regulatory 
agencies' caution regarding potential environmental impacts. Finally, 
the project schedule may be affected by requirements to develop 
markets for products such as recyclables, compost, electricity, or stream. 

4.2 Screening Of Options. 

The screening criteria described in Section 4.1, above, have been applied 
to each of the six major waste management options in order to more readily 
compare their strengths and weaknesses of the waste options. The 
information presented below is a summary of the detailed analysis which 
appears in the modules in Volume HI Solid Waste Management Planning 
Appendices. 

4.2.1 Waste Reduction Goals. 

Source reduction, household hazardous waste programs, recycling. 
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composting, and combustion reduce the amount of waste disposed in a 
landfill and therefore also reduce exportation of solid waste to d is tant 
landfills. Waste reduction programs that target the same materials are not 
cumulative. For example, deposit legislation may be an effective means of 
source reduction but it reduces the volume of containers that are available 
for collection by recycling programs. Careful analysis is required when 
calculating the total waste reduction impact of a mix of programs to avoid 
over estimation of cumulative program results. 

Source Reduction programs vary in their ability to achieve waste 
reduction. Most individual programs work best when implemented in 
conjunction with a range of source reduction programs, each of which 
targets a different component of the waste stream. For example, 
when public education is isolated from other source reduction 
programs it probably has little waste reduction impact. However, it i s 
an essential element ofany comprehensive source reduction strategy. 
The paragraphs below highlight the major waste reduction impacts of 
various programs. 

Materials exchange programs have the potential of reducing 
certain industrial materials. Impacts on reduction vary considerably 
since they depend on specific industry matches of demand and supply 
within a cost effective transportation distance. Container deposit 
legislation has redemption rates of 80 to 95% of the targeted 
materials. In Chicago, it is estimated that container deposit 
legislation would reduce the D.S.S. waste stream by 5.1 to 6,1%. If 
container deposit legislation is coupled with container recycling 
programs, the incremental impact of the deposit legislation is reduced 
because a certain percentage of the containers would be recycled 
rather then returned for deposit redemption. 

Commercial waste audit programs are effective only to the degree 
that businesses can economically implement the waste reduction 
programs recommended by the audit. The waste reduction impact of 
product bans, such as restr ict ions on packaging m a t e r i a l s , 
nonreusable or non-durable products, and volume packaging, i s 
difficult to quantify. The substitution of packaging materials will not 
necessarily contribute significantly toward overall waste reduction 
goals. 
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Product design regulations range from secondary material content 
requirements to environmental impact labelling requirements. These 
regulations may contribute toward waste reduction in the following 
ways: generate markets for recycled materials, increase ambunt of 
targetable recyclables in the waste stream, potentially increase 
recycling rates, reduce quantity of material per unit, and increase 
public par t ic ipat ion through awareness of was te r e l a t e d 
environmental issues. 

Variable waste disposal charges may not substantially change 
waste generation rates. However, residents may increase their 
participation in recycling programs and change buying habits if given 
direct financial incentive to use fewer garbage containers. Product 
disposal taxes provide a source of revenue for funding specific 
programs but may not result in measurable waste reduction. Unless 
the tax increases the price of a product so significantly that the 
consumer is forced to reconsider buying decisions, the tax will not 
result in changes in consumer purchasing. 

Household Hazardous Waste programs have almost no measurable 
impact on the total volume of waste generated. The quantity of 
H.H.W. is less than one-half of one percent of the municipal waste 
stream, according to E.P.A. studies. However, H.H.W. programs can 
reduce the potential environmental impacts associated with other 
solid waste management options, if the H.H.W. is recycled or 
neutralized. 

Composting has a high potential impact on waste reduction. Yard 
waste represents 18.9% ofthe D.S.S. waste stream. Based on Seattle's 
experience, a successful program in Chicago potentially could divert 
about 65% of the yard waste (12% of the D.S.S. municipal waste 
stream). Composted yard waste is reduced 50% by weight and 80% by 
volume and is usually of fairly high quality, thus increasing market 
demand for the product. Wet/dry composting systems target food 
scraps, yard waste, and some wet paper. This material represents 
32.2% of the D.S.S. municipal waste stream, A successful program 
could potentially divert up to 62% ofthis component (20% ofthe D.S.S. 
municipal waste stream) based on recovery rates in Germany. Yard 
and food waste may be composted separately to meet specific market 
specifications. Food waste alone is 13.3% of the D.S.S. municipal 
waste stream. Waste reduction of the as-delivered wet waste is about 
50% by weight and 80% by volume. Wet waste or food waste compost 
would be more difficult to market than yard waste compost. 

Municipal solid waste composting systems target organic waste, 
including paper, yard waste, food waste, and wood. This represents 
63.6% of the D.S.S. municipal waste stream. Approximately 20 to 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMHTEES 12179 

35% by weight of the incoming waste is reduced due to evaporation 
and decomposition. Residuals (35 to 45%) and the compost product (30 
to 35%) may both have to be landfilled due to lack of demand for 
M.S.W. compost. If the finished compost is landfilled, M.S.W, 
composting would reduce the D,S.S. municipal waste stream by 13 to 
22%. 

Co-composting of sludge with M.S.W. has approximately the same 
waste reduction impacts as M.S.W. composting, with the exception 
that it also reduces the amount of sewage sludge otherwise destined 
for disposal. M.S.W. and sludge (20% solids) can be mixed i n 
approximately equal amounts. The marketing problems associated 
with a compost with sludge content are even greater than market ing 
problems encountered for M.S.W. compost. 

Recycling curbside programs result in a 10 to 20% residential waste 
reduction. A waste reduction rate of 12 to 18% ofthe D.S.S. municipal 
waste stream is expected with curbside collection. A system of drop
off and buy-back centers can be expected to reduce the residential 
waste stream by 2 to 5%. Many recycling programs r e p o r t 
substantially higher recovery rates, but include the scrap dea ler 
industry materials which were never a part of the waste stream. T h e 
recycling and source reduction percentages are not necessar i ly 
cumulative. Recycling legislation, in particular mandatory recycling 
requirements, can increase waste reduction rates. A survey i n 
Resource Recycling, December 1990, of recycling p r o g r a m s 
nationwide showed the mean rate for participation by el igible 
households to be 74.3% for mandatory programs as opposed to 39.7% 
for voluntary programs. Participation rates are not equivalent to 
recovery rates. Varying levels of participation, contamination, a n d 
recovery efficiencies affect the recovery rate. Low-technology a n d 
high-technology material processing facilities could potentially divert 
10 to 18% ofthe D.S.S. municipal waste stream. The marketability of 
the materials recovered from any program will depend on quality a n d 
demand. 

Business and commercial recycling programs target waste which is 
not collected by the D.S.S.. Approximately 64% ofthe City's total 
waste stream is collected by private waste haulers. However, since 
little information is available concerning the composition of t h i s 
material, the level of waste reduction achievable can only be roughly 
estimated. Some commercial waste processing operations recover u p 
to 50% of select commercial loads. 

Regardless of the type of recycling program, the actual was te 
reduction impact of recycling collection programs depends o n 
available markets. The marketing of recyclable material depends on 
supply and demand as well as on transportation distance to t h e 
markets. Markets for scrap ferrous metals, aluminum, paper a n d 
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glass are fairly well established in the United States. The market for 
secondary plastics is presently in the initial stages of development. 
Nonferrous metals also are marketable if they are delivered to metal 
recyclers in acceptable quantities and are relatively absent of 
organics. Recycling markets are sensitive to general economic 
conditions and the level of contamination ofthe recycled material. 

Combustion is a very effective way to reduce the weight and volume of 
waste. R.D.F. combustion facilities reduce incoming R.D.F. by 80 to 
92%. Approximately 50 to 70% of incoming municipal waste can be 
made into R.D.F.. The remaining material is either recycled or 
landfilled. Mass burn facilities reduce the weight of incoming 
municipal waste by 65 to 77%; the volume of incoming waste is 
reduced by 90 to 95%. Considerable research is being conducted in the 
utilization of ash as aggregate in cement block, reef construction, and 
road construction. Recycling tends to reduce ash quanti ty by 
removing a higher percentage of non-combustibles. 

4.2.2 Technical Feasibility. 

As discussed in Section 4.1.2, technical feasibility depends upon 
operating experience, reliability and redundancy, effectiveness, and 
flexibility ofthe waste option. Tables 8 and 9 summarize technical issues 
associated with the waste management options.* 

Source Reduction programs are the newest waste management option 
and, therefore, have the shortest operating history. The reliability 
and effectiveness of these programs are difficult to measure because, 
in most source reduction programs, waste is avoided and cannot be 
easily measured. Public education is the most widely implemented 
source reduction program and is generally accepted as reliable and 
effective. Materials exchange programs are expanding but their 
actual effectiveness is difficult to determine because of the 
proprietary nature of the materials exchange system. 

Container deposit legislation is in place in nine states and is 
considered technically feasible. Commercial waste audit programs 

Tables 8 and 9 printed on pages 12259 through 12266 ofthis Journal. 
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are effective if supported with sufficient staff and technical resources. 
Without outside support, few businesses implement waste aud i t 
recommendations. Variable waste disposal charges have been 
implemented simultaneously with other programs so it is difficult to 
assess their singular impact. However, they can provide a n 
additional incentive to recycle and reduce waste if incremental costs 
are significant. Possible undesired side-effects include illegal fly-
dumping and insufficient revenue to cover collection (and lot cleanup 
program) cost. 

The technical feasibility of product bans, product design regulation 
and product disposal taxes are not well proven. Unexpected side-
effects, such as increased energy consumption, i n c r e a s e d 
transportation costs, decreased recycling potential, and increased 
product spoilage may be associated with changes in products and 
packaging. In general, product performance standards and economic 
incentives are preferred to product bans or design requirements. 
Product bans, regulations, and taxes are also very difficult to 
administer and enforce, particularly at the local level. It is not well 
established that these source reduction programs achieve t h e i r 
desired goals or merely shift uses of resources. 

Household Hazardous Waste programs have increased publ ic 
awareness concerning H.H.W. issues and have encouragisd proper 
disposal. The technology exists today to establish and safely operate 
H.H.W. collection programs. Since 1980, a total of 1,991 H.H.W. 
programs, mostly temporary, have been sponsored in 45 states. The 
technology also exists for recovering recyclable materials from certain 
H.H.W.'s. Technical advances in the recycling industry h a s 
encouraged many communities to recycle a portion of their H.H.W. 
stream. Other methods of disposal for H.H.W, include hazardous 
waste landfills, incineration, neutralization, or use as a supplemental 
fuel. 

Composting is an old and proven process of waste management, in 
that it depends on the natural decomposition of organic material . 
However, in the United States it is a relatively new approach to large 
scale solid waste management. The composting of leaves has been 
done successfully in many United States communities. The addition 
of grass clippings to yard waste compost operations has created odor 
problems and increased the complexity ofthe process. Comprehensive 
yard waste composting, as it is being tried in Illinois, is still building 
participation levels. 

Wet waste composting is an emerging technology, particularly in 
the United States. The separate wet/dry waste col lect ion 
requirements create more challenges than the actual composting 
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operat ion. Many communities are invest igat ing wet waste 
composting but only a few communities in Canada and certain areas 
in Europe have actually tested this method. There are fifteen M.S.W. 
(mixed waste) composting facilities operating in the United States, 
characterized by relatively low throughput and capital investment 
and an oversimplification of design. Most mixed M.S.W. compost in 
Europe is either used as landfill cover or landfilled. Str ic t 
environmental regulations on the use of both wet waste and M.S.W. 
compost have been developed by most European countries. 

Recycling has been demostrated as a proven waste management 
technology in large and small communities throughout the United 
States. Residential curbside and drop-off programs attract viarjdng 
levels of resident participation: To increase participation arid to allow 
for increase in targeted materials, newer programs have incorporated 
commingled storage in the home, with separation completed at the 
curb or at an intermediate processing center. The long term 
availability of markets for a wide range of iriaterials presents the 
most important challenge in terms of recycling's reliability in a 
comprehensive waste management system. Without markets , 
recycling is not a feasible technology. 

Business and commercial recycling have a long successful operating 
history for certain materials, in particular scrap metals, corrugated 
cardboard, and computer paper. The expansion of commercial 
recycling can be achieved by placing a portion of the burden of 
recycling responsibility oh carters ra ther than businesses. This 
approach allows a limited number of carters to be regulated instead of 
the multitude of businesses generating commercial waste. Dump-
and-pick is a proven and widely used method for carters to recycle 
commercial material without changing the level of service provided to 
commercial customers. Carters can provide separate bins for 
recyclables and non-recyclables to enhance business and commercial 
recycling efficiencies where space constraints are not a problem. 

Material processing technologies are rapidly changing in order to 
respond to the increasing volumes and types of waste materials 
collected for recycling. The reliance of the low-technology materials 
processing facility on hand-sorting gives it flexibility to respond to 
changing waste quantities and composition. Staff can be easily 
trained to pick out new materials to respond to an emerging market or 
to leave behind materials for which no markets exist. Staff can be 
reduced when markets are poor or expanded when markets are 
strong. Because there are few moving parts, this technology has a 
relatively high mechanical reliability. 

High-technology materials processing facilities rely on mechanized 
material separation with minimum manual separation. Because of 
the amount of mechanical equipment, there is a lower reliability bf 
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operations in these facilities although this might be mitigated by 
additional redundancy of processing lines. 

Combustion has been proven as a technically feasible method for 
large scale solid waste management. There are approximately 150 
mass burn facilities in operation in the United States. Steam markets 
are not as secure since they usually depend on the success or failure of 
one company. R.D.F. requires more complicated processing 
equipment than mass burn. Markets for R.D.F. can be a problem; the 
co-firing of R.D.F. with coal in existing power plants has produced 
mixed results due to the compositional fuel changes from original 
design parameters. Approximately 17 dedicated R.D.F. combustion 
facilities with R.D.F. processing capabilities are operating in the 
United States. Both mass burn and R.D.F. combustion units require 
three to four weeks a year per unit of scheduled and unscheduled 
maintenance. 

Landfilling is a proven technology when measured by the number of 
operating facilities. Over 7,500 landfills serve the waste disposal 
needs of United States communities in urban, suburban, and rural 
areas. Landfills are by far the most common method of waste 
disposal. They are generally reliable, flexible, and efficient when 
compared with other waste management options. The failure of some 
landfills to safely contain waste over an indeterminate period of time 
has raised questions concerning the dominant role landfills play in 
United States waste management systems. In order to increase the 
reliability and safety of landfills, new State and federal regulations 
are establishing such requirements as the use of na tu ra l and 
synthetic liners, leachate collection and monitoring, gas monitoring 
and migration control, impermeable final cover, and closure and post-
closure care and monitoring. These requirements will result in more 
expensive landfill operations. 

4.2.3 Environmental Impacts. 

The comparison of the environmental impacts of each w a s t e 
management option is qual i ta t ive . A detailed ana lys i s of t h e 
environmental impacts has been conducted for each plan component. 
Subsequently, control and mitigation measures will be identified to 
indicate how best to reduce and control impacts. All waste management 
options involve some potential for negative environmental impacts. Such 
impacts will be examined in detail in the environmental review and 
permitting process which precedes construction of new facilities and 
mitigation measures will be incorporated. 
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4.2.3.1 Air Quality. 

Source Reduction programs have a positive impact on air quality by 
reducing the amount of waste that must be disposed by other waste 
management methods. Most source reduction programs have a 
positive impact on air quality by making better use of na tura l 
resources. For example, under deposit legislation, a container which 
is used five times over a container intended to be used only once 
results in 57% less air pollution. Because source reduction is program 
rather than facility focused, minimal air emissions are associated 
with this approach to waste management. However, backyard 
composting as a source reduction program will have the air quality 
impacts discussed under composting. 

Household Hazardous Waste programs have a positive impact on air 
quality by reducing the amount and toxicity of H.H.W. that enters the 
mixed waste stream to be recycled, composted, combusted, or 
landfilled. In particular, the recycling or neutralization of H.H.W. 
materials prior to combustion or landfilling reduces the potential for 
release of toxic air emissions from these facilities. Air emission 
impacts associated with H.H.W. programs include the potential for 
explosions and other unanticipated releases into the environment at 
improperly operated H.H.W. collection centers. The affect of the 
H.H.W. neutralization processes should be considered in the 
environmental analysis of impacts. The vast majority of separately 
collected H.H.W. is disposed by incineration or landfilling which may 
mean only a change in the disposal site but not a change in the 
disposal method. 

Composting of yard waste, wet waste and M.S.W. and co-composting 
of M.S.W. with sludge produces air emissions which are released 
during decomposition. The 50% weight loss of organic waste during 
composting is due to the uncontrolled release of primarily carbon 
dioxide and water into the atmosphere, plus the uncontrolled release 
of volatile organic compounds and particulates. To the extent that 
these constituents are present in the waste, they can be emitted 
during the compost process. Composting can adversely affect air 
quality by the generation of noxious fumes. Trace volatile organic 
compound emissions, airborne bacteria, pathogens, particulates, and 
dioxins have all been detected in measurable quantities at M.S.W. 
composting facilities. Health risks due to airborne bacteria or 
pathogens mainly relate to inhalation or dermal exposure. Accepted 
methods of control of bacteria and fungi include uniform mixing, 
moisture control, temperature control, and aeration. If anaerobic 
conditions are allowed to exist in compost windrows, methane gas is 
likely to occur. Periodic turning of compost windrows decreases the 
chances of anaerobic conditions occurring and therefore helps 
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eliminate methane gas and odors. Aerated concrete slabs are often 
provided underneath the compost windrows to force ventilate the 
compost and maintain aerobic conditions. The risk of pathogenic 
agents is mainly inhalation/dermal exposure. This emphasizes the 
need to control fugitive dust emissions. 

Recycling has both positive and negative impacts on air quali ty. 
Recycling decreases air emissions at landfills and combustion 
facilities by reducing the amount of waste going to these disposal 
facilities. The use of recycled rather than virgin mater ia ls in 
manufacturing reduces air emissions associated with mining and 
timber operations and reduces some air emissions associated wi th 
virgin material manufacturing. 

Negative air quality impacts are associated with addi t ional 
transportation requirements characteristic of recycling. The separate 
collection of recyclable materials, ei ther by curbside sort or 
commingled collection methods, will substantially increase vehicular 
traffic. The City of Chicago has nonattainment areas for carbon 
monoxide, nitrous oxide, and volatile organic compounds, a n d 
increased vehicular traffic will aggravate this problem. T h e 
industrial processing of recyclable materials can also cause localized 
air emissions of particulate or processing by-products. 

Little or no information is available regarding trace volat i le 
organic compound emissions from recycling processes, such as 
secondary metals melting. As with other thermal processes involving 
chlorine-based compounds the potential for the formation of trace 
chlorinated hydrocarbon compounds exists. In the case of secondary 
aluminum processing, painted recycled cans and siding, along with 
other organic contaminants such as greases, oils, plastics, and dirt , 
are combined with other aluminum scraps and melted in electrically 
heated or fuel-fired furnaces. A variety of fluxes, many of which are 
chlorine based, are also added to separate other metals (e.g., 
magnesium) from the melted aluminum, to protect the metal from 
exposure to air and to drive off the contaminants. The major 
pollutants from such processing are particulate (metallic chlorides 
and oxides), acid gases (HCl and HF), and chlor ine g a s . 
Consequently, in many cases, the recycling of aluminum gives rise to 
acid gas emissions. Mercury containing paints, a g r i c u l t u r a l 
chemicals and plastics may release mercury emissions during the 
reprocessing of recycled containers. 

Similar processes are used for recovery of other metals (e.g., copper, 
lead, steel). Most metal recovery processes are thermally based. The 
recycled metals are melted at as low a temperature as possible to save 
energy and to minimize the amount of metal lost as a vapor. In all 
cases, a primary objective is to separate or gasify contaminants (e.g.. 
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plastic coating and paints) and to use the gasification as a fuel where 
possible. 

High temperature metal reclamation processes can contribute to 
airborne dioxin levels. Secondary fiber processing requires energy 
which may be generated by coal, oil or na tu ra l gas. Glass 
reprocessing is also done in gas fired boilers. These energy 
generations will have associated air emissions. 

Combustion has air quality impacts associated with particulate 
matter, sulfur dioxides and acid gases, oxides of nitrogen, carbon 
monoxide, volatile organic compounds, dioxins, furans, and heavy 
metals. 

Emissions generated from combustion facilities have been carefully 
examined, and the U. S. E.P.A. has recently established guidelines for 
new and existing combustion facilities. Overall, the E.P.A. has 
concluded that good combustion practices followed by appropriate 
post-combustion control is the "best available control technology" 
(B.A.C.T.) for controlling waste combustion emissions. Appropriate 
post-combustion technologies are defined as a dry scrubber followed 
by either a fabric filter or electrostatic precipitator. It is very likely 
that these guidelines will become design requirements for future 
M.S.W. combustion facilities. Because this technolo^ is considered 
by the U. S. E.P.A. to represent the B.A.C.T., only emissions data for 
this technology are presented. The emission rates for individual sites 
are a function of facility size, waste characteristics, ambient pollutant 
reduction requirements and emission control system performance. 

Figure 6 shows a comparison of various air emissions from coal-
fired and oil-fired power plants and resource recovery combustion 
facilities.* For comparison purposes, all emissions levels have been 
calculated on an equal heat basis; i.e., each combustion facility was 
assumed to generate an equal amount of energy in the furnace from 
the fuel fired. In addition, emission level calculations for all facilities 
were based on equivalent pollution control methods. As shown in the 
figure, resource recovery facilities would produce lower levels of NOx, 
particulates, and SO2 than an equivalently sized coal-fired power 
plant. Hydrocarbon emissions from the resource recovery plants are 
slightly higher than from the coal-fired plant. A power plant utilizing 
distillate oil, a relatively clean-burning fossil fuel, would produce the 
least emissions quantities ofany ofthe facility types. 

Figure 6 printed on page 12284 ofthis Journal. 
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The sources of dioxin and furan in the environment are generally 
believed to fall into two major categories: (i) formation as waste 
products or impurities in chemical manufacturing, and (ii) formation 
by burning and other high-temperature processes. National emission 
standards have been established for dioxins, furans, and polynuclear 
aromatic hydrocarbons (P.A.H.s) in the Clean Air Act of 1990. Less 
data exist on other sources of dioxins and furans than municipal 
waste combustors (M.W.Cs) due to less scrutiny. 

It is now known that although dioxins and furans can form at low-
temperature combustion (below 1,000°F), they are effectively 
destroyed at high temperatures (above 1,800°F). Several studies 
indicate that 99.99% ofthe most toxic group of dioxins and furans can 
be destroyed at these high temperatures in one to two seconds. The 
total dioxin TE has been shown by testing data to be less than the 
input levels for some facilities. Dioxins and furans can reform during 
the cooling of the gasses. In addition to using high temperatures, 
controlling the amount of oxygen in the combustion gas (6 — 9% 
oxygen) has also been cited as a means of reducing the amount of 
dioxins and furans formed (1986 A.S.M.E. National Solid Waste 
Processing Conference, "Minimizing Trace Organic Emissions from 
Combustion of Municipal Solid Waste by the Use of Carbon Monoxide 
Monitors"). Because such operating conditions are consistently 
achievable in modern resource recovery facilities, dioxin/furan 
emissions from M.W.Cs do not result in significant health risks. The 
U.S.E.P.A. and others currently believe tha t dioxin and furan 
emissions can be controlled and therefore do not make such facilities a 
significant public health hazard. 

Studies in Sweden (as reported by the Waste-to-Energy Report, 
May 4, 1988) regarding population exposure to dioxins and furans 
have identified car exhausts, metallurgical processes, pulp and paper 
mills, coal-fired power plants, hospital furnaces, and hazardous waste 
facilities in addition to municipal waste combustors as major 
contributors to dioxin air emissions. These studies have estimated 
that, with the incorporation of combustion controls on solid waste 
incinerators, these other sources will have a greater impact on the 
annual total organic emissions. To put the dioxin issue in perspective, 
available data have clearly indicated tha t automotive dioxin 
emissions have comparable impacts to M.W.C emissions. 

Emissions data from municipal waste combustors equipped with 
spray dryer scrubbers and baghouses show that such systems can 
achieve dioxin and furan removal efficiencies of over 90% and 
frequently achieve 99% or greater removal. Municipal Waste 
Combustors - Background information for Proposed Standards: Post 
Combustion Technology Performance (E.P.A.-450/3-89-27e, August 
1989). 
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The New Source Performance Standards for new M.W.Cs and 
Emission Guidelines for existing combustors are presented iri Table 
10.* 

A recent article which compared the risks of incineration with 
composting found that, when the same level of analysis was applied to 
both incineration and M.S.W. composting, the hypothetical compost 
facility released eleven times the dioxin toxic equivalents as a 
similarly sized hypothetical incinerator facility. The article concludes 
that "incineration may be the best strategy to curb uncontrolled 
releases of dioxins and trace metals into the environment". (Dr. Kay 
H. Jones, "Risk Assessment: Comparing Compost and Incineration 
Alternatives", M.S.W. Management, May/June 1991). 

Nitrogen oxides are another air quality issue frequently discussed 
in relation to combustion facilities. Thermal DeNOx is a presently 
available technology which is capable of controlling nitrogen oxide 
emissions. Since it.is proprietary, any installation of this technology 
requires a licensing fee in addition to the required costs for 
engineering, equipment, material, erection, and start-up. The system 
includes equipment required to inject an ammonia-air mixture into 
each furnace to control oxides of nitrogen. The Commerce, California, 
mass-burn,facility reported an efficiency of 44.5% in controlling NOx 
emissions by using Thermal DeNOx and combustion control 
techniques. 

Mercury emissions are another air quality issue. Mercury-
containing sources in the waste stream include batteries, some paints, 
some agricultural chemicals, light bulbs, plastics, electrical switches 
and gauges, and household electronic items. According to an E.P.A. 
study, batteries contributed at least 50% of the mercury in the 1990 
M.S.W. stream. The National Electrical Manufacturers Association 
reports that mercury usage in batteries declined by 88% between 1986 
and 1990 and is expected to decline further. E.P.A. recognizes 
scrubber/baghouses as reasonably effective mercury control 
measures. The Jones article comparing incineration with M.S.W. 
composting, cited above, found that the theoretical environmental 
release of mercury from composting a 1,500 ton per day M.S.W. 
stream was 1.5 times higher than the most likely incinerator releases 
from a similarly sized facility. 

Table 10 printed on pages 12264 through 12266 ofthis Joumal. 
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Landfilling has air emissions associated with it as a result of t h e 
decomposition of solid waste in the landfill. A number of gases a re 
commonly generated by M.S.W., primarily methane (40 — 50%) and 
carbon dioxide (30 - 40%). Nitrogen, oxygen, hydrocarbons, trace 
volatile organics, sulfides, and other compounds comprise t h e 
remaining 10 to 30%. These emissions can cause the subsurface 
migration of gas into neighboring buildings and below grade areas 
creating an explosive and oxygen depleted environment in basement 
areas. The constituents of the gas generated by landfills a r e 
precursors of ozone in the atmosphere. Table 11 summarizes the 
detected maximum concentrations of some of these specific 
compounds from a study of 20 landfills.* 

New Source Performance Standards (N.S.P.S.) have been proposed 
for M.S.W. landfill emissions of new and certain existing M.S.W. 
landfills (FR-24468, Proposed Rule and Guideline and Notice of 
Public Hearing). Applicable existing landfills include any landfill 
which has accepted waste on or after November 8, 1987, even if it is 
now currently closed. Any landfill beginning construction on or after 
May 30, 1991 is considered new. M.S.W. landfill emissions a re 
grouped into two categories: methane and non-methane organic 
compounds (N.M.O.Cs). Landfills emitting N.M.O.Cs equal to or 
greater than 167 tons per year will require best demonstrated control 
technology. The same level of best demonstrated control will apply to 
new and existing M.S.W. landfills. The E.P.A. defines b e s t 
demonstrated control systems as those that would: (i) be capable of 
handling the maximum gas generation rate; (ii) have a design capable 
of monitoring and adjusting the operation ofthe system; (iii) be able to 
collect gas effectively from all areas of the landfill that war ran t 
control; and (iv) be able to expand by the addition of further collection 
system components to collect gas from new areas of the landfill a s 
they require control. 

Table 11 printed on page 12267 of this Journal. 
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Migration of methane gas can be controlled by gas vents, pipes 
driven into the landfill and around its perimeter, and specially by 
drilling vertically perforated piping into the landfill once the landfill 
section is closed. The gas may be allowed to escape and disperse in the 
atmosphere, or the vents may be equipped with flares to ignite and 
burn off the methane gas. Offensive odors from other gases can be 
controlled when necessary by burning the gas from the vent pipes. 
Venting systems may also be enclosed to capture the methane gas for 
use as a fuel source when gas concentrations are high enough. 

Figure 7 compares the anticipated reactive hydrocarbon emissions 
from a landfill and mass-burn resource recovery facility.* Fpr the 
purpose of comparison, both alternatives are assumed to receive 1800 
tpd of solid waste. As shown in the figure, hydrocarbon emissions in 
the landfill will increase from the onset of landfilling operations as 
the waste begins decomposing. Hydrocarbon emissions will 
eventual ly level off as portions of the waste complete the 
decomposition process. Waste delivered to the combustion facilities 
does not undergo significant decomposition; hydrocarbon emissions 
are therefore dependent only upon the combustion process. 

4.2.3.2 Water Quality. 

Source Reduction programs have a net positive impact on water 
quality by reducing the amount of waste which is handled by other 
waste management options. Through the conservation of resources 
and the improved use of virgin resources, source reduction programs 
reduce negative water quality impacts which are associated with 
mining and harvesting of virgin resources and with the manufacture 
of products from virgin materials. For example, under deposit 
legislation, a container which is used five times over a container 
intended to be used only once results in a 98% decrease in water 
pollution. 

Figure 7 printed on page 12285 ofthis Journal. 
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Household Hazardous Waste programs have a positive impact on 
water quality by reducing the amount and toxicity of H.H.W. t ha t 
enters the mixed waste stream to be recycled, composted, combusted, 
or landfilled. In particular, the removal of H.H.W. materials prior to 
landfilling reduces the toxicity of leachate which may accidentally be 
released from a landfill. The disposal of the removed materials mus t 
also be reviewed to make sure an actual reduction has occurred and is 
not just relocated. Negative water quality impacts may be associated 
with improperly stored materials at H.H.W. collection centers. These 
improperly stored materials may contaminate nearby surface and 
groundwater sources. 

Composting has the potential for contaminating water suppl ies 
through the possible leaching of metals, dioxins, P.C.B.s, or other 
contaminants from compost facility operations via fugitive dust , 
surface water run-off, and transport to groundwater. These r i sks 
occur at the compost facility and at sites where compost is applied. 
The presence of contaminants in the compost can be released into the 
soil through land application. 

In Denmark and Germany, organic waste and M.S.W. compost 
marketing has become increasingly difficult because of s t r i c t 
standards for trace metals, dioxins, and P.C.B. quantities. Th is 
problem is being addressed by an active source separation program, 
designed to limit the composted material to only the organic portion of 
the waste. However, the environmental release of trace metals from 
the best case organic waste composting is significantly higher t han 
the most likely M.W.C. releases (Jones, 1991). This best case da ta 
from Dutch compost sources involve the careful segregation of 
compostable material at the household. The dioxin content is 
managed through comprehensive monitoring and by limiting its use 
application rate. 

Each of these contaminants potentially affects water quality in t h a t 
any leaching from the compost could carry these elements to either 
groundwater or surface water resources. Control of surface water 
drainage and treatment of any contaminated water mus t be 
incorporated into the design of a compost facility. 

There is also a concern that the compost process will not destroy 
disease vectors, fungi, or pathogens. These fungi and pathogens 
potentially could be spread by the exposure risk of handling and use of 
the compost. Pathogens may be present in the M.S.W., and therefore 
in the compost. However, if properly composted, the heat of t h e 
compost pile can destroy pathogens. 

Recycling of a varied waste stream, such as glass, metals, and paper, 
includes a variety of processes and treatment steps. There is a 
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potential for water quality contamination at several of the processing 
and treatment steps. One example is the de-inking of waste paper 
prior to its re-use. Modern inks used in different printing processes 
comprise a wide variety of hydrocarbon compounds including acrylics, 
plastics, and numerous resins, pigments, varnishes, defamers, and 
alcohols. Paper itself contains a variety of chemicals which are added 
during manufacture as preservatives, brighteners, and strength 
enhancers. These chemicals include phenolic and chlorinated 
phenolic compounds, organomercuric compounds, inorganic metallic 
salts, and urea-formaldehyde-based resins. Recent studies have 
detected dioxins in paper, which may be reintroduced to water 
through a pulping process. 

During de-inking processing, a variety of other materials including 
bleaches, detergents, and emulsifiers are added to the pulped waste 
paper to whiten the pulp, disperse the ink, and keep the ink in 
suspension. Because of the high-temperature alkaline conditions 
employed in some plants for de-inking, many of the chemicals 
contained in the original paper (which are water soluble) are released 
and find their way into the de-ink wastewater stream. Due to the 
usage of chlorine-based bleaches, there is a high potential to form a 
variety of chlorinated organic compounds. Secondary processing 
facilities such as de-inking also require wastewater treatment. 

Material processing facilities that sort mixed recyclables or process 
mixed waste will have water usage requirements. Water may be used 
to wash the building, collection vehicles and processing equipment. 
Cleaning and preparing certain recyclables to meet marketable 
quality will also require water. These uses may impact water quality 
through run-off. 

Any process which removes certain targeted iriaterials from the 
waste also increases the percentage of remaining un ta rge ted 
materials. Therefore, such materials as solvents, paints, heavy 
metals, and other toxic materials which remain in the waste stream 
will be more concentrated. 

Combustion may also have a negative impact on water quality. The 
principal sources of wastewater streams from a mass-burn system 
include wastewaters resulting from the production of energy; 
continuous and intermittent boiler blowdown (a process used mainly 
to remove dissolved solids from the process water in the boiler drum); 
equipment and facility washdown; pretreatment filter backwash; 
neutralized demineralizer regenerate; site drainage; and sanitary 
water. Some of these wastewater sources are generally used to 
provide the water needed for the ash quench tank. 

Process wastewater from resource recovery facilities is typically 
collected on-site in a closed-loop, noncontact system and then 
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discharged to the local sewer. Local restrictions on disposal to the 
sewer system will determine the amount of p re t rea tmen t of 
wastewater that may be necessary. However, any method would 
involve some level of treatment to control suspended or dissolved 
solids and/or possible chemical treatment to adjust Ph or mineral 
content of the water. Some wastewater is recycled or reused in other 
areas to minimize the amount of makeup water required and l imit 
costly discharges to the sanitary sewer. 

Landfilling historically has been associated with the issue of water 
quality. A principal environmental concern associated with landfill 
disposal is the formation and migration of leachate into surface or 
groundwater systems. Leachate is water that becomes contaminated 
as it passes through the landfill. The sources of water for leachate 
formation are precipitation, groundwater infiltration, and moisture 
contained within the solid waste. Landfill liners, leachate collection 
systems, and daily, intermediate, and final cover operations a re 
engineering practices intended to protect water resources by 
collecting leachate or preventing water infiltration into the waste. 

Landfill liners are barriers designed to prevent both leachate 
migration into underlying geologic formations and groundwater 
infiltration into the landfill. Liners may include existing soils with 
low permeability and synthetic liner materials. 

Leachate collection systems consist of a series of perforated 
drainage pipes laid in trenches dug into the layer of soil on top of the 
liner. The design ofthe drainage system directs the flow of leachate to 
the piping, where it is then pumped to the ground surface. The 
collected leachate is either stored in tanks for transport to a treatment 
facility or pumped directly to a treatment facility located at t h e 
landfill site. 

Daily, intermediate, and final cover operations inhibit leachate 
production by limiting water infiltration. These operations promote 
run-off instead of infiltration by using slope designs and soil 
materials with low permeability. Run-off also has potential water 
quality impacts. Final cover operations typically include slope 
designs and vegeta t ion to p reven t erosion a n d p r o m o t e 
evapotranspiration Via plant growth, thus reducing the quantity of 
leachate produced. 

Groundwater monitoring systems are installed to detect a n y 
contaminants escaping the landfill and to signal an early warning for 
remedial action when levels of contamination are detected. 
Groundwater samples are obtained from a system of wells which 
terminate at various depths and which are strategically located at or 
near landfill perimeter. Landfills may also have a below l iner 
leachate collection system for use as a leak detection system. 
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4.3.3.3 Land Impacts. 

Source Reduction programs have little impact on land use because 
they do not generally require the use of land for facility development. 
However, storage requirements may change or increase for reusable 
materials or containers Any positive impacts are associated with 
decreased generation of solid waste requiring disposal or handling. 
For example, deposit legislation that results in the reuse of a 
container five times produces 77% less solid waste than if five 
containers were each used only once. 

Household Hazardous Waste programs may have some impact on land 
use if they involve permanent H.H.W. collection centers. These may 
be perceived as undesirable land uses by owners of neighboring land. 
The area of land required for H.H.W. centers is very small. H.H.W. 
disposal will have varying land impacts depending on the method 
used. Incineration and landfilling are the two most frequently 
employed methods of disposal. 

Composting systems, depending on the level of technology, require up 
to an acre for every 3,000 cubic yards of yard waste for compost 
windrow, plus a buffer zone. Yard waste compost, when mixed with 
soil, improves soil texture; increases water retention; improves soil 
aeration; decreases erosion; and regulates soil t empera tu re . 
However, yard waste compost contains dioxins and furans at levels 
between 1.8 and 5.2 nanograms per kilogram dioxin toxic equivalent 
(ng/kg dioxin TE) based on German data. The U.S.E.P.A. and state 
regulatory agencies have not yet established regulations concerning 
dioxin TE levels in compost material because the limited use of 
M.S.W. compost has not yet required an expansion of available 
markets. Germany which has many M.S.W. composting facilities has 
established guidelines for land application of compost with potential 
further restriction. A level below 5 ng/kg dioxin TE is currently 
allowed, under German guidelines, for unrestricted application to 
agricultural land. 

Compost of source separated organic wastes will have dioxins, trace 
heavy metals, pathogens, and toxic organic matter. Food waste 
compost, specifically vegetable matter has been shown in German 
studies to contain 0.8 to 21.8 ng/kg dioxin TE. This data indicates 
that the addition of food waste is likely to increase the dioxin levels, 
which, in turn, will restrict agricultural uses of the compost. The 
environmental releases of trace heavy metals through compost 
application are several times greater than through incinerator stack 
emissions. These trace metals and the other contaminants in the 
compost can enter the soil and potentially leach into the surface water 
or groundwater (see compost discussion under Section 4.3.3.2, above). 
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M.S.W. compost has greater levels of contaminants than yard waste 
or organic waste compost. German data on mixed waste compost 
indicate dioxin TE concentrations generally ranging from 22.6 to 32.1 
ng/kg, but with some are as high as 186 ng/kg. Agricultural use of 
M.S.W. compost is prohibited in Germany when dioxin TE is greater 
than 40 ng/kg. Efforts are under way to reduce this top limit to 20 
ng/kg. Compost that is not allowed for agricultural uses or cannot be 
marketed will require landfilling. 

Recycling has environmental and land use advantages, including the 
conservation of natural resources, reduction of environmental 
impacts associated with the landfilling of some types of recyclable 
materials, and the reduction of impacts associated with the expansion 
of an existing landfill or the siting of a new landfill. However, 
increases in processing capacity necessary for handling recovered 
materials will require changes in land uses which may be perceived as 
undesirable by adjacent land owners. Material processing facilities 
require a relatively small amount of land area. Secondary processing 
facilities require additional land. The recycling process also will have 
residues that require landfilling. 

Combustion of municipal solid waste in a resource recovery facility 
produces ash residue that varies in quantity, depending on the 
composition of the waste. The heavier particles that remain on the 
grate or fall to the bottom of the furnace are referred to as "bottom 
ash". Flyash consists of lighter particles that are carried by the flue 
gas and collected in boiler and economizer flyash hoppers and the air 
pollution control system. If a scrubber is used, scrubber residue also 
will be formed when the scrubber reagent reacts with the flue gas to 
reduce acid gas emissions. 

There are some differences in the quantities and types of ash 
generated by mass-bum and prepared-fuel combustion systems. In a 
mass-burn system, nearly all ofthe material received at the facility is 
processed through the combustion system. Assuming proper design 
and operation, the volume will be reduced by approximately 90 — 95%, 
which leaves approximately 5 — 10% residue (by volume) consisting of 
flyash and bottom ash. Bottom ash quantities range from 70 to 85% 
by weight ofthe total ash product; flyash quantities range from 15 to 
30%. The dry weight ofthe total ash product ranges from 20 to 25% of 
the weight of refuse received. Spent lime reagent from dry scrubbers 
utilized for acid gas control increases the amount of ash to 
approximately 27% (dry weight basis). 

The prepared-fuel system differs from the mass-burn system in tha t 
much of the noncombustible materials that would ultimately become 
bottom ash in a mass-burn system are removed durine the orocessino-
operations ol trie prepared-tuel system. The initial separation into 
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light and heavy fractions is generally about 45 - 75% light (prepared-
fuel) and 25 - 55% heavy (secondary materials and process residue). 
The ash residue from the combustion of prepared-fuel is between 8 
and 20% by weight, depending to some extent on the original 
processing split. If none of the heavy fraction is marketed, the total 
process residue and ash requiring disposal is 35 - 60% (by weight) of 
the received refuse, excluding possible additional dry scrubber 
residue. 

Most states require ash to be tested before disposal. Two toxicity 
tests currently used by the U.S.E.P.A. are: The Extraction Procedure 
(E.P,) Toxicity test and the new Toxicity Characteristic Leaching 
Procedure (T,C,L,P,), The T,C.L.P. has the ability to detect an 
additional 26 compounds compared to the original 14 under the E.P* 
Toxicity test. Based on the limited T,CL,P, test data, most M.S.W. 
combined ash produces results below established thresholds for all 40 
compounds and therefore can be managed under Subti t le D 
regulations. If flyash is managed separately from bottom ash, the 
flyash component will often exceed established thresholds for lead and 
cadmium levels. If the ash testing results show a threshold 
exceedance, the ash must be disposed in a hazardous waste landfill. 
Based on Environment Canada testing data, combustion results in a 
reduction of more than 60% ofthe dioxins TE levels contained in the 
waste infeed, but will concentrate the remaining organic compounds 
due to volume reduction achieved by the combustion process. Ash 
from prepared-fuel facilities contains the same components as ash 
from a mass-bum facility, although the glass and metal fractions are 
smaller due to prepared-fuel processing operations. Significant 
research in ash utilization for aggregate has shown some potential, 
although E.P.A. approval will be required for any reuse of ash. 

Disposal of ash in a sanitary landfill or monofill is presently 
considered the most environmentally sound and economically feasible 
long-term disposal alternative. The E.P.A. has issued new criteria for 
sanitary landfills in the revised R.C.R.A. Subtitle D regulations in 
1991. The E.P.A.'s proposed regulations will apply to all new and 
existing M.S.W. landfills. As noted in the February 1991 Solid Waste 
& Power magazine "landfills that receive municipal waste combustor 
ash, including ash monofiUs, are M.S.W. landfills if any ash is 
generated from combustion of household waste" and will therefore 
have to comply with the revised Subtitle D regulations. The M.S.W. 
landfills and the M.S.W. ash monofills will have to comply with 
revised criteria relating to such items as: groundwater monitoring, 
location restrictions, design standards (including composite liners, 
leachate collection systems, and final cover consisting of at least two 
feet of low permeability soil), daily operations, closure, post-closure 
care, and financial assurances. The states will have 18 months to 
adopt and implement an E.P.A. approved permit program which is at 
least as stringent as the final regulations. The E.P.A. may adopt a 
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shorter effective date in the final rule for some requirements such as 
operator training. The E.P.A. will propose regulations governing 
state implementation procedures with the final landfill regulations. 
If, after 18 months, the E.P.A. determines that a state program is 
inadequate (or does not comply) the agency can enforce the E.P.A. 
regulations. 

Landfilling has significant land use impacts associated with it. Daily 
landfill operations consist of waste disposal, compaction, cover, and 
maintenance activities. The solid waste is deposited in a designated 
active area ofthe landfill known as the "working face". At the end of 
each day of operation, the working face is covered with a layer of cover 
material. 

Daily cover material is intended to perform a variety of functions a t 
a sanitary landfill. Cover is intended to satisfy health, aesthetic, and 
site usage considerations. Ideally, the soil available a t the landfill 
site should be capable of satisfying all these functions. Some landfills 
use compost or a foam product to save valuable landfill volume. Final 
cover serves basically the same functions as daily and intermediate 
cover, but must also resist cracking and minimize wind and water 
erosion. The final cover, also referred to as the "cap", should consist of 
clay soils or synthetic materials with low permeability in order to 
minimize moisture infiltration into the landfill and subsequent 
leachate production. If the final cover material cannot support 
vegetation, a thin layer of topsoil may be distributed over the cap. 

Landfilling requires large amounts of land to be reserved for solid 
waste disposal. All solid waste management options, except for source 
reduction, eventually have a landfill component for such materials as 
ash, nonrecyclables, compost residues, recycling residues, unusable 
organic compost or raw M.S.W.. To conserve landfill capacity, 
operators maximize compaction. Other land impacts include possible 
contamination of the soil by leachate (see landfill discussion under 
Section 4.2.3.2, above). 

4.2.3.4 Nuisance Factors. 

Vermin, odor, traffic, and noise are other environmental i ssues 
associated with certain waste management options. The magnitude of 
traffic impacts associated with each option is dependent on facility 
location, size and access. The magnitude of noise impacts is dependent 
on facility location, design, site topography, and vegetation. The 
permitting process requires a detailed review of traffic, noise, and other 
issues prior to the initiation of construction on a solid waste disposal 
facil i tv. These i s s u e s will hp pvaminpH nnH mifierQfinn T«aQe«».oo 
identified upon the selection and development of specific disposal 
options. 
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Source Reduction and Household Hazardous Waste programs have 
few if any vermin, odor, traffic, and noise impacts associated with 
them. As explained in previous sections, their principal impact is in 
reducing the quantity and toxicity of solid waste requiring disposal by 
other methods. 

Composting facilities have odor, noise, and truck traffic impacts as 
primary concerns. Odor was discussed under Section 4.2.3.1 (Air 
Quality). Noise and truck traffic can be controlled using the same 
management methods as used for recyclirig and waste disposal 
facilities. Noise and traffic control methods include limiting hours of 
operation, designating truck routes, maintaining equipment, properly 
siting facilities, and providing buffers around property boundaries. 

Recycling facilities, if improperly managed, may have any or all ofthe 
above problems. Vermin may be attracted to improperly cleaned food 
and beverage containers that are stored for extensive time periods at 
recycling collection and processing centers. Mosquito breeding areas 
may be created by outdoor storage of containers or tires at recycling 
facilities. Odor is seldom a concern because the paper, metal glass, 
and plastic products collected at recycling facilities decompose very 
slowly. However, odor is frequently a concern at paper mills and 
smelters, where the material is remanufactured into new products. 
Litter and general unsightliness may be concerns raised by neighbors 
of recycling facilities. Traffic is a function of the volume of waste 
handled at a recycling facility. Noise can be controlled if processing 
machinery is enclosed or buffered by vegetation or manmade 
structures. In general, enclosed facilities and good operating 
practices can limit nuisance impacts at recycling facilities. 

Combustion facilities are able to control nuisance impacts because 
they are completely enclosed facilities. Odor can be controlled at 
combustion facilities through proper ventilation and dust control 
systems. Vermin can be controlled through limited storage of waste. 
In addition, the tipping building for receipt and storage of the mixed 
waste should be designed to operate under negative pressure, thereby 
minimizing odor outside the plant. Air containing odors is normally 
drawn into the combustion un i t s and inc inera ted a t h igh 
temperatures. The area surrounding a combustion facility will 
experience an increase in traffic. Traffic is a function ofthe volume of 
waste handled at a combustion facility. 

Landfill impacts include the potential for odors and vermin. Odors at 
landfills may be minimized by the installation of gas collection 
systems. Vermin may be controlled by good operating practices, such 
as keeping the working face as small as possible and applying daily 
rn ivpr T. ianr l f i l l i m p f l p f s n l a n in/»ln/1p l i f t o r . f ra f f i r * , o n / l n r j i oo T.Hto i -

can be generated by winds in the area of a landfill. Litter and general 
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unsightliness can be minimized by good operating practices and the 
construction of berms, fences, and landscaping. Berms, fences, and 
landscaping also service as barriers to noise and reduce disturbance to 
the neighborhood. Noise will be created by the mobile earthwork 
equipment and collection vehicle traffic into and out of the landfill 
site. 

4.2.3.5 Worker/Public Health And Safety. 

Worker and public health and safety are important considerations 
when evaluating waste management options. Facility and equipment 
design which minimizes direct contact between workers and the 
unprocessed waste stream is generally considered desirable. Where 
contact is an essential part of the waste handling process, workers 
should be trained and should be required to wear protective clothing, 
safety goggles, and filter masks. 

Source Reduction programs have few worker/public health and safety 
issues associated with them. The principal exception is deposit 
legislation. Such legislation requires extensive lifting and handling 
of beverage containers by workers in a variety of locations. Properly 
developed handling procedures minimize the potential for back and 
othier injuries. 

Household Hazardous Waste programs, by their very nature, raise 
extensive worker safety concerns. The programs consolidate H.H.W. 
materials at one location. The opportunity exists for explosions, 
gaseous emissions, and other incidents which may be harmful to 
workers and the general public. It is essential that workers be trained 
to recognize various H.H.W. materials and to properly handle and 
store such materials. Usually, government sponsors of H.H.W. 
collection and disposal programs retain specialists in the field to 
operate them. 

Composting raises health and safety concerns, particularly as they 
relate to airborne pathogens. A slight possibility exists that an 
operator or end user of finished compost will contract aspergillosis 
from exposure to the fungus Aspergillus fumigatus. Medical 
authorities state that this disease is only seen in individuals with 
immune systems already compromised by other diseases or medical 
treatment. However, it is recommended that persons with respiratory 
problems not work at compost ifacilities. 
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Other worker related issues are associated with exposure to 
collection vehicle emissions when collecting yard waste or wet waste; 
back and other injuries; sustained high noise levels at the compost 
sites; and inhalation and dermal exposure to dust particles. Worker 
training, ear protection, safety goggles, and filter masks will 
minimize these concerns. 

Recycling has worker related issues due to the extensive material 
handling which is usually associated with recycling. Worker safety is 
a major factor in the design of curbside collection vehicles. Collecting 
source separated recyclables and sorting them at the curb is time 
consuming and tiring for waste haulers. Compartmentalized bins on 
the trucks should be low to the ground in order to minimize repeated 
lifting of materials. At low-technology processing facilities, where 
workers sort waste by hand, adjustable conveyors should be utilized in 
order to match worker needs. Other safety measures at recycling 
collection and processing facilities include worker training, ear 
protection, safety gloves, protective clothing, safety goggles, and filter 
masks. 

Combustion facilities minimize contact between workers and the 
mixed waste stream and, thus, are generally safer for workers than 
compost and recycling facilities. Equipment operators on the tipping 
floor are exposed to sustained high noise levels and thus should wear 
ear protection. Dust and odors may also be a problem on the tipping 
floor. The crane operator works in an enclosed area suspended above 
the waste and is not exposed to dust, odor, or noise. There are no 
opportunities for direct exposure to the waste, once the waste leaves 
the tipping floor and enters the combustion system. In all other 
respects, combustion facilities are similar to power plants and the 
same safety precautions and good operating practices should be 
employed in order to protect workers from mechanized equipment and 
steam related hazards. 

Public health and safety is an issue as it relates to air emissions 
from a combustion facility. Section 4.2.3.1 on Air Quality discussed 
the potential for air emissions and described pollution control 
equipment used at R.D.F. and mass burn plants to minimize air 
emissions. 

Landfilling activities can pose certain safety hazards to the operators 
as well as to the public who use or live near a facility. Mixed 
municipal solid waste is a heterogenous mixture of residential, 
commercial and industrial waste and may contain small quantities of 
potentially hazardous materials. Fires, explosions, or releases to the 

Srorkers' environment mav occur as a result of aerobic and anaprnhir 
ecomposition activities which produce leachate, methane, bacteria, 

fungus and small quantities of volatile orgariic compounds. 
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Regulations and legislation are being developed to further regulate 
landfill gas and to reduce the potential for these impacts. A level of 
flexibility in landfill design requirements is contained in Subtitle D of 
federal regulations regarding specific site characteristics. Actual site 
conditions will impact specific design criteria for a site. Design 
requirements include impermeable liners and methane and leachate 
collection systems. Todays' landfills are already required to provide 
daily cover. Legislation for landfills at state and federal levels 
considers an approved operation and maintenance plan including a 
detailed emergency preparedness and prevention plan, a n d 
certification of key landfill personnel by completing an approved 
training program for landfill operators. 

Equipment operators at landfills work in enclosed air conditioned 
cabs on the equipment and are not generally exposed to dust or odor. 
The workers do not normally have direct contact with the waste. The 
normal precautions related to the operation of heavy equipment and 
the operation of mobile earth moving equipment on steep slopes must 
be part of the training program and operation and maintenance plan. 
Air monitoring programs are implemented at all buildings on the 
landfill site to ensure that releases, that could potentially cause 
explosions, have not occurred. If such a release occurs, t h e 
comprehensive monitoring program will allow early detection. The 
landfill operator can then perform remedial measures prior to the 
release becoming a threat to the workers or public. 

4.2.4 Energy Utilization. 

Energy utilization of a solid waste facility is the net energy production 
or consumption of that facility. Material recovery and recycling facilities, 
composting facilities, combustion facilities and landfills consume energy. 
A waste-to-energy facility can produce energy in the form of steam and/or 
electricity. This energy is utilized for in-house needs with the surplus 
energy available for sale. Landfills produce methane gas which may be 
collected and utilized as a fuel sburce. Anaerobic digestion of organic 
wastes produces methane gas, which can be captured and cleansed to 
pipeline quality. 

Source Reduction programs, in general produce and consume little 
energy. The net impact of source reduction programs is positive 
because materials and resources are not consumed or are reused 
more efficiently. The principal exception is deposit legislation. 
Since Chicago is a container manufacturing center, any energy 
consumption due to transportation requirements associated with 
collectiner and consolidatingr containers is likelv to he nffspt by nn 
energy savings associated with reduced energy requirements for 
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new container manufacturing from raw materials. For example, a 
container which is used five times over a container intended to be 
used only once can result in 80% less energy use. 

Transportation fuel economy can result from true source reduction 
programs which reduce rather than divert waste materials. Typical 
source reductions of less than 5% will have negligible impacts on 
collection since this reduction level in not significant enough to 
change routing patterns or reduce the number of truck crews. The 
primary saving will be in the transfer truck vehicles which transport 
wastie to the landfill. 

Variable waste disposal charge programs encourage an increase in 
source reduction and recycling but also encourage fly dumping. Lot 
cleanup programs to cleanup and to monitor key areas will increase 
energy consumption for waste diverted from normal collection 
programs by fly dumping. Separate recycling collection programs 
increase transportation fuel consumption but can save raw material 
eriergy relating to transportation and conversion. 

Household Hazardous Waste programs result in both energy 
consumption and energy savings. The increased research and 
development and subst i tute processing methods required to 
implement H,H,W. legislative regulations could result in net energy 
consumption. H.H.W. collection programs result in increased 
transportation to the collection center and then to an end disposal 
site. Energy conservation benefits are realized if H.H.W. programs 
result in reduced cleanup operations at landfills and other disposal 
sites. 

Composting programs result in increased energy consumption due to 
fuel use by separate or compartmentalized yard waste and wet waste 
collection vehicles. Fuel use also occurs at the compost site where 
shredders, window turning machines, and front-end loaders are used 
to process and handle the material. A forced aeration compost facility 
for wet waste composting consumes approximately 6 to 9 kWh per ton. 

Recycling programs result in relatively high fuel usage due to the 
separate collection, transportation, and processing required for 
separated waste materials. The City's collection vehicles use 
approximately 0,27 gallons of fuel per ton of waste collected and 
transported. If source separated or commingled recyclable materials 
are collected separately, the City would use approximately 0.12 
gallons of additional fuel per ton. Energy usage for high-technology 
processing facilities is moderate to high. Processing equipment for 
the separation of mixed waste stream components requires sismificant 
amounts of energy. Glass, plastic, and metal minimills may have 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12203 

high energy demands that require on-site fossil fuel combustion 
facilities. 

Fuel usage may be balanced with energy savings associated with 
reduced use of virgin materials for manufacture of new products. For 
example, use of recycled plastic is estimated to save 88% ofthe energy 
needed to produce plastics from virgin material. 

Combustion facilities are commonly associated with ene rgy 
production. Energy production of combustion facilities should be 
compared with energy consumption. Dedicated R.D.F. boilers have a 
gross steam flow output of approximately 4,700 to 6,000 pounds ((a) 
625 psig) per ton of waste received (or 470 to 600 kWh/ton). An R.D.F. 
processing and combustion facility consumes approximately 70 to 90 
kWh per ton of waste. Mass burn facilities have a gross steam flow 
output of approximately 5,200 to 5,700 pounds ((® 625 psig) per ton of 
waste received (or 520 to 570 kWh/ton), Mass burn facilities consume 
between 50 and 70 kWh per ton of waste. The Northwest Facility is 
capable of producing a gross steam flow of approximately 6,600 
pounds per ton of waste (275 psig). The N.W.F. sells an average of 
52,000 pounds per hour of saturated steam at 250 psig to Brach's 
Candy (Jompany. 

Landfills produce energy in the form of methane gas, which may be 
collected and utilized as a fuel source. The location of the landfill has 
a major impact on energy consumption associated with waste 
transport. Variables such as intermediate haul and containerized 
shipment requirements affect energy u t i l iza t ion . E n e r g y 
consumption also is associated with landfill equipment operation. 

4.2.5 Economic Impacts. 

A major consideration in the selection of a system alternative is the 
required capital, capital improvements, financing, and operation and 
maintenance costs. These costs are offset to a certain degree by 
revenues generated by the sale of recovered materials and energy. The 
remaining net cost of facilities will have to be paid for with tipping fees. 

Source Reduction programs have costs associated with additional stafT 
and training for program implementation, educational mater ia l 
development and cfistribution, and general program promotion. The 
cost of source reduction programs is seldom calculated on a per ton basis 
because, in most source reduction programs, the waste is reduced at the 
source and never weighed. Deposit legislation is an exception because i t 
is capable of generating revenue through unredeemed deposits. For 
Chicago, unredeemed deposits at a nickel deposit rate are estimated tn 
be between $2.1 and $8.4 Million, depending upon the container return 
rate. This is approximately equivalent to $600 per ton of unredeemed 
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containers. Deposit legislation also has costs associated with reduced 
revenue for recycling programs due to removal of valuable materials, 
such as aluminum cans, from the recycling waste stream. 

Product bans and product design regulations may impose financial 
burdens on individual industries, may be inequitable across 
industries, and may spur inflation due to added costs of product 
regulation to both manufacturers and consumers. Product disposal 
taxes generate funds for solid waste programs, spread disposal costs 
more equitably to users of products but are regressive in nature, and 
partially compensate for market systems that ignore the life-cycle 
costs of products. 

Household Hazardous Waste program costs are dependent upon the 
type of collection program chosen. In three H.H.W. collection 
programs in the Chicago area (Homewood, Napervil le , and 
Milwaukee), one-day program costs ranged from $62,000 to $205,000. 
The cost per ton of H.H.W. collected ranged from $3,021 to $4,130. 
When applied to the City of Chicago, estimated program costs would 
range from $464,000 to $6,485,000. Disposal costs can be reduced 
somewhat through H.H.W. recycling programs, such as paint reuse 
programs. 

Composting varies in cost, depending on the type of material 
composted. Yard waste compost sites cost approximately $30 per ton 
plus the cost of separate collection ofthe yard waste. 

M.S.W. compost sites cost $40 to $50 per ton, including capital, 
operation, and maintenance costs. If the finished compost product can 
be sold for a profit (including transportation costs), then the cost will 
decrease. However, if no markets are available and there are charges 
for transportation and disposal, the cost per ton will increase. Capital 
costs alone range from $35,000 to $60,000 per daily ton of capacity. 

Recycling has collection and processing costs associated with it. Costs 
for curbside sort include compartmentalized vehicles ($27,000 to 
$40,000 per pay load ton) and additional labor, vehicle maintenance, 
and container costs. Costs for commingled collection include packer 
trucks ($12,500 per payload ton) and additional labor, bag or 
container, and I.P.C. processing costs. Costs for co-collection include 
packer trucks ($12,500 per payload ton) and costs of bags. There are 
no additional labor or truck maintenance costs for co-collection but 
there may be reduced revenues due to lower quality materials. 

Processing facilities range in cost from $35 to $49 per ton of 
material accepted. Capital costs per ton of daily capacity range from 
$11,000 to $75,000 with an average of $30,100. Capital cost of 
equipment tor high-technology facilities ranges from 75 to 100% 
higher than for low-technology facilities. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12205 

Combustion facilities cost $45 to $65 per ton for a 2,000 ton per day 
facility to $100 to $105 per ton for a 100 ton per day facility. These 
rates assume electricity sales at 1.80 per kWh to 5.9(Z per kWh under 
House Bill 942. Capital costs alone range from $111,000 to $168,000 
per daily ton of capacity. Based on a construction contract , 
modifications to upgrade the Northwest W.T.E. Facility would cost 
approximately $40,600,000. Environmental upgrade requirements 
would cost an additional $14,500,000 to $23,300,000. If a full service 
contract is desired, the private vendor, due to operational guarantees, 
may require more equipment replacements which can substantially 
increase modification costs. 

Landfilling costs are associated with both the tipping fee and the 
hauling cost. 1990 tipping fees in the Chicago metropolitan area were 
an average of $36 per ton. Haul costs are approximately $7.50 per ton 
of waste for a 50 mile one-way haul. Over the past five years, tipping 
fees at local landfills have more than tripled due primarily to market 
supply and demand. These costs are expected to continue to rise. 

4.2.6 Implementation Considerations. 

Implementation considerations include legislative and regulatory 
issues, social/political issues, siting considerations, pe rmi t t ing 
requirements, and scheduling factors. The six modules discussed these 
issues in depth in relation to each ofthe waste management options. 
The summary below highlights the principal implementa t ion 
considerations that are unique tb individual waste options. 

Source Reduction programs range from relatively easy to implement, 
such as public education programs, to extremely controversial and 
difficult to implement, such as deposit legislation, packaging bans, 
and packaging design regulations. To the extent that source 
reduction programs encourage voluntary compliance rather than 
mandate changes in consumer behavior, they will generally be 
accepted by residents and businesses. Source reduction programs do 
not require sites and permits, which makes them easier to implement 
than new facilities. However, source reduction programs usually 
require legislative changes, which suggests that broad consensus is 
essential before they can become an integral part ofthe City's solid 
waste management system. 

Household Hazardous Waste programs require extensive preplanning 
in order to ensure their success. Public education and advertising are 
essential in order to increase participation in the progrEuns. Other 
implementation issues associated with H.H.W. nrqgramR inrlnrlp 
selection of a reputable disposal contractor, resolution of liability 
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auestions as they relate to workers and the general public, 
istribution of program costs, and identification of materials (such as 

waste oil and batteries) that could be recovered elsewhere at a lower 
cost. Of all solid waste options considered by the S.W.M.R.C, H.H.W. 
programs are at least ten times more expensive on a per ton basis 
than any other program. Therefore, in order to encourage continued 
support ofsueh programs by elected officials and the general public, 
extraordinary efforts should be made to ensure their success. 

Composting programs, particularly those that involve wet waste or 
mixed solid waste, may be difficult to implement due to separate 
collection requirements, si t ing difficulties, and rel iance on 
technologies which are not proven on a scale that matches the City of 
Chicago's needs. The success of wet waste and M.S.W. compost 
operations depends on public acceptance, control of environmental 
impacts, consistent compost quality, development of long-term 
markets, high rate of technical reliability, competitive costs, and 
significant landfill diversions. 

The I.E.P.A. requires each composting facility to obtain a permit for 
development and operations. Direct land application, backyard 
composting, and certain composting operations located on farms were 
exempted from the permit process. Permits for yard waste compost 
facilities have been awarded, but unresolved issues remain relating to 
the permitting of M,S,W, compost sites and the regulating of the end 
uses of M,S,W, compost products. Only one M.S.W. compost facility, 
in Freeport, Illinois, is under serious consideration and it has not yet 
received a state permit. In other states, such as Minnesota, the lack of 
clear State regulations concerning use of M.S.W. compost make it 
impossible to market the compost product for up to two years. On-site 
storage of the finished compost has become a significant problem at 
some locations. 

Recycling programs have been successfully implemented in many 
small and large cities throughout the United States and have been 
successfully implemented in neighborhoods within Chicago. The 
implementation challenge associated with recycling is development of 
a cost effective approach for a citywide system. Issues of particular 
importance include ease of resident participation, control ofcollection 
costs, and preparation of a marketable product. As with source 
reduction programs, recycling legislative initiatives that mandate 
participation by residents and businesses are generally less politically 
acceptable than voluntary programs. 

Siting of processing facilities may be a problem due to truck traffic 
associated with such facilities. Other than normal building permits, 
material recycling facilities currently do not require special permits. 
However, trie Department ot Gonsiimer Services began licensing 
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recycling facilities in Chicago in February 1990, to ensure their safe 
and efficient operation. 

A combustion facility requires an application for a Solid Waste 
Development Permit. The pemiit application requires the submission 
of data mandated by I.E.P.A. to demonstrate that the site will be 
developed in accordance with I.E.P.A.'s regulations. An Air Pollution 
Control Construction Permit will contain information regarding the 
emission source, air pollution control equipment, es t imated 
quantities of uncontrolled and controlled air contaminant emissions 
at the facility, maps, statistics, and other data. These I.E.P.A. 
regulations parallel federal regulations. 

To comply with the new Clean Air Act, the N.W.F.will require 
modifications to its air pollution control equipment and must be 
repermitted. Siting a combustion facility is likely to be difficult due to 
significant public opposition. The provision of an intensive siting 
program may help reduce opposi t ion to such f ac i l i t i e s . 
Implementation of the siting, design, permitting, and construction of 
a combustion facility requires approximately 60 to 70 months. 

Landfilling: A new City or regional landfill will require the following 
state permits: 

Solid Waste Development Permit 

Solid Waste Operating Permit 

Air Pollution Control Permit 

N.P.D.E.S. Permit 

Various local permits and local siting approvals also would have to 
be obtained for any City or regional landfill. The length of time 
anticipated for processing a landfill permit, from submitting a permit 
application to the issuance of the permit, is approximately two to 
three years, depending on public opposition. Siting a landfill is also 
difficult. In siting a landfill, community and governmental relations 
must be considered. Issues of particular importance include 
suitability of land use, public education and acceptance, and City 
ordinances and zoning requirements. Currently, the City has a 
moratorium on siting additional landfill capacity within City limits. 
A regional landfill requires cooperative agreements with other 
municipalities or political jurisdictions. Long distance disposal of 
solid waste has received negative publicity in certain areas. 
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5.0 

System Evaluations. 

5.1 Introduction. 

One of the principal objectives of the Solid Waste Management Review 
Committee (S.W.M.R.C.) is to develop municipal solid waste disposal system 
recommendations for the City of Chicago. To date, the S.W.M.R.C has 
reviewed a variety of waste management programs and technologies 
including: 

Source reduction programs; 

Recycling programs and technologies; 

Composting programs and technologies; 

Combustion systems; and 

Landfills. 

At its May 15, 1991 meeting, the Committee identified three alternative 
systems for evaluation. Each system consists of a mix of waste management 
options; the options are described in Section 3.0 of Volume II and evaluated 
in Section 4.0, As explained in Section 1.0, the Coinmittee will recommend 
one waste management system which: 

Includes public education programs; 

Is environmentally sound; 

Includes long-term availability for the disposal of solid waste; 

Is economically viable; and 

Includes the recovery of resources. 

This section uses the following criteria, recommended in the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Agency Guidelines for Solid Waste Management 
Planning Grants, to compare and evaluate the three alternative waste 
systems: 
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Extent to which waste reduction goals are achieved; 

Technical feasibility; 

Environmental impacts of system components; 

Energy utilization; 

Cost and economic impacts; and 

Implementation considerations. 

Once a system alternative is selected, specific implementation strategies 
will be developed. These implementation strategies will define system goals 
and anticipated system benefits, identify specific tasks associated with 
system programs, identify implementation issues that must be addressed in 
the future, develop program implementation schedules, and es t imate 
program costs. • 

5.2 Description Of System Configurations. 

Each system is expected to meet or exceed State waste reduction 
requirements, incorporate the City's current programs and avai lable 
facilities, and address the entire municipal solid waste stream of 3.9 million 
tons each year. Each alternative consists of detailed programs for the 1.1 
million tons collected annually by the Department of Streets and Sanitation 
(D.S.S.) but also describes general programs and policies for o ther 
residential, commercial, and industrial waste collected by private haulers in 
the City. 

Each system incorporates components of the waste hierarchy - the source 
reduction, recycling, composting, combustion, and landfilling. The systems 
vary in the extent to which each of these components is utilized and the 
targeted materials are to be handled by each component. 

The evaluation process, as outlined in Section 1.3, has been executed by 
the S.W.M.R.C. in two stages. During the first stage, the S.W.M.R.C. 
analyzed each potential system component to determine its suitability for 
use in the Chicago Plan. During the second stage, three alternative waste 
systems were developed. Certain Plan component options which t h e 
S.W.M.R.C strongly supported during the initial options screening were 
incorporated in all three system alternatives. Other plan component options 
for which the S.W.M.R.C. showed some support but had specific reservations 
were then aggregated for further comparison into one of the th ree 
alternatives providiner the mq^t harmonipus interaction. This ae-erpg-ntion 
was done to facilitate an expedient analysis, but does not preclude variations 



12210 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

in combining these options as a result of further analysis. Alternative I 
incorporates the D.S.S.'s preference for waste components. Alternative H 
includes separate collection of recyclables and mixed waste composting. 
Alternative IH involves increased reliance on combustion for volume 
reduction. 

Alternative I, the City Plan, reduces waste requiring final disposal 
through public education, business motivation, commingled (blue-bag) 
collection of recyclables, and mixed waste processing for unseparated 
recyclables while it evaluates other methods of waste handl ing and 
programs for further waste reduction on a developmental basis. This 
alternative uses existing City waste handling facilities to control waste 
management costs while improving operational efficiericies. 

Alternative H, the Separate Collection Plan, reduces waste requiring 
disposal through intensive public education, volume-based collection rates, 
separate collection of recyclables and compostables, wet organic in-vessel 
composting, phased out use of combustion, and restricted use of landfills for 
substantially inert or non-degradable materials. 

Alternative HI, the Self Reliance Plan, maximizes the management of 
solid waste at facilities within City limits and is similar to Alternative I. 
This plan focuses on the expansion of existing combustion capacity as a 
means to reduce solid waste volume. It includes waste reduction and 
recycling programs similar to those proposed for Alternative I, requires 
preprocessing of waste prior to combustion or landfilling, and includes 
programs for special materials (i,e,, tires, batteries, household hazardous 
waste). Unlike Alternative I, it does not include test pilots for in-vessel 
composting. 

Each alternative is described in more detail below. Table 12 summarizes 
the key program components of each alternative,* 

=•= T a l > l c > I Q p r l n ^ o c l o n p O L ^ c o I Q O C O o . x ^ ^ l O Q C O o f U i l o J o u x x x u l , 
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5.2,1 Alternative I: City Plan. 

Alternative I includes the following waste reduction components: 

Public Education. 

program awareness: implementation of public education 
programs tha t raise awareness of solid waste i ssues , 
encourage residents to buy non-toxic, less packaged, and 
recyclable products, and inform the public on how to 
participate in solid waste management programs; 

household hazardous waste education: implementation of 
public education programs that describe types of household 
hazardous wastes, explain safe methods of handling, and 
suggest alternative substances to replace the use of household 
hazardous materials; 

toxic substance reduction: implementation of education 
programs to encourage manufacturers to develop pollution 
reduction programs; 

material exchanges: development of residential and business 
programs to encourage the reuse of goods; 

commercial audits: sponsorship of model waste a u d i t 
programs in several large and medium sized indust r ia l , 
commercial, and institutional facilities throughout the City, 
with development and distribution of l i terature to other 
facilities to explain how to conduct a waste audit and to 
promote the benefits of waste audits; 

model waste reduction: sponsorship of a model was te 
reduction project in several neighborhoods that demonstrates 
how citizens, businesses, schools, hospi ta ls , and o the r 
institutions can reduce their waste through public education, 
auditing, and labelling programs. 

Legislative Agenda. 

container deposits: support for State container deposit 
legislation; 

packaging design: support for State legislation that requires 
certain pacKaging to meet minimum environmental standards 
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for reusability, recyclability, and recycled material content by 
a specified date; 

pre-processing requirements: adoption of a City ordinance 
that requires all municipal waste haulers, transfer station 
operators, and disposal facility operators: (i) to report the 
types, sources, and destinations, of all waste collected or 
received, and (ii) to sort, recycle, and/or process waste prior to 
the waste leaving the City or being disposed of in landfills or 
incinerators; 

hazardous material deposits: support for State and/or Federal 
legislation that requires a deposit on products which contain 
hazardous materials; 

volume based collection: conduct of a feasibility study to 
evaluate volume-based garbage rates for residents using two 
different size carts and/or other variable rate methods. 

Household Hazardous Waste 

battery collection: implementation of battery collection 
programs throughout the City; 

oil recycling: implementation of oil recycling stations 
throughout the City; 

paint exchanges: implementat ion of paint exchange 
programs; 

H.H.W. collection programs: evaluation of a pilot household 
hazardous waste collection program in severa l City 
neighborhoods. 

Alternative I includes the following material recycling programs: 

drop-off programs: es tabl ishment of locations where 
recyclable materials can be dropped off for recycling; 

buy-back programs: support for locations where recyclables 
can be sold for scrap value; 

residential recyclables: collection of residential recyclables 
from single-family and low-rise buildings using the City's 
proposed oagged recyciaDies/iViateriai Kiecyciing & Kecovery 
Facility (M.R.R.F.) program; 
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commercial recyclables: implementation of education and 
technical assistance programs that require waste haulers and 
owners /opera to rs of commercia l and i n s t i t u t i o n a l 
establishments to establish source separation recycling 
programs for high-rise residential and non-residential waste 
materials; 

post collection processing: support for facilities that process 
recyclable materials for sale to secondary materials markets; 

secondary processing: support for secondary facilities t ha t 
prepare sorted, recyclable materials into feedstock for 
remariufacture; 

special materials recycling: development of recycling 
programs for difficult to handle materials such as tires and 
appliances. 

Alternative I includes the following compost programs: 

yard waste collection: co-collection of yard waste with mixed 
municipal waste using paper bags for yard waste, wi th 
additional evaluation of alternative yard waste collection 
methods; 

backyard composting: distribution of education materials 
that describe backyard composting and the benefits of th is 
approach for yard waste management; 

in-vessel composting: conduct of a feasibility study to 
evaluate in-vessel composting for yard wastes, food wastes, 
wet or soiled paper, and other organic wastes; 

yard waste composting: expansion of yard waste compost 
programs within City limits. 

Alternative I includes the following combustion components: 

existing capacity: use of the existing Northwest Waste-to-
Energy Facility for volume reduction and energy recovery of 
D.S.S.-collected waste which is not reduced at the source, 
recycled, or composted; . 
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new capacity: conduct of a feasibility study to determine the 
need for new capacity other than that provided by the 
Northwest Facility to process D.S.S.-collected waste. 

Alternative I includes the following landfill component: 

landfill facilities: final disposal of processed municipal solid 
waste and incinerator ash residue in remote or local landfill 
facilities. 

5.2.2 Alternative H: Separate Collection Plan. 

Alternative II includes waste reduction components that are identical to 
Alternative I, except for the following: 

Public Education 

toxic substance reduction: implementation of programs that 
require manufacturers to develop pollution prevention plans 
that eliminate or reduce the use of hazardous substances in 
their manufacturing processes. 

Commercial Programs 

commercial audits: adoption of a City ordinance that requires; 
industrial, commercial, and institutional facilities with 50 or 
more employees to conduct a waste audit and implement all 
feasible waste reduction options identified by the audit. 

Legislative Agenda 

packaging design: adoption of a City ordinance that requires 
certain packaging to meet minimum environmental standards 
for reusability, recyclability, and/or recycled material content 
by a specified date; 

pre-processing requirement: adoption of a City ordinance that 
prohibits unprocessed waste from being landfilled after a 
certain date and that mandates the removal of recyclables and 
compostables from the waste stream prior to disposal; 
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hazardous material deposits: adoption of a City ordinance 
that requires a deposit on products which contain hazardous 
materials; 

volume based collection: phased-in implementation of 
volume-based garbage rates by offering two different sized 
garbage carts to single-family res iden t s in se lec ted 
neighborhoods with tax rebates offered to homeowners who 
choose the smaller cart. 

Household Hazardous Waste. 

H.H.W. collection programs: implementation of a citywide 
recycling program for household hazardous wastes. , 

, Alternative II includes material recycling components that are identical 
to Alternative I, except for the following: 

residential recyclables: submission of a Request for Proposals 
that invites for-profit and non-profit companies to submit 
proposals for the separate collection and processing of 
recyclables and compostables from low-density residential 
buildings and the subsequent implementation of separate 
collection programs; 

preprocessing requirement: adoption of a City ordinance tha t 
prohibits unprocessed waste from being landfilled after a 
certain date and that requires the removal of recyclables and 
compostables from the waste stream prior to disposal. 

Alternative II includes composting components that are identical to 
Alternative I, except for the following: 

wet organics: issuance of an R.F.P. that invites for-profit and 
non-profit companies to submit proposals for wet /dry 
collection systems that separately collect yard waste, food 
waste, and wet or soiled paper; 

yard waste collection: collection of yard waste separate from 
collection of mixed waste or as part of a wet^dry collection 
system; 

— in-vessel composting: issuance oi an it.i'.l'. asKing businesses 
to submit bids for building in-vessel composting systems to 
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process yard wastes, food wastes, wet or soiled paper, and 
other organic wastes. 

Alternative II includes the following combustion components that are 
different from Alternative I: 

existing capacity: gradual phase-out of use of the Northwest 
Waste-to-Energy Facility as a method of municipal waste 
management and elimination of any further consideration of 
incineration as a municipal waste management option for the 
City. 

Alternative II includes the following landfill component: 

landfill facilities: final disposal of inert, nondegradable 
material in remote or local landfill facilities and prohibition of 
any landfilling of recyclable or compostable materials. 

5.2.3 Alternative HI: Maximum Reduction. 

Alternative DI includes all waste reduction and recycling components 
as described for Alternative I. Alternative HI includes no test programs 
for in-vessel composting and includes bnly the following compost 
programs: 

yard waste collection: co-collection of yard waste with mixed 
municipal waste using paper bags for yard waste; 

back-yard composting: distribution of education materials 
that describe back-yard composting and the benefits of this 
approach for yard waste management; 

yard waste composting: expansion of yard waste compost 
programs within City limits. 

Alternative m includes the following combustion components: 

existing capacity: use of the existing Northwest Waste-to-
Energy Facility for volume reduction and energy recovery of 
D.S.S.-collected waste which is not reduced at the snnrpp. 
recycled, or composed; 
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new capacity: rehabilitation of other incineration facilities 
within the City in order to expand combustion capacity for 
D.S.S.-collected waste plus evaluation of need for new 
facilities for D.S.S.-collected waste and other residential and 
non-residential waste collected by private haulers. 

Alternative HI includes the following landfill component: 

landfill facilities: final disposal of municipal solid waste and 
incinerator ash residue in remote or local landfill facilities. 

5.3 System Comparison. 

Using established screening criteria, this section objectively and 
subjectively evaluates the three system alternatives. It is difficult to provide 
specific evaluations of certain components because of the wide array of 
program designs which could be utilized by D.S.S. to achieve the City's 
objectives. For this reason, individual components were separately 
evaluated by the S.W.M.R.C. and are discussed in Section 4.0 of this Volume. 
In addition, program success is difficult to predict due to uncertainties 
concerning resource and budgetary program a l loca t ions , c i t izen 
participation levels, media interest, demographic differences, continued 
public support, economic and market conditions, and other factors; 

Each system component examined in this report has been implemented 
"successfully" in other parts ofthe country. However, "success" is relative in 
terms of expectations and achievable goals. What may be successful for one 
community may have unsatisfactory results or corollary impacts and be a 
completely unjustifiable use of limited resources in another. 

The three system alternatives are compared according to the established 
screening criteria: 

Waste reduction goals 

Technical feasibility 

Environmental impacts 

Energy utilization 

Economic impacts 

Implementation considerations 
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5,3.1 Waste Reduction Goals. 

The State of Illinois has established a hierarchy of waste management 
options based on waste reduction and energy conservation goals: source 
reduction, reuse, recycling and composting, combustion, and landfilling. 
Volume reduction at the source and material reuse (i.e., source reduction) 
are preferred methods for managing solid waste. The potential impact of 
source reduction is difficult to quantify, since waste is removed pr-ior to the 
application of available measurement mechanisms. In addi t ion, 
fluctuations in generation rates due to economic changes, weather 
conditions, and other factors can mask or exaggerate any impact. 
However, the source reduction potential is generally estimated to be 
between 2 to 10%. 

The combined impact of source reduction, recycling, composting, and 
waste-to-energy programs contributes to the City's waste reduction goals. 
The essential element in achieving waste reduction and meeting the 
State's hierarchial goals is public education. The generators of waste 
must be trained in the available methods of solid waste reduction and 
encouraged to use them. 

Source reduction, recycling, and composting programs are components 
of each system alternative. The recycling and composting programs are 
anticipated to meet or exceed the State's recycling goals of 15% by 1994 
and 25% by 1996, The reduction range before combustion does not change 
between Alternates I and IE. The significant waste reduction difference 
between Alternatives I and IH is the reduction due to combustion. The 
reduction range for Alternative H is broader than the before-combustion 
reduction range for Alternative I. Mixed waste processing, which is not 
included in Alternative II but is included in Alternative I, raises the lower 
end of the reduction range and narrows the range. The upper end of the 
reduction range of Alternative H is greater than Alternative I due to the 
increased potential of organic waste composting. The potential waste 
reduction impacts of each alternative are summarized in Tables 13,14 and 
15.* The data are presented in ranges for each component of the proposed 
alternative. However, the waste reduction percentages presented in the 

Tables 13, 14 and lb printed on pages IZ'ZVU trirough VZ'Z'ib ol triis 
Journal. 
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tables are not additive since they represent the impact range in isolation 
of other programs. Since each program builds on the previously 
implemented programs, the reduction potential will be reduced by the 
number of previously implemented programs which target the same 
materials. To supplement the tables, an estimate ofthe total impact range 
for each alternative is provided in the appropriate following subsections. 

Source reduction, recycling, composting, and combustion reduce the 
amount of waste deposited in a landfill and therefore also reduce 
exportation of solid waste to distant landfills. 

5.3.1.1 Alternative I. 

Alternative I is projected to reduce D.S.S.-collected residential waste 
by 29 to 45% through source reduction, recycling, and composting. In 
order to estimate this range, the waste reduction potentials for each 
component in Table 13 required modification to arrive at the total 
alternative reduction.* Specifically, drop-off and buy-back programs 
generally achieve lower recovery rates than presented in Table 13 when 
combined with curbside recycling collection.* Preliminary analysis of 
limited available data has indicated that an additive recovery rate of 2 
to 3% can be assumed for drop-off and buy-back programs. The total 
reduction potential through source reduction, recycling, composting, 
and combustion is approximately 64 to 75% for D.S.S.-collected 
residential waste. 

Source reduction programs, such as public education, commercial 
programs, legislation, and household hazardous waste (H.H.W.) 
recycling efforts, are projected to reduce the waste stream by 3 to 4% 
based on Seattle results. Other communities in the country have shown 
that backyard composting and mulching can account for up to 4% 
reduction of the residential waste stream. The impact of public 
education on waste reduction is difficult to measure. However, public 
education and some of the other source reduction programs are expected 
to reduce the waste stream by 1 to 3%. The ex ten t of publ ic 
participation in solid waste management programs depends on the 
effectiveness of education programs. H.H.W. education will inform the 
public on products not containing hazardous constituents and on proper 
disposalof.H.H.W.,butwillnotreduce the quantity of waste. This also 

Table 13 printed on pages 12270 and 12271 ofthis Journal. 
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applies to voluntary hazardous substance reduction programs which 
seek to reduce hazardous substances in manufacturing. Educational 
and promotional efforts on behalf of the "Let It Be" yard waste program 
is assumed to result in 1 to 2% source reduction. "Let It Be" encourages 
homeowners to leave grass clippings on the lawn after mowing. 
Backyard composting is also assumed to reduce the residential waste 
stream by 1 to 2%. 

Other source reduction programs specifically target commercial and 
business establishments. The reduction, reuse, and recycling potential 
at these establishment are business specific and, thus, difficult to 
estimate. Materials exchange programs can encourage the reuse of 
residential and business goods through exis t ing communi ty 
organizations, such as Goodwill and Salvation Army, and the reuse of 
industrial waste products. Commercial waste audits expand this effort 
by identifying opportunities for source reduction, materials reuse, and 
recycling. Model waste reduction programs for businesses and 
institutions use education and financial incentives to help reduce the 
volume of waste disposed and encourage recycling. 

The impact of legislation on waste reduction varies with the focus of 
the legislation. Container deposits, among legislative alternatives, has 
the greatest potential for waste reduction by keeping containers out of 
the waste stream through recycling. This will reduce the curbside 
recycling potential; however, container deposit laws have higher 
recovery rates (80 to 95% of containers) than average curbside recovery 
rates (45 to 65% of containers). A container deposit law can capture up 
to 3% more of the residential waste stream than curbside collection, 
programs. Approximately 0 to 1.8% of Chicago's commercial waste 
stream, excluding industrial waste, is also estimated to be diverted 
through container deposit legislation based on the difference between 
redemption rates and recovery rates. Container deposit legislation has 
been introduced in Illinois several times in the past, but has not 
garnered much support. The potential for recycling may increase with 
legislation on packaging design, pre-processing prior to disposal, and 
hazardous material deposits. The potential impact is difficult to 
differentiate between state legislation and a City ordinance, but a City 
ordinance is likely to be less effective. The waste reduction impact of 
volume based collection fees will vary depending on the price 
differentials between various sized carts. A feasibility study will 
identify the most effective methods. 

Collection of recyclable H.H.W. will reduce residential waste by less 
than 0.03%. According to the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency (U.S,E,P.A.), H.H.W. constitutes less than 0,5% of the 
residential waste stream. First-time H,H,W, collection programs 
normally capture only 1% out of the total quantitv of H,H.W., This 
percentage may grow to about 10% for established programs. 
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The residential recycling programs - including drop-off and buy-back 
center, blue-bag co-collection of recyclables — mixed waste processing a t 
the M.R.R.F.s and some special materials recycling, can potentially 
recover about 21 to 26% of the D.S.S. residential waste stream. Drop
offs and buy-backs serve the high density residential units that curbside 
collection miss. Due to the economic incentives, buy-back centers 
recover 1 to 3% more ofthe waste stream than drop-offs. 

Better participation rates might occur with the blue bag program 
than with a blue box program, based on a survey of citizens who have 
participated in both, but no difference is assumed in the alternatives 
analysis. However, the recovery potential in Table 13 for drop-offs, buy-
backs, and curbside collection are not additive.* With a citywide 
curbside collection program in place, recovery of residential recyclables 
through drop-offs is expected to be approximately zero addi t ive 
potential. A 2 to 3% additive is assumed for buy-backs because of the 
economic incentives. Applying material recovery rates from an existing 
blue-bag separate collection program to Chicago's D.S.S. waste stream, 
co-collection of bagged residential recyclables may recover 12 to 18% of 
low density residential waste. The M.R.R.F.s sort the b lue-bag 
recyclables for sale to secondary material markets. In addition, mixed 
waste processing at the M.R.R.F.s may recover 3 to 6% of D.S.S. 
residential waste stream, based on an assessment of the recovery 
potentials ofthe remaining recyclables in the waste stream. 

Special materials recycling for problem materials — such as concrete 
and asphalt, bulk and wood waste, tires and phone books — will have 
little impact on residential recycling rates. However, D.S.S.-collected 
bulk and demolition waste is approximately 8% of the total waste 
stream. Assuming 50 to 90% recovery of ta rge ted m a t e r i a l s , 
approximately 4 to 7% of the total waste stream can be recycled. The 
recovery of the other special materials can be reviewed under program 
development. 

A.processing requirement mandates that all waste be processed before 
disposal. This may increase recovery of recyclables, but the specific 
impact will depend on the program approach selected and materials 
targeted by the private sector. Secondary processing of sorted, 
recyclable materials will not contribute any additional recycling, b u t 
will make markets more accessible. 

Table 13 printed on pages 12270 and 12271 of this Journal. 
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Depending on participation levels, composting can be expected to 
divert a significant portion of the D.S.S. residential waste stream. 
Paper bag co-collection and composting of yard waste can potentially 
divert 5 to 12% of the D.S.S. residential waste stream. Program 
monitoring and evaluation can develop methods to improve this 
recovery rate. 

In-vessel composting of food waste may lead to additional waste 
reductions. However, the outcome of a food waste composting study 
cannot be anticipated. Therefore, recovery rates for food waste 
composting have not been included in this alternative. 

Combustion of M.S.W. can result in a weight and volume reduction of 
waste. Rehabilitating the Northwest facility can provide capacity for 40 
to 45% of the D.S.S. residential waste stream. Combustion residue, 
historically, was approximately 34% ofthe incoming waste. However, 
extensive recycling and composting reduces the percentage of non-
combustibles in the waste stream and subsequently reduces the ash 
content. Residue will be approximately 23% of the incoming waste on a 
wet weight basis; therefore, the waste reduction can range from 30 to 
35% ofthe D.S.S. residential waste stream. The feasibility study for 
new combustion capacity does not have any waste reduction associated 
with it. 

High-density residential wastes represent approximately 14% of 
Chicago's total waste stream. Since the composition ofthis stream is not 
well known, the potential recycling rate is difficult to determine. Due to 
storage constraints in high-density residential units, participation 
levels for high-density residential units is assumed to be lower than for 
low-density residential units. Thus, approximately 10% to 14% of the 
high-density residential waste is assumed to be recovered through an 
established curbside recycling collection program. As with D.S.S. 
residential recycling, the recovery potential in Table 13 for drop-off and 
buy-back centers is not additive with curbside collection.* Drop-offs and 
buy-backs are assumed to have a zero additive and 2 to 3% additive 
potential, respectively. As a result, approximately 17 to 29% of the 
private residential waste is estimated to be reduced at the source, 
recycled, or composted. 

Table 13 printed on pages 12270 and 12271 of this Journal. 
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The waste reduction of the commercial and industrial waste is 
approximately 28 to 56% through source reduction, recycling, and 
composting. Recovery of commercial recyclables through mandatory 
collection by the private sector will vary by types of businesses. 
Commercial and industrial recycling can range from 20 to 40% of the 
commercial/industrial waste stream based on existing recycling in the 
coinmercial sector of various communities. Mandatory commercial 
recycling will likely result in higher recovery levels. Results from waste 
audits and model demonstrations will contribute to achieving these 
rates. 

Composting of privately-collected yard waste is most l ike ly 
accomplished by landscapers. Based on Seattle's recovery of commercial 
yard waste, approximately 2 to 5% of Chicago's privately-collected 
waste is estimated to be composted. 

5.3.1.2 Alternative H. 

Alternative H is projected to reduce D.S.S.-collected waste by 23 to 
50% as a result of source reduction, recycling, and composting programs. 
If the food waste compost from in-vessel composting cannot be 
marketed, this rate decreases to 21 to 46% (Table 14).* Combustion is 
phased out in this alternative; thus, reduction due to combustion is nil. 
The reduction of privately-collected residential, commercial and 
industrial waste is estimated to be similar tb the reduction under 
Alternative I. 

The source rieduction is still estimated to be 3 to 7%. The iinpacts of 
mandatory programs compared to voluntary programs are difficult to 
determine. However, the mandatory commercial waste audits of 
Alternative II will obtain higher participation rates than the voluntary 
audits in Alternative I and result in more recycling but not much 
change in source reduction. Hazardous substance reduction on a 
mandatory basis is likely to i*educe hazardous materials in the waste 
more than educational and voluntary efforts, but since household 
hazardous waste quantities and industrial hazardous waste are not 
managed by these programs no recognizable impact is expected. Source 
reduction legislation by City ordinance will not likely be as effective as 
state legislation. Therefore, the impact of source reduction within the 
City is expected to be slightly less than legislation at the state level. 

Table 14 printedon pages 12272 and 12273 ofthis Journal. 
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The half-size cart option for volume-based collection fees can have some 
impact on waste reduction, depending on the price differential between 
options. An extensive year-round, Citywide H.H.W. collection program 
may collect about 10% of the H.H.W. compared to 1% for periodic 
collections. However, this increase results in a very slight reduction of 
the total residential waste stream. 

Separate collection of residential recyclables is assumed to recover 12 
to 18% of the D.S.S. residential waste stream based on recovery rates 
experienced from other programs. The post collection processing of 
separated recyclables refers to separate programs for all waste and does 
not include mixed waste processing as in Alternative I. Therefore, the 
total recycling rate for D.S.S.-collected waste in the Alternative II 
recyclirig program is reduced by 6 to 3% from Alternative I. 

Waste reduction due to composting is expected to be greater in 
Alternative H than Alternative I. This increase is attributed to in-
vessel composting of separated food waste. German wet waste 
composting programs have been able to recover about 62% of wet 
organics. Applying this rate to Chicago's D.S.S. food waste percentage, 
about 8% of the D.S.S. residential waste stream may be diverted 
through wet organic collection and in-vessel composting. Participation 
in the U.S. may not be as high as in Germany; therefore, a range of 4% 
to 8% is assumed to be diverted. If no market exists for the wet organic 
compost and compost is landfilled, a reduction of only 2% to 4% is 
possible due to a 50% weight reduction of incoming food waste. 

5.3.1.3 Alternative m . , 

Alternative HI is projected to reduce D.S.S.-collected waste by 
approximately 29 to 45% as a result of source reduction, recycling and 
composting programs. The total reduction of D.S.S.-collected residential 
waste as a result of source reduction, recycling, composting, and 
combustion is estimated to be about 76 to 80%. Approximately 20 to 
24% of the D.S.S. residential waste stream is estimated to remain as 
process and combustion residue requiring landfilling. The rehabilitated 
N.W.F. will have the capacity to combust 40 to 45% of the D.S.S. 
residential waste stream (Table 15).* Rehabilitating another existing 
facility will provide the capacity to combust an additional 25 to 35% of 
the D.S.S. residential waste stream. 

* Table 15 printed on pages 12274 and 12275 ofthis Journal. 
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In Alternative IH, the remaining processible, privately-collected 
residential, commercial and industrial waste is combusted with a 77% 
weight reduction of the incoming waste. As indicated in Alternative I, 
17 to 29% of the private residential waste and 28 to 56% of t h e 
commercial and industrial waste are expected to be reduced at t h e 
source, recycled, or composted. Combustion programs are estimated to 
reduce approximately 45 to 56% ofthe private residential waste and 12 
to 30% of the commercial and industrial waste. The actual reduction 
due to combustion will depend on the amount of processible waste 
available after source reduction, recycling, and composting. T h e 
combustion capacity is estimated to range from 1000 to 3800 tons per 
day. This assumes 10% ofthe private residential and commercial waste 
and 50% ofthe industrial waste is non-processible. The non-processible 
waste and combustion residue must be landfilled. Through source 
reduction, recycling, composting, and combustion, private residential 
waste is reduced approximately 73 to 74% and commercial a n d 
industrial waste is reduced approximately 58 to 68%. 

5.3.2 Technical Feasibility. 

The three altemative systems can be evaluated for technical feasibility 
in terms of: 

Successful operating experience 

Reliability and redundancy 

Effectiveness and flexibility 

5.3.2,1 Operating Experience. 

Risks associated with solid waste management can be reduced by 
relying on programs and technologies which have successfully 
demonstrated that they are capable of achieving their objectives: Thus, 
successful operating experience on a size commensurate with the City's 
needs is an important evaluation criterion. 

Alternative I uses existing facilities operating in the City a n d 
includes the evaluation of new Waste reduction programs. Under th i s 
alternative, new programs are not implemented until proven in a test 
pilot. Thus, successful operating experience is an essential element of 
all components in Alternative I, 

currently being tested in two wards. With successful completion of the 
bag demonstration. Alternative I proposes that this system be used 
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Citywide for residential recycling. Initial results of the program show 
promise. Alternative I recommends that feasibility analyses and, if 
appropriate, pilot tests be conducted for the following types of programs: 
volume-based collection fees, household hazardous waste collection and 
recycling, special materials recycling, in-vessel composting, and new 
combustion capacity. Those programs that are proven at the pilot test 
stage will be considered for expansion citywide. 

Alternative H consists of programs which have a proven operating 
history in other communities in the United States or Europe. Some of 
the proposed programs, such as neighborhood-based recycling, have 
been proven in Chicago. However, other large communities have found 
that it is necessary to minimize differences in neighborhood programs to 
avoid citizen confusion, to facilitate public education when citywide 
expansion occurs, and to ensure the equitable provision of services. 

The Northwest Incinerator would be phased-out and replaced with a 
wet/dry waste collection system and organic waste composting facilities. 
A three-year phase-in of volume-based collection rates and separate 
collection of recyclables and yard waste ma te r i a l s would be 
implemented. The central assumption is that citywide implementation 
of waste reduction, recycling, and composting programs would result in 
a significant decrease in waste requiring disposal. The long-term goal of 
Alternative H is to eliminate all incineration of municipal solid waste 
and to reduce landfilling to only that waste which is non-recyclable or 
non-degradable. While the operating experience of landfilling is proven 
at a size commensurate with Chicago's needs, the operating experience 
of source reduction, recycling, and composting at a size commensurate 
with Chicago's total municipal waste management needs is limited. 
Wet waste composting is a relatively new approach which has limited 
experience in Europe. In the United States, mixed waste compost has 
not been marketable on a large scale and the compost has been used 
almost exclusively as landfill cover. 

Alternative IH consists of programs and facilities that have a proven 
operating experience in the City and includes the evaluation of new 
waste reduction programs. Under this alternative, new programs are 
not implemented until proven in a test pilot. As with Alternative I, this 
Alternative proposes that the blue-bag co-collection of recyclables be 
used citywide, assuming it is successful at thie pilot stage. Alternative 
i n recommends that feasibility analyses and test pilots be conducted for 
the following types of programs: volume based collection fees, 
household hazardous waste collection and recycling, special materials 
recycling, and new combustion capacity. Those programs that are 
proven at the test pilot stage would be considered for expansion 
Citvwide. 
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Alternative HI seeks to miniiriize the exportation of waste outside of 
City limits by maximizing recycling, yard waste composting, and 
incineration with energy recovery ofall residential and commercial 
waste generated in the City. Existing land uses, zoning restrictions, 
wetland areas, and airport locations limit landfilling within the City to 
only short term capacity. 

This alternative assumes successful Citywide expansion of the blue-
bag co-collection program for recyclables and mandatory recycling by 
private haulers. The only test program proposed by this altemative is 
for household hazardous waste collection and recycling. 

5.3.2.2 Reliability And Redundancy. 

To meet the City's long-term waste disposal needs, it is essential that 
specific programs and technologies are reliable and capable of meeting 
disposal needs on a continuous basis. System components must also: (i) 
be compatible with each other, (ii) be capable oi addressing seasonal 
fluctuations in the waste stream, and (iii) be able to be safely operated. 
Periodic failure of system components, even for short periods of time, 
will result in greater quantities of waste being landfilled, increased cost 
due to downtime and lost revenues, increased problems associated with 
safety and environmental performance of the system, and resident 
complaints to the D.S.S.. 

No program or system is 100 percent reliable; therefore, it is 
necessary to build in system redundancy and provide disposal back-ups. 
Redundancy can be achieved through the addition of multiple collection 
points for recyclable materials or the building of additional processing 
lines for M,R,R.F,'s composting facilities or waste-to-energy facilities. 
Facility capacities should be designed for peak capacity with an 
additional slight redundancy for emergency conditions. The system 
should not rely heavily on the success of one specific program or facility. 
If a key program or facility breaks down, alternatives must be available 
for the disposal of waste in order to reduce the probability that City 
waste services and costs will be severely affected. 

.Technical reliability is a function of how well facilities are designed, 
constructed and maintained. Program related reliability factors rely 
heavily on the direct participation of Chicago citizens and businesses. 
In order to enhance program reliability it is necessary to: (i) institute an 
aggressive and ongoing public education campaign, (ii) minimize 
voluntary participation requirements, and (iii) possibly ins t i tu te 
mandatory participation requirements. 

The economics associated with a technology or program will also 
aiiect reiiaoiiity it cost is used as trie only measiiring stick in selecting a 
specific vendor. Facility vendors may cut corners in design and 



12228 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

construction in order to secure contracts. Also, if operating costs are 
higher or revenue streams are lower than anticipated, facility 
maintenance may be reduced, leading to greater than anticipated 
downtimes or contract defaults. 

Alternative I is an integrated system of waste reduction, recycling, 
composting, combustion, and landfilling. Each element of the system 
will process that portion ofthe municipal waste stream which it is best 
designed to process. Thus, the elements are compatible with each other. 
The mix of programs and facilities accommodates seasonal fluctuations 
in the waste stream and provides disposal back-up in the event one 
program or facility is down. 

As an example, old newspaper can be handled by four different 
components of the system. Newspaper can be collected and processed 
through the blue-bag and M.R.R.F. recycling program. If paper markets 
are weak, the newspaper can be composted in the pilot in-vessel compost 
facility. If composting is not an option, the paper can be burned in the 
waste-to-energy facility, or, as a last resort, it can be landfilled. This 
system's flexibility and redundancy ensures that it will work under a 
variety of current and future conditions, some of which cannot be 
anticipated. 

Alternative II consists of a mix of waste reduction, recycling, and 
composting elements. This alternative's recycling components may be 
more reliable than Alternatives I and IE because they may increase the 
number of markets for certain recyclables due to reduced contamination 
levels. However, they also rely on voluntary participation and 
responsible actions on the part of all the City's citizens; a fact which 
decreases reliability and potential waste diversion. Alternative H has 
less system redundancy than I and HI because combustion is phased out 
and the role of landfilling is theoretically restricted to inert, non-
degradable waste which does not have a predictable contamination 
level. 

Mandatory participation requirements are used as a substitute for 
system redundancy in order to increase system reliability. For example. 
Alternative U proposes that the City maridate the following activities: 
commercial waste audits, packaging design requirements, hazardous 
material deposits, toxic substance reduction programs, and commercial 
and high-rise residential recycling. 

In-vessel composting serves as the primary disposal back-up, should 
waste reduction and recycling programs or facilities be down. This 
increases compost contamination potential, which may reduce market 
opportunities based on past experience. The technical reliability of in-
vessel cnmnostinp' is no t nrnven a t thp. RITP. nppHpH hn a r rnmmnHnfp 
Chicago's waste stream. 
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Therefore, Alternative H, as proposed, is not as reliable as the other two 
alternatives. 

Alternative III has a similar mix of programs and facilities as 
Alternative I except that it limits composting to yard waste and it 
increases the role of combustion. Alternative III has sufficient 
redundancy because it consists of waste reduction, recycling, 
combustion, and landfill without restrictions as to the role each of these 
should play in the system. 

In one respect, Alternative IH is more reliable than Alternatives I and 
II because it uses combustion to maximize the amount of was te 
processed within City limits, thus limiting City reliance on remote 
landfills. However, the reliability of Alternative HI also depends upon 
the availability of disposal sites for incinerator ash. With federal 
regulation requirements of ash disposal still being modified, the cost 
and availability of ash disposal sites on a short term basis are difficult to 
predict. 

5.3.2.3 Effectiveness And Flexibility. 

Related to reliability is the effectiveness and flexibility of programs 
and technologies. The more complicated the technology, the greater the 
potential for breakdown. Therefore, the selected system alternatives 
should: (i) require minimal maintenance and equipment replacements, 
(ii) have minimal staffing requirements, (iii) reduce hand separation 
needs, and (iv) be safe to operate. In addition, system alternatives 
should be able to meet changing solid waste disposal needs through 
relatively simple modifications. 

Alternative I consists of a variety of programs and facilities, including 
test programs for innovative types of recycling and mixed waste 
composting. These programs initially require significant staffing and 
equipment. Due to their experimental nature, test programs require 
more staff and resources per ton of waste handled than Citywide 
programs. As a result. Alternative I may not provide the most efficient 
means of handling waste during the initial phases of implementation. 
When fully implemented, however. Alternative I should represent the 
most effective means of waste management because only those 
programs that are proven at the test phase will be implemented 
Citywide. 

The integrated nature of Alternative I suggests that it is flexible and 
can accommodate changing solid waste disposal needs. Individual 
components can be expanded should the composition of waste change; or 
should waste quantities be greater than oroiected. The retentinn nf 
combustion and landfilling in the system provides added flexibility 



12230 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

because these two technologies can process most types of mixed 
municipal waste. 

Alternative H consists of citywide implementation of waste reduction, 
recycling, and composting programs. If all programs work as planned, 
then the system will be eflfective from the start of implementation. The 
risk is tha t some programs and facilities will not meet performance and 
economic requirements established by the City. Should this occur, 
costly changes in the system may be needed. 

Alternative H is less flexible than Alternatives I and HI because it is 
less able to accommodate changing solid waste disposal needs. The two 
demonstrated elements of the current waste system — combustion and 
landfilling of mixed municipal waste - are essentially phased out under 
this alternative. It has not yet been demonstrated that the intensive 
recycling and composting elements which replace combustion and 
landfilling will be sufficiently flexible to accommodate Chicago's 
changing urban waste stream. 

Alternative HI may be the most effective system during initial 
stages of implementation because it utilizes and expands existing 
technologies and involves less experimentatibn with new technologies 
than Alternatives I and U. The use of staff, equipment, and financial 
resources for experimental programs is minimized. Over the long-term, 
however, Alternative III may not be the most effective or flexible 
because the system does not include the exploration of potential new 
technologies, in particular, mixed waste composting. 

Alternative HI is as capable of responding to changing solid waste 
disposal needs as Alternative I. 

5.3.3 Environmental Impacts. 

Environmental impacts of the system alternatives will be a major 
consideration in the system selection process. A primary goal of the City 
is to select a system which is environmentally sound. As summarized in 
Section 4.0, the S.W.M.R.C. has considered environmental factors for each 
sys tem component -- i n c l u d i n g a i r qua l i t y , w a t e r q u a l i t y , 
water/wastewater demand and discharge, land impacts, noise, odor, and 
worker/public health and safety — during the option screening process. 

The only system component with no ident i f iab le n e g a t i v e 
environmental impacts is source reduction. Source reduction programs 
that include.reuse, repair, and refurbishing of existing products result in 
reduced consumption of products manufactured from virgin materials. 
Assuminff the refurbishment is conducted in accordance with snnnH 
environmental practices, source reduction will reduce municipal solid 
wastes and its constituent pollutants. 
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A primary environmental benefit of source reduction is the reduction in 
toxic and hazardous materials and total waste volumes going to mixed 
waste compost facilities, incinerators, and landfills. This decreases the 
negative environmental impacts frequently associated with these 
facilities. These and other factors are summarized for each system in the 
following paragraphs. 

5.3.3.1 Air Quality. 

Air quality concerns associated with the three system alternatives are 
emissions generated from on-site or off-site processing of recyclables, 
odors and gases associated with composting, combustion emissions, 
fugitive dust, and landfill gases. Waste reduction programs, except for 
backyard composting, do not directly affect air quality. 

The air quality concerns associated with material recycling are 
assumed to be less than air emissions associated with other waste 
management options. The primary sources of recycling-related air 
quality concerns are additional vehicular emissions, particulate control 
in material processing, and secondary material refining processes. In 
most cases, when these emissions are compared with emissions from 
virgin material processing sources, a reduction of air impacts is found. 
However, non-attainment areas like Chicago (ozone) need to consider 
local impacts in addition to universal impacts. Therefore, vehicular 
emissions are a particular concern along with volatile organ compounds 
created by composting and landfill decomposition. Landfills emit a 10-
fold hydrocarbon level over combustion and contribute to ozone 
formation. 

Alternative I presents air quality concerns associated with the 
recycling, composting, combustion, and landfilling components of the 
system. The air quality impacts are controlled in this alternative by 
minimizing the number of collection vehicles that must pass by each 
residence, thereby reducing collection vehicle emissions by as much as 
3-fold over Alternative E. The particulate emissions and odors from 
material sorting operations can be controlled by strategically placed 
dust collection and air filtration systems. Odors and volatile organic 
gases which are ozone precursors can be controlled in composting of yard 
waste by windrow turning and aeration systems which filter exhaust 
air. Pilot composting of other organic wastes would initially be small 
scale, having minimal impacts. Programs which might result from the 
testing would be required to screen for volatile organics which are best 
controlled by combustion and incorporate carbon filtration systems to 
minimize impacts in urban areas. Regulations concerning mixed waste 
compost facility emissions must be monitored as they are developed in 
Tllinnis and ntlipr nflrt.<5 nf thp wnrlrl 
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As discussed by S.W.M.R.C and summarized in Section 4.0, air 
emissions associated with the combustion component of Alternative I 
can be controlled through the use of "best available control technology", 
otherwise known as B.A.C.T.. The E.P.A. currently defines B.A.C.T; for 
all criteria pollutants as good combustion practices followed by a dry 
scrubber and either a fabric filter or electrostatic precipitator. Further 
controls for mercury emissions may be required later this year in the 
form of waste screening, reagent injection, or other methods. E.P.A. 
actions and regulations must be monitored and the Northwest Facility 
must meet new Clean Air regulations by 1995. Disposal of mixed 
municipal waste in landfills also will result in some air emissions, 
primarily methane, carbon dioxide, and hydrocarbons due to the 
decomposition of waste in the landfill. Landfill gas controls can reduce 
emission impacts. Remote landfilling will reduce any impacts on the 
Northwest Illinois area's non-attainment conditions. 

Alternative E presents air quality concerns associated with recycling 
and composting. The air quality impacts of Alternative E are generally 
less severe than those associated with Alternatives I and EI because: (i) 
combustion is phased-out, (ii) landfilling is restricted to inert , 
nondegradable materials, and (iii) H.H.W. is reduced through Citywide 
collection of household hazardous waste materials. Although certain 
H.H.W. can be recycled, the majority require disposal through either 
landfilling or combustion after separation: The use of multiple vehicles 
for separate collection of recyclables also will raise vehicular emissions 
over both Alternatives I and III. The expanded role of in-vessel 
composting as part of the Alternative II system may result in air 
emissions such as volatile organic compounds, dust, particulates, and 
airborne pathogens. 

Alternative III presents air quality concerns similar to those 
associated with Alternative I, except for an increase in emissions 
associated with combustion and decrease in hydrociarbons associated 
with landfilling and transport to remote landfills. Alternative IE may 
have more NO^, particulates, SOg, and trace levels of dioxins and furans 
due to the expanded role of combustion in the system. 

5.3.3.2 Water Quality. 

Waste disposal management options will influence water quality in a 
variety of ways. These impacts may occur directly or indirectly. Water 
sources can be directly affected if they are used for processes such as the 
use of water in air pollution control systems or as a means of cleaning 
certain wastes to be recycled. More serious water impacts occur through 
indirect water pollution in the form of leachate. 

Control ot surtace water drainage and treatment of contaminated 
water must be incorporated in the design of all solid waste facilities. 
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The potential for water quality contamination also can be controlled 
through waste reduction and source separation programs that target 
mater ials which contain water-soluble heavy metals and other 
hazardous substances. 

The principal water quality concerns related to the three system 
alternatives are increased demand on local water systems, increased 
wastewater treatment requirements, and potential impact on surface 
and ground water quality. Water needs for waste processing and 
material recovery include the washing of equipment and the cleaning of 
certain recovered materials to meet market purity requirements. 
Compost systems require water because mixed municipal solid waste 
has a moisture content of 20 to 30% and deal moisture levels for 
composting are in the range of 50 to 60%. There is also the potential for 
leaching of metals or other contaminants from compost piles into 
surface and ground water supplies. 

Water requirements for combustion systems include s t e a m 
production, system cooling, and ash handling. Landfills have few water 
requirements. The principal water quality impacts associated with 
landfills are the potential for leachate to contaminate surface or ground 
water supplies. Combustion systems reduce landfilling requirements to 
between 5 and 10% of the volume, reducing the surface area that might 
come in contact with surface or ground water and reducing leachate 
quantities requiring management. Scrubber residues containing lime 
and aluminum ions have demonstrated an ability to immobilize many 
heavy metals and breakdown dioxin compounds. Some heavy metals do 
become more mobile in alkaline environments but reduced leachate 
genera t ion levels produce no differential increase in t o t a l 
contamination emissions. In fact, leachate from some ash monofills 
meets drinking water standards. 

Alternative I presents water quality concerns associated with 
recycling, combustion, and landfills. Water usage and water quality 
problems associated with the recycling and combustion components can 
generally be controlled through good design and proper facility 
operation and maintenance. Combustion plants frequently incorporate 
water conservation measures to reduce water demand and minimize 
wastewater discharge, thereby reducing environmental impacts and 
plant operating costs. The primary water quality concerns associated 
with Alternative I relate to the landfilling of mixed municipal waste. 
Proper landfill design minimizes the potential for leachate migration by 
reduced generation and leachate collection and treatment. 

Alternative II presents water quality concerns associated with 
recycling and composting. The potential impact ofthe in-vessel compost 
facilities will depend on the type of materials composted. If compost 
operauuns are restrictea to yara wastes, tood wastes, wet or soiled 
paper, and other organic wastes, leachate from the compost sites may 
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not be a concern. However, leachate becomes an increasing concern if 
waste dioxin or P.C.B. levels are high or heavy metals and other 
hazardous materials are not completely separated from the organic 
waste stream. As with other waste facilities, proper compost facility 
design and regulated application rates based on contamination levels 
will limit potential negative water quality impacts. Alternative II 
reduces sanitary landfill leachate potential by restricting landfills to 
accepting processed waste intended to be inert and nondegradable. 
However, the Alternative's heavy reliance on toxic segregation of 
H.H.W. will increase demand for hazardous waste disposal capacity 
through both incineration and landfilling. 

Alternative III presents water quality concerns associated with 
recycling, combustion, and landfills. The predominant role of 
combustion in this alternative suggests increased water usage 
requirements but decreased potential fbr leachate production from 
landfills and compost facilities. The primary potential for leachate 
contamination exists at ash disposal sites where there is concern that 
heavy metals will leach from the ash residue. This can be controlled by 
disposing of ash in monofills so that ash does not come in contact with 
the more acidic mixed municipal waste. 

5.3.3.3 Land Impacts. 

All solid waste management components except for source reduction 
have land requirements. In general, recycling and combustion facilities 
have the least land requirements, in the range of 5 to 20 acres per 
facility, and composting and landfilling have greater requirements, 
ranging from 20 acres for a small compost facility to over 100 acres for 
large landfills. Appropriate site selection, use of buffer zones and 
berms, and proper design and operation minimize the impact that waste 
facilities have on the land parcel itself and on neighboring land. 

Alternative I requires land for M.R.R.F. facilities, the combustion 
facility, an ash monofill, and landfills. Existing sites with established 
solid waste operations will be used for the M.R.R.F. and combustion 
facilities, resulting in no new land impacts. To the extent tha t 
Alternative I is successful in reducing waste at the source, recycling 
waste, and reducing waste volume through combustion, the need for 
landfill capacity will be reduced from current requirements. Land 
within or outside the City may be needed for a pilot in-vessel compost 
facility, should the City decide to construct such a facility. Finding sites 
or multiple sites that are large enough, including buffer zones, may be 
difficult in the City. 

Altemative E reaujres lanci for recvcline' and nrnrpssiner fafilifips in-
vessel compostiaciRties, andlandfills. Land requirements for recycling 
and material processing facilities will increase and sites are likely to be 
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dispersed because this alternative is based on source-separated 
collection of recyclables by private organizations throughout the City. 
Siting would be done by these organizations with City oversight 
through zoning approvals. 

Land requirements for in-vessel composting will be significant 
because this alternative prohibits the landfilling of unprocessed organic 
waste. Therefore, all organic waste which is not reduced at the source or 
recycled must be composted in iri-vessel facilities. As a rule of thumb, a 
300 ton per day mixed waste cbmpost facility requires about 30 acres for 
composting plus sufficient landfill capacity to accommodate 25 to 40% 
rejects from the facility. If all recycled and organic waste collected by 
D.S.S. were to be composted, facility capacity for up to 1,500 tons per day 
may have to be sited. Landfill capacity may also be required for 
significant quantities of compost material, if contaminate levels do not 
meet market or environmental standards. 

Under Alternative E, landfill area will be needed for waste which is 
not recycled or composted. This alternative proposes to limit the type of 
waste which can be landfilled, thus limiting the land area needed for 
landfills. However, land area requirements will be greater than for 
Alternative III, particularly if the compost material cannot be 
marketed. 

Alternative IE minimizes out-of-City land requirements because it 
includes maximum waste volume reduction through the combustion 
process. Land is needed for the M.R.R.F. facilities, combustion facilities, 
ash disposal site, and landfills. With aggressive recycling and 
combustion, the need for landfill area will be minimal. Because ash has 
a much higher density than mixed municipal waste, land requirements 
for the ash monofill will be less than for an equal tonnage of unprocessed 
municipal waste. 

5.3.3.4 Nuisance Factors. 

Vermin, odor, traffic, and noise are other environmental concerns 
that must be addressed for each of the systems. Odors and vermin can 
be controlled at processing and combustion facilities through limited 
storage of waste, proper ventilation, and dust control systems. In 
addition, the tipping building for receipt and storage of the M.S.W. 
should be designed to operate under negative pressure, thereby 
minimizing odor outside the plant. Air containing odors will be drawn 
into the combustion units and incinerated at high temperatures. Odors 
and vermin at landfills may be minimized by the installation of gas 
collection systems and the emplo3anent ofgood operating practices, such 
as keepine the workine face as small as nnssihlp and annlvins- daiijr 
cover. 
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The magnitude of traffic and noise impacts for each alternative 
system is dependent on facility configuration and other design 
variables. The permitting process requires a detailed review of traffic, 
noise, and other issues prior to the initiation of construction on a solid 
waste disposal facility. These issues will be examined and mitigation 
measures identified upon the selection of a waste management system. 

Alternative I controls nuisance factors by housing most waste 
processing operations in enclosed facilities. The M.R.R.F.s and 
combustion facilities will be in enclosed structures where odor, noise, 
and vermin can be controlled. The landfill is the only facility where 
these nuisance factors may be a concern. This alternative controls 
traffic on City streets by co-collecting all waste material. Thus, only one 
vehicle goes to each residence to collect waste on a weekly basis. 
Collection centers (transfer stations or M.R.R.F.s) provide centralized 
points for collection vehicles to transfer and redirect compost, 
recyclables, and waste residues to different locations, with more 
efficient use of vehicular transport than Alternative E. 

Alternative E is based on decentralized recycling and intensive use of 
in-vessel composting and, as a result, may result in increased nuisance 
factors. This alternative will result in increased truck traffic on City 
streets because it involves the separate collection of recyclables, 
compostables, and other mixed waste. A wet-dry collection system 
using divided sanitation trucks is one method to collect all waste 
without adding to vehicle traffic on City streets. However, concerns for 
vermin and other nuisance factors have yet to be resolved, since no large 
cities have implemented a wet composting system. In addition, one bin 
will fill sooner than the other due to seasonal changes in wet/dry 
proportions. 

Nuisance factors also may be associated with in-vessel composting. 
The curing of waste which has been initially composted in an enclosed 
vessel is an essential step in the compost process. If the curing takes 
place out-of-doors, odors, dust, and vermin may be problems. If curing 
and storage take place indoors, odors, dust, and vermin are more easily 
controlled. 

Alternative E reduces nuisance factors at the landfill facilities. If 
waste segregation is successful, no decomposition will occur at the 
landfills and odors and vermin will be minimized. 

Alternative IE maximizes the amount of waste which is managed in 
enclosed areas and, thus, minimizes nuisance issues for neighboring 
land owners. The majority of waste is processed at M.R.R.F.s or burned 
i n r n m b n s f . i n n f a p i l i h i p s T r i i f l r f r n f f i p . nAnr. v p r m i n . Qnr l o / i n ip r r«o r i f 
noise at landfills should be reduced because the amount of waste to be 
transported to landfills under this alternative is minimal. 
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5.3.3.5 Worker/Public Health And Safety. 

The health and safety of workers and the general public should be a 
primary consideration when selecting sites for municipal waste 
facilities and when designing, constructing and operating the facilities. 
The following are examples of procedures that protect workers: (i) 
minimize direct contact that workers have with waste material; (ii) 
require workers to wear protective clothing such as ear protection, 
safety gloves, safety goggles, and filter masks; (iii) use equipment, such 
as adjustable conveyors in waste processing facilities, tha t matches 
worker needs; (iv) place top priority on equipment maintenance and 
have a regular maintenance schedule for all equipment; and (v) have an 
ongoing employee training program for all workers. 

The following are examples of procedures that protect the general 
public: (i) select sites for waste msposal facilities that are separated 
from residential and public areas such as schools and hospitals; (ii) 
install and maintain environmental control equipment which meets or 
exceeds State and federal standards; (iii) conduct an ongoing emissions 
monitoring program; and 

(iv) develop access routes to waste facilities that by-pass residential 
areas and institutional facilities such as schools and hospitals. 

Provided that each alternative system incorporates these guidelines 
and other good operating practices, there are no significant differences 
between the three systems in terms of worker/public health and safety. 
The principal perceived public health concern is associated with the air 
emissions and ash disposal of combustion facilities. Combustion is part 
of Alternatives I and EI. As explained in Section 4.0, however, the U.S. 
E.P.A. has determined that air emissions from municipal waste 
incinerators need not present a significant public health risk and tha t 
ash residue stored in a monofill can be managed in a sound 
environmental manner. The best protection measures for both the 
general public and workers are appropriate site selection, and good 
design, construction, operation, and maintenance. 

5.3.4 Energy Utilization. 

Energy utilization of a solid waste facility is the net energy production 
or consumption by that facility. Material recovery and recycling facilities, 
composting facilities, combustion facilities and landfills all consume 
energy. A waste-to-energy facility can produce energy in the form of 
steam and/or electricity. This energy is utilized for in-house needs with 

methane, which may be collected, cleaned, and utilized as a fuel source. 
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Other energy issues should be considered in addition to those associated 
with facility operation. For example, less energy is required to 
manufacture most products from recycled materials than from virgin 
materials; therefore, in one respect, recycling results in energy 
conservation. However, substantial amounts of energy are consumed in 
the separate collection of source separated recyclables. A comprehensive 
energy utilization analysis is very complex and beyond the scope of this 
report. The following paragraphs highlight energy usage and production 
of each system alternative. 

Alternative I includes aggressive waste reduction and recycling and, as 
such, conserves energy that would otherwise be utilized in the production 
of virgin products. The blue-bag collection program results in no 
additional energy consumption for the collection of recyclable materials. 
However, energy is utilized at the M.R.R.F.s for additional conveyors, 
electromagnets, and other mechanical separation equipment to sort and 
process recyclables. 

Energy is produced by the Northwest Waste-to-Energy facility. Steam 
energy from the facility is currently sold to the Brach Candy (Company. 
Alternative I proposes that this arrangement continue along with electric 
generation with excess steam. Energy in the form of methane gas could be 
captured at landfills because this alternative includes the landfilling of 
mixed municipal waste, including biodegradable waste mate r ia l . 
However, this potential would need to be exploited by others since the City 
does not plan to own or operate a M.S.W. landfill. 

Alternative E conserves energy through aggressive waste reduction and 
recycling. This alternative includes a City packaging design ordinance 
and citywide volume-based collection fees. Should these source reduction 
programs result in increased waste reduction, Alternative II would 
conserve more energy than the source reduction programs in Alternatives 
l andm. 

Energy is consumed in the separate collection of source separated 
recyclables, yard waste, and compostables. Like Alternatives I and IE, 
this alternative will also require similar amounts of energy for the sorting 
and processing of recyclables due to decentralized processing which would 
offset any reduced processing requirements. In-vessel composting 
consumes energy. Use of the finished compost product represents energy 
conservation only if transportation of the compost to end use markets 
involves shorter distances than its substitute and the compost replaces 
some other soil additive or fertilizer tha t utilizes energy in i ts 
manufacturing process, ff compost is applied to land as a disposal method 
or is disposed in landfills, then the composting component of Alternative E 
will be an energy consumer. 

Combustion and landfilling of degradable waste are phased out of 
Alternative E; therefore, there is no potential for energy production. 
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Alternative IE produces significant amounts of energy at the expanded 
combustion facilities. Both steam and electrical energy may be produced 
at these combustion facilities. In addition, this alternative conserves 
energy through source reduction and recycling programs. There is little 
opportunity for energy production at landfills since the majority of waste 
landfilled will be ash residue. 

5.3.5 Economic Impacts. 

Amajor consideration in the selection of a system alternative is the 
required capital, capital improvements, financing, and operation and 
maintenance costs involved. These costs are offset to a certain degree by 
revenues generated by the sale of recovered materials and energy. The 
remaining net cost of facilities will have to be paid for with tipping fees. 
The alternative tables (Tables 16, 17 and 18) present a summary of 
economic considerations for the three systems in terms of a range of 
annual budgetary costs.* These budgetary costs are based on program 
costs experienced in other communities where similar programs have been 
instituted. Since the alternatives are objective oriented, D.S.S. will need 
to make many operational decisions, which will determine the schedule 
and cost of implementation. Therefore, the costs are presented in 1991 
dollars and are given in a range to represent various implementation 
methods, financing mechanisms, procurement decisions, design features, 
variable recovery and diversion efficiencies, and ranges in cost 
experienced by other communities. To assist the reader's understanding 
of the estimated costs, the alternative tables include a description of the 
primary data source. The cost for programs which require City 
monitoring or assistance to businesses implementing their own programs 
were developed by estimates of staffing needs and an applicable cost 
multiplier to cover office supplies, ancillary supplies, and administrative 
overhead. Other program costs were estimated based on per ton or per 
household costs for similar programs in other cities or specific cost 
experience in Chicago. 

5.3.6 Implementation Considerations. 

In order to determine which of the system alternatives is best suited for 
the City of Chicago, City officials and the S.W.M.R.C. need to examine 
specific implementation considerations in addition to other important 

* Tables 16, 17 and 18 printed on pages 12276 through 12278 of this 
Journal. 
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issues involved in the decision-making process. Implementat ion 
considerations include legislative and regulatory issues, social/political 
issues, permitting requirements and scheduling factors. 

5.3.6.1 Legislative And Regulatory Issues. 

The selected waste management system must be capable of meeting 
regulatory requirements. Many of the source reduction programs 
require legislative support to be put into effect. Since legislative 
initiatives in general have corollary impacts on business and budgetary 
decisions and other political agendas, passage of legislation is an 
arduous sorting of positive and negative impacts which are not solely 
restricted to solid waste or environmental issues. Therefore, solid waste 
planning must be flexible to deal with legislatively mandated 
programmatic changes. 

Recent regulatory changes at the state and federal level i-equire more 
stringent air, water and land use protection, particularly for incinerator 
and landfill facilities. New and changing regulations also affect how 
communities establish and operate solid waste management systems. 
The three system alternatives evaluated in this section are capable of 
meeting appropriate regulations if: 

the system is properly sited; 

the system is properly designed and constructed; 

the system is operated in the manner in which it was 
intended; and 

the waste stream is properly screened to remove those 
elements t h a t may pose a haza rd to t h e sy s t em ' s 
environmental protection equipment. 

Facility design and construction are difficult and potentially 
expensive if regulations are in a state of change. R.C.R.A. amendments 
that affect landfill construction and ash residue disposal are two 
examples of changing regulations. Compost regulations are currently 
undergoing significant regulatory changes in Europe; some of these 
same questions and concerns are likely to arise in the United States 
when compost capacity reaches significant levels. The City must 
provide sufficient flexibility in its system design to accommodate new 
regulations. The City needs to anticipate pending regulations in the 
implementation of its waste facilities. 
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Alternative I has the system flexibility to respond to changing 
regulations. The alternative includes several feasibility studies and 
pilot test programs. One advantage of pilot test programs is tha t 
implementation impediments and State regulatory requirements for 
such facilities are defined before significant capital expenditures are 
incurred. Prior to investing significant financial resources in citywide 
programs or facilities, the City should have a thorough understanding of 
I.E.P.A. permit requirements. This is especially true for innovative 
facilities, such as municipal waste composting facilities, which are 
relatively new in Illinois. There is no experience in the Sta te 
concerning how the I.E.P.A. will regulate municipal waste compost 
facilities or the use ofthe finished compost. The in-vessel compost 
feasibility study recommended as part of Alternative I will address 
questions concerning State regulation of this technology. 

Alternative E is less affected than Alternatives I and EI by changing 
M.S.W. landfill and incinerator regulations. However, it is not known 
how the State may regulate the new programs and activities proposed in 
this alternative. For example, I.E.P.A. regulatory interpretations may 
significantly affect: (i) the desigri arid operation of household hazardous 
waste collection, storage, and disposal programs; (ii) the siting, design, 
construction, and operation of in-vessel compost facilities; and (iii) new 
disposal capacity for segregated toxic wastes. 

Alternative IE is most affected by uncertainty concerning regulatory 
changes related to combustion facility stack emission standards and the 
disposal of ash residue. This system proposes expansion of the role of 
combustion for the disposal of privately collected waste and thus will be 
affected by State and federal regulations and subsequent permitting of 
combustion facilities. 

5.3.6.2 Social/Political Issues. 

The S.W.M.R.C. recognizes the need for the selected system to be 
socially equitable and politically feasible. These are difficult issues to 
evaluate without an extensive understanding of the City's political 
history, the goals of specific legislative and executive decision makers, 
and the level of public support. Much depends on how the waste system 
is packaged and presented to the public. 

Decision making in the solid waste area is one of the most politically 
sensitive issues facing local officials. Decisions on system selection, 
facility sites, and methods of pajmient will result in some degree of 
public opposition, regardless of what the decision is or how it is made. In 
order to secure public support for the system, it is necessary that the 
system: 
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Be environmentally sound; 

Does not result in significant cost increases; 

Does not adversely affect any specific group in the community; 
and 

Provides some degree of compensation to affected parties. 

Alternative I spreads responsibility for waste reduction and recycling 
across a number of groups in the City and, as such, may be politically 
and socially acceptable. Many of the waste reduction programs are 
based upon public education and voluntary compliance. The only 
mandatory programs are those that require waste haulers and 
owners/operators of commercial and institutional establishments to 
offer source separation recycling programs for high-rise residential and 
non-residential waste materials. Public willingness to participate in 
the blue-bag collection program will depend on public education and 
strong visible support by elected officials. Ongoing positive feedback 
concerning the effectiveness of waste reduction programs is important 
to maintaining public interest and cooperation in the programs. There 
may be some public opposition concerning siting of the M.R.R.F.s, but 
such opposition should be minimal since each site must have an existing 
solid waste permit. 

Alternative E may be less politically and socially acceptable because 
of its strong emphasis on mandatory participation in various waste 
reduction programs and the costs associated with some of the programs. 
For example, commercial and industrial facilities may be reluctant to 
conduct commercial waste audits and to implement toxic substance 
reduction programs unless City funds are available to pay for the 
programs. It is probable that there will be strong opposition to a City 
packaging design ordinance and a City hazardous material deposit 
ordinance. There may be opposition to the costs associated with a 
Citywide household hazardous waste collection program and costs 
associated with separate collection of wet organics and recyclables. The 
siting of up to 1,500 tons per day of compost facility capacity is likely to 
raise considerable opposition in the City and may at t ract more 
opposition outside the City due to local siting approval requirements. In 
contrast, there may be some public support for phasing-out of the 
Northwest Facility but savings in disposal costs may limit the extent of 
this support. 

Alternative IE may incur public opposition to the proposed expanded 
role of combustion within the City. Attempts in suburban Cook County 
to approve incinerator facilities have met with strong local opposition. 
In other respects, this alternative will probably have the same level of 
political and social support as Alternative I. 
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5.3.6.3 Siting Considerations. 

State legislation requires the identification of potential sites within 
the municipal boundaries for each proposed waste management 
program and an explanation of the framework to be utilized in 
identifying these sites. The City currently uses a number of public and 
private sites for its waste management activities. Since major increases 
in waste generation within the City are not foreseen, the City currently 
plans to adopt, where possible, these existing solid waste management 
sites to meet its planning needs. However, existing landfill capacity 
within the City will not meet City needs over the 20-year planning 
period. The City's ability to provide new landfill capacity is severely 
constrained by existing residential and commercial development, 
wetland areas, and geological features. These constraints m a k e 
landfilling minimization an extremely important criteria in the 
planning effort. The City recognizes that even with minimization 
programs it will require landfill capacity beyond its own borders. 
Through the M.R.R.F. R.F.P. process, the (5ity expects to obtain seven 
years worth of landfill capacity from private landfill operators in the 
Northeastern Illinois region. During this seven-year timeframe, the 
City intends to develop its waste minimization programs and to develop 
a strategy to deal with long-term waste disposal needs. 

Although new facility siting within the City is not currently expected, 
a siting framework has been included to meet s ta te p l a n n i n g 
requirements. This framework provides an outline for screening the 
City through an exclusionary process to identify appropriate locations 
for the required facilities. A more definitive siting methodology will 
have to be developed for each type of facility determined to be required. 
This methodology will need to be refined to incorporate the input of 
several City Departments, including the Departments of Planning and 
Development, Consumer Services, Environment, and Streets and 
Sanitation regarding the specific type of facility requiring siting and 
applicable ordinances and regulations currently in force. 

The siting of any facilities utilized by the City outside of i ts 
boundaries would be conducted by private enterprise or by other 
municipalities under cooperative exchange arrangements for waste 
management services and be subject to local siting review and approval 
processes. Since the City has no direct control over these activities, a 
siting framework for these facilities has not been developed. 

The facility specific site selection methodology will include decisions 
on methods and public involvement, local site selection criteria for each 
system component, and weighting methods for each siting criterion for 
each system component. This approach to siting is a rational and 
objective method whereby established criteria arid weighting methods 
will be used to rank candidate sites. Some measure of additional 
investigations will be necessary to field check data. Once sites are 
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identified, it will be necessary to obtain acquisition options to ensure 
site availability. Additional analysis and investigations will be 
undertaken to obtain local site approval and collect information 
necessary for permitting, facility design, and establishing mitigation 
programs. 

Selection of a site is a critical element in implementing solid waste 
projects. The potential sites identified and the manner in which the 
sites are selected will be the subject of much scrutiny. Therefore, a site 
selection process must be used which will ul t imately identify 
technically feasible site alternatives. A formal siting process will 
provide decision makers a good basis for making site decisions in the 
face of public opposition. 

The purpose of the siting analysis is to identify finalist sites for 
locating one or more resource recovery facilities. The site selection 
methodology will use siting criteria to guide the selection of potential 
sites through a three-step process involving: 

Exclusionary Siting Criteria. These criteria will be used to 
identify, on maps, unsuitable areas within the City. 

Search Area Screening Criteria. These criteria will be applied 
to screen the search areas to actually identify potential sites 
(parcels of land). 

Site Evaluation Factors. These are site-specific criteria which 
will enable a quantitative ranking ofthe candidate sites. 

The first step of the process is to develop siting criteria which will 
guide the screening analysis, site evaluation and ultimate selection of 
the preferred site(s). The exclusionary criteria are somewhat different 
from the other criteria in that these criteria must enable a suitable or 
unsuitable determination for a geographic area, hence exclusionary 
criteria can be considered as "fatal flaws". 

The other screening criteria and site evaluation factors influence the 
siting process by degree in that they are applied to screen the search 
areas to define potential sites, and the site evaluation factors are used to 
evaluate the relative suitability ofthe selected candidate sites to enable 
final site(s) selection by the City. It is anticipated tha t the site 
evaluation factors may need to be further defined after on-site screening 
analysis has been completed. 

After finalization and collection of all pertinent information the 
exclusionary criteria will be applied through mapping of the City to 
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eliminate those areas known to be unsuitable because of environmental, 
technical, or regulatory constraints. 

Each exclusionary criterion will be mapped for the entire City. From 
these various map overlays a composite map of potentially suitable 
areas, or search areas, will be created. 

After the search areas are defined the search area screening criteria 
will be applied through field investigations and mapping to define 
potential sites (specific parcels of land) within each search area. This is 
a time consumptive process requiring time to actually inspect the search 
areas to identify the most suitable potential sites. 

The search area screening criteria are attached, however, the 
following siting issues would be considered: 

Land Use. The compatibility of land uses in close proximity to 
the site should be considered to avoid conflicts between an 
industrial facility and sensitive land uses. 

Access Routes. Access to major transportation routes is 
desirable for efficient hauling operations, limiting the amount 
of new road construction or upgrading necessary to develop a 
facility, and reducing the distance of, and impacts to, the 
surrounding areas along approach routes to a facility. 

Transmission Lines. Any facility with high power demand or 
generation capability should be located within a reasonable 
distance to transmission lines capable of supplying and 
transmitt ing the generated electricity to limit costs of 
interconnection to the electrical grid and substation service 
area. 

Ownership. To limit site acquisition transactions, preferred 
areas should have a limited number of parcels. 

Existing Development. The site area should minimize 
demolition and site preparation construction work needed for 
facility development. 

Physical Characteristics. The site should not be located 
within an area of unstable geology or an area that would 
conflict with any major infrastructure services or structures 
such as dividing roadways, gas/fuel pipelines, transmission 
line easements, railroads, etc.. 
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Historic Places. The site shall not be a designated Chicago 
landmark, or listed on the Illinois or National Register of 
Historic Places. 

Airports. F.A.A. restrictions for s i t ing solid was te 
management facilities may preclude site availability. 

Cemeteries. The site shall not be a cemetery. 

Wetlands. The site should not adversely affect wetland areas. 

After application of the search area screening cr i ter ia and 
identification of potential sites an Advisory Committee will select the 
candidate sites for ranking and evaluation. 

After identification of potential sites, the sites will again be inspected 
and evaluated based on the site evaluation criteria. This third level of 
evaluation is site-specific and the factors are a refinement of the 
previous screening criteria. 

This level of analysis consists of objective weighted site evaluation 
factors using a rating system and subjective evaluation factors. Each 
objective factor is assigned a "weight" to designate the level of 
importance for that factor. The greater the importance, the higher the 
weighting factor. Each candidate site is then rated for each of the 
factors on a scale. The site factor rating is multiplied by the factor's 
weight resulting in a score for the site. The sites can be compared based 
on their relative total scores and ranked accordingly. This ranking is 
not intended to separate one site from another, but to separate groups of 
relatively similar sites. 

In using this type of numerical ranking system to evaluate overall 
site suitability, it should be realized that a wide range of site-specific 
characteristics must be considered in determining a total score for a 
particular site. The total score calculated for a site is an indication of 
the site's overall compatibility with the criteria established for the 
siting process relative to other sites. The total score reflects the 
"average", of a range of "best case" and "worst case" conditions for a 
particular site. The rationale for differentiating between "best case" 
and "worst case" site conditions in terms of numerical values is to create 
some type of structure by which the sites can be evaluated in a 
comparative manner. It is difficult to realistically define absolute best 
or worst case site characteristics; however, it is necessary to develop 
some means of determining those sites that are clearly more suitable 
than others for facility development. 
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The total scores for the candidate sites can be ranked according to the 
higher-scored sites, those in the top 10 — 20 percent of the site rankings 
obtained, being considered as the most suitable sites for facility 
development and the lower-scored sites as being less desirable for 
development. The use of these types of categories for total site scores 
allows for a flexible evaluation of the candidate sites. The final site 
selection(s) will be made by the City considering all objective and 
subjective issues pertinent at the time. 

5.3.6.4 Permitting Requirements. 

Permitting requirements for individual components of the proposed 
waste systems have been discussed within the S.W.M.R.C. and are 
summarized in Section 4.0. Except for recycling facilities and 
M.R.R.F.s, all waste facilities require I.E.P.A. permits. However, the 
Department of Consumer Services began licensing recycling facilities in 
Chicago in February, 1990; to ensure public health and safety and 
efficient operation. 

The I.E.P.A. requires that permits be obtained for the development 
and operation of composting facilities. Permit requirements for yard 
waste compost facilities are well established. Direct land application of 
yard waste and certain composting operations located on farms are 
exempted from the permit process. Permit requirements for M.S.W. 
compost facilities are under consideration by the I.E.P,A. 

The Solid Waste Development Permit application for a combustion 
facility includes all data and information required by the I,E,P.A, to 
demonstrate that the site will be developed in accordance with LE.P.A. 
regulations. An Air Pollution Control Construction Permit contains 
information regarding the emission source and air pollution control 
equipment, estimated quantities of uncontrolled and controlled air 
contaminant emissions at the facility, maps, statistics, and other data. 
These I.E.P.A. regulations parallel existing federal regulations and 
must be revised to meet current and pending changes. 

The Northwest Incinerator will require modifications to i ts a i r 
pollution control equipment in order to comply with the new Clean Air 
Act and to meet repermitting requirements after 1995, 

A new City or regional landfill will require the following state 
permits: 

Solid Waste Development Permit 

Solid Waste Operating Permit 
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Air Pollution Control 

N,P,D.E.S. Permit 

Various local permits and local siting approval also will have to be 
obtained for the landfill. 

5.3.6.5 Implementation Schedule. 

Upon selection of a system alternative, several tasks will need to be 
initiated. Waste reduction programs can be planned and implemented 
within a relatively short time frame, unless they involve legislative 
measures. Implementation of solid waste facilities will require more 
time for permits, design and construction. 

Recently, the City issued an R.F.P. to vendors for the design, 
construction and operation of two to six M.R.R.F.s. Cbnstruction on 
these facilities is expected to start in late 1991 and last about 15 
months. Thus, these facilities should be operational in early 1993. 

A centralized yard waste composting facility can be permitted in 
approximately 3 months, with construction taking another 4 to 6 
months. Mixed waste composting is more complicated. It may take 3 to 
5 years to site, permit, and construct an in-vessel compost facility. 

New incinerator and landfill facilities require 5 to 10 years to site, 
permit, and construct. The length of time needed to site a facility is the 
most significant unknown factor in the facility development process. 
Strong local opposition can slow the development of a facility 
considerably. 

5.3.7 System Comparison Summary. 

The three alternative systems examined have the potential for 
successfully managing Chicago's municipal waste stream if the following 
elements are included as part ofthe overall implementation: 

Adequate planning; 

Realistic expectations; 

Ongoing public education programs; 

Adequate provision of resources; 
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Proper design and construction of facilities; and 

Proper maintenance of facilities. 

In making the final system alternative selection, City officials 
considered the City's priorities for future waste management. The City 
has selected Alternative I for the Plan which is described in detail in 
Section 3.0 of Volume I. The public review and comment period resulted 
in the following modifications to Alternative I. 

Collections methodology and processing capacity procurement 
are separated into new sections. 

The new Department of Environment will be responsible for 
source reduction and recycling education program and program 
development. 

An extension of the current moratium of landfill development in 
Chicago will be supported. 

A tip fee surcharge will be reviewed for appropriateness. The 
proceeds will be used to implement Plan programs in all areas of 
the City. 

Preprocessing for recyclables of all residential and commercial 
waste prior to transfer, incineration, or landfilling of solid waste 
will be required. 

A regional view and allocation of disposal capacity is necessary 
to assure all the counties and municipalities that adequate 
capacity exists to provide the needed disposal services. City will 
work with the Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission to 
develop regional coordination ofthe solid waste problem. 

A "Buy Recycled" program will be added to the model waste 
reduction program and the public education program in the 
Plan. 

The City will support local packaging legislation to address 
source reduction issues if after an appropriate time the federal 
government has not addressed the problem. 

In the future program analysis, an "organic waste composting, 
combustion, and landfilling comparative study" is included. 
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TABLE 1 
CHICAGO POPULATION "> 

Year 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 
1988 
1990 
1995 
2000 
2005 
2010 

Source 

Census Data 
DPD Estimate 
DPD Estimate 
DPD Estimate 
DPD Estimate 
DPD Estimate 
DPD Estimate 
DPD Estimate 
DPD Estimate 
DPD Projection 
DPD Projection 
DPD Projection 
DPD Projection 
DPD Projection 

Average Annual 
Compound Growth (%)'^ 

.• 

0.04 
0.08 
0.07 
0.06 
0.04 
0.05 
0.09 
0.13 
0.18 
0.11 
0.13 
0.26 
029 

Total 
Population 

3,005,069 
3,006340 
3,008,685 
3,010,803 
3,012,532 
3,013,758 
3,015,315 
3,018,018 
3,021,912 
3,032,845 
3,050,303 
3,069,664 
3,109,463 
3,155,423 

NOTES: 
(1) Source, DPD estimates adopted on November 23, 1987. 
(2) Average annual growth rate over the period between the previous tabulated entry. 
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TABLE 2 

1988 SOLID WASTE GENERATIOH SUHHARY 

D a i l y Uaste Generat ion (Tons) 

Uard 

'l 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
16 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

SUBTOTAL 

Low Density 
Residential 1 

13,403 
4,217 
11,475 
7,069 
8,429 
23,662 
18,987 
20,816 
20,312 
29,287 
27,182 
31,736 
33,992 
31,057 
28,508 
22,163 
21,187 
29.072 
32,283 
11,207 
25,793 
23,778 
32,410 
16,795 
24,356 
19,719 
14,737 
15,111 
15,657 
32,473 
20,799 
28,733 
27,968 
25,241 
29,447 
32,673 
21.250 
33,790 
24.667 
22,281 
31,312 
3.592 
16,584 
14,142 
31.985 
7,220 

23,972 
7,077 
8,542 

20.312 

1.078.460 

BULIC/DEM0(1)(2) 
STREET DIRT(I) 

Hi Density 
Residential 

16,263 
25,432 
20,017 
22,969 
23,178 
9.386 
11,812 
11,719 
8,705 
3,705 
2,807 
101 

2,352 
3,037 
5,278 
8,409 
9,636 
3,943 
3.946 
18.630 
2,587 
2.901 
3,153 
10,864 
4,230 
9,369 
13,624 
13,801 
14,084 
5,819 
9,408 
4,371 
6,702 
1,884 
7.776 
5,004 
9.796 
3.825 
12.204 
12,290 
9,107 
27,552 
20,384 
21.008 
5.151 
26.196 
13.051 
25,660 
24,343 
15,592 

553,061 

Conin/ 
Indust. 

542.373 
14.308 
8,440 
8.716 
22.903 
12,271 
7,263 
23,228 
16.676 
61.160 
60,354 
62,994 
42,321 
12,333 
19,914 
5.890 
8,076 
7,223 
11.933 
6.995 
8.875 
21.188 
31.922 
18.425 
39,361 
15,524 
59.070 
28.099 
8.076 

44.195 
18.621 
66.690 
27.339 
10,645 
45,752 
28,530 
28,015 
13,325 
34,779 
18,065 
46.667 
225.163 
37.942 
18.444 
33.690 
9.813 
31.753 
10.659 
11,613 
16,759 

1.964,373 

Annual 
Total 
Tons 

572,039 
43,957 
39.932 
38.754 
54.510 
45.319 
38,062 
55.763 
45.693 
94.152 
90.343 
94,831 
78,665 
46,427 
53,700 
36,462 
38,899 
40,238 
48,162 
36,832 
37,255 
47,867 
67,485 
46.084 
67,947 
44,612 
87,431 
57,011 
37.817 
82,487 
48.828 
99.794 
62,009 
37,770 
82.975 
66,207 
59,061 
50.940 
71.650 
52,636 
87.086 
256.307 
74.910 
53.594 
70.826 
43.229 
68.776 
43,396 
44.498 
52.663 

3.595.894 

307.537 
13.884 

TOTAL 3 .917 .315 

No tes : 
(1) Tonnages not avai lab le by ward. Hay have to be 

handled separately from other uaste. 
(2) Some of bulk co l lec ted along with res ident ia l uaste 

at curt iside. 
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TABLES 
TOTAL CHICAGO WASTE QUANTITY PROJECTIONS"' 

Year and 
Total 

Population 

1990 
3,032,845 

1995 
3,050,303 

2000 
3,069,664 

2005 
3,109,463 

2010 
3,155,423 

Waste 
Category 

Residential: 
Low Density® 
High Density*^ 
Comm/Ind:̂ *) 
Bulk & Demo:(*> 

Residential: 
Low Density® 
High Density® 
Comni/Ind:<*' 
Bulk & Demo:̂ ^ 

Residential: 
Low Density® 
High Density® 
Comm/Ind:<*> 
Bulk & Demo:® 

Residential: 
Low Density® 
High Density® 
Comni/Ind:<*> 
Bulk & Demo:® 

Residential: 
Low Density® 
High Density® 
Comm/Ind:<*' 
Bulk & Demo:® 

Waste 
Applicable Subtotal 
Demographics (tons) 

1,819,707 
1,213,138 
1,425,437 
3,032,845 

1,830,182 
1,220,121 
1,433,642 
3,050,303 

1,841,798 
1,227,866 
1,442,742 
3,069,664 

1,865,678 
1,243,785 
1,461,447 
3,109,463 

1,893,254 
1,262,169 
1,483,049 
3,155,423 

1,095,920 
597,775 

1,977,080 
298,887 

1,102,230 
601,215 

1,988,460 
300,607 

1,109,220 
605,030 

2,001,080 
302,515 

1,123,600 
612,875 

2,027,030 
306,440 

1,140,210 
621,930 

2,056,990 
310,970 

Notes: 
(1) 
(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Waste 
Total 
(tons) 

3,969,662 

3,992,512 

4,017,845 

4,069,945 

4,130,100 

Does not include waste quantities which are currendy being recycled. 
Population in low-density housing tmits is 60% of total population based on 1988 records and generates 
waste at a rate of 3.3 lb per person per day. 
Population in high-density housing units is 40% of total population based on 1988 records and generates 
waste at a rate of 2.7 lb per person per day. 
Employed population is 47% of total population based on 1985 records and generates waste at a rate of 7.6 
lb per employee per day. 
Bulk, demolition and street dirt based on 1987 and 1988 average generation rate of 0.540 pounds per capita 
day. 
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Table 4 

Materials Discarded into the Waste Stream 1990 

Bulky Waste 
Newspaper 
Other Paper 
Glass 
Ferrous 
Aluminum 
Paperboard 
Plastics 
Food Waste 
Yard Waste 
Wood 
Textiles/T-eather 
Other 

EPA Renort ® 

MSW 

13.5% 
6.2% 

16.0% 
7.5% 
1.7% 
0.7% 

14.8% 
4.2% 
8.4% 

19.8% 
1.3% 
1.7% 
4.2% 
100% 

Chicapo Shidv 

Residential Waste 

7.0% 
7.3% 

14.5% 
6.2% 
2.6% 
0.4% 
5.4% ~ 
9.4% 

13.3% 
18.9% 
4.2% 
4.4% 
6.4% 
100% 

Notes: 
(1) from EPA/Franklin 1988, data after material recovery, before energy recovery 

has taken place. 
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Table 5 
20 YEAR SOLID WASTE SHORTFALL CAPACITY 

(Based on 1990 Data) 

Generation EstimateC20 yrs.) 

Estimated City Capacity 

Northwest (Cont. Operation) 

Capacity Shortfall"^ 

Tpn?. 

80,460,000 

4,369,000 

5.?40,000 

70,151,000 

Cubic Yards® 

268,200,000 

14,565,000 

19.800.000 

233,835,000 

Notes: 
(1) The material markets have indicated an additional annual recycling capacity of 

192,960 tons, wiiich cannot be achieved unless changes are made in the City's current 
collection system. Therefore, the 20 Year Capacity Shortfall projection does not 
include this additional recycling capacity. 

(2) Based on an assumed average density of 600 pounds per cubic yard. 
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Tabled 
Waste Management Options 

Source Reduction: 
PubDc Education 

Cnmmer^ifll 

Programs 

LcEislative 
Agenda 

Hopsehold 
Hazardous 
Waste 

Mnnngpmpnf Opfinn^ 

Program Awareness 
HHW Education 
HHW Reduction 
"Let It Be" Yard Waste 
School Programs 

Material Exchange 
Commercial Audits 
Model Waste Reduction 

Container Deposit 
Packaging Design 
Pre-processing 
Hazardous Materials Deposits 
Volume Based Collection 

Battery Recycling 
Oil Recycling 
Paint Exchanges 
Collection Programs 

RecycUng: 
Collection 

Processing 

Drop Off Programs 
Buy-back Programs 
Blue-bag Collection 
Private Collection 
High-rise Collection 
Commercial Recyclables 

IPC (Recyclable Processing) 
MRRF (Mixed Waste Processing) 
Special Materials Recycling 
IHgh Tech. Mechanical Processing 
Pre-processing Requirements 
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Table 6 (Continued) 
Waste Management Options 

Composting: 
CoUection 

Processing 

Combustion: 
Processing 

Wet/Dry Collection 
Yard Waste Collection 
Backyard Composting 

In-vessel Composting 
Yard Waste Composting 

Mass Bum 
RDF 
d-RDF 
Light-weight Aggregate 
Modular Mass Bum 

Firing Grate 
Suspension 
Fluidized Bed 
Pyrolysis 
Kiln 

Landfilling: 
Waste 

Ash 

Methods 

New Landfill in City 
Private Hauler - Long Distance Haul 
City Contract with Landfill 
Operator/Municipality 

New Landfill in City 
Private Hauler - Long Distance Haul 
City Contract with Landfill 

Operator/Municipality 

Balefills 
Monofills 
Mixed Waste Landfills 
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Table 7 
Management Option Screening Criteria 

Waste Reduction Goals: 
contributes towards source reduction and/or recycling 
goals 
market availability for recycled materials and energy 
recovered 
minimizes solid waste exportation 
minimizes landfill dependence 

Technical Feasibility: 

Successful Operating Experience: 
• demonstrated: technology—option has proven operating 

experience 
• technology availability—experienced equipment vendors 

and operators are readily available 

Reliability and Redundancy: 
• the plan component is capable of meeting disposal needs 

during the plan period (20 years) 
• seasonal and daily fluctuation in waste quantities and 

composition can be addressed 
• facilities capable of safe operation 
• plan component requires minimal maintenance 
• plan components offer redundancy 

Effectiveness and Flexibility: 
• long term disposal needs can be accommodated 
• compatible with other waste management options 
• staff requirements for administration, collection, and 

operation are minimized 

Enyironmental Impacts: 
conserve natural resources 
minimize air quality deterioration 
consider surface water and ground water quality and 
water/wastewater requirements 
reduce soil contamination 
promote worker health and safety 
enhance public health and safety 
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Table 7 (Continued) 
Management Option Screening Criteriia 

Energy Utilization: 

Economic Impacts: 

energy consumption or savings 
energy potential of waste utilized 

cost analysis of coital, capital improvements, life cycle, 
operation, maintenance, and transportation costs 
economic advantages and disadvantages 
economic development impact 
financing requirements and sources 

Implementation Considerations: 

Legislative and Regulatory Issues: 
• air quality requirements 
• water quality requirements 
• land use requirements 
• noise and other nuisance control requirements 
• conforms with Chicago environmental and land use plans 
• conforms with Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

and other state regulations 
• conforms with U.S. EPA regulations 

Social/Political Issues: 
• political acceptability 
• ease of implementation 
• equitability—extent to which costs and benefits are 

distributed evenly 

Siting Considerations: 
• complexity of siting 
• amount of land required 
• suitable land available 

Permitting Requirements: 
• type(s) of permits required 
• ability to meet permit requirements 

Scheduling Factors: 
• time required for permitting, implementation, 

construction, start of operation, and processing 
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Table 8 

Operating Experience, Reliability and Redundancy 

Piogniai Systems in Operation Issue Factors 

SouTtc Reduction 

Public Education Numerous 

Backyard 
Composting 

User Fees 

Unknown, typically 
included in public 
education program 

Numerous 

Bag/Tag Programs Few in operation 

Packaging 
R£strictions 

Few in operation 

Program success leiies on citizen action ' 
the message has to be tiansfencd into 
action 

Program success relies on dtizeo action; 
individual efforts must be done properly 
or nuisances will be created and citizens 
discouraged 

Qtizens must make the connection 
between the level of the user fee and the 
amount of waste generated 

Qtizens must make the connection 
between the level of the bag/tag cost and 
the amount of waste generated 

Packages must not only substitute 
packaging materials, but reduce the 
amount of packaging used to reduce 
disposal needs 

ongoing program 
adequate resources 
use existing materials 
use of a variety of media 

ongoing education 
demonstration programs 
possible mandatory participation 

notices in collection bills 
public hearings at time of rate 
changes 
set fees at a high level 

set fees at a high level 
print promotional messages on 
bags 

business sector support 
ability to adopt ordinances locally 

Recycline 

DrofMifr 

Curbside 
Collection 

Buy.back 

MRRF 

Numerous 

Numerous 

Approximately 10,000 

Approximately 104 
facilities planned 
or existing 

Program requires voluntary participation 
and available markets for msterials. 

Typically involve voluntary participation; 
but programs can require mandatory 
participation, then enforcement is 
required. Markets for materials must be 
available. 

Program requires voluntary participation 
and available markets for materials 

Relatively new system for processing 
recovered materials and there are a variety 
of designs available; low tech or high tech 
process. Requires markets for materials. 

public education 
convenient locations 
proper design 
target materials with markets 

public education 
containers provided 
frequent collection 
messages placed on container 
target materials with markets 

public education 
convenient locations 
proper design 
target materials with markets 

qualified vendors 
review existing facilities 
sound and equitable agreements 
facility design to incorporate 
flexibility aad icduadancy 
long-term materials flow and 
market arrangements 
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Table 8 (Continued) 

Operation Experience, Reliability and Redundancy 

Program Systems in Operation Issue Factors 

Composting 

Yard Waste Numerous leaf composting 
few grass contpostug 
systems 

Lack of experience associated with grass 
composting; constant flow of materials and 
use for compost product; ffjy?nwl flow in 
quantities 

materials markets assessment 
provide redundancy for seasonal 
peaks 
arrange for agreement placing as 
much risk on private sector as 
possible 
establish processing and 
environmental guarantees 

Organic Waste 

MSW 

Few in North America; 
several vegetable, fruit and 
yard waste systems in 
Europe 

10 in operation 

Lack of experience with large scale 
operations; more complex compost system. 

More complicated processing equipment 
and processing steps; low throughput 
facilities; markets for MSW compost are a 
probleiiL 

pilot programs 
material market assessment 
establish processing and 
environmental guarantees 
public participation 

pilot programs 
material market assessment 
need adequate engineering and 
design 
future stringent environmental 
regulations 

Combustion 

Mass Bum 167 in operation; includes 
RDF 

Require at least 3-4 weeks of periodic 
downtimes for scheduled and unscheduled 
maintenances, energy markets in the case 
of steam may or may not be secure. 

RDF (see mass bum) More complicated processing equipment 
Ability to successfully convert coal boilers 
to bum RDF has mixed results. Markets 
for RDF can be a problem. 

qualified and experienced vendor 
selection 
proven technology 
private sector operation 
establish processing, 
environmental and energy 
recovery guarantees 
provide for future electric 
generation should steam market 
be eliminated 
redundancy in processing line 

qualified and experienced vendor 
proven technology 
private sector operation 
establish envinmmental, 
processing and energy recovery 
guarantees 
provide for future electric 
generation should steam market 
be eliminated 
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Table 8 (Continued) 

Operation Experience, Reliability and Redundancy 

Program Systems in Operation Issue Factors 

Landfilling 

Sanitary Landfill 7500 in operation Increased regulations make design, 
construction and operations more 
complicated. 

adequate engineering 
proper siting 
increase available local capacity 

Ash Landfill Several Waste exports to distant landfills may not 
be available. Increased regulations make 
desigii. construction and operations more 
complicated. 

• adequate engineering 
• proper siting 
• increase available local capacity 
• increase landfill life 
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Program Issues 

Table 9 
EffectiTeiiess and Flexibimy 

Factors 

Source Reduction 

Public Education 

Backyard Coiiq>osting 

User Fees 

Bag/Tag Programs 

Wide audioice to reach in city the 
size of Qiicago; variety of 
messages to convey 

Difficulty convincing residents to 
change existing yard maintenance 
practices 

Requires significant staff increases 
for fee administration, collection 
and enforcement; politically difficult 
to adopt 

Distribution of bags and 
eoforcemeot may require significant 
staff increases. Bags or tags must 
be procured continuously. 

Packaging Restrictions Politically difficult to employ 

• use of existing materials 
• rely on commimity groups and other 

media 
• utilize school systems 

• include as part bf public education 
• demonstration programs 

• public hearings 
• collect fees on quarterly basis 
• require a deposit of some form 

• provide for retail sale of dedicated bags 
• public education 
• coordinate with existing oiforcement 

practices 

• secure cooperation of private sector 
• promote voluntary steps 

Recvcling 

Drop-off 

Curbside Collection 

Buyback 

MRRF 

Relatively easy to operate, few staff 
required due to low technology 
system used for disposal 

Requires significant staff and 
equipment additions to existing 
waste collection system due to low 
technology option 

Relatively easy to operate; few staff 
required to operate centers 

System designs vary, but all require 
mixture of manual and mechanical 
sepaiBticm; safety is major issue due 
to manual contact with recovered 
materials at sorting. 

• public education 
• periodic maintenance 
• staffed sites to insure proper operations 

• public education 
• blue bag approach to reducie collection 

needs 
• household material sq>aration 

requirements 
• adequate collection staff 

• public education 
• periodic maintenance 

• greater use of low-tech iTiftrhiinir.nl 
systems 

• private operation 
• low value markets (but weight agaiast 

economics) 

http://iTiftrhiinir.nl
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Table 9 (Continued) 
Effectiyeness and Flexibility 

Program Issues Factors 

rnmposting 

Yard Waste 

Yard/Food Waste 

'Solid Waste 

Yard waste collection systems will 
add to collection requirements. 
Leaf composting relatively sinq)le, 
grass systems more complex. 

Combined yard/food waste 
composting even more complex. 
Additional food collection and 
separation requirements. 

Significant amount of source 
separation and materials processing 
involved. Safety issues are relevant 
due to possible manual contact 
during separation. 

• start with leaf composting if feasible 
• maintain proper carbon/nitrogen ratios 
• properly maintain piles 
• mechanical systems 

• experienced vendor and technology 
• long-term market with specific 

requirements 
• proper design/construction 

• experienced vendor and technology 
• long-term market with specific 

requirements 
• proper design/construction 

Combustion 

Mass Bum 

RDF 

Complex systems equivalent to 
power plant operations. For a 2000 
ton per day fiicility, approximately 
70 trained staff required. 

Complex systems equivalent to 
power plant operations. Material 
handling is a major operational 
consideration. 

• experienced vendor and technology 
• adherence to maintenance schedules 
• proper design/constructioa 

• experienced vendor or equipment 
• facility design to meet inarket 

requirements 
• proper design/construction 

Landfilling Regulations conceming operations 
becoming much more stringent 
regarding maintenance and 
enviroimiental protection. 

• proper 
• education 

construction 

• build for expected, not cunent 
regulations 
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Table 10 
Standards and Guidelines for New and Existing Municipal Waste Combustors* 

Existing M W C T tit^MWCu 

MWC Emission Limits^ 

Metals 
Particulate Matter 

Opacity Limits 

Acid Gases^ 
HCl (24 hour avg.) 

SOj (24 hour avg.) 

NOx (24 hour avg.) 

Organics 
Total Tetra thru Octachlorinatcd 
dioxins/furans (mass emissions) 

CO 

Maximum Operating Load' 

Maximum Flue Gas Temperature^ at 
Inlet to PM Control Device (4-hour 
«vg.) 

0.015 gr/dscf 

10% (6-minute avg.) 

95% or 25 ppmdv 

80% or 30 ppmdv 

180 ppmdv 

30 ng/Nm' 

50 ppmdv (Modular starved and excess 
air MWCs) (4-hour) 

100 ppmdv (Mass Bum Waterwall, 
Re&actory & Fluidized Bed MWCs) 
(4-hour) 

100 ppmdv (Mass Bum Rotary 
Waterwall MWCs) (24-hour) 

150 ppmdv (RDF Stokers) (24-hour) 

150 ppmdv (Coal/RDF mixed fiiel-fired 
MWCs) (4-hour) 

Not to exceed 110% ofthe maximum 
load level 

Not to exceed 30*F above max. 4-hour 
avg. temp. 

0.015 gr/dscf (Very Large MWC)» 
0.030 gr/dscf (Large MWC)^ 

10% (6-niiniite avg.) 

90% or 25 ppmdv (Very Large MWC) 
50% or 25 ppmdv (Large MWC) 

70% or 30 ppmdv (Very Large MSC) 
50% or 30 ppmdv (Large MWC) 

No limit proposed 

60 ng/Nm' (Very Large MWC) 
125 ng/Nm» (Large MWC) 
250 ng/Nm' (RDF Stokers at Large 
MWC) 

50 ppmdv (Modular starved and excess 
air MWCs) (4-hour) 

100 ppmdv (Mass Bum Waterwall, 
Mass Bum Refractory, Fluidized Bed 
MWCs) (4-hour) 

150 ppmdv (Coal/RDF mixed iiiel fired 
MWCs) (4-hour) 

200 (RDF Stoker MWCs) (24-hour) 

250 (Rotary Watcrwafl MWCs) (24-
hour) 

Same as new MWCs 

Same as new MWCs 

Operator Certification' Supervisors, and other MWC persoiuiel Same as new MWCs 
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Table 10 (Continued) 
Standards and Guidelines for New and Existing Municipal Waste Combustors' 

New MWCs Existing MWCs 

Testing and Monitoring Reouirements 

Dioxin/Furaiu 

HOx 

Opacity 

Particulates 

Acid Gases 

SOj 

HCl 

Annual SUck Test 

Initial Stack Test 

Continuous Monitoring 

Continuous Monitoring 

Annual Stack TeiLi 

Initial Stack Test 

Continuous Monitoring 
(up/downstream) 

Annual Stack Test 
up/downstream 

Operational Standards 

CO Levels 

Steam Flowrate (Max. Loading) 

Flue Gas Temperature at PM Inlet 

Quarterly Reports 

Continuous Monitoring 

Continuous Monitoring 

Continuous Monitoring 

SOj, CO, NOx, Load, Temperature, 
Opacity 

Annual Suck Test 

Not Regulated 

Same as new MWCs 

Annual Stack Tests 

Initial Stack Test 

Continuous Monitoring 
(up/downstieam) 

Annual Stack Test 

Continuous Monitoring 

Continuous Monitoring 

Continuous Monitoring 

SO2, CO, Load, Temperature, Opacity 

Annual Compliance Reports Dtoxin/Furans, PM, HCl Dioxin/Furans, PM, HCl 
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Table 10 (Continued) 
Standards and Guidelines for New and Existing Municipal Waste Combustors* 

NOTES: 

1. Sections 111(b) and 111(d) of Clean Air Act, as amended, respectively. The 111(b) changes arc New Source Performance 
Standards (NSPS), 111(d) changes are emission guidelines for existing sources having commenced construction before December 
20, 1989. 

2. All emission ieveb are corrected to 7% O, on a dry basis using the following abbreviations: 

ng3 = nanograms 

NM' = normal cubic meter 

gr = grains 

dscf = dry standard cubic foot 

ppmdv = parts per million dry volume 
3. 'Very large* MWCs are defined as existing MWCs with aggregate design combustion capacity greater than 1,100 tons MSW/day. 
4. *Largc' MWCs are defined as existing MWCs with aggregate design combustion capacity greater than 250 tons MSW per day but 

less than or equal to 1,100 tons MSW/day. 
5. Pcrccnts are removal percent efficiency that apply above the respective ppmdv limits. 
6. Maximum load level, measured using steam flow rates, based on a 4-hour average, demonstrated during the most recent 

dioxin/fiiran compliance test. Non-steam generating units arc temporarily exempt. 
7. The maximum flue gas temperature as the final PM control device inlet is site specific and is not to exceed 30* F above the 

maximum 4-hour average temperature demonstrated during the most recent dioxin/furan compliance test. 
8. ASME or State certification for MWC supervisors. Operator training and training manual for other MWC persoiuiel. 
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Table 11 
Maximum Concentrations of Specific Components 

(From 20 Landfdls) 

Component 

Methane 
Carbon Dioxide 
Vinyl Chloride 
Benzene 
Toluene 
t-l,2-DCEE® 
CHCLj 
1,2-DCE<^ 
1,1,1-TCEW 
CCl 
TCF,F.<* 
Perchloroethylene 

Notes: 
(1) Expre-wed in parts per million (ppm). 
(2) 5-1,2-dichloroethene 
(3) 1,2-dichloroethane 
(4) 1,1,1-trichloroethane 
(5) trichloroethene 

Max. Concentration <" 

587,000 
453,000: 

44 
32 

150 
59 

0.61 
19 

3.6 
0.011 

13 
19 
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Table 12 
COMPARISON OF SOT-ID WASTE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES 

• 

' I n m 
WASTE REDUCTION 

PUBLIC EDUCATION 
Program Awareness 
HHW Education 
HHW Reduction 
-Let It Be" Yard Waste 
School Programs 

COMMERCIAL PROGRAMS 
Material Exchange 
Commercial Audits 

1 Model reduction 

II LEGISLATIVE AGENDA 
Container Deposit 
Packaging Design 

! Pre-proces.sing 
Hazardous Materials Deposits 
Volume Based Collection 

HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE 
Battery Recycling 
Oil Recycling 
Paint Exchanges 
Collection Programs 

yes 
yes 

voluntary 
yes 
yes 

yes 
voluntary 

yes 

State 
State 
yes 

State 
Study 

yes 
yes 
yes 

Study 

yes 
yes 

mandatory 
yes 
yes 

yes 
mandatory 

yes 

! City/State 
City 
yes 
City 

Citywide 

yes 
yes 
yes 

Citywide 

1 yes 1 
yes 

voluntary 
yes 
yes 

yes 
voluntary 

yes 

State 
State 
/ " State 

Study 

yes 
yes 
yes 

Pilot 

II RECYCLING 

Drop Off Programs 

Buy-back Programs 

Collection of Residential Recyclables 

1 Collection of Commercial Recyclables ' 

High-rise Residential Recyclables 

1 Post Collection Processing 

yes 

yes 

blue bag co-
collection 

private sector 
mandatory 

private sector 
mandatory 

yes 

yes 

yes 

separate 
collection 

private sector 
mandatory 

private sector 
mandatory 

mandatory 

yes 

yes 

blue bag co-
collection 

private sector 
mandatory 

private sector 
mandatory 

yes 1 
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Table 12 (Continued) 

Secondary Processing 

Speaal Materials Recycling 

Pre-processing 

yes 

program 
development 

yes 

yes 

yes 

yes 

I 
yes 

program 
development 

yes 

COMPOSTING 1 

Collection of Wet Organics 

Collection of Yard Waste 

1 Backyard Composting 

ll In-vessel Composting 

Yard Waste Composting 

Commingled 

Co-collection 

yes 

Study 

yes 

Separate 

Separate 

yes 

yes 

yes 

Commingled 

Co-collection 

yes 

no 

yes 

COMBUSTION 

Existing (Rapacity - Northwest Facility 

New Capacity 

yes 

Study 

Phase-out 

no 

yes 

yes, rehab, 
existing facili

ty, evaluate 
new facility 

LANDFILL || 

Remote Facility/Local Facility (1) Excess 
Waste 

Non-Degrad-
able 

Ash & Non
degradable 

(1) Some by-pass of MSW direct to landfill is necessary to meet operational 
constraints in all three alternatives. 
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Table 13 <>>® 
Altematiye 1: Waste Reduction Comparison 

Managemeitt 
Actioo 

Source Reduction"* 

Public Education: 

Program Awareness 

HHW Education 

Toxic SubAance 
Reduction 

-Let It Be* Yard Wane 

Back Yard Composting 

Commercial: 

Materials Exchange 

Commercial Waste Audiu 
(Volunury) 

Model Reduction Program 

Legislative Agenda: 

Conuiner Deposit 
(Sute fupponed) 

Paclcaging Deiign 
(Slate LeveO 

Preproceuing Prior to 
Di^Mial 

Hazardous Material 
DepoiiU 

1.100.000 
DSS 

Reiidemial 

NA 

-

-

1-2* 

1-2% 

NA 

0-3% 

NA 

NA 

NA 

321.000 
DSS 

Bulk & DemoUiion 

NA 

NA 

553,000 
Private 

Rendemial 

NA 

-

_ 

-

-

NA 

NA 

0-3% 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Com. - 871,000 
Ind. - 1,088,000 

Private 
Commercial 

NA 

-

_ 

-

-

NA 

NA 

NA 

0-1.8% 
(Of Commeicial) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

3.933.000 
Toul 

NA 

r - • 

.. 

OJ-0.6% 

0 J - 0 . 6 « 

NA 

NA 

0-1.6% 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Volume-Based Collections 
Fees (Feasibility Study) -

HHW CoUection <0.01-0.03% 
(Recyclables: Batteries, 
Waste Plaint, & Oil) 

Recycling 

Dtop-oir Programs 
1.8% 

<l -2% 

Buy-Back Programs 2-5% 

Blue Bag Co-Collection/ 
MRRF 12-18% 

< 0.01-0.03% 

< l -2% 

2-5% 

< l - 2 % 

2-5% 

<0.01% 

<0 .9 -

1.8-4.6% 

3.4-5.0% 
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Table 13 (Continued) 
Alternative 1: Waste Reduction Comparison 

Marugement 
Action 

Recycline (continued) 
Mandatory Service to 

Higfa-Deasity Reudemial 

MRRF Mixed Watte 
Prorriting 

Collection of Commeicial 
Recyclable! (Mandauiy) 

1,100,000 
, DSS 

,6-3% 

321,000 
DSS 

Bulk & Demolition 

553,000 
Private 

Residential 

10-14% 

^ 

Com. - 871,000 
Ind . - 1.088,000 

Private 
Coomoeicial 

2(M0% 

3,933,000 
Toul 

1.4-2.0% 

1.7-.8% 

10-20% 

Special Materials Recycling 
(Program Development) 

- Bulk & Demolition 
(concrete/i iphalt) 

. Wood Waste, 
phone books 1-2% 

- Tirei 

Secondary Processing — 

Preprocessing Requirement NA 

Comporting 

Yard Waste CoUecUon/ 
MRRF 5-12% 
(paper bag co-collection) 

(w/Additional 

Evaluation) 

Private Yard Waste 
Composting 

Wet Organics Collection &. 
Iii-Ves*el Composting — 

(Feasibility Snidy) 

Combustion 

Nonhwest Facility Rehab. 30-35% 
40-45% capacity w/ 
10% outgoing residue) 

Feasibility Study for 
New Capacity — 

50-90% 

NA NA 

NA NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

2-5% 2-5% 

4-7% 

.6-.8% 

NA 

NA 

1.3-3.4% 

l J -3 .2% 

8.4-9.8% 

NOTES: 
<" Waste reduction pereenuges presented in this table sie not additive. 
°> NA - Not able to dctenmne impact 
<* The NA's for souice reduction can be expected to have a total cumulative reduction of 1 lo 3 %. 
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Table 14 ">® 
Alternative 2: Waste Reduction Comparison 

Maaagemeat 
Action 

Source Reduction** 

^iblic Educatioo: 

HHW Education 

Toxie Substance 
Rrdiirtion (Mandatory) 

'Let It Be ' Yard Waate 

Back Yard CompoMing 

CotnnierBial: 

Materials Excfaante 

Commercial Waste Audiu 
(Mandatory) 

Model Reduction Program 

Legislative Agenda: 

Coittaiaer Deposit 
(State supported) 

Packaging Design 
(City Ordinance) 

IVtproccasing Prior to 
Disposal 

1.100.000 
DSS 

Rffi^fnfiif 

NA 

-

— 

1-2% 

1-2% 

NA 

0-3% 

NA 

NA 

321.000 
DSS 

Bulk & Demoiitiaa 

NA 

NA 

553.000 
Private 

Rcaidefllial 

NA 

- . 

-

-

-

NA 

(V3% 

NA 

NA 

Com. - 871,001) 
Ind. - 1.0SS,UOO 

Private 
Commercial 

NA 

-

— 

-

-

NA 

NA 

NA 

0-1.8% 
(Of Couuueicial) 

NA 

NA 

3,933,000 
Toul 

NA 

-

-

OJ-0.6% 

0.3-0.6% 

NA 

NA 

NA 

0-1.6% 

NA 

NA 

Hazardous Msleiisl Deposiu 
(City Ordinance) NA 

Volume-Baaed Collections 
Fees (1/2 Can option) NA 

HHW CoUection (Batteries. <0.QS% 
Waste Paint, Oil & Antifreeze) 
(Citywide, year^iaund) 

»"Te''n8 

Drop-off Programs 

Buy-Back Programs 

<l-2% 

, 2-5% 

NA 

<0.05% 

NA 

<l-2% 

2-5% 

<l-2% 

2-5% 

NA 

NA 

<0.02% 

<0.9-l.S% 

I J ^ . 6 % 
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Table 14 (Continued) 
Alternative 2: Waste Reduction Comparison 

ManagemeiX 
Actioo 

Recvcling (eoitimted) 

Separate CoUection 
ftProceasiiig 

Maadatocy Setviee to 
Kgh-DoiBity Rsaidealial 

CoMciction of Comniercial 
Recyclables (Mandatory) 

- Bulk & Demolition 
(eoocrets/aapbalt) 

• Wood Waste, 

-Tues 

Sccoodary Proceasiag 

Preprocessiag Requirenieat 

Composting 

1.100,000 
DSS 

Reaidealial 

12-18% 

1-2% 

-

NA 

321.000 
DSS 

Bulk & DoBolitiaa 

50-90% 

NA 

-

NA 

553.000 
f t rnu 

10-14% 

• ' ' 

NA 

-

NA -

Com. - 871.000 
lad. - 1.0U.000 

Private 
Connereial 

2(M0% 

NA 

NA 

-

NA 

3.933,000 
Tool 

3.4-5.0% 

1.4-2.0% 

10-20% 

4-7% 

.6-.8% 

NA 

-

NA 

Yard Waste CoUection/ 
Cono|MMting Separate 5-12% 

Private Yard Waste 
Composting 

Wet Organics CoUection If marketed: 
& la-Vesael Composting 4-8% 

(of food waste) or 
NomsrfeBt: 

2-4% 

Combusdon 

Nonhwest Facility 
Phaae-Oit -

New Capacity — 

1.3-3.4% 
(with 

2-5% 2-5% 

Evahiatiaa) 

I J . 3 . 2 % 

1.1-2.2% 

.5-1.1% 

NOTES: 
ot Waste reduciiaapcrcsaugespreseattd in this table aie not addttivs. 
" NA - Not able to dctenaiiie impact 
<" The NA's for souicc leduetion can be cspecied to have a total cumulative wduclioo of 1 to 3 % . 



12274 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 

Table 15 ">® 
Alternative 3: Waste Reduction Comparison 

2/4/92 

Management 
Aeiian 

Source Reduction" 

Public Education; 

Program Awaseoeas 

HHWEducatioa 

Toxie Sobauaee 
ReduetioD 

-Let h Be ' Yanl Waste 

Back Yard Comp<Miiiig 

Commercial: 

Materials Exchange 

Commercial Waste Audiu 
(Voluntary) 

Model Reduction Program 

Legisistive Agenda: 

Conuiner Deposit 
(SUtt suppeited) 

Packaging Design 
CSUte leveO 

Disposal 

1.100,000 
DSS 

Residefltial 

NA 

-

— ' 

1-2% 

1-2% 

NA 

0-3% 

NA 

NA 

321,000 
OSS 

BuUc&Deaolitioa 

NA 

NA 

553,000 
Private 

Reaidealial 

NA 

-

^, 

-

- " • 

NA 

0-3% 

NA 

NA 

Com.-871,000 
Ind. - 1,088.000 

Private 
Coomevciu 

NA 

-

__ 

• -

-

NA 

NA 

NA 

0-1.8% 
(OfCoamteicial) 

NA 

NA 

3.933,000 
Toul 

NA 

— 

. 

OJ-0.6% 

0.3-0.6% 

NA 

NA 

NA 

0 - l J % 

NA 

NA 

Hazardous Material Deposiu 
(SUte level) NA 

Volume-Based Collections 
Fees (Fessibility Study) -

HHW CoUecUon (RecycUbM,01.0.Q3 % 
Batteries, Waate Paint, & Oil) 

NA 

<0.0I-0.03% 

NA NA 

<0.01% 

Recycling 

Drop-off Programs 

Bay-Back Pnigiams 

Bhw Bag Co-CoUection/ 
MRRF 

< l -2% 

2-5% 

12-18% 

<l-2% 

2-5% 

<I-2% 

2-5% 

<0.9.1.8% 

1.8-4.6% 

3.4-5.0% 

anua. 
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Table 15 (Continued) 
Altemative 3: Waste Reduction Comparison 

KUiwfeiiieat 
ActJoo 

Rec]£cliag (coBSiaued) 

Mandatory Service to 
High-Deasity Resideatisl 

1.100.000 
DSS 

RjCiidf"**** 

321,000 
DSS 

553,000 
Private 

Restdealial 

10-14% 

Com. - 871.OUU 
lad. - 1.088.000 

Mvate 
Comiimuial 

3.933.000 
Toul 

1.4-2.0% 

MRRF MixMl Waste 
6-3% 

Collectioa of Comniercial 
Recyclables (Mandatory) 

Special Materials Recycling 

- Bulk A Demolition 
(concrele/aapbalt) 

- Wood Waste, 
phonebooks 

-Tiivs 

Sccondsry Processing 

Preprocessmg Re4|uiremens 

ComoosUng 

1-2% 

NA 

Yard Waste CoUection/MRRF 
(paper bag A eo-eoUection) 5-12% 

Private Yard Waste 
Composting 

Wet Organics CoUection — 
& In-Vessel Composting 

(none) 

2040% 

50-90% 

NA NA 

NA NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

2-5% 2-5% 

1.7-.8% 

10-20% 

4-7% 

.6-.8% 

NA 

NA 

13-3.4% 

13-3.2% 

Comburtion ** 

Nonhwest Facility Rehab 30-35 % 
4(M5 % DSS capacity with 
10% outgoing residue) 

Rehab pTJsling FacUity 
(900 to 1200 TPD) 

New Capacity 

20-27% 

5 6 ^ % 30-12% 

8.4-9.8% 

5.6-7.6% 

22 .S- I2J% 

NOrES: 
*" Waste reduction peicafltagcs preseased in this isble arc not additive. 
^ NA • Not able to detetmiae impact , 
<" IbeNA'sfaraourceieduclioBcanbeexpeetedtobaveataUleiimnlativereductionef 1 to3%. 
m Total waste reduction ean never reach 100% becauae non-proccaable waste and eonbustiea lesidue will need to be landfilled. 
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Table 16 
ALTERNATIVE I: ECONONIC COMPARISON 

Basis of p « t i - t e Annual Econoaiie iHpact 

SOUBCE REDUCTION; 

PiA>lic Eckjcatien: 
Progran Aiiareness 
NHW Education 
Toxic Reduction 
"Let It be" 
School ProgrMi 

Conercial Prograas: 
Material Exchangee 
CoBMerciel Aidite 

(I Reduction 

Legislative Agenda: 
5c Container Deposit 
Packaging Oeeign 
Pre-Precess Reqsi't 
H u . Material Deposits 
Voline Based Collection 

Household Hazardota: 
Battery Recycling 
Oil Recycling 
Paint Exchanges 
Collection ProgrM 

RECTCLIMG/COLLECTION; 

Drop-off Box 
Buy-Back Center Si^aport 
Low Density Resident ia l 
High Density Resident ia l 
Cconercial 
Pest Co l lec t ion Processing 
Secondary Processing 
Special Mater ia ls 

COMPOSTING; 

Wet Organic Co l lec t ion 
Yard Uaste Co l lec t ion 
Backyard Confnsting 
In-Vessel Composting 
Yard Uaste Coeposting 

COMBUSTION: 

Existing Capacity 
New Capacity 

LANDFILL; 

Transfer Station 
MSW Haul I Disposal 
Ash Haul A Disposal 

PmCHAH DEVELOPMENT! 

NeM PrograM Developaent 
Ongoing Prograai Review 
Infonsation Retrieval 

SI to SI .so/household lEPA estinetes 
•in. S1/HH 

One half-tiae staff * st^port 
One half-tiae staff * st^port 
One half-tine staff * M p p o r t . 

75X Recovery of Unclained Deposits 
Lobbying Effort 
Legislative Drafting 
Lobbying Effort 
Study Alternatives 

Retail Outlets Collection/Disposal 
Service Station Handling 
10X Participatien/50-IOOX Disposal 
One-half tisK staff * support 

50-55 Locations (Volwe Dependent) 
One-Half Tine Staff •̂  Support 
Expected MRRF Costs 
Mandatory Private Hauler Prograns 
Mandatory Private Hauler Prograw 
Mandated Processing Before Disposal 
One-Half Tine Staff •*• Si^port 
One Full-Tine Staff • Support 

Separate Bagging 
Separate Bagging 
One Half-Tine Staff * Support 
Pilot StudK 
Contract (S30/ton, 5X to 12X) 

Rehabilitate Northii 
Analyze Options 

FactUty Dctot-HltM of S2.S0-S3.50/T 
Current Disposal Costs per Ton 
Current Disposal Costs per Ton 

Project Develepnwnt t Studies 
Progran Monitoring 
Database ManagcsKnt 

(1991 S x 1000) 

»1,000 - »1,550 
(Annual Review) 

S40-S80 
S40-S80 
S40-S80 

(S1500-6300) Revenue 
Product Price Increase 
Hauler Collection Rates 
State Tax Increaae 
See Progran Developaent 

Product Price Increase 
Product Price Incresse 
S300 - S1000 
U0-S60 

S385-S91S 
S40-S60 
»12,100-S17,300 
See Prograai Developaent 
See Progran Developaent 
Included Above 
S40-S80 
S80-S120 

No Change 
No Chartge 
S40-S80 
See ProgroB Developaent 
S1,1S0-S3,960 

S17,400-S2A,800 
See Progran Developaent 

S6,600-S9,100 
S16,600-S20,400 
S7,300-»7,700 

S6OO-S1S00 
S300-S500 
S200-S400 
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Table 17 
ALTERNATIVE II; ECONOMIC COMPARISON 

Basis of Esti—te Anrxjal Economic limact 
SOURCE REDUCTIOW: 

Public Education: 
*Progra« Awareness 
HKU Education 
Toxic Reduction 
"Let it be" 
School Progran 

rcial Prograatt: 
Material Exchanges 
•Connercisl Audits 
Model Reduction 

Legisistive Agenda: 
5c Container Deposit 
'Packaging Design 
Pre-Process RcQa't 

*Hai. Material Deposits 
•Volisee Based C«l lection 

Household Hazardous: 
Battery Recycling 
Oil Recycling 
Paint Exchanges 
•Collection Progran 

RECTCLlNG/COLLECTIdW: 

Drop-off Box 
Buy-Back Center Support 

*Low Density Residential 

High Density Residential 
CosMKrcial 
Post Collection Processing 
Secondary Processing 

'Special Materials 

COMPOSTING; 

•Wet Organic Collection 

•Yard Uaste Collection 
Backyard Coeposting 

*In-Vessel Coioposting 
Yard Uaste Conposting 

COMBUSTION: 

•Existing Capacity 
•New Capacity 

l-AWO"'-!-' 

•Transfer Station 
•MSW Haul I Disposal 

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT; 

New Progran Developaent 
Ongoirtg Progran Review 
Infonntion Retrieval 

•• Sane as Altentative I during 
prdblans nay arise) 

S2-S3.5/Household (nore 
cenplicated prograna; 
baaed on Seattle experience) 

One half-tine staff * support 
One half-tine staff * airport 
One half-tine staff * st^port 

7SX Recovery of Unclained Deposits 
Criteria Oev./Enforcanent (5 people) 
Legislative Drafting 
Progran Attain. (4 people) 
Additional Carts, Maint./Adain. 

Retail Outlets Collection/Disposal 
Service Station Handling 
10X ParticipatiofVSOX-IOOX Disposal 
King County UastoKbi le Prograai 

50-55 Locations (Voluw Depec^ent) 
One-Half Tine Staff * St^port 
Baaed on Coalition Proposal and 

Philadelphia Contracts 
Mandatory Private Hauler Prograns 
Mandatory Private Hauler Prograns 
Mandated Processing Before Disposal 
One-Half Tine Staff •» Si^port 
3 FulI-Tine Staff • Support 

•*• Progran DevelopoKnt Below 

15X Incr. Based on Dutch Exper. 
(23 in Truck) 

City Bidding Data (Separate Truck) 
One Half-Tine Staff * Sig]port 
U.S. Experience for NSW Conposting 
Contract (S30/ton. 5X to 12X) 

Progran Phase Out (4 years) 
No Action Planned 

Facility Debt and C M 
Current Disposal Coat/Ton ($38) 

Project Developaent & Studies 
Progran Monitoring 
Databaae Managcnent 

(1991 S X 1000) 

S2,000-S3,500 

S40-S60 
S80-S120 
S40-S60 

(S1500-6300) Revenue 
S100-S600 
Hauler Collection Rates 
S320-S480 
S3,500-S4,300 

Product Pr ice Increaae 
Product Pr ice Increase 
S300-S1000 >: 
S1,600-S2.100 

S385-S915 
S40-S60 

S3Z,000-S44,000 
See Progran Oevelopnwnt 
See Progran Development 
Included Above 
S40-SM 
S240-$360 

S7,400-S9,100 

S11.900 
S40-S80 
S8,800-S11.000 
S1,650-S3,960 

B7,600-S10,000 
S30,514-$35,112 

S600-S1S00 
S300-S500 
S200-S400 

Phase Out; assuaits s t a f f ctJtbacks or absorptions i n t o new prograaa (un ion 

• D i f fe rent f r on A l t e m a t i v e I 
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Table 18 
ALTERNATIVE III; ECONOMIC COMPARISON 

Basis of Estinate Annual Econoniic Impact 

SOURCE REDUCTION; 

P i i i l i c Education: 
Progran Awareness 
HHU Education 
Toxic Reduction 
"Let it be" 
School Progran 

Coasaercial Prograna: 
Material Exchanges 
CoHsercial Audits 
Model Reduction 

Legislative Agenda: 
Sc Contairwr Deposit 
Packaging Design 
Pre-Process Recpi't 
Haz. Material Deposits 
Volisw Based Collection 

Household Hazardous: 
Battery RecycHng 
Oil Recycling 
Paint Exchanges 
Collection Prograai 

RECYCLING/COLLECTION: 

Drop-off Box 
Buy-Back Center Support 
Low Density Residential 
High Density Resitlentisl 
Cenaercial 
Post Collection Processing 
Secondary Processing 
Special Materials 

COMPOSTING: 

Uet Organic Collection 
Yard Uaste Collection 
Back)^rd Confiosting 

•In-Vessel Conposting 
Yard Waste Conposting 

COMBUSTION: 

Existirtg Capacity 
•New Capacity 
•COMaercial Uaste Facility 

I-AWDFILL; 

•Transfer Station 
•MSW Haul K Diaposal 
•Ash Disposal (City) 
•Ash Diaposal (Coomercial) 

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT; 

New Progran Developaent 
Ongoing Progran Review 
Inforaation Retrieval 

S1 to Sl.SO/houaahold lEPA estinates 
nin. S1/HH 

7SX Recovery of Unclained Deposits 
Lobbying Effort 
Legislative Drafting 
Lobbying Effort 
Study Alternatives 

Retail Outlets Collection/Disposal 
Service station Handling 
10X Participetien/50-100X Disposal 
One-half tine ataff * sipport 

50-55 Location Voliiae Dependent) 
One-Half Tine Staff * Stpport 
Expected MRRF Costs 
Mandatory Private Hauler Prograns 
Mandatory Private Hauler Prograns 
Mandated Processing Before Disposal 
One-Half Tine Staff * Sipport 
One Full-Tine Staff • Support 

Separate Bagging 
Separate Bagging 
One Half-Tiae Staff • Sipport 
No Action Plannad 
Contract (S30/tan, SX to 12X) 

Rehabilitate W (1600 tpd) 
Rehab 2nd Facility (900-1200 tpd) 
(1000-3800 tpd) (nerchant plant) 

Facility Debt-KIIM of S2.50-S3.S0/T 
Current Disposal Costs/Ton 
Current Disposal Costs/Ton 
Current Disposal Cost/Ton 

Project Developaent I Studies 
Progran Monitoring 
Database Nanagenent 

(1991 $ X 1000) 

SI,000 - SI,550 
(Annual Review) 

One half-t ine ataff * atpport 
One half-t ine staff * aupport 
One half-t ine staff * stpport 

S40-S80 
S40-S80 
S40-S80 

(S1SOO-6300) Revenue 
Product Price Increase 
Hauler Collection Rates 
State Tax Increaae 
See Program Development 

Product Price Increase 
Product Price Increase 
S300 - S1000 
S40-S60 

S385-S915 
S40-S60 
S12,100-S17.300 
Approach Dependent 
Apprtiach Dependent 
iMluded Above 
S40-S80 
S80-S120 

No Change 
Ho Change 
S40-S80 

S1,6S0-S3,960 

S17,400-S24,800 
S9,800-17,100 
S9,600-60,100 

S5,000-S6,600 
S4,2DO-S10,300 
S10,100-S11,900 
S4.200-S16,000 

S600-S1500 
S300-SSD0 
S200-S400 
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Figure 1. 

WILL . 
COUNTYl 

m SOUD WASTE COLLECTION 
l = r DIVISION 

80 CITY WARD NUMBER 

CITY OF CHICAGO WARD MAP 
PLANNING AREA 



12280 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Figure 2. 
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Figure 3. 
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Figure 4. 
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Figure 5. 
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Figure 6. 
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Figure 7. 
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Volume III. 
(Of Solid Waste Management Plan) 

Solid Waste Management Planning Appendices. 

Appendix 1. 

Summary Of Public Comments And City Responses. 

1.0 

Introduction. 

This document is a summary ofthe written comments received on the City 
of Chicago's Solid Waste Management Plan (the 'Tlan") during the public 
comment period and the testimony given at the public hearings conducted by 
the Solid Waste Management Review Committee (S.W.M.R.C.). The issues 
are presented along with the response from the Department of Streets and 
Sanitation (D.S.S.) concerning its position on the issues raised by the 
comments. 

The conmient period extended from August 23, 1991 to November 21, 
1991. The Illinois Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act (PA85-1198) 
requires a 90-day review and comment period before final acceptance of a 
City solid waste plan. The Act requires that the City hold at least one (1) 
public hearing on the proposed plan during this period. In addition, the plan 
that is subsequently submitted to the governing body ofthe City for adoption 
must be accompanied by a document containing written responses to 
substantive comments made during the public comment period. 

The Chicago Solid Waste Management Plan complies with all Illinois 
state laws, in particular with the Local Solid Waste Disposal Act and the 
Illinois Solid Waste Management Act, in addition to the Solid Waste 
Planning and Recycling Act. 

The Plan consists of three (3) volumes: 

Volume I The Solid Waste Management Plan 
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Volume n Solid Waste Planning Considerations 

Volume HI Solid Waste Management Planning Appendices 

Public comment was received during the 90-day period concerning the 
first two (2) volumes. The third volume contains needs assessment, 
legislative summary report, transcript of public hearings, written comments 
submitted, during the public comment period, summary of public comments 
and City responses, and agency reviews (Illinois Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission). 

The following activities were conducted during the 90-day period: 

The first two (2) volumes of the Plan were distributed to the City 
Council, to all interested parties in the City, to the Northeastern 
Planning Commission, and to the Illinois Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

The first two (2) volumes of the Plan were distributed to all public 
libraries within the City. 

The Plan was distributed to all persons who requested copies of the 
Plan. 

The Illinois Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act requires that written 
responses to comments on the draft solid waste plan be prepared prior to 
adoption of a final solid waste plan. Written and verbal comments were 
submitted on the draft plan during the 90-day public comment period. Four 
(4) public hearings were held on the dates and at the locations listed below: 

October 21,1991 South Shore Cultural Center 
7100 South Shore Drive 
Chicago, Illinois 

October 22,1991 Malcolm X College 
1900 West Van Buren Street 
Chicago, Illinois 

October 23,1991 North Park College 
5801 North Pulaski Road 
Chicago, Illinois 

October 28,1991 University oflllinois at Chicago 
750 South Halsted Street 
Chicago, Illinois 
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The purpose of this section is to summarize and respond to comments 
expressed at the public hearings and to written comments which were 
submitted by the public on the City of Chicago Solid Waste Management 
Plan. Since a number of comments were not stated in a clear-cut manner 
and many commentors raised the same issues, the comments were 
summarized in terms of principal issues raised and City responses to those 
issues were then addressed. The issues are organized under eight (8) major 
subject headings. Within each subject area, issues are shown in bold type 
and the responses in regular type. The transcript of the hearings, the 
written comments and a tabulation ofall comments received are attached in 
the appendices. 

The development and implementation of solid waste management system 
for the City of Chicago is a dynamic rather than a static process. Flexibility 
is built into the Plan document to accommodate changing regulations, 
legislative uncertainties, siting considerations, and the economic impact 
that future developments may have on the overall system. Therefore, the 
City is open to receiving any comments by its citizens at any time. Written 
comments should be addressed to City Hall, Solid Waste P lanning , 
Department of Streets and Sanitation, Room 700,121 North La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Illinois 60602. 

2.0 

Source Reduction Issues. 

1. The capability of source reduction to reduce the waste stream and the 
positive results ofsueh a reduction should be emphasized. 

The capability of source reduction has been evaluated in the Plan. 
Volume-based fees and packaging legislation are examples of programs 
with waste reduction potential. All of the alternatives recommended in 
the Plan include source reduction programs because they are an integral 
part ofthe overall plan to manage the City's solid waste. Further, public 
education is a strong element of the Plan and will emphasize the need to 
reduce waste. Awareness programs for adults and schools will be 
developed. 

However, it is difficult to measure the results of source reduction efforts 
since it requires estimating how much waste was not generated. Annual 
fluctuations in waste generation at 15 percent are not unusual, which 
precludes using annual comparisons for this calculation. 
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The Plan did estimate percentages ofthe residential waste that could be 
reduced by specific waste reduction methods. For example, leaving grass 
clippings on the lawn versus bagging for collection has the potential to 
reduce the total residential waste stream by one to two percent. Backyard 
composting of leaves, grass and woody material was also estimated to have 
a potential of one to two percent, the collection of household hazardous 
materials such as batteries, waste paint and oil of three percent. If state 
legislation requiring deposits on beverage containers was passed, a 
potential of three percent could be reduced. Public education is expected 
to produce a waste reduction at the source (source reduction) of 1 to 3 
percent. 

Volume-based garbage fees are considered another good opportunity to 
reduce waste generation and this method will be studied by the City 
(Volume H, Section 5.3.1, Tables 13,14 and 15).* 

2. A part of the public education program should focus on moving away 
from buying disposable goods and toward buying durable goods. 

There is strong commitment in the Plan to public education. A source 
reduction program which will focus on changing public habits is included. 
Volume I, Sections 3.1.1 and 3.1.2, detail elements of the strategy. It 
specifically includes education in schools and citywide to encourage new 
awareness to change wasteful behavior. Public education will include 
elementary and secondary schools and adult education programs. School 
programs will be designed to raise environmental awareness in the next 
generation and encourage parental participation in reduction, which 
includes choosing durable over disposable goods. Further, model waste 
reduction programs, commercial audits, market directories, and material 
exchange promotions recommended for business also emphasize recycling 
and the use of durable over disposable goods. 

3. The City should institute volume-based garbage collection fees to 
promote source reduction of waste. 

Tables 13, 14 and 15 printed on pages 12270 through 12275 of this 
Journal. 
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Volume-based fees can be effective in promoting recycling, but can 
increase costs considerably and produce minimal incremental diversion. 
In addition, the effect of volume-based fees on source reduction cannot be 
measured as discussed in Issue No. 1 above. Fly dumping, rodent control, 
enforcement and overall cost of administration are all factors that must be 
carefully studied before implementing such a program. If appropriate, the 
City will propose legislation to implement volume-based fees and bottle 
deposits for all beverage containers (Volume I, Section 3.1.3.1). 

4. Packaging legislation which encourages recycling of packaging, 
reduces the toxic composition of packaging, and bans certain types of 
packaging should be considered. 

Addressing packaging issues for products marketed on a national level 
is best dealt with through appropriate federal legislation, which is 
currently being discussed in Congress. If the federal government has not 
passed legislation addressing these issues within an appropriate period, 
the City will propose local legislation to implement these source reduction 
strategies (Volume I, Section 3.1.3.2). 

5. The Plan does not project any per capita waste generation reduction 
resulting from source reduction activities. 

The goals for the Plan will include an estimate for source reduction 
impacts. (See Response to Comment 1, Source Reduction Issues.) The 
Plan also establishes objectives for waste reduction by program element 
(Volume I, Section 2.4). 

6. A model waste reduction program should be developed by the private 
sector for commercial and high rise residential waste. 

The Plan calls for waste reduction for both the private and public 
sectors. Material exchange programs, waste reduction audits and model 
reduction demonstration programs are included as specific methods for the 
commercial sector (Volume I, Section 3.1.2.4). In many cases private 
businesses conduct waste audits voluntarily and agree to serve as model 
demonstration sites. Private sector involvement is welcome and essential 
to achieve significant reduction in waste generation. 
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3,0 

Recycling Issues. 

1. Opinions on achievable recycling goals range widely from 30 percent to 
95 percent. 

The wide range of 30 to 95 percent refers to theoretically achievable 
rates. Experience and test results indicate that 40 percent is a more 
realistic recycling goal. The recycling programs evaluated in the three (3) 
Plan alternatives suggest that approximately 40 percent of the waste 
stream can be recycled (see Tables 13, 14 and 15 in Volume H, Section 
5.3.1).* Programs to reach this recycling rate include drop-off and buy-
back programs, curbside collection and recycling of construction and 
demolition materials, as well as mixed waste processing. The ability to 
achieve these levels depends on citizen participation and availability of 
markets. 

2. A strong public education program is required to allow recycling to 
become effective. 

Volume I, Section 3.1.1, of the Plan suggests that an effective and 
continuous public education program is essential to successful recycling 
programs. Therefore, the City will encourage increased participation in 
recycling programs by funding an on-going public education program and 
utilizing available media to communicate with the public (Volume I, 
Section 3.2). 

3. Public support was expressed for the Hansen Ordinance. 

The Hansen Ordinance adopted in February, 1990 is standard City 
policy. It establishes steps to be implemented to meet the State's solid 
waste management goals. For example, it establishes the City goal of 
providing recycling services by July 1, 1993 to 100 percent of the 
households in low-density dwellings served by the City ofChicago. 

Tables 13, 14 and 15 printed on pages 12270 through 12275 of this 
Journal. 
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4. Public support was expressed for beverage conta iner deposit 
legislation. 

Support for container deposit legislation, if determined appropriate, is 
in the Plan. Volume I, Section 3.1.3.1, calls for encouraging deposit 
legislation at the State and/or City level. The City will analyze the impact 
of this technique and provide a report to the City Council. The City will 
modify the plan if deposit legislation is passed by the State or if a citywide 
ordinance is found to be feasible. 

5. Economic development strategies for attracting industry and making 
Chicago a regional material processing center for recyclables should be 
considered. 

The Plan identifies the Department of Planning and Development as 
the agent responsible for developing these strategies (Volume I, Section 
3.1.2.5). 

6. Require the commercial and high-density residential sectors to begin 
recycling. 

Such a requirement is contained in the proposed Recycling Ordinance 
submitted by Aid. Edward M. Burke, currently before the City Council. 
Further, the Plan calls for programs to develop commercial sector 
recycling by recommending legislation requiring that all waste in the City 
be processed for recyclables prior to disposal. As part ofthe City licensing 
requirements, haulers would submit plans indicating materials targeted 
for recycling. Economic incentive approaches will be considered. (Volume 
I, Sections 3.1.3.3 and 3.2.5) 

7. The current recycling rates for existing programs need to be accurately 
analyzed. 

The Plan requires such data collection and analysis. As part of its 
legislative agenda, it recommends a City ordinance requiring all waste 
haulers and transfer station and disposal facility operators to report the 
type, source and destination of all waste, and the sorting, recycling or 
processing ofall waste before leaving the City for final disposal. 
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8. The City should issue an R.F.P. for various community-based recycling 
progrEuns. 

The City has existing programs in place (drop-box) and will expand 
these programs into a fully multi-dimensional recycling program with 
buy-back centers and material exchanges. The model waste reduction 
study will be an effective way to investigate source reduction issues. An 
R.F.P. for collection of recyclables assumes that a new solution will 
become available that has not yet been developed. An R.F.P. for 
community-based recycling would require a major policy shift from a 
policy of centralized collections to a new policy of decentralized collection 
facilities. This would require siting of a multitude of new material 
processing facilities. The siting of new material processing facilities 
which handle solid waste material is likely to be difficult and time 
consuming, based on opposition that has been experienced in other 
municipalities. 

9. A battery recycling program should be implemented. i 

The Plan calls for programs to be developed to manage household 
hazardous waste (H.H.W.). Battery recycling is addressed in the Plan as 
part of an overall source reduction effort (Volume I, Section 3.1.4.3). The 
City will develop a program to collect, transport and process household 
batteries. The use of retail outlets for collection of batteries and 
legislation to require deposits on batteries and investigate markets will be 
considered. 

10. Household hazardous waste should be separated from the rest ofthe 
garbage, and an aggressive program established to manage it. 

The Plan addresses household hazardous waste and a program could be 
considered as part of the model waste reduction program. The Plan 
specifically targets the largest and most difficult components of the 
household hazardous waste stream, and suggests an extensive program 
which includes battery and oil recycling, paint exchanges and collection 
programs (periodic collections days, permanent collection centers and 
periodic studies ofcollection methods) (Volume I, Section 3.1.4). Also, the 
method of implementation and interfacing with I.E.P.A. is to be 
investigated under the Plan. 

11. Recycling programs should be tailored to individual neighborhoods to 
maximize participation. 
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The recycling element ofthe Plan (Volume I, Sections 3.2 and 3.6) calls 
for extensive programs to develop recycling in all areas of the City. 
Specifically, buy-back centers, drop-off sites and a curbside collection 
program are all offered to encourage a wide variety of individuals to 
participate. In addition, neighborhoods wishing to support supplemental 
recycling programs by not-for-profit groups are free to do so. 

12. The City should support establishing and strengthening markets for 
recycled materials. 

The City will have an impact on markets by the quantity of materials 
being made available to the market. If the federal government does not 
enact procurement requirements within an appropriate period, the City 
will consider legislation to mandate recycled content in manufactured 
products. The Department of Planning and Development will investigate 
other strategies under the Plan to encourage the development of local 
markets for materials. In addition, the Plan calls for a "Buy Recycled" 
promotion campaign. (Volume I, Sections 3.1.1.4 and 3.1.2.5) 

13. Outlets need to be established to collect and recycle mixed paper, 
cardboard and plastic bags. 

When conditions are appropriate and recovery methods are determined, 
the City will assess market conditions and target additional materials 
such as mixed paper, paperboard, magazines and other types of aluminum, 
ferrous and plastic for recycling. 

4.0 

Collection Of Recyclables--Blue-Bag Program. 

1. Contamination of recyclables, due to commingling materials in the blue 
bags or from transporting the recyclables with garbage, will jeopardize their 
marketability, particularly newsprint. 

The blue-bag collection of recyclables has been instituted or planned in 
more than 50 communities nationwide in the last year. Test results from 
the City's demonstration program and other programs around the country 
indicate success with a bag program. The Omaha, Chicago and Pittsburgh 
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programs have had success marketing the materials recovered iri a bag 
program. 

For example, the newsprint recovered in Omaha's blue-bag collection 
program meets Grade A No. 8 old newspapers (O.N.P.) classification, the 
highest grade of O.N.P.. This material contains only between two to three 
percent contamination. Because of its consistently good qual i ty , 
newsprint from Omaha is no longer required to be inspected before 
delivery to the paper mill. Only five (5) recycling facilities in the country 
have been allowed to by-pass this inspection. 

2. Commingling garbage and recyclables in the same truck may 
perpetuate the "throw-away" mentality. 

Participation will be encouraged by a strong public education program. 
Survey ofthe participants indicates that one-truck pick-up ofthe blue-bag 
is clean and easy, provides flexible additional capacity over the bin, and is 
highly convenient. The City is developing a long-term strategy using all 
available media tools to reach residents to improve participation in all its 
programs. Results from the City's demonstration program indicate that 
90 percent ofthe participants preferred the blue bag to the bin. 

After less than a year of operation, Omaha has increased household 
monthly participation to more than 50 percent with relatively little public 
education effort and despite the public controversy over the methodology. 

3. The costs of the proposed blue bag program and the existing blue bin 
program need to be substantiated and compared. 

The Solid Waste Management Plan includes comparative cost estimates 
ofthe alternative plans and a breakdown ofthe costs to the constituents of 
each alternative (Volume II, Tables 16, 17 and 18 contain the 
comparisons).* Other communities have also analyzed the collection 
options available and have concluded that the collection savings have 
been substantial with the blue bag method. 

Tables 16, 17 and 18 printed on pages 12276 through 12278 of this 
Journal. 
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4. The blue bag program will eliminate jobs that have been established by 
the existing recycling programs. 

The proposed Material Recycling and Recovery Facilities (M.R.R.F.) 
will create new jobs. Further, the blue bag program is served by existing 
crews that receive union scale wages and benefits. New jobs would be 
created in both the blue bin approach and the blue bag program. However, 
the wage scales of centralized processing will be more competitive with 
prevailing wage rates. The effort to stimulate secondary processing 
industries that will convert recovered recyclables into usable r aw 
materials for a variety of end-use markets will result in further job 
creation. 

5. Existing recycling programs should be maintained and new programs 
established, based on what is effective for that neighborhood. Th i s 
neighborhood-based approach is more flexible than usirig the blue bag 
collection method uniformly in all low-density units. 

The City's policy is to use a "uniformity of service" criteria to establish a 
basis for the program. A uniform citywide approach can be more 
efficiently managed than a neighborhood-by-neighborhood approach, and 
will be less costly to maintain. It also avoids disparities in the quality and 
level of services provided by the City to all of its citizens. This uniform 
service provided by the City does not preclude private or not-for-profit 
service providers from offering other recycling services to individual 
neighborhoods of low- or high-rise residential units and businesses. 
Further specific additions to the recycling program of drop-off and buy-
back centers will be made on a neighborhood-by-neighborhood basis. 

6. Pilot testing ofthe blue bag collection was inadequate. 

Pilot testing was sufficient to obtain reasonably reliable information on 
which to base a decision on implementing the program. The program is 
sufficiently flexible to allow for modifications and adjustments after 
implementation. 

7. There is a high level of satisfaction with the existing recycling 
programs that have been developed in several neighborhoods, and some of 
these residents do not want to change to a blue-bag system. 

We agree that there is a high level of satisfaction as evidenced by the 
large number of not-for-profit customers who testified at the hearings. 
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The residents in any neighborhood ofthe City may pay for any additional 
service tha t they want. The Plan does not prohibit supplementary 
neighborhood programs supported by participants. Further, subscription-
type recycling programs have succeeded in many counties, such as Kane, 
De Kalb and Adams. 

8. The Chicago blue-bag pilot test program results, as well as results from 
other cities experimenting with the bag-based approach, do not present 
convincing evidence to change existing recycling programs. 

The test was adequate to produce reasonable information for program 
evaluation. There is always controversy inherent in any major change in 
public policy or plan. Similar controversy arose in Pittsburgh over its 
program, yet it has gained acceptance. The City's demonstration project 
found that 90 percent ofthe blue-bags were recovered intact (not broken), 
and recyclables were of the same quality as separately collected 
recyclables. 

Omaha's recyclables have met market specification standards and in 
some cases exceeded them. 

9. Future automated collection systems will make blue-bin programs 
more economical than bag-based systems. 

The Plan presents and evaluates the costs as they are known today. 
Sound public decision-making cannot rely on unknown fu ture 
developments. In any case, the only capital investment made by the City 
is in providing recyclable material processing capacity which will be 
required regardless of the collection methodology. The M.R.R.F.s will 
have the flexibility to accommodate any collection methodology. 
M.R.R.F.s have been recognized nationwide as an important alternative to 
process recyclables for the following reasons (Guttentag, 1989): 

They produce large quantities of well-processed recyclables that 
attract buyers and reduce the marketing risk to the facility 
sponsor; 

They provide increased compliance with statewide recycling 
goals; 

They are specifically designed to process residential materials; 
and 
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They decrease collection costs by reducing the time required for 
truckside sorting. 

10, The blue-bag program will not produce participation rates as high as a 
curbside bin program. 

The results of the demonstration program indicate a high degree of 
participation and convenience for the users of the bag program. During 
implementation, the recyclable material collection program will be 
monitored and modified, if necessary, to produce acceptable results. 
Participation rates are not the only measure of the effectiveness of a 
program. Levels of participation vary in all types of recycling programs 
(bin or bag). Further, unlike bin programs, blue-bags hold more when 
filled. Omaha has been building participation rates of greater than 50 
percent after nine months of the program, a rate which is comparable to 
start-up efforts for a variety ofcollection programs. 

5.0 

Processing Capacity— Material Recycling And Recovery 
Facilities. 

1. The release of the Request for Proposal for the development of the 
M.R.R.F. facilities tainted the planning process by imposing a long-term 
solution before the Plan could be reviewed by the Solid Waste Management 
Review Committee. 

External pressures (i.e., rapid depletion of landfill capacity) and strong 
public demand for recycling necessitated ongoing development. In other 
municipalities, completion of the plan was not required prior to the 
development of solid waste management programs needed by the City. 
For instance, Seattle, Washington implemented programs and then 
developed the plan around them. This is true in Illinois as well. The 
planning process is not static; as initiatives are proposed, planning efforts 
need to incorporate them. A variety of recycling collection programs were 
established and proposed, including bag-based collection in Will and 
suburban Cook Counties, before the final plans were adopted. 

2. Large scale construction and 
labor-intensive than a neighborhood 
opportunity of creating new jobs and c 

operation of the M.R.R.F.s will be less 
Dased approach, and may foreclose the 
eveloping recycling in Chicago. 
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Ease of administration, consistency of service, cost containment, public 
education, quality control and secondary market development all 
contribute to the need for large-scale implementation of the M.R.R.F. 
approach. New York City discovered that insufficient processing capacity 
for recyclable mater ia ls was one of its greatest h ind rances to 
implementing collection programs. As stated in Section 4.0, Response 
No. 4, new jobs will be created with either type of approach (bin or bag). 

3. The City has need of new processing capacity for recyclables regardless 
of the method of collection. 

New processing capacity is needed to meet the needs of the City 
operations. The Plan recognizes this fact in requiring development of 
adequate new capacity to facilitate recycling. 

4. Worker health and safety must be protected regardless ofthe method of 
collection. 

Ergonomics and worker safety will be addressed in all City operations. 

5. The M.R.R.F.'s Request for Proposal suggests a holding period for 
recyclables of 120 days to determine the recyclability of the materials. If 
none are found, the City is responsible to pay for landfilling these 
recyclables. The Plan should provide incentives to recycle and/or penalties 
for improper disposal of recyclables. 

Strong terms and conditions are required to ensure that recyclable 
materials are not landfilled. A tip fee surcharge could provide additional 
incentive to recycle, and the City intends to propose legislation to mandate 
processing waste to remove recyclables prior to landfilling or leaving the 
City. Further, the Plan states that the City will propose an ordinance that 
requires waste haulers and transfer station and disposal facility opierators: 
1). to report the type, source and destination of all waste collected or 
received; and 2). to process waste to recover recyclables prior to any waste 
leaving the City (Volume I, Section 3.1.3.3, "Pre-Process ing 
Requirement"). 

6. Mixed waste processing eliminates participation of residents and does 
not encourage them to consider their own consumption habits. 
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Mixed waste processing as a secondary component of the program will 
allow access to the maximum amount of materials for recovery. Mixed 
waste processing, however, will be used only as a back-up to blue bag 
curbside collection. The City intends to have an effective public education 
program focusing on changing public habits and reducing consumption 
(Volume I, Section 3.1 details elements of a complete source reduction 
strategy). 

7. Siting M.R.R.F.s will be unwelcome because it creates additional 
sources of odor, noise and other nuisances. Many residents already feel 
burdened by the negative consequences of living with existing industries 
and disposal sites. 

The impact of new M.R.R.F. facilities on residents is minimized by 
. utilizing existing solid waste management sites for the proposed 

operations. The proposed changes to the existing sites, such as new 
buildings and environmental controls, will improve and reduce the i r 
impact on the local community. Mitigation measures-such as limiting 
hours of operation, controlling traffic patterns, enforcing good si te 
management, and utilizing sound walls and landscaping to provide 
barriers—will be considered where appropriate to reduce impact on 
residents. 

8. Commitment to a large capital investment to develop the M.R.R.F.s 
will offer less flexibility and may lead to increasing costs. 

Fixed capital costs have little risk of escalation. A collection method 
which relies on increased labor, particularly if at prevailing wages, can 
significantly increase costs, i.e., taxes. The M.R.R.F. system provides 
processing capacity which the City needs, regardless of the collection 
method. The M.R.R.F. facilities are being designed for maximum 
flexibility and ease of incorporating new technology when it becomes 
available. 

9. The M.R.R.F. facilities should be phased into operation instead of being 
implemented simultaneously throughout the City. 

The need for M.R.R.F. facilities exists regardless of the collection 
methodology, bin or bag. The M.R.R.F. facilities are being designed for 
maximum flexibility with regard to the collection methodology. The 
success of the recycling program is dependent on the availability of 
processing capacity at the M.R.R.F. facilities. Existing recycling facilities 
measure their diverted recyclables in terms of thousands of pounds of 
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mater ia l . A citywide program will require facilities which h a n d l e 
thousands of tons of mater ial each day. Therefore, the capacity needs to be 
available for the collection programs to be viable. 

6.0 

Composting Issues. 

1. Begin food waste composting programs and encourage more intensive 
backyard composting efforts. 

The City will consider composting as a means of disposing of food 
wastes. The Plan calls for a feasibility study to evaluate organic waste 
compost processes and methods for collect ion. Co-col lec t ion arid 
processing of yard waste and food scraps, and mixed collection and 
processing of yard waste with municipal waste may be evaluated (Volume 
1, Section 3.3.2). Backyard composting, an effective waste reduct ion 
measure, will be encouraged through a public education program. 

2. The City should consider using two-compartment trucks for separate 
yard waste and wet/dry collection. 

This is an operations issue requiring technical review and not a policy 
issue manda ted by the P l a n . The D.S.S. will i nves t iga t e s eve ra l 
equipment applications and their ability to solve specific problems, such 
as separate collection. 

7.0 

Incineration Issues. 

1. Incineration of solid waste destroys valuable resources and crea tes 
demand for combustible materials . 

There is no conflict between well-planned recycling and incinerat ion. 
The two are compatible in reducing landfilling requirements. Since the 
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City has limited landfill capacity, the reduction of landfilling is an 
important consideration. 

2. The City should implement a moratorium on new facility development. 

New incineration is being studied only in comparison with source 
reduction, recycling and composting alternatives. The Plan will be 
updated every five (5) years based on an analysis of the progress made by 
the programs tha t have been implemented, and p rogrammat i c 
modifications or additions might be implemented. At these times, the 
need for additional incinerator capacity may be re-evaluated. 

3. Environmental considerations should limit the use of incineration. 

The City's program will addiress all of the environmental issues 
necessary to upgrade the existing facility to meet the most stringent 
applicable standards, and will consider these issues in any new facility 
analysis. 

4. Incineration technology is costly. 

Initial fixed costs are high, but future costs are less volatile than more 
labor-intensive methods of waste disposal. 

5. Ash resulting from incineration of refuse is a disposal problem and may 
be classified as a hazardous material. 

The City will study the marginal cost of disposal and its impact. 

8.0 

Landfill Issues. 

1, The moratorium on new facility development should be continued. 

The continuation ofthe moratorium is anticipated by the Plan 
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2. Materials that are difficult to landfill or that can be. easily recycled 
should not be accepted by landfills. 

Source reduction and recycling programs will address removal of 
recyclable materials from the waste stream before reaching the landfill. 

3. Environmental issues should limit the use of landfills. 

The City's program will address all of the environmental issues 
necessary to upgrade existing sites to meet the new stringent applicable 
standards. 

4. The Plan should reflect a strong commitment to reducing dependence 
on landfilling as a waste disposal method. 

The Plan reflects such a commitment. Landfilling is depicted as the 
least desirable form of waste disposal. 

5. The City should institute a tip fee surcharge on all materials disposed 
of in landfills within the boundaries of the City. 

The City will investigate the implications of such a surcharge and 
evaluate its long-term effects. The surcharge, if implemented, will fund 
public education and Plan implementation. 

9.0 

Planning Process Concerns. 

1. The S.W.M.R.C. representatives selected do not have relevant 
backgrounds in solid waste issues. 
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The composition ofthe Conunittee meets the requirements of both State 
and local laws. Further, the members were selected to ensure that all 
segments of the City were represented. Individuals with e i t he r 
professional experience in the solid waste industry or in p lanned 
development, such as finance and banking, were selected. The Committee 
spent a significant amount of time reviewing solid waste issues and, more 
importantly, reflects the diversity ofthe City. 

2. Citizens disregarded the progressive waste reduction and recycling 
elements of the Plan because the City had already decided to develop the 
blue-bag program before the S.W.M.R.C. began its Plan review process. 

External presssures (e.g., landfill capacity) and consistent demand for 
recycling from the community necessitated early development ofthe blue-
bag program. Completion of the Plan is riot required before the 
development of recycling programs. 

3. The City needs to move the decision-making process for handling solid 
waste to the Department of P lanning and Development or a new 
environmental department. The D.S.S. focus is too narrow for broad solid 
waste management issues. 

The City Council recently budgeted funds for a Department of the 
Environment to be established by January, 1992. The new Department 
will be responsible for tracking the results of solid waste planning and 
implementing the Plan. Further responsibilities will be developed and 
clarified. 

[Exhibit "A" attached to this Appendix 1 printed, 
on pages 12587 through 12642 

of this Journal.] 

Exhibits "B" and "C" attached to this Appendix 1 read as follows: 
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Exhibit B. 
(To Volume III) 

Tabulation Of Written Public Comments. 

1.0 

Introduction. 

This appendix presents a summary of the comments that were submitted 
in writing to the City of Chicago on the Solid Waste Management Plan 
during the public comment period. All of the written comments were 
reviewed and a tally prepared. 

Since the Solid Waste Management Review Committee did not have the 
opportunity to hear these comments directly, this tabulation was prepared to 
identify the issues of concern by those submitting written statements. A 
total of 66 written statements were submitted. The number next to each 
individual comment listed on the following pages represents the number of 
times that comment was made. The majority of the written statements 
contain several comments. Each individual comment received a tally; 
therefore, the number of comments was greater than the number of written 
statements. 

The comments were divided in subject areas. A total of 66 written 
statements were submitted. The number of comments made per each subject 
area is summarized in the Table below. A total of 201 comments were 
received from the 66 written statements received. In addition to the written 
statements, 17 petitions with a total of 346 signatures from the residents of 
Hyde Park, Woodlawn and Kenwood neighborhoods were also received. The 
petition in summary stated "Whereas the Solid Waste Management Plan 
intends to increase incineration, landfilling and impose the blue bag 
recycling program, we petition the Solid Waste Management Review 
Committee not to implement this burn and bury program". 

The petitions, along with the written statements, are attached in Exhibit 
B ofthis document. 

The mailing addresses of those submitting written comments are listed at 
the end of this exhibit. 
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Comments By Subject Area. 

Source Reduction 

Recycling (general) 

Blue Bag Recycling 

Material Recovery and 
Recycling Facilities 

Composting 

Incineration 

Landfilling 

Planning Process 

30 

29 

84 

9 

8 

35 

3 

3 

TOTAL: 201 

2.0 

Source Reduction Issues. 

The capability of source reduction to reduce the waste stream and the 
positive impacts of this reduction should be substantiated and emphasized. 
(5) 

A part ofthe public education program should focus on moving away from 
buying disposable goods and toward buying durable goods. (1) 

The City should institute volume-based garbage collection fees to promote 
source reduction of waste. (13) 

Packaging legislation to encourage recycling of packaging, reducing the 
toxic composition of packaging, and banning certain packaging should be 
considered. (7) 

The Plan does not project any per capita waste generation resulting from 
source reduction activities. (2) 
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A model waste risduction program should be developed for the private 
sector. (2) 

5.0 

Recycling Issues. 

Opinions on achievable recycling goals range widely from 30 percent to 95 
percent. (1) 

A strong public education program is required to allow recycling to 
become effective. (13) 

Public support was expressed for the Hansen Ordinance. (1) 

Public support was expressed for beverage container deposit legislation. 
(2) 

Require the commercial and high-density residential sectors to begin 
recycling. (1) 

The City should issue an R.F.P. for various community-based recycling 
programs. (2) 

Household hazardous waste should be separated from the rest of the 
garbage and an aggressive program set-up to manage it. (2) 

Recycling programs should be tailored to individual neighborhoods to 
maximize participation. (2) 

The City should support establishing and strengthening markets for 
recycled materials. (5) 

4.0 

Collection Of Recyclables — Blue-Bag Program. 

Contamination of recyclables due to commingling in the blue-bags or from 
transporting the recyclables with garbage will jeopardize t h e i r 
marketability, particularly newsprint. (51) 
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Commingling garbage and recyclables in the same truck may perpetuate 
the "throwaway" mentality. (11) 

The costs of the proposed blue-bag program and the existing blue-bin 
program need to be substantiated and compared. (1) 

The blue-bag program will eliminate jobs that have been established by 
the existing recycling programs. (2) 

Existing recycling programs should be maintained and new programs 
established, based on what is effective for tha t neighborhood. This 
neighborhood-based approach is more flexible than using the blue-bag 
collection method uniformly in all low-density units. (16) 

Pilot testing ofthe blue-bag program was inadequate. (1) 

The Chicago blue-bag pilot test program results, as well as results from 
other cities experimenting with the bag-based approach, do not present 
convincing evidence to change existing recycling programs. (2) 

5.0 

Processing Capacity -- Material Recycling And Recovery 
Facilities (M.R.R.F.). 

The release of the Request for Proposal for the development of the 
M.R.R.F.s tainted the planning process by imposing a long-term solution 
before the Plan could be reviewed by the Solid Waste Management Review 
Committee. (3) 

Large-scale construction and operation ofthe M.R.R.F.s will be less labor-
intensive than a neighborhood-based approach, and may foreclose the 
opportunity of creating new jobs and developing recycling in Chicago. (3) 

Worker health and safety must be protected, regardless of the method of 
collection. (1) 

Commitment to a large capital investment to develop the M.R.R.F.s will 
offer less flexibility and may lead to increasing costs. (2) 
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6.0 

Composting Issues, 

Begin food waste composting programs and encourage more intensive 
backyard composting efforts. (7) 

The City should consider using two-compartment trucks for separate yard 
waste and wet/dry collection. (1) 

7.0 

Incineration Issues. 

The City should implement a moratorium on new facility development. 
(20) 

Environmental considerations should limit the use of incineration. (12) 

Incineration technology is costly. (3) 

8.0 

Landfill Issiies. 

The moratorium on new facility development should be continued. (7) 

Materials that are difficult to landfill or that can be easily recycled should 
not be accepted by landfills. (1) 

The Plan should emphasis a strong commitment to reducing dependence 
on landfilling as a waste disposal method. (1) 

The City should institute a tip fee surcharge on all materials disposed of in 
landfills within the boundaries ofthe City. (1) 
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9.0 

Planning Process Concerns. 

The Solid Waste Management Review Committee members selected do 
not have backgrounds relevant to solid waste issues. (1) 

The City needs to move decision - making for solid waste to the economic 
development department or a new environmental department The 
Department of Streets and Sanitation's focus is too narrow for broad solid 
waste issues. (2) . 

Addresses Of Those Submitting Written Comments. 

2938 East 91st Street 

10501 South Hale Avenue 

9737 South Damen Avenue 

812 East 58th Street 

4442 North Kildare Avenue 

1028 North Dearborn Street 

4516 North Greenview Avenue 

1904 West Cullom Avenue 

5615 South Woodlawn Avenue (2) 

30 East Huron Street 

825 North Carpenter Street 

10608 South Drew Street (2) 

7148 West Fletcher Street 

1531 West Fargo Avenue 

2455 West Pensacola Avenue 

3654 North Wolcott Avenue 

1351 Arthur Avenue 

4235 North Monticello Avenue 

2143 West 107th Place (2) 

5055 West Argyle Street 
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Box 3636 Merchandise Mart Plaza 

1212 West Carmen Avenue 

3117 West Leland Avenue 

1449 West Summerdale Avenue 

2323 West 112th Street 

903 West Gunnison Street 

4845 North Claremont Avenue 

6919 North Wa3ntie Avenue 

2970 North Lake Shore Drive 

4823 North Hermitage Avenue 

1454 West Cuyler Avenue 

10024 South Damen Avenue 

Washington, D.C. (Institute of 
Resource Recovery) 

5500 North St. Louis Avenue 
(Northeastern Illinois 
University) 

1451 West Summerdale Avenue 

5430 North Magnolia Avenue 

9040 South Claremont Avenue 

3309 North Seminary Avenue 

Homewood, Illinois (2) 

Evergreen Park, Illinois (2) 

10057 South Bell Avenue 

1304 West Rosemont Avenue 

5320 South Mulligan Avenue 

11664 South Longwood Drive 

10233 South Wood Street 

10950 South Fairfield Avenue 

9436 South Pleasant Avenue 

10452 South Artesian Avenue 

9712 South Vanderpoel Avenue 

11358 South Oakley Avenue 

9050 South Hoyne Avenue 

10900 South Kedzie Avenue 

1419 West Estes Avenue 

1233 North Hoyne Avenue 
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Exhibit C. 

Reviewing Agency Comments. 

Illinois Environmental Protection P.O. Box 19276 
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 

(217) 785-8604 

Refer to: S.W.M.Grant^lanning/Chicago/Output 

November 20,1991 

Mr. Raymond S. Cachares, Commissioner 
Department of Streets and Sanitation 
City Hall, Room 700 
121 North La Salle Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Dear Commissioner Cachares: 

I have reviewed the City of Chicago's Draft Solid Waste Management 
Plan, received August 30,1991, and have the following comments. 

General Comments. 

The draft plan is thorough and adequately addresses the state's solid 
waste management hierarchy. 

While the draft plan does meet most of the provisions of the Solid Waste 
Planning and Recycling Act, the plan should be revised to reflect the 
following comments. 
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Specific Comments. 

1. An Executive Summary should be added to the plan. This section 
should briefly summarize the recommended options the City plans to pursue 
to manage its waste over the next 20 years. 

2. The Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act requires that the plan's 
recycling program include provisions for compliance, including incentives 
and penalties. Page 3-9 of Volume H briefly discusses the use of either 
voluntary participation or legislation to implement recycling programs. 
This discussion should be broadened to include measures the City intends to 
pursue in the event that compliance with the recycling programs is not 
achieved. 

3. The Plan evaluates three alternative programs to manage the City's 
solid waste over the next 20 years. However, it did not appear that the plan 
recommends one of these alternatives as the best mix of options for the City. 
It is unclear which ofthe three paths the plan recommends for the City. 

4. Volume H discusses future collection, processing and disposal needs, 
and concludes that there will be a capacity shortfall of about 61.8 million 
tons over the planning period. It is not clear how the City plans to provide 
this estimated capacity over the planning period; a discussion of the 
recommended actions to handle this waste should be provided. 

Please contact me at the above number if you have any questions 

Sincerely, 

(Signed) Linda Hinsman, 
Manager 
Planning and Grants Unit 
Solid Waste Management 
Section 

cc: Pamela Barnes 
Division File 
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Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission 

400 West Madison Street, Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 454-0400, FAX (312)454-0411 

November 21,1991. 

Mr, Raymond S. Cachares 
Commissioner 
Chicago Department of Streets 

and Sanitation 
121 North LaSalle Street 
Chicago, niinois 60602 

Dear Commissioner Cachares: 

The Commission, acting through its Planning Committee, has reviewed 
the draft Solid Waste Management Plan for the City of Chicago prepared by 
your Department. A copy ofthe review statement adopted by the Committee 
is enclosed. 

The Committee found the draft plan to be responsive to solid waste 
management needs in the City and consistent with adopted regional policies 
and with the State's hierarchy of disposal methods. The review states tha t 
the City's plan is a realistic response to a highly constrained waste 
management situation, and that it is particularly commendable in it 's 
recommendation that regional approaches to waste management be sought. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft plan, and 
congratulations on completing this milestone in the City's efforts to address 
its solid waste needs. 

Sincerely, 

(Signed) Lawrence B. Christmas, 
Executive Director. 
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NIPC Project No. 91-A-16 

Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission 
Project Review Statement 
November 21,1991 

Applicant: CityofChicago 
Department of Streets and Sanitation 

Contact: Pamela D. Barnes, Director of Planning 
(312) 744-4596 

Request: Draft Solid Waste Management Plan 

Review Summary. 

The City of Chicago has released for public comment a Solid Waste 
Management Plan for its jurisdiction. The plan has been prepared under the 
terms of the Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act (P.A. 85-1198). Upon 
the completion of public review and comment, it is the City's intent to 
submit the plan to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency for review 
under the provisions ofthe Planning and Recycling Act. 

The Plan recommends implementation of an integrated solid waste 
management system intended to meet the waste disposal requirements of 
the Gity through the year 2010. The plan comprises programs for waste 
reduction at the source, recycling and composting, combustion and energy 
recovery, and landfilling. Implementation of the plan will be the 
responsibility of City departments and agencies, with the Department of 
Streets and Sanitation in a lead role; not-for-profit and community 
organizations; and the private waste management industry. 

The Commission finds that the draft plan is responsive to solid waste 
management needs in the City and consistent with adopted regional policies. 
The plan is also consistent with the state's hierarchy of disposal methods. 
The City's plan is a realistic response to a highly constrained waste 
management s i tua t ion . I t is pa r t i cu la r ly commendable in i t s 
recommendation that regional approaches to waste management be sought. 
A summary of the plan and the Commission's detailed comments on it are 
attached. 
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Agenda Item No. 4.1 
Planning Committee 11/21/91 

NIPC Project No. 91-A-16 

Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission 
Project Review Statement 
November 21,1991 

Applicant: CityofChicago 
Departmentof Streets and Sanitation 

Contact: Pamela D. Barnes, Director of Planning 
(312)744-4596 

Request: Draft Solid Waste Mainagement Plan =/ ^ 

Review Summary. 

The City of Chicago has released for public comment a Solid Waste 
Management Plan for its jurisdiction. The plan has been prepared under the 
terms ofthe Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act (P.A. 85-1198). Upon 
the completion of public review and comment, it is the City's intent to 
submit the plan to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency for review 
under the provisions ofthe Planning and Recycling Act. 

The Plan recommends implementation of an integrated solid waste 
management system intended to meet the waste disposal requirements of 
the City through the year 2010. The plan comprises programs for waste 
reduction at the source, recycling and coriiposting, combustion and energy 
recovery, and landfilling. Implementation of the plan will be t h e 
responsibility of City departments and agencies, with the Department of 
Streets and Sanitation in a lead role; not-for-profit and community 
organizations; and the private waste management industry. 

The Commission finds that the draft plan is responsive to solid waste 
management needs in the City and consistent with adopted regional policies. 
The plan is also consistent with the state's hierarchy of disposal methods. 
The City's plan is a realistic response to a highly constrained waste 
management s i tua t ion . I t is pa r t i cu la r ly commendable in i t s 
recommendation that regional approaches to waste management be sought. 
A summary of the plan and the (Commission's detailed comments on it are 
attached. 
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Current And Projected Waste Generation. 

The City's consultants estimate that 4 million tons of solid waste, or 
nearly 11,000 tons per day, were generated in Chicago in 1990. Of this 
amount, 1.7 million tons were residential waste, 2 million tons were from 
commercial and industrial sources, and 300 thousand tons were bulk and 
demolition waste. These quantities are net after the removal of material for 
recycling, and represent an average waste generation of 7.2 pounds per 
capita per day. Assuming no change in gerieration rates, the municipal 
waste stream is projected to increase by 4 percent to 4.1 million tons in 2010. 

Approximately two-thirds of the residential waste (from single-family 
homes and structures with up to four dwelling units) is collected by 
Department of Streets and Sanitation (D.S.S.) vehicles and crews. Waste 
from high-density residential areas and all commercial and industrial waste 
is collected by private scavengers. 

Recycling accounted for between 13 and 19 percent ofthe waste stream in 
1990. This included substantial quantities of steel scrap, high-grade and 
mixed paper, and corrugated cardboard removed from the commercial and 
industrial waste streams by private haulers. Residential recyclables were 
collected in several ways, including a Citywide drop box program; curbside 
collection pilot programs in four wards; and a co-collected recyclables ("blue-
bag") demonstration program in two wards. Less than one percent of the 
residential waste stream was diverted by these initiatives. Several not-for-
profit and community organizations also provide residential recycling 
programs, for which they receive waste diversion payments from the City. 

In 1990, 280 thousand tons of residential waste collected by D.S.S. were 
combusted at the Northwest Waste-to-Energy facility. The remainder of the 
waste stream was landfilled. The City's needs assessment identified four 
operating landfills in Chicago, which received approximately 1.3 million 
tons of waste. The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency estimates the 
combined remaining life of these facilities at 3.3 years. The balance of the 
waste stream — 2.4 million tons or 61 percent of the total — was exported. 
Most of this was moved through one of a number of transfer stations in 
Chicago or nearby suburbs. The precise destinations of most of this waste 
could not be identified, but they include landfills in the metropolitan area, 
downstate Illinois, and Indiana. 

Recommended Waste Management System. 

The draft plan recommends implementation of an integrated solid waste 
management system intended to reduce Chicago's dependence on landfilling 
and to comply with the hierarchy of disposal methods contained in the Solid 
Waste Management Act (Public Act 84-1319). The City's stated objective is 
to minimize its dependence on disposal beyond its municipal boundaries. 
The recommended system includes the following major elements: 
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Promotion of programs intended to encourage reduction of waste 
volumes at the source, including: 

Public education programs, directed at both school 
children and adul ts , concerning e n v i r o n m e n t a l 
awareness, household hazardous waste management , 
and toxic substance reduction. 

Commercial waste reduction programs i n c l u d i n g 
promotion of material exchanges, commercial was te 
audits, a recyclable materials market directory, and a 
model waste reduction pilot program. 

Consideration of legislat ive in i t ia t ives i nc lud ing 
beverage container deposits, packaging m a t e r i a l 
labeling, waste preprocessing requirements, household 
hazardous waste deposit requirements, and volume-
based collection fees. 

Promotion of paint exchanges and motor oil a n d 
household battery recycling. 

Establishment of programs intended to meet the 15/25 percent 
recycling guidelines in the Solid Waste Planning and Recycling 
Act, including: 

Encouragement of expanded numbers of private and not-
for-profit drop-off and buy-back centers, particularly in 
a r e a s where s e c o n d a r y income a n d j o b s o r 
environmental concern are important factors. Methods 
of encouragement may include capital a ss i s tance , 
reduction of regulatory barriers, or specific mater ia l 
subsidies. 

Implementation of Citywide recycling for low-density 
residential areas. The program will combine source-
separated commingled recyclable processing (the so-
called "blue-bag" program) and mixed waste processing 
a t Mate r i a l Recycling and Recovery F a c i l i t i e s 
(M.R.R.F.s). The program is described in more detail 
below. 

Provision of recycl ing services to h i g h - d e n s i t y 
residential areas. The City's intent is to rely on private 
and not-for-profit recycling providers if the can 
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economically provide the service. .Expansion of the 
M.R.R.F. program will be considered if necessary. •• 

Encouragement of commercial recycling, including 
consideration of a requirement that private haulers 
submit a recycling plan as a condition of City licensing. 

Co-collection of yard waste for composting as part of the 
M.R.R.F. program. 

Investigation of the feasibility of composting other 
organic wastes. 

3. Continued combustion of a significant portion of the City's 
residential waste. 

The Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility (N.W.F.) will 
be rehabilitated to increase its efficiency and incorporate 
state-of-the-art environmental controls. The N.W.F. 
could process 40 to 45 percent by weight of the waste 
collected by the Department of Streets and Sanitation 
(D.S.S.) from low-density residential areas. 

D.S.S. will ana lyze the feas ib i l i ty of a d d i n g 
combust ion/energy recovery capac i ty t h r o u g h 
rehabilitation of exis t ing closed facilities or the 
construction of new facilities. 

Landfilling of that portion ofthe waste stream which cannot be 
removed at the source, recycled, or incinerated. 

Existing disposal capacity and potential landfill sites within Chicago's 
boundaries are extremely limited. The City will thus be dependent on 
capacity provided by other municipal or private developers. It will seek 
to assure disposal capacity by the following means: 

A regional forum will be sought through which a 
cooperative exchange of waste management services 
with other entities in the metropolitan area can be 
investigated. : :: 

If a regional approach is not feasible, long-term contracts 
will be sought with private operators for disposal of City 
waste. 
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Implementation. 

The Department of Streets and Sanitation will be the lead agency in 
continuing planning and plan implementation. The Departments of 
Consumer Services, Economic Development, Law, and Planning, the 
Mayor's Offices of Intergovernmental Affairs and Inquiry and Information, 
and the Chicago Board of Education will have direct responsibility for 
implementing certain components of the plan. Action by the City Council 
will be required to implement certain legislative recommendations. 

Comments And Recommendations. 

The City's draft plan represents a strategy to meet the requirements of the 
Solid Waste Planning Act and to minimize its dependence on disposal 
beyond its municipal boundaries. The City's options for meeting this 
objective are far more restricted than those in most of the suburban portion 
of northeastern Illinois. 

The City's consultants estimate that alriiost eighty percent of the 
municipal waste stream was landfilled in 1990. Ofthis quantity, one third 
(1.3 million tons) was placed in the four operating landfills within Chicago. 
The remainder was exported. At the same time, I.E.P.A. records suggest 
that a half million' tons originating outside Chicago were imported into the 
four landfills. If the City were able to restrict this imported waste while 
continuing to export at its current rate, the available capacity of the four 
landfills would be extended from 3.3 to 4.5 years. However, if Chicago were 
forced to dispose of its entire waste stream within its own borders, the 
remaining landfill capacity would be depleted in slightly less than two 
years. 

Expansion of landfill capacity within the municipal boundaries is both 
physically and politically constrained. As federal and state regulations 
governing new and expanded landfills are tightened, the number of suitable 
sites in any area and the economic feasibility of expanding existing sites are 
reduced. It is unlikely that there are many sites within the City which meet 
these environmental requirements and are of sufficient size to provide more 
than short-term capacity. Most of the potential sites are in that part of the 
city in which all of the currently operating sites are located, and in which 
resistance to new waste disposal facilities is substantial. 

At the same time, solid waste planning in surrounding areas is imposing 
increasing restrictions on movement of waste across county boundaries. 
Importetion of waste into DuPage County, which currently controls a major 
portion of the region's landfill capacity, will be restricted after July, 1992. 
The Will County plan proposes to limit future landfill capacity to that 
required to meet the internal needs of the county. Similar policies will 
undoubtedly be adopted as downstate counties complete their planning. 
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Where capacity is available, as in the newly-permitted Gallatin facility in 
Fulton County, transport costs will be substantial. 

The draft plan offers three broad strategies in response to these 
constraints: increased waste combustion, an intergovernmental approach, 
and increased waste reduction and recycling. Waste combustion greatly 
reduces the volume of waste requiring landfill disposal and recovers the 
energy potential in the waste stream. The City currently operates the only 
municipal waste incinerator in northeastern Illinois. Energy is recovered in 
the form of steam which is sold to an industry adjoining the incinerator site. 
Three other closed incinerators are now being used as transfer stations. The 
City thus has infrastructure and operating experience to support an 
expanded combustion program. 

The financial and environmental impacts of increased combustion are 
significant considerations. The initial capital cost of a combustion facility is 
higher than that of a landfill of equal annual capacity, although more 
stringent requirements for landfills may be tending to reduce that 
difference. Recent experience suggests, however, that landfill tipping fees 
and transportation costs rise more rapidly. The cost per ton for combustion 
may thus become more favorable relative to the cost of landfilling over the 
life ofthe facility. 

Air emissions and ash disposal entail potentially serious environmental 
risks. Both are subject to I.E.P.A. regulation. Evidence frorii waste-to-
energy facilities in other regions and from the City's own operation of the 
Northwest facility indicate that stringent operating standards combined 
with state-of-the-art pollution control equipment will keep emissions well 
within federal and state permit requirements. State and federal landfill 
requirements for double liners, leachate treatment, and monitoring wells 
assure minimal risk of groundwater contamination and other negative 
impacts of ash disposal. 

The City's advocacy of a regional approach to waste management would 
seem to be at odds with the pattern of county-based planning fostered by the 
Planning and Recycling Act. However, there is some basis for the proposal. 
As was noted above, there is already some movement of municipal waste 
into as well as out of Chicago for disposal. The City is currently a net 
importer of landscape waste, in part as a result of strong local opposition to 
composting sites throughout the suburban area. Chicago is also the site of 
most of the region's hazardous waste treatment capacity. The City is thus a 
critical supplier, as well as a consumer, of waste management service in the 
metropolitan area. This could provide the basis for some negotiated 
exchange of benefits with other parts of metropolitan area. In its prior 
reviews of countywide waste management plans, the Commission has 
encouraged a search for such regional approaches. The Chicago draft plan is 
commendable for seeking to meet the City 's own needs in an 
intergovernmental context. 
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The greatest public controversy occasioned by the draft plan has been in 
response to the proposed recycling program. Under the plan, residents will 
separate recyclable materials (initially newsprint and metal, glass and 
plastic containers) and set them out in blue plastic bags with their household 
garbage. D.S.S. will collect the blue-bags along with other waste in its 
regular compaction vehicles. Waste will be delivered to one of several 
privately-operated Material Recycling and Recovery Facilities (M.R.R.F.s) 
where the loads will be dumped on a tipping floor. The blue-bags will be 
picked out and their contents sorted for processing and sale. T h e 
unseparated waste will also be processed by a combination of mechanical 
and manual operations to retrieve recyclable materials which have not been 
separated by the homeowners. The remaining waste will be dispatehed in 
transfer vehicles for combustion or landfilling. Bids have already been 
solicited and are being reviewed for the development and operation of four 
M.R.R.F.S. 

Opponents of the program have claimed that: 

The quality of materials collected will be reduced by co-
collection in regular packer trucks, and the price received a t 
market will thus be reduced. They suggest that glass breakage 
and contamination of newsprint by broken glass in particular 
will make it impossible to secure top prices for recyclable 
materials. Contamination of materials which are retrieved by 
mixed-waste processing is also a concern. 

Citizens are assigned a relatively passive role in the process. 
The educat ional va lue of recycl ing in fo s t e r ing a n 
environmental ethic, which carries over into their behavior as 
consumers and voters, is thus foregone. Ultimately, it is 
suggested, this will depress participation rates in the recycling 
program. 

Co-collection has been tried in only a few cities, none 
approaching the size of Chicago. The proposed M.R.R.F.s are 
much larger than any currently operating. There is thus a 
major risk that the process will be more expensive t h a n 
estimated. 

The results of a pilot program conducted in two wards in the spring of 1991 
do not confirm these concerns. The Chicago Recycling Works, which 
processed the materials collected in blue-bags reported that their quality 
was comparable to that of materials collected in the four-ward curbside 
("blue-bin") program. Ninety percent of the materials collected were 
marketable. The recovery rate was about 7 percent of the total waste 
collected. Ten percent ofthe material set out in blue-bags was unretrievable 
due to bag breakage during collection and handling. This rate is expected to 
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decline with experience and task-designed equipment in the M.R.R.F.s. 
Further, some ofthis material, and that not separated into blue-bags, will be 
recovered by the mixed waste processing system. Surveys of participants in 
the pilot program indicate a high degree of satisfaction with the approach. 

Opponents of the blue-bag/M.R.R.F. program have also questioned the 
economy of the approach. They cite a cost to the City of $114 per ton to 
collect and recover recyclable materials. It would be cheaper, they suggest, 
to continue to pay $100 per ton in diversion payments to the not-for-profit 
organizations which are now collecting and processing materials in several 
city neighborhoods. This raises the question, of course, as to whether the 
not-for-profits could create the infrastructure necessary to serve the entire 
area now served by D.S.S.. Beyond this, however, is the reasonableness of 
the City's cost compared to other programs. 

The consultants to the Cook County solid waste planning program have 
indicated that the cost per ton of residential recycling programs in the 
metropolitan area ranges from $100 to $150 per ton. These are net amounts 
after the sale of materials, and reflect programs with a range of collection 
and processing techniques. The consultents suggest that any recycling 
program involves a trade-off between the costs of collection and processing. 
Material separation by the homeowner or at the curb necessitates a 
collection vehicle and crew in addition to the regular compactor truck, but 
reduces the cost incurred at the processing facility. Commingled collection 
in a single vehicle reduces the cost of collection but requires more extensive 
separation at a M.R.R.F.. These cost differences, they suggest, tend to cancel 
each other out. The City's choice of a system with a low collection cost and 
higher processing cost system is thus not unreasonable. 

The questions raised by opponents of the blue-bag/M.R.R.F. approach are 
not unimportant, and they suggest the need for ongoing scrutiny of the 
program's results. More extensive test results and experience from other 
communities could be valuable before the City commits resources to full 
implementation of the M.R.R.F. program. It is not clear, however, that the 
City can afford this additional delay. In light of Chicago's essentially land
locked position and the financial and political pressures on the use of 
available or future landfill capacity outside the City, adoption of a system 
which promises substantial gains with an incremental investment in 
infrastructure is prudent. The City's plan is a realistic response to a highly 
constrained waste management situation. It attempts to increase adherence 
to the state hierarchy of disposal methods and is consistent with adopted 
regional policies and with solid waste planning in the res t of the 
metropolitan area. 
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Nakawatase, Wyns & Subconsultant 
Associates, Inc. 

Section 1.0 

Introduction. 

1.1 Purpose Of Document. 

The purpose(s) of this document are to provide (i) a summary of 
investigations relating to the solid waste problem, (ii) descriptions of waste 
generation, collection, and disposal in the City, and (iii) a forecast of future 
waste quantities and disposal capacities affecting waste management in the 
City for the duration of the twenty-year planning period. This document 
provides the first step in the development of a Solid Waste Management 
Plan which includes the following six steps: 

Analyze the current situation and determine future needs to 
arrive at a preliminary definition ofthe problem. 

Collect data to verify and refine the initial problem definition. 

Set goals for remedying the problem. 

Develop a schedule, a method, and priorities for implementing 
the goals that have been set. 

Monitor and evaluate the progress in Plan implementation. 

Revise action as appropriate to adjust to changing conditions. 

This document will establish the basis for future planning activities. To 
accomplish this, the current disposal practices must be defined. Then 
assuming that these current disposal practices continue under a "no action" 
alternative, the "future problem" can be defined. With the problem then 
defined and including no pre-conceived solutions, the planning effort can 
begin to address the City's goals and available alternative. 

This Needs Assessment has been prepared as part of the Solid Waste Plan 
(the Plan). The Needs Assessment provides the information needed for step 
1 of the planning process, initial identification of the problem. The data 
gathered in the Needs Assessment will be supplemented by further research 
of alternatives (step 2) for use in setting definitive goals (step 3), to be 
presented in the Plan (step 4). The City's and State's planning objective to 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12329 

establish a long term solid waste solution can be achieved only if supported 
by up-to-date information on the existing solid waste management system 
and by realistic projections of future needs. 

1.2 Report Organization. 

This Needs Assessment has been organized as outlined below; v ' 

The Subsection 1.3 describes the planning area and its salient 
characteristics. 

Section 2.0 reviews waste generation and collection in the City, 
specifically it: 

Explains the methodology used in performing the 
analysis. 

Discusses existing municipal and pr ivate was te 
collection practices and recycling efforts. 

Examines demographics and generat ion ra tes for 
various types of waste. 

Presents waste projections at five-year intervals using a 
composite waste generation rate. 

Analyzes the composition of the waste stream and 
identifies recoverable materials. 

Addresses seasonal fluctuations in waste quantities. 

Section 3.0 describes existing waste disposal systems, including: 

Composting facilities, waste-to-energy facilities, and 
recycling facilities within the planning area. 

Landfill sites and their remaining capacities, both in the 
City and within a 200-mile radius. 

Transportation issues, including haul distances and the 
use of municipal and private transfer stations. 
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Section 4.0 discusses the future management needs ofthe City's 
municipally and privately collected waste. 

1.3 Planning Area. 

Solid waste in the Chicago area is a regional problem due to the limited 
disposal capacity and density of population which has necessitated waste 
exportation. Regional solutions to solid waste management have been 
recognized by government leaders as viable means of dealing with solid 
waste management problems. This is evidenced by the regional solid waste 
planriing efforts of both the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
(I.E.P.A.) and the Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (N.I.P.C.). 
The state legislature has proposed legislation creating a Regional Authority 
to handle waste in northeastern Illinois, but passage has stalled. The 
I.E.P.A. had increased reporting requirements for solid waste disposal 
facilities in 1986. This reported data is summarized in seven reporting 
regions. Chicago is in Region 2 referred to as the Chicago Metro Region. 
This region includes the six county N.I.P.C. region and Kendall, Grundy, 
and Kankakee counties. Figure 1-2 shows the regional areas incorporated in 
both of these organizational boundaries.* 

The City of Chicago is located in the northeastern portion of the State of 
Illinois, between the southwestern shore of Lake Michigan and relatively 
flat prairie land. The southeastern section of the City borders on Indiana, 
and the northern sector is less than 30 miles from the State of Wisconsin. 
For administrative purposes, the City is divided into 50 wards. It covers an 
area of 224.2 square miles and is located almost entirely within Cook 
County; only a segment of Ward 41 containing O'Hare Airport extends into 
DuPage County to the west. A map ofthe City, Figure 1-1, is included on the 
following page to show the configuration ofthe 50 wards within the City.** 

Situated within the third most populous metropolitan area in the U.S., the 
City had a 1980 population of 3,005,069. On the basis of 1980 census data, 
theCity'spopulationdensity was just over 13,400 persons per square mile. 

* Figure 1-2 printed on page 12772 of this Journal. 

** Figure 1-1 printed on page 12771 of this Journal. 
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The number of City households was determined by the 1980 census to be 
1,093,409. Based on the population estimate reported for 1988 by the 
Chicago Department of Planning, the population density is about 13,500 
persons per square mile. Between 1980 and 1988, the City population 
increased by approximately 0.56%, to 3,021,912. Nearly two-thirds of Cook 
County's inhabitants live in the City. 

In addition to population, a number of other factors will impact the types 
and quantities of waste generated. The City has a vigorous economy. 
Manufacturing enterprises (primarily metal and machinery), the wholesale, 
retail trade and the service industry are principal employers. Other 
significant industries include hotel and lodging; finance, insurance, and real 
estete; transportation, communications, and public utilities; mining and 
construction. Printing, publishing, and the food industry also represent 
important segments of the City's economy, followed by the chemical, paper, 
rubber, and plastic industries. In addition, there are 74 institutions of 
higher education in the City. Quantities of waste generated are also affected 
by household incomes. Average household incomes in the City are high, at 
approximately 142% of the national average. Higher household incomes 
generally correspond to a greater waste generation rate. The median 
number of school years completed by a City resident is 12.2 with 13.8% of 
residents having completed four or more years of college. Urban planning 
priorities include the development of housing and upgrading of the inner 
city area. An aggressive urban renewal program has been pursued, with 
significant strides made in the rehabilitation and development of aging 
districts. 

The City is a transportation hub, with O'Hare Airport serving close to 60 
million passengers a year, Midway Airpiort serving 7.5 million annually 
and access to the interstate highway system. In addition, the City is a major 
railroad center with the world's largest rail terminal. Chicago is also a 
waterway transportation center, having port facilities for both inland canal, 
river, and ocean-going vessels. A coordinated mass-transi t system 
interconnects the metropol i tan a rea to provide efficient publ ic 
transportation throughout the City and the region. 

All ofthe above factors have bearing on the planning of a comprehensive 
solid waste management system and are being taken into consideration in 
the process of organizing and implementing the City's Plan. Recognition of 
these factors has been made, as appropriate, in this Needs Assessment. 
Characteristics that have particular relevance in formulating goals for the 
City's solid waste program^ ,̂ will be incorporated in the planning efforts. 
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Section 2.0. 

Waste Generation And Collection. 

2.1 Analysis Methodology. 

The quantity of solid waste generated by a community is related to the 
population, commercial and industrial development, and socioeconomic 
characteristics of the community. These characteristics have been used to 
correlate data gathered on solid waste generation from City records and 
waste hauler surveys. For this Needs Assessment, a close correlation of 
theoretical and empirical analysis was developed from population growth, 
housing character is t ics and employment s ta t i s t i cs . Popula t ion / 
emplo3rment-based unit waste generation rates were estimated using the 
historic data . Subsection 2.4 presents the background information 
regarding these historic factors which established the basis for projecting 
the City's future waste quantities over the planning period. Upon review of 
the factors outlined in Subsection 2.4, population statistics were chosen as 
the primary factor from which to project future solid waste generated in the 
City. 

Data on the composition of the waste stream has been included in this 
document. The various components of the solid waste stream have been 
reviewed to arrive at an annualized average compositional breakdown ofthe 
waste stream in Chicago. 

2.2 Existing Practices And Data. 

The solid waste generated in Chicago is collected by a number of public 
and private organizations. Municipal collection is primarily handled by the 
City's Department of Streets and Sanitation (D.S.S,). Private collection 
within the City is on a free market system involving an estimated 90 
haulers. The following provides a compilation of available waste collection 
records. 

2.2.1 Municipal Waste Collection; 

2.2,1,1 Department Of Streets And Sanitation, 

The D.S.S. collection system is organized by ward and operates on a 
five-day per week collection cycle. The wards are aggregated into five 
divisions consisting of 10 wards each. City crews collect two truckloads 
of waste each workday (a morning and an afternoon load). These crews 
only collect a portion of the residential waste (as explained in 
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Part 2.2.2), primarily from low-density residential units (i.e., four or 
fewer units per structure). The D.S.S. also collects refuse from the 
following sources: 

The public schools (approximately 90% of their waste) 

The Departments of Housing and Water, and some Police and 
Fire Department facilities 

The Airport Authority 

10 to 12 Chicago Housing Authority projects 

Bulk waste pickup programs (Bulk and Demolition) 

D.S.S. has maintained records on the waste quantities it has handled, 
A tabulation of data on D.S.S. collection by ward for the years 1976 to 
1988 is provided in Table 2-1.* As indicated by the data, waste 
generation from low-density residential units has remained fairly stable 
over the last 13 years. 

2,2,1.2 Other Municipal Operations. 

The tonnage handled at D.S.S. facilities increases when the waste 
collected and delivered to D.S.S. facilities by other City and County 
departments (i.e., Chicago Board of Health, Park District, Department 
of Housing and Water, and Chicago's airports), is included. This 
increase can be seen in Table 2-2.** 

In addition to the waste collected by D.S.S., other wastes are collected 
and disposed of by City agencies or departments not listed above and are 
not reflected in the D.S.S. waste quantity data. The Chicago Transit 
Authority and the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District collect 
their own waste and deliver it directly to landfills. The Metropolitan 
Water Reclamation District (M.W.R.D.) waste consists primarily of 

* Table 2-1 printed on page 12675 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2-2 printed on page 12676 ofthis Journal. 
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screenings and scum from the wastewater treatment facilities; it is 
considered a special waste, is handled separately, and is not included in 
the Municipal Solid Waste Stream addressed in this planning effort. 
The Anti-Cruelty Society annually collects about 720 tons of dead 
animals which the City incinerates at the Goose Island facility. These 
are not included in the quantities shown in Table 2-2 and are also not 
part of this planning effort.* The remaining institutional waste from 
other governmental agencies consists of relatively small quantities 
accounted for as commercial/industrial employee generation quantities 
collected by private haulers. 

2.2.1.3 City Recycling Efforts. 

The City sponsors several programs and offers financial incentives to 
foster recycling. A total of $750,000 in City loans and grants will be 
available to recycling organizations and businesses for development and 
expansion of their activities. The City also has a diversion credit 
program to assist non-profit recyclers in conducting curbside recycling 
programs. A sum of $500,000 had been budgeted for diversion credit 
contracts in 1989. The diversion credit program d is t r ibu tes 
approximately $87.75 to $113 per ton for each ton of recycled material 
diverted from the D.S.S. collection and disposal program. The program 
is designed to promote curbside collection operations ofthe not-for-profit 
recyclers by offsetting some program costs. 

Since March, 1989, City Hall employees have been separating all 
types of paper, including white ledger, colored ledger, computer 
printout, and envelopes. A contractor. Recycling Services, Inc., picks up 
the paper and shares with the City $20 per ton for mixed ledger and $60 
per ton for computer printouts. 

The City began a pilot curbside recycling program in the fall of 1989. 
Four wards, representing a cross section of (jhicago, have been selected 
to participate in the pilot program. The City has purchased 18 
compartmentalized vehicles and approximately 91,000 recycling 
containers with $650,000 in state grant funds. The City has budgeted 
labor and supervision required to implement the program, including a 
public educat ion program with a local ho t l ine for c i t i zen 
inquiries/complaints. Nearly 66,000 households will be serviced in the 
four-ward program. 

Table 2-2 printed on page 12676 ofthis Journal. 
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2.2.2 Private Waste Collection. 

A large portion of the City's waste is collected by private companies. 
Private companies collect waste from most high-density living uni ts 
(residential buildings with five or more apartments per building). Private 
companies also collect all commercial/industrial waste generated in the 
City, 

Independent commercial and industrial waste haulers and privately-
owned landfills were surveyed over a four-week period in April and May, 
1989, In each survey, a comprehensive list of candidate companies was 
compiled from various sources. Each company was contacted via 
telephone to verify the waste categories, quantities, and destination, 
where appropriate. Additional detailed information was recorded as 
available from the party being surveyed. The information received is 
presented in the following sections. 

2.2.2.1 Hauler Survey. 

Before the hauler survey was conducted, a candidate list was compiled 
from the 1988 "City of Chicago Solid Waste Date Base Report", the 
City's list of licensed collection vehicles, and the phone directory Yellow 
Pages. A total list of 109 candidate haulers was compiled from these 
sources. Attempts were then made to contact the haulers by telephone, 
and the following results were obteined: 

Total Haulers 109 

Defunct 7 

Acquired by Others 9 

No Chicago Collection 3 

Possible Responses 90 

Refused Comment 28 

Survey Form Mailed 62 

Form Not Returned 6 

TOTAL RESPONSES: 56 (62%) 
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A majority ofthe haulers were found to be cooperative and helpful. A 
list of private haulers operating in Chicago is contained in 
Appendix A.* All information in this report regarding specific haulers 
is referenced by survey form numbers to maintein confidentiality. The 
survey asked haulers to identify the landfills and transfer stations they 
utilized as well as the number of trucks and crew size their firm 
operated. In addition, the haulers were asked to estimate the amount of 
waste collected within the City limits and the source classification of 
that waste and the amount of waste recycled. The quantity and waste 
category breakdown is illustrated in Table 2-3.** This table provides 
the tons/week reported by each responding hauler. It also lists the type 
of the waste by percentage of total tons/week for each of the basic waste 
categories (i.e., residential, commercial, industrial, and other). 

The haulers reported 36,738 tons/week of privately hauled high-
density residential and commerciayindustrial waste. This corresponds 
to 1,910,376 tons/year (52 weeks). This quantity will be larger due to 
the additional amount collected by the 35 nonresponding haulers. The 
average collection by each of the 56 responding h a u l e r s is 
approximately 650 tons per week, or 33,837 tons per year. Assuming 
the 34 nonresponding haulers also collected the average 650 tons per 
week, a waste estimate from the hauler survey data was estimated on a 
composite basis. Utilizing the City's list of licensed vehicles and the 
reported tonnages, the total waste stream handled by private haulers 
was estimated to be approximately 2,519,398 tons per year. 

The high-density residential waste portion of the waste s t ream 
reported by pr ivate waste hau le r s was 302 tons per week 
(approximately 15,727 tons per year). Based on the number of high-
density residential units in Chicago (approximately 440,000) this does 
not appear to be representative of the total high-density residential 
waste stream. It is likely that all the responding haulers do not 
differentiate between high-rise residential and commercial accounts. 

2.2.2.2 Landfill Survey. 

The landfill survey was conducted in the same manner as the hauler 
survey. A list was compiled from available sources and checked against 
those landfills used by the haulers. Landfill operators were then 
contacted by telephone to verify the sources (i.e., the ward or other point 

* Appendix A printed on pages 12643 through 12653 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2-3 printed on page 12677 ofthis Journal. 
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of generation) and waste volumes received. However, landfill operators 
have been unable to generate any numbers with respect to the source of 
the material they receive; they only maintain invoicing records 
concerning each of the waste haulers. The information for the landfill 
survey is therefore based on the disposal destinations reported by the 
waste haulers. Since all waste haulers did not identify landfill 
destinations, 6,863 tons/week (i.e., 24%) of the 28,236 tons/week 
reported to be landfilled is landfilled at unknown destinations. 

Within the City limits there are four operating landfills. They are 
operated by Waste Management, Inc. (C.I.D. landfill), Paxton Co, 
(Landfill No. 2), and Land & Lakes Company (landfills at 122nd and 
138th Streets), In addition to these landfills, the reporting haulers have 
indicated using the following landfills for at least a portion of the 
Chicago collected waste. 

American Grading 

Land & Lakes - Dolton 

C,D,T, - Joliet 

Greene Valley 

Gary Development 

Sexton No. 2 

Beecher 

Mallard Lake 

Gary City 

Three Oaks 

Morris, Illinois 

Sawyer, Michigan 

Wheatland Prairie 

Donovan 

Lake Company (B.F.I.) 

Land Reclamation 
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Lake 

Woodland 

2.3 Demographics. 

2.3.1 Population. 

The population estimates in Table 2-4 were obtained from the Chicago 
Department of Planning (C.D.P.).* The C.D.P. periodically updates 
estimates and projections of population for the City. A breakdown of 
population by the 50 wards is only conducted in census years. Ward 
boundaries are adjusted within one year after census data are compiled, so 
that each ward has approximately the same population. The 1988 
prorated population for the wards varied from 58,924 persons per ward to 
61,555 persons per ward. Based on the latest estimates (adopted on 
November 23, 1987), the City's population increased by approximately 
0.56% from 1980 to 1988, giving an average annual compound growth rate 
for this period of approximately 0.07%. The City's population is predicted 
by the C.D.P. to increase by 0.58% during the five-year period from 1990 to 
1995, for an average annual compound growth rate of 0.11%. The C.D.P.'s 
projections indicate that the average annual compound growth rates will 
continue to increase after 1995 at rates indicated in Table 2-4.* 

2.3,2 Housing. 

Besides estimating projections of populations for the City, the C.D.P. 
tabulates census data on housing characteristics by wards. Available 
information includes total housing units which are occupied or vacant, by 
ward, and population data. The D.S.S. also periodically tabulates the 
housing units serviced in each ward by structure size categories. Table 2-5 
shows the number of City-collected units, by ward, for 1982 and 1988.** 
D.S.S. collection crews collect residential waste primarily from low-
density residential housing units (four or fewer units per structure). 

* Table 2-4 printed on page 12678 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2-5 printed on page 12679 ofthis Journal. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12339 

2,3,3 Employment. 

The Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission publishes emplo3nnent 
data for the region by Standard Industry Classification Codes (S.I.C.). The 
latest available employment data (1985) is organized by quarter section, 
but has been compiled for the C.D.P. by ward in the "City ofChicago Solid 
Waste Data Base Report". Table 2-6 presents the emplo3niient data for 
1985 for each ward.* 

2.4 Generation Rates. 

The quantity and source of residential waste collected by D.S.S. has been 
documented by D.S.S. quantity records; however, the residential and the 
commercial/industrial waste collected by private companies is not well-
documented. Data was compiled from various sources to estimate and 
correlate information to establish waste generation rates. Several da ta 
components are collected on an annual basis; Therefore, the analysis 
focused on 1982 and 1988 when the various data components were available 
and prior to City-sponsored recycling efforts. 

2.4.1 Residential Waste. 

The information available from D.S.S. (which relates primarily to low-
density residential waste) has been adjusted and used to estimate a 
generation rate for the high-density residential waste. Private companies 
collect waste from most high-density living units (residential buildings 
with five or riiore apartments per building) and all commercial/industrial 
waste generated in the City. This analysis was conducted independently 
from the survey data collection to allow cross checking of data. Table 2-7 
shows how the waste generation rate of 3.28 lb. of solid waste per person 
per day is derived from the D.S.S. Collection Records.** An explanation of 
Table 2-7 calculations follows:** 

Column 2 shows the 1988 population by ward. These figures 
were obtained by prorating the 1980 population uniformly, by 
ward, to achieve the total projected 1988 population. 

* Table 2-6 printed on page 12680 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2r7 printed on page 12681 ofthis Journal. 
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Column 3 headed by "Occupied Units" was obtained from the 
Chicago Statistical Abstract for 1980. The variat ion in 
occupied living units from 1980 to 1988 was assumed to be 
negligible. 

Column 4 headed by "D.S.S. Collection Units 1988" (also 
shown in Table 2-5) was obtained from the D.S.S..* This total 
contains a small amount of high-density residential units (less 
than 3% in 1982); however, the number of high-density 
residential units collected by D.S.S. was assumed to be 
negligible. 

Column 5 headed by "1988 D.S.S. Waste" (also shown in Table 
2-1) was also obtained from the D.S.S,,** 

Column 6 headed by "Lb. of Waste per Unit-Day" was 
obtained by dividing the tons of waste collected by D.S.S. per 
year by the number of units D.S.S. collected from and 
converting the units to pounds per calendar day. 

Column 7 headed by "Persons per Unit" was obtained by 
dividing the total ward population by the total number of 
occupied units for each ward. 

Column 8 headed by "Lb. of Waste per Person Day" was 
obtained by dividing the waste per unit by the persons per 
unit for each ward. The quantities in this last column were 
averaged to produce 3.28 lbs. of solid waste generated per 
person per day and collected by D.S.S.. 

The information tabulated in Table 2-7A is shown in a manner identical 
to the information in Table 2-7, except that it is based on 1982 population 
rather than 1988 population.*** 

* Table 2-5 printed on page 12679 ofthis Journal, 

** Table 2-1 printed on page 12675 of this Journal, 

*** Table 2-7A and Table 2-7 printed on pages 12681 through 12682 of this 
Journal, 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12341 

Tables 2-8 and 2-8A show the calculated quantity of residential waste 
generated from high-density residential sources, for 1988 and 1982, 
respectively.* These are based on the D.S.S. generation rate data obtained 
frpm low-density residential sources adjusted for generation differences to 
2.7 lbs. per capita day. An explanation for Tables 2-8 and 2-8A follow:* 

The column headed "Privately Collected High-Dens i ty 
Residential Units" is obtained by subtracting the number of 
D.S.S. collected units (which are primarily low-density) from 
the total number of occupied units by ward, (see Table 2-7)** 

The persons per unit figures (also shown in Table 2-7) a re 
estimated to be the same for both low- and high-density 
residential units, since the persons per unit varies by ward 
and this should reflect differences in economic or social 
situations.** 

The column headed "Lb. of Waste per Person per Day" is 
obtained by modifying the pounds of waste per person per day 
obtained from D.S.S. records for waste from low-density 
residential areas. This adjustment was based on nat ional 
averages developed from E.P.A. data and D.S.S. data from 
high-density wards, from which it has been determined tha t 
high-density residential units typically generate about 18% 
less than the total solid waste from single-family residential 
sources. This is the result of somewhat lower product 
consumption levels and significantly less lawn and garden 
waste. 

The column headed "Lb. of Waste per Unit per Day" is the 
product ofthe number of persons per unit times the number of 
pounds of waste generated per day. 

The high-density residential tons per year is the number of 
high-density units times the persons per uni t times the 
pounds of waste per person per calendar day converted to tons 
per year. 

* Tables 2-8 and 2-8A printed on pages 12683 through 12684 of th is 
Journal. 

** Table 2-7 printed on page 12681 of this Journal. 



12342 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

2.4.2 Commercial/Industrial Waste. 

The estimate of commercial/industrial solid waste generated is based on 
the employment by S.I.C. categories for each ward in the City and 
generation rates (Ibs./employee/day) for each category. S.I.C. waste 
generation rates were developed for the City through a literature search 
that consulted numerous studies and solid waste projects, 13 of which were 
judged to be applicable to the Chicago project. 

This information was presented in the "City of Chicago Solid Waste 
Date Base Report", submitted by Envirodyne Engineers, Inc.. 

The principal goal was to develop waste generation rates per employee 
per day for each of the employment categories. The methodology was 
based upon taking the average of the most reliable waste generation rates 
available from other studies. The S.I.C. waste generation rates, in pounds 
per employee per day, are presented in Table 2-9.* Waste generation is 
then estimated by multiplying the estimated S.I.C. generation rate from 
Table 2-9 by the number of employees in each S.I.C. category listed in 
Table 2-6.** Employment data per S.I.C. category (1985) for the City was 
provided by the N.I.P.C.. 

The tabu la t ion of resul ts from th i s a n a l y s i s of Ch icago ' s 
commercial/industry waste generation, in Table 2-10, lists estimates of 
the total commercial/industrial waste generated in the City in 1985, by 
ward and category of employment.*** 

2.5 Composite Waste Generation. 

After assessment of the data collected from a variety of sources, an 
attempt was made to correlate and verify the solid waste information for 
waste generated within the City. This process is similar to tha t of 
assembling a jigsaw puzzle with several pieces missing. Once all the 
available pieces ofthe puzzle are assembled, however, the overall view ofthe 
problem is more clearly discernible despite certain gaps in the information. 

* Table 2-9 printed on page 12685 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2-6 printed on page 12680 ofthis Journal. 

*** Table 2-10 printed on page 12686 ofthis Journal. 
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Although there are some differences in the solid waste quantity data 
provided by the City, the overall inconsistencies are not very significant. 
The primary reasons for these differences are cross-categorization and 
manual compilation of the data for various departmental reports. These 
discrepancies could be minimized in the future if more scale operations were 
automated with computer entry. The data for waste collected by the private 
haulers was incomplete because only 67% ofthe estimated private hauler 
collection fleet was represented. Through extrapolation, however, the 
average waste quantity collected per vehicle by the reporting haulers was 
applied to the vehicles operated by nonreporting haulers. The empirical 
data developed by generation corresponded well with the median of the 
range of data extrapolated from the hauler survey. 

Table 2-11 presents 1988 composite data by waste category, by ward.* The 
totels provided by the City include forestry waste in the D.S.S.-collected low-
density residential waste data, rather than listing it separately as in 
previous years. The bulk, demolition, and street dirt waste data were not 
available in a ward-by-ward allocation; the quantities associated with these 
categories are therefore totaled separately in Table 2-11.* The other 
governmental department waste is included iri the commercial/industrial 
quantities through the inclusion of governmental employment generation 
statistics. 

As can be seen from Table 2-11, there was an estimated 3,917,315 tons of 
solid waste generated from all sources in the City in 1988.* The total 1988 
solid waste generation was divided by the 1988 (D.D.P. population estimate, 
and converted from tons per year to pounds per day, to represent an average 
of 7.1 pounds per capita per day. 

2.6 Waste Projections. 

The quantity of solid waste generated in the City was projected for the 
years 1990 through 2010 at five-year intervals. These projections were 
developed based on population projections and estimated waste generation 
rates. It was assumed that the waste generation rates would remain 
relatively constant over the planning period. This assumption provides a 
reasonable compromise between the historical trends for increases in waste 
generation and recent reductions in waste generation due to conservation 
and recycling measures. 

Table 2-11 printed on page 12687 ofthis Journal. 
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Projections of the total residential and commercial/industrial waste 
generated in the City of Chicago are presented in Table 2-12.* The 
projections of residential waste were determined by multiplying the waste 
generation rate of 3.3 lb. per person per day (rounded from the 3.28 lb. shown 
in Table 2-8) times the projected population in low-density residential units 
and 2.7 lb. per person per day times the projected population in high-density 
residential units.** The 2.7 lbs. per person per day used for high-density 
residential unit is based on estimates for differences in product consumption 
levels and lawn and garden waste generation rates (i.e., approximately 18% 
less). For solid waste management purposes, total employnaent for the City 
was assumed to remain proportional to population. The projections of 
commercial/industrial waste were determined by multiplying by a weighted 
average waste generation rate of 7.6 lbs. per person per calendar day times 
the total projected employed population. 

2.7 Composition Of The Waste Stream. 

2.7.1 Sampling Program. 

The Chicago D.S.S. is sponsoring a waste characterization study to 
develop data on the physical composition of the solid waste generated in 
the City of Chicago. The study is primarily targeted at the solid waste 
collected by City operations, which primarily consists of residential waste 
from dwelling structures containing between 1 and 4 living units. The 
objective of this survey is to establish percent composition base values for 
the waste stream components to enable the City to determine the amount 
of material available for recycling programs. 

The City of Chicago collects approximately 60 to 70 percent of the 
residential waste generated in the City, Residential waste represents 
about 40 percent of Chicago's total waste stream. The City also collects 
waste from various municipal operations, which represent about 4 percent 
of the total residential and comiriercial waste stream generated within 
Chicago (See Figure 2-1).*** 

* Table 2-12 printed on page 12688 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2-8 printed on page 12683 of this Journal. 

*** Figure 2-1 printed on page 12773 ofthis Journal. 
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The study consists of four one-week (5 day) field sampling programs 
designed to obtain a representative cross-section of the City's 50 wards. 
The first one-week sampling program was conducted April 17 through 
April 22, 1989. The second one-week sampling program occurred on 
August 21 through August 25, 1989. The third one-week sampling 
program was conducted on October 30 through November 3. The fourth 
sampling program was conducted on February 5 through February 9, 
1990. During the second sampling program, one load from a private 
hauler (load 6) was sorted to determine composition. Based on the 
composition of the load it appeared to be primarily h igh-densi ty 
residential waste with some commercial waste included. 

Table 2-13 shows the average percentage ofthe four sampling programs 
and the average yearly compositional breakdown.* Load 6 was not 
included in the average percentage of the second sampling program in 
Table 2-13.* 

The categories for material separation were established prior to 
commencing the sampling programs. A high grade office paper category 
for office paper and computer paper was included in the sampl ing 
program. This waste was not found in the residential waste s t ream. 
Categories which could not be subdivided further include other paper, 
other plastic, and bulk waste. The other paper category contains junk 
mail, contaminated paper, coated paper, paper towels, glossy paper and 
magazines. The other plastic category contains film plastic, cellophane, 
electronic appliances, disposable diapers, and toys. Bulk as a waste 
category includes furniture, carpeting, roofing, foam rubber sheets, tires, 
branches, scrap lumber, wallboard, fencing, plastic swimming pools, and 
stuffed animals. 

The study was divided into the four sampling programs to evaluate the 
seasonal fluctuations in waste composition. The autumn reading for other 
paper and other plastic was significantly lower than the other three 
readings. The high yard and food waste results in this period may account 
for some ofthe percentage shortfall. Food waste is often wrapped in paper, 
aluminum foil, or plastic for disposal. The yard waste followed a 
predictable pattern, a high percentage in the fall and a very low 
percentage in the winter. The variation in aluminum cans may be due to 
higher beverage consumption in the summer and yard waste surge in the 
fall. Newsprint, paperboard, P.E.T., H.D.P.E., wood, textiles, ferrous cans 

Table 2-13 printed on page 12689 ofthis Journal. 
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and brown, green, and clear glass were fairly consistent throughout the 
year, while ceramics/fines and bulk items varied widely. These two 
categories had no pattern and no consistency. There was essentially very 
little in the other aluminum category. Other aluminum consisted mainly 
of aluminum foil and much of that was covered with food waste. 

According to a report published by the U.S.E.P.A., more plastics and 
paper, and less metals and glass are entering the waste s t ream 
("characterization ofthe Municipal Solid Waste in the United States, 1960 
to 2000 - Update 1988" by Franklin Associates, Ltd.). The method used 
for the E.P.A. report uses a material flow approach. This approach relied 
on published data documenting production/consumption of materials 
entering the municipal waste stream. Imports and exports affect 
consumption of products in the waste stream and adjustments were made 
to the modeled material flow as.appropriate. After the necessary 
adjustments were made, discards of each product were calculated. 

The discards were then adjusted for materials and energy recovery. 
Data on riecovery of various materials was taken from various trade 
associations, U.S. Department of Commerce, knowledge of recycling 
activit ies, and current and planned resource recovery faci l i ty 
throughputs. 

The result of these calculations, or "net discards", represents discards 
that presumably would go to sanitary landfills. (U.S,E,P.A./Franklin 
Assoc. Ltd., 1988, p,2.) 

Table 2-14 shows a comparison of the E,P.A. study and the results ofthe 
1990 Chicago residential solid waste characterization study.* The E.P.A. 
percentages were based on the total national municipal solid waste stream 
including residential, commercial, and industrial waste. The Chicago 
study results represented only the portion ofthe residential waste stream 
that was collected by the D.S.S.. Based on 1988 data, the D.S.S. collected 
approximately 27.5% ofthe total waste stream in Chicago. 

Comparing the E.P.A. data with the Chicago waste stream shows that 
the D.S.S. waste stream contains approximately twice the amount of 
ferrous, plastics, wood, food waste, and textiles, materials typically having 
high concentrations in residential waste. The D.S.S. col lects 
approximately one-half of the bulk and paperboard waste compared with 
the E.P.A. data , ma te r i a l typical ly genera ted by commerc ia l 
establishments and the construction industry. 

Table 2-14 printed on page 12690 ofthis Journal. 
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Based on the waste characterization report and the current targeted 
materials by markets, materials available for recovery from the D.S.S. 
waste represent approximately 47.3%. Participation rates and recovery 
efficiencies will result in lower achievable recovery rates from this waste 
stream. Table 2-15 shows the breakdown of available recyclables 
identified in the sampling program.* 

2.7.2 Processible/Nonprocessible Waste. 

The quantity of processible and nonprocessible waste generated by the 
City will determine future needs for material handling capacity and will 
affect planning efforts for solid waste facilities. Therefore, it is important 
for facility planning efforts to establish the proportional relationship 
between processible and nonprocessible waste in the proposed waste 
stream. Processible waste means municipal solid waste which includes 
household, commercial and institutional wastes and vegetative wastes 
that can be processed by mechanical conveyances without the use of heavy 
duty crushing or shredding equipment or other specialized handl ing 
requirements. Nonprocessible waste means waste such as white goods, 
demolition or construction debris, large branches or tree trunks, large 
metal objects, or bulk waste. 

Information from the characterization study on low-density residential 
waste indicates an annual average of 7.0% bulk waste calculated from the 
four sampling programs. This bulk residential waste is genera l ly 
collected along with the curbside trash from single-family residences in 
the D.S.S. service area except on routes where the E.M.C.O. automated 
collection systems operate. Separate bulk collection is provided in areas of 
the City from which the waste is directed to the Northwest Incinerator, 
where the bulk waste would not be processible as fuel. In addition, all 
bulk waste from inner-City alleyways and from vacant lot clean-up 
programs is collected separately. 

Other categories of waste that are included in the D.S.S.-handled waste 
but would normally be considered nonprocessible are demolition waste, 
large branches, and street dirt. These materials are currently handled 
and accounted for separately and would therefore be fairly easily removed 
from the waste stream, if required by future planning measures . 
Historically, these materials have represented between 5 and 20% of the 
waste stream and are largely related to economic cycles. 

Table 2-15 printed on page 12691 ofthis Journal. 
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2.8 Seasonal Fluctuations. 

Waste quantity analysis is based on annual total quantities generated; 
however, there are significant seasonal variations in the quantity of waste 
generated. The record of weekly quantities of waste collected by D.S.S. are 
shown on the graph in Figure 2-2, based on City-provided data.* The 
maximum weekly peak urged as high as 41% above the average week during 
the year 1984. 

Seasonal variations in residential waste generation rates are largely 
caused by "spring cleaning" and increased amounts of yard wastes during 
the growing season, with yard waste generation peaks at the start and end of 
the growing season. 

Section 3.0 

Waste Disposal Systems. 

Information on the municipally-collected waste sent to solid waste 
facilities is available in the City of Chicago. However, information on the 
disposal of waste delivered to privately-operated transfer stations and/or to a 
multitude of private landfills within or outside the region, is very limited. 
The ultimate disposal site for both municipal and privately collected waste 
will vary considerably and is a function of several variables including: 

waste type 

landfill disposal tipping rates 

hauler affiliation or contracts with landfill owners or operators 

collection vehicle location when the vehicle reaches capacity 

contracts between large commercial generators and landfills 

landfill volume allocations available to the hauler 

availability or access to private transfer stations 

Figure 2-2 printed on page 12774 ofthis Journal. 
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The City collection and disposal network is a complex and multi-faceted 
system which relies heavily on the private sector. This section compiles the 
available data on ultimate destinations for waste going to current waste 
disposal facilities, based on information gathered from the City and from 
private hauler surveys. This section provides a description of existing 
municipal and private components to the collection and disposal network, 
followed by a discussion of the available information on the cu r ren t 
disposition of the waste stream after collection. The publicly-owned 
facilities are distinguished from the privately-owned facilities in recognition 
of the two levels of planning that will be necessary in the next stage of the 
planning effort. 

3.1 Municipal Handling And Disposal Facilities. 

The D.S.S. municipally-collected waste is directly hauled to any one of 
several waste handling facilities located in the Chicago area. The City of 
Chicago owns four transfer stations. One of these, a former incinerator (the 
Calumet Transfer Station) is closed. The City also operates the Northwest 
Waste-to-Energy Facility which combusts waste that is directly hauled to 
the facility or diverted from one ofthe transfer stations. A small portion of 
the D.S.S. waste stream is currently being diverted in pilot recycling and 
composting programs. The remaining waste is hauled directly to one of two 
privately-owned and operated landfills or one of several private transfer 
stations. The Stearns Quarry, originally permitted for the disposal of 
incinerator ash and construction debris, continues to accept construction 
debris, but the City is in the process of closing the site. The City of Chicago's 
publicly-owned disposal facilities are shown on Figure 3-1.* 

3.1.1 Composting Facilities. 

The City ofChicago has operated a pilot composting program since 1987 
at the Calumet Transfer Station site at 103rd Street and Doty Road. A 
composting coordinator and four staff employees maintain the program. 
In 1987 the City acquired use of a demonstration windrow composting 
machine to determine the feasibility of processing various types of 
landscape waste materials using outdoor, windrow processing technology. 
The pilot was expanded in 1988 with the collection and processing of 
approximately 700 tons of leaves. In 1989, the partially composted leaves 
were blended with grass to determine processing requirements and times. 

Figure 3-1 printed on page 12775 ofthis Journal. 
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The pilot studies have provided base data on processing methodologies, 
decomposition times, collection routing, debagging operations, and plastic 
and paper bag performance and decomposition. Data collected during the 
pilot studies will serve as the basis for program projections and system 
development. 

3.1.2 Waste Processing Facilities. 

3.1.2,1 Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility. 

The Northwest Incinerator, completed in 1971 for $23 Million, was 
the first refuse incinerator to be built in the United States to use 
electrostatic precipitators. It was also the largest waterwall boiler 
facility fueled with municipal solid waste in North America at the time 
ofconstruction. Since the 19-year-old facility employs pollution control 
technologies utilized in most operating waste-to-energy facilities, it was 
not shut down like other Chicago incinerators. Studies are currently 
being conducted on how to extend the life ofthe Northwest Incinerator. 

The Northwest Incinerator's nameplate capacity is 440,000 pounds 
per hour of 250 psig steam at 414°F. for in-house use and for export. 
Initially, the only market for this steam was for in-plant use, which 
accounted for 49% ofthe total steam generated. E.J, Brach Co,, located 
adjacent to the Northwest Facility, subsequently signed a 10-year 
contract to buy steam. In 1980, an export steam system was built to 
connect Brach's and the plant was rededicated as the Northwest Waste-
to-Energy Facility, Since 1982, approximately 55,000 pounds per hour 
of steam have been sold, 24 hrs,/day, 7 days/week. 

The Northwest Facility was originally designed with four (4) 400 tpd 
mass-burn boilers to process 1,600 tpd of solid waste with 85% 
availability. 

Current operational parameters require that only 3 furnaces be on
line at a given time, assuming the 4th furnace is shut down for service. 
In effect, this reduces processing capacity to 1,200 tpd. 

The plant accepts and processes less than 800 tpd, (July, 1989 daily 
burn average was 784 tpd,) The waste is burned 24 hours per day, seven 
days per week except for maintenance periods. Private contractors haul 
the ash in tarped trucks to a landfill in Will County, Illinois, Because 
only D,S.S. waste is accepted at the Northwest facility no tipping fee is 
charged for waste delivered. The City's operating expenses for 
Northwest in 1989 is about $7 Million, excluding ash disposal costs. 
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3.1.2.2 Goose Island Incinerator. 

The Goose Island Incinerator is a small 800 lbs./hour installat ion 
designed and used for the destruction of dead animals. In 1988 the 
Goose Island Incinerator destroyed 1,446,424 lbs. of animal carcasses. 
The facility was originally designed with two (2) Heston Co . 
Incinerators. In 1984, the City installed a new Basic Environmental Co. 
incinerator with space provided for a second unit to be added later. The 
facility presently operates using the Basic Incinerator for day-to-day 
operations with the two (2) old units providing back-up during repair 
and maintenance outages. The facility operates one (1) shift, five (5) 
days per week. 

3.1,2,3 Nonoperational Facilities, 

From 1959 to 1972, when the City's four incinerators were operating, 
Chicago disposed of a major portion of ite solid waste by incineration. In 
the peak year, 1972, approximately 1 million tons of solid waste were 
incinerated. 

The Medill Incinerator operated from 1956 to 1972, the Calumet 
Incinerator from 1959 to 1979, and the Southwest Incinerator from 1962 
to 1976. The Medill, Calumet, and Southwest Incinerators were 
shutdown in the 1970s when revised air quality standards established 
by the federal government would have required substantial capital 
outlay to upgrade these facilities. Each of these sites were reverted to 
operate as transfer stations after the shutdown. The Southwest 
Supplementary Fuel Processing Facility was designed and constructed 
from 1973 to 1976. The Southwest Facility, located adjacent to 
Commonwealth Edison's Crawford electric generating station at Thirty-
fifth and Pulaski, was designed to process 1,000 tpd of municipal solid 
waste into refuse derived fuel (R.D.F.) and conveyed it to the Crawford 
Facility by a pneumatic delivery pipeline. The shredded refuse was to 
be used in combination with pulverized coal and burned in t h e 
Commonwealth Edison boilers to generate electricity. From 1976 to 
1979, the Southwest Facility never operated at higher than 50 percent 
of design capacity, and was subsequently taken off-line in December, 
1979, It now functions as a transfer station. 

Several financial and operational problems contributed to the 
inability of the Southwest Facility to achieve design capacity. Cost 
overruns, time delays, and unforeseeable construction changes were 
experienced. By the end of 1979, City personnel had succeeded in 
achieving an operating rate of 800 tpd or 50 percent of specified 
capability. However, it was determined that further production 
improvements could not be realized utilizing the existing process flow 
system. High maintenance costs, impurities in the R.D.F. product, and 
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problems with the pneumatic R.D.F. transport system were the major 
problems identified at the Southwest Facility. 

The Crawford generating station also required modifications due to 
under-utilization of available heat content ofthe delivered R.D.F. and 
inadequate ash removal. Because the unit density of R.D.F. was a 
variable, i.e., particles of paper and plastic were lighter in weight than 
wood and rubber particles of the same size, the more dense particles 
ignited in the fire ball of the utility boilers but dropped to the bottom of 
the boiler and were quenched before being completely burned. If a dump 
grate system were installed to hold these burning dense pieces of R.D.F. 
until they gave up their entire heat content, the maximum value ofthe 
R.D.F. energy would have been realized. This procedure would also 
improve the ash quantity. The existing ash removal system was a water 
sluice system. That needed to be replaced with a mechanical system to 
be able to handle the increased ash tonnage which was also of larger 
piece size than normal ash from coal. These utility improvements would 
lend reliability to their system ability to receive and fire R.D.F, on a 
continuous rather than an intermittent basis. Also, Edison's aging 
boilers were down for long periods of time during which no R.D.F. could 
be processed. 

3.1.3 City Utilized Transfer Stations. 

Transfer stations function as centroids for consolidation of the solid 
waste delivered by the collection vehicles into larger capacity vehicles. 
The purposes of these facilities are to: 

reduce the primary haul ofthe collection vehicle 

reduce truck traffic to a disposal site 

free up the collection vehicle for a second load 

— improve the economics of long hauls to the final disposal site. 

The City owns four transfer stetions (Calumet transfer station is closed) 
and has delivered waste to as many as seven other privately owned and 
operated transfer stations over the last six years (see Table 3-1).* 
However, only three private transfer stations were utilized in 1988. 

Table 3-1 printed on page 12692 ofthis Journal. 
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The City-owned transfer stations shown in Figure 3-1 are located at the 
former Supplemental Fuel Processing Facility and the former incineration 
facilities (Medill and Southwest).* Another transfer station was in 
operation through 1986 at the former Calumet incinerator, but was closed 
due to concerns over the structural integrity of the tipping floor. The 
following paragraphs describe the operational layout of each ofthe City-
owned facilities. 

3.1.3.1 Supplemental Fuel Transfer Station. 

The Supplemental Fuel Processing Facility is presently operated as a 
transfer station using the existing tipping floor area, scales, and truck 
routing facilities. The facility is accessed by a restricted use roadway 
from Pulaski Road. The transfer operation is accomplished inside the 
existing building structure. 

The tipping floor area has been adapted for transfer operations through 
the use of large concrete blocks to isolate the waste from the machinery 
areas of the building which are no longer in use. Front-end loaders lift 
material from the tipping floor and load it into transfer vehicles. Since 
the operations are enclosed, litter and surface water d ra inage 
contamination are controlled. 

3.1.3.2 Medill Transfer Station. 

The Medill transfer facility is operated outside in the yard behind the 
Incinerator building. The yard is enclosed by a 20-foot high wire fence; 
however, the waste is exposed to the winds and precipitation. D.S.S. 
collection vehicles unload their contents onto a large concrete pad after 
weighing. Front-end loaders push the waste against large concrete 
blocks at the south and west perimeters of the site and lift it into 
transfer vehicles. Because it is not enclosed, the waste t ransfer 
operation is detrimentally affected by weather conditions. The existing 
incinerator building is severely deteriorated and no longer in use, 
except for providing offices and some overnight storage for collection 
vehicles. 

3.1.3.3 Southwest Transfer Station. 

The Southwest transfer station is located at 39th Street and Iron 
Street in the area known as the "Stockyards". The operations are 

Figure 3-1 printed on page 12775 of this Journal. 
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housed in the Southwest Incinerator building and use the tipping floor 
area of the existing structure. The tipping pit is filled to the level of the 
tipping floor and the back pit wall is used as the backstop for front-end 
loader lifting and loading of transfer vehicles. The facility has no 
outdoor operations, but does use the site for overnight exterior vehicle 
storage. The facility is also equipped with scales. 

3.2 Private Handling And Disposal Facilities. 

The high-density residential and commercial/industrial waste which is 
collected by private haulers represents about 64 percent of the existing 
waste stream. In addition, all of the City collected waste is eventually 
delivered to privately-operated disposal facilities in the form of ash from the 
Northwest Waste-To-Energy Facility or unprocessed waste. According to 
reports from the I.E.P.A., there are thirty-three transfer stations and sixteen 
landfills in Cook County that are privately-operated to handle the County's 
waste. In addition, there are a multitude of recycling facilities located in 
Chicago, some of which accept materials from the public. Figure 3-2 shows 
the location of 17 privately-owned transfer stations in or near the City of 
Chicago which are believed to handle at least some waste from Chicago and 
privately-owned landfills within the City limits.* Table 3-2 indicates the 
ownership of these facilities in the Chicago Area.** 

3.2.1 Private Sector Recycling Facilities. 

The information on the existing not-for-profit and for-profit recycling 
enterprises serving the Chicago area has been compiled from the following 
sources: the City of Chicago, the Illinois State Department of Energy and 
Natural Resources Office of Solid Waste and Renewable Resources 
(Directory of Illinois Recycling Centers, December, 1987 and Planning 
Guide for Residential Recycling Programs in Illinois, May, 1988), a survey 
of the 72 private haulers servicing the City, and a survey of over 200 
enterprises involved in recycling. Based on this information, a list 
identifying the firms that provide recycling services in the City ofChicago 
and are based in the City has been compiled in Appendix B.*** This list 
includes both primary and secondary recycling firms but does not 
segregate between the firms. 

* Figure 3-2 printed on page 12776 of this Journal. 

** Table 3-2 printed on page 12693 ofthis Journal. 

*** Appendix B printed on pages 12654 through 12666 ofthis Journal. 
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These recycling firms include material collection, handl ing, and 
processing firms. Companies in the Chicago area that are end users of 
recycled materials are discussed in the Recycling Report submitted 
separately under this contract. Material collection firms provide 
collection service to people's homes. Material handling firms operate 
collection centers. Material processing firms accept material from the 
public, collectors and/or handlers, and process it into a form acceptable to 
end users. In addition, there are 50 to 75 recycling firms in the Chicago 
area that would not respond to the recycling survey or could not be 
reached. 

Based on the gathered information, recycling facilities in the City have 
the capacity to process in excess of 3,000 tpd. Of this total estimated 
processing capability, approximately 1,500— 2,000 tpd of the available 
capacity is being utilized to process material from Chicago. These 
tonnages include a considerable amount of steel scrap, high-grade paper, 
and mixed paper processing from commercial/industrial waste. These 
tonnages.do not include industries that recycle their own waste. The 
recycling facilities of the firms surveyed are estimated to be able to handle 
approximately 700 tpd of additional recyclable materials. 

Additionally, the private waste hauler survey indicates a significant 
amount of waste recycling. Table 3-3 lists recycled tonnages per week by 
reporting haulers.* The 6,902 tons/week (1,380 tpd) of recycled material 
was identified in the hauler survey. One of the private haulers, Hoving 
and Sons, recovers a subs tan t ia l portion of these recyc lab les 
(approximately 1,160 tpd) in the form of̂  corrugated paperboard and high 
grade office paper. 

The hauler survey also indicates that a substantial amount of the 
hauler collected waste is currently being recycled. Based on this 
information, approximately 20% ofthe reported high-rise residential and 
commercial/industrial waste collections are being recycled., Although 
recycling is limited to ten of the reporting haulers, the average rate of 
recycling per reporting hauler is 123 tons per week or a total of 
approxiriiately 359,000 tons per year. If we a s sume t h a t t he 
nonresponsive haulers recycle a similar average tonnage, an estimate of 
waste recycled by all private haulers is approximately 569,000 tons per 
year. These hauler tonnages, when related to Chicago's total waste 
stream, represent a recycling rate in the range of 8 to 13%. Additional 
recycling by other established recycling organizations has been identified 
in the Recycling Report. Some double counting of recycled quantities is 

Table 3-3 printed on page 12694 ofthis Journal. 
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possible due to reporting from haulers and processors. It is therefore 
recommended that a reporting procedure be mandated for all recycling 
activities. 

A number of areas within the City are presently receiving recycling 
services from private haulers although the service areas are not clearly 
defined. The major recycling firms identified as providing collection and 
handling service in specific service areas are Uptown Recycling, The 
Resource Center, the Bethel Trading Post, and Recycling Services, Inc.. 
The services available to over 10,000 households under The Resource 
Center's program vary from weekly curbside collection to simple drop-off 
and buyback centers located throughout the City. 

3.2.2 Private Transfer Stations. 

Of the thirty-three privately-owned transfer stations permitted in Cook 
County, D.S.S. has used several strategically located within a twenty-five 
minute one-way haul distance from the end of collection routes. The 
decision of which transfer station to use is made by the dispatcher based 
on the location of the truck when it becomes filled, the time of day, traffic 
congestion, transfer station congestion, and exist ing contracted 
relationships. It is believed that at least 17 transfer stations accept some 
waste from the City of Chicago. This belief is based on the reported usage 
by the City and private haulers, and the fact that haulers operating 
transfer stations in or near the City report collecting waste within the 
City. 

3.2.3 Landfills In City. 

There are four landfills in operation in the City of Chicago, shown on 
Figures 3-2 and 3-3.* Land & Lakes Co. operates two (2) landfills; one at 
122nd Street and the other at 138th Street, Waste Management oflllinois 
operates the C.I.D. Landfill. The Paxton Co. operates the Paxton No. 2 
Landfill, This landfill has been ordered closed under Circuit Court of Cook 
County ruling. However, a stay has been invoked pending appeal by 
Paxton Co.. Currently, a City ordinance prohibits the further expansion 
or siting of any landfills in the City. Three (3) of the four (4) privately 
operated landfills still receive municipal solid waste from within the 
corporate limits of the City of Chicago arid other municipalities in the 

Figures 3-2 and 3-3 printed on pages 12776 through 12777 ofthis Journal. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12357 

area. Information regarding the source of the waste delivered to the 
landfills is not readily available from the landfills. The landfills do not 
track the source of the waste beyond the necessary billing information 
from the hauler. Information concerning the source and type of the waste 
was only available from the waste haulers. 

The I.E.P.A.'s Available Disposal Capacity for Solid Waste in Illinois, 
Fourth Annual Report, October, 1990 provides the only data on the 
remaining facility disposal capacity in the State. This data is reported by 
the facility operators. Data on the owner, location, type of waste accepted, 
and remaining capacity of City landfills in gate cubic yards is provided in 
Table 3-4.* 

3.2.4 Other Landfills In Region. 

A substantial portion of Chicago waste is exported to facilities outside 
the boundaries of the City because of the limited disposal capacity in the 
City. 

Although we cannot determine the specific disposal sites for all of 
Chicago's waste, it is reasonable to assume that most of the waste is 
currently being disposed in the privately owned landfills within a fifty 
mile radius of Chicago. This fifty mile radius encompasses most of 
I.E.P.A.'s solid waste reporting Region 2, portions of northwestern 
Indiana, and southeastern Wisconsin. 

According to I.E.P.A. records, there are eight (8) landfills still active in 
Cook County that are subject to the fee requirements of the Solid Waste 
Management Act. Cook County also has eight (8) landfills which are 
closed. Within the LE.P.A. Region 2, there are presently thirty-one (31) 
landfills permitted by the State with twenty-five (25) still active. Another 
five (5) landfills in the region have been closed for several years and are 
not listed in I.E.P.A.'s Fourth Annual Report, Available Disposal Capacity 
for Solid Waste in Illinois. The active landfills reported a total remaining 
capacity of 167,707,092 cubic yards as of April 1, 1990. The listing of site 
specific iriformation is shown on Tables 3-4 and 3-5 and all active and 
inactive landfill sites are located on Figure 3-3.* 

* Table 3-4 printed on page 12695 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 3-5 printed on pages 12696 through 12698 of this Journal. 

Figure 3-3 printed on page 12777 ofthis Journal. 
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In Cook County, the Northwest Municipal Conference has for the last 
several years, attempted to site a landfill (balefill). The N.M.C. has 
received local siting approval and an I.E.P.A. development permit, but 
will require final approval of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers before 
development may begin. 

A survey ofthe landfills operated by Land & Lakes Co. was conducted to 
spot check the source of waste delivered into the landfills serving the City 
ofChicago, Only Land & Lakes permitted this survey to be conducted. 
The survey consisted of two days (one day each at Land & Lakes — 122nd 
Street and Land & Lakes - 138th Street) of interviewing truck drivers as 
they entered the landfill scale area. The drivers were asked to identify 
their company or municipal affiliation, the source of the waste, and the 
quantity of waste received. The survey results indicate that at least 78% 
ofthe waste delivered on the day ofthe surveys came from sources inside 
the City ofChicago. The remaining haulers either did not know the source 
of the waste or refused to answer the question. During the two (2) day 
period, haulers from all sources delivered 1,447 tons of waste in 134 
trucks. 

3,3 Disposition Of City Waste. 

3.3.1 Waste Collected By The City. 

In analyzing the disposition of the City collected waste, the primary 
source of available information has been D.S.S. Bureau of Sanitation Solid 
Waste Disposal Report Worksheete for 1983 to 1988. Private haulers have 
been unwilling to disclose the location of landfills used for disposal of the 
City-collected waste after delivery to the transfer stations. 

In 1988, approximately 40 percent (470,000 tons) ofthe D.S.S. collected 
waste stream was delivered to the four City-owned transfer stations. The 
Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility received approximately 25 percent of 
the D.S.S. waste stream. The privately-owned transfer stations received 
approximately 28 percent (320,000 tons) ofthe D.S.S, waste stream. The 
balance of approximately 7 percent (72,000 tons) o f the D.S.S. waste 
stream was transported directly to landfills. Over the past five (5) years 
the City has increased its use of independently operated transfer stations. 
Waste delivered by the City to privately operated transfer stations has 
increased from approximately 81,000 tons in 1984 to 320,000 tons in 1988. 

3.3.2 Waste Disposal By Private Haulers. 

In the survey of private haulers collecting commercial/industrial waste, 
most of the responding haulers provided estimates of the quantities of 
waste that they collected and the proportions that were delivered to 
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various landfills in the region. Most of these landfills were located in 
I.E.P.A. Region 2. However, one hauler indicated that it hauled in to 
Michigan. A summary ofthis information is shown in Table 3-6.* 

3.3.3 Solid Waste Imports And Exports. 

In the course of gathering information from the City and through 
surveys of private haulers and disposal facility operators, attempts were 
made to try to quantify solid waste imports and exports. However, the 
private landfill operators only keep records on the haulers delivering the 
waste to the landfill. They have no way of identifying the location from 
which the waste came. The private haulers who handle the was te 
delivered to the City's transfer stations declined to identify the sites used 
for disposal ofthe City's waste. In the survey of private haulers collecting 
commercial/industrial waste the haulers indicated that approximately 52 
percent ofthe waste collected was delivered to landfills in the City. 

The I.E.P.A. has estimated that Cook County exporte 2,725,000 tons of 
solid waste out of 6,644,000 tons of solid waste generated (41%). This 
estimate is based on 6.7 lbs. per capita per day of waste generation which 
is below the generation rate estimates by West Cook County, Lake County 
and this study. Since these three studies indicate higher waste generation 
rates for the City of Chicago and surrounding area, the Chicago waste 
generation rate determined by this study was more appropriate to use in 
analyzing the City's exports. Therefore, a separate analysis w a s 
conducted based on the estimates of Chicago waste generation ra tes 
contained in Section 2. Table 3-7 summarizes the I.E.P.A. disposal 
capacity for Chicago disposal sites.** Based on the projected generation of 
3,969,662 tons of solid waste in 1990, the City is estimated to export 
2,384,553 tons of solid waste outside of City boundaries. This represents 
approximately 60% of the total waste. 

3.3.4 Waste Generation Centroid. 

The distribution of waste is a function ofthe distribution of population 
and employment. Examining the distribution of population a n d 
employment and the generation rates summarized earlier, it was 
estimated that the centroid of waste generation for Chicago is located in 
Ward 25 (near the Loop Transfer Station). 

* Table 3-6 printed on page 12699 of this Journal. 

** Table 3-7 printed on page 12700 of this Journal. 
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3.3.5 Average Transportation Distances. 

Under the State's grant rules, information on average transportation 
distance for the waste in the planning area is required. Since the final 
destination of Chicago's waste is unknown, only limited data regarding 
transportation distances can be provided. The information tha t is 
available relates to distances D.S.S. transports waste from ward centroids 
to the transfer stations (primary haul), and to distances from the D.S.S. 
utilized transfer stations to area landfills. Since these distances cannot be 
related to tons per transport, an average transportation distance cannot be 
computed. 

An analysis of D.S.S. primary hauls indicates that the average distance 
for waste transport from the end of the collection route to the transfer 
station is approximately 4 miles. Based on the list of transfer stations 
utilized by D.S.S., distances were calculated to each of the Cook County 
landfills. This secondary haul data is provided in Table 3-8.* Information 
on privately hauled waste is not available, but as indicated earlier in this 
report, hauler survey data indicates that the waste is most likely delivered 
to landfills within a fifty mile radius of Chicago. 

3.3.6 Regional Overview. 

To further illustrate future disposal system options which may impact 
the needs of the City of Chicago, information was collected on disposal 
facilities being planned in Cook, Lake, McHenry, DuPage, and Will 
Counties in Illinois and Lake County in Indiana. Table 3-9 presents 
available information on the planning efforts in surrounding counties.** 
The status of these planned systems is difficult to assess because of the 
various planning stages and the uncertainty as to whether these planning 
efforts will be successful. 

In addition to the previously mentioned Waste-to-Energy projects under 
consideration in the region, several recycling facilities are in the planning 
stages of development. A private company is presently considering 
recycling facilities for Will County, Cook County arid Lake County. The 
total proposed capacity of these facilities could be as much as 1,200 of 
processed waste. 

* Table 3-8 printed on page 12701 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 3-9 printed on page 12702 of this Journal. 
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Section 4.0. 

Future Solid Waste Management And Disposal Needs. 

4.1 Assessment Principles. 

Before the City of Chicago can proceed with ite Solid Waste Plan, the 
magnitude of the problem must be defined and an assessment of long term 
needs must be completed. The solid waste problem must be analyzed from 
two perspectives: 

the waste generated by municipal facilities and low density 
residential sources including bulk and street dirt currently 
collected by City forces (1,462,181 tons in 1988) 

the larger Chicago waste stream including res iden t i a l , 
commercial and industrial wastes and bulk and street dirt which 
jointly utilize and consume the existing disposal capacity within 
the region (3,917,315 tons in 1988) 

State law requires the City to develop a 20-year plan for the latter of these 
two. However, the planning process must be conducted in recognition of the 
role ofthe private sector in solving the solid waste problem. The discussion 
in this report deals with solid waste needs of both City and private waste 
haulers. 

Although this solid waste planning effort is strictly focusing on the City of 
Chicago, the provision for solid waste management and disposal needs is a 
larger regional issue encompassing the greater Chicago area and multi-
courity planning. The level of success that each municipal organization in 
the region has in providing solid waste management and disposal capacity 
for its wastes will impact the planning efforte of the others in the region. 
Therefore, regional cooperation in addressing these solid waste management 
and disposal needs will be essential for developing an integrated Solid Waste 
Management Plan for the region's wastes. 

The City has already begun implementing recycling programs to reduce 
the amount of waste requiring disposal and increase the amount of material 
reuse. These recycling programs will become part of the overall plan and 
will satisfy a portion of the future disposal needs. This analysis of needs is 
conducted based on existing conditions prior to the implementation of these 
programs and is exclusive ofthe 8 to 13 percent of recycling activity that is 
currently estimated to exist within the City. 
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Definition of solid waste management needs must be addressed in terms of 
requirements for capacity to manage or dispose of quantities of solid waste. 
The methods utilized to achieve this capacity are subjects for the next stage 
ofthe planning effort. 

4.2 Needs Analysis Methodology. 

The quantification of solid waste management and disposal capacity is 
easiest to define in terms of in-place disposal solutions. Since landfilling is 
the probable result of an inaction alternative to solid waste planning and 
landfilling is the primary method of solid waste disposal in the region, a 
landfill life analysis of existing facilities is the most appropriate measure for 
additional disposal needs. This does not presuppose a preference for 
landfilling over other disposal technology or waste recycling alternatives. It 
presents a methodology which is suitable for both a short-term and a long-
term evaluation using the presently available disposal capacity. This 
methodology will provide a common basis for the comparison and evaluation 
of management and disposal alternatives during the planning process. 

In this examination, the lives and capacities of existing landfills were 
estimated to comply with State planning requirements and to project future 
requirements. These projections are based on current quantification of the 
solid waste problem and do not include any planning activities - including 
recycling activities or source reduction changes which are currently being 
investigated in the next step of planning efforte. These other programs will 
be analyzed and included. The following are our assumptions regarding 
landfill practices which were utilized in establishing future disposal needs: 

Landfills will continue to receive the same volume of waste 
which they currently receive (as identified in Table 4-1).* 

There will be no increase in the number of disposal sites nor 
addition to the disposal capacity available to the City over the 
next five years. 

Recycling and waste reduction efforte do not change. 

Once a landfill in the area becomes depleted, waste will be 
diverted to other landfills within the area. 

Table 4-1 printed on page 12703 ofthis Journal. 
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Waste currently diverted outeide the City and the County will 
not increase or decrease. 

Table 4-1 summarizes current volumes received at the landfills in the City 
and County and the remaining gate yardage capacity reported to t h e 
LE.P.A. by landfill owners and operators.* 

4.3 Landfill Life Assessments. 

The following analysis of landfill life looks at the current si tuation 
assuming no changes in the future. The key to this analysis is t h e 
assumption that current cubic yards of waste disposed of at each site will 
remain unchanged and no new disposal site or capacity will become 
available. Based on this above assumption, Table 4-1 provides estimates of 
remaining capacity of landfills in the City and County.* Capacity estimates 
provided by the landfill operators are also shown in this table. 

It is important to note that available landfill volumes (gate yardage), as 
well as remaining life estimates, are made by the site operators as part of 
their quarterly pa5rment reports. No site surveys have been performed to 
verify the remaining capacity of each site. Also, estimates of remaining 
years of life by the operator may include projections of future volume 
changes or other considerations not disclosed by the operator. For example, 
an operator's estimates of landfill life may reflect anticipated reduction in 
waste import quantities as a result ofthe planned opening of a new landfill 
somewhere else. Alternatively, an operator may arbitrarily reduce t h e 
amount of waste accepted from any single source. 

To examine the landfill life issue from a different perspective, it was 
assumed that site capacities remain constant, current regional was te 
distribution remains unchanged, and existing landfills in the City and 
County would accept current volumes until one site is full. At this time the 
volume previously received at the closed site would shift entirely to the 
remaining sites in the City and the County. Based on current reported gate 
yardages, the total combined landfill life for the three active landfills 
accepting putrescible waste in the City is calculated at approximately 3.4 
years. Cook County's landfills have a combined life (2.9 years) based on 
current reported gate receipts. 

* Table 4-1 printed on page 12703 ofthis Journal. 
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The depletion ofthe landfill capacity is effectively shown in Figure 4-1.* If 
the current gate volume receipte reported at both the City and County 
landfills remain constant, the remaining landfill capacity will be depleted by 
1993. This remaining landfill capacity may change if the City and County's 
solid waste exports and imports are affected by the solid waste management 
plans of surrounding regions. There are also discrepancies in the reported 
landfill capacities and current gate volume receipts on a year-to-year basis. 
The values used in Figure 4-1 are based on the October, 1990 I.E.P.A. Fourth 
Annual Report on Available Disposal Capacity.* It is important to 
remember that these values are estimated by the site operators. 

The gate volume receipts reported at both the City and County landfills 
are substantially less than the waste quantities generated in Chicago which 
have been established in this report. If the Northwest Waste-to-Energy 
Facility continued to accept the 280,000 tons, and if all of the remaining 
Chicago generated waste were delivered to the same three City landfills, the 
combined landfill life for City landfills would abruptly drop to 1.2 years. If 
all of Chicago's waste were directed to the Northwest Waste-to-Energy 
Facility and Cook County's active landfills, the combined life of these 
landfills would drop to approximately 2.8 years. 

In addition to the landfills, some industries and businesses store some of 
their own solid waste on their property. Under State law, these industries 
are required to report to the I.E.P.A, on the amount of waste they store, the 
storage method and the remaining capacity. Appendix D l is ts this 
information for the applicable industries located in the City of Chicago and 
Cook County.** 

As presented in Subsection 3.5, regional changes are occurring all of the 
time. New facility planning efforts are being undertaken which, if 
successful, could continue to provide disposal capacity for exported waste. 
However, City planning efforts must recognize that growing concerns within 
the region regarding the importation of waste may severely l imit or 
eliminate this option. In the future, closures or reductions in quantities 
disposed of by some landfills accepting City waste could significantly 
increase the quantities of waste exported to other more distant landfills. 
This will cause increasing transportation and disposal costs. It is becoming 
increasingly imperative that the City ofChicago adopt a policy which, to the 
extent possible, provides for its solid waste management needs over the next 
20 years within its own borders and minimizes the impact on the 
surrounding region. 

* Figure 4-1 printed on page 12703 of this Journal. 

** Appendix D printed on pages 12672 through 12673 of this Journal. 
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4.4 Chicago Planning. 

This solid waste plan won't be completed until mid 1990. For p l a n n i n g 
purposes, the City needs to consider the 20-year time frame from 1991 to 
2010. Periodic review ofthe City's needs and update ofthis assessment wi l l 
be required to address changes in the local and regional solid w a s t e 
management system presented here. Based on this analysis, an es t imated 
80,460,000 tons or 268,200,000 gate cubic yards of solid waste is projected to 
be generated within the Clity of Chicago over the twenty-year p l a n n i n g 
period (1991 — 2010). A solid waste management and disposal capacity m u s t 
be found. If the Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility remains operat ional a t 
present capacity, the existing landfills are not expanded, and the recycl ing 
industry maintains its present level of activity, then the capacity necessary 
to handle the remaining waste exclusive of this current capacity can be 
calculated to estimate future system needs. Based on this approach. Tab le 
4-2 estimates the solid waste management and disposal capacity shortfal l 
within the City limits is approximately 70,151,000 tons of solid waste ove r 
the planning period.* A few industries have on-site disposal capacity. S ince 
the existing total on-site capacity is unknown, this capacity is not accounted 
for in the capacity shortfall. This unknown capacity is not likely to h a v e a 
significant impact on the total needs over the 20-year p lanning period. 

Assuming the recycling rate is uniformly increased from the cu r r en t ly 
estimated 13 percent to the targeted levels of 15 percent by 1994 and 25 
percent by 1996, and the Northwest Wastie-to-Energy Facility cont inues to 
operate at current levels, the waste disposal shortfall will be approximate ly 
61,523,000 tons of municipal waste over the planning period. 

Appendix 3. 

Solid Waste Characterization Report. 

1.0 

Introduction. 

The Chicago Department of Streets and Sanitation (D.S.S.) has sponsored 
a waste characterization study. The goal ofthe study was to develop da ta on 

* Table 4-2 printed on page 12704 of this Journal . 
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the physical characteristics of the solid waste generated in the City of 
Chicago (the City). The study is tergeted at the municipal solid waste 
collected by City operations, which primarily consists of residential 
waste from dwelling structures containing between one and four living 
units. The objective of solid waste characterization is to establish 
composition values from the waste stream components. From the 
results of this study, the City will be able to determine the amount of 
material available not only for recycling programs but also for other 
planning efforts. The study will provide an estimate of the waste 
composition of the remaining, unrecycled waste stream as well. The 
data will be used for sizing and designing solid waste management 
systems implemented to address current and future needs of the City. 
These systems will be including recycling, composting, resource 
recovery and landfilling. 

2.0. 

Methodology. 

2.1 Planning Activities. 

The City collects approximately 65 percent of the residential waste 
generated by the City. Residential waste represents about 40 percent of the 
City's total waste stream. The City also disposes of waste from O'Hare and 
various municipal operations, which represents about 4 percent of the total 
residential and commercial waste stream generated within the City. 

The original solid waste characterization program proposed for the City 
called for a sampling period during the weeks of April 17, 1989 and August 
21,1989. It was subsequently decided to add two additional testing dates — 
one in the week ofOctober 23,1989 and one in the week of February 5,1990. 
The intent was to cover all four seasons ofthe City's solid waste generation. 

2.1,1 Selection Of Wards And Routes. 

The initial sampling protocol was intended to separate ten truckloads 
(two truckloads from each division) over a six-day period. Each truckload 
would contain a waste sample from each ward in that division. It soon 
became apparent that the volume of each truckload sample was greater 
than anticipated and therefore too ambitious to meet the time schedule. 
Therefore, it was decided that a single truckload from each division would 
be used since an adequate volume of waste would still be sampled to obtain 
a representative cross-section ofthe City's waste stream. 
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The City was responsible for planning and setting up the collection 
route in each division to obtain a ratio of single-family, 2-family, 3- and 4-
family dwelling units relatively proportional to the ratios of these units 
from each ward in that division: The City is divided into five divisions of 
ten wards each. Each division provided one crew for collection of the 
waste. The crews picked up all refuse from the selected residences, 
including bulk waste that would normally be collected separately. The 
four separate loads were delivered on Monday and the fifth load on 
Tuesday. 

2.1.2 Data Collection. 

The supervisor from the Bureau of Sanitation made certain that each 
driver delivering a load had completely filled out the "Refuse Sample 
Collection Report" form. The information collected included the truck and 
driver identification, ward origin, dwelling unit types, vehicle net weight 
and weather conditions. After each load was deposited, the supervisor had 
the driver return to the scales to verify the empty weight of the truck and 
to provide a cross check on scale amounts. Deviations between the 
weights from the truck scales and from the beam scales used for weighing 
components ranged from 0.05 to 1.5 percent of gross vehicle weight. This 
was a result of slight scale inaccuracy and rounding of scale data. This 
was within the accuracy expected for truck scales in a sampling program 
of this type. Individual log sheets were prepared as part of the Chicago 
Waste Characterization Study. Each of the five sheets per sampling 
program shows the net weight ofthe 20 components identified in the study 
and covers samples taken from a cross section ofthe solid waste stream. 

2.1.3 Sample Size. 

Trucks deposited loads varying from 1,120 pounds to 6,360 pounds, 
averaging approximately 3,912 pounds per load. With each t ruck 
containing waste from 10 wards, average waste samples of over 300 
pounds per ward were bbtained, which exceeded the sample size deemed 
sufficient for proper testing. Published date has established that 200 to 
300 pound waste samples can provide a statistically representative data 
for waste composition estimation. A private hau le r deposited a 
commercial waste load during the second sampling program. Because it 
was a full load (20,900 lbs.) a portion of it was removed by a front-end 
loader prior to sorting. 

2.1.4 Sample Component Categories. 

Standard 60-gallon wheeled carts ofthe type utilized by the City in 
many wards for semiautomated collection were labeled as follows to 
indicate the component categories of interest in this study: 
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Newspaper 

Paperboard 

High Grade Paper (Office/Computer) 

Other Paper 

Polyethylene Terephthalate (PET) Beverage Containers 

High-density Polyethylene (HDPE) Containers 

Other Plastic 

YardWaste 

Food Waste 

Textiles, Leather, Rubber and Other Combustibles 

16-Ounce Glass Bottles of Coca-Cola 

Aluminum 

Wood 

Ferrous and Bimetal Cans 

Other Ferrous 

Non-Ferrous Metals 

Glass Containers: 

White 

Green 

Brown 

Ceramics, Fines and Other Non-Combustibles 

Bulk Materials 

It was intended to record the current usage of Coca-Cola glass bottles for 
comparison with later sampling after Coke introduces 16-ounce PET 
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bottles in mid-1989. Since these Coke bottles are subject to deposit, 
however, not a single bottle of Coca-Cola was collected in the Program 1 
period. Similarly, insufficient quantities of high-grade paper were present 
in the residential waste stream to allow for separation or weighing. 

2.1.5 Sampling Location. 

The City selected the site ofthe sampling program at the former Medill 
Incinerator Plant. This facility is currently used as a transfer station and 
is located on the near northwest side ofChicago at Fullerton and Ashland 
Avenues. 

The site had a large indoor tipping area used for winter truck storage 
that: protected the workers from the elements, provided sufficient space to 
accommodate up to seven truckloads of waste, and still had maneuvering 
area for trucks and front-end loaders. Sorting areas of about 30 by 30 ft. 
were utilized for each load to allow space for the pile on the 22 by 24 ft, 
canvas terp, worker maneuverability, and the containers to ring the pile 
in a U-shape, There was also adequate storage space areas for supplies 
and the two beam weighing scales, 

2.1.6 Sampling Equipment. 

During the field work, the sorting crew used the following equipment, 
supplied by the City except as noted: 

Pocket Magnets 

Safety Veste 

Disposable Plastic-Coated Paper Coveralls 

Respirators (Odor Reducing Masks) 

Heavy-Duty Gloves (Heavy Textured Rubbering) 

Hard Hats 

Canvas Tarps 22 feet x 24 feet 

Shovels 

Rakes 

Knives 
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Twenty-six 60-Gallon Plastic Carts 

2 Beam Scales (provided by engineering team) 

Date Sheets and Clipboards (provided by engineering team) 

Plastic Sample Bags and Ties (provided by engirieering team) 

Front-End Loader 

Sanitation Truck Equipped with Rear End Cart Unloading 
Mechanism 

Tape and Labels for Container Identification (provided by 
engineering team) 

The one scale was calibrated for lighter waste loads separated into the 
60-gallon carts. The other scale was calibrated to weigh the bulk waste 
that did not fit into the containers. 

2.2 Sampling Program, 

While waiting for trucks to arrive, the engineering team supervised the 
initial setup. Employees of the Department of Streets and Sanitation were 
extremely helpful in providing most of the necessary supplies and 
equipment required for tne separation process, 

2,2,1 Sorting Procedure. 

The sorting area for each truckload was covered with two overlapping 
canvas tarps forming an area of approximately 25 feet by 30 feet. The 60 
gallon plastic carts were labeled to identify the composition of the 
material to be placed in each cart. The carts were arranged in a U-shape 
surrounding the dumping area. Inasmuch as all carte were of the same 
size and material, just one cart needed to be weighed to determine the tare 
weight for all receptacles. 

Each truck load was dumped On the tarps and an initial sampling was 
taken from 5 or 6 locations of each waste pile. These initial shovel loads of 
waste were placed in plastic bags, tied and double bagged. These samples 
were then transported to the laboratory to determine moisture content. 

The sorting of each pile began by removing the bulk items such as 
furniture or tree parts from the top of the pile, along with any bagged yard 
waste or cardboard. Once these easily separated items were removed from 
the pile, most ofthe remaining waste was in plastic bags. Each of the bags 
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were slit open using linoleum knives. The contents were removed from all 
the bags and sorted by category. 

All other materials were emptied on the tarp and sorted with rakes into 
piles of metal, miscellaneous paper and plastic. The two largest categories 
by volume were miscellaneous paper and plastic. Shovels were used to 
place the sorted paper and plastic as well as any spilled food waste or 
animal excrement in the appropriate receptacles. 

The granular materials remaining on the tarp consisted of dirt, broken 
glass, and granular components from most of the other categories. These 
were difficult to distinguish. These materials were classified as ceramics 
and fines and were shoveled or poured into the container for that category. 

As the containers for each category became filled, they were weighed, 
recorded, and set aside. Bulk items were removed from the pile a n d 
weighed separately. When additional containers were required, the front-
end loader was requested and the contents of the previously weighed 
containers were removed. This waste was then transported to the regular 
transfer stetion facility for disposal along with other waste from the City's 
normal garbage pickup. 

This disposal process proved to be rather tedious and time consuming. 
On the second day of Program 1, a regular sanitation truck was made 
available by the Streete and Sanitetion supervisor. This truck has a 
semiautomatic rear loading mechanism that facilitated the unloading of 
the container carts. Fortunately, two of the laborers assigned to t h i s 
project were familiar with operating the truck. This expedited t h e 
availability of the containers needed to replace containers in the high-
usage categories. All subsequent sampling programs used r egu l a r 
sanitation trucks with the semiautomatic loading mechanism. 

2.2.2 Classification Methods. 

Some categories of materials, such as glass, are obvious in t h e 
separation process. Some initial training of the labor crew was required 
regarding the classification of materials. The pocket magnete provided by 
the City were used to distinguish the ferrous mater ia ls from t h e 
aluminum or nonferrous materials. After a short time, the workers could 
readily categorize most of the cans. Many questions arose concerning the 
differentiation of other aluminum and nonferrous materials. Composite 
materials such as toys, disposable diapers, appliances, etc., complicated 
the instruction process. These materials were classified in accordance 
with the main component material (i.e., other plastic, other ferrous, or 
nonferrous). 

Any large quantities of food waste wrapped in plastic, paper, or other 
types of containers were entirely classified as food waste. Even under a 
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recycling effort this material would most likely be disposed of in the same 
manner since some sort of container would be necessary. Pet excrement, 
which is classified as yard waste, was also often left in its wrappings 
following the same reasoning. 

Newspaper supplements printed on glossy paper and magazines were 
deposited in the "other paper" category. Packaging materials and fast 
food wrappings made of coated paper or contaminated with food waste 
were also included in the "other paper" category. Therefore, most of the 
"other paper" category would be considered nonrecyclable material due to 
contamination. 

Similarly, the "other plastic" category included film plastic, various 
electronic appliances, cellophane wrapping, disposable diapers, toys, ete.. 
These contain a mixture of plastic resins, paper, and other contaminants. 
Packaging materials and fast food wrappings made of styrofoam were also 
placed in the receptacle for "other plastic". 

Household hazardous waste was also identified in the separation 
process. Examples of household hazardous waste discovered during the 
sampling programs included S3rringes, out-patient medical waste, small 
lead/nickel-cadmium batteries, and a few containers of oil, paints and 
cleaners. These quantities were insignificant and could not be measured 
due to the sensitivity of the calibration of the scales necessary to weigh 
truck pay loads of 1 to 3 tons. The quantities separated amounted to less 
than a tenth of a percent ofthe load. 

3.0 

Analysis Results. 

3.1 Component Analysis. 

3.1.1 Program 1. 

The first solid waste characterization program began as planned on 
Monday morning April 17, 1989. The first garbage load was deposited at 
approximately 12:15 P.M., and separation was started using a very small 
crew of laborers. It was discovered in this first program that it was not 
possible to complete the targeted program of sampling each ward twice 
with the allotted time and crew. This was due to the larger than exjpected 
volume of the waste sample and the small labor force available. It was 
possible to complete the separation of a single 50-ward sample. This 
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required the cooperation of the engineers assigned to the project, who 
physically "dug in" and assisted the laborers in the separation process. 

Table 1 shows percentages that each component contributes to the total 
solid waste composition.* 

Among the statistics observed are the following: The "other paper" 
category contributed both the most weight (17.9 percent) and the greatest 
volume (61 containers); "yard waste" contributed the second highest 
weight and filled 28 containers; and "other plastics" ranked sixth on a 
weight basis (8.1 percent) but produced the second-largest volume (44 
containers). 

In addition, observations were made concerning combinations of related 
categories, as shown iri Table 1.* As a combined group, the "miscellaneous 
organic" category represented 31.3 percent ofthe total weight, compared 
to 28,3 percent for "total paper" and only 9.5 percent for the "total 
plastics". 

The bulk waste items recorded on the log sheets included furniture, 
tires, tree branches, fencing, rocks, bedsprings, mattresses, carpeting, 
foam rubber, roofing, large stuffed animals, children's swimming pools, 
and miscellaneous wood. 

The residential waste stream did not contain any significant quantities 
of high-grade paper. 

3.1.2 Program 2. 

The second solid waste characterization program ran from August 21 to 
August 26,1989. 

Following the same procedure as the initial study, each division truck 
picked up residential solid waste from ten wards. By week's end, 
representative samples from each of City's fifty wards had been obtained. 

An added feature of this study was a sixth truck load from a private 
hauler. Through the cooperation of Ace Disposal Company, a 10 1/2 ton 
load was delivered from the 46th Ward, a north side lakefront area. Due 
to the extremely large volume ofthis sample, approximately one-half of 

Table 1 printed on page 12705 ofthis Journal. 
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the waste pile was removed by a front end loader and taken directly to the 
transfer station. Preliminary residential waste composition data from the 
second sampling program is given on Table 2.* 

The samples for moisture content we obtained in a manner similar to 
the first testing period. The double-bagged samples were delivered to the 
testing laboratory. 

There were noticeable differences between the City and the commercial 
loads. The commercial load was densely compacted, as evidenced by the 
crushed P.E.T,, H,D.P.E., and aluminum cans. A minute amount of high-
grade (computer printout) paper was found in the commercial load. No 
high-grade paper was found in the five residential samples. Textiles, 
ceramics and fines were present in significantly greater proportions. The 
commercial load had the least amount of ferrous and aluminum materials. 

3.1.3 Program 3. 

The third solid waste characterization program was conducted during 
the week ofOctober 30 to November 3,1989. 

Similar to the April study, five loads of residential waste were analyzed. 
No privately hauled commercial waste was examined during this 
sampling program. Preliminary residential waste composition data from 
the third characterization program is given in Table 3.** 

A higher volume of yard waste was anticipated during the fall sampling 
program, so collection crews loaded yard waste on only one side of their 
trucks. When the refuse was dumped at the analysis site, yard waste was 
segregated to one side. This made the task of separating the waste easier. 

The method of solid waste separation was the same as in the previous 
two studies. As each truck load was deposited random samples were taken 
and double bagged for determination of moisture content. All five samples 
were taken to the testing laboratory. 

The resulte of sampling Program No, 3 were consistent with previous 
sampling studies. The notable increase in yard waste volumes was 
anticipated. 

* Table 2 printed on page 12706 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 3 printed on page 12707 of this Journal. 
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3.1.4 Program 4. 

The fourth and final solid waste characterization study was conducted 
during the week of February 5th through 9th, 1990. Five laborers 
participated in the study. The method of solid waste separation was the 
same as in the previous studies. 

This winter analysis was based on five loads of residential waste and did 
not include a commercial private haul. Preliminary waste composition 
data for the fourth characterization program is given on Table 4.* 

Observations made during the fourth sampling program include the 
following disparity between the highest and lowest percent compositions 
of: newsprint (15.9%in the second load and 2.4% in the fourth load), and 
total miscellaneous organics (38.7% in the fifth load and 16.3% in the 
fourth load). The results of the winter characterization study included 
several items that were inconsistent with our previous findings: the 
second load had a high percentage of ceramics (20.9 percent) due to a large 
number of ceramic tile bricks in the load; the fourth load had an unusually 
high amount of old auto parts that contributed to the high bulk waste 
percentage (25.5 percent); the fifth load appeared to have a comparatively 
high percentage (14.6 percent) of yard waste for this season. Aside from 
those items, the study provided fairly consistent results with previous 
sampling studies. 

3.2 Moisture Analysis. 

Refuse samples from each load were randomly collected and sent to a 
laboratory for moisture content analysis. Moisture content of refuse samples 
was determined by oven drying at 105°C for 24 hrs.. Samples were then 
weighed. Percent of moisture content was calculated using the difference in 
weights (before and after oven drying). The moisture data was calculated as 
a percent of both the wet and dry >veight of the sample. Table 5 shows the 
moisture content analysis data for the four sampling programs.** 

Samples from the April Sampling Program were determined to have a wet 
weight of 2.6 to 6.5 lbs. and an average moisture content of 31.3%. Samples 

* Table 4 printed on page 12708 of this Journal. 

** Table 5 printed on page 12709 of this Journal. 
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from the August Sampling Program were determined to have a wet weight 
of 4.3 to 13.5 lbs. and ari average moisture content of 42.5%. Samples from 
the October Sampling Program were determined to have a wet weight of 5.4 
to 17,7 lbs. and an average moisture content of 37.1%. Samples from the 
February Sampling Program were determined to have a wet weight of 10.9 
to 16.2 lbs. and an average moisture content of 34,2%. 

In order to provide a prospective of the results of the % moisture content 
analysis, historical rainfall data was examined. Actual precipitation during 
sampling programs was not representative of the average monthly 
precipitation. This was determined by deriving a daily average 
precipitation based on monthly averages. Because household trash is often 
placed outeide for at least one week before it is collected, a 12-day time frame 
was selected for the analysis (this includes, the week before collection day, 
the weekend, and the entire collection week). Rainfall during the 12-day 
period containing the sampling study was compared to a 12-day average 
during the given month. Table 6 gives the derived 12-day average, the 
actual 12-day average, the percent of expected precipitation, and the mean 
moisture content of solid waste samples in the study.* 

The August samples had the highest average moisture content. 
Additionally, the August sampling period received 63% ofthe precipitation 
that could be expected during a 12-day period in that month. The October 
sampling period received 157% ofthe precipitation that could be expected for 
a 12-day period during that month. However, the October samples had only 
a 37,1% mean moisture composition (the second highest % moisture 
composition). Although the data does not provide a direct correlation 
between rainfall and moisture content in the waste sample because of other 
factors, the two periods with the least rainfall (April and February) also had 
the lowest moisture content. 

Some ofthe factors affecting the correlation between rainfall and moisture 
content in the waste sample are characteristic of sampling programs. Out of 
the approximate 1,078,460 tons of municipal solid waste collected annually 
by the D,S,S. only about 40 tons of M.S.W. total was sorted in the four 
sampling programs. The small random 10 — 20 lb, samples taken from the 
40 tons for the moisture analysis does not assure the most accurate 
representation of the non-homogeneous waste stream. In particular, this 
sampling procedure eliminates large items which tend to have a lower 
moisture content. In addition, the actual length of time that the household 

Table 6 printed on page 12710 ofthis Journal. 
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trash was outside before collection still remains an unknown factor. 
Because household trash is often placed outside for up to one week before it 
is collected, rainfall data was gathered during a 12-day period containing 
the sampling study. Also, the proportion of households that have placed 
lids on their garbage cans, keeping rainfall out of the trash, is unknown. 
Finally, the City of Chicago is large enough that rainfall will not be 
uniform throughout all the wards. All of these factors will impact the 
moisture content in the waste stream. 

3.3 Higher Heating Value. 

The heating value of a substance is generally determined using a one 
gram sample of the substance and a laboratory grade bomb calorimeter. 
This procedure works well for homogeneous materials for which a small 
sample representat ive of the whole can be easily obtained. For 
heterogeneous mixtures such as municipal solid waste, variations in 
composition make obtaining a representative one gram sample difficult. 

In order to eliminate difficulties inherent iri obtaining a smal l 
representative sample, we utilized current throughout data from the 
Chicago Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility to estimate the higher heating 
value ofthe refuse. Increasing the sample size, to 818 tons per day in this 
case, enables one to make a more significant and accurate measurement. 
Data from the Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility is given on Table7.* 

Although the composition of municipal solid waste varies greatly, the 
properties of its constituent parts remain fairly constant with the exception 
of moisture content. For example, yard waste varies from near zero in 
winter months to almost 40% of the waste stream during the growing 
season. The variation in the quantity of yard waste has a significant effect 
on the properties ofthe waste stream as a whole, while the properties ofthe 
yard waste remain quite constant. Thus, if one is able to estimate the 
composition and moisture content of the waste stream, the composition can 
be used together with the known higher heating value and typical moisture 
content of the constituent parts to calculate the higher heating value. The 
higher heating value can then be adjusted to reflect the actual moisture 
content of the waste. The results ofsueh an analysis are shown in Table 8.** 

The average higher heating value (H.H.V.) calculated using data from the 
Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility (see Table 7) is approximately 4,480 
Btu/lb..* This value is more representative of the total waste stream 

* Table 7 printed on page 12711 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 8 printed on page 12712 ofthis Journal. 
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than the value determined by the sampling program because of the 
larger sample size, an average of 818 tons per day. This H.H.V. falls 
between the calculated and adjusted H.H.V. results from Table 8.* By 
interpola t ion, an average moisture content r ep resen ta t ive of the 
average annua l waste stream can be estimated. Table 9 shows tha t for 
the H.H.V. equal to 4,480 Btu/lb. the actual average moisture content of 
the waste stream was approximately 33.3%.** 

4.0 

Solid Waste Characterization Summary. 

The program was divided into four sampl ing periods to eva lua te the 
seasonal fluctuations in waste composition. Sample size was large enough 
(from 1,038 lbs. to 7,671 lbs.) to accommodate sampling all 50 wards in each 
ofthe 4 sampling programs. Twenty-one categories were selected to classify 
and measure solid waste samples. Percent moisture content analyses were 
performed on a small sample of trash for each day of the four sampling 
programs. 

Following is an analysis of the four seasonal waste character izat ion 
studies. Characteristics of components in each of the categories waste was 
separated into are discussed. 

Analysis Of The Four Seasonal Studies. 

Newsprint: Fairly consistent percentages although the au tumn 
study was lower. This is primarily due to the higher 
percentages of yard waste. The winter was higher 
but this is due to low yard waste. 

Paperboard: No noticeable variation comparing each study to the 
overall average. 

* Table 8 printed on page 12712 ofthis Journal . 

** Table 9 printedon page 12713 of this Journal . 
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Other Paper: 

PET: 

HDPE.: 

Other Plastic: 

YardWaste: 

Food Waste: 

Wood: 

Textiles, Ete.: 

Ceramics and 
Fines: 

Aluminum Cans: 

Other Aluminum: 

The au tumn reading for t h i s ca t egory w a s 
significantly lower than the others. • The high yard 
and food waste results in this period may account for 
some of the percentege shortfall. Food waste is often 
wrapped in paper, aluminum foil, or plastic for 
disposal. 

Fairly consistent percentages in each season. 

Very little seasonal variation. 

There was a significant drop in the a u t u m n 
percentage. Again, some of this decrease .may be 
attributable to the high increase in yard and food 
waste in this period. 

This item followed a predictable pattern — a high 
percentage in the fall and a very low number in the 
winter. 

The autumn percentage for this category was high. 
Food and yard waste accounted for approximately 
60% of the October results. 

The winter percentage was noticeably greater than 
the other three seasons; largely due to the lower 
generation rate for the total waste stream but a fairly 
consistent quantity of wood from durable disposal. 

Percenteges were rather consistent throughout the 
year. 

There was a wide variation in this category. Some 
loads had a high volume of building materials while 
others had practically none. 

The variation here is due to h ighe r beverage 
consumption in the summer and yard waste surge in 
the fall. 

There was essentially very little of this item. It 
consisted mainly of aluminum foil and much of that 
was covered with food waste. 

Ferrous Cans: Consistent throughout the year. Very little seasonal 
variation. 
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Brown Glass/ 
Green Glass: 

Clear Glass: 

Bulk Items: 

Household 
Hazardous Waste: 

These two items were very consistent and similar in 
quantity. Consisted primarily of beer or wine bottles. 

This item has a much higher percentage than the 
colored glass. In addition to ite share of beer bottles, 
glass jars with food waste added to the total weight. 

There was a wide variation in the amount of bulk 
objects from load to load. One load had a weight of 22 
lbs. while another weighted 1,217 lbs.. There was no 
pattern and no consistency. 

Insignificant quanti t ies of this i tem existed; 
therefore, no percentage could be recorded. 

Table 10 shows a comparison of the average composition of the waste 
stream as sampled during each of the four seasons.* Table 10 also offers an 
average-yearly compositional breakdown ofthe components in the Chicago 
residential waste stream.* Figure 1 shows the yearly average breakdown 
for the components of the Chicago waste stream.** 

Table 10 also shows the standard deviation for each of the components 
from the yearly average.* The standard deviation, added to and subtracted 
from the yearly average, provides a range which includes at least 68% of all 
anticipated values in the samples. The standard deviation varies between 
0.1% for aluminum and ferrous to 12.6% for yard waste. Greater spreads 
from the yearly average will produce larger values ofthe standard deviation. 
Another way to analyze the actual variations about the average is by the 
percentage range above and below the average. For example, the low value 
for newsprint is approximately 18% below the yearly average while the high 
value is approximately 25% above the yearly average. Greater spreads from 
the yearly average will increase the percentage range. In addition to the 
seasonal variations, the Chicago waste stream also varies daily. The yearly 
average composition breakdown is only an approximation of a non-
homogeneous material and will not always represent the composition ofthe 
Chicago waste stream on a day-by-day basis. 

* Table 10 printed on page 12714 ofthis Journal. 

** Figure 1 printed on page 12779 ofthis Journal. 
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According to a report published by the U.S.E.P.A., more plastics and 
paper, and less metals and glass are enter ing the waste s t r e a m 
("characterization of the Municipal Solid Waste in the Unites States, 1960 to 
2000 - Update 1988" by Franklin Associates, Ltd). The method used for the 
E.P.A. report uses a material flow approach. This approach relied on 
published data documenting production/consumption of materials entering 
the municipal waste stream. Imports and exports affect consumption of 
products in the waste stream and adjustments were made to the modeled 
material flow as appropriate. After the necessary adjustments were made, 
discards of each product were calculated. 

The discards were then adjusted for materials and energy recovery. Data 
on recovery of various materials was taken from various trade associations, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, knowledge of recycling activities, and 
current and planned resource recovery facility throughputs. 

The result of these calculations, or "net discards", represents discards that 
presumably would go to sanitary landfills. (U.S.E.P.A./Franklin Ass., Ltd., 
1988, p.2). 

Table 11* shows a comparison of the E.P.A. study and the results of the 
1990 Chicago Solid Waste Characterization Study. 

The E.P.A. percentages were based on the total national municipal solid 
waste stream including residential, commercial, and industrial waste. The 
Chicago study results represented only the portion of the residential waste 
stream that was collected by the D.S.S. and one truck load ofthe commercial 
waste stream that was collected by a private hauler. Based on 1988 data, the 
D.S.S. collected approximately 27.5% ofthe total waste stream in Chicago. 

Comparing the E.P.A. data with the Chicago Waste Stream shows that the 
D.S.S. waste stream contains approximately twice the amount of ferrous, 
plastics, wood, food waste, and textiles, materials typically having high 
concentrations in residential waste. The D.S.S. collects approximately one-
half of the bulk and paperboard waste compared with the E.P.A. data, 
material typically generated by commercial establishments and the 
construction industry. However, the bulk and paperboard waste collected by 
the private hauler from the commercial waste stream is still less than one-
half compared with the E.P.A. data. Chicago's coinmercial waste stream 
contains higher concentrations of newspaper, paperboard, food waste, wood 
and textiles compared with the D.S.S. residential waste stream. The one 
truck load of commercial waste in the Chicago study does not adequately 
represent Chicago's commercial waste stream. 

Table 11 printed on page 12715of this Journal. 
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Although some household hazardous waste was identifed in the sample 
programs, the quant i t ies found in the residential waste s t r e a m were 
insignificant compared to the sample site (i.e. less than a tenth of a percent). 
However, E.P.A. solid waste characterization studies have indicated tha t 
household hazardous waste contained in residential waste streams is below 
1/4%. 

Based on the waste characterization report and the cur ren t ta rge ted 
materials by markets, materials available for recovery from the D.S.S. waste 
r ep resen t approximate ly 47 .3%. P a r t i c i p a t i o n r a t e s a n d recovery 
efficiencies will result in lower achievable recovery rates from this waste 
stream. Table 12 shows the breakdown of available recyclables identified in 
the sampling program.* 

Appendix 4. 

Legislative Report. 

Section 1.0. 

Enabling State Legislation. 

1.1 Background. 

This section identifies exist ing and proposed local, s ta te and federal 
legislation and regulations affecting solid waste management planning. It 
inc ludes legis lat ion pe r t a in ing to resource recovery, r e c y c l i n g and 
landfill ing as well as solid waste h a n d l i n g factors, flow contro l and 
environmental aspects such as traffic, noise, air quality, water discharge 
and ash residue disposal. 

Table 12 printed on page 12716 of this Journal . 
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1.2 Illinois Environmental Protection Act. 

The Illinois Environmental Protection Act establishes the state agency 
and provides the legislative basis for all of the regulations which a re 
developed and implemented by the stete agency. The purpose of this Act is 
"...to establish a unified, statewide program supplemented by pr iva te 
remedies to restore, protect and enhance the quality ofthe environment, and 
to assure that adverse effects upon the environment are fully considered and 
borne by those who cause them". These regulations are very broad based 
and include issues outside the area of municipal waste disposal. These areas 
include the following: 

Air Pollution 

Water Pollution 

Public Water Supplies 

Water Pollution Control (Loans) 

Land Pollution and Refuse Disposal 

Noise 

Atomic Radiation 

Toxic Chemical Reporting 

Regulations 

Enforcement 

Variances 

Permits 

Judicial Review 

Penalties 

Miscellaneous Provisions 

The State's development of regulations relevant to the issue of Solid Waste 
Management Planning involves only a small portion ofthe regulations cited 
above. This report will outline the relevant issues in present and pending 
legislation. 



12384 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

1.3 Local Solid Waste Disposal Act. 

The Local Solid Waste Disposal Act, PA84-963, an Act relating to the 
Disposal of Solid Waste, was approved in September, 1985 and became 
effective January 1, 1986. The Act authorizes local governments at their 
option to dispose of solid waste within their jurisdictions by preparing and 
implementing solid waste management plans for the disposal of solid waste. 
This legislative intent is now mandatory under the provisions of the Solid 
Waste Planning and Recycling Act, PA85-1198 (The Recycling Act), which 
imposes upon the City the primary responsibility to plan for the 
management of municipal waste on a citywide basis. 

In accordance with the provisions of the Disposal Act, the City is required 
to prepare the Plan to include the following: 

1. A description of the methods of collection, transportation, 
storage, treatment, processing, conversion or reuse of the solid 
waste generated within the City; 

2. A forecast of the quantity of waste generated in the City over 5-
and 20-year periods and a description of management policies to 
meet the City's projected solid waste disposal needs during such 
periods; 

3. A description of solid waste management policies which 
incorporate cost-effective resource conservation and recovery 
practices, methods and technologies as part of a comprehensive 
strategy to meet the waste disposal needs of the City; 

4. A description of the site or sites for new regional pollution 
control facilities; 

5. The identification of available means under existing provisions 
of law by which a new regional pollution control facility may be 
financed and a description of how the risks associated with 
financing the facility will be allocated; 

6. The identification of recommended waste stream control 
measures; 

7. The identification of the appropriate agency to implement the 
Plan; 

8. An economic and financial analysis of the chosen waste 
management technologies and disposal methods and a 
comparison with alternative technologies and methods; and 
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9. Adequate provision for the present and reasonably anticipated 
future needs for recycling and resource recovery interests within 
the area. 

The Disposal Act does not require that a plan developed as authorized by 
the provisions of the Disposal Act contain any specific elements, but ra ther 
states that any plan may include provisions for certain enumerated 
elements set forth in the legislation. The above-enumerated provisions of 
the Plan substantially address the general provisions set forth in the 
Disposal Act and are consistent with the overall legislative intent. 

1.3.1 House Bill 942. 

HB942, adopted in 1987, amended Ch. 85 ofthe Disposal Act to require 
any regulated utility in the Stete to purchase electricity from a qualified 
solid waste energy facility that is owned or operated by or for the benefit of 
a unit of local government. 

To qualify, a facility must meet the following requirements: 

1. The operator certifies to the Illinois Commerce Commission 
that solid waste is the primary fuel and comprises no less than 
95 percent ofthe annual fuel loading. 

2. The operator guarantees that the solid waste throughput 
volume shall be equal to at least 66 percent of the design 
capacity of the facility. 

3. A solid waste management plan has been developed by the 
unit or unite of local government included in the area that is 
intended to be served by the facility and has been filed with 
and approved by the I.E.P.A.. Any such plan shall establish a 
minimum recycling goal of 25 percent of the solid waste 
stream generated with the planning area. 

4. A "good faith" effort has been made by the unit or units of 
local government served by the facility to achieve the 25 
percent recycling goal at the time the facility commences 
commercial operation. 

HB942, in Ch. l l l f , Sec. 8-403(c) also mandates that the utility enter a 
long-term agreement for the purchase of electricity at a rate: 
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... equal to the average amount per kilowatt hour paid from time to 
time by the unit or units of local government owning the facilities, 
excluding amounte paid for street lighting and pumping service. 

HB942 further provides for a tax credit in favor ofthe utility equal to 
the payments made to the owner ofthe qualified facility which exceed 
the (1) rate otherwise payable by the utility under P.U.R.P.A. less (2) 
certain costs or damages "...arising out of ite failure to obtain such 
electricity from such other sources", Ch. l l l f . Sec. 8-403.1(d). 

1.4 Illinois Solid Waste Management Act. 

The Illinois Solid Waste Management Act (PA84-1319) became effective 
in September, 1986. Ite purpose is to reduce reliance on land disposal of solid 
waste, to encourage and promote alternative means of managing solid waste 
and to assist local governments with solid waste planning and management. 
In furtherance of those aims, the Act established waste management 
priorities as State policy. The priorities, in descending order of preference, 
are: 

1. Volume reduction at the source. 

2. Recycling and reuse. 

3. Combustion with energy recovery. 

4. Disposal in landfill facilities. 

The Act was passed in recognition of the fact that: 

1. Metropolitan solid waste disposal practices are inadequate, 

2, The generation of solid waste is increasing while landfill 
capacity is decreasing. 

3. More effective and efficient management of solid waste is 
needed. 

4, State policy and programs should be developed to assist local 
governments and private industry in seeking solutions to solid 
waste management problems. 
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The Act pertains only to those wastes for which combustion would provide 
practical energy recovery or practical volume reduction, which can be 
reasonably recycled or reused, or which are putrescible, non-homogeneous or 
contain free liquids. Certain categories of waste are excluded. Among other 
categories of waste, including demolition or construction debris or landscape 
waste, which should be disposed of in separate landfills of which there are 
over 300 in Illinois. 

1.5 Solid Waste Planning And Recycling Act. 

The stated purpose ofthe Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act, PA85-
1198 (The Recycling Act) is to require certain counties and the City of 
Chicago to develop comprehensive waste management plans that place 
substantial emphasis on recycling and other alternatives to landfills to 
encourage municipal recycling pilot projecte and to promote composting of 
yard waste. By March 1,1991, the City is required to submit to the I.E .P.A, 
an officially adopted plan "for the management of municipal waste within i ts 
boundaries". 

After review and recommendations by an advisory conimittee formed by 
the City, and public participation by interested parties is completed, a 90-
day period of public review and comment and at least one public hearing by 
the City are required. The final Plan must be submitted to the City for 
adoption within 60 days ofthe end ofthe comment period and must include 
written resporises to all substantive comments made during the comment 
period. Upon adoption by the City, the Plan must be submitted to the 
I.E,P.A. for review, which must be completed within 90 days. The City must 
consider any LE.P.A. recommendations, may make any appropriate 
revisions, and must adopt and submit to the I.E.P.A. a revised Plan by 
September 1, 1991. Implementation of the adopted Plan, including the 
recycling program, must be initiated by the City within one year of adoption. 
The Recycling Act establishes certain minimum requirements that any plan 
must contain, but does not prohibit the City from adopting a plan which 
exceeds such minimum requiremente. 

The minimum provisions for solid waste management plans established 
by the Act are summarized below: 

1, The Recycling Act applies to "municipal waste", which is less 
inclusively defined than similar terms in the Disposal Act and 
the Environmental Protection Act; 

2, The planning term required for waste quantity and content 
analysis must be for 20 years; 

3, Current available waste disposal facilities and disposal capacity 
must be described; 
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4. The proposed municipal waste management program to be in 
force throughout the planning period must be described; 

5. A time schedule for the program must be described; 

6. The proposed program should include environmental, energy 
and cost evaluations; 

7. Site selection methods should be explained; 

8. The Implementing Agency and its legal authority should be 
described; 

9. A recycling program must be included which provides for: 

Implementation on a citywide basis according to a 
specified time schedule; 

Designation of a recycling coordinator; 

Recycling of 15 percent ofthe City's municipal waste by 
the end ofthe third program year and 25 percent by the 
end ofthe fifth program year; 

10, The Plan may, but is not required to, provide for: 

Multiple recycling centers; 

Source separation of recyclable material; 

Specia l ized recyc l ing p rog rams and p r o g r a m 
documentation; and 

Recycling diversion credits; 

11. The City may apply to the Department for assistance grants to 
operate a pilot recycling project that demonstrates the economic 
feasibility and environmental benefits of a recycling method. 
The pilot recycling project must include, at a minimum, the 
following elements: 

A curbside program requiring residents to separate at 
least three materials to be chosen from among glass. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12389 

aluminum, steel and bimetallic cans , newspr in t , 
corrugated paper, used motor oil and plastics; 

A scheduled day, at least twice a month, for curbside 
collection; 

A system including trucks and related equipment to 
make the collections; 

A drop-off or buy-back center for the collection and sale 
or reuse of recyclable materials, including but no t 
limited to glass, aluminum cans and newsprint; 

— Provisions for recycling of collected material; 

Provisions for public education and compliance. 

1.6 S,B. 172. 

Siting Criteria For "Regional Pollution Control Facilities". 

S.B. 172 is an amendment of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act 
and is reflected in Illinois Revised Statutes, Ch. 111^: "The Environmental 
Protection Act", Sec. 39,2, which establishes nine (9) criteria which must be 
met before a county board or governing board of a municipality may approve 
a request for local siting of a new regional pollution control facility. They 
are: 

1, The facility is necessary to accommodate the waste needs of the 
area it is intended to serve; and 

2, The facility is so designed, located and proposed to be operated 
that the public health, safety and welfare will be protected; and 

3, The facility is located so as to minimize incompatibility with the 
character ofthe surrounding area and to minimize the effect on 
the value of the surrounding property; and 

4, The facility is located outside the boundary of the 100 year flood 
plain or the site is flood-proofed; and 

5, The plan of operations for the facility is designed to minimize 
the danger to the surrounding area from fire, spills or other 
operational accidents; and 
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6, The traffic patterns to or from the facility are so designed as to 
minimize the impact on existing traffic flows; and 

7, If the facility will be treating, storing or disposing of hazardous 
waste, an emergency response plan exists for the facility which 
includes notification, containment and evacuation procedures to 
be used in case of an accidental release; and 

8, If the facility is to be located in a county where the county board 
has adopted a solid waste management plan, the facility is 
consistent with that plan; and 

9, If the facility will be located within a regulated recharge area, 
any applicable requirements specified by the Board for such 
areas have been met. 

The county board or governing board of a municipality must approve the 
site location according to the above criteria before obtaining permits 
required by the State to begin development and construction ofthe facility. 

These criteria were established by SB 172 as an amendment to the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Act and represent an attempt to distinguish 
between zoning or land use issues on the one hand and environmental issues 
on the other, the former to be within the purview of local authorities and the 
latter to be reserved for state and federal regulators. To do this a further 
distinction was made between local and regional facilities. A regional 
facility was defined as one that accepts waste from more than one local 
government. In regional cases, SB 172 would apply. For the establishment 
of a regional facility, permits must be secured both from the LE.P.A. and 
from the unit of government where the facility is to be located. In the latter 
case, the local unit of government must apply the criteria as set forth in 
SB172. It was the intent of SB172 to restrict local authorit ies to a 
consideration of typical zoning concerns, such as traffic, flood plains, fire 
hazards and the like. Technical issues were to be reserved for state and 
federal regulatory authorities. Over the course of years, however, the 
distinction between technical and non-technical criteria dissolved. In a 
series of appellate court decisions and Pollution Control Board rulings, the 
power of local bodies to restrict landfill sitings was enhanced by broad 
interpretations of the power of local bodies to regulate in the interest of 
"public health, safety and welfare". As a result, local bodies were able to 
restrict sitings on scientific and technical grounds if the health, safety and 
welfare of the citizens were deemed to be threatened increasingly and it 
became increasingly difficult to site a new facility. 

The definition of a "regional pollution control facility" includes riiost kinds 
of solid waste management facilities: waste storage sites, landfills and other 
disposal sites, waste treatment facilities, transfer stations and incinerators. 
However, facilities located within the boundaries of a local government and 
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intended to serve only that area are not considered "regional pollution 
control facilities" and therefore do not require local siting approval under 
I.E.P.A. guidelines. Any facilities planned by the City of (Chicago t h a t 
include cooperative agreements with other municipalities or political 
jurisdictions would be considered "regional pollution control facilities" and 
would be subject to the requirements ofthis Act. 

Before requesting approval ofthe site, the permit applicant must publish 
notice of intent ofthe proposed development and serve notice on adjacent 
landowners. The governing body of the municipality has 180 days to take 
action on the application for site approval. During this time interval, a t 
least one public hearing must be held by local officials. Members of the 
public may comment on the application and may also participate in the 
public hearing. 

If the local government denies site approval, the permit applicant may 
appeal the decision to the Pollution Control Board. If the local government 
grants approval, a citizen opposed to the development may appeal t he 
decision to the Pollution Control Board, as long as he/she has established 
his/her interest in the case by having participated in the public hearing and 
by demonstrating that he/she is in some way affected by the proposed 
development. Decisions ofthe Board may be appealed to the Appellate 
Court, 

SB 172 siting criteria does not apply to sludge disposal which is handled by 
the Metropolitan Sanitary District (M.S.D.), now called the W a t e r 
Reclamation District. In addition solid waste facility siting is generally 
exempt from local home rule provisions. However, home rule authority has 
been used effectively from time to time to block a facility that otherwise 
would have been approved using SB172 criteria only. The resu l t ing 
situation is that whenever a county board or governing board of a 
municipality contemplates locating a site in a particular area, i t must first 
determine whether the site would be subject to SB 172, local zoning 
ordinances, M.S.D. or home rule provisions. 

Section 2.0. 

Regulations. 

2.1 Overview. 

The entire issue of solid waste disposal^has been predicated on the 
issuance of regulations to control the disposal of waste. Regulation is the 
way in which our society has responded to the need to provide for the 
common good, protect life and liberty, require conformity with accepted 
standards, dictate standards to be used for conformance, protect t h e 
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innocent, punish the guilty and adopt some commonly accepted norms of 
behavior. These same precepts are at work in the area of Solid Waste 
Management. Regulation in some cases is an attempt to protect the public 
(siting and permitting) and in Other cases is the need to accomplish some 
common objective which is in the public interest (waste reduction and 
recycling). The following sections outline how regulation can implement 
public goals and protect the public from irresponsible behavior. 

2.2 Waste Reduction And Recycling. 

The Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act ("The Recycling Act") is 
presently the governing legislation with respect to the goals ofthe planning 
effort in Chicago. In partial, fulfillment of the requirements of the State's 
Recycling Act, as described in Section 1.5 of this report, the Chicago City 
Council passed an ordinance in August, 1990 establishing the Solid Waste 
Management Review Committee. Earlier, in February, 1990, the City 
Council passed the "Hansen Ordinance", which sets out the steps to be 
implemented toward meeting the State's goals. Both the Solid Waste 
Management Review Committee and the "Hansen Ordinance" are described 
in the following pages. Very little legislation presently exists which will 
influence waste reduction: 

2.2.1 Solid Waste Management Review Committee. 

Originally to be composed of 17 members, the number was later 
extended to 21 by action ofthe City Council in October, 1990. Membership 
includes the Commissioner of Consumer Services, the Commissioner of 
Streete and Sanitation, the Commissioner of Planning, the Commissioner 
of Economic Development, and the Chairman of the City Council 
committee having jurisdiction over matters concerning environmental 
issues. The remaining members were appointed by the Mayor from among 
representatives ofthe following: citizen and civic organizations; industry, 
trade and professional organizations; private solid waste management 
industry and local recyclers operating within the City ofChicago; regional 
planning organizations; and others deemed appropriate by the Mayor. 

Members serve for two years, or until the final submission of the City's 
Solid Waste Managenient Plan to the I.E.P.A., or until their successors are 
appointed, 

2.2.2 Alderman Hansen's Recycling Ordinance. 

This substitute ordinance transmitted by Alderman Bernard Hansen 
was passed by the Chicago City Council in February, 1990. The ordinance 
amended the Municipal Code by adding a new Chapter 99.1 entitled 
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"Recycling", and revising the existing Chapter 167 regula t ing the 
licensing requirements for private scavengers. 

The ordinance requires the Commissioner of the Department of Streets 
and Sanitation te appoint a Recycling Coordinator, who reporte directly to 
the Commissioner on solid waste policy development and implementation. 
The Coordinator is responsible for: 

1. Promoting the highest possible level of public participation in 
the recycling program; 

2. Coordinating and monitoring the activities of curbside 
collection of recyclable materials, drop-off network and buy-
back facilities dealing with recyclable materials; 

3. Collecting and analyzing information on recycling in the City; 

4. Identifying potential markets for recyclable materials; 

5. Coordinating with the Purchasing Agent in soliciting bids for 
the purchase of supplies using recycled materials; 

6. Preparing a report in cooperation with the Department of 
Consumer Services by September 1, 1990 on managing the 
disposal; of household toxic wastes in Chicago, and for 
implementing an outreach program on how to minimize the 
use of household products containing toxic materials. 

The ordinance further requires the Department of Purchases, Contracts 
and Supplies to establish minimum recycled content specifications for the 
purchase of goods, supplies, equipment, materials and printing that are 
equal to or exceed procurement guidelines established by the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency. 

The ordinance establishes for the City the goal of making regular 
recycling services available by July 1, 1993 to 100 percent of the 
households in low-density dwellings served by the City of Chicago. This 
goal is to be achieved in stages, with recycling services to be provided to 
one-third of such households by July 1, 1991, and to two-thirds, of such 
households by July 1,1992. 

The ordinance establishes alley/curbside collection as the preferred 
means to providing recycling service to single-family residences, but 
allows for the use of post-collection separation as an adjunct to regular 
recycling services should source separation and collection methods be 
tried for a period of no less than 12 months and found to be wanting. 
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The Department of Economic Development is-charged with the 
responsibility for encouraging markets for recycled materials through a 
variety of activities such as programs to assist businesses in developing 
capacity to use recycled material in place of virgin material. 

Chapter 167 is amended by requiring scavengers or refuse haulers, as 
part of the licensing process, to develop and implement a recycling 
program. 

2.2.3 Yard Waste Composting. 

Composting facilities for landscape waste are being developed ori a fast 
track schedule in Illinois, in response to a July, 1990 ban on landfill 
disposal of this material. PA85.1430 was enacted in November, 1988, 
providing 18 months' lead-time for the design and implementation of both 
collection and processing systems. The statute contains three key 
elements: 

Beginning July 1, 1990, no person may knowingly mix 
landscape waste that is intended for collection or for disposal 
at a landfill with other municipal waste. 

No person may knowingly put landscape wastes into a 
container intended for collection or disposal at a landfill, 
unless such container is biodegradable. 

No owner or operator of a sanitary landfill shall accept 
landscape for final disposal. 

Landscape waste is statutorily defined as "all accumulations of grass or 
shrubbery cuttings, leaves, tree limbs, and other materials accumulated 
as the result ofthe care of lawns, shrubbery, vines and trees". 

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (I.E.P.A.) requires all 
composting facilities to obtain a permit for development and operations. 
Direct land application of certain composting operations located on farms 
are exempt from the permit process. 

As of June 1, 1990,1.E.P.A. permite had been issued for 58 composting 
facilities, and approval was pending on another 33 applications. However, 
by July 8, 82 facilities had received permits. These 82 facilities had an 
annual permitted capacity of 3.8 million cubic yards, or 25 percent of the 
I.E.P.A. - estimated waste disposed of in Illinbis landfills. Though this 
capacity is greater than the amount of yard waste being landfilled, 
additional permite have been issued, bringing to 100 the number of on-line 
operations as of the end of August. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12395 

2.3 Waste Combustion 
Clean Air Act Amendments (1990) 
Title lH: Hazardous Air Pollutants. 

Under Title III ("Hazardous Air Pollutants") of the Clean Air Act 
Amendmente of 1990, more stringent air emissions control is imposed for 
new and existing municipal waste combusters. Section 305, entitled "Solid 
Waste Combustion", amends Part A of Title I of the Clean Air Act to require 
the U.S.E.P.A. to establish performance standards for each of several 
categories of solid waste incineration unite. Standards must be promulgated 
as follows: 

Within 12 months of enactment for solid waste incineration units with a 
capacity of more than 250 tons per day that burn municipal waste; 

Within 24 months of enactment for solid waste incineration units with a 
capacity of 250 tons or less per day that burn municipal or hospital, 
medical and infectious waste; 

Within 48 months of enactment for solid waste incineration un i t s 
burning commercial or industrial waste; and 

Within 18 months of enactment, a schedule must be published for the 
promulgation of standards applicable to other categories of solid waste 
incineration unite. 

2.3.1 Emission Standards. 

The Clean Air Act performance standards must specify numerical 
emission limitations for: 

Particulate matter Opacity 

Sulphur dioxide Hydrogen chloride 

Oxides of nitrogen Carbon monoxide 

Lead Cadmium 

Mercury Dioxins and dibenzofurans 

The amendments build on and supplement both the New Source 
Performance Standards (N.S.P.S.) and Best Available Control Technology 
(B.A.C.T.) determinations made by state and federal p e r m i t t i n g 
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authorities. The amendments stipulate that standards for solid waste 
incineration units reflect the greatest degree of emission reduction 
achievable through application of B.A.C.T.. However, U.S.E.P.A. may 
consider the cost of achieving the reductions, non-air quality health and 
environmental impacts, and eriergy requirements when determining what 
is achievable for new or existing facilities. 

U.S.E.P.A, may distinguish among classes, types and sizes of facilities. 
For new municipal waste combustors the emission limitations must not be 
less stringent than the emissions control that is achieved in practice by 
the best group of controlled similar units. Standards for new units may be 
less stringent than those for old units. They may not, however, be less 
stringent than the average emission limitation achieved by the best 
performing 12 percent of unite, excluding certain units which recently met 
L.A.E.R. ("lowest achievable emission rate") requirements. 

U.S.E.P.A. must review, and revise if appropriate, the performance 
standards every five years. 

The amendmente take the place of M.A.C.T. ("maximum achievable 
control technology") standards that might otherwise apply to municipal 
waste combustors and also require U.S.E.P.A. to initiate "residual risk" 
standards for such combustors. By November 15, 1996, U.S.E.P.A. must 
report to Congress on any residual risks remaining to health or the 
environment after imposition of the performance s t andards and 
recommend appropriate legislation. If Congress fails to act, U.S.E.P.A. 
must promulgate additional emission limitations which would "provide an 
ample margin of safety to protect public health .., or to prevent .., an 
adverse environmental effect". For known or suspected carcinogens, 
U,S,E,P.A must issue residual risk standards if the air emission standards 
do not reduce lifetime excess cancer risks to the individual most exposed to 
emissions to less than one in one million. While the "ample margin of 
safety" standard has been applied to other air pollutants and to other 
kinds of facilities, it has never before been applied to municipal waste 
pollution. Such additional limitations, if imposed, could have a significant 
effect on waste combustion facilities. 

2.3.2 Monitoring And Operator Training Permits. 

The amendments require monitoring and operator training programs. 
U.S.E.P.A. must promulgate regulations requiring each solid waste 
incineration unit to monitor emissions and report the results. U.S.E.P.A. 
must also develop and promote a model state program for the training of 
solid waste incineration unit operators. 
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2.3.3 Permits. 

A facility must have a permit to operate within three years after the 
issuance of a performance standard or by the effective date of a permit 
program under the new permit t ing provisions of Title V of the 
amendments, whichever is later. By November 15, 1993, states must 
submit to U.S.E.P.A. permit programs that comply with the minimum 
U.S.E.P.A. requiremente. Permits for municipal incinerators would be 
issued for up to 12 years, subject to review every five years. 

2.3.4 State Plans. 

One year after U.S.E.P.A. guidelines are issued, an implementation 
plan that is at least as stringent as the U.S.E.P.A. guidelines must be 
developed by the states. 

The states' plans must be at least as stringent as the recycling 
guidelines and must provide that all affected units be in compliance no 
later than three years after a state plan is approved. The U.S.E.P.A. is 
required to develop a plan to enforce the guidelines in any state that fails 
to submit an approvable plan. 

2.3.5 Effective Dates. 

For new facilities, performance standards will be effective six months 
after promulgation. For existing units, compliance with the performance 
standards will be expected no later than three years after a state plan is 
approved or five years after the U.S.E.P.A. guidelines are issued, 
whichever is earlier. 

2.3.6 Ash Management And Control. 

The amendments bar the U.S.E.P.A, from regulat ing ash from 
municipal waste combustors as a hazardous waste under Subtitle C of 
R.C.R.A, for two years after enactment of the amendments. The 
legislative history explains that this provision was not intended to 
prejudice in any way the ongoing litigation regarding the status of ash in 
New York or Chicago, in which two federal district courts held that ash is 
not subject to the hazardous waste provisions of Subtitle C. (It should be 
noted that the original Senate version of the bill had proposed a 
comprehensive solid waste management framework for ash, but that these 
provisions were deleted in conference and do not appear in the enacted 
version.) 
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2.3.7 Recycling And Materials Separation. 

The original Senate version ofthe bill had also included provisions 
requiring materials separation and recycling. The conferees deleted these 
provisions from the final bill because it was felt that recycling should not 
be addressed piecemeal under the Clean Air Act but should be addressed 
in the context of a comprehensive solid waste management freunework 
under R.C,R,A., 

2.4 Landfilling. 

In addition to the landfill regulations outlined below, the City of Chicago 
has passed a moratorium for two years on the development of new or 
expansion of old landfills. This moratorium restricts landfill development 
and expansion through the end of 1992. This action was taken by City 
Council in addition to the federal and state regulations outlined below. 

2.5 Special Wastes. 

Special wastes are those wastes which are separated from the municipal 
solid waste stream by a particular characteristic of the waste, an agency 
definition, or a requirement for a specific type of disposal. These wastes 
include tires, household hazardous waste, hospital wastes, municipal solid 
waste incinerator ash, etc.. 

2.5.1 Waste Tires. 

The most common method used in the United States, including Illinois, 
for permanent disposal of scrap tires is landfilling. However, there are 
three major disadvantages associated with landfilling: 

(i) Landfill capacity is limited. 

Most areas of the United States are facing shortages of landfill 
space. Whole tires are expensive to landfill because they occupy 
large volumes of space and will not compact. Additionally, as 
the current shortage of landfills in metropolitan areas grows 
worse, tires will have to be transported longer distances to reach 
landfills with adequate space. To counteract this trend, most 
states are implementing programs to reduce the amount of scrap 
tires going to landfills. 

(ii) The value ofthe tire as fuel or a raw material is lost. 
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Burying a tire in a landfill will probably prevent its future use 
as an alternative fuel source. 

(iii) Burying whole tires endangers liners and caps. 

Buried tires have a tendency to trap air and landfill gases when 
buried. The gases make them buoyant and over time cause them 
to float to the surface. 

Most states require that low permeability soils or synthetic l iner 
systems be used to seal the top of landfills. Floating tires may 
rupture the seals or cause other problems with the landfills caps. 
These caps are specifically designed to minimize the infiltration 
of water into the landfill. Breaks in the caps will increase 
infiltration and result in increased leachate product ion , 
Leachate produced frorii landfills can contaminate ground or 
surface water resources. Furthermore, if active landfill g a s 
collection systems are installed, the risk of landfill fires is 
increased when air is introduced through holes in the cap. 

Because of these problems, landfilling of whole tires has been banned in 
several states. As new regulations are implemented and landfill capacity 
shrinks, this solution will no longer be acceptable. Landfills that do accept 
tires may charge handling fees that are much higher than those charged 
for other types of waste material. As a result, illegal tire dumping is 
widespread, and large stockpiles have developed in many areas. 

Stockpiling is another primary management technique for scrap t i re 
disposal. Stockpiling allows some bf the tire disposal problems to be 
temporarily avoided. In addition, the resulting tire inventory may provide 
a valuable resource in the future as new technologies and markets a re 
developed. The costs of operating a stockpile are quite low, involving only 
the cost of the land in the simplest cases. However, the poten t ia l 
environmental liabilities and future clean-up costs associated with t i re 
piles must be considered. 

Permanent regulations have been adopted in Illinois that implement a 
scrap tire management program. The standards create reporting a n d 
management requirements for tire stockpiles. The main goal of t h e 
requirements is to control attendant public health risks. 

2.5.2 Household Hazardous Waste. 

Recent legislation passed in Illinois requires the I.E.P.A. to operate a 
regional hazardous waste collection program throughout the State. T h e 
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I.E.P.A. has not yet announced how the program will be implemented. 
Refer to the Household Hazardous Waste Report for additional details. 

2.5.3 Incinerator Ash. 

M.S.W. incinerator ash has been defined by the Federal E.P.A. and 
counts as non-hazardous material. Landfilling requi rements for 
incinerator ash, however, have tightened sufficiently to require disposal of 
M.S.W. incinerator ash in a landfill designed for special waste or an ash 
monofill. These requi rements will be clearly defined in the 
reauthorization ofthe Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (R.C.R.A.) 
and the state and federal landfilling requiremente outlined below. 

2.5.4 Hospital Waste. 

The blood vials and syringes that washed up on East Coast shores in 
1988 focused national attention on the problem of disposal of infectious 
medical wastes. The federal Medical Waste Tracking Act of 1988 was the 
immediate response to the beach incidents. It adds tracking and disposal 
requirements for infectious waste to the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act. Twenty-five states, including Illinois, have enacted medical 
waste disposal regulations and other states are proposing them. 

"Special waste" is defined by the Illinois Environmental Protection Act 
as "any industrial process waste, pollution control waste or hazardous 
waste". A significant component of the hazardous waste stream is hospital 
waste. As authorized by the Illinois Environmental Protection Act (111. 
Rev. Stat. 1990, Ch. l l l i ) , the Hlinois Pollution Control Board has 
adopted regulations respecting the handling of hazardous (infectious) 
hospital waste as Subpart 1 to 35, 111. Adm. Code 809, Special Waste 
Hauling. Sec. 809.902 prohibits the deposit of hazardous (infectious) 
waste in any landfill. Innocuous hospital waste and normal hospital 
waste, however, may be disposed of by any lawful means, including 
incineration in any incinerator for which the I.E.P.A. has issued a permit, 
by deposit in any sanitary landfill or by deposit into a municipal or private 
sewerage system. 

Sec. 809.904 regulates how hospital waste may be rendered innocuous 
by incineration. Only an incinerator designed to destroy the type or class 
of waste introduced into it and for which permits have been secured from 
the I.E .P. A, may be used. 

Sec. 809.905 stipulates special recordkeeping requi rements for 
generators of hazardous (infectious) waste which has been rendered into 
innocuous hospital waste. 
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2.6 Siting And Permitting. 

The most effective control over private activity can be achieved through 
the use of siting criteria and approval and obtaining permits which must 
meet operational requirements. The use of siting approval and operating 
permite can limit the incompatible use of property. These "suitability of 
use" questions are answered by zoning ordinances, state and local siting 
requirements, and federal requirements for permitting and regulation. 

2.7 Federal Landfill Regulations. 

E.P.A., 40 C.F.R. Parts 257 And 258 
Solid Waste Disposal Facility Criteria: Proposed Rule. 

Land disposal of municipal solid waste was largely an unregulated 
activity prior to the implementation ofthe Federal Solid Waste Disposal Act 
(1969), This Act was amended in 1976 when Congress passed the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (R.C.R.A.). Subtitle D of R.C.R.A. deals 
specifically with solid waste management activities. In 1985 Congress made 
significant amendments to Subtitle D through the Hazardous and Solid 
Waste Amendmente (H.S.W.A.). H.S.W.A. directs U.S.E.P.A. to revise P a r t 
257 landfill standards. Accordingly, in 1988 U.S.E.P.A. proposed minimum 
criteria for municipal solid waste landfills (M.S.W,L,F.). These regulations 
have not yet been issued, but are expected soon. What follows is a discussion 
of the regulations as originally proposed in 1988. When issued, states will 
have 18 months to revise their own solid waste disposal regulations to be in 
compliance with the new federal regulations. 

Because the current proposals are substentially different in scope and 
content from the Part 257 criteria, the U.S.E.P.A. chose to create a new P a r t 
258 for the revised criteria. These new rules apply only to M.S.W.L.F.s, 
They leave Part 257 criteria in place for all other waste disposal facilities. 

Through these regulations the U.S.E.P.A. seeks to develop s tandards 
protective of hunian health and environment, t ha t are within t h e 
capabilities of states and local communities, and that provide states with 
considerable flexibility in implementation. The ac tual p l a n n i n g , 
enforcement and direct implementation of solid waste management 
programs under Subtitle D of R.C.R.A. remain state and local functions. 

Part 258 establishes minimum national criteria for the location, design, 
operation, cleanup and closure of new and existing M.S.W.L.F.s, including 
those receiving sewage sludge from publicly-owned treatment works and ash 
from M.W.C. facilities. The revised criteria would apply to all new and 
existing M.S.W.L.F.s, except those that close prior to the effective date of the 
rules. 
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2.7.1 National Minimum Siting Criteria. 

Part 258 would establish special siting restrictions and/or performance 
standards for all new and existing M.S.W.L.F.s. They include the 
following: 

1. Airports. Landfill units that are within 10,000 feet of an 
airport used by turbojet aircraft or are within 5,000 feet of an 
airport used by piston-type aircraf t would have to 
demonstrate that they do not pose a bird hazard to aircraft. 
(This requirement has not changed from Part 257.) 

2. Floodplains. Units located in 100-year floodplains would have 
to be designed so as not to restrict the flood flow, reduce 
temporary water storage capacity of the floodplain, or result 
in wash-out of solid wastes so as to pose a hazard to human 
health and the environment. (This requirement has not 
changed from Part 257.) 

3. Wetlands. New M.S.W.L.F, units could not be sited in 
wetlands unless the owner or operator demonstrates to the 
State that the new unit: (i) meets the discharge restrictions 
developed pursuant to the Clean Water Act; (ii) there is no 
practicable alternative; and (iii) siting will not result in 
significant adverse environmental impacts. 

4. Fault Area. New M.S.W.L.F. units would be prohibited from 
siting within 200 feet of faults that have had displacement in 
Holocene time (i.e., within 11,000 years). 

5. Seismic Impact Zones. New landfills located in a seismic 
impact zone would be required to demonstrate that they are 
designed and can be operated to withstand the stresses created 
by maximum ground motions. 

6. Unstable Areas. Landfills located in unstable areas would be 
required to demonstrate that their design ensures stability of 
structural componente. These unstable areas include areas 
that are landslide prone, in Karst geology that is susceptible 
to sinkhole formation, and undermined areas such as places 
where coal mining has taken place. Existing units would be 
required to close within five years unless the owner or 
operator demonstrates the s t ruc tura l in tegr i ty of the 
M.S.W.L.F.. 
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2.7.2 Operating Criteria. 

Par t 258 operating criteria, applicable to all new and ex is t ing 
M.S.W.L.F.s, would include the following: 

1. Exclusion of Hazardous Waste. The owners operating the 
M.S.W.L.F. would be required to implement an on-site 
program to detect and prevent the disposal of hazardous 
waste. 

2. Daily Cover. This requirement would strengthen the current 
Part 257 criteria by requiring the application of cover 
material at the end of each operating day. 

3. Disease Vector Control. The owners/operators would be 
required to prevent or control disease-carrying populations 
(rodente or flies). (This requirement has not changed from 
Part 257.) 

4. Explosive Gases Control. This provision would require the 
implementation of a routine landfill gas monitoring program 
to ensure that the concentration of methane gas does not 
exceed certain levels. 

5. Air Criteria. The regulations would prohibit open burning of 
solid waste and would mandate compliance with the Clean Air 
and the Clean Water Acts. These requirements are no t 
substentively different from the current regulations. 

6. Access Restrictions. The M.S.W.L.F. owners/operators would 
be required to control public access, illegal dumping and 
vehicular traffic. 

7. Run-on/Run-off Controls. The owners/operators would be 
required to install systems to control run-on and run-off on the 
active portion of the landfill. 

8. Other Operational Provisions. Additionally, the regulations 
would prescr ibe surface w a t e r and r e c o r d k e e p i n g 
requirements and would prohibit the disposal in M.S.W.L.F.s 
of certain types of liquid containers. 

2.7.3 Closure And Post-Closure Care. 

The proposed regulations would make landfill opera tor /owners 
responsible for the long-term care of sites. They would be required to 
provide for closure and post-closure care, including: 
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(i) Preparation of detailed closure and post-closure plans by the 
effective date of the regulations or by the initial receipt of 
waste, whichever is later; and 

(ii) Maintenance and operation of the integrity of the final cover, 
of the leachate collection system and the gas monitoring 
systerii, and ofthe groundwater monitoring system for at least 
30 years after closure; and 

(iii) After the initial 30-year post-closure period, the conduct of 
routine maintenance of any final cover and the continued 
operation of leachate collection and of groundwater and 
landfill gas monitoring systems would be required. The State 
would establish the length of this additional post-closure 
period and the exact sampl ing and m a i n t e n a n c e 
requirements. 

The regulations also include financial assurance criteria which would 
require landfill owners/operators to provide assurance that funds will be 
available to complete closure and post-closure care and to respond to 
possible releases of contaminants to the groundwater. 

2.7.4 Design Criteria. 

Design criteria with respect to liners, leachate collection systems and 
final covers would be based on a risk-based performance standard which 
would provide states with flexibility in determining the allowable risk 
levels. Under the proposed new rule, each state would establish its design 
goal within certain carcinogenic risk levels for the groundwater beneath 
the landfill. The states would establish design goals based on 
hydrogeologic characteristics of the leachate, proximity of groundwater 
uses, and groundwater quality. 

2.7.5 Groundwater Monitoring And Corrective Action. 

The installation of state-approved groundwater monitoring well 
systems would be required. Monitoring would be conducted throughout 
the active life, as well as during closure and the post-closure care periods 
ofthe units. 

States would be required to establish compliance schedules for existing 
municipal waste landfills within six months of the effective date of the 
regulations. New landfills would be required to comply with these 
requirements before receiving wastes. Existing landfills would be exempt 
only if they could demonstrate the absence of any possible contamination 
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ofthe uppermost aquifer during the active life and the post-closure 
period of the units. 

care 

Owners/operators would be required to carry out corrective action, if 
necessary, until the State determines that groundwater protection 
standards have been met. 

2.8 State Landfill Regulations. 

Title 35: Environmental Protection 

Subtitle G: Waste Disposal 

Subchapter: Solid Waste and Special Waste Hauling 

Under the authority of Ch. 111^ of the Environmental Protection Act 
(111. Rev. Stat. 1983), the following regulations for landfills have been 
adopted by the Illinois Pollution Control Board for implementation by the 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (I,E,P.A.): 

2.8.1 Section 807: Solid Waste (1989). 

Subsection C: Sanitary Landfill. 

2.8.1.1 Methods Of Operation. 

Unless otherwise specifically provided by permit, the followirig 
methods of operation for sanitary landfills shall be followed: 

(i) Unloading. 

All refuse shall be deposited into the toe ofthe fill or into the 
bottom of the trench. 

(ii) Spreading And Compacting. 

As rapidly as refuse is deposited at the toe of the fill, all 
refuse shall be spread and compacted in layers within the 
cell, such layers not to exceed a depth of two feet. 
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(iii) Working Face. 

The slope of the working face shall be maintained at a ratio 
of no greater than two horizontal to one vertical. 

2.8.1.2 Standard Requirements. 

Except as otherwise authorized in writing by the Agency, no person 
shall cause or allow the development or operation of a sanitary landfill 
which does not provide: 

1. Adequate shelter, sanitary facilities and emergency 
communications for employees. 

2. Roads adequate to allow orderly operations within the site. 

3. Fencing, gates or other measures to control access to the 
site. 

4. Adequate measures for fire protection as approved by the 
Agency. 

5. Adequate measures to monitor and control leachate. 

6. Adequate measures to control dust and vectors. 

7. An operational safety program approved by the Agency. 

8. With respect to sanitary landfill sites for which permite are 
applied for following the effective date of these regulations, 
provision for concealing sanitary landfill operations from 
public view. 

2.8,1.3 Cover. 

Unless otherwise specifically provided by permit, the following cover 
requiremente shall be followed: 

(i) Daily Cover. 

A compacted layer of at least six iriches of suitable material 
shall be placed ori all exposed refuse at the end of each day of 
operation. 
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(ii) Intermediate Cover. 

At the end of each day of operation, in all but the final lift of 
a sanitary landfill, a compacted layer of at least 12 inches of 
suitable material shall be placed on all surfaces of t h e 
landfill where no additional refuse will be deposited within 
60 days. 

(iii) Final Cover. 

A compacted layer of not less than two feet of sui table 
material shall be placed over the entire surface of each 
portion of the final lift not later than 60 days following the 
placement of refuse in the final lift, unless a different 
schedule has been authorized in the Operating Permit, 

2,8.2 Sections 810 - 815 (1990). 

Pursuant to the Environmental Protection Act, 111. Rev. Stat. 1989, Ch. 
111^, Sec. 807 was amended in August, 1990 and Sees. 810 - 815 were 
added. The result was to vastly upgrade Illinois' rion-hazardous waste 
landfill regulations. (Hazardous waste management facilities a r e 
regulated pursuant to 35 Adm. Code, Sees. 700 - 750). These regulations 
establish comprehensive design, performance and reporting requirementis. 
Both "municipal" and industrial landfills are included, on-site and off-site, 
permitted and unpermitted. The landfills are regulated by waste received 
in three categories: putrescible, chemical and inert. Existing facilities a re 
divided into three general groups, based on their level of compliance: 
facilities that may remain open for an indefinite period of time beyond 
seven years, facilities that must close within seven years, and facilities 
that must institute closure within two years or are already scheduled to 
close in that time. 

The proposal introduced a new method of setting g r o u n d w a t e r 
monitoring standards which ties the site characteris t ics , de s ign , 
operation, monitoring and reporting into an integrated system. The 
groundwater standards also function as location and performance 
standards. The groundwater standards are based on the background 
quality of groundwater; the operator must demonstrate that the landfill 
will not cause a change in the background water quality at a point no 
greater than 100 feet from the landfill within 100 years of closure of the 
landfill. The regulations specify that a contaminant transport model be 
used for the groundwater impact assessment. 

The regulations also require compacted earth liners, or in combination 
with a geomembrane, and leachate collection, treatment and disposal 
systems; a gas monitoring, measurement collection and management 
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system; detailed construction and operating oversight requiremente; post-
closure care for as many years as necessary at each landfill to demonstrate 
that contamination is no longer a problem; a trigger mechanism for 
prompt remedial action where indicated; location standards for sensitive 
areas; and more intensive permitting and reporting requirements. 

Sec, 807 (Solid Waste) was amended so that new 35 111, Adm, Code, Sees, 
810 - 815 would supersede the requiremente of Sec. 807, Persons and 
facilities regulated pursuant to the new regulations are no longer subject 
to Sec. 807 regulations. 

2.8.2.1 Section 810. 

Solid Waste Disposal: General Provisions. 

One of the most fundamental tasks in framing regulations is to make 
clear what operations are subject to the regulations. Sec, 810 defines 
landfill" as a unit or part of a facility in or on which waste is placed and 

accumulated over time for disposal, and which is not a land application 
unit, a surface impoundment or an underground injection well". The 
regulations do not attempt to address other storage, t reatment or 
disposal waste facilities. The regulations do include waste piles unless 
the operator can document that wastes are not accumulating over time. 

« • 

Sec. 810 also defines three categories of solid wastes: putrescible, 
chemical and inert. Putrescible waste is defined as "a solid waste that 
contains organic matter capable of being decomposed by micro
organisms so as to cause a malodor, gases or other offensive conditions, 
or which is capable of providing food for birds and vectors". Such wastes 
include, but are not limited to, garbage, offal, dead animals, general 
household waste, and commercial waste. All solid wastes which do not 
meet the definitions of inert or chemical wastes are considered 
putrescible wastes. 

Chemical waste is defined as "a non-putrescible solid whose 
characteristics are such that any contaminated leachate is expected to 
be formed through chemical or physical processes, rather than biological 
processes, and no gas is expected to be formed as a result". 

For the purposes ofthis regulation inert waste means "any solid waste 
that will not decompose biologically, burn, serve as food for vectors, form 
a gas, cause an order, or form a contaminated leachate". Inert wastes 
may include, but are not limited to, bricks, masonry, and concrete (cured 
for 60 days or more). 

The new regulations require that landfills must be designed and 
operated according to two different standards based on which categories 
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of solid waste are being handled — inert waste or putrescible and 
chemical waste. 

2.8.2.2 Section 811. 

Standards For New Solid Waste Landfills. 

Subsection A sets forth general s tandards for new landf i l l s . 
Subsection B contains additional standards for new landfills which 
dispose of only inert wastes. Subsection C contains additional standards 
for new landfills which dispose of chemical and putrescible wastes. New 
landfills receiving only wastes generated by foundries and primary steel 
production facilities and coal combustion wastes generated by electric 
utilities are exempt from this Section for a one-year period. 

1. Subsection A. 

General Standards For All Landfills. 

Location standards include prohibition of landfill sitings 
that restrict the flow of a 100-year flood, result in washout 
of solid waste from the 100-year flood, or reduce the 
temporary water storage capaci ty of the 100-year 
floodplain; pose a threat to irreplaceable historic or 
archaeological sites or to nature preserve areas; jeopardize 
the continued existence of any designated endangered 
species; or violate Sec. 404 ofthe Clean Air Act. 

Other general provisions of Sec. 811 include regulations 
with respect to surface water drainage, survey controls, 
compaction, daily cover (six inches of clean material to be 
placed on all exposed waste daily), operating standards, 
salvaging, boundary control (access to be restricted to 
authorized personnel only), rules for landfills accepting 
special wastes, closure and written closure plans, and post-
closure maintenance plans for inert waste landfills. 

2, Subsection B, 

Inert Waste Landfills, 

In the case of inert waste landfills. Sec, 811 provides for a 
random load checking systems and testing, monitoring and 
reporting requirements to detect possible contamination. If 
subsequent contamination is verified, the landfill would 
lose its "inert" classification. 
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The design period for all inert waste disposal uni ts is 
designated as the estimated operating life ofthe unit plus a 
minimum post-closure care period of five years or, in the 
case of landfills that accept waste not generated on site, 15 
years is required for the purpose of monitoring settling at 
the site. 

A final cover consisting of a minimum of three feet of solid 
material that will support vegetation is required. 

All inert waste landfills must include a monitoring system 
capable of collecting representative samples of leachate 
generated by the waste. Such samples are to be collected 
and analyzed at least once every six mon ths . If 
contamination is indicated, the facility will be subject to the 
requirements for Putrescible and Chemical Waste Landfills. 

3. Subsection C. 

Putrescible And Chemical Waste Landfills. 

Putrescible and Chemical Waste Landfills are subject to the 
requi rements of Subsect ion A and to a d d i t i o n a l 
requirements as stated in Subsection C. No sueh facility 
ean be located within the recharge zone or within 1,200 feet 
of a sole-source aquifer unless there is a stratum between 
the bottom of the waste disposal unit and the top of the 
aquifer that is at least 15 feet thick and meete certain other 
specified conditions. Such facilities cannot be located in the 
following areas: within 500 feet of roads and highways; 
within 500 feet of an occupied building, school or hospital; 
within 5,000 feet of a runway used by piston-type aircraft; 
or within 10,000 feet of a runway used by turbojet aircraft. 
The design period for such facilities must be ite estimated 
operating life plus 30 years or, in the case of units which 
accept only putrescible waste in shredded form, the 
operatinglife plus 20 years. 

Other regulations are provided under the following 
categories: foundation and mass stabil i ty ana lys is ; 
foundation construction; liner systems and compacted earth 
liner standards (minimum thickness of five feet unless a 
composite liner consisting of a geomembrane immediately 
overlying a compacted earth liner is installed and operated 
in conjunction with a leachate drainage and collection 
system). 
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Slurry trenches and cutoff walls must be used to prevent 
migration of leachate. 

Both a leachate drainage system and a leachate collection 
system must be designed and constructed to operate for the 
entire design period. A leachate management system must 
be designed to handle all leachate as it drains from the 
collection system and must include storage, treatment, pre
treatment and disposal options. 

All unite that dispose of putrescible wastes must have gas 
monitoring devices capable of providing a representative 
sampling of the composition and buildup of gases within the 
unit and of detecting migrating gas. All gas monitoring 
devices must be operated to obtain samples on a monthly 
basis for the entire operating period and for a minimum of 
five years after closure, after which monitoring frequency 
may be reduced to quarterly sampling intervals. Landfills 
other than those used exclusively for disposing of wastes 
generated at the site must monitor gas for a minimum of 15 
years after closure. 

Under certain conditions landfill gas management systems 
are mandated. 

The processing of landfill gas for use is strongly encouraged, 
but not required. 

All waste which is not covered within 60 days by another lift 
of waste or final cover must have an intermediate cover 
equivalent to that provided by one foot of compacted clean 
soil material. 

All units must be covered by a final cover consisting of a low 
permeability layer overlain by a final protection layer. A 
Inal cover consisting of a compacted earth layer must be at 
east three feet thick. If a geomembrane cover is used it 

must provide performance equal or superior to that of the 
compacted earth layer requirements. The final protective 
layer shall not be less than three feet thick to protect the 
low permeability layer from freezing and to minimize root 
penetration. 

Hydrogeologic site investigations must be conducted to 
provide information to perform a groundwater impact 
assessment and to establish a groundwater monitoring 
system. 



12412 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

The groundwater monitoring system must be capable of 
identifying all potent ial sources of d ischarges to 
groundwater from within the facility. 

Groundwater quality standards are set forth. 

A load-checking program is required to detect and 
discourage attempts to dispose regulated hazardous wastes 
at the facility. The program is to consist of at least three 
random inspections of solid waste delivered to the landfill 
on a random day each week. 

4. Subsection D. 

Management Of Special Wastes At Landfills. 

Special wastes can be accepted only if accompanied by an 
identification record and a manifest, except under certain 
specified conditions. 

5. Subsection E. 

Construction Quality Assurance Programs. 

All structures necessary to comply with the requirements of 
this section must be constructed according to a construction 
quali ty assurance program t h a t mee ts m i n i m u m 
requirements established by this subsection. 

6. Subsection G. 

Financial Assurance. 

This subsection provides procedures by which the operator 
of a permitted waste disposal facility must provide financial 
assurance. It does not apply to the State of Illinois, its 
agencies and ins t i tu t ions , or to any u n i t of local 
government, except that any other persons conducting 
waste disposal operations on a site owned or operated by a 
governmental entity must provide financial assurance for 
closure and post-closure care. 
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2.8.2.3 Section 812. 

Information To Be Submitted In A Permit Application. 

Sec. 812 contains standards for issuing of permits to persons wishing 
to develop and operate landfills. Different standards are prescribed for 
landfills which accept only inert waste and landfills which accept 
chemical and putrescible waste. The applications are written in such a 
way as to ensure conformity with requiremente set forth in the revised 
regulations. 

2.8.2.4 Section 813. 

Procedural Requiremente For Permitted Landfills. 

Section 813 sets forth the procedures to be followed by applicants 
applying for a permit to develop and operate a landfill; to modify a 
permit; to renew a permit; to initiate or terminate a temporary or 
permanent closure and post-closure care; and to conduct experimental 
design, construction and operational methods and techniques. It also 
establishes an appeal procedure. Finally, it requires annual reports and 
quarterly groundwater reports to be made to the LE,P,A, and specifies 
that other information not reported be retained for on-site inspection, 

2.8.2.5 Section 814. 

Standards For Existing Landfills And Unite. 

Subsection A deals with general requirements; Subsection B with 
standards for existing units accepting inert waste; Subsection C with 
standards for unite accepting chemical and putrescible wastes that may 
remain open for more than seven years; Subsection D with standards 
for existing unite accepting chemical and putrescible wastes that must 
initiate closure within seven years; Subsection E with standards for 
existing units accepting inert waste only, or accepting chemical and 
putrescible wastes that must initiate closure within two years. All 
existing landfill facilities are required to notify the LE,P,A, within six 
months ofthe effective date of these regulations, principally with regard 
to the facility's estimated date of closure and state whether the facility 
is subject to the requirements of either Subsections B, C, D, or E, 

The date by which existing facilities must begin closure is dependent 
upon the ability of existing units to meet the design and perfomiance 
standards contained in.this Section. Units that meet the requirements 
to classify as inert waste landfills may remain open for an indefinite 
period of time. 
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2.8,2.6 Section 815. 

Procedural Requirements For All Landfills Exempt From Permite. 

This Section sete forth procedure requirements for all landfills exempt 
from permite, including: information, facility reports, annual reporte, 
quarterly groundwater reports, and information to be retained on site. 

Section 3.0. 

Pending Legislation. 

3.1 Federal. 

A number of solid waste-i*elated initiatives, including those dealing with 
out-of-state waste and recycling, will be considered in this session of 
Congress, with the anticipated reauthorization of the Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act (R.C.R.A.) heading the solid waste agenda. Several solid 
waste initiatives have been introduced in the House since Congress 
convened January 3. However, the Senate delayed introduction of bills until 
completion of the Persian Gulf Crisis. 

H.R. 116 was approved in the last session of Congress, but died with last 
year's R.C.R.A. reauthorization bill. Reintroduced this year, the bill would 
amend R.C.R.A. to encourage state compacts for the establishment and 
operation of regional disposal facilities for municipal and industrial solid 
waste. The bill also would require each state to devise a plan to deal with 
the waste generated within its borders, unless states decide to enter into a 
compact. The intent ofthe legislation is to encourage states to deyelop their 
own facilities for the disposal of solid waste without resort to transporting 
beyond state or regional borders. Other proposed House bills would allow 
states to restrict shipments of out-of-state solid waste under certain 
circumstances, but their constitutionality would be in question. 

H.R. 230 would seek to encourage the recycling of plastic containers by 
requiring the plastics industry to establish a national system of marking 
and coding identification for plastic resins. Such a coding system, first 
proposed by the plastics industry, has already been adopted by several states 
and other states are considering similar legislation. 

3.2 State (House Bill 0006). 

House Bill 0006, filed in late November, 1990 and introduced in early 
1991, is the result of the efforts of a task force headed by Rep. Kulas. It 
would combine proposed S.B. 2001 and S.B. 4013. In what form it will 
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survive, if indeed it survives at all, remains to be seen. It is not possible to 
know at this time (mid-January, 1991) what bills may emerge from 
Springfield this year. The formal deadline for introducing new bills is not 
until mid-April and, even after that date, they are subject to the amendment 
process. 

H.B. 0006 would amend the Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Act to 
provide for the creation of a planning authority in each municipal waste 
planning jurisdiction; specifies the contente and changes the manner of 
adopting waste management plans; allows counties and municipalities to 
opt out of the planning process; changes the deadline for adopting a plan; 
and adopts statewide and local waste reduction goals. It represents an 
attempt to address jurisdictional conflicts such as those between county and 
city. 

H.B. 0006 would also amend the Environmental Protection Act to provide 
for the adoption of minimum state standards for municipal was te 
incineration and disposal facilities in areas that opt out of the planning 
process; changes the siting mechanism for new municipal waste transfer, 
storage, treatment, incineration and disposal facilities; and provides for 
negotiation and arbitration of community protection incentives for 
incineration and disposal facilities. It further provides for reporting and 
collection of data on waste disposal and limits the use of toxic materials for 
packaging. By changing the siting mechanism it attempts to overcome the 
difficulties that have arisen over the years in the application ofthe S.B. 172 
siting procedures. 

Finally, H.B. 0006 would amend the Solid Waste Management Act to 
revise the state solid waste hierarchy; adopts new recycling requirements for 
state agencies; and provides technical and financial incentives for recycling 
and waste reduction. It also would create a Solid Waste Reduction Advisory 
Council. 

Under the terms of the proposed Act, any county, municipality or 
combination of counties, municipalities and municipal joint action agencies 
may become a separate municipal waste planning jurisdiction. Within each 
planning jurisdiction, a municipal waste planning authority would be 
created for the purpose of preparing, adopting and implementing a 
municipal waste management plan. At the same time it would specifically 
deny and limit the exercise by home rule units of any power inconsistent 
with this Act. 

A deadline of January 1, 1994 would be established for the adoption of 
municipal waste management plans. The number of public hearings on 
proposed plans would be increased from one to two. 

Each municipal waste management plan adopted under the proposed Act 
would be required to include an assessment of the amount of municipal 
waste that is likely to be imported into or exported out of the jurisdiction. 
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Municipal waste management plans, under the terms of the proposed 
legislation, may contain technical, geological and design criteria and 
operating standards for municipal waste storage, treatment, incineration 
and disposal facilities that are more strict than the corresponding state 
criteria and standards adopted under Section. 22.26 of the Environmental 
Protection Act, but such stricter criteria and standards can not be effective 
until adopted by the Pollution Control Board as an adjusted standard for the 
jurisdiction. In other cases the state criteria and standards will apply. 

The proposed Act would allow municipal waste management plans to 
contain local siting criteria designed to protect the public health, safety and 
welfare but would limit such authority to ensuring that such facilities: 

1. Are located so as to minimize any danger to the surrounding 
area from fire, spills or other operational accidents; 

2. Are located outeide of protected or environmentally sensitive 
areas such as wetlands, forest and nature preserves and historic 
preservation areas; so as to minimize incompatibility with the 
character of the surrounding land use; and to minimize any 
adverse effect on the value of surrounding property; 

3. Are designed to minimize any adverse impacts on existing local 
traffic patterns expected to result from traffic to and from the 
facility; and 

4. Have appropriate emergency response plans providing for 
prompt notification of local officials in the event of an accidental 
release. 

If the plan does not contain local siting criteria, then, under the terms of 
the proposed legislation, the state siting criteria adopted under Section(sX 
22,26 ofthe Environmental Protection Act would apply. 

Any municipal waste management plan adopted under the proposed 
legislation would not be permitted to impose any standards or criteria 
intended to prevent, or have the effect of preventing, the development of new 
municipal waste management facilities except as provided for in the Act 
itself, or that are patently unreasonable or unrelated to the protection of the 
environment of the jurisdiction or the health, safety and welfare of its 
residents. 

The proposed Act also would require that the owner or operator pf 
facilities shall report to the Agency the amount and source of municipal 
waste received at the facility, categorized by the state, county and municipal 
waste planning jurisdiction (ifany) of generation. 
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3.3 Local 

Alderman Burke's Substitute Recycling Ordinance. 

In October, 1990, Alderman Edward M. Burke introduced into the City 
Council the "Chicago Solid Waste Reduction and Recycling Ordinance" 
intended as a substitute for a recycling ordinance he sponsored the previous 
February. The only major provision dropped from the original ordinance is 
the deposit on beverage containers. 

The substitute ordinance is the result of the efforts of a 42-member 
Recycling Advisory Task Force which was created at Alderman Burke's 
request in May, 1990, The Task Force was composed of representatives from 
government, environmental groups and affected industries. 

The proposed ordinance will complement the Department of Streets and 
Sanitation's new Blue-Bag Program for low-density residents. It expands 
the City's existing recycling programs to businesses and high-density 
buildings, which produce two-thirds of Chicago's waste. If passed, the 
ordinance will be enforced primarily by the City's Department of Consumer 
Services, The Department of Streete and Sanitation also will have some 
enforcement responsibilities under the ordinance. 

The ordinance has five basic components: Effective Recycling Programs, 
Packaging, Newsprint, Recycling Districts, and the Advisory Recycling 
Corporation of Chicago. These components address the four basic segments 
of the recycling loop: waste haulers , processors and recyc le r s , 
manufacturers, and packagers. 

3.3.1 Effective Recycling Programs. 

Under the terms of the proposed legislation, waste haulers and their 
customers in all high-density resideritial and office buildings, a l l 
condominiums and businesses licensed by the City would be required to 
implement an effective recycling program which tergets at least three 

m a t e r i a l s for collection by 1992 and four by 1993. Haulers would be 
further required to file certification of each program with the City's 
Recycling (Coordinator. 

Under the proposed ordinance, the details ofthe program would be 
worked out by the building and its waste hauler. Although the ordinance 
stipulates that the City's preferred method of recycling is source 
separation, defined as utilizing separate containers for each material (e.g, 
plastic, glass, newspapers), recyclable materials may be placed either in 
separate containers, one container for all types of recyclables, or mixed 
with waste to be separated by the waste hauler at a transfer station. 
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To encourage participation in the recycling programs, the Department 
of Consumer Services would be charged with adopting rules and specifying 
the recyclable materials which may not be sent by a transfer station or a 
recycling center to a landfill or incinerator. 

3.3.2 Packaging. 

Under the terms of the proposed ordinance, all product packaging sold 
in the Gity must be "environmentally responsible" by 1994, which means 
that packaging must either be reusable, contain at least 25 percent 
recycled material or be made of material designated for collection in an 
effective recycling program. 

The Department of Consumer Services would be required to: (i) 
establish standards for what packaging producte ean be legally advertised 
or labelled as environmentally responsible; (ii) issue a list ofsueh products 
to be posted in retail outlets; and (iii) issue an annual report on such 
packaging products and advise the City Council on what action should be 
taken. 

In determining what packaging products can be legally advertised or 
labelled as environmentally responsible, the Commissioner of the 
Department of Consumer Services is to be guided by "nationwide industry 
standards". Unfortunately, it was the lack ofsueh national standards that 
prompted manufacturers and the packaging industry recently to request 
the Federal Trade Commission to issue a nationwide rule regulating 
environmental claims in the advertising and packaging of products. 

3.3.3 Newsprint. 

The proposed ordinance would require newspapers distributed in the 
City of Chicago to use some recycled newsprint by 1992. The minimum 
percentage of recycled newsprint would be consistent with state law. 
Newspapers would be required to certify compliance annually, but could 
request exemption on the basis of unavailability of reasonably priced 
recycled newsprint of comparable quality. This section of the ordinance 
attempts to create a market for recycled newsprint to help reduce the 
current glut of used paper, which comprises 38 percent, the largest 
component, of the waste stream. 

3.3.4 Recycling Districts. 

The proposed ordinance would create Recycling Districts, similar to 
Enterprise Zones, to encourage the development of recycling facilities in 
Chicago. Economic incentives, benefits and regulatory relief would be 
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offered as incentives to residents, employees, employers, businesses and 
property owners within a designated Recycling District. 

3.3.5 Advisory Recycling Corporation Of Chicago. 

The proposed ordinance would create an Advisory Recycl ing 
Corporation of Chicago, a public-private partnership, to be charged with 
coordinating, promoting and analyzing recycling activities within the 
City. The Corporation, with the City's Departments of Economic 
Development and Streets and Sanitation, would form a multi-material 
Recycling Industry Council to identify and promote markets for recyclable 
materials. 

Section 4.0. 

Neighboring State Legislation. 

4.1 Wisconsin. 

The 1989 Wisconsin Recycling Act (Act 335) seeks to promote recycling by 
provisions which: 

1. Prohibit both the landfilling and burning of certain specified 
recyclable materials (these prohibitions are to be introduced in 
three stages beginning 1991,1993 and 1995); 

2, Direct local governments to implement solid waste management 
programs which comply with the above bans; 

3, Establish criteria and a process for determining whether a solid 
waste management program constitutes an effective recycling 
progfram; 

4, Provide grants to local governments to create and operate 
effective recycling programs; 

5. Direct the Department of Natural Resources (D.N.R.) and other 
state government entities to provide technical and educational 
assistance to recycling programs and efforte; 

6. Encourage the development of markets for recyclable materials 
by establishing: 



12420 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

(i) Loan, grant and rebate programs; 

(ii) Trade regulations with respect to newsprint and plastic 
container recycled content specifications and lead acid 
battery collection and "truth-in-lending" requirements; 

7. Create a Council on Recycling to coordinate state agencies' 
actions on recycling; and 

8. Stipulate requirements and fees applicable to the disposal or 
burning in Wisconsin of waste generated in other states. 

4.1.1 Solid Waste Management Priorities. 

The Act establishes State solid waste management priorities as follows (in 
descending order of priority): 

1. Reduction ofthe amount of solid waste generated; 

2. Reuse of solid waste; 

3. Recycling of solid waste; 

4. Composting of solid waste; 

5. Recovery of energy from solid waste; 

6. Land disposal of solid waste; 

7. Burningofsolid waste without energy recovery, 

4.1.2 Restrictions On Solid Waste Imported From Other States. 

Act 335 contains a number of provisions that directly relate to the 
disposal or burning in Wisconsin of waste generated outside the State. 

The Act directs the owner or operator of each landfill, incinerator or 
facility that converts solid waste irito fuel to submit an annual report to 
the D.N.R. which, among other information, provides a list ofthe states of 
origin of solid waste handled in the previous year and the Eunount, by 
weight, of that solid waste originating in each state. . 

An out-of-state community is effectively banned from using Wisconsin 
sites after 1995 unless the D.N.R. certifies that the community has an 
effective recycling program and is located in a state with "an effective 
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siting program". An effective recycling program is defined as one that 
conforms with all of the recycling requirements imposed by both the state 
in which the community resides and by the State of Wisconsin. 

In making its ruling, the D.N.R. must take into account the level of 
governmental financing for the solid waste management program, 
enforcement mechanisms and the number of materials being separated 
and recycled. The Act stipulates that a state has an effective siting 
program for solid waste facilities and municipal landfills if the combined 
capacity added within the previous four years by the construction of new 
or expanded municipal solid waste treatment facilities and municipal 
landfills in that state exceeds the ambunt of affected solid waste generated 
in the state during those years. 

4.1.3 SoHd Waste Capacity Fee. 

The Act further creates a solid waste capacity fee to be imposed on all out-
of-state solid waste, with a few limited exceptions, disposed of or burned in 
Wisconsin after January 1,1995. This fee is to be determined by the D.N.R. 
annually based on a comparison ofthe "solid waste disposal and incineration 
capacity" in Wisconsin and in the state in which the solid waste is generated. 
In general, the amount of that fee is computed according to the base schedule 
set forth below. 

Base Solid Waste, Capacity Fees. 

Comparison Of Solid Waste Disposal Amount Of 
Facility And Incinerator Capacities Base Fee 
(For Solid Waste Generated in a Stete 
which has a Per Capita Solid Waste 
Disposal Facility and Incineration 
Capacity) 

Greater than the per capita in Wisconsin $0 

Greater than or equal to 75% but less $2 per ton 
than the per capita capacity in Wisconsin 

Greater than or equal to 50% but less $4 per ton 
than 75% ofthe per capita capacity in 
Wisconsin 
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Greater than or equal to 25% but less $6 per ton 
than 50% ofthe per capita capacity in 
Wisconsin 

Less than 25% ofthe per capita capacity $8 per ton 
in Wisconsin 

In addition, if the solid waste capacity fee applicable to solid waste 
generated in any state remains at the same level or increases in two 
consecutive calendar years, the fee computed under the base schedule is 
doubled. The fee shall remain doubled until solid waste generated in that 
state qualifies for a lower fee. This fee does not apply to solid waste 
generated in another state if the solid waste is converted into fuel or 
burned in Wisconsin at an approved municipal solid waste treatment 
facility. 

4.2 Constitutional Issues. 

The National Solid Waste Management Association reports that at least 
46 states export or import waste across state lines; at least 38 of that number 
do both. Because of the large volume of solid waste traveling interstate, 
states increasingly have been seeking ways to regulate this flow. However, 
the constitutionality of state laws that seek to control the transportation of 
waste across state lines is open to question. By a vote of six to three, the 
United States Supreme Court ruled in City of Philadelphia v. New Jersey 
(1977) that waste was a commodity in interstate commerce and subject to 
Federal and not state regulations. However, one of the authors of the 
dissenting opinion. Associate Justice (now Chief Justice) William Rehnquist 
argued that there were situations in which the state's responsibility to 
protect public health and safety could outweigh the federal government's 
interest in protecting interstate commerce. Moreover, two of the six 
majority opinion justices in this ruling are no longer on the Court, 

Particularly with respect to hazardous waste there appears to be a 
growing sentiment in favor of a State's right to restrict material from other 
states in the interest of health and safety. South Carolina and Alabama, 
where two of the nation's largest hazardous waste disposal sites are located, 
are seeking to prevent the import of hazardous waste from North Carolina, 
which, in violation of federal law, has no disposal and treatment facilities of 
its own for such wastes. 

In August, 1990 a U.S. District Court ruled that an Alabama state law 
banning hazardous waste shipments from some states unconstitutionally 
interfered with federally regulated interstate commerce. In December, 1990 
another U.S. District Court in a similar ruling struck down three provisions 
of Indiana's 1990 solid waste law, which required waste haulers to (i) inform 
state officials where waste was generated; (ii) obtain a health official's 
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s ta tement that the shipment does not contain hazardous or infectious was te ; 
and (iii) pay a deposit fee based on a formula which would have resulted i n 
significantly higher fees for imported waste. The states have vowed to 
appeal the decisions. Given the changing composition of the U.S. Supreme 
Court, i t is not certain that the ruling in City of Philadelphia v. New Jersey 
would s tand should either of these cases reach the Supreme Court. 

Appendix 5. 

Module Discussion Papers. 

Source Reduction Legislation 
Public Education Programs. 

Any source reduction program or recycling program should include public 
education, either at the state or local level. Public education about bo th 
source reduction concepte and data is important to any consumer^targeted 
source reduction. Without public education efforts any reduc t ion o r 
recycling programs would have low participation rates. Some educational 
ideas may include: design competition, school programs, block l e ade r , 
technical assistance, telephone hotline, demonstration sites, mul t i -media 
education efforts, "how-to" brochures, special events waste, or workshops. 

Waste Reduction Goal. The impact of public education alone on source 
reduction is difficult to measure. Public education usually accompanies 
o ther solid waste programs. I t can increase public a w a r e n e s s a n d 
participation rates; thereby, increasing the source reduction or recycl ing 
rate. It is not unreasonable to expect that source reductions could be equa l 
to the increases in source generation rate. 

Technical Feasibility. Common to any source reduction or recyc l ing 
program is a comprehensive public education/information program. Publ ic 
education is an effective in tegral pa r t and the first s tage of a m o r e 
comprehensive source reduction policy. 

N u m e r o u s local g o v e r n m e n t p r o g r a m s h a v e d e m o n s t r a t e d t h a t 
educat ional programs are an essen t ia l e l ement in s e c u r i n g c i t i z e n 
participation in source reduction, recycling and other community source 
management programs. States can encourage educat ional act ivi t ies b y 
requiring localities to undertake these activities as a condition to receive 
funding. 
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A variety of educational materials and curricular are available at no or 
low cost which can be adapted to Chicago's specific waste disposal situation. 
Sources of information can include the Illinois Environmental Protection 
Agency, various national trade associations or environmental groups, other 
states, and the federal E.P,A.. 

Environmental Impacts. Public education programs can make residents 
aware of environmental impacts of waste generation and disposal. 

Energy Utilization. Limited energy utilization is involved in the 
publication and distribution network required to disseminate the 
information. 

Economic Impacts. Major coste for a public education program include 
additional staff and training, material, development, distribution and 
promotion. These costs can be reduced through the use of existing materials. 

Implementation Considerations. 

Focus of program. 

Coordination and organization. 

Consumers must understand the solid waste disposal problem 
and environmental consequences. 

Communication; message must be received. 

Publicity about local solid waste problems produces greater 
awareness than publicity about national problems. 

Delivery of message. 

Public informed of what they can do to help, where and how they 
can do it. 

Practical information should center on action that people can 
take for themselves. 

Messages conveyed need to be simple, easily understood and 
consistent. 

Positive messages are often better received. 

Messages directed differently at different terget groups. 
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Methods of education (brochures, press releases, billboards, 
workshops, school programs, et cetera). 

Establishment of a telephone hotline for specific or general 
programs. 

Education in schools is a long-term way to develop lasting waste 
reduction and recycling habits in children. 

Connecting local waste reduction efforts to the worldwide scene 
(every individual can make a difference). 

Source Reduction Legislation 
Materials Exchange Program. 

Waste to one industry may be a valuable resource to another. A materials 
exchange program brings together waste producers and users to help utilize 
waste otherwise destined for disposal. Most ofthe United States and Canada 
are served by regional information exchanges. 

Waste Reduction Goals. Precise estimates of waste reduction cannot be 
estimated because of the proprietary nature of the materials exchange 
system. Once a potential buyer is put in contect with a material generator, 
the waste exchange receives no more information on the outeome. Waste 
listed for a materials exchange program is usually categorized as follows: 

Acids - Plastics and Rubber 

Alkalis — Textiles and Leather 

Other Inorganic Chemicals — Wood and Paper 

Solvents - Metals and Metal Sludges 

Other Organic Chemicals — Miscellaneous 

Oils and Waxes 

Technical Feasibility. Materials exchanges are expanding their services 
and service areas. Many exchanges are developing computer databases t h a t 
can be used by patrons. Existing exchanges are gaining increasing support 
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and linking up with each other. Table 1(a) presents data about major 
materials exchanges.* Most exchanges are sponsored by government grants 
or corporations. 

The effectiveness of materials exchanges is difficult to determine. Table 
2(a) shows data from a survey of six major exchanges.** By listing nearly 
2,000 available materials in 1988, the six exchanges received approximately 
9,000 requests for information. The estimated volume of listed wastes was 
almost 9 million tons. 

Environmental Impacts. Materials exchange programs can reduce the 
amount of waste disposed of and help conserve natural resources. 

Energy Utilization. Materials exchange can lead to a reduction of energy 
usage by a commercial facility. The facility would purchase the material it 
needs through an exchange instead of processing and producing the material 
iteelf. 

Economic Impacts. Waste exchanges usually require governmental seed 
money to startup (about 2 years), then corporate sponsorship can be used to 
sustain the organization. The annual budget for material exchanges can 
vary widely as shown in Table 1(a).* Recently, some exchanges have 
entered into joint operational agreements which combine listings for a 
geographic area. Each of the applicable exchanges maintains its regional 
focus but eliminates geographic duplication, thus lowering program costs. 

There has never been enough money to provide all the needed exchange 
services. Funding problems have forced almost a dozen exchanges out of 
business in the last decade. The rising costs of waste riianagement and 
increasing regulation of waste generators should prove material exchanges 
more successful. 

Through the growing use of computers and on-line databases, some 
material exchanges have increased business. Listers in most material 
exchanges are charged a fee for each listing or a specified number of listings. 

Implementation Considerations. Most material exchanges are regional in 
nature. The State oflllinois already has a material exchange which serves 
the midwest. Many companies may not be aware of the exchange in their 
region. Further advertising directed toward area industries may increase 

* Table 1(a) printed on page 12717 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2(a) printed on page 12718 ofthis Journal. 
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the awareness of and participation in material exchanges. The attached 
appendix lists the North American waste exchanges.* Incidentally, an 
increasing number of material exchanges are receiving requests for catalogs 
and specific wastes from foreign places such as Germany, Hong Kong, Israel 
and Taiwan. . 

Source Reduction Legislation 
Deposits. 

Deposits would reduce waste, not by reducing product consumption, but by 
keeping the products out of the waste stream through recycling. Waste 
disposal deposits have been suggested for: 

Durable Goods (e.g., automobiles, tires, household appliances, 
furniture) 

Containers (primarily beverage containers) 

Household Hazardous Substances (e.g., pesticides and their 
empty containers, the lead, cadmium and nickel in dry cell 
batteries, petroleum products, and some types of paints and 
organic solvents) 

The waste disposal deposit would be a money deposit made on individual 
targeted items at the point of purchase, later redeemed upon return to the 
point of purchase or other location. 

Waste Reduction Goals. Source reduction due to a container deposit can 
be easily estimated. Most container deposit laws have redemption rates 
ranging from 80% to about 95%. Container deposit legislation in Chicago 
could expect container recovery within this range. 

* Appendix printed on page 12674 of this Journal. 
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Chicago 
D.S.S. Waste 

Durable Goods 

Junked Autos 

BulkWaste(2) 

Containers 

PET 

HDPE 

Aluminum Cans 

Brown Glass 

Green Glass 

Clear Glass 

TOTAL: 

% Stream 

(1) 

7.0% 

0.8% 

1.0 

0.3 

1.2 

1.2 

3.8 

Assumed 
Recovered 

(1) 

5.2% 

0.8% 

1.0 

0.3 

1.2 

1.2 

1.9 

6.4% 

Tons/Year 

58,800 

56,619 

8,629 

10,785 

3,235 

12,942 

12,942 

20,491 

Tons/Year 
(® 80% - 95% 

— 

— 

6,903 - 8,198 

8,628 - 10,246 

2,588 - 3,073 

10,354 - 12,295 

10,354 -12 ,295 

16,393 - 19,466 

55,220 -65 ,573 

Household hazardous substances represent less than one-half percent, or 
5,500 tons, ofthe D.S.S. waste stream. Deposits can be applied to 70 - 80% 
of household hazardous substances. This includes used oil, old pesticides and 
painte. 

(1) Junked autos (abandoned cars sent for auto scrap recycling) represent 
approximately 4% ofthe total waste stream managed by the D.S.S.. 

(2) Bulk waste consists of furniture, major appliances, carpeting, roofing, 
foam rubber sheets, tires, branches, scrap lumber, wallboard, fencing^ 
plastic swimming pools, and stuffetl animals. Durable goods could be 
roughly estimated at 75% of bulk waste. 
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Technical Feasibility. 

Durable Goods. 

The State of Nebraska has imposed a $1 per tire surcharge on tires to 
develop a fund to develop disposal alternative programs. The program was 
only recently enacted and it is too early to evaluate results. Several states 
have proposed deposit legislation for tires and other durable goods but these 
are at the discussion stage. 

Container Deposit Legislation. 

Nine states and one local jurisdiction, Columbia, Missouri, have enacted a 
"bottle bill" or container deposit law. In addition, the Stete of California 
implemented ite Beverage Container Law in 1988. This law's mandatory 
beverage container deposit increased from 1 te 2.5 cents in January, 1990 
which resulted in aluminum can recycling increasing to 81% in the first 6 
months of 1990; the 1989 rate was 58%.i 

Bottle bills have helped create a recycling industry. After 15 years with a 
deposit law, Vermont officials noted in a report that the bill has boosted 
recycling and public participation in all kinds of recycling. 

The National Container Recycling Coalition announced that co-sponsors 
of a national beverage container deposit bill recently obtained its 100th 
Congressional sponsor. According to the Congressional General Accounting 
Office, this bill would be supported by more than 70% of citizens; less than 
10% would strorigly oppose. 1 

Initial attempts to introduce container deposit legislation in Illinois have 
not been successful. 

Household Hazardous Substances. 

Some states have proposed deposit legislation for lead-acid batteries 
similar to the container deposit legislation. 

1 Resource Recovery Report, Volume XV, No. 3, January, 1991. 
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Environmental Impacts, 

Durable Goods, 

Reduce fly-dumping 

Can reduce vermin breeding areas through regulation of 
redemption centers 

Containers, 

Reduce roadside litter 

Reduce waste requiring disposal 

Help create or enlarge recycling industry 

Increase recycling 

Address only small segment of waste stream 

Household Hazardous Substances. 

Decrease toxic substances in waste stream 

Collection, handling and storage has to be properly managed 

Energy Utilization. Fuel use by lot cleanup programs might be reduced. 

Economic Impacts. 

Durable Goods. 

Significant deposit required for bulky i tems to offset 
transportation difficulties in returning to collection centers 

Containers. 

Significant savings in litter-related costs, e.g., pick-up and 
disposal costs (Michigan estimated savings in solid waste 
disposal costs to be $37.5 Million for 1988) 

Savings in energy costs 
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Costs of system borne by product manufacturers, distributors 
and consumer — not by the government 

Decrease of skilled jobs in bottle and can manufacturing; larger 
increase in number of unskilled jobs 

Removes most valuable materials from waste stream, thereby 
reducing the revenue derived from the sale of these materials 
(effect recycling programs, private sector recycler) 

Unredeemed deposits (See Table 2(b))* 

Potential for reduced sales levels 

Container deposit legislation can be compatible with curbside 
recycling. From a community's point of view, bottle bills can be 
effective (See Table 3(b))* 

Household Hazardous Substances. 

Disposal and handling costs are significant enough to require 
municipal subsidy and collection facilities. 

Implementation Considerations. 

Amount of waste that deposit laws can divert from landfills 

Effect of deposits on other recycling efforts 

Disposable goods, containers and household h a z a r d o u s 
substances to target 

Deposit amount and handling fee 

How to capture a portion of unredeemed deposits to help fund 
recycling programs 

* Table 2(b) printed on page 12720 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 3(b) printed on page 12721 ofthis Journal. 
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Reduction of local government waste management costs 

Consumers may cross state lines (city boundaries) to avoid 
having to pay deposits 

Employment displacements may occur in powerful, well-
established industries 

Promotion/advertising of beverage container deposits 

Retailers refusing to accept containers customers return (can be 
mitigated by providing processing and handling pajrments to 
retailers) 

Source Reduction Legislation 
Commercial Waste Audit Program. 

A commercial waste audit program can encourage businesses to reduce 
the waste generated and increase the recycling activities. An audit can 
identify the reduction and recycling potential of businesses and the amount 
of that potential. 

Waste Reduction Goals. The potential source reduction can be identified 
by determining the waste composition and how much of each material the 
business discards. This is determined during the audit. Twelve common 
material groups are targeted for source reduction techniques and recycling: 
office paper, newspaper, cardboard boxes, non-recyclable paper products, 
mixed waste paper, wood waste, plastics, aluminum, tin containers, bi-metal 
cans, and ferrous and non-ferrous metals. 

Technical Feasibility. Audits can range from a phone conversation to an 
intense systematic study. Simply mailing promotional materials to area 
businesses and waiting for the phone to ring does not bring about a dramatic 
response. Some businesses can be helped over the phone; other businesses 
can be provided with demonstration programs or an intensive on-site audit. 
Several governments have started with a narrowly defined waste audit 
program that turned into a training ground for a broader effort. 
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Location 
Program 
Description Result 

Rhode Island 

Region of Peel, 
Ontario 

Metropolitan 
Service District 
Portland, Oregon 

Snohomish County, 
Washington 

Businesses and 
institutions required 
to recover materials 
on State's mandatory 
recycling list. Technical 
assistance through 
State's Department of 
Environmental 
Management helps 
identify waste 
composition and design 
program. 

Started with a mass 
mailing to invite 
businesses to call for 
audit. Impending bans 
force businesses to 
reduce and recycle. 
Region publicizes 
recycling opportunities, 
provides technical 
assistance and develops 
markets. 

'Taper Train Your Staff' 
campaign. Uses 
billboards, portable 
displays, and recycling 
starter kit. No 
regulations in place to 
require recycling. 
Technical assistance to 
requests coming through 
hotline. 

County hired two 
auditors. Emphasize 
close interaction between 
auditor and business. 
Auditor works with team 
from company to design 
and implement program. 

Businesses' reaction 
negative at first, but 
positive feedback from 
businesses a few months 
into program. 

Initial response good, 
but not overwhelming. 
About half of the requests 
can be handled over the 
phone. Less time 
consuming to contact 
business groups. 

No data in percentage of 
businesses participating. 
A program at a large 
residential care facility 
reduced waste stream by 
25 percent by targeting 
only corrugated 
containers. 

County achieving 
significant waste 
diversion and good will 
for overall solid waste 
program. 
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Environmental Impacte. Commercial waste audits may result in the 
following impacts. 

Reduction in waste generation and disposal (less waste to the 
landfill). 

Increased recycling which helps toward the conservation of 
natural resources. 

Increased awareness in employees of waste disposal problems. 

Energy Utilization, A commercial waste audit identifies materials for 
source reduction and recycling, not energy saving measures. 

Economic Impacts, The source reduction and recycling programs which 
resulte from a commercial waste audit program make good economic sense 
for most businesses. With a well-designed audit program the cost of 
providing,an audit and implementing a program are offset by avoided 
disposal costs within the first year after the program. The service might be 
free of charge or charged to each participating business. 

Implementation Considerations. A review of existing commercial waste 
audit programs can be conducted to gain an understanding ofthe depth and 
nature of other programs. These programs and manuals can be exarained for 
content and format to form a basis. To develop a commercial waste audit 
program several steps should be considered. 

Determine whether waste audit on-site (guided tour) or off-site. 

May obtain a floor plan describing locations for collection sites 
and storage, 

Mateh auditors to most appropriate businesses. 

Develop specific source r e d u c t i o n and r e c y c l i n g 
recommendations (send to each participating business as part of 
manual). 

Provide technical assistance follow-up through phone calls of 
site visits. 

May provide businesses (inside manual) with case studies, 
equipment information, recycled paper suppliers, recycling 
services vendor directory, and garbage and recycling services 
provided by the City's commercial waste haulers. 
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Decide whether to leave it up to business to implement 
recommendations and make arrangements with a recycling 
service vendor. 

Create a waste audit manual. 

Tool to collect solid waste generation, collection and 
disposal information. 

Aid to businesses in making decisions on was te 
management options. 

"Do-It-Yourself manual or manual accompanied by 
waste auditor. 

Identify the target group of businesses (larger businesses can 
attract recycling service vendors). 

Select a broad variety of interested businesses. 

Recycling vendors must be able to provide collection service. 

Recommendations should address impor tant e lements of 
program. 

Materials 

Materials preparation 

Collection and storage 

Staffing 

Promotion and training 

Publicize and monitor the program. 

Give other businesses who want to participate the opportunity to 
do so. 
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Source Reduction Legislation 
Product Bans. 

Source reduction of solid waste through product bans or restrictions can be 
applied to the following: 

Packaging Materials - e.g., bimetallic beverage containers, fast 
food packaging, certain types of plastic, or products that pose a 
clear environmental or public health threat. 

Nonreusable or Nondurable Products — e.g., non-refillable 
lighters, paper plates and other paper products, disposable 
utensils, or single-use camera. 

Volume Packaging — by requiring reduction in packaging 
materials. 

Yard Wastes — encouraging backyard composting and mulching. 

Waste Reduction Goals. Source reduction in the waste stream due to 
restrictions on packaging materials, nonreusable or nondurable products, 
and volume packaging is difficult to quantify. However, reductions of 
specific items can be quantified. For example, there is 85 percent less 
packaging material per pound of coffee in a vacuum brick pack than in a 
traditional coffee can. Substitution of packaging materials will not 
necessarily contribute significantly towards overall waste reduction goals. 

Removing yard waste from the overall waste stream through legislative 
ban on the co-disposal of yard waste and municipal solid waste, provides the 
greatest, single potential for source reduction. Yard waste represents 
approximately 19 percent of Chicago's D,S,S. waste stream. By utilizing 
commercial and/or municipal collection and processing ofthe yard waste, the 
volume of this material could be reduced by as much as 80 — 90%, 
Additionally, the development of backyard composting and mulching could 
eliminate up to another 4% ofthe municipal waste generated. 

Technical Feasibility, Product bans and restrictions have been most often 
proposed on plastic packaging and "convenience" items. However, plastic 
recycling has increasing potential which may be set back by regional bans. 
The potentially high costs of restrictions garner opposition from the plastics 
industry, fast food restaurants and convenience stores. Before certain 
packaging materials or products are potentially banned or restricted, 
suiteble alternatives and substitutes must be available. Sometimes just the 
threat of a ban can motivate the private sector to change the composition of 
particular products. 
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Location/Program Description Result 

Berkeley, California Bans plastic foam food 
Packaging Material conteiners made with 
Ban chlorofluorocarbons 
Phase I (C.F.C.s) 

King County, 
Washington 
Backyard 
Composting 
Program (No State 
yard waste ban) 

Texas communities 
"Don't Bag It" (No 
State yard waste 
ban) 

Suffolk County, 
New York 
Packaging Material 
Ban 

Distributed over 16,000 
compost bins to local 
residente over 10-month 
period (June, 1989 to 
March, 1990) for $8.75/bin 
(county-subsidized bins). 
Sponsored composting 
information line, 
demonstration events and 
displays, budgeted 
$400,000 for program. 

Manages grass clippings 
by leaving them alone. 
Includes guidelines for 
watering, fertilizing and 
mowing the lawn. 

Bans polystyrene foam 
food containers. 

Glen Cove, Similar bans to Suffolk 
NewYork County, New York. Also 
Packaging Material bans P.V.C. plastic bags. 
Ban 

Full compliance achieved. 
Phase n , providing a ban 
on all styrofoam 
containers, also 
implemented and fully 
effective. 

Seventy percent of those 
surveyed indicated 
composting 
approximately 75% of 
yard waste generated. 
Program expands to 
30,000 residents in 1991. 

Forth Worth 
demonstrators (184) 
reduced average time 
spent working on lawn 
by 30%, Participation 
rates not known. 

Authority to ban product 
upheld by courte. Ban is 
unenforceable until full 
environmental impact 
statement has been 
completed. Appeal to 
this stipulation has been 
filed. Current status: ban 
is in effect, but is not 
enforced at this time. 

No opposition to 
regulation was incurred. 
Full compliance by local 
restaurants and 
supermarkets. 
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Environmental Impacts. Some packaging materials could be restricted to 
reduce the toxicity of the materials. Chlorofluorocarbons is one such 
compound found in packaging materials which could be restricted through 
either product bans or processing compound bans. It is often not clear 
whether the substitutes for banned products are better in terms of reducing 
quantity or toxicity ofthe waste or in terms of using fewer natural resources 
during the manufacturing process. 

Yard waste composting, especially composting of grass clippings, can 
cause local odor problems, but these problems can be controlled by proper 
compost management. 

Energy Utilization. This information would have tO be identified on 
product-by-product basis. 

Economic Impacte. The following general impacts may apply to any 
regulation: 

Initially impose financial burden on industry. 

Inequitable costs across industries. 

Added coste of product regulation to both manufacturers and 
consumers may spur inflation. 

More specifically: 

Low Volume Packaging - decreased costs on packaging materials. 

Backyard Composting/Mulching - cost of compost bins and/or educational 
materials for promoting backyard composting. Eventual savings on disposal 
costs may surpass program coste. For example, the City of Piano, 'Texas 
spent $3,000 for "Don't Bag It" and saved $100,000 in waste management 
expenses. 

Implementation Considerations. 

Packaging Materials, Nonreusable or Nondurable Products, Low Volume 
Packaging. 

Possible opposition from industry 

Difficulty in administration and enforcement 

Product(s) to target 
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Improperly targeted or overly general regulations 

Backyard Composting. 

Participation rate 

Lack of space 

Labor involved 

Demonstrations and instructional materials 

Backyard Mulching. 

Participation rate 

Demonstrations and instructional materials 

Source Reduction Legislation. 
Product Design Regulation. 

Source reduction through product design regulations can be enforced 
through a combination of taxes and restrictions on product sales. Types of 
product design regulations include: 

Secondary Material Content - mandate the percentage of 
secondary material (recycled material) used as feedstock in the 
manufacture of certain products. 

Product Durability — increase product life through technical 
design guidelines, product standardization, or mandatory 
minimum warranty. 

Product Reusability - redesign products using materials tha t 
create a reusable product. 

— Product Recyclability — require easy separation into a product's 
constituent materials for recovery as secondary materials or 
require material labeling for easy material identifications. 

Reduction of Material Content — specify maximum material 
content or toxic component levels of products to reduce the 
material content per unit. 
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Product Biodegradability — require product to use more 
degradable materials. Biodegradable material is capable of 
being broken down into products by the action of living things; 
photodegradable material is chemically degradable by the 
action of light. 

Certification of Disposal — require proof that a vehicle or major 
appliance had been either transferred to another owner or 
properly disposed of before another vehicle or major appliance 
could be registered or purchased. 

Mandatory Disclosure of Environmental Impacts — require 
complete product information on specified products or product 
classes. 

Purchasing Regulations for Governmental Agencies — make any 
of the above design regulat ions a par t of government 
procurement guidelines governing the purchase of goods with 
governmental funds. 

Model Commercial Procurement Specifications — criteria for 
procurement guidelines. 

In October, 1990, Alderman Edward M. Burke introduced into the City 
Council the "Chicago Solid Waste Reduction and Recycling Ordinance". One 
component of the ordinance addresses packaging. Under the terms of the 
proposed ordinance, all product packaging sold in the City must be 
"environmentally responsible" by 1994, which means that packaging must 
either be reusable, contain at least 25 percent recycled material or be made 
of material designated for collection in an effective recycling program. 

The Burke ordinance does not contain an enforcement mechanism for 
investigation of compliance claims but relies on monitoring by Department 
of Consumer Services and self-policing by industry and concerried citizens. 
The Burke ordinance does not provide any provisions for variance because of 
mitigating circumstances such as Food and Drug Admiriistration rules or 
other substitute packaging constraints. 

Waste Reduction Goals. The percent of source reduction achievable from 
the above product design regulations cannot be specifically determined. 
Feedback mechanisms rely on an estimate of how much waste would have 
been generated if regulation was not in place. Annual variation in waste 
generat ion can distort or e l imina te u l t i m a t e effect. P r o d u c t 
biodegradability and certification of disposal are primarily litter control 
mechanisms and have no identifiable impact on waste reduction. The source 
reduction contribution ofthe other regulations can be generalized. 
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Secondary Material Content, Product Recyclability. 

Generate markets for recycled materials 

Increases amount of recyclables 

Potentially increases recycling and reduces waste 

Product Durability, Product Reusability. 

Reduces rates of new purchases, thus reducing disposal rates 

Time delay in waste disposal 

Reduction Of Material Content. 

Reduces the quaritity of material per unit 

Mandatory Disclosure Of Environmental Impacte. 

Allows public to make bujdng decision on environmental issues 

Places public pressure for environmental awareness on industry 

Purchasing regulations for governmental agencies allows use ofthe above 
criteria in governmental purchasing decisions even if cost is greater. Model 
commercial procurement guidelines are used to encourage or requi re 
businesses to incorporate these criteria in purchasing decisions through the 
use of public pressure. 

Technical Feasibility, Mandating specific technical design guidelines is 
technically impractical; each product would require regulatory approvals. 
Product performance standards would be preferable to actual design criteria. 
Yet product standards, like product design guidelines, would be difficult to 
implement on a local level because manufacturers' product distributions 
usually extend beyond local boundaries, A sample of product standards are 
listed below: 

Limit packaging in excess of that needed to preserve or protect a 
product (medications, tamper-proof seals, food, ete. are exempt). 

Require some minimum durability or reuse capability for 
certain products such as household appliances or tires. Methods 
may include product standardization of mass product ion 
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durables or minimum unconditional warranty on specified 
products. Difficult to enforce for all manufacturers of a product. 

Require a percentage of recycled material content. Material 
quality and supply may vary affecting product qual i ty . 
Technology constraints on product durability and performance 
in specific uses must be considered. 

Require items to be easily repaired or reused; often determined 
by new product price versus labor costs for repairs. 

Lessen the quantity of resources (e.g., virgin materials, energy, 
water) used in the product or process. This quantity is difficult 
to define due to variations in products and processing methods. 
Tax credits might be used for processing upgrade incentives. 

Reduce or e l imina te toxic e l e m e n t s in p r o d u c t s ; 
environmentally suitable substitutes must be avai lable ; 
technical limits may prevent further reduction of toxic elements 
in certein products. 

Economic incentives to reduce waste work better in a free market economy 
than pure regulation. Technical advances in packaging have lead to some 
waste reduction such as less material in beverage containers and 
development of biodegradable plastic. The following examples show 
voluntary and mandatory product design changes. 

Company/ 
Government 

Product Design 
Regulation/Product 
Description Results 

Massachusetts 

Oregon 

By 1996 all packaging 
used in state must be 
either reusable, or made 
of recycled or recyclable 
material(s). Reusable 
packaging must be reused 
five times. 
Recycled packaging must 
contain at least 50 percent 
by weight of recycled 
material(s). 

Same as Massachusette 
but by 1993. 

Disqualified on 
technicality so never 
brought to vote in 1990, 

May be reintroduced this 
spring session. 

Voters defeated, 59% — 
41% in November, 1990. 
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Company/ 
Government 

Product Design 
Regulation/Product 
Description Results 

Itasca County, 
Minnesota 

Palo Alto, 
California 

Proctor & Gamble 

Cloth towel 
industry 

Replaced disposable air 
filters in furnaces and air 
conditioners with reusable 
filters. Buying cleaning 
products in bulk 
concentrate. Replacing 
paper towels with cloth 
hand towels in restrooms. 

Case study of .voluntary 
3-month ^Packaging 
Labeling Program" 
(1970s). Color-coded 
stickers rating the 
packaging material 
(refillable, recyclable, 
and costly to recycle) 
affixed to store shelves. 

Test marketing Downy 
Refill concentrate package 
which uses 75% less 
packaging. 

Promoting source 
reduction potential; a 
45-yard cloth towel 
processed 75 times 
replaces morethan 
30,000 single-fold 
paper towels. 

In the past, county used 
more than 5,700 
disposable filters each 
year; a reusable steel 
filter lasts more than 10 
years. Byswitehingto 
reusable filters, county 
saves more than $8,600 
per year in filter 
purchases and disposal 
costs. Using cloth towels 
reduces landfilling of 
waste paper by about 
1,400 lbs. each year and 
saves the county about 
$280 per year. 

Increased consumer 
awareness of recycling, 
but produced NO change 
in consumer's purchasing 
habits and little increase 
in recycling as a whole. 

The company accelerated 
distribution in response to 
hundreds of phone calls 
by consumers in 40 s ta tes 
outeide test market area. 
Downy Refill captured 
20% of all Downy 
business in test market 
area. 

Extent of switch to cloth 
towels not known. See 
Itasca County, Minnesota 
for an example. 
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Company/ 
Government 

Product Design 
Regulation/Product 
Description Results 

Feather River Co. 

State oflllinois 
Secretary of State 

Asked stores that receive 
their producte to save the 
polystyrene foam 
packaging ("peanute"). 
Feather River picks up 
and reuses packaging. 

Uses two-way envelopes 
for license plate renewal 
applications which has 
25 - 30% less paper than 
two envelopes. 

After two years Feather 
River doesn't have to buy 
this packaging and saves 
approximately $16,600 
annually. 

In 1989, printing bid for 
two-way mailer $57,547 
lower than the lowest 
bid for two-envelope 
system. Two million 
fewer envelopes required. 

Each of these examples teken individually will not have a measurable 
impact on the quantity of solid waste generated in Chicago but can help 
develop a public and business awareness toward source reduction and 
recycling. 

Environmental hnpacte. Any of the product design regulations may 
reduce the amount of waste combusted or landfilled. 

Secondary Material Content, Product Reusability, Product Recyclability. 

Conservation of virgin materials 

Environmentally undesirable materials are potential in certain 
reusable producte 

Reduction of toxic material to make more recyclable 

Product Durability. 

Delay models with reduced pollution emissions or increased 
energy efficiency ("Retrofitting" may be one way to address 
undesirable side effects) 

Shift to more durable product may require more complex 
materials or composites which could be more toxic, less 
recyclable and less biodegradable 
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Reduction Of Material Content. 

Reduces weighf volume of waste disposed 

Reduce durability and reuse potential 

Product Biodegradability. 

Reduces litter 

Potential toxic products of decomposition 

Increase in carbon dioxide emissions (greenhouse effect) 

Certification Of Disposal. 

Reduces abandonment or accumulation of junked automobiles or 
major appliances 

Mandatory disclosure of environmental impacts could help focus public 
awareness on environmental impacte of products regarding virgin material 
use, industrial solid waste produced, post-consumer solid waste air pollution 
emissions and water pollutante. However, a regulatory body would likely be 
required to negotiate product labeling language with each product. 

Purchasing regulations for governmental agencies and model commercial 
procurement specifications may include any of the above environmental 
impacts depending on the mechanism incorporated in p rocurement 
documents. 

Energy Utilization. Difficult te determine unless product is specific. 
However, a container reused five times over a container intended to be used 
only once resulte in the following estimated benefits: 80% less energy use; 
57% less air pollution; 98% decrease in water pollution; and 77% less solid 
waste production. Energy utilization with respect to recycled materials will 
be discussed later under recycling. 

Economic Impacts. Product design regulations may cause an initial cost 
increase to industry and a reduction in sales for more durable and reusable 
products. The higher overhead costs to develop, redesign and make a 
product would be passed onto the consumer. The mandatory regulation(s) 
would require additional staff to administrate and enforce these regulations. 
These costs and other impacts cannot be determined unless regulatory 
approach is better defined. Some of the product design regulations have 
other specific economic impacts. 
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Secondary Material Content. 

Cost of recyclable material may be higher than virgin material 

Increases market for recyclable material 

Product Durability. 

Reduces market for big ticket items (e.g., appliances) 

Increases initial cost of product to all, including economic 
disadvantaged 

Product Reusability. 

Consumer savings by reuse 

Product redesign may increase cost of purchase (research and 
development, and increased durability) 

Product Recyclability, 

Reduces disposal costs 

Increases supply of recyclables, problem if demand is low 

Reduction Of Material Content, 

Implemented by industry to reduce costs of materials, processing 
and transportation 

Reducing the excess packaging usually used for marketing or 
product display may affect sales 

Product Biodegrability, 

Increase cost of development. 

Certification Of Disposal. 

Cost of certificate to owner 

Cost of enforcement and paperwork to merchants and regulators 
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Mandatory Disclosure Of Environmental Impacte. 

Cost of researching specific product information 

Cost of regulatory administration and negotiation/litigation of 
labeling language by product and manufacturer 

Coste internalized into prices of producte may affect sales 

Purchasing Regulations For Governmental Agencies, Model 
Commercial Procurement Specifications. 

Increased expenses for products versus potential avoided 
disposal costs and lower replacement costs 

Cost-competitive alternatives 

Implementation Considerations. The Ins t i tu t e of P a c k a g i n g 
Professionals has recently released a new set of guidelines to aid packaging 
designers in considering waste reduction and recycling aspects dur ing 
structural design and in engineering processes. Generally, to implement 
product design regulations one should consider: 

Administration for monitoring and enforcement 

Enforcement feasibility 

Inhibition of innovation 

Products to be targeted 

Establishment of product standards (local, state or federal level) 

Conflicting regulations or regulatory maze for in ters ta te 
commerce caused by multiple state regulations 

Product-specific nature of many potential design changes 

Change in consumer attitude 

Product-specific nature of many potential design changes 

Change in consumer attitude 

Product exemptions (medications, tamper-proof seals) 
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Taxes/penalties/fines 

Conflicts with other legislative initiatives such as local 
economic development 

Specific Implementation Considerations For Some Design Regulations 
Are Listed Below. 

Product Recyclability. 

Increasing ease of mechanical disassembly, chemical or physical 
separability; effect on durability 

Individual product labeling still requires labor intensive 
separation (identification label sorting is a slow process) 

Product Durability, Product Reusability. 

Difficult to implement and enforce 

For unconditional warranties who is responsible for repairs 

How to assure prompt customer service 

May reduce recyclability by creating more products of composite 
materials 

Reusable products normally require more material energy input 
per unit 

No guarantee that someone will use product longer 

Reduction Of Material Content, Secondary Material Content. 

Difficult to regulate into existence except on product-by-product 
basis 

Maximum or minimum material content specified for products 
can affect product durability and reusability of some product 
applications 

Product Biodegradability. 

Time required for degradation can be extensive 
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Effects of degradability on product durability, reusability or 
recyclability 

Biodegradable plastics only become smaller pieces of plastic 

Certification Of Disposal. 

Administrative oversight may be increased 

Mandatory Disclosure Of Environmental Impacte. 

Many people ignore labeling even on health warning labels 

Consumers need constant reminders through advertising 

Resource and Environmental Profile Analysis (what should be 
disclosed) 

Standardized labels, codes or symbols 

Enforced labeling to prevent false advertising 

More feasible at State or Federal level 

Other factors such as convenience or cost often affect buying 
habits more 

Purchasing Regulations For Governmental Agencies, Model 
CJommercial Procurement Specifications 

Criteria for procurement guidelines 

Availability of suitable alternatives 

Flexibility 

Price differential guidelines 

Source Reduction Legislation 
Variable Waste Disposal Charges. 

Structuring waste collection and disposal fees to more appropriately 
reflect variable costs can indirectly encourage recycling and waste 
reduction. Variable user-fees can be charged: 
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By the Container or Bag 

By Collection Frequency (Commercial Waste) 

Bag Surcharge 

By Weight 

Charging by the container or bag involves the hauler keeping a record of 
the number of containers or bags set out at each household. Charging by 
collection frequency pertains primarily to commercial waste disposed of in 
roll-off containers or dumpsters. A bag surcharge can be applied to garbage 
bags that the residents are required to purchase. The surcharge would cover 
the cost of the bags and collection/disposal costs. Charging residente for 
waste disposal by weight requires a method for weighing waste at the 
curbside and keeping a record of that weight for each household. The tare 
weight of containers at each household would have te be known and recorded 
unless the collection vehicle has equipment to weigh the waste as it enters 
the vehicle. 

Waste Reduction Goals. Variable waste disposal charges do not 
substantially change waste generation (i.e., source reduction). However, 
residents may tend to increase participation in recycling programs and to 
change buying habite given a direct financial incentive to put out fewer 
garbage containers. 

Technical Feasibility. Variable waste disposal charges can be established 
under a variety of legal scenarios taking into consideration cost, timing and 
socio-political factors. Adoption of a variable charge system is simpler ifany 
of the following situations occur: 

An enterprise fund is used instead of general revenue budget 

Hauling contracts, franchises, rates or billing systems up for 
renewal 

Landfill problem 

Desire to increase recycling 

Existing system perceived as unfair 

Jurisdiction running out of tax authority 
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City Method 
Participation 
Rate 

% Waste 
Reduced 

Fresno, 
California 

Seattle, 
Washington 

Woodstock, 
Illinois 

Joplin, 
Missouri 

St. Charles, 
Illinois 

3.5 cans dropped 
to just over 1 can. 
Two can use fell, 
77% to 46% 

Estimated 
24% 
Diversiori 

5.2% rebate on garbage 9.2% No data 
bills of households that 
recycled (1977) 

Variable-can rate 
structure introduced in 
1981 ($1.50 extra 
charge for second 
can). System continually 
modified over time. 
Problem: Increase of 
waste disposed in 
dumpsters at parks, 
stores, commercial 
establishments, ete. 

Voluntary bag 88% 4% to 8% 
surcharge diversion 
(January, 1988). (1988) 
Residents purchase 32 
gallon trash bags with 
hauler's logo. Bag costs 
reflect garbage disposal 
coste. 

Plan to charge residents Voters rejected plan 
11^ for each gallon of 
trash (1990), 

Per bag to both yard 
waste and garbage 
collection (fall 1989), 
Bags cost residents 
$leach. 

Required No Data 

Environmental Impacts. Variable waste disposal charges may encourage 
people to illegally dispose of waste and increase fly dumping. 

Energy Utilization. Less collection truck fuel use versus increased fuel 
use by fly dumpers and lot cleanup programs and increased use of electric 
kitehen garbage compactors. Other energy use changes are not clearly 
definable. 
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Economic Impacts. 

Administrative costs would be significant due to curbside 
recordkeeping 

Waste management costs (fixed coste) are insensitive to small 
reductions in household waste 

Charges would impose a more regressive tax than property tax 

Variable charges not deductible from individual's federal 
income tax (property taxes, often Used to pay flat-fee collection, 
are deductible) 

Variable charges cannot be counted in calculating the amount of 
federal funds a community receives under revenue sharing 

Implementation Considerations. 

By the Container or Bag. 

Administration and recordkeeping onerous 

Flexibility in the pricing increments between can levels 

Extra charge for second, third, etc. container (steeper the extra 
charge, greater the incentive to recycle) 

Uniformity of container capacity 

Incentive to compact waste more densely to avoid charges 
suggests a by weight charge 

Compaction will reduce ability to recover recyclables from 
mixed waste stream 

Collection Frequency. 

Volume limit of solid waste 

Partial loads 

Usually commercial and institutional 
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Bag Surcharge. 

Uniformity of bag capacity 

Price and sale of tagged bags through retail stores 

Difficulty in applying to high-density residentials collected by 
private haulers 

Enforcement/Administration 

Smaller increments for waste disposal options 

Administration more involved for larger commUriities 

Public may perceive as a new charge, eVen when it's not 

May include yard waste in a charge-per-bag system 

Billing systeiri simpler a:nd customer confusion and complaint 
lower 

By Weight. 

Highly impractical to implement 

Needs weighing equipmerit added to collection system 

Calibration of weighing equipment can be disputed due to truck 
vibrations in transit 

Many high volume items are light-weight 

Implementing a variable waste disposal charge may also involve the 
following general steps arid considerations. 

Establishing ordinances that make separate charging for solid 
waste service mandatory and that provide severe penalties for 
illegal dumping and open burning 

Assuring convenient public and private recycling alternatives 

Extensive public education regarding new charges 

Will increase staff in soriie areas, change responsibilities for 
some employees, and refocus the services offered 
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:• — Enforcing penalties for illegal dumping will require vigorous 
enforcement 

Low income assistance because of regressive nature of disposal 
charges 

Source Reduction Legislation 
Product Disposal Tax. 

Product disposal taxes on new products could be assessed on product 
classes, on specific producte, on particular product or packaging producers at 
the time of manufacture, or on the customer at the time of purchase. These 
can include: 

Litter Tax - Usually ad valorem excise tax on items judged to be 
a litter problem such as convenience items,.paper producte, and 
food and beverage containers. 

Virgin Feedstock Tax - Tax on virgin feedstock for metel, paper, 
plastic, rubber, glass, ete. at the point of product manufacture. 

Environmental Damage Tax - Essentially sales tax on products 
that are difficult to dispose or contain toxic materials. 

Packaging Tax - Flat fee on certain packaging and containers 
with exemptions allowed for packaging or container recycled at 
some minimum level or contain recycled material(s). 

Ideally, product disposal taxes are a method of internalizing the social 
externalities of consumer goods. The Illinois State legislature has not been 
willing to take this approach in the past. 

Waste Reduction Goal. Unless the tax applied increases the price of a 
product so significantly that the consumer is forced to reconsider buying 
decisions; disposal taxes only provide a source of revenue for funding specific 
programs. A litter tax is not likely to increase the incentive to reduce or 
recycle wastes. Virgin feedstock tax would direct ly encourage 
manufacturers to consider substitute materials such as recyclable or other 
production methods. Product redesign to reduce a product's impact on the 
environment (e.g., less waste or reduced toxicity) may be encouraged by an 
environmental damage tax. A packaging tax would encourage recycling and 
provide markets for recycled materials. The quantity of source reduction or 
recycling due to these taxes is difficult to measure due to the lack of feedback 
mechanisms. 
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State Tax Description Annual 
Revenue/Uses 

Nebraska 

California, Ohio, 
New Jersey, 
Florida, 
Washington, 
Virginia 

Federal level 

New York 

Ten States 

Florida 

Maine 

Litter tax on wholesalers 
and retailers of litter 
producing industries. Tax 
rate of $150 per $1 million 
in annual sales. 

Litter tax 

Proposed virgin feedstock 
tax of $7.50 per ton of 
virgin material by Rep, 
Luken(1990). 

Packaging tax of 3? on 
rigid and semi-rigid 
containers (1988). 

$1 to $2 on replacement 
tires (some states tax other 
products teo. For 
example, Florida), 

Retailers, $1 on each lead-
acid battery sold. 
Publishers, 10^ per ton on 
newsprint. 

Targete batteries, white 
goods and brown goods 
(e.g., furniture, TVs, ete.). 

$500,000 
45% - recycling programs 
55% - public education and 
clean-up programs/ 

In most states,revenue 
used to fund litter 
abatement programs or 
recycling programs. 

Congressional Research 
Service estimates up to 
$500 million 

- Could fund E.P.A, and 
state waste reduction and 
recycling efforte. 

— Could fund technical 
assistance programs for 
manufacturers. 

Not enacted. 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 
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State Tax Description Annual 
Revenue/Uses 

Rhode Island 200 per gallon of 
antifreeze sold at 
wholesale level. 

1/4^ per gallon on organic 
solvents sold. 

$100,000 
litter control, disposal, 
monitoring, and recycling 
activities. 

$25,000 
safe disposal of solvents. 

Technical Feasibility. A broad based product disposal tax which attempts 
to assess actual marginal disposal cost of specific products in specific 
locations would be impossible to administer. Therefore, the tax would have 
to be set at an arbitrary rate that could be uniformly applied to the targeted 
producte. Uniformly applied tax rates are good revenue generators for 
programs but are not always successful in achieving the desired impacts. 
The tax impact on big ticket durable goods is unlikely to change bujring 
decisions. Fast food producte produced for home use have become a way of 
life for two-income families and are not likely to be affected by a disposal tax. 
The disposable diaper has been an example of a product which has become 
entrenched in society due to convenience and has resisted pressure on 
buying decisions. 

Environmental Impacte. 

Litter Tax. 

Litter cleanup and control funding 

Virgin Feedstock Tax. 

Encourage use of recycled materials 

Reduction in product volume, reduce waste disposed 

Conservation of natural resources (virgin materials) 

Environmental Damage Tax. 

Correct undesirable manufacturing and waste management 
practices 

Reduce hazardousness of products 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12457 

Reduce "bad actors" in the waste stream 

Pay for safe disposal of certain products 

Reduce difficulty of certain product disposal 

Packaging Tax. 

Conserves natural resources by encouraging recycling 

Energy Utilization. There are no identifiable energy ut i l izat ion 
considerations involved in product disposal tax application. Transportation 
changes in regard to a shift in raw material sources could have small 
impacts on fuel consumption, but it is impossible to tell if this would be a 
positive or negative impact. 

Economic Impacte. 

Generates money for solid waste programs 

Produces consistent revenue stream after initial dislocation 

Spread disposal costs more equitably to user of product but is 
regressive in nature 

Begin to compensate for market systems that ignore the life-
cycle costs of products 

Increases cost of materials, thereby increasing product costs 

Magnitude of tax will affect the size of its impact 

Taxes applied to manufacturers, distributors or retailers 

State less attractive to new business 

Products made in state less competitive (tax must also be 
imposed on imported goods) 

Implementation Considerations. The rational end uses for tax revenues 
must be demonstrated to the public as essential to achieve public goals 
regarding waste reduction and environmental preservation. 
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Litter Tax. 

Tax application to all businesses; only "litter-producing" 
companies; or wholesalers or retailers of "litter-producing" 
industries 

Easy to administer because calculation and collection simple 

Targeted businesses may raise claims of discrimination 

Mitigate by increasing type and number of businesses taxed and 
keeping tax rate low 

Virgin Feedstock Tax. 

Difficult to administer and collect the tax 

Virgin feedstock to target (for metal, paper, plastic, rubber, 
glass, ete.) 

Volume of waste generated in the manufacture of product 

Flexibility to allow exemptions 

Access on per unit basis, weight basis, or product value basis 

May cause undesirable shifte to products not covered by tax 

Tax applied at manufacturing level not seen by consumer (does 
not alter consumer behavior) 

Environmental Damage Tax. 

Alerts consumers to disposal difficulty and environmental 
impact 

Selected products to tax may raise claims of discrimination 

Packaging Tax. 

Criteria assessment of tax 

Packaging and containers targeted 

Exemptions allowed for recyclables and/or use of recycled 
materials 
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Household Hazardous Waste Collection Program. 

The following products have been targeted in various collection programs. 
The numbers shown in parenthesis are the percentages of the total H.H.W, 
received and processed at other H,H,W. collection programs (percent H,H,W. 
Stream). Targeting is normally based on either percent reduction or the 
most environmentally damaging components. 

Paints - latex, oil and lead based (45% - 60%) 

Automotive Oils (11% - 23.5%) 

Solvents (6% - 8.8%) 

Pesticides (4% - 6%) 

Household cleaners, disinfectants, aerosals (4%—10%) 

Batteries (0.3% -1%) 

Waste Reduction Goals. The percent of waste reduction possible through 
the removal of H.H.W. depends upon availability to and participation by the 
residente in the Chicago area. Various studies have indicated that 0,14 to 
5,0 percent ofthe household waste stream reaching the landfill is comprised 
of H,H,W„ Since the higher values are generated from results ofcollection 
programs the "closet cleaning" effect distorts the numbers, E,P,A. waste 
sorting programs indicate that the M,S,W. stream contains less than one-
half of one percent H.H.W.. 

% M.S.W, Chicago D.S,S. Tons/Year 
H,H,W, Stream (1) Tons/Year @ 1 % - 1 0 % ( 2 ) 

Paints 0.225-0,300 2,427-3,235 2 4 - 3 2 4 

Automotive Oils 0,055-0.118 593-1,373 6 - 1 2 7 

(1) To calculate H.H.W. component percentages ofthe M.S.W. stream, the 
percentages in the parenthesis at the top ofthe page are multiplied by one-
half of one percent. 

(2) Household participation in existing programs ranges from 1% to 10%, 
Participation first-time H.H.W. collection programs is usually around 1%. 
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H.H.W, 

Solvents 

Pesticides 

Household 
Cleaners 
disinfectants 
aerosols 

Batteries 

% M.S.W. 
Stream (1) 

0.030 - 0.044 

0.020-0.030 

0.020 - 0.050 

0.002-0.004 

Chicago D.S.S. 
Tons/Year 

324-475 

216-324 

216-539 

22 - 54 

Tons/Year 
@ 1% - 10% (2) 

3 - 48 

2 - 3 2 

2 - 5 4 

0,2 - 5 

Total 37,2 - 590 

Technical Feasibility, The technology existe today to establish and safely 
operate an H,H,W, collection program. The program must be designed to 
handle the targeted items and to reject or redirect items for which facilities 
have not been provided. The following are examples ofcollection options. 

Point-of-Purchase. 

Mandatory collection of spent products at retail outlets selling 
the producte 

Grocery store — collection sites 

Legislative action required 

Annual Collection Day(s). 

Number of collection days per year and timing ; 

Drive-through facilities available 

(1) To calculate H.H.W. component percentages ofthe M.S.W. stream, the 
percentages in the parenthesis at the top ofthe page are multiplied by one-
half of one percent. 

(2) Household participation in existing programs ranges from 1% to 10%. 
Participation first-time H.H.W, collection programs is usually around 1%, 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12461 

"Recycle Only Day" - in which used motor oil, latex paint and 
car batteries are accepted 

Seasonal collection days 

Door-to-Door Collection, 

Labor intensive and costly 

More time consuming 

Able to reach shut-ins 

Curbside collection 

Permanent Drop-off Collection Facilities. 

Facilities can be new structures, modified buildings, or portable 
storage buildings on cement pads 

Usually most expensive 

Provide the greatest opportunity to reuse/recycle collected 
H.H.W.. 

Since 1980, a total of 1,991 H.H.W. programs have been held in 45 states. 
In the ten years that these programs have been held, no lawsuits have been 
filed. Only five states (Georgia, Mississippi, Nevada, North Dakota and 
Oklahoma) did not hold any type of H.H.W. collection program in the 1980s. 
Within the State oflllinois. Senate Bill 2253 (effective September 7, 1990) 
requires the I,E,PA. to establish drop-off collection sites that will accept 
H.H.W,. Any final action by the City of Chicago should consider the effects 
of this senate bill. The following examples show voluntary and mandatory 
H,H,W. collection programs. 

Company/ 
Government 

H.H.W, Collection 
Program Resulte 

State of 
Massachusetts 

Operation Clean Sweep — 
matching state grant 
fund for H.H.W. collection 
days in conimunities 
across state. 

In 1985 through spring 
1988, 955 tons of H.H.W. 
collected. In 1986, 1.45% 
of households participated 
at average cost of $89.43 
per participation 
household. 
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Company/ 
Government 

H,H.W. Collection 
Program Resulte 

San Francisco, 
California 

Milpitas and 
Sunnjn^ale, 
California 

San Bernardino 
Co., California 

San Diego Co,, 
California 

King Co,, 
Wasnington 

In the first year, 1988, 
permanent collection 
facility was opened 148 
days- 3,219 San Francisco 
residents participated. 

Used oil is poured into 
special tanks in refuse 
collection trucks on the 
regular trash collection 
day. 

Operate six permanent 
sites to collect H.H.W.. 
One site is open 8 A.M. 
- 5 P.M. Monday through 
Friday, and the others 
are open on weekends. 
Collection days for 
smaller communities. 

30,730 g;allons of H.H.W. 
collected in first year 
(excludes car batteries, 
mercury and asbestos). 
About 65% recycled or 
reused. 

N/A 

Holds 13 H.H.W, 
collection events 
throughout the year 
in various communities 
within the region. Requires 
that all waste be left 
in original containers. 

Utilizes the Wastemobile 
Program — it consists of a 
series of trailers 
containing an electric 
generator, a water 
system, a first aid station, 
protective clothing and 
other equipment all set 
up under canopies, 
occupying 5,0(JO square 
feet. Site visits last two 
weeks with collection on 
Thursdays, Fridays, 
and Saturdays. 

Estimate approx. 2.5% of 
County's H.H.W, Stream 
collected annually (15,000 

f aliens). Cost estimate at 
14.95/gal.or$124.13/ton 

(collection costs only). 
Initial 1% participation 
(12,000 people). 84% is 
paint and used oil, it 's 
recycled. Balance goes to 
Class I landfill or 
incinerator. 

N/A 

276.8 tons collected 
during first six months 
(began Sent, 1989), 
serving 1,3 Million 
residents, Spendim 
$1.5 million over 2i 
months on Wastemobile 
Program. 
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Energy Utilization. Energy consumption as a result of implementing a 
H.H.W. collection program will undoubtedly increase. Residents will be 
asked to load H.H.W. into vehicles and make special trips to drop-off 
locations. After processing the wastes, the processing firm will have to 
transport the wastes to a hazardous waste landfill. 

Environmental Impact. Any of the H.H.W. collection programs untaken 
by the City of Chicago or the State of Illinois may have numerous effects on 
the environment. 

Environmental Pros Of A H.H.W. Collection Program. 

Removal of hazardous waste from waste stream 

Places hazardous wastes in a properly designed landfill 

Reduces leachate quantity and toxicity 

Increases likelihood of recycling/reusing discarded H.H.W. 
products 

Environmental Cons Of A H.H.W. Collection Program. 

Concentrating hazardous waste in one landfill increases the chances of 
serious leachate problems 

Collect ion/Transportat ion of H.H.W. may r e s u l t in h a r m f u l 
environmental effecte if spillage occurs 

Spills and fire hazards at collection sites 

Economic Impacts. The cost of a H.H.W. collection program is dependent 
upon the type of collection program chosen. Factors affecting the cost 
include local labor, equipment, insurance rates, participation r a t e s , 
tonnages recovered, transportetion distance, method of disposal, types of 
material received, etc.. The cost ofsueh a program could be compared with 
the cost of remedial action due to groundwater contamination. 

Table 1(c) provides a summary ofthe cost incurred in three State oflllinois 
pilot programs conducted around the Chicago area.* Using this cost 

Table 1(c) printed on page 12722 of this Journal. 
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information, three scenarios have been developed in Table 2(c) using 
Chicago's estimated 1988 population.* A one-day H.H.W. collection 
program was conducted in the Chicago area (Wards 39 and 40) on September 
15,1990. The data gathered from this program regarding costs of collection 
and disposal could also help to more accurately reflect the expenses to be 
expected in a full-scale Chicago program. 

Implementation Considerations. To implement a H.H.W. program 
requires extensive preplanning. The following is a list of implementation 
considerations concerning a H.H.W. collection program. 

Advertising/Public Awareness 

Utilization of civic groups to promote the event and help on the 
day ofthe collection 

Check for applicable regulations regarding H.H.W. collection 

Permitting for permanent collection facilities 

Establish criteria for acceptable hazardous wastes 

Have trained personnel remove H.H.W. from vehicles 

Hire reputable disposal contractor 

Prior to initiating program, determine to what extent each party 
involved maintains liability 

Draw up contracte for liability 

Obtain liability insurance 

Estimate types and volumes of the expected H.H.W. stream 
•' (every year approximately 1.7 pounds of batteries per household 

is disposed) 

Approximately 50 to 100 pounds per participating household is 
brought into collection sites, reflecting the in-basement cleanup 
of stored material 

Table 2(c) printed on page 12723 ofthis Journal. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12465 

Waste oil, batteries and other H.H.W. could be recovered 
elsewhere at lower costs than H.H.W. collection program 

Determine location: convenience vs. remote 

Single vs. multiple sites 

Determine traffic flow patterns 

Establish emergency action plan 

Provide adequate funding for educational mater ial , labor, 
transport and disposal coste 

Operators of program must exert "reasonable care" to protect 
the welfare ofthe public liability risks 

Use clearly marked and durable containers for collecting 
H,H.W. 

Minimize involvement in establishment and operation and 
allow independent contractors to assume full service operation 

Keep homeowners out of roped-off waste collection area 

Conduct a survey of participants 

Household Hazardous Waste Recycling Program. 

Portions.of the Household Hazardous Waste (H.H.W.) stream have the 
potential to be recycled and reused. The materials from this category which 
have been targeted for recycling are: 

Paints - latex, oil and lead based 

Automotive Oils — motor oil, antifreeze, and transmission fluid 

Lead acid batteries, nickel cadmium or mercury batteries 

Pesticides 

Paint residues could be mixed by base type and used for painting bridge 
structures, public housing of other municipal programs. Oil can be cleaned 
and reprocessed or used as fuel substitute provided they are collected 
separately. Batteries can be reprocessed to recover the lead, cadmium or 
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mercury for reuse. Pesticides which are not banned or regulated can be 
offered to other citizens for reuse. Currently, most pesticides collected are 
usually incinerated in a hazardous waste unit. 

Waste Reduction Goals. The percent of waste reduction of H.H.W. 
achievable from a H.H.W. recycling program cannot be easily estimated. 
The quantities of H.H.W. recycled depend upon participation by residents, 
the level of public subsidy and the participating organizations and firms. 

Although the amount of waste reduction will be insignificant, secondary 
reduction benefite include: 

Increase amount of recyclables. 

Reduction of residuals through recycling processes as opposed to 
processing virgin materials. 

Technical Feasibility. Technology exists for recovering recyclable 
materials from certain H.H.W.s. Markets or uses for these types of 
materials should be identified and thoroughly investigated before adding 
them to the list of targeted recyclable H,H,W,s, The use should be an 
environmentally sound and safe method which does not further threaten 
public health or safety or increase municipal liability. The following list 
provides technical concerns for these targeted recyclables. 

Does the toxicity of the product warrant removal? 

Is the product recyclable or reusable? 

Proximity of product recyclers. 

Demand for recyclable materials. 

Technical advances in the recycling industry have encouraged many 
communities to recycle a portion of their H,H,W, stream. The following are 
examples of H.H.W, recycling programs. Not all ofthe H.H.W. diverted from 
a hazardous waste landfill is recycled or reused. Some ofthe diverted waste 
is incinerated, neutralized or treated, or used as supplemental fuel (energy 
recovery). 
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Company/ 
Government 

H.H.W. Recycling 
Program Result 

King County, 
Washington 

Ingham County, 
Michigan 

San Francisco 

Wastemobile Program, 
a mobile H.H.W. 
collection facility. 
Collects paint, 
automotive oils and 
products, solvents, 
cleaners, pesticides, 
ete. 

Reuse of unopened 
reusable producte is 
encouraged through 
waste exchanges. Some 
paints and automotive 
products donated to 
schools; cleaners to ^̂  
shelters; pesticides (not 
banned or regulated) to 
nurseries. Used motor 
oil, antifreeze and car 
batteries not accepted at 
County collections but 
redirected to area service 
stations. Latex paint also 
not accepted. 

In the first year, 1988, the 
permanent facility 
collected 20,685 gallons 
of liquid H.H.W., 
1,000 gallons of latex 
paint was reprocessed 
and donated to citizen 
groups to fight graffiti, 
11,500 gallons of paints 
and solvents were used 
as fuel in a cement kiln, 
7,525 gallons of used oil 
and 115 gallons of 
antifreeze were sent to be 
recycled. Thermometers 
sent out to reclaim 
mercury. 192 car batteries 
collected and recycled. 

Approximate: 
Alternative Fuels - 54% 
Metal Recovery - 7% 

Incineration - 0.1% 
Hazardous Waste: 
Landfill - 36% 
Various - 2.9% 

By donating product for 
reuse. County saved 
enough money to hold 
another H.H.W. collection 
day. 

Recycling/Reuse - 33% 
Supplemental Fuel 
Program (energy 
recovery) - 38% 
Neutralization/ 
Treatment - 5% 
Incineration - 23% 
Landfill (excludes 168 
cubic yards of asbestos) 
1%. 



12468 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Company/ 
Government 

H.H.W. Recycling 
Program Result 

Stete of Florida Amnesty Day 1 (1986 -
1987) and Amnesty Day 2 
(1989-1990) are series 
of H.H.W. collection days 
held throughout the State. 

In the first collection 
program, 25% ofthe 
H.H.W. was diverted 
from a hazwaste landfill. 
After the second 
collection program 95% 
was diverted from a 
hazwaste landfill. 

State of Maryland 
Snohomish County, 
Washington 

Waste oil and antifreeze 
are collected in conteiners 
outside auto parts stores. 
Waste oil and antifreeze 
processing companies 
pick up the materials 
when the barrels are 
full. 

Maryland had 38 
antifreeze drop-off sites in 
four months; program 
budget is $35,000 
annually. Snohomish 
County has 17 drop-off 
sites with estimated 
implementation costs of 
$10,000 (company offers 
free pickup). 

Broward County, 
Florida 

Has started a large-scale 
program to recycle button 
batteries. 99 collection 
centers mostly at schools 
and condominium 
complexes. Program 
eventually to have 300 
centers. 

County has no way of 
estimating how many 
batteries will be 
collected. 

New Hampshire/ 
Vermont Solid 
Waste Project 

Voluntary collection 
program for household 
batteries started in 
1987. Batteries were 
commingled collected 
but no recyclers were 
located. 

Final disposal at 
hazwaste landfill. Since 
1987, seven tons or about 
10% of batteries in area 
have been collected. 
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Company/ 
Government 

H.H.W. Recycling 
Program Result 

Hennepin County, 
Minnesota 

Button battery collection 
boxes in over 150 
locations (retell stores, 
government buildings, 
etc.). A call to the 
telephone number 
printed on the box when 
the box is full will result 
in county picking up full 
box and dropping off an 
empty box. 

Mercury button batteries 
collected and sent to 
reclaimer. Ni-Cad, 
zinc-carbon, and alkaline 
batteries collected and 
currently disposed of at a 
hazwaste landfill at a cost 
of$l,000/ton. 

Environmental Impact. Any type of recycling/reuse p r o g r a m s 
implemented will have a net positive effect on the environment. 

Conservation of virgin materials 

Reduction of H.H.W. requiring disposal at a hazwaste landfill 

Reduces leachate quantity and toxicity at landfills 

Combustion of some H.H.W, results in less volatile organic 
emissions than landfilling 

Reduced air emissions at landfills 

Energy Utilization. Energy utilization with respect to recycled materials 
varies depending upon the materials recycled. Combustion for energy 
recovery and hazardous waste destruction can be very significant on a per 
process ton basis but is relatively small because of the small quanti t ies 
involved and collection effort required. 

Economic Impacts. The cost of a H.H.W. recycling program i n m o s t 
circumstances reduces the disposal costs incurred by the collection program. 
This is accomplished by reducing the quantity of waste requiring distant 
transport and disposal at a hazwaste landfill. The following are factors that 
may influence H.H.W. recycling costs: 

Specifically targeting only recyclable producte for collection. 
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Fund educational programs to educate the public on recyclable 
items. 

Locate primary sponsor or a waste management firm and 
discuss publicity as partial pajrment. 

Contract waste oil and antifreeze processing companies to 
remove these wastes from drop-off locatidn, at no charge, on the 
basis that the public will assume disposal responsibility for 
contaminated wastes left at the drop-off location. 

Implementation Consideration. The implementation of a H.H.W. 
recycling program is a viable addition to a H.H.W. collection program. A 
number of considerations must be addressed in decision making surrounding 
such a program. 

Provide adequate funding for: 

Public education and awareness programs emphasizing reusable 
and recyclable H.H.W.s 

Labor, transportation and disposal costs for nonrecyclable items 

Identify All Disposal Options. 

Battery breaking firms for the lead-acid batteries 

Waste oil and antifreeze processing firms 

Industries with waste oil/solvent incineration capabilities 

Paints to community action groups to combat graffiti 

Pesticides to small commercial growers or nurseries 

Neutralization of acids/bases enabling the substances to be 
sewered 

Reuse of products via public funded waste exchangers 

Disposal at hazwaste landfills 
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Household Hazardous Waste Legislative Issues. 

The State of Illinois and Chicago have a wide variety of available 
legislative options specifically designed to reduce the amount of H.H.W. in 
the waste stream. These legislative options parallel many of the source 
reduction legislative options and can be classified as follows: 

Mandatory Disclosure Of Environmental Impacts. 

Mandatory H.H.W. sjrmbols on products 

Mandatory recycling sjrmbols on H.H.W. recyclable products 

Allows public to make buying decisions on environmental issues 

Places public pressure for environmental awareness on industry 

- . Provide information on proper handling and disposal methods 

Product Bans. 

Extremely toxic producte 

Nonrecyclable/nonbiodegradable products 

Establishment of product standards 

Purchasing Legislation. 

Mandatory collection of spent hazardous products at retai l 
outlets selling the products 

Require certification of disposal 

Purchasing regulations for governmental agencies 

Fines/Taxes/Deposits. 

Fines for improperly disposing of hazardous materials in the 
solid waste stream 

Surcharge tax on hazardous waste product sales 

Trade-in or deposit required for purchase 
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Deposit on H.H.W. such as batteries to encourage collection and 
proper handling 

Economic Incentives. 

Reduced taxes and/or lower sewer/water fees to 

Hazardous Waste Recycling/Recovery firms in the 
Chicago area 

Industries, in the Chicago area, that are reducing the 
toxicity of their products 

Waste Reduction Goals. Since the quantity of H.H.W. in the waste stream 
is less than one-half of one percent as determined by E.P.A, studies, 
minimization of H,H.W. will have virtually no discernible impact on waste 
reduction by and of itself. Furthermore, the effectiveness of legislative 
options in H,H,W, reduction is very difficult to measure. However, it would 
assist in reducing the environmental impacts of other solid waste 
management options. 

Technical Feasibility. Legislative alternatives have led to an increasing 
awareness concerning household hazardous wastes, especially in the areas of 
proper disposal and increased H.H.W. recycling percentages. The following 
examples show voluntary and mandatory H.H.W, legislative regulations. 

Company/ 
Government 

Legislative 
Regulation Result 

Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin 

Maine, Minnesota, 
Rhode Island 

Local ordinance requires 
retailers to take back 
lead-acid batteries. 

A customer is charged a 
$5 - $10 deposit at the 
time a new battery is 
purchased. Customers 
are given 30 days to 
return with a battery or 
forfeit their deposit. 

N/A. 

States have not monitored 
the battery recycling rate. 
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Company/ 
Government 

Legislative 
Regulation Result 

Battery Council 
International 
(B.C.L) 

Battery 
Manufacturing 
Industry 

Chief Auto Parts 

San Bernardino 
County, California 

California 

Nationwide pressure on 
industry ana increasing 
environmental 
awareness. 

Nationwide pressure on 
industry ana increasing 
environmental 
awareness. 

Nationwide pressure on 
industry and increasing 
environmental 
awareness. 

Haulers using any 
county landfill pay a 
25-cent-per-ton 
surcharge to subsidize 
permanent H.H.W. 
collection sites. 

To protect sanitation 
workers and the 
environment, the 
California Code of 
Regulations (C.C.R.), 
Title 23 prohibits 
municipal landfills 
and transfer stations 
from receiving 
hazardous wastes. 
However, H.H.W, is 
difficult to detect and is 
not regulated until it 
is disposed. 

In 1989 B.C.L passed a 
resolution stating t h a t al l 
lead-acid batteries shou ld 
be labeled with the 
recycling sjrmbol by 1 9 9 1 . 

Since the early 1980's, t he 
battery manufacturing 
industry has decreased 
the mercury content i n 
alkaline batteries to 0,025 
percent from 1,0 percent. 

Developed the new "Safe" 
brand antifreeze which is 
based on a chemical 
(propylene glycol) t h a t 
has similar properties 
but is not poisonous to 
humans or animals. 

For 1988 - 1989 fiscal 
year, surcharge was 
expected to generate 
approximately $479,000, 
Money used to set up tw^o 
more permanent 
collection vehicle s i t e s 
and a mobile collection 
vehicle. 

This regulation can 
increase landfill or 
transfer station costs 
and enforcement costs, 
number of people directly 
handling H.H.W, and 
illegal dumping. But 
more personnelwill be 
trained to handle H.H.W., 



12474 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Company/ Legislative 
Government Regulation Result 

San Diego County, In response to C.C.R. One resident was fined 
Cahfornia Title 23, county $2,013.64 for disposing of 

residents who ignore 25 quart sized containers 
repeated warnings halffilled with various 
of H.H.W. disposal paints and pesticides at 
may risk up to six the local landfill, 
months in jail and a 
$1,000 fine. 

Environmental Impact. Any of the aforementioned H.H.W. legislative 
regulations may reduce the amount/toxicity of H.H.W. recycled, composted, 
combusted or landfilled. The following legislative regulations: Mandatory 
Disclosure of Environmental Impacts, Product Bans, and Purchasing 
Legislation are seen te have the following effects on the environment. 

Remove undesirable materials from the waste stream 

Reduce hazardous litter 

Promote recyclable and biodegradeable materials 

Reduce possibility of groundwater contamination by restricting 
liquid H.H.W. from entering landfills 

Fines/Taxes/Deposits. 

Decrease toxic substances in waste stream 

Collection, handling and storage have to be properly managed 

Provide for safe disposal of certain products 

Economic Incentives. 

Cleaner waste streams from local manufacturing firms 

"Environmentally Safe" products from local manufacturing 
firms 
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Energy Utilization, The energy required to set up a H.H.W. legislative 
option is undefinable; however, the increased research and development and 
substitute processing methods required to implement these new legislative 
regulations could have an impact on energy utilization. 

Economic Impacte. Product manufacturers and subsequently consumers 
would undoubtably carry the biggest burden of the economic impacts. Some 
ofthe impacts ofthe legislation regulator are: 

Mandatory Disclosure Of Environmental Impact. 

New labeling designs and advertising campaigns 

Product Bans. 

Eliminate markets for certain products 

Decrease profite for product manufacturers 

Increase research and development for product manufacturers 

Restrict competition for products allowing prices to rise 

Fines/Taxes/Deposite. 

Would have most visible impact on industry and residents 

Provide revenue funding for programs or remediation 

May require City to provide H.H.W. collection services as an 
option 

If applied at manufacturing level, it may cause businesses to 
relocate 

Disposal and handling coste are significant enough to require 
municipal subsidy 

Purchasing Legislation. 

Cost of enforcement and paperwork to regulators 

Increased expenses for certain products 
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Economic Incentives. 

Promote growth of recycling industries in the Chicago area 

Requires a funding mechanism for subsidies 

Implementation Consideration. Establishing mandatory legislative 
guidelines to reduce the toxicity and quantity of H.H.W in the Chicago 
area while promoting recycling and reuse is a very viable option. 
Legislative actions alone will not completely alleviate the problems of 
H.H.W. but they will act as educational devices to inform the public 
regarding environmental issues. To implement legislative actions one 
should consider: 

Regulations. 

Conformance with U,S,E,P,A. 

Conformance with State oflllinois E,P,A, 

Conformance with interstate commerce regulations 

State law requires LE.P.A. to establish program 

Enforcement. 

Will require increased municipal environmental testing services 

To eliminate illegal dumping at municipal landfills or fly 
dumping 

To inspect product labeling to prevent false advertising 

Litigation of offenders 

Effectiveness And Flexibility. 

Target H.H.W. producte, especially H.H.W. recyclables 

Provide adequate time for implementation 

Equitable to society — cost and benefits should be distributed 
equitably 

Product labeling, even health warning labels, are often ignored 
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Product standards - who and what determines toxicity and 
acceptable levels 

Yard Waste Composting. 

Composting is a waste management option by which organic materials 
decompose through a natural biological process under control lable 
conditions. Yard waste feedstock for composting may include leaves, grass 
clippings, garden debris, bark, or prunings. Yard waste composting 
generally requires a source separation program in order to prevent waste 
contamination and maintain a high quality compost. The brush or bulky 
yard waste could be added to the compost if it is processed into mulch or 
shredded waste or marketed separately. 

Waste Reduction Goals. Yard waste represents 18.9% of the Chicago 
Department of Streets and Sanitation M.S.W. stream according to the 
Chicago Waste Characterization Study. This amounts to approximately 
204,000 tons of yard waste annually. Based on programs with h igh 
participation rates, composting can potentially divert more than 80% of the 
yard waste, or 163,000 tons per year from the landfills. Yard waste can have 
a reduction of about 80% by volume or about 50% by weight. 

Composting yard waste, compared to remaining M,S,W. stream, produces 
high quality compost. General markets for compost a re fa rmers , 
homeowners, nurseries, landscape contractors, public works projecte, topsoil 
suppliers, and golf courses. A lower quality compost or shredded yard waste 
could be marketed for daily landfill cover, land reclamation, fill a t 
construction sites and slope stabilization. 

Currently, Chicago has a program in place to dispose of yard waste in 
Kraft paper bags to meet State riegulations. The yard waste is either 
collected separately or co-collected with the garbage and separated at the 
transfer stations. The City contracte with three landfill operators to accept 
and compost the separated yard waste. From July, 1990 through December 
1990, 12,239 tons of yard waste (approximately 1,1% ofthe M,S,W. stream) 
was collected by the City and delivered to the contractors. 

Technical Feasibility. Compost facility complexity for yard waste can be 
ranked from minimal to high, and is described below. Densely populated 
areas with limited undeveloped land such as the City of Chicago would 
require a medium to high technology. 

Minimal 

- 3,000 cubic yards per acre 
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- Buffer zone ofone-quarter mile to one-third mile 

- Compost process is 3 to 5 years 

- Static pile approach 

Low 

- 3,000 cubic yards per acre 

- Buffer zone of 200 feet to 600 feet 

- Compost process is about 18 months 

- Windrows turned once in spring and fall 

Medium 

- 3,000 cubic yards per acre 

- Buffer zone of200 feet to 400 feet 

- Compost process is 9 to 12 months 

- Windrows turned about twice per month 

High 

- Uses least site acreage 

- Compost process is 5 to 10 months 

- Windrows turned at least once per week 

Grass clippings tend to decompose anaerobically, generating pungent 
odors. If grass clippings are delivered to a compost site before odors develop 
and are thoroughly mixed with leaves (about 3 parts leaves to 1 part grass), 
odor problems can be avoided. However, these conditions are often difficult 
to achieve because anaerobic decomposition may have already started in the 
residential containers. For this reason, an Illinois State Legislator has 
suggested a bill barring composting of grass clippings. Yet grass clippings 
make up about 55% - 70% of all yard waste; yard waste also contains about 
25% - 40% leaves and 5% brush and miscellaneous materials. All yard 
waste is currently prohibited from disposal in Illinois landfills. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12479 

Yard waste can be collected at drop-off centers or by curbside collection. 
Drop-off programs require less labor, equipment and expense; however, low 
drop-off participation diverts only 5% to 20% of the yard waste, Curbside 
collection generates higher participation but greater expenses are incurred. 
A comparison of some yard waste composting programs is shown in Table 
1(d).* 

Environmental Impacts. Composting operations have the following 
environmental impacts: 

Water demand increases because proper composting requires 
moisture to be maintained at appropriate levels 

Compost leachate can contain elevated biochemical oxygen 
demand (B.O.D.) levels, salts, acids and suspended solids 

Leachate from grass compost can contain nitrates which may 
complicate its discharge off-site 

Odors occur when bags of grass are opened, windrows a re 
turned, and final product is removed 

Dust and blowing yard waste contribute to groundskeeping 
problems 

Increased vehicle and equipment noise around site 

Diverts yard waste from landfills 

Compost sites require significant acreage (one acre per 3,000 
cubic yards) 

Herbicide, pesticide and fungicide residues or traces of lead may 
contaminate finished compost product 

* Table 1(d) printed on page 12724 of this Journal. 
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Yard waste compost, when mixed with soil, improves soil texture; increases 
water retention; improves soil aeration; decreases erosion; and regulates soil 
temperature. The compost contains essential micronutrients and enhances 
the slow release of nitrogen. Based on German data, yard waste will contain 
between 1.8 and 5.2 nanograms T.E. of dioxins and furans. A level below 5 
ng/kg is considered acceptable for unrestricted use. 

Energy Utilization. Increased fuel results from use by collection vehicles 
due to separate curbside collection of yard waste, or by residents disposing of 
yard waste at a drop-off site. Compost equipment such as shredders, 
windrow turning machines or front-end loaders also demand fuel and 
electricity. 

Economic Impacts. Three major elements that constitute yard waste 
composting coste include: capital costs, collection costs and composting 
costs. Capital costs can include land, site improvements, collection vehicles, 
front-end loader(s), equipment to assist in turning the compost windrows, 
screens, and shredder (Table 2(d)).* Collection operating costs include labor 
coste, fuel, equipment maintenance, and an equipment reserve fund. The 
City ofChicago collection costs are estimated to equal approximately $45 to 
$60 per ton of waste collected. Process operating costs include the energy 
and labor costs of screening, turning the compost piles; final preparation of 
the material for market and material marketing (Table 3(d)).** In addition, 
costs will be incurred for public education. Coste will increase on a per ton 
basis for smaller composting operations. The City currently pays a tipping 
fee of approximately $30 per ton to the contractors to accept and compost 
yard waste. 

Costs can be decreased by using existing equipment, reducing the number 
of collection trips, utilizing drop-off centers instead of curbside collection 
(lower participation rates), or using a lower ranked compost technology. 
Other conimunities have been able to market the compost for between $1.00 
and $6.00 per cubic yard to various markets. Table 4(d) provides estimates 
of potential revenues for the two sizes of facilities.*** 

* Table 2(d) printed on page 12725 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 3(d) printed on page 12726 ofthis Journal. 

**• Table 4(d) printed on page 12727 ofthis Journal. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12481 

Implementation Considerations. The following implementation issues 
should be evaluated before a program is implemented: 

Yard Waste Supply. 

Will a mandatory or voluntary program be established? 

What materials will be targeted for composting: leaves, grass 
clippings and/or brush? 

How will landscaping wastes generated by commercial and 
industrial sources be included in the program? 

Yard Waste Collection. 

What collection system is most appropriate for the City (bag or 
container system, vacuum trucks, claw dump truck)? 

How will collection services be provided and interfaced with 
current residential waste collection services? 

How often will material be collected? 

Yard Waste Composting. 

Who will be responsible for processing yard wastes? 

What market will be targeted (find markets first)? 

What composting process will be used? 

What facility size results from the selected technological 
approach? 

How many compost sites will be provided? 

Wet/Dry Composting. 

Wet/dry composting systems involve the source separation, collection and 
composting of food (vegetable and fruit) and yard waste (wet/organic waste) 
from other municipal solid waste (M:W.W.). Meat product waste is not 
included to minimize attractants for vermin, but small scraps of paper can 
also be included in the wet waste. In recent years, more s t r ingen t 
regulations on M,S,W. compost in Europe resulted in the development of 
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systems that target food and yard wastes for composting. The Netherlands, 
West Germany and Finland have been the focus of most of this activity. 
More recently the province of Ontario, Canada has also begun efforts in this 
area. 

Waste Reduction Goals. Food and yard waste is approximately 32.2% of 
the residential M.S.W. stream collected by the Chicago Department of 
Streets and Sanitation (D.S.S.). Based on German waste generation rates 
and household waste composition data provided by the West German 
Counterpart of the U.S,E,P.A. (Federal Bureau of Health) and on the 
amount of organic waste composted, wet waste compost programs in West 
Germany are capturing approximately 62% of this organic fraction. U.S. 
efforts to achieve this capture rate would likely fall somevvhat short due to 
the U.S. independent spirit versus the German disciplined nature. However, 
correlating this 62% to Chicago's food and yard waste, Chicago can 
potentially divert up to 20%, or about 215,000 tons per year, of the M.S.W. 
stream (Table 1(e)).* Facility capacity of approximately 900 T.P.D. would be 
required to handle this type of program with a 62% capture rate. 

Source separation of food and yard wastes riiinimizes residuals and rejects 
from the composting process. Waste reduction of the as-delivered material 
will reach 50% by weight and can reach 80% or more by volume. This 
compost may be easier to market than M.S.W. compost due to less 
contamination. 

Technical Feasibility. Many European communities are replacing M.S.W. 
composting with organic (bio-) waste separation. In 1988, the Federal 
Republic of Germany (F.R.G.) had at least 71 organic source separation 
programs operating. The Netherlands is targeting the entire country to be 
served by separate collection of organic wastes by 1992 (Resource Recycling, 
December, 1990). Various kinds of bags, buckets, bins and containers can be 
used for the organic wastes. Some communities in the Netherlands tried to 
use plastic bags, but these bags caused problems in the processing of the 
compost. Small buckets are easier to store in the kitchen. Reusable bins and 
containers can be aerated, with ventilation holes and a double bottom, or 
unaerated. The false bottom in the aerated containers tend to pop out into 
the collection vehicle during emptying. Whether aerated or unaerated 

Table 1(e) printed on page 12728 of this Journal. 
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containers are better in controlling odor is yet to be determined. Collection of 
wastes can be expanded beyond the two-stream system. 

Two-stream system: food and yard waste (wet waste) in one bin, 
disposal fraction (dry waste) in other bin. 

Three-stream system: wet waste, commingled recyclables, and 
remaining dry waste. 

Multi-stream system (4 -- 7 streams): wet waste, source-
separated recyclables, and remaining dry waste. 

Collection systems of varying degrees have been implemented in t h e 
Netherlands and Germany. Table 2(e) shows a summary of these countries' 
bio-waste collection programs.* The purity of the separated food and yard 
waste is about 95%. The remaining 5% consists primarily of paper. This can 
be composted and will not impact the quality ofthe compost. 

Wet waste has less air pockets than yard waste alone which inhibits 
aerobic decomposition. Thus, a forced aeration system is usually required 
for composting wet waste. Moist air is pumped through ducts to vents in the 
floor which expel it upward through the windrows of wet waste. This 
constant supply of air assures that the decomposition of the wet waste is 
aerobic and rapid. 

Environmental Impacts. Source separation of organic wastes results in 
minimal contaminants in the finished compost as compared to mixed M.S.W. 
composting. Nevertheless, trace heavy metals are also associated with the 
organic components of the M.S.W. stream. Table 3(e) compares t h e 
contaminant levels of source separated wet waste compost and M.S.W. 
compost with proposed standards for the Netherlands and Germany.** 
Compost for Drente, Netherlands can meet the 1994 regulation standards, 
but compost from larger communities such as Heidelberg may have 
difficulties complying with the standards. Dioxin and furan levels have 
been shown in German studies to range in food wastes from 0.8 to 35.7 ng/kg 
TE and in yard waste from 1.8 to 5.2. The data indicates that the addition of 
food waste will tend to increase the dioxin and furan levels. If toxic levels in 
the compost exceed 5 ng/kg the German Federal Bureau of Health restricts 
the compost in agricultural uses. 

* Table 2(e) printed on page 12729 of this Journal. 

**Table 3(e) printed on page 12730 of this Journal. 
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Wet/dry composting facilities will still tend to cause odor, noise and 
leachate concerns. In addition, insects, birds and rodents may be attracted 
to the facility, as well as to storage devices prior to collection. If meat 
products are included with the food waste, vermin problems can increase. As 
a result of these problems and concerns, the Handbook on Compostable 
Waste, funded by the Province of North Holland, recommended against wet 
waste programs in city centers. 

Energy Utilization. Additional fuel will be used for the separate collection 
of wet waste unless the wastes are co-collected by a compartmentalized 
collection vehicle. Energy used in preprocessing the wet waste will be less 
than the energy used in preprocessing mixed M.S.W., since materials like 
textiles, glass and metals are excluded. A forced aeration compost facility 
will consume approximately 6 to 9 kWh per ton. 

Economic Impacts. The separate collection and composting of wet waste 
will increase the coste. These extra coste should be compared with the 
savings obtainable by disposing of less waste. 

Collection coste will increase substantially (impacts the city and 
residents) 

Estimated facility capital costs can range from $35,000 to 
$60,000 per daily ton of capacity (similar to M.S.W. composting) 

Reduced operational costs result from less preprocessing of wet 
wastes, as compared to mixed M.S.W, 

Yard and food wastes can produce a more marketable compost 
than mixed M.S.W. 

Implementation Consideration. Source separation of wet and dry waste 
can be voluntary or mandatory. An effective educational program should 
accompany this system. Other implementation considerations include the 
following: 

Facility siting 

Precise definition of wet waste (ite composition and chemical 
analysis) 

Type of collection system to implement including types of 
containers or bags to use 

Bins or containers should not be too large because of limited 
space at the residential level 
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Collection frequency and odor abatement measures 

Participation rates influenced by amount of source separation, 
cost to resident, and public education 

Conduct a market survey for finished compost product 

Future regulations and standards for compost product 

Determination of whether businesses or institutions such as 
schools will participate 

M.S.W. Composting. 

Municipal solid waste (M.S.W.) composting is the biological decomposition 
of the organic components of the waste stream under controlled conditions. 
M.S.W. is collected, delivered to a central location, processed for size 
reduction and removal of noncompostable materials, composted using one of 
several technologies, and further cured and processed in preparation for 
markets. Composting M.S.W. usually is a complex effort, influenced by the 
extent and type of separation required, as well as by end use requirements 
(market specifications and regulatory standards). 

Waste Reduction Goals. The composition survey of D.S.S. waste h a s 
indicated almost 64% ofthe low-density residential waste is organic (Table 
1(f)).* Evaporation and decomposition will reduce the organic portion by 
roughly one-half, by weight. Any pre-processing recycling system can be 
used to recover recyclables and further reduce material output. The non
organic materials must be screened out to meet most m a r k e t i n g 
specifications yielding a residue of about one-third, by weight of t h e 
incoming waste. Since markets are difficult to find for M.S.W. compost, the 
compost and residue may both have to be landfilled. Table 2(f) shows the 
range of potential output from an M.S.W. composting facility.** 

* Table 1(f) printed on page 12731 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2(f) printed on page 12732 ofthis Journal. 
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Markets for M.S.W. compost which have not been proposed in the United 
States include mine land reclamation; landfill cover or municipal green 
areas such as parks; city, county or state roads (right-of-way landscaping); 
and nurseries. If no markets or uses can be found, the compost will require 
landfilling. However, the initial M.S.W. volume has been reduced by about 
one-third. 

Technical Feasibility. M.S.W. composting systems include pre-processing, 
composting, curing and post-processing. The duration of M.S.W. composting 
is approximately 6 to 15 weeks. The quality of the finished compost product 
depends heavily upon the effectiveness of the separation process. While 89 
facilities are in various stages of planning or implementation, only ten are in 
operation (Table 3(f)).* Facility throughpute range from 10 to 500 tons per 
day. The existing M.S.W. composting facilities in the United States are 
characterized by relatively low throughput and capital investment, and an 
over-simplification of design. Many systems exist in Europe but markets are 
also a problem there. Most M.S.W. compost in Europe is either used as 
landfill cover or landfilled. Stiff environmental regulations on the use of 
M.S.W. compost have been developed by most European countries. 

Environmental Impacts. Odor, dust, litter and noise will exist at a M.S.W. 
compost facility in varying degrees of severity. M.S.W. composting may 
attract disease vectors such as insects, predatory birds and rodents. To 
mitigate these impacts, M.S.W. composting operations are usually located in 
an enclosed building with leachate collection and treatment system and odor 
control equipment. Typical compost operations also raise concern about 
airborne bacteria and fungi inherent in the feedstock waste stream and 
produced during the composting process. Accepted methods of control of 
bacteria and fungi include uniform mixing, moisture control, temperature 
control, and aeration. Trace metals and organic toxins such as dioxins, 
pesticides and P.C.B.s in the mixed M.S.W. feedstock can contaminate the 
finished compost product. The contaminant levels of trace metals in various 
M,S,W, compost is shown on Table 4(f).** Research on the effects of compost 
is an ongoing effort. 

German data on mixed waste compost also indicates a dioxin and furan 
levels ranging from 22.6 to 186ng/kg T.E.. The German "E.P.A," has 
restricted agricultural use of compost when dioxin and furan levels range 
between 5 and 40 ng/kg and prohibited its agricultural use above 40 ng/kg. 

* Table 3(f) printed on page 12733 ofthis Journal. 

**Table 4(f) printed on page 12734 ofthis Journal. 
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Energy Utilization. Collecting and transporting M.S.W. to the compost 
facility will use fuel. Equipment used for size reduction, M.S.W. processing 
and composting consumes approximately 7 to 10 kWh per ton. 

Economics Impacts. The initial investment costs for M.S.W. composting 
include the processing building, land and site improvements, processing 
equipment, start-up and shakedown, engineering design and construction 
supervising and contingency costs (Table 5(f)).* The major operating costs 
are those associated with operating labor, maintenance, electrical power, 
fuel, and residue disposal (Table 6(f)).** If approached as a primary system 
component, the City ofChicago would need about seven compost facilities a t 
600 tons per day (T.P.D.) or four facilities at 1,000 T.P.D. to handle Chicago's 
D.S.S. waste stream; Table 7(f) shows general cost allocations for two 
composting approaches.*** Preprocessing which includes sorting, size 
reduction, air classification, screening and magnetic separation absorbs the 
greatest costs. Siting costs in a dense metropolitan area will be high and are 
not included. 

Data provided by M.S.W. compost system operators places the cost of 
building and operating a facility at approximately $40-50 per ton, excluding 
collection and transportation of M.S.W., transportation of residuals to 
landfill and sale of finished compost. Capital costs alone can range from 
$35,000 to $50,000 per daily ton of design capacity. Operation and 
maintenance coste are approximately $30 per ton. Markets for M.S.W. 
compost have been practically nonexistent in the U.S.. Therefore, the 
economics for composting M.S.W. should assume that the end use will be a 
landfill. The State may allow the use of M.S.W compost as landfill cover. If 
not, an additional disposal cost of $40 per ton plus transportation charges 
should be added for the compost. 

Implementation Considerations. The success of M.S.W. composting 
depends on public acceptance, environmental impacts, consistent compost 
quality, development of long-term markets, high rate of system technical 
reliability, competitive costs, and landfill diversions. Some additional 
implementation considerations are listed below: 

* Table 5(f) printed on page 12735 of this Journal. 

** Table 6(f) printed on page 12736 ofthis Journal. 

*** Table 7(f) printed on page 12737 ofthis Journal. 
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Siting 6 compost facilities of 25 to 100 acres each will be difficult 
unless done at existing landfill sites 

Source separation and recycling reduces the amount of 
processing required 

Different degrees of M.S.W. processing results in different 
compost product quality 

Mechanical separation system to handle larger quantities 

Degree of preprocessing (i.e., shredding, grinding, pulverizing) 

Include proper compost s torage areas (sized to hold 
approximately 25% of yearly production capacity) 

Establish standard specifications and quality of compost 

Optimize biological conditions 

Identify potential markete first 

Testing of finished compost for contaminants 

Handling and disposing of all residuals, (recyclables, rejecte and 
process residues) 

Anticipate future compost regulations (currently only Florida, 
New York and Minnesota have detailed regulations specifically 
for M.S.W. composting) 

Permits required (compost development and operation permit 
from I.E.P.A,; National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System permit) 

Vendor technical expertise and experience 

Vendor financial strength 

Realistic expectations regarding markets and uses 

Developing a trade name for compost 

Complementary with sludge composting and refuse derived fuel 
technologies 
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Sludge/M.S.W. Co-Composting. 

Co-composting solid waste and sewage sludge can be performed in an 
aerated vessel or aerated windrows to produce a compost material. Front-
end processing is required to remove the nonorganic materials from the 
M,S,W., and size reduce the M.S.W. feedstock. Generally, sludge composting 
is the primary objective and M.S.W. is only the secondary component in 
these operations. The M.S.W. provides a bulking agent for aeration of the 
material and the sludge provides nutrient supplements which are generally 
missing in the M.S.W.. 

Waste Reduction Goals. In addition to reducing the amount of M.S.W. 
requiring disposal, co-composting can also reduce the amount of sewage 
sludge otherwise destined for disposal. As in other composting programs, a 
50 percent reduction by weight of the organic portion can be expected. The 
amount of waste reduction will depend on the portion of the M.S.W. stream 
used and the amount of sludge available. Nonorganic M.S.W. will require 
landfilling. The organic M.S.W. ofthe D.S.S. handled waste is about 64% or 
685,900 tons per year. This M.S.W. feedstock is further reduced as discussed 
in the paper on M.S.W. composting. M,S,W. and sludge (20 percent solids) 
can be mixed in approximately equal amounts. 

Approximately 270,000 to 330,000 tons of dry sludge (60 percent solid) is 
handled annually by the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of 
Greater Chicago. At 20 percent solids the total tonnage of sludge will be 
even greater. The size of the compost facility will be dependent upon the 
amount of sludge available. 

Technical Feasibility. Select sludge/M.S.W. co-composting facilities 
currently operating in the United States are located in Portage, Wisconsin; 
St. Cloud, Minnesota; and Wilmington, Delaware (See Table 3(f)) under 
M.S.W. composting).* At the Delaware facility, approximately equal 
amounts of sewage sludge (20 percent total solids) and compostable M.S.W. 
are combined and composted in a vessel type system. The amount of sludge 
depends on its solids content, as well as the moisture content of the selected 
M.S.W.. The scale-up potential of co-composting has been demonstrated in 
Delaware: 330 tpd pre-processed M.S.W. and 350 tpd sewage sludge. The 
facilities currently operating have not been able to market their compost. 

Environmental Impacts. The product from co-composting will have trace 
metal release rates similar to M.S.W. composting. Sewage sludge may also 

Table 3(0 printed on page 12733 ofthis Journal. 
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contain additional heavy metals and other toxins. Currently, co-
composting with sludge is subject to more str ingent regulations 
particularly since the practice of land application of sludge is more 
widespread. In addition, the following environmental impacts will 
nepur. 

Air emissions from co-composting are low. (There will be carbon 
dioxide and water evaporated during the process just as in the 
other composting processes) 

Addition of sewage sludge reduces water demand of the compost 
process 

Significant odor potential (mitigated by an enclosed vessel 
facility and air odor control equipment) 

— Noise from front-end process may be high 

Leachate collection and treatment system required 

Potential for insects, predatory birds and rodents (mitigated by 
enclosed facility) 

Contamination levels of dioxins, furans, heavy metals, P.C.B.s and other 
dangerous materials will vary with the contamination levels of the 
feedstocks used. Testing should be done on a pilot program basis before a 
large scale facility is built. 

Energy Utilization. Similar to M.S.W. composting, but more specialized 
equipment may be used for mixing M.S.W. and sludge. For more specific 
energy utilization concerning each compost feedstock refer to the other three 
discussion papers on composting. 

Economic Impacts. Like M.S.W, composting, the cost to build and operate 
a co-composting facility is approximately $40 — $50 per ton, excluding 
collection and disposal coste. If the compost product cannot be marketed, the 
disposal costs will increase. There will be limited revenues from pre
processing materials recovery such as ferrous metals, aluminum and 
possibly plastics, depending on system complexity, Co-composting will 
reduce the sludge dewatering requirements and corresponding expenses. 

Implementation Considerations. Sewage sludge and M.S.W. are 
complimentary in a co-composting system, and require lit t le, if any, 
additives. Sewage sludge and M.S.W, are often managed by separate 
entities and may be difficult to bring together in a cooperative effort. Other 
implementation considerations include: 
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Facility siting 

Extensive efforte to market compost product 

Financial risks high 

Limited number of vendors offering this technology 

Permit for development and operations required by I,E,P.A, 

Design and construction schedule relatively complex . 

— Sludge storage capabilities and equipment for mixing sludge 
with processed M,S.W, required 

Distance to transport sludge to compost facility 

Citizen Drop-Off Facilities. . ; 

Drop-off facilities require that residente bring their recyclable materials 
to the drop-off site, placing the burden of detailed materials separation on 
the residents. Most times the residente also provide, transportation to the 
site. 

Voluntary Collection Programs 

Unattended Drop-off Centers 

Staffed Drop-off Centers 

Buy-back Centers 

On June 4, 1990, the City of CJhicago called for Request for Proposals 
(R.F.P,) from private contractors to supply and service drop-off boxes for 
collection of recyclables at a minimum of fifty (50) locations citjrwide. These 
programs will permit residents to deliver recyclable materials such as 
aluminum, tin, steel cans, glass, newsprint and plastic containers to drop-off 
locations in each ward of the City The drop-off centers are intended to 
supplement the City's current and planned recycling programs. The 50-
ward drop-off program diverted 245 tons in the last 8 weeks of 1990. 

Waste Reduction Goals, Citizens drop-off facilities have historically 
contributed only a small percent towards the recycling goal. Accurate data 
on recycling rates are difficult to determine for drop-off facilities because of 
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the problem of defining the effective service area. Table 1(g) shows the 
tonnages that can be potentially recovered by a system of drop-off centers or 
buy-back centers.* In general, the following results can probably be 
anticipated. 

Voluntary Collection Programs. 

Minimal impact on recycling rates due to the periodic nature 
(difficult to measure) 

Targets primarily newsprint, glass, aluminum cans and other 
beverage containers 

Unattended Drop-Off Centers. 

Recovery rates usually less than 3% of residential waste stream 

High contamination increases processing needs/decreases value 

May target newsprint, sorted glass, aluminum cans, steel and 
tin cans, plastics, aluminum dishes and foil, magazines, junk 
mail and phone books 

Staffed Drop-Off Centers. 

Recovery rates usually less than 3% of residential waste stream 

May also accept special wastes such as batteries or used motor 
oil 

Reduce fly-dumping at drop-off site and contamination levels in 
materials 

Buy-Back Centers. 

Multi-material sites usually divert 2 to 5% of residential waste 
stream 

Simple-material sites divert less 

* Table Kg) priivted on page 12738 of this Journal. 
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Technical Feasibility. Voluntary collection programs and drop-off centers 
are common collection methods. Residential recovery rates in a select 
number of drop-off centers around the country range from less than 1% to 6% 
(Table 2(g)).* Existing drop-off centers can be affected, positively and 
negatively, by the implementation of curbside collection. When Durham, 
North Carolina, activated a pilot curbside program, the material tonnages at 
drop-off centers increased. The City of Bloomsburg, located in Columbia 
County, Pennsylvania, also reported the same phenomena. However, 
tonnages collected at drop-off centers in Champaign County, Illinois 
decreased 35% when curbside collection was instituted, but within a year 
this began to rebound. Drop-off centers can serve the high-density 
residential units that curbside collection misses. 

More complex buy-back centers may involve both collection and material 
processing. Less complex centers can be storefront operations where 
separation or processing on the part of the employees and equipment 
requirements are minimal. Buy-back centers have higher participation 
rates due to the economic incentive for the residents. Drop-off facilities can 
respond well to market fluctuations. 

Voluntary Collection Programs. 

Periodic in nature 

Organizational fundraisers (private sector) 

Can handle only small quantities because of volunteers' limited 
time commitmente 

Unattended Drop-Off Centers. 

Higher levels of separation required to minimize mater ia l 
contamination problems 

Effective supplement to curbside programs 

Illegal use of containers for disposing of M.S.W. 

Scavenging of revenue producing materials 

* Table 2(g) printed on page 12739 of this Journal. 
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Specialized containers available (recycling "igloo" or "bell") 

Minimal impact on existing systems 

Staffed Drop-off Centers. 

Typically attract residents within 3 to 5 miles 

Effective supplement to curbside programs 

Minimal impact on existing systems 

Typically located on donated or public property such as 
municipal lots, schools, church property, shopping center 
parking lots or at landfills 

Can receive hard-to-collect materials such as corrugated 
cardboard, batteries and motor oil 

Provide assistance to recyclers 

May process mixed materials 

Prevent illegal dumping and improve quality control 

Maintain center cleanliness and order 

Buy-Back Centers. 

Provide economic incentive for residents to bring materials to 
center 

Operated mostly by private sector (municipal buy-back center 
rare) 

In many communities they are the foundation of the recycling 
industry 

Service area tjrpically larger than for drop-off centers 

May include nonprofit organizations (e.g,, sheltered workshops) 
or junkyards 

Over 10,000 businesses in U,S. bujring back aluminum 

Buy-back centers for aluminum and other containers can be 
automated 
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Competes with drop-off centers but has minimal impact on 
existing systems 

Environmental Impacts. Any food contaminated materials collected at 
any type of drop-off facility may attract insects and rodents. Outdoor storage 
can be unsightly and become a breeding ground for vermin. Service water 
will be required to periodically wash the collection containers and vehicles. 
Vehicle traffic to and from the facilities will have an impact on the local 
environment. Unattended drop-off centers may have the following 
environmental impacts: 

Illegal dumping 

Litter 

Vector control problems 

Subsequent industrial processing of materials into new consumer and 
commercial/industrial products will also affect air and/or water quality. 

Energy Utilization. Residents will use fuel transporting recyclables to the 
drop-off facilities. The location of the drop-off center near other traffic 
generation zones, allowing residents to combine this task with other 
errands, can minimize fuel impacts. Fuel is also used collecting and 
transporting the recyclables from the drop-off facilities to a mater ia l 
processing facility. 

Economic Impacts. Drop-off facilities are relatively inexpensive because 
there are fewer pieces of equipment and collection costs can be minimized. 
Voluntary collection programs generally will have no cost impact to the 
City. 

Drop-off centers and simple buy-back centers may have the capital cost 
shown in Table 3(g).* Multiple drop-off centers with greater source 
separation will require more containers which increases capital costs. 
Specially designed recyclable collection containers are commercially 
available but can be costly, ranging from $1,000 to $6,000 per container. 
The costof roll-off containers can range from $2,300 to $4,000, depending on 
size. If land purchases are required, capital cost can be expected to increase. 
Buy-back centers may have the additional capital cost of material processing 
equipment. 

Table 3(g) printed on page 12740 of this Journal. 
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Table 4(g) shows the potential operating costs for staffed drop-off centers 
and buy-back centers.* Unattended drop-off centers will not require any 
labor costs besides the labor to collect and transport materials from the drop
off to a materials processing facility. 

In small towns and rural areas, drop-off facilities may be the most cost-
effective strategy for residential recycling. 

In comparison to drop-off centers, buy-back centers are more costly to 
operate. These operating costs may not be offset by the material sales 
revenues gained through the higher participation rates. Buy-back centers 
are generally profit generating operations. 

Implementation Considerations. Drop-off facilities are seen as a lower-
risk first step in initiating a municipal recycling program. General 
implementation considerations for drop-off facilities are listed below: 

Convenience of site(s) 

Location of centers relative to major shopping areas and other 
municipal services 

Public education 

Promotion of facilities 

Sizing and design of centers 

Type ofcollection container (trailer, roll-off, bins) 

Material collection system and responsibilities (city collection or 
market collection) 

Physical layout (in an area where people feel secure) 

Permit requirements 

Revenue distribution 

Drop-off facilities will also have implementation considerations specific to 
each type of facility. 

* Table 4(g) printed on page 12741 ofthis Journal. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12497 

Voluntary Collection Programs. 

Encourage service organization programs, particularly in areas 
where other collection services are unavailable 

Allow service organizations to use residential drop-off and buy-
back sites 

Operated at convenience of organizer, not public 

Unattended Drop-Off Centers. 

Include instructions regarding material deposit procedure 

Instructions highly visible and clearly understandable 

Higher level of public education required 

Can be open 24 hours a day 

Proximity of and prices offered by buy-back centers 

Scavenging control and maintenance incorporated into center's 
design 

Staffed Drop-Off Centers. 

Charitable organizations such as Goodwill, Salvation Army or 
St. Vincent DePaul accept used household items and clothing 

May collect broad range of materials 

Establish hours and days of operation 

Establish number of employees (based on center size) 

Labor could be provided by r e h a b i l i t a t i o n a n d 
disabled/handicapped citizen programs 

Buy-Back Centers. 

Complexity of center 

Customer safety 

Several employees may be needed for a more coiriplex center 
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Processing equipment selection 

Municipal buy-back centers may be perceived as infringirig on 
the domain of private enterprise 

May have mobile buy-back centers or theme centers (more 
attractive to recyclers) 

Convenience is less critical 

Sales prices offered to residents 

Material quality control 

Low-Technology Material Processing Facilities. 

A low-technology material processing facility relies heavily on hand 
picking, with some assistance from mechanical systems. Using a low-
technology approach, the capital cost is minimized and the recovery process 
is usually labor intensive. This tjrpe of facility is able to respond to volatile 
fluctuations in demand and material prices. The complexity of low-
technology facilities depends on the material market specifications and the 
incoming materials which consist of: 

Pre-separated Recyclables 

Commingled Recyclables 

Mixed Waste Processing for Material Recovery 

The City of Chicago, on October 11, 1990, issued a Request for Proposals 
(R.F.P.) for bidders to provide design, construction, financing and operation 
of facilities to receive source-separated recyclable materials and mixed 
waste and provide recycling and disposal services for municipal solid waste 
under a contract with the City. Proposals were received March 18, 1991. 
The responses to this R.F.P. vary considerably, but responses are expected to 
be low-technology approaches or marginally high-technology approaches. 

Waste Reduction Goals. The marketability of the materials recovered 
with this technology will depend on quality and demand. Oversupply of 
certain materials (e.g., newsprint) has caused certain materials markets to 
vanish and prices fall. Markets will strongly influence the types of 
materials that can be recycled, mater ial preparat ion and qual i ty 
requirements, and revenues. 
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Pre-separated Recyclables. 

Minimal residue requiring disposal (8 to 10%) 

Marketability increases because of less contamination 

Facilities to handle approximately 600 to 700 tpd at full capacity 
(assuming 6 day operation) 

Participation rate lower than for commingled materials 

Commingled Recyclables. 

Residue requiring disposal ranges between (10 to 30%) 
depending on contamination levels 

Facilities to handle approximately 600 to 700 tpd 

Mixed Waste Processing. 

Recovery rates for materials range from 10 to 15% excluding 
compost 

Higher contamination from putrescible waste 

May segregate and recover large recyclables (e.g,, paperboard, 
white goods) 

May recover ferrous, nonferrous and aluminum scrap 

Facilities to handle low-density residential waste stream (about 
3,500 tpd) 

Technical Feasibility, Low-technology materials processing facilities rely 
heavily on hand sorting. If a material becomes unmarketable, efforts to 
recover it can be ceased fairly easily by reducing staff. Because there are few 
moving parts, this technology has a relatively high mechanical reliability. 
It also has a high flexibility for scaleup to receive additional waste 
quantities. 

As of July, 1990, there are 104 material recovery facilities (I.P.C.s or 
M.R,F,s) planned or existing in the United States. Out of the 40 existing 
facilities: 35 are operational; 1 is in shakedown; and 4 are e i the r 
temporarily shutoown or undergoing equipment retrofits. Approximately 
46% of the facilities utilize the low-technology approach. Capacity for 
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existing facilities range from 7 to 300 tons per day (tpd). Almost 70% of the 
existing facilities have capacities under 100 tpd. The planned facilities will 
be significantly larger, averaging about 160 tpd. The largest of which will 
handle 700 tpd (Fresh Kills, New York and Richmond, California). Table 
2(h) shows a sample of low-technology material processing facilities.* 

Environmental Impacts. A low-technology material processing facility 
will have the following environmental impacts: 

Water used to wash buildings, collection vehicles and processing 
equipment 

Potential for dust, odor and noise 

Workers health and safety concerning hand sorting 

Vehicular traffic to and from facilities 

Process residue will require disposal 

Separate collection of pre-separated materials or commingled materials 
will substantially increase vehicular traffic. Areas of the City are 
nonattainment areas for carbon monoxide, nitrous oxide or volatile organic 
compounds, and increased vehicular traffic will aggravate this problem. 
Carbon dioxide and carbon monoxide from vehicular traffic also contributes 
toward the greenhouse effect. 

Substituting recycled materials for virgin resources in the production of 
paper, glass, steel and aluminum will reduce energy usage, air pollution, 
water pollution, water usage, and mining wastes (Table 3(h)).** The details 
used to calculate these percent reductions are unclear in the table's source. 
Thus, the level in the recycling process at which these reductions occur is 
unknown, and some environmental impacts in the total recycling loop may 
not be addressed. Other environmental impacts will result from preparing 
recyclable materials for industry. One example occurs in the de-inking of 
waste paper prior to reuse. Modern inks and paper contain a wide variety of 

* Table 2(h) printed on page 12743 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 3(h) printed on page 12744 ofthis Journal. 
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chemicals, and during de-inking, bleaches, detergents, and emulsifiers are 
added to the pulped waste. During the de-inking many of these chemicals 
are released and find their way into the wastewater stream. In another 
example, solvente used to clean recycled paint cans need to be disposed as 
household hazardous waste. 

Energy Utilization. The City's collection vehicles uses approximately 0.27 
gallons of fuel per ton of waste collected and transported. If pre-separated or 
commingled recyclable materials are collected separately the City would use 
approximately an additional 0,12 gallons of fuel per ton. 

Fuel used to transport materials to markete will vary according to the 
distences to markete. Any processing equipment used will require energy. 
Processing mixed waste will require more energy then pre-separated 
materials or commingled materials. 

Economic Impacts, Low-technology facilities have relatively low capital 
coste while operating costs will be largely dependent on the amount of 
manual labor. 

Pre-Separated Recyclables, 

Revenue potential greater with higher quality materials 

Processing coste are smaller 

Coste of separate collection high 

Commingled Recyclables, 

Material quality suffers to a degree, thus decreasing revenues 

Mixed Waste Processing, 

Lower quality material decreases revenues 

Higher disposal costs due to more residue 

Revenue from the recovered materials will vary according to market 
demand, tonnages recovered and material quality. Table 4(h) shows the 
price ranges currently offered for recyclable materials.* 

Table 4(h) printed on page 12745 ofthis Journal. 
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Implementation Considerations. The complexity of low-technology 
material processing facilities will depend on whether the materials are 
received pre-separated, commingled or mixed with waste. The following 
general considerations will apply to any method: 

Number of facilities 

Capacity per facility (mixed waste processing will require larger 
capacity) 

Future expansion 

Siting several facilities within City limits 

Degree of processing (quality) required by markets 

Determine a:vailable markets prior to initial operation 

Amount of redundancy 

Ownership and operation of facilities 

Financing method 

Permits required 

Licensing required (Department of Consumer Services began 
licensing recycling facilities in Chicago in February, 1990, to 
ensure safe and efficient operation) 

8 to 20 months between contract execution and start-up 

Interfaces with existing recycling program 

High volume facilities will require bag breaker 

Safety standards 

Traffic impact 

Proximity to transportation outlets, h ighways, ra i l and 
waterways 

Proximity to disposal facilities 
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High-Technology Material Processing Facilities. 

High-technology material processing facilities consist of trommeling 
and/or screening with a bag breaker or flail mill, followed by manual 
separation and specific, sophisticated equipment for the separation of waste 
stream components such as plastics, colored glass, paper, and aluminum. 
Further processing of organic wastes may also be included. This technology 
would mainly rely on mechanical equipment to process arid recover 
materials. These facilities may handle materials in the following manner: 

— Commingled Recyclables 

Mixed Waste Processing for Material Recovery 

Anaerobic Digestion 

Waste Reduction Goals, Minimal data exists for high-technology 
material processing facilities currently operating; therefore, recovery rates 
of specific materials cannot be develpped. Some of these facilities can 
recover or just terget more components of the waste stream than others. At 
this time only ranges for recovery ra:tes can be approximated based on the 
total tons recovered at various facilities. These ranges are shown in Table 
l(i).* Sometimes selected commercial waste is also recovered at these 
facilities. 

Anaerobic digestion recovers methane gas with minimal mater ia l 
recovery. Additional material recovery may occur in the preprocessing of 
the waste for digestion. Approximately 59%, by weight, of the incoming 
D,S,S, residential waste stream would be residue and require further 
disposal (Table 2(i)).** This amount will be less if material recovery is 
included. The 41% reduction is attributable to the digestion of the organic 
portion of the D.S.S. waste stream. 

* Table l(i) printed on page 12746 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2(i) printed on page 12747 of this Journal. 
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Commingled Recyclables 

About 10% to 30% of incoming waste will be residue requiring 
disposal, largely dependent on the level of non-targeted 
materials included in the collection and glass breakage 

Facilities required to handle approximately 600 to 700 tpd at 
full capacity (assuming 6 day operation) 

Material contamination lower than mixed waste processing 

Targets aluminum cans, glass containers, ferrous cans and scrap 
metal, newsprint, and plastics 

Mixed Waste Processing 

Recovery rates for materials range from 10 to 18% excluding 
compost 

Marketability of recovered materials decreased due to potential 
contamination 

Facilities required to handle low-density residential waste 
stream (approx. 3,500 tpd) 

Marketable materials recovered are paperboard, metal food 
containers, scrap metal and plastics 

Anaerobic Digestion 

Reduces organic wastes about 65% by weight and 70% by 
volume 

Facilities required to handle low-density residential waste 
stream (approximately 3,500 tpd) unless source-separated 

Targets organic wastes within the mixed waste stream, some 
pre-processing required 

Technical Feasibility. High-technology materials processing facilities 
rely on mechanized material separation with minimum manual iseparation. 
Because ofthe amount of mechanical equipment, there is a lower reliability 
of operations in these facilities although this might be mitigated by 
additional redundancv of processing lines. Generally, equipment is 
available to perform the following functions: receiving and storage; size 
separation; size reduction; classification of materials; and materials 
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recovery. The City ofChicago would require a number of facilities to handle 
the 3,500 to 4,000 tpd low-density residential waste stream, Scaleup of 
operational facilities has not been demonstrated. Table 3(i) lists some of^the 
high-technology material processing facilities,* Approximately 54% of the 
104 facilities, planned or existing, fall into the high-technology category. 

There are no anaerobic digestion facilities currently in operation in the 
U,S,. A pilot facility utilizing anaerobic digestion was built under E,P.A. 
funding at Pompano Beach, Florida and operated from 1978 to 1985, 
However, the process was found to be uneconomical and was dismantled. 
Anaerobic digestion of M.S.W. to produce methane has been demonstrated to 
be feasible in small-scale trials; however, scale-up of anaerobic digestion 
from pilot programs have not been demonstrated. 

In the anaerobic digestion process, shredded organic wastes a re 
mechanically agitated in digesters. Retention time in the digesters is 15 to 
30 days. The products of anaerobic digestion are primarily methane, carbon 
dioxide, water and a residue. Anaerobic digestion will have some technical 
advantages and disadvantages. 

Produces a relatively clean product gas after gas cleansing 
process 

Effectively converts carbon of organic wastes to usable fuel 

Operates at low temperature and ambient pressure 

Existing large-scale gas technology available 

Methane gas produced is part of a mixture of gases saturated 
with water vapor (corrosion of equipment possible) 

Only 30 to 35% of energy content of waste is converted into 
energy of methane 

Produces residue in form of slurry requiring dewatering 

Environmental Impacts. A high-technology material processing facility 
will have the following environmental impacts: 

Table 3(i) printed on page 12748 ofthis Journal. 
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Water used to wash building, collection vehicles and processing 
equipment 

Potential for dust, odor and noise 

Vehicular traffic to and from facilities 

Process residue requiring disposal 

Subsequerit industrial processing of materials into new consumer and 
commercial/industrial products will also affect air and/or water quality (see 
Low-Technology Material Processing Facilities). 

Anaerobic Digestion. 

Leachate collection system required (leachate could be recycled 
back into process) 

Requires dewatering of residue 

Dewatered by-product may have heavy metel contaminant and 
dioxin levels similar to M.S,W, composting 

Residue will require landfilling 

Reduces potential methane generation in landfills 

Energy Utilization, Energy usage for high-technology is moderate to 
high. The processing equipment for the separation of waste stream 
components will require significant amounte of energy. Anaerobic digestion 
of organic wastes produces methane gas which can be captured and cleansed 
to pipeline quality. From each ton of organic wastes anaerobically digested, 
approximately 12,000 to 16,800 ft.3 of gas are produced. About 50% of the 
gas produced is methane. Much ofthe energy produced is used to maintain 
the process. 

The City's collection vehicles will use approximately 0,27 gallons of fuel 
per ton of waste collected and transported. Fuel used to transport materials 
to markets will vary according to the distances to markets. 

Economic Impacts. High-technology processing facilities require 
relatively high capital costs, and material revenues may be low based on the 
quality ofthe materials recovered. Price ranges for recyclable materials are 
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shown in Table 4(i) in the discussion paper, LoAV-Technology Material 
Processing Facilities.* A substantial amount of rejects and residue will add 
significant costs to the process. Table 4(i) shows the range of capital cost for 
various capacities.* Capital cost of equipment for high-technology facilities 
ranges from 75% to 100% higher than the low-technology facilities. Total 
capital coste for these facilities will be at the upper part of the range. Table 
5(i) shows an estimated operating cost.** These do not represent the costs 
for anaerobic digestion. 

Commingled Recyclables. 

Increased marketability due to less contamination (no mixed 
waste) 

Mixed Waste Processing. 

Lower quality material decreases revenues 

Higher disposal costs due to more residue 

Anaerobic Digestion. 

Capital coste include separation equipment (similar to MRF), 
digestion tank, gas-collection and storage system, hea t ing 
system, and mixing and recirculation system 

Revenues from sale of gas which is relatively inexpensive 

Limited revenues from material recovery 

Operation and maintenance costs are normally greater than the 
net benefit recovered from the process 

Implementation Considerations. The following items should be 
considered when implementing high-technology material processing 
facilities: 

* Table 4(i) printed on page 12749 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 5(i) printed on page 12750 ofthis Journal. 
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Number of facilities 

Capacity per facility 

Siting of several facilities within City limits 

Determine available markets prior to initial operation 

Amount of redundancy in processing lines 

Ownership and operation of facilities 

Financing method 

Permits and license requirements 

Interfaces with existing recycling program 

In addition, anaerobic digestion has the following implementation 
considerations: 

Capacity at least 80 to 100 tons per day to be practical 

Pre-processing of MSW required to separate and prepare organic 
waste 

Determining the extent of material recovery prior to anaerobic 
digestion 

Research is ongoing 

Business And Commercial Recycling Programs. 

Since the collection of waste from high-density residential and commercial 
sources is accomplished under a free market system, the City currently has 
very little control over this waste stream (about 65 percent). In order to 
meet the State recycling goals, however, the City needs to encourage 
business and commercial recycling activities. Methods that the City could 
use include the following: 

Handicapped Training Programs — Local organizations provide 
vocational training to the handicapped by employing eligible 
individuals. Many cities use this labor force for mater ia l 
collection and low-technology processing functions suitable for 
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handicapped workers. Participating individuals are ei ther 
mentally or physically disabled, and grant training programs 
help offset some operating coste. The recyclables collected anti 
processed typically include various types and grades of paper, 
corrugated cardboard, glass, plastic, and aluminum. 

Waste Hauler Franchise/Licensing Requirements — Short-
term (one-to-three-year) franchises or licenses for high-density 
residential waste collection routes arid for commercial routes are 
awarded by the municipality and renewed on the basis of 
compliance with a specinc recjrcling goal. For example, t he 
hauler may be required to achieve a 25 to 30 percent rate of 
recycling by separating marketable materials from the waste 
collected and marketing those materials. 

Commercial Processing Centers — City-sponsored drop-off buy-
back centers are provided specifically for the collection of 
recyclables from small or startup business establishments which 
may not be able to afford to contract for recycling services. 
Materials collected may include high-grade post-consumer 
paper, aluminum cans, glass containers, and newspapers, 
depending on market conditions. Also included under th is 
option are IPCs and MRFs, used by h a u l e r s to m e e t 
requirements for processing the recyclable materials they 
collect. 

Used Office Furnishing Companies - Used modular office 
furniture — such as work surfaces, end panels, lateral files, 
(h-awer pads, binder bins, and seating for work stations — is 
purchased by firms that recycle the product at prices far below 
the original list price. The furniture may be simply refurbished 
(cleaned and cosmetical ly improved) or i t m a y b e 
remanufactured (upgraded or altered) by the application of new 
paint, laminate, fabric, padding, and even wiring systems.). 

The first three of these types of programs can be implemented to recover 
commercial recyclables, which typically consist of paper products , 
corrugated cardboard, aluminum cans, and some plastic beverage and glass 
containers. The fourth type of program is aimed at recycling office 
furnishings, which are durable goods having a long serviceable life. Some 
finishings can still be marketable after 20 years. 

Waste Reduction Goals, The total amount of commercial waste collected 
by private haulers in Chicago during 1988 was approximately 1,393,500 
tons, or close to 36 percent of the City's total waste stream in that year. 
Although the commercial waste represents a substantial portion of the 
City's annual waste tonnage, the composition of the commercial waste has 
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not been analyzed in adequate detail. Therefore, the quantities of materials 
recoverable from the City's commercial waste stream, and the level of waste 
reduction achievable, can only be roughly estimated. Some waste processing 
operations have recovered as much as 50 percent of the waste from select 
commercial sources. These operations have generally focused on the paper 
streams from offices, and the corrugated paper streams from retail trades. 

Table l(j)* presents a breakdown ofthe nation's coinmercial waste stream, 
by type of business or institution. 

The recycling done at H.D.R. Engineering, Inc. in Omaha, NE, illustrates 
the material capture rates achievable per office employee, as shown in Table 
2(j).** 

Technical Feasibility. 

Handicapped Training Programs. 

Recycling centers with handicapped training programs have, in a growing 
number of projects throughout the country, shown themselves to be 
technically feasible. While these programs are often geared toward the 
recycling of residential waste, they can also provide recycling services for 
the coinmercial sector (particularly in the case of select segregated streams). 
Safety aspects ofthe work must be strongly emphasized and training is often 
a longer process than for traditional workers, but handicapped workers have 
proved to be useful and productive in the recycling industry. A study by the 
Ontario Association for the Mentally Retarded found that "50 to 60 percent 
of existing and future jobs in collection and material processing functions 
would be suitable for handicapped workers of varying skill levels". In 
addition, hiring the disabled is becoming a labor necessity because 
demographic changes have created a shortage of young, lower-paid 
employees. A tendency has been reported, however, for programs to work 
better on a pilot or small scale and to become more complicated and difficult 
to run on a large scale, particularly because ofthe safety factor and the need 
for staff supervision. 

* Table l(j) printed on page 12751 ofthis Journal. 

** Table 2(j) printed on page 12752 ofthis Journal. 
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Examples of programs nationwide are listed below: 

Partnerships between branches of Goodwill Industries of 
America and waste management companies — Handicapped 
personnel collect and separate recyclable materials, 

Filmore County, MN — A nonprofit recycling facility (Disability 
Achievement Center) is staffed with handicapped personnel who 
process materials (glass, newspaper, cardboard, p las t ic , 
aluminum and ferrous cans, and office paper) from a curbside 
collection program. 

Olmsted County, MN - Physically and/or mentally handicapped 
individuals process residential and commercial recyclables 
(paper, cardboard, ferrous and aluminum cans, and glass) 
received through curbside collection, drop box recycling, and a 
redemption center. 

Raleigh, NC - A crew of disabled clients processed recyclables 
for nearly two years until the volume outgrew the manpower 
resources, 

Omaha, NE — The Eastern Nebraska Office of Retardation has a 
program called Central Area Recycling Exchange (CA.R.E,), 
providing vocational training to mentally handicapped adults 
since 1983. Currently, 30 trainees sort and process several 
grades of paper (including computer paper, green bar paper, 
white office and Xerox paper, blue line paper, and carbonless 
paper), corrugated cardboard, and aluminum cans, donated by 
approximately 200 firms. The volume of recycling done by 
C.A.R.E. in the last two years indicates considerable expansion 
of the program. Aluminum quantities increased by close to 5 
percent. Newspaper quantities grew by 93 percent between 1988 
and 1989, but the material was dropped from the program early 
in 1990 because of a significant decline in marke t prices. 
Recycling of high-grade paper achieved the highest growth rate 
from 1988 to 1990, nearly 3,800 percent, 

Newark, NJ - A local organization called the Occupational 
Center trains handicapped individuals in curbside collection 
services provided under contract to Newark and neighboring 
cities. 

Orange, NJ — Approximately 30 mentally disabled workers 
process curbside-collected recyclables (newspaper, glass, and 
aluminum) from 14 municipalities. 
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Sommerset County, NJ — Disabled employees helped collect 
recyclables in a pilot recycling program, and 30 now work in the 
full-scale county-run recycling program, 

U,S,A, Recycling in Suffolk County, NJ - Plans have been 
reported to hire disabled people to staff a new materials recovery 
facility. 

Northern Virginia Training Center in Fairfax, VA — Mentally 
tiisabled individuals wash, crush, and bag donated aluminum 
cans. 

Waste Hauler Franchise/Licensing Requirements. 

Placing the burden of recycling responsibility on the carters operating 
within a city rather than on the businesses is a way of streamlining the task 
of coinmercial waste recycling. This approach allows a limited number of 
carters to be regulated instead of the multitude of businesses generating 
commercial waste. It is a natural extension of the haulers* day-to-day 
business for them to take the initiative in recycling. They know which 
customers' waste contains the most recyclables and how to find the best 
markete. As private companies, they are resulte oriented, driven by profit 
rather than abstract recycling goals. 

A successful program of this nature was implemented in Babylon, New 
York. According to resulte reported, 13 ofthe 21 licensed carters in Babylon, 
provide the monthly recycling data as requested. In the first six months of 
1990, commercial recycling in Babylon amounted to a total of 20,244 tons, 
somewhat over half of which consisted of paper, corrugated cardboard, metal 
(aluminum, ferrous, other), and plastics. 'The remainder was composed of 
concrete, wood, tires, and "other" waste (construction and demolition waste, 
wire, and glass). To put this in perspective, the town's average commercial 
tonnage delivered for disposal in the three preceding years (1987 — 1989) 
was slightly over 114,600 tons per year. 

Commercial Processing Centers. 

To accommodate and encourage recycling by businesses, the City could 
esteblish small processing centers. This concept could be expanded to 
include recycling by waste haulers. The City could require haulers to 
provide their own processing facilities in order to meet their recycling 
obligations. If this measure Would create conditions of unfair competition, 
the City could iteelf arrange for the appropriate facilities to be put in place 
and could then regulate the fees charged for usage of the facilities. . 

In the Babylon, New York, program, for example, carters that fail to 
comply with the requirements to provide monthly recycling reports were 
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found to lack adequate sorting space. The town therefore intends to set up a 
centralized intermediate processing operation and require the e igh t 
noncompliant carters to use it for processing recyclables from the mixed 
waste they collect. 

Used Office Furnishing Companies. 

The business of recyclirig used systems furniture is rapidly growing and 
gaining popularity nationwide. The combined market for refurbished and 
remanufactured furniture has been estimated by the National Office 
Producte Association "at more than $250 Million in 1989, and twice that in 
1990.... Approximately $17 Billion worth of producte... are eligible" for 
recycling. The furniture stock is supplied by companies that are downsizing 
or have gone out of business, as well as by those that are upgrading their 
offices or changing their standards. Fortune 500 companies typically 
purchase entire floors of new furniture, depreciate it over three years, then 
sell it and refurnish their offices again with the latest systems. This puts 
large quantities of reconvertible furniture, some of it still in the original 
packing boxes, on the market. 

As the supply of used system furniture has increased the number of 
businesses dealing in it has also been expanding. There are now hundreds of 
companies that purchase, upgrade, and sell refurbished and remanufactured 
systems. Some are startup firms, but many are major manufacturers, or 
their subsidiaries working through the manufacturer's dealer network. 
Others are brokers that strictly buy and sell the used furniture. 

The demand for the used product is also growing. Firms buying the 
upgraded furniture are usually small and mid-sized, although some large 
companies also purchase a few pieces to complement their systems. 

Product lines by the leading manufacturers, built to last, lend themselves 
to this tjrpe of recycling. The systems are well designed, durable, and 
completely modular. In addition, the used office furniture can be delivered 
faster, without lead time for production. 

The City can encourage furniture recycling by considering it in i t s 
purchases and providing information on availability of this option to small 
business groups as well as through City economic development programs. 

Environmental Impacts and Energy Utilization. While recycling can 
provide definite benefits by conserving landfill space as well as na tu ra l 
resources, it is not always environmentally benign. Any program t h a t 
requires truck transport of materials during collection, subs tan t ia l 
processing to prepare materials fpr reuse, and hauling to remote market 
locations will result in environmental impacts. Vehicle noise, traffic, fuel 
consumption, and emissions are important considerations. Also, some 
recycling processes are energy intensive and generate residues or large 
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volumes of waste water. Paper pulping, de-inking, metal processing and 
plastic manufacturing, for instance, often produce sludges and waste water 
which contain dangerous materials. Glass, plastic, and metal minimills may 
have heavy energy demands that require on-site fossil fuel combustion 
facilities, with consequent releases of pollutante into the air. 

Before recycling programs are instituted, their potential for overall 
resource conservation must be examined. A thorough investigation of water 
consumption needs, energy usage, and generation of effluents and emissions 
during the entire span ofthe recycling process for a particular material will 
determine which programs are efficient. The final disposal requirements of 
the recycled product and the effects of disposal on the environment are 
further questions to answer (for example, whether methane gas will be 
generated when the material decomposes in a landfill). This life cycle 
analysis - the summing of every environmental risk associated with the 
production, use and disposal of a product — is the ultimate measure of 
environmentel harm versus benefit. 

Economic Impacts. 

Handicapped Training Programs, 

Economic benefits of recycling programs that provide job skill training to 
the handicapped include (i) relatively low initial investmente for small-scale 
programs, which do not have extensive equipment requirements and can be 
located in existing buildings, with consequently low long-term financial 
risks; (ii) individualized pay levels depending on the trainees' abilities 
(based on a piece rate determined by wage and hour studies); (iii) provision 
of a work force that fills a gap in the labor market; and (iv) tax savings 
through reduced state dependency of the disabled, who, by means of such 
work programs, become self-supporting, tax-paying citizens themselves. On 
a national scale, the cost of keeping people with disabilities dependent on 
state support has been estimated at $300 Billion a year, compared with $3 
Billion for rehabilitation. 

Handicapped recycling programs cannot, however, be expected to be profit 
making or even self-supporting. Capital costs to establish the program 
include purchases of equipment such as conveyors, a scale, carts, a forklift, 
and possibly collection vehicles as well as the expense of bringing the 
building into compliance with health and safety standards and fire codes. 
Operating costs include material pickup, labor, eauipment maintenance, 
utility and building lease payments, transport of materials to markets 
(depending on market contracts), miscellaneous contracted services, 
workmen's compensation insurance, and administration costs. Revenues 
from the recovered materials can reduce, but not offset, the cost of the 
recycling program. The value of recycled materials is highly unstable 
because increasing quantities of materials are being marketed as more 
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communities implement recycling programs. The existing markete cannot 
easily absorb the supply. Therefore, public funds are necessary to support 
the handicapped recycling programs. The C,A,R.E program in Omaha, 
Nebraska, for example, is county, state and federally funded. Revenues from 
the sale of recovered materials are put back into the program for equipment 
repair and replacement and wages. 

Waste Hauler Franchise/Licensing Requirements. 

While no program cost data are available, the logic behind such programs, 
from an economic perspective, can be summarized as follows: 

The private sector, unlike public servants, can focus its energy 
entirely on profit-making. With disposal fees on the rise, carters 
are looking for ways to reduce the amount of refuse they deliver 
to an incinerator or landfill. The more waste removed before 
disposal, the greater the avoided cost. 

Carters know where to find markets for the recovered materials. 
They have complex multi-state networks of transportation and 
markets at their disposal. 

Coinmercial Processing Centers. 

The costs for this program can vary considerably, depending on the level of 
service provided. The costs for drop-off, buy-back, or in termediate 
processing centers have already been addressed in other papers in th is 
module. If the private haulers are charged for this service anti required to 
use it or provide their own program, the costs can be placed on the users. 

Used Office Furniture Companies, 

Buying recycled office systems can result in dramatic savings. Prices for 
remanufactured furniture sells at 50 percent off the list price, whi le 
unaltered used furniture may be as low as 80 percent off the list. Delivery 
coste may also be lower than for new product because of the nationwide 
network of warehouses and the option of^having the order broken down into 
smaller unite to decrease the number of truckloads. Working directly with a 
broker can be a further cost-saving mechanism by el iminating the 
middleman, although this approach requires that the purchasing company 
have a facilities manager who is in control of the situation. Also, 
installation costs can be cut by hiring an experienced local contractor. 

Implementation Considerations. Successful recycling programs, whether 
handling residential or commercial waste and whether privately or publicly 
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run, have some common features that are crucial to their implementation. 
These include tiie following: 

Establishment of specific goals and objectives concerning the 
commercial waste stream and other privately collected waste. 

An active and cohesive educational program. (This aspect is 
important not only to develop an environmental ethic but also to 
instruct participants in which materials are acceptable and how 
to prepare the materials. For example, waxy or plastic-coated 
paper is typically unacceptable, and items such as candy 
wrappers and envelopes are contaminants in paper collections.) 

Convenience to participating parties. 

Community and business-sector support. 

Availability of markets, clear market specifications, long-term 
market viability, appraisal ofthe benefits and costs of long-term 
versus short-term material sales agreements and an active 
material marketing program; (Market iavailability is essential. 
Markets will dictate the types of materials that can be recycled, 
material preparation and quality requiremente, and program 
revenues,) 

Compliance with regulations concerning recycling programs 
anti with permit requirements. 

Interface with existing recycling programs. 

Other - program design features such as voluntary versus 
mandatory participation. 

The following identifies some of the major implementation issues as they 
relate specifically to the four types of programs addressed in this discussion 
paper. 

Handicapped Training Programs, 

Must comply with City land use criteria. Department of Labor 
wage and hour guidelines. Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration i(0,S,H,A.) and Department of Health standards, 
fire department ordinances, and rules and regula t ions 
governing programs for the mentally retarded. 
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Reflect social consciousness, have high v is ib i l i ty , can 
demonstrate an awareness of civic duties on the part of the local 
government, and are likely to win public support. 

Are subject to siting considerations, including compliance with 
local zoning codes, an adequately sized building that meete fire 
codes and has a loading dock, site size sufficient te accommodate 
trucks and possible future expansion, proximity to public 
transportation for the workers, a central location, and good 
street access for companies dropping off materials. (Space for 
outdoor storage of materials is not a consideration because paper 
loses its value once it becomes wet and materials such as 
aluminum would be vulnerable to theft.) 

Must meet permitting requirements for a handicapped program, 
such as City and fire department permits and a certificate of 
occupancy. 

Should include the following types of activities in the program 
schedule: 

Prepare a budget 

Apply for a grant to begin the program (for example, 
from the state Environmental Protection Agency) 

Locate an appropriate building 

Establish a base of businesses wil l ing to dona te 
recyclables 

Develop performance standards for measuring trainees' 
performance ratings 

Establish hourly wages based on trainee performance 
ratings and prevailing wages for similar work 

Waste Hauler Franchise/Licensing Requiremente. 

In Chicago, legislation exists which enables the use of licenses to require 
haulers to recycle a portion of the commercial waste they collect. 
Specifically, the Alderman Hansen Recycling Ordinance revises Municipal 
Code Ch, 117 by requiring scavengers or refuse haulers, as a part of the 
licensing process, to develop and implement a recycling program. Further, if 
pending legislation (the Alderman Burke Substitute Recycling Ordinance) 
is passed, waste haulers and their customers in all high-density residential 
and office buildings, all condominiums and businesses licensetl by the City 
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will be required to implement an effective recycling program which targets 
at least three materials for collection by 1992 and four by 1993. Haulers will 
be further required to file certification of each program with the City's 
Recycling Coordinator. 

Still, questions remain regarding how to enforce the law and measure 
compliance. In the Babylon, NY, case this was resolved by an obligatory 
paragraph in the license agreement which commits the apiplicant to 
complete monthly reporting forms, listing the tonnage or yardage for all 
materials diverted in the previous month, A brief reporting term was 
developed by the town and multiple copies were supplied to all haulers: To 
keep the informatiori confidential, each carter uses an ID number iri filling 
out the form. The town enforces the recycling mandate by revoking 
noncompliant haulers' licenses or by refusing renewal. 

As a means of helping municipalities to attain ambitious state or federally 
mandated recycling rates, this is a politically and socially valid approach. It 
makes the private sector responsible along with the public sector and helps 
boost recycling efficiency. 

Siting considerations are involved only if a processing facility is required. 
To reduce site development impacts, a processing center can be located in an 
existing building such as a warehouse or abandoned manufacturing facility. 
The major site requiremente are (i) inbound and outbound roads, (ii) inbound 
and outbound scales, (iii) process and storage building(s), and (iv) a loadout 
area. 

If a processing facility is built, there will also be City and State permitting 
requirements to meet. 

Assuming that no processing center is required, scheduling primarily 
involves program initiation and administration activities. It may be 
desirable to survey City businesses at an early stage to gather information 
on waste stream characterization, current material recovery efforts, and 
interest in this tjrpe of recycling program. Also, the monthly reporting form 
to be completed by the hauler needs to be developed. Once the program is 
running, scheduling must include monitoring hauler perfomiance. 

Commercial Processing Centers. 

Implementation considerations are addressed in the discussion papers on 
Citizen Drop-off Facilities and Low-Technology Material Processing 
Facilities. 
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Used Office Furniture Companies. 

The facility manager or purchaser in charge of procuring the u s e d 
furniture must be aware of several implementation issues: 

Regulations dictating quality standards differ from one city to 
another. In Chicago, for example, all panels must be hard-wired 
by qualified electricians to meet fire codes. 

If recycled power is being purchased for panels, it must b e 
carefully checked for damage from fire or breakage d u r i n g 
dismantling. 

The purchasing process is more time consuming than for new 
furniture. 

All aspects of the program must be carefully monitored to avoid 
liability problems. This includes knowing the furniture b rand 
well and researching the remanufacturing companies or brokers 
to choose one that is experienced and financially secure, sells a 
structurally sound product, has title to the product it is selling, 
and will meet product specifications. Also, local contractors for 
instellation must be selected on the basis of proven experience 
with the particular product line. 

The safety of employees who are to use the recycled furniture 
must be an uppermost consideration. 

Delivery times can be significantly reduced by purchas ing 
recycled systems. 

A social issue to consider in implementing this type of program is t he 
flexibility and standardization it lends to the office setting. All work 
stations are equally equipped and upgrades can occur more often, which 
helps bolster employee morale. 

Recycling Economic Development. 

Certain elements of the recycling industry are having trouble becoming 
established. In particular, the newsprint glut and the infant plastics 
recycling industry. Economic development for troubled recycling areas can 
be encouraged by: 
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Grants 

Interest Free Loans 

Tax Incentives 

Rebates 

Technical Assistance on Financing and Business Structure 

The proposed Alderman Burke's Substitute Recycling Ordinance for the City 
ofChicago includes two economic development measures. 

Newspapers distributed in the City of Chicago would be required to use 
some recycled newsprint by 1992. The minimum percentage of recycled 
newsprint would be consistent with state law. Newspapers would be 
required to certify compliance annually, but could request exemption on the 
basis of unavailability of reasonably priced recycled newspr in t of 
comparable quality. This section of the ordinance attempts to create a 
market for recycleti newsprint to help reduce the current glut of used paper. 

In addition, the proposed ordinance would create Recycling Districts, 
similar to Enterprise Zones, to encourage the development of recycling 
facilities in Chicago. Economic incentives, benefite and regulatory relief 
would be offered as incentives to residents, employees, employers, 
businesses and property owners within a designated Recycling District. 

Waste Reduction Goals. The impact of these economic incentives on 
recycling rates is difficult to determine because by definition the processes 
are generally innovative. New recycling technologies such as plastics 
recycling will need economic incentives to develop. Approximately 9.4% by 
weight of the Chicago low-density residential waste stream consists of 
plastics. Currently in the nation only PET beverage containers and HDPE 
milk jugs are commonly collected for recycling. A recovery rate of those 
containers in select areas of the country is currently 40 to 75%. If this same 
ratio can be applied to other select plastics streams, approximately 4 to 7% of 
the D.S.S. residential waste stream could be recovered (Table l(k)).* 

Table l(k) printed on page 12753 of this Jounal. 
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Technical Feasibility. Thirty-five states provide grants antl/or loans for 
recycling. Grants and loans are usually given to municipalities to he lp 
implement collection programs, but at least 10 states make businesses 
eligible for funds as well. Seventeen states have provided tax incentives for 
the private sector for recycling. Municipalities could give local t a x 
incentives and loans to develop the recycling industry within the area . 
Table 2(k) shows the economic incentives implemented by some states.* 

The State oflllinois, through the Solid Waste Management Fund, provides 
funding for the Recycling Grants Program, the Market Development 
Program and the Technologies and Practices Demonstration Program. This 
fund is financed by a state surcharge imposed on tipping fees for the landfill, 
disposal of M.S.W. Program eligibility is open to g o v e r n m e n t a l 
organizations, for-profit businesses, and not-for-profit organizations. A total 
of $6,924,200 has been awarded to 189 projects through the first e ight 
rounds of the Recycling Grants Program. The maximum grant award 
available for each project is $50,000. The Chicago area received 14 of those 
awards. The project split between organizations is as follows: local 
government— 95; for-profit businesses — 66; and not-for-profit organizations 
— 28. Grants are for a 12-month period and ten percent of the total grant 
award will be retained until the project and all contractual requirements are 
completed and the final written project report is accepted by the Department 
of Energy and Natural Resources. 

The City of Chicago also has a recycling grant/loan program in the 
Department bf Economic Development. This program was implemented in 
June, 1990. Grants are available to not-for-profit organizations in ariiounts 
up to $50,000. These grants have been primarily used for educational 
activities, but could also be used for new market development activities such 
as studies or analyses. The grants are funded by corporate funding out of the 
City's corporate budget. Low interest loans are available to not-for-profit 
businesses in addition to the not-for-profit organizations. Loans up to 
$75,000 may be awarded to cover a portion of capital costs (e.g., recycling 
equipment). 

In January, 1990, Mayor Daley appointed the Chicago Plastics Recycling 
Committee. After six monthly meetings, this conimittee developed several 
recommendations to encourage plastics recycling on the following levels: 
recycling program management; collection; processing and economic 
development; r euse and m a r k e t i n g ; and educa t i on . Speci f ic 
recommendations on processing and economic development include: 

Table 2(k) printed on page 12754 of this Journal. 
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— . Revise zoning requirements to encourage recycling 

Reduce utility rates for recycling industries 

Identify suitable sites for recyclers 

Establish an interdepartmental staff team to facilitate siting of 
recycling facilities 

These are some of the recommendations that the City can do "to make 
Chicago the plastics recycling hub ofthe Midwest". 

In addition, the City can either expand their recycling grant/loari program 
to include further economic developmente or use ite lobbying ability at the 
state level to assist in the encouragement of new recycling businesses. 

Grants anti/or interest-free loans can be used to further develop plastics 
recycling within the Chicago area. For example. Pure Tech International, 
Inc, uses a proprietary cleansing fluid for recycling mixed plastic containers. 
The washing process removes labels and base cups on bottles. The cleaned 
plastic containers can then be manually sorted by plastic resin (PET, HDPE, 
and other plastics) and color. PVC, normally a contaminant to recycled 
plastics, can be easily identified and removed after the cleansing process 
since the cleansing fluid makes the PVC surfaces have a milky color. The 
final products are a regrind resin by color of separated PET and HDPE and 
some baled PVC and polypropylene containers. A color sorted resin has a 
value of about $.42 per pound and can be reused by the or iginal 
manufacturer. 

Recycling of low density polyethylene (LDPE) is also possible. Currently 
only LDPE grocery bags are being recycled at very low rates. Over half of 
the virgin LDPE plastic resin is used for film. PCL & Eastern, a New 
Brunswick, Canada firm is in the forefront of LDPE grocery bag recycling. 

Some activities have occurred in polystyrene (PS) recycling. Landfill 
Alternatives, an independent company, currently has a plant in the Chicago 
area processing approximately three million pounds of PS per year. Landfill 
Alternatives is trying to locate sufficient sources of feedstock to provide for a 
second facility in Missouri. 

Some companies have begun to pursue polyvinyl chloride (PVC) recycling 
programs. Most ofthe PVC currently recycled comes from industrial scrap. 

Processing facilities of these types are not widely available arid need 
economic assistance for startup. Currently, markets for the reclaimed 
plastic require reasonably pure streams bf feedstock. Cbmpanies that can 
effectively sort and process a large variety of mixed plastics will be on the 
cutting edge of plastics recycling. 
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Under current F.D.A. regulations, most recycled plastics may not be used 
in the manufacture of new beverage and food containers. However, Coca-
Cola has recently gotten approval to manufacture 2-liter bottles us ing 
recycled resin. 

The following list identifies some potential uses for recovered plastic 
resins: 

PET 

HDPE 

Fiberfill-pillows, ski jackets, cushions, sleeping bags 

Fiber-twine, filter material, apparel, rope, carpet backing 

Textiles-belts, webbing, sails, woven bags, tire cord 

Other-strapping, scouring pads, fence posts, industrial paints, 
paint brushes 

Lumber boards-boat piers, pig/calf pens, garden furniture 

Other-base cups, flowerpots, pipes, toys, pails and drums, traffic-
barrier cones, golf bag liners, kitehen drain boards, milk bottle 
carriers, soft drink bottle carriers, signs 

Housewares (e.g., service trays), building products, expanded P S 
product of packaging 

Building materials (e.g., pipe) 

Environmental Impacts. The economic incentives by themselves will have 
no environmental impacts, but the industries they help develop will have 
some impact on the environment. 

PS 

Decrease amount of waste to landfill 

Decrease in amount of petroleum to produce plastics 
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Residues (e.g., paper label pulp, glue) from processing plastics 
will require disposal 

Water usage at processing facilities 

Air quality impacts, wastewater t reatment impacts from 
processing 

Energy Utilization. Plastic processing facilities and recycling industries 
will consume energy. The amount can vary considerably depending on the 
process used. Since plastic recycling is a relatively new and fast evolving 
field very little data is available on total energy consumption and savings. 

Economic Impacts. The primary economic impacts will vary and need to 
be addressed on a case by case basis. However, the long term effect include 
the following impacte: 

Creates jobs 

Creates local markets for recovered recyclables (particularly 
plastics) 

Spurs economic growth 

Decreases revenue potential due to tax credits 

State anti/or local revenues will have to be budgeted for these 
incentives which may tighten the budget in other areas 

Implementation Considerations. 

Whether to l imit incent ives to newer , unes t ab l i shed 
technologies such as plastics recycling 

Upper limit to money received for economic development 

How much the State of Illinois is already doing for recycling 
economic development 

Available capacity in waste stream to support facility 

Define regulations and enforcement for incentives (eliminate 
potential abuses) 
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Recycling Legislative Issues. 

Thirty states and the District of Columbia now have comprehensive 
recycling laws. Many of these laws set recycling goals for counties and 
municipalities to meet, but some states require localities to adopt their own 
recycling ordinances. The State oflllinois requires a recycling plan and has 
established a 15% recycling goal by the third year and 25% by the fifth year 
of ite planned program. Some of the primary approaches taken by recycling 
legislation are as follows: 

Mandatory Recycling/Mandatory Source Separation — Used in 
its literal sense, "mandatory recycling" would broadly mean 
government-dictated recycling by manufacturers and consumers 
to eliminate waste and maximize recycling. Instead, the terms 
commonly used loosely to mean that the state sete a mandatory 
recycling goal. No particular rules govern how a municipality 
meets the goal, although a municipal plan is often required. 
Mandatory recycling is generally carr ied out t h r o u g h 
mandatory source separation. That is, generators (residences 
and/or businesses and institutions) must separate recyclables 
from their trash, typically for curbside collection. 

Disposal Bans — The disposal of selected materials, such as high-
volume, bulky wastes or certain recyclables are prohibited a t 
lantlfills or incinerators. 

Product Labeling/Cotling - Special seals, symbols, coding or 
other labels indicate a product 's recyclabi l i ty , p l a s t i c 
composition, or recycled material content for the expressed 
purpose of separation identification or increasing markets for 
recycled products. 

Zoning for Recycling — Local zoning ordinances simplify the 
permitting process for potential developers and es tabl ish 
distribution hubs for servicing the entire city, 

P.U,R,P,A, Legislation for Recyclables — Federal legislation 
would require industries to purchase recyclable materials. Such 
legislation would be similar to the 1978 Public U t i l i t y 
Regulatory Policy Act (P.U.R.P.A.), which requires publ ic 
electric utilities to purchase electricity from "qual i f ied" 
generators, such as waste-to-energy facilities, for a price based 
on the utility's "avoided cost" of generating that power. This 
general approach is addressed under purchasing regulations for 
government agencies in the discussion paper on Source 
Reduction Legislation - Product Design Regulations. 
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Other legislation can mandate governmental purchase of recycled materials, 
encourage coinmercial waste audits and material exchanges, or impose 
product tiisposal taxes. 

These items were covered in the discussion papers on Source Reduction 
Legislation. In addition, the Economic Incentives paper addresses tax 
cretiits and exemptions that promote recycling. 

Current legislation which impacts recycling in the State oflllinois and the 
City ofChicago is as follows: 

Solid Waste Planning And Recycling Act. 

The implementation of a Citjrwide recycling program must be 
according to a specified time schedule. 

A recycling coordinator must be designated. 

The recycling plan will include 15 percent ofthe waste stream 
by the end ofthe third program year and 25 percent ofthe waste 
stream by the end ofthe fifth program year. 

Assistance grants are available to municipalities for the pilot 
recycling program. 

Alderman Hansen's Recycling Ordinance. 

Includes requirements for providing recycling services to all 
households served by D.S.S. by July 1, 1993 i n the form of 
curbside, drop-box or buyback centers. 

Requires the Department of Purchases, Contracts and Supplies 
to establish minimum recycled content specifications for 
purchase. 

The following is pending legislation which could potentially affect 
recycling. The fate ofthis legislation is still unknown but the following 
provisions are included. 

House Bill 0006. 

To require recycled content in new products, inc luding 
newsprint, cardboard, plastics, ete,. 
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To create new markets by requiring municipal purchasing to 
specify riecycled products. 

Alderman Burke's Substitute Recycling Ordinance, 

To require recycling programs from all commercial and high-
rise buildings in the City, "environmentally responsible" 
packaging, and recycled content in newsprint; also, to create 
City recycling districts as well as the "Advisory Recycling 
Corporation of Chicago", 

To recreate recycling districts, similar to enterprise zones, in 
order to encourage development of recycling facilities i n 
Chicago, 

Waste Reduction Goals, Legislative mechanisms are usually part of any 
comprehensive recyclirig program. However, it is difficult to determine the 
specific contribution or impact on waste reduction by any component of a 
comprehensive recycling program. As a result, legislative waste reduction 
can only be discussed in general terms. 

Mandatory Recycling/Mandatory Source Separation. 

Although it is difficult to determine the specific impact of any 
component of a comprehensive recycling, responses to a 
nationwide recycling survey indicated that communities which 
incorporate mandatory programs as part of their plans divert 
about 22 percent ofthe total solid waste stream annually versus 
approximately 12 percent diversion by voluntary programs. 

Disposal Bans. 

Encourage recycling by prohibiting certain recyclables from 
disposal sites. 

Could promote illegal disposal where alternatives are expensive 
or inconvenient. 

Product Labeling/Coding. 

Increases public awareness of product recyclability. 

Helps the public make buying decisions based on environmental 
considerations. 
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Can facilitate accurate separation of plastics by consumer 
separation programs but will have little benefit for high-volume 
commingled programs. 

Zoning For Recycling. 

Has no measurable impact on waste reduction, although proper 
zoning which makes drop-off and buyback centers convenient to 
citizens can increase participation rates. 

Technical Feasibility. 

Mandatory Recycling/Mandatory Source Separation. 

Programs are designed to create large supplies of secondary 
material for manufacturers to use for producing goods with 
recycled content. This expanded supply of cheap raw materials 
may cause markets, such as those for newspaper, to become 
flooded. In an oversupply inarket, excess materials may require 
disposal. However, the oversupply may also s t imula te 
additional markete for these materials over tiriie. 

Rhode Island, New Jersey, New York and Pennsylvania, and the 
District of Columbia have statewide laws; Maine's law applies 
only to offices, and Washington's law only to the urban areas. 

Laws are also in effect in many municipalities in states without 
statewide laws. 

Legislation is less effective and less frequent in rural areas with 
lower population densities, more distant markets, less severe 
landfill capacity shortage, and low disposal costs. 

A survey in Resource Recycling, December, 1990, of recycling 
programs nationwide showed the mean rate for participation by 
eligible households to be 74.3 percent for mandatory programs 
as opposed to 39,7 percent for voluntary programs. 

Disposal Bans, 

Can be implemented at the state or city level but can be difficult 
to enforce, except for bulky items or high-volume violations. For 
example, Connecticut's ban on all recyclables runs into 
definition problems as to what is recyclable and what recovery 
efficiency is acceptable. 
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Require available markets for the banned mater ia ls and 
suitable disposal alternatives. 

Attempt to make manufacturers more responsive to demands for 
increased recycling. 

Tend to be highly controversial. (For examples, critics claim 
that state- and local-level disposal bans will result in a web of 
regulations which will hinder interstate commerce.) 

Are in place in Illinois fbr lead-acid batteries and yard waste and 
in numerous other stetes for various materials (see Table 1(1)).* 

Can be applied to a range of producte, as shown in Table 1(1).* 

Wisconsin and Massachusetts have regulations tha t b a n 
recyclables from disposal facilities. Connecticut revised its law 
by tiropping the disposal ban on designated recyclables in favor 
of a requirement that generators must separate recyclables, and 
municipalities must enforce the rule. 

Product Labeling/Coding. 

Programs are difficult to implement at the local level (the 
state/federal level is more effective). 

— The Society ofthe Plastics Industry (S.P.I,) has developed plastic 
recycling symbols for seven types of resin or resin mix. Some 
plastic industries already stamp their producte with these codes 
to identify plastic composition. Codes can be too broad to 
correspond with actual processing needs. For instance, most 
communities recover HDPE bottles but not injection or film 
HDPE. 

As of autumn 1990, 27 states had passed legislation requiring 
coding by resin type for various plastic containers and several 
other states are considering such legislation. 

A bill has been introduced in Congress to mandate use of the 
S.P.I. codes. 

* Table 1(1) printed on page 12755 ofthis Journal. 
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Zoning For Recycling. 

Zoning ordinances frequently contain barriers to recycling. The 
traditional zoning for permanent recycling operations is light 
industry. This is inappropriate for drop-off anti buyback centers, 
which need to be easily accessible to the public to encourage 
participation. Most local governments have yet to develop 
provisions that allow for proper siting of recycling facilities. 
Recycling centers are typically not listed as a permitted land 
use, and existing definitions fail to distinguish recycling centers 
from solid waste facilities. The outdoor storage or operations 
which have created objections in some neighborhoods can be 
controlled by requiring inside operations and storage. 

Public officials need more awareness of consumer-based 
recycling and the usefulness of zoning as a tool to encourage 
recycling. 

California develbped a model zoning ordinance for recycling that 
included appropriate zones and permit types for each kind of 
recycling center. However, some problems were encountered: 

The distinction between collection and processing 
facilities fails to recognize that some collection facilities 
must use volume reduction equipment such as 
shredders, densifiers or balers. 

The definition of what constitutes recyclable material is 
unclear. 

A bill was introduced in the New Jersey legislature in 1988, to 
differentiate environmental impact requirements among types 
of businesses engaged in recycling operations. Problems arose 
with transfer stations described as recycling facilities. Other 
concerns about unclean recycling operations as breeding 
grounds for vermin and insects must be dealt with. 

The State of Pennsylvania requires planners to purge their 
recycling ordinances of barriers to recycling. 

Environmental Impacts. 

Mandatory Recycling/Mandatory Source Separation. 

Material resources are saved for reuse or for manufacturer of 
new products. 
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Material collection and marketing cause emissions, noise, and 
increased traffic from collection and haul vehicles. 

Illegal dumping may increase if cost increases are passed on to 
the generator. 

The reprocessing of some materials produces sludges and waste 
water containing dangerous materials or genera tes a i r 
emissions. 

Disposal Bans. 

Can target individual products that pose a threat to public 
health or the environment when landfilled or incinerated. 

Save landfill space, but may lead to an increase in il legal 
dumping. 

Product Labeling/Coding. 

Helps consumers identify plastic materials targetetl in source-
separated recycling programs. 

Helps increase people's awareness of recycling and usage of 
products with recycled content. 

Can, if enforced, prevent advertising that misrepresents a 
product's environmental compatibility. 

Zoning For Recycling. 

Can specify the pemiit process and facility design considerations 
necessary to mitigate neighborhood concerns. 

Can incorporate standards for cleanliness (litter, insects a n d 
residues), site security, parking policies, noise, and aesthetics. 

Can remove future architectural barr iers such as space 
requirements for recycling containers by making recycling plans 
a condition ofthe land use or building permits. 

Can mitigate the impact on housing and other developments by 
requiring developer contributions such as a collection program, 
a community composting facility, or a set of recycling containers 
with each unit. 



12532 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Energy Utilization. 

Mandatory Recycling/Mandatory Source Separation. 

Recycled aluminum and glass require less energy to make new 
products than virgin materials. 

Plastic is made from petroleum products which could be used as 
fuel, if recycled materials are substituted for virgin materials. 

Material collection and marketing result in fuel consumption by 
collection vehicles and trucks hauling materials to markets. 

Material reprocessing for some materials may have heavy 
energy demands. 

Disposal Bans. 

Save energy when materials are reused rather than having to be 
remanufactured. 

Product Labeling/Coding. 

Promotes plastic recycling, which is estimated to save 88 percent 
ofthe energy needed to produce plastics from virgin material. 

Zoning For Recycling. 

Conserves fuel by a:llowing recycling centers to be located near 
homes and businesses which generate waste materials. 

Econoniic Impacte. 

Mandatory Recycling/Mandatory Source Separation. 

Collecting and marketing recycled materials can be expensive 
for the community. Large urban areas are paying between $100 
and $400 per ton for recycling programs depending on the 
breadth of their programs, among other factors. 

Cost/benefit resul t s in te rms of employmen t , t a x e s , 
international trade, and competition among businesses need to 
be carefully evaluated. 
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Disposal Bans. 

Alternative(s) may involve more expense to the consumer. 

Costs of environmental damage or remediation efforts a re 
difficult to quantify or evaluate. 

Product Labeling/Coding. 

Cost of regulatory administration and negotiation/litigation of 
labeling language by product and manufacturer. 

Zoning For Recycling. 

Land zoned for light industrial use tends to be costly to rent or 
purchase. 

Location of buyback centers near low-income populations will 
provide income supplement. 

Expensive conditional use permits are often required for 
recycling centers, which tend to impede development. 

Implementation Considerations. 

Mandatory Recycling/Mandatory Source Separation. 

Extensive ongoing public education programs targeting both 
adult habits and child training for future generations are 
necessary to teach citizens to recycle materials from their waste 
and voluntarily demand products made from recycled materials. 

An environmental ethic is promoted that may carry over into 
other areas of people's lives. 

Stable markets are a prerequisite to program success and 
decisions must be made as to how to deal with temporary 
recycled material over supplies which might last months or 
years. 
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Disposal Bans. 

Items targeted include batteries, used oil, yard waste, white 
goods, and tires. 

Locating markets for the banned items or suitable disposal 
alternatives can be difficult. 

Enforcement ofthe disposal bans can be problematic. A banned 
material may be difficult te identify in a truckload of material or 
in a garbage bag. 

Product Labeling/Coding. 

Many people ignore labeling, even on health warning labels. 

Consumers need constant reminders through public information 
programs. 

Enforced labeling helps protect consumers by preventing false 
advertising. 

Labels and codes across industries need to be standardized or 
approved by a monitoring organization. 

R.C.R.A. bills include requirements related to labeling. The 
Senate bills would require products to meet certain standards in 
order to use a special seal or symbol indicating that they are 
environmentally preferable. The House bill would create a 
presidential commission to study product label ing and 
recommend action to the E.P.A. and Department of Commerce. 
An E.P.A. proposal provides for an "Environmental Choice" 
label, to be used only on products de te rmined to be 
"environmentally sound". Products would be designated as 
recyclable, recycled, or containing recycled materials. Federal 
labeling would take precedence over state-level labeling unless 
the latter were more stringent. In the pending Burke's 
Substitute Recjrcling Ordinance, the standards for labeling 
packaging "environmentally responsible" should correspond 
with the proposed federal labeling. 

Zoning For Recycling. 

Politically sensitive issue. 

Need for clear definitions. 
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Potential for abuse. 

Allows the City to plan a citywide program and to encourage 
private recycling facilitjr development in areas where it does not 
provide collection/recycling services. 

Curbside Recycling Collection Methodologies. 

At mid-1990, over 1,600 curbside recycling programs were operating with 
new ones starting about every daj^. Curbside recycling collection can have 
hundreds of combinations of specific program parameters. Parameters to 
consider include: which materials to collect; how to collect them; how to 
determine all associated costs and expected revenues; and how to maximize 
participation rate. Three recycling collection methodologies or how to collect 
the materials, are listed below. 

Curbside Sort — Hauler separates commingled or semi-
commingled recyclables at curb into compar tmenta l i zed 
recycling vehicle. 

Commingled - Usually newspapers in one container or bag; and 
glass, cans and plastics mixed in the other. Fully commingled 
would have all recyclables in one container. 

Co-Collection — Commingled recyclables are separately bagged 
and picked up at the same time, and in the same vehicle, as the 
garbage. Some co-collection programs have trailers or racks 
attached to back or sides of garbage truck to collect recyclables. 

The City of Chicago is currently operating a demonstration program for 
co-collection in Wards 7 and 41 , Blue-bags were d i s t r ibu ted t o 
approximately 2,800 households for commingled recyclables. The blue-bags 
are collected anti transported with the garbage to a transfer station, where 
they are then separated. The City is collecting data on this program. 

Waste Reduction Goals. Curbside collection programs have resulted in 
the diversion of between 10 to 20% of the residential waste stream. The 
diversion rates are difficult to determine solely on the basis of collection 
methodology because many other factors also affect recycling collection. The 
simpler and easier the program is on the residents the greater t h e 
participation rates are likely to be. Therefore, commingled collection of 
recyclables would have the greatest participation rates. Where residents are 
required to set out materials at curbside, same day collection with t rash 
collection improves the participation and recovery rates also. As programs 
are in operation longer, participation tends to increase. However , 
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measuring the percentage of solid waste recovered in a recycling program is 
more important than the number of households participating. 

Curbside sorting can result in higher quality materials for markets, but it 
limits the number of mater ia ls targeted and requires specialized 
trucks.Commingled collection of recyclables require further material 
processing which will result in approximately 10 to 30% process residues 
depending on the amount of non-targeted materials included by residents. 
Despite initial concerns, the Pittsburgh packer truck/blue bag collection test 
demonstrated a lower process residue (less than 5%) and lower glass 
breakage than other commingled collection programs in the area. The 
primary reason is the cushioning effect of the plastic and aluminum 
containers due to the containment by the bag. Although Omaha's blue bag 
collection program had a false start, it is back up and running under new 
management. It is too early in the program to provide a lot of data on its 
level of success. However, the materials recovered are being successfully 
marketed. 

Technical Feasibility. Some curbside recycling programs have been in 
existence for years, although many ofthe programs instituted in the last five 
years have been in response to state laws antl'or depleting landfill space. 
Most of the longstanding curbside recycling programs have relied on 
residents to separate recyclables in the home. To increase participation and 
to allow for increase in targeted materials , newer programs have 
incorporated commingled storage in the home, with separation completed at 
the curb or at an intermediate processing center. Table Km) lists a sample 
of curbside recycling collection programs.* 

Curbside Sort. 

Materials commonly collected are newspapers, three colors of 
glass, aluminum and steel cans and plastics 

Commingled. 

An I.P.C. is necessary for processing materials 

-- Majority of commingled programs not fully commingled 

Table l(m) printed on page 12756 ofthis Journal. 
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Concerns about glass breakage contamination can be minimized 
by bagging 

Lends itself to larger storage containers 

Allows changes in targeted materials without modifications to 
collection equipment 

Co-Collection 

— Maneuverability in alleys is limited if trailer attached to back of 
garbage truck 

Processing facility is necessary 

Limited testing and few pilot programs, but initial results a re 
encouraging 

Bagging in thicker bags mitigates contamination concerns 

Environmental Impacts. Transportation is the primary environmental 
impact of recycling collection. The separate collection of recyclable 
materials, either curbside sort or commingled collection methods, wil l 
substantially increase vehicular traffic. The City has nonattainment a reas 
for carbon monoxide, nitrous oxide or volatile organic compounds, a n d 
increased vehicular traffic will aggravate this problem. Under the Clean 
Air Act, the City must meet federal standards for air quality within a 
specified time frame for each pollutant or face construction bans and federal 
funds restrictions. Only co-collection of recyclables and waste will minimize 
transportation needs. Each of the collection methods recover recyclable 
materials, thus prolonging landfill life. 

Energy Utilization. Energy is saved in all cases by substituting recyclable 
materials for virgin resources. 

Curbside Sort. 

Approximately 0.12 gallon of fuel per ton used to separately 
collect recyclables in addition to the 0.27 gallon of fuel per ton 
for regular waste collection 

Potentially reduces electricity requirements for extens ive 
processing at material processing facility 
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Commingled. 

Approximately 0.12 gallon of fuel per ton used to separately 
collect recyclables in addition to the 0.27 gallon of fuel per ton 
for regular waste collection 

Energy usage at the processing facility 

Co-Collection. 

City's collection vehicles use only approximately 0.27 gallon of 
fuel per ton of waste collected and transported 

No additional collection routes; no additional fuel used 

Energy usage at the processing facility 

Economic Impacts. 

Curbside Sorts. 
Approximately $27,000 to $40,000 per payload ton for 
compartmentalized recycling vehicles 

Approximately $11,000 to $14,000 per payload ton for 
compartmentalized trailers 

Additional collection labor for separate collection 

Increased labor time to sort recyclables at curbside 

Maintenance of additional vehicles 

Cost of reusable container for each household 

Decreased processing costs 

Commingled. 

Approximately $12,500 per payload ton for packer trucks 

Approximately $7,000 to $9,000 per payload ton for trailers 

Approximately $17,000 to $20,000 per payload ton for recycling 
vehicles 
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Additional collection labor for separate collection 

Collection labor time savings compared to curbside sort 

Cost of bags or reusable container for recyclables from each 
household 

I.P.C. processing coste 

Co-Collection. 

Packer truck and trailer costs similar to commingled 

Truck side racks could be added at minimal cost, but capacity is 
limited 

No purchase of recycling vehicles required 

No increase in collection labor or labor time 

Pittsburgh used reserve fleet packer trucks to provide a 
substantial savings over other options 

, Revenues may be less due to lower quality materials 

Coste at material processing facility are more involved 

Costs of bags for recyclable from each household I .P .C. 
processing costs. 

Implementation Considerations. The following are general items to be 
considered when implementing a recycling collection program: 

Continuous educational and promotional activities 

Recycling mandatory or voluntary 

Targeted materials and available markete 

Potential curbside scavenging of materials 

Increase in participation and recovery rates, if households 
provided with recycling containers 

Clear and concise instructions to resident regarding material 
preparation 
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Frequency of collection 

Type and size of container or bag 

Curbside Sort. 

Special compartmentalized vehicles required for separation 

Type of truck and size of compartments in truck to match 
material targets and volumes 

Smaller collection routes, average 450 to 500 stops/route, more 
time consuming (30 seconds or more per stop) 

Qualitjr materials sold to markets without installing extensive 
processing systems 

Level of curbside sort should be determined by markets 

Expensive processing equipment not required 

Curbside sorters provide quality control of recyclables 

As material targets increase rough curbsort (i.e., paper, metals 
and glass) are being used more 

Level of sorting determined by markete 

Allows quick startup of pilot projects 

Programs switeh to commingled collection usually at 10,000 
households 

Takes 10% more time to separate recyclables at the curb vs. 
having the consumer do multi-material sorting 

Having the consumer do multi-material sort ing reduces 
participation 

Collection day of recyclables (same day as garbage collection 
may increase participation - easy to remember, no extra trip to 
curb) 

Commingled. 

Packer trucks can be utilized 
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Larger collection routes, average 700 to 800 stop/route (7 - 10 
seconds per stop); Pittsburgh achieved 1,000 stops/route 

Greater utilization of truck capacity 

Requires material processing facility 

Fewer trips to processing facility 

Commingled home storage is believed to maximize public 
participation 

Separate bin for collecting newspapers 

Collection day of recyclables 

I.P.C. labors provide quality control of recyclables 

Co-Collection. 

Reduced collection costs 

No special vehicles required (existing packer trucks or a n 
a t t ached t r a i l e r may be used; t r a i l e r wi l l r e d u c e 
maneuverability) 

Recyclables in color-coded bags for easy identification 

Increased participation due to simplicity at resident level 

Reduced glass breakage (cushioning effect of other recyclables 
and waste) 

Requires material processing facility 

Increased capital coste and labor at processing facility 

I,P,C, labors provide quality control of recyclables 

Addendum To Curbside Collection Methodologies 
Wet/Dry Collection. 

The basic wet/dry collection consists of two streams: one container for 
"wet" waste such as food waste, yard waste, and soiled paper; a second 
container for the remaining "tlry" waste. A variation to the wet/dry 
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collection includes three streairis: one container for wet waste, another for 
dry recyclables, and a third for garbage. In Europe the wet waste collected 
consists primarily of vegetable, fruit and yard waste. 

Waste Reduction Goals. Wet/dry collection can potentially divert 30% to 
50% ofthe residential waste stream; 10% to 20% as dry recyclables and 20% 
to 30% through composting of wet waste. Many other factors besides the 
collection method will affect these diversion rates. 

Technical Feasibility. Wet/dry collection systems have been implemented 
during the last 5 years in parts of Europe, such as Germany, Austria and the 
Netherlands, but the experience in North America is limited mostly to a few 
Canadian pilot programs in Ontario. Table l(n) describes some of these pilot 
programs.* Specific data on program parameters and issues, participation, 
recovery rates, and economics of these wet/dry systems are very limited due 
to the limited number of programs. In the U,S,, New York City, New York 
and San Jose, California have been evaluating wet/dry collection. San Jose 
has recently decided not to'implement a wet/dry collection system because 
there are still too many unknowns for a city of San Jose's size to initiate it at 
this time. 

Environmental Impacts, Separate collections of wet and dry waste 
increases any vehicular traffic which can aggravate the nonattainment 
areas in the (3ity ofChicago. A multi-compartment vehicle may be used for a 
single collection which will have less traffic than separate collections. The 
wet waste storage prior to collection may attract insects, birds or rodents; 
odors may emanate from these containers during collection. 

Energy Utilization. Separate collections of wet and dry waste increases 
fuel consumption. 

Economic Impacts. Wet^dry systems will have collection and processing 
costs. Collection costs may include purchases of bins and mul t i 
compartment vehicles or additional costs of labor, tins and fuel due to 
separate collections. In addition there will be MRF or IPC processing costs 
and the costs of a more complex composting process than can be used for yard 
waste alone. ' 

Implementation Considerations. The following considerations can affect 
implementation of wet/dry collection and processing: 

Table l(n) printed on page 12757 of this Journal. 
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Two- or three-stream separations (can include variations) 

Frequency ofcollection (in Europe usually weekly or bi-weekly) 

Separate collections or single collection with m u l t i 
compartment vehicles 

Method of furnishing bins, containers or bags (all ofthe existing 
programs provided bins to the residents) 

Voluntary or mandatory program 

Initial pilot program to study impacts 

Public education to inform residents of the sepa ra t ion 
procedures 

Material recovery facility requ i rements (MRF or IPC 
processing) 

Composting technology (should be the preferred process for wet 
waste) 

Schedule of implementing 

Combustion 
Mass Burn. 

The City ofChicago has a number of mass burn options which include one 
or more of the following: 

Rehabilitate Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility (N.W.F,) -
presently in operation with energy recovery and sa l e s . 
Operating since 1971. 

Rehabilitate Southwest Incinerator Facility — presently a 
transfer station, formerly a combustion facility with energy 
recovery and sales. Operated from 1962 to 1976. This facility is 
in the best condition ofall the City's retired incinerators. 

Build New Facility — field-erected system to provide steam 
and/or electricity. 

Build Multiple Modular Facilities — modular systems to serve 
steam customers. 
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Waste Reduction Goals. The residual ash from a mass-burn facility would 
be approximately 23% to 35% of incoming waste by wet weight, and 5% to 
10% by volume depending on the level of recycling achieved prior to 
combustion. Recycling would reduce the number of noncombustibles, thus 
reducing the amount of residue generated. Scrubbers required on facilities 
would potentially add about 1.2% to the dry residue tonnage. 

Rehabihtate N.W.F.. 

Maximum capacity of 1,600 tons per day (tpd); four 400 tpd 
combustion units 

Disposes 34% of incoming waste as wet residue (about 24% on a 
thy weight basis) 

Throughput capacity is about 496,000 tons per year (tpy) 

Rehabilitate Southwest. 

Maximum capacity of 1,200 tpd; four 300 tpd combustion units 

Throughput capacity would potentially be 372,000 tpy 

Build New Facility. 

Design capacity would be flexible; capacity considerations 
include a 15% allowance for maintenance downtime 

Build Multiple Modular Facilities. 

Slightly higher levels of ash production due to generally higher 
levels of unburned combustible material 

Technical Feasibility. 

Rehabihtate N.W.F.. 

No major impediments to modifying and upgrading facility 

Facility continuously undergoing preventive maintenance to 
improve operations 

Facility life can be extended 
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Some equipment will need to be replaced and upgraded to meet 
new air emissions requiremente 

Current ash handling system requires improvements 

Ash leachate capture and reuse 

Ash containerization, dewaterization and wastewater 
treatment 

Rehabilitate Southwest. 

Detailed analysis required to identify specific renovation needs 

Does not have any heat recovery auxiliary equipment or 
pollution control equipriient 

Facility is the easiest to restore of existing incinerator sites 

Build New Facility. 

53 mass-burn facilities currently operating in United States 

System can be designed to incorporate pre-processing of r aw 
waste or post-separation of residue 

Can meet or exceed E.P.A.'s emission requirements u s ing 
available pollution control technology as currently proposed 

More efficient combustion system than modular systems 

Build Multiple Modular Facilities. 

50 modular facilities incinerating municipal solid was t e 
(M.S.W,) currently operating in United States 

Facility siting difficulty will increase as the number of s i tes 
increase 

Life of equipment is less 

Environmental Impacts, The primary, environmental issues of waste-to-
energy facilities are air emissions and ash disposal. The EPA h a s 
announced the final New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) applicable 
to all new municipal waste combustors (M.W.Cs) with individual capacities 
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greater than 250 TPD. For existing M.W.Cs, EPA has issued Emission 
Guidelines (E.G,) which must be implemented by 1994. The NSPS and EG 
are designed to limit emissions by the following: good combustion practices 
(GCP); M.W.C. are organic emissions; M.W.C. metal emissions; M.W.C. 
acid gas emissions; nitrogen oxide emissions; and monitoring requirements. 
Control and monitoring of nitrogen oxide emissions are not required for 
existing M.W.Cs. Metal emissions for mercury, lead and cadmium have not 
been established, but must be promulgated by EPA by November 15, 1991, 
under the Clean Air Act of 1990. The Illinois EPA will have to establish 
standards that meet or exceed the federal standards. 

Mercury containing sources in the waste stream include batteries, some 
paints, some agricultural chemicals, light bulbs, plastics, electrical switehes 
and gauges, and household electronic items. Based on data from a joint 
industry-EPA task force on mercury control, batteries contributed at least 
50% of the mercury in the 1990 M.S.W. stream. According to the National 
Electrical Manufacturers Association, between 1986 and 1990, battery 
manufacturers have reduce mercury usage by approximately 88% and 
further reductions are likely. EPA has recognized scrubber/baghouses as 
reasonably effective for mercurjr control in recently-permitted combustion 
facilities. Further EPA regulations for mercury are likely to be based on 
source reduction, preseparation, or reactant injection. Other sources of 
mercury emissions to the atmosphere are also beginning to be addressed as 
more information is accumulated. 

Dioxins and furans have also been targeted for regulation. Test data from 
the National Incinerator Testing and Evaluation Program in Canada 
indicate that total dioxins and furans in the incoming waste are reduced 
approximately 60% through good combustion practices. Dioxins and furans 
are generally grouped together and commonly referred to as just dioxins. 
Solubility of dioxins is very low and dioxins are not volatile at ambient 
temperatures. Dioxins terid to be tightly bound to particles. Therefore, 
effective control of particulates, especially very small particles, also controls 
dioxin emissions to the atmosphere. Concentrations of dioxins found in 
leachate from ash monofills are less than one part per billion. A study of 
worker exposure released in January, 1991 by the National Institute for 
Occupation Safety and Health shows that the sensitivity to dioxins in 
humans may be considerably less than previously determined by lab animal 
studies. 

To the extent that M.W.Cs are proposed to be constructed in areas which 
may be classified nonattainment, the potential exists that additional 
emission control and permitting requirements may be triggered. If the 
facility will emit nonattainment pollutante or precursors in quantities above 
nonattainment review thresholds, than the facility may have to use lowest 
achievable emission rate (L,A,E,R,) control technology for such pollutants. 
In addition, offsets for emissions of nonattainment pollutante would have to 
be secured. 
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Most states require ash to be tested before disposal. Two toxicity tests 
currently used by the U,S.E,P.A. are: the Extraction Procedure (E.P,) 
Toxicity test and the new Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure 
(T,C,L,P.), The T.C.L.P. has the ability to detect an additional 26 compounds 
compareti to the original 14 under the E.P, Toxicity test. Based on the 
limited T,C,L,P, test data, most M,S,W, ash produces results below 
established thresholds for all 40 compounds. 

Despite all the number of concerns raised about M.W.C. emissions, 
detailed health risk assessments conducted on a wide variety of M.S.W. 
combustion facilities have consistently shown that the lifetime health risk of 
living in the vicinity of an M.W.C. is in the approximate magnitude of three 
times less than being struck by lighting. 

Rehabilitate N.W.F. 

Requires upgrading to comply with the new air emissions 
standards under Clean Air Act (including a dry scrubber) 

N.W.F. discharges approximately 613,000 gallons of water per 
day (current study to close loops) 

Methane generation in sumps of M.S.W. pit (gas monitors 
purchased) 

Rehabilitate Southwest. 

Requires advanced pollutions control technologies 

Requires ash management system 

Build New Facility. 

E.P.A. has identified dry scrubbers with a fabric f i l ter 
(baghouse) as best available control technology for managing 
combustor emissions, including mercury 

Ash monofills or monocells are likely to be required by E.P.A. 
under R.C.R.A. reauthorization 

Build Multiple Modular Facilities. 

E.P.A. directed to issue standards and guidelines for units less 
than 250 tpd within two years, making long-term planning 
difficult for this option 
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Energy Utilization. 

Rehabihtate N.W.F. 

Each boiler capable of generating 110,000 Ib./hr. saturated 
steam at 275 psig (gross steam flow approximately 6,600 lb./ton 
at 275 psig) 

Facility can continue to sell average of 52,000 Ib./hr. saturated 
steam at 250 psig to Brach's Candy Company 

Steamline extension could increase steam sales 

Two 1 MW turbine generators have been installed, but are not 
yet operating 

The two turbines would consume about 75,000 Ib./hr. of steam 

Most ofthe 2 MW generated would be utilized in-house to avoid 
electricity purchases 

Rehabilitate Southwest. 

Central manufacturing steam loop still exists and operates in 
Stockyards industrial district which could utilize about 50% of 
the steam from the facility 

Additional energy sales could be used to promote economic 
development in the area or to produce electric energy 

New combustion system would be able to generate a gross steam 
flow of 5,200 to 6,600 lb./ton of received waste, depending on 
pressure of steam 

Build New Facility. 

Gross steam flow 5,200 to 5,700 lb./ton of received waste at 625 
psig/755°F. (or 520 to 570 kWh/ton) 

Boiler efficiency assumed to be 65 to 70% 

Higher energy output than modular systems 

In-house power usage is about 10 to 12% (or 50 to 70 kWh/ton) 
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Build Multiple Modular Facilities. 

Primarily for steam service 

Gross steam flow 3,500 to 5,300 lb./ton of received waste at 600 
psig/600°F. 

Boiler efficiency assumed to be 55 to 60% 

Less efficient than the field-erected in producing electricity 

In-house power usage is about 10 to 12% (or 30 to 50 kWh/ton) 

Economic Impacts. Each option will require financing. Revenues can 
result form tipping fees, steam or electricity sales. Under the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policy Act of 1978 (P.U,R,P,A,) the purchase rate available to 
the City from Commonwealth Edison averages about l,8<z/kWh,, The Hlinois 
House Bill 942 allows an approved waste-to-energy facility to receive "a rate 
equal to the average amount per kilowatt-hour paid from time to time by the 
unit or units of local government owning the facilities, excluding amounts 
paid for street lighting and pumping service". This rate would average 
about 5.9^Wh., The portion of these pajrments made by Commonwealth 
Edison to the facility which were in excess of then applicable energy rate 
under P.U,R,P.A. would have to be repayed. This could be a disadvantage if 
the facility requires major rehabilitation. Repayment would begin at the 
end ofthe bond repayment. 

Rehabilitate N.W.F.. 

Upgrade modifications approximately $40,600,000 

Envi ronmenta l r equ i rements approx ima te ly b e t w e e n 
$14,500,000 and $23,300,000 

Savings potential from in-house usage of generated electricity 

Revenue potential from sale of recovered materials 

Unless another generator is installed, electricity sales to 
Commonwealth Edison would be small 

Revenue potential from steam sales to Brach's (about $2.09 to 
$2,59 per 1,000 lbs. of steam) 
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Rehabilitate Southwest. 

Estimated 10% potential reduction in capital costs compared to 
new facility of equal capacity 

Force fitting equipment into existing structure may limit capital 
cost reductions 

Revenue potential from steam anti/or electricity sales 

The price of steam will vary with individual contracts 

Build New Facility. 

Greater capital costs than rehabilitation due to building, 
structures, equipment, site, etc. 

Economy of scales in sizing (Table l(o);* 300 tpd and larger) 

Build Multiple Modular Facilities. 

Lower capital costs per facility (Table Ko); 100 tpd)* 

Overall capital cost greater for several modular facilities than 
for one new facility of equal capacity due to s i t ing and 
environmental concerns 

Operation and maintenance cost greater due to startup and 
shutdown for intermittent steam markets 

Mobile equipment cost offsets in-house power requirements for 
fuel feed anti handling (front end loaders vs. cranes) 

Implementation Considerations. 

Rehabilitate N.W.F.. 

Further detailed investigations should be completed 

* Table l(o) printed on page 12758 ofthis Journal. 
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Preparation of a plan for renovating and repairing N.W.F. 

Mainteining current capacity or minimizing loss of capacity 
throughout renovations 

Timeframe for repairs and upgrade 

No major impediments to life extension 

Incorporate current ongoing s tudies and projects i n t o 
rehabilitation 

Modifications should meet all current and future regulations 

Rehabilitate Southwest. 

Detailed evaluation and study should be completed 

Underground tanks for wastewater need to be removed 

Availability of long-term secure energy market 

Financing 

Replacement of equipment 

Permit requiremente 

Build New Facility. 

Implementation schedule approximately 60 to 70 months 
(construction schedule 24 to 36 months) 

Availability of long-term secure energy market 

System sizing and design 

Negotiate steam/electricity contracts 

Longer operating life 

Build Multiple Modular Facilitiies. 

More difficult to site several facilities, but can serve smaller 
steam markets 
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Construction schedule approximately 15 to 20 months 

Negotiate steam contracts 

Shorter economic life 

Higher maintenance requirements 

Increased total staff requirements 

Generalljr, new mass-burn facil i t ies will have the fol lowing 
implementation considerations in common. 

Siting within City limite will be difficult 

Public education/awareness 

Ownership and procurement 

Financing 

Permit requiremente 

Processirig equipment selection 

Construction, startup, acceptence testing 

Operations and system monitoring 

Ash storage, handling and disposal 

Combustion 
Refuse-Derived Fuel (R.D.F.) Production. 

R.D.F, is a relatively homogeneous fuel derived from municipal solid 
waste (M,S,W.). The City of Chicago has the following two options 
conceming R.D.F. production. 

Rehabilitate Southwest Supplementary Fuel Processing Facility 
- presently a transfer station, formerly an R.D.F, processing 
plant 

Build New Facility 
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The potential markets for R.D.F.,may include Commonwealth Edison, a 
new dedicated combustion facility or a merchant plant. A merchant plant is 
a privately-owned facility that accepts waste or R.D.F. on a free market 
basis. To maintain a level of waste commitment, the facility will solicit 
contracts for waste supply anti accept other waste on a spot market basis. 

Waste Reduction Goals. The primary function of R.D.F, processing 
systems is to screen out nonprocessible materials or extract marketable by
products and then size the remaining waste in order to produce a relatively 
homogeneous fuel product. Most R.D.F. systems try to recover recyclable 
materials from the mixed waste stream prior to processing into a fuel. 
Approximately 50% to 70% of the incoming waste by weight can become 
R.D.F. depending on the market and the amount of recovered recyclables. 

Rehabilitate Supplementary Fuel. 

Maximum capacity of 1,000 tpd 

Can increase recovery of recyclable materials 

Estimated processing residues and ash residues in Table l(p)* 

Build New Facility. 

Capacity dependent on market 

Processing to recover recyclable materials 

Estimated processing residues and ash residues in Table l(p)* 

Generally R.D.F. Can Be Processed Into The Following Forms: 

Grate-Fired Fuel (coarse) 

Suspension-Fired Fuel (fine) 

Pelletized Fuel 

* Table l(p) printed on page 12759 of this Journal. 
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Technical Feasibility. The basic technologies for R.D.F. production 
involve shredders, screens and magnets. The type of combustion system to 
be used will dictate the level of solid waste processing required because the 
fuel must meet the specifications of the particular firing equipment. This 
may make marketing the R.D.F. to an outside market difficult. Accordingly, 
most of the combustion facilities currently utilizing R.D.F. are usually 
owned by the same entities as the R.D.F. processing facilities. 

Rehabilitate Supplementary Fuel. 

Existing equipment for coarse shredding, magnetic separation, 
air classification, secondary shredding and secondary air 
classification 

Extent of retrofit to meet needs of existing market facilities 
would require detailed analysis 

Build New Facility. 

Of the 29 existing United States R.D.F. facilities, 17 have 
dedicated combustion facilities 

Operational United States R.D.F. systems have capacities 
ranging from 200 to 2,000 tpd 

The storage and retrieval of R.D.F. can be hampered by the following: 
tendency to compact and agglomerate; tendency for putrescible fraction to 
decompose; spontaneous combustion; abrasiveness; presence of long stringy 
items; and generation of dust and odors. 

Environmental Impacts. R,D,F, processing facilities can have the 
following environmental impacts. These exclude the impacts due to 
combustion of R.D.F. which are dealt with separately. 

Water usage to clean recyclables or processing area 

Stormwater run-off, sanitary wastewater and process water 
requires treatment 

Traffic, odor and noise 

Dust and particles need to be controlled by proper ventilation 
and collection (fabric filter or cyclone) 

Land disposal of residue 
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Dust and particles released into the air during processing can pose a 
health hazard to workers. Since many dust particles have microorganisms 
adhering to them, infections involving airborne contaminants may occur. 
These infections usually affect the respiratory system. This potential heal th 
hazard can be mitigated by proper ventilation and fabric filter or cyclone 
collections systems. 

Energy Utilization. R.D.F. production consumes approx imate ly 
30kWh/ton to separate recoverable material and prepare the waste for fuel. 
The R.D.F. processing facilities alone do not generate energy. A combined 
R.D.F. processing/combustion facility consumes approximately 85kWh/ton 
compared to mass-burn facilities which consume between 50 to 70kWh/ton. 
The H.H.V. of the R.D.F. ranges from 5,200 to 6,500 Btu/lb. for grate-fired 
fuel and 6.500 to 7,400 Btu/lb. for pelletized fuel. 

Economic Impacts. A new R.D.F. processing facility or a rehabilitated 
Supplementary Fuel Processing Facility will have the following economic 
impacts in coinmon. 

Few R.D.F. markets in region 

Need consistent quality of R.D.F. to guarantee markete 

Annual operation and maintenance costs (approximately $7 to 
$10 per ten, excluding tiisposal costs) 

Revenues from R.D.F. sales depend upon the area marke t ' s 
avoided cost of fuel 

Disposal of nonprocessible items 

Staffing requirements 

The potential sources of revenues include tipping fees, sale of recovered 
materials and sale of R.D.F.. Higher processing cost of fuel must be offset by 
recovered material revenues and lower capital, operation and maintenance 
costs of combustion units to be comparable to mass-burn. 

The differences between the two options are indicated below. 

Rehabilitate Supplementary Fuel. 

Capital cost savings compared to building a new facility 

Upgrading and replacement of processing equipment 
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Repairing or replacing equipment for R.D.F. distribution 

If Commonwealth Edison is the market, must provide money to 
modify their boilers and ash handling system 

Build New Facility. 

Capital costs are approximately $30,000 to $35,000 per ton per 
day 

Siting and site purchase 

Design, procurement and construction costs 

Building, structures, foundations 

All processing equipment 

Implementation Considerations. The options for the R.D.F. processing 
facilities can have the following implementation considerations. 

Negotiate R.D.F. contracts or construct and permit a dedicated 
combustion facility 

Repermitting of market's boilers for new fuel 

Financing 

Pass acceptance testing 

Split control of processing and combustion generally leads to 
contract disputes because ofthe non-homogeneous nature ofthe 
fuel 

Storage provided for R.D.F. 

Operations and system monitoring 

Rehabilitate Supplementary Fuel. 

Decide on form of R.D.F. (coarse, fine or pelletized) to meet 
market requirements 

Merchant plant options for the R.D.F. should also be analyzed 
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Transfer station already a component of the facility 

Permit requiremente 

Implementation schedule is approximately 18 to 27 months 

Construction schedule is approximately 9 to 15 months 

Build New Facihty. 

Siting within City limits may be difficult 

R.D.F. system sizing and design 

Public education/awareness 

Ownership and procurement 

Additional permit requirements 

Selecting processing equipment 

Construction and startup 

Implementat ion schedule of the processing system i s 
approximately 30 to 36 months 

Construction schedule is approximately 20 to 25 months 

Combustion Refuse Derived Fuel (R.D.F.) 
Combustion. 

R.D.F. is a relatively homogeneous fuel derived from municipal solid 
waste (M.S.W.). This fuel can be fired with another fuel (co-firing) in 
existing industrial and utility combustion systems modified to burn R.D.F, 
or fired in "dedicated" furnace-boiler units, which are designed, built, and 
operated soleljr to burn R,D,F,. Thus, the City ofChicago has the following 
options to consider for R.D.F.: 

Market R.D.F.. 

Build Combustion Facility. 
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Grate Firing System - Burns fuel in suspension while 
the heavier particles fall to the grate, where combustion 
is completed 

Suspension Firing System - Uses fine R.D.F. which 
burns in suspension in the furnace 

Fluidized Bed System - Utilizes a bed of inert material 
such as sand, limestone or ash from the fuel which is 
kept suspended through the action of air distributed 
below the bed 

Pyrolysis System - Refers to a wide range of processes 
whereby organic materials are heated in an oxygen-
deficient environment to produce a combustible gaseous 
or liquid fuel product and a solid carbon-rich residue 

Lightweight Aggregate - Combines R.D.F. with liquid 
wastes and wet clay to produce a mud-coated feedstock 
which is then extruded into pellets, dried, and fired in a 
kiln. The process generates some excess energy and 
produces a lightweight aggregate which is graded for 
production of lightweight concrete 

Waste Reduction Goals. 

Market R.D.F.. 

Markets can include Commonwealth Edison or a merchant plant 

Merchant plant may combust 100% R.D.F. 

Residual ash is approximately 8% to 20% of incoming R.D.F, by 
weight 

Amount of R,D.F. that can be co-fired with coal is about 10% tb 
20% of the total heat input 

Building a new R.D.F. combustion facility can guarantee a market for 
R.D.F.. Facilities can be dedicated to combust 100% R.D.F.. The various 
systems available can have different waste reduction potential. 

Grate Firing. 

Residual ash is approximately 10% to 20% of incoming coarse 
R.D.F. by dry weight 
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Suspension Firing. 

Residual ash is approximately 8% to 15% of incoming fine R.D.F. 
by dry weight 

Fluidized Bed. 

Combustion efficiencies generally higher than those for more 
conventional grate-fired units 

Residual ash is approximately 8% to 20% of incoming R.D.F. by 
dry weight 

Pyrolysis. 

Ash residue char is approximately 20% to 25% of incoming 
R.D.F. by dry weight 

Lightweight Aggregate. 

Fly ash is approximately 2% to 5% of incoming R.D.F./clay 
mixture by dry weight 

Technical Feasibility. 

Market R.D.F.. 

Difficult to market due to non-homogeneous nature of the fuel, 
market requires R.D.F. with consistent quality 

Boilers at Commonwealth Edison would have to be modified 

Commonwealth Edison has suspension firing, R.D.F. would 
have to be in fine or "fluff' form 

Separate means of fuel feed for R.D.F. if co-fired 

Very few operational facilities in the U.S. currently co-firing 
R,D.F. 

Grit and glass in R.D.F. tend to cause wear and erosion on 
boilers 
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A new R.D.F. combustion facility has the advantage of being designed and 
operated for R.D.F. fuel specifications. Approximately 17 dedicated R.D.F. 
combustion facilities with R.D.F. processing capabilities are operating in the 
U.S.. Most of these have grate-firing or modified suspension-firing systems. 
Design capacity for these facilities range from 200 to 2,000 tpd. The 
technical feasibility for the five systems are listed below. 

Grate Firing. 

Several operating facilities in the U.S. 

Proven operational experience 

Grate firing is normally the recommended method for exclusive 
R.D.F. firing 

Suspension Firing. 

Few operating facilities in the U.S. or the rest of the world have 
suspension firing 100% R.D.F. 

R.D.F. usually co-fired in suspension with coal in existing utility 
boiler 

Operating co-fired facilities have experienced problems with 
corrosion and erosiori of boiler tubes 

Fluidized Bed. 

2 fluidized-bed systems, co-firing R.D.F., currently operational 
in U.S. 

Still considered developmental for R.D.F. 

R.D.F. usually co-fired with wood waste, coal biomass or sludge 
to help maintain stable firing conditions 

Fluidized-bed systems need R.D.F. nearly free of metal and glass 
to avoid the fusion of bed particles with ash 

Ash and residue from R.D.F. can change physical and chemical 
composition of bed, requiring continuous bed replacement 
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Pyrolysis. 

Only 3 pyrolysis systems operating in world (two in Japan and 
one in France) 

Still considered developmental 

Feasibility of scale-up of pyrolysis systems not yet proven 

Several small-scale laboratory experiments or demonstration 
projects built in U.S. mainly between 1971 and 1981, very 
limited activity in U.S. since 

Lightweight Aggregate. 

40 tpd demonstration plant operating in Brisbane, Austral ia 
since 1988 

— Ongoing tests at Australian Universities 

Planned 500 tpd facility in Bay County, Michigan 

Environmental Impacts. Combustion of R.D.F. will have issues about air 
emissions and ash disposal. The air emissions and ash disposal impacts and 
requirements of an R.D.F. combustion facility are similar to those of a mass-
burn facility (see section on Environmental Impacte in Mass Burn discussion 
paper). Prior to combustion, R.D.F. processing will remove some of the 
noncombustibles and potentially hazardous materials such as batteries tha t 
can cause peaks in emissions. The New Source Performance Standards 
(N.S.P.S.) for Municipal Waste Combustors (M.W.Cs) do not cover co-fired 
combustors that burn 30% or less of R.D.F.. A dedicated R.D.F. combustion 
facility would require the advanced pollution control technologies. Facilities 
can meet permit limits for emissions. 

For grate- and suspension-firing systems the environmental impacts are 
the same as for mass-burn systems. The other three systems may have the 
following additional impacts: 

Fluidized-Bed. 

Potential noise impacts due to high speed fan for fluidized bed 

Nitrogen oxide emissions generally less than for grate- and 
suspension-firing systems because of lower combust ion 
temperature 
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Pyrolysis. 

Cleanup of gas or liquid fuel to burn in boiler and disposal of 
contaminants such as sulfur and heavy metals 

Lightweight Aggregate. 

Leachate tests show aggregate inert 

Ongoing physical and chemical testing of aggregate 

Limited data on full environmental impacts 

Energy Utilization. Dedicated R.D.F. boilers, usually grate-fired or 
suspension-fired, have a gross steam flow output of approximately 4,700 to 
6,000 lb./ton of received waste at 625 psig/755°F, depending on the type of 
R.D.F.. Boiler efficiency is assumed at 70% to 78%. Table l(q) shows the 
differences in energy output of different types of R.D.F..* This energy output 
applies to g r a t e - and suspens ion- f i r ing sys t ems . An R .D.F . 
processing/combustion facility consumes approximately 70 to 90 kWh/ton. 

The energy utilization for the other three systems are summarized in the 
following: 

Fluidized Bed. 

In-house energy usage is higher 

Part of steam may be generated in in-bed tubes, heat exchanger 
tubes, or waterwalls; additional steam may be generated in 
external heat exchanges, conventional boiler, or waste heat 
boiler 

Pyrolysis. 

Can produce low-quality to medium-quality gas 

* Table l(q) printe.d on page 12760 ofthis Journal. 
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Require significant amount of supplemental fuel such as natural 
gas to maintain combustion temperatures 

Generally generates methane-like product with some carbon 
monoxide and free hydrogen 

Lower net energy production 

High variability in gas composition 

Lightweight Aggregate. 

Gross steam flow estimated to be approximately 3,500 to 4,000 
lb./ton of received waste at 650 psig 

Low energy recovery due to wet clay, higher heat losses through 
larger amount of lightweight aggregate 

Uses waste heat boiler with low boiler efficiency 

Approximately 20% to 28% of energy output used in-house 

Net electric output estimate at 250 to 300 kWh/ton 

Economic Impacts. 

Market R.D.F.. 

Risk that market would reject R.D.F. or cease operations 

Price offered for R.D.F. 

Economic feasibil i ty of modifying exis t ing boi lers a t 
Commonwealth Edison 

Cost of transportation to a merchant plant 

Cost of revising ash storage, ash handling system and ash 
disposal 

Cost of modifying existing systems generally lower than the cost 
of building new combustion facility 

The general economic considerations in building a dedicated R.D.F, 
combustion facility include the costs of siting, constructing buildings and 
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structures, and selecting combustion equipment. R.D.F. combustion 
facilities can have lower capital cost than mass-burn facilities; however, this 
excludes the R.D.F, processing facility. Revenues can be obtained through 
steam anti/or electricity sales. Steam prices range from $2.50 to $10 per 
1,000 lbs. of steam in the Midwest; however, an M.W.C may have to offer 
greatly tiiscounted steam prices as an incentive. The purchase rate for 
electricity is calculated to be approximately 5 ,9^Wh under the Illinois 
HB942, Additional revenues may be gained from electric capacity 
pajrmente. Each system may have the following specific economic impacts: 

Grate Firing. 

Capital cost similar to mass-burn on ton per day of fuel basis (see 
Table 1, Mass Burn discussion paper)* 

O. & M. costs similar to mass-burn at between $30 to $35 per ton 
of fuel 

Suspension Firing. 

Used with co-firing 

Not recommended for detiicated R.D.F, facility because of higher 
energy costs for fuel preparation with no benefite 

Fluidized Bed. 

Higher boiler costs 

Higher fan costs 

No scrubber required 

Simple dry lime system 

Dry ash system 

Pyrolysis. 

Higher capital and operating costs (approximately 25% to 50% 
higher than other systems) 

Table l(o) printed on page 12758 of this Journal. 
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Lightweight Aggregate. 

Capital cost estimated at $95,000 to $110,000 per ton per day for 
500 tpd facility 

May flood lightweight aggregate market, reducing prices 

Potential revenues from sale of lightweight aggregate (market 
value approximately $10 to $20/ton) 

Cost of clay 

Implementation Considerations. , . ; 

Market R.D.F.. 

Secure long-term R.D.F. market 

Negotiate R.D.F. contracts 

Transporting R.D.F. to market 

Quahty control of R.D.F. 

Re-permitting for R.D.F. combustion at an existing facility 

Generally, implementing a dedicated R.D.F. combustion facility will have 
the following considerations: 

Siting facility within City limits will be difficult 

Financing 

Public education/awareness 

Ownership and procureriierit 

Negotiate steam/electricity contracts 

Permit requirements 

Pass acceptance testing 

Select combustion technology, type of system will dictate type of 
R.D.F. 

Construction and startup 
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Operations and system monitoring 

Ash storage, handling and disposal 

Implementation schedule approximately 60 to 70 months 
(construction schedule 24 to 36 months) 

Fluidized Bed, Pyrolysis, Lightweight Aggregate. 

Po ten t i a l ly longer t imef rame for p e r m i t t i n g due to 
unfamiliarity with systems 

Further studies needed 

Locate market for lightweight aggregate 

Fluidized-bed system requires smaller physical plan area, but 
tend to be taller 

Technical, financial and operational risks relatively high 

Few vendors Offering these technologies 

City Landfill. 

The primary goals and objectives for landfill systems are to dispose of 
municipal solid waste in an environmentally sound and economically 
efficient manner. Recently promulgated state regulations have significantly 
impacted landfill design and operating parameters in order to reduce the 
environmental impacts associated with these facilities. Landfills today are 
generally classified according to the following basic designs: 

Conventional Sanitary Landfill 

Balefill 

Shredfill 

Monofill 

Waste Reduction Goals. Due to the expense and extended time period 
required for siting, permitting and construction of a landfill under current 
regulations, landfill space should be viewed as a limited resource which 
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must be conserved. Conserving landfill space can be accomplished through 
waste diversion or volume reduction techniques. Waste diversion normally 
includes removing various portions of the waste stream that do not require 
disposal in sanitary landfills. Several waste elimination alternatives were 
presented in the previous Modules on Source Reduction, Recycling, 
Composing and Combustion. After the waste is processed, the residues can 
be: 

transported directly to a municipal sanitary landfill 

baled and transported to a municipal sanitary balefill 

shredded and transported to a municipal sanitary shredfill 

incinerated and transported to an ash monofill 

A municipal sanitary landfill and a balefill will generally have the same 
compaction densities and therefore the same volume capacities. While the 
bales in a balefill are generally compacted to a greater density, the gaps 
between the stacked bales in the landfill mitigates any density saving from 
baling the waste. 

The major advantage to shredding solid waste is that shredded waste can 
be compacted in the landfill to a density approximately 27 percent greater 
than unshredded wastes, depending on the shredder effectiveness and 
amount and type of waste bypassing the shredder operation. Shredding can 
also be done at the landfill site with portable equipment. 

Combustion of M.S.W. in a waste-to-energy plant results in an 85 to 90% 
volume reduction. If all waste is combusted after processing, placing M.S.W. 
ash in an ash monofill increases the landfill 4 to 10 times greater than tha t 
achieved by normal municipal sanitary landfills. 

The siting of a new landfill would be necessary to meet the planning 
horizon of twenty years in the Chicago area. The present capacity of existing 
landfills is outlined in Table l(r).* The short time frame for closure of most 
of Chicago's landfills will require afast track program to complete a landfill 
siting and permitting effort within.the period ofthe next 5 - 6 years. A 
typical siting effort would require 2 — 4 years and there may be many 

Table l(r) printed on page 12761 ofthis Journal. 
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extenuating circumstances, technical, legal and political, which will have 
the effect of slowing the siting process in Chicago. 

Technical Feasibility. The purpose of a landfill is to contain waste for an 
indeterminate period of time. The new requirements for landfill design and 
operation include more extensive use of natural and synthetic liners, 
leachate collection and monitoring, gas monitoring and migration control, 
impermeable final cover and closure and post-closure care and monitoring. 
These new requirements are applicable, with a few differences, to all four of 
the types of landfill designs listed above. These requirements result in more 
expensive landfill operations. 

The technical information utilized for a landfill site selection would 
include such factors as: 

Hydrogeologic investigation 

Soil borings 

Groundwater wells and monitoring data 

Laboratory soil tests 

Groundwater analyses 

Pump tests 

Property/boundary survey 

Surface topography 

Surface water characteristics 

Proximity to highways and airports 

Existence of historical/archaeological sites, or endangered 
species 

Increasing waste density through compaction or other means is an area 
that become more critical as many landfills look for ways to extend landfill 
life. Better compaction allows packing more waste into less space which 
extends the life of the site, decreases differential settlement and reduces 
voids. It can also reduce the amount of daily cover and excavation, 
minimizes leachate and methane generation and provides a more uniform 
final surface. 
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Loose residential and commercial waste weighs about 240 to 300 pounds 
per cubic yard. A refuse collection truck (packer truck) will increase tha t 
density to 400 to 700 pounds per cubic yard. Proper operation of a baler can 
achieve bale densities of 1,000 to 1,500 pounds per cubic yard. Landfills 
utilizing modern compaction equipment can achieve similar compaction 
levels (900 to 1,200). A shredfill can achieve a 27% increase in compaction 
densities in the landfill, depending on the type of shredder and the materials 
bypassing the shredder operation. To obtain the greatest density in a 
conventional landfill operation, waste should be spread in layers not more 
than two feet deep before compaction: the thicker the layer, the lower the 
compaction density. The number of passes a machine makes also affects 
density. As a rule of thumb, a machine should make three to five passes to 
achieve best results. More than five passes usually does not achieve enough 
additional density to make it economical. 

M.S.W. Landfill. 

Daily capacity is not limited by baler or shredder performance 
and can thus be considered unlimited, assuming tha t t h e 
necessary space, machinery and personnel are available. 

Large, efficient sites require several types of machinery for 
cover placement, compaction, and bulk material handling. 

The working face ofthe landfill attracts nuisance vectors such as 
birds. Daily cover can control rodents and small animals. 

Landfill can be served with or without an intermediate transfer 
and handling point. 

Balefill. 

Capacity is controlled by baling equipment. Typically, each 
process line bales up to 65 tons per hour. Redundant equipment 
or facilities are necessary during maintenance shutdowns. 

16 bales on a 40-foot truck equals the payloads of 4 or 5 
collection trucks. Added costs result from baler construction and 
operation and add to conventional transfer costs for ba le 
handling 

Bales are normally stacked three high before being covered 

Standard bulldozer required for cover placemerit, no additional 
compaction equipment is necessary; additional bale unloading 
and stacking equipment is required 
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Compaction equipment reduction can result in less noise and 
dust 

Cover material can be reduced by up to 50 percent 

Gas generation is reduced by slow decomposition of the dense 
bales 

Time frame for long-term monitoring can be increased due to 
slower decomposition rate 

Blowing debris is less of a problem 

The space between bales can increase pathways for leachate and 
gas migration and may be a habitat for rodents and other 
nuisance vectors 

ShredfilL • 

Less time is required for spreading and compacting waste 

Decreased fire hazard at landfill 

Shredders are often high maintenance equipment and have 
historic problems with explosions and fires 

Decreased blowing paper and operational problems 

Decreased nuisance vectors 

Increased potential for the recovery of ferrous metals 

Gas production and landfill settling occur over a shorter period 
of time reducing site maintenance 

Shredders increase capital and operating costs and can add to 
conventional transfer costs 

Monofill. 

Generally designed for a single, reasonably homogeneous 
material such as incinerator ash, coal ash, sewage sludge, etc. 

Daily capacity at the landfill is not limited by special equipment 
requirements and their performance, and thus capacity can be 
considered unlimited 
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Standard bulldozer required for cover placement 

No additional compaction equipment necessary 

Equipment reduction can mean less noise and dust 

Cover material can be reduced by 50 percent or more; in certain 
situations daily cover can be eliminated 

Higher densities can result than achieved with municipal solid 
waste 

Environmental Impacts. A City landfill would have the same impact on 
the environment as any other regional landfill. The impacts can be 
summarized as follows: 

Air Quality. 

Dust and airborne particulate can be generated by winds in the 
area of a laridfill on dry days 

Landfill gas containing organic compounds can be emitted from 
a landfill site. If not properly designed, sub-surface migration of 
gas can travel into neighboring basements and below grade 
areas 

Landfill gas is noxious and odorous 

Occasionally fires may start at the working face of the landfill 
which discharge smoke, noxious and toxic fumes, and 
particulate 

Noise. 

Mobile earthwork equipment 

Collection vehicle traffic into and out ofthe landfill site 

Construction of berms, fences and landscaping create barriers to 
noise and disturbance in the neighborhood 

Surface Water (Stormwater). 

Control of contaminated surface water run-off must be a part of 
the design 
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Erosion control measures and repairs of the landfill cap and 
topsoil cover are necessary 

Groundwater. 

Use of a lining system is necessary to contain leachate and 
provide for removal and treatment of leaking leachate 

Monitoring wells are necessary to evaluate effectiveness of the 
lines and leachate control system 

Economic Impacts. With the tightening requirements for waste screening, 
groundwater and gas monitoring, use of liners, arid stringent closure/post-
closure care of landfills, the cost of landfill design, construction, and 
operation is continually increasing. In Illinois, the recent adoption of 
expanded landfill regulations will require more extensive control of landfills 
and have much more dramatic economic impacts. The process of developing, 
siting, permitting and constructing a local landfill involves several stages of 
expenditures: 

Land acquisition 

Development costs 

site selection 

site investigation 

permitting 

design 

legal appeals 

Construction costs 

general excavation 

liner construction 

leachate collection and extraction system 

surface water drainage controls 
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support facilities (maintenance building, offices, access 
roads, fencing, etc.) 

Fixed and mobile equipment (e.g., balers, shredders, compactors, 
earthmoving, etc.) 

Operating costs 

daily cover material 

manpower 

equipment maintenance and fuel 

utilities 

—':.•:'. Ladministration 

environmental monitoring (including leachate collection 
_ and treatment, gas migration control, ete.) 

baling or shredding equipment operat ions (labor, 
maintenance, and power use) if applicable 

Closure costs 

continuation of some of the operating costs listed above 

final cover, capping and grading * 

— landscaping and erosion control 

Post-closure care costs 

long-term care for 20 to 30 years or more 

site maintenance 

surface water control 

— ' ; gas migration and groundwater monitoring 

leachate collection and treatment, if necessary 
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The actual costs for the development, construction, operation, closure and 
post-closure care of a landfill varies dramatically based on actual site 
conditions. The information presented in Table 3(r) is listed as a generic 
summary of these costs (1990 Dollars) to provide an order of magnitude 
sensitivity to the issue of costs.* 

Implementation Considerations. The following issues should be 
considered when implementing a landfill facility: 

Siting. 

Suitability of land use 

The location ofthe site relative to the waste generation centroid 

Public education and acceptance 

Appropriate geology and hydrogeology; low permeability soils 

City ordinances and zoning requirements 

Status of present City Council resolution implementing a 
moratorium on siting additional landfill capacity 

Traffic patterns and local traffic impacts 

Site selection study 

Site feasibility analyses 

Market investigation 

Environmental assessment 

Community and governmental relations 

Land purchase options 

End-use planning 

Fees (including plan approval, license application fee, ete.) 

Table 3(r) printed on page 12762 of this Journal. 
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Design. 

Public education programs 

Special programs for household hazardous waste and recycling 
programs to remove unwanted material from the waste stream 

Engineering design 

Laridscaping and mitigation of neighborhood environmental 
concerns; landscaped entrance, sound attenuating berms, etc. 

Surface water control 

Lining systems; clay, synthetic, or conibinatipn 

Methane collection and control; on-site flaring or energy 
recovery and sales " 

Groundwater and leachate.monitoring 

Leachate collection .. 

"Operations. 

Administrative functions; recordkeeping, accounting, a n d 
security 

Legal services 

Financial services 

Engineering services 

Personnel training programs 

Litter and nuisance vector control 

Roadwaymiintenance- -

Compaction requirements • 

Cover material; soil, compost, anti/or foam 

Leachate and gas migration monitoring and control 

Groundwater monitoring 
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Closure/Post-closure. 

Financial reserves 

Availability of topsoil 

Landfill cap requirements 

Landfill aesthetics and post-closure uses 

Engineered construction and monitoring 

Annual inspection reports and testing 

Regional Landfill. 

The primary goals and objectives for a regionally located landfill are to 
dispose of municipal solid waste for an area which includes multiple 
municipal jurisdictions and where the ability to site new landfill capacity is 
very limited. A regional approach to landfill capacity would include Cook 
County and the five collar counties in northeast Illinois: Will, Lake, 
McHenry, DuPage, and Kane. This process has been made more difficult by 
the requirement for local approval of siting. For a variety of reasons, 
municipalities are refusing to host a landfill. Regional landfill capacity 
could be addressed in one of three ways: 

County Sited 

Regionally Sited 

Free Market 

Out-of-state landfill capacity is not considered in this regional discussion 
of disposal alternatives due to the risk of limitations on the interstate 
transport of M.S.W. under discussion at the federal level. The emphasis in 
this regional review will be ori landfills presently in operation in Illinois. 
The current capacity of existing landfills in the Chicago region is outlined in 
Table Ks).* 

Table Ks) printed on page 12763 ofthis Journal. 
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Waste Reduction Goals. The conservation of landfill space can be 
accomplished by the Regional authority siting the landfill through a number 
of measures! These measures include host community fees, vvaste tliversion 
of various portions ofthe waste stream through recycling or material bans, 
denying services to municipalities which do not achieve the targeted 
diversion objectives, and other volume reduction techniques. 

Waste diversion normally includes removing various portions ofthe waste 
stream that do not require disposal-in sanitary landfills; Several waste 
elimination alternatives were presented in the previous Modules on Source 
Reduction, Recycling, Composting and Combustion. There is l i t t le 
additional opportunity to further reduce the waste stream as part of a 
regional disposal system. 

Technical Feasibility. As landfills become more scarce and more 
expensive, better cooperation and coordination between municipalities and 
agencies will be needed to provide necessary services in a cost effective 
inanner. A regional approach to landfill disposal will require new 
riiechanisriis for sharing cost and risk between governmental agencies and 
the private sector waste disposal industry. These new requirements are 
applicable, with a few differences, to all three ofthe types of regional landfill 
situations listed above. The siting of new landfill capacity will be necessary 
to meet the planning horizon of twenty years in the Chicago area. 

The short time frame for closure of most of the region's landfills will 
require a fast track program to cbmplete a landfill siting and permitting 
effort within the period of the next 5 — 6 years. A typical siting effort would 
require 2 — 4 years and there may be many extenuating circumstances, 
technical and political, which will have the effect of slowing the si t ing 
process in the Chicago area. 

County Sited. 

The intensity of land use in Cook County and the lack of suitable 
space may prohibit the sitirig of a regional landfill within the 
county. 

The Nor thwes t Municipal Conference has a t t e m p t e d 
unsuccessfully to site a balefill in Cook County since 1982. The 
siting effort was well-funded and supported by each of the 
municipalities in the conferences, however, regulatory and legal 
objections have been raised at every Opportunity by opposition 
forces. 
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Regionally Sited. 

The Region is defined for the purpose of this report as the six 
counties in northeastern Illinois, including Cook, DuPage, Will, 
Lake, McHenry, and Kane. 

Sufficient, suitable sites exist in the region for a landfill large 
enough to provide the capacity needed in a twenty-year 
planning horizon. 

More difficult to negotiate the inter-governmental agreements 
necessary to reserve capacity and share disposal costs, 
particularly between counties. 

Increased hauling cost to the more remote facilities. 

Free Market. 

No guarantee that waste disposal services will be provided at a 
reasonable or acceptable cost. 

Disposal services may include interstate transport of waste 
which has some legislative risk that such transport will be more 
tightly regulated in the future. Congress could allow the states 
to limit or prohibit the movement of solid or hazardous wastes 
between states or to impose high fees on out-of-state wastes. 

A free market approach would not provide any long-term 
commitment for disposal services. 

The lack of any committed disposal facilities would restrict the 
type of transportation to truck exclusively, thereby eliminating 
other potentially less costly transportation methods such as rail 
or barge. 

Environmental Impacts. The environmental impacts would be very 
similar to the situation of a City-operated landfill and would have the same 
impact on the environment as any other regional landfill. The additional 
impacts not previously listed in the "City Landfill" discussion paper can be 
summarized as follows: 

Air Quality. 

The additional truck transportation for transfer of waste from 
Chicago facilities would impact the air quality with truck 
emissions. 
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Noise. 

The heavy transfer truck traffic will impact the host community 
and those through which the traffic will pass. 

Economic Impacts. Invariably as the difficulty with sit ing arid remote 
locations becomes more acute, the cost of hau l ing and landfi l l ing wi l l 
continue to rise dramatically. The key component in the increasing cost of 
disposal is the hauling cost. The distance of the haul will be increasing a s 
landfills are closed adding a new component to the cost of disposal n o t 
included when the landfills were local. 

The cost associated with development and operation of a new landfill is 
otitiined in the paper, "City Landfill". The average actual costs for pr ivate 
disposal services are l isted in Ta,ble 2(s) below.* Over the pas t 5 years t h e 
tipping fees at local landfills has more thari tripled. 

The additional component of cost associated with a regional approach to 
landfill capacity is the haul ing cost. Table 3(s) p resen ts an out l ine of 
expenses for a truck haul to a regional landfill from a local City t ransfer 
station.** These coste are generic in na ture and would.deperid on thg type of 
equipment being used, the location of the landfill and transfer stations, a n d 
the anticipated travel times of the transfer vehicles. 

— The siting of a regional landfill for the volume of waste in the six 
county area may provide some, economies of scale. 

The host community for the landfill may be-able to genera te 
revenues by charging a per ton fee for disposal . This is a n 
incentive for the host community and an addi t ional cost to 

.-Others. 

Implementation Considerat ipns. The general issues t h a t sihould be 
considered when implementing a landfill mcility are l isted in the "Ci ty 
Landfill" discussion paper. The followirig issues are specific to a regional 
landfill facility: : " ;;!?'^;,^, ; 

* Table 2(s) printed on page 12764 of this Journal . 

** Table 3(s) printed on page 12765 of this Journal . 
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County Sited. 

Significant time investment in siting process with high risk that 
process may fail 

Closer proximity may reduce transportation costs 

Local ordinances and zoning requirements 

Regionally Sited. 

Greater potential for successful siting outside Cook County 

City has less control on siting, design and operation 

Multi-jurisdictional agreements will be required to define 
relationships and responsibilities 

Local ordinances and zoning requirements 

Remote site increases transportation costs and risks 

Environmental liability shared by all participants unless the 
waste from individual communities is landfilled in separate cells 

Free Market. 

Are sites properly permitted 

Are sites managed and operated in compliance with current 
City, County, State, and Federal regulations 

Is industrial waste received at the site 

Has hazardous waste ever been landfilled at the site 

Can a long-term commitment be obtained for the capacity at the 
landfill 

Environmental liability from an unknown number of free 
market participants disposing of their waste in a common area 
in the landfill 
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Remote Landfills And Long-Distance Hauling. 

The primary goals and objectives for a remotely located landfill are to 
provide municipal solid waste disposal for an area where there is no ability 
to site new landfill capacity. A remote approach to landfill disposal would 
mean within the region of Cook, Will, Lake, McHenry, DuPage, and Kane 
counties no capacity is available to the City of Chicago. For a variety of 
environmental and political reasons, municipalities are refusing to host a 
landfill. The reluctance to site new major landfill capacity increases the 
probability that long-distance hauling will be a reality within the period of 
the plan. In-State or out-of-State remote landfill capacity could be addressed 
in one of three ways. 

Truck haul 

Rail haul 

-- Barge haul 

The short time frame for closure of most of the region's lantlfilis will 
require a fast-track program to contract for remote landfill capacity. A 
typical contracting effort would require one to three years and may entail 
many circumstances technical, regulatory and political which have a 
slowing or limiting effect on the process. There is a federal move, under the 
re-authorization of R.C,R,A. (Resource Conservation and Recovery Act) 
toward limitirig the interstate transport of waste or allowing each State with 
a waste management plan to limit waste transport across its borders. This 
legislation, if adopted, would limit Chicago's access to out-of-State municipal 
landfills. Privately owned out-of-State landfills would probably still be 
accessible to Chicago because of interstate commerce issues. 

The present capacity of existing privately owned landfi l ls wi th in 
approximately 200 miles is outlined in Table l(t).* Municipally owned 
landfills within Illinois, which would probably remain accessible to Chicagd, 
are also identified. 

There are, in addition to the above landfills, a few "Megafills" presently 
serving a national disposal market and are receiving M.S.W. from across the 
country. They are listed in Table 2(t) as background information.** 

* Table l(t) printed on pages 12766 through 12769 of this Journal. 

** Table 2(t) printed on page 12770 ofthis Journal. 
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Waste Reduction Goals. Landfill space can be conserved through a 
number of measures established by the regional authority siting the 
landfill. These measures include the following: 

Requiring removal of various portions of the waste stream 
through recycling or material bans, denying services to 
muriicipalities which do not achieve the targeted recycling 
objectives... . . . 

Selecting the type of landfill based on space conservation, as 
described in preceding module. Baling the waste to optimize the 
load weights on a truck or rail container when a long haul is 
involved. 

Technical Feasibilitjr; As landfills become scarcer and more expensive, 
better cooperation and coordination between municipalities and agencies is 
needed to provide necessary services in a cost-effective manner. A long
distance hauling approach to landfill disposal will require new mechanisms 
for sharing cost arid risk between governmental agencies and the private-, 
sector waste disposal industry. These new requiremente are applicable, with 
a few differences, to all three of the types of hauling situations; i.e. truck, 
rail, and barge. The siting of new landfill capacity will be necessary to meet 
the planning horizon of twenty years in the Chicago area. 

Truck Hauling. 

The most cpmmori form of transportation, backed by decades of 
experience, and the mbst easily used 

Provides the hauling services to remote landfill locations not 
servetlby other forms of transportation 

Highly reliable and can accoirimodate breakdowns of operating 
equipriient with little effect On the hauling system 

Legislation pertaining to backhauling, requir ing t rucks 
carrying M.S.W, not to haul food, drugs or other materials 
intended fpr human consumption without prior cleaning of the 
truck . . 
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Allows changes to the transportation system or its destinations 
to be easily implemented 

Lends itself to compacting equipment 

Rail Hauling. 

M.S.W. can be compacted to take advantage of high railcar 
weight capacities 

M.S.W. is so low in value that the passage of time is not critical 

Railroads are experienced in large volume bulk shipments 

The transportation system and its destinations are potentially 
difficult to modify "' 

-- Railcars cannot be easily end loaded or unloaded; a compacting 
system for top or side loading cars needs to be developed 

Rail haul requires significantly more handling of the M.S.W. 
than truck hauling 

Barge Hauling. 

Both the transfer station and remote disposal facility would 
have to bie sited adjacent to a navigable waterway or else 
intermodal transportation would be required 

Barge haul is the slowest of the three iribdies of long-distance 
transportation 

M.S.W. can be compacted to take advantage of high barge 
weight capacities 

M.S.W. is so low in value that the passage of time is not critical 

The transportation system and its destinations are potentially 
difficult to modify 
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Barge haul requires significantly more handling ofthe M.S.W. 
than truck hauling 

Environmental Impacts. The potential environmental impacts of all 
three forms of transportation are very similar . Concerns include 
containment of odors and control of vectors, such as birds, insects and 
rodents, during long hauls. Other considerations are the need to protect the 
M.S.W. from rain, high temperatures; littering caused by wind during 
loading, transport, and unloading and drainage of moisture. Also, the 
greater the distance traveled, the greater the potential impact on the 
environment. Rail hauling generates more noise and air pollution than 
barge haul. Truck hauling to a regional landfill has the same effect on the 
environment as any secondary hauling of M.S.W. by transfer vehicle. The 
additional impacts not previously listed in the "City Landfill" module can be 
summarized as follows: 

Air Quality: The additional truck transportation for transfer of 
waste from Chicago facilities would impact the air 
quality with truck emissions. 

Noise: The heavy truck traffic will impact the host 
community and those through which the traffic will 
pass. Rail will affect the volume of traffic and noise 
on local access lines. 

Water: Some risk exists for barge hauling to cause a spill in 
a public waterway which could have significant 
cleanup costs. 

Energy Utilization. Numerous variables such as intermediate haul and 
containerized shipment requirements, effect energy utilization. Thus, any 
meaningful comparison oferiergy usage would have to be based on definitive 
system configurations of the facilities and operational modes for all three 
hauling options. 

Economic Impacts. As local landfill capacity is consumed and the 
difficulty with siting new landfills becomes more acute, Chicago is forced to 
transport its waste to more distant landfills, causing the cost of hauling to 
rise dramatically. 
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The costof a particular haul type is a function of ite specific facility design 
and operational fixtures, as defined by the system configuration. Capital 
expenditures vary widely depending bn special infrastructure requirements 
such as transfer stations, track extensions, terminals, and loading and off
loading docks. Operating costs are also sensitive to many conditions; each 
mode of transfer has its own unique pricing elements. 

As a base number for truck hauling, the mileage-related cost of an 18-ton, 
open top transfer vehicle has been estimated at $0.04 ton/mile. Comparable 
coste are not available for rail and barge haul, which are much less common 
modes of refuse transport. Some of the many variables affecting rail haul 
coste are the type of equipment (container, boxcar, gondola, etc.), use of 
dedicated equipriient, ownership of the equipment (shipper or railroad 
company), number of railroads involved from origin to destination, volume 
of business on the same route, carrier's pricing philosophy and interest in 
transporting waste, duration ofthe contract and provision of a back-up truck 
fleet. 

Barge haul coste are subject to similar variables. Both rail and barge may 
involve significant expenditures for intermodal transportation if there is no 
existing accessibility to presently sited landfills. In addition, truck handlers 
have been able to minimize their uncompensated mileage by backhauling, 
whereas barge and rail systems generally do not. This empty return reduces 
the cost effectiveness of shipping waste/by rail or barge. In general , 
however, since rail and barge transport involves lower travel costs, the 
longer the haul the more competitive these modes become. 

Implementation Considerations. The following issues should be 
considered when implementing a long distance transportation system for 
delivering M.S.W. to a remote landfill facility. 

Truck Haul. 

Suitability of land use for the loatling and unloading facilities 

Location ofthe disposal site as close as possible to the waste 
generation centroid 

City ordinances and zoning requirements for heavy use 
transportation facilities in the transportation corridor 
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Local traffic impacts, including road congestion, traffic patterns, 
and concerns over safety of hauling massive volumes of M.S.W. 
over public roads 

Roadway deterioration 

Compaction requirements 

Rail Haul. 

Suitability of land use for the loading and unloading facilities 

Flexibility and storage capacity in the transportation system to 
accommodate a system wide shutdown or failure 

Compaction requirements 

Accessibility of rail lines to landfill 

Preparation and yarding time requirements, offset by an 
increase in average speed with distance of haul 

Complexity increasing with the number of different railroad 
companies involved in the route 

Intermodal requirements 

Barge Haul. 

Accessibility ofthe landfill to navigable waterways 

Extent to which intermodal transportation must be used 

Inherent slowness, potentially counter to good solid waste 
management practice, which calls for disposal within seven days 
ofcollection 

Intermodal requirements 
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Exhibit "A" 

To Appendix 1. 

Written Transcript Of The Public Hearing. 
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l̂f^^ TTaste MaaMgeaneat Public Heailagt October 21.1991 

^ 5 7 I nilMltlUimM6TON:Good ^ 
Mr nine • lU) Hm lUningoB. r n the 

sod Devciopoesi tat tte CRT O^ 
QtiCMB't iMi Depannicm of Soces aad 

• • • A 0 * 

iiiCONSULTAUTS: 
lil Otvid Tnecer. HDR Engmecnnf. Inc 
Dl Greg Miniuen. McDonougb At-
teoate* MI STAFF m Puneta O.Baracs. 
Otceeier ef Plinning w Deputmem of 
Soven and Sanintion n Henry Hcnder-
ion. Aiunant Coipoimon Coumel HI 
Deputmem of Sireeti aad SamatioB m 
Reponed by: Accume Reporaac Ser 
vice IMI las Wen Raadotpb Smeniii 
Chicato. UitfKHt IU) JACK ARTSFEIN. 
C.S.R. 

III SPEAKERS 
Ul Clem Balinoff i>i Jcwrell Roten MI 
South Shoic Communit)- Church ni Job 
Locator Service HI l^laii A. Shapiro m 
Ear View Pattc Condominiuffl Auoci*-
lion m Jeff Onmaan m Beverty Area 
Planiiing Auocation Envmaffleinal IM 
Comnwtee tin Rodfer Field lui Hvde 
paik Eimnmmemal Action Coinminct 
11)1 Nancy Havt IMI Ciiixen itti Juann 
SalvadorAums IMI Hyde Paffc-Kenwood 
ConmtiiMy Confeiciice IITI Colin V a i 
on behalf of James CahiUane nti Snidem 
Eovironmenul Anion Coalition im 
Umvenny of Cbicago uoi John Pamitc 
Ull 3Vh Dtttrin Envooiuaeatal Talk 
Fotcc Ull Denait Maitmcx mi Co«oar-
diaator. 7ih Vaid Ptiaocmic OicaaiB-
tion IMI Ji«m Thakore oil Citizen IM 
Aldernnn Lawrence Bloom in <th Ward 

Put** 
iiiCHAIRUANERERHAROT.My naoK 
is Dan tii Ebeihaitii.] would like to wel-
ciMBe you all here iii lonifht and to 
ofBcialty call this hearing to MI older. 
ni Ve're going to san the eveiung with 
the m Oty reptcsetaativc. Tim Ha^ 
iiafion.gnnag la a n brief presentation 
aboiB the plui and the plan m ptocen. 
1*1 Aad what he's doae m give t few 
more tiM cammems tad wellget nxted 
oa llx icmmnny. ^ 

iisi At this time. 1 would Iflce to fbtiBilly 
iif} welcotae you w toaight'i hcanag 
aitd provide a brief im overview of the 
phnntfig p f t v ^ « ^i^|mi i<y thjff (ISIOOtlh 
m8tec D October of 1990. 

IU Befotc I bcgia. Td like to aik that all 
m iadivtduaii wiahiag 10 piovide vettaal 
CCSOfllO0V O] tOflititt* CO MD OD Qfl̂ tf 
ooe of the a n b provided, HI *~*^^"'*g 
your QUK. vbahcr^outfc tefctfrinf IS 
tn s pnvite c^f* or nsve so ifn'ff!"'" -
woh % m rnminiiiuiy oigunniio& or 
commf frill ancfprae aad mthe suk>> 
fcct ucft of your '̂ wummy 
m Time cudf o n be ftnad oathe able 
|UB in out inibc foycn 
itoi 111 tddiDOtt. if cbcic v t Mttf OOfl̂  
nuHuiy till groups ibn wndd Iflce to 
icQues s Sueei snd lui SiniBDOo icprc-
MJUUJvt to tpeak to your lUt otpniB-
tiOB icfudins the pkux. ptcue BfD up It 
\H\ the nbic outside the door. 
ini In Older to eosute tibsi lU viewi v e 
iici hdtd. « t n c islaas that tesiiiBo&y 
be liniied to IITI ooe uidtvidoil fton 
eub Ofiuixuson ftis. 
iw) Then, if there's tiOK mniintfn, 
otftets 1191 ftoA ihe noie otipmauKn 
CUI provide 

_ - -
III additiotal cowimeuu. 
in The hearing will cloie at KMO pjB. 
We Ul icques that all wnttea commuts 
be sidimmed fbr HI the lecofd aad that 
if you ipcak. please sunmatiK HI those 
comments so • « can hear as maay 
spoken u w ptMsibte. 
m AdditioasI public heaiiagi will be 
held M lomoffow at Malcom X College. 
1900 Veil Van Biticn: iti Vedaeaday at 
Nonh talk VUiate.9801 Notth Pulaski 
IMI Read: and October 28th at the 

- Umveimy of nil Oliaois.Chicago Circle 
Ceater. at 7)0 Soioh iia Halsted. Each 
statiiag ai w e n o'clock, eiulias at lui 

. 10iX>p.i&. 

. iMitnadditiaii.theCiiyCoiBidlCommii-
I tee oa nn btttgy Eiwuuamtmal Piotcc-
: tion aad tvbhc Utilities IIM will hold a 

heanag. afker which the ilnfl p lu «rill 
iiTi go betore the City Coimcil to be 

. adopted as manrtaird IMI by Sate law. 

. 11*1 AS your name is called, please step 

iDuptothe podium.nateyo«fffuDi 
the 111 iwsiniiimm you icptueaL tf t ^ 
plicable. in order ni that the court 
reporter caa hear you. 

HI Flense hadt your comments to nve 
aaante. w Hf^f'vn* Vrittea tesumonv 
wU be accepted imtil iM Novenber 21 Sl 
aad o a be tonvmled to tbe attention rn 
ofthe Solid VasteMaaagemem Review 
Coii'MiiiiHTiawcarcoftheDepanineni 
of Sucen aad Saaitaam. IK 121 Notth 
LaSalle. Room 700. Chicaffo. Uliaois. iiei 
60602. 
nil You may also eater satemems imo 
tbe lui public leconl at the service tc-
quest table in tbe luihalLlfyou wish. 
IMI AS you are speakiiig. please pay siteii-
tioa IMI to Pamela Barnes at the cad of 
the table, who wtD itfi be keeping track 
of Ume ao that you know how much iTTi 
taae yon bavc left, 
itsi The Solid Wane MaaagememRerirw 

Pa9*a 
III Ciininunet was appoimcd by Mayor 
Daley ia Ooober of oi 1990 to leview 
aad cnmnifni tm the City of Chicago's 
Dt kmtfaage aolld waste managetneat 

HI TUs charge was putsam to the U-
baois tfi Legistaute's Seaate BUI 1616. 
the City of m Chieafo's opponuaiiy to 
recycle ordiiuace. coauaoaly m 
tefcntd to as thr Hansrn OtdiiMiirr and 
a naadate w Aoa the Chicafo City 

m Since October of 1990. this Commit-
tee has iioi am bMvcefcly to become 
mote educated asd luAii'iucd iiii oa 
aoUd waste maaagemem isiues. ex-
snanf the tui fsiiiiiii opdotis cor tbe 
City aad piovide cutiuuLm im i»i tbe 
draft of the solid waste imtiageaicni 
plaa aad IMI take ia public commcat on 
that plaa. 
lisi Tbe Cky Solid Vaaic Maaagemem 
Plan IMI inchidcs cleaieaa from the 
Slate's hietarchy of ITTI disposal options 
aad imegntes those tipiioiis ia IMI cost 
effective aad opcraiioaally apptopittte 
ways. 
11*1 Tbe historical disposal pnoices of 
the 

HI city.which lebed ptimaftty oa tandflU-
iag.Bi wiO be changed as a direct vcsuh 
efthisptiiL 
Dl The Chy aad the Depanmem of 
Streets aad HI Sanimion wfli invest in 
public educatma aad the ni oae of 
aNiiiT icducimn aad Rtycliag tecbiu-
qoea wo m reduce the waste remaining 
te coaabuaiioaal (sic) PI laadfiUiag. 
m Tbe ptagmms conaiaed In tbe plaa 
are miatfntlfdiDbcaBpirmfmr doves 
tbe aixt Bve years iMt aad are expected 
R) prpduce iigttlficam rcducboas iiii in 
the wBBc pieacaily hf ing laadfiUed. 
(la 1 WBuU iBee to briefly oiitlinr the 
plaa i»i and ba eleateats tor ytwi and 

Accnrvte Reporting by Jack Anstdsi MiM-c-scripr-
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hiytiKgtir Thr I f f y 1*̂ 1 T»««'y»«»*«'««'»f t**^ 
plan. 
iisj The City of Chiciso, as an eatity, IM 
produces approxtmately 3-9 million 
tons of refuse IITI every year. 
llll About 1.1 millioD of tbose tons are 
1191 generated &DID tbe City of Chicago's 
Depamneatof 
~~ Pag* 10 

III Streets and Salutation icsidential col-
leoion Ul progtam. 
131 An additional approximately six 
hundred HI ttaousand tons is colleaed 
by private haulers firom isi high rise 
resideiuial and buser lesidential units. 
ici About three hundred thousand tons H 
m con^Mised of bulk and dcinolition 
debris collected by lai the Deponmeiu 
of Streeu and Satiiiation. 

191 And finally, about 1.9 miUion tons is 
IIOI gcnetated by commefcial and in-

-dustrial waste-nil generators in the 
Chicago a m . in the City of iia Chirago. 
1131 The traditiotui disposal methods 
have been IMI landfiU. waste or eneigy 
and recently recycling and i»i icuse. 
1161 Although tbe recycling and reuse in 
Che 117) private seaor has exined fbr 
quite tometinic. and a iiai point of b a 
makes up a considerable reduction in 
1191 their sobd waste generation. 

P a g * i i 

III The planning obiectives are first.tp ui 
iQinimize the amount of waste that 
emers area ui UndfUls: second, to ptt>-
vide adequate capacny over HI thenext 
twenty years to nutuge the City's solid 
i«i waste; third to use to the extent exisi-
ihg 1*1 facilities to enhance cost effec
tiveness and also to n remaw flexible so 
that we can take advantage of new isi 
technologies as they arc developed. 
191 The purposes of the Sobd Waste 
Management iioi Plan arc. first, to 
develop a'needs assessment or an iiii 
outline of what the condition of solid 
waste is in llll Chicago. 
1131 Second.to identify'the waste streams 
that IMI will be addressed, which i iusi 
did for you. 
1131 Thinlly. to devctop altemative sys
tems 1161 for the management of solid 
waste; to evaluate those IITI systents 
using material ptovided by the Illinois 
IMI Enviionmenal Protection Agency in 
their planning ii9i guidelines. 

III And foiath. to develop what we'tc 
doing 121 tonight, the public input into 
that platuung ot process. 
Hi(PAUSE) 

HI The Solid Waste Managenient Plan m 
altenutivc that has been seleaed by the 
City of n Chicago will be disctwsed in 

the order of the M hieaictay of solid 
waate dispoaL 
m First, we have source reductian.Tbe 
IIOI Solid Waste Managemem Plan calls 
ior tignifiram iiii public rducation ef-
fbru. both fbr adults and in 1121 schools. 
1131 It also calls for public education in 
IMI hoiuehold hazardous waste and 
ways to reduce the iisi amoimt used and 
find ahemative naterials. 
iiti Also, fbr the commercial and in
dustrial iiT) sector, to educated them on 
toxic substance iisi reduction activities. 
1191 And Founfa.toprpvideatTDdelWaste 

Pags 19 

111 Reduction Piognin to investigate 
ways in wiiich waste 121 can be naaci-

151 Coinmercial prognms include 
materials HI exchange, which is a 
process by, which the wane is m 
genexxted in one industrial opemion or 
comniercial i«i enterprise and is the. in 
fisa the taw mateml for m another 
nakes that direa link instead of finding 
ni its way into a landfilL--
m Secondly, commercial waste audits, 
which iHN will be a vohinaiiiytesed 
program, whereby iiii commercial 
entetptises can audit their waste and 1121 
determine ways in which they can 
reduce their waste iisi and ctmsequently 
reduce the chaiges that they are. ii4i that 
are made on them for disponl of solid 
waste. 

IMI And lastly, a naifcet directory of 
maikets ii6i fbr recycJe products. -
i n in addition to that, we have a legisla
tive IISI agenda, which wriU analysis both 
deposn options for iisi beverages and 
household haaanloiis wastes, will 

Pagai4 

111 investiiBte the inckaging material re
quirements. 
w This actually calls fbr packaging 
naierial 131 taheling. so that people can 
luideistand that when HI they are pur
chasing a product whether it has isi 
recycled materul in its packaging or 
whether that MI mtenal is tecycUMe 
Itself. 
n Thirdly, forihe pre-processing ofall m 
waste before it is sent for fiial disposal 
to (91 maximize the reduction of that 
mateml in volume iioi and weight. 
Mil And fourthly, to investigate the iizi 
fessibilit>- of volume-based collection 
fees, which 1131 is a progtam by which 
people pay for solid waste IMI disposal 
on the basis of the amoum that they iiti 
dispose. 

ii*i In addition to that, we have three tm 
specific prognms that arc intended 10 
deal with the iisi three bigest com-
ponems of the household baanious iisi 
waste stream. 

16 

III Paim exchanges arc a way in wtuch 
paint. Rt which a the largest component 
of the household DI hazardous wane 
stream, are blended and used fbr HI in-
dussial or insiinniatial purposes. 
131 Secondly, motor oil recycling, which 
has |6| already begim in the private sec
tor. 
17) And ttiinlly, a cooperative eCCon with 
the isi City of Gulfenbuig. Sweden on a 
hoiuehold battery m recycling pro
gtam. 
IIOI Will also be wmkiiig with the Hlinois 
nil EnvironmrnHl Protectioo Agency in 
developing their 1121 aaaDdated 
Household Hazantous Waste Collection 
lui ProgBun. 
IMI In the area of lecycling. we are look
ing IISI for tbe devdopmem ami aappon 
of buy back centers, IIS) derdopmetu of 
drop off facilities for recyclable IITI 
materials.the blue bag recyclable collec
tion, tui inaterial recycling and recovery 
fuihty progtam. iisi which is tbe curb 
side collection optiim identified 

Pmgm 16 

III in the plan. 
121 Foimhiy.a high density grsirtmrial 01 
recycling p n g t a m which bas been 
specified fbr wi iinpUiiiriiuiion by the 
Opponunity to Becyde m Ortl i innrr 
aiid has miiicfa more spedficiiy in draft 
iti legisbtton that is being prepaied and 
will be. 171 being ptcpared at the initia
tive of Altlennan Buike. 
m In addition, we will be kMldng to 
expand m tbe curtcst levels of commet-
dal recycling and also im expand the 
current levete of recycling of bulk atid 
uu denoliiion matcfiaL 
112) In addition to that, we intend to 
continue lui the recycling loan and 
grams program, which IMI provides 
fuitds lixr finns to develop tecycling I tsi 
cducatioiul programs in plant and 
capacity. 
iw And lastly, we currently have a tire 
im disposal progxanL We ate looking to 
dcvchip naikets 1 iti for the naterial that 
a gentnted by the tire i»i disposal pn>-
gianL so that we can change that b o m a 

Pagai r 

111 disposal progtam to a tire recyding 
progiaiiL 
12) In addiboh. we will be wotldng on DI 
developing yard waste p r o g n m s 
through the MI pro-collection MRRF Pro-
gtam 
III And abo woiking on our back yard iti 
conposting in wtaai we call our ' let it 
be progtam,' n which is wfaeie you 
simply let the g tus clippings or ai leaves 
lie on the lawn, iheicijy avoiding puttsng 
m them i a o landfUL 

Page 1 0 - P a g e 17 MiB'U-Script" ' Accura te R e p o r t i n g b y J a c k A r t s t e l n 
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I w ta addUoa V that, w c are eiUag te 
nil the trhiWWfstinn of the nonh wen 
watte energy nil fuUiiy aad d a retroflh 

I of that twilbv with lui icqiacd air 

IMI can meet tbe O e a n Air A a 

iiti bl addition, we will be conduenag a 
IMI comparaove study to see wiiai the 
best way a to iiTi dispose of thai elemem 
of the City t residemially ini collected 
waste, that is not aanaged by thCK 
other Hti optioM. 
— ^ — ' ' — — — ~ P a t a u 

III Aad the thtce opiioiu that will be 
studied 121 wRhin that cootezi are: IM^ 
ganic waste compost ing, DI the 
feasibility and pnidence of incicased 
cotnbusbon HI or rettaace tm badfUI. 
ni And fiaaUy. we wiU also have a pie-
gtam 161 of future aaalyia and ptamung. 
which WiU include m ne 
devdopmem. finding way* to i 
1*1 waste icduction and rccycbag. 
1*1 And finally, ahhough there are no im 
specific plans tor t a w facihty siting, the 
Senne nn Bm 1616 calls te a man
dator)', for 1 dUng 1121 pfticen to be 
developed if such sites are to be tui 
idemified and thai a also pan of the 
pan. 

ii«i You can get a dealled review of the 
pan 1131 by getting a copy of the plan at 
your tocal libtar>-. 
iiM If you wish to provide *vnnen corn-
menu i n after sueh icview. icmember 
that the record will iwi lenain open 
unul No«-efnber 21.1991. 
11*1 And *wth thai, we'd like ro.m 

Pag*I t 
HI non It back to the Chaiman. 
Ul CHAIRMAN EBERHARtTT: Thank 
vmL Tiffl. 131 So. what we're gomg to do 
lonighi IS hear HI Awn you all. 
Ml I'd iun like to n y a couple of vmids. 
Ml The Comnunee that I've had the 
pnviiege of m chainng has woiked very 
hard to do our iob of m commeming on 
the pan . tevwwing a very, very m widt-
fcachmg area of what m do with the 
sobd IIOI waste over a twentyrear tma 
rfame. 
nil And it's been a kmg piocen and 
we ic not nil done yet. 
1131 This psn.mnight's an impofum pan 
of IHI thai procen. where we s a n t in 
public intake im uiAiiiUiiion. 
IMI The procedure we're going to follow 
i n tonight. Ill iun reiteiate it so we ic 
dear, is iwi III call out the name of the 
individual and we ask nw tea maximum 
offivenanutesteapieseniationand 

tag* 10 
III tiien a —***"— of five minutcs of 
quesmat tiat nay m come nom the 
Comnanec to cartfy iuues. 

Bl Pan Barnes. V the end of the table. 
wlD HI be sigaliyiag how much dme a 
left tor the ipralrcf 
m So widli tb8L Td Hce » aai t with ai 
Bepreseaabve Ckm BaiinofL 
m(APPUUISE) 
mMR.BAUNOPF:Tbaak you very 
tmcb aad 119) hope yottll bear with me. 
I thlak I have abota im eight miantes of 
thingt rd Uke to say oinighL 
llll I thiak the only teal ••>»•••»• ••••«*«KI» 
feature im of the City'* proposed Solid 
Vatie Maaageaant Pan lui a i ta t it a 
pnatcd on recycled paper; 
IMI Uaftmunately.dw ideu in bBke the 
iiti paper.are oiily a rehash of wtan bas 
been done IMI befete. And these ideas, 
uahke papei; do not itn 
valuable with recycling. 
iw la fcct. their uacftdnea 
11*1 because they ate not keeping up 
with chaagMg needs aad 

PagaZi 

III technology. 
n The only teBd waste figures in tbe 
pans 01 are the expectation t h n are 
rcntnlited.uoithwut Hi****'**'f piiiri ™'ni 
bum tony m ftaty-nvc percmt of isi the 
rcsidental watte colleetcd by the 
Deputmem of HI Soeea aad Saaiistioa 
and the goal of fifteen n pr icciii r ec^ 
ding by '94.and twemyfivc pti^ciii by 
i*)'9*. 
1*1 And their protections tor total waste 
IMI qutnuiy generated, ^^rliiding recy
cling mtienals. tin actially shows aa 
tfKrease over the next t*venty im years. 
1131 They obviously take a dim view of 
any real IMI prospects fbr recycling 
beyond the iwcmyAve im price in t ia t 
a mandated by Sate aw. 
IIM They Ml w offer even tlie hope ef 
it^ packaging RductioQ. ^ i c y t ^ m 
conceal thev real lai imeaiima » eofr 
onue our rehanee on tiie same old ii*i 
envuonmenal disaaets of bury and 

III Tbe legulative agenda in tbe 
proposed w plaa talks of feasibility 
ttudiet of volume-based oi coPectitm 
fees, making household hazardous 
a a n t HI prune arget of a city prognuL 
encouraging ni busmesses to icduce 
waae genemioa and other such m 
vague platnudes that are not fntlf^Ttf 
to produce r i any concrete resala in 
litis eetmay and peitaps not ai in the 

IM If we do iMt begin to deal huelbgeiBly 
im and dedtively with e m ptcaeat en-
vBonmemal iiiicrisa.theremByaotbe 
1 neat century te many of 1121 us or our 
chlldfcn. 
iiti Municipaliiies who already acted IMI 
df f iiivciv with vohinie^ascd i 

t h n tha system does na dRoancalh 
icdace the amoiBK the pitaage t b a the 
itn dty has » deal with, 
m The bsues suggested in the ciiv'i 11* 
legislattve sgendi should have been 

III ytstudiy. or should n leaa be well 
imder way in Z City ConaciL 
ai lastcad. they arc sdll m a sage of H 
he ing proposed and being piocciMd b>' 
hot am the HI obnoxious behavnr ham 
wtalcb Chicago got i a M nicknamr ol 
the Wbidy Ciiy. 
m Yet, the City bat iiapproptiateh 
nahed m ahead of tbe p a n m take biib 
air tiiiiwiuoion tour isi mechaniied. 
iceycilag aad recovery fartlitirs, iw> 
MRRFs. which are to tepaiate and 
recover rccycbhle iiii materials bottt 
the waste stream 
im loe Btint tuiiiiti ftir this contract u 
iin nndonbiedly Waste Management.the 
garbage giam that IMI abcatty stared thr 
eoaimet te the Qty ' t drop off ii3: 

IMI At the end of l as year, tbey gabbled 
up irn tbe remaialng money in the 
Sate's iodiaitial lai levcmie Bonds. 
«*•>:*"• " I t h n they would use it te INI 
Chicago MKRFs and ihetd>y cutting out 
the 

111 COBIpClfcOll ftOBI WBPf ChBHCC Of M r 
dtais cflitciwcly n tet the MUv coin 

Dl Since the Qqr is yirriliiim in the HI 
QlSCvCflSCfl DlUC DBS BBCCDOO OI COal£Ci* 
iag IM recyclables.the MUFs will not be 
very snccessfkil M in doing their as
signed lobs. 
fTiAsthcftinnerWanlSuperintcndemof 
m Streea and Sanitation trom the lOih 
Wted.1 can tn tell youftom experience 
t h a the bine bag progem iioi will not 

nil Breakage of bags always happens, 
and the lui bigger ttw toad, the more 
breakage. The City did iisi their testing 
of the piogiam K the wrong ume of iHi 

tit) Summer and holiday activities 
produce moic IMI gsifaage and in the 
dead of wiaici, garbage ftnaen iiri hatd 

lai Whh the bine bag, recydabfe aie 11*1 
comsminated first by broken glass 
miigag wim other 

III lecyctahles. And t*fi?nri by ^ i t a g e 
ooacf tomtta BI regular bagL 
Dl Fiaiher patticipBtiaa in the Blue Big 
HI Pfogiun would be miaiaal tea num
ber ofi 
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n Many people would not botfaem buy 
the tu bhie bags. Motrraiion to par 
ticqate would be low. m since the pro
gtam has no visibility. As a curbside ai 
recyding program f'oes. 
01 None of us will forget the ctnnmerdal 
IIOI where tieighbors not participating in 
a curb side nn recyding plan arc embor-
lassed into doing so. And lU) people 
would iust not believe in the effective
ness a3i of the program And they would 
betighL 

IMI In a number of Wards. mrinHifig io 
the IISI 10th Ward where 1 live, people 
have seen their yard IM) waste b ^ i g 
picked up with regular putaage and they 
•IT) know that the chances of this waste 
bdng kept o u lui of a landfiU are very 
slim. 
11*1 They see wet paper bags breakingu 
they 
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11) are being put into the truck. And they 
know tiut Ul glass will never make it to 
the composting fadlityl 
13) T h e c red i i ab i l i ty o f t h e Ci ty ' s Solid HI 
W a s t e P r o g r a m h a s a l r e a d y b e e n batUy 
d a m a g e d b>- t h e isi d e f i c i e n c i e s tif t b e 
yard waae program. 
14) This tack of public confidence will 
carry rn over to the Bltic Bag Ptt>gnin. 
since it has the same ai foim.A bag tiat 
is supposedly sepanted out. but tsi in 
reality. ver>- often nay not be. 
IIOI This pregiam is a bilure from the 
word nil go. But of course it will not 
trouble Waste iiJi .Managemem in the 
least if they find that theyare it3i not able 
to separate and recover very much IMI 
recyctable iratetial at their MRRFs. 
1131 They can always find a place to put 
the 1161 leftover tiash and make even 
more money m the deal. 
IITI They're digging rwo holes, curreuly. 
Two I isi laige pia on 130ih Street at the 
Calumet River for ii9i early expansion of 
their CID landfiU. 
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III And they recently acquired die old 
access ui road to the O'Bryan Lode at 
134th Street in a back ni door deal with 
the Rock Island District of the Army HI 
Corp of Engineers. 
131 They have already alked to. with the 
Ml Illinois Environmenut Proteaion 
Agency on r? arrangements for putting 
-ya another Moimt Ttashmore ni on this 
land. 
1*1 And the word is going aiound that iioi 
Chicago's UndfUl mofatotiunL which a 
scheduled to mi expire on February 1. 
1992 unless h is renewed by 1121 this City 
Council is indeed in serioia trouble. 
II3I Waste Managemem's past dealings at 
Oty IMI Hall are nororious. 

IISI Of course they never g a disooveied 
until IM sometiine after the fact. 
Everyone in Chicago wlu> nn knows the 
time of day and this tine in history la) 
wonders what's being passed under the 
table at City iiw Hall today. 
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(II We do know fora£sa that in the 10th 
Ul Want. Waste Management has openly 
taitLon Aldetnan DI Buchanan's table, a 
balf million iloUar bribe nr HI payoff to 
spread around the community to 
sweeten the m stench from the landfills 
and to help people forget m or keep 
quiet about the tong history of n ei»-
vinninetnal violations at tbe Chemways 
Toxic ai Incinnattir. 

m We must ask, what bas been the in
fluence not of waste nanagemeot in the 
devetopmem of this itit pitifully inade
quate Solid Waste Maiagement Plan, iisi 
wiiich will keep ta burilened with tlie 
indnetators iisi aiid landfills fo poiscm 
our ground water and the air IMI we 
breathe. 
llll I'malmost done.please; lai This plan 
is taifor made fbr Waste 1171 Managemem 
to gotge thesaelveii on City contiaca. 
lai They grow greedier year by year. 
1191 Not satisfied with swaUowing up our 

III economy and our landscape on the 
southeast side, ni they now want a 
monopoly on the City's gaitage 01 in-
dusiry. 

i HiThey'ichoveringaroundCityHaUlike 
j a»ivulture.waiiingfortheileathofthe 
; recycling ai progtam. 
; n If they succeed in rttahlithing thdr 

at waste disposal monopoly, the sky will 
; be the limit ai on our otML 

IWI We need to send all the copies of this 
1111 draft ptan to a paper recycling fsdliiy 
and quickly 1121 devetop a new plan 
based on a welt-pubUdzed 1131 program 
of curb side pick up with sepaiaiion. 

: 11*1 Together, with an aggressive ptt>-
• giam for 1131 waste reduction, maximum 
; encoutagememandsupponiwimustbe 
; given neighborhood initiatives fbr im 
; recycling, because this is the way to get 
' full IISI participation. 
i 1191 Some recent Kudies indicate that up 

iE . . 
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! in eighty-five percent, of pur gaitaage 

could be recycled Ul and composted. 
I i3iTbislevelofrecyding.coiiibinedwith 
! an HI aiKouieffon for source reduction. 
I is the pot of m gold at the end of the 
j lainbow that we should be ai speeding 
I towards. 
i m Instead, we find pursehres at presem 
I maaicfownpoiirofveitnagetemour 
: offidab wiio are ai responsible lorfind-

ing the silver lining in this iioi cloud of 
waste that thieateiu to overwhelm us. 
un But we are detemnned to tum these 
IU) short-sighted bureauciats around 
and get a genuine lui recycling program 
movingaheaiL 
IMI We're tired of heating Chicago called 
the IISI City that Wottcs. We want it to be 
tbe City that iiti wotlu. and we ' re 
prepared to do wiiatever it takes to |>7| 
nake that a leahiy. . 
lui So let's bag the blue bag and scan 
over. 
lit) (APPLAUSE) 

Pa9»3i 
III CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Any ques-
t i b u t o m PI the Committee. 
Bl (NO RESPONSE) 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: All right, 
thank yoiL ni Aldenmn Lawrence 
Bioonf .--. iv . 
ISI (APPLAUSE) '•" 
m ALDERMAN Bl^OH: I apofogise fbr 
bdng ai bte and i geiiciiilly like to stay 

I talk, but I do have a third tun mectiiig 
to go to tonight, so I apok^ize for iii) 
qiokmgeaiiy. 
112) I came in near the end of Mt. 
Harrington's lU) presentation where I 
was iimncssed by saying that, IMI by 
hearing him say that the City was going 
to be IISI coniirtrring ahenuthres. One 
of whidi_ was |M) indneixtion. but be 
called k scuncthing ebc. im enhanced 
bum tir something like that. 
IM) And I was impressed by tbe fact that 
k lai would be, that was consideTcd a 
posiiivt to consider -
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It) ahematives. 
HI And yet when h caine to the question 
of Dl h(>w do we handle our recyclables 
and whether we HI should consider al
ternatives to the blue bag isi proposal, 
that's totally ow of the question. 
WI I find this uMally inconsisteiit and m 
totally wrong. 
ai I also am very distressed by the fna 
that ai the Solid Waste Managemem Plan 
came out after the iioi dty had made the 
naior itedsion to go with the Blue 1111 
Bag Pit>gram to b e ^ with. 
1121 To me, that's ntn a way to plan, and 
it 1131 nakes a mockery of all of tbe 
efibits of honest and IMI hard-wotking 
dtizesa who waned to see this mi ftocu-
nicac aad this pUo be a true xefletaion 
Of a IIS) oonsensiu devetoped out of 
reasonable people •—"^-g. IITI doing 
reasotuble research and r e a c h i n g 
leaaonable IWI oonctuswia. 
imBayoiiVe^ttitally discredited your 
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111 own psoeev by — _ , . — -̂-_ 
cltaioas fint aad w devduiang a doea-. 
luuu that appimes it tmly Biahuaatds. 
HI I've tooked at sotne of thedocumen-
tatioa. ni especally the surveys lelsiiiis 
to tbe Blue Bag wProgiaiBi and k's clear 
again that tiie decision was PI nade w 
adopc il and then to iusiify k whb a m 
study. 
191 When you ask people which do they 
ptcfer. INI havmt a etste in which they 
poi their iccyeables lilt or tbe bhie bag. 
you have a foregone eondiaion. 
1121 People don't like these ciatei. bin 
who 1131 say* ytni have to use crates. I've 
been recycling IMI tor at leaa twenty 
years. I've never used a ciam. 
IISI If you had ask me in that survey if I 
had IMI a choice beiwcen puttms my 
recycables in a bag or tm a date. I 
would bavC'Mid a bag too. But I would 
iiti have said that paper bag in which I 
now. put them.' 
1191 But that was not offered as a choice 

III to the people in the survey, and ao 
they came up III with the answer w the 
survey that the people wiio 131 prepared 
the survey warned to see. h was a totally 
Mi'truinped up iob. 
131 And 1 letem B.as a member of the City 
w Council, when we re gouig m see tha 
survey used u n lustificatwn to far the 
Blue Bat Progtam when it m really 
wasn't a very valid surrey, 
m The maior reason 1 think that the blue . 
bag nm componem of tlus solid waste 
pan a wiong. a that nil it a a blinden 
approach. 
1121 Reeyclint a imponsm and I'm all for 
n. 1131 and I warn te see «a do iceycbng 
in a way thn it IHI also achieves other 
local obieetives. 
1131 Among thcae are. getting people in 
Chiago nil back to wmk. 
iiTi U we have a choice in doing some-
thuig IWI that will accomplisb a iwemy-
five percem goal of im recycling and it 
employee* CliicagoaM. hundreds and 
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III hundreds of additional Chicsgoans 
and another one ui that doe tn L d c a n y 
those of us wito are seeing the 131 City as 
1 w l i o a and not i iai as a Solid Wane HI 
Management Pan . should opt for the 
pvopoul that 131 p u u people back to 

161 And no n a n e r h o w you look at ii. 
there a m difference b u i t c i i the blue 
bag proposal and «i curbside recycling. 
And t h a has to d o with w h o i9i g e a 
employed, w h o g e o t b e money. 
11V1 luHLHi of l av ing i h l n y i w o n forty 
nil mi l l ion d o l l a r s go ing t o a 
m e e h a n a e d ftdlhy. w e u n can have 
reading program which a effemye 

a a d nsi efBdent and p n b s h t y more 
p r o d u e i a c aad mere mi p a c i i e t f s a d 
also put hundreds of < 
1131 XO 
IISI How this City o a tnodly ignore t h a 
117) componem st s tnae w h e a w e have 
pohtiriSBt.fwm tm the Mayoron d o w i t 
coBBplaiiBOg about a w l e s s n e a in la i 

III L a w i e u n e t s c o m e s a b o u t w h e a 
people thmk oi t b a ttieir govexamem 
doesn't care about their basic DI needs 
and ii only g o n g on it's narrow vie«^ 

HI If people thouglK t t a t thc ie w i s a 
c h o i c e Bl and gever tunen t m a d e a 
ctaoiee t i a t s k a help put aome n of 
thcff itfighhow back w a v i k . a a y b e 
aome of .the n fnnflilrnce m g o v e r n 

wQuM c o a a back, some of m the 
t i a t d ie govenunem a wutiuug 

for tbe 191 p e o p a and not agaiiat tbenL 
would b e prevalem. 
I Ml But if w e adopt that eenaa l poUey in 
nil t h a Solid Waate Manageaaem P a n . 
which a ^ n no m 112) bumaas aad yes n 
machines, we're turning off people i») 
agaai and we ' re compwniMling a very 

IMI So I have m say t b a I waaa't ' im-
p r e s s e d iiti w i t h t b e Solid W a n e 
Managemem Ptan. I think im you've 
made your condusicws flta aad you 
fusufted t m them af ie rawds aiul that 
the conc luswm you n a d e lai are totally 
out of sync w « h the needs of our la i 
society. 
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III Thank you. 
Ml If you have any queti ioas.I 'd he g a d 
III t o 
rn (APPLAUSE) 
131 Any quesiiom> Okay, thank you. 
IM CHAMMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. 
m Manon Barnes. B u m . sorry. 
Ml MS. BURNS: I m Manon Butns.mCo-
O u n p e r s o n orCUR£.CitiieM United w 
Recami Nl the bwironniem. a b o cha i r 
person of the 3Mh m Disiria Envmm-
m e n a l Task Force. 
im C U U was founded six year* ago m 
fiidit nil t h e titmg of any addibonal 
waste disposal iiti facihties o a t h e 
s o u t h e a a t i d e 
1131 After reading tbe City's proposed IMI 
Sobd Watte Managemem Ptan. w e feel 
like Abce vrtien ii3i she aad the whire 
queen had been running until t i a y lisi 
were out of breath m get s o a x w h c r e . 
Alice did not IITI know wlicne. 

INI Ahce was aaaaed to discover that 
they 1191 were m the same place wheic 
they saned. 
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III When she commrnf fd on this, the 
queen Bl r e ^ o n d e d . *Oh it t t t e s all the 
n m m n g you can do Dl t o s a y m the a m e 
p t a r r around here. 
HI Yes w e feel i u a Uke Alice. We've been 
Bl wotking ss bard as w e can to hold our 
ground. We m seldom take t ime m look 
back, they gnght be p i n i n g PI o n us. 
Ml Sis year* ago. w e helped to defeat 
Wasre vt Mamgemeni ' s p t u p o i i l for i 
andf lh « t b e big IIOI marsta M 116tfa and 
Sumy Island. 
Ill) T h n a year* ago, w e thought w e bad 
beaiea n a back ttaicat of a aadfill at 
O'BtyaaLock. 
im We hea r Leroy B a n a i a e t Mayor 
Sawyer's IMI Aide t a y . a tbe soning hear
ing for Paxton LaadfU. n n that t be City 
had decided that they sliould not put ii6i 
another landfltl e n t h e a m n h e a a t ide , 
im Bin n o w Xfaa t Managemem has 
taken i w ownexsbip of ttie old access 
m a d » O'Biyan Lock and 11*1 has been 

m JOA about a n a n g e m e n a for 
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111 in another putaage a o u m a i B there . 
Bl Tbey>e also digging in a n e w anditll 
Dl cell and a — coUcciion pit a l)Oth 
Street <m tbe w Calumet River. 
Bl la y e a n to come, w h e n t h e landflU 
leaks Ml as an landflUs do . e v t r y o n t in 
t h e Chicago area in w h o uses Lake 
Michigan watei^ wlU b e drinking m un-

Bl And d a City's proposed Solid Waste 
la i Managemem p a n actually looks for
ward m nil landfilling as a n r c e w r y 
c o m p o i M a t t o any Solid 1121 Waste 
i i - i i - B a i i i , i , l TlIM •••! 

lUi to 1989. CUBE foiaed widi die 3Sdi 
IMI DlSBia Eavironmemal Task Force n 
defeat a pan 11*1 tor a Muaiciial Waste 
IIM inr laior«106ch and lai Torrence. 
nn Now the Chy's plan prow ides fbr n« 
invcsngating the *Cconomic aad tecbni-
CBl im featWliiy of rehabiliming any of 
thei 
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III none opetatioiul' combustion 

« Ota of those ( 
Dl ISdIities. the Calumet Indherator. it 
a lOJrd aad m Doty tw the southeas 

m Not ealy docs the City obviously in
tend m M coniintte using the southean 
ade as a duapmg tn pound, they pan 

and c^and 1 incineiauon 
aitheCiiy. 

m OIK ofihe went features ef the pisB 
IsiaiiherthsNHBtitwoftheBotthwcK 
infiiaiMiii so nn that fc can bum torty 
w fattylNe pf frt nt of the nsi 1 
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collected by the Departmem of Streea 
and 11}) Sanitation. 
IM) We've all read in the media over and 
over IMI about the pnblena with etnis-
siota from the Municipal iisi Solid Waste 
Incinerators. 
1161 Some of us nay have fbigoiten a few 
years tm back there was a naior prob
lem on how to dispose of lit] the ash 
from this indneraior. because Municipal 
1191 Solid Wane ash is toxic. 
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111 And the City wam's to continue ihis 
121 hazard for another twenty yeais as a 
naior ounponem Dl of the Solid Waste 
Management Plan. 
HI The devetopets of the plan, petfaaps 
hoped 131 that people would not recog
nize the unpopular Blue w Bag Progtam 
if they obscured a in language like m 
'source separated co-mingled recycl
able piticessing wi technology.* But no 
name, however long and cotnplex. BI 
can nake this program any better. 
IIOI This plan fbr picking up recyclables 
along nil with regular garbage will cre
ate an out of sight out 1121 of mind situa
tion. Panidpation will be minimal. 
1131 The dtizeta of Chicago are giving 
dear IMI signals that theyare ready fora 
genuine recycling iisi program. They 
want a program in which they can take 
1161 pride that they re are doing it right. 
117) When such a progtam a in place with 
I a) highly visible containers for recyd 
ables. people iisi observe their neigb-
bots. Rec>-chng is the '" 
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III presugious thing to do and the ptt>-
giam builds on 121 itself. 
131 The Ciry s proposed invisible program 
Ml would be limited to thtise wiio are 
already coitimined. ni The percenage of 
garbage recycled would renain wi small. 
m The dry has cortcctly recognized that 
the ai Blue Bag Progtam would makethe 
need for more i9i incinerators and and 
fields incviuble. 
IIOI The city's approach discourages 
local mi initiatives and puts the entire 
operation in the 1121 hands of the City 
and whoever geu the big contraa 1131 
fbrthcMRKfs. 
114) Probably the goUath of the garbage 
1131 industry. Waste Management Inc.Thc 
master of price 1161 fixing, anti-trust viob-
tioiK and bribes. 
I IT) At thu moment, when pubUc interest 
in ini rreycling is high aiid still increas
ing, the Oty II9I neetis to pttividc naxi-
muro encoutagement fbr local 
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ID initiatives aiul cuib side recycling 
ptogxams based 121 on public education 
and panidpatioti. lather than DI liinited 
city-wide. lade luaer approaches. 

HI We warn to see a Solid Waate Manage
mem Dl Plan that sets a goal of at lean 
seventy percem 10 aiul a conerere plan 
tor attaining this g"?! 
m We warn a plan that pledges no new 
N) incineiators or lanflfilli until the recy-
clinggoal Bl has been reached. 
IIOI And we warn a dty govenunem that 
is nil ptcpared ro build and follow new 
itiads. instead of 1121 trying to resur£ice 
the dangerous old ways we have lui 
been traveling. 
iMiTbankyou. 
lisi (APPLAUSE) 
IISI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: 
Theodore Ciaig.' 
117) MR. CRAKS: I am Theodore Ciaig. 
I'm a lit) research awiwam tom the 
non-profit ^'"'"""'**^""* ii9i orpmiza-
mm, Ciiizetu for a Better P-nvifontfî ffw 
anda 

III resident of Chicago. 
1211 think there are nahy probleiia ih the 
Dl plan, especially with ctat esiitoates. A 
lot of them MI are iust enoneous but, I'm 
not going to go into Dl detail about that. 
I'll leave that to other petiple. 
w I'm here, as many of you are. because 
I'm tn concerned about the state of our 
cnvironmenLNot ai only in Oiicago.but 
in the world in gcncial. 
191 Many of you have heard that we're im 
approaching a crisis point with our en
vironment. A 1111 poim in which we have 
done so much damage.diat it 1121 nay be 
impossible to correct the '*'«"f^ or 
stop H 1131 from increasing forever imo 
the future. 
IM1 We nay reach a poim where the very 
1131 susoinability of our civilization is in 
danger. 
1161 More concretely, we can see our 
food and. iin water supply badly 
damaged wnh hiindreito ttf millions iisi 
thrown imo famine and bilUons more 
suffering 1 ivi senous ecottonhc hardship 
with no Rbef in sight. 
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III Tbe best known example of such a 
potential 121 ihsaster a the Greenhouse 
effea theor)-. We have isi already vastly 
increased the amount of beat-tiapping 
HI gases in our atmosphere. 
131U the uneiy^ive percem of scientists 
ai who think that global wanning will 
come to past are |7) tighL then in twenty 
or thirty ycats the cuxh, m could be
come likca heater wiithoutathennosaL 
h 1*1 coidd get wanner and wanner and 
wanner imo tbe I m indefinite future .We 
nay ntn be able to stop IL 
III) Now it nay soimd strange that I 
speak of 1121 global liisaster in the coo-
text of Chicago's Solid im Waste 

Managemem Plan, but the two areas are 
ckaely IM) oonnectetL h's no K>ke. 
lui Do you know that naking a con
sumer product 116) from recycled 
nateriaL rather than from taw tm 
material, saves an avetage from about 
one half the 11*1 energy and production 
and vastly reduces air i»i pollution and 
water pollution? 

Pag»46 
Ul Did you know that roughly one balf 
the Bl eneigy used in this country and 
again the nuiotiiy 01 of the pollution 
produced in this country comes ftom HI 
cxtsacting, miiiiiig and processing law 
materials imo DI consumer pitKhicts. 
m So you see tecychng is an impottant 
pan 171 of the iuaae of our planet. And 
more dmcretety ai te our own and our 
children's eoononac secutity. ai So wtay 
am I talking about tbe advaiuages of iioi 
cyding. when the City's Solid Waste 
Managemem Plan iiii ready has a recy-
ciioft co^opoocot? 
1121 k's very simpie.Tbe plan shows very 
i»i little cuHuiiiiiiirm to recycling. 
IMI The Qty's own triab ofthe Blue Bag 
nil PiDgtam show that at faassi iwenty 
percent of the iis) iccydables are ItMt 
when tfaiuwu imo IITI tiasbcotiipacting 
trucks. 
lai Experience in other ddes. inrhirting 
IMI Green Bay, Wisconsin and Onaba . 
Nd»taska.shcrwdiat 

Pag* 47 

III at best such a plan is ftr mote expen
sive tiian dty m rsrinatrs are. 
01 And at wtnst that is an con^lete and 
HI unwoikable fiUluie. 
B) The naterials finally salvaged at tbe m 
centiaUzed muttiiiiillion dollar MRRF 
fidlitiet are 171 are likely w be of low 
quality. 

It) This has two ctHisequences. First, tbe 
Bl City, if h's lucky, will sell these 
naterials for iio) very low piices on tbe 
increasingly conq>etitive ini recycle 
nateiial markets. 
1121 This of course Bakes the economics 
of the IISI pUn far worse than its 
proponents suggest. 
IMI If they in H a cannot sell t h e 
naterials. list then after one bundled 
and twenty days, it can be ii<i landfilled 
at the City's rxpciise and still coumed 
im as iccyded. 
la) Since the companies operating the 
lit) muhi^nillion ttoltar MKRF fiidlities 
may he the 

III same ones who own and opeiatc 
bndflllt, they have i» little incentive to 
nake sure they ik> sell them on Dl iccycl-
abie naterials naikets. where tbe prices 
they HI fetch aie tow. as conqnied to 
what they can g g by pi bndfilHng it. 
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ing m aad toning teeyclablesn 
centralized p a n a m taiher than at 
home, where it is cheaper aad more 191 
efBdent. is tLat tbe tow (pabty aateriab 
da t IWI lesah wiU be reeycled snd dicy 
WiU not be till recycled ins closed loop: 
naxcd biokea glast. lui broken g b a 
widi meipng co«iingled coton caaaoi 
iisi be recycled into new bonles. but a 
bea m o g a a IMI vault pavement. 
iisi Newspaper that a contaminated 
wufa shards IMI of g a a and tood waste 
will not make more im newspaper, but 
perhaps roofing shingles. 
lai Thus, we will need to contmne 
naking 1191 consumer producB fnm n w 

i imi 1Mb and 
' • ~ ~ - ~ - ~ — ^ ~ — ~ ' Ptqn* 
III contribuiing to an inipmding gkibtl 
c tau while 2 domg so. 
Ill The incuienuon componena of tbe 
pan HI cannot make up for t h a ance 
faibage tt an ni extremely dirty and 
mefBdem fuel aad there are isi enor 
meut capinl expenses uvotvcd a 
piocesssig ni tha waae . 
m O E feels ihst s more effcctrre plan 
will 191 cuncenusie on tepatauoa and 
nicuiig of recydablcs not a the boat 
end. i x . « tbe eoasumer. 
nil And will do w through a munher of 
1121 ditferem programs which would a p 
proprate for nsi varioia neighhotiioods 
in the city. 
IMI Thus, wane should be treated aaa iiti 
leaource and not somethmg thn iusi 
needs to be IMI thrown mto a bole. Ve 
save energy and resources. 
11*1 In a n a pans of Chicago, subuitasn 
ityte IMI blue bos progtams would woik 
bea. Such progtams ini are proven tor 
poking up a aige number of 

" PagaSO 
III Rcydables and tor high psniapaiioo 
laies. 
Ml And if tbe prohibitive coa of attowmg 
131 the Sueeuand Sanitation Depanmem 
to do n makes MI you'thuik nnce. why 
not allow private, non-profti ni snd fo^ 
profit recyclers to unplemeni such 
prograiitf. 
Ml Ih other pans of the dry ftmd. I'm m 
sofry. in other p i i u of the City, funding 
a Ml combined buy back center and recy-
clins processing ivi center, through 
dnrersion credas and City ftinds. iioi 
«roukl efiectnrely recycle and provide 
economic nn developtnem. 
iisi In New Yoik. there's such a acility 
that 1131 recycles tbirty^lve materials and 
bcnigs two IMI million dollars s year n m 
tbe communtiy. 
1131 Think of the opportunities to creae 
fobs 1161 threi^h investaig money a 
such community based ini centers. 

l a t h e 
Oiys INI plan a an esaphata on aonree 
reduaiOB. While they 

PaviSi 
111 say they WiU study such ahetiaiives. 

I like Ol Seattle have already a ^ t e -

131 Seattle, in fecL cut a taige percentage 
w of ia waste gong imo andfiUs by 
unplemeatiiig isi volume-based fees 
before ciBb tide pwk up recycling w 
was even svaiable. 
H) Besidena actually saved mnnr y on 
garbage m tfarougb such programs. Why 
is tiat the City paa t m a o i n o e a s e a 

. volume.ao decrease inthe votaime of IMI 
garbage, which will need w be 
processed while fc is nn paying 1^ sc^ 
vice B» vofanne tcducdoa. lui h's dear 
they are nm panning on it. lui Yet 
anoiho wcaknea of the plaa a that 
biaiaesses IMI which produce up to flfly 
percem of aU sobd wasre iis) in Chleagp 
are am tet]uired w iuii>leiiieui any IM 

117) Why nm leqiare fe when fc hat been 
done IMI efteuwdip in City's like San 
Ffsncisco? 
1191 The p a n also shows aesctioia 

III cumnumaia to recycUng wasre ta)B 
apanmem ni twdlrfingt. where many of 
Chiago s reaiileiia live.. 
131 There's no requaemem for tfaaL MI 
'There a abo ao senoia eommiimem to 
111 recydmg c e m a pant of other ^ r 
tage. such as MI food waste and yard 
waae. which • ! and BUS m create adihc 
condittonsthatcontribnieiotheiiicrca-
uon of a texK brew which evea the I S 
EPA says isi ««iU awvnably leak bom a 

IIM They also produce mrthanr gas. 
when ma nil andBtt. whicb a powerful 
Creenhoiae gas. 
1121 And If ytwibeUcve d a t they aie going 
m 1131 SHCcessfiiUy extiad and cbmpoa 
yard waste that has IMI abcaity heed 
mized in with ether garbage in IMI 
breakable paper b a p and then tiasb 
compaaed. then IMI I've got a bridge 
you aasht warn to buy. 
IITI bl shen. the oty plan does not show 
s IWI serKiui comnuuiani to recycling 
Their ctat 1191 estmaies are way too tow 
torthepanconsidenng ' 

III the matkeu for the n a t e i a b aad the 
nature of ui sepatating and aoning fc m 
cetmaliied ptocesting DI *" '" ' ' tT as 
opposed to at the dooi; that is a M 
heme. 
131 And they are wasnag valuable w op^ 
poRunines to use tecyefang as ameaas 

. of TTi economic devctopmrnt 

m Many of the steps we could be tdnnr 
to 91 solve sn iiiipf ndmg euvuoiuncnai -
catastrophe would im benefit thr 
maionty of us economically. Saving on' 
nil anes . conserving energy and resour 
ces aad pri>vidiBg lui economic 

tin Aswe bsveabeady teena totofwiiat. 
I Ml wtaat we already seen a lot of .the a n 
pays bp IMI service m these cotwerns 
but provides little a no trnnt of proven 
efieciive recydittg pans to deal ifT) wKh 

lai Thank you. 
lai (APPLAUSE) 

PagaSi 
ni CHAIRUAN E8ERHAR0T|Thank 
you. Any n questioas? Jo Anton. 
Bl CHAIRUAN EBERHAROT: Jo Panon-

HI MS. PATTON: Thank you. m K m oi 
. I did want to let the w Confcattec 

that the Cliicago RecycUng Coali 
n has sulwiuiicd a document that i5 

alter iisBve plan w that propcaes a 
of v c ^ s|if I'i Inc • programs •ft 

we believe would do a better iob Of 
IM Gticago's waste over the : 

twenty yurs . 
Aad I win noLK this t ina, go ttarough 

I detail ttUring abotn t h a doeu* 
I vrould only im urge that commit-. 

takcaomeniiie.fc'siMioiily 
pives. bat do read iL 

nn 
1121 

itfi Becaoae 1 hebeve fc wttl poim up 
some of IM genoal concena. both that 
the coalition has. and irn abo t iat I'm 
bearing expccssed winighL.' 
I m The one eommem I did wam to make 
a t h a 11911 fonnd myself thinking toda) 
when I was drsrtihing . _ _ ^ 

PagiU 
III this whole procea to someone, what 
a shame, wfaa a n terrible shame. 
Dl When t h a whole process was 
originaliy MI conceived, fc was done w 
wito tbe Klea d a t by 131 gfving ooumies 
and brge cities m the Stae or m niincMS 
a mandae n develop a nventyyear 
plaa, (11 that the icsufcs of that p a n 
vrould **T|iip to move w the entire state 
toWMds hanrtUng our waste m a w total-
ly difiercm way. 
IM And clearty, that has not bappetied. 
II n Aad nnfortuiately. twenty years from 
now 112) we WiU be paying the price of 
that Mhae. 
IISI I think that the Coonattee did con-
sideriMt sona good ideas. I spem a gresi 
deal of time nsi Uaening in on those 

i p and was educated by iw 
of those mecdnp. 

ITTI Baa evctall r a aikald thai the ctaige 
IM made cailiet; that the plan was basi
cally to p a e e 119) piior to theae commfc-
teenaet ingkls inie . 
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PagaH 
III That was my observation to Kamihg 
to 121 the disciastoiu and that as a resuh 
the plan is ttot Dl a plan. 
HI For example, these a nowhere m the 
Ul document where w e have a clear idea 
of how much ai waste is going ro be 
landfiUed twenty years from fTi itow or 
even arranged. How much.' m We (ton't 
have any idea h o w much recyding we 
need to ai (to to order to prevent having 
indnetarors buih to noi our dty. 
nn The purpose o f the plan was to give 
1121 Chicago r eaden t s a choice. And 
there are choices, iisi People can sn 
back, we can settle for fifteen IMI per
cem or rwemy-five percem recycling 
afid we can iisi teixle for u d n e i a u r s 
being built. 

1161 But if people are given the oppor
tunity to ii7i choose, if people are told as 
they were in Seattle iisi m Caci. we need 
to build an incmetatcmthen what list the 
people said in Seattle I beUeve would 
also be • • 

PagaS7 
III said bete to Chicago, whicb is ito. 
121 Let sfigure out another way.Let's take 
131 the money that ymi would use to 
build an mcinerator MI and put n mto a 
top quality recyding prognun. 
131 And recycle forty-five percem soon ro 
be Ml sixty percem of the wane stream. 
n Why not grve Chicago residents that 
Ml choice? Why create a documem that 
first of aU a m vmuaUy unreadable and 
second of aU does not even iioi make 
those choices clear. 
•Ill 1 think u s a teal shame, luiThank 
you. 
1131 (APPLAUSE) 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Brian 
Banks. 
1131 MR. BANKS: Thank you very much. 
1161 I'm speaking today as a private 
citizen, ir*! but I do want to give you a 
sense of m>' background. 
IMI I 'm a c o i u u l u n t . working with 
ininorit>- ii9i coinmunity-based oiganiza-
tion around the Cir>- of 

Pagasa 
III Chicago and the pn i ta ry topic of my 
uiteracuon with 121 these group, as we 
speak, is how can «re. people wrho 131 are 
c o n c e r n e d about ou r communi t ies 
devetop new HI ways, new suategies for 
economic development in isi those com-
tnuiuucs. 
141 How can we use new ways new tech
niques to n solve the preblcms of 
health, vtolencc. education, isi so on and 
so forth m those communities? 
191 One of the interesting opponimities 
that IIOI I think n a n y of IB are beginning 
to see in the nn cpmaiunitybased or-
ganizadon world is that 1121 environmem 

and egvaonmental issues are somethins 
115) that we ought to be getting involved 
m. 

IMI Not because we wam xo become iisi 
eoviionnienialisis, not because we 're in
terested m IMI the esoteric issue, but 
because these issues provide ii7i an op
portunity to address some of the con
c e n a to 1191 our community. 

im And h's because of the lack of the 
Oty's 

Paga6S 

III Oan fo address the issue.As A ldeman 
Bloom said it) earlier, they're affecting 
our community that I'm Bl here D say. 
you know, that this plan stinks. 

HI This plan is not simply a solutton n a 
131 waste nanagrmcnt and envinninen-
tal problem, the 10 cononunity p o u p s 
that are out torn Pilsen w pi southeast 
side of Chicago, from Englewood n 
South ai Shore.are beg t iu ing to under
stand that this plan is m an opportuniiy. 
a once to a Ufe time opportunity n iioi 
bring economic devetopinem. both to 
create iobs and nn industrial devetop-
mem to our connnttniry. 

1121 We believe the potential is huge for 
1131 c o m m u n t y - b a s e d r e c y c h n g 
en t e rp r i s e s . An e s t i n u t e ii4i f rom 
Chicago Recydmg Coalitton that has 
been n a d e iisi available n us. says t i a t 
over two hundred niillwn ii<i ttoUart 
could be generated m commutiity-based 
irTi recycUng if we focused on the com
munity, as opposed iisi to a t uge big 
business type appt tnch which blue bag 
1191 is usmg. 

tc 

III An esthiate from Patrick Barry which 
was 121 uiitiaUy done for the Departmem 
of Economic 151 Devetoptnent during the 
Harold Washmpon HI Administratton 
that said a thousand iobs could be isi 
created from commumiy-based recy
ding has been MI updated by Patrick and 
now we're talking about five |7| 
thousand iobs. Five thousand ipbs at the 
coramunir) wi level. We're tial inter-
eaed to thai. We're real m concerned 
about that. 

IIOI From the perspective of a person 
who has nil seen a tot of differem ap
proaches used to other iwi areas, to the 
area of education as an example, it lUi 
sounds to mc like blue bag is a oomtoua-
uon ofthe ii«i me old approach, of view
ing wane as garbage rather nsi an k's 
resource. 

IMI Raw nateral resources ihim urban 
areas if i n cycled could generate more 
industry and iobs than tisi landfillmgand 
mcinctation. which aafeatureof imthe 
Blue Bag Pitigiaia 

61 

11) One of tbe maior opportunities that s 
B) sitting to from of us is ra use our 
garbage as taw DI natetial. 

HI Baw natetial, which would be of 
benefit n DI the industry that we'd like 
to cxeate to our HI communities. And 
create iobs that will reduce the r i 
violence, will icduce the'fctisiiatfon aiid 
anger of ai young teenagets who can't 
get a job coining out of ai high schtMl. 
IIOI Blue lag. not only a nm taking ad-
vanage un of an opportunity, but from 
my perspective is a very 1121 risky 
proposition. 

1131 We think h's a ftUacy to looking at 
the IHI dty budget where h says tbe 
coUeoion of iisi naterials under blue 
bog is not a sepoiate budget ii«i item. 
That's iust am true. 

1171 l^noking at the con of other blue bag 
IM) systems to Omaha aiul m Hoiision. 
who recently iisi evaluated it. their cost 
of coUeaton and thdr 

Pa9»s2 

III cost of blue bag system was tfaiec to 
four times what 121 the administtation is 
rsti mating the cost of our DI system will 
be. We're concerned about tbaL 
HI Let me iust say finally, conununity 
based DI groiqa are he coming awate 
that there is a tremendous ai eoonotnic 
devetopmem opportunity to tecydiag. 

P) We are going to hokt the politicians 
B) irsponiihlr if this oppotninity is tun 
taken t»t atlvantage of. 
iin WeYe interested to compromise. 
Wele 111) iuiotsied to woifciag with tbe 
adniiniiiirjiifin to 112) *"**''*"*^ the o ^ 
poRunity to community-based 1131 recy
ding. 

IMI But the conununity is ttot dumb.The 
115) community is becoming an increas
ingly concerned tisi abotn tbe enviion-
mental economic development ii7) 
opportunity and we sec this plan is not 
naximizing iis) the potential for the 
community, for maximizing tbe 11*1 
puteniial fbr some laigc busmess under 
the presem 

Pag* 63 

III configuration. 

12) Thank you. 

D) (APPLAUSE) 

H) CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Phoebe isiVanBalan. 
wMS.VANBALAN:I'm Phoebe Van-
Balan. Board pi Piesidem of t b e Hytlc 
Paifc-Kcnwood Commuoiiy a) Coi3-
fesence, wtaidi is a fotiytbiee yea r o ld 
If) oooBinunity oiganixatnn. 

IIOI This yeai; w e undei t iwk an env i ion-
tnenial iiii program. Our env i auunen t a l 
has decided on the 1121 iwi>^ifoiiged a p 
proach for this year. Communi ty iisi 
education and d v i c a a t o n . wtaere poa-
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f ^ l d o iM)fk8ihcr80imd envwoamesial 

nil For this reason. I'm here totugbt to 
ask 161the O r t o ennUae more closely 
the sooUed blue IIT) bog method of 
Rcycbag., 
ini Ve understand that roisce sepoia-
Don of IHI recyclable produces much 
higher quality mate tab 

Pag*** 
III that would bring higher revenue than 
the co-nangled ui blue bag natetial. 
131 As more communities have become 
conscwtts HI of toe neceasny of recy
cling. piKcs tor toese tsi mateiiab have 
dropped. 
Ml The con of buililing and running the 
n plants, the MRRFS. that would 
tepante the wi eo-nungled blue bag 
maietal migbt be sn cxpcnst. m that 
would never be recaptured from 
revenue obamed noi from the low 
quality matetab thus separated, 
nil In Hyde Park for many years, we've 
had s 1121 succesthil source sepanted 
recvcling progiank as 1131 have other 
progreufve comrauniiat ta tha csy. 
114: At the ver>- leaa. these piognmt 
shoidd IMI be continued, expanded and 
used as modeb tor a IM cniKwide GoUec-
inn s\aem. 
11*1 There Ha progtam I would Uke w IM 
recnfiuneiul 10 the eir>- tor study. iMtt 
bm July. 1 iMt visaed niy daughter who 
had moved 10 Seattle 

Pa9(SS 

111« astunaen a year before. 
I.' In Seaittt. residems are bilted ni 
sepanieh-forthea p tbaae coUecuonas 
« « are HI for water, g u and eactnooy. 
i«i The size ofthe gaftaage conainerthey 
H>i fvquesi detemunes their bttl.There a 
nofee forrrithe coUecikmof reeycabte 
wane. 
KI Each cuKomer a provided «nih a m 
celot«oded conainer fbr paper, cans, 
aiufiunuin and I M glaa. Tha progtam 
provides both oicefluve to iiii reduce 
tiie smoum of gaibage a household dis
cards lui and high qiabiy source tepais-
non • :•., 
11311 WiU namxm only briefly, as does 
the IMI dnfc of the sobd watte manage
ment pan. the IMI 14 absoime necessity 
of a senous ciry ini mandated ptan 10 
handle recycables m m commeaul IMI 
busiaesses and aparanenu. which do 
not Rcewe now IMI ty garbage mUec-
tnn. • • " "•• """ 

III tonnennonand tsndOUs are becom-' 
i n | Ul liopoptilar. hi*"-*"™ and cji|jcp-
sive wiuuons to the 01 nanagemem of 
sobd wane. Chicago shouU keep HI 
these wlunons n s nunimum. 

13) I believe Chiago can aad should be 
a Mieater te tha ares. Wfch dedication 
and careful m n a d y ef successful 
progtams. we could develop a ai pan 
that would be piuiuiypt tor dense 
utban areas m aeroa the eouany. 
noi Chicago should not refose thb ehal-
leage nil by accepting an unprovea. 
second rate p a n such as lui that 
proposed by HDR engmecnng. 
1131 Thaak you. 
IMI (APPLAUSE) 

nsi CHAIRUAN EBERHAROT: WUUe 
Jones. 
iw MR. JONES: HL My concern was the 
im conaacnng of thu sobd waste. 
INI There teems to be tw back eonoac-
tors tofulfcd wito this AlldMt:Hcade^ 
son. I'd wonU im Uke to pose t h a 
quesuou to you. 

itiim.NEN0ER8OM:M7 
d n d i m isUw tn his ptafWHtig cffiwiCT 
docs Bvolvc tbe fwcfltjHiTc Dl pcrccBi 
uunoiuv Dusucss cstcfpntc* 
HI ML JONES: Pardon Bae.> . 
131 MR. HENDERSON: This oonsaa 
we're m patming dM meet the Qty't 
mpiiieitif Ills for an ITI approprate set 
aside for mnoruy bustnctt w 

HI MR. JONES: Could you teU us who 
are the lai minuritas n t iat are in-

iiii MR. HENDERSON: There's 
Ctobetrottets. 

'; 1121 MR. JONES: In whKcapadiy* 
nil MR. HENDERSON: Gtobetronets 
was s IMI subcontractor ^ 

; 1131 MR. JONES: That's an enginming 
i firm. 

•Ml MR. HENDERSON: Pardon me. 
ll-I MR. JONES: They are an engiiieer 
aigf i i i iL 
lai m . HENDERSON: Conca . As a 

. KDR and 11*1 McDonough. wiiich a»-
sated the Ciiy in doing toe • 

PagaSS 

iiidnft pan. 
: 121 MR. JONES: Okay, bm we're oon-

oerned iti abow toe transpotntion.You 
' knew.toeresaU Hikmdsof transpom-

tw« — 
: HI MR. HENDERSON: You're taUng 
> about HI letting eontracn m toe fknure. 

as opposed » toe Pi pbui that we're 
. lookttig n today. 

•I to t h a your poim.* 
191 MR. JONES: No.M.I'mtaOcingahoia 

' the nn pan today aad to the funoe. 
iiiiMfLHENOEftSON: Okay the pan 

I we re.thatiuiwe re having a bearing on 
today was d^^loped to nsi eoniunctii^ 
with Sireeo and Sanitation aad wito toe 

IM) pamiJiiiiiun of toe various otoer 
departmem of iisi toe dry. 
iMi Aad h bas series ef c e m n c t o n anc 
t h n im contiaa did meet toe Ctt\-> 
retptoed set aside. 
iMi Now as a r u otoer oontncu to tor 
1191 future, those are not let out yet and I 
can't 

tl) ̂ i*iî iiif HI on mem. 
12) MR. JONES: Okay so that a pubUc is 
knuwietlge. toe cunuict that's been let 
o v now, HI riglK.' 
131 MR. HENDERSON: Which contraa.' 
HI MR. JONES: Tbe OIK t b a Ctobetrot-
ter a P) mvolved with. 
HI MR. HENDERSON: Ob yes. absolute 
ly-
191 MR. JONES: Where oonld we. where 
could I IMI obato this? 
nil ML HENDERSON: You can get ii 
through nnthclimagineeitberthrough 
Street of Saimatinn lui or toe purchas
ing the purchasing officer. 
iHtMLJONEB: Becauae 1 did try w find 
fc tm and l a eac srenw to have fc. 
iMi ML HENDERSON: Weil I know it 
exist, aad 117) if— 
iw MR. JONES: No. ao. ao. ao tme— 
IHI ML HENDERSON: f Coniittuing>—i( 

TO 

III to see a a afterwards. I can get your 
name aad I can m asaia you ea that. 
01 MR. JONES: Okay. 
HI MR. HENDERSON: But. toe exanng. 
the HI pan wiiich to the focus of toe 
hearing tonight, docs w meet toe re
quired set asides for the City. 
IT)MR.J0NEB: Okay weU I'D islk wfch 
yon m stter tha a over ro 1 can get toe 

m ML HENDERSON: Sure. 
na MR. JONES: Okay, thank you: 
nil CHASttUN EBERHARDT: Roben 
Hughes. 
1121 MR. HUGHES: My name a Roben 
Hushes, a 1131 concuu diiten and 
OVaaDCSSuQpiA Bg ^Dc GOlBflliU&l^V 

IMI 1 warn to addrea the aame quetbon 
t h a 1131 was iua asketL I'm concerned 
about the iiiuiuiity IMI participation, 
im Becaiae I've been ta touch wito 
Wamt 1191 Matagenam who indicared 
that If they were awarded 

Pagan 

ii)toe o o u a c L t h a they wouM to noB 
award their w mtooivy f^^^*'""* 
thdr Schedule C which, fc DI was my 
undcniaadfcig toe Schedule C should 
be HI tubniitied prior to aa award atto 
weiild be part ot, »i part tif making 
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evaha i to ta m w a i d w h o wiU get the n 

17) Now to aeiuling a lener to Wasre ai 
Management, w e gtn the feeilfaack from 
one of todr HI vice presidents that until 
they gtn toe aviotd they iio) would not 
fill out a ScheduleX. 
ml I'm concerned about d u L because a 
112) coffltnitment bas not been made and 
toey have a 1131 reputattoo for filling o w 
Schedule Cs and not IMI complying wito 
them. 
1131 So can you address that issue? I think 
IMI when we're looking at a long te rm 
p r o j e a likt: this, t m I s very concerned 
that toere a built imo these iisi things 
minority ponidpot ton and also a com-
mimai i t 1 i9i pr tor m any award. .. . 

PagaTT 
III MR. HENDERSON: What c o n o a a 
are you 121 nUcing about* 
131 MR. HUGHES: Recyding — 
HI MR. HENDERSON: Are you talking 
about the isi RFP fbr the MRRFS? 
HI MR. HUSHES: Yes. 
m MR. HENOERSfpN: Okay. 1 d o n t 
think anyone ai here is. tbi t ' s m t wtiat 
the hearing is a b o u o r we . DI I ilon't 
know anyone able to address that. 
IIOI We're s tncdy here on the question of 
the 1111 ktod. of t h e iwemy year plan, as 
opposed to a 1121 ponicuiar process o r 
particular contract that are iiii an on
going p a n of the city- bustoess. 
IMI But there u a requireii set aside for 
113) future c o n t n c t s and I. as far as I 
know, the re ' s n o IMI a m i d p a t t o n of that 
b e m g changed for t h e MRRF i n con
tracts . 
IISI MR. HUGHES: WeU. t he MRRF has 
not b e e n IMI a w a r d e d yet, has n? • • 

PagaTS 
III MR. HENDERSON: Absolmely not . 
121 MR. HUGHES: Okay. wcU I guess 
wha t I m 111 asktog tocn. is it a require
men t to fill o w t h e HI Schedule C pr tor 
to an award? 
131 MR. HENDERSON: I d o n t know. 
161 MR. HUGHES: You wou ldn ' t know? 
m MR. HENDERSON: I don ' t know. 
HI MR. HUGHES: Could I caU y o u 
t o m o r r o w a n d m find o w ? 
not MR. HENDERSON: Sure, 
ni l MR. HUGHES: Thank you. 
1121 MR. ASQUE: Mr. Chairman? 
II3I CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Yes. sir. 
IMI MR. ASQUE: 1 would think it would 
1131 i m p o m n t that toere be some form 
of commumcation 1161 to, panicniaily to 
toosc imcrested to tntoonty. IITI d t i z e m 
that n a y have business interesu. Some 
IMI type of comnuitocatton as to what 
course of a c i u n ii9i they can take n gam 
this infomation. 

74 
111 Number one and number two . what 
course of a aciiim they could take to 
deahag'wito a laige D) coipotaiitMi Uke 
waste to order to fed that they HI have 
sotne type of equal footing to dealing 
with the 131 BIPs and whatever lies to 
regards n this ctmixaci m n the future. 
(7) I think fc would be importam for that 
iti comtmmicatiim ro be p w o i s and I 
think n would be m inqmitam u n i g h i 
for those pe tao iu w h o are lui con
cerned m have tlesignated perso tu m go 
to III) perhaps n m o n o w by p h o n e o r 
wiiatever ra soui that iizi piticess. 

115) CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Yes. I 'm 
sure. IHI whe the r h 's t he office, the 
Maytir't Office of iisi iix|utry o r 
whatever, w e can. tbe Committee is not 
IMI exipen on wiiat you've asking, al
though we w o d d like 1171 ro be^ i you 

IM) MR. HENDERSON: I-U volunteer n 
be a 1191 person » ooiniaa and w e can 
deal wito. give you my 

PagaTB 
III number and w e can. I can get yini to 
touch wito the u) appiopt ia ie folks. 
IS) MR. HARRINGTON: Either Henry HI 
Hetuietson o r myself can act as that 
liaison. I m think. 
HI Wc boto have cards and anybody w h o 
a IT) imeieaed to getting that ktod ttt 
infomatton. we m can n a k e the link 
through toe Departmem of m Purchas
ing so that you get the d i r e a infoma
tton IIOI straight fiimi the source. 
nil CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Okay. 
El iabeth 1121 Btaum. 
1131 MS. BRAUM: Good evening. I 'm IMI 
speaking on behalf of three hundred 
and fortyihree iisi residents of Wood-
b w n . Kenwood.and Hyde Paifc. w h o 110 
Signed tome testimony that I itaafted 
yenerday ii7| n » n u n g . 
1181 I'm a PhD candidate at the Utiivetsity 
1191 of Chicago and Coordiiaror of toe 
UniveniryS 
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III Environmennl Concerns Organixa-
tton known as ECO. 
Ul This a wtiat toe testimony is.Whereas 
131 toe Solid Waste Maiiagemem Plan of 
Chirago mtends HI W one: toctease in
cinerators that are poUuted and n\ haz
antous: two. increase landfilling de^n t c 
rising HI c t m : three . letnovc recyding 
from local ward Pi control; and four, 
impose blue bag recycling that ai t u n u 
valuable recyclables u u o garbage. 
191 Wc p c t u o n toe Solid Wasto Manage
mem IIOI Review Coinininee ro n m iin-
plemem toe b u m atul bury u n plan. 
1121 Chicago must tnvesbgaw akema-
bves. to 1131 poisoning d t y air with toxic 
incineiarot sinokc. IMI destroying land 

and wetlands wi th *»«"*«"'« a n d iisi im
plement ing t he ineffective b lue bag 
plan. 
IIS) Each Ward must have t h e op t ion of 
setting 117) v p t h d r o w n recycling pro-
g n m . •wriii.ft.ig | |g| composting. 
II9I Tlie d t y should rncou tagc source 
reductitto 

PBBHT? 
in ro c w d o w n t b e expensive gaibage 
reinovaLA n e w 121 plan should address 
Chirago residents ' t tesiR tor DI c leaner 

HiTlankytni . 
IS) (APPLAUSE) 

W CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Vanessa 
SamL 
mM5.SARIil : Good evening, kidies a n d 
ai geoileinan. 
ai My n a m e is Vanes sa S a m i . I ' m 
uuployed iin wi th Chicago Recycling 
Wotks. I 'm b e t e oonce tn ing a u n state-
n e n t that was p n n t e d to t h e R c a d e t 
lui I 'm h e t e r o a a y tha t those c o m m m t s 
that lui were wri t ten . 1 did iwt make 
tbeiiLl did UK say IHI tbesLand I 'm h e r e 
to say that fbr t h e ICOORL 
iisi Thank you. 
IM) CHAMMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
ytni. D o w e Itn have any m o t e cards? 
IM) (PAUSE) 
119) CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: G e r a U 
Rogers? 

PagaTS 
in MR. ROGERS: Pobn of iniuinmiun. 
my name Bl is JewicU not Goald. Foiry-
two years old. people 01 still promuncc 
my nane wrong. 
HI I'to iiat here n speak for a fiiiity new 
It) organiBtkm. the South Shtae Com
munity Chuich is ai sponsoring at this 
poiw tbe Job Locator Service. 
17] We're cxpontling our prognia we're 
only a ai year old. I'm the acting 
secretary. 
m Tlie question I wanted ro ask is are we 
ua T^'«'"g our wheels here? 
•Ill It seems that the City of Chicago 
ataeaity 1121 has a progiam ttaat they're 
only waiting to toiplrmrm lui at an op-
poRune ame. 
IHI They're already talking about 
ptiwiiiiiig IISI the Streets and Sanitation 
pidnqi. 
US) We're trying, everybody is a volun
teer for 1171 tbe Job Locator Service. 
IMI We don't gR paid, we work. I didn't 
have i») tune n pick up the complete 
program. I came to late 

PagaTS 
in because I was delivering "wwtit^ to 
the other Bl members ofthe meetiiig. 
01 My wtatile point in knowing that these 
wBSMigtwngtDbeacomiiMinityineeting 
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was beatae I woik ni for Aldeman 
Bkwm as bb prednct capiato to toe w 
S'TtoWard. 
m I've bved <n this Ward stoce 1968. 
We're m concerned about our people 
gtitiig imo drugs, our HI streea turning 
into havens of ptostitwion. 
IIOI I've been to every town meeting this 
year, mil know abow busmessmen con
cerned abow minority ii2ipaitidpation. 
bw I'm concerned about, if we re nsi 
going to privattze. can we not get a 
bener program IHI than turning one 
term of garbage intb anotoer form i isi of 
gaitage. 

I Ml I'm iust trytog to get people to wotk. 
to 117) say away from drugs and I'm 
trying to get toe City iiai to nake some 
sense wito a had biuiget and a bad plan. 
1191 Thattk you very much. I'm Jewtell 

Pagaao 
III Rogers. Acting Secretary,Job Locator 
Service. 
121 (APPLAUSE) 
131 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. Mark HI Shapiro? 
131 MR. SHAPIRO: Good afternoon, or 
good HI evetung. 
n 1 warn to thank toe memben of toe 
Ml Cotiuninee and for aUowing us a 
chance to give our HI views and 1 wam 
to also thank my fellow citaens iioi for 
presemuig their views. 
1111 And I m sure toey represent only toe 
tip 1121 of toe iceberg.a lot of hours spent 
behind toe ii3i scenes and a lot of mter
est in the prognm. 
lui I'ma Rsidem of Chicago. I'm a tnenv. 
bcr 1131 of East View Condommium As-
location and a member of noi toe beard 
toere as well. 
m 1 warn to recycle and I do recvcle. 
I've IMI recycled for many yean and I'm 
very happy to see a im growing merea 
in recychng and toe waae 

Paga^ 
III reducuon here to Chicago. 
121 We all know the excellem reasons for 
131 recychng and toey bear lepeatmg. 
Reducmg i«i environmental probleim. 
boto a andfills and at isi production 
adbties. Creating iobs to our local m 
economy, uving natural resources, 
saving toe n environmental and saving 
money. 
Nl 1 m glad that Chicago warns to recvcle 
and HI I feel strongly that Chicago 
should have a iioi fira-rate recychng pro
gram, a Worid Seiies nn recyding ptt>-
gram. Super Bowl recycling progtant 
1121 Seatde. as a number of people al
ready 1131 pouted out. already has an 
excellem program. Ours IMI should be 
atleast that gtiod if ttot better. 

itsi Aad we^esetdkig for something that 
IIS) doesn't even natrhtwagoab fbr five 
yean out. ii7i don't even " " " *' wha 
they're achieviiig aheatly lai today. 
1191 And unfortunately, toe Blue Bag Pto-
gram 

Pagaaz 
III propose doesn't fk toe bUl. Mashing 
recyclables m imo a blue bag soup 
lowers toeir value as people Dl said 
before* even aasummg that you can find 
them HI after toey been compaaed 
hydraulically to toe isi garbage truck 
wito all the otoer refute. 
HI The proptaed plan might nash our 
mimidpal m budget even worse than k 
does toe gaitaage.' 
HI There's no guanmeethat it will 
recycle m anything and toere's abo i» 
limn to how much k im will ctat. 
nil Incinetation. wito toe toxic enus-
sioas and 1121 ash. is s little better 
1131 There a s way ow ofthis mess aiul 
it's IMI nght here to our back yard-Cuib 
side recydmg a nsi already here, thanks 
ra ow local recycling heities IMI If I can 

; use that word, like Ken Dwm.andothets 
at 117) the resource center and toe 
Chiago Recydbig IHI Coabtiim. 
IMI 1 warn ra ny that 1 for tme 

Pagsas 
nt appredaw toeir eCfora and todr wis
dom and I urge 121 full adopiton of todr 
waste reduction and recycling D) 
proftfaffls. 
Ml I feel strongly that toey can help keep 
HI Chicago a great City. 
HI Thank you very much, 
n (APPLAUSE) 
HI MR. SHAPIRO: Any questions bom 
the H' comnunee? I diito't know I was 
that clear. Thank im you very much. 
• Ill CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Jeff 1121 Ortimnn? 
iiiiMR.ORTMANN: HeUo. my name is 
Jeff IMI Ottmann and I tepiesem toe 
BAPA. Beverty Area 1 MI Panning Associa-
iMtn. paniung Assocation. Motgan IMI 
Paifc Envtronmemal Committee of toe 
19th Ward. 
If: Vr strongly oppose the City of 
Chicago s IMI Solid Waae Managemem 
pan. 
IWI Ow Aldetperson. Virgina Rugai.also 

P*0*a« 
111 louis us m the oppcaititm of tha toort-
sighied. Ml under-funded pbn. 
uiNowmtoe l9toWard.werecydeby 
toe Ml blue box metood. In January, ow 
busmess community isi will begto an 
innoi'aiive recycling pitigram that HI 
sBRing a wotking modd for toe res of 
toe cm- to m po^biy follow. 
Ml Ow wurce recycling program keeps 
HI iwatetiab separate ftom toe begin-

niog. rtahHng a iioi higher percenage 
of luconiainuiaKd maienal on toe 111; 

unlike toe progiam bdore 

1121 We would strongly urge toe City to 
stop 113) tha program. We would like to 
be able ra matnnin IMI toe presem pro
gram that we are now eiacted and we 
1131 intend ra file a more deoiled late-
raem of IMI opposition to writing before 
toe November 21n m'deadUne. 
IHI Thank you. 
IMI (APPLAUSE) 

III CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Jeff. qtte» 
ticm 12] please. Would you come back? 
Dl MR GREENE: Would you submit u 
toe HI comininee any inforaatton you 
naght have cm this ni commetdal recy
cling progtam. 
K)MR.ORTMANN: Pardonme.si^ 
m MR. GREENE: Can you submit any n| 
infomation that you might have on tou 
conaneidal m recycling program? 
nn MR. ORTMANN: Yes. yes. we will sir. 
We nn intend to tto that. 
IU) Thank yini. 
101 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Rodger 
Rdd? 
IM) MR. FSLO: Good evening, tny name 
a lui Rodger FiekL 
IMI I'm here as a representative ef toe 
Hyde 1171 Park Euvbuumental Action 
CiaUtton. a tocal lai communiiy group 
mHyde Park. 
1191 We're here this evening to go en 

Pagtss 

III record to opposition to toe dty's so-
called blue 121 bag recycbng progrun. 
Dl h nay use bhie hags, bm k's am ow 
HI idea of a recyding program. 
13) We have two leveb of concem. FiriL 
on HI a todiaical leveL even assuming 
the City's t m a n optimitac numbers, 
abow eighty pereem of toe m recycl
able natettal that b careftiUy set aside 
by a HI Chicago Residem WiU not make 
hs way back-toto the 1101 ecotmtnic 

nil Chicago residents who have gone 
torough 1121 toe effon to separattog 
tccydables bom todr iisi refuse might 
as well not have botoered. 
IM) Their naterial win be toere losttotoe 
1131 compactor truck or be found tcx> 
comamiiated for 11*1 recycling. 
117) This is a step backwards for thtae of 
us US) to Hyde Paik, where we all enjoy 
curb side pick up iisi through the 

187 

IU We can do better and WC know it. Bl 
I iheuid atld that this f««"TnmthiT 111 Dl 
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the city's r s i i i f " "* are acanar f and we 
doubt that HI t h e y are. 
131 We question whetoer the d i y can 
susiato HI the ntoety percem rctxicval 
tate tmder real viorid m condiuons 
when toe spotlight a no tonger under HI 
todr pikK proiect : 
m Certainly, tbe disnal record on yard 
waste 110) itoes not instill a lot of con
fidence. We're also nn highly dubious of 
toe qiality of the recyclable that 1121 will 
survivc.The possibility of conta mi nation 
is 1131 great. 
(Ml And evidently, the City also has ns itsi 
doubts . We ftod very distutbtog the 
reports of the IMI proposed con t raa 
t c m s which permit toe recycling ii7i 
contractor to landfill all na te t i ab toe 
canntRbei ia i recydedwith toahimdred I 
and twenty days. -
1191 In shon. we don' t yet have a good • 

- '' ' -Paga ae i 
I 

III idea whether this progiam will woric ; 
and how much it 121 will cost. | 
131 Oo the second, more funtiamental < 
leveLvkPc HI wonder ftankiywhethertoe- ' . 
d t y cares about 131 providing us wito toe i 
best recycbng progiam. 
HI The a t y seems to regard recycUng as 
a IT) na t ena l s handlmg issue. ratoer than 
ai> ni environinehul one. 
HI The issue for tois city a how to com
ply 1101 wito toe City and Sa te taws 
mandating recycling iiii wito toe lean 
disrupuon to the cjusimg collection 1121 
tnetoods. 
1131 They have mdeed designed a system 
which IHI doc> bttle violence to existing 
procedures. 
1131 But thu . frankly, nusscs the potot. 
From 1161 an environmcnal perspective, 
eve ry h o u s e h o l d that ii7i r ecyc les 
should be viewed as an environmentat 
IMI education p ro iea . 
1191 RecycUng could c o n n e a daily every 

Paga as 

III cotuunier to toe whole cirele of 
production. 121 consumption and dis
posal to a way that will lead us m to take 
the personal and political steps to 
reduce HI waae. 
131 We futnly believe that recycUng and 
wane HI reduction should not be add 
ons. bw should be at m toe bean at the 
soUd wane ptan. 
HI If toey were, we would not assumc.as 
tois 191 tan does, that indncration and 
landfiUtog will 1101 nuin the primary 
modes of waste disposal over toe 1111 
next two decades 
1121 The city has made a modest proposal, 
h 1131 sets a recyding goal of twenty-five 
pereem. Otoer IMI tocahties have at
tained recycUng rates ĉ f over iisi eighty 
p e r c e h r ' a n d even some Urge 
toOT'dpaUties IMI such as Seattle, which 

back to toe itoi forties during the 
warwhen we were tnotivatod by the nil 

IMI At present, toere a ctinsideiable 
Pagaao 

in support for recycling and should be 
hamessed. 
121 to shon. we ask two things. First that 
Dl this dty condua a toorough siuiiy tif 
iu proposed HI Blue Bag Progtam. 
together with other recycling m 
progiams so as ra design the bea en-
vironinenial HI pw>p'̂ w* 
n And second, that toe dty review the 
HI entire solid waste pngtam wito recy
cling and waste isi leductton as toe most 
nlQQ21DC0(21 COtnponC HM 1 
IIO) to condusion. as I sat here " " " ^ ' " g 
to unpe r son alter peistm and oiganiza-
tion after un tnganisRion, opposing the 
city's, waste disposal or mi the waste 
roatagemem plan, I think that the IMI 
comininee meinbeis are to an unenvi
able and tUfficuk 113) pusiiiou. 
1 Ml You have one tif two choices.You can 
1171 eitoer p w a big rubber stanq) tm toe 
city's proposal lai and ttaat will be toe 
cndof iL 

1191 Or you can take to heart wiiat o w 
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111 group and otoers have said ro you and 
that's going ui to be a lUfficuh process 
for you. 
U) You are going u have to go back and 
do a Mi'tot of woik. you're going ro have 
to go back and ni upset aome applecarts. 
HI The dry's waste disposal future is to 
n your hands and we hope that you will 
l iacn to toe HI people. 
HI Thank you 
IIOI (APPLAUSE) 
nil CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Nancy 
Hays? 

Mil MS. HAYS: I m Nancy Hays. 1131 I 
don't have a prepared statement, b w I 
1141 have some commenu w make. 
1131 Oine a that 1 have used toe resource 

. 1161 cemer for as kmg as k has existed 
and k nakes 1171 vastly more sense to me 

. than toe Muc faagsyaem nti which Ifind 
absolutely absurd. 
11911 would also like to conunend the 
Park 

P a g a n 
III District on its plastic coUection pn> 
giam. also toe 121 Hyde Patk C o o p on its 
ptasdc coUectton progiam. 
1311 haven t heard that inenuoncd.bw HI 
ceitainty toe plastic bottles have created 
a 131 tremendous volume u landfills and 
we have a «k-ay to HI deal wito k and I 
don't think toere a g a u that the mptam. 
that the blue bags will deal with iL 
HI Abo. I'd Uke to eommem that 1 r e a e m -
ber 191 very weU doing recycling of tto 

1121 h did not seem ro me that n was such 
a 1131 hardship. I think we can expec t 
people, w h e n toey IMI understand that 
toey will do that kind of recycling iisi 
again. 

UO I think we've taken a kn of a e p s IITI 
backward to the ***^ '̂Miinf 
la) I'm also very concerned aboin com
posting. Ii9i becatise k seems u tne that 
one <>f t he problems is 
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in that people simply don't undeiscind 
abow 12) coaqxisting. 

Dl The nu tnems oome out of t h e soil, 
they HI go imo the leaves of the t ree , 
they can be reused tn try the t ree . 
W Bw w c take time away because w e 
find toem m an eyesore. 
ai I remrmhrr very vividly some years 
ago 191 w h e n I bved to Kenwood and I 
had a landlady wlio had iiei a gar t i^r ,^ 
un And tbe gar r tmrr wanted ro start a 
compost 1121 pile and cuptainrd k to 
great detail ro her. 

1151 She came to me . she's a p n > d u a of 
r t t i r^gn |M) schools. I 'm sure. She came 
to n e and she said, lui ' N o w I l lnde^ 
stand w h a t h e wants » do.please tell I IS) 
me wby.* 
117) Thank you. 
)isi (APPLAUSE) 

im CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Juantia 
SaKatlor 
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III BuRis. 
12) HS. BURRIS: Societies everywhere 
are Bl stowly connng ro recognize that 
toey are ntn only HI destroying their 
euvironnirnit but imdertmntng thd r isi 
fimiies. 

HI In response, gtivemments and people 
the m wottd over have begun to try ro 
reverse this HI obviously destructive and 
threatening trend. 
191 to our thiow«way culture, which 
leattt IIO) ineviably ro polhnitm atul 
restnitce depletiob, ht>w un can 'you 
propose for us, the dtizem of Chicago, 
ro 1121 choose to continue wito tbe same 
polluting and 1151 depleting bebavior 
that we have become ro know to IMI our 
gttywing up years? 

1131 Wby cannot this dty and this cuncm 
IISI sdtiuniination be pan i>f tbe world
wide people 117] niottjueui w reverse 
the wasteful and destnictive iisi conse
quences of our industrial society and be 
pan iisi of the wtnkHviilc solution tn-
sicad of ŷ yffwifiittM IQ 

Pagaas 

III be pan ofthe waiM-mUe problem? 
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Bl WSste teduebon and recychng ip-
^f^fiiiff ff)«ii»iiiiii replace the rndliiiHHl 
gf«««-l» ooUeciira Ml and disposal com-
witti^t nf tniMv. inrliiiling Bl cuuujctors 
currently who are seeking comiacts to i 
H) thu public bearing, 
rr) Instead of reducing toe city's coUec- . 
lion HI and disposal budget by slowly ! 
phasing ow its agtog HI streets and { 
saniaoon wotk force, toe dry has noi i 
chosen ra naimain toe high labor cost i 
in aging nn work force, piovide con- : 
tracts fbr all kinds of iiii disposal and | 
engineering companies snd do busmess i 
iisiasusial. 
IMI Busmea as usual, as we toe dtizem ' 
of 1131 <'>«''*»|p have been tired of for 
twemytome years, to IW which we had 
hoped we bad began m change under 
1171 Mayor Washtogron'sAdininisBation. 
iMiByproposmgaptanthatreUesoniMi i 
existing waste, torowtog habits of its ! 
citaens atul 

. Pag9S6 .' 
Ill waae coUeoion and disponl opeta-
tions of its 121 streets and saimation. we 

, are contributing to I3i destroying and noi -. 
saving owptaneter dry or ow HI neigh- ' 

HI We are abo kMtog toe cridcal HI op 
portuiwy to begin vo nake a difference 
in m changing the values aad behavior 
of ow citizens HI regarding toe use of 
ow natural resources. 
HI The most depressing pan of toe city's 
IIOI ptan a toat it truly, truly mirrors and 
reflecn nti toe socter>''s currem poim of 
view, that we can itii commue m torow 
away our valuable and limited 1131 
resources and tou dry will come pick it 

' up and ii«i take care of you. 
1131 Wane disposal is tun simply a tech-
nokigy IMI problem that a best rolved by 
engineen. it a. st it*i all leveb of reabty. 
a socal and cuhural problem IMI that 
pervades tois society in which denands 
radicaLiNi noMnditional sodaland cul-
tuial solutions. 

PagaS? 

Ill Waste reduction at the source, 
sepanung 121 gatbage at toe rource.recy-
cling collections and toe 131 reuse of tou 
Unwed resourees is the way to go. 
HI AS a citizen that has grown to my own 
HI consciousness of toe complexity of 
toe envuonmenal HI problem over toe 
laa ten yean. I would Uke to see m my 
tocal govenunem suppon me. suppon 
itK.and not m prevent me and my neigh-
bots in Hvde Paik and Kenwood HI and 
Woodtawn. who have recyded over toe 
laa twenty liei years, to conttoue ra do 
what we bebeve U ben for 1111 ow ei>-

I Ml I have a tea year oM son to the pubhc 
113) sdiool who swprised toe laa night 
wito a new stogaa no anmv gtaile five 
kids. Peace, love and recycle. 
117) There is s whole new generation ow 
there nt) that has already gnram en-
vironnientaUy consdout. iisi and more 
importam envtronmentally '̂ ĵM^nfinl? 

1121 Yow ptan wants me and my neighbor 
to walk 1131 backwards umead of movuig 
forward. " 

III There are few children here that kive 
ra Ol Rcyde.that love ra reuse.that love 
ra reuse toe DI waste that we are con
stantly throwing away. 
HI And weVe giving toem example as 
tha 131 generation of aduks w say, ^ua 
put aU yow HI things to one bag and we "U 
takeareofk.* 
17) The City of Chirago. whom you to 
some ways HI have nied m serve and 
represent, has ra have now a m forward-
kMkiiig vision for ia dUsctoy. am one 
IIOI that keeps us to the dark ages. 
nil Tonight, if you win really listen and 
112) hear toe public voices of ia dtizem 
that have one 1131 by one told you of ia 
opposition ra tha Mlid IMI waste plaiL I 
hope that you will ciwdude that the nti 
people are vny ahead of hs plaaaers. 
IMI Ask yourselves ultimstely. *Who do 
you 117) toiak benefia ftom tha plaa* 
Does toe envwonmem IMI benefh from 
this plan> Oo toe dtizem beaefk im 
from tha plaiL' Does owfbture. toe fit-
tureofew 

III ivotld. lioes k betiefit bom this? 
1211 can't see except contractors, oi en-
gmeenng firms, disipotal companies and 
furtoer HI poUution and destrudion of 
toeeanh. 
m (APPLAUSE) 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Colleen 
Wea.CoUnpiWesL* 
ni MR. WEST: My name b Colin Wea. 
I'm toe HI Coctiordinarorof toe Studcffl 
Environfflental Action iiei CtaUtion of 
Chicago. 
nil And tonight. I'm giving testimony «m 
1121 behalf ef James CahiUane. toe Riecy-. 
cUng Coordinator 1131 at the University 
ofChicago. 
IMI I wuh to express my tipposition ra 
toe 1131 City of Chiago s proposed recy
cUng Blue Bag IMI Syaem. 
ii'*i Being m toe busmess of recycling, k 
u iMi apparent to na that toe blue bag 
wiU not be an nn effective way ro 
recycle to this dty. 
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It) First. I will outline tny reasoia. 
Method. 121 dolUr amount and 
psycbokigical effea. 
131 The metood decided upon wiU resuk 
in the MI naionty of toe recyctable 

materiab collected n be ni tandfillcd or 
indneiated. 
HI b a inatfotal w toink that b>' r-
combining glass, paper, cans and ptasiic. 
one can HI successful remove and 
sepasare materials after toey HI have 
beiea contracted to toe back of a gar
bage truck. 
IIOI When five thoiaand pouiub per 
square mch tin a applied ra glass, it 
breaks. When toe glau 1121 btcaks it wiU 
contaminate all matetials toe chanls ii3i 
coiiif to conact wito. 
1141 The resuhs wiU be toe materiab are 
nsi noiMiaifcetable. Therefore, burned 
or landfilled. 
116) I also have concerns regarding toe 
ilollarimamoumaftoepiogianLlnvoiv-
ing toe dty to a lai seven year, seven 
hundred and fifty million (toUar ii9i prt>-
gtam. withow having done an extensive 
pUot 
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III piogram or basing k on anotoer dty's 
results, a a to misake. 
Dl Cities thati have read about, induding 
HI Houston and Oaaha.liave had dismal 
tcsuks ftom 131 thdr Bhie Bag Progtam. 
m Onaba has had ctat ovetnna and 
Houston |7) flat ow refected toe pto-

a) I would prefer to see mine and every 
other 191 taxpayers money going ti3w-r': 
a more effective tioi lecydmg program 
Source sepaiatitm aknoHvn ro Ull wDt̂  
iiaiPsychotogically.residents of Chiragn 
IU) participating to the Blue Bag Pri>-
giam will have a IM) dilBcuh beUeving 
that toey are recycling. 
113) The teasim a simple,they are iua IMI 
throwing k away fua Uke toey always 
have, h a IIT) portam to mvoWc people 
ftiUy to toe iccyding IHI pn>cess. 
1191 Let them understand that if toey 

102 
It) to recycle, toey ean be sure that toe 
matenab toey m are saving wiU be 
recycled. 
Dl By iua throwing k away, petiple will 
not HI understand toe impimance of 
putting ceraun ni materiab to one bag 
and the rest of toeir gaibage m in 
anotoer. 
m Here at toe Univeisity ofChicago. wc 
have ai an extensrvc source sepaiatnn 
recycling progtam to m aU ow offices, 
coffee shops, residence haUs and noi 
some apartmem complexes, 
nil There a no visible loss of materiab 
we 112] coUea due ro conamtoation.By 
taunching an 1131 aggressive awareness 
prngram. wito the help of IMI Univetsity 
offidab and the suppon of toe nsi en-
campus environmental group ECO, — 
recycle has iici been able ro naintam a 
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high levd of panicipaiiuu tm to the 

IMI —recycle a also — ro utilize a bag 
1191 system here on canqius.It'U be much 
differem ftom 

103 

III toe blue bag. We wiU use reusable 
nylon bags. 121 wiiich wiU be color coded 
for diffeirem natezials.oi These bags will 
never be pw inro a garbage truck. 
HI I have toe utmost confidence it will 
be 131 successful and coa effidem. 
HI I wish I had the same amoum of 
confidence m fbr toe Blue Bag Program. 
Cancel toe Blue Bag m Program before 
it a too tate. 
191 (APPLAUSE) 
IIOI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: John Pas-
urik? 
iinMR.PASTIRIIC:I'm John Pastkik 
from toe 1121 lOto Ward. 
II3I I'm a member of a number of or
ganizations. IMI toduding the Fair Aiim 
Civic League. 3Sto Distria iisi Environ-
mental Task Force and toe Sierra Qub. 
Bw IMI I'm speaking as an individual. 
117) I notice that we were roU that copies 
of IMI toe SoUd Wane Managemem Ptan 
are avaUable at our itoipiibUc Ubtaiies. 

Page 104 
:iii I wonder if tois is why Mayor Daley's 
121 budget is cutting back toe hours of 
toe libtaries. ui Dtiesn't want people to 
reaUy read that toing.r_ 
HI I would have to agree wito Aldeman 
Bloom 131 that one of toe biggest prob
lem with toe Blue Bag HI Program is that 
it is a eneig>' capital and m technotogy 
intensi3'e progiam. 
HI But wito thousands of people ow of 
wotk, HI what «ve need is a tabor toteit-
sive progiam. 
iioj Waste Managenient. Incorporated 
has enough 1111 money. Let s pw people 
to wotk. Let s give toe 1121 money.spread 
toe money ow a UiUe bn. 
1131 Let's esnbUsh a cuifo side recycUng 
IMI progiam. I've seen it wotk to toe 
subuita. 
11311 was 3raitiiig a friend to Munner and 
1161 toey pw some kids to woifc.They had 
sepaiaie b i u U7i and toe people had 
toeir stuff ow on the cuib and iiai they 
zipped down toe block and n wotks real 
1191 beautiful atul you re putting wme 
people to wotk. 

Paga IDS 
111 (toing soinetoing constructive. 
121 Waste Matagemeni. Incoipotated al
ready has 131 a contiaa wito the dropoff . 
box progiam. That Ml seems to tne ro be 
atoal&ilure. 
131 In tny lidghfiSihood. k's on toe tnher 
skle HI of toe liver. I don't think you 
should have to get Pi in your car and 

(Wvc your iccydables ofL as long It) as 
we already have somebody •^ '^"g by 
to pick the m piboge. 
110) 1 think that we should have sepasue 
un c jopanmems, save toe amoum of 
ener that k 1121 takes ftir everybody ro 
hop la todr car and diive ro iisi a recy
cling box. That's waste to itself, you 
know. 
IMI Waste Matagcfflcm. Incoipotated 
also has a iisi very bad tiack reooid. as 
£tf as obeytog toe taws of iu) tha land. 
ii7i Aldeman CUffoid Kelly and the 
Mayor of IMI Fox Lake boto ended up to 
jail because toey took iif) btibes torn 
Waae Map'e^""'"'. Incoipotated. 
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III I feel waste naiugcment incor
porated 121 shoidd be barred ftom doing 
any busmess wito toe Dl City of Chicago. 
Ml They've turned. theyVe trashed my m 
neighborhood and they're in the 
process of diggmg lei holes fbr anotoer 
landfill and toe City's is gomg (7) to have 
a fight on ks hands If toey plan on letting 

' HI toe land for a motarorium tapse this 

m The Blue Bag Progtam is a tidicidous 
idm. 1101 First, you're creating n»re gar
bage III) nself.toe blue bag itself is more 
garbage and 1121 people have ro pay for 
that. 
1131 You smato up atul contaminate yow 
IMI recyctables. toen spend millioia of 
doUaison IMI matcral recovery tadlities 
to son n aU back IMI OW? b's ritUculous. 
ii7i Blue bag wastes time, money, eneigy 
and 1101 resources wito no guaiamee of 
success. 
1191 We need cuib side recycling, h's 
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III not gaibage iwtil n s all mixed up 
togetoer. tocn 121 n becomes garbage. 
1)1 We need to devetop nuriceu fbr 
recyctables HI and to iloing so. wc can 
also pw people to wotk that i3i way. 
HI We do not need landfills or in-
anentors. n LandfiUs leak and gabble 
up prccioiis and and ni destroy wet 
^tantls: 
HI Indnetators. spew ttaismt. fuerou 
and 1101 heavy meab imo o w air and 
lungs. 
nil How much tonger must people be 
exposed to nil toxic chtrtnicab to toeir 
au and water so 113: corpoiatiota can 
nake more money? 
IMI We need ambittous recycling gcab. 
If you 1131 recycle twenty-five pereem. 
that meam torowing IMI away seventy-
five pereem 
1171 I think tbe only thing more 
tidiculous IISI than toe SoUd Waste Pro
gram is probably the Mayor's lai 
proposal to level ow entire neighbor 
hoods ro buiU 

Pagaioa 

III an aiipon.An his course estimates on 
ttaaLhave. m have been shown » be way 
off base. 
O) So I wonder how way off base the 
blue bag HI cost cstinuirs pnsgranu are. 
1311 wonder if toe Mayoris also ptamntog 
on m putting Hegewisch.Soiito Deeting. 
Bumham and part i7i of Cal City imo a 
blue bag? 
m So. bw basicaUy what we need is a 
new H) way of looking at things. 
IMI People, communities, and resources 
are un not. nm romething wc can iust 
throw away. We need IMI ro look at what 
it valuable to stidety and Ug iisi con-
ttacts to big cotpontioiu that have been 
iM) destroying our environmem are not 
valuable fbr ow iis) communities, 
no Thank yoiL -
1171 (APPLAUSE) 

lui CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Dennis 
Maninez. 
119) MR. MAHTIHEZ: HeUo.My name is 

Papa 109 
ID Dennis Maitinet, and I'm presently a 
Co-OMrdinaror U) for the 7th Ward 
Drmnnatic oigantratinn under Alice m 
Palmrr " 
HI FitK of alLi would like ro go ro the isi 
root of tbe problem, whicto is tbe 
govemmem who has HI tbe fedetal, 
state, and the dty, bas ro stop giving rri 
the green light to those who make 
products wliicb ai leave hazardous 
waste: ftom military waste, plastic ai 
oOs, pnfiimrs ro gatolines. sptay catu. 
and otoer iioi nannfamiteis that deliver 
these hazardous waste un producu. 
112) Because toe funne manufactuxers 
shoidd lui be. must prove ttaat they can 
dilute their wane no harmlessly before 
toey are allow to manu&cture iisi their 
good ctminodity pttKlucu. 
US) And which this to turn formed tbe 
great 117) laiulfiU that is on tbe southeast 
side of Chicago iisi due to the 
govemmem's not ctackmg down on 
toese im nanufacturerstbat nade these 
hazardous waste 
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III produas to the lint place. 
12} And also.the recycling is tmly one pan 
13) of the problem or one pan of the 
wlutiim. 
H) And because wc know that butning 
toe waste ist ntoted. when they're mated 
togetoer ami they, which HI ttae beat 
fiaes k imo a more deadly or ttmic that 
17) can be released imo tbe air. 
ai in which, unfonunatdy, pregnam 
women m breathe to this, just like they 
did the gmphite at iioi the sied mills 
when there wasa heavier llll concentia-
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tion here on the sowhean side of 
Chicago. 
1121 Which proves, by toe mortality tate 
wiiicb 1131 we had. beause I have figures 
toat if you bved IMI only two.tbree miles 
wen or rwo. toree miles it3i notto, that 
toe mtnality tate wem down. 
IMI Because as parent of a specal hand
icapped IIT) child and a board tnember 
of a hundred and fifty ai a nii cemer. I 
get toe sniisuct and toere were. im 
seventeen special handicapped 
children on toe 

Paga i i i 

III soutoeasi side ofChicago in 1963. As 
of tou year 121 toere a thirty. And that's 
just from ow center 131 alone. 
Ml So it's everybody's responsibUity ra 
help 131 cut d09vn on these' wane. 
Whetoer you re dnvtoga HI car. you can. 
people should lean to waUc to get to n 
some of toe toings toey need at a neigh-
botoood HI sure, mnead of driving 
toree blocks back and HI forto. 
IIOI And also 1 used to be involved wito 
nil plasucs myself. I use to Uke n. bw 
now that 1121 I've heard abow styrofoam 
cups, even as sunple as 1131 that, toe 
convenience of it and k's one of toe IMI 
harden compowwb to break down. 
1131 And of course well be asking toe 
people 1161 use more of paper and wood 
cups instead of toe i n astic. 
IMI Even b>- going back to cknh dapers 
ii«i uisiead of toese plastics one which 
toere are iust 
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111 tons of it you see spilbng ow of toese 
gaibage 111 cans. 
1)1 So we aU have a lesponsibiliry and a 
dwy HI to toese tands. because my. I'm 
represieming also ni toe hundred per
cent native Ainencaiis. toe first one HI 
that was m tois tand first that respected 
and n protened toesetands.niAndtoey 
would say that, theyvvoukl not aUow 
tois HI 10 happen and toey would take 
measures to prevem iioi tois from hap 
pening. bw only b>- aU of la wtifkmg nii 
together. 
1121 Beause there's two.hundred and 
fifty 11)1 miUion people now bvtog m toe 
United Sates. So I Ml mine only a that toe 
\-alue of a suigle human being IMI life u 
more impoinnt than aU toe momes are 
to be 1161 made in tois world. 
i n Because I do not wish to see anotoer 
nil specal handicapped child come 
torough toe doors IHI unneedlessly. I 
would fight tha an anyone who 

111J 

111 tries WiU have tois on yow conscious 
if you re 121 putting profits before toe 
people. 
Ill Thank you. 

I HI (APPLAUSE) 
j HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Gigm 
' Tacor. Please HI hdp me wito the 

pfOOU&CUiClOS • 

I n MS. THAKORE: I'm spoktog as a 
citizen, ni I bve to an apanmem house. 
Uke tny HI neigbbon and nany people. 

I I think inon people that net I know live 
in apartmem bouses as weU. 

! nil I wam ra recycle and I do recycle. 
' There 1121 a no curb cycling or recycling 
' on my street, so 11131 drive ow of my way 
I to reach centers that WiU IMI recycle for 

: nsilhadtodomytiwntesearchandfind 
ow IMI where toese centeis are. 

i 117) I'm very lucky that I Bve to Hyde 
Patk. )Mi and I (ton't have to go very fu. 

' There are tnany IMI places where 1 can 
, recycle. 
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III 1 don't wam toe dty ra go agaiiw na 
and Ul people Uke me wiio warn m 
recycle and we have to 131 find oiK I 
mean n takes a tot of energy. I warn HI 
toe city to help me form a kind ef recy-

' cUng progtam ni where I dm't have ra 
: go tar away, bw yet k's real HI recydmg 
: and not iua a waste of enetgy. Waste ITI 
i ttuogailiage. 
! HI Thank you. 
: m (APPLAUSE) 

I IIOI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: WeO 
; that's, b toere 1111 anyone ebe? 
' 1121 MS. COOL: I had not signed up. be

cause 11131 didn't reaUy realize that you 
were asking us to 14 speak tonight. 
IMI My name a Myia Cool and I'm speak-
tog iua 1161 as a Chicago citizen: 
11711 came tonight ro learn and totae of 
you IMI who have spoken have aught 
me. Mavbe I can give noi you an idea. 

Pagans 
111 Let us each write a lener relling toe 
III Mayor, we would Uke ha Commiaee 
to rethink toeir 131 parUcutar proiect:» 

' consider the ideas that you HI have aU 
given thtt evening. 

; HiThankyou. 
Mi(APPLAUSE) 
n CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Thank you HI aU fbr yow tune, fbr 
yow comments, for toe hard HI work 
that wem uno prcponng yow presenta
tions. 
iiei I'd Uke ra repeat that toere fow or 
llll toree more hearings scheduled. 
1121 One tomorrow; one on Wednesilay: 

. t o e one 1131 romorrow a at Malcom X 
CoUege and on Wednesday at IMI Norto 
Paik Village, and eta m toe foUowing 
week. IMI October 28to.at toe University 
of Illinou Circle nsi Campus. 
i n Thank you all for partidpating 
lofught. 

lai (APPLAUSE) 
im (WHICH WERE ALL THE PROCEED-
MQS HAO.) 

COMnV UPiJUUK I 
i . j *a(«m(TiM.aMa 
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III CONSULTANTS: 

: III David Tneger. KDR Engtoeering. Inc. 
1)1 Creg Maninsen. McDonough As-
socates Mi STAFT HI Pameta V. Barnes. 
Direadr of Planiung HI Depanmem of 
Streeu and Saiwation r i Henry Hender
son. Assistant Corporation Counsel ni 
Departmem of Streets atul Sanitation HI 
Reponed by: Accurate Rcpotung Ser
vice IIOI IS8 Wea Randolph Street ini 
Chicago. UUnou 1121 JACK ARTSTEIN. 
CSR . 
— ^ - — ' — — ~ ' PagaS 

121 Maiorie Isaacson 131 East VUtage As
socation HI Cami Fink iii Kevin PuiUe HI 
Michael Staniec m Jean Washington 
Near Norto Property Owners HI Assoca-
non 

- ' Pag*< 

III CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Can you 
aU hear 121 me up toere? Great. 
131 Welcome to toe second heaiuig on 
the HI Sobd Wane Management Ptan. 
HI My name a Dan Eberhanh. I'm HI 
Chairman of t he Commit tee who 
reviewed toe m ptan. 
HI I would Uke ra s a n off t ha m evetung 
by inviting Tun Harnngton to give a bnef 
1101 description of o w protocob here for 
toe hearing nil and of toe ptan^ 
I III And then to invite any of you. I have 
1131 toree cards here, anybody «vho has 
not signed up ra IMI speak and would 
like to speak to the Comnunee. IMI 
please, they can do so at the ub ie 
upsairs. 
•Ml Right now.! have.«« have toree t i l 
individiab. 
1191 Tun woidd you — 
1191 MR. HARRINGTON: Good evenmg 
My. 
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111 fume is Tim Harrington and I'm 
Deputy Commissioner 121 for Panning 

and Developtnem to the Depanmem ef 
Dl Streea and Saaiation and K thb time. 
I'd Uke ro HI formally wdoome yon u 
maight's heating ra provide ni a b r i d 
overview of toe panning process begun 
by HI toe Commiaee to Ocmberof 1990. 
rn We have a very snaU group tonight. 
HI ro a kit of toe concerns wc have here 
aren't going 91 ra be too geroane, bw 
III iust go through toem iioi very qwck-
»y. 
nil Any iiulividuab wishing ra provide 
1121 vetbal testonony ranight tootdd use 
one of the 1131 sigrHip cards indlcanng 
yow name, whetoer you are IMI testify-
uig u a pttvate dtizen or have an iisi 
uBlttDOD î̂ CD S 'COBBBUflirV OfBSBflS' 
non or IMI commercial tnmprisc atul 
toe subiea of yow 117) testimony. 
nil If toere are any community groups 
IMI here that would Uke » t e t ) u e a toe 
Streea and 
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III Saniation staff » c o n a ow n taUc to 
your group 121 retated » toe ptan or any 
elemems of toe plan, DI please sign up 
at toe table right up at the top of HI tbe 

;i3i One of toe touigs that we icquea ta 
Ml that if you have written uunuiienu 
t lat yoii submn rT|.thbse writtea con^ 
tnents for toe itcofd as you're ai naking 
y w fontal testimony. 
HI There will be rwo additiotal pubUc 
IMI heatings; one tomorrow st Norto 
Park VUtage which nil is K 5801 Norto 
Pulaski Rood m Chicago and one on 1121 
Ocrober 28to at toe Univeisity of UUnou 
Cirele 1131 Center n 7S0 Souto Halsted. 
Both vyiii bcgm n IMI 7i00 and etui a 
10:00 p.m. 
IMI In addition, toe City CoundliM) Com-
ftmtee en Enetgy. Environnietital Protec
tion and i n Public Utilities 9viU be 
hoMing a hearing, after IMI which toe 
draft ptan wiU go beftnc toe Cky Coun
cil IMI ra be adopred. as mandated by 
Sal t U w 

III The Solid Wane Managcmeiit Review -
111 Commnee was appointed by Mayor 
Daley in Oaober ef ni 1990 ra review 
and comment on toe City ef Chicago's 
141 long-iange SoUd Waae Managemem 
Ptan 

HI This chatge was puisuam ra toe Ml 
UlinoH LegatatuR Senate BUI 1616. toe. 
Ciiy of m Chicago's Oppbrtunity 
Recycle Ordinance and a ni mandate 
from toe Chicago Cky Coundl. acat ing 
toe HI Sobd Wane Maiagetnem Review 
CoituiuiiiL. 

1101 Since Oaobe r of 1990. toe Commh-
lee nn has met bi-weekly ra becona 
more educated and 1121 inftmiKd IMI 
solid «vaRe management asues. ex-
amine nil vanous opttota for toe Ciry 

and provide eommem on IMI the diaft 01 
the SoUd WasK Managemem Ptan anc 
tisitake to puhUc eommem on that ptan 
•Ml The Cky SoUd Waste Managemem 
Plan 117) includes elemems from the 
state's hietarchy of IMI disposal option.^ 
and uiifgiiies those options to nsi cost 
effective -and opetanonally appropriate 
ways. • 

Pagae 
III The historical disposal practices of 12 
the dry. which rebed primarily on 
tanrtftUing, rai will be changed as a result 
of thu plan. -
HI The City and the Depattmem of n 
Streeu and Saniation wUl invest in 
pubUc m edncabon on toe use of rource 
reduciiim and m recydug tediniques 
to reduce toe waste remaining ni for 
coato^aoon lan^^^^una. 
,191 The ptograms contained to toe ptan 
iioi are intended ra be impleniemed over 
the neat five iiii years and are e x p e a e d 
to produce wgnififam iizi reductwtu w 

-the waste piesendy bdng tandfiUed. 
11311 would Uke ro biiefly^givc you IH 
outline ef what toe plan are. 
Ill) Fast of alL iusi a brief overview IM 
of wlist soBd waste a to toe City 01 
Chicago. 
117) As aa endty. toe emire Cky of iia; 
Chicago produces abow 3.9 miltton 
rata of wBd iivi waste every year. 

PagaS 

ID Of that 3.9 million tons. 12) ap
proximately 1.1 millton tons are 
produced t>r are DI coUeoed by the 
Departmem of Streea and HI Sanitation 
to todr rcsitletital coUectton ni pto-
gnm. which saves buUdings wito fow 
or fewer HI dweUing wws. 
(7) High rise residential, which a toe n: 
renaining nuntoer of residental uiws m 
the dry m are served by toe private 
tccnr aiKl geneiate six iioi hundred 
thousand a year. 
Ill) Bulk and demoUtiim wasre. which 
na includes detnobtion waste and vvaae 
fttym lot iisij deaiung- operations and 

tojMi abow 
three hundred tomaand » i a per year 
coUected itsi by the Depanmem of 
Soeea and Sanitanoti. 
IM) Finally, toe laigest componem b toe 
117) cotnnicrcial-induinial cuniponem, 
which b diUeoed iis) privately and 
gettotnes approainutely 1.9 inUUon iwi 
tons of »Ud9wste every year. 

Pagiio 
ID The ttaditknal disposal methotta that 
12) have been laed to the dty have been 
tanrtBlls. 01 waste energy and recycling 
andreiae:".:' 
H) A significsiw poititm of toe ni com-
mddal and industrial secttir waste has 
been HI recyded and "reused trvertime. 

Accurate Reporting b y Jack Artsteln Min-U-Serspt'- P a a e l - P a o e l O 



12604 JOURNAL-CHY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

October 22,1991 SoUd'Waste Managemem Public Hearings 

17) Laigely. due to that, tbe extensive ai 
levd of recyding and reuse to tlm ftac-
bcto of the m waste, between thincen 
anri nineteen percent of iio) tiveiaU. of 
toe nUd waae to thf Oty ofChicago a 
111) cuitently bdng recycled. 
1121 The obiectiveiLof the plan ip toe iisi 
ptannitig process are to minitnirr toe 
tanTl*ill'"B of IMI a w solid waste. 
1131 To develop a solid waste nanage-
ment IMI system that has adequate 
capacity to deal wito the ii7i 3.9 mUUon 
tota that wc geneiate on an attoual IMI 

1191 To tue existing facihties to iropaa 
Pagan 

in the o a t effectiveneas of toe progtam, 
and also ro 121 devetop a fleidble prt>-
gram that can meet the DI changing 
needs of technology as waste naiuge-
tnem MI techiwlogy changes to toe fu
ture. 
131 The piiiposes of tbe SoUd Waste MI 
Maiagement Plan are. one. ro. identify 
what the sobd m waste managemem 
needs are. 
HI I addressed some of those needs 
when HI I told you abow toe levels of 
waste that are being 1101 created, 
nn More ttau retated to that, we have on 
1121 bcxards here as to what specificaUy a 
to toe wane. 1131 Otoer issues that were 
deah to toere were where IMI waste a 
genentcd. what genetabon latcs are so 
we 1131 have a scope of the piauff. 
1161 Next, we identified the waste 
streams i n that we were gotog to ad-
liressed. Those are :.*ie fow iiti that I 
addressed carUcr to oevetop ahemative 
1191 ways to.deal wito that waste: ro 
cvaliate those 

Paga 12 

111 ahematives. luing toe crnera that are 
provided 121 by toe Illinou Environmen
tal Protection Agency to ui toeir ptan-
lung guide m toe devetopmem of wUd 
HI wane managemem ptans. 
(31 And toen fwaUy. to devetop pubUc MI 
toput toto that ptanntog process to its 
diaft sage n before n goes bdore toe 
Chicago Cny Council for HI final review 
and approval, m The Solid Waste 
Matugeinem Ptan 9viU have rourcc iioi 
reduction components and include 
pubUc education; 1111 boto to schoob 
and for adulu retated ro aU 1121 demenis 
of toe toUd waste issue, as weU as 1131 
elements on education retated w toe 
use of progtams IMI that are devetoped. 
1131 PubUc education wiU also be IMI 
avaitablc on household hazardous waste 
and ways to IITI reduce or avoid ks use. 
IISI Conunercial-industnal seaor iisi 
education progtams todudc rode sub-
stance reductton 
~ " " " " " ^ 13 

Ul and atao. we're looking to ito a modd 
wasK Bl reduciitM progtam where we 
can. to one area DI iuteiisive use as many 
of the toob as we can to HI really 
ilevelop a fuU picture of how effective 
they 131 are. 
HI Coinmercial programs include 
materiab m frrtiawg^ which is based 
on toe theory that toe end HI waste ftom 
one kind of indutttial or commetdal m 
process can be toe taw natetial for 
anotoer. 
IIO) Commercial waste auditt, which are 
iiiiaudiu of the way to wfaicha commer
cial or 112) indusoial oiganizanon pttices-
ses its functton and 1151 how k genetates 
waste and ways to which that wasw IMI 
can be teiluced. 
113) And abo a directory ot recyding ii<i 
roaikets. 
117) On toe legistativc agenda, we have 
US) reviews of boto beverage container 
and household im hazardous waste 
deposn waae deposn legistatitto. 

. Paga 14 

11) Packaging nateriallequirementstop) 
ensure that natetiaU are adequately 
tabeted as DI recyclable for easier ci»-
suiner choice. 
HI Pre-processing of all waste before D) 
goes imo toe landfiU to ensure the nax-
imum HI reductton and also an investiga
tion into the pi feasibility of a 
volume-based coUectton foe, which ai a 
a fee that chaiges cotuumen a wild 
waste HI service based on the ainoimt tif 
wane toey produce. 
uw There will be three specific 
prognim nn to deal wito the toree 
naior elements of toe 1121 househoki 
hazantous wane group. 
1131 First of aU. potot circhatiges. where 
1141 instead of discardtog used point, 
paim IS taken to IISI a cential tocatitto 
and nuxed for reuse to 11*1 insntutton or 
other kinds of environinents. 
117) MtKor oU recycling, which a lai cw-
rently being undeitaken and expanded 
to toe IMI pm'ate seaor. 

Paga 16 
111 Househoki battery recycling program 
12) a n d a lso vro ik ing w i t o toe I l l inoa 
Enviroiunetual 131 P r o t e c t i o n Agency t m 
todr sate nandated Hbiisehokl HI Haz
ardous CoUectton Progiam. 
HI toduded m toe recycling componem 
HI of toe Sobd Waste Managemem Plan 
are toe suppon m and devetopmem of 
buy back ccmen. toe suppon and m 
devdopment of drop off progtams. the 
bog recycle, ni thtae MRRF ptogmns. 
for toe low density residential im units, 
as weU as high density recycling that wiU 
un be devetoped on a buildingbybuild-
ing basts to 1121 accoiCtance boto with the 
mandates of the Opponunity lui To 
Recydc Ordinance. 

lui And abo looking ttrwatd furtoer iisi 
soUiUficatton of toose requirements to 
the IISI onlinance that it curtently being 
wodced tm that bas 117) been introduced 
by Aldetnan Buike. 
IISI Commercial recyciing.agaiiLlookiiig 
119) ro toe Onlinance that a currently 
bdng reviewed " 

III and woiked OIL introduced by Alder
man Builce. extends ui the mandate ro 
provide recycling oppoitunities ro ui 
ftfitmn^H IJI and industrial users.. 
HI Abo. an rxpansron of buUc and isi 
demoUtton re^ncUng. a contuiaiion of 
recycling — m and the eventual nans-
ftntnabtw of the cunem dty 171 tire dis
posal progtam inro a tire recycling 
program, ta) once na ikea can be iden
tified. 
m Wkhin toe composting area, we have 
110) c i i n e s n p r o g r a m s t h a t r ' " ' ' 'Mr?igr 
people both ro un compoa to toeir 
backyard, as weU as u sinqdy l a 112) 
material lie on toe tawn after its been 
cut. 
ID) TUs Uiul of activity reduces toe IM) 
amouB of compost that is s a ow for 
coUeaiiai and i»i also compost-coUec-
tiOB programs that wiU be (tone iici to 
coniimciitto wito toe ttatetials recyded 
to the 1171 recovery fadUty. 
IISI The combustfon elements todude a 
lai mechanical rehabiliatitn of the 
city's Nonhwea 

Paga 17 

III Wasto Enetgy Fadhty. as weU as the 
unplriuriiutron tti or tbe construction 
at that facility of the air 01 quality abate-
tneto etpnptnett that is reqiuied ro i nea 
HI fedetal air quality saniterds. 
ni And filially, there is going n be a isi 
compantive study trfthiee final tUsptwal 
rlfnrnis m fbr that aimunt of nateriaL 
especially that amoum ai of inateiial 
collected by toe City of Chicago that is 
m nm natagrd by any of tbe options 
that I've already 110) hstetL 
un And that study WiU compare oiganic 
111) waste conposting. which is expowt-
tog toe yard wasK 1151 composting i n n , 
including food waste in the IMI 
matetials. the feasibility inqnovements 
of IISI additional combustion capacity 
and the firasibility iiti inqaovements of 
simply iiiijag bnrtfills as a final u7i dis-
poa l method for that nateiiaL 
IWI In addition, toere wiU be future iisi 
analysis and punning for new prDgtans, 
for - •• • 

Pagaia 
III expanding reduction of a recycling 
progams once 12) those ptogeans are set 
toptace. 
Dl Aad also, to o t i te rn comply with tbe 
HI State law under, which are are opetat-
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ing tetated to Hithe SoUd Waar Managr̂  
mem Plaa.toe ptan oontainsa m specific 
proceu ftir toe siiiiig ofthe tadUiies. Pi 
although those tadlines are not called 
for HI dnectly to toe ptan at dus poim. 
HI A detaUed review pf toe ptan caa be 
IIOI made at any one of yow local 
libraries, if you nil wish. 
nil Aad I would Uke to remwd you that 
1131 written comments will, toe record 
for wrinen IMI commems wiU be open 
umil November 21n of thb 1131 year after 
the pubUc heannp are completed. 
IMI So if you wam ra make wrinen irri 

' comments ro toe ptan. you o n send 
toose connnents ro IMI toe SoUd Wane 
Matagement Review Cotnminee in care 
IMI t>f toe Depanmem of Streets and 
Sanitation.Room .•. ••• "•••.•• 

Paga19. 
Ill'700. Chicago. nUnou 60602. 
Ill And if you would please note. Ms. isi 
Pameta Bames in toe red iacket. as you 

. wiU be Ml speaking and we re asking you 
ra limn yow speaking ni ra five minutes, 
please irate that toe wiU be givtog HI you 
kind of hmis as u when yow time b 
runmng n out. Okay? 
HI Thank you very much. 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Tim. IIOI The firsi individual is Mar
gie nil Isaacron. 
iiji MS. ISAACSON: My name b Mar-
ione 1131 Isaacson and I'm here repre-
sentmg toe East VUtage IMI Assocation 
and we re a community group and we 
span IMI both toe 26to and 22nd Wards. 
IMI I'd like to reguierow opposition tm 
10 tois SoUd Wane Managemem Ptan. 
IMI I did anend an earber heartogand IMI 
esptauu many of toe reasons my netgh-
borstoought 

. P a g a a o . 

Ill the blue bag would not wotk in ow 
community 
i:i I will not botoer to repeat ow t3i 
concerns here, aitoough toey are siiU.in 
ow 141 opinion, vaUd. 
131 Ratoet. 1 want to make you unda-
sund HI a mote unporum issue.-wtaich 

, IS why toe blue bag ri aside, we feel so 
angry 
HI We feel betrayed because toe dty has 
HI toown no imeresi ui what we citizens 
tomk and noi cttaen suppon u essental 
for recycUng to vrotk. 
1111 Over a vear ago. we saw Mayor Daley 
1121 wito the blue bag. We sorted asking 
quesuons 1131 abow it then and we've 
been ignored. 
IMI Those of ta who tried ra use toe dry 
IMI drop boxes have given up because 
toey re ro pcrarty IMI namamed. 
i n We've seen hcnv toe dry nnsbandles 
IMI owyard wane.lf toey re so flagnmly 

1191 disregardtog toe taadscape waste 
laws, bow am we 

Pagan 
III hope ra coum cm todr word that 
they'll handle our 121 recyclable 
materiab wito more.care? 
Dl Now supposedly, after extetuive 
study HI and aiulysb, you've omie up 
wito thu. Solid Waste ni Managemem 
Plan that gives us the same blue bag. 
HI We taUc abow tha issue a lot to ow m 
community. It's imeresting n na toe 
people svbo 27 m don't have any strong 
opiiiion abow recyding know m stq>-
posetUy eactty what thu plan a abow. 

IIOI b's abow businen u usual to nn 
Streea atul Sanitatinn. k's abow the dty 
lui investing in big connruaion 
projeca Uke toese 1131 gaitage process
ing centers and indnetators that 1 MI wiU 
make money for devetopen and con
tactors. 
1131 Time wiU teU if dus latoer sadly IMI 
cyniad attitude a coneo. Bw m toe 
iiieaiitime.11171 can assure you that toere 
WiU be very few. if any, lai blue bags 
being used in my aUey. 
IMI And fortius » be the tate of 

p«B»a 
111 recycling a a terrible shame. 
121 And 1 dtm't have a copy of thb i3i 
because I |UK wrote it on toe way here. 
So ra HI send it to. 
131 Thank you.' 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Cami n Fink? 
niMS.FINK: First. I would Uke toe m 
Commmec. suice toere are obviously 
not a tot of IMI people here tonight, if I. 
coidd take more than live un nanwes. 
1121 If 1 caa take abow. if I can iua 1131 
double a ra tea nunwes. would that be 
okay? 
IMI Do you have a problem wito that? 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: No. 
IMI MS. FINK: 1 mean we — 
111 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Us okay. 
bw nil we'U —. 
1191 MS. FINK: Okay. W first son ow 

Paga 33 
111 wito when I became an environnien-
aUn. 
1211 knew notoing abow toe eaito ex
cept til I always enioyed toe benefits of 
nature. I knew HI notoing abow hcMv we, 
myself included, were and are ni 
destroying ton ptana. 
HI The most I learned abow toe n en-
vtronment when 19vas growing up was 
to 'Give a ni hoot and iwt poUute.* 
HI Aitoough tha ban impomm noi mes
sage, it hardly gives iustice to o w 
powers ef nil education. 

1121 So abow two yean ago. as toe 113' 
recycbng mo9t.uw.w inittaUy came imo 
the IMI Umelight. I sianed leatming abow 
toe eaito aaid nsi toe destmction that 
was happening. 
IMI I toen began my own personal re-
seaich tn by leading books and by sub-
tcttoing ra numerous ut) environinenal 

1191 The more I learned, toe more I was 
2« 

III upsa at myself for not being aware Of 
toe obnous 121 destructton of toe eaito 
aU around me and at o w 131 govenunem. 
boto local and federal: for not caring MI 
enough ra srap toe atrocities that were 
and are ni happening, 
m Bw I had become a produa of ow m 
throwaway. convenience mentality, bw 
I have HI changed. 
191 For toe few smaU »'>«»''gif in toe way 
IIOI I think abow ^itaage. I have.been 
nakiiig ann tUffetence for toe past rwo 
yean. 
1121 Moa of la know toere u a problem 
1131 and nmetbing has gtn ra be tfone 
now. Maybe IMI everyone might not un
derstand the severity of us not nsi ga
ting iirvolvetl. bw hopefully toe people 
that 1161 don't ya undersand wiU leam 
before k's too ii7i late. 
nai 1 wiU nake toe assumption that as a 
1191 Commktee on SoUd Wasre Manage-
metit.youare 

PagaZS 
111 etlucated and tack ignmance on toe 
environmental 121 smatron. 
13) Therefore.you must be cognizam that 
HI k a vital ro begto an effective recy
cUng progiam ni so that we can turn ow 
wasK inro ow tcsources. 
HI Today. I'm here to discuss or atoer m 
trying to persuade you. toe Cotmnission 
tm SoUd ni WasK Mana^meni. ro make 
tlie bea dedsiim for o w HI plana. 
IIOI Nm fbr toe companies and nn cor-
ptKxbtms that wiU posstoly lose romc 
business, iizi bw fbr toe environmem 
nsi Please keep tob f»a to mind as you 
IMI Usten and as everyone makes toeir 
case. And as you nsi make yow final 
deeistoa. tncsponsibility a gresL IMI ro 
please temember who you're trying ro 
help. 
irri I'm sure that you. toe Commiitee iisi 
membeis.are tamiUarwito toe recycUng 
prognm IHI tenm. ro iust u be sure you 
uiKleistand. I'U nfet 

Paga 26 
III to toe materials, recycling recoveting 
farilitirs u 121 MRKFt. 
Dl 1 wam n remind aU of you why HI 
recycling is imponant. RecycUng a 
abow nalring a ni circle. This means 
taking existing materials, HI coUecting 
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them after they have been used and m 
lecycUng inro die same type of nateiiaL 
HI When this kxip has been conqileted. 
wc HI mn only use less viigto nateiial. 
which -.5 IIOI itapoita-'it to conserving ow 
omui.. rerouices. bw un wc abo use 
less eneigy durin; toe manufacturing 
1121 process and we can reduce toe 
amount of materiab (i3i that end up to 
our tandfiUs.This isa recycling IMI drde . 
11311 would like ro begto my altercation 
116) against toe blue bag poUcy wito toe 
issue of 117] testing. 
I Ml I "ve conesponded wito Mr. Raymond 
II9I Cachares. toe Conunisaona of toe 
Depattmem t>f . ^ .: .. 

Paga27 
III Streets and Saniation. In one of hu 
lenen. he RI wrote. *The petcemage of 
unrecycieable iratetial or isi residue 
coiuatocd in o w blue bags was 10.9, 
pereem. HI which a toe residue n te not 
uncommon m toe isi recycling todustry. * 
1611 wiU give you rome of toe £icts m that 
were. discoviered during the tening 
process. 
HI In 1990. toere was a test of m ct>-
mmgled recydeables to blue bags.They 
were iioi collected separately from 
regular gaitage. 
nn The dry cbimed to have foimd a 1121 
buyer for its blue bag newsprint, b 
turned toat 1131 toe buyer eventuaUy 
dumped the newsprint in the IMI 
tandfiU. 
1131 to toe 1991. toe blue bags were IMI 
coUcaed wito otoer gaiiage as n would 
happen in i n the current blue bag 
poUc>. 
iMi This ciry ptaised thu 1991 test and 
1191 caUcd u a great success. YcL even toe 
city has 

Paga 28 
III adnuned that ten pereem of toe blue 
bags were ro iii demoUshed by compac
tor trucks that toe cohtena ui coiUd not 
be recovered. 
Ml And.as Mr.Cachares pototed ow to HI 
mc. toere was anotoer 10.9 percent toss 
of nutcnib i6i from breakage and con
tamination. 
m It is obvious that aU recyding HI 
ptograms lose rome naterial. bw thu 
percenage of HI toss a on toe high end 
of toe scale. 
iioi The typical toss from un wurce-
separated coUectton u zero ro three 1121 
pereem. 
1131 The blue bag police, upfront, toses 
IMI one-fifth the nateiial we would 
would be 1131 conthbuttog ro toe recy
cling process. 
1161 Thu faa hardly encourages pubUc 
1171 panidpatton. Kiwwing this, woidd 
you choose ro lai use this progratn' 
1191 Thb brings us to toe next subiea. 

in which a toe quality of recycled 
mateiiab after 121 leaving toe MRKFs. 
01 Major purchasers of recycled HI 
mateiiab warn qiality maTrriali. It if 
critical 131 for toeir business. 
HI An example of problena caused by f7i 
co-collection can be Seen in the 
aiumtoiun industry, ni Alumtoum used to 
cata is roUed wcreasiiigly thin. 91 tberc^ 
fore, any speck of dust or glass can lead 
ro IWI ptoholes to the sheet. 
Ul) Aitotoa problem a person to toe 
glass 1121 business stared te that glass not 
separared by 1131 cotor. at best, can be 
used as landfiU covet, IMI glassphah or 
sandbtasiing.. .-.. 

1131 And note, k would be valued at six 
IMI dollars a u n for toese naterials; as 
conqnred ro ii7] fifty itoUan a n n fbr 
rource separated recycled iisi glan. 
1191 The quabty of recycled natetiab is r 

\ • •- "" - • -Pngaao' 
I III an imporam aspeo to the recycling 
' arena. 121 Inferior quality means reduced 
i revenues and that 131 should cimcem the 
i 'oty • 
I HI The city's ptan woukj produce m 
! ntaeriab that are less dean and uncon-
j omiMtcd Hi than thtae provided by 
; rource separated metoixls. 
: n Low qualny recydeables rotnetimes 
. HI find no matka at all. at least iwt a 
- narka to HI which toe dty can make a 
. profit. 

1101 The rerource cema. at tinKS. a nm 
' 1111 at a toss due to an abuntlance of 

newspaper on toe 1121 naiket. Tba is 
wmeihing we know toe dty would iisi 
never(to. 
IMI I have shown you iraw that at times. 
IMI the MRRFs wilt be holding omo 
materiab that are IMI e i toa tow quality 
or qune possibly toere might be im: a 
surplus of recycled nutter on the 
maikei. 

' IMI Thu MRRFs might be unable to make 
a 1191 profit from toese materiab. What 
happens then' 
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III The mon abominable loophole tothu 
: 121 program is.that after a hundred and 
i twcavf days toui na ika todr natetiab 
'• to seU above con. toe MRRFs MI are able 
i to dump tocsc matenab iiuo a landfill 

and 131 stiU regard toem as recydeti.; -
. HI Abo note that toe city wiU «viU pay I7| 
' toeconoftoctandfUUng.Thu£iaatotie 

should HI make you s u p and think who 
: u leaUy benefitting m from thu pto-
• gran' 

IIOI to a later I received ftom toe un 
! Deportmcint of Streets and Sanitation, 
^ the foUowuig' 1121 were tbe stxalled 
benefits of toe blue bag poUcy. 

115) One.they claimro be cost effective. 
IMI Just to touch on toe fiia of cost, the 
dty US) estimates tbe MRRFs will ct>st 
eleven ro thirteen iis) milUon to build. 
1171 Bw consida this. The proposed iisi 
MBBf s WiU be taiger and more cotnpU-
cated than any iwi lizisting waste 
processing plant. -
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Ul Ih'Biocyde Magazine, there was a 121 
tepon on pniected constructton costs 
for toe 13) laigest plana to o t o a parts of 
the U.S.. aU of MI virhich wiU not be as 
laige as Chicago's proposed 13) MRRFs. 
HI Ustog thdr estimates, Chicago's m 
MRRFs might cost abow 37.5 mil l ion 
rach Alro.ai source sepaiated lecyding 
progtams o iaa an average m ninetyone 
ttoUais a ton for collection and iioi 
processing. 
•ill Ct>-niingled recycUng collection 
cosu 112) a hundred rwcntyntoe dollars 
a ton and ptoduce more iisi waste. 
IMI They assert that tbey are iisi environ-
menally responsible. Mr. Cachares 
states IMI t h a t k WiU ehnnnate the need 
for addkional it7i trucks, which meaiu 
leas air poUutira and traffic im oonges-

1191 Thb benefh te. at best, humortwa; 
Pagaas 

III Thte new piogram a not envinnnien-
tally respoiuible. 121 when after a 
htnulted and twenty days, the MRRFs are 
Dl ibie ro d u n v t h e i r nateiials inro 
tandfiUs and MI pronounce them as 
recycled. 
ni They profess that the bags are easy HI 
and conveniem. The rource-sepazated 
method te iust T7) as easy and conveniem 
and kteadies intliviiluata m the respon
sibility and the recycling process. 
191 The blue bag poUcy peipetuates 1101 
society's throw-away menaUty. The 
pidiple of thte un dty have got ro g a 
involved and take 1121 lesponsibiliiy. 
IISI They avow tbat this program te IHI 
wtMkable. Tbe Departmem of Streets 
and Soniatnh iisi daimed *Tliat more 
than ninety percent of the bags iisi were 
successfully retneved dining testing^.* 
119) Retrievett. yes, but ht>w about the 
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ID qiality of ttatetials? h a great tbat 
toey obtam 121 a substantial retrieval rate, 
but it means nothing DI when tbe 
naterial te non-usable.of tow quality and 
H) tater tossed i a u the laiulfiUs. 
ni In the ciMiduston of my case, m op
posing the blue bag ptogtam,! have one 
final 17) conccin I wish u niention. 
ai MtCactaaies listed ooty two reasons 
19) wtay stnuoe^epaEated progcana are 
Mt efieciual. Otto im iusiification was 
caused, which I've already mi ad-
QtcssetL 
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iiai The o toa comentiim was. *h doa 
1131 not work equally weU w aU areas.* 
Fira of aU. IMI toere isnt any type ef 
governmem or sodal program iisi that 
doa wotk e(|uaUy weU m aU areas. 
I Ml Secondly, how doa tha approach, a 
117) progtasB tbat forces- people n buy 
blue bags ra IMI participate, work weU 
in toe more economically nm strained 
areas in toe dry? 

'• PagaSS 

III In closing. I would Uke ra share ni 
wnh you a qucne ftom toe Great Chief 
Sierra in his 131 lener of President 
Franklin Pearce to toe 18S0 War, HI The 
Whites too ShaU pass, perhaps soona 
than aU HI o t h a triba. Contatninate 
yow bed and you wiU one m night suf
focate to your own wane." 
ri Thank you. 
HI (APPLAUSE) 
H' CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. IIOI Kevm Puille? 
nil MR. PUnj.E: Good evenmg. I'd Uke 
1121 to san by taytog that I've been a 
resitlem in toe 1131 city fbr for abow 
rwenrysix yeais now. 
1141 And I (ton't consida myself to be a 
1131 'EnvironmemaUsi. * bw that I'm very 
aware of toe IMI environment that we 
live in and am opposed to i n destroying 
It and I strive to do my pan. 
IMI 1 retrospea. I beUeve toe dry b IMI 
negating their respoasibUit>-, not ody ro 
its -

.- PagaSS 
III cnuens. bw to toe envmminem. by 
implementing. 121 at ben. a questionable 
polici' m toe case ef usmg 131 toe blue 
bag for coUecting recydeabla. 
i<: Has the ciry- Ion sight of in ni obiec-
iive herer Which u to implemem a vi
able 161 alternatn-e to recycbng ewtiato. 
n Common sense would teU you tha 
toe HI blue bag pobcy a not a vaMe way 
to achir«-e our HI recycUng obiectiva. 
11011 know toe ciry has satatics from 1111 
private comranots that say tha prognm 
will wotk. 1121 But again, common sense 
would teU you that 1131 separating yow 
recy-cleabln fint wiU be betta IMI than 
bagging toem togetoa and torowing 
them into a IMI gaitage truck, only to be 
crushed with other IMI non-recyde-
ables.conafninated and toen qwedy i n 
buned inside ol a tandfUl. 
IMI This maUgned process imut be IMI 
stopped. There are ahematives to tob 
anti I'm sure 
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111 that if toe dty would wotk .wito and 
not agauut toe 121 not-for-pn)fit recycbng 
groups of toe cny. who .131 have been 
recycUng for atonon two dccailes. com
pared HI ro toe dty. which has abow 
fow vean uiiila toeir HI oek: that toey 

could devetop a teal ptan that wc 10 aU 
caa be proud tif 
m And possibly be a role modd m 
throughow toe world fbr d n a of ow 
sise. 

' HI In ctosing. 1 would Uke ra remind itoi 
I you that icjecnttg thb mefiecbve pn>-
' giam b not nn only a responsibility ra 
i yow constituency, bw tui itltinatrly ra. 

toe enviroiiment. 
! IIJI Thank you for ytnir atietnton. 

IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. 

I 1131 (APPLAUSE) 
I IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Michad 
I Stanch? 
I 117) MR. STANIEC: My name b Michad 
I IMI Saniec aad I Uve a m oat , to tba 
I area and I im recycle maybe ninayAvc 
I percent of my gaibage. 
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: ni The moa that I recycle a papa aad 
; 121 I recycle, you know. I take scrap 
. papa.I have as 131 much scrap papa as 
! newspapet and I take that ra one HI of 

toe commercal placa. 
HI Sotne ef toe things I was thtwiriiiy m 
abow vns that, if ytni have this, fbr one 
thing, m k's a haaid to toe woiken thn 
are picking iqi toe HI gaitage.you know, 
tha toey might, ymi know, if m toey're 
handUng oo-mingled gaibage. 
IIOI And toen k's Uke people are just un 
dumpuv toek gaibage on toem. you 
know.And when. 112) latoathan toey're 
doing a service and they're, you ti3) 
know.coUeoing. you know.toey're inkl
ing the IMI d t i a . ymi know, toey're 
tnnen of toe eitia. IMI They're, you 
know-. coUectmg gaibage. 

1161 And toen abo, you know, wito tm 
recycling, rource separation, you know, 
people, it IMI geu people involved to 
what toey re. you know, INI consumuig. 
The rerourccs that toey're usmg. 

Ill h gea toem toinkkig aU abow that 121 
, snd it nakn you feel good when you 

recycle. i:z-. 
•• 131 The o toa thing a that, people that H) 

are imereaed ui recycUng that really 
warn to HI recycle would neva use toe 

. biuebagbecausek.youHiknow.ofhow 
it a . 

n And toen anybody that doesn't wam 
to HI recycle would neva use k eitoa. 
Lns see, HI here's a tot of things that 
weU. one toing I bad iioi me batteria 
tba I was coUecting and toere's no un 
place to toe dty to take toem. 
1121 And I know that toey're baaardoiu. 

. II3I w. and I heard that romeone was. 
toey were saying IMI romething abow 

' recvde baneries. ro that's good. 

1131 You know.] am interested ta gaibage 
IW and how, you know. I think it's teaU> 
an impanam t n thing. And k's woith 
fightiiig for. b being, you IHI know, toe 
wayk should be. 
1191 h sboiud trat be bwned. k should 
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III ntn be pw m tandfilb. You know, ix't 
rerowca, 121 you know, that can be 
reused and toere are waysra DI do tbat. 
you kiww,and utau»e,you know, ways 
HI And people, you know. I jua g a n 
betta and bet ta at n. You know, I have 
tny boxa HI and cettato ways. I sanea 
ow wito bags.you m know.and k's ver> 
bard though, you know.lmean tw monc 
can (to thn. 
m You need to have people, you know. 
IIOI coming and pi<-iriw| toe stuff up, ii 
ytw icaUy wam u n n have recycUng.So. 
ymi know, toe rource 1121 separation. I 
can iua tee, you know, toe trucks 113 
going down toe stiea and you know. 
IMI And you know. I mean woiken that 
II3I have sonK kind of meaning, you 
know.Youknow,n no kind of giva toerr. 
some meaning and. you know. 1171 toere'! 
the recycling nan. you kntrnr. 
US) I (tont know.ft's much bettaand no 
toey shouldn't be bunted and that's just 
forWaste 

III Matagement. Incorporated and toe 
supa piofia of 01 the big coiporauons 
andstuff 
IS) And I think that we should fight MI 
that, toe dtiacas should, wito direct, you 
know, 13) tniliiam. dbea aaton kind ol 
u a i c s and stuff, HI sabouge or 
whneva. 
17) CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. m Jean Washmgnw? 
m MS. WASHINGTON: HeUo. 1 toought I 
na was going ro be last. 
Ill) I'm representing tonight toe Near 1121 
Nonh Property Ovvnen Assddstton and 
wc (tont have 1131 anything wrinen y a 
and we'U send you toe written IMI fonn 
to a week. 
II3I I'm persimally. paiticulaily IMI imn-
ested m waste managemem beause iny 
tamily has II7I been to the. what we now 
called recycling — to toe IMI OU itays • 
was called iunk — business for a tm 
bundled and fifty yeaw. 
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in My great grandfather came to 
Chicago to and he was a pink deala. He 
woiked mostly to p a p a ISI and afta the 
fire he was. nade a kn of nraney wito Ml 
waste papa. 
m And I guen he got imo waste metal Ml 
because my giandteharecyded waste, 
non-fdrota m metal and nade ton of 
money, then he wem broke, HI BW I 
know the kind of money that's m that. 
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m My Cuba was alw ia the IM) noBfo^ 
rous. scrap metal business. 
Ull And I naitied wliat I toought was a 
1121 poa and he turned ow ro be. ended 
up to toe 1131 piasuci recycling busines. 
IMI So I found myself bock to tha thing. 
IISI So I have a tot of econotmc ex
perience to what toe iisi tatest ideas a. 
mining toe cities, bw my family ii7) has 
been mining the dues fora hundred and 
fifty US) yean. 
iMiSolknowpeifecdyweUwhatcanbe 
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III cone. I know the problems to toese 
bustoess. The 121 nam problem is that 
toere a no tocentive trot ro ni use viigto 
naterial. 
HI Anytotog to plasbc. pracncally. can tsi 
be recycled, bw the thing u toe cost.It's 
ncn HI cost effective. 
IT) Just abow everything to yow m gar
bage, what we caU garbage nowadays 
can be HI recycled. WC don't have ro be 
a throwa«vay rodety. 
IIOI And k s very dinuibing ro think iiii 
abow this blue bag thing. 
1121 By toe way.as an expen to recycling 
1131 plastic and as a cotor matcha ftir toe 
tamily IMI business at one tune, blue a a 
tciTiblc cotor. 1 isi k s very bad to recycle. 
1161 And toey told tne to one of toe itn 
hearings that toe bap were going to be 
recycled, nsi bw from toe plastics in
dustry potot of view, a list whne bag or 
dear would be the bea. not blue. 
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111 The trouble wito blue a that you ui 
can't make anythmg ow of n except 
blue or btack 1.11 or vcr>' dark brown or 
rometoing. 
141 Whereas.theUghta colon, when you 
131 recycle toem. you have ro use toe 
color that s HI there.So toe more.k sUke 
toe glass problem.PI bw m plastics Hi 
even more. 
HI So that clear ptastic. clear m recycl
able ptawc a much more valuable than 
bright IIOI or daik coton that you can't, 
you have ro cotor nn match. 
1121 No one eva taaed this, ro 1 toought 
1131 I'd Uke you know that even toe cotor 
isn't good. 
IMI The otoa totog abow n that a iisi 
disastrous u toe idea of sating up rome 
otoer sne IMI uisiead of wurce sepan-
uon. 
1171 If you separate toe things at toe lai 
rource, as toe young nan iun sakl. you 
can 1191 eUmwate garbage akogetha. 
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in And 1 see every nme I throw 12) rome
thing, I'm iust bonified. I say, weU. I 
could 131 (to thb wito it. Or if romeone 
would pick tha up HI if 1 were more 

mobile and could ga n a site. tUs m 
could be usoL 
10 There's piactically nothing that |7i 
people throw to todr gaibage that can't 
be used, HI And can be an economic 
rource for a great rebiito of m manufac
turing to our dty. 
IIOI Putting k into a bag and putting k un 
wito toe gaitage and toen coUecting aU 
toe gaibage lui just defean toe whole 
pwpose. as tar as 1 can see. 
1131 The mha thing abow k a that IMI 
you're oeabng addittonal. toese MRRFs 
create iisi additiotul garbage sites, 
wtiich are not nice ro IMI smeU or see or 
rofoith. 
\m I'm &n»us for trying n ga the lai 
rebinh of Goose Island and ro tair Fm 
been iisi unsuccessful because Waste 
Managemem has a nansfg 
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III site toere. And h's a hoirible thing. 
121 And I (ton't wam ro go inro'great Bl 
deal bw tha sroidd be a MRRF. tha a a 
proposed HI MRRF and thu would give 

I anuJea. ' . 
i 131 Arid on tbe near iwrto skle. we iton't 
I HI need winething Uke that. We don't 
I need that to any n ndghborhooiL k's 
I itat toe same thing as a ni landfilL 
' 19) Bw if you separate the stuff at the im 
' rource. at your house, you don't have 
' smelly, dirty un gartiagc sitting ow 

anywhere, b's aU conained. 
' iii)Yourft>odwasie,youcanpwmyow 

US) yard. And everytoing ebe, you can 
send back w IMI rome wuice. 
IISI And one thing nice I heard unight a 
IMI toe encouiagemem of cotiiposring 
and iua leaving ii7i yard wane to the 
yard. 
IHI 1 did thtt for yean and 1 created list 
soil. It was really wonderful and 
evcrybtie saitL 
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til *Oh, where did you ga that lovely 
roU?* And 1121 saut. I tun left the stuff to 
toe yard. 
Ill And tha a toe way w go-And this HI 
a toe way to go on aU of ow gaibage. Is 
mn to 131 think of k as gaibage. bw think 
of k as rometoing HI that sve can (to 
romethingsvito. 
Pi So I hope that you would change yow 
HI mind abow thb proposal and wotk. 
ntn ro help Waste HI Matagement nake 

' rome tempotary money. .. 
' IIOI And as svas poimed ow caiUa. un 

there's no incentive fora conqnny like 
Waste 1121 Managemen ro recycle any
thing. Because if toey 1151 (ton't. we pay 
toem to pw them to toeir landfill. 
IMI WeU. that's nice and few toem. bw 113) 

; to toe tong tun nisn't.because toey have 
to Uve 1161 on tha plana. The people to 

thb company have n ini live on this 
plana ain. 
US) And s(mn or tatei; thdr bndfills iisi 
are going ro be to their back yard. 

in So la's stop this and stan tn sepatat
ing the staff to our bouses and then 
getting D) s u wherever bas ro go ro g a 
money ow of k. HI Instead of tostog aU 
our money atul losing HI everything 
through gaibage. 
W (APPLAUSE) 
17) CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Your bus-
band ai was a pionea to ptastic recy-
cling.1 wam 0 m adcirowledge you for 
tlUL 
IIOI And your son. I know, has recycled 
nil ndlUota of plastic and I really want 
ro acknowledge 1121 you ftir toe work 
theycUd. 
nil That's all the cards. Is there IMI 
anyone ebe that would Uke n speak? 
1131 Okay, we are having a heating iisi 
romorrow night. 7:00 o'clock. In case 
you came to 117) hue, tbe address is 5801 
North Pulaski in North lai Paik Village, 
im VOICE m AUDIENCE: I was wonder-
to* ' 
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111 if ymi could expiain the process — 
121 MR. HARRMCTON: WouU you come 
ro Dl the microphone to the troun 
ceponer can hear what HI you're saying.' 
131 VOICE M AUDIENCE: I was wonder
ing HI if you could explam the process. 
Is tha groiq> |7) going n rule on tba plan 
or b there — who ai appointed you. 
m CHAIRUAN EBERHAROT: That Was 
ctrverediia at the very begiiiniiig.1 think 
you came m latex: un b a I dtm't tnind 
aayiug k agam 
112) Tbat the Comniitiee was chosen ro 
1131 eommem (»the ptan and wotk with 
the dty to IMI revtewing the plan. And 
the process has been going itsi cm now 
for rome period of time. 
IMI The ptan is sdU to draft form and IITI 
these beatings are, tbe puipose of these 
hearings ini are for ttae commntee and 
those people who are ii9i dtafdng the 
plan ro hear public comment. 
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III And we'd be happy ro hear youn if 12) 
you'd like ro eommem cither unight or 
romoiTOw, 
Dl VOICE m AUDIENCE: How is this wi 
Commiitee chosen or is there, how is 
that directly is) responsible ro the elec-
roiatetn' — 
HI CHAIRUAN EBERHAROT: The Com-
aaitee tn was chosen by the Mayor of 
the City of Chicago luid ai k was a 
cross-scciiini of groups. 
m And we're not. mon of us at least. 110) 
expeto to roUd waste, bw we've been 
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studying fe un throughow toe year aad 
If̂ wiitig and eoiiuueiiiiag on lu) the 
ptan. 
II3IV0ICEIN AUDIENCE: And you 
won't IMI make a recommendation to 
toe City Council and toe tisi City Council 
WiU make a decision or bow doa tbat 
IMI go? 
ii7i We will eommem on toe plan. The 
IHI plan will go before toe Ciry Council 
for a final IMI hearing and toe Council 
will approve of toe plan or 

St 

111 not. 
121 VOICE IN THE AUDIENCE: I had toe 
131 impression before toere was rome 
City Council MI Committee that was 
going ro go through thu. 
131 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Ya. toere 
wiU HI be a final pitoUc hearwg in from 
of toe Energy and m Envirotutient Com
ininee. which, (to we have a date for HI 
that hearing' 
HI UR. HARRINGTON: No. -
IIOI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: That date 
wiU nil be announced tata. Bw toere 
wiU abo be a 1121 hearing to from of that 
Comininee. 
1131 Thank you. 
lui MS. FINK: I have rwo questions, IMI 
First of aU. a/hen a toe hearing for Mon
day night? 1161 Otoa bearing' 
im CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you for IMI that question. 
1191 Oaober 28to. which b Monday at 
toe • 
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111 University of IlUnou. Chicago Cirea 
Cema.''SO ui Souto Habted Strea. 
131 MS. FINK: Seven to ten o clock HI 
agaw? 
131 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Se^xn ro 
ten HI o'clock agam. 
rn MS. FINK: Okay. And iun to ctanfy HI 
what he was asking abow. I have toe 
same kind of HI questions. 
IIOI AS a comnwtee, are you gouig ro 
come nn to wme kind otare you gouig 
to vote and a y we liii agtce wito tha or 
we don't agree wito tou? . 
1131 Are you mdividuaUy just putting IMI 
yow opinions u> toe City Council' 
1131 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: I cant 
ny what IMI we re finaUy going to (to. 
1171 US. FINK: I know. I undersand IHI 
that. What I'm asking you is that, do you 
1191 altogetoa come to a decision 
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III b it a vote? Do you vote on it? 1 ui 
mean, u it like toe Clarence Thonas 
Hearings or u 131 ii where rome people 
a v y a and rome peicem say no i«i and 
wiiateva toe maiotity wins and toen n 
goa ro 131 Ciry CoundP 

W Or do yon hat kuMdually give ytmr 
D opiniow to City Coundl atul toey 
vote on thb? 
HI CHAIRUAN EBERHARDT: The Cky 
Coundl HI has ro vote. 
IIOI There's pubUc poUey involved here. 
IIII Tbe iob of toe conumttee was to act. 
n ieview toe 1121 plan wito toe dty and 
fhah ow rome of toe issua 1131 and 
toere's a lot of issua. 
IMI I mean, we've talked abow several 
1131 tonight, but there are literally 
bundretb'—' 
1161 MS. FmK: Hows and bows worto, 
1171 yes. 
IISI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: 
(emmninng) —119) of issua that we've 
looked a fbr toe next twenty 
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in yean. 
121 And that's been toe iob. b's kind ni of 
been a rounding board.And toe ioh's not 
ova HI ycL 
HI We're gomg through toese hearings— 
HI MS. FINK: So b what yow role as m 
tuts.<io you. as far as trnddiig toe fiial 
decision? 
HI What I'm asking b. do you aU take. HI 
la s ny aU toe hearings are (tone afta 
next noi Monday, do you aU viire and say 
tob 1 agree wito? 
lilt Or do you make amendmems or (to 
you 1121 ny, tob I agiee wito thb and not 
wito tob? 11131 guess 1 really (ton't under 
stand. 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: How we 
wrap up 1131 a leaUy up w toe commii
tee. bw toe fuel poUcy IMI a dearly up 
to toe City Coundl. 
i n MS. FINK: Okay, w toen no n a n a 
IISI what you guys ny, it goa m Oty 
Council. 
II* Bw you 9»iU presem yowopnuon to 
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II' Cii%- Council and toen toey would 
make rome kuid of— 
Ml CHAMMAN EBERHARDT: The ptan 
u 1*1 heuig diafted by Streeu and Sanita
tion 
HI MS. FINK: Right. 
IV CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: The Com-
mmre a HI cemmenting on toe plan. 
Thu Commmec (toesn't m write toe 
ptan 
HI MS. FINK: Right, okay. 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: to tact, 
we re nei kind of like you. oommentiiig 
on the ptan. 
nil MS. FINK: Okay 
nil CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: And 
taking toe 1131 bme w — 
IMI MS. RNK: Then yow eomroeus 
would IMI go to Ciry Coundl and toen 

Ciqr Coundl srould then IMI make : 
dedston as tar as. a that correct? 
117) MR. HENDERSON: WeU. what, toi 
role. lai ya . toere b a v a c that has t< 
bctha ptan bas 1191 w be attopted by tot 
Ciry of Chicago ro be subnutted 

Pag«5< 
mm toe state. 
121 Tha a aU a icsuh of a state 131 progtan 
for panning. 
HI The state taw ttandaia that thb i* 
ComnUttee exist, k sayi what kmd o 
people are MI suppcaed ro be appoimei 
m it and that's what toe ri Mayor did. 
HI The Streeu and Sanitatton pun i; 
togetoa toe ptan -•» 
IMI US. FINK: Right. 
nil WL HENDERSON: (contmuing) — 
in 1121 consultatton wito the Comminee 
And toen the 1131 Committee g o a ou 
and gen public comments. 
IMI b then commems uptni the ptan ti 
toe 1131 Depanmem of Soeeu and Sanit: 

IMI MS. FINK: As a group? 
1171 MR, HENDERSON: As a group. Ani 
toe uw Depaiimeut of Strens and Sanm 
tion subnus that 1191 for official adoptioi 
to toe City Coundl. 

PagaS' 
III And toe way toe Cky Coundl woik 
121 a, they wiU introducoL kwiU bi 
submitted to s DI CommiBee that i 
beaded by Aldeman Eisendiato. HI Hi 
representative a here. Mr. Fianke. 
HI There wiU be a bearing on that K 
beftne toe City Coundl Cotnminee am 
toen tbe PI Coimnkiee wiU tepon it ou 
to the City Council m wito recommen 
dattota. 
HI MS. FMK: So even It which wiU iic 
never happen, everyone of you oppdscc 
tha policy, un that would not reaU> 

111) MR. HENDERSON: WeU. toat's no 
1131 Bve. 
iHiMS.FmK: WeU. k wtndd n a n a ar 
IISI tar as people's opintou to toe Ot\ 
CoundLbw k IMI doesn't have any kiiu 
of weight. 
im MR. HENDERSON: TUs a not tot-
ua Conuniitee a not a.k doesn't have t( 
vtnefbritnsioragainaiL 

PagaSf 
inMS.FVIK:RighL 
121 MR. HENDERSON: h d o a not vem 01 
Dl approve, b a ro comment and givt 
w p u and HI reflecitou upon k w thai 
the vote eventuaUy m taken a bettei 
considered. 
m JuK Uke toe pubUc eommem period 
IT) which toese beatings are pan of. 
HI MR. GOUJHAN: Ytm asked a sunple 
tw ttuestitm. h a s vote or k has been a 
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vote im abcady. a unsnhnnia vore m 
presem the plan ftir un pubUc hearing 
jf»^ discusston and there b a vote lui 
agam. 
iisi And if. u tact, th,: Committee voted 
IM) no. to total, that would be oommwu-
cated u toe iisi Alietman who nua toe 
hearing. 
IMI There a a vote. 
117) MS. FINK: Okay.aUrighLl'tolaiiust. 
you know, I don't imderstand toe whole 
cny 119) process and I'm jus trying w 
know if what I'm 

PagaSS 
11) saying here has any kmd Of, makes any 
difference. 
It) MR, HENDERSON: Then when toe 
dty 131 adopu it. n g o « to toe nUnob 
Environmental"^ 
Ml MS. FINK: If k adopts k. 
131 MR. HENDERSON: h has to adopt a HI 
plan. 
n MS. FINK: A plan, bw not the blue HI 
bag. 
HI MR. HENDERSON: The ptan toat gen 
IIOI attopted — 
nil MS. FINK: Right. 
1121 MR. HENDERSON: (connnwng) — 
goes 1131 to the Environmental Protec-
tton Agency for toem ro i MI eommem on 
over a iuncty-(tav pertod.. 
II3I MS. FINK: Okay 
116) M R . H E N D E R S O N : Ok ay ? 

117) MS. FINK: AU r igh t , okay . T h a n k nsi 
you. 
1191 VOICE IN AUDIENCE: SobasicaUy.as 

Paga so 
III 1 undcrsund it. basicaUy yow role b 
to say weU i2i gee toese people said aU 
these toteresimg things ui and then 
toey'U pass it on toe City Council. 
141 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: You'U 
have to HI come down ro toe 
microphone ro we aU can hear what HI 
you re saying. 
n VOICE IN AUDIENCE: So basicaUy. HI 
thaConunmees role isrosay.gee. toese 
people HI had a tot of toteiesttog totogs 
ro say and tocn pass iioi k on ro tbe City 
Council? 
nil CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: AcnaUy, 
we 1121 woilt very hard. And have many 
meeitogs and comment. 1131 pan of toe 
process of reviewing the plan. 
I Ml The ptan has been effeacd by the 1 tsi 
Conuiwtee s comment. 1 thuik, to a sig-
nificam IMI degree. 
II7I VOICE IN AUDIENCE: 1 was wonder
ing iisi if toe Comminee could identify 
itself. I was iwi totercsted to toeir back-
ground. 

Paga 63 
III CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: We can 
provide 121 you swto a Ust of the Comran-

Page 59 - Page 66 

tee lllf iiilHis and that tn iufoiuaiion b 
available. 
Ml h's abo to toe plan who's who and m 
I'd be happy ro talk ro you afterwards, if 
you'd Ml like. 
mMR.PUUJ.£: Could 1 make a request. 
HI please? 
m Motutay night, could you please find 
UO) ow when toe, what the (tate a of the 
fuial vote to nn toe City Coundl. 
1121 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: I dont 
believe iisi k'U be s a by Motutay night. 
IMI MR. HARRINGTON: We won't know 
by 1131 Moiutay. 
iMi MR. PUUXE: No. no. I'm saying, oil. 
117) h svon't be set. 
IHI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Woa^ be 
s a by II9I tbetL 

Pagaez 

in MR. PUUXE: When WiU k be s a or B) 
(to you have rome idea of how they 
schedule these 01 events? 
HI MR. HENDERSON: No. k depends on 
131 the. when thit plan a subtokted ro the 
City Council HI and toen when they're 
able ro schedule k. ~ 
n b sviU. a numba of things have ro ai 
happen before k gen sem u toe Cky 
CoundL 
HI MR. PUILLE: WeU. I'm ius trying to 
IIOI — the taa that. I believe k's very 
importam for un dtizeiu n be able ro 
know toe time ro be toere. 
1121 Because as much as ave're trying ro 
11)1 convey to you. toe Committee tight 
ttow. I believe IMI that that committee 
that's going to finaUy vote and iisi aU the 
Aldennen. that toey should know what 
toe 1161 people to the dty actuaUy are 
saymg. 
1171 Iftoough we re conveying k through 
IMI you and I trust that you wiU bring 
toem what were iivi aying. bw you 
know, toings gg lost rotnetimes to 

Pagaes 
III toe shufne. 
121 MS. ISAACSON: Do you wam ro hear 
me 131 or (to you ivam ro resptmd ro that? 
Ml CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: The 
mponse a. HI 1 toink — 
HI MR. FRANK: Do you wam me to 
respond r*i to thn? 
m CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Yes. 
would you HI please? 
IIOI MR. FRANK: HeUo. My name a 
David nil Fiank snd I'm a siafia on the 
Cky Council 1121 Comnunee en Enetgy 
and Envuonmem and 1 wotk fbr iij) 
Aldeman Eisendrato who chain that 
ConstuRee. 

• Ml The pit>ces wiU be. onoe tha iisi 
Comnunee here has submitted in com
mems. we WiU IMI schedule a hcanng 
(towniown w that toe Aldermen on ii7i 

the Comnunee can bear ftmba te»-
tintony. 
US) There wiU be public lunice of tbat. 
119) For those of you who are imeiested 
to coiningro 

111 tbat hearing, you can caU me, 744-
3071 and I can 12) teU you when the day 
is finally set. 
01 b shouJd be to the next couple HI 
nronths, I amidpaK. 
131 MS. ISAACSON: My response ro tbat 
is HI just, to tents of people wondezing 
what impact your n satemenn have. 
ai I attended the intake bearing, which 
ffl I think was the pre. telUng you what 
people toought ua and everybody there 
said very negative things abou un what 
tbey toought the ptan was going u be 
and k lui didn't seem » be leflected in 
tbe repon that, you IISI know.I gm when 
I caaK here tonighL 
•Ml And to tenm of letting people know 
US) when the beating is, k's going ro be 
real hard ro |MI find ois. 
I ITI We can caU youon the telephoiie and 
irn I apptcdate that or we can n a d tbe 
tiny. I (ton't itsi even thiak k is Usted 
naybe to the tiny, tmy 

Paga 65 
III notioes m the w a n ads. 
12) Bw you coukl even send poRcards t o 
D) people. It's Uke you don't want 
people u know HI abow it. ymi (ton't 
wam people ro hear. 
HI We came ow here tonight at w con-
sideiable. you know, cutting inro our 
extra time, m We'U have ro take (tays off 
ftom wiMk ro come w the ai pubUc 
taeanngt. 
HI And yan people tton't make k real iioi 
easy fbr in. And toese are people who 

iinMR. FRANK: WeU.ifyouwiU give tne 
1121 a call I WiU cerainly wtire down 
y o u r t n i n e ^ 
1131 MS. FINK: — people who are here. 
IMI VOICE m AUDIENCE: b's ktod of iisi 
troubling ro try ro testify ro petiple who 
aren't iici directly resiwnsible ro tbe 
electoiate. 
117) MS. FINK: WeU. I thmk this room iisi 
right here is a tepreseniation of bow 
much these ii9i heatings. I (ton't think 
that people (ton't care. 1 

Paga 66 
III think people (ton't know. 
n I mean, took around us. I mean, wtaat 
131 toey are twenty peopte bete? 1 mean. 
1 agtce with H) the b a that the inftmia-
tion isn't geningout isi there.ytm know? 
HI They dkla't even cover anything cm 
m the news Ian aigtait. which is sutpris-
ingw tne. kwiseeng Iflce a very in^ior^ 
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tam issue, k concena aU to of us at tar 
as toe cnvnoiunem and in toe fwure. 
IMI And you now. healto problems. I nn 
mean, k's aU mcompasiing And yet, toe 
nil infbrminon and toere's umething 
for you, toe ii3i Cotnttunee to consida. 
Whv isn 't toe iiifonnation IMI getnng ow 
here? 
Mti MR. HARRINGTON: We can assure 
ytiu IMI tlut toe infotnaoon was given 
— meda and it is up IITI to toe news 
meda ro prim or pw on toe meda what 
IMI toey itooosc. 
1191 We can't force town to give nonce if 

PagaS7 

III toey don't w choose. We pw adva-
tisemems in toe 121 newspapen. We've 
done a lotof good taito efton ni ro make 
sure people undersiand what's going 
on. 
HI Bw toere. you know, when toere's HI 
news coveiage toe mght bdore. toere's 
news Ml coveiage toe mght bdore. h's 
not wmetouig that m we tonUy control. 
HI MS. FINK: Maybe you could buy 
ladio HI sp(ns. How abom that* That 
would be a good way to iiei get pubbc 
awareneu. 
nil VOICE: Ya. PubUc Service iiii an
nouncements. 
1131 MS. FINK: I mean. I know you guys. 
1 Ml you perronalty may not want tou, bta 
tou is yow IMI pobcy. ro you might not 
want people opposing n. 
1 Ml But news spou would be.oron ndio 
11*1 spou might be a way to — 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: We ac-
tiullv 1191 welcome public comment and 
if. and we have annoimced 

III it and would hope that we gn as.you 
know, for toe III renaining heanngs thai 
we have tatge showmg. 
1)1 And leU yow friends and have toem 
141 come. 
131 MS. FINK: Id Uke toe whole city to HI 
come. 
ri MR. PUILLE: Id Uke to make note of 
HI one taa.That I did nmice when Mayor 
Daley firn HI announced toe blue bag 
policy, toere was a lot of iioi hoopb in 
toe cny. 
IIII And we all knew abow it because 1121 
romebody obviously caUed up Channel 
~ and Channel S ii3i and Channel 2 and 
there was Mayor Daley standing lui 
toere wnh toe blue bag next to him. 
«rhich probably ii3i didn't look too good 
wnh him. what that tady said, IMI itaybe 
he shouto luive bad a clear bag or rome
toing. 
1171 But maybe wc codd do a bttle bit nti 
bena if romebody, maybe if you have 
frientb at toe 1191 newspapa or torough 
toeTVi 

III Maybe you caa give ow toe word but 
121 these are impcmam and imybe toey 
can throw a DI little, something to toe 
news. 
M) CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you ftir ni yow commems. 
HI And thank you aU for conang unight. 
rri Enioyed hearing you and maylie we'U 
see you at toe HI next couple of bearings 
if you wam w come. 
HI Thank you. 
noi (WHICH WERE ALL THE PROCEED-
IHGS.) 

PagaTO 
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PagaZ 
111 CONSULTANTS: 
i;i David Ttaega, KDR Engineenng. Inc. 
1)1 Creg Maninsen. McDonough As-
sodata HI STAF? HI PamOa D. Bama, 
Direaor of Ptanntog isi Departmem of 
Streeu and Sanitatton n BUI Chamba-
taui. Assisant Cotpontton Counsel ni 
Depattmem of Streeu and Saniation HI 
Reponed by. Accurate Repoitmg Sa-
vicc tiei 188 Wea Ran(k)lph Strea nn 
Chicago. Ulinoa ii2i JACK AKTSTEIN. 
C.S.R. 

Pagaa 
111 SPEAKERS 
IJ James McDonald. Chben ui Professor 
Nonheastem University MI Margara 
Laurino HI Representing Aldeman 
Launno. 39ih Ward HI HOUV Bimbaum. 
Citizen n Raymond Hwnben. Citaen m 
L»7>- Cbrti. Volumea HI Notto Paik Vil
lage Recycbng Cema noi Robm Snyda-
Drummond. Citizen nn Crysal Maron 
lui Nonh Cential Lakeview Neighbon 
11)1 Julanne Clark. Citaen IMI JUIM 
HobbeLow. Managa IMI SoUd Waae Is
sues IMI Fira BniKb Cotpontton in 
Daxid Deroa. Duzen IHI Wicka Park 
IMI Michael Wasserman.Ckizen MOI Ean 
Anderronville 

III Lan Gingery. Raidem. 3Sto Ward 121 
Rokko Jans 131 Ravenswood Manor Im
provement ASMCiation HI Maryann 
Riandon. Citizen ni Ken Dunn. Dbeoor 
HI The Rerource Cema m Karen Cw-
nyw. Citizen ni Ravenswtrod Manor HI 
Jerry Donlin noi Suiutard Equipment 
Company 1111 Sarah Jane Knoy. Execu
tive Ducoor 1121 Cteenpeace 1131 Carol 
Brice. Citizen IMI Jack Charlier, Citizen 
IMI Henry LCIab.Ckizen IIM Bran Haag, 
Citizen it-i EUen Bya, Citizen 

P a g t S 
III MR. HARRINGTON: If we could aU 
take 121 a seat, we °d Uke ro stan toe pitoUc 

healing. Thb DI b ourthkd PubUc Heaî  
ing B the City's SoUd HI Waste Manage-

Plaa. 
131 to toe absence of o w Chaiman. who 
Ml a ttiU on the way, who will take ova 
toe vroik of rn chairing toe meeting as 
soon as he amva. I'U m jtat welcome 

' you aU ro toe bearing. 
HI And I wodd Uke u fim turn toe 1101 
ini ̂ .̂ TTPPOPC OTCF CO ^«BlCtt Bl^BCS BOOS 
toe Departmem nil of Soeea and Saniia-

I ooa. who wiU give you the 1121 introduc-
' tory icmaiics. 

1131 MS. BARNES: Good evening. Again. 
my IMI name b Pameta Bames. I'mDirec-

: ror of Ptaiwing for 1131 toe Departmem 
j ofSoeen and SankaQon.And I'd IICI Uke 
, u welcona everyone ow here fbr toe 
' bearing im tonight. 

IMI Before I begin.I would Uke ro ask II9I 
• that aU wdividuaU wishing n piovide 
; vettal 
• PagaS 

! Ill testimony umight. please use one of 
; the sign up ni caids at toe back able, 
\ iiidatiiigyowiiame.i3i9vhetoeryou're 
I testifying ss s piivaie * ""f TI or HI have 
! an affiliatton wito a community o r 
I ganizatton or ni commerdal enteipiise 
' and toe subjea arm of yow w tes-
> timony. 
'• n In additton. if toere are any m com-
, munity groups that wodd Uke ro re

quest a m Streets aad Saniution 
represetnative to speak ro 1101 yow or-

: ganizatton tegarding toe ptan. please 
' sign up n 11 at toe table to toe back ef toe 
; room. 
; 1121 to o ida to emure that aU views are 

nsi heard, we ask that testimony be 
Uinned ro one IMI individual ftom each 

i oiganization first, and toen if IMI toere's 
time remaining, otoen fiom toe same 
11*1 erganizatton can provide addittonal 
coitimetns. 
I ri The heartog WiU end promptly at ten 
IMI p.m. Additional, one additiotul 
public heaniig wiU INI be heU on Mon-
(tay. Ocroba 28. at tbe Uiuvcrsity ef 

III lUiMMs ai Chicago. Chicago Cirele 
Cema, tocated 121 at 750 Souto Halsred 

, Stren m Room 324 from seven ui ro ten 
p.m 
141 In addition, toe Ciry Council ni Con^ 
innet on Eneigy Envmtmianal Piotec-
tton and HI Pubhc Utilities wiU abo hold 
a hearing, afta n «vhich toe draft plan 
wiU go belbre toe City Council Hi n be 
adopted as mandated by sate taw. 
HI As yow name a caUed. please step not 
up prompdy to toe podium, sate yow 
(iiU tame, the nn oigatiizatton you lep-
lesent. if appUcable, to orda nil that toe 
COWT tepona can hear. 

1131 Please Iunk your eommens ro five 
IM) minmes maximum. I'd like to 
leiic tate that. 
1131 la deference ro everyone who has 
had (1*1 a tong week and who bas taken 
the time ro come ow IITI nnigbt for the 
healing, written testiinoay wiU be iiai 
accepted until Novemba 21 .and can be 
fbiwarded ro ini the attentton of toe 
SoUd Waste ManagemeM Review 

P a g a S 
in Committee to care of toe Department 
of Streeu and RI Sanitatitm. 121 Nonh 
LaSalle. Itoom 700, ' ^ ' ' ^p f DI niinois, 
«0602. 
HI The Solid Wane Managemem Review 
13) Cuuuukiee was appointed by Mayor 
IMey to O c u b a HI 990 ro review and 
eommem tm toe City of Chicago's ITI 
long lange SoUd Waste Management 
Plan. 
HI Thb chaige was puisuam to toe HI 
nunou Legistanire Senate BUI 1616. the 
City of im Chicago Hansen Otdinance 
and a nandne ftom toe nil Chicago City 
CoundL 
112) Since Ocroba of 1990. thb commn
tee lui has m a byweekly ro become 
nunc educated and IMI infetmed on 
wUd wane matagemem usues. ex
amine US) the vaitota opitou for the dry 
aad ro pnrride IMI cemmem on toe dtaft 
aoUd wasre manageraem ptan, ii7i and 
take to public eommem on toe ptan. 
IMI The Cky's SoUd Waste Managemem 
1191 Ptan induda demenn ftom the 
Slate's hienrcby of 

Paga9 
III disposd optioia. snd uiicgiata those 
options aad to coa effmive to opeia-
ttoially appropnare ways. 
Bl The historical dispoai p iaa ica of M) 
toe City, which relied primarily on 
landfilling. HI wi|l be dramatically 
changed as a resuh of thu HI plan. 
m The City aid the Departmem of ai 
Sireen and Sanintton wiU imren heavily 
m public 191 eduotton and toe use of 
rource reductton and im recycUng tech-
niqua ro reduce toe waste remaining 
un ftir oombusiiim er landfilUng. 
112) The progiaim contained to toe ptan 
list are niteiKled ro be unplememed over 
toe neat IMI five-year period and are 
expeaed ro ptoduce ini significant 
teductton to toe waae presently bdng 
lit) I — • -

irn At tha bme. I aroidd Uke ro IMI intro
duce toe members of toe conumttee 
aad their im substitutes, where ap-
propristt. because ow name 

Paga 30 
It) plates were natptaced. 
121 Beguuung n my left, we have Sandy 
D) Goldman, from Coldnan Asset 
Management: Kevin Green H) from 

Accurate Reporting b y Jack Artsteln MUffU-Scrspt'" Page 1 - P a g e 10 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMHTEES 12613 

October 23.1991 Solid 'Waste Management Public Hearlngis 

varez. H) ftom CASA CentiaUoyce Wade 
from Conununity Bank of m Lawndale: 
Tim Harttogron. Depury Commisstoha 
of tn Planning anc* Devdopment for 
Streeu and Sanitabon: m onrChatniBn, 
Dan EbetfaaiduBiU Chatnbatato from m 
toe Cotpontton Counsel for toe Ciry of 
Chicago: iioi Gregg Maninsen ftom Mc
Donough Asrodates: Dave nn Ttaega 
from HDR Engtoeering:Jod Greenbeig, 
who u 1121 standtog to tonight for Com-
misstonei Caroltoe U3i Schoenberga 
from toe Department of Consuma IMI 
Services: Michad DuUn who b subsdnn-
tog for John ii3i Rosales from Coca-Cota: 
Chaihe WilUams who is iisi substituting 
for Valerie Jarteti, Acting im Coininis-
stona of toe Depanmem of Planning: 
Dave IMI Fiank wtao is substituting for 
Alderman Ed iisi Eisendato, and BUI 
Grant from Elgto Nauonal, 

Pagan 
III Industria. ,' .' 
121 At this time, I will turn the isi 
microphone over to the ChairnBn and 
he wiU begto MI calling individuab for
ward for tesumohy. 
131 Please payanenbon to me.because HI 
when you hiave two mtowa left to yow 
testimony, I n wiU todicate w by putnng 
up a p o a a and toen ai when you have 
one mtoute left. I'U tot you know. 
HI Please adhere to toe five mto we noi 
aUonedtimc. 
nn Thank you.. 

1121 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. Pam. ii<i Good evening. My tame b 
Dan IMI Eberhardt. This e\-ciung a for us 
to listen to what IMI you have to say. IMI 
This public heartog proceu b pan of a 
long i n process that's been going on ro 
review toe Mlid iisi wane ptan. The 
process a not done ya . Yow IMI infor-
mauon that you re ptovidtog tonight b 

Paga 12 
III unpoitani to IB. 
121 To Stan offwito,Jamcs McDotald. 
131 MR. MCDONALD: Thank you. My 
name u HI James McDonakl. I've been 
active m recycbng w HI Chicago for 
abow rwenr>- years. I'm a resident of HI 
this area, and a Profesror at Norto-
castem Illinois n University. 
HI I'd Uke to welcome you aU ro Norto 
HI Park VUtage, where wc (to recycling 
right. 
IIOI Like everyone here. I'm concemed 
nil about Chicago s roUd wane. Afta 
careful reading ii2i of toe draft SoUd 
Waste Management Plan. I'm even |I3I 
more concemed. 
IMI And toe nato reason is that fint of 
1131 aU. 1 don t consula thb a plan. 
IMI A ptan.as you aU know, ezanunes ii7) 
dtcnutivH. estimata toe advrjiaga 

aad na disadsannga of diSezem ap
proaches, su ies these iw dearly, 
develops a tattonale for a panicutar 

13 

in (URctton, and sen goab ro be n-
tatoed. 
12) I beUeve a reat l ing of t h a ( t o c u m e m 
131 WiU s h o w tha t k d o e s n o n e o f toese. 
h d o e s t u t HI ( T a m t n r a h e m a t i v e s . 
HI For e x a m p l e , toe ent i re THnt*. of toe 
HI p u b l i c t e s t imony o n t h e b l u e bog 
p iDg iam ftom d n z m i |71 of r i i i i n iT w a s 
aga i ia t toe b l u e hag . 

HI 'Vet. t h i s b trot m i i r o r e d to a n y w a y pi 
to thu documetu. The undemocatic 
negatton of toe iioi opintons of toe real 
ezpem on recyding. toe un dtizem 
that (to k (tay to and (tay out, mim mt 
be 1121 repeated to tha round of hear
ings. 
II3I Thu proposal does not consida the 
IMI advantages and disadvantages of dif
ferent 1131 approaches. It produces, 
wkhow real aigiunent. a ii«i diiectton 
for toe City that WiU con hiudrub of 
117) milUotuof doUanovatoe lifo of toe 
ptan. 
IMI A Ufe. by the way. which is neva itfi 
stated anywhere, witoow any evidence 
for toe 
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111 efficacy of toe synetm proptaed. Or 
even whetha 121 toey wiU wotk n aU. 
131 There are too nany unknowiu m thb 
HI ptan: to toe con to be mcuiTed.in toe 
unda 131 represenatton of ctms where 
toese are given. 
HI AS an example, toe todnentton cost. 
n and toe coa p a ton of toe blue bag 
program are ni really cotnplae un-
knowm.They re estimates, bw m that's 
aU. 
noi Thb documem t toa trot specify 
what un recycling ta ta wiU need ro be 
to avoul Mil tocinenuon. 
115 Nowhere a toere real discusston of 
IMI how much will be na ikaed or 
taindfUled or iisi indneiated. 
IMI No ambutous sklUs are s a and toere 
117| a no way to evaluate peifotinance or 
ptogress IMI towartls toese goab. 
1191 Nor d o g toe proposal adequately 

Paga Ifi 
in address matkeu. The list a much 
tonger. bw 1121 believe toe inadeqiada 
ShouU be abcady dear. 
13) Streeu and Saiwatton. by HI impUca-
tton of tob committee are saying, trua 
us. HI We (ton't. 
HI Thu proposal u anotoa bureauaatic 
n Ixronitoogle thai makes big wane 
ownen rich, ivhUc ai ripping off more 
taxpayen' money. 
m h's a poor proposaL the lesuk of a iio) 
ttawed process and I hope k srops here. 

La's turn un k back ro toe committee 
ftir nxire posiuve teviston. 
112) Thank you. 
IU) (APPLAUSE) 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. If r you have a prepared ptesea-
tattoo or a written up no presentarion. 
afta you give it. we would like ro IITI 
lecdvc k for toe record please. 
US) AUDIENCE: We can't hear you. 
U9) CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Any of 
toe 
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ID presenters. If they have thei r , 
prepared toeir |3) presentatton m writ
ing, we would like ro receive DI that after 
toeir prrscmaritm. please, HI Maz^uct 
Laurino? 
131 MS. LAURINO: Good evenmg. My 
name HI a Margaret Laurino. I am repre
senting Aldenian tn Laurino this eve-

wasnt able ro be here. 
m And be wanted ro convey ro you that 
IU) he a willing ro wotk wito toe City 
certainly ro un implemem the new blue 
bag pttigiam to the 39tb Ward, 
lui Bw he abo ask UK ro convey tbat be 
IISI would like n ictam tbe recycling 
prognm here at IMI Nonh Patk Village. 
IISI He's abo interested to puttiiig iisi 
togethaan advisory committee of com
munity membeis ii7) to monnor tbe 
progress of our synem and ro assess iia) 
any spedal needs that sve may have to 
tbe 39ih Ward. 
119) And he'd Uke me ro ten ytw he's 
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II) tooking forward ro this and hope that 
k will be 12) inqtlemented stmn. 
DiTliankyou. 
HI (APPLAUSE) 
131 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. HI Holly Birnbaimi.> 
17) MS. BIRNBAUH: Gteenngs. I'm a ai 
Ravenswtwd residem. I'm a private p(n -̂
ron here and m tny renaiks woidd be 
extremely brid. 
na Tha week. I heard on tbe tadw ttaat 
llll the ozone layer of tbe Nor th 
American Continent is tii) grov^ng 
ataimingly len protective of in ftom tbe 
lui sun's damaging uhz»vtola tays. 
IMI Bight aver tbe Nonh American iisi 
Conbnem. ttot only at toe poles. I'm not 
trytog ro IM) be an alarmin. I heard a on 
theiatho. 
itTi What a a i s b ro have at the turn of 
IW) the "»'"»nniiim One of our planet's 
protective iw coven a wearing thin. 
Aad k only took the tan 
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III ceimiryro (to the damage. 
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to h's tkne tat systemic, kiuguiw m 
tohnioiis. time to find the rource of the 
probiem HI tune ro change what's a 
tauh. 
131 Significantly redudng waste HI in-
dnetation is one effective nep. Why 
toen doa Pi tois proposed rwemy-year 
pMti caU for doubbng toe m volume of 
burnt wane? 
HI Thu not only amounts to cnddng a 
IIOI fragile toeU around an ezttaordinary 
aid very nn ftagUe ptanet. it maka us 
want to take altemattve 1121 measwa as 
soonaspouible. 
1131 (APPLAUSE) 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thaak 
you. 1131 Raymond Humbert? 
IMI MR. HUMBERT: My name b Ray 
Hwnben. IITI I'm here as a citizen 
totught. 
IMI My neighborhood. I live in toe 41R 
1191 Waid and my neighbotoood was one 
of toe ones "• 
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111 seleaed for toe trtal Blue Bag Pro
gnm. 
I2t TaUcing wito tny neighbors and 131 
actuaUy aUcing with ftieiub abow tou 
prognm. HI who v^ere abo mvohwd in 
toe blue bms. I HI penonaUy find toe 
blue bag ttuich tnore convemem. 
HI And as imereaed m recycUng as 1 rn 
am. mv recyctables tbat are not picked 
up in toe HI blue bm. I try u sure as 
many of toose as I can. m and I'U bring 
them over here to the recycling iioi sta
tion. 
1111 However, a lot of my neighbon may 
1121 not be as frugal as I am. I'U see a lot 
of toe 11)1 RufT that toey'U throw ow and 
I abo see a kit of IMI toings to toe blue 
bins that I know that are not IMI gomg 
to be collected and toey end up going 
in toe IMI nash. 
i n Whetoer or not toe iiianagemem 
ptan IMI that toe City has is one that 
neetb to be revued or IMI restudied.as a 
private cinien in my home. I fwd 
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III that it s a lot easiato combine every-
tomg rnio 121 one bag and handle it toat 
way than n H ro rely on HI different lypa 
of Ronge bms or different typa HI of 
coiiamen and towgs that are not col
leaed HI because of voluita. 
Ml I hope that s taken toro n considera
tion. 1 toink kS rometoing that neetb to 
HI be looked at. Thu b very impomnt 
problem and I m want to thank 
everybody for giving n toe time and noi 
especaUy everybody up here on toe 
panel to come 1111 ow here and try 10 
bnen w everybody. 
nil You ve got a big jobaheadof youand 
1131 I hope that you take it stowly and 
coiuidaall toe IMI ahemabva. 

I 1131 Thank yoiL 
I iMi(APPLAUSE) 

tm MR. GREENE: I have a tpiestton fbr 
IMI you. 
1191 to yow discussioM wito yow 
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I in neighbors abow toe blue bag system. 
: did you talk 121 abom whetoa or not 
I they might be interested to DI purchas-

ing bags. toaebags.at toe grocery Store. 
I HI or hardware ttoin? 
i HI Because toe Cky b nm going ro HI 
' dinribute these hags for free. I'm 
' cwtow as to m if ymi had any ditcus-
I sions wito toem abow toe use HI of thb 
; partictitar blue bag system, whetoa 
j toeyHircaUKtoeywouldhaverogoom 

and purchase toese IIOI bags. 
; nn MR. HUMBERT: I dunk toey do. We 
' nil abo use toe papa bags for toe lawn 
i wane. You nil know, obviously k's nm 
i gomg ro be picked up m IMI toe normal 

waste stream, bw h's something, I iisi 
: toink. as everybody u a citizen b going 

ro reaUze IIM that k's something thn 
j everyone's gomg ro have to it7) do. 
; IMI I really (ton't have any idea whn the 
: IHI bags are going n he coa and that. 
' bw apparently 
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III toey're nm going n be. you know, 
winething that's 121 going to break 
romebody s budga. 
131 Bw h actually was nm brought up HI 

. for discussion, bw perronalty L toe ctm 
' itself. HI to me. a weU worto wiat I know 

u going ro go m Ml it and die good k 
nogbttto. 
n MR. GREENE: Have you found yow 
HI neighbon using toe papa bags ro 
pick up tawn HI cbppings? 
IIOI MR. HUMBERT: Ya. We have curb 
pick niim my a m . And every Moiutay, 
especaUy during 1121 e summa. and 
matlie not ro much now. 
11)1 Bw.now9vito toe leavn ooming out. 
,1 Ml m seeing more and mmc-I am seeing 
a tot of toose IMI onnge pumpkm bap 
ow. bw I dim t know how IMI recyctable 
those are. 
i n Bw peopile (to use toem. toe brown 
•Ml bags. I know every week on toe way 
to walk, on IMI .Monday, we have Moiv 
day coUection. I can see toem 
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III at the cuifo bne. 
121 MR. GREENE: Thank you. 
iti MR. HUMBERT: Okay 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. HI Larry Clark? 
HI MR. CLARK: Hi. Welcome. I'm Urry 
n Ctaik and I ve been volunteering at 
Notto Paik HI ViUage swce toere was, 
before toere was a nature 91 cema 
toere. way back to-'81. 

na And I been kind of impressed by toe. 
un by the recycling center, watching it 
grow and itii devetoping inro what it a 
lui I'ma Uttle bit dinppouned to toe 1 M 
taa that toe Cky isn't spouoring or 
helping toe iisi rerource centaiun tou 
11*1 Whereas, I undertatul toat toe> 
wodd IITI be glad ro see waae mauge-
mem come to and handle IMI thu. 
11911 don't understand aU the little 
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III implicattou and what's aU inrolved. 
bw I'm going 121»learn more abowthb. 
and I wam ro find ow why DI b k tob 

HI I wam to fiiul ow why, why k a 13) that 
something like waste managemem gets 
the m suppon thn the taxpayers, toe 
taxpayen around m here seem to want 
the resource cema ro commue ro HI be 
supported by the dty. 
m They're paying toe o o a and ya toe 
not tcrource center has ro go ro private 
ftmding n help nn cova toe expense 
ef (toing what toey are ttoitig and 1121 n 
doesn't seem m nake any setae. 
ii» Because people arc paytog the 
mimey IMI now to toeir taitm that s 
going to be wiUfuUy iisi given ro waae 
manageiiif nl ro suppon toem. 
IM) So I'm a hole bk confused and 1 IITI 
wam to know why. 
un And thn's abow it.That's more of 119: 
a questitm than a saremem or anythtog 
Uke that. 
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III Bw thn's hut. you know ftom where 
I'm ooming 121 from. 
Dl (APPLAUSE) 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Robto HI 
S&yoCf'DtUIIBDOflQ. 
HiMS.DRUMMOND:Hi. My name is 
Rohm 171 and I Uve to toe Lakeview 
neighborhood. We have a ai pick up 
fnwi Upro9vn Recycling, which a excel
lem. HI And k's an opponunity for 
people ro recycle m iioi toeir own and 
people to my neighborliood take iiii 
advantage of k. 
1121 In ray half btock. I'm nm kidding.1131 
I'm iwt eaaggetaiing. there are now, 
where toere was IMI two vacam ton. 
toere are four townhonas and five, iisi 
sot. tw. fow three flats, ro that's, four, 
sixteen IMI new fatnUies. That's a tot of 
gaibage. 
117) And toere's a great opponunity rai ISI 
pick up a tot of garbage toere. And I ttU 
people. 11911 introduce myself as todr 
nwghborandlsay 

III toere's tha Uptown Recycling and 
toey do it. And ta people are glad ro 
knowabowit. 
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Dl Bm people are teatty gtad u know HI 
t hn if they cona bete, they can dibp off 
todr iunk DI fflaiL their cardboard and 
stuff Uke tbat. 
HI So that's toe giro J side. I'm tn inta-
eited m this blue bag progiam.rm icaUy 
HI skepocal of k because numba one; 
what tocentive 19) do people have to buy 
n. toe blue bags? 
IIOI If you're on a budget, you know.and 
nn public schoob are getting iwt ro 
good and you have ii2) ro pay forsduwl, 
do you think people are leaUy ii3) going 
to have extn nwney for blue bags if toey 
(Ml (ton't have ro? 
11311 mean, that's iun toe i taa ot iitilifc. 
That's economics, you know. What in
centive 117) (to people have n buy k? 
IMI Secondly, thb pitot study was otdy, 
1191 Chicago is a huge cky and why 
wasn't toere iiwre of 
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III toe pitot study done, like a more 
variety of toe 121 ndghbotfatwd? 
Ul And tny otoaquesuon is:iri HI iiiida-
stand thu correctly,once you pick up aU 
toe HI garbage to toe blue bags and k's 
taken to w rectanatton cemcn.if k's tun 
rewto to rome n ptace for recycle or 
reuse, afta a couple of ai months, isn't 
there lUce a ninety-day period or HI 
romethtog. toey can bury k or toey (ton't 
have to 1101 rcaUy. there s i » big tocen-
thre toseU n? 
nil Dd I imderstand that correcUy? 1121 
There was rometoing about tluL' 
1131 And the otoer issue is. it o w tax IMI 
doUars are going mto tob program, we 
shodd ga IMI toe most we can forow 
money. 
1161 So we shodd have toe best qtality 
of ii7i Ruff and if you have aU thb con-
taminauon. you're nai iwt going to g a 
reaUy gcwd qtuUry material ro 1191 seU ro 
recyden. 
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111 So k's not good bustoess sense. 121 k's 
Uke seUtog dirty tee shiro or rometotog 
Uke »t that. 
HI So 1 was trytog ro teU you a Jfew ni 
posiuve to togs and toe only positive 
thtog that I HI ean say to one sentence u. 
Norto Patk VUtage a n great. 
HI And I tomk if n s not broken, toen m 
don't try to fix u.Just keep k here, u s 
fine. IIOI s great. 
Jill And I totaUy suppon n and whea my 
1121 neighbon know abow k. toen toey 
supiwR k too. nsi and aU you have to do 
is iust pubUcize n and IMI nil be off on 
k'spsvn. 
1131 So thanks. 
IMI (APPLAUSE) 
1171CH/URMAN EBERHAROT: Crystal 
Maron? 

IMI MS. MASON: HeUo. My name ta m 
Crysal Maron and I'm a residem wito 
thcNoito 

III Central Lakeview Neighbon. 
121 Ow Presidem, Dorothy McMaim ask 
Dl that I give a sntemem on behalf of toe 
HI oiganiriijim. 
131 Aad that u thu. The Nonh Centid ai 
Lakeview Neighbors has gone on record 
againn toe m bhic bag recyding system 
an^ indnentton. 
HI We've asked our AldemaiLBeinard 91 
Hansen, to actively work againn iL 
IIOI Ow concem has been voiced un 
i^ieatetUy to our newslesaand I quote 
ftom bur ui) itewsldiei, *What petcem
age of toese blue hae.' wiU lu) twt be 
contaminated e i toa from within or 
witoow.'* 
IM) Otoa cities thn have tried the iisi 
system have gnren k up as a ftop. Com
panies that IM) use the recovered 
producu need clean nateriaL the ii7i 
highen quality for resale and refuse 
natetiab that iisi have been soiloL* 
119) And I quote Ms.' McMann, 'Please 
Dear 

. Pagaao 

111 Mayor, give ta a synem that we can 
be proid of and 121 one that woik.'That's 
toe offidd stand of toe oi Notto Cemtal 
Lakeview Neighbon. 
HI I'd abo like ro give you my parot id 
HI ptoton and that is.1 iun don't see how 
toe blue HI bag system can ivoik if toese 
recyclables. if toe m blue bags are pw 
imo a gaitiage truck atong wito m aU toe 
other gaitage. h iun physically doesn't 
HI make sense ro me. 
IIOI Owneighborhtrod a ma red unique 
nn sitiatwn to that Uptown Recycling 
picks up ow 1121 roned newspapen, o w 
bottles and o w cans. We're iisi very 
lucky atd we re very giatefiil. 
• Ml 1 live to an a tivo tha wito two iisi 
househoUs. One a myself and my hus
band, toe otoer IMI a a couple wito a 
chito. We have IkeiaUy cw to ii7| half the 
gaibage that a picked up by the City. 

IISI We have two tiash cans.two laige ini 
tiash btos. Before we sianed recycling. 
sveused . 
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111 both of toem and we were oveiftow-
ing. 
121 Now we only use one and that's nm 
131 even fuU by toe tune the dty comes 
up to pick n HI up. 
)3i Now one might say that thb is only HI 
because of toe coiiveoience thn we 
have through in Uptown recychng. 
HI True, weekly pick.up does help .bu 
m they don't pick up everythmg. "Ihey 
don't pick up iw cardboatd. miiced 

p a p a wtaateva plastics the park iiii 
doesn't pickup. We take that bete ro 
Notto Patk IU) Becyding Cema. 
•1311 (ton't think we're that imusial.'We 
IMI have telephone Ixroks that nobody 
else accept, we itsi have caiatogues no 
one else WiU accept, junk mail. 
UO I gone to these vartoiu community 
1171 festivab where:toere have been 
people ftom Streets iiti and Sanitation, 
and I ask them wiiat are you going ro 1191 
(to wito toe mixed papet? I mean you 
wouton't 
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It) believe toe piles that we have sitting 
to our ui hasrmrm waiting for my hus
band rogaom tbe Dl pickup tnick and 
bring k Cfver here. 
HI They have no answa forme isi wtut-
soeva. So what are we going ro do with 
aUofaithat? • 
mThankyou. , i , : . . , , • . . ... 
Hi(APPLAUSE) -
m CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. 1101 Julianne Qaik? 
un MS. CLARK: HL My name is Julianne 
luiQaik. 
lui I'd like u talk thn evening abow IMI 
recycling and economic devetopmem. 
IISI I think that. 1 can see how tbe iis) 
City's bas come ro son of took at tbe 
blue bag as a 117) wtsndeiful ans«ver be
cause k's a setvibe.. ; 
la) Tliey need ro pnrride y n one nrore 
IW) service when there a a very.tbe a x 
base a 
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III thiinking in toe dty and toere's iun 
ro imny m things that tbe tax dollars 
have n go ro and I ni think that they're 
tooking at the problem the wrong MI 
way 
HI The recyctables could be romething. 
HI innead of iust pofoiming a seivicc. 
toey sbbuU. tn you'need to orient your 
whole thinking w wi recyclables as a 

191 This is romething that in Other 1101 
countries. spcidficaUy Germany and 
Japan, they're un e a g a for our recycl
ables ro they can nake them inro 1121 
pRMhios n seU back ro us. 
11311 think any dty that is creating ro IM) 
much garbage thin could potentially be 
a rerource. iis) We're throwing away our 
rerources at tha potoL 
IISI TUs couUbe abiiiething.rollink ro 
1171 our economic fiitute and 1 think 
that's a really iisi oompcUiiig tcaaon ro 
took at stmiahing other than iW) the 
blue bag. 

Pagaas 
: in Becaine if you treat recydablcs that 
13] have been cleaned and stmed by 
resideng like oi gattnge. by putting 
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toem to vrito gaibage to a HI coapactor 
truck, toere's a good chance toey wUl HI 
become garbage to the tandfiU iaaead 
of becoming HI produas aid tobs fbrtoe 
citiaem of Chicago. 
n And I toiak that's what toe dtisem HI 
reaUy need ngbt now.-I think toere's 
reaUv a HI compelUng reason ro kwk at 
anotiia way of (toing iioi recyding tie-
sides toe blue big. : 
(III Thank you. 
1121 (APPLAUSE) 
1131 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. IMI Juba Hobbc-Low> 
IMI MS. HOBBE-LOW: Thank you. Mem
ben 11« of toe community atd memben 
of toe comnwtee. thank m you for toe 
oppomuwy to address you tob evedag. 
IMI My name uJuUa Hobbe-Low. I'm a 
1191 managa of SoUd Wane Issues at First 
Bianib 
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III Corporation. Firn Bnnib produca 
several consuma 121 produas. mduduig 
toe Ctad brand of panic wrap i3i and 
bags. 
Ml Abow toree yean ago. Fim Brands ni 
began bwkmg imo recycling. We dd a 
survey of HI Americans across the 
country and foimd that n dnetydiree 
percent of people that we aUced ro m 
recognized that recycling was very im
poram.' 
HI But toey had several preblcms wito 
1101 toe current metood of recycbng. And 
at that time, nn bins were toe only 
m a h o d at-aitable. 

nil Since toe kitchen b toe mad rouice 
nil of generation for recyctables. it 
would sand to IMI reawn that toe col-
Iccuon conamen should fit IMI easUy 
into tois space. 
IMI Respondenu wld us that toey didn't 
1171 have enough storage space m toeU 
kitchem for toe- IMI plasuc bin con-
utnen. 
IMI Otoen sad toe plastic bins were 
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111 a wirward.They had ro be carried back 
and forth to 121 aiid from toe cuib and 
dug out of toe snow w toe m wmta. 
141 They were concemed abow rodem 
and HI insen infestation m toe summa 
ume. And toey HI abo saw that toe plas
uc bins were inflexible m Pi rome situa-
tiom sucb as a specal acceuwn or w an 
HI apanmeni budding. 
HI When we asked people how toey noi 
overcame toe problems asrodated wito-
noi being able nn to keep toeu- bin u 
toe kitchen.tnany a d that 1121 toey took 
a ptastic bag. hung n on a door knob.and 
11)1 pw toeir recydabla m toe bag untU 
toe bag was IMI fdl. 

1131 TUs poimed a way to us for the IMI 
devdopmem of haghaised tecydiag. We 
beUeve im bag-based recycling b a 
lanial roltintm w toese lai probletm. 
We designed it w cnmtirage gieata nsi 
panidpation by making recycling 
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III Bags are convenient, flexibte and tii 
easy to ixansport.They only need n be 
carried one 131 way, ow ro toe curb or 
alley way. And toey make HI recyding as 
easy as oking ow toe nato. 
131 First Brands a committed to ctosing 
HI toe recyding loop. We're appraacb-
ing thb from two 17) levds. 
HI Fust, we are rertaimiiig the blue m 
bags from riming recyding prograiu. 
And second, iioi we're devetoping toe 
technodgy thn wiU aUow tba 1111 poa 
consuma lectaim n be used to bags or 
otoa nil plastic nems. 
1131 Through ow research, we foimd thn 
IMI eightyfive pereent of toe people m 
ow swvey sad iMithn bags wodd ac
tually encourage toem to recycle.IMI 

117) Ova toe paa toree yean, we have 
IHI watched toe hagbased synem gad 
accepnnce in m cities and com-
muniua aoon toe county. 
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111 Right now. are're vroiiting 9vito more 
121 than sixty munidpalitia who are 
eitoa testing toe 131 program or who are 
using blue bap on a AiU scale HI baab. 
HI Citia ranging ftom Pitttouigh ro HI 
Bahimore, Mazuta, Montam ro Mobile, 
Alabama: tn they re aU finding that toe 
blue bag syaem u ni easia for toe resi
dent, more efficiem for the m haula sid 
less costly ro toe city. The hag-based iiei 
syaem of recycling mea toose neetb. 
nil We hsve mformabon ftom toese 1121 
vanous prognms that kidicata thn toe 
quabry of 1131 toe matetab that's comiag 
ow of toe bags b equal IMI to toe quabty 
debvered m toe bm progiams. 
nil For example. Denva a testing a bag 
IMI program, as weU as a three-bw sys-
tem.The 1171 naterial from boto of toese 
programs are being nti marketed 
togetoa wito no probletm. 
1191 CocoUection or putting toe trash d 

PagaM 
III toe recydabla m one tiuck maka 
toe procen 121 easia ttilL 
131 Matgaia MhcheU.s volumea HI ctmi-
munny chairpenen wito Hounon's 
curb sue ni recycling pUot proiect. 
wrote vs afta observing H) boto the 
co<oUectwn method using blue bags 
and ri toe separate ooUeoton method 
using bms. 

HI She 9rrites, *The blue bags tar and HI 
sway beu the b iu hands (town d terms 
of a m snd 1101 convedence.* 
nn Mrs. MitcheU recommends 1121 co-
ooUeotoa for what she caUs toe obvious 
1131 tearou. Using toe same crews and 
trucks ro pick up IMI gaitage and recvcl-
abla n toe same time, nsi No sizable 
coa ro buy bim and a streamlined IMI 
sotting procen that a more effidem 
than cwfo IMI side Mibng. 
IWI There are o toa advatttagg of 
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in eo<ollectton thn aren't obvious at 
fbst glance, 121 such as toe nniealized 
cim of reptadng toe him 01 and toey-
become tost, srolen or damaged. 
HI In one neighbothood atone. Mn. HI 
MhcheU repbced approximately fnre 
hundred of HI thirtyHhree hundred bins 
to one year. And toe m empbasiza thu 
more bias are wasted because rome HI 
people (ton't paitidpare at aU, even 
tlunigh toey HI received a hiiL 
IIOI On a natioial basis, toe maiority of 
nn rcsldeim use ptastic bags for.trash 
coUectton atd 1121 dispoaL 
II3I Even though residems wiU be buying 
IMI two diffOem typa of trash bags, 
toey wtm't be nsi generating any more 
tnuh. b's iun that rome of IMI toe bap 
toey boy wiU now be blue. 
IIT) Ow oqieriaice has shown w that 
IIS) recycUng piugriiro are only success-
fd if toey mea itSi toe neetb of toe 
parucipams. 

Ill And m thb ttay and age of budga 121 
deficits, recycling prograiu mun abo 
ininiiiiiee coa 01 ro toe munidpalinr. 
HI Programs need ro be designed fbr toe 
HI tong term as a pan of. toe cotnplae 
wUd waste HI system. 
|7| For toese tearou, we beUeve that HI 
the bagbased recycling syaem a a prac
tical HI rolwton. 
IIOI Thank you very much, 
un (APPLAUSE) 
1121 MR. GREENE: Ms. Hohbe-Lovv. you 
1131 menttoned that yow company has 
coiduaed a survey? 
IMI HS. HOBBE-LOW: Ya. 
1131 MR. GREENE: Can you give us a 
copy. 11*1 g a m a copy? 
1171 HS. HOBBE-LOW: Ya. I caa. 
IMI MR. GREENE: Dd that todude any 
of 1191 toe commuiutia to Illinou. which 
aresubwtan 
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111 con imwi i t i a? 

121 MS. HOBBE-LOW: b was a nauonal 131 
survey, bw I do nm beUeve it. I wodd 
have u HI fiid ow whe re -
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ISI MR. GREENE: There are a number of 
Ml subuifaan i niiniiiiniilri thn are using 
toe blue bm m program, subwta of 
Chicago. 
HI MS. HOBBE-LOW. No, this surrey 
was m done about tsrec yean ago. 
IIOI MR. GREENE: Three yean ago? 
nn MS. HOBBE-LOW: Ya . 
1121 Ma GREENE: Okay. Has toere been 
1131 anv follow up ro comaa toose com-
mwuties where the IMI blue bm has 
been to operatton for toe tast couple nsi 
of yean? 
IMI Because n s bdy been the last two 
1171 orihiec yean that nany of the sub-
wtan communibes iisi to Chicago, as 
weU as o t o a d b ^ . have initiated iisi a 
blue bm progrant 
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111 Have you done any foUow up ro 
check 121 ro sec if people are pleased 
wito toe blue bto I3i progiams? 
141 MS. HOBBE-LOW: No. we have nm. 
131 We ve been doing research on toe bag 
program HI basicaUy. 
m MR. GREENE: Inieimsof— 
HI MS. HOBBE-LOW: When we fim. 
can 1 HI iun nake one eommem? 
IIOI MR. GREEN: Sure. 
n 11 MS. HOBBE-LOW: When Fust 
Brands nil fun decided to gn toto toe 
recycling arena, ow ii3i first reacuon 
was, why don t wc go ow and buy a IMI 
bw company? 
1131 Bw after WT did toe researeh and got 
IMI responses from consumers, we 
dedded that baies i n reaUy were an 
alternative that should be considered 
IMI and that they did provide wme 
econonuc advantages ii9i ro toe com 
munirv'. 

in toe daim t h n panidpatton leveb are 
very high. 
121 Do you have any (tao ftom existing D) 
blue t a p synems that you can provide 
tou HI Comminee ro (tocumem toe par-
bdpabon level' 
131 MS. HOBBE-LOW: Ya, We have 
rome HI informatton froni, we had coo-
duaed a ten abow tvro m yean ago to 
Dattoury, Connecbcw and we have— 
HI MR. GREENE: Whn community? 
HI MS. HOBBE-LOW: (conbnumg) — 
IIOI infonnatton ftom thaL 
un HR. GREENE: Bw you haven't been 
1121 foUowing toe o t h a communities 
where toe blue bag 11)1 system has been, 
been to effea fora while? 
iMiMS.H0BBE4.0W: WeU we've been 
1131 foUowing toem. We jun haven't (tone 
comprehensive IMI research to each one 
of toose. 
1171 HR. GREENE: No addittond dan on 
•HI panidpation leveb to those com-

III HR. GREENE: to terms of HI par-
tidpation leveb. have you. I know. 1 un-
dentand i3i toe blue bag program has 
been tncd. 
Ml k a bcwR trifd to a couple of HI 
suburbs ui Chicago, at lean two by BFI. 
Have you HI checked toe partidpauon 
leveb in those Pi fommwiities? 
HI HS. HOBBE-LOW: Those programs 
are HI due to btfdg witoto toe next 
month.They have not uoi snncd. 
nil MR. GREENE: k's my undetsandmg 
nil toey are underway now.That toey're 
aauaUy bemg 
IMI MS. HOBBE-LOW: I'm nm tandtai 
wito IMI toem. 
IMI HR. GREENE: Okay. 
II7I MS. HOBBE-LOW: They are not 
programs noi that weve been mvohred 
wito. 
1191 MR. GREENE: Okay Because you 
made •• 
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1191 MS. HOBBE-LOW: I can g g toe 

Paga 46 
III informatton for you. 
121 HR. GREENE: In toe caise of Denvet, 
131 toey re testing toe blue bag.co-ooUec-
tton synem' 
HI HS. HOBBE-LOW: They re domga HI 
o<oUectton tea. 
HI HR. GREENE: And are toey testing 
rwo n or toree otoer tnetoods. as well? 
HI HS. HOBBE-LOW: They re testing a 
HI toree-bin option, toey are testing co-
coUeaed noi bap. toey are testiiig blue 
bap that are twt nn ctxoUeaed and 
toeu co-coUcaed bap are used m iiti a 
number of different scenarios. 
1131 They ve got toree or fow different 
INI coUcnwn synems. one of which a 
fuUy awomated. iisi then they have 
rome senu-awoinated and toey are iisi 
lesttog toem m aU of toose. 
i n HR. GREENE: Do you know how 
long IMI toe V are gomg to condua toese 
test programs' 
IMI MS. HOBBE-LOW: The test a 

Paga 47 

111 schedded. toe test began to July and 
n s schedded ui to go torough Decem-
ba. 
131 HR. GREENE: Okay, to teims of toe 
Ml Houston program, you menttoned 
that one ol toe. ni romebody from toe 
recycling conununity.^ 
HI HS. HOBBE-LOW: Maigam 
.MncheU. 
n HR. GREENE: (conttoutog) — was 
very HI supponive of the program 
HI US. HOBBE-LOW: Yes. 

IIOI UR. GREENE: Do you know if Hou»-
ttm. un to fao. a going ro. punue the 
blue hag progiaia' 
lui MR. HOBBE-LOW: The Hounon 
program iisi is siiU up to toe air. They 
have tun made an lui offictal decision 
yei-
1131 MR. GREENE: Okay Thank you. 
•Ml CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. 1171 David Derosa? 
IMI MR. DEROSA: Hi. My name is Dave 
1191 Derosa. 

PagaM 

in I've noticed that ro tar you've ody ni 
bad questwu for the people that sup-
potted the blue DI bag system. 
HI I'm not msiniaimg that you're isi 
favoring them, k's jun that there's 
probably a HI letatively snaU numba of 
people who (to suppon iL 
m I bve (town to Wicka Paik. right m 

next ro toe plastia drop off. There's a 
taige HI dun^a t a that aUows you to 
drop off ptastic tode. 
ua I hiave mixed foelings abow plastic 
llll recyding because I (tont Uke ro see. 
I mean, lui there's a ptayground right 
next ro k made out of usi wood and it 
would be sad ro see k made ow of Ii4i 
ptastic to ttae fiiture. 
1131 Bw as tong as toe plastic a theie. iisi 
I supptne k's a rclabvely good use ft>r it. 
ii7) What concerns nw is thn toere's no 
I HI sign on toe dunqn ta telling people 
wliat goes toiLim If you (ton't know the 
system otisg. peopte dim't 
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111 really know ro pm plastic to k.People 
who assume m k'sa dumpnetof course, 
pw gtass. metaL paper. Dl trash anything 
inro it. 
HI I would assiimr k's probably pretty isi 
easy to g a toe plastic oiit.and very often 
toe HI metal amies ow very easily.Somc-
one WiU lummage 17) throiiigh k and take 
k mn and take k ro a ai recycling com
pany 
HI But. of coutse. aU tbe p a p a a iioi 
ruined by toe firod waae and whatnot 
that goes to 11 n and a tot of toe glass gets 
broken and aU toe tizi cotois g a mixed. 
II3I So to o t h a words tha a a really n o 
good anatogy ro a blue bag. except you 
going ro be 115) putting k inro a big truck 
they crushes nail iisi u g e t o a a n d mixes 
it with aU rore of waae that im people 
(ton't notnally have wito them to tbe 
paiks: usi like coffee grounds and aU 
sons of o t o a messy ii9i things. 
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Ul Ami of oottise. this a going ro ra 
decrease the vahie of thdr recyctables. 
nm the oi metd which they dways 
manage n g a om because h HI very 
valiable. bw with die p a p a and aU the 
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gtass. HI and an the color b mixed and 
it s basicaUy m worthless. 

m Thn 's bow I fod abow toe bUic bag 
HI syitem. 1 to*nk h's baacdly vwtotess. 

HI (APPLAUSE) 
IIOI When I menttoned the taa din toere | 
iinwamtangnbytoedumpsta.lthink 1 
dating toe 1121 pubUc and educating toe I 
pubUc as to why recyding 1131 is going | 
on. and why k's valuable ro have thinp \ 
nil separated mto component nateriab, , 
componem colon nsi aid what nm. 
IMI As romeone has mentioned very weU 
d IITI tlus sumnaiy, numba one, to toe 
summary of toe IMI roUd waste matage
ment pttignm. rounds great: iivt puUing 
owatotof toetrdytedcmaterab. 
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111 paum and mowr oUs and what iwt. 
Ill Of coune, trusting Amoco to (to toe 
131 motor bU recycbng u questionable, 
iuK on my MI pan. bw I don't know if 
an>-one eUe has offered to ni do it yet. 
MI Bui of coinse witoow toe pubbc rri 
educated as to wby they need to 
separate tob m natemi, toey wiU iua 
torow it aU m a big bm HI or torow n aU 
in a trash bag. ptawc trash bag of 1101 
course, and toose who make toem tomk 
nsag rean i i dea . 

112; 1 thuik toe i d a that we'U do aU 1131 
the woil for you a one dut a tonately 
appealing IMI ro toe Amencan people. ; 
113! You know, you see toae a n i d a to 
I Ml the Trib orthe Sun-Tunes abow rome 
machine the vve i n buih down m Alsip 
that « going tb (to aU the 1 MI recycbng for 
>-oo 
IMI Of course yt>u loose a tot of it and-

7a 
III mav end up using the glan ro do 
ihin|» like pave 111 roads and what nm. 
because they can t ponibly make t3i b « -
iles o w of it anymore. 
i4i The i d a that rometoing b reaUy ni 
reci-cled in terms of conung aU toe way 
around to HI wbere n s n n e d by bemg 
made hack uno toe same PI c o n a i n a . 
HI U Clad could aauaUy make plastic m ' 
b a p ow of recycled ptastic. I'd be reaUy 
IIOI impreued . but then they really . 
wouldn I be able to iiii boast abow how 1 
strong toey are. 

nil What Id Uke to see a a pubbc m 1131 
thu ciix- and this mcludes toe Spanish-
speakmg IMI pubbc. and aU toe o t o a 
segments of toe pubbc IMI that usually 
g n totaUy left ow of toese programs IMI 
where toev aren t even gomg to do any 
son of cuib 1171 sde . toey'U iua do drop 
off c e m e n or whamot. IMI educated as 
ro why recyding u to toeir mterest. 
1191 And yyhen I n y m toeu mterest. I 
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Ul d o n t hat mean t a x a right now, be
cause thn ' s w h n to you aU are tookkig 
a a, tot's keep toe con down DI now, 
a id we'U aea te son of a crisu mentattiy 
and HI toen of courte people wiu be 
wanting d d n e r a t o n ni d toe fwure o t 
wanniig tome landfiUs. 
HI If people's inteien are defined ro n 
include clean air a td dean w a t a a i d 
people have to HI be nught why we 
need w start recycling now, before i9i 
the landfill space rutu out in the 
Chieagotaid area. 11011 think toey'U Stan 
nHuQfiv CBC COBDCCOOOt 

nn EspedaUy if toey teaUK t h n we're 
1121 nm godg ro be able ro ship k ro toe 
third woittL 1131 or down to Amatct ia m 
htaa k k m space, or aU IMI toe o t o a 
idWtic t h u i p t h n people who haven't 
1131 reaUy tooked n the d t t i c a d a of die 
problem are IMI apt ro suggest 
1171 Going back ro toe d m of buUdtog a 
IISI crista meiitaUty, I think t h u consisa 
of s tot ef 1191 th inp . T h n consisa of 
teUing people w h n toe 
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111 problems sre wuhew eva rcaUy let
ting them know BI what aU the akesiia-
ova are. whn rohdom might Dl be. the 
directioa k Aught Ue in. . , 

HI AU the progtams thn have woiked HI 
reaUy weU. Uke smaU recydets. Uptown 
aad toe HI rerource ceme&are iim seen 
thn somethmg thn m 9riu g a poqile 
imcrested ta recycUng w k can be HI 
bought ow and taken ova by a com-
pan)' Uke Wane m Management, knovra 
criminals, or BFI or o toa im compania 
l eaw. 

•ill And of cowsconce toe recycUngiw 
taUs Uirough. beause thu blue bag sys
tem will nm nil be woilcable and those 
who have sa n up tcaUy know iMithat. 
then we're gimig be. tooking m toe Ai-
ttire to IMI tvhetha wc warn to stan 
opemng new mcUienton. IMI retrofit-
tuig the o n a «ve gm. maybe buUddg IITI 
tandfilb. 

IMI At lean, if toe d a ef aking toe iioi 
toxia ow actuaUy wotks. toen at lean 

«s 
III people won't be u scared of laiulfUb 
which, as had to as toey are, and I've 
lived near toem and wotked at DI o n e . n 
leas gnre you maybe I O L twenty yean 
umU HI toeroxiahn yow ground w a t a . 
131 Wito uicineraton.of cowse.k's d HI 
yow au immedately. h's b e d g tooved 
down y o w tn l imp . 
HI And of cowse.indttenuon tend to ai 
get si ted where people were t he 
piwrea and toe iioi lean educated. And 
unfonunatdy. to rome enen t . un be
cause toey're l en aware of toe issiioi, 
toey often 1121 tend ro oust toe pubUc 
otBcab t int are 1131 supposedy dedd-

iag t h i n p t h a sre to tfaebben IMI u n a -
est . ;• • . . • • 

list So please re-examine toe program 
IIS) The blue bag system WiU not woil:. L 
tt were 117) picked up to a separate tnick 
at lean toere might IMI be a slighi 
chance k vrould wotk. I'd l a t o a not 119 
see k done ta ptastic. 

. : : : . , . , ^ / . . , • PagaSS 

ID I (ton't sec why o w c h o i c a dways 12 
come down to putting n to ptastic b a p 
or plastic 01 b d s . I'd m t h a p w toem in 
w m e son of separate MI conta ina that 
were naybe tmde o w of a reiaable, is 
say metal bins. I know that toere were 
probletm with Hi toem ta toe pan..;: 
|7) Aad when you Stan thinking abow n 
whn ' s s tong term profiable. which 
really w h n HI eooiwmicandeootogy are 
boto about: taking taro u a accowit toe 
hidden costs and toe o n a ton toe in 
(jiporatitim d o n t wam ro tace up to . 

1121 Thank you. ̂ ^ 
1131 (APPLAUSE) 

IMI MR. HARRINGTON: The drop box 
ytni iifi were talking abtnit. was t la t tor 
drop box thas't lisi tocaud ta a Paik 
D b n i a fadhty? 
i n MR. DEROSA: Y a . 

IHI MR. HARRINGTON: Okay, w ton's 
toe 1191 Paifc Distria p las t ia — ; 

S7 

III MR. DEROSA: P l a a i a , y a J t o d toe 12 

131 MR. HARRINGTON: W h n patk was it 

in? •-•:••.. 

HI MR. DEROSA: h's to W i c k a Padc. 

HI NBt. HARRINGTON: WtokaParic? 

HI MR. DEROSA: Yd). 

l7iMR.HARRINGTO^:'rhaiikyou. -

HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Michad 
HiWassatnan? 
11M MR. WASSERMAN: HeUo My name 
a iiiiMUce Wasserman. ., 
ua I'm private dtiaen. I Uve ta Eaa 1131 
Andenonville.rmspeaking on behalf of 
my wife IMI and my son. and myself, 
iiti I'd Uke to thank the memben of toe 
I Ifl Committee whose taken-toe time ro 
serve tlus pan 1171 year. I know yow time 
b vduable and yow ini collective in
sights are g o d g to help unprove toe 1191 
ptan t h n you've submmed. u lean at 
t h b poim. . . . 

•:..•.•• •• -ij . ; ; . • - • • • . . ,: Pagaia 

Ul I had the privilege of heartog, of 121 
attendtog the pubUc totake session to 
June.lDi heard seveid o t h a memben 
of toe cemmunky speak HI show thu 
progiam I understood thn toe purpose 
HI of thn inake bearing was ro consida ; 
toe optotom ai of the community. 
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17) If I recaU correctly, twt a single w 
person who spoke n thn voy lengtliy 
sesston spoke m to favor of toe blue bag. 
110) That having occmredL I was a bk un 
swprised when I reid this plan and toe 
only 1121 recychng that was leaUy advo-
catod by the plan is Ii3i the blue bag. 
IM) k seems to tne. af ta teviewing thb 
1131 a couple of times, that this seeks 
merely to IMI "««""•" toe sratus quo. 
IITI WhUe n speaks abow recycUiig.k IMI 
seetm to pronwte more todneration 
and more im landfiU. k's toe same bum 
and bury. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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III Now approximaidy a hundred yean 
121 ago. thb dty was confronud wito a 
wane oi matagemem a isb . And ratoa 
than nainrain toe MI status qiw. people 
to power at that time IkeraUy isi levetsed 
the flow of toe waste stream. 
HI They turned toe n v a around ro ttat 
m it wodd ftow out of toe take. We ftom 
Chicago Uke HI to brag abow the bcitig 
a city that wotks. a dty iiei 9 that maka 
no sinaU ptatu.That's an un engtoeenng 
achievement that we stiU like ro feel lui 
proud of. 
IISI Thu ptan cannot be compared ro 
what 1141 toey.tod a hundred yean ago. 
And I toink tliat s i isi very disappointing. 
1161 The blue bag program, you've heard 
1171 it s cnucs speak abow k nany tuna 
and you dont IM. need me repeat to 
(ntidsms. I'U be very bnd. 
1191 There are no incenn\-es to toe public 
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111 to go out and purchase toese blue 
bap . When >T>U UI torow k to the gar
bage wuh ct-crytoing else, ui toere s no 
way to know that n's aauaUy being HI 
recycled or reprocessed. 
1̂1 k seems to me if you leaUy want ro HI 
reduce toe amoum of waste being put 
into the waste n nrcam.that you wodd 
have Mine type of HI volume-based iit-
cemn-a. 
HI That if people want to torow ow a noi 
lot of gattnge. ai least id toem be toe 
ones that nn pay for n. 
1121 (PAUSE) 
II3I k seetm to me that askuig Streets IMI 
aid Sannatwn woiken to sn at a recy
cling 1131 tacility and wit torough pr-
bage. obviously poses a iiei health 
hazard to those taibviduab. 
J n And 1 don t see why toey would have 
iiai wcemive to (to a good job. pulling 
ow toe IMI newspaper or pulling out toe 
glass or whatever else 
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III they are going ro be able ro recovu. 
121 for toe people wtao are aauaUy going 
131 tb proceu these materiab. I (to twt 
undcrstaid what MI tocentive a com-

pany such as Wasre Managemem has n 
Ol coUea a fee of ten (toltan a tim of 
whatever ta it n for the recyded 
nateriab. when toey can bold euro 17) k 
for ninety (tays aad toen i»"Hwn t̂ a«H 
coUea ai a fee thn's nany timm more 
than toe recyded fee. 
HI Why a a coaqnny Uke Waste iwi 
Managemem gomg ro go atong 9vito 
recycling, when un toey can taniifiU k at 
a greater profu for their 1121 srock-
holden? 
1131 Now I know k's twt tbe role of thb 
1141 Coinmittee ro answer questwu n 
thu panicutar iisi hearing. I'm cutwus 
how nany of the Committee iisi mem
ben Uve near the iwnhwen indneiaror 
or any 117) toe o t o a dty incinaator sites. 
IISI I'm curious whetoer the Conimittee 
has 1191 consdeied the heahh hazartb 
posed by toe poUwann 
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111 taced imo toe air and by toe highly 
toxic ash. 121 which would stiU have » 
be tandfiUed. 
131 You have an opportunity ro g a toe HI 
people of thb conimumty involved ta 
recyding.ni We're here.You can teU thn 
we warn to be HI involved ta thb. 

! |7) And ftom whn I've seen ro faivtoe m 
I otdy people that are a(hrt>aning toe blue 
I bag are m cmnpamm thu nanutacnire 
; plastic b a p and wam a uoi piece of toe 
I action. 
I III) I hope thn you conskla toe words 
! )i2) ftom toe June hearing. You consida 
I what people are iisi mytog uxtay. be

cause we (to iwt wam toe blue bag. IM) 
«ve wiU twt partidpate ta k and k's twt 
going to ) Ml addien our n e o b o v a toe 
Item twenty yean. 
IM) Thank you. 
)i7) (APPLAUSE) 
I Ml CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. 1191 Lan Ctagery? • 

Pagaes 

III MR. GINGERY: Thank you Las 
Gingery. Hi. good 121 evening. 

: mMyiumeBLanCtogeryandl'maHi 
resdent of toe 3Sto Ward. 

: )3i I've seen a tot of press recently to HI 
various medu and they talk abom 
Chicago, you know, |T) is Chicago a 
world d a n cny? And 1 think that s. m you 

. know,k'sanapproptuteqiiestton.espe-
: daUy HI based upon toe iuue tbat sve 

have before us to(tay 
1101 And I reaUy. reaUy vvam to beUeve un 
to toe gcwd wienttons and judgmems of 

• myeleaediuioflidabandtheirappoin-
, t e a . I reaUy wam ro 1131 beUevc to that 
I I Ml I have, howeva. been roiely iisi dis-
{ appotated aid k seetm like on a weekly 
: basis, iisi toe disappomtment of the 
' week. 

1171 Cms to the CTA service, you know, 
n USI the expense of wotking foUcs at 
toe same time the uoi dicutator a g a 
ting bulk. The Con £d ftanchisc 
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in agreement, you know, toe White Sox. 
you know wiiat (to 12] you wam? 
Dl And. Chicago's Solid Waste Manage
mem HI Plan a to toe same league as 
toese aforememtoned HI tiavesiies.Tbe 
minor league. 
H) (APPLAUSE) 

tn Nm a single, nm one. that I have m 
been abte ro obtain, nm a singto progres
sive m thought seems ro have gone inro 
the ptanning tor the 1101 future of solid 
waste reductitm to Chicago. I can't 1111 
seeiL 
1121 You know k's. k seems as though tbe 
1131 dty of broad shoulden wiU aron be 
know as the no dty of knuckleheads. 
1131 Asd I'm iust. I'm tired of that, this 1 it) 
a a wondetftd dty and I wam ro keep n 
thn way. 
117) Now the o t h a thing that I (ton't g a 
IISI is. I haven't heard one wotd describ-
ing any pusiute 
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in benefit of tba ptan. nm tme.: 
121 No one with any crediiability m sty Dl 
ndghbottrood a hocking thu ptan. And 
tny. you HI know, as my paljohn Sanders 
says, "What pan of iw »i (ton't you tin-
demand?* 
HI Okay, here is toe deaLThere's m three 
things that are foully wrong wi th 
Chicago m Solid Wane Matugeinem 
Plan. 
19) One. a encoiuaga indneiatwn: rwo. 
IU) blue bag shows a totaUy tack of crea
tive viston; un atul three, the system 
leaves tbe ordinary ciriten lui om of the 
toop. 
mi Okay, I'U. l a me digren a Uttle IMI bn 
on those. Ratha than, you know, when 
you're iisi taUcing abow waste ro oietgy. 
k's tu t waste ro iisi eneigy. that ttasb ro 
toxics. 
117) And indnaattota a toe number one 
lui wurce cinTcmly incicasuig tbe pcr-
sistem toxic mi p o i w u to ttae Great 
1 aif̂ « Basto. 

Pagaee 
111 There's tw. you know, ro tacmentron 
121 a baiL Indnetatron is bod. Gen that? 
Okay. 
Dl Okay, todneiatton undermines MI ex
isting and future recycling and waate 
teductton ni effoiu by teqinting most of 
toe ben matetid for HI recyding n fuel. 
tn Okay, to tbe end. tme siiU needs t o ni 
consider the ash. which a ofton highly 
tmtic. which i9i is. youkntrw. created 
during the indnetatton ua proceas ttaat 
needs ro be i»̂ HffHy{j 
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lilt Okay, rm sure you've heard thb 
sniflnz beftire. k run needs ro be pw d 
III) toe pubUc record. 
IMI Okay, blu« bag recychng. b was IMI 
proposetLk seetm ro men was probably 
proposed iisi because it seems wme-
what muiuane and twrirri particiUarly 
imemiptive of ow consuma onemed 
nil lifestyle. 
IHI You know, it's just not, you know, 

Pag*S7 
111 not too tatemiptive, we can stiU 
watch reruns of 121 Three s Company and 
take ow tooroxene. wc don't ni have w 
worry abow this. 
HI We wouldn't want, you know, we 
really HI wouldn't want to upset 
anybody wito red actton. now HI wodd 
we? 
n Okay, and toen I don't need to repat 
HI again aU toe rcasom why toe blue 
bap cannot. wiU HI not. and toodd not 
wotk. 
IIOI I'U sunpty say that I wiU not nn 
paracipate and will uige otoen ro fol
low twt. 
1121 (APPLAUSE) 
1131 Chicago's SoUd Wane Managemem 
Ptan 1141 u daigned to take otthnary 
citizem ow of toe IMI decuwn tnakmg 
and mterials handdg loop and IMI 
reptace them wnh tatge capital, and I 
might add in ampaign doUar. nch cor
porations such as Bronc IMI Farris. 
Wheel Abrader. Excel, and those known 
1191 cnnunaU ow d Oak Brook. You 
know m-tio toey are. 

[ PagaSS 
111 Waste Ntanagement. tocotporated. 
121 h's abo clear w me that toe Cny 131 of 
Chicago doa not trust its dtnens to be 
able to 141 parunpate to a creatrve syaem 
of reducuon. reuse isi and recycling. 
161 And has chosen insiad to use toe n 
capital intensive wlutwu of incuien
uon and blue ni bag. 
HI AIM. significant evdence toows dai 
IIOI labor imemive recycling dcreasa 
emptoyTnem and nirreduca aptni re-
quiremeni. 
1121 FinaUy. I wito u leave you with a 1131 
toouftot. Shodd thu ptan be adopted, 
eitoer in IHI pan or w whote.and when 
It taib m rwo or toree nsi yean and foUcs 
have torown up toeu hands and u d . IMI 
"WeU. we tncd." 
i n Don't you dire, don't you (tare come 
IMI to me 9vito anytoing but yow lenen 
of resignatdn. 
IMI I wiu not cooperate wito tob ptan 
• • PagaSS 
111 and will do everytowg ta my power 
to subven k. 
121 Thank you. ." 

D) (APPLAUSE) 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Dl Bokko Jau? 
HI MR, JANS: Rokko Jans, reptesetdng 
rn Ravenswood Manor liupiuit itirni A^ 
sodanon. 
HI I have been asked, by wadmous vote 
m of toe Ravenswtwd Manor Imprave-
mem Asrodanon iioi t o u i . w speak ta 
oppositwn ro toe City's rwcnty nn year 
roUd wane nanagemem draft plan, 
which bas 1121 indnenmon and toe blue 
bag ptan at its core. 
1131 And I speak formy entire community. 
•Ml For we have poUed in memben and 
toey are dead t a IMI agdiut tha plan. 
IMI Wkh thb plan, toe dty bshkking 117) 
its duty. LandfiUs snd mctaeraron (to nw 
Mive IMI toe gaitage problem They 
shift toe problem, toey iisi sunply trans-. 
fg toxic natenals imo ow ground 
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III I wata and atmosphere. 
121 Therefore.owBoardlus unaniitwusly 
Dl vmed ro suppon the ahemue plan, 
known as Plan MI n. drafted by taw mdn-
bcn of toe Cniiem Advisory isi Coniim-
tec. 
HI Thb ptan addressa issua tbat toe m 
city's draft ptan ignores. It induda 
specific m recommendatwu for rource 
reducuon. resdential HI atd commer
cal rource separatKm recycUng and a 
IIOI moratorium on indneration. 
nil Souice reduction a a nep UMvard a 

>ii2i garbage rolutwn. Bw toe dty ap-
p a n ro give it 1131 Utile weight, for h 
proiects no change in prbage 1141 
amounu ova us twenty year ptan. 
IMI Many dues are usdg volume based 
IM; Bibage fea. for example. I throw 
awav atanoa in notodg. Wby toouU I 
pav the nme as a waaeftd IMI taxpaya 
wiw bva nen door? 
11*1 Or niswg packaging ddiign 
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III sandards. Why an ' i wastefd packag
ing be reduced 121 or toe cost of disposal 
tanored wto the price of ui gcwib? 
141 Advanca m composting technique 
are HI needed uw. And ctearty. effective 
ictidemal and HI abo commerdal and 
high rise Muree separation m recyding 
progtams are indispensable, aid Ptan 0 
HI deals mto ihem. . 
HI In comran. toe blue bag ptan 1101 
disreprds stxry-rwo pereent of toe city's 
wane nn stream and vrodd tnwgle toeir 
recyctabia it does 1121 coUen wito gw-
bage. reducing toeir naikenbUity. 
nil Building mdu-miUton (toUar roning 
1141 tacibua wodd comnm toe dty to a 
long term IMI mistake. These are aU is
sua tlut Ptan n deab IMI wnh bena 
than toe Ciry's draft plan. 

117) Ow neighbotoood b (amiUar wito 
toe IISI benefia of a weU nm recycUng 
program, iisi Ravenswood Manor u 
proud of ig alley pick up, 
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III wurce separation recycling program 
wito ova ninety ni percent voluiuar>' 
parndpatwiL 
Dl We feel we've been a modd for toe HI 
city aid we are unwilling ro take a nep 
badrwanb, HI by tlirowing ow recyd
abla ta wito ow gaitnge. 
HI Lan June, ray neighboihocd Board r 
asked me w speak ta opposition ro toe 
blue bag ptan HI at toe prevwus intake 
hearing. 
m Ofthe thiityotie citizens wtw spoke 
UOI u thn hearing, twt one was d tavor 
of thu plan. 
nil Yet. k seems ow testimony was not 
1121 nken settoialy. Dd wc fbcus too 
much oa im recycling, igtwring otoei 
aspeca of solid wasK IMI ptanning? 
1131 Well ow successfd gran rooa IM 
expesimem has made ta escpens ta recy-
clliig.And I tm submh thn toe City bas . 
twt focused (to recycling ini etwugb. 
1191 Or bea tae simie of la are ftom 

PagaTS 

III Ravenswiwd Manor and o toa neigh-
borhootb serviced by izi not-fbt̂ profit 
recycUng eoapsaies? Was ow DI tes
timony discounted because rome con-
fUa of Ml intereR was sensed* 
131 Thb would disron toe Cia thn we HI 
ooUected hundreds of signatures askdg 
Uptown m RecycUng ro come imo ow 
neighbotoood. because toe m city had 
no recycling ptan of in own. 
HI Yes. we are pleased wito toe iolb 1101 
town has done, bw if toe City can pro
vide a progtam un u a as giwd or bener. 
wc WiU have abrolwely iw 1121 obiec-

1131 to sumnary. I speak tob evening on 
IMI behalf of my cononunity apinn toe 
blue bag plan, iisi and potot othct 
dcfidendaof toe City's draft tisi ptan. 
117) Such as in leUance on indnentton 
IH) aad tack of emphasa on roiuce 
reduciwa. I've im spoken ta tavor of 
Plan 0. a more practical 
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in appitach w ow gaitaage problem. 
121 The public b againn toe City's DI ptan. 
For K codd s a m back for yean ro 
come. Ml And by reducing our quabty of 
Ufe and'unpair ow ni fwure as a viable 
community. 
HI Peitaps mir testinwny tan June w u 
m ignored. Please listen ro yow citizem 
tonighL 
HI Thank vou. 
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m (APPLAUSE) 
nm CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. un Maryann Biamtoa' 
1121 MS. BRANDON: I'm Mary Ann Bsm-
don.a 1131 recycling citizen. 
IMI I am for finding 9vays to taoease iisi 
waste reductton and aU for recyding. I 
leaUy IMI beUevc k's a m a a a of making 
everyone nwre aware m and program
ming owselva. 
IISI b's not hard once you gn a synem 
1191 staned. b a ludicrous to beUeve thn 
toe • 
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111 rehabbmg of the rwenty year o d 
iwrtowest 121 todneraror wiU rohrc toe 
pollution control, k I3i 9viU still leave us 
wnh toe ash ro dispose of and HI tandfiU. 
131 And toere wiU. atid where wiU toese 
161 tandfiUs be. and to «vhosc neighbor
hoods? 
m Blue baggtog is anotoa taughable ni 
iuue entirely. There a no sure learon to 
beUeve HI ronieone a going ro roit ow 
recyclables once they 1101 have been 
coUeaed wito toe icgutar garbage, 
nil AU ow efforo wiU be gone ro wane 
1121 nw. Keeping recydabla dean wiU 
make toese 1131 items maiketabie. 
IMI If toe City follows torough wito toe 
1131 new rules and fines, like ta doUan. 
fina toe one IMI to fow uiw bdlddgs 
for non-compbancc. everyone ii7i wiU 
g a toe system m o r d a swifdy. 
iisi Thb abo goes for yard wane, which 
1191 toe City cominua to coUen along 
wito gatbage in 
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111 rome areas. 
1211 have seen people pw toeir yard 131 
wane into the gattnge cam.and I'm sure 
that toere MI IS no cnatton for tob infrac
tion. 
131 We don't need nwre tactaeraton or 
HI tandfilb We need to educate toe 
citizens to make n toem comply. Teach 
foUcs that if they need or ni tosui on 
puichaswR nems over packaged, k b HI 
toeu obUgauon to recyde. 
not So let Solid Waste Management 
Review llll Comnunee come up wnh a 
ptan that makes toe. meets 1121 toe neetb 
of toe City and u feasible and wotirable 
1131 to ns cituens. 
IMI Take a good took at toe o t o a cities 
1131 that have workable recycling 
prograim and implement iisi and es-

-^pound and adopt them. 
'jiTi A tot of answen are already ow iisi 

toere, iun execwe toem. 
1191 Thank you. 
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III (APPLAUSE) 
121CHAIRHAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. 151 Ken Dunn? _^_ • 

I HI UR. DUNN: Good eventog. I'm DI 
I DirectmoftocRerourcieCemaandrd 
I like row thank ytmaU fbr spending the 

year doing thu wtnk m and pitxtaidng a 
I ptan that toows the enoimity of toe ai 
I problem we foce. 
> HI k's basicaUy millions of rom. 11101 (to 
! disagree, as others do, abow the recy

cUng un technotogy that seetm ro be 
pan of toe plan. 

I IIZI La me focus my remaiks ro a usefd 
I iisi table you have on Page 213, Table 
: Five. It shows, IMI what are possihiHtia 
I of disposing of toe waste? 
I 1131 And a ftwowtero ttaat table mentiom 
I IWI that a hundred and ninety-two 
I thontanri mm of tm recycling capacity 
! wiU be unused because ofthe lai ctiy's 
I choice of recyding technology. 
j 1191 And thb. of course, is unnecessary 
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. II) wito the diffeiem technotogy we 

could utiUzc. ow 12) toed tnaifca who 
would use materials. ooUectiva. 
Dl So I commend you fbr discovering or 
HI pcdittog o w thn toe blue bag WiU nm 
fuUy m utilize ili^wsd capadiy wbhto 
toe area of HI recycUng ro in ftillest. 
n The dung I wam ro mention is thn I 
HI believe toe blue bag was chosen nwn-
ly because of HI in alleged lessa cost. 
UOI There has been diBgieemem on toe 
llll budgets put forward. My own 
a m h m a thn kit 1121 o a t abow toe 
same as toe blue bag or blue box iisi 
piogram thn we presently run. 
IMI Bw now is iwt toe time ro debate iisi 
that.The imemttog taa that I bring here 
tottay IMI a over toe past year, hearing 
toe citia and m citizeiis and aU of our 
mtetcn to keeping ctat lai down, toe 
resource center has developed an 
auronated nai coUeciwn system and k's 
now in operatwn. 
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111 Aid we re getting private households, 
111 like many of toe people you hear 

.testifying here, ro ui sign up on todr 
0«im for the quality of service toey HI 
wam. 
131 And it operata va truck, which HI 
maka one nop m each alley, picking up 
a snaU n nairow container thn a awo-
maticaUy upped toto at the truck which 
has toe separate comainen. 
HI And tou. I toink. meets our needs uoi 
wito keeping ow con down atd meen 
toe resdents' iiii neetb of making sure 
that ever)- nem toey separate un for 
recycUng keeps clean and separate aU 
toe way 1131 to toe end use w that k g a s 
renanutaawed toto IMI a new piodua. 
1131 Our cosn w br. what ave're charging 
IMI IB. areas that are stibscribtog ro our 
service i n independently, a abow one 
toird what toe blue box 1 isi system cosn. 

un My suqncton a. when we g a u p to 

ao 
ID higher volumes of the veh ic les 
operating to taiga 121 areas, toe c o n WiU 
be one founh. And there I'm isi sure 
there wiU iwt be any debate of which is 
the HI supettor and tbe lean expensive 
systeflL 
HI And what I'd really urge you to do is 
HI u k e nwre advantage of t b e en
thusiasm you've seen |71 here ronight ftir 
carefd recycUng atd ai environmemal, 
positive environmemal neps. Tbe i9i 
cJTireiu are willing 0 tum themselves 
around. 
UOI They won't be producing tbe mil-
Uons un of Ota tbat we ptoject. because 
we're wilbngro IIZIBke s t qa ro change 
tUngs. Nm (miy by aggressive itsi recy
cling, bw alro by wane reduction and 
reuse. 
IMI So I would memton one tnher thing. 
1131 iun taking atlvantage of toe tocation 
here. There iisi a a recycling she in the 
polking tot iun ro the 117) iwnh of where 
we drove in. 
US) If you have a rhamr tm your way 
out, i») srop and took at that site. It n 
notable ftirnro 
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ID learons. One. k takes nwre inaterial 
than any m h a izi recycling aim around 
and k matken tbemaU DI successfully. 
HI And the m h a tiling, a that k's ttae isi 
mon popular site piobably to tbe s a t e , 
bw I know Ml ftn sure to the City of 
Chicago. 
ni And I think the rearon h's so m 
popular a if k takes aU of toe ttnterials. 
Peopte HI who are really trying ro mini
mise their waste ro ua recyde every
thing possibto. find thdr way ro tbat 1111 
she aad wme of them travel from 
Lakeftom and the iizi c e m a of ttae City 
ro (to that. 
US) So I would urge you n tap inro this 
IM) positive enetgy ttaat citizens arc 
devetoping Ttaey iis) wam ro recyde 
more ffluetiais and ttaey wam ro ii«i 
recyde correcUy and they w a m to 
recyde k iww. 
117) They dtm't wam ro wan eighteen iiai 
months ftir a big plam that needs ro be 
buih that's im twt tpnte sure whether n 
WiU wotk weU or twt. 

P^gaa2 
111 They do know separat ing t h e 
materiab m and keeping them seponte 
aU the way through a a DI good synem. 
Ml It woiin now, and their subscribing isi 
ro our service ro that my suspicion is. if 
you do go HI ahead wnh toe blue bog. 
you'U find one third of m the city, 
eighteen months from now. already 
having Ml the system and theyTl trot use 
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yow bha hag because m toey've gm 
lomediing thn woiks weU fbr toem. 
noi So I shouldn't n y d m I'm toe nn 
inventm sid toe leada of tha son of 
thing, it's 1121 latoal've been dose to toe 
connituena that use ii3i thu recycUng 
ptograms atd otoers. 
IMI I've Unen to toem carefuUy and IMI 
tried to foUow wtut toey've wanted. 
And I'm n« IMI leading a stampede away 
from yow blue bag. I'm \m trying to 
catch up with a public who u snmped-
ing lisi away ftom yow blue bag. 
1191 Thank you. i 

Pagaas 
III (APPLAUSE) i 
121 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Mr. Dunn, i 
Mr. Dl Dunn? 
HI HR. HARRINGTON: Is thu toe Hi ta- i 
fotnatton on toe new synem you have? : 
Or if tou HI isn't h. (to you have any? 
n MR. DUNN: Ya. that's toe ni tafomn- \ 
tion on toe. toe pbmograph at yow left 
is IIOI 9 toe aUey bta. It's rwenty tacha 
iindeepandfotTytachataUandrwelve . 
fea tong. 
1121 ta toe stagle comataa b a separate 
1131 openmg aid companinent for each 
separate material, IMI And toese gaawo-
naocaUy dumped tato toe IMI recycbng , 
truck, much as an EMCO truck empues 
iu IMI bm. 
II7I The bin. bovveva. b iwt as deep ro 
nil as to cause toe obiectwm that toe 
EMCO awomated IMI synem caused. 

Ill CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: How 
many 121 different recydabla are col
leaed Ul tou bin? 
1)1 MR. DUNN: There are five different HI 
companments. One compartmem for 
papa, one for ni cans, aluitunum. neeU 
and bi-menl and one for each HI cotor 
glan. 
n If newspaper were to be. or if ni 
plaroa were ro be wclideiLthey codd 
be either HI put with catu or wuh 
newspapa. bm toe presem iioi synem 
we re operatmg u. we're usuig tob truck 
nil for toe coUectwn of only papen, 
cans and bottia. 
nil CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: How 
long, how 1131 tong have you been ttomg 
tob now? 
1141 MR. DUNN: We've had tob tnick iun 
1131 one monto and we ve jun. weve 
been agiung up IMI people for about 
thn time. 
m And we.have about twenty cus-
totnen w IMI tar atd wme hundreds 
imeiested ta it. So it's a im very popular 
thing, toe separate coUectwn of 
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III recvctabla. ^ 

121 HR. UARTMSEN: Do yon have coa 
Diiutorimikm thn you codd share wito 
us? 
HI HR.DUNN: Yes. Nm ta detaU HI be-
cBiue we've otdy operated toe fim 
monto. bw we HI (to know toere's sig-
nificam tabor ovings ta thn tn toe cot 
leawn vehide doesn't stop u each 
home. HI bw latoa stops once ta each 
aUey. 
HI Now toe. ro thn that one stop iiei 
nady cms down toe tune. Aad toe son
ing u not nn done by toe openwrof toe 
truck ro pw k ta 1121 separate conqnn-
mems. twr a toe toading. toe 1131 toading 
awonatic. 
IMI Bw k wiUza the dtizem' energy iisi 
aad tateten ta separattog toe naterials. 
pwiiiig IMI them ta each of toe separate 
COODS^TOlCfltS* 

1171 So ow running toe truck, we find IISI 
that we re taktag abow tme fowto toe 
time that we 1191 nke when we use a blue 
box svnem. 

Ill And we do (to rome thiny thwimmi 
boma ta toe dty 121 wito toe blue box 
systetiL So we're taraiUar wito 01 that. 
141 Bw ow preUminary resuhs aid toe HI 
time it taka to operate k. k seetm u.k'U 
ctm HI abow one fowto. 
171 As stwn as we have detailed analysis, 
HI I wodd be quite willing to share toem 
wito Streeu HI atd Sanitation ro toey 
codd forward h ro you. 
IIOI And toe tcaUy. toe unique thing nn 
abow tob b k's awomated w thn iwt 
much tabor 1121 expense a toere. h abo 
utiUzes toe energy of 1131 toe citizem 
wiibng to separue and keep things IMI 
csrefuUy span. 
1131 We inittatty toought toere tdght be 
IMI sotne disattvamage ta that, tanead tif 
having «ii7i toeir rear gate, k wodd be 
romeik-here m toeir IHI aUey, bw found 
that toere a popdariiy for that, IHI ta 
that people dont have ro take it ow n 
seven 

Paga ST 

III a.m. on a panicutar ttay. bw toey can 
do n any 121 tune when they're walking 
toe dog or whateva. 
Ill So. n seam ro me that toe 141 paiticipa-
twn wiU be equal or bena than toe blue 
111 box. And tob containa abo has a Ud 
that u ody HI open ta a seem way and 
I don't toink anybcdy wiU m every find 
It. 

HI h weighs eight hundred pouids ro Hi 
that no one can up h ovaro tpiU om toe 
not recyclables. T h e n will be no 
sesvengtag of nn materiab atd spUling 
toe ren sroimd. 
nil So from what we see w far. thb a tisi 
yyhat targe d u g wiU be moving ro. 

IMI We haven't tpwe addressed toe iisi 
problem of areas where toere a tw aUey 
iio There seems no appropriate ptace 
fbr dus container itTi along a curb to stay 
toere pemanently. 
IMI Bw we do wiUze toe.plastic roUtog 
1191 cans Uke toe dty usa for toe gar 
bage.ta 
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in drcumstanca Uke diat. where toey 
have » be moved oi behind a fence or 
tomethtag Uke that, toe five 131 separate 
(olUng cam take toe ptace of thu one MI 
laige can. 
HI HR. GREENE: What kiid of con
taina Ml a bdng used ro coUea toe yard 

171 HR. DUNN: Thb doem't atklren toe 
HI yard waste problem, tha tiuck that 
I've described. 
HI My feeling that a yard wane iioi con
taina serviced by an EMCO truck, Uke 
toe dty un cunady uses ta sotne gar
bage coUecttons. woidd be lui an ad-
virahte thing. 
II3I Thai is,a siiigle containa ta a c h IMI 
aUey. Peitaps ta toe led searon being 
augmented USI bya coupleextra.No bag 
needing lesdems would IMI empty todr 
own reiaable ptasiic drum or whatever 
117) inro thn containa. ro thn aU would 
be collected lai would be toe yard vrane 
and toen k wouU go only nsi inro a 
separate truck ro directly ro the cotn-
fwsting 
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III s i n . 

121 MR, GREENE: You menttoned thn 131 
twemy households are curtently using 
tha system HI Were toey prevtously 
using a blue box? . 
HI HR. DUNN: None, none were using 
toe m bltie box syttettt 
IT) There a one sUghtly comparabte ai 
sysieitL to tny own aUey. I've bad a depot 
Uke tha HI fi>r a nuntoa of yean and 
toey alro receive ow curb 1101 sde ser
vice. 
nil Mon of toe household to my alley 
lae 1121 toe drop offn toe one poim to 
the alley, la toa 1131 than use toe drop off 
n todr bade gare. 
IMI HR. GREENE: So k's uw eaily ro iisi 
(dnpare the. I know you only had. itus 
has only been IMI ta effea for monto w 
k's. it woidd be uw eaily ii7i ro d a a -
mine paitidpatton leveb atd towages 
thn lai are generated? 
INI MR. DUNN: Right. No compariron 

121 otgatutatiom atd toe tesponsa are 
quite piadve. 
Ul Everybody feeb thn if toe dty HI 
doan ' t contmtie separate coUection 
wito toe blue ni box. thb wUl be an 
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optami toeir community m oigantmion 
wiU taiplf T n ' fbr thdr *"*̂ ^wttinfitfî  
m Many communities, feeling thn toey 
HI have a levd of awareness and pai
tidpatton atd if HI 'nat's twt respcoed 
by toe dty they wiu opt for iioi thb and 
pay for toemselvet. 
1111 What I would recommetd is that we 
II2I devise a mechanism where a com
munity codd (qualify U3i for thb type of 
service:thn is. if h's IMI oveiwbelmdgly 
popular and if they can denwnstrate iisi 
toe ability ro m a ttae srate nandated 
rwemy-five iisi percent divenion by 
1996 and show a way of fwuUng itsi it, 
if ta taa it rends ro require nwre educa
tion '• •-

PagaSI 
III than toe blue bag woidd require. 
Ill If toey can fund any extn expense, DI 
toey shodd have a right ro ask for toeir 
share of HI the blue bag funds be spem 
on a synem that toey're ni comfoitable 
wito aid.have chosen toemselva. 
HI MR. GREENE: What ktod of plastic m 
contamers are being coUeaed? 
HI HR, DUNN: Basically, we coUca only 
HI the nateriab thn the Paik Distria 
coUects. which iioi a toe one and toe 
two, milk.beverage and taundry un con
amen. 
1121 UR. GREEN: Are you have findtag 
any 1131 probletns wito that particular bta 
fiUtag up more IMI qdckly than toe 
otoers because of toe — 
1131 HR. DUNN: It abrolwely doa . If IMI 
ptanics are coUeaed. toere wodd have 
to be i n another separate bta to reaUy 
prevent it from IMI oveiftowtog. 
1191 MR. GREENE: Are you educattag. 
a r e •• 
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111 you trying to educate people to nomp 
on toeu 1:1 conauier. toe plastic? 
131 MR. DUNN: That doesn't always 
wotk. HI They pop right back. 
131 HR. GREENE: So toe ody way you HI 
tdght address that ta toe fwure nught 
be to have n anotoer bta toere for toe 
plania?' 
HI HR. DUNN: ActuaUy, tob b a shon HI 
wheel based truck, ody twelve fen 
long. And it. 1101 up to eighteen fea (an 
wotk ta toe aUey. ro a nn comataa jim 
a couple fen longa whh a separate iiii 
plastic compartment wodd be toe 
desirable rolution. 
1131 MR. GOLDMAN: May 1 ask a ques-
uon? 1141 In toe cowse of yow busmen 
1131 experience, when you ve bn perwtb 
of tune whi;n toe ii«i markets were ab
rolwely no gcwd for one of toe it7| 
recyctablu. wiut have you done? 
IISI HR.DUNN: Weve always found. 
even IMI an overseas narka. 
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Ul Many times, during the laa to twenty-
five years, we shqiped to Taiwan. Pakis
tan. Dl lndta,Tarwan.w toe general fear 
abow naikets a HI a very toed one that 
is usuaUy wito toe Unked HI Siata. 
Ml And b's totaUy connected wito toe tn 
notton of profitability. 
HI There is never a problem with 
matken HI it you're willing ro pay like 

! ndetysix dollan ro iioi gn k to Taiwan 
atd g a ninety-two (toltan ta un retwn 
fork. 
1121 Foi; toe rerource c e m a a a 1131 two-
profit environmcntd orpnizaiton. And 
ro, thn IMI we rometiiiia nake five 

; dollan on a load of papa 1131 aid rome-
I times loose five (tollan p a u n . k leaUy 
I USI maka iw difference. Thn k's kept 
I ow of toe 1171 tandfiU achieva objective. 
I ro we have neva lai experience any 
j concUttolu ta which we caniwt teU iisi 
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\ 111 And that's true wito aU toe o tha 121 
, nateriab. We've neva had to landfiU 
: anytoing. 
I i3iSoIreaUyapprecarethatquestwn,Mi 
': because toere has been a tot m toe 
I papen abow toe HI glw of newspapa. 

for instance. ̂  
' HI The glw reaUy a ben understood if 171 

you think of toe word has laige needs 
for papa. HI and that papa can be made 
quite easily ow of o d m papen or k 
could be nade ow of foren. 
IIOI And if we have a glut of papa, thn 
nn nieans we have a glw of foresLAnd 
we (ton't have 1121 a glw of forest, par-
ticutariy in the tatwtu that 1131 I've 
described. 
IMI They ta taa impon papen ftom toe 
IMI Uiuied States, because toey've nm 
ow of toeu own IMI foicn.So toere a tw 
long term problem, shon ii7i term 
profitability » often a problem on 
maikettog. 
IISI But toere a an abwiute tise foraU im 
cans, bottiu. and newspaper or aU o t o a 
papers 
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111 coUeaed. 
121 The ody toing. 1 would have to Dl 
differ. I wodd nep back and my con-
fdence in ui markets wito rderence ro 
plasuc. They are not ya HI being turned 
tato toe same toing agata ro that one HI 
can jun make toe complae cycle. 
m I know there's a market for ai 
newspaper, because newspapa a going 
w be brought HI tonwrrow. k bappeta 
that plasuc botUa can't 1101 notmaUy go 

: back tato plasuc botitos agata. So un 
toere's toe ody area I'm luuwc abow 
toe ttaikeu. 
1121 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 

• vou. Very 1151 mteresting. 

IMI (APPLAUSE) 
IISI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Karen 
Ownyro? 
UC] MS. GURNYSO: Good evening. My 
name U7i is Karen Gurnyro and I'm a 
citizen of Ravenswood lai Maiwr. 
IMI h's very hard ro follow toe 

Paga 96 
III gemlennn who jun spoke, because 
be has been (toing 121 thb for twenty 
yean aid I have probobly.on a 3 Dl simU 
scde to my home, been ttoing this only 
for toe Ml lan three yean. 
131 And what I warned ro stress to each 
HI of you is thn I am twt terrible dif
ferent. I (ton't (71 believe, than m o n of 
you. I'm a avetage fiiiirn, I ai work 
everyttay and k's difficuk to ttae begin
ning HI when you think abow recycling, 
lui Bw to tbe three yean thn I've done 
un it. because Uptown Recycling is to 
our neighborlwod, lui what I have 
foimd is. that I have reduced tbe anroimt 
1131 of gaitaage that g o a imo niy black 
ptastic can 1141 almon by three quarters. 
USI h a lately even balf fiilLAnd I iitfi say 
that because k's twt any tongaHtWiitiif 
k's 1171 not ditficukro keep the materiab 
on tny back porch lui or to my kitchen 
or. even to my basement. 
119) I wam ro thank, to j<»r^n,i^_ 
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in Uprown Recycling for todr excellent 
toey been (toing m and Ithink ttaat you 
need ro pay attentton Uke toem D) and 
toe lerouice cemer because k is in-
divduate M) like these who (to have al-
tcrnnives and (to have isi answers that 
need settously ro be considered in the 
HI iwenty year wane ptan ftir the Ciry of 
Chiragn. 

|7| I alro warn ro say that I have. I ai xtiU 
drive a car and I StiU (to nany things that 
HI are tun heakhy for toe enviiDtunent 
or for myself. 
UOI And yet. I alro take toe time ro iiti 
coUeo cardboard a id ro coUea all the 
junk tnaU 1121 which, as someotic else 
todicated ro you. sacks i ^ ' u s i even 
toougta I've wiitten ro the maifceting 
firm to IM) New Yoik ro say that I want 
my name removed ftom toe USI list. 1 StiU 
g a p U u o f k . 
uw Aid I make.probably every tnher ii7i 
nwntb. trips here ro Norto Paik ViUage. 
and Norto iisi Park >^Uage is as success
fd as k is and as ii9i several people have 
menttoned. because k dews 
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111 accept fuU stream of aU tbe recyd
abla . 
121 And I (ton't see ttaat to the plan tbat Dl 
has been proposed fbr toe dty either. 
HI What I wam ro stress is that in tbe is) 
Ravenswood Manor neighbortaood 
atone.by toe tunety HI percem partkapa-
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ti(m tate. wc have been able to IT) diven 
•tt •wi»»iwg ^mouiit 'of tonnage ftom 
tandfiU HI space. And thn b whn wc 
need ro be focusing on. 
HI h tt an tacemive to know thn that IIOI 
which I ampwting ow evoy week on 
Moiday momtog un is definitely going 
ro be luined around ro dm toe 1121 dgo 
you see of toe airow todeed meau thn 
it will nil be used again. Recycled, 
reused. 
1141 What I paiticularty oppose abow toe 
IMI blue bag ptan. aeid I codd memion 
many of toe IMI toings that you've al-
rmdy heard, b that it IITI suggests and 
supports a ntdon ta ow culture of iiai 
what I caU toe toilet auumptwn. Hush 
it away. 
IMI You pw it ta toe blue bag wito toe 
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III ren of yow garbage and k's gone. 
WeU. we have 121 to begm toinking dif
ferently. 
1)11 saw a woiian from Russa iiin tob 
141 tan week wbo a here ro nUc abow 
how toey have no ni eqdpment. toey 
have nototag. And toey are willing HI ro 
use totags that we. ta ow innocence.ta 
ow n ignorance, torow asvay. 
Ill We need to begta toinkmg toe way 
my HI grandmotoa dd more than eighty 
y a n ago abow iioi saving tomgs and 
Riuing toem.The ptan doa iwt n II look 
to that. 
11211 abo oppose toe ptan beause of iu 
11)1 emphasu on incmentwn. 1 stiffa 
from mild 1 ui astoma. My niece has more 
senous astoma. It b IMI not jun my con
cern that the ash that wUI be ta toe nsi 
sir »ill effeo and more, and serwusly 
worsen toe in quabry of ow ab and 
affect my bfcathtag capacity IMI as I age. 
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111 Bw n b abo toe taa tbat if you 121 have 
read that w toe tan ten yars. pbysicam 
IM repon an amazing mcrease m astoma. 
The lung HI aswcauon. The Chiago 
Lung Assocatwn can give ni you toese 
figura. 
HI to aU. what I am saying a toe time m 
that you tadrvduab have spem a impor
am. We HI need a program that is. more 
seriously addresses toe HI questtotu that 
have beeii raised here. 
IIOI 1 did not anend toe iiitake meettags. 
nil I dd howeva wme nvia to ow 
Mavor. received tin responsa from toe 
CommtsswnaofStreensndSaniisiaid 
what disiwbed me was. a sense, almon 
a kind:of IMI tunnel viswn that tou blue 
bag tt ow ptan. tou IMI U OW program 
and we're gomg to go ahad wito n. 
11*11 am hoping that you will Unen to 1 n 
the people here, tbe overwhelmtag 
matonry of whom iiti are saytag. 'We 
need rometomg more than toe ptan IMI 
vou have drafted tousfSr.* 

vn 
III Please consida what we're saying. I 
121 abo agree, we are willing ro change 
as toe Dl geatleaan betore me tad. 
HI And mch of you. if you do kwk n HI 
tbat recyding cema tbat ow here, wiU 
see Ml wmetbing that I think toodd 
inspire yow tn inaginaiton. 
HI Thank you. 
HI (APPUUISE) 
IIOI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. nn Jerry Donbn? 
1121 UR. DONUN: Gcxd evening. |I3I I'm 
Jerry DonUnand I'm wito IMI Seudard 
Eqdpmem Company. We're a dis-
trtowor of iisi refiise etpripmcm. 
IMI My ctnnpany's been ta toe refiae ii7) 
equipment fiedforovathirtyyean.We 
scu toe lai refuse bodia thn the Cky 
cuncmly usa. 
IMI We abo seU recycling eqdpmem, 

Paga KB 
III many different lines. There are 
thftiiandi ot 121 difioem nanutaauten 
of recycling equipnietit. 
Dl As stwn as toe bun word recycUng HI 
came out, every neel shop ia toe 
country became a HI recycling manutac-
una. 
HI The one thing toey aU have ta com
mon |7| is. toey don't have any tagenuny. 
k's an od HI batch truck ftom the o d 
days. It goa back to 191 when refuse was ~ 
Ufted by man ova bb shoulda. 
noi Chiago has moved ahead from thn. 
nil have moved to toe senUaumnated 
refute systetm. 
nn Se RIM womared refUsc systems aava 
ii3t boren from doan tma. from hurting 
toeir back, k IMI aUows a nan to wotk 
as a tabora from toe day thn iisi he 
tians to time he's sixtyfive yean od. I iti 
1 can I see m moving back ta time where 
wc are bald ii7i picktag toese bom one 
by one n toe cuib. 
IHI BsMcaUy. toere's s couple of iwi 
reawu. One u money. Duabzatwn of 
ciryfleen. 
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III we currently run from romewhere ta 
toe naghbototwd 121 of fow hundred 
refuse trucks a (tay. fow hundred DI 
rowes. -
141 To do toe same wito recycling trucks. 
HI we woidd hsve ro have roughly half 
that. 
HI To run tbat, we codd spend m rwen-
ry-five million doUan ta etpupment 
alone, much HI leu the labor. The 
drivers, toe management, toe m nain-
lenance people. It codd gn very, very 
conhr. 
IIOI I happen to know that New Yoik Cky 
1111 hu spem roughly a hundred aid fifty 
milUon iiii (toltan ro (to one third toe 

dty. Thn's roughly lui tbe size of 
Chicago. They're finding it doesn't IM-

1131 The con b prohibkive. At that IMI 
point, toe anwum of tax doUan per pa
wn a iust. im k's unbeUevable. 
I til The cutback of toe cuncm refuse 1191 
trucks, we use rear daden ta Chicago, 
would nm 

in happen eitoa. 
121 Beause of toe system that we rai 
cuRcmly use. semiawonated. k akes 
the same HI anwum of time w dump a 
o n if k's half empty, or m if it's com-
pletdyfiiU. 
HI So ymi vvodd StiU be, you arodd have 
m a Ughta toad on toe truck, you may 
save a bale HI bit ta going ro toe dump 
sites, bw you wodd iwt m save toe time 
of actual pick up (toor ro diwr. The nei 
con of toe blue bag comparatively 
seeiu tmaU when un you put toat 

1121 When I fbn heard abow toe blue bag 
1131 systein.1 was very, very skepticd.I've 
seen IM gartage trucks. I've driven 
toem. I've opeiatcd iisi toem I've tnata-
wined toeiiL I've woiked around toem 
IMI for fifteen yean. 
117) I was very, very surprised when I IWI 
wem to the city site ro tee thn toe bags 
were twt 1191 broken, thn the glau was 
twt brdcen. and toe nems • ' • 
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111 d d nm seem ro tae comamiiBted. 
m We looked u sde by sde. whn was 
Dl in. I've seen K ta recycling trucks that 
are Ml currently used throughow moa 
of the subwbs. m There really wasn't 
imifh difference..' 
HI to Europe, they use systems similar m 
to tha where toey pack toem boto 
togetoa, k's m ealled toe Meecom sys
tem. And tha by moving ro toe m MRRF 
Siatiim system, 9ve cotdd posstoly move 
right im imo it. 
nil h altawi us ro move ftom complaely 
tut hand driven, everybody fUps it imo 
the track n a 1131 ampletoly awomared 
system much easia, withow IMI wasting 
aU of the inoney on toe trucks. 
•131 The one thing I can ny abow IMI 
recycUng trucks, b toere's a son of a 
ioke abow ii7) it. b that if you're buytag 
a recycling body, buy im k on s ctaassa 
you csn use fbr rotnething ebe. iisi be-
caiaeyou WiU. - ^ ^ ^ 
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III The o t o a thing is. toe tnaifca on.toe 
121 recydabla thenaelva b very, very 
soft and I know 13) that toey were raying 
thu toey were having ro H) actuaUy pay 
toga i d of ft. 
H) The idea ttat toere a god ta toe m 
gaibage a really nmtnie at tha momem. 
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^inrf tn everybody to the whole state 
has moved ro recychng. ai toere's a glw 
of h everywhere. 
HI So I StiU think that the ben way is uoi 
to pw k right to toe blue bag atd pw k 
ta wito nil toe re^^ular gaitage. 
1121 Thank you. ~ 
1131 MR. GREENE: You menttoned toe 
New IMI Yotfc recycling program. 
11311 tmdeistand to some of toe wards ta 
161 New York, they have twice a week 
gaitage coUection. 
ii7) Do you ktww if toey cw back todr 
gaitaage )HI coUecnons ta toose waitb 
when toey institwed ii9i todr recycling 
piogiutm? 

PagaiOT 
ID MR. DONUN: I hadn't heard— 
121 MR GREENE: Maybe ro cw back ro 
Dl once a week? 
Ml MR. DONUN: I hadn't heard thn. ni 
BasicaUy. I'm toe distribwor of HI each 
Company which a toe nattoml 
tnanutactura. Pi And I've talked ro toe 
distribwor m New York HI abom k and 
he has told me the numben and we ve 
HI gone torough k at conventtom. 
IIOI MR. GREENE: Bw you (Uito't (to any 
nn aiulysis to see whetoa or twt — 
1121 MR. DONUN: I have nm seen toe iisi 
exaa analysu. no. 
IMI MR. HARRINGTON: Mr. Chauman. I 
may IMI be able to. «ve've discussed thn 
issue wito the IMI Coininisswnerof New 
Yoik at a couple of meetings. 
(1711 think thn toey haven't (tone that, 
nai haven't even had toe opportuiwy to 
kwk at that not issue because of toe way 
toe wuon coiuraas are 
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III struawcd ta New Yoii. 
Ul MR. GREENE: Yes. that s a problem 
131 In teims of, you re from prrvate HI 
todustry. and if you were to approach a 
city, a 131 targe cny for insance.and you 
wamed to offa HI toem a biatd new 
program that leaUy hasn't been pi tried 
anywhere and you tned to convtocc that 
city ai to accept thu progtam. how tong 
wodd you ten out HI that prognm u 
denwnstrate its effectiveneu ta iioi 
tcinis of coUectwn. processtag and 
maifceting toe nn naterial? 
1121 MR. DONUN: We tested a system 
back 11)1 to toe eariy TOs wnh Chicago 
on toe packtag of IMI bidk nems, such 
white goods, refrigenton. noves, i isi a-
caera tato toe gaitage truck. 
IMI Thev used to always pick k up ta a 
1171 open body truck. I beUevc k was sn 
tiwmtas that lai vve had (tone k before 
toey came ow to a bid n buy iisi thn 
type of truck. 
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in MR. GREENE: And how, how nany 
wards d d you try Rl thu progiam or d d 
you — 
Dl MR. DONUN: I, thn was beftne I was 
HI vvito toe conqany, that was Uke ta 
1971 or "TZ, taw isi wbai I recaU a we 
taad roughly ten, ten trucks Hi running. 
m HR. GREENE: Thanks. 
HI HR. DONUN: Sure. 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. 
UOI (APPLAUSE) 
•111 CHAIRHAN EBERHARDT: Sarah 
Jane Knoy? 
1121 MS, KNOY: Good eventag Mr.Chai^ 

j man. ii3) commitiee mcinlwsn. I t ^ 
I predate your patimrr to IMI sitttng 
I through these many hows. 
I usiMyttatneaSaiahJaneKnoyandrm 

IM) toe Executive Directtn': of. Green-
I peace ta toe Gren 117) Laka Regitm 
j lai I abo bve on toe nonhside. ta iw 
I Rogen Paik. where we have cwb sde 
; rocyclingby 
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j 111 the Uptown RecycUng Cema thn 
you've heard RI described by o t h a 

! speaken. 
' Dl As mon of you ktww. Greenpeace is 
j HI toe world's laigea emrironmenid o^ 
' ganizatton, wito Dl o v a two miUkmsup' 
, ponen to the Umted States and m 

officm aU o v a toe wotd. We've been 
. worictag ta 171 the Chicago aica since 

abow 1976. 
HI Aitoough mon people associate m 
Greenpeace wito toe ocean aid whatos. 
As UOI envtronmenalisis. we're con
cerned wito aU threan un w toe planet. 
From uxic poUutton ro the boto ta lui 

' toe ozone taya. 
1131 Ow message a rwofod. Penoial IMI 
aciwn can help, bw pobtical actton and 

. rodal IMI change a needed if we're 
serious about aving toe ust planet. 
ii7) AU acrou toe natwn. for yean, lai 
Greenpace supponen have been to 
toe forefront of IMI toe recycling mover 

: mem. • •-
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III We've staned recycling prograim to 
121 ow local communities, to our schtwb 
and ta ow i3i wotk ptaca. 

' HI I'm here to(tay to teU you that ni 
[ nationwide, took as tong as you want, 

you will never HI find a recycltog 
: proposal nwre litUcdom than toe ni 

one we re discussing tob evening. 
HI The blue bag proposal— 

: Hi(APPUUiSE) 
' iioiThebluetaagproposd.aswecaUi(. 
, un asks us ro bebeve thu botttes. cans 

aid p a p a can UZI be niiced rogetoa in 
one bag, compacted to a truck 1131 fiiU of 

gaitage tags and come ow usabto on 
toe 1141 o t h a end. 
lui This proposd expeos tu ro believe 
IICI thn blue tags (ton't liicak or tear. 
Thb proposd tvn expects us to bebeve 
thu everyrae wiU remember ro iisi care
fd rinse ow aU of thdr txmla and cans 
and 1191 dry them ovemight l>efore ttaey 
put time to toe tag 

Pagai tz 
111 wito toe p a p a ro that toey won't ni to 
toe quality w of the papa. 
Dl Thb proposd e r p e a s us rot>ebeve MI 
tbu «t»»««tii«»g gfatts bottles to a nash 
compacting isi truck will not break 
toaiL 
H) In short, this proposd asks in ro m 
beUeve toe uitoelievabto, aU across tbe 
board. 
HI TUs proposd is ro absurd tbat I m 
know peopile wiro teftise ro twlieve k 
when I teU IMI ttiemabow it. It takes me 
houn ro convince toem un tbat it's 
sotous. 
iiai Bw k's not. h's saiL k's nm lui ftumy 
that the City of Chicago isrocloscro IMI 
a(topting a roUd waste plan like this bae . 
1131 Tba plan may aoinUy (teoease ttae 
•Ml anwum of materid ttaat is really 
tecyded mthe UT) Oty of Chiragn. 
list We've heard ronigbt abow the iiai 
community tecycling centers, people 
use toese. and 

P a g a n s 
III when ttaey use them tbe naterial is 
genuinely DI recycled. 
Dl Whn's going ro happen if tbose HI 
peopto.thme same people use tbe blue 
bog progtam? 
ni Well I'U teU you what's going to HI 
happeiL Stnne of the maternl is going ro 
tie ton |7| af ta k's compacted to the 
truck, rome wiU tie ton ai because its 
quality wiU tie nnned tiy twring mixed. i9i 
and some, if we ' re lucky, will be 
iccycled. 
ua But. as you know, ttais plan allows 1111 
mateiial. recyctable inaterial t o be 
ground up and uti spread pvcr the top 
of a landfill, a id ttaey caU iisi ttaat recy
ding. Thn's iwt wiut mon peopto tiave 
to IMI mind when they put om their 
recydabto msterata. 
113)The plan undCTdiscuwtonronigtat no 
atao calls for an increase to ttae amoum 
of waste we ii7) burn in trasta in-
rinrrainis.Sprrifira1ly.n caUs iis) for ttae 
rrhahJHtatitw of tbe twrthwestem ii9i 
taLinci itoi and possihlr construction of 

114 

III farJHties. 
Rl inrlw ijiiun is one of die ttron m 
dangerous mettatxls of disposable o t 
wUd waste, HI Fun of aU. incinenuiun 
d o g twt dispense wito pi ttie need An-
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landfiBt. When gaifaage ta boned, toe w 
remaining ash and unliuraed nuif riib 
can amoum to ni thirty or fonypacem 
oftoeorigindnaa. 
m The renamtag ash. often highly m 
todc. nuui StiU be disposed of. usuaUy 
ta IIOI tandfilb. 
nil taoneratton of wUd waste b 1121 
dangeiow to human beahb. Ahbougb 
stne«f-toe 1131 an pollwion control 
devica nay capture add IMI producing 
substances and paniculate matter 
beiote nsi toey enter toe atmosphere, 
toese devica are tw IMI ddetise againn 
the eidssions of heavy meub, 1171 
polychtoruated dioxins and feunm 
and otoa IMI poirom imo toe au.. 
IMI The U.S. Environmemal Ptmectton 

Pagans 
111 Agency has fowd such sutaancaas 
arsemc. 121 cadimum. chroidum. formal
dehyde, lead and meicuryta DI toe tack 
eidssdn of common mwiidpal wane HI 
tactaeraton. . 
131 AU of toese substanca are extremely 
HI (tangerous to people, aninab and toe 
swrounding PI environmem. 
HI I know thn thb b a bogus ptan and HI 
I toink mon of you know it nw. That 
leaves me iioi wito TWO questiom. Why 
is toe City of Chicago iiii consdering 
such a p(wr excuse for a roUd wane iiii 
ptan? And what o n we do to nop tob 
tiefore it's nil t(w bte? 
I Ml The fint questton b easy ro snswa. 
1131 We're havmg tob ptan foreed down 
ow tortiau IMI beause Wane Manage
ment toinks it's a giwd idea. 
i n Wane Matagement is a weU known 
and nil generous contribwor n aUn-
manic and mayoral IMI csmpaigM. 

Pagans 
III Wane maiagement has pw inhet 
sham 1)1 recycbng programs ta otoa 
conunwiiuaWane t3i Management has 
alro set toe U.S. reoml for HI environ-
memal retated penada and teiUemenu 
tanitoe I980's. 
HI Greenpace estiimta that Wane m 
Managemem has pad over forrytoree 
ndUon ta HI fina. penahia and ow of 
coun setUemems for HI admmed and 
aUeged vwtattom of environmemal 1101' 
taws at iu dump sita. 
1111 Waste Management already runs 
rome of 1121 toe cttysponwred drop off 
recycUng d a t w m and 1131 bas many 
private comraos ta toe ciry. 
IMI Wane Management warns to manage 
aU IMI of Chicago's wane.aid diey want 
to do it ta a way IMI that will noxunue 
toeir profit at toe expense d IITI toe fim 
clan recycbng program we deserve. 
IMI The secotd quettwn. Whn can we 
do IMI abow n? WeU. thu a a quesaon 
that 1 addren 

Pagan? 
Ill to toe audience. 
ai We're toe ettty people thn can stop 
Dl tlus plan from going through, and aU 
of you thn HI are here tonighi shoidd 
come, aUc w yow ftiends isi aid teO 
toem to oome to the pn, to toe meeting 
HI nen Mtmday night. 
m We thoud aU come u the City m 
Council heanngs. When we gn bona 
nmonow HI moming, we shoud aU caU 
ow Aldeman and then 1101 tumuiiuw 
afkenwon. we ShouU write him a letta 
IIII iim to be sure. 
1121 And toen toe (tay afta that, we iisi 
toodd write a l a t a n ow Mayor. 
IMI Beause k's iqi D m. We're toe iisi 
only ona thn can stop thb atd wc mun 
nop k IMI before k's nw tate. 
117) Thank you. 
IMI (APPLAUSE) 

i 1191 HR. CLAB: h's ftoe whn you've 
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' III saitthw whn b toe plan to eliminate 
I at aUeviate 121 toe protilem thn ytm've 
i pointed ow? 
i oil don't think we're really getting to HI 
; be bean of where toe problem you 
; know.howtoniMivetoeproblaiL 
I HI CHARMAN EBERHAROT: tf you'd 
! Uketoi7ipeak.youooddfiUowacaid 

and we'U pw you on HI he UtL 
' HI UR. CLAB: 1 did. 
: IIOI CHAIRHAN EBERHAROT: Okay. 

thatUe you. un Carol Brice? 
nil MS. BRICE: I'm a reeyding dttaea 
1131 aid I have toree chUdrea who cona 
wixh me to IMI recycle ta tha area. 
IMI And toey re always pleased n tee k 
IMI very crowded snd k's good for toem 
to see everybody im vroiking togetho: 

. no n a n a when we cona: seven nsi 
o'ctock at night, three o'ctocfc ta the 
aftervMwn. IMI ten o'ctock ta toe mum-
tag, it's always crowded and 

Pagtns 
III weU used. 
Ill So my trash has tieen cw ta balf and 

; 111 I b a r a tot. maybe three fourths, 
hard s tot of HI people here nytag that. 

' That mans that people who HI are recy
cbng. at in Ravenswtwd, are cntiing 
down on HI how many trucks are need. 
Maylie how many, how many IT) pick up, 
how much, how many iobs you need ro 
HI Kivice. 
HI And maybe yow ptan b self serving 
IIOI and that you warn to have more 
people ta toe Bureau un of Streea aad 
Sanitation 9rorking.to pick up ua 
naterab that we re taking care of our-
selva right 1131 now. 

; 1 Ml So I'd Uke ro see tha extra nwney US) 
that vou re nvmg on Ravenswtwd and 

the people aviw IMI are doing tha recy
cling pw to good use. 
im rd Uke ro suggen that imylie you IM 
cotdd limk toe type of packaging Mid ta 
the 1191 Chicago area ro only recyctable 
iiuif iiab. 
~ Paga 120 
III Pw compania on notice, targe 121 
compania on notice thn toey have five 
yean to DI change, or two years ro 
change, that toey have ro HI start, if toey 
wam w seU to Chicago, toey have ro HI 
pw k ta a padoge that's lecyclable. 
HI Right now. wc have people walking 
toe m nreen scavenging fbr alumtawn. 
U we lad our HI dumtoum separated ta 
the hack, ta ow alley or ta m ow con-
tainess. people om of toe private secui. 
110) p t w r p e o p l e c o u l d waUc u p and 
(town toe sitcen aid un pick tha up for 
you and make toe money toemselva. 
tut I'm wondering if tslue tags are 1131 
recyclable. Nobody's answered that 
today.aretoey? 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Ya. 
lit) MS. BRICE: Andlataowonderwhat 
IMI ptua have you naito ftir pick up of 
tan cues? 
1171 CHAIRHAN EBERHAROT: Excuse 
tne. codd IIS) you? 
1191 MS. BRICE; Batteria? Is there any 

Paga I2i 
in plaa fbrtoe pick up of batteries? 
12) HR. HARRINGTON: 1 can pm atis«va 
OittaL 
H) One of the thinp thn we're gotag to 
H) tie. that we're currently woiiting on 
now it, wc lave m a Bista dty retatton-
thip wito toe City of m Culfdiburg. 
Sweden aad toe Sweda are advanced ta 
m alnwn every area of wUd wane 
naaagemem and have m an extensive 
bineiy coUectton netwoik. 
noi Whn we're going ro lie doing wito 
111) toem a tvortung wito them ro tee 
whn oonqwnems of 1121 thn network 
are applicable ro Chicago, what toey do 
1131 thn 9*e ean (to and how we can toen 
stnicnBe a IMI househod tattety coUec
tion program, perhaps using iisi the hasb 
of toe itiformatibn thn toey've already 
IIS) pm togetoa and gatoered. 
1171 MS. BRICE: Okay. I was wotdering 
IMI wtietoa ot nm Uptown's naking 
money (to tha. 
II9I Are toey picking, they mun be 
ti^lr^n£ 
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III some money, otherwise they 
woddn't tie dotag it.1121 mean, you guys 
codd be making the money thu DI 
Uptown's making right now. 
HI (APPLAUSE) 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Jack Char-
Uer? 
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H) MR. CHARLiER: Good eventag. My 
oame m a Jack Chailia. 
HI I'd Uke ro taUc ronigbt abow HI leada-
fhip aad ta terms of that two differeui 
10 iioipoUcy issua. 
llll Fim of aU. what is the effea on 1121 
toe na ikn ofthis plan? And how (to wc 
get 1131 acccptance.aaytime we have any 
ktod of poUcy lui decision lidng nade? 
1131 I'U offa commems. questtotu atd IMI 
suggesttom and ?lThn"g*' I ktww toe 
fOttun ronight is tm trot s a up ro that 
any of you answer toe questwu. ini I 
would hope that you do think abow 
toem at yow iisi upcoming ptanning | 
meetings aid that if any of you 
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III like to discuss toem wito me.I have a 
lot of 121 suggestton. { 
131 First of aU. toere's a Chan ro my HI left, i 
whicb shows that to year one; toere san 1 
131 eighteen percent gctal for recycling j 
mateiuk and ta HI toe year seven or > 
dghL foity percent. 
171 And I'm rony that I did iwt bring k HI : 
up wito me or I don't know what page ; 
ta toe repon m k a. . 
iioi Howaxr, tou brings up toe fim iiii , 
pohcy decision, the affea on the ; 
maikn. | 

1121 MunidpaUties across thb latton. 1131 i 
every time toey start recycbng program, 
toe biggen IMI problem toey tace is 
wtiat happens to toe toal iisi maiket. 
the regional market or toe natioial 
market? 
iMi In otoer wonb. what happens when 
wc ini Stan recycling and the na rka 
g o a bun? How nany iisi people are 
wiUtag. on toe commission to tois case. 
1191 aU of you. to sund up and say, *Wc 
did not ptan 
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III for tob or we have ptaimed for it atd 
here s what 1219ve re gotog to do about.' 
m Alnwn witoow a doubt, even if toe HI 
blue bag program g o a ahead atd n s 
miidiaUy isi successfd. toe anwum of 
recyclables pw taro toe HI tocal recy
cling maikn or even a regtonal maika. 
ri I 'm sure you codd address that l>ener 
from toe ni rerource cema, may ftood 
toe maikn ro toe potat HI where for a 
period of a year, two yean, maytie only 
noi SIX months, whatever toe case may 
be. this Cky wiU nn be tosuig inoney on 
tois program 
1121 WiU you. as a comminion. have toe 
1131 leadership to comtaue on wito toe 
plan you've made IMI or toe leadership 
u say. 'We need ro make an 1131 adjun-
mem here aid now.* 
I Ml Agata. you (ton't have ro answer that 
1171 iww. I don t know, n would tie pretty, 
cxpciisive. . " ' • • 

IISI Again, wlien I memitto nait ta. I sad 
1191 tocal, regtonal. nationwide. woiU 
wde. alro. and •_ 
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III I'm alro talking supply aid demaid 
on that. 
121 Second, ta toe suggesttons. are there 
Dl any recommendatwm for toe dty 
itself ro adopt the HI use of nwre recycl
able nateriab? 
HI I know thn papa used t>y toe HI 
Depanmem of Puwnnel. I (ton't know 
if k's tot tn all toe dcpanmems withta 
the City, it's HI twenty-five percent 
recyded papa. 
HI Do you have any siiggesttom for toe 
UOI Ciry of Oi iago thn they can (to ro 
tie toe un leaderttiip entity withm thb 
whole area? 
1121 hook, not only are we recycling, bw 
1131 we are ayi: 7 thn we as a city wam 
to recycle w ;..; thn toe Mayor; ays, 
'Okay, ow departmenu wiU use iisi 
recyded papa.recycled CIQH, whateva 
toecascmayiMi.be. 
im FinaUy, on toe affea on toe naiket. 
IHI Because of the taigc mimba of 
people that toe blue 1191 bag progtam 
wjutiirero implemem this ptogiam, as 
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III opposed to o t o a typa of recycling 
prograim which 121 are twt as lalwr in-
temive. thu program wiU tace 01 tidng 
axed off toe budga ta a few yean. 
HI Look aroimd toe country ax DI the 
state atd local leveL k has lieen done. 
HI What happem a, toe direcror of the 
m recycling program whetoa k's a 
separate emky or ni witoto atwtoa 
agency, k gas cw. The staff geu m cw 
aid evemuaUy toe faU back a right tack 
to 10 IMI where wc staned aid thn a 
wito toe community. 
11 n Are you going to have toe leadership 
lui ro iwt altow that ro happea' Govern-
memdoes nm 1131 ded wito efficiency 
and effcctrvenen atonck IMI deab wito 
equity. 

1131 Equin-.m tou case.meawrwenty.IMI 
toiity. foiiy yean from now. Are tieing 
tair ro toe ii7i citizem of the future of 
tha cny? 
IMI And that kind of deoston a even iisi 
haidaro nake liecause iwne of you wiU 
be around. 
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in more Ukely than not, at lean on the 
cotnmisswn to ui tie able w teap toe 
Denefiuof n. 
131 k a a coniplaelyaltruistic HI dedston 
if you say we re going u staid wito this. 
HI Do twt cw tha program. I won't ro 
see the r a d u HI of iL 
n None of you voting on tha wiU. iwnc 
HI of you will get any rtnes ow of k atd 
thn. I'm HI referring of course ro toe 

Alderman and toe Mayor, 1101 but n must , 
ataohnely mun be (tone, 
un Even to toe politicd realm, liard 1121 
decisions can be made that tienefit 
toose wtw are 1131 tidng served and not 
tliose wiw have been etoaed. 
IMI On my second poUcy issue, itsi ac
ceptance. As aU of you ktww, accep
tance wiU t>e 1161 tased on nany things. 
You've heard tnany people ii7i ronight 
atd to o t h a hearings testify ttiat ttae 
blue IM) t ag progiam is twt toe b e n . 
1191 The questton is toough. wiU ft tie 
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III accepted? WelLif you g a acceptance, 
don't think a\ k's Ixcausc necessarily 
toe ptan a round that toe DI blue t a g is 
good. 
HI it oouM be Ixcause peopto a te isi 
willing ro recycle, and toey see ttiis a s a 
meam of HI recycling. And w . m ot l ier 
wonls. we're going ro m (to k because 
k's there and we can use ii.Bw I ai don ' t 
pm as much effon inro as a y maytie 
anotoa m plan. 
UOI Anoiha poim of acceptance is h o w 
un each one of you conveys n u s . I 
appreciate the 1121 time thn each one of 
you tias pm imo ttus. 1 know iisi tha t 
you're appoimed of course by t b e 
MayorandiMitliere'saUkinds of insintB-
ttons tbat can tie made 1131 atww tbat. I 'm 
twt here ro make thme. 
USI Howeva^ to the way you presem IIT] 
youisetf ro us, somniiTirs you g a hos
tility to a lui crowd because rome of you 
s a up here wito your iisi hantb on t b e 
Bbte, your head down, leamng foiward 
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Ul asleep. 
121 That tells me, that rometme whose ni 
Ixen involved to govenunem for seven 
and a hatf MI yean that toe, your desire 
a nm ro save us and ni I'm twt going to 
singto ow wtw and k is twt aU of HI you. 
m Yow desire is not ro serve us. k is ai 
ro serve yourself and yow own iniexen 
or whoever m a the interea of t h e 
peopto wtro ptaced you on toe iioi cotn
misswn. 
llll Don't l a acceptance foil Even if 1121 
you tielieve to toe l>lue tng. please do 
twt tot UJl acceptance faU off to tbe 
general pubbc tiecause IMI you are n tn 
willing ro sirow that you really ate iisi 
liehind the citizens, iisi In o t o a words , 
we tielieve tattais plan.We're nm IITI i u n 
show casing k. I>ecause romeone is 
making ta (to iiai that. 
lt»i Thn's everything I lave. 
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III Thank ytm. 
121 (APPLAUSE) 
Dl CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. HI Henry Gtab? ~ ^̂  ~-
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H1MR.OLAB: I don't have spottthedM 
speech.1 wotdd Uke ro make a few com-
mems on a m few things tbn I have 
observed, HI I wam't going to men-
twned thu. bw thb gentlenaa HI 
brought up a very saUent poim. 
1101 Uwking at vou gemlenaa. I'm nn 
wondering if we re really getting 
torough to you lui wtiat were aywg 
atd what u. what toe pttoUc u 1131 laige 
or toe cdzeiiship. citizenry wodd reaUy 
IMI Uke done. I'm reaUy wonderwg. 
1131 I've been kwfctag at you. Some of ii«i 
vou are taUtag asleep, wme of you are 
dazing off 1171 ta toe sky romeptace snd 
I m wondemg if we re IMI really getnng 
torough. 
IMI Anotoa totag. Here again. 1 was 

)191 

ingotagrolRitgo.lnnl'miwtginiign. : 
111 I'm looking » ow fine Comminee ai i 
bn here. Can you teU me wbat toe Ex- ; 
ecutive HI Direcror of CASA Central WiU I 
do for us. or toe HI president of toe i 
tadependence Bank wiU do for vs HI I 
here? 
m There u a few feUows here. Uptown i 
HI RecycUng.Elgta Nattoml Industria. b -
that a, HI who are toey? We tton't even 
know who are— 
1101 MR. GRANT: We re a conglomerate. 
l l l l MR. CLAD: Qgta todustries. 
nil MR. GRANT: Ya . j 
11)1 MR. CLAD: Okay, toe strea tweepa . 
1141 people and so forto? 
IIM MR. GRANT: No. none of w are 
street IMI sweepen. 
I ri MR, GLAB: Okay, wetl you know nti 
there s a couple others here. Medan-
Amencan 1 MI Referral Center. Btack Con-
tractors United 

." • . '• ~ Pag* 132 
III 1 mean, what is. what does toese 121 
people on toe commission have to (to 
with coming up 131 wito a specific plan 
to elmunaie or minimize ow MI wane? 
131 Recvcle what we a n and mmimoe 
toe HI ren. What kmd of commasion u 
tou» 
n And I'm not asttag aspintwm on nr 
those individuals toemselva. h s oh 
vww whoever HI pw toe comnunee . 
logether. you know. 1 don't know, noi k 
iun doesn t seem Uke it s. Uke it s doing 
the nil |ob. 
11:1 Okay, enough of that tmde. Ln me . 
IIJI IUSI make wme comments here, 
which I agree wito a lui tot of people 
here, and they have been a d IMI I 
bebeve thai toe citaenry of IMI Chiago ; 
wanu to (to rometotag. bw toe. toe iri 
administration or toe powers to be iun 
doesn t make IMI toe hard dedswn to 
ay we te gomg w (to tou. iiii whetoa 
you Uke it or not. 

tss 
III Tha b.if h's a rearonable laappmach. 
Tool recycling, if we have, afta toid Dl 
recycbng. toere's been some aspiiatdm 
can abow HI indnennon. 
131 We aU know tbn that's toe final Ml 
rolution n waste reductton, right* Shon 
of tmylie n rome otoa approach of 
btoaast degeneration hy HI chemical 
meam or romething Uke that. 
HI You know, the puhUc wams w do iioi 
lomething, bw k warns w hang omo 
rome ptan and un carry through wito iL 
1121 I'U give you an example wito int 
Mmething thn I fed a ^^ij^g and that 
u toe IMI yard wasre disposal. 
IMI Lan year, when tha progtam came 
IMI d w being. I saw people entoiitiani-
cally try to 1171 suppon thn plan. 
IMI They Iwugbt bogs toey used papa 
bags 1191 bom toeir Jewd Store and toeir 
Domiaicks and » .^ 
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III fbito. They pw toek yard watte ta -
papa boxes. 121 aa toem ow on toe 
aUey 
131 Unfonunatdy. there was a tot of HI 
people thn stuff toeir yard waste imo 
ptastic HI bags.They sa those ow toere. 
What bappoied' HI The twxes. if they 
were dosed, toey weren't picked m up. 
If toe yard waste were ta plastic t a ^ 
toey H) weren't picked up. 
HI Tlut yeat; I have teen sutatantially, iioi 
I m fiom toe Belinom Central Area here 
ta Chiago. nil I've seen sulatantid 
reductitm ta entousiasm tm toe 1121 pan 
of toe people putting toese yard wasta 
out. 
nil One protilem was, when ito toese 
totags IMI g a picked up? Notwdy codd 
ptan to pm ttiese \w things ow on toe 
specific date and on thn dau IMI vrithta 
a (tay or ro. nobody codd ideinify. 
I i7i ta my own neighbortiood.1 codd twt 
IMI deniify when thb stuff was going w 
be picked up. IMI AS a resuk. I see toe 
emhiagsm vwning complaely. 

Pagaias 

III Tha concept of ptastic bottle a recy-
cltag through the Paik Distria. Oh. 
toere 9V8S131 a di of hoopta by toe Patk 
Dotnci. We're going w w p u ^ this stuff 
up and shove it back into tbe ni 
ptaygraunds or somabing. That's a 
ridicidom d a . 
HI 1 think we know and I've heard from 
n Park Distna people. The bugs col-
lectctL toere was ni rome park housa 
that were iun infened wito HI vaitous 
vatnws and w foito. 
IIOI Think of toe.la's a y a househod nil 
has ten plastic ndk contataen, ro diey 
go ruiuwig 1121 off to toe paik. How? ta 
toeir ear. They probably 1131 Inirn three, 
fow lima more enetgy ta terms of gas. 

IMI adding poUtititm taro toe atmos 
pbere.aktag those IMI ten twttia to tot 
Paik District, 
IMI I mean, isn't that a stupid approach 
irn h iun doesn't, it's idtotic. Pertiaps. 
haven't nil had a chance to review tois 
naybe ru try n cnch 1191 you guys at toe 
Udveniiy of nunoa. 
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III I'm sure ypu won't warn ro see im 
toere. tnit maytie I 121 codd come ou-
wito a more cohesive. poUshed ui ap 
proach. 
HI Uke I ay, l a tne iust thtow out. ni ym 
know, one or two more things. 
HI Oh. before I even (to that. 1 thtak r 
k's ridiculous d toe City of Chicago wc 
have that, HI for rome Godforsaker 
rearon. toe City Cotmdl passed HI ar 
Ordinance that aU apartment buildtag-
have ro noi have a private haula hau 
toor tiash away, un oorreo? 
na I see evcrylwdy on toe pand nod 
(Ung. 1131 ten peicem of you. 
IMI AU fight, and on my btock. one cir 
1131 btock. toere are fouc. two apanoien 
bdldings aad iisi two tnamessa tba-
have ro have thdr trash picked ii7i up 
There are fow difiacnt haulen picdiu 
up lai thn trato tm four diffOem itays. 
1191 TeU me that we are twt adding 
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in poUidon. We're wasting eneigy or 
toe pan of 121 Aid. We've got toese truck 
e n running every which DI wa> 
throughow toe dry. 
HI Woddn't k tie more ihtelUgem n 
peihapt. if we have ro (to that, woddn'-
k be more w intelUgem ro aaign du 
trios or areas, a y one m haula. He\ 
you're gomg ro go through that ni neigh 
boihood systcmicaUy and pick up tot-
stuff? 
HI Wouldn't tha tie a little nwre 110 

iiiiYa? 
1121 MR. HARRINGTON: Your time b up 
11131 wodd. toere's one. one issue thn i 
wodd like to IM) make sure and resptuic 
to. 
IMI When we ivcre working ro s a up tor 
IMI manbership of this advisoty com 
mtnee. toere were a ii7i number 01 ' 
tomp tbu we considered ro tie ex 
ticmely nsi importam ta in compost 
tiito. 
IHI The fim b. toe compositton of thb 

Pagaiac 
III committee had ro m e a twto, ceitata 
standards of 121 scne taw aid cetiata 
sundards of toed taw that 131 were 
passed for n's constitwim. 
HI Secondly, one of toe key things that 
HI we have done, ta esiabUshing thb 
coinmittee. u wc MI have (tone ow ben 
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to ensure thn aU geographia of m the 
dty have leptesematioiizthn toe naior 
ethdc HI groups ta the dty have teprc-
scmattons at thb m tabto. 
IIO) And as well, tha. wc can, ro toe un 
extern possible, pw on toe commiaee 
individuals Ii2i who have dttier profev 
sdnal experience that retain iisi direa-
ly to toe roUd wane industry, which we 
have IMI a numba of or experience that 
retata perlups more iisi directly ro toe 
roUd wane todustry, bw directly iisi ro 
the other components of planned 
devetopnient.such iniasfinanc-Jalitank-
tag. 
IMI And we alro have peopte here wtao 
are 1191 directly involved to toe delivery 
of rood 
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i i iscrv icd. 
121 So one of the tomgs that we were DI 
very carefd and spem a tot of time 
doing, and have HI done a very gocd iob 
of (totag.'is ensuring thn we HI have a 
comirottee. not necessarily of roUd 
wane HI expem. bw a commiitee of 
peopte who have spem tn houn and 
houn and houn wotking ro g a toe ni 
experience to roUd wane.thn toey can. 
bw abo HI represent toe entire City of 
Chicago toe lien way we iioi couM (to 
that. 
un(APPLAUSE) 

1121 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. 1131 HoUy Birnhaum? Okay. maytK 
HoUy IMI left. 
1131 Brian Haig.Haag> 
IMI MR. HAAG: Howdy Sony I m a Unte 
1171 talc. I not going ro. Im sure every-
totag has been IHI covered over ard 
over. 
1191 I'm iusi starang to realize aid • 
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111 notice thai environmcnalists have 
reaUy become i2i voice of reason. 
131 And they used to tie considered toe 
141 fringe tafutia niking atww new stto-
sides tou. 131 subsidize that and 1 toink 
hinory u gouig to prove HI that. 
n And iust as yoimga generattons wiU 
HI hold accounnble toe older genera-
tiom «rho s a to HI motton bad things 
that toey knew «vere lad things at noi 
toe tune, 1 thtak that's wliat aU of you 
wiU have iin to think atww ten. twenty 
yean (town toe road. 
1121 Jun be ready for that. 1131 Thanks. 
1M1 (APPLAUSE) 

IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: If you'U 
aU I Ml hold on iun one moment .We have 
one more ini tadivdud liringing up a 
card. 
IMI (PAUSE) 
1191 MR. HARRINGTON: Excuse me.Why 
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Ul don't you iua come and speak and 
you o n fiU yow 121 caid ow when you're 
done. 
DI MS. BYER: First. I thought toere HI 
might lie a questton and answa period 
afieiwards, isi bw I fiid thn's twt toe 
plan. 
HI My name a Ellen Bya aid I'm ta the 
m SOto Waid.And I iun wam ro teU you 
thatI HI commetdaU of you peopte on 
thb panel very highly HI for coming ow 
atd spending yow evenings Uke this. IIOI 
even toough you may twt lie abte w do 
toe peifea un tob toe way aU Iwpe you 
am. I know you're trying. 
U21 Secondly, about there are atww 
ttirec USI differem bote subieas I liave. 
IMI. One is. thb Noito Patk Village iisi 
recycling ptace b the only one thn I 
have ever u<i found and I have looked 
aid I've tieen ta the subuiiis ini aid 
o toa places aid k's the only one tlin 
takes IMI paper which is not iun 
neivspapa. 
1191 You have to took far atd witte ro find 
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III any ptace to pw your o t o a p a p a a i d 
toey alro take ui cardtward. 
Dl Now I frankly think thn toe van HI 
matority of ow citizeiB (to twt know 
atww toese ni recycling cemen. 
HI I know k's l>een to the newspaper; pi 
bm I totak k shodd really be advertised 
a tot,») because k.k even took mea tong 
time ro find ow HI that toere was such a 
taciUiy. 
IIOI My next sutiiea u those ptastic ndk 
nil Ixmles. I m a real Chicago Paifc Dis
tria perron. 1121 There are atww fow ot 
five activiucs I take pan 1131 ta and have 
for eom of yean. 
IMI And I wodd wish every city ta our 
I Ml country and ta toe wodd wodd have 
such a patk IMI distria. 
I n 1 uwk ro much for granted that when 
IMI I was down ta one of toe nator 
Floikta oties aid lioi Ftoriita a supposed 
to be a teal recreation 
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III ptayground. I wanted to find ow 
where I codd go ui swimming ta a 
pubbc p(wl. 
1311 had to go way over on toe rowh HI 
side of toe ciry and n was toe only pool 
that you HI find. And u was an tadoor 
ptwl ta a ptace thai has HI a peimanem 
sununcr you know. WeU. anyway, that's 
n one totag. 
HI And I find that I go to toe laifc m 
fieklhouses often enough that I don't 
wane any iioi otoer gas gating toere ro 
take my ndk botUes, if un I don't bting 
toem here. 
11211 alro toink that the kiib go toere. ii)) 
I ktww toey (to aU of the time, and they 
can brtog IMI toenlTheir paremsgoand 

pick them up. Loads of itsi o t h a people 
take classa ta toese paifc district iisi 
fieldhouses and toey alro have their 
grcmi7| opportunity ro tiring t h d r milk 
bottles atong. 
IMI I iun want ro ask. one lady did ii9i 
answera questton thai I had to my niwd. 
wtiich was 
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II) oonsidaing toose blue hags, if they're 
e v a used. 12) are toey recydabto and tbe 
answa was ym.tnn are DI toey made ow 
of recycled Glad tags, etceteia. HI a -

ni Which leads me ro toe questton, is MI 
tliere any ptace ta tliis dty you can 
dump off your |7) clear plastic bags, you 
know, like you g a fot, you ai know tlie 
refiigaator a id this a id that, ro be m 
recyded? That's the one thug I tiavc not 
lieen abte IIOI u find, 
nil Thank you ro much fbr listening, 
llll (APPLAUSE) 
lUi CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Tbank 
you. IMI And thank you aU ronigbt for 
yom 1131 comiibutton. I appreciate k. 
IMI Tbank ymi. 
117) (WHICH WERE ALL THE PROCEED
INGS HAD.) 

145 
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Paga 2 
III CONSULTANT^: 
III Davd Traega. HDR Engtaeenng. tec. 
131 Greg Maninsen, McDonough As-
todata HI STAPT »i Pameta D. Bama. 
Direaor of Ptanning Hi Department of 
Sneeu and Sanhaoon m Henry Hende^ 
ron. Assuani Cotpoiation Counsel m 
Department of Stfeen and Sannation HI 
Reponed b r Accware Repornng Set-
vice not IBS West Randolph Street nn 
Chicago. UUnou nil JACK AKTSTON. 
.CS.tL 

I Wendv Allen-Avres iii Antoropologui 

III SPEAKERS 
111 Bruno Canuo. Secrenry-Trasura ni 
Uborers Unwn Local 1001 HI Betsy 
Vandercook ni Asrodate Dueaor of 
Pubhauons HI Univenity of lUinou a 
Chicago m Jeff Balch, Ckizen ni Nuu 
Zippay. Citizen HI Urry JeUema not St. 
John s Neighbon of River Wen iiii BUI 
Muschenhemi nH Greenpace Acuon 
1131 Frank Kdbb iMi Centerfor Neighbor
hood Technology IMI Jane CampbeU on 
behalf of Jane Pardo, Presidem IMI 
Lmgue of Women Voten ii7i Davd Ram-
say. Former Editor lui Sobd Wane 
Managenient Newslena iisiJefrTangel 
lai Souto Cook Cotinry Environniental 
Action Coalition un Jo Patton 1221 
Chicago RecycUnj CoaUtion ini Michad 
Chishobn i2«i DdC Carbon 1231 Uptown 
Recycling lai Gary Sinito izn EUzabeto 
D o u 0 l 

III MS. BARNES: Oood eventag. My 
name 121 u Pamela B a n a and I m toe 
Dueaor of PtaniPg for Di toe Cky of 
Chicago. Deparunent of Suten and HI 
Satwatton. 
131 At tou tinie.1 w«»dd Uke to MI fomaUy 
welcome aU of vou to ronight's hartag 

aad rn pwvde a h t i r f u i m k a ofthe 
planning procen HI presented by thb 
Commmec ta Ocroba of 1990. 
HI Before I begin. I wodd Uke u ask tioi 
that aU indivduab «risliing m provUte 
vettal nn tesmnony ronigbt w sign up. 

I using one of toe cards lui ptovided, 
I tadcattag yow tame, whetoa you are 
I II3I testifying as a piivaic f H iif n or have 
I an IMI affiliation wito a community or 
I ganizatton or a nsi commercial 
I emerprise aid toe subjea arm of yow 
I IMI testimony. 
t IITI ta additton. if toere are any IMI com-

mnniry groups dat wodd Uke ro re-
quen toe nsi Streen aid,Sanintton 
i(.pi'cseiiuuve sptak to yow 

P ^ 

: III organizatwn regarding tbe ptan, 
' please sign up at 121 the tatite outside toe 

dtwr. 
»i ta orda ro ensure tha aU HI to-
divduab are heard, we ask that tes
timony be HI Umited w one tadivdual 
from mch oiganization HI fbn aid toen 
If toere'sume tetmining. otoen piftom 
toe nme orpniiatton caa provide addi
ttonal HI commems. 
HI Afta tob baring, toe plan wiU be iioi 
sent ro toe Ciry CoimcU Commiitee tm 
Energy, nn Enviromnentd Protectton 
and PubUc UdUtia afta 1121 which the 
draft ptan wiU go lidbre toe City Coun
dl IISI to he adopted at naidated liy 
Snte Law. 
IMI As yow name u caUed. please step 
IMI up promptly ro toe podiimi, sate 
yow fdl name, toe IMI oiganization you 
lepresem. if appbable. ta orda n7i thn 
toe coun repona a n hear. 
IMI Agata. please limned yow commems 
1191 ro five mmwa maximwn. 

Ill Wrmen lesumony wiU be accepted 
uind November 121 In atd a n be for
warded to toe anentwn of toe 131 SoUd 
Wane Management Review Comnunee 
ta a r e of Ml the Departmem of Streen 
and Sannanon. 121 Norto ni LaSaUe. 
Room 700. Chiago. UUnou. 60602. 
HI The SoUd Waae Managemem Review 
n Commma was appouned by Maym 
Datey in Oaober of ni 1990 to review 
and comment on toe Cky of Chicago's 
HI king-range rold wane maiagetnem 
ptan 
IIOI 1 might abo add that toe comnrntee 
nil has spem weU ovaa hundred hows 
in non-pad ume nil oveneetag and 
imewing ro provide comment on the 
1131 ptan 
1141 Thu chaige was punuant ro toe iisr 
Illinois LegataturesSenaie Bill I6l6and 
toe IMI mamtate from toe Chicago City 
Coundl 

117) Skice Ocroba of 1990, dus comnw
tee IIOI has mn biweefcly u tiecome 
more educated and 1191 tafonned on 
roUd wane nanagement issues, ex-
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III toe various opitons fbr dtie Cky and 
roprovde 121 eommem (to toe draft soUd 
î̂ ^ne manaae^oem onus. 

Bl The City's roUd waste nanagemem M' 
plan taduda elemems from toe sa tes 
biaarchy of HI disposd optwtu and in-
tegrata those options ta m con effec
tive atd operatwtaUy appro pnate ways. 
171 The historial disposd practices of at 
the dty. which rebed prinurily on 
taadfUUng. w wiU be dnmatically 
changed as a resuk of thb tioi ptan. 
IIII The Cky and toe Depanmem of n r 
Streea and Sadiatwn WiU inven heavih-
ta pubbc 1131 education and toe use ol 
rouice reductdn ta IMI recycUng wch-
tuqua u reduce ttie waste lemaining 

IMI The program contained ta toe ptan 
are 1171 micndrd to be luiplf iiinned v̂ w* 
toe n e s five-year iisi pertod and are 
expeaed to produce significant iivi 
reductitm ta the waste presetitly being 

Paga« 
II1 When ytni have one idh we remaining 
ta 121 your five-iTiiniiirpresentation.lwiU 
pw tha Dl one-ffltawe sign up. Please 
pay attention to aae ro HI tet you know, 
you have one ndiwe left 
1311 atao wodd Uke n . n thb time, H: 
introduce the indivduab at toe ralile. 
m To my tar left. Kevto Greene ifrom n; 
Cdzem nir a net ta nuvutiiuiif niL 
HI Sitting next ro him a Dale Cailron uoi 
fiom Uptown Recycling Siaticm: Dave. 
Franke. who a a 1111 sulatitme rodght 
fbr Aldeman Ed Eisendrato: Dave iizi 
kunaa, wiw a substituting for Commis-
stona Carolyn 1131 Schoenberga from 
the Depaitaiem of Consuma IMI Sa-
vica. 
1131 Ow Chaiman, Dan Etiahanlt: IMI 
Corporation CounseLHenry Henderron: 
Gregg IITI Maittasen from McDonough 
and Assoaata, Dave lai Traega from 
HDR Engineering: Tim Harrtogton. 
Deputy 1191 Conudsstona of Planning 
and Development for Streen 

10 

III and Sankation. 
121 Ann Alvarez. Executive Directm of Dl 
CASA Cemid: Mike OuUn sulatituting 
fbr John HI lUaatos fitim Coca^ota: Ken 
Hogan from Hogan & Som ni Disposal 
and Sandy Goldman from Goldman 
Asta H) Managemem. 
m At tUs time. I'd Uke ro defa ro ai toe 
Chaiman. Dan Eberhardt. 
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HI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Pam. iioi I wam n wdcome aU of 
you here ronight. 
nn Thb b toe tan of fow puttUc lui 
hearings we've had before toe hearing 
tliat wiU take II3I ptace ta from of Aida- j 
nan Eisendnth's Cotnminee. 
IMI One very impoitam pan of toe nsi 
Comnwtee's iob is to takc.liesida com
menting on ii«i toe ptan ourselves, is ro 
listen ro yow commems ii7i and to con-
s d a a U toose. 
IMI Yow presemattoia todght are very 
1191 imponant ro us. I'U a y tbat before 
you Stan. 

Pagatt 
III And wito that. I'd like to caU toe fim 
piesema. BI Bruno Canuo. 
131 MR. CARUSO: Good eventag. My 
name HI is Brtino Canuo and I'm toe 
Secretary-Treasuier of HI toe Laboien 
UdonLocd 1001. 
HI I'm here to speak for toe Unton and I 
n for its memliers. aU of whom are i 
citnens of toe HI City of Chicago. The . 
Laborers Unton supports toe ni roUd j 
wane matugetnent plan atd blue bag 
recycling iioi program. 
•Ill The blue bag recycling metood giva 
1121 toe LaborenUmon toe oppoiiwuty • 
to panicipate in tin a highly con effi
ciem recycbng program for toe IMI Ciry 
ofChicago. 
1131 Thb is a vcr>-. tou is very IMI impor-
uni to us and for its memtien. Fim. we 
have i n the responsibiUty to ow mem
bers thai work for the iiai City. 
1191 That responstbUiry u weU setved tiy 
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III the program aid toe cmptoyeu of 
ow local umon. 
121 Ody by keeping toe dtizem and toe 
1)1 ciry financtal heakhy and strong wiU 
the City to ui tie able to afford a wde 
vancry of programs and ni services that 
are needed and that employ memben. 
Ml that employ ow tnetnbcn to the 
union. 
n Second.aU of ow membera who wotk 
HI ta toe City of Chicago aU, by taw, mun 
be citizens HI aid live ta toe city. 
IIOI We are toerefore not iun City un 
Emptoyees. but like n or not. tax-paying 
people II2I abo. As taxpayen. we have a 
vcr»- strong wteren ii3i ta keepmg toe 
taxa at a rcaroiublc level. 
tMi Thud, toe blue bag recycUng pro
gram 113) is popdar. The denwnstntion 
program repoRS show IMI very strong , 
suppon for toe blue bags aitwngn toe / 
1171 people who have acnaUy used k. 
IISI Ow wotkers on toe trucks, lue n ta 
1191 toe program, gma tot of very positive 
comments on 

Pagans 

III toe progtam bom toe peopte ta toe 
aiea.Thbldnd C2i of popubiiiiy wiU resuk 
ta high leveb of Ol pattidpatwiL 
HI FinaUy, I wodd Uke ro eommem on HI 
some of the compaing recycling 
proposab. 
HI 1 wdema id that toe non-fbr-profit n 
recycling oiganiratiom would Uke ro 
piDvde nwre HI recycling servica ta 
toe City. I'd like to ask HI wiut toey pay 
toeir mentoen, toeir employea. 
UOI Wc have a concern that toe waga 
that nn toey pay, employea are twt 
umon scate or close ro U2i it. 
1131 Can toe waga pad by toe IMI iwt-
for-profit ofganizatton suppon a wage 
earna I Ml atd hu or h a tamily? Do costs 
of toeir progntwiMi rcftea an adequate 
wage to their employees.' What ii7i 
abow toe ftmue? 
IMI Can toese waga ensure an adequate 
1191 letirement for toese woiken? These 
areaUinug 
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III of in^onancc to tu. 
12) ta dosing. I wam u state ow oi sup
pon for toe progiam again. 
Ml And thank you for toe opportunity ro 
HI speak. 
HiThankyou. 
m CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Next HI a Besiy VaiderciNik. 
HI MS. VANDERCOOK: Hi. My name b 
Besiy Vandcmwk. iioi I'm a resdem of 
Chicago ta Rogen Park. I live at iiii6712 
Norto Newgard. 
1121 When I toought atww wlm I was 
gotag 1131 ro a y rodght. I was thinking 
abow k tha IMI aftenwim. 
1131 Fim of aU.I coiuidered iisi approach
ing toe cotnnntee as a resdent.a perron 
to i n recycte my newspapen. my glau. 
my aluminutii and IMI neel. mostly 
thanks to the aUey pickups by Uptown 
1191 Recycling 
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III I thought, no. O t o a people are (toing 
that ro I'U MI come ro you as a motoei. 
as a motoer of fow. as a ui parem who 
u concemed atww i toe cny where h a 
Ml kids are gro«ving up m Cliicago. And 
aU my ki(b go HI ro toe pubUc sduwb 
liytoeway 
HI Then 1 thought, tw. toere's gotag to ni 
be o toa pareius here and you ve heard 
otoer parenu HI bdore taUcing alwui toe 
envtroninental issues. 
HI So I'U try rometoing else, iioi Somc-
thiiig that notwdy else u gotag ro do 
tonight. 
nil I'm gomg to appttnch you as rome
body nil that someone, that some 
peopte up toere wiU 1131 certainly unda-
stand. I'm gomg to talk ro you as a U4i 
feUow bwcaucrat. 

1131 You see.hetc at toe Univettiry o f iwi 
niiiwb at Chicago, I'm toe Assocute 
Direaorof tt7iof publicattottt.I've lieen 
that ftir the tan five iiai yean a n d I've 
wotked for toe Universtiy for twelve ii9i 
yean. And I've spem a kit of time toeiag 
a 
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III bureaucrat and I've spem even nwre 
time tieing 121 around buteauoan. 
131 And ftom wiut I imderstand a tx im MI 
t>cing a burcawaai. tet mc leU you . tbe 
twenty year isi wane nsinagemeni ptan. 
from what I've read of it. a HI really a 
bureaucrat's dream. 

mlt'sbig.k'sexpensive.k'sveryai close 
to nwtwUthic to in approach. It woilcs 
hand HI to gkive wito a taige coiporation 
that's a tavoiite iioi of the Mayor. And 
lien of alLk changes very un littto i n tbe 
neict rwenty yean. 
1121 In tact, k's that tan poim. the iisi lan 
of ctiange that protably txnhen ttae tbe 
most. 
IMI I'd Uke ro taUc t ed briefly abotn iisi 
an experience I had to pubUcatsons. 
Alwm eight lai yean ago. we decided 
tlut we were going ro stan im printing 
catalogiKS and we were going t o buy 
tha lui tug equipmem ro (to it. ligtu? Big 
web press and ii9) tug coltaron. 

Pmginy 

11) So we Iwught tha Stuff and we p i n k 
121 to ptace a id we found aU k could do 
was prim DI caa togua and we i u n 
atwm wem liroke. tiecause we HI t iadn ' i 
teaUy thought through toe plan. 
HI Bm we invested ro much money in ai 
thing, we couUn't g a ow of k fbr five 
nwre 171 yean. 
ISI Now this case, you're taUdng a lmin a 
m twenty year plan with ndUons of 
doltan of IIOI investmem and wha t ' s 
going ro luppen if k (toesn't un w o t k ? 
1121 Okay, aside from a perronal ex
perience with getting 1131 inro a sinianon 
that you can't change. I would like IHI 
to look n k to a diffeiem way.this ques
tton of 1131 change. 
iMi You see. I take the sate of t h e m 
world today very seriously. If w e ' r e 
going ro US) address rottay's environmcn
a l issua wito any iwi success, w ^ ' r e 
going ro have ro ladieaUy change t h e 

Paga na 
t inwaywcacLfromwlutwebuywhow 
|. we oaveLro 121 wtut we throw out . 
j Dl Fan of a recycling plan, that's if HI it's 
I a good recychng plan, is gotog ro have 
I ro 131 change the way that people t t i ink. 

And they are m going ro have ro t>egu 
ro change how they do things. 
17) Bw tha ptan. wtut Irothen me i s ai 
k's business as usuaL No. don't separate 
your 19) gattnge or only sepatareka little 
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ML Doa'L im dont deocase yow waste, 
throw it aU out. no un protilem 
1121 We're he toere. we're gotag to pick 
1131 it up for ynu. And keep on dotag thn. 
for toe next IMI twenty yean. But. see. 
whn wortia me u we don't IMI have 
anotoer twenty yean to-rolve tbu prob-
leuL 
1 Ml Of cowse. you may IK taking thb 1171 
percentage or that percentage of tow 
grade recycled IMI wane ow of toe trato 
and from what I undersand IMI toere 
nay iwt tie a whole tot of saleable wane 

l i s 
ID you re going w tie taking ow. 
121 Bw if you insin on putting forward ni 
a ptan that changa bote ta toe routine 
of toe Ml City and littte ta toe attituda 
al toe cinzew. ni what you're doing b 
iwt wlvtog toe roUd waste HI crisis, bw 
you're put comtawng it. 
rn I ask you. thn's toe wUd wane HI 
icview. toe SoUd Wane Matagemem 
Review .Commiaee. HI ro reien aU or 
pan of toe twenty year ptan. To noi.. 
develop a ptan that wotks wito toe 
neightwrhoods nn that approaches 
toUd wane w a variety of ways lui thu 
(toesn't make one dedston for twenty 
yean. 
1131 And I ask you to nop. to be Uke. IMI 
nop being like me. w nop toinktag like 
a IMI bureaucrat, and stan betag people 
who care sbo w I w toe envnoninem and 
care abow toe future of ow IITI cny. IHI 
Thank you. 
IMI (APPLAUSE) 

Pagaao 
III CHAIRUAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you.uijeff Balch. 
131 MR. BALCH: Good eventag. My name 
u HI Jdf Balch. 
131 Chauman Eberhardt. Ms. Bama. Mr. 
HI Hamngton, o toa mentoen of the 
comnwtee 1 thank ni you for betag here 
tonight and 1 thank everyone in HI toe 
audience as weU for showing up on such 
a HI chiUy. w a evening to intorm yow-
self or expten at) i MI opuuon. 
nil My own opinion of Chicago's 
proposed iiii blue bag pri^giam u nega
tive. 
1131 I've prepared a wng for tonight's IMI 
banng emitted toe Blue Bag Blua and 
I invite IMI every one ta toe audience 
who agrees that toe blue IMI tag U a bad 
d a to tow me by provdtag toe toytom 
1171 sectwn whUe I sing. 
IMI Jun siup yowfingen wito me. Help 
IMI me ow. -
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III We have a protitem ta Chicago, we 121 
throw away much too much stuff, it 
wasn t aU thn Dl bad bdore. bw now toe 
tandfiU space b simply iwt HI enough to 

hold the things we codd recyde atong 
HI wito toe rhirlim Iwna aad rags. 
HI So Soeea aad Sanliiiiiiu aays pw tn 
stuff for rectananon ta blue bap. 
HI You pw toe tilue bog ta toe pi tage 
HI truck and lata on romebidy rom. 
and if toey can't iioi fiid a fire toen toey 
chuck it ta a fire and eoUea un toe cash 
atd maytie fiU ow repom. 
1121 And mrantimr. no one taUcs atww 
toe 1131 chance we staid to kwse. wc 
think it's time ro IMI spwead the news, 
thu tt a ded wc do twt cho(Me. 1131 snd 
we are ready twt amused and we believe 

w e wiU IMI refuse. WeVe gm toe bbie 
bog blua. 
11711 aay toe chance we stand ro kwse 
IHJ ran^ht Uke the chance to tace toe 
taen. toe iioi chance m team tbn whn 
we throw away WiU 
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I n rometiay. nmehow it't going to oome 
back. 
Ol We can legistate. incinerate, oi 
procrastinate, negoiate aid cw owngs 
and tags, HI bw we camwt hide the 
problem ta blue bags. 
HI We (tont know where the dea came 
HI 60m. don't know how h gm thb tar. 
(ton t know why m we hhch toe gntage 
wagtm ro tha talUng Stat 
HI WeU we (to beUevc ta tokactes and m 
9viid possilMlitia. bw iw way we caa 
lieUeve m toe IIOI maeriab recovery and 
recycling tadUtia. 
nn WeU ta otoatownt.the blue lag ua 
t tn h u lieen attemptod and k's hoidy 
(tebated. bw 1131 one toiag's for sure, we 
Stan feebng sick when we IMI bear toe 
name Waae Matagetnem Incoipotated. 
1131 Aid we think toe dme has come IHI 
rought for poUcy reviews, wc think h's 
time ro im spread toe news thu a a ded 
we do iwt chiwte.and nsi we are really 
nm amused.aid are believe we wiU iisi 
refuse, we gm toe blue bag tilua. 

in (APPLAUSE) 
121 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. 131 Afta fow of toese. sding before 
HI toese wondetfd barings, toey have 
tieen wondetfd. HI it't. you know, it's 
reaUy nice ro have a bitte HI tm of emer 
ninmeu. 
n MR. BALCH: I hope you take k HI 
wmewtui serwusly toough. 
HI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. IMI I a n ' t pronounce thb fbn 
name, w 1111 why don't you a y toe tan 
name, b k Nina, a h ua Zippay. 
iDi MS. ZIPPAY: Thn «>as a rough a a ro 
IMI foUow. tiw rn try to (to my best. 
IISI My name a Ntaa Zippay and I'm here 
111 ass citizen of Chiago. I liven 4243 

1/2 Nonh i n Hermitage on the 
northsiite. 
IMI I really iun wam ro address toe IM 
overall ptan. specifically two nuior 
crdcisms of 
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in toe plan. 
Ill Fim regarding tactaerabon. The » 
rehabbing of various incinerator.' 
throughow toe MI dty wodd reaUy not 
consdaany impaa it woidd isi have on 
toe air poUution. 
HI 1 diink toe plan significantly n ig-
nora otoa deas ta terms of toe en 
vironmem, ni such as poUutiim on toe 
aic on toe laid and toe HI wata. Spedfi-
callytheair 
IIOI AS k ttaiub. toe EPA considen in 
Chiago an one of the worn ta toe 
nation. I tton't 1121 think rehabbing in-
cincnwn or focusing tta that 1131 type 
of ptan a going ro make toe air ta toe 
Cky of IMI Chiago any tietta. 
IISI Secondly, rrgarrttag toe blue bag IM 
program, as an altemative w.incdera 
tion and i n laadfiO space. 1 (tont thtak 
usiog tow (juabty lai recyctabte materai 
is foiBg tt help tbe cky or 1191 isnt goin( 
to make the dty any money. 

Pagan 
111 I think k wodd be a tietta d a ro 12 
focus m high grade and high quabty 
lecyctahte DI nuiciid. 
HI Specifically ways to wtiich k wodd 13 
not. dl nateriab woidd nm go imo one 
tpedflc M due hag.Sepaixre ityou are 
going to have a high 171 (|tality to toe end. 
ta the Asure. 
HI In the tong tun. you're going n havt 
HI high grade quabty material thai 
people are going to un wam ro Iwy. Mos 
peopte wont twy the materid II n that'} 
lieea mixed with other recyctable 
material. 
1121 Anotoattting abow the tilue tag 113 
progiam excuse me. progiam toere's 
only been a few IMI d U a I undersand 
thn have tried such a progiam iisi aid 
they havcnt really been very favoratite. 
lit) 1 wodd Uke to ask toe pand here, i n 
the comminee here, eaaetty how many 
o tha plam dd lai you eoaader! And 
how many plant, ahenutivt plam IMI 
dd you use to toe drmnnsrmttm tha 
you used 
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III through Match thnnigh May. 
1211 undematd. from leading thb PR. Dl 
tha PitoUc Release thn you "ve only coo-
tidered one MI idea to yow demonsm-
titm. Whn atww the ni aheniatives? 
Have toey tieen tried out? I think HI toey 
have tieen tried ow throughout the 
other d t i a m ofthe naikm. 
HI Aad I dont thtak toey've tieen used 
191 here ta Chicago. 
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IIOI So I think toere's a tot of things un 
thn havent tieen addressed although I 
know. I'm 1121 sure you d d a w o t d a f d 
job. 
1131 And that's aU I h? /e ro a y IMI Thank 
you. 
1131 (APPLAUSE) '. 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. i n Larry JeUema? 
nil MR. JELLEMA: My name b Larry iwi 
jeUetm. I represent a neighbothood or-
ganizanon 
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111 caUed toe Saim John's Ndghtwn of 
RivaWeSL 
121 We're tocated to toe 32nd Ward, DI 
centered aroimd toe imersectron of 
Chicago, HI MUwaukee and Ogden. 
131 Dear Commiaee. we toe memben of 
toeHiSt.Jotan'sNeightwra.wgetoeCiiy j 
of Chiago t o n soap current plans for | 
handling Chicago's garbage ni over toe 1 
next twettty years. 
191 We urge toe SoUd Wane Managemem : 
1101 Review Commmee. (to not attopt toe i 
plan now on toe un table, which in- j 
dudes increased todneianon. iizi in- j 
creased tandfiUs and toe IwUcroia blue 1 
tag 1131 coUectwn procen. 
IMI Wc urge toe City innead to educate { 
1131 Chicagoau atww wurce reducuon. 1 
Teach us how to i MI produce len wane. : 
I ve ha rd a good term for tou m caUed 
precycUng. 
nil AddittoiaUy. toe city mun legistate 
1191 to encourage nanutaaurento pack-
age toeir products 
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n I more responsibly. We abo warn eff'ec-
tive cwfo side 121 coUectwn, aUowing 
dean naikeuble natetiab. 
131 As a neightwrh(wd group, we operate 
141 our own coUection progran- cmce 
every iiwnth. The HI raponse ro o w 
cffons definitely indicate that MI 
Chicagcam are eaga and ready ro leam 
and |7i parucipate ta an dfecnve recy
cling program. 
HI We wgc toe SWMRC ro go hack to the 
HI drawmg board aid dump toe cuncm : 
costly and iioi wdfective gaitage plan, 
nn RespectfuUy. Lairy JeUema. Chair of 
1121 Recychng Comminee. St. John's 
Ndghbon of Riva 1131 Wen. 
IMI (APPLAUSE) 
1131 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
vou. IMI BiUMuschettoewL'Please help i 
tne iri wito yow tan l a m a . 
IMI MR. MUSCHENHEIM: Goodevening. 
My 1191 tame is BiU Muschenheim aid > 
1 m here representing 
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111 Greenpeace Actton. 
1211 have anetded nxm of toese pubUc i 
151 hearings and I'm coming away even 

more convinced HI that the plan 
proposed tiy Mayor Daleyta iiuwutkabte 
HI for the Cky of Chicago. 
HI What I liave seen a thn toe people m 
of Chicago consida thb ptan as imac-
cepBbte and ai 'withow tbe suppon of 
toe peopte of Chirago, no isi recycling 
ptan can succeed. 
IIOI I realize tbn toe memtien of ttib un 
comnwtee liave had Utde mpw imo toe 
procen of 1121 devetoping this plan. 
11311 see k as much as nwn of the IMI 
d inem here unight as outsiden ro toe 
procen iisi which wiU (tedde toe ul
timate fiuto of ow IMI lenewabte rerour 
c a . 
i n I apped to you ro kwk deeply inro 
I IB) yom taeans aid ow asi(te toe ptilitia 
of vvanc and un Ir -tk n toe realkia of 
our lerourca pre.- -idy 
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III squatdered. 
121 We camwt took at pites of p a p a DI 
witoow tooking u toe t r e a and foresa 
that are HI destroyed ro provitte thn 
papa. 
HI We camwt took at toe pUa of glass. 
HI mod . plastic and ceiaimo witoow 
seeing toe n almon unbeUevabte roU 
toe exiractton of toese ai nateriab has 
on our environment. 
HI The dedston that we tace a nm a 1101 
pobticd dedston. k a a moral aid ethi
cal issue nil whose cotisequenca wiU 
not ody tie fek by us. toe lui resdems 
of Chiago. bw will be feh throughow 
1131 toe worid whereva toe natetiab 
that feed o w IMI comuma matken are 
extraaed fiom thb plana. 
USI I ask you. toe comminee tnembas. 
to I Ml sand wito yotuifellow dtizem and 
a y IW to toe i n blue bag recycUng 
program. 
nil I ask you toe comminee memben 
staid 1191 wito yow feltow citizem aid 
a y no to more 
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III incuieratwn. 
1211 ask you to send a clear message ro 
131 toe Comnunee on Eneigy aid tbe 
Environment that the HI people of 
Chicago a y no to thb ptan. 
HI Thank you. 
HI (APPLAUSE) 
n CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. HI Frankie Knibb? 
HI (PAUSE) 
IIOI MR. KNIBB: C(wd evening.My name 
a Ull Fankic Knibb and I'mbere testify
ing on tiehalf of 1121 toe C e m a for Neigb-
twrhood Technotogy. 
II3I The c e m a a a founeen year old. IMI 
iwn-profo organixatton. which seeks af-
fordatde. IMI approprately scaled, tocal-
ly controUed ways for IMI city residems 

ro m e a taste needs for food, i n bous
ing, iobs and a beakby envintimem. 
IMI YOU came ro toe issue of wUd waste 
1191 nanagement through our concerns 
abow twto jobs and 
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in toe environmem. 
121 In 1983. we were co-foimders of the 
Dl Coalitkm for Appropriate Wane Dis
posal, now toe HI Chicago Recycling 
Coalitton. 
131 In 1989. the c e m a pttoUshed N o 
Tkne lei ro Waste, how communities can 
reap ecotwmic Iwnefin m from toe stiift 
ro recycling. 
ai We WiU sewn lie releasing a new m 
publication t lut auesses Chicago's 
potemid as a 1101 Kegtooal Recycling and 
Heprocming Cemer. 
•Ill The centa ls cutTemly wotking with 
1121 the City ro attrao a muki-iesident. 
re-processing 1131 coii^iany ro Chicago. 
IHI The Review Commitiee has tackled 
one IISI of tiie roughen problena focing 
tbe d ty . But the IHI process w a s 
skewered fiom toe start. 
itT) The Cky s a the teniB ofthe de la te 
ini when k annoimced tiie blue t n g 
proposal before you iisi even hrgan to 
m e a and everything ebe had ro tall 
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III toro place around it. 
12) Tunnd viston tiecaiiie ttie onterof t h e 
Dl day. There are tw suiprisa to thus 
proposed roUd HI waste matagement 
ptan. otdy diappointmem. 
») If this plan comnms the City ro tng m 
fix. capial totensive rocbnologies. t he 
blue bag m proposd and indneratron. 
HI We think this a dangeroia. It's m 
(tangetottt ro comnm the d ty ro an ex
pensive. 110) umened rocbnology like 
the blue bag proptnaL 
un k's dangerota ro s a iqi a system iizi 
that fidb o give toe dty tong term con
trol aver 115) con. 
iMi b's dangeroiu w give monopoly iis) 
control n private tmeiesn. Qiicago tax
payen u«i cant afibid n play this kind 
of game. 
Itn Aad k's j u n plato wrong ro Ix iiai 
talktog atwm tocinention iww. Wc 
haven't even im liegim ro seriously ex-
pime tbe reductton opttom aid 
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III that lias u come fint. 
121 We have ro find ow toe scate of DI 
wiiat's left, then we can review tbe op
ttom and Ml dedde wtut stiategy tiest 
meen the need, b's time ni ro go t ack 
ro toe dtawing twants a id tliis time s tan 
w wkta a dear stare anda taoad horinm. 
m Run aU proposab thiough ttie ai ibi-
towtog filten. D o g k IndU on toe state 

Page 27 - Page 34 Misi-U-Scriiit"' Aocinate Reporting by Jack Artsteln 



12634 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Solid 'Waste Management Public Hearings October 28.1991 

HI nandated hiexaiehy; rource reduc
uon. reuse and iioi recycling* 
nil D o a h Imid o n toe dty's lui drva-
sity? D o a it break toe Oty up taro lui 
ma iugab te pans Uke wanb. for ex
ample, ratoa IMI than getnng stuck ta 
toe b tanka approach? • 
nil D o a it view toe wane stream as a 
1161 rerource? Does it suppon and build 
a locd 1171 rcprocesstag economy? 
nil D o a it involve a n u m b a of service 
•Ml providen avoiding toe intrinsiaUy 
dangerous • 
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III motwpoly m o d d ' b a i w t o a study 
tcaUy needed oi 121 a it time for aoton? 
Dl b toe proposed synem sustainabte or 
141 are cosu like ro escatate uncon-
troUably? b it HI flextole ro that toe oty 
can take aitvanage of HI appropriate 
new optiom and ideas? 
n The SoUd Wane Management Plan 
under ni consideratwn w o d d taUsucb 
a test. The blue t a g HI proposd presems 
us wnh a 'one bag ins sU* noiapproacb. 
tailing w ptovde ftedliiliry or ro buid 
nil toe ciry's diversity, 
nil Gatbage a n t only a problem k's a 
nil rource. P r o p a managemem of o w 
wane s t r a m a n IMI sdd to new whs, 
boto ta coUectwn and IMI reprocessing, 
p roduce energy consumption and 
reduce 1 MI dependency on quesuonabte 
tecbiwtopes. 

ini Ln's ptan as if toe future ra l ly IMI 
manered. 
I Ml Thank TOU. 
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111 (APPLAUSE) 

121 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: b tou. toe 
151 views you ve given us here, u tou toe 
awhonzed HI rcpresenouve view of toe 

crm 
131 MS. KNIBB: Yes. it a . 
161 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Okay 
thank you. n Jane CampbeU* 
HI MS. CAMPBEU: Good eventag. My 
name HI b Jane CampbeU a i d I'm speak-
tag on behalf of Edta iioi Panto. Presi-
deni of toe Lague Women Vmen ta nn 
Chicago. 
nil The League adopted a strong wane 
llll nanagement positwn ta 1973. 
iMiThe Lague suppotu.one.policia to 
1131 R d u a toe generatwn and promme 
toe reuse of IMI recycte. in recycbng of 
wUd and haardous wane. 
I r i Two. policia to emure safe iiti treat
ment, t n m p o t m w n . norage and dis-
p o n l of 1191 wUd and hazantous wane ui 
o f o g to protea pubbc 
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111 hal to aid air. vvater and bnd rerow
c a . 

m Aad three, phiming and dedston- DI 
making processes that recognize 
suitahte roUd and HI hazankna waste a 
potemal lerourea. 
131 Ova toe pan two yean, toe Chicago 
HI League actively supponed toe Han
sen Ordwance aid m mn wito dty offi
cials to discuu Chicago's roUd ni wane 
future. 

. HI WhUe apprecnting toe strong iioi em
phasu on educatwul program, we find 
toe 1111 proposed plan imsuppoirable for 
toe foUowing 1121 reaaou. 
II3I Fim. beause of toe househod IMI 
hazantow waste, toe Cky ptan fiUs to 
outltae a IMI strong cowse fbr actton. 
Ratoa n focusa on IMI conducting fw-
thet itudia. 
1171 Lan year, toe State League iisi tatit>-
duced legistatwn. inrlnrting three mad 
IMI componems. A metotd of tabeUng 
packagaof - • • ,- ... 

ni nateral that require spedd disposaL 
removal of ill househod haardous 
wane from toe waste stream and DI 
puhUc eduatwn. The league teels thin 
toe time MI for actwn a now. 
HI Second, toe blue tag proposd. m 
Implementation of toe blue tng pn^ 
gram b prcnatuR. 
m The Lague ticUeva that thb program 
HI u taferior ro a rource-separated cwb 
side HI colleaion prognm. whtoh 
avoids mixtag recyctahtes iia wito gar
bage and trean toem u vduabte un 
commoditia. 
nil Moreover, toe league bebeva thn 
1131 ahemative coUectwn methods have. 
not been given IMI appropriate con-
sdetatwn. 
IMI And lastly, tacineratton. The teague 
IMI u concerned abow toe empbasa 
placed on irn incineration in tbe 
proposed ptan, 
•Ml liudequacia ta toe ptan's proposed 
ii9t actwii regarding rource reducuon. 
reuse and i i _ ^ ^ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
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III recycUng tmy tead ro a ptenature 
dependency on 121 tadneratwn ro rohre 
the cny's solid wane DI disporal 
piuutetm. 
141 WhUe we find toe overaU ptan b HI 
senously flawed, toere are several areas 
which we HI find commeidabte. 
n The aforemenuoned emphasu on 
pubbc HI eduauon and suppon for 
beverage deposn containa HI legisla
tion. 
1101 FinaUy. we wgeconsderatton.and 
llll adoptwn League's cmena for siitag 
waste manage, 1121 waste disposal 
tacibua. And toere's a copy of 1131 thn 
anacbed wito wiut 1 pvc to you. 
IMI Thank you. 

IMI (APPLAUSE) 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. 1171 Davd Ratnay? 
IMI MR. RAMSAY: Good evenmg. As 
fotma II9I Ediror of t he SoUd Wane 
Managrmrm Newsieger. 
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III I've stidied and written srdctes on 
existing 121 recycling pragtatm such as 
Uptown Recycbng aid alro Dl a tong 
arncte on Chicago's SoUd Waste Ptan. 
HI I've learned abow Chicago's pUot ni 
blue lag recycling program tiy foUow
ing a Depanment HI of Streen and 
Sanintton dump tnick down toe aUeys 
m of Chicago's twitowen tide. 
HI I wuched toe tecycling tags tidng HI 
unloaded n toe transfer siatton. I offa 
my IIOI olaervatton aid opintotu here ta 
toe hopa thn toey un might influence 
the city ro change in ptcsem lui direc-
tton tiefore k's uw tate. 
1131 Whn we see here are waning amps 
IMI On one sde, toe City of Chicago 
appean n have iisi atreatty deeded on 
tob con effective recycUng atd IMI 
waste disposal system, tased on pa-
ceived budget U7) constratots. who 
wam's anotha New York Cky? 
IMI Labor unton and — and m h a nvi 
poUncd tacwn 1 can scarcely guen at. 

Ill And m toe otoasi(to are iccyclen. 121 
who are (tedicaud peopte vvho brought 
recycling w Dl C d o g o nwre than a 
decade ago aid whose operaitom MI 
tirings signlficam benefits. 
131 OveraU, toere appears ro liave tieen 
w Uttte dialogue and no compromisa. 
Apparently m feeUng betrayed, toe recy
cUng community, ai uadernaiKtably. has 
atacked toe program and toe m city's 
monvatwn for establishing toe bhie bag 
UOI program. 
IIII Otoen giving testinwny have aUeged 
na oomiptwn. tteUeving that toe dry u 
on toe take 1131 by a cerata targe cor-
powtton whose tame has tiecome IMI a 
househod swearword. 
1131 The proposed SoUd Wane Matage
mem IM) Ptan ftjr toe dty itself a a 
thorough aid im comprehensive docu
mem and I conunend toe SoUd Waae 1 isi 
Review Comminee. toe Depanment of 
Streea and IHI Sanitatton aid toe con-
suhams who prepared the 

Paga 42 
in plan. 
121 The problem wito toe ptan Ua ta DI 
ahmuiive one. toe Cky plan itself. The 
bean of HI thu akanabve u toe co-
mtagted. blue tag m coUectton program, 
which invoiva toe cixoUeaton HI of 
trash and recyctatila ta blue ptasbc bap 
ta toe |7) regidar packa dun^ trucks. I 
wUi discuu tha m 8 tata. 
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IIOI The Mayor announoed the dty's un 
seleaton of tbe blue tag progtam 
before toe iizi Advisory Conunittee liad 
complned ks planning U3i procen and 
tneaiiiiigfd pubUc p inidpatton. 
I Ml News a n i d a and commems at these 
1131 hearings tiave^hown strong pubUc 
racoon againn IMI the dty's strategy u 
push ahead to advance of toe ii7i ptan. 
I Ml This business as usud anitidctwt im 
only aUeiuta the people, bw nay ieop-
artlize toe 
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111 succen of the ptans components that 
depetd on ui pubUc suppon. 
131 k has abo deflected pubUc HI anen-
uon from the many progiesshre wane 
reductton HI and recycling elemems that 
1 do fwd ta toe ptan. 
161 Conttaued reliance of toe iwrtowen 
m inctocntor b un«visc, even if toe 
taciliry is HI upgraded ro mea toe new 

. federal stanilards. 
HI As tong as toe wUd, toe mwiinpal iioi 
roUd wane stream comaim househod 
banena, un appbanca aid o toa haz
ardous household wane, tbe ua in
ctocntor nay eiim wuccepniile leveb 
of mercury, nsi cadmium and dioxiu. 
1 Ml These emissiom codd pmenttaUy IMI 
expose toe city to uiuccepable leveb 
of nsk. 
IMI Speakuig at toe OaoberNatwnal i n 
Recycling Coalition s Anniul Con
ference to Milwaukee iiai iun tan week. 
Tom Watron, of Rerource Recycling IMI 
presented some coiivmcing evidence 
from toe Omaha 

III Nebraska Bag program againn toe 
co-mingled tug 121 approach. 
13! Omaha s Program, which serva a HI 
hundred thousand househokb. is toe 
ody city wde, I3i co-iiungled coUeoion 
bag program ta a laigc cny ta HI toe 
Udtcd Suies at present. 
n A recent analysis of recydablcs and HI 
percent b> •Tight picked up l>y toe 
program u as i9i foltows. 
IIOI Newsprint, seventy-two percent, 
toree nn percent glass, two percent plas
ucs. two percem 1121 metab. a td twenty 
percent residuab.The iisi paitidpatton 
weight was ody fony-seven peicent. 
1141 One icaron eked for toe poot IMI 
participation rate 9vas toe meager ttmd-
tag for pubbc IMI educauon: ody seven 
thouand doUars lan year. 
i n And we would know here tbat 
Chicago IMI had bener taven a tot of toe 
money toey tatend to iisi ave fiom toe 

program ineif on pubUc 
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III parucipation. 

121 The three percem glaa tare d o a iwt 
Dl ooaqnre tavotably wito tbe fifteen or 
tnore percem HI tate ofton experienced 

I ta comparabte bta progiams. 
{ 131 The City of Omaha ays ttut toey are 
I H) nevenhden atisfied wito toe pro-
I gtafflaskis.asr7iutoecontractoi;Waste 
I Managrmmt. Incorpoiated. 
I HI The figures given for Hounon. Toas 
I 191 ten monto pitot program alro giva 
I Uttte rearon for iio) optimism fbr toe 

Chicago Blue Bag Proposd. 
I nil Peak panic^atton was only 1121 Thir-
I ty-fivc poceni. Reportedly, when fow 
I toousand 1131 residems swkched fiom 
I toe bag ro a bta program, IMI the par-
I bdpattoo leaped ro seventy percent. 
! 1131 ta summary. Tom Watron at tbe IMI 
j codcrence sad. toere a tw evidence 
' tlut 1171 cocoUecbon of gaitiage and 
' recydabla vroiks weU lui to t>ig cma . 
i Watron s e a toe funire progiam as 
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in two compartments, one fm recyd-
; abia aid one for 121 ttash. 

131 Qume. "Thu a what you'U see ta HI 
[ nxMtcina ta five to ten years.* Watstm 
i a d . ' 

131 The Piosbuigh Pennsyivaiua Program 
, HI lias tieen much more swxessfd than 

toe o n u ta Omaha i7i aid Housron. 
ni According to a considtam comraam: 
HI HDR Engtaeertog's John Williams 
data, a seventy iioi pacem panidpatton 
tate was rached ta fow weeks un ta 
Pittsbwgb.The maiketatiility lau fbrtoe 
1121 recyctabia was a very respeofd 
tuncry-fivc tisi peicem. 
I Ml Pittsburgh s coUectton cosn were usi 
one third typical of toe rypicd t»n pii>-
gram con. IMI The Pittsburgh programa 
however sutisuntuUy ini differem from 
toe Chicago propoal. 
nil Mon imporamly. Pittsburgh colteos 
IMI toe reC3-ctables w a diffdcnt truck 
than toe trash. 
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III aitoough n uses toe a m e kind of 
packa truck. 121 Abo neivsprtot has not 
been coUccted wnh o t o a DI recyd
ablcs. When toe program begtas u col-
lea Ml newsprtoL n wiU pw. pw toem ta 
a separate tug. MI toeretiy avoiding toe 
conaminatwn. 
HI Conduswiu. ta my bpinton. the City 

, n of Chicago u takwg a muhi-ffiilUon 
fuuncial nsk ni on a laigely improven 
synem. 
HI EquaUy important, toe tilue bag not 
co-coUecuon MRRF synem seena ro 
ptace technotogy nn ahead of people 
aid)obs. 
1121 b H wise pubUc policy ro have a iiJi 
large private coipontwn come to aiod 
run a program IMI with tew )ob and 
economic tienefits to toe kical iisi com-

muniry. when toe recycling conimunii>'. 
those IICI peopte who t i e^n recycling 
sk tiy toe sidelines? 
It7i On the o t o a band. I'm presently 1 lai 
unconvinced tliat a bm program atone is 
the t x n 1191 ovetaU synem for a targe. 
diverse area such as 
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Ul Chicago. 
121 The bto approach may woik weU in a 
Dl subuftao «*'"«'£ tnu bas HJ'I mixed 
resuhs to laige HI cibes. 
HI Here are my suggesttom. rvtingn fe\ 
shoidd tiansfa the dedston rri'^'"g for 
toe ovetaU tn solid waae ptanntog eCfon 
from the Depanmem of ni Streets and 
Sanitatton ro the new Enviromnentd 191 
Depanment or the Department of 
Econonuc urn Devetopmem. 
un I know I'm rmuung om of time.l 1121 
have jun a coiq>te more things. 
1131 Sireen a td Sanitatton have focused 
IMI fiir decada on ooUeetitm and dis
posaL I b a narrow iisi focus is moom-
patfote fbr the tntndly hosed wane iisi 
reductitm and recycling approach. 
tm Chicago's altemative one shoidd be 
lUt revised ro altow the attoptton of a 
recycling synem im tbat takes ad-
vantage ofthe gtrod ideas and the 
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III akematives one ami two. 
12) The same recycliug system d o a trot 
Dl have ro tie implememed to aU pans of 
toe dry. HI What w o d a to one area is not 
necesarily the ben is) to anmtaa. 
HI The MRRF coUectton and recycling ni 
tud spedficatitm should be revised to 
altow for a ai divcjdty to approaches. 
m The bi(b mun tie lewiitteu ta a way 
iun tlut d o a twt fovor tbe waste giants 
and effectively un exdude the smaller 
companies, mctuding the tizi twt-for-
profin bom successfully conqwting. 
1131 And finally, tbe dty slwuld g n IMI 
serwus abom recycling and economic 
devetopmem. 
1131 The potential for community 
ecotwtmc iisi devetopmem. to coniunc-
tton with the growth of ii7] recycling 
activiiies. is eaoniwiis. 
IISI The growto of communitybased. ii9i 
recycUng entetptises atul recyding 
mateiiab 
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111 nanufiicturen will iustify the bme 
and nwney spem 121 by the city in 
devetopmgsucta cemen and DI devetop
ing toe maiken. 
HI My expetience leads me ro state ni 
alaolutely tbat tbe field of sobd waste 
and HI recycling is ^>""«B^E very rapid
ly-
tn Divetsity and finrihiliry mun lie a) 
bulk inro the rolid waste managemem 
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lyaiems dut HI toe Cky OfChicago final- | 
lyadopn. 
iMiDoyoureattywamtobnyawhkeiin 
r icT*'* '" ' 
,„, (APPLAUSE) 
„„ CHAIRUAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
yoiJ. IMI Kevta? Excuse tne. David? We'd 
lik( IMI to ask you a iquesuon if we couU 

,141 MR. RAMSAY: Sure. 
,i7iMR.CREENE: Davd. you men-
Qoiied ta 1 Ml yow tesniiwny a couple of 
sourea. that toey IMI piovde a fouiuta-
tjod for — reconunendadom.A 

Paga SI 
IH presemaaon by Tom Watron. was dut 
presentatwn ta 121 wrmen fotm? 
131 MR. RAMSAY: I haveitwito na on a 
141 tape fbrm.h's iwt ta wrinen form.no. 
I nught HI be wiUing to leid it to the 
coinmmee if I had a— 
HI MR. GREENE: Codd you do diat> 
Ga PI it transcritied and toen. b that 
ok*y if wc g a «i that, have thu 
tniucribed and have toat m tafoimanon 
presented to toe memben? 
IIOI MR. RAMSAY: I have k wkh me and 
111) I'U bring now. 
llll MR. GREENE: The o toa was a. 1 
toink 1131 a repon by KDR thn 
evaluated— 
1141 MR. RAMSAY: The Pmsbwgb Pro
gram. 
IMI MR. GREENE: b that ta wrmen 
forfli' 
lui MR. RAMSAY: h's on toe nme tape. 
,r, MR. GREENE: Okay. 
,11, MR. RAMSAY: Bw they did. neitoa 
of I Ml toe. toere were toree presemen 
and thev did not 
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III provide virmen infotmatwn. except 
iun ouUwa. 
121 MR. GREENE: Thank you. 
1)1 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thiank 
voU-MtWesWagar? 
,v MR. WAGAR: I m Wes Waga wito 
Things HI Green PubUshing. 
n I haven't really organized my HI 
toougha here yet todght. The absw-
diues are so m many and ro patoeoc. I 
wuh that tou issue. I took iioi forwato ro 
tbb asue betag picsented ro a group 1111 
more directw accountabte ro toe vmen. 
1 toink 1121 that wUi be r a l tateresung. 
ID) AIM. 1 wuh that more of toese IMI 
hesrmgs had been held ta comimiimia 
wiiose IMI instituttons were being diren-
ly asadied by tou IMI ptan. Such u toe 
Lakefrom and Hyde Park. 
IIT) I tomk dut abo wodd have been IMI 
im^resung. It wodd have been uueren-
tog if 3ve 1191 codd have gonen more of 
toe dav^iHtay recyden ' 

S3 

III here » discias k. 
121 WeD. snotoa aspea I haven't lieaid 
131 discusseit you mentwned the con
ference. 
HI There was abo a peiscm n the HI 
confacnce who had organized toe Aus-
tta Tens HI RecycUng Progtam atd toe 
badaverygoodiepeuof mthe Houston 
Teau synem thn had twt woiked ow 
aid HI it was pretty cotrrindng ro na. 
HI And I think we shodd lie more iioi 
concerned fbr how tha whote — affeo 
toe ptwr who 11 n (to toe (tayvHtey recy
cUng. 
1121 And heakh hazards of twinrrjidn. 
11311 don't think thn's tsecn adeqimety 
comdered. IMI There's indneraton 
creating heakh protileim aU iisi acttas 
toecownry. 
IIM And w thn's toe few thoughn I hsd 
1171 on tha. 
nil (APPLAUSE) 
IHI CHAVIMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. • 
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niJefTTangel? 
121 MR.TANaEL: Hi. My name a JelT Dl 
TangeL I bve at 2028 Wen 101 n Place ta 
toe HI h a i d f d neigbbottuwd of Bever
ly, Morgan Park. 
HI I'm here todght to speak on behalf HI 
on toe Souto Ciwk Counry Enviiotunen-
tai Action 171 Coa boon. 
HI We're condig rogethau citizem ta 
HI toe city and toe surrowding subwta 
ra fight toe im proposed Rohtitas to-
cineratorsid to piroinote nn susawatite 
soiutwm ro rolid wane ta the Souto ua 
Cook Counry Regwn. 
nil The peopte ta Beveity, Morgan Paik. 
1141 Mown Greemvood are weU aware of 
toe totnt of IMI tacineration. I'U. talk 
abow tlut ta a mtaute. 
IMI Now tet me |un tay up front, thn |I7| 

. toere are toouaids of peopte toere thn 
are very nti happy wito toek tilue box 
and toere's a very high 1191 participation 
rate. I can t give you tlut right 
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III now.. 
Ill Bw we bare, for wme time, tieen bl 
piovidtag a kn of ctean recyctabia w 
toe 141 Rerouree Cema ova ta Hyde 
Parti. 
131 And tet's see. we are ow MI organiza-
tdn. toe Souto Cook County Eirriron-
Riemal n Actwn Oulitton oppota toe 
blue tag synem. 
HI Laigely tieatae we see k a a a taept 
HI attenipt to rolve.a laige problem, a 
cemnUy im controUed inept attempt w 
wive a tatge problem. 
nil We toink that toe tireakage and ua 
cowamiiatton of recydabla a going w 

be huge. lui And ta tact, rome of oa-
peopte that watched toe IMI proca.-
were disgusted on how n wem. 
1131 We tieUeve tlut peopte nake warn 
tiy IHI ntodng snd peopte need to be 
educated that tbey (to m tlut. 
IMI Atd wito an oiganizatton or an ii<> 
orpuiizattond system s a up ro provide 
toe '.. 
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III educaiwn, peopte wiU tie happy tc 
iitiiMifi. waste. Ul And by peopte. I dc 
wiut to i"fliidf companirs tbat DI sel 
us toe waste. 
HI incineration. We oppose toe ni ta 
creasing of toe notto wen dctaeraw: 
ftom a HI thouand rom p a day to six 
teen hundred tom p a tn .day atd wt 
especially oppose any leopetung of am 
HI m h a tactoeraton ta toe City o 
Chicago. 
m Indneratton a a flawed, dangerou: 
im technotogy ro ded wito robd wane 
To give a 1111 Utde aying. indneratton i-
a Umg BU, tc:t aa un ash fiU snd it's s tii( 
gaitagefiU. 
1151 Indneratton compountb toe p r 
tage IMI problem tiy aking retativeh 
inen materid and iisi turning toem ime 
toato compowds very (pnckly. 
IW h b iwleed Uke a nainline toot ta i r 
toe arm to the envuunmem than people -
:thn bve to lai thn envuonmem. 
1191 There shodd tie now HO doubt abou 
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III the healto etteett of indneraton. Tht 
otdy peopte m that pretend that toen 
are no hedto effecu with 01 to 
dncratms are toose hned tiy compatue* 
tha HI pronwte inctoeraton. 
Dl UteaOy doaats and roxicotogiSB K 
friim aroimd the country and fron 
around toe world ITI are opposing in 
cmeratwn ta droves. - . . . 
HI Lan Scimmber, n toek aimual H 
meeting, toe Munich Medicd ASKKB 
lion m Munich Iia Wen Gennany, lepre 
seating some twelve thousand m 
docton, iinaiiunously passed a rerohi 
tion wtiich ua called fora reveral of tot 
policia which tavor 1131 indneratton k 
toe intercn of. 
IMI Excuse me. k demanded a revenal o: 
list toe p o b d a wtiich tavor tadnetsttor 
ta toe USI interen of toe peopte tlut wt 
are supposed to take U7i good caie of 
Tlwse are toe docton ta Mudch. 

Ill Docton around toe country are 12 
increasingly becoming concemec 
stwn toe heavy Dl metab tlut come oin 
of tncineiaitom. toe add HI gases, toe 
dioxiu and feurou. 
13) l a ' s see.Tll teU you a qdck HI ston 
abow toe IidiatapoUs indneraror. toe 
mmdnaa tm often used u a modd 01 
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tartarratinn oa ai how ro handte and 
rolvc wasto problems. 
HI So much ro that I'd Uke ro caU k iwi 
toe love boat tot inanetaron. k's fm-
tured on un the L.S. Conference of 
Mayon Videorape on the roUd 1121 waste 
issue as a clean tuodein statC'Of-toe-an 
1131 tadliiy. 
I Ml By toe way.anyone that bean ttut 1131 
phrase toe snte of toe an ought ro nun 
and run to IMI the o t o a direciton. 
1171 Thb tactaeiaror. which came on line 
IMI ta 1988.and wtiich a bdk tiy Odgen 
Maitta wtiich a 1191 toe wtirld's prenka 
tactaerator b i d d a atd 
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111 developa. viotatod in air penim 
ntaetycight Ui t i m u to the year of 
twelve months ending May 31st. DI of 
'91. That's abow every two weeks. 
HI k vwtated toe. I'm nm going ro ni 
leinetntier toe four, k vwtated propa 
operating Hi temperature.opacity.I can't 
rememtia toe o t o a |7i rwo. 
HI Two of toem were asrodaed. directly 
HI coiretated vvito heavy dioxto emis-
stou.rmwiTy I IIOI can'ttementoatoe 
o t o a two. 
iinThe company aysk 's l ieause wre lui 
son up and shw (town and malfunc-
tiom during toese 1131 tinws. One mun 
w o t d a why toey stan.up and shw IMI 
down that many t ima. 
1131 At any rate, if you piesume that toe 
IMI srandards are set to protea toe 
pubUc healto. toen ini you mun con
cluded that vwtations of tlwse nsi sand-
aitb compromise toe pitoUc healto. 
iMiWedonottaanywaytieUcvethattoe 
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111 stanitards are set ro protea Ihc putilic 
heakh. 121 So we bebeve tlut toey ve got 
two and a half DI strika againn them,ta 
tan toree str ika. 
HI The ashfiU and peitups thu a qwtc ni 
cogent to peopte who (ton't ready care 
atww toe HI hedto problem, bw toe 
ashfiU Cited ta 1988. toe PI fuU twenty ro 
thiny year life bf toe fodbty. a a) essen-
tiaUy fuU afta ody three yean of HI 
opeiatwn. 
IIOI This u proof positive that un in-
ctaerauon does not rolve toe gattnge 
problem. 
1121 During the premier of the in-
ctocrator 1131 ta '87. toe cotapaay nain-
tained that they wouU U4i reduce 
volume tiy ntaety pereent. Now that's 
jun a 1131 dog and pony show, that's a 
hoax. 
IMI They iww pubUcly admk that toey 
1171 ody reduce volume tiy wme two 
thinb. 
IISI Funha, fdly twenty ro twenty-five 
II9I percem of the waste gotog ro toe 
indnetaor • 

•1 
111 liypassa k tfoectly. tiecause k's un-
sdiabte fbr 121 burning or the indneraror 
is opaaiing m capadiy. 
Dl So wtut you have a even wkh a huge 
HI lieveragc buining indneraror.toe City 
of 151 Indianapohs, wtuch has atww a 
millitm people and w) toe u d n e a t o r a 
a twentythrec hundred ron p a r7i ttay.a 
huge gaibage burning indneraror tniik 
liytoe m tien oonqnay to toe worid. 
m b vtotata k's permit, k doesn't lioi 
rolve toe gaitage problem. The City of 
Indianapolb iiii sdU tandfilb fifty pa 
cem of toeir wane, b's 1121 a astifilL k's a 
big gaitx^e bUI. 
1131 Inrmcmifw. tiecause of the laige IMI 
capital cuiumi BIT nts and waste ^ coit 
trob.huiry one 1131 mmutc — is the mon 
(•xpciuivt metood ro luniUe iisi waste. 
1171 b a a huge gailnge tiurning magna 
IISI thn r e q d r a gaitaage ro tie sem ro k. 
When I was iioi at toe HUIXMS Enogy 
Conference tan year, Rogg 
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III Yuta, wiw is the Vice Ptesidem of 
American RefiieL 121 artiich is a toku 
venniR between Browning b i n s and Dl 
can't rememba the o t h a oongnny. k's 
a tng HI indneiaror devetopec; when 
asked Iftadnerarow iti ocaK todrmvn 
denatd for waste, fiankly be flatly w 
sad to mc. y a . I almon fcU ow of my 
chak. 
n The waae of rerowca a fobdotu HI 
and ro wc oppose indneratton ta aU 
fbma. 
m We tavm locally, tocalized progiams 
UOI tailored to communities, ctnipted 
wito a huge budgn un for educatton. A 
huge budga. 
112) As 1 sad eailia. peopte make iisi 
gaitage. They can unmake gaitage. If 
«ve are tmly iMi to a ctisb skuaiton. toen 
wc.and we need ro tre» iisi the problem 
up from. 
IMI An endlea parade of end of toe pipe 
1171 wlwtom a (toing nothing bw pw-
ting Innd4i(b on lui a huge gash, b's 
ridicutous. 
IMI I myself have one of toese beautifd 
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111 large garbage cam atd I ordered 
anotoa one.121 because k was oveiftow-
ing-b neva came. 
131 We paitidpated ta ow cwb side HI 
program, aid we pw o w plastic twttia 
ta toe paik 131 disQia and we (ton't tmy 
oveipackaged crap. 
HI And I pw that gaitage can ow and k 
n IS a q u a n a to a third fiUed. It au ' t that 
hard, ai k ata't t hu hard. I figuicd ow 
how w (to it. 19) o t h a peopte need ro 
know how ro do k. 
IIO) What I'm telling you is.I reduced my 
i inpr tage tiy rome sixtyrosevemy^ive 

pgcent. ua Tim's pretty impressive and 
ka to t tiut hard. 
IU) That's what we need ro do a td atong 
iMitliote lines.the dty aeedsro consider 
a pitot 113) program ta volume-based 
rata. What's tair a tair IMI a id gcwd for 

1171 If my ndghtwr p u s ow two of toose 
ini btack t w x a or four of thme btack 
Ixxxa. I sure as iio) heU ought twt pay 
the same price a he or she. 
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in Volume-tsised tate are twt only fair, izi 
they Mhre the problem you aU know 
abou Downen Dl Grove and m h a com-
munitia, where prior ro HI volume-
based disposd rates, ttae households are 
131 puniiig out four bags p a Iwusehold 
paweek . 
HI And afta ttie volume the disposd ni 
tates were totroduced. tbe average 
dropped tb 1.6 HI bags p a twuse per 
week. 
m You teach peopte. twto up from and 
IWI fiom lieliind. to todr potdcex. 
un Thank you. 
IU) (APPLAUSE) 
113) CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
yoiLiuiJoPatroiL> 
1131 MS. PATTON: 1 (Ud testify at that u«i 
fim bearing on Motutay and (to iwt wam 
ro take up ii7i much more of tbe 
committee's time. 
lui I d d wtut ro mentton Housron. ii9i 
although David Ramsay lias covered 
nanyofthepoims 

Pagaes 
in t h a I wanted ro make. 
1211 had understood tbat the City of DI 
Houstcm's Blue Bag Program was refer
enced, twto to Ml wild waste manage
mem ptan and abo ta some DI testimony 
given on Wednes(tay. 
HI And ro I fek k was imponam tliat m 
committee lie aware of ttae faa tbat 
Housron has ai discommued t h u pitot 
proiea and wiU twt Iw m pursuing tbe 
blue bag 
im Panidpatton tates was one probtem 
un with toe progiam. They atao had 
prolilemt with iizi conouiunatton and 
were concerned abou toe con. 
USI The (Kha thing t h a I'd Hke ro (to IHI 
tlus evening is jim ptopttie ro toe com
mittee rome iisi questtons t bu I taope 
we WiU tie abte ro g a rome iisi infoma
tton on to toe near fiiture. 
117) I uadezsond tiut ttiese are probat>ly 
IWI twt questtoia that can tie answered 

11911 was Struck by a news tepon 
Paga 66 

111 recently t tat tbe City of Odcago's 
capadtmdgwaiwasaftyonetdllwnas 
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HI 

the price n g for rehabbtag or the 
nonhwcn iadaentor. 

I know thu toe figure mcntioitrd ta 
ill toe SoUd Wane Management Ptan u 
twenty-five Hi million. I would a p 
precate knowing which u toe m ac
curate figure stace I think toat toat 
discrepancy HI U pretty signifimnt. 
HI Anotoa quesnon I have b that toe noi 
City of Chicago, since 1984. bad a 
tandfiU nil moratorium, which b meam 
thn toere have tieen no 1121 new tandfUb 
buih ta toe Ciry stace that tone.nsiThat's 
tieen renewed jperiodically. 
IMI I toought that toe taa that tou IMI 
montonum was not mentwned ta toe 
ptan was a IMI gtariiig omisston. 
11711 wodd ask tlut toe comminee sme 
IMI its position on toe tnoiaroriwn and 
indude that u IMI pan of toe ptan, stace 
cleariy n dfecis the next 

Page87 
n I rwenty yean aid where we are gotag 
to tie putting III ow gaibage. 
131 FinaUy. boto toroughow toe ptan and 
Ml ta o tha comments that I've beard 
from dry ni representatives. I unda-
sa id thn toe city's MI estdmia for curb 
side or rouree-separated prognms n 
were tased an analysu done of 'several 
cma." 
HI I wodd appredate knowtag whn 
those HI cities were and how that 
aiulysis was done, which is noi ro ay. 
was il done by calcutating per 
household nn con wito a synem wide 
aiulysu or p a ron con? 
IIII And I feel that that tafomatwn wiU 
IMI help us undcrsund tiener how toe 
ctrv amved ai IMI toe conclusmn that toe 
blue bag u c h a p a . 
1131 Thank you. 
IMI (APPLAUSE) 
i n CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. IMI .Michael ICnssel' 
iMiMR.CHISHOLM: The proniwcairan 
a 

, ,,.. .. , , , • • • , • Pago a 

III Michael Chuhobn. 
Ill CHAWMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. 
131 MR. CHISHOLM: Okay ptcsenUy 
nght HI now. what I m kwking at here in 
the City of Chiago HI U a prograiiL a 
blue bag prognm that seems to HI 
myself and otoer people ta toe city that 
il s not n inconveniem. thai wrhen n u 
inconvenient to a c b ni and every 
househod party. 
HI The rearon n s taconvedem inautly 
IIOI a tieause what we re ttoing. wc R 
taktag aU of ow nn recycled ttems and 
we're putnng toem ta one bag. 
1121 When tob bag h u been picked up 
by 1131 toe City of Chiago. n goa ro a 

proceaiag c e m a IMI where k's 
separated. 
1131 By the time k's separated, try the IM 
me h'sdispotedtaalaue tag. picked 19 
and 1171 received n toe ptocessing cea-
t a k's lieen iwi contamiiuted. 
1191 Wiut I'm presently woiiniig on right 

Pagan 
III now u a synem thn I devetoped 
about, ny abow 121 tan year rome lina, 
where toe househod pany b ni easia 
and conveniem for toem ro separate 
their HI nam. 
HI Unng thu systeffl aid using wtut the 
HI City can p u togetoa, you know, 
uwaitb a pick up n item at cwfo siite 
pick up, toe system caa Ix brought HI 
togetoa. 
HI The biggen problem thn we find im 
right now a, toe educsttonai, lack of 
eduauon nn toat we have u con-
siimen ta separating our iteim 1121 aad a 
conveniem way d separating ow imm. 
1131 If we look n ow sutnufaan areas. IMI 
right now toey have a blue cwb sde 
program, a blue iisi bin. 
IMI And wtut happem a thu you pw 
yow 1171 recycled itena to toe Idue bta 
and toen toey'U pick lai up 00 toe day 
thn toey'U pick 19 toe gaitaage ta a 1191 
separate truck. 

PagaTO 
III What toe City ofChicago shoud wotk 
III ow a a synem where, instead of latag 
a blue bm. 131 where you eonuningte aU 
yow (Ufleicnt recyclahte HI keau ta thn 
IS kind of inconvenient for the ni 
avenge household: ro take thb blue bta 
on toe HI ouiMde and disptae of k ta a 
propa maiwa. or. Pi you know how
eva n's gomg to be pidced up. 
HI The City of Chiago should work on 
» HI synem where tasiite toe home, 
which whai 1 have not tight now, toe 
coMwna a n sepaiate toeir kems. iiii 
And tiy sepantmg toeir hems ahead of 
tune, n 1121 maka it easia w lie picked 

"P 
nil The blue bag shodd be eUmiiated 
1141 toaUy tieause toe bag you catuwt 
see mside of IMI n. You dtm't know whn 
you have inside of k. 
IMI There shodd be a clear ptastte bag 
i n lieiiig used innead of a blue ptastte 
bag. If we use IMI a cleu plante bag, 
where toe comuma buys toe IHI ptastte 
tags themselva at toe store, that giva 

Paga 71 
11: toem the abiUty ro thu when toe 
people come by or ui toe wotlcen come 
by and pick up toe gaitaage k DI awonat-
iaUy seen wtut u what. 
HI This way that you know from 
househod ni ro househod thn inside 
a c h plamc bag. you know HI exactly 
what s Huide of it. You know if k's m 

alwdnwii, plasnc papa or whatever 
toe eaae may HI IK. 
HI Atao tbu wodd make it convedent 
IIOI tot toe perron or persons who are 
going t>y picktag 1111 up toe Rcnu. it'U 
make k easia for toem KM. to 1121 distin-
guito whicb irom g o a were. 
II3I ta the suburia. toey have a truck IM; 
thu Ius five or six differem compan-
mems atong IMI a c h sde. and a guy 
waUcs by wito toe blue lita he iici picks 
up and he separata, throw toe glass 
here, toe IITI papa toere, toe plasnc 
there aid ro fbrto.Thu I Ml time comum-
ing. 

II9I If we devetop a ptan where each 

III person. hoiisehoU. sepama toeir 
itetm 121 tndivdually n home, taka it 
ousde imo a DI sepaiate gaitage con-. 
a m a , when toe City coma liy HI and ' 
picks k up, nm twing toe blue cash -
trucks. Dl wiiich b totally, k's oazy. 
HI I'm Sony, any time you're comtiiiiing 
|7| f r inge wito o t o a gaitaage and you 
compact toem HI togetoa, a risk of con-
tamuutira a toere. 
HI Using a separate recycling synem 1101 
n wodd geneiate wbs, employmem foi 
diffeiem nn people. 
1121 Tbe nata thing we're looking u right 
lui now, to 1990. we have ecotwmic 
problem. We have an I Ml unemptoymem 
problems. 
list If we g a inro sometotag wrhere 
people IISI a n g a whs, peopte can 
wotk. going tiy doing these 1171 (ttSaent 
things, pitot progtams withta toe synem 
lai there are differem oommunitia. 
im I ffcel a thougli tlut toe synem can 

Pagan 

III lie devetoped.bw k's iwt a rush trying 
ro (to it. Ql trying ro g a the iitea or trying 
ro cw costt. 
Dl We aU find that toe worn thing you Ml 
ean do a cw be^ iae toe ,only toing 
thn's going » HI happen, you're: going 
to have ro (to k aU over HI apto. 
Ml You're trying ro take toe shon cw m 
ta doing it. its iwt gotag to woifc that 
way. La's m g a a system devetoped. 
which a wbat I have right m here, 
which I'm twt gotag u disctose. 
IIOI b's rometoing dim I been woiktag 
iiiioii.Uke l au l f i i r a year.a'sa (toitole 
plan. I 1121 wm't ditctote k right now 
tiecause it's presently 1131 ta Washingum 
D.C gettmg a patem (w k. They re lui 
doing a patem search 
1131 Bw through tha system right here 
IISI aad what I'm wtidctag it can tte' 
developed. 
imThatUtyoiL 
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IWI (APPLAUSE) 
1191 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. 

Paga 74 

III Dde Cartron? 
121 (PAUSE) H 
131 MS. CARLSON: Good eventag. I'm 
toe HI Eicccutive Direcror of Uprown 
Recycling. 
131 We're a twt-for^profit recycling HI cor-
poratton which operata ro buy back 
c e m a to a |7| tow tocomc community, 
thice drop off cemen,a ai commeicid 
coUectton program atd r a d c m i d m 
coUeoion progiams for one ro four unk 
buildings i loi and a coUectton service fbr 
high demity un lesdemid buildmgs. 
1121 I've served on toe Mayor's SoUd ii3i 
Waste Manageinent Review Committee 
wito aU of you IMI stoce k was convened 
tanOaoba. 
1131 Before gentog into specific IMI 
recommenttatwu for revising toe drafi 
plan, I have ii7) two general comments. 
IMI Fint. I was unatite ro attend toe irn 
heanngs tan week tieause 1 wasattend-
ing toe 

PagaTS 

III conference ta MUwaukee.toe Natwn
al RecycUng 121 Conference. 
131 Howevei. I took forward to reading MI 
toe transcripts of toe pubUc testimony 
atd 1 abo ni took forwaid to our meetmg 
tob Wc(taes(tay where we HI can reconv 
mend changes ta toe plan ta Ught of 
toese n pubbc hearwgs. 
HI Second. 1 wish to make it very c l a r 
HI that I do twt appn>ve of toe City s 
draft SoUd iioi Wane Management Ptan. 
1111 Throughout toe pan yew. I tuve 1121 
cxpreued many objeatom to nator 
components of 1131 toe city's proposed 
ptan. 
IMI The draft ptan (toa nm propose any 
IMI significant changes in the way 
Chicago ha td lu its IMI gaitage. 
ii7i l i inad. toe draft plans signifia a 1101 
commitmeni to contmuing ro landfiU 
and inaneratc IMI mon of toe cky s 
trash. 

PagaTS 

111 The foUowing testinwny coiuists of 121 
sbc major oiucams. Afta each one. I 
propose one 131 or tnore rcvistons to toe 
ptan. 
kl Criticam numba one. The ptan d o a 
131 twt projea any p a capia decrease ta 
toe anwum of MI w ld wane whicb wiU 
be generated durtag toe nan m twenty 
yean. 
HI The ptan taduda a tatile iwting toe 
HI d t i u proiecbon of populatton in-
(Teasa. atong noi wito projective in-
creases ta wane generatton. 

uu The plan projecu that each 
Chiragnan 1121 wiU gt m iJic an avetage 
of two toousand. an iisi hundred and 
Twenty poinds of gaitaage to toe year IMI 
1995. The same anwum of gaitage tbu 
each 1131 Chicagoan now liiscaitls. 
iMiAndtatoe yean 2000.2005 and 2010. 
i n the dty projeas ttut each Chiragfun 
vviU produce nsi two thouand six 
hundred and iwtmiy pounds of iwi gu-
bage. 

PagaTT 
III Ahhough toe ptan i n d i d a many tn 
ptatitudes atwut the impomnce of 
wurce reductton. Dl kisotivwin thu toe 
cky (toa not beUeve thu HI in proposed 
wane reductton progiams wiU reduce 
131 toe anwum of wasK generated 
HI Recommetutatton. The ptan should 
make tn a cuninuiiia' 111 ro wwpî ^w^wt 
gaitaage fea. based upon ai toe volume 
or anwum of gaibage thrown ow tiy 
each m household. . 
1101 Vplwne-based gaibage fea are an III) 
incentive w resdems.ro tmy producu 
wito len 1121 packaging to reuse, ro 
recyde atd ro compon. 
1131 Volumed-faased f ea nakeadireoiui 
cotmecbon between toe resdem's tie* 
havwr aid toeir iisi tiiU. 
iMiWepay- electridtyandftirheuin) 
accoiiiing tc now much we use. La's 
pay for gattnge 1 lai coUectton according 
to bow much we throw out. 
119) O v a two hundred U.S.commimitie: 
ta 

PagaTS 
111 ninaeen s a t a tuve implememed 
volume-based fea . 
121 Studia tuve shown that a sixty-iive 01 
pereent reductton ta waste leveb can Ix 
achieved HI ivhen volwne-hasedfeaare 
implemented ta HI conjwictton wito ef
fective recycUng prograim. 
HI Recomiiieidatton.The plan shoidd m 
indude packagtag legistatwn. which 
woud tan HI packagwg that is trot 
recyctable. that a not HI reusatilc.orthu 
u twt manutaaured wito recyded uoi 
nateriab. 
un The cunent plan ody suppora lui 
labebng. toe tabelmg of packaging. Sticb 
packaging 1131 tegistatton woud ensure 
tlut Chiago WiU produce IMI tea gar
tage p a apna ta toe year 2010 than k 
1131 (toa now. 
IMI Reconuneidatwn. Reduce toe ii7) 
pii>tecoom of toe amount of roUd wane, 
which WiU IISI be generated during toe 
next twenty yean. 
IMI If volume-based gatbage f ea atd 

PagaTS 
III packaging legistation are imple
memed Chiago wiU 121 have lea ga^ 
tage wtiich needs u be tanrtfillrri a id 
131 mdnemed. 

HI The City of Seaate s a specific i s ig tab . 
ambititnu y a tcalistte. Tbeir goals fbr 
'91 HI was to reach a fony p e r c e m 
teduoron recycling atd n composting 
tare. 
ai To dare, toey've reduced try m cturty-
eight percent the anwtmt of gar tage 
needing 1101 ro lie tandfiUed. 
11111 wam ro read ytju a shon excerpt 1121 
from toe imroduown ro todr p lan . 
lui Wito tha plan, toe City of Seatde IMI 
sea itself fitmly on toe toad t oward a 
future quite itsi different f tosn the 
present. The plan envistow ttae ii«i fu
ture as k codd tic twenty years foom 
IWW. 

1171 If the roUd waste managemem iisi 
policia aad progiams described here 
are 1191 tiiccrisfully m y t e m m t e d . the 
sceneofSeatttem 

Pagaao 

III the year 2010. peopte are t tuowing 
away much lea 121 than toey did i n 1989. 
They are buying more d u r a b l e Di 
pioducn ra toa than disposable ones . 
HI They are buying produas w i t b little 
Dl or tw parking Mon people now 
cluwse ttae half can HI gatbage coUec-
btrn opitoa and m n y weeks (ksn't need 
171 to s a o u a gaitage can a alL 
HI Recycling tus tiecome a way o f life to 
Dl Seante. These (tays.w much ma te i id 
a recycled uoi or neva thrown away to 
the fint ptace. thu un retatively littte is 
left o v a tlut can be calted iui was te . 
USI I proposed thu you u n d a esd i ia tc 
1141 Chicagoans if you ttiink tliat a r c can-
nm (to w h u mi Seante residents are 
domg. 

USI We need a plan wito a viaaon. we 
need ii7i leadeiahip from toe City, we 
need conveniem and iwi effective recy
cling and composting. 
1191 Crindsm numba two. The current 

Pagaai 
111 draft ptan does not accu ra t e ly 
describe or evaluau 121 Chicago's eicin-
ing recycling infrasnucture. 
131 Here's one exampte.Tbc plan wi men
tions the divergent credn program, 
which now Dl pays tt nm-fbriMDfit recy
cling amipania a p a ron HI fee fbr the 
materiab toey ooUea from toe o n e ro m 
four unk tiiiikiiiigs.8 The draft p lan dis-
missa these programs. I>y stating 19) that 
the toid materiab coUected equals l ea 
ttian IIO) one half peicem of t b e ciry's 
told waste. 
Ill) Tha a ludicroiB. When tbe city lu) 
measurm toe peifonnance of t h e pro
giam ttut n mi fovois.the proposed blue 
bag ptDgian.ttae dty IMI compares the 
anwum of lecyclabtes diverted wntb the 
1131 amoums of garbage generated in the 
particular iis) community wfatae the 
ptogiam was cotducted. . 
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117) The dqr shodd measure the succen 
IM) of toe divetgem aedk progiam ta 
toe Sana way. 
1191 Recommendaiton. Delete toe 
~ ~ ~ ~ ' ~ ^ Pagaa2 
111 inaccunze evaluanonof toe divagem 
cretUt III program and lepbce it wito toe 
actual recycbng DI rata adueved ta toe 
communina served by toe HI program. 
HI For example, toe recycUng nte HI 
achieved by tou program ta one neigh
borhood where n we coUea materiab 
ta 1990 wu ten percent, not HI one half 
of one percent.. 
HI Recommendatwn.The city's wane noi 
reduction atid recycUng ptan shodd 
buid upon toe nn expeneaa and in-
frattniawe of exindg recycbng iiii 
compada and progiams. ~ 
1131 The Ciry shoidd do tou by wUcning 
lui prepoub from twto for-profk and 
fwi-forpnfii IMI recycbng compaiua 
for a range of rource reduction IMI and 
recycbng prograim. . 
iri-Now rome of toese prognms. rome 
of IMI these compames. rather, nay 
propose innovative aad IMI con<ffec-
uve coUectwn programs, simitar ro toe 
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111 one praemed ro you Wednesttay eve
ntag b>' Ken Dimn. 
\i: Some companies' may submit 
propouls 131 for the expansion'of toeir 
buy back cemen into HI mdiMiateral 
drop off cemen. 
IM Some will propoK toe openingof one 

.161 or more new drop off cemen. 
r: Recycbng propoab shodd tie HI 
e\'aluaied based upon the pnieaed rate 
of the HI recycling .system being 
proposed, u well a on toe iioi con of 
the proposed program and upon toe 
company 3 nil expenence. 
11ll The ciry shodd alro contraa wtto nil 
the private seaor to piovide a lange of 
services ii<i mentwiied ta toe draft plan. 
1131 C(wd services, by toe vvay tacluding 
•Ml model wane redunwn programs 

-and consulutioM IITI wito busmessa 
atww wane audits. 
IMI Crdcums numtiered toree torough 
IMI fnre have to do wito toe blue bag 
program, but David 
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III Ranuay mentioned many of the 
cmicuim that I wu 121 going vo share 
wito you tlus evening. 
Ill So ta conduston. toe proposed blue 
Ml hag program h u twt been adequately 
tened. hu not HI proven to be success
ful elsewhere. The public doa HI nm 
suppon n.Aid mon impoinnf.toere are 
n bena alternatives. 
HI Recommendation. Again, toe dry 
mun HI roUdt propoab from con» 

padCT for the cour c taw 1101 of recyct 
abte nateriab aad toen uimpare toe 
cosa un of toese programs wito the 
proposed Blue Bag 1121 ProgeuiL 
1131 Recommetutatton. Tailor recydmg 
IMI progtams to serve toe needs of mch 
community. I iisi hope toe committee 
wiU realiu that a majority of a ii«i one 
to fow unit buidings ta Qiicago are 
loated ta irri low density, sutiwtaan type 
neighliortaoo(b where IMI separate col-
tectwn woud adiievc toe highen noi 
possible recycUng rate. 
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III Otoa resdential commuama wodd 
121 be ben served by buy back and drop 
off cemen. 
Dl Recommeidatwa. Yaid wasre totniU 
be HI coUected separately, twt wtdi the 
gaitaage. 
HI The dty shodd iirresdgate HI pur 
chasing icftae trucks wito two compan-
mems: one tn for gartage, one fbr yard 

HI The Ufe cycte of a reftae truck a HI 
berween five and seven yean: During 
toe aeaiioi rwenty yean, toe dty'sflea 
WiU need to be IIII leptaced n lean three 

nn Ptan nowro purchase veUctes t iena 
1131 stated to taoeasing Chicago's com
posting rate. 
IMI My tan crindsm. numba six.Tlie iisi 
ptan doa not include specific strategia 
for IMI devetoptag locd matken fbr 
recyclable mtetiab. 
m Reconunetdatton. The ptan shodd 
I Ml mclude strategia for attracting in-
duitna M toe im Chiago aiea ro pur-
cluscand use Chiago s 

Ul Weidy Ayra> Gary Sinito? 
Ill MR. SMITH: HeUo. I'm here rodav as 
01 a private tiiiieii. I've neva appared 
at any forum HI Uke tha tiefore. ta taa. 
I've neva spoken ow HI atww anytotag 
like tlus tiefore, ro tha a not ody H 
unusual ftir me. Ins I'd ask you to tiear 
wito me for m a moment, if you wodd 

i and I'm hope I'm clear wito isi thb. 
I HI I have no vested interested or no no: 

financial interen ta any recycling com
pany. I nil (ton't partteutarty consida 
myiiBlf a 1121 envirotunentaUn ta toe ex-
nena setae of toe word. 
11311 am aware of toe environmem and 
I'm IMI concemed abow toe emiron-

III recyctatila ta toek tmnutacturing 
processa. 
Ul The cay shoud abo sponsm. Iiy DI 
recycte promotwnal ampaigns, for 
Chiago HI busmessa and resdeiices,to 
mcrease the demand ni fbrptoducu 
made from recycled matenab. 
HI There are mny of oiticaim and tn 
recommeidatwm that I have.These are 
some of .toe HI mawr ona . .-
HI I hope that tou commmee will come 
IIOI to toe Wednesday meeting prepared 
to reconmend toese n 11 cmia l changa 
to toe draft plan. 
nil I thtak that we'U tie doing Mayor 1131 
Datey a disservice if we commue to 
approve o f toe I M I draft ro SoUd Waste 
Manageinent Plan. 
iMiThanks. ^ : ; 
IMI (APPUUISE) 
111 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
you. IMI Wetdy AUen Ayra? 
IMI (PAUSE) •• • -

• PagaS7 

1131 Probalily I was educated as nwch u 
iisi anylxKty u thu Eanh Day cetetna-
tton a coupte yean IITI ago, toe twen-
deto Eanh Day celebntton IWI And k h u 
affected me and I know 1191 that k d 
fectedaknof people thu I know ta toe 
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111 manna of recycling. 
121 I'm a iccycter. I Uve ta a DI neighbor 
ho(d calted Ravenswtwd Manor and 
I've found HI that, at lean stace moving 
into toe area, even HI before toen, I w u 
tecycling. 
HI Bw u lean since moving » there n 
thu recycbng a tacredibly easy, much 
easiathan HI h seena thu toe blue lag 
prognm.from wtut bote HI I know of k. 
and I man adnu I dtm't know thu no 

iL 
nil Bw fiom what Uttte I know of it. 112 
recycbng a much eaaierthann seems. 
1131 The dty tielieva thn h a and lu 
recycling codd be done liy privne 
ciiinm tery iisi easily witoow tesontog 
to rometotag a . sotnethuig IIM Uke toe 
bhie tag program, which provda tw 
thought II7I for peopte. 
I Ml And k seetm to me thn k's, n IMI lean 
I wrore a nme ro myself a w what 1 
thought 
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III kwu.kscems Uke k'sa shon cut. w u 
the Dl tena thu 1 came'up wito. And 1 
think I heard DI romeone else using it 
actially. 
MI We have a conipany thu bdps us H' 
recycte to ow neighborhiwd.l think k's 
Uprown HI RecycUng.I'to not sure of toe 
name of k. 
n Bw R seiva vs in thu h reUs us n: 
whu wc need ro (to to recycte. b wUs w 
thn we HI have ro separate ow gaitage 
taro two difidem. iioi three differem 
categoria tmUy: papa, gtan and nr 
metab and toen toe gaitage we throw 
away. 
na Now toe city,Iniean,Ikiiow you guys 
1131 aU know this, ro I apokigiie ro you 
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for bdng IMI pedantic abou aU dke 
things tbu you know. 
usiButoediytaasaptastterecyduigiio 
program also tbat we've been en-
couaged ro stan trn dotag alw.So toere 
are fow different types of iwi ways ttaat 
we separate our gobage every .week. 
1191 h's red suppte. We have toese 

PagaOO 

III plastic bags fiom toe Jewel that e k h a 
g a recyded Bl to toe Jewel or ow recy
cling gT̂ rf ta. 
Dl It's toe glass, it's the metaL h's HI toe 
ptasua that go to toe paik and k's aU toe 
HI ren of toe putage. 
HI k o k a no effon whatsoeva. k m 
maka you feCl good when you do it. ta 
doem't HI round Uke much, bw u a 
private ckizen.1 rcaUy HI feel good when 
I recycte. I fe«i gocd that I'm uoi dotag 
romnhing for the envtronment. 
nil There s not nany thugs that are left 
1121 for us to be abte to do anythtog to 
taiprovc toe iisi world around lu. 
I Ml It seems like the word h u gtmen iisi 
jun uw tiig of whatevet:and you can't 

. (to anything IIM ro control it. 
IITI Bw at lean m ihb little way.l iwi still 
have a wav a<d my neightwn have a 
way of 1191 aiffectuig. n feeb Uke affecttag 
toe bigger world 

~ • ~ Paga 91 

III around us. 
121 And n seems to me that toe blue bag. 
131 blue bag piogram a takuig that away 
from us. 
141 h's ron of insulting. 1 apologize ni ro 
anytwdv that a m e up wnh it. but n u 
ron of HI msdting. 
|7i Beause wiut you re aying to us. HI 
actnrelv aym^ to us. is that wc re too 
nupid or HI too undetoated or uw un-
ducipbned to ake a iioi Uttte extra d-
fon. 
nil And 1 must teU you, as I re a d 1121 
Ivc nc3-er spOken out abow anything 
before, but 1131 thu hum. Thu is often-
sivcand I hopi: that IMI you'U reconsider 
n. 
1131 Beause toere's not .u I've a d , IMI 
toere's not thSt much thu needs ro tte 
done to 11*1 separate, li iun taka a btUe 
bit of eduation. iwi maybe a Im of 
eduatton. I'm not sure how much, iisi 
dut's for you fuys to dedde. 
. PageK 

III Bw i( takes an eduatton to tet 121 
people know what they re dotag. I 
know dut I've DI aUccd ro people a tot 
stace that Eanh Day HI cetebrauon. 
131 Everyone I know has staned recy
cUng HI or at l«an a taterened ta k.And 
toey dl ay . r i if there wasa metood. u 
toe people tltft don't do HI k. if there 

w u a mfthnd ttut toey f**iiW recycle.' 
m toey wodd really wam ro do k. 
IM) The bhie bag program, you codd. 
you u n codd ptuase k a recycling.'You 
coiUd teU peopte 1121 thu thu' t wtut 
toey're doing aid you could try ro 1131 
make toem fed gcwd atww what toey're 
doing. 
IMI Bw to tact, k's really not. And iisi 
when toe sham, fiir lack of be t ta term, 
u seen lui through, peopte woddn't fed 
good abow k. 
ii7i Bw if you wotdd give toem rerouices 
IWI and I don't know wtut the rerowca 
are, bw give ii9i them rome tort ot 
rerource, ro allow them ro 

Pagan 
III actuaUy recycte and educate toeiau 
Upto9vn Bl recycUng (toa.They give ow 
tha littte brochure DI every now and 
toen thu L fioto bme to time read. HI aid 
(ton't teaUy pay aitemicm ro. 

i 131 Every ahuntoumcaii.everydunitoum 
! HI can c rams ro much savings and 
! every ptece of p a p a ^ c r e a t o w much 
I (nha savings, k n n k a you fod mgoo(L 
; m And 1 really hope tlut the dty h a IIO) 
i an opportunity, nm only roitoprovc. am 
'1 ody to un unprove. the cky lguess.bu 
i to make every dtizen ua fed lUce 
{ they re (toing romething ro improve tite 

nsivroild. 

IMI And I hope that you don't ake thn 
I IISI Unte wmeihugiaway fiom us.and I 

hope thu you iisi ghre us a system of 
, rome ron that WiU aUow us rom actual

ly recyde. u opposed to jtm creating 
two iiai bags of gaitage. 
iMiThaiUeyou. '• 

PagaM 
111 (APPUUISE) 

121 CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: EUzabeto 
lil Dougal' 
HI MS. DOUGAL: I'm EUzabeto DougaLI 
131 bve at 54SS Notto ManhfieU to 
Chiago and I (ton t HI have much ro add 
to what otoer peopte have a d . w tn I'U 
try to keep n Imd. 
HI I'm an anomey at a targe taw firm m 
to toe S a n Towa. You warn ro talk 
about IIOI bureaucracy? k's toere. 
nil And we re ta toe proceu tight now 
of 1121 implememmg a desk-sitte recy
cUng program. 
\w Right tww at the ftero wc have a 
wane IMI renwval synem, which to 

. rome ways simitar to tha iisi tilue bag 
program, u 1 undersand k. 
IHI Except for individuab effbm.aU im 
of ow high quabty office papa, toe 
gtass. IMI aiwiunum. tin. etceteia. gen 
lumped togetoer to the 1191 wasre Inska 
and toen w s taken away ftoto the 

PagaSS 

III office. 

01 Aad nmetbnea. u anmha sire, k 's DI 
hand sotted ro remove rome of the 
recyctabia ro HI produce a lower 
quality recyded produa. 
Dl We can (to Iwt ta than ttut. And many 
HI peopte at the office, iun as many 
peopte to toe 171 Oty of Chicago. 1 
tieUevcwamro, 
HI Bu n tbe Sears Tower toere are HI 
security issues, there are unton w o t k a 
iaues . iwi there's confidentiabty of 
onteral iaues. and toen un tticre are 
con analysa issues w k's takang tune, 
lui Bu with tlie suppon of a tatge lui 
percentage of our office, we're going 
ftnwaid wito a IMI desk-sde tecycling 
progtam tbu white k's going ro usi in
volve more of the peopte mthe office. 
k's going lui ro produce a tugbaquabty 
recyded product and m re-educate 
p e c ^ ro wtut gaitaage a, if anything u 
IIS] gartage, and what are val iable 
recyclabte m a t o a b . 
119) And I think the City of Chicago 

Pagaas 
III shodd (to tlie aame. 
121 And I have one more toought. I lived 
Dl to Masacbusmit fbr twentynve years 
of my life HI before coniingbcre.andl 
grew up to a town aUed Dl called 
SprugfiekL Mass. wtiich is. to tbe pan 
two w years. Iwcause of a tack of afibr-
dalile laadfiU tn space, jun gave its 
resdence three recepactes. 
ai Tint's wbat tbey duL They sakl. m 
okay.this is our recycUng progam.Tbey 
gave tliem im one for glus. ooe for tto. 
and one ftir newspapet: I un tKlieve. 
1121 And reaUy. k wasn't a tot of hoopta 
USI ro it. h dktn't change w h u tappens 
every Monday ii4i when toe. wrhen your 
pnxhicn gen p u o u (ro toe i»i curb 
skte.bn k's woiricing.k's reaUy wotking. 
1161 And I think, if you haven't already. 117) 
I think you should u k e a look at 
progtams like tbe im (me we lave n o w 
to SpringfiekL Man and I think the 1191 
blue tag progiam ta lousy. 

Paga 97 
III 1 tliink iwt everything woithwtiile is 
121 conveniem and I tlunk the blue t ag 
progiam a lazy ni and k's thoughtless 
and wc can do t ie t ta to HI Ch iago . w 
let's tie ambkwus. la ' s tie crative. isi we 
candoiL 
lc Thaidcyou. 
17) (APPLAUSE) 
ai CHAIRHAN EBERHAROT: Thank 
you. Wendy m Wendy AUen-Ayers? 
ua US. AYERS: Yes, I appredate. I'm a 
nil waadenng anttuopotogist. 
1121 For the tan coupte of years I've 1131 
been tooking n my fhiw stream in my 
bonae. 
IMI And my home is a sonU apantnem 

• and IISI 1 gather t h u the blue t a g is 
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supposed to apply ro IISI those who own 
toek own h o t n a . toough I guen IITI 
coiutoniiduffls are o w n e n uw. 
IMI I r a d a tor of science fteticm and ini 
if you own a space nanon. you have a 
cetnm 

Pagaa 
III problem of recycling, whatever n u 
that you re 121 using. 
1311 wam w use a few simpte words, not 
HI tlogam w much, such u garbage u a 
growing 131 rerource. You've beard tbu 
before. 
HI I codd a y wme slogam Uke. design 
n for recycling. I codd ay ctabiwn 
wito o toa HI urban cemen around toe 
word to design for HI recycling. 
IHI I codd a y thu I wrote and passed 
nil through toe toal afbin. mwudpal 
aftairs. counry nil whauwt commmee of 
toe tadependem Voten of 1131 Illinou 
aid toen torough toe Board of Direaon 
of 1 Ml toe tadependem Voters of Illitwu. 
a laiement IMI oppostag toe blue bag 
synem u is. ot proptaed that IMI we aU 
read abow ta toe R a d a . 
1171 And funhemwre. that we shodd 
liegan nsi ro aparate tlut we know 
which u recyctabte and a n imlie toirry, 
forty percem. whatever it u. of toe 

111 wane s t ram cardtward. newspapers; 
paper bag, ui ndf Uke that. 
Ill Thirty to forty pereent which a n be 
Ml recycled and we codd even require 
that rome ni pereentage of paper and 
ardboard and constructwn HI tward 
used in Chiago be composed of recy
cbng. 
n I've added rometotag to that, and HI 
thai a we have non-ftwd. Hey. if ii wu a 
food HI connuia. conutaa u okay, 
paper connwen. whai iioi a tou otha 
n d P 
nil Aid tois o toa ndf tiaylic ought to 
1121 go Ul a blue or red tag. beause 11 s' 
got problems 1131 Uke bttte banenes or 
toe smoke d n e a o n whteh IMI have 
cunwn which u worse than plwomum 
if it geu IMI crushed up and you brato 
ta a smaU partai of it. 
1161 We need a sdemific adviror for ow 
in cny, mdeed for ow regwn. 
IMI The uiuom don't want to tose any IMI 
employment. Hey. bw toe pnvaie guys 
are taking 

Pag* 100 
111 rwo trucks wito one driver a c h and 
(totag even more 121 than toe toree guys 
wito one truck are dotag. 
131 Bw toe otoer driver now tiecoma. HI 
tmata torough toe recycling taciUty. 
regwnal or ni several of toes^. 
HI Okay, toese are scientific nanen n 
and 1 hope. foUts. thn we 'il i n n separat-

iagdke a papa; caidboaid and wood, 
which a immediaiely m tccydahte. 
im I hope ton we'U keep the food un 
stream waste u one thing and toe otoa, 
hey, point. 1121 batteiia. gtwd God wtut 
u it. it's a composite, k 1131 tmy or aay 
twt. 
IMI How do we recycte that.' Maytie thu 
IMI we pw ta a red tag or romething. 
IMI I haven't figured ow quite wbat ro 
1171 do wito aU toe comainen, particular 
ly toe IHI oomposita. 
1191 Bm 1 think. natwnaUy. we gn tbu ' 

Paga 101 
111 wito mha. wtan area, consuma 
thingt and tmybe we 121 began to specify 
that you've got to be able to DI 
demaautacture, ake k apon aid reuse k 
and ton HI begins wito the kind of word 
tomorrow we're aU ni going ro live ta. 
HI Rememtia folks. aU of us are gotag |T| 
to spend toe ren of ow bva ta the 
future. - "•• _ " 
HI Okay. I guen thus abow etwugb tot 
HI an amhropokigitL 
IIOI I hope I gn a copy of wha k a I nn 
tad. 
1121 (LAUGHTER) 
II3I Thanks a tot. 
IMI (APPUUISE) 

1131 CHAIRMAN EBERHAROT: b toere 
anybody iisi w t w turned d a caid and 
h u nm been aUed? 
1171 (NO RESPONSE) 
IMI CHAIRMAN EBERHARDT: Thank 
youaU. 
IMI (WHICH WERE A a THE PROCEED-
MCS HAO.) 

tuiteruMOH 
102 

I M C m t i m n m •mmmmmmtmm 

. MOI MiTTTIM C t • 
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APPENDIX A 
Private Haulers Contact List 

Name 

Aable Disposal 

Accurate Disposable 
Service 

Ace Disposal Systews 

Acne Scavenger Service 

Adnlral Disposal 
Company, Inc. 

Advance Disposal Service 

Affordable Disposal 

AJax Disposal 
Service, Inc. 

Allways Disposal 

Anchor Scavenger 
Service 

Aninal By-Products 

Address 

931 West 31st St. 
Chicago, IL 60608 

4103 W. Taylor St. 
Chicago, IL 60624 

1900 N. Hooker St. 
Chicago, IL 60622 

13631 S. Kostner Ave. 
Crestwood, IL 60445 

1019 Falrvlew St. 
Lombard, IL 60148 

790 S. Euclid Ave. 
Elmhurst, IL 60126 

1621 Techny Rd. 
Techny, IL 60082 

6241 Roosevelt Rd. 
Berwyn, IL 

12230 S. Austin 
Chicago, IL 

6524 Pine Point Dr. 
Tinley Park, IL 60477 

P.O. Box 106 
Chicago, IL 60690 

Results of Inquiry 

Acquired 

Form Not Returned 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Refused Comment 

Refused Comnent 

Call Not Returned 

Complete 

Call Not Returned 
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Arc Disposal Company 

Associated Refuse 

Auburn Private 
Scavenger Co. 

Aurora Tallow 

Available Disposal 
Service 

AiW Disposal Service 

Balsen Company 

Berry's Scavenger 
Service, Inc. 

B.F.I. 

Bolt Scavenger Service 

Bosman Bros. Disposal 

B&W Disposal Service 

Capital Disposal 
Service 

2101 S. Busse Rd. 
Nt. Prospect, IL 60056 

P.O. Box 394 
South Holland, IL 60473 

8013 S. Green St. 
Chicago, IL 

Aurora, IL 

7246 Eberhart St. 
Chicago, IL 60619 

325 S. Washington Ave. 
La Grange, IL 60525 

9708 S. Kolmar Ave. 
Chicago. IL 60658 

543 W 79th St. 
Chicago, IL 

5050 W. Lake St. 
Nelrose Park, IL 60160 

5819 W. Ogden Ave. 
Cicero, IL 60650 

4830 N. Cumberland 
Chicago, IL 

8239 Highgate Ct. 
Orland Park, IL 60462 

10501 S. Albany St. 
Chicago, IL 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Call Not Returned 

Refused Comment 

Complete 

Defunct 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Refused Coement 

Refused Comment 
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APPENDIX A fCont'dl 
Private Haulers Contact L is t 

I!an£ 

Central Waste, Inc. 

Christensen Disposal 

Clearing Disposal 

Clearway Scavenger 
Service 

Cross City Disposal 
Inc. 

Crosstown Disposal 

Crown Disposal Co. 

Custom Disposal Service 

C. Post Disposal 
Service 

Dallas Gustavo 
Rubbish Removal 

Darling & Company 

Address 

P.O. Box 293 
South Holland, IL 60473 

3021 W. 63rd St. 
Chicago, IL 60629 

5245 West 38th St. 
Cicero, IL 60650 

15437 Lewis St. 
Cicero, IL 60650 

8159 S. Wallace St. 
Chicago, IL 

6018 West 123rd St. 
Palos Heights, IL 60463 

8455 W. 53rd St. 
NcCook, IL 60525 

234 Highland Rd. 
Hinsdale, IL 60521 

105420 Glenn Dr. 
Burr Ridge, IL 

4908 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Chicago, IL 

1250 West 47th St. 
Chicago, IL 60609 

Results of Inquiry 

Complete 

Call Not Returned 

Acquired 

Acquired 

Refused Comnent 

Refused Comment 

Complete 

Refused Comnent 

Complete 

Refused Comnent 

No Chicago Collection 

Downtown Disposal, Inc. 1231 West 42nd St. Complete 
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Name 

Duke Refuse Disposal 

D&D Disposal 

Efficient Disposal 
Service, Inc. 

Emmets Disposal 

Empire Disposal 

Evergreen Scavenger 

E. Smith Disposal 

Federal Disposal 
Service 

Flood Disposal 
Service 

Floyd Disposal 
Service 

Garden City Disposal 

APPENDIX ̂  (Cont'd) ̂  
Private Haulers Contact List 

Addre« 

Chicago, IL 

18322 Haple Ave. 
Lansing, IL 60438 

2401 S. Laflin Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60608 

5438 N. Milwaukee Ave. 
Chicago, IL 

P.O. Box 642 
Forest Park, IL 60130 

12057 S. Page St. 
Chicago, IL 60643 

ResuUs of Inquiry 

Complete 

Form Not Returned 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

3101 West 87th St. 
Evergreen Park, IL 60642 

8333 S. Maryland St. 
Chicago, IL 60619 

P.O. Box #1223 
Villa Park, IL 60181 

4827 W. Harrison St. 
Chicago. IL 60644 

7909 S. Evans St. 
Chicago, IL 60619 

11990 Franklin Ave. 
Bensenvllle, IL 60106 

Complete 

Call Not Returned 

Acquired 

Complete 

Complete 

Acquired 
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Private Haulers Contact List 

Name 

General Refuse 

Great Lakes Disposal 

Groen Brothers 
Corporation 

Groot Auto Disposal 

Haulaway, Inc. 

Hi l ls ide Disposal Service 

Homewood Disposal 

Hoving & Sons. Inc . 

H&R Disposal 

Illinois Sanitation 
Service. Inc. 

Imperial Scavenger 

^dresj 

11641 S. Ridgeland Ave. 
Worth, IL 60482 

3210 East 211th St. 
Linwood. IL 60411 

3100 W. Wireton Rd. 
Blue Island. IL 60406 

1759 Elmhurst Rd. 
Elk Grove Village. IL 60007 

1759 Elmhurst Rd. 
Elk Grove Village. IL 60007 

780 Stratford 
Hillside, IL 

17415 S. Ashland Ave. 
Hazel Crest, IL 60429 

1220 W. Carroll Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60607 

11607 S. Austin Ave. 
Worth, IL 60482 

P.O. Box 282 

Results of Inoulrv 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Acquired 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete , 

Complete 
Worth, IL 

8254 S. Damen Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60620 

Defunct 

Jens F. Lauesen Disposal 4956 N. Natchez Call Not Returned 
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APPENDIX A (Cont'd) 
Private Haulers Contact List 

Vsm 

John Sexton 
Contractors, Corp. 

JSE Disposal Co. 

Julius Jones Scavenger 

J.D. Disposal 

Kaluzny Brothers 

Key Disposal 
Company 

Address 

Chicago, IL 60634 

P.O. Box 99 
Chicago Heights, IL 60411 

6101 N. Sheridan Rd. 
Chicago, IL 

4115 S. Wabash Ave. 
Chicago, II 60654 

6333 S. Parnell St. 
Chicago, IL 60621 

2324 Mound Rd. 
Park Ridge, IL 60068 

1712 Church St. 
Evanston, IL 60201 

Results of Inoulrv 

No Chicago Collection 

Refused Comment 

Complete 

Complete 

Call Not Returned 

Complete 

Laning Sons, Inc. 

Lenz & Sons, Inc. 

Meyers Brothers 
Scavenger Service 

Mid Southem Disposal 

Modem Scavenger 

309 Luella Ave. 
Calumet City, IL 60409 

1615 South 55th Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60650 

6205 West 101st St. 
Chicago Ridge, IL 

2925 Eddison St. 
Blue Island, IL 60406 

5215 West 147th St. 

Defunct 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 

Acquired 
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APPENDIX A (Cont'd! 
Private Haulers Contact List 

Name 

National By Products 

National Scavenger 
Service 

Neighborhood Recycling 

Northwest Disposal 

O.K. Scavenger 

Olson Gust Inc. 

Palos Disposal 
Service 

Peter Lansing Sons, Inc. 

Pickens Disposal 

Quality Disposal 

Ravenswood Disposal 

Address 

Oak Forest, IL 60452 

1388 N. North Branch St. 
Chicago, IL 60622 

1700 W. Carroll Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60612 

234 N. Westem 
Chicago, IL 60612 

4527 W. Harrison St. 
Chicago, IL 60624 

5011 W. Roosevelt Rd. 
Chicago, IL 60650 

1830 N. Lockwood St. 
Chicago, IL 

RR 1 Creekwood 
Lemont, IL 60439 

18508 Ridgewood 
IL 

P.O. Box 12462 
Chicago, IL 60612 

9715 52nd Avenue 
Oak Lawn. IL 60453 

6376 N. Ravenswood St. 
Chicago, IL 60660 

Results of Inoulrv 

No Chicago Collection 

Complete 

Refused Comment 

Acquired 

Acquired 

Complete 

Complete 

Call Not Returned 

Refused Comnent 

Complete 

Form Not Returned 
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APPENDIX A (Cont'd! 
Private Haulers Contact List 

Reliable Scavenger 

Rex Disposal, Inc. 

Roby Disposal 

Roman Disposal 

Royal Disposal 

R.B. Scavenger Service 

Sani-Way Disposal 

Schaaf Disposal 

Smith Disposal 

Sonny Scavenger 

South Chicago Disposal 

South Holland 

Address 

237 W. Butterfleld Rd. 
Elmhurst, IL 60126 

1140 Ellis St. 
Bensenvllle, IL 60106 

112 W. Madison 
Chicago, IL 60602 

5353 West 89th St. 
Oak Lawn, IL 

15746 Church Dr. 
South Holland, IL 60473 

11559 S. Ashland Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60643 

267 W. Butterfleld St. 
Elmhurst, IL 60126 

16557 Dobson St. 
South Holland, IL 60473 

16557 Dobson St. 
South Holland, IL 60473 

4500 W. Adams St. 
Chicago, IL 60624 

11834 S. Ewing Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60617 

136 East 154th St. 

Results of Inoulrv 

Refused Comment 

Form Not Returned 

Call Not Returned 

Complete 

Complete 

Defunct 

Complete 

Complete 

Refused Comment 

Defunct 

Refused Comment 

Complete 
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APPENDIX A (Cont'd! 
Private Haulers Contact List 

Hawe 

Scavenger 

Southshore Disposal 

Southtown Disposal 

Southwest Disposal 
Service 

Spellman Refuse 

Standard Disposal 
Service 

Strom Refuse Removal 

Superior Scavenger 

Supreme Disposal 

Tena Cleaning and 
Hauling 

Top Disposal Service 

Address 

South Holland, IL 60473 

P.O. Box 1216 
Chicago, IL 60690 

12601 S. Moody St. 
Palos Heights, IL 60463 

15108 S. Primrose Lane 
Orland Park. IL 60462 

1633 S. Cicero Ave. 
Cicero, IL 60650 

1407 Redecker St. 
Des Plaines, IL 60016 

1201 Greenwood St. 
Haywood, IL 60153 

P.O. Box 51 
Claredon Hills, IL 60514 

1843 Hull St. 
Westchester, IL 60153 

P.O. Box 617 
Westmont, IL 60514 

P.O. Box 912 
Elmhurst, IL 60126 

Results of Inquiry 

Call Not Returned 

Complete 

Complete 

Form Not Returned 

Refused Comnent 

Refused Comment 

Defunct 

Complete 

Defunct 

Complete 

Universal Recycling 1602 S. Wolcott Call Not Returned 
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APPENDIX A (Cont'd! 
Private Haulers Contact List 

Name 

Van Tholen Disposal 

Viking Disposal, Inc. 

Waste Management 
of Illinois 

West Englewood 
Disposal 

Wheeler Co., Inc. 

Address 

Chicago, IL 60608 

P.O. Box 146 
Lombard, IL 60148 

10637 S. Mayfield St. 
Chicago Ridge, IL 60415 

6205 West 101st St. 
Palos Heights, IL 60463 

15557 Larkspur Lane 
Orland Park, IL 60462 

P.O. Box 303 
Mokena, IL 60448 

Results of Inoulrv 

Cooqilete 

Form Not Returned 

Complete 

Complete 

Complete 
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Appendix B. 

Directory Of Chicago'Recylers. 
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Appendix C. 

Transfer Stations. 
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APPENDIX C - TRANSFER STATIONS 

Fadlity Name/Location Owner Operator 

H&R Disposal 
11549 S.Austin 
Alsip, IL 60482 
312/238-7871 

Groen Brothers 
3100 W. Wireton Road 
Blue Island. IL 60406 
312/385-7232 

XL Disposal 
4330 W. 137th Place 
Crestwood, IL 
312/389-6312 

Homewood Scavenger Service Inc. 
17415 Ashland Ave. 
East Hazelcrest, IL 60429 
312/798-1004 

Evergreen Scavenger Service 
3101 W. 87th Street 
Evergreen Park, IL 60642 
312/422-7108 

Groot Industries Inc. 
8475 W. 53rd Street 
McCook, IL 60525 
312/242-1977 

South Holland Scavenger 
16120 Evans 
South HoUand.lL 60473 
312/333-8500 

Laramie Trail 
Stickney. IL 60650 

Meyer Scavenger Service 
6205 W. 101st Street 
Chicago Ridge, IL 60415 
312/598-6600 

Action Wreck 
7459 S. Lowe Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60621 

Donald Ipema 

Roger Groen 

Edward Pruim 

Donald Ipema 

Groen Brothers Corp. 

Edward Pruim 

Homewood Scavenger Service Inc. Homewood Scavenger Service Inc. 

Evergreen Scavenger Service 

Groot Industries Inc. 

Evergreen Scavenger Service 

Groot Industries Inc. 

South Holland Trust and Savings South Holland Scavenger 

Waste Management of Illinois 

Meyer Scavenger Service 

Michael Lattiere, Jr. 

Waste Management of Illinois 

Meyer Scavenger Service 

Michael Lattiere, Jr. 
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APPENDIX C - TRANSFER STATIONS (CONT'D) 

Facility Name/Location 

Waste Transfer McCook 
150 W. 137th St. 
Riverdaie.lL 60627 

Owner Operator 

Waste Management of Illinois Waste Management of Illinois 

Ace Disposal Systems 
1500 N.Hooker 
Chicago.lL 60622 
312/664-9052 

Waste Management of Illinois Waste Management of Illinois 

CID Processing 
138th and Calumet Expressway 
Calumet City, IL 60409 
312/646-3099 

Chemical Waste Management Chemical Waste Management 

American MB Recycling Inc. 
6159 W.Dickens 
Chicago, IL 60639 
312/637-7898 

American MB Recycling Inc. American MB Recycling Inc. 

Hoving & Sons Inc. 
1220 W.Carroll Ave. 
Chicago.lL 60607 
312/829-5741 

Hoving & Sons Inc. Hoving & Sons Inc. 

National Scavenger Service 
1850 W.Carroll Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60612 
312/226-8878 

South Holland Trust and Savings National Scavenger Service 

Southwest Fuel Process 
3757 W. 34th Street 
Chicago, IL 60623 
312/744-7850 

City of Chicago City of Chicago 
Dept. of Streets and Sanitation 

John Sexton Co. 
2464 S. Laflin 
Chicago, IL 60608 
312/243-7771 

John Sexton Co. John Sexton Co. 

D & D Disposal 
2251 S. Laflin Street 
Chicago. IL 60608 
312/942-0029 

Frank M. Ward Cynthia Rfer 

Chicago Southwest Transfer Station City of Chicago 
1400 W. Pershing Road 
Chicago, IL 60609 
312/744-4611 

City of Chicago 
Dept. of Streets and Sanitation 
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APPENDIX C - TRANSFER STATIONS (CONT D) 

Facility Name/Location 

XL Disposal Transfer Station 
16 W. 64th Street 
Chicago.lL 60621 
312/994-6031 

Owner 

XL Disposal Corp. 

Operator 

XL Disposal Corp. 

Waste Watchers Inc. 
6833 Elmhurst Road 
Elk Grove Village, IL 60666 
312/242-1977 

Groot Industries Inc. Waste Watchers Inc. 

Frank C. Kucera Co. Inc. 
1800 S. Laramie 
Cicero, IL 60650 
312/652-0025 

Frank C. Kucera Co. Inc. Frank C. Kucera Co. Inc. 

Heritage Environmental Service 
NE Canal Bank Road 
P.O. Box 337 
Lemont. IL 60439 
312/739-1150 

Heritage Environmental Service Heritage Environmental Service 

Brooks Disposal Service Inc. 
2750 Shermer Road 
Northbrook, IL 60062 
312/272-4145 

Brooks Disposal Service Inc. Brooks Disposal Service Inc. 

Fuji Hunt Photographic Chemical Fuji Hunt Photographic Chemical 
900 Carnegie Street 
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008 
312/259-8800 

Fuji Hunt Photographic Chemical 

Raupp Disposal Service 
745 McHenry Road 
Wheeling. IL 60090 

Raupp Disposal Service 

Buffalo Grove/Vt/heeling Disposal Buffalo Grove/Wheeling Disposal 
350 Sumac 
V\/heeling,IL 60090 
312/537-1957 

Raupp Disposal Service 

Buffalo Grove/Wheeling Disposal 

Acth/e Service Corp. 
1710 Lyons 
Evanston, IL 60201 
312/328-5100 

Active Service Corp. Active Service Corp. 

Strom Rehjse Removal Service 
1201 Greenwood Ave. 
Maywood.lL 60153 
312/344-4000 

Strom Refuse Removal System Strom Refuse Removal System 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12671 

APPENDIX C - TRANSFER STATIONS (CONTD) 

Facfllty Name/Location 

Star Disposal Service 
20 South Street 
Park Forest.lL 60466 
312/748-8381 

Owner 

Star Disposal Service 

Operator 

Star Disposal Service 

ARC Disposal Co. Inc. 
2101 S. Busse 
Mount Prospect,IL 60056 
312/981-0091 

ARC Disposal Co. Inc. ARC Disposal Co. inc. 

Metro Recyding 
2750 W. 35th Street 
Chicago, IL 60606 

Metro Recycling Service Inc. Metro Recycling Service Inc. 
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Appendix D. 

List Of Industrial On-Site Waste Disposal 
In Cook County. 
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APPENDIX D 

List of Industrial On-Slte Waste Disposal 
In Cook County 

facnit* 

CornnonMcilth Edlton-
ICInctld 

PVS Chcnicals 

LIbby Manufacturing 

Desoto Inc. 

Cicero Compound 
Plant 

BInkt Manufacturing 
Company 

Blnki Manufacturing 
Ca«c)any 

BInks Manufacturing 
Conpany 

BInki Manufacturing 
Company 

Bell t Goisett 

O s S £ 

PVS Chemlealt. Inc. 

U. Garret Uesp 

Oetoto Inc. 

Cltgo Petroletn 
Corporation 

Burke B. Roche -

Burke B. Roche 

Burke B. Roche 

Burke B. Roche 

International 
Telephone and 
Telegraph 

Activity 

Electrical 
Generation 

Sulfuric Acid 
Manufacturing 

Tenant Iiyroveinent 
Construction 

Paint 
Manufacturing 

Lube oil blending 

Manufacturing of 
paint spray 
equipment 

Manufacturing of 
paint spray 
equipment 

Manufacturing of 
paint spray 
equipment 

Manufacturing of 
paint spray 
equlpnent 

Electric mtors. 
Iron, brass 

Disposal 
ftieratlon 

Lagoon 

lagoon 

Waate pile 

Lagoon 

Waste pile 

Incineration 

Landfill 

Landfill 

Recycling 
Progran 

"* 

Type of 
Waste 

Bottom Ash/Slag 

Non-hazardous 
sludge 

Construction -
Debris 

Waste Mater 

Pavement and dirt 

Filters 

Wood 

Wood/paper 

Water and Oil 

NA 

Anmial 
Disposal Amount 

300,000 Tons 

BOO cu yd 

NA 

207.000 gal "' 

100 cu yd 

10 yds 

624 yds 

ZBBOyds 

6000 gal 

NA 

Renlning 
Capwitjr 

NA '" 

1100 cu yd 

100 cu yd 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Estlimte a t 
Life 

22.0 

1.2 

1 

100.0 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

SOURCE: Illinois Environmental Protection Agency On-Slte Reports 

WTES: ••""'••• 
(1) Not Available. 
J2) Unit of gallons was questioned on this amount In lEPA report. 



12674 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

APPENDIX 
DIRECTORY OF NORTH AMERICAN WASTE EXCHANGES 

Albeita Waste Materials Exchange 
WiUiam Kay 
P.O. Box 8330, Station F 
Edmonton, AB T6H 5X2 
(403) 4S0-S408 
(403) 450-5477 fax 

B. C. Waste Exchange 
JudyToth 
2150 Maple Street 
Vancouver, BC V6J 3T3 
(604) 731-7222 

fanailiati Oir.mirnl ExduUge 

Philippe LaRoche 
P.O. Box 1135 
Ste. Adele, PQ JOR ILO 
(514) 229-6511 
(514) 229-5344 fax 

Canadian Waste Materials F»fhangr 
Dr. Robert Laughlin 
2395 Speakman Drive 
Mississauga, ON L5K 1B3 
(416) 822-4111, extension 265 
(416) 823-1446 fax 

Enstar Corp. 
John T. Engster 
777 Hoosidc Road 
Troy, NY 12180 
(518) 279-4311 
(518) 279-9127 fax 

Indiana Waste Exchange 
Debi Bryant 
EnvircMunental Management and 

Education Program 
Purdue University 
2127 Civil Engineering Building 
West Lafayette, IN 47907 
(317) 494-5038 
(317) 494-6422 fax 

Industrial Materials Exchange 
Jerry Henderson 
Seattle-King County Department of 
PubUc Health 
172 20th Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98122 
(206)296-4899 
(206) 296-0188 fax 

Industrial Material Exdiange Service 
Diane Shockey 
P.O. Box 19276 
Springfield, n . 62794-9276 
(217) 782-0450 and (217) 782-6762 

Industrial Waste Information Exchange 
WiUiam Payne 
New Jersey State Chamber of Commerce 
5 Commerce Street 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(201) 623-7070 

Manitoba Waste Exdiange 
Jim Ferguson 
Biomass Eneigy Institute 
1329 Niakawa Road 
Wmnipeg,MB R2J 3T4 
(204) 257-3891 

Montana Industrial Waste Exchange 
Don Ingels 
c/o Montana Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 1730 
Helena, MT 59624 
(406) 442-2405 
(406) 443-7291 fax 

Northeast Industrial Waste Exchange, Inc. 
Nancy Groenhof 
90 Presidential Plaza, Suite 122 
Albany, NY 13202 
(315) 422-6572 
(315) 422-9051 

Ontario Waste Exchange 
Linda Varangu 
2395 Speakman Drive 
Mississauga, ON LSK 1B3 
(416) 822-4111, extension 512 
(416) 823-1446 fax 

Pacific Materials Exchange 
BobSmee 
South 3707 Godfrey Boulevard 
Spokane, WA 99204 
(509)623-4244 

Re^on of Peel Waste Fichangr 
GlenMilbury 
Regional Municipality of Peel 
10 Peel Center Drive 
Brampton, ON L6T 4B9 

(416) 791-9400 

Renew 
Hope J. CastiUo 
Texas Water Commission 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, TX 78711-3087 
(512) 463-7773 
(512) 463-8317 fax 

Resource Exchange and 
News 
Kay Ostrowski and Dan 
Weber 
400 Ann Stieet N.W., Suite 
204 
Grand Rapids, MI 49504-
2054 
(616) 363-3262 
Fax number available on 
request 

Southeast Waste Exchange 
Maxie May 
Urban institute 
UNCC Station 
Charlotte, NC 28223 
(704) 547-2307 
Fax service available 
4/1/90 

Southem Waste Exchange 
(SWDC) 
Eugene Jones 
P.O. Box 960 
Tallahassee, FL 32302 
(800) 411-SWIX or (904) 
644-5516 
(904) 574-6704 Fax 

Tennessee Waste Exdunge 
Janet Goodman 
Tennessee Association of 
Business 
226 Capitol Boulevard. 
Suite 122 
NashviUe.TN 37219 
(615) 256-5141 
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Table 2-1 

D.S.S. Municipal Solid Waste Collection. 
(Tons) 

UARO 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 198* 198S 1986 1987 1988 

1 18,063 22,2U 24,907 25,552 20,776 18,401 17,413 17,002 16,069 13.721 13,992 14,535 13,403 
2 4,904 4.924 5.303 5,437 6.134 5,873 5,739 5,499 6,338 6,022 4.899 4,635 4,217 
3 11,185 10,491 11,508 11,567 12,455 12,076 13,479 12,742 13,051 12,843 12,402 11,679 11,475 
4 6.279 6 . 8 n 8.699 9.621 10.042 9.230 9,478 8.279 7.719 8.318 7.582 7,102 7.069 
5 4.746 5.003 5,630 5,794 6,203 6.198 9,224 9.306 9.632 8.363 8.627 8.177 8.429 
6 22.234 21.890 19.646 20,498 19.862 19.579 24.855 25.377 25.491 24.157 23.744 25.07S 23.662 
7 21,010 21,114 .19,299 20,531 20.316 21,427 19,882 19,818 19,834 19,535 20,338 20.789 18.987 
8 24.482 25,786 23,729 22.689 22.243 23.526 22.746 22.553 22.572 21,091 21,091 22,341 20,816 
9 26.759 27.756 24.588 25.869 26.178 25.417 23.841 21.943 22,470 21.818 22.394 23.134 20.312 

10 33.856 32,974 29,272 31,518 30.942 31,663 29.639 29.129 28.961 28,005 28.571 29.901 29.287 
11 27.710 29,493 30.536 28.576 27.701 26.820 28.293 27,806 27.831 27.524 26,901 26,658 27.182 
12 31,001 32,534 34.083 34,819 32,762 32,622 32.125 29.829 29.466 30.236 28.965 31.190 31.736 
13 30.719 30.126 29.534 31.952 29.279 29.230 31.260 30.326 30.809 31.039 32.692 35.006 33,992 
14 28.539 28,549 28.416 29.781 29.385 29.572 29.647 27.803 28.676 28.976 29.391 29.922 31.057 
15 30.559 29,689 29,467 30,929 30,150 29,882 27,424 25,565 26,586 25.823 26.311 26.837 28.S08 
16 20,898 20.637 19.959 20.960 20,622 19,896 23,751 23,726 23,849 23,198 22,529 21,307 22,163 
17 19,583 18,947: 18,094 18,909 18,737 18,050 21.143 21.415 21.956 21.326 21.606 21.021 21.187 
IB 28,923 27,669 26,740 28,894 28,210 28,348 28,011 30,142 28,363 28.438 29,808 29.388 29.072 
19 3 0 . n 0 30,225 30,984 33,637 32.061 33.422 34.929 36.416 .34.838 34.287 36,469 36.235 32,283 
20 7.570 7.938 8.588 10,590 7,419 7.266 10.470 10,316 11.441 11,433 11,482 11,276 11.207 
21 29,780 SO. i n 29.324 30.613 29.809 28.814 28.721 27.465 28.043 27.601 27.294 28.140 2S.793 
22 27,543 29.877 29.571 31.948 30.485 29.510 24.398 22.852 23.868 24.150 25.538 24.518 23.778 
23 31,746 31,475 31.791 31.633 31.449 32,370 32,860 31,265 31,235 30,411 33.021 33,765 32.410 
24 11.561 11.625 11,185 12,434 11,601 10.999 15.206 14.774 15.614 15.453 15.862 15.540 16.795 
25 22.998 23.835 23.207 23.753 22.551 22.782 22.949 22,762 23.274 21,959 24.253 25.023 24.356 
26 22,765 23,247 23.100 23.638 24.297 24.229 26.092 24.678 25,989 25.665 25.757 20.260 19.719 
27 13,043 13,074 12.840 14.241 14.598 12,485 16.649 18.677 19.427 18.610 16.649 15,355 14,737 
28 16,978 17,519 16,564 17,975 16,490 15,749 18,625 18,121 17,910 18.111 16,732 14,842 15.111 
29 17,526 17,805 17.325 19.012 17.461 16.623 15.450 14.793 14.774 15.252 15.828 15,958 15,657 
30 26,513 27,391 28,206 29,106 29,409 29,780 27,705 25.878 27.268 27.670 29.624 32.813 32.473 
31 22,865 23,578 23.949 26.030 24.372 24.039 24.028 22.777 23,611 23.407 23.381 22,607 20,799 
32 23,976 25.387 26,745 27,591 25.886 26.270 28.240 27.423 28,711 28,827 28,404 28,284 28,733 
33 21,875 22,808 23.124 25.846 23.967 23.264 23.752 22.868 23,886 24.378 24.472 26.382 27.968 
34 34.626 34,652 32.474 32,739 32.247 31.957 29.518 27.640 28.859 27,265 26.013 28.726 25.241 
35 24,332 24,906 25.248 25,850 26.621 26.334 24.813 24.242 24.759 24,633 26,293 28.936 29.447 
36 27.693 29,327 29.603 30,570 30,243 30,525 31,130 29.337 30.461 30.866 32,091 33.609 32.673 
37 23.874 24,924 25.190 26,358 25,884 26.019 26.786 23,682 24,103 24.610 23.561 23,003 21.250 
38 27.452 28.678 29.201 31.071 30.569 30.461 30.574 29.226 30.048 30,246 31.640 33.980 33.790 
39 21.341 22,609 23.072 24.237 23.535 23.462 23.796 23.295 24,737 24.196 24.315 26.734 24.667 
40 19.804 20,786 21.260 23,002 21.710 21.454 19.352 18.423 19,457 19,648 19.113 20.301 22.281 
41 30.424 32.275 31.845 31,287 32.921 33.336 29.394 28.306 30.337 29.188 29.868 32.384 31.312 
42 7,018 6,988 6.827 7.134 5,988 5.875 7.047 3.455 3.319 3.283 3.544 3.760 3.592 
43 13.451 13.656 14.082 13.706 10.597 11.401 12.914 16.217 18.038 17.496 16.202 16.579 16,584 
44 14.098 14.576 14.814 16.580 14.806 14.820 14.371 13.656 15.282 14.691 14.346 14.409 14.142 
45 27 941 29 934 29.518 29,950 30.976 31.214 30.704 29.647 30,477 31.176 31,098 34.985 31.985 
46 6 509 6,653 7,136 8.955 7.611 7.432 7.670 8.075 8.372 8.075 7.763 6,409 7.220 
47 19 196 20 219 20.655 20,350 24.371 21.338 21.763 21.435 • 22.365 22.595 22.433 23,643 23.972 
48 5.027 5.310 5,549 5,953 5.583 5,633 6.020 5,832 6,205 6,303 6.841 6.422 7.077 
49 7535 8071 8,199 8,074 7.987 8,504 8,723 7.869 8.362 8.471 8.018 8.234 8.542 
50 16^455 17|320 17.129 17.792 17.701 17.738 17.272 16,735 17,687 18.164 17.879 19.103 20.312 

TOTAL " o 4 r « 9 5 ' l ' o 7 3 ^ 1 « T o 6 7 ' 7 1 5 1.115*551 l'o83.202 1.072.915 1.089.871 1,056,397 1.082.430 .V068.553 1.077.627 1,100.912 1.078.460 
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TABLE 2-2 

TOTAL OSS DISPOSAL QUAKTITIES (TONS) 

DSS ( 
Collection"' 

1981 1.072,915 

1982 1,089,871 

1983 1,056,397 

1984 1,082,430 

1985 1,068,553 

1986 1,077,627 

1987 1,100,912 

1988 1,078,460 

Notes: 
(1) Source: Envirod; 

December 198£. 
(2) Waste quantities 

based on sources 
(3) Source: DSS Bun 

end Cunmulative). 
(4) Source: DSS Bun 

Worksheets, 1983-
(5) Converted, based 

)ther Gov't DSS Collected Bulk 
Deot's"' and Demolition 

47,417 

29,079 

43,504 

40,721 

44,748 

48,147 

67,000 

49,927*" 

62,604'" 

72,011'*' 

61.467'*' 

73,743'*' 

122,048'*' 

257,998'*' 

Street 
Dirt'^*" 

1,507 

20,658 

46,458 

63,366 

31,993 

39,745 

15,613 

62,300 307,537'*' 13,884 

/ne, 'City of Chicago Solid Waste Data Base 

from other departments handled at DSS faci 
cited in Section 2.2.1.2. 
sau of Sanitation Solid Waste Disposal Repoi 

>au of Sanitation Solid Waste Disposal Repoi 
-1988. 
on 600 Ib/cu yd. 

Total 
Quantities 

1,171,766 

1,202,212 

1,218,370 

1,247,984 

1,219,037 

1,287,567 

1,441,523 

1,462,181 

Report," 

lities 

rt (Year-

rt 
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FORM 

to . 
1 
3 
4 
5 
6 
11 
18 
19 
20 
21 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
32 
33 
35 
36 
37 
40 
41 
43 
46 
47 
52 
S3 
54 
55 
59 
60 
61 
66 
68 
69 
70 
73 
74 
75 
76 
79 
83 
84 
85 
89 
90 
91 
93 
94 
95 
99 
101 
104 

TOTAL TOMS/UK 
KRCEMTAGE OF TOTAL 
TOTAL (TOaS/T*) 

TOTAL OTY. 
TOHS/M: 

310 
630 
150 
150 

1,000 
338 
975 
275 
750 
500 

5.940 
375 
970 
900 

•:•.:•.• 727 

219 
760 
490 
68 

10.614 
SO 
0 

300 
300 
25 
938 
88 
75 
62 
75 
112 
200 
39 
75 
135 
150 

2.324 
225 

1,6ZS 
125 
100 
62 
500 
57 
350 
35 
413 
138 
62 
122 
94 
SOO 
155 
5 

1.000 
81 

36,738 

1,910,376 

TABLE 2-3 

MAULER REPORTED UEEKLT TONNAGES 

RESIDENTIAL 
X TONS/MC 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OS 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 

ox 
ox OX 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
96S 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 12X 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 

100X 
20X 

ox 

0 

.0, 

• 0 

37 

60 

200 
0 

302 
O.SX 

15.727 

CQMHERCIAL 
X TONS/ta; 
4SX 
4SX 
100X 
95X 
9SX 
OOX 
108X 
98X 
OOX 
90X 
90X 
100X 
45X 
SOX 
2SX 
100X 
72X 
100X 
100X 
S5X 
100X 
100X 
67X 
100X 
100X 
100X 
SOX 
100X 
100X 
lOOX 
100X 

asx 
4X 
85X 
100X 
SOX 
8SX 
100X 
100X 
100X 
100X 
100X 
38X 
100X 
100X 
lOOX 
100X 
100X 
100X 
100X 
100X 
TOX 
67X 

ox 
2ax 
20X 

140 
284 
150 
143 
950 
270 
975 
270 
600 
450 

5.346 
375 
437 
450 
182 
219 
547 
490 
68 

5.838 
50 
0 

201 
300 
25 
938 
44 

- 75 
.62 
75 
112 
170 
2 
64 
135 
120 

1.975 
225 

1,625 
125 
100 
62 
190 
57 
350 
35 
413 
138 
62 
122 
94 
3S0 
104 
0 

200 
16 

26.797 
72.9X 

1.3n.460 

INDUSTRIAL 
X TONS/UC 
1SX 
1SX 
OX 
SX 
SX 
20X 
OX 
2X 
20X 
10X 
10X 
OX 
15X 
SOX 
7SX 
OX 
28X 
OX 
OX 
4SX 
OX 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
SOX 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 15X 

ox 
1SX 

ox 
20X 
ISX 

ox OX 

ox 
OX 

ox SOS 

ox 
ox 
ox OS 
OS 

ox 
OS 

ox 
30X 

sss 
OS 

6as 
88X 

47 
95 
0 
8 
50 
68 
0 
6 

150 
SO 
594 
0 

146 
450 
545 
0 

213 
0 
0 

4.776 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
W 
0 
0 
0 
0 

so 
0 
11 
0 
30 
349 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

250 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

ISO 
51 
0 

600 
65 

8.775 
23.9X 

456.313 

OTHER 
X TONS/UK 
40X 
40X 
OS 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
40X 
OX 
OX 
OX 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
33X 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
OK 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox OK 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 

ox 
es 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 
OS 

124 
252 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

388 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
99 
0 

, 0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

863 
2.3X 

44,876 

TOTAL (TONS/OAT) 
(7 DAY BASIS) 

5,248 43 3,828 1.254 123 
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Year 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1990 

1995 

2000 

2005 

2010 

Source 

Census Data 

CDP Estinate 

COP Estimate 

COP Estimate 

COP Estimate 

COP Estimate 

COP Estimate 

COP Estimate 

COP Estimate 

COP Projection 

COP Projection 

COP Projection 

COP Projection 

COP Projection 

TABLE 2-4 
CHICAGO POPULATION "' 

Compound. Growth («I«» 

— 

0.04 

0.08 

0.07 

0.06 

0.04 

0.05 

0.09 

0.13 

0.18 

0.11 

0.13 

0.26 

0.29 

PoDulatlon 

3,005,069 

3,006,340 

3,008,685 

3,010,803 

3,012.532 

3,013,758 

3,015,315 

3,018,018 

3,021,912 

3,032,845 

3,050,303 

3,069,664 

3,109,463 

3.155,423 

Notes: 
(1) Source, COP estimates adopted on November 23, 1987. 
(2) Average annual growth rate over the period between the previous 

tabulated entry. 
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TOTAL 

Ward 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

TABLE 2-5 
HOUSING UNIT DATA COLLECTED BY DSS 

1982 Units 
7,396 
2,232 
7,025 
4,574 
5,451 
16,256 
12,411 
13,063 
12,122 
17,554 
18,822 
20,071 
19,303 
18,254 
15.562 
13.444 
12.214 
15.680 
16.963 
8.694 
15.036 
14.840 
18.710 
11.757 
13,179 
15,760 
9.285 
10,518 
8,691 
17,889 
13,558 
15,478 
14,056 
14,991 
16,714 
18,908 
14,181 
19,566 
15,345 
13,610 
18,537 
2,153 
11,518 
9,385 
20,410 

' 3,339 
14.544 
4,544 
5,504 

1?,38]L 
651,478 

1988 Units 
9,520 
3,182 
6,611 
5,762 
5,783 
15,700 
11,956 
12,265 
12,191 
17,290 
18,629 
20,574 
20,001 
18,970 
15,206 
12,632 
12,492 
15,985 
17,109 
8,543 
15,249 
14,799 
18,723 
10,626 
13,853 
14,098 
10.222 
9.208 
9.671 
18.491 
13.214 
18.366 
15.855 
14.183 
17.633 
19.074 
12,007 
19,982 
12.906 
13,556 
16,481 
2,425 
11.023 
9.779 
20,504 
3,404 
14,000 
4,171 
5,278 
»,905 

651.087 
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TULE 2-6 

CHICAGO EMPLOYMENT (NUMBER Of EMPLOYEES BY 
1985 

) (1> 

UARD COHST'N 
1, MINING 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
U 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

7,881 
121 
35 
0 
11 
130 
37 

1.896 
392 
574 
982 
524 
Z15 
101 
241 
0 

145 
239 
401 
42 
227 
253 
680 
264 
763 
932 

1,397 
326 
309 
799 
$64 

2.675 
1.086 
129 

1.185 
J75 
393 
545 

1.326 
779 
901 

2.562 
553 
91 

1.651 
103 
683 
209 
432 
336 

NAHUF'C TRANSP'N 

35.666 
533 

1.060 
36 
151 

1,033 
1,122 
3.664 
2.856 
16.8M 
8.998 
11.238 
7.618 
1.977 
3.001 
339 
487 
283 
386 
668 

1.362 
4.050 
6.107 
2,129 
6,034 
2.522 
10.398 
5.900 
1.431 
10.465 
4.569 
13.060 
4.666 
1.270 
10,121 
4.298 
7.311 
1,147 
6,050 
1.853 
2.550 
22,168 
3,963 
1.408 
4.444 
728 

S.512 
250 
850 

1.751 

t UTIL 

68,685 
373 
480 
158 
302 
490 
460 
616 

1,429 
2,417 
9,073 
9,279 
2,908 
1,541 
1.263 
316 

1,492 
349 
S6S 
637 
724 

2.706 
3.316 
969 

6.965 
915 

3.653 
2.012 
110 

2.207 
518 

4.619 
2.504 
640 

2.994 
1,176 
947 
690 

1.981 
1.650 
8,470 
16.587 
1.202 
1.312 
1,701 
190 

2.075 
714 
432 
889 

RETAIL 
TRADE 

58,678 
1,135 
660 . 

1.729 
1,150 
2.210 
547 

1,311 
1.162 
1,677 
5.728 
3.758 
5,485 
974 

2,400 
S40 
646 

1,517 
3,135 
700 
581 
759 

2.335 
3.818 
1.707 
524 
799 

1,400 
588 

2.S14 
645 

3,897 
1,410 
1,587 
1,837 
5,137 
463 

1,991 
1,985 
1,358 
6,146 
26,564 
6.546 
3,671 
5,U9 
916 

2.799 
2,211 
2,300 
2.793 

FINANCE SERVICE 
( INSUR 

108.566 
391 
146 
607 
391 
502 
115 
141 
301 
344 
697 
519 

1.769 
1,363 

77 
281 
63 
56 
691 
111 
214 
555 
293 
147 
398 
324 
124 

1.414 
2S1 

1.345 
180 
424 

1.324 
160 
399 

1.534 
97 
507 

5.233 
603 

2.951 
13.842 

895 
601 

2.014 
497 
851 
520 
996 
701 

HEALTH 
4 MISC SERVICES 

131,803 
4.651 
689 

; 3,a3 
14,617 
2,666 
406 

2,460 
1,074 
1,033 
4,298 
1,990 
2,131 
593 

1,074 
707 

1,348 
1,488 
1,958 
1,119 
1,095 
753 

1,398 
576 

1,409 
756 

6,787 
1.289 
538 

1,905 
819 

4,998 
3,393 
573 

3.713 
1,261 
474 

1,751 
3.018 
2,473 
6,322 
66,539 
3.788 
1.574 
2.082 
2.724 
,1,746 
2.270 
1.646 
2,641 

7,701 
6,081 
679 
983 

10,285 
35 

1,009 
1,878 

76 
801 
60 
231 
52 
37 

2.739 
1.545 
297 
315 
83 
453 
91 
184 
22 
607 

3.302 
3.070 
11.711 

662 
982 
163 
495 

1.905 
310 

1.011 
785. 
255 

1.787 
2.S64 
662 

4.175 
3.001 
4.583 
10.192 
4.843 
423 

3.399 
3,980 
2.216 
1.259 
1.282 

FEDERAL 
GOV'T 

32,155 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
70 
0 
13 
14 
0 

1.294 
24 
0 
0 
0 
0 

113 
111 
0 

.r 0 
0 
0 
0 
61 
452 
0 
0 
13 
0 
26 
0 
0 

.. 81 
0 
75 
38 
0 

100 
1,187 
2.656 

0 
0 
53 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

STATE 
GOV'T 

.14.805 
88 
57 
20 
56 
0 
14 
506 
242 
0 

326 
61 
20 
7 

2U 
172 
0 
31 
23 
346 
228 
0 
37 
215 
48 
414 

3,505 
184 
0 
57 
0 

229 
40 
165 
0 
0 

403 
34 

1.938 
282 
641 
750 
0 
0 
83 
0 

234 
0 
0 
16 

LOCAL EDUCAT'N 
GOV'T 

23,449 
1,617 
1.745 
456 
448 
725 
855 
537 

1.199 
1.282 
1.746 
3.998 
296 
629 
568 

1.231 
786 
404 
493 
461 
851 

1.744 
639 
486 

2,603 
1.347 
3,408 
826 
287 
107 
445 
943 
394 
342 
175 

1,225 
1,071 
196 
937 
638 

4,265 
14.388 

361 
152 

1.024 
278 
310 
332 
124 
612 

2.434 
1.267 
1.364 
973 
741 
937 
708 

1.070 
1.100 
692 
725 

2.474 
390 
549 
851 

1.144 
1.004 
645 
527 
874 
494 

1.115 
808 

1.241 
938 

1.133 
1.968 
1,508 
623 
592 
515 

1.054 
622 

1.129 
860 
SOO 
912 
439 
724 
403 
390 
600 
462 
255 
118 
737 
756 
373 
357 
301 

TOTAL 

491,822 
16.256 
6,916 
8,404 
28,152 
8,728 
5.274 
14,149 
9.829 
25,664 
32,646 
34,071 
22,179 
7,795 
12,458 
6,274 
6,268 
5,327 
8.374 
5,524 
5.866 
12.118 
.15.636 
10.450 
24.167 
11.600 
44.202 
15.520 
5,118 
20,166 
8.749 

33.831 
15,749 
7,005 
22,150 
15,762 
13,934 
9,903 
23.854 
14.313 
36.823 
171,240 
27,963 
13,907 
19,042 
9,574 
18.946 
9.094 
8.396 
11,322 

TOTAL 36.096 246.310 177.701 189.872 156.527 309,857 105.260 38.536 26.520 83.434 42.396 1.412.509 
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TABLE 2-7 

DEPARTMENT OF STREETS I SANITATION UASTE GENERATION RATES 

PRORATED 
POPULATION 198B 

OCCUPIED DSS COLLEaiON 1988 DSS UASTE LB UASTE PER 
UNITS UNITS 1988 (TONS) UNIT-DAY 

7.71 
7,26 
9.51 
6.72 
7.99 
8.26 
8.70 
9.30 
9.13 
9.28 
8.00 
8.45 
9.31 
8.97 

10.27 
9.61 
9.29 
9.97 

10.34 
7.19 
9.27 
8.80 
9.49 
8.66 
9.63 
7.66 
7.90 
8.99 
8.87 
9.62 
8.62 
8.57 
9.67 
9.75 
9.15 
9.39 
9.70 
9.27 

10.47 
9.01 

10.41 
8.12 
8.24 
7.92 
8.55 

11.62 
9.38 
9.30 
8.87 
9.35 

PERSONS PER 
UNIT 

2.84 
2.79 
3.02 
2.39 
2.34 
2.67 
3.03 
2.97 
3.54 
3.06 
2.94 
2.92 
2.80 
2.85 
3.29 
3.42 
3.28 
3.25 
3.05 
2.63 
3.62 
3.65 
2.81 
3.60 
3.73 
3.00 
3.21 
3.63 
3.31 
2.60 
3.19 
2.87 
2.90 
3.99 
2.48 
2.62 
3.S7 
2.66 
2.81 
2.59 
2.57 
1.S9 
1.73 
1.83 
2.47 
2.06 
2.42 
2.01 
2.12 
2.40 

LB OF UASTE 
PERSON DAY 

2.71 
2.61 
3.15 
2 .81 
3 .42 
3.10 
2 .87 
3.13 
2.58 
3.03 
2 .72 
2.B9 
3.33 
3.15 
3.12 
2 .81 
2.84 
3 .06 
3 .39 
2.73 
2 .56 
2.41 
3.38 
2 .40 
2 .58 
2 .56 
2 .46 
2 .48 
2 .68 
3 .71 
2 .71 
2 .99 
3.S3 
2.44 
3 .70 
3 .58 
2 .88 
3 .48 
3.73 
3 .48 
4 .04 
4 .28 
4.75 
4 .34 
3 .46 
5.64 
3.88 
4 .62 
4 .19 
3.89 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
U 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
SO 

60.060 
60,478 
60.605 
60.388 
60.552 
60.915 
60,242 
60.264 
60.816 
60.470 
60.397 
60.325 
60.759 
60.160 
60.746 
60,273 
60,481 
59,996 
60,121 
60,317 
6O.S05 
59.932 
58.924 
60,339 
60.272 
61.252 
60,447 
61.397 
60.611 
59.831 
61.220 
61,555 
59,560 
60.428 
S9.U1 
60.165 
60.368 
60.958 
61.009 
60.014 
60.918 
60.510 
60,493 
60.500 
61.080 
60,183 
60.341 
60.471 
60,569 
60.252 

21.134 
21.704 
20.052 
25.262 
25.911 
22.843 
19.858 
20.261 
17.182 
19,745 
20,569 
20,644 
21,706 
21,135 
18,461 
17,621 
18,461 
18,445 
19.738 
22.893 
16.698 
16.411 
21,004 
16.744 
16.154 
20.4U 
18.839 
16.932 
18.302 
23,038 
19,203 
21,458 
20.547 
15.141 
24.006 
22.947 
17.903 
22.898 
21.726 
23.196 
23.659 
31.937 
34.867 
33,114 
24,738 
29,183 
24,952 
30.041 
28.630 
25,072 

9.520 
3.182 
6.611 
5.762 
5.783 

15.700 
11.956 
12.265 
12.191 
17,290 
18.629 
20.574 
20.001 
18.970 
15.206 
12.632 
12.492 
15.985 
17.109 
8.543 

15.249 
14.799 
18.723 
10.626 
13.853 
14.098 
10.222 
9.208 
9.671 

18.491 
13.214 
18.366 
15.855 
14.183 
17,6n 
19.074 
12.007 
19.982 
12.906 
13.SS6 
16,481 
2.42S 

11,023 
9.779 

20.504 
3,404 

14,000 
4.171 
5.278 

11.905 

13.403 
4.217 

11.475 
7,069 
8,429 

23,662 
18.987 
20,816 
20.312 
29.287 
27.182 
31.736 
33.992 
31.057 
28.508 
22.163 
21.187 
29.072 
32.283 
11,207 
25.793 
23.778 
32,410 
16,795 
24,356 
19,719 
14.737 
15,111 
15,657 
32,473 
20,799 
28,733 
27,968 
25.241 
29.M7 
32.673 
21.250 
33.790 
24.667 
22.281 
31.312 
3.592 

16.584 
14.142 
31.985 
7.220 

23.972 
7.077 
8.542 

20.312 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE(l) 

3.021.912 1.093.409 651.087 1.078.460 

9.08 2.76 3.28 

Notac: 
(1) IMlghtad avtraec batad on population. 
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TABLE 2-7A 

DEPARTMENT OF STREETS & SANITATION UASTE GENERATION RATES 

PRORATED OCCUPIED DSS COLLECTION 1982 DSS UASTE LB UASTE PER 
POPULATION 1982 UNITS UNITS 1982 (TONS) UNIT-DAT 

12.90 
14.09 
10.51 
11.35 
9.27 
8.38 
8.78 
9.54 
10.78 
9.25 
8.24 
8.77 
8.87 
8.90 
9.66 
9.68 
9.49 
9.79 
11.28 
6.60 
10.47 
9.01 
9.62 
7.09 
9.S4 
9.07 
9.83 
9.70 
9.74 
8.49 
9.71 
10.00 
9.26 
10.79 
8.13 
9.02 
10.35 
8.56 
8.50 
7.79 
8.69 
17.93 
6.14 
8.39 
8.24 
12.59 
8.20 
7.26 
8.68 
7.64 

PERSONS PER 
UNIT 

2.85 
2.77 
3.01 
2.38 
2.33 
2.66 
3.02 
2.96 
3.52 
3.05 
2.92 
2.91 
2.79 
2.83 
3.28 
3.41 
3.26 
3.24 
3.03 
2.62 
3.61 
3.64 
2.79 
3.59 
3.71 
2.98 
3.19 
3.61 
3.30 
2.59 
3.17 
2.86 
2.89 
3.97 
2.47 
2.61 
3.36 
2.65 
2.80 
2.58 
2.56 
1,89 
i.73 
1.82 
2.46 
2.05 
2.41 
2.00 
2.11 
2.39 

LB OF UASTE 
PERSON OAT 

4.56 
5.08 
3.49 
4.77 
3.99 
3.16 
2.91 
3.22 
3,06 
3.03 
2.82 
3,01 
3.18 
3.14 
2.95 
2.84 
2.91 
3.02 
3.72 
2.52 
2.90 
2.48 
3.45 
1.98 
2.57 
3.04 
3.08 
2.69 
2.95 
3.28 
3.06 
3.50 
3.21 
2.72 
3.30 
3.46 
3,08 
3,23 
3.04 
3.02 
3.39 
9.51 
3.56 
4.61 
3.35 
6.13 
3.41 
3.62 
4,12 
3.19 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
2S 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

59.797 
60.213 
60.339 
60.123 
60.287 
60.649 
59.978 
60.000 
60.550 
60.205 
60.132 
60.061 
60.493 
59.897 
60.480 
60.009 
60.216 
59.734 
59,858 
60,053 
60,240 
59,670 
58,666 
60,075 
60,008 
60,984 
60,182 
61.128 
60.345 
59.570 
60.952 
61.286 
59.299 
60,163 
59,181 
59,902 
60,104 
60,691 
60,742 
59,752 
60,652 
60.245 
60.228 
60.235 
60,813 
59.920 
60.077 
60.206 
60.303 
59.988 

21,134 
21.704 
20.052 
25.262 
25,911 
22.843 
19.858 
20,261 
17,182 
19,745 
20.569 
20.6U 
21,706 
21.135 
18.461 
17.621 
18,461 
18,445 
19,736 
22,893 
16.698 
16.411 
21.004 
16.7U 
16.1S4 
20.444 
18.839 
16.932 
18,302 
23.038 
19.203 
21.458 
20.547 
15.141 
24.006 
22.947 
17.903 
22.898 
21.7U 
23,196 
23,659 
31.937 
34.867 
33.114 
24.738 
29,183 
24,952 
30.041 
28.630 
25.072 

7.396 
2.232 
7.025 
4.574 
5.451 
16.256 
12,411 
13,063 
12,122 
17,554 
18,822 
20,071 
19.303 
18,254 
15,562 
13,444 
12.214 
15,680 
16,963 
8,694 
15.036 
14.840 
18.710 
11.757 
13.179 
15.760 
9.285 
10.518 
8,691 
17.889 
13.558 
15.478 
14.056 
14.991 
16.714 
18.908 
14.181 
19.566 
15.345 
13.610 
18.537 
2.153 
11.518 
9.385 
20.410 
3.339 
14.SM 
4.544 
5.504 
12.381 

17.413 
5.739 
13.479 
9.478 
9.224 
24,855 
19,882 
22.746 
23.841 
29,639 
28,293 
32.125 
31.260 
29.647 
27.424 
23.751 
21.143 
28.011 
34.929 
10.470 
28.721 
24,398 
32,860 
15,206 
22,949 
26,092 
16,649 
18,625 
15,450 
27,705 
24.028 
28,240 
23,752 
29,518 
24.813 
31.130 
26.786 
30.574 
S.TM 
19.352 
29.394 
7,047 
12.914 
14.371 
30.704 
7.670 
21,763 
6,020 
8,723 
17,272 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE(I) 

3,008,686 1.093.409 651,478 .1,089,871 

9,17 2.75 3.33 

Note*: 
(1) Ucightad average baaad on population. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12683 

TABLE 2 - 8 

UARD 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
IS 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
U 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
SO 

TOTAL 

HICH OEHSITY RESIDENTIAL UASTE GENERATION 

PRIVATELY 
COLLECTED 

HI-DENSITY RES 

11,614 
18,522 
1 3 , a i 
19.500 
20.128 

7.143 
7.902 
7.996 
4.991 
2.455 
1.940 

70 
1.70S 
2,165 
3,255 
4,989 
5.969 
2.460 
2.629 

14.350 
1.U9 
1.612 
2.281 
6.118 
2.301 
6,346 
8.617 
7.724 
8.631 
4.547 
5.9W 
3.092 
4.692 

958 
6,373 
3,873 
5,896 
2.916 
8,820 
9,640 
7,178 

29,512 
23 ,8a 
23,335 
4.234 

25.779 
10.952 
25.870 
23,352 
13.167 

442.322 

1988 

PERSONS PER 
UNIT 

2 .84 
2 .79 
3.02 
2 .39 
2.34 
2 .67 
3.03 
2 .97 
3.54 
3 .06 
2.94 
2 .92 
2 .80 
2.85 
3 ,29 
3 ,42 
3 ,28 
3,25 
3.05 
2 ,63 
3 ,62 
3.65 
2.81 
3,60 
3,73 
3.00 
3,21 
3.63 
3.31 
2.60 
3,19 
2,87 
2.90 
3.99 
2.48 
2.62 
3.37 
2.66 
2.81 
2.59 
2.57 
1,89 
1,73 
1,83 
2.47 
2,06 
2.42 
2.01 
2.12 
2.40 

LB OF UASTE 
PER PERSON 

PER DAY 

2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 ,70 
2 ,70 
2 ,70 
2 ,70 
2 ,70 
2 .70 
2.7D 
2,7B 
2,70 
2 ,70 
2 ,70 
2 ,70 
2 ,70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2 .70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2,70 
2,70 
2,70 
2,70 
2.70 
2,70 
2,70 
2,70 
2,70 
2,70 
2.70 
2,70 
2,70 
2.70 
2,70 
2,70 
2,70 
2,70 
2,70 

LB UASTE 
PER UNIT 
PER DAT 

7,67 
7.52 
8,16 
6,45 
6.31 
7.20 
8.19 
8.03 
9.S6 
8,27 
7,93 
7.89 
7,56 
7.69 
8,88 
9,24 
8,85 
8.78 
8.22 
7.11 
9.78 
9.86 
7.57 
9,73 

10.07 
8.09 
8.66 
9.79 
8.94 
7.01 
8.61 
7.75 
7.BS 

10.78 
6,69 
7.06 
9,10 
7.19 
7,58 
6.99 
6.95 
5,12 
4,68 
4,93 
6,67 
5,57 
6.53 
5,43 
5,71 
6,49 

HI-DENSITY RES 
TONS/TR 

16,263.34 
25.431.52 
20.017.37 
22.968.93 
23.177.93 
9.386.02 

11,812,05 
11.719.13 
6.704.78 
3.704.77 
2.806.90 

100.79 
2,351,68 
3,036,63 
5,277.60 
8,408,75 
9.635.90 
3.942,83 
3.945,85 

18.630,15 
2.587.16 
2.900.78 
3.153.15 

10.863.68 
4.230.37 
9.368,79 

13.623,81 
13.800.94 
14.084,42 
5.818.84 
9.408,19 
4,370.59 
6.701.78 
1.883,97 
7.775.68 
5.003,73 
9.796,43 
3.825,12 

12.204.20 
12.289,84 
9.107.16 

27,552.42 
20,384.36 
21,007.73 
5,151.27 

26,196.26 
13,0S0,S6 
25,659,94 
24.343,13 
15.591.73 

553.058,98 
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TABLE 2-8A 

HICH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL UASTE GENERATION 
1982 

PRIVATELY 
COLLECTED 

HI-DENSITY RES 

PERSONS PER 
UNIT 

LB OF UASTE 
PER PERSON 
PER DAY 

LB UASTE 
PER UNIT 
PER DAY 

HI-DENSITY RES 
TONS/YR 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
SO 

13.738 
19,472 
13.027 
20,688 
20.460 
6,587 
7,U7 
7,198 
5,060 
2.191 
1.747 
573 

2.403 
2.881 
2.899 
4,177 
6.247 
2,765 
2.775 
14.199 
1.662 
1,571 
2,294 
4,987 
2.975 

*.«* 
9.554 
6,414 
9,611 
5,149 
5,645 
5.980 
6.491 
150 

7.292 
4.039 
3,722 
3.332 
6.381 
9,586 
5.122 
29.784 
23.349 
23.729 
4.328 
25,8U 
10,408 
25,497 
23,126 
12,691 

2,83 
2,77 
3.01 
2.38 
2.33 
2.66 
3.02 
2,96 
3,52 
3,05 
2,92 
2,91 
2,79 
2,83 
3.28 
3.41 
3,26 
3,24 
3,03 
2,62 
3,61 
3.64 
2.79 
3.59 
3.71 
2.98 
3.19 
3.61 
3.30 
2.59 
3.17 
2.86 
2.89 
3.97 
2.47 
2.61 
3.36 
2.6S 
2.80 
2.58 
2,56 
1,89 
1.73 
1.82 
2.46 
2,05 
2,41 
2,00 
2.11 
2.39 

2,70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.7D 
2.70 
2,70 
2.70 
2,70 
2.70 
2,70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.7D 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.7B 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 
2.70 

7.64 
7.49 
8.12 
6.43 
6.28 
7.17 
8.15 
8.00 
9.51 
8.23 
7,89 
7.86 
7.52 
7,65 
8,85 
9,19 
8,81 
8,74 
8,19 
7,08 
9.74 
9.82 
7.54 
9.69 
10.03 
8.05 
8.63 
9.75 
8.90 
6.98 
8.57 
7,71 
7,79 
10,73 
6,66 
7.05 
9,06 
7,16 
7.55 
6,96 
6,92 
5,09 
4.66 
4.91 
6.64 
5.54 
6,50 
5,41 
5,69 
6.46 

19,153.43 
26.618.90 
19.315.90 
24.261.61 
23,457.12 
8,617.55 
11,083.19 
10.503.39 
8,786.49 
3.291.90 
2.516.60 
821.45 

3.299.92 
4.023.21 
4.679.82 
7.009,35 
10,040.54 
4,412.28 
4.146.75 
18.353.44 
2.954,48 
2.814,63 
3.157.24 
8.816,61 

s.as.s7 
6.884.86 
15.039,13 
11.410.13 
15.614.98 
6.560.38 
8.828.99 
8.415.83 
9.230.79 
293.69 

8.8S8.02 
5.195.36 
6.157,18 
4.351,69 
8.790,72 
12,167.51 
6,470.14 
27.684.66 
19.873.82 
21.268.94 
5,242.59 
26,147.37 
12,348.04 
25,179.29 
24,002.02 
14,962.30 

TOTAL Ul,931 548.559.80 
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TABLE 2-9 
CITY OF CHICAGO 

COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE GENERATION RATES 

SIC No, 

10. 15-

20-39 

40-51 

52-59 

60-67 

68-79 

80 

17 

Description 

Construction & Mining 

Manufacturing 

Transportation, Communication, Utilities, 
Wholesale Trade <" 

Retail Trade 

Finance, Insurance & Real Estate *" 

Services, Institutions & Miscellaneous '*' 

Health Services 

Federal Government 

State Government. 

Local Govemment (Except Education) 

Local Government (Education) 

Generation Rate"' 

11.43 

16.25 

8.69 

10.92 

1,98 

4,77 

3.10 

2.51 

2.51 

2.51 

5.07 

Notes: 
(1) 

(2) 
(3) 
(4) 

Generation rates expressed in Ib/employee/day based upon a seven-day 
week. 
Abbreviated 'Trans. & Util." in source. 
Abbreviated "Fin. & Ins.* in source. 
Abbreviated "Sec. & Misc." in source. 

Source: "City of Chicago Solid Waste Data Base Report" by Envirodyne 
Engineers, Inc., December 1988, as developed by Jeanne F. Becker & 
Associates. 
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TABLE 2-10 

1985 ESTIMATED COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL UASTE (TONS/YEAR) 

UARO COHS'T 
MINING 

HANUF TRANSP'N 
( UTIL 

RETAIL 
TRADE 

FINANCE 
IHSURANCC 

SERVICE 
( MISC 

HEALTH 
SERVICES 

FEDERAL 
GOV'T 

STATE 
GOV'T 

LOCAL 
GOV'T 

EDUCAT'N TOTAL 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
SO 

16.440.17 105.771.42 
251.88 
n .45 
0.00 

23.78 
271.82 
77.49 

3.955.59 
816.66 

1.196.66 
2.048.03 
1.092.78 

448.78 
211.58 
503.16 

0.00 
302.47 
499.30 
836.85 
87.61 

472.49 
527.11 

1.419.09 
550.28 

1.592.25 
1.110.39 
2,914,00 

679,49 
644,52 

1,666.15 
1,176,30 
5,580.53 
2,264,60 

269,09 
2.472,51 

781,95 
820.75 

1,137.02 
2,765,86 
1,625.60 
1,878.55 
5,343.37 
1,154.38 

189.82 
3,U2.99 

215.79 
1,423.70 

436.03 
901.45 
701.24 

1,580.68 
3,142.47 

105.34 
447.48 

3,064.14 
3.326.93 

10.865.99 
8,468.34 

49.911.68 
26.685.U 
33.329.06 
22.593.11 
5.862.45 
8.898.60 
1.004.66 
1.445.09 

838.03 
1,145.18 
1,981.30 
4,038.47 

12,009.95 
18.110.33 
6.314.38 

17.895.00 
7.480.20 

30.837.73 
17.497.37 
4.242.39 

31.034.02 
13.548.46 
38.732.10 
13.838.85 
3.765.31 

30.013.90 
12.746.97 
21.682.16 
3.402.61 

17.941.05 
5.494.98 
7.561.93 

65.741.26 
11.752.36 
4.175.51 

13.177.87 
2.159.36 

16.345.72 
742.00 

2.520.13 
5.193.37 

108.928.88 116.939.29 
591.15 
761.99 
249.63 
478.39 
776.88 
729.45 
977.28 

2,265.81 
3.833.55 

14.388.45 
14.715.04 
4,611.79 
2.443.29 
2.003.71 

501.71 
2,365.91 

553.96 
895.60 

1,010.79 
1,148.56 
4.291.89 
5,259.32 
1,536.21 

11.045.98 
1.451.33 
5.793.81 
3.190.75 

174.U 
3.499.52 

822.25 
7.325.75 
3.970.68 
1.014.64 
4.747.50 
1.865.30 
1,502.30 
1,093.57 
3.142.29 
2.616.51 

13.433.12 
26.305.66 

1,906.74 
2,081.38 
2.698.40 

301.71 
3.290.43 
1.131.83 

685.23 
1.409.89 

2.262.86 
1,315.02 
3,446.18 
2.291.56 
4.405.13 
1,090.61 
2.611.85 
2,315.75 
3,342.19 

11.415.61 
7.488.42 

10.930.62 
1.942.06 
4.783.78 
1.075.49 
1.287.63 
3.022.59 
6.246.92 
1.395.57 
1.158.47 
1.511.77 
4.654.12 
7,608.02 
3.401.34 
1.045.22 
1.591.37 
2.790.42 
1.171.09 
5.010.73 
1.285,32 
7,765,71 
2,809,37 
3.162.17 
3.661,56 

10.238,17 
922,19 

3.968,16 
3.9SS.69 
2,706.76 

12,247,73 
52.940.25 
13,046.12 
7.314.94 

10.859.83 
1.826.09 
5.579.02 
4.406,28 
4.582,89 
5.565,97 

39.230,32 
141,21 
52,74 

219.38 
141.41 
181.40 
41.57 
50.95 

108.77 
124.29 
251.98 
187.65 
639.08 
492.37 
27.94 

101.47 
22.6S 
20.24 

249.86 
40.01 
77.49 

200.39 
105.88 
53.24 

143.92 
117.24 
44.97 

511.06 
90.70 

486.11 
64.96 

153.25 
478.46 
57.85 

1U.34 
554.41 
35,05 

183,15 
1,890,82 

217.82 
1.066,27 
5.001,87 

323,53 
217.08 
727,62 
179,50 
307,68 
187,83 
360,00 
253,28 

114.737,81 
4.049,16 

600,07 
2.997,51 

12.724.11 
2.320.46 

353.70 
2.141.28 

934.51 
899.33 

3.741.37 
1.732.07 
1.855.25 

516.65 
934,81 
615.46 

1.173.76 
1.295.17 
1.704.11 

974.32 
952.86 
655.20 

1.217.30 
501.01 

1.226.74 
658.46 

5,908.10 
1.121,78 

468.52 
1.657.92 

712.84 
4,351.04 
2,953.60 

498.65 
3.231.93 
1.097.73 

412.22 
1.524.59 
2.627.24 
2.152.60 
5.503.40 

57,924.10 
3.297.67 
1.370.38 
1.812.55 
2.371.27 
1.520.17 
1.976.27 
1.432.53 
2.298,69 

4.356,59 
3.440.18 

383.95 
555.85 

5,818.68 
19.80 

571.07 
1.062.48 

43.00 
453.39 
33.95 

130.55 
29.42 
20.93 

1.549.59 
8 n . 8 0 
168.03 
178.21 
46.96 

256.47 
51.48 

104.10 
12.45 

343.26 
1.867.83 
1.737.10 
6.62S.U 

374.59 
555.36 
92.22 

279.90 
1.077.87 

175.24 
571.97 
443.96 
144.27 

1.011.22 
1.450.58 

374.79 
2.362.19 
1.697.82 
2.593.11 
5.765.97 
2.740.04 

239.18 
1.923.13 
2.251.78 
1.253.65 

712.02 
725.43 

14.729.23 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

32.07 
0.00 
5.95 
6.41 
0.00 

592.75 
10.99 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

51.76 
50.85 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

-0.00 
0.00 

27.94 
207.14 

0.00 
0.00 
5.84 
0.00 

11.87 
0.00 
0.00 

37.10 
0.00 

34.36 
17.52 
0.00 

' 45.81 
543.74 

1.216.77 
0.00 
0.00 

24.28 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

6.781.75 
40.08 
26.11 
9.16 

25.70 
0.00 
6.41 

231.79 
110.85 

0.00 
149.10 
27.94 
9.16 
3.21 

111.77 
78.79 
0.00 

14.20 
10.54 

158.45 
104.44 

0.00 
16,95 
98.34 
22.13 

189.64 
1.605.58 

84,24 
0,00 

26,11 
0.00 

104,76 
18,32 
75.58 
0.00 
0.00 

184.65 
15.57 

887.61 
129.02 
293.63 
3 4 3 . n 

0.00 
0.00 

38.16 
0.00 

107.35 
0.00 
0.00 
7.33 

10,741.52 
740.66 
799.41 
208,76 
205,37 
332,10 
391,59 
245.93 
549.30 
587,26 
799.87 

1,831.38 
135.77 
288.11 
259.98 
563.94 
360.18 
185.11 
225.65 
211.30 
389.75 
798.88 
292.53 
222.73 

1.192.39 
616.95 

1.560.96 
378.30 
131.47 
48.78 

203.81 
432.08 
180.58 
156,68 
80,02 

561 , M 
490.64 
89.8S 

429.32 
292,02 

1.953,69 
6.590.60 

165.38 
69.63 

469.04 
127.51 
141.91 
151.96 
56,98 

280,11 

2.252.23 
1.171.96 
1.262.38 

900.11 
685.18 
866.52 
655.08 
990.34 

1.017.80 
640.49 
670.59 

2.288.88 
361.02 
508.01 
787.37 

1.058.72 
928.55 
597.06 
487.71 
809.13 
456.94 

1.031.76 
747.62 

1.147.80 
867.55 

1.048.03 
1.821.20 
1.394.87 

576.12 
548.18 
476.58 
974.91 
575.93 

1.044.54 
796.16 
462.64 
844.22 
406.39 
670.17 
373,04 
361.16 
554.90 
427.48 
235.70 
109.15 
682.03 
699.43 
344.81 
330.70 
278.79 

540,909.20 
14,269.83 
8,417.58 
8.692.12 

22.841.65 
12.238.26 
7.243.89 

23.165.S5 
16.630.79 
60.994.80 
60.190.80 
62.823.76 
42.206.76 
12,299.65 
19.860,70 
5.874.04 
8.054.27 
7.203.87 

11.901.15 
6,975.79 
8.850,95 

21.131.05 
31.835.58 
18.375.27 
39.255.13 
15.482.49 
58.910.29 
28.022.86 
8.054.60 

44.075.59 
18.570.43 
66.509.87 
27.265.62 
10.616.50 
45.628.98 
28.452.73 
27.939.76 
13.289.03 
34.684.83 
18.016.34 
46.541.01 

224,555.61 
37.839.62 
18.394.50 
33.599.07 
9.786.38 

31.667.20 
10.630.66 
11.581.94 
16.714.11 

75.295.35 730.463.09 281.820.46 378.395,91 56.561.03 269.738,26 59.550,85 17.652,38 12.148,15 38.219.03 39.227,96 1.959.072,47 

http://23.165.S5
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TABLE 2-11 

1988 SOLID UASTE GENERATION SUMWRY 

D a l l y Uaste Genera t ion (Tone) 
• - Annual 

LOW Donsity Ni Density Coma/ Total 
Uard Residential Residential Indust. Tons 

1 13.403 16,263 542,373 572.039 
2 4.217 25.432 14,308 43.957 
3 11.475 20.017 8,440 39,932 
4 7.069 22.969 8.716 38.754 
5 8,429 23.178 22.903 54.510 
6 23.662 9,386 12,271 45.319 
7 18.987 11.812 7.263 38.062 
8 20.816 11,719 23.228 55.763 
9 20.312 8.705 16,676 45.693 
10 29,287 3,705 61.160 94.152 
11 27.182 2,807 60,354 90.343 
12 31.736 101 62.994 94.851 
13 33.992 2,352 42.321 78.665 
14 31.057 3.037 12.333 46.427 
15 28.S08 5.278 19,914 53,700 
16 22,163 8.409 5,890 36.462 
17 21.187 r 9>636 8.076 38.899 
18 29.072 3,943 7.223 40.238 
19 32.283 3.946 11.933 48.162 
20 11,207 18,630 6,995 36.832 
21 25.793 2.587 8,875 37.255 
22 23.778 2,901 21.188 47,867 
23 32,410 3,153 31,922 67,485 
24 16,795 10,864 18,425 46.084 
25 24.356 4,230 39,361 67,947 
26 19,719 9.369 15.524 44.612 
27 14.737 13.624 59.070 87.431 
28 15.111 13.801 28.099 57.011 
29 15.657 14.084 8.076 37,817 
30 32,473 5,819 44.195 82.487 
31 20.799 9.408 18,621 48,828 
32 28,733 4,371 66.690 99.794 
33 27.968 6.702 27.339 62.009 
34 25.241 1.884 10,645 37,770 
35 29,447 7.776 45.752 82.975 
36 32.673 5.004 28,530 66.207 
37 21.250 9.796 28.015 59.061 
38 33.790 3.825 13.325 50.940 
39 24.667 12.204 34.779 71,650 
40 22,281 12,290 18,065 52.636 
41 31,312 9,107 46,667 87,086 
42 3,592 27,552 225.163 256.307 
43 16.584 20.384 37.942 74.910 
44 14.142 21.008 18,4U 53.594 
45 31.985 5.151 33.690 70.826 
46 7.220 26.196 9,813 43.229 
47 23.972 13,051 31.753 68.776 
48 7.077 25.660 10,659 43,396 
49 8,542 24.343 11.613 44.498 
50 20.312 15.592 16.759 52.663 

SUBTOTAL 1.078.460 553.061 1.964.373 3,595.894 

BULKyDEM0(1)(2) 307.537 
STREET OIRT(I) 13.884 

TOTAL 3.917,315 

Notes: 
(1) ToHnages not available tay uard. May have To be 

handled separately freai other yastc. 
(2) SosK ef bulk collected alona uith residential Hsste 

at curfatide. 
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TABLE 2-12 
TOTAL CHICAGO HASTE QUANTITY PROJECTIONS"* 

Year and 
Total 
Population 

1990 
3,032,845 

1995 
3,050,303 

2000 
3,069,664 

2005 
3,109,463 

2010 
3,155,423 

Waste 
Cateqory 

Residential: 
Low Density'* 
High Density'* 
Co«m/Ind:'*' 
Bulk & Demo:*" 

Residential: 
Low Density'* 
High Density** 
Comn\/lnd:'*' 
Bulk & Demo:*" 

Residential: 
Low Density'* 
High Density'* 
CoiBii/Ind:'*' 
Bulk & Demo:*" 

Residential: 
Low Density"* 
High Density'* 
Comnv'Ind:'*' 
Bulk & Demo:""' 

Residential: 
Low Density"* 
High Density"* 

Comî Înd:'*' 
Bulk & Demo:'"' 

Applicable 
DemooraDhics 

1,819,707 
1,213,138 
1,425,437 
3,032,845 

1,830,182 
1,220,121 
1,433,642 
3,050,303 

1,841,798 
1,227,866 
1,442,742 
3,069,664 

1,865,678 
1,243,785 
1,461,447 
3,109,463 

1,893,254 
1,262,169 
1.483,049 
3,155,423 

Haste 
Subtotal 
ftonsl 

1,095,920 
597,775 

1,977,080 
298,887 

1,102,230 
601,215 

1,988,460 
300,607 

1,109,220 
605,030 

2.001,080 
302,515 

1,123,600 
612.875 

2,027.030 
306,440 

1,140,210 
621,930 

2,056,990 
310,970 

Uaste 
Total 
(tons) 

3,969,662 

3,992,512 

4.017,845 

4,069,945 

4,130,100 

Notes: 
(1) 
(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Does not include waste quantities which are currently being recycled. 
Population in low-density housing units is 60X of total population based 
on 1988 records and generates waste at a rate of 3.3 lb per person per 
day. 
Population in high-density housing units is 40X of total population 
based on 1988 records and generates waste at a rate of 2.7 lb per person 
per day. 
Employed population is 47X of total population based on 1985 records and 
generates waste at a rate of 7.6 lb per en^loyee per day. 
Bulk, demolition and street dirt based on 1987 and 1988 average 
generation rate of 0.540 pounds per capita day. 
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Table 2-13 

Comparison of the Four Seasonal Separation Studies 
By Load Weight Percentages 

Component 
Spring Summer Autumn Winter Yearly 

April '89 August '89 October '89 February '90 Average 

Newsprint 
Paperboard 
Other Paper 
Total paper 

PET 
HDPE 
Other Plastic 
Total Plastic 

6.OX 
4.5 
Ll 
16.OX 

0.4X 
0.4 

hi 
4.OX 

9. IX 
7.3 
18,7 
35. IX 

I.IX 
1.0 
IO 
13. IX 

Yard Waste 
Food Waste 
Wood 
Textiles. Etc. 
Total Hisc. 
Organic 

Total Ceramics 
& Fines 

31.2X 

8.3X 

43.OX 

2.3X 

38. IX 
20.2 
3.9 

65.8X 

3.8X 

2X 
1 
9 
3 

23.5X 

9. IX 

40.BX 

5.9X 

Aluminum Cans 
Other Aluminum 
Total Aluminum 

Ferrous Cans 
Other Ferrous 
Total Ferrous 

Total Nonferrous 

Brown Glass 
Green G ass 
Clear Glass 
Total Glass 

Total Bulk 
Waste 

O.SX 

O.SX 

1.9X 
OJ. 
2.8X 

0.2X 

1.6X 
1.4 
4.3 
7.3X 

11,7X 
99.7X 

Notes: 
1 Totals do not equal 
2 None of the samples 

0.4X 
Q,l 
O.SX 

1.6X 

2.4X 

0.7X 

1.2X 
1.5 
3.9 
6.6X 

4, IX 
99.9X 

100.OX ( 
had any 

O.IX 

O.IX 

1.6X 

2.5X 

0.7X 

0.6X 
0.4 
L& 
2.6X 

4.3X 
99.9X 

lue to rouni 
measurable 

O.SX 
0.3 
0.6X 

1.9X 

2.5X 

0.2X 

1.3X 
1.3 

8.OX 

7,9X 
lOOX 

O.SX 
OJ. 
0.4X 

1.8X 
0,8 
2.6X 

O.SX 

1.2X 
1.2 

6.2X 

7.OX 
lOOX 
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Table 2-14 
Materials Discarded Into the Nunlclpal Uaste Stream 1990 

Bulky Waste 
Newspaper 
Other Paper 
Glass 
Ferrous 
Aluminum 
Paperboard 
Plastics 
Food Waste 
Yard Waste 
Wood 
Textiles/Leather 
Other 

EPA Report "' 

13.5X 
6.2X 
16. OX 
7.5X 
1.7X 
0.7X 
14.8X 
4.2X 
8.4X 
19.8X 
1.3X 
1.7X 
4,2?l 
lOOX 

Chicaqo Study 

7.OX 
7.3X 
14.5X 
6.2X 
2.6X 
0.4X 
5.4X 
9.4X 
13.3X 
I8.9X 
4.2X 
4.4X 
6-4X 
lOOX 

Notes: 
(1) from EPA/Franklin 1988, data after material recovery, before 

energy recovery has taken place. 
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Table 2-15 

Recoverable Naterials 
Identified from Sorting Programs 

Which are Potentially Recoverable ""* 

Category 

Newsprint 
Glass 
Paperboard 
Wood 
Ferrous Cans 
PET 
HDPE 
Other Ferrous 
Aluminum Cans 
Other Aluminum 
Nonferrous 

Recyclable Subtotal 
Yard Waste (compostable) 

Total Recoverable 

7.3 
6.2 
5.4 
4.2 
l.B 
0.8 
1.0 
0.8 
0.3 
0.1 
0.5 
28.4 
18.9 
47.3 

Notes: 
(1) Subject to reduction due to participation levels, recovery 

efficiencies, and processing reject levels. 
(2) This table Identifies recyclables targeted by the sampling 

program. Other materials might be Included in this list 
when markets are Identified. 
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TABLE 3-1 

TRANSFER STATIONS UTILIZED BY DSS 

Facility 

Hedlll 
Supplemental Fuel 
Southwest 
Calumet 
24th & Laflin 
Hooker 
Laramie 
Wireton 
64th & State 
Crestwood 
Loop (O&O) 

Owner 

City 
City 
City 
City 
Sexton Co. 
Waste Hgmt. 
Waste Mgmt. 
Groen Brothers 
XL Disposal 
XL Disposal 
D & D Disposal 

Hauler 

City 
Barbara Trucking 
Marina Cartage 
Closed 
Sexton Co. 
Waste Hgmt. 
Waste Mgmt. 
Groen Brothers 
XL Disposal 
XL Disposal 
D & D Disposal 
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TABLE 3-2 
PRIVATE TRANSFER AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES 

HANDLING CITY WASTE 

Hap Ref.* 

A 
B 

C 
D 
E 
F 

G 
H 

I 
J 
K 
L 

M 

N 
0 
P 
Q 

Hap Ref.* 

R • : 

s . 
T 

U 

- • 

V- •-

Transfer Stations 

7459 S. Lowe 
6159 W. Dickens 

Laramie St 
Hooker St. 
Loop 
3101 W. 87th 

Wireton Road 
17415 S. Ashland 

11549 S. Austin 
8475 W. 53rd 
6205 W. 101st 
1805 W. Carroll 

16120 S. Evans 

24th and Laflin 
Crestwood 
64th & State 
6833 Elmhurst Rd. 

Landfills 

122 Street 

I38th Street 

Paxton #2 

CID 
Lansing 

Beecher 

Hillside 

tpqation 

Chicago 
Chicago 

Stickney 
Chicago 
Chicago 
Evergreen Park 

Blue Island 
Homewood 

Alsip 
McCook 
Chicago Ridge 
Chicago 

S. Holland 

Chicago 
Crestwood 
Chicago 
Elk Grove Village 

Location 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 
Lansing 

Beecher 

Hillside 

Owner/Operator 

Action Disposal 
American MB 
Recycling 
Waste Mgmt. 
Waste Mgmt. 
D&D Disposal 
Evergreen 
Scavenger 
Groen Brothers 
Homewood 
Disposal 
H&R Disposal 
Groot Disposal 
Meyers Brothers 
National 
Scavenger 
S. Holland 
Scavenger 
John Sexton Co. 
XL Disposal 
XL Disposal 
Waste Watchers 

Owner/Operator 

Land & Lakes 
Co. 
Land & Lakes 
Co. 
Paxton Landfill 
Co. 
Waste Mgmt. 
John Sexton Co. 
(Not Shown) 
John Sexton Co. 
(Not Shown) 
John Sexton Co. 

* Map Reference Symbols for Figure 3-2 
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TABLE 3-3 

HAULER REPORTED UEEKLT TONNAGES 

FORM 
NO. 

11 
IB ; 
19 
20 
21 
23 -
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
32 
S3 
35 
36 
37 ' 
40 
41 
43 
46 
47 
52 
53 
54 
55 
59 
60 
61 
66 : 
68 
69 
70 
73 
74 
75 
76 
79 
83 
84 
85 
89 
90 
91 
93 
94 
95 
99 
101 
104 

TOTAL TONS/UK 
PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL 
TOTAL (TONS/YR) 

TOTAL OTT. 
TONS/UK 

310 
630 
150 
150 

1,000 
338 
975 
275 
750 
500 

5,940 
375 
970 
900 
727 
219 
760 
490 
68 

10,614 
50 
0 

300 
300 
25 
938 
88 
75 
62 
75 
112 
200 
39 
75 
135 
150 

2.324 
225 

1.625 
125 
100 
62 
SOO 
57 
350 
35 
413 
138 
62 
122 

'- 94 
500 
155 
5 

1.000 
81 

36.738 

1.910,376 

RCCTCLING 
X TONS/IK 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
OX 
15X 

ia 
ox 
ox 

: OX 
OX 
OX 

ox 
SOX 

ox 
7X 
11X 
22X 
55X 
OX 

ox 
ox 
OX 
JOX 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
12X 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
85X 

ox 
ox 
ox 
ox 
ISX 

ox 
ox 
10X 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

146 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

364 
0 
53 
54 
15 

5.838 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

279 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

117 
0 
0 
0 
0 
28 
0 
0 
BL 

6.902 
18.8X 

358,915 
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Table 3-4 

Landfills In Chicago. 

Nap Ref. 
Number 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Name 

CID 

122nd St, 

138th St. 

Paxton 12 

Stern's 
Quarry 

Operator 

Waste Management 
of Illinois 

Land k Lakes Co. 

Land & Lakes Co. 

Paxton Landfill Co. 

City of Chicago 

Location 

138th St. & 
Dan Ryan Expressway 

122nd St. & 
Torrence Ave. 

138th St. V 
Cottage Grove Ave. 

122nd St. & 
Torrence Ave. 

Halsted St. & 
28th St. 

Uaste Permitted 
to Accept 

Municipal'*/ 
Demolition/ 
Construction 

Municipal/ 
Demolition/ 
Construction 

Municipal/ 
DesKtlltlon/ 
Construction 

Municipal/ 
Demolition/ 
Construction 

Demolition/ 
Construction '* 

Remaining 
Capacity (Cu. Yd.)"' 

11,179,746 

2,438,728 

946.061 

Closed 

NA '•"" 

Notes: 
(1) 
U) 

(3) 
(4) 
(5) 

Based on data from lEPA's Available Disposal Capacity, Fourth Annual Report, October 1990. 
Municipal Is general refuse generated by municipalities, typically from residences, businesses and 
Institutions. 
Prior use as ash disposal site for Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility. 
City Is undertaking a closure/post closure plan. 
Not Applicable. 
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Table 3-5 

Landfills Outside The City Of Chicago. 

Map Ref. 
Hunber m& Operator 

American American Grading Co. 
Grading (Sumnlt) 

Chicago Hghts. Refuse Depot, Inc. 
Refuse Depot 

Fitz-Mar Fitz-Har Land f i l l , Inc. 
(Chicago Height) 

County 

Cook 

Cook 

Cook 

Uaste Permitted 
to Accept 

Demolition/ 
Construction 

Municipal'* 

Municipal 

Remaining 
Capacity (Cu, Yd , ) " ' 

596,957 

Closed 

Closed 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

Lake 

Dolton 

Lansing 

Hillside f2 

Winnetka 

Hinsdale 

Des Plaines 

Blue Island 

Greene Valley 

Mallard Lake 

Sexton Fining 
& Grading 

Morris 
Community 

Waste Management 

Land & Lakes Co. 

J. Sexton Co. 

Congress Devel. Co. 
Sexton-BFI 

City of Winnetka 

J. Sexton Co. 

J. Sexton Co. 

J. Sexton Co. 

Waste Management 

E&E Hauling 

1 J. Sexton Co. 

City of Morris 

Cook 

Cook 

Cook 

Cook 

Cook 

Cook 

Cook 

Cook 

DuPage 

DuPage 

DuPage 

Grundy 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Construction/ 
Demolition 

Municipal 

9,656,286 

1,503,590 

Closed 

6,918,975 

436,208 

Closed 

Closed 

Closed 

36,566,505 

29,668,692 

Closed 

2,640,948 
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Table 3-5 (Cont'd) 

Landfills Outside The City Of Chicago. 

Hap Ref. 
Number 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

Hame 

Envlrontech 

Settlers Hill 

Woodland 

Kankakee 

Land & Lakes 
fS/Wheeling 

Grayslake/ARF 

Winthrop 
Harbor/BFI 

Lake Bluff 
Municipal 12 

Lake County 
Grading 

Zion 
Municipal 12 

McHenry 
County 

Wheatland 
Prairie (11th 

Jollet/CDT 

Willow Ranch 

Operator 

Envlrontech, Inc. 

Waste Management 

Waste Management 

Haste Management 

Land & Lakes Co. 

ARF Landfill Corp. 

Browning Ferris 
Industries 

Village of 
Lake Bluff 

Lake County 
Grading Co. 

Village of Zion 

Veugeler 

Waste Management 
St.) 

JKS Enterprises, Inc. 

Land 1 Lakes Co, 

County 

Grundy 

Kane 

Kane 

Kankakee 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 

McHenry 

Will 

Will 

Will 

Waste Permitted 
to Accept 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Construction/ 
Demolition 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Landscape & some 
Municipal 

Demolition/ 
Construction 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Municipal 

Remaining 
Caoaclty fCu. Yd. 

4,475,309 

21,338,258 

12.376,325 

4.655,853 

737,654 

1,075,289 

1,429,051 

Inactive 

663,107 

Closed 

92,953 

10,432,199 

606,680 

592,160 

J'" 
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Table 3-5 (Cont'd) 

Landfills Outside T h e City O f Chicago. 

Hap Ref. 
Number 

35 

(lame 

Beecher 
Development 

Operator 

J. Sexton Co. 

County 

Will 

Uaste Permitted 
to accept 

Municipal 

Remaining 
Capacity fCu. Yd.l"» 

5,789,058 

36 Environmental Waste Management, Inc. 
Sanitary (ESL) 

Will Municipal 890,500 

Notes: 
(1) Based on data from lEPA's Available Disposal Capacity, Fourth Annual Report, October 1990. 
(2) Municipal is general refuse generated by municipalities, typically from residences, businesses and 

institutions. 
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TABLE 3-6 

OSS FACILITT OELIVERT SURVEY 
TONS/YEAR 

FACILITT 1988 1987 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 

REFUSE 

BULK 

FORESTRT 

STREET 01 

Notes: 
(1) N.A. 

CITT 

SUBTOTAL CITT 

PRIVATE TS 

SUBTOTAL PRIV 

LANDFILL 

SUBTOTAL LF 

TOTAL REFUSE 

CITT 

. 
SUBTOTAL CITT 

PRIVATE 

SUBTOTAL PRIV 

LANDFILL 

SUBTOTAL LF 

TOTAL BULK 

LANDFILL 

HW IHCIN 
SW TS 
NEOILL TS 
SUP FUEL TS 
CALUCT TS 

CRESTUOOD 

LARAMIE 
LAFLIHt24 
UIRETON 
64 1 ST 
LOOP(DU) 

CID 
NILLSIDE 
138TH ST 
LANSING 
122IO ST 

NU IHCIN 
SW TS 
«OILL TS 
SUP FUEL TS 
CAURCT LF 
CAUMET TS 

CRESTUOCD 
HOOKER 
LARAMIE 
UFLIHt24 
LOaP(DU) 
KL 6UST 

HILLSIDE 
CID 
138TN ST 
122ND ST 
uwsuc -
BEECHH 

CID 
138TN 
122IO n 

TOTAL FORESTRT 

RT 

- Mot Available 

280443 
83118 
212271 
161156 

0 
736988 

72957 
47133 

0 
0 
0 

196207 
3656 

319953 

24246 
0 
0 
0 

47373 
71619 

1128560 

0 
3004 
7966 
853S 

0 
0 

96295 

4177 
24310 

0 
0 

4574 
143468 
176529 

7143 
14967 

3 
18 
0 

12582 
34713 

307537 

D 
0 
0 
0 

46280 

280402 
15333 

215885 
191004 

0 
702624 

63336 
58340 
21369 
5686 

0 
278365 

0 
377096 

92488 
0 

1169 
0 

57263 
150920 

1230640 

0 
14557 
4113 

0 
10235 

0 
28905 

166 
1483 
1171 
95 
0 

51901 
54816 

13538 
112955 
2650 
480 
0 

44654 
174277 

27998 

4320 
0 
59 

4379 

52045 

310929 
158061 
124125 
117409 
124750 
835274 

39473 
79493 
197B4 
11444 
1322 
35417 

0 
186933 

24528 
0 

9108 
0 

57263 
90899 

1113106 

0 
4206 
1279 

0 
0 

1428 
6913 

25 
966 
0 
0 
0 
0 

991 

1829 
107679 

947 
2327 
1361 

0 
114144 

122048 

6070 
81 
493 
6644 

132485 

270342 
195432 
247S80 
98769 
156005 
968128 

19215 
59 

24109 
27734 
11838 

0 
0 

82955 

43728 
0 

6775 
0 

15804 
66307 

1117390 

0 
2677 
6127 

0 
0 

3310 
12114 

17 
392 
0 
0 
0 
0 

409 

22793 
30521 

0 
7905 

0 
0 

61220 

73743 

12635 
0 

1275 
13910 

106645 

275B10 
19155B 
236132 
112165 
202470 
1018135 

44317 
743 

17010 
19262 

0 
0 
0 

81332 

19277 
0 
0 
0 

2B279 
47556 

1147D23 

0 
2489 
6766 

0 
0 

2762 
12017 

1864 
628 
287 
0 
0 
0 

2779 

22994 
252 

16155 
7270 

0 
0 

46671 

61467 

0 
0 

3770 
3785 

211220 

263893 
179039 
232145 
115519 
159645 
950241 

42470 
22B50 
34307 

0 
0 
0 
0 

99627 

28609 
2645 

0 
0 

34761 
66015 

1115883 

0 
2146 
11182 

0 
0 

12385 
25713 

0 
546 
0 
0 
0 
0 

546 

18448 
19706 
3526 
4073 

0 
0 

45752 

72011 

5305 
25 

6528 
11858 

154860 

257756 
186559 
241682 
127803 
159001 
972801 

35108 
N.A, 
N,A, 
N.A. 
N.A, 
H,A. 
N.A. 
35108 

H,A. 
H.A. 
N,A, 
N,A. 
H.A. 
N.A, 

11189S0 

0 
2438 
6599 

0 
3632 
2996 
15665 

H.A, 
N,A, 
N,A. 
N.A, 
N.A. 
H.A, 

0 

H,A, 
N,A, 
N,A, 
H,A, 
H,A, 
N,A, 
46939 

N.A, 

H.A, 
N.A, 
H.A, 
H.A. 

68860 

2B9683 
204796 
211741 
119005 
184634 
1009859 

26103 
H.A. 
H.A, 
H.A. 
H.A. 
H.A. 
H.A. 
26103 

H.A. 
H.A. 
H.A. 
H.A. 
N.A, 
H.A, 

1120332 

0 
4994 
10010 

0 
2995 
2458 
20457 

N,A. 
N.A, 
H.A, 
N.A. 
N.A. 
H.A. 

0 

N.A, 
N,A. 
N.A, 
M.A. 
II JL, 
N.A, 

29469 

N.A, 

H.A. 
H.A. 
H.A. 
H.A. 

5022 
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TABLE 3-7 

ESTIHATED NET SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL IN CHICAGO 

Waste Reported 1990"' Tonnage Conversion'^' 
Disposal Facility (gate cv) (tons) 

CID 1,728,648 518,594 
Land & Lakes-138th 1,009,516 302,855 
Land & Lakes - 122nd 662,203 198,661 
Northwest Incinerator 1,322,893'* 297,651 
Paxton #2 891.159 267.348 

Totals 5,614,419 1,585,109 

Notes: 
(1) Source: Available Disposal Capacity for Solid Waste in Illinois, 

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, October 1990, 
(2) Converted based on 600 lbs per cubic yard, 
(3) Tonnage Conversion of Northwest is based on the operator's estimate of 

di»n lh« n e r p i ih i r vaprf 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 1 2 7 0 1 

TABLE 3-8 

TRANSPORTATION DISTANCES FRON 
DSS UTILIZED TRANSFER STATIONS 

TO COUNTY LANDFILL SITES 

Landfill 

Lake 
Hillside 
Amer. Grading 
122nd St, 
Paxton #2 
CID 
138th St. 
Dolton 
Lansing 
Fitz Mar 
Chicago Hts. 

Medill 

17.3 
17.7 
19.0 
23.9 
23.5 
23.3 
24.0 
23.9 
29.6 
36.2 
36.3 

D&D 

23.1 
15.3 
13.8 
18.8 
18.4 
18.2 
18.9 
18.7 
24,4 
31.1 
31.2 

(Miles) 
Transfer Stations 

Southwest 

26.0 
18.1 
11.8 
16.7 
16.4 
16.1 
16.8 
16.7 
22.4 
29.1 
29.2 

Fuel Processinq 

27,9 
12,6 
8.5 
22.4 
21.9 
21.6 
18.1 
18.0 
23.7. 
30.4 
30.5 

64th & State 

28.1 
20.3 
17.4 
11.8 
11.5 
11.2 
11.9 
11.8 
17.5 
24.2 
24.3 

Crestwood 

44.2 
36.4 
17.3 
14.6 
14.2 
12.7 
13.4 
13.3 
19.0 
25.7 
25.8 
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TABLE 3-9 

PLANNING ACTIVITY FOR SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITIES 

Facility/Agency 
Lake County 

ARF- Landfill Expansion 

BFI-Landfill Expansion 

Waste Management, Inc.- Siting 

Lake County 

Cook County 

Ford Heights Waste-to-Energy 

Harvey Refuse Derived Fuel 

Northwest Municipal Conference 
(Bartlett) balefill 

Status 

Expansion Denied, Appeal Pending 

Site Recently Annexed into Zion, 
Expansion Permit Anticipated. 

Landfill Application Denied 

Completed and Adopted a Comprehensive 
Solid Waste Management Plan. 

Under Development 

Under Development 

Has Local Siting Approval and lEPA 
Approval: Awaiting Corps of Engineer 
Approval 

Summit Waste-to-Energy Facility Under Consideration 

Crestwood Waste-to-Energy Facility Ongoing Implementation (1) 

Robbins Refuse Derived Fuel 
Facility 

DuPaoe County 

County Solid Waste Conmittee 

Recycling Facility 

Win County 

Will County 

McHenry County 

County Solid Waste Committee 

Waste Management, Inc. Landfill 

Laidlaw Landfill 

Has Local Siting Approval; IEPA 
Construction Permit Granted 

Submitted a Solid Waste Management Plan 

Scheduled for Start-up Mid-1991 

Preparing a Solid Waste Management Plan 

Undertaking a Waste Management Plan 

Ongoing Efforts (2) 

Ongoing Efforts (2) 

Notes: 
(1) Local siting approval and lEPA Development and Construction Permit. 
(2) In the process of local siting approval hearing. 
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TABLE 4-1 

ESTIMATED RENAINING PUTRESCIBLE LANDFILL LIFE<̂ > 
BASED ON CURRENT GATE RECEIPTS 

Site 

Landfills In City: 
122nd Street 
138th Street 
CID 
Paxton #2 

City Subtotal 

Landfills in 
Cook County: 
American Grading 
Dolton 
F1t2-Mar 
Lake 
Lansing 
Sexton #2 
Winetka Municipal 

Subtotal 
County Total 

Notes: 
(1) Excludes inact 

Remaining'" 
Caoacitv 
(Gate CY) 

2,438,728 
946,061 

11,179,746 
Inactive 

14,564,535 

596,947 
1,503,590 

NA 
9,656,286 

NA 
6,918,975 

436,?08 
19,11,016 

33,676,551 

ive landfill! 

Current'*' 
Gate vol. 
(CY/YR) 

662,203 
1,009,516 
1.728,648 
891.159 

4,291,526 

.'. 

141,360 
179,852 
120,569 

3,366,508 
394,874 

2,981,025 
43,896 

7,228,057 
11,519,583 

Converted** 

Gate Ton 
(TAR) 

198,661 
302,855 
518,594 
267.348 

1,287,458 

42,408 
53,948 
36,171 

1,009,952 
118,462 
894,308 
13,16? 

2,168,418 
3,455,876 

i with reported capacity. 
(2) Based on October 1990 IEPA Fourth Annual Report on 

Calculate**' 
Remaining 

Life 
(YRS) 

3.6 
0.9 
6,4 
NA 

3.4 

4.2 
8.3 
NA 
2.3 
NA 
2.3 
9.8 
2.6 
2.9 

Operator's*" 
Estimate of 

Life 
(YRS) 

4 
1 
6 
M 
NA 

4 
3 
NA 
2 
NA 
3 
10 
NA 
NA 

Available Disposal 

(3) 

(4) 

Capacity. 
Calculated based on 600 Ib/cy average gate density. (The average landfill 
density is approximately 1200 Ibs/cy.) 
Calculated by dividing Remaining Capacity by Current Gate Volume. 
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Table 4-2 

20 YEAR SOLID HASTE SHORTFALL CAPACITY 
(Based on 1990 Data) 

Tons Cubic Yards'^' 
Generation Estimate(20 yrs.) 80,460,000 268,200,000 
Estimated City Capacity 4,369,000 14,565,000 
Northwest (Cont. Operation) 5.940.000 19.800,000 
Capacity Shortfall'^' 70,151,000 233,835,000 

Notes: 
(1) The material markets have indicated an additional annual recycling 

capacity of 192,960 tons, but the existing collection capacity does not 
currently correspond with this recycling capacity. Therefore, the 20 
Year Capacity Shortfall has not included this additional recycling 
capacity which requires a change in the status quo. 

(2) Based on an assumed average density of 600 pounds per cubic yard. 
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Table 1 

ConiDonent 

Newsprint 
Paperboard 
High Grade 
Other Paper 
Total Paper 

PET 
HDPE 
Other Plastic 
Total Plastic 

Yard Waste 
Food Waste 
Wood 
Textiles. Etc. 
Total Misc. Organic 

Total Ceramic 
& Fines 

Aluminum Cans 
Other Aluminum 
Total Aluminum 

Ferrous Cans 
Other Ferrous 
Total Ferrous 

Total Nonferrous 

Brown Glass 
Green G ass 
Clear Glass 
Total Glass 

Total Bulk Waste 

RAW DATA RESIDENTIAL WASTE COMPOSITION 
CITY OF CHICAGO 

APRIL 1989 

1 

7.3* 
3.5 

23*5 
34.3% 

1.1% 
0.7 
4.7 
6.5% 

5.8% 
9.6 
4.6 
7.9 

27.9% 

12.1% 

0.5% 
0.3 
0.8% 

3.1% 
1.2 
4.3% 

0% 

2.0% 
1.6 
5.1 
8.7% 

5,3% 

99.9% 

Load (1 

2 

3.0% 
2.6 

19.4 
25.0% 

0,6% 
0,6 

. 10.2 
11.4% 

2.1% 
10.9 
6,6 
5,8 

25,4% 

9.0% 

0.2% 
0.2 
0,4% 

2.2% 
0.9 
3.1% 

0.3% 

1.6% 
0.3 
5.3 
7.2% 

18.5% 

100.3% 

.*eiqht percent) 

3 

7.5% 
4.4 

13.0 
24.9% 

0.3% 
0.3 
5.0 
5.6% 

22.0% 
3.7 
4.7 
2.2 

32.6% 

6.1% 

0.2% 
0.2 
0.4% 

1.0% 
0.8 
1.8% 

0.3% 

0.5% 
1.5 
2.7 
4.7% 

23.4% 

99.8% 

4 

10,1% 
2.5 

18,8 
31.4% 

1,1% 
0,8 
13,2 
15,1% 

6,9% 
14.7 
1.2 
6.5 
29.3% 

9.7% 

0.2% 
0.3 
0.5% 

1.7% 
1.1 
2.8% 

0.1% 

2.0% 
2.6 
4.1 
8.7% 

2.4% 

100.0% 

5 

7.6% 
3.7 

15.0 
26.3% 

0.6% 
0.5 
7.6 
8.7% 

25.3% 
8.5 
2.1 
5.3 

41.2% 

4.6% 

0.2% 
0.2 
0.4% 

1.5% 
0.5 
2.0% 

0.5% 

1.8% 
1.2 
4.2 
7.2% 

9,0% 

99.9% 

Averaqe 

7.1% 
3.3 

17.9 
28.3% 

0.7% 
0.6 
8,1 
9.4% 

12.4% 
9.5 
3,8 
5,5 

31.2% 

8.3% 

0.3% 
0,2 
0.5% 

1.9% 
0.9 
2.8% 

0.2% 

1.6% 
1.4 
4.3 
7.3% 

11.7% 

99.7% 

Notes: 
(1) Totals may not equal 100.0% due to rounding. 
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7.6% 
3.5% 

33.2% 

1.2% 
1.6% 
8.2% 

24.0% 
9.5% 
1.5% 
3.2% 

0% 

7.8% 
7.4% 

14.0% 
29.2% 

0.4% 
4.3% 
9.1% 

11.0% 13.8% 

25.2% 
11.4% 

2.2% 
2.7% 

Component 

Newsprint 
Paperboard 
High Grade 
Other Paper 
Total Paper 

PET 
HDPE 
Other Plastic 
Total Plastic 

Yard Haste 
Food Waste 
Wood 
Textiles. Etc. 
Total Hisc. 
Organic 

Total Ceramics 
& Fines 

Aluminum Cans 
Other Aluminum 
Total Aluminum 

Ferrous Cans 
Other Ferrous 
Total Ferrous 

Total Nonferrous 

Brown Glass 
Green Glass 
Clear Glass 
Total Glass 

Total Bulk Waste 6.7% 1.0% 

100.0% 100.0% 

Table 2 

RAH DATA RESIDENTIAL WASTE COMPOSITION 
CITY OF CHICAGO 
AUGUST 1989 

DSS Loads (weight percent^ 

1 2 3 4 5 

6.5% 
7.6% 

13.1% 
27.2% 

6.6% 
7.5% 

I4J% 
28.5% 

5.9% 
5.3% 

16.7% 
27.9% 

1.6% 0.8% 
1.1% 1.4% 
8.3% 9.0% 

11.0% 11.2% 

18.1% 
21.1% 
3.2% 

_LJ% 

Avg. 

6.9% 
6.3% 

0% 
16.1% 
29.2% 

0.8% 
2.0% 
8.3% 

11.1% 

"20.BX 
14.5% 

3.3% 
4.3% 

^^4% 2.7% 4.9% 2.1% 

0.5% 
0% 

0.5% 

2.3% 
0.5% 
2.8% 

2.6% 0.3% 0.2% 

1.4% 

0.2% 
0.2% 
0.4% 

0.9% 
0,8% 
1.7% 

0.3% 

2.3% 

6.4% 
0.1% 
0.5% 

0.9% 
0.7% 
hSk 
5.4% 

5.2% 

99.9% 

1.6% 
2.4% 
4.5% 
8.5% 

2.5% 

100.0% 

0.7% 

1.2% 
1.5% 
3.9% 
6.6% 

4.1% 

ill 
6 

8.4% 
6.4% 

0% 
UJSk 
27.0% 

12.9% 
15.7% 
9.0% 

11,9% 

38.2% 41.5% 42.2% 44.3% 48.6% 43.0% 49.5% 

8.2% 

0.5% 
0.4% 
0.9% 

0% 

0.2% 
0.2% 
0.7% 
1.1% 

4.6% 

99.9% 100.1% 

Notes: 
(1) Totals may not equal 100.0% due to rounding. 
(2) Private haulers load. 
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Table 3 
RAW DATA RESIDENTIAL WASTE COHPOSITIOH 

CITY OF CHICAGO 
OCTOBER 1989 

Component 

Newsprint 
Paperboard 
High Grade 
Other Paper 
Total paper 

PET 
HDPE 
Other Plastic 
Total Plastic 

Yard Waste 
Food Waste 
Wood 
Textiles. Etc. 
Total Misc. 
Organic 

1 

6.0% 
3.0% 
0% 

11.2% 
20.2% 

0.1% 
0.5% 
1.4% 
2.0% 

29.8% 
14.3% 
0.4% 
1.0% 

18.7% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

Total Ceramics 
& Fines 

Aluminum Cans 
Other Aluminum 
Total Aluminum 

Ferrous Cans 
Other Ferrous 
Total Ferrous 

Total Nonferrous 1.3% 

Brown Glass 
Green Glass 
Clear Glass 
Total Glass 

Load (weight percent) 

2 3 4 

Avg. 

0.1% 
0.5% 
6.4% 
7.0% 

4.2% 
5.0% 
0% 

4.9% 
14.1% 

0.5% 
0.3% 
2,2% 
3.0% 

38,4% 
21.5% 
3.6% 
6,5% 

0.4% 

0.1% 
0% 

0.1% 

2.0% 
0% 

2.0% 

0.4% 

0.3% 
0% 

0.8% 
1.1% 

0.1% 

1,4% 

1.5% 
0.7% 
2,9% 
5.1% 

3.5% 

45.5% 65.4% 70.0% 74.3% 

0% 

0.1% 
0% 

0.2% 

1.8% 
1.0% 
2.8% 

0.1% 

0% 
0.1% 
1.7% 
1.8% 

5.7% 
6.1% 
0% 

2.4% 
14.2% 

1.0% 
0.3% 
3.3% 
4.6% 

45.7% 
20.6% 
4.6% 
3.0% 

73.9% 

0% 

0.1% 
0% 

0.1% 

0.6% 
1.5% 
2.1% 

0.4% 

0.7% 
0.8% 
1,8% 
3.3% 

4.0% 

65.8% 

3.8% 

0.1% 
0% 

0.1% 

1.6% 
0,9% 
2.5% 

0.7% 

Total Bulk 
Waste 8,7% 3.8% US 5,3% 

99.9% 99.8% 100.1% 100.0% 

?.3% 

99.9% 

4.3% 

99.9% 

Notes: 
(1) Totals may not equal 100.0% due to rounding. 
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Table 4 
RAW DATA RESIDENTIAL WASTE COMPOSITIM 

Cin OF CHICAGO 
FEBRUARY 1990 

Component 

Newsprint 
Paperboard 
High Grade 
Other P^per 
Total paper 

PET 
HDPE 
Other Plastic 
Total Plastic 

Yard Waste 
Food Waste 
Wood 
Textiles, ?tc. 
Total Misc. 
Organic i 

Total Ceramics 
& Fines 

Aluminum Cans 
Other Aluminum 
Total Aluminum 

Ferrous Cans 
Other Ferrous, 
Total Ferrous 

Total Nonferrous 

Brown Glass 
Green Glass 
Clear Glass, 
Total Glass 

Total Bulk 
Waste 

1 

6.9% 
7.4% 
0% 

?9.6% 
43.9% 

1.2% 
1.6% 
14.5% 
17.3% 

3.0% 
14.3% 
1.3% 
4.4% 

23.0% 

1.0% 

0.3% 
0.1% 

._0.4% 

2.9% 
0.4% 
3.3% 

0.2% 

0.9% 
2.1% 
6.2% 
9.2% 

1.6% 

99.9% 

Load (1 

2 

15.9% 
10.3% 

0% 
J3.8% 
40.0% 

1.1% 
0.5% 
7.2% 
8.8% 

0.8% 
5.0% 
8,8% 
3,8% 

18.4% 

20.9% 

0.5% 
0.9% 
1.4% 

1.1% 
0.1% 
1.2% 

0.2% 

1.6% 
1.4% 
4.6% 
7.6% 

1.5% 

100.0% 

*eioht percent) 

3 

10.4% 
6.9% 
0% 

?0.4% 
37.7% 

0.6% 
1.5% 
J4.4% 
16,5% 

2,1% 
13.6% 
2,5% 

21,1% 

1.5% 

0.6% 
0,3% 
0.9% 

2.1% 
0% 

2.1% 

0% 

1.0% 
1.8% 
7,9% 
10.7% 

9:6% 

100,1% 

4 

2,4% 
5,9% 
0% 

J5,I% 
23.4% 

0.5% 
1.0% 
10.?% 
11.7% 

0,4% 
4.4% 
8.7% 
?.8% 

16.3% 

11.8% 

0.2% 
0,2% 
0,4% 

2.0% 
1,4% 
3.4% 

0.4% 

2.2% 
0.7% 
4,1% 
7.0% 

25.5% 

99.9% 

5 

9.9% 
6.1% 
0% 

14.5% 
30.5% 

2.2% 
0.6% 
8.4% 
11.2% 

14.6% 
8.4% 
8.0% 
7.7% 

38.7% 

10.3% 

0.1% 
0.1% 
0.2% 

1.3% 
1.3% 
2.6% 

0.1% 

0.6% 
0.7% 
4.0% 
5.3% 

1.2% 

100.1% 

Aye 

9.1% 
7.3% 
0% 

18.7% 
35,1% 

23.5% 

9,1% 

0.3% 
0,3% 
0.6% 

1.9% 
0.6% 
2.5% 

0.2% 

1.3% 
1.3% 
S.4% 
8.0% 

7,9% 

100.0% 

Notes: 
(1) Totals may not equal 100.0% due to rounding. 
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Table 5 
Percent Moisture Content By Welght(l) 

Sample 

Average 

Sampling 
Proqram } 

% of 
pry Wt. 

46.6 

31.2 

54.3 

64.7 

36.2 

46.6 

% of 
Wet Wt. 

31.8 

23.8 

35.2 

39.3 

26.6 

31.3 

Sampling 
Proqram ?'» 

% of 
Pry Wt. 

21.9 

141.2 

84.6 

86.0 

102.2 

83.2 

% of 
Wet Wt. 

18 

58.5 

39.2 

46.2 

50.5 

42.5 

Sampli 
Program 

% of 
Dry Wt, 

56.5 

41.6 

44.4 

44.5 

141.2 

65.6 

ng 

2 
% of 
Wet Wt. 

36.1 

29.4 

30.7 

30.8 

58.5 

37.1 

Sampli 
Program 

% of 
Dry Wt. 

65.2 

50.6 

48.0 

61.1 

38.2 

52.6 

ing 
-4 

% of 
W^t W^, 

39.5 

33.6 

32.4 

37.9 

27.6 

34.2 

Notes: 

(1) Hoisture as a percent of total sample weight (% of Wet Wt.) and as a percent of dry 
solids weight (% of Dry Wt.). 

"' Bag disintegrated during drying and nearly caught fire: final weight not 
possible (Private Hauler Load Sample 6). 
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Actual 
Sampling'" 
Period 

Table 6 
Comparison of Rainfall Impacts 

Derived*" 12 
Day Average*^ 
Precipitation 

April 17-21, 1989 1.44 
August 21-25, 1989 1.32 
October 23-27, 1989 0,84 
February 5-10, 1990 0,60 

Actual 12 
.12) 

% of Average 
Day Average*" Expected*^ Hoisture 

Precipitation Precipitation Content 

0.30 
0.83 
1.32 
0.27 

21 
63 
157 
45 

31.3 
42.5 
37.1 
34.2 

Notes: 

(1) 
(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Actual solid waste characterization study dates. 
12-day average includes entire week before study, the entire week of the 
study, and the weekend in between. 
Deriving a daily average precipitation based on the average monthly 
precipitation. This daily average for the month was multiplied by the 
12-day period. 
Percent of actual precipitation to derived precipitation. 
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Table 7 

Chicago Northwest Waste To Energy Facility 
1988--1989 Higher Heating Value Throughput Data 

With 
Availability And Capacity Factor Estimates. 
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Table 8 
Calculated Higher Heating Vailues 

Based on Data Collected During Sampling Programs 

romnonent 

Newsprint 
Paperboard 
Other Paper 
PET 
HDPE 
Other Plastic 
Yard Waste 
Food Waste 
Wood 
Textiles 
Ceramics & Fines 
Aluminum Cans 
Ferrous Cans 
Other Ferrous 
Honferrous Hetals 
Brown Glass 
Green Glass 
Clear Glass 
Bulk Waste 

Calculated HHV (As Rec'd) 

Calculated Moisture (As Rec 

Tested Moisture (As Rec'd) 

Adjusted HHV (As Rec'd) 

Sorino 

7.1% 
3.3% 
17.9% 
0.7% 
0.6% 
8.1% 
12.4% 
9.5% 
3.8% 
5.5% 
8.3% 
0.3% 
1.9% 
0.9% 
0.2% 
1.6% 
1.4% 
4.3% 
11.7% 

99.7% 

4775 

'd) 25.0% 

31.3% 

4376 

Summer 

6.9% 
6i3% 
16.1% 
0.8% 
2.0% 
8.3% 

20.8% 
14.5% 
3.3% 
4.3% 
2.3% 
0.4% 
1.6% 
0.8% 
0.7% 
1.2% 
1.5% 
3.9% 
4.1% 

99.8% 

4943 

28.9% 

42.5% 

3999 

Autumn 1 

6.0% 
4.5% 
5.5% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
3.2% 

38.1% 
20.2% 
3.9% 
3,6% 
3,2% 
0.1% 
1.6% 
0.9% 
0.7% 
0.6% 
0.4% 
1.6% 
4.3% 

99.8% 

4369 

36.7% 

37.1% 

4341 

Winter 

9.1% 
7.3% 
18.7% 
1.1% 
1.0% 

10.9% 
4.2% 
9.1% 
5.9% 
4.3% 
9.1% 
0.3% 
1.9% 
0.6% 
0.2% 
1.3% 
1.3% 
5.4% 
7.9% 

99.9% 

5183 

22.5% 

34.2% 

4399 

Annual 
Average 

7.3% 
5.4% 
14.5% 
0.8% 
1.0% 
7.6% 
18.9% 
13.3% 
4.2% 
4.4% 
5.9% 
0.3% 
1.8% 

V 0.8% 
0.5% 
1.2% 
1.2% 
3.8% 
7.0% 

99.9% 

4818 

28.3% 

36.3% 

4282 

Notes 
(1) Calculated values are based on component analysis determined during 

sampling and conq>onent data from Kaiser, Elmer R., Combustion. February 
1977. 

(2) Tested moisture is moisture determined during sampling (see Table 5). 
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Table 9 
Comparison of Higher Heating Value 

and Moisture Content 

HHV fBtu/lb) Moisture Content (%) 

Calculated Values*^' 4818 28,3 
Adjusted for Tested Moisture'^' 4282 36,3 
Northwest Waste-to-Energy Facility 4480 33.3** 

Notes: 
(1) Based on text book values for average waste stream components from 

sampling program. 
(2) Adjusted for sampling program average moisture content (36,3%). 
(3) Interpolated moisture content based on NW Facility operating data. 
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Table 10 

COMPARISON OF THE FOUR SEASONAL SEPARATION STUDIES 
BY LOAD WEIttiT PERCENTAGES 

Component 

Newsprint 
Paperboard 
Other Paper 
Total Paper 

PET 
HDPE 
Other Plani? , 
Total Plastic 

Yard Waste 
Food Waste 
Wood 
Textiles, ^%c.. 
Total Misc. 

Organic 

Total Ceramics 
& Fines 

Aluminum Cans 
Other Aluminum 
Total Aluminum 

Ferrous Cans 
Other Ferrou?. 
Total Ferrous 

Spring 
Aor. '89 

7.1% 
3.3 

17,? 
28.3% 

0.7% 
0.6 
8,1 
9.4% 

12.4% 
9.5 
3.8 
5,5 

31.2% 

8.3% 

0.3% 

0.5% 

1.9% 
0.9 
2.8% 

Total Nonferrous 0.2% 

Brown Glass 
Green Glass 
Clear Glass 
Total Glass 

Total Bulk 
Waste 

1.6% 
1.4 

JLl 
7.3% 

11.7% 

99.7% 

Sumner 
Aug. '89 

6.9% 
6.3 

29.2% 

0.8% 
2.0 
L l 

11.1% 

20.8% 
14.5 
3.3 

.4.3 

43.0% 

2.3% 

0.4% 
o.j. 
0.5% 
1.6% 
0.8 
2.4% 

0.7% 

1.2% 
1.5 
3.9 
6.6% 

4,1% 

99.9% 

Autumn 
Oct, '89 

6.0% 
4.5 
5.5 

16.0% 

0.4% 
0.4 

4.0% 

38.1% 
20.2 
3.9 
3.6 

65.8% 

3.8% 

0.1% 

0.1% 

1.6% 
0.9 
2.5% 

0.7% 

0.6% 
0.4 
J,6 
2.6% 

4,3% 

99.9% 

Winter 
Feb, '90 

9.1% 
7.3 

18,7 
35.1% 

1.1% 
I.O 

JO,? 
13.1% 

4.2% 
9.1 
5.9 
4.3 

23.5% 

9.1% 

0.3% 
0.3 
0.6% 

1.9% 

2.5% 

0.2% 

1.3% 
1.3 
5.4 
8.0% 

7,?% 

100.0% 

Yearly 
Average 

7.3% 
5.4 

14.5, 
27.2% 

0.8% 
1.0 
7.6 
9.4% 

18.9% 
13.3 
4.2 
4.4. 

' 40:8% 

5.9% 

0.3% 

0.4% 

1.8% 
0,8 
2.6% 

0.5% 

1.2% 
1.2 
3.? 
6.2% 

7.0% 

100.0% 

Standard 
Deviation"' 

1.1% 
1.6 
5.3 

0.3% 
0.6 

mL& 

12.6% 
4.5 
1.0 
0.7 

2.9% 

0.1% 
O.J. 

0 .1* 
JLl 

0.2% 

0.4% 
0.4 

3.]% 

Notes: 
(1) Totals may not equal 100.0% due to rounding. 
(2) None of the samples had any measurable amount of high grade paper or household 

hazardous waste. 
(3) The yearly average plus and minus the standard deviation provides a range 

which includes at least 68% of all anticipated values. 
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Table II 
Materials Discarded Into the Municipal Waste Stream 1990 

Chicago Study 

Bulk Waste 
Newspaper 
Other Paper 
Glass 
Ferrous 
Aluminum 
Paperboard 
Plastics 
Food Haste 
Yard Waste 
Wood 
Textiles/Leather 
Other 

Notes: 

EPA Report*' 

13.5% 
6.2% 
16.0% 
7.5% 
1.7% 
0.7% 
14.8% 
4.2% 
8,4% 
19.8% 
1.3% 
1.7% 
4.2% 

100.0% 

(1) From EPA/Franklin 1988, 

1 I.OW Residential 

7.0% 
7.3% 
14.5% 
6.2% 
2.6% 
0.4% 
5.4% 
9.4% 
13.3% 
18.9% 
4.2% 

-' 4.4% 
6.4% 

100.0% 

Commercial *» 

4.6% 
8.4% 

.. 12.2% 
1.1% 
0.9% 
0.2% 
6.4% 
8.6% 
15.7% 
12.9% 
- 9.0% 
11.9% 
8.2% 

100.1% 

data after material recovery, before 
energy recovery has taken place. 

(2) From one private hauler's lOi ton truck load delivered from the 
46th Ward, a north side lakefront area. 

(3) Totals may not equal 100.0% due to rounding. 
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Table 12 
Potentially Recoverabie Materlals 
Identified from Sorting Programs"' 

Category 

Newsprint 
Glass 
Paperboard 
Wood 
PET 
H.D.P.E. 
Ferrous Cans 
Other Ferrous 
Aluminum Cans 
Other Aluminum 
Nonferrous 

Recyclable Subtotal 

Yard Waste (compostable) 

Tota l Recoverable 

7.3 
6.2 
5.4 
4.2 
0.8 
1.0 
1.8 
0.8 
0.3 
0.1 
0.5 

28.4 

18.9 

47.3 

Notes: 
(1) Subject to reduction due to participation levels, recovery efficiencies, 

and processing reject levels. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12717 

Table 1(a) 

OPERA'nOhS OF NORTH AMERICAN WASTE EXCHANGES 

E X C H A N G E 

Albe i t a 

Bri t i ih 

Columbui 

r ' l , r m i r m t 

^-mltmllimf^ 

Easa r 

niioait 

Indiana 

Manitoha 

SERVICE 

ASbalM, 

Wcoen 
Canada 

Brioth 
CohoBbia 

Canada. U ^ 

Ciaadi 

Wofldtride 

mtmttx 

l«Hi. . t . 

M i d m s t 

Manitoba, 

SaOa ic t aemn , 

Y E A R 

19BS 

1987 

1977 

1958 

1977 

1981 

1986 

19M 

A N N U A L 

P U P O P T 

sfiaoao 
(Can.) 

ssaooo 
(Can.) 

NJ^. 

S 60.000 
(Can.) 

NA. 

S120.000 

NA. 

120000 
(Can.) 

STAfTINC 
LEVEL 

a T S F I E 

l i lOFIE 

4iX)FIE 

040 F I B 

SilOFrE 

UIOFIE 
(1) 

iOOFTE 

OSOFIE 

CORP. 
STATOS 

NoopreAt; p o t of tbe 
Albena Rcacaidi Coundl 

Noopiofit; pan of 
Rccydinf Council of 

Profit 

Nooprofit; pan of 
ORTECH Intematiooal 

PnOt 

Naopraftt 

Nonpfont; pan of Punluc 
Unfwmty 

Nooprofit; p a t of Ibc 
Bioaiaa Enosy Inaitiue 

SPpNSORS 

Albena MiniRTy of tbe 
Envimuneni and the 
Albena Research Council 

B.C Minimy of the 
Eavirooaent; nbscxipiion 
feei; duec: donatiou 

N J ^ . 

FedeiBl and provincial 
gwcnmteois 

N A . 

UL Eaviraaiiienlal 

Pitnecikio Agency and tbe 
UL State Oiamtterof 
CoBuneice 

Indiana Depamneatof 
EBvironmcntal 
Managemeal 

Piovincial governnieat and 

Mootana 

Nonhcan 

Ontaiio 

Noitben 
Oataiio 

Nonhcn 
Rocfciei 

Nonhean. 
Pueno Rioo 

Ontaiio 

Parific 

Renew 

Reiouice(3) 
Excfaaaic 

Seattle 

Southeast 

Southem 

WetteniU.S 
Canada; 
PaoTicRim 

Teat , 
1 ni i i i i ini . 
Aikaaaa, 
Oklahaaa.New 
M e n o 

UMidmst 
iiaiea 

Pacific 
Nonbacn 

Southcait 

Soutbeau, 
Caribbean 

1981 

1981 

1984 

1989 

1988 

s ejacD NA. Nonprofit Moataoa Dept. of and 
Env. Sdenee and Montana 
Qiamber of Coauneice 

S300,000 

S145.000 
(Can.) 

S110.000 

100 FTE 

LTSFTE 

2ilOFrE 

Noopiout 

Nooprofic p a t of 
OIOECH Inlenatioaal 

Nooprofit 

Six nates, fint e o i p o n u 

Ontaiio Mininiy of the 
Eoviroomeat and Ontario 
Wane Management Cotp. 

Goweinineat and 

SSOAX) UIOFIE 

1983 

1989 

1978 

1981 

SISOOOO 

$90 ,000 

SISOOOO 

S100,000 

4 J » F T E 

XOO F I E 

XOOFTE 

laoriE 

Nooprofit; p a t oi the 
Texai Water Coouniiaon 

NoBpiofit; p a t of Waste 
Syneas Institote 

uowBiBDeat 

NoopraGt 

Nooprafit; affiliated with 
Florida State Univenity 

S t au and fcdeial funds 

Funded from odvctiinig. 
rees and subscriptws 

SeatUeJOng Conuy Dept. 
of PoMic Health 

m 
Florida Scate Univenity, 
Florida A n n . of Counties 
and Fknida Oiamhrrof 
Coouneice 

KA. > Not available or not applicable. 

(J) 
(2) 

(3) 

Source: 

niioaa EPA provides additiooal 1 JX) F I E for t 
UoivcaiiT of Nonh rmrtMtm- Mecfcleabini CouDty. Nottta Cainliiia; U.S. Euviiouinental P iueo iuu Agency, Z. Smith 
Reynold! RwndatioD: Cbarioiu Junior Womeas Qub; N.C Ci t iB» (br Bimnra aad Indumy; Doke Power Co.; Slate of 
Sooth Carolina. 
Inctaida two tpoatoriog *—*—g^ Croat Lakes/Midwta Wasu Exchange aad Padfic Materials Farhangr 

p..n..w». Hecvclint tuivey, 1990 *SuceBSriaily ample: tbe waste I*. Resouite Reeydint. April 1990 
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Table 2(a) 

EFFECnVENESS OF S K EXCHANGES, 1988 (1) 

WASTE CATEGORY 

Adds 
Alkalis 
Other inotgamc chemicals 
Solvents 
Other oi;gaiuc chemicals 
Oils and waxes 
Plastics and rubber 
Textiles and leathisr 
Wood and paper 
Metals and metal sludges 
Miscellaneous 

PERCENTAGE OF 
USTINGS ^^ 

7 
6 
13 
10 
14 
5 
9 
3 
7 
14 
12 

^ r . L. 1 

•J. • 

PERCENTAGE OF 
INOUIRIES 

• ' 

^.. 

11 
6 
13 
8 
5 
6 
16 
5 
7 
14 
9 

(1) Data for the Northeast, ranaHian Industrial Materials Waste Service, Resource 
Exchange, Southeast and Southem exchanges. 

Source: F.P, Jones, R.C Hemdon and J.E. Moerlins, 'An Assessment of the Effectiveness 
of North Amencan Waste Exchanges in 1988," September 1989. 
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Table Kb) 

Beverage Container Deposit Laws. 
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POTENTIAL GENERATION OF FUNDS THROUGH UNCLAIMED DEPOSITS 

Estimated Funds Generated with Five-Cent Deposit 

Retum Rate National (1) Chicago DSS (2) 

80% S1.1S Billion 8.4 million 
85% S862.5 Million 63 million 
90% $575.0 Million 4.2 miUion 
95% S288.0 Million 2.1 miUion 

(1) "Bottle BiU: Litter Control Measure In a New Role?", Solid Waste &. Power. 
February 1991 

(2) Estimated by HDR using Chicago DSS waste stream. 
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Table 3 (b) 

COMPARISON OF COSTS AND REVENUES. RHODE ISLAND CURBSIDE 
RECYCLING PROGRAM VERSUS ESTIMATED HGURES FOR COMBINED 

CURBSIDE RECYCLING AND BOTTLE DEPOSIT lAW PROGRAM 

Rhode Island Curbside Program 
(Prqjeaed 1990 Figures) 

Cambined Curbside Recycling/Bottle Bill 
(Estimated Figures) 

Material 

Newspaper 
/^l^imiHnm 

HDPE 
PET 
Tm 
Glass 
Residue 

Totals 

Tons 
Removed 

27,800 

as 
725 
800 

2,600 
6.700 
7,500 

46.750 

Revenue 

43.600 
599.000 
106.500 
125.300 
39.000 

322,700 
0 

$1,236,100 

Costof 
Collections^) 

2.291.300 
51,500 
59.200 
65.900 

214.300 
552.200 
618.200 

S3.853,400 

Without Bottle Bill 

Tons 
Removed 

27.800 
2,666 

725 
1,562 

^ ^ n ^ 
22.605^2) 

3.450 

61,408 

43.600 
0 

106.500 
0 

39,000 
147.936 

0 

S337.Q36 

Costof 
Collection 

2,291.300 
0 

59.450 
0 

213.200 
252.724 
282,900 

$3.087374 

Combined Curbside 
Bottle Bill Program 

Operating costs 
Collection costs 

Subtotal (^tenting cost 

Revenue 

Net operating cost 

Cost per ton of material 
removed 

$1,779,600 
•I- $3,853,400 

$5,633,000 

-$1.236.100 

$4,396,900 

$94115 

$1,779,600 
+ $3.087.874 

$4367.474 

- $ 3374H6 

$4,530,438 

$73.77 

(1) $S2.42 was used as the average cost of collection per ton, based on total collection costs of $383,500 
in the Johnston MRF Financial Analysis. Column may not sum to total due to rounding. 

(2) 19423 tons collected through BCDL. 3.082 loos collected through curbside program. Assumes that 
46% of the glass in the curbside program is non-beverage container ^ass (per I J ^ . Industrial 
Outlook 1990-Cans and Containers.* VS. Dept of Commerce). 

SOURCE: "Bottle Bill- litter Control Measure In a New Role?.' Solid Waste & Power. February 1991. 



12722 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Table 1(c) 

HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE COLLECTION PILOTS 

DESCRIPTIVE DATA 

Program Costs 

Population 
Households 

Participating 
Households 
% 

Lbs. HHW 
CoUected"" 

Cost/Household 
Participating 

Lbs./Housebold 
Participating 

Cost/Ton 

Homewood, IL 

S67.,778 

50,000* 
20,000-

351 
L8% 

41,200 

$17728 

117 

$3,020.78 

NaperviUe, IL 

$205,009 

82,069" 
32,828" 

1,046 
3.0% 

113.200 

$195.99 1 

108 

$3,622.06 

MUwaukee. WI 

$109,861 

636,212— 
254.484— 

1,043 
0.4% 

53,200 

$10533 

51 

$4,130.11 

'Target Population and Household estimates from "Household Hazardous Wastes: 
FeasibiUty of Operating a CoUection and Disposal Program", Illinois Enviroiunental 
Protection Agency, April 1990. 

"Population and Household estimates based on 1988 population estimates and 
25 persons^ouseholdL 

•••Population and Household figures from 1980 census data. 

••••Based on a 400 pound/drum average weight for coUected materiaL 
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Table 2(c) 

HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE COLLECTION SCENARIOS 

CnY OF CHICAGO 

PROJECTIONS 

Program Costs 

PopuUtion (1988)* 

Households" 

Partidpating 
Households 
% 

Lbs. HHW 
CoUected 

Cost/Household 

Cost/Household 
Participating 

IJ)s/Household 
Partidpating 

Cost/Ton 

Scenario 1 
(Homewood Data) 

$3,519363 

3,021,912 

1,102,888 

19,852 
1.8% 

2322,684 

$3.11 

$17728 

117 

$^020.78 

Scenario 2 
(NqMivUle Data) 

$6,484,721 

3,021,912 

1,102,888 

33,087 
3.0% 

3373396 

$624 

$195.99 

108 

$3,622.06 

Scenarios 
(Mihraukee Data) 

$463,667 

3,021,912 

1,102,888 

4,412 
0.4% 

225,012 

$0.43 

$10533 

51 

$4,130.11 

"From "Population Estimates of Chicago's Community Areas by Race, 1988", 
Chicago Department of Planning, 1990. 

"Based on 1980 population/household ration for Chicago. 
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Table 1(d) 

Comparison of Yard Waste Composting Programs 

DavjsjCA^^) Montgomery>ID(*) TenaflyJW^^ '̂̂ ^) WeUesley, MA^^) 

Date 

Material 
Handled 

Collection 
Frequency 

Process 
Description 

Process time 

Equipmem 

Amountof 
YardWaste 
Processed 

Cosb 

B^kelev.CA^^ 

N/A 

YardWaste 

Daily 

Shredded 
before com
posting 

N/A 

85/100 cy/ 
yr 

Operating 
near break
even point 

at $300,000 

2 Private 

1981 

YardWaste 

4days/«t 

Shredded 
Windrows 
Rase -12' 
Hgt6.8' 
Concave-smr 
Convex.WDt 

4 months 

2 FE loader 
w/sp.des daw 
WHO grinder. 
dozers 

400 tons/mo. 

CR(tis$25/ 
ton, told at 
$20/ton (free 
to Davis 

^ " ^ " ^ 

1981 

Uncompacted 
Leaves 

Spring and 
fall (3 times) 

Windrows 
Base-12' 
hgt -4 ' 
Distance 
between 12' 
Turned 2 wks 
Mat screened 

1.5 years 

Qster power 
screen. 
vacuums. 

lOSjOaOey 

$370.400/yr 
Sold at 
$3.75/cu yd 
Estimated net 
savings $2.45 
vs laiiHfilliii£ 

1970 

Uncompacted 
Leaves 

N/A 

Windrows 
Rase 10-12' 
HgtS-lO* 
Lgth 150-200* 
Turned monthly 

9 months 

Sweepers, 
FE loader, 
compost shredder 
doser. backhoe 

trucks 

^SjOnOcy 

Cost-N/A 
.Sold at $10/cy 
unshredded 
(operates at 
small profit) 

Munidoal 
1938 

CurrOpl969 

Compacted 
Leaves 

N/A 

Windrows 
Base 12' 
HgtS-lO* 
w/ concave 
top. 
6'Betw. 
Turned 
monthly 

U years 

SoU& 
compost 
shredder 

2Sfimer, 
Vield 5.000 

$l/cycost 
.Sold for $5 
-$6/cy 
"*Kgrccpccl 

Notes: 

(1) HDR Techserv. 1986 "Montgomery County Government Solid Waste Feasibility Projea." 
(2) Gertman. Richard, 1985. "Diverting Debris from the LandGU'.£}g£s^ July/August. 
(3) Derr, Donn A., 1985. "Economics of Leaf Composting." BioCvde. October. 
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Table 2(d) 

Estimated Capital Costs for Composting System^^^ 
(1990$) 

Item (quantity) 

CoUection Vehides 
Front-end loaders 
Shredder 
Screens 
Land (acres)^*^ 

CoUection Vehides 
Front-end loaders 
Shredder 
Land^^> 
Screens 

Total Capital Costs 

Annual Debt Service^^^ 

Annual Debt Service/Ton 
Processed 

13.500 TPY<^) 32.640 TPY<3) 

Equioinent Reonired 

6 
2 
2 
1 

45 

15 
4 
3 
1 

108 

Estimated Capital Costs 

360.000 
300,000 
60,000 

225,000 
44.000 

$989,000 

$100,000 

$ 7.40 

900.000 
600,000 
90,000 

540,000 
44.000 

$2,174,000 

$220,000 

$ 6.70 

Notes: 
(1) 
(2) 

(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 

Costs are presented at ± 20 percent 
Four facflities each with a capadty of 13300 TPY (55 TPD) wfll equal a 5% diversion (12 
fadlities x 13300 TPY = 15% diversion). 
Five fadUties each with a capadty of 32,640 TPY (125 TPD) wfll equal a 15% diversion. 
3,000 cubic yards per acre, 10 cubic yards per toiL 
$5000/acre induding site improvements. 
Assumes finance through general obUgation bonds at 3% finandng costs and 7 3 percent 
interest rate for a 20 year finandng period. 
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Table 3(d) 

Estimated Operating Costs for Composting System^̂ ^ 
($1990) 

»3(X) TPY 32.640 TPY 

Composting Costs 
Labor 60,000 120,000 
Equipment Maint & Fuel 20,000 40,000 
Equipment Replacement 30.000 55.000 

Subtotal - Composting Costs $110.000 $215.000 

Cost Per Ton $ 820 S 6.60 
Debt Seivice/Ton '̂̂ ^ $ 740 S 6.70 

Total Cost/Ton(^) S 15.60 $ 13J0 

Notes: 
(1) Costs are presented at ± 20 percent 
(2) From Table 2. 
(3) Excludes City coUection costs vMdb range firom $45 to $60 per ton. 
(4) Does not include transportation to market since distance could vary substantiaUy. 
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Table 4(d) 

Estimated Annnal Quanti^ of Compost Produced 
and Revenue Rangeŝ ^̂  

13.500 TPY 32.640 TPY 

Cubic Yards Produced per year 10,800 26,112 

Revenues Generated at $1.00/CY^2) $io,800 $26,112 

Revenues Generated at $6.00/CY(2) $64,800 $156,672 

Notes: 
(1) Based on compost production per faciUty in 1990. 
(2) One ton on incoming leaves » 32 cubic yards; Processed leaves have 25% the volume of 

incoming leaves; Le., 13300 tons * 32 cubic yaods * 25 stet s 10,800 cy finished product 
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Food Waste 
Yard Waste 

Table 1(e) 

Chicago DSS Oî ganic 

Pcrfppt M5W 5 t r e ^ 

133% 
18.9% 
322% 

Fraction 

Ttjr^fYt-^ 

143,435 
203.829 

Tons/Year (S) 62% 

88,930 
126374 

215304 
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AVM, 

Bde," 
Netboludi 

(OOIMJO. 

Table 2(e) 

Swnmaiy of Dotch and ERG Bio^waste Collection Programs 

NwBbCTor 
l iuu i rhuMi 

uooo 

flOOSP 
14,000 M P 

30LO0O 

aojooo 

16,000 

CoUcctian 

B m c U y 

D i t a U j S P 
WceUyMF 

BnncUySP 
'Awe 
WccUyMF 

BiwcUjf 

wcckir 

thomeMOtltrnt^ 

1X00 

2.400 

UOO .1,600 

•oo-uotf* 

iOOO" 

CoUecliaa 

3 

3 

3 

NA 

S 

fmicipitioB 
n i c fpCTCCTrt 

lOtofO 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

rnnt i inr r 
amsliei)"' 

SF,14(MteT 
acnicd lito; MP. 
KMhcTbaekst 
• o d e to 66Uiter 
CPBtiiDcr oiitfidc 

SF.UMiter 
o M a t t d b i K M F , 
3S«arbaefcct 

SF .UtHte r 
• a a e a i a d b i K M F . 
VMitct bncfest vitfc 
paper b i c t to MO. 
liter o u a u a d bin 

S F n d M F . l 2 l > - « 
340-Iter MB 

a ' . U M t e r b i a ; 
MP, 10. Iter 
ba t t e l ID «6»«ter 

S F - S i a ^ i n B y 
MP - Mahi faBiljr 
NA > NatanUMe 

(1) The Mudnd nif 111111 mull te iwitrinrw uc 120 I tes aad 340 iten, er ippnnmutiy aqoiMdeat to 30 pOoat aad <0 
fidloaa. rapecuvcljr. Tte food waate coataacs VMd ia AoHtsidm aic 3S4itcr bm'fcfli, cquivalcat lo a Gw f^H"^ battel. 
Laifer 6iMi«ar eomaiaeB a n hold ooe tabic jmd. 

(2) A wmfarSt nuaniiatiim pkte ap tiaim at|iaTMrd pma, papa aad balky wtitt. 
(3) In a tn- io itotn boai paioS. 
(4) In a tao-to terr-boar period. 
{5) In nany plaota antb a txMticaB ajwtea. lacydaMti aia dNcitad d u m p dnifMiff canltii. 

Soone: RatOBiae SyaKan lac, 19!a 
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Table 3(e) 

Standards and contaminant leviels of compost from separate food waste and munidpai 
solid waste programs in the Netherlands and the Federal RepabUc of Genoiany, 

in ndlligrams per Idlognun 

Lead Copper Nickel Zinc iarbmium Ctdmtuni 

u n Maadaidi. t te Netheiiandt 200 300 SO 900 200 2 

1994 oaadaidi, t te NetteHaadt m o . a 10 200 SO 1 

Food asd j a i i avcie oonpoK 
Edc. tte NctberiaDdi 102 37 • m 30 a77 
thaate. t te Ntttertandi 15 34 9.7 139 t a tU 
Ihidiftan. PRO. 1916. fatih (1) 190^ W92 17J 414 1X6 <U 
Heidebcq, 19U, eand 20U SU 2U 4K.7 2 U 1.9 

MSWtOBim: 

19n«ol9M 520 205 37 1J15 ID 4.?"^' 

I fo t thsu 
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Table 1(f) 

Chicago DSS Munidpai SoUd Waste Stream 

Organic Component % Stream Tons/Year 

Paper 272 293341 
YardWaste 18.9 203,829 
Food Waste 133 143,435 
Wood _4J 45295 

63.6 685,900 
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Table 2(f) 

MSW Composting Process 

% of Incoming Waste (hv weight) 

Residue (1) 35 - 45% 
Compost Produa 30-35% 
Evaporation and Decomposition 20 • 35% 

(1) Indudes recyclable materials, rejects and saeenings. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12733 

Table 3(f) 

Operational Munidpai SoUd Waste Composting Facilities in U.S. (1) 

Location 

Fdlmore County, M N 

P o n ^ , W I 

St. O o a d , M N ( ^ ) 

Somter Coonty. FL 

Witeungton. D E P ) 

Dade Cooaiy, FL^^) 

De t Mo iae i , l A ^ ^ 

L a t e o f t t e W o o d i 

County, M N 

Sai f i Coualy, M N 

B i ( Sandy, T X 

Toonaie 
MSW Handled 

( t o m / d n ) 

lS-20 

2S 

100 

60-70 

200-350 

30M00 

<0 

5.10 

25 

35 
(penoUc) 

Capadiy 

(•o»/dn) 

30 

4045 

100 

125 

38S 

800 

ao 

10 

25 

SO 

Siatt-ap 

1987 

19B6 

1988 

1988 

1 « 4 

1990 

1990 

1990 

1990 

1988 

T y p e o f 
• Syitem 

Aeia icd 
W i n d R w i 

I»«eaMl /dn im; Co-
componng wi th 
tean fc i tudce 

D i f e n c r witb 
v i n d K m 

WiadRmt 

l»«caBel/ i i lo: Co-
mHp**TTiin with 
w « i f e i l u d | e 

Ewnowd wud fcws 

WindRHn;Co-

K n i f E t lod |e 

' A c i a i t d a m d m t 

A e m e d w indRMi 

D i f t t t r 
w/B)iadiDar; Co . 
c o n p o t t a c wi th 

U t e i / 
M a r t e u 

C iv in f away to n u n e i i e i , 
(armeit , public 

Laad-qitcadiag on Q i y 
p iu f jc i ly as test 

Public aftaeies tsai inc oo 
eoott iuct iaiu taudKapiag 
S K ; price a i SZO/too 

Stockpi l ing ao a u i k c t s act 

Said to laadscapeis ia 19B9 
for S450/CU. yd^ no sales 
s o f B r i a l 9 9 0 

X t t t - t m f c m i n i fvec t o 
puNac f a n c i e s natU July 1 , 
1990 

Staekpaiac teadfin c o w r , 

aini i i ia l iun in fature 

O f t | i a i « ^ tandfi l l 

Noae to date; poBib le 

fa ta ic 

N A 

tludfc fram 1988 lo 1989; has linee dropped Ite itadae aad it aaii|»>aliBg MSW a k n e fBio-C»ele. Decembei 

Notes: 

(1) AsorMarl99a 
(2) Ci>-eaaipaatiat with I 

1990). 

(3) Thisfaciliiywaidesipwd to preoen about 1,000 TPD of MSW to iceover RDF, ilBts aad metab. An estimated 385 TPD of OTjaaic 

icsidue can be luaed with sludge aad compnsicd in aa in w m l syneoL 

(4) AnDOai xbiced to cioae bcibty m Janaaxy 1991 due io odor rnin|ilaiim frao aeaiby niwwii 

(5) PUot phase; lo be rtpandfd peadiaf city appm«L 

Souice: Resoutte Recvdini. 1990. 
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Table 4(f) 

Heavy Metal Contaminant Levels of MSW Compost 
in milligrams per kilogram 

Metal 

Zinc 

Lead 

Copper 

Chromium 

Nickel 

Cadmium 

Notes: 
(1) Range 

Europe<l> 
Standards 

400-900 

150-200 

150-300 

100-200 

50 

2 - 3 

of standards for Gen 

Agrisoa<2) 
Analvsis 

607 

124 

246 

205 

34 

4.1 

nany, Switzerlai 

H«?id?It.?rg^3) 

1315 

520 

205 

70 

37 

4.7 

Nether lands^ 

240 

160 

40 

30 

10 

1 

(2) From report on Heavy Metal Concentrations in Agrisoil prepared by ICF 
Incorporated for Agr̂ tosx, Inc February 1990. 

(3) Heidelberg, Federal Republic of Germany, from 1981 to 1984 before source 
separatioiL 

(4) Results of separate collection of degradable organic fraction of MSW in deBUt, 
Netherlands (VAM). 
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Table 5(f) 

Estimated Capital Costs for MSW Composting System 
($1990) 

(1) 

600 TPD 1000 TPD 

S4.409.000 
21.022,000 
4,845,000 

828,000 
120,000 

1399,000 
1317,000 

400.000 

$34341,000 

$5,151,000 
2,060,000 
5.151.000 

$46,703,000 

$4384,000 

$17.60 

contingency resenre, and pass-through costs during construction are not 
induded. 

(2) Assumes finance through general obligation bones at 3% finandng costs and 
7 3 % interest rate for a 20 year finandng period. Other finandng options will 
be incrementally more e]q>ensive. 

Site Preparation/Development 
Structures/Foimdations 
ConqMSting Equipment 
Mobile Equipment 
Spare Parts 
Insurance 
Start-up and Acceptance 
1.and (40 aaes) 

Subtotal 

Contingency (15%) 
Additional Construction Cosu 
Contractor Construction Costs 

TOTAL 

Annual Debt Service^^^ 

Annual Debt Sendee/Ton 
Processed 

Notes: 
(1) Estimate does not indude 

$2,930,000 
13,970,000 
3,220,000 

550,000 
80,000 

930,000 
875,000 
400.000 

$31219,000 

$3,443,000 
1377,000 
3.443.000 

$31219,000 

$3,064,000 

$19.60 

taxes. Project de 

http://S4.409.000
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Table 6(f) 

Estimated Operating & Maintenance Costs for MSW Composting Systems 
($1990) 

l.abor 
UtiUties 
Equipment/Site Maintenance 
Landfill Disposal Costs 
Contracted Services 
Insurance 
Other 
Subtotal 

Cost per Ton 
Debt Service/Ton^^^ 
Total Costn-on(2) 

6WTffi 
$1,055,000 

300,000 
500,000 

1315,000 
90,000 

170,000 
^WKQ 

$4242,000 

$2720 
$19.60 

$46.80 

lOOQTTD 

$1388,000 
451.000 
752,000 
620.000 
135,000 
256,000 

1J??.0QQ 

$5,025,000 

$1930 
117.60 

$36.90 

Notes: 
(1) From Table 5. 
(2) Exdudes collection costs and disposal costs for compost if no markets are 

found. 
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Table 7(f) 

Allocation of Costs for MSW Composting Operation 

Turned Windrow System (%) Static Windrow Svstem (%) 
Preprocessing 40 50 
Composting 45 32 
Postprocessing"' i 5 ifi 

Total 100 100 

Source: "Preparing Munidpai Solid Waste for Conq)osting", Biocvde. 
November/December 1984. 
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Table 1(g) 

Recoverable 
Component 

CHICAGO DSS RESIDENTIAL WASTE STREAM 
POTENTIAL RECOVERY IMPACTS 

Buy-Back(^) Buy-Back 
Drop-off Recycling Tons/ 
Tons/year ^ 

% 
Stream 

Newsprint 7.3 

Paperboard 5.4 
PET 0.8 
HDPE 1.0 
Aluminum 0.3 
Cans 
Other 0.1 
Aluminum 
Ferrous 1.8 
Cans 
Other 0.8 
Ferrous 
Nonferrous 0.5 
Glass 6.2 

Tons/ Drop-off̂  ̂ ) 
Year Recvding% 

78,728 2-30 

58,237 
8,628 

10,785 
3,235 0.1-7 

1,078 0.1-7 

19,412 

8.628 

5,392 
66,865 0.4-10 

1,575-
23,618 

3-215 

1-75 

20-35 

25-70 

25-70 

Year 

15,746-
•27,555 

809-2,265 

270-755 

267-6687 1-10 669-6687 

Note: 
(1) Estimated based on data from "'New Age' Drop-off Programs," Biocvcle. February 

1989; and assumed residential waste fractions. 
(2) Estimated recycling rates from buy-back centers in Oklahoma. Recycling Options 

for Oklahoma: Economic, Environmental, and Energy Impacts; Prepared by 
Science and Public Policy Programs, University of Oklahoma. 
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Table 2(g) 

DROP-OFF PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS 

Location 

Champaign Co., IL 

Columbia Co., PA 

Cook &Lake Co., Tl, 

Delaware Co, PA^^) 

Durham Co., NC 

Fairfax Co., VA 

Kent/Ottawa Co., MI 

Santa Monica, CA 

Snohomish Co., WA , 

Wayne Co., NY 

Population 
Served 

171,000 

50,000 

270,000 

500,000 

120,000 

75,000 

650,000 

70,000 

NA. . 

30,000 

# of 
Sites 

15 

17 

18 

50 

10 

8 

30 

66 

. 15 

4 

Population/ 
Site 

11,400 

2,900 

15,000 

10,000 

12,000 

9,400 

21,600 

1,000 

7,500 

Tons/yr 

1,000 

469 

7,140 

1,800 

1,200 

1,000 

3,200 

1,398 

•233 

NA 

Residential 
Recovery'^ 
Rate (%) 

1-2 

2-3 

4-5 

.6-.8 

2-3 

3-4 

.8-1 

4-6 

2-3 

NA 

Notes: 
(1) Collects glass only, 
(2) Residential recovery rates of residential waste stream estimated by dividing tons 

per year by the assumed residential waste generated: 1.75 to 2.5 Ib/capita/day for 
smaller population served; 2.5 to 33 Ib/capita/day for greater population served. 

Data Source: "'New Age' Drop-off Programs", BioCVcle Magazine, February 1989. 



12740 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Table 3(g) 

ESTIMATED DROP-OFF CENTER CAPITAL COST 

Item 

Containers'^ 
Land 
Misc. Equipment & Fencing^ ' 
Collection Vehicle 

Cost 

$10,000 : _ 
Donated or owned 
$2,000 
$40.000 
$52,000 

Notes: 
(1) Assumes 2 containers at $5,000 each. 
(2) Includes site maintenance equipment. 
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Table 4(g) 

ESTIMATED DROP-OFF CENTER OPERATING COST^^) 

Item Staff Requirements Cost 

Labor(2) 2 $20,000 
Fuel, Maintenance 5,000 
Other <3> 5,000 
Program Support '̂̂ ^ 4.000 

$34,000 

Notes: 
(1) Excludes debt service payments. 
(2) Large operations may require more staff, 
(3) Includes educational materials, program promotion. 
(4) 40% of labor costs, includes office space, supplies, mail and telephone costs. 
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Table 1(h) 

Chicago DSS Residential Waste Strram 
Materials Commonly Tai;geted'^^ 

% D S S 
Materials Stream 
Aluminum Cans OJ 
Glass Cbntaineis^^) 62 
Newsprint 7 J 
PET 0.8 
HDPE 1.0 
Fenous Cans 1.8 

Toul 17.4 

(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 

Available 
Tons/Year 

3.235 
66fi6S 
78,728 
8.628 

10,785 
19,412 

Recovery Rate % 

Comminelt 
0.1 
2.8 
4 J 
OJ 
0.4 
07 

^(2) Mi3<e(j(3) 
0.2 
4.6 
5 J 
0.6 
0.7 
^ 4 

Estimated Recovery 
Tons/Year 

Commineled 
1,078 

30,197 
46J74 

3,235 
4J14 
7 ^ 9 

Mixed 
2.157 

49.609 
62.550 

6,471 
7.549 

15,098 

187,653 8.6 13J 92.747 143.434 

Other materials may be utgeted, but due to insufncient dau were not included in this UbIe. 
Estimated TECoveiy rates gathered from several sources, based on 65% participation rate and 10% residue losses. 
Based on avenge recovery rates for several facilities; lower quality inaterial may limit range of markets. 
Includes glass other than conuiners. 
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Table 2(h) 

Characteristics of Low-Technology Material Processing Facilities 

Facility Ownership. Capabilities 
Capacity 
(TPD) 

Materials 
Accepted Products 

The Recyclery Private 
Belmont, CA 

East Bay Disposal Private 
Fremont, CA 

Empire Waste Management Private 
Sanu Rosa, CA 

Recycle America Private 
San Jose, CA 

Recycle America . Private 
Seattle, WA 

Fillmore County Resource Public 
Rectjvery Center 
Preston, MN 

Note: 

Recycle, IPC, 
Transfer 

Recycle, MRF 

IPC 

Recycle, IPC 
Compost 

Recycle, IPC 

75 

55 

80 

Sou tee-separated 
recyclables 
including motor 
oil 

Mixed MSW 

Soutre-ceparated 
recyclables; some 
commingled 

120; Source-separated 
70-90(1) recyclables 

110 Source-separated 
recyclables, 
(commingled 
glass/PET) 

Recycle, MRF 8; plus S ^ Mixed MSW 

Sorted glass, baled 
paper, aluminum, 
ferrous, plastic 

Newsprint, sorted 
and mixed glass, 
aluminum, ferrous, 
plastics 

Paper (various) 
sorted glass,' 
aluminum, ferrous 
catu, plastics 

Paper (various), 
sorted glass, baled 
aluminum, tin 
cans, plastics 

Paper (various), 
glass, baled 
aluminum, ferrous, 
PET 

Newsprint, ferrous, 
nonferrous, color-
sorted glass 
containers, plastic 
containers (HDPE, 
P E r ) 

(1) Actual thioughpuL 
(2) Source-separated curbside materials are also processed by this facility but with a different pitxessing line of 

equipment. 
Sources: T h e Magical Mystical MRF Tour*. Waste Aee. October 1990 and 'Directory of Materials Recovery Facilities'. Waste 

Age. May 1990. 
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Table 3(h) 
Benefits From Substituting Secondary Resources 

for Virgin Resources 
(Percent Reduction) 

Paper 

Energy 
Air Pollution 
Water Pollution 
Mining Wastes 
Water Use 

23-
74 
35 
— 

58 

74 

Glass 

4 -32 
20 

80 
50 

Steel 

47-74 
85 
76 
97 
40 

Aluminum 

90-97 
95 
97 

Source: Letcher and Shell, "Source Separation and Citizen Recycling" in Robinson, 
William D, ed., The Solid Waste Handbook: A Practical Guide. 1986. 
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Table 4(h) 

Price Ranges for Recyclable Materials 

Material 

Paper: 
Office Paper 
Corrugated 
Newspaper 

Metals: 
Aluminum beverage containers 
Ferrous (steel cans) 

Glass: 
Clear 
Colored 
Mixed 

Plastics: " 
Gear PET, baled 
HDPE namral (clear milk jugs) 

Price f$/ton) 

$ 60 - 100 
20-40 

0 - 20 (1) 

760 - 960 
30 - 80 

0 -65 
0 - 6 5 

-(1) 

40-200 
140 - 180 

Note: 
(1) Markets may exist; however, market value may range 

from an income to a service fee being chargeci for 
collection and processing. 
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Table l(i) 

Potential Recovery Rates"^ 

Recovery DSS Waste Stream 

Range % Tons/Year 

Commingled Recyclables 12-18 129,415 -194,123 

Mixed Waste Processing 10 - 18 107,846 - 194,123 

Note: 
(1) Based on range of participation rates, residue rates and processing efficiency. 
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Organic Waste 

Inorganic Waste 

Table 2(i) 

Anaerobic Digestion 

%DSS 
Waste Stream 

63.6 

36.4 
100.0 

% nf Residue RftTTiflinini 
of DSS Waste Stream 

7?^"' 

36.4« 
58.7 

Notes: 
(1) Assumes 100% of the organic wastes is anaerobically digested with a weight 

reduction of 65%. 
(2) ^ This can be reduced by material recovery prior to digestion. 
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Table 3(i) 
Characteristics of High-Technology Materials Processing Facilities 

Location Ownership Capabilities 
Capacity 

CITD) 
Materials 
Accepted Producu 

Philadelphia, PA Private 

Johnston, RI Sute 

Recycle, IPC 

Recyde, ffC 

35 

200 

Commingled 
RecycUbles; 
Some sourcc-
sepaiatioa 

Source-
separated 
recydablcs 

Newsprint, glass, 
aluminum, ferrous 
cans, plastics 

Paper (various), 
culiet, metals, plastic 

Rabanco 
SeatUe, WA 

Private Recyde, IPCTransfer 400 Cotniningled 
iccycUbles 

UUp,NY 

Ocean, NJ 

NewarlcNJ 

Crestwood, IL 

PubUc 

Public 

Private 

Private 

IPC 

ffC 

IPC 

MRF 

300; 120"> Commingled 
RecycUbles 

225-250 

250 

800; 
400"* 

Commingled 
Recyclables 

Conmiingled 
RecycUbles 

Mixed Waste 
Residential 

Crushed glass, baled 
paper, cardboanl, 
aluminiun, ferrous, 
plastics 

Newsprint, mixed 
paper, cardboard. 
glass, aluminum, tin 
cans, plastics 

glass, aluminum, 
tine A bimeUl cans, 
tiies, scimp wood, 
plastics 

Sorted and mixed 
glass, fenous. noo-
fenous. plastics 
(PET) 

Fuel pellets, 
newsprint, 
aluminuin, fenous, 
plastics, compost 

Note: 
(1) Actual throughput. 

Source: l i t e Magical Mystical MRF Tour*. Waste Age. October 1990 and 'Directory of Material Recovery PadliUes.' Watte Ate. 
May 1990; and Crestwixxl promotional materials. 
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Table 4(i) 

Capacity Effect on Estimated Capital Cost of Planned Facilities 

Cost per Ton of Daily Capacity 
Capacity Range of Capital Costs Average Costs 

100 tpd & less $ll,000-$75,000 $31,000 
100 tpd to 200 tpd $14,500-$61,500 $36,900 
200 tpd & greater $ll,000-$3 8,500 $24,700 
All $ll,000-$75,000 $30,100 

Source: BioCvde. May 1990. 
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Capacity 

100 tpd & less 

O e r 100 tpd 

All 

Table 5(i) 

Operating Costs ($/ton) 

Existing 

$54.50 
($5130-$57.70) 

$46.17 
($20-$70) 

$48.95 

Proposed 

$42.45 
($26.90-569) 

$28.72 
($19-$40) 

$34.82 

Source: BioCvcle. May 1990. 
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Table 10) 

Potentially Recyclable Material in the Commercial Waste Stream 
(%) 

. . . . . . . 
Waste, rnmnonent 

Paper 
Newspaper 
Corrugated 
High-grade white 
Mixed recyclable 
Nonrecyclable, 

Plastic 
PET (1) 
HDPE (2) 
Other 

Glass 
Container 
Nonrecyclable glass 

Metal 
Aluminum cans 
Tin/steel cans 
Other ferrous 
Other non-ferrous 

Organics 
Food waste 
Yard debris and wood 

Other 

Totals 

Retail 
Trade 

41J 
2.9 

22.0 
1.4 

103 
4.9 

12.0 
0.1 
0.0 

11.9 

2.5 
2 J 
0.2 

20J 
0.2 
0.2 

193 
0.6 

\%A 
8.1 

10.7 

4.7 

100.0 

Restaurant 

36.6 
2.5 

15.6 
0.0 
4.4 

14.1 

13.7 
0.0 
0.1 

13.6 

5.9 
5.8 
0.1 

AS 
0 3 
3.8 
0.4 
0 ? 

36.6 
36.0 
0.6 

12 

lOOi) 

Office 

64 J 
3.6 

113 
10.6 
29.0 
9 3 

4 3 
0.1 
0.0 
4.2 

3.9 
2.9 
1.0 

2.9 
0 3 
02 
2.2 
0.0 

lOJi 
3.0 
7.8 

13.9 

100.0 

School 

47.8 
3 3 

11.6 
6 3 

21.6 
5.0 

5.1 
0.1 
0.0 
5.0 

3 J 
1.0 
2.2 

5il 
0.8 
0.2 
3.7 
1.1 

35,0 
14.0 
21.0 

3.1 

lOOX 

Govemment 

53,8 
6.7 
8.4 
7.2 

i25.0 
6 3 

3.5 
0.1 
0.0 
3.4 

2.7 
2.4 
0 3 

9il 
0 3 
0.4 
8.6 
0 3 

23.2 
^ 2 

20.0 

7,0 

100.0 

Notes: 
(1) PET denotes polyethylene terephthalate. 
(2) HDPE denotes high-density polyethylene. 

Source: Washington State Department of Ecology, Best Management Practices JOT Solid 
Waste: Recycling and Waste Stream Swvey, 1987. 
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Year 

1989 

1990 

1991^ 

Table 2(j) 

Recycling Rates at HDR Engineering^ 

Total 
IM. 
833.5 

694 

75 

-Aluminum-

Rate 

(lb/cap/work day) 

0.009 

0.006 

0.004 

Total 
(lb) 

76,580 

60,014^ 

14,634 

--Paper-

Rate 

(Ib/cap/workdav) 

0.79 

0.54 

0.79 
Notes: 
(1) Based on mid-year employee figures for 1989 and 1990 and on the first quarter 

employee figure for 1991. 
(2) Reflects discontinuance of newspaper recycling by C.A.R.E. early in 1990. 
(3) Figures are for January and February 1991 only. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMTTTEES 12753 

Table l(k) 

POTENTIAL PLASTICS RECYCLING 

Total Plastic 

PET 
HDPE 
Polypropylene (PP) 
Polystyrene (PS) 
Polyvinyl chloride (PVC) 
Polyurethane 
Other plastics 

National (1) 
(Bv Weight) 

6.5% 
. 18% (by volume) 

(percenfof total plastics) 

5% 
47% (includes LDPE) 
16% 
16% 

j5-5%_ -
5% 
4.5% : - - -.-.-.--

DSS Waste 
(BY Weight) 

9.4% 

8.5% 
10:6% 

80.9%' (2)_ 

DSS 
Recovery 
Potential 

3.8 - 7.1% 

3.4 
4.2. 

6.4% 
8.0% 

32.4-
60.7% 

(1) Data Source: Characterization of Municipal Solid Waste in the United 
States,~1960 fo 2000; Franklin Associates, March 30, 1988. " 

(2) Includes LDPE, PP, PS,.PVC, polyurethene and other plastics. Only PET 
and HDPE were separated during the DSS waste sampling program. 
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Table 2(k) 

SAMPLE OF STATES WITH ECONOMIC INCENTIVE FOR RECYCLING 

STATE 

Califomia 

Colorado 

Illinois ' 

In t l iana 

Kentucky 

Minnesota, Rhode 
Island, Utah 

North Carolina 

Oregon 

Wisconsin 

ECONOMIC INCENTIVES 

Banks and corporations may take a 40% tax credit for the cost of equipment 
used to manufacture recyded products. Development bonds for manufacturing 
products with recyded materials. 

Individual and corporate income tax credits for investments in plastics 
recycling technology. Grants/loans for recycling. 

Sales tax exemptions for recycling equipment. Grants for recycling. 

Property tax exemptions for buildings, equipment and land involved in 
converting waste into new products. Gives recycling industry priority for 
economic development grants. 

Property tax exemptions to encourage recycling industries. Grants for 
recycling. 

Grants to businesses willing to recydc problem wastes like tires, used oil and 
batteries. 

Industrial and corporate income tax credits and exemptions for equipment and 
facilities. Also grants/loans available. 

Individuals and corporations receive income tax credits for capital investment 
in recycling equipment and facilities. Special tax credits are available for 
equipment, property or machinery necessary to collect, transport or process 
reclaimed plastic 

Sales tax exemptions; business property tax exemptions for some equipment. 
Rebates up to S300,000 per facility to manufacturers that use secondary 
materials. Also grants/loans. 

Data Source: Recycling in the States, Mid-Year Update 1990; National Solid Wastes Management 
Association. 
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Sute • 

California 

Cotmecticut 

•'.•'•• ^D,C. , . 

Florida. 

Georpa 

Hawaii 

Illinois 

Io«n 

Kansas 

KentuckyM; 

Louisiana 

Maine ^ 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

North Carolina 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

NewYoric 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Rhode Island 

Virginia 

Washington 

Wiscoiuin 

Wyoming 

Lead.acid 
~ Batteries 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

"̂ X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Table 1(1) 
DISPOSAL BANS 

. Yard • Unprocessed 
Waste" Tires 

XA 

X 

X X 

X 

X X 

X 

X 

• . - • • • . - . . . - - • • • 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

XA 

X 

X X 

X 

X 

XA X 

X 

X X 

Used 
Oi l . 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

' 

Large 
Aimliances 

X 

X 

X 

• • - = 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Other 

B 

C 

D 

G 

E 

F 

G 

Codes: 
A. Yard waste disposal bans only apply to leaves. 
B. Niclcel<adaiium batteries. 
C Construction & demolition debris. 
D. Nondegradable grocery bags; beverage containers tetumed to wholesalen through the state's mandatory deposit law. 
E. Dty cell tMtteries that contain mercuric oxide or tiivet oxide electrodes, nickel-cadmium or sealed lead.acid. Mixed 

unprocessed waste in metro area. 
F. Recyclable material that has already been separated. 
G. Aluminum, plastic, steel and glass ooauinets, corrugated paper & paper board, foam polystyrene packaging, magazines, 

newspaper and office paper are banned from disposal unless municipalities ate certified as having an 'effective' source 
sepatating progiam. 

Source: 'Recycling in the States,* National Solid Wastes Management Associates, 1990. 
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Table l(m) 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CURBSIDE COLLECTION 

Location 
Method of 
CoUeerion Materiais"* 

Households 
Frequency Served 

PROGRAMS 
Monthly Residential 

Paiticipatioil Recovery 
Rate Rate 

Montdair, NJ 
(1987) 

Islro. NY 
(1988) 

Haddenfieid, NJ 
(1989) 

Kokomo, IN 
(1990) 

Somerset Co., NJ 
(1987) 

Minneapolis, MN 
(1988) 

Fetmimoic, WI 
(1989) 

Babylon. NY 
(19g&) 

Seattle, WA 
(1989) 

North Section: 

South Section: 

CoouBingled ONP, CI . ,AL bi.«eekiy 

Commingied ONP. OCC, MP, CT, AL, weekly 
P U M M 

Commingled MP, GL, A l , MM weekly 

Curtiside Sort ONP, CL, AL, (FL • to be weekly 
added) 

Commingled ONP, MP, GL, AL, PET N/A 

Curtiside Sort ONP, CL, AL, twice.*-
ITN month 

Curbside Sort ONP, O C C GU A L MM, bi.«eekly 
PL 

Commingled ONP, GU AL, MM bi-weekly 

CuriisideSort ONP, \ ( P , GL, PET. AL, weekly 
TIN 

Conmiingled ONP. MP, GL, PET. A I , monthly 
— TIN 

14,500 

77,000 

4,750 

5,000: 
15.500 B 

81.000 

124,000 

&S0 

50,000 

65,000 

82,000 

75-85% 

95% 

95% 

60% 

N/A 

20-25% 

100% 

63% 

89%«" 

6 7 % " 

13% 

17% 

16% 

9% 

16% 

6% 

2 1 % 

10% 

9%«" 

7%« 

Notes 
(1) ONP • old newspapers; OCC • old oorxu^ted caidboaid; MP - mixed paper; GL - glass contaiaers; PL - plastics; PET-

PET plasties; AL - alunuaiiiii; TIN - tin cans; MM - mixed metals. 
(2) Total number of households in Kokomo. 
(3) Defined as the sign-up rate; ratio of tbe number of households legisjtied to the number of households eligibie. 
(4) Ratio of recyded tons collected in sectioa by total irsidential waste generated secoons io both. Thus, total lesideatial 

recovery rate for Seattle is 16%. 
Data Sources T l u e e Sorts in Kokomo'. BioCvde. January I99I; 'Conununity Recyding*. BioCvde. May/June 1988; Beyond 

40 PoceaC Record-srtring Recyding and Composting Piogiains, Institute for Local Self-Reliance, August 
1990; Beyond 25 Percent: Materials Recovery Comes of Age, Institute for Local Self-Relianoe, April 1989. 
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Table l(n) 
WET/DRY COLLECTION PILOT PROGRAMS^'^ 

PROGRAM 

Guelph, Ontario 

Mississauga, Ontario 

Toronto, Ontario 

Halton, Ontario 

Powell River, British 
Columbia 

Kokomo, Indiana^^^ 

DESCRIPTION 

Began July 1989 with 600 households; 
260 more added in July 1990. Split 
partidpants between two- and three-
stream systems. Large bins provided; 
separate collections. 

Three-stream system serving 1,200 
households, operating more :than a 
year. Various size bins or bags 
provided; separate collections. 

Plans to begin three-stream pilot in 
fall 1991 with 12,000 households. Use 
existing recyding bins and provide 
plastic bags for food and yard waste. 

Plans pilot for 600 households 
beginning summer 1991. Three-
stream system for 6 months; two-
stream system for next 6 months. 

Recent 8-month pilot for 4(X) 
households. Tested only collection 
and composting of food and yard 
waste; did not indude dry recydablcs. 

10-week pilot of three-stream system 
beginning March 1989 for 70 , 
volunteer households. Three 
containers provided and weekly 
separate collections. 

RESULTS 

City of Guelph preferred two-
stream system. Local offidals 
want dtywide system in two years 
and envision system with two-
compartment trucks. 

Plans to expand test project this 
summer to indude total of 8,000 
households. Hopes to have 
dtywide system by early 1994. 

N/A 

N/A 

Local ofQdals have interest in 
wet/dry system for future. 

Has not continued or expanded 
study on wet/dry system. 
Currently collecting yard waste and 
dry recyclables with separate 
collections. 

Notes: 
(1) T h e latest European import: wet/dry collection systems', Resource Recycling. April 1991. 
(2) "Three Sorts in Kokomo*, BioCvde. January 1991. 
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Table l(o) 
NEW COMBUSTION FACILITY COST COMPARISON**' 

(1990 $000) 
Size 

Tons Incinerator" 

Capital Costs 

Annual Cost: 

Debt Service 

Operating Costs" 

Total Annual Costs 

Annual Revenues: 
Steam" 
Electridty" 

Cost/Ton 

100 TPD 

31,025 

16,830 

2,020 

1,520 

3,540 

270-400 
NA-» 

$100 - 105 

300 TPD 

93,075 

47,770 

5,700 

3.725 

9,425 

1,000-2,500 
770-2,530 

$75 -95 

600 TPD 

186,150 

81,590 

9,790 

6J80 

16370 

2,000 - 5,000 
1,584 - 5,192 

$60-80 

1200 TPD 

372300 

138,230 

16,590 

12,000 

28490 

4,000 - 10,000 
3,240 - 10,620 

$50-70 

2000 TPD 

6,600 
5.490 

620,500 

221,650 

26,600 

18.660 

45,260 

-16,600 
-18,000 

$ 4 5 - 6 5 
(1) Budgetary cost estimates (±25%). 
(2) Assumes 365 days per operation; 85% availabiUty (scheduled and unscheduled downtimes). 
(3) Indudes ash disposal costs, assumed to be about $40 per ton. This will exdude transportation costs. 
(4) Assumes steam sales at 2.00-5.00 per 1,000 lbs of steam. 
(5) Assumes electridty sales at 1.8</kWb to 5.9cA^^ under Illinois House Bill 942. 
(6) Generally modular units are not capable of effident generation of electridty. 
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RDF Type 

Table l(p) 

RDF CHARACTERISTICS 

% Processing Residues^^^ 
(by weight) 

% Ash Residues 
(by weight) 

Coarse 
Fine 

Pellets 

25-35 
35-45 
45-55 

10-20 
8 - 15 
8 -15 

Note: 
(1) Includes recovered materials, glass, grit and other inorganic materials 
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Table l(q) 

DEDICATED RDF BOILERS 

Gross Steam Flow 
Output (lb/ton of 
waste) 

Gross Electrical 
Output 
(kWh/ton of waste) 

Net Electrical 
Output 
(kWh/ton of waste) 

RDF-2 
(coarse) 

5,000-6,000 

550-600 

475-525 

RDF-3 
(fine) 

5,000-5,500 

500-550 

420^70 

RDF-5 
(pellets) 

4,700-5,500 

470-550 

390-470 
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Table l(r) 

Local Landfill Capacity 

LANDPn-L 

CID LANDFILL 

LAND & LAKES - 122nd 

LAND & LAKES - 138th 

1 LAND & LAKES - DOLTON 

COUNTY 

COOK 

COOK 

COOK 

COOK 

CAPACIIY 
(CU.YDS.) • 

11,179,746 

2,438,728 

946.061 

1,503,590 

LIFE 1 
(YEARS) 

6 

4 

1 1 
s 1 

" Based on 1989 data 
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Table 3(r) 

SUMMARY OF COSTS (50 ACRE STTE) 

Item 
(1990 $ X 1000) 

Land Acquisition (2) 

Development Cost (3) 

Construction Cost (4) 

Fixed and Mobile Equipment 
(5) 

Annual Operating Cost (6) 

Qosure Cost (7) 

Annual Qosure/Long Term 
Care (8) 

Sanitary 
Landfill 

5 2,100 

3,400 

11,400 

2,600 

2,000 

3,000 

300 

BalefiU 

$2,100 

3,400 

11,400 

4,800 

2,500 

3,000 

300 

Shredfill 

$2,100 

3,400 

11,400 

3,500 

1,700 

3,000 

300 

Monofill 
(9) 

$2,100 

• 4,100 1 

13,600 

1,200 

1,000 

2,000 

300 

Notes: 
(1) 

(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 

(6) 
(7) 
(8) 
(9) 

Based on 1000 tons per day of waste; landfill life of 5 to 7 years (except ash 
monofill = 25 to 30 years, based on 250 TPD). No credit for extended life of 
certain technologies. 
Land cost $15,000 per acre; 5(X) fL buffer from fill results in 140 acre site. 
Based on 30% of constmction costs and excludes transfer and equipment costs. 
Based on initial development and lining of entire 50 acre including financing. 
Includes baling, shredding, compaction or other appropriate equipment and 
transfer facilities. All except Monofill based on KXX) tons per day. 
Includes all equipment operation but excludes transfer hauL 
Assume closiu-e of entire 50 acre site at the end of landfill life (1990$). 
Assumes no long-term enviroimiental remediation. 
Ash monofill assumes second synthetic liner, 250 tpd, stringent monitoring, limited 
daily cover, no long-term subsidence, no landfill gas. 
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Table l(s) 

SUMMARY OF ILLINOIS REGIONAL LANDFILL CAPACITY 

LANDFni, 

CID Ij\NDFTTT, 

LAKHIANDFn.1, 

LAND & LAKES . 122nd 

I : A N D & LAKES - 138th 

LAND & LAKES-
DOLTON 

SEXTON #2 . 

GREENE VALLEY " 

1 MAT.I ARD LAKE " 

SETTLERS Hn,T, 

WOODLAND LANDFILL 

LAND & LAKES #5 

ARFLANDPnL 

B R 

BEECHER 
DEVELOPMENT 

- -
WHEATLAND PRAIRIE 
ESL INC. 

COUNTY 

COOK 

COOK 

COOK 

COOK 

COOK 

COOK 

DUPAGE 

DUPAGE 

KANE 

KANE 

LAKE 

LAKE 

LAKE 

wn.L 

wn..r, 

wn.T, 

ESTIMATED 
I CAPAQTY 

(CU.YDS.) ' 

11,179,746 

9,656,286 

2,438,728 

946,061 

1,503490 

6,918,975 

36,566,505 

29,668,692 

21,338,258 

12,376,325 

737,654 

1,075,289 

1,429,051 

5,789,058 

10,432,199 

890,500 

ESTIMATED 
1 LIFE 

O^EARS) 

6 

- - 2 

4 

1 

- - 2 :• 

14 1 

7 

11 

15 -

• 2 

2 ' ' 

: -1 

5 • 

-• .- -28 

.• ' . " 7 

Based on lEPA 1990 data 
Municipally owned landfill 
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YEAR 

1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 
1988 
1989 
1990 

Table 2(s) 

DISPOSAL (TIPPING) FEE-

TIPPING FEE 
ACTUAL AVERAGE ($/TON> 

$ 8.90 
8.96 
8.42 
8.88 
935 

17.65 
- - - ' - 27.65 

36.49 
35.88 

• Source: Dept. Streets & Sanitation, Chicago. 
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Table 3(s) 

HAUL COST DATA 

Item 

Hourly Related Costs 
1 - assume an 18 ton payload-' 

Mileage Related Costs 
- assume 6 MPG & $L15/gal 

Haul Cost 
Example: A 50 mile haul with a 4 hour round 

1 trip travel time. 

Cost 

$ 138/ton-hr 

$ 0.04/ton-mile 

$ 7J2/ton 

1 

;u; 
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Table l(t) 

LANDFILL CAPACITY 
(within 200 miles) 

LANDFni, 

n J,INOIS-

Quincy Municipal #4 "" 

1 Rantoul Municipal •" 

COUNTY 

Adams 

Champaign 

LIFE 
(YEARS) 

;. 5.-..-. -

8 

CAPACTTY 
(CU YD)* 

1,059,750 

749,000 1 
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• 

1 LANDPnJ, 

1 Christian Coimty Landfill 

Environmental Reclamation 

DeKalb County Landfill " 

Clinton Landfill #2 " 

Multi-County Landfill " 

landfill 33 Ltd ' • 

Esarey •• 

Community Landfill •• ' 

Envlrontech, Inc 

Gallatin National Co. 

1 Illinois Waste Systems 

Kankakee Cty Landfill " 

States Landfill #2 •* 

Livingston Landfill •• 

Leroy Brown & Sons 

Macon County #2 & #3 " 

Waste Hauling Landfill , 

Viola Landfill •• 

Ijacksonville #3 " 

Browning Ferros Industry 

RocheUe Municipal #2 " 

Peoria Qty/Cty •• 

Peoria Disposal Co #1 •• 

W.W. Sanitation Inc •* 

Quad aties Landfill 

Upper Rock Island Cty 

Table l(t) 

Continued 
(2) 

COUNTY 

Christian 

Coles 

DeKalb 

DeWitt 

Douglas 

Effingham 

Greene 

Grundy 

Gnmdy 

Fulton 

Iroquois 

Kankakee 

LaSalle 

Livingston 

McDonough 

Macon 

Macon 

Mercer 

Morgan 

Ogle 

Ogle 

Peoria 

Peoria 

Pike 

Rock Island 

Rock Island 

LIFE 
(YEARS) 

20+ 

21 

20 

66 

4 

27 

11 

5 

7 

20+ 

5 

15 

7 

31 

12 

13 

3 

12 

5 

3 

13 

4 

13 

16 

14 

26 

CAPACIFY 1 
(CUYD)« 

166 Acres 

4,964,351 

5,163.788 

11,899,313 

1,693308 

2,533,458 

872,561 

2,640,948 

4,475,309 

995 Acres 

2,696,828 

4,655,853 

1,290,000 

3,898.160 

1,016,297 

4,720,220 

585,691 1 

595,877 

779,615 

1,641,772 

2,215,094 

2,679,622 

1,580,405 

831.337 

4,468,851 

7,331,152 
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Table l( t) : 

Continued 
(3) 

LANDFn.L 

1 Watts Landfill . 

1 Sangamon Valley •• 

Pekin Metropolitan •* 

Tazewell Cty #2 

H & L Disposal #3 

Whiteside Cty #2 •• 

Pagel Pit 

Woodford-Marshall 

IOWA: 

Sands Sanitaiy Service 

Nishna Sanitaiy Service 

Nishna Sanitaiy Service 

Nishna Sanitaiy Service 

1 INDIANA: 

National Serv All 

United Refuse 

Wheeler Landfill 

Southside landfill Inc 

F t Benjamin Harrison 

Prairie View Landfill 

Chambers Liberty Landfill 

MICHIGAN: 

Orchard Hills Landfill 

C&C Landfill Inc 

Granger Waste Mgmt #2 

Granger Waste Mgmt. #1 

COUNTY 

Rock Island 

Sangamon 

Tazewell 

Tazewell 

Vermilion 

Whiteside 

Winnebago 

Woodford 

Delaware 

Buchanan 

Fayette 

Winneshiek 

AUen 

Allen 

LaPorte 

Marion 

Marion 

StJoseph 

White 

Berrien 

Calhoim 

Clinton 

Ingham 

IJFE 
(YEARS) 

10 

39 

10 

20 

10 

13 

6 

872 

38 

15 

12 

12 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

CAPAOTY 
(CU YD)' 

7,091^67 . 

20,524,806 

1,640,803 

11,640,277 1 

6,508,120 1 

1,760,262 1 

1,200,000 1 

875,946 

380,000 Tons 1 

240,000 Tons 

213,000 Tons 

465,000 Tons 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA. 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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Table l(t) 

Continued 
(4) 

LANDFni, 

Fenske Enterprises 

Laidlaw Waste Systems 

White Lake Landfill #1 

Laidlaw Waste Systems 

1 Westside Landfill 

1 OHIO: 
Laidlaw Waste Systems 

1 WISCONSIN: 

Valley Trail 

Valley Sanitation 

Pleasant Praine 

1 Pheasant Run Landfill 

Metro litndfill 

Oak Creek 

Mallard Ridge 

Troy Area Landfill 

1 Muskego 

1 Parkview Landfill 

System Control 

Barret Landfill Inc 

1 Future Parkland Development 
Based on 1990 data and ( 

COUNTY 

Kent 

Lenawee 

Muskegon 

Ottawa 

StJoseph 

Mercer 

Green Lake 

Jefferson 

Kenosha 

Kenosha 

Milwaukee 

Milwaukee 

Wallworth 

Wallworth 

Waukesha 

Waukesha 

Waukesha 

Waukesha 

Waukesha 
[:apaanes greater 

LIFE 
(YEARS) 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

5 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
than 500,00G 

CAPACTTY 
(CU YD)-

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA . . j 

101,302 Tons 1 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 1 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

> 500,000 

>500,000 
1 cu.yd.(if known). 

** Municipally owned landfill in Illinois 
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Table 2(t) 

MEGAFILL LANDFILL CAPACTTY 

1 Landfill 

1 Browning Ferris. 

Gallatin National : ! / _ 
J (listed above) 

Lonetree Balefill ^ 

1 Eagle Mountain 

1 Hidalgo County 

aty 

Poland 

Fairview 

Edgemont 

Norwalk 

Lordsburg 

State 

OH 

IL 

SD 

CA 

NM ^̂^̂  

Capacity 
(Acres) 

880 -

995 

1200 
(Optioii on 
additional 

1400) 

8300 ' ' 

7200 ' 
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Figure 1-1 
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Figure 1-2 
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Figure 2-1 

CHICAGO'S WASTE COLLECTION 
Solid Waste Generation Summary 

Commercial/Industrial 

50% Bulk Waste Breakdown 

.^ _ street Dirt 4% 

Q<^ • i B u l k / D e m o l i t i o n 9 6 ^ 

14% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
Hi-D Residential Low-D Residential 

28% 

Percent Of Total Tons Per Year 

Based On Projected Waste Quant i t ies 
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Figure 2-2 
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Figure 3-1 
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Figure 3-2 
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Figure 3-3 
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Figure 4-1 
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Figure 1 c: I-
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COMMITTEE ON HISTORICAL LANDMARK 
PRESERVATION. 

APPOINTMENTS OF VARIOUS INDTVLDUALS TO 
COMMISSION ON CHICAGO LANDMARKS. 

The Coinmittee on Historical Landmark Preservation submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Historical Landmark Preservation, having had under 
consideration a communication signed by The Honorable Richard M. Daley, 
Mayor (referred to your committee on January 14, 1992, as amended by a 
communication referred on January 27, 1992) to appoint Ms. Marian 
Despres, Ms. Kein L. Burton and Mr. Albert M. Friedman as members ofthe 
Commission on Chicago Landmarks for terms expiring March 11, 1995, 
recommends that Your Honorable Body Approve the proposed appointments 
which are transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by all members ofthe committee 
present at the meeting which took place on January 28,1992. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) BURTON F. NATARUS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Natarus, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and the said proposed appointments of Ms. Marian Despres, Ms. 
Kein L. Burton and Mr. Albert M. Friedman as members ofthe Commission on 
Chicago Landmarks were Approved by yeas and nays as follows: 
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Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

COMMITTEE ON HOUSING AND REAL ESTATE. 

APPOINTMENT OF MS. MARINA CARROTT AS 
COMMISSIONER OF HOUSING. 

The Committee on Housing and Real Estate submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, January 28,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Housing and Real Estate, to which was referred a 
communication signed by The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, to 
appoint Marina Carrott as Commissioner of Housing, having had the same 
under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable 
Body Approve the proposed appointment transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by unanimous vote of the 
members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Chairman. 
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On motion of Alderman Gutierrez, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and the said proposed appointment of Ms. Marina Carrott as 
Commissioner of Housing was Approved by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M, Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

APPOINTMENT OF MR. HELMET GOTTFRET AS 
MEMBER OF NORTHWEST HOME 

EQUTTY COMMISSION. 

The Committee on Housing and Real Estate submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, January 28,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Yoiir Committee on Housing and Real Estate, to which was referred a 
communication signed by The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, to 
appoint Helmet Gottfret as a member of the Northwest Home Equity 
Commission to complete the unexpired term of Thomas Ryan who has 
resigned (this term will expire on June 28, 1993) and having had the same 
under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable 
Body Approve the proposed appointment transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by unanimous vote of the 
members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Chairman. 
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On motion of Alderman Gutierrez, the committee's recommendation was 
Concurred In and the said proposed appointment of Mr. Helmet Gottfret as a 
member of the Northwest Home Equity Commission was Approved by yeas 
and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

ACCEPTANCE OF BDDS FOR PURCHASE OF CITY-OWNED 
VACANT PROPERTIES AT SUNDRY LOCATIONS. 

The Committee on Housing and Real Estate submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, January 28,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Housing and Real Estate, to which was referred 
ordinances by the Department of General Services authorizing the 
acceptance of bids at the following locations: 

1701 West Erie Street; 

1720 West Huron Street; 

4110 - 4124 South Vincennes Avenue/464 - 466 East Bowen Avenue; 

4659 South Wallace Avenue/558 West 47th Street; and 

2039 West 21st Place, 
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having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report and recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinances transmitted 
herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by unanimous vote of the 
members of the committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Gutierrez, the said proposed ordinances transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report were Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natsunis, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following are said ordinances as passed (the italic heading in each case 
not being a part of the ordinance): 

1701 West Erie Street. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City of Chicago hereby accepts the bid of Mark Rolland 
Fisher and John Patrick Walsh, as joint tenants, not as tenants in common, 
115 South Plymouth Court, 510, Chicago, Illinois 60605, to purchase for the 
sum of $22,100.00, the city-owned vacant property as advertised, described 
as follows: 

Lot 49 in the subdivision of Block 15 in Canal Trustees' Subdivision of 
Section 7, Township 39 North, Range 14, East of the Third Principal 
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Meridian, in Cook County, Illinois (commonly known as 1701 West Erie 
Street, Permanent Tax No. 17-07-214-023) 

subject to covenants, zoning and building restrictions, easements and 
conditions, ifany, of record. 

SECTION 2. The Mayor or his proxy is authorized to execute and the 
City Clerk to attest a quitclaim deed conveying the property to the 
purchaser. 

SECTION 3. The City Clerk is authorized to deliver the deposit check of 
$2,210.00 submitted by said bidder to the Department of General Services, 
Asset Management, Real Estate Section, who is authorized to deliver said 
deed to the purchaser upon receipt of the balance of the purchase price of 
said property. 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk is further authorized and directed to refund 
the deposit checks to the unsuccessful bidders for the purchase of said 
property. 

SECTION 5. This ordinance shall be in effect from and after its passage. 

1720 West Huron Street, 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City ofChicago hereby accepts the bid of Mark Rolland 
Fisher and John Patrick Walsh, as joint tenants, not as tenants in common, 
115 South Plymouth Court, 510, Chicago, Illinois 60605, to purchase for the 
sum of $20,100.00, the city-owned vacant property as advertised, described 
as follows: 

Lot 9 in Nelson's Subdivision of the south half of Block 2 in Canal 
Trustees' Subdivision of Section 7, Township 39 North, Range 14, East 
of the Third Principal Meridian, in Cook County, Illinois (commonly 
known as 1720 West Huron Street, Permanent Tax No. 17-07-206-031) 

subject to covenants, zoning arid building restrictions, easements and 
conditions, ifany, of record. 
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SECTION 2. The Mayor or his proxy is authorized to execute and the 
City Clerk to attest a quitclaim deed conveying the property to the 
purchaser. 

SECTION 3. The City Clerk is authorized to deliver the deposit check of 
$2,010.00 submitted by said bidder to the Department of General Services, 
Asset Management, Real Estate Section, who is authorized to deliver said 
deed to the purchaser upon receipt of the balance ofthe purchase price of 
said property. 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk is further authorized and directed to refund 
the deposit checks to the unsuccessful bidders for the purchase of said 
property. 

SECTION 5. This ordinance shall be in effect from and after its passage. 

4110—4124 South Vincennes Avenue/ 
464 —466 East Bowen Avenue. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City of Chicago hereby accepts the bid of Harold 
Williams and Dyeatra Williams, as joint tenants, not as tenants in common, 
2615-B South Indiana Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60616, to purchase for the 
sum of $27,050.00, the city-owned vacant property as advertised, described 
as follows: 

Lots 1 to 9, inclusive, in Anthony J. Hageman's Subdivision of Lots 32 to 
37, inclusive, with the south two and one-half feet of Sublots 4, 5 and 6 
in Beifeld's Subdivision of Lots 38 to 31, inclusive, all in Block 2 of 
George S. Bowen's Subdivision of the north half of the north half of the 
southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of Section 3, Township 38 
North, Range 14, East of the Third Principal Meridian (except from 
Lot 1 aforesaid that portion thereof situated in subdivision of Lots 5 and 
6 in the west 5 feet of Sublot 4 in Beifeld's Subdivision aforesaid) in 
Cook County, Illinois (commonly known as 4110 — 4124 South 
Vincennes Avenue/464 - 466 East Bowen Avenue, Permanent Tax No. 
20-03-212-059) 

subject to covenants, zoning and building restrictions, easements and 
conditions, if any, of record. 
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SECTION 2. The Mayor or his proxy is authorized to execute and the 
City Clerk to attest a quitclaim deed conveying the property to the 
purchaser. 

SECTION 3. The City Clerk is authorized to deliver the deposit check of 
$2,705.00 submitted by said bidder to the Department of General Services, 
Asset Management, Real Estate Section, who is authorized to deliver said 
deed to the purchaser upon receipt of the balance of the purchase price of 
said property. 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk is further authorized and directed to refund 
the deposit checks to the unsuccessful bidders for the purchase of said 
property. 

SECTION 5. This ordinance shall be in effect from and after its passage. 

4659 South Wallace Street/558 West 47th Street, 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City of Chicago hereby accepts the bid of William H. 
Haney, 608 West 46th Place, Chicago, Illinois 60609, to purchase for the sum 
of $10,500.00, the city-owned vacant property as advertised, described as 
follows: 

Lots 12 and 13 in Fish and Young's Subdivision of Lot 8, Ijring east of 
Wallace Street in Assessor's Division ofthe southwest quarter of Section 
4, Township 38 North, Range 14, East of the Third Principal Meridian, 
in Cook County, Illinois (commonly known as 4659 South Wallace 
Street/558 West 47th Street, Permanent Tax No. 20-04-331-023) 

subject to covenants, zoning and building restrictions, easements and 
conditions, if any, of record. 

SECTION 2. The Mayor or his proxy is authorized to execute and the 
City Clerk to attest a quitclaim deed conveying the property to the 
purchaser. 

SECTION 3. The City Clerk is authorized to deliver the deposit check of 
$1,050.00 submitted by said bidder to the Department of General Services, 
Asset Management, Real Estate Section, who is authorized to deliver said 
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deed to the purchaser upon receipt of the balance of the purchase price of 
said property. 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk is further authorized and directed to refund 
the deposit checks to the unsuccessful bidders for the purchase of said 
property. 

SECTION 5. This ordinance shall be in effect from and after its passage. 

2039 West 21st Place. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City of Chicago hereby accepts the bid of Hector 
Valtierra, 1846 South Ashland Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60608, to purchase 
for the sum of $9,250.00, the city-owned vacant property as advertised, 
described as follows: 

Lot 64 in Hyman & Peter's Subdivision in Block 60 in subdivision of 
Section 19, Township 39 North, Range 14, East of the Third Principal 
Meridian, in Cook County, Illinois (commonly known as 2039 West 21st 
Place, Permanent Tax No. 17-19-325-009) 

subject to covenants, zoning and building restrictions, easements and 
conditions, ifany, of record. 

SECTION 2. The Mayor or his proxy is authorized to execute and the 
City Clerk to attest a quitclaim deed conveying the property to the 
purchaser. 

SECTION 3. The City Clerk is authorized to deliver the deposit check of 
$925.00 submitted by said bidder to the Department of General Services, 
Asset Management, Real Estate Section, who is authorized to deliver said 
deed to the purchaser upon receipt of the balance of the purchase price of 
said property. 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk is further authorized and directed to refund 
the deposit checks to the unsuccessful bidders for the purchase of said 
property. 

SECTION 5. This ordinance shall be in effect from and after its passage. 
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REJECTION OF BID FOR PURCHASE OF CTTY-OWNED 
VACANT PROPERTY AT 224 NORTH CALIFORNLA 

AVENUE AND GRANT OF AUTHORTTY TO 
RE-ADVERTISE SAID PROPERTY 

FOR SALE. 

The Committee on Housing and Real Estate submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, January 28,1992. 

To the President and Members ofthe City Council: 

Your Committee on Housing and Real Estate, to which was referred an 
ordinance by the Department of General Services regarding the rejection of 
a bid at 224 North California Avenue, and having had the same under 
advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable Body 
Pass the proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by unanimous vote of the 
members of the committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Gutierrez, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin^ Wojcik, Banks; Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 



12790 JOURNAL-CTTY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The City of Chicago hereby rdects the bid of Greater Holy 
Temple Church of God in Christ, 246 North California Avenue, Chicago, 
Illinois 60612, to purchase for the sum of $1,000.00, the city-owned vacant 
property. 

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is authorized to refund the deposit check of 
the above named bidder, 

SECTION 3. The City Real Estate Section, Department of General 
Services, is authorized to re-advertise for sale the following parcel of vacant 
city-owned property which is no longer necessary, appropriate, required for 
the use of, profitable to or for the best interest of the City of Chicago. Said 
parcel is described as follows: 

Lot 20 in Graydon & Lawson's Subdivision of Block 15 in D. S. Lee & 
Others' Subdivision ofthe southwest quarter of Section 12, Township 39 
North, Range 13, East ofthe Third Principal Meridian, in Cook County, 
Illinois (commonly known as 224 North California Avenue, Permanent 
Tax No. 16-12-316-018) 

subject to covenants, zoning and building restrictions, easements and 
conditions, if any, of record. 

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and 
after date of its passage. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR NEGOTLATION AND EXECUTION 
OF REDEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT WITH BETHEL 

NEW LIFE, INC. FOR CONVEYANCE OF 
VARIOUS CTTY-OWNED PROPERTIES 

UNDER TAX REACTTVATION 
PROGRAM. 

The Committee on Housing and Real Estate submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, January 28,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
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Your Committee on Housing and Real Estate, to which was referred an 
ordinance by the Department of Housing authorizing the conveyance of four 
properties to Bethel New Life, Inc. pursuarit to the City's Tax Reactivation 
Program, and having had the same under advisement, begs leave to report 
and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by unanimous vote of the 
members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Gutierrez, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The City of Chicago has created the Chicago Tax 
Reactivation Program which seeks to aid the private sector in the 
redevelopment and reuse of properties acquired at the scavenger sale for the 
purposes of providing low- and moderate-income housing, new industry and 
jobs for its residents; and 

WHEREAS, In cooperation with the City of Chicago, the Cook County 
Board of Commissioners entered no cash bids on certain properties at the 
supplemental scavenger sale held in December, 1989, and assigned the 
certificates of purchase to the City; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Housing has found Bethel New Life, Inc. 
to be qualified to acquire and develop those parcels set forth on Exhibit A 
attached hereto for new housing; now, therefore. 
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Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The Commissioner of Housing is authorized to negotiate 
and execute a redevelopment agreement with Bethel New Life, Inc. for those 
parcels set forth on Exhibit A, subject to the approval of the Corporation 
Counsel. 

SECTION 2. The Mayor or his proxy is authorized to execute, and the 
City Clerk to attest, a quitclaim deed conveying the parcels set forth on 
Exhibit A to Bethel New Life, Inc., subject to the approval ofthe Corporation 
Counsel. The conveyance ofthe parcels shall be contingent upon Bethel New 
Life, Inc. reimbursing the City for the cost of acquiring the parcels. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage. 

Exhibit "A" attached to this ordinance reads as follows: 

Exhibit "A". 

Property Address Property Index Number 

3860 West Lexington Street 16-14-306-020 

2436 West Harrison Street 16-13-234-035 

4666 West West End Avenue 16-10-319-004 

1403 South Keeler Avenue 16-22-219-002 

AUTHORIZATION FOR CONVEYANCE OF CITY-OWNED 
VACANT PROPERTIES TO CHICAGO-AUSTIN 
PARTNERS, INC. UNDER REDEVELOPMENT 

PLAN FOR CHICAGO-AUSTIN 
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT 

PROJECT. 

The Committee on Housing and Real Estate submitted the following report: 
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CHICAGO, January 28,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Housing and Real Estate, to which was referred an 
ordinance by the Department of Planning and Development authorizing the 
conveyance of two properties in the Chicago Austin (jommercial District to 
the Chicago-Austin Partners, Inc. which proposes to construct an office 
building and adjacent parking lotj and having had the same under 
advisement, begs leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable Body 
Pass the proposed ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by unanimous vote of the 
members ofthe coinmittee with no dissenting vote 

, Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Gutierrez, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The Redevelopment Plan for the Chicago-Austin Commercial 
District Project heretofore has been approved by the Commercial District 
Development Commission and the City (jouncil ofthe City ofChicago; and 

WHEREAS, Proposals were sought on two previous occasions for the 
redevelopment of two vacant commercial sites within the Chicago-Austin 
Commercial District; both of which resulted in unsuccessful responses to the 
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offerings. The first site. Parcel 2, consists of 9,007.4 square feet and is 
located at 5928 - 5932 West Chicago Avenue. Parcel 4 ericompasses 
27,694.5 square feet and is located at 5901 - 5921 West Chicago Avenue; 
and 

WHEREAS, The Commission proposes to accept an offer made by Chicago-
Austin Partners, Inc. to purchase Parcels 2 and 4 located in the Chicago-
Austin Commercial District and identified on the Acquisition Parcel Map 
which is available for inspection at the Department of Planning and 
Development; and 

WHEREAS, The Purchaser proposes to construct an office building bn 
Parcel 4 and off-street parking on Parcel 2 for the United States General 
Services Administration (G.S.A.), if they are the successful bidder in 
response to a Solicitation For Offers from G.S.A.; and 

WHEREAS, The Commission adopted Resolution No. 91-CDDC-24 on 
November 19, 1991, whereby it recommended to the City Council that it 
approve the sale of said parcels in the Chicago-Austin Commercial District 
Project to Chicago-Austin Partners, Inc. as provided therein; and 

WHEREAS, A certified copy of said resolution has been transmitted to 
this body; and 

WHEREAS, The City Council has considered said resolution and the 
indicated sale of said parcels of land as provided therein, and it is the sense 
ofthe City Council that the sale is satisfactory and should be approved; now, 
therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the sale proposed by the Commercial District 
Development Commission of Parcels 2 and 4 is hereby approved as follows: 

Total Total 
Purchaser Parcels Sq. Ft. Price 

Chicago-Austin Partners, 2 and 4 36,701.9 $75,000 
Inc. 

provided said figures may be subject to adjustments based upon the actual 
survey and determination of the square footage of said parcels. 

Parcel 2 is legally described as follows: 
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Lot 22 and the west half of Lot 23 in Block 4 of Dickey and Baker's 
Addition to Austin in the southeast quarter of Section 5, Township 39 
North, Range 13, East ofthe Third Principal Meridian, in Cook County, 
Illinois. 

Parcel 4 is legally described as follows: 

Lots 209, 210, 211, 212, 214 and the east 30 feet of Lot 215 in Austin's 
Second Addition to Austinvi lie, being a subdivision ofthe west half of 
the southeast quarter and the west half of the northeast quarter (except 
the east 15 acres in the north half of the west half of the northeast 
quarter and railroad right-of-way) all in Section 8, Township 39 North, 
Range 13, East of the Third Principal Meridian, in Cook County, 
Illinois. 

SECTION 2. The Mayor or his proxy, on behalf of the City of Chicago is 
authorized to execute, and the City Clerk to attest, a redevelopment 
agreement and the quitclaim deed by which the City ofChicago shall convey 
Parcels 2 and 4 to Chicago-Austin Partners, Inc. 

SECTION 3. The Corporation Counsel and the Commissioner of the 
Department of Planning and Development are authorized to execute all 
documents that are reasonably necessary to effectuate said sale. 

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and approval. 

ACCEPTANCE OF BID FROM MR. JOSEPH DUFFY FOR 
PURCHASE OF BOARD OF EDUCATION 

PROPERTY AT 2547 WEST 
112TH STREET. 

The Committee on Housing and Real Estate submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, January 28,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Coinmittee on Housing and Real Estate, to which was referred an 
ordinance by the Chicago Board of Education to accept a bid for the 
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conveyance of Board of Education property located at 2547 West 112th 
Street to Mr. Joseph Duffy, having had the same under advisement, begs 
leave to report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by unanimous vote of the 
members of the committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Gutierrez, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing cominittee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The Board of Education of the City of Chicago has 
recommended to the City Council Coinmittee on Housing and Real Estate of 
the City of Chicago to sell the real estate hereinafter described, in the 
manner provided by statute; and 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Illinois Revised Sta tutes , Chapter 122, 
paragraph 34-21, subsection (b)(2), by a vote ofnot less than two-thirds of its 
full membership, the Board of Education of the City of Chicago has 
determined that such real estate has become unnecessary, unsuitable, 
inappropriate and unprofitable to the Board and that a sale would constitute 
the best available use ofsueh real estate for the purpose of deriving revenue 
to support the Board's authorized purposes; and real estate acquired, used, or 
held for school purposes, having a fair market value of less than $25,000 
may be negotiated by the Board of Education of the City of Chicago and is 
exempt from the requirement of notice and competitive bid; and 
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WHEREAS, The vacant land hereinafter described was used for school 
purposes and has a fair market value of less than $25,000 as evidenced by 
the following two appraisals: 

Ripley B. Mead 

July 3,1991 

Market Value: $10,000.00 

Real Property Appraisals 

Junes , 1991 

Market Value: $14,900.00 

; and 

WHEREAS, The Board of Education ofthe City ofChicago has, by a vote 
of not less than two-thirds of its full membership, recommended to the City 
Council that the offer from Joseph Duffy, 4901 West 105th Place, Oaklawn, 
Illinois 60453, in the amount of $18,000 be accepted; now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the City ofChicago hereby accepts the offer of Joseph 
Duffy to purchase vacant school land described as follows to wit: 

the south 66.00 feet of the north 722.18 feet of Lot 193 in F. A. Hill's 
Addition to Morgan Park, being a subdivision of part of the northeast 
quarter of the northeast quarter of Section 24, Township 37 North, 
Range 13, East of the Third Principal Meridian, in Cook County, 
Illinois, 

which land has a frontage of 66 feet on West 112th Street, containing 
approximately 8,118 square feet/0.186 acres, and is no longer necessary, 
appropriate, required for the use of, profitable to, or for the best interests of 
the Board of Education ofthe City ofChicago and/or the City ofChicago. 

SECTION 2. That the Mayor or his proxy and the City Clerk are 
authorized to sign and attest a deetfSionveying all rights of the City of 
Chicago In Trust For The Use Of Sclfe^s in and to said school property and 
to deliver said deed to the Bureau of Real Estate and Capital Assets 
Management of the Board of Education ofthe City ofChicago. 
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SECTION 3. That the Bureau of Real Estate and Capital Assets 
Management of the Board of Education of the City of Chicago is authorized 
to deliver said deed to the purchaser or his nominee upon receipt of the 
purchase price. 

SECTION 4. That this ordinance shall be in effect from and after its 
passage. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR RENEWAL OF LEASE AGREEMENT 
AT 1313- 1315 WEST 74TH STREET FOR 

DEPARTMENT OF STREETS AND 
SANTT ATION. 

The Coinmittee on Housing and Real Estate submitted the following report: 

CHICAGO, January 28,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Coinmittee on Housing and Real Estate, to which was referred an 
ordinance by the Department of General Services authorizing a lease at 
1313 - 1315 West 74th Street for the Department of Streets and Sanitation 
(Lease No. 13004), having had the same under advisement, begs leave to 
report and recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed 
ordinance transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by unanimous vote of the 
members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) LUIS V. GUTIERREZ, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Gutierrez, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing coinmittee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 
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Yeas —. Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle^ Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Commissioner of General Services is authorized to 
execute on behalf of the City of Chicago, a renewal of a lease between 
Eugene G. Callahan and Kathleen Callahan, his wife, as joint tenants, as 
Lessor, for approximately 20,286 square feet of warehouse space a n d 
approximately 12,000 square feet of parking adjacent to building located a t 
1313 - 1315 West 74th Street for use by the Department of Streets and 
Sanitation, as Lessee, such lease to be approved by the Commissioner of 
Streets and Sanitation and to be approved as to form and legality by the 
Corporation Counsel in substantially the following form: 

[Lease Agreement attached to this ordinance printed 
on page 12804 of this Journal.] 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be effective from and after the date of 
its passage. 

Rider attached to the aforementioned Lease Agreement reads as follows: 

Rider. 

Notification Provisions. 

In every instance where it shall be necessary or desirable for the Lessor to 
serve any notice or demand upon the Lessee, it shall benecessary to send a 
written or printed copy thereof by United States registered or certified 
mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the Lessee at the premises and, in 
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addition, to the Asset Manager, Real Estate, Department of General 
Services, 510 North Peshtigo Court, Room 402, Chicago, Illinois 60611, or 
at such other place as the Lessee from time to time may appoint in writing 
in which event the notice or demand shall be deemed to have been served 
at the time copies are received at said locations. 

Any notice from Lessee to Lessor under or in regard to this lease may be 
served by mailing a copy to the Lessor as follows: Mr. Eugene G. 
Callahan, 1200 Jorie Boulevard, Suite 329, Oak Brook, Illinois 60521. 

Rental Pajmient Provisions. 

Lessee shall pay rent for said premises during the continuance of this 
lease at the rate of: 

Three Thousand Six Hundred Fifty-three and no/100 Dollars ($3,653.00) 
per month for the period beginning on the 1st day of January, 1992 and 
ending on the 31st day of December, 1992; 

Three Thousand Eight Hundred Thirty-five and no/100 Dollars 
($3,835.00) per month for the period beginning on the 1st day of 
January, 1993,and ending on the 31st day of December, 1993; 

Three Thousand Nine Hundred Eighty-nine and no/100 Dollars 
($3,989.00) per month for the period beginning on the 1st day of 
January, 1994 and ending on the 31st day of December, 1994; 

Four Thousand One Hundred Forty-eight and no/100 Dollars 
($4,148.00) per month for the period beginning on the 1st day of 
January, 1995 and ending on the 31st day of December, 1995; 

Four Thousand Two Hundred Seventy-three and no/100 Dollars 
($4,273.00) per month for the period beginning on the 1st day of 
January, 1996 and ending on the 31st day of December, 1996. 

Rent is payable in advance on the first day of each calendar month by the 
Office of the City Comptroller to Mr. Eugene G. Callahan, 1200 Jorie 
Boulevard, Suite 329, Oak Brook, Illinois 60521. 

Lessor And Lessee Responsibilities. 

Lessor under this lease shall: 
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Complete the following renovations prior to execution of Lease: 

Replace roof over the garage area. 

Install a new hot water hea;ter. 

Install new window storm covers. 

Repair and install adequate lighting in the office and garage area. 

Have all space heaters serviced and in working order. 

Paint the ofiice area. 

Repair the loading dock. 

Extend loading dock. 

Repair overhead door to the warehouse. 

Install handle and latch on the restroom door in garage, also a light 
switch on the wall and provide hot water for the sink. 

Maintain interior and exterior of the building including all plumbing 
and mechanical components excluding overhead door opener. 

Provide heating plant and equipment and maintain in good operable 
condition. 

Provide and pay for janitorial service for the maintenance ofthe exterior 
and interior of the building including maintenance of all mechanical 
components. Janitorial service shall not be construed to mean cleaning, 
washing or sweeping of any kind, or moving of furniture, replacing of 
light bulbs, etc., but shall refer strictly to service for the maintenance of 
the physical plant. 

Provide hot water tank and equipment and maintain in good operable 
condition. 

Provide and pay for nightly custodial services which shall be construed 
as cleaning, washing, emptying wastepaper baskets, replacement of 
light bulbs or sweeping of any kind. 

Comply with all provisions of the Chicago Municipal Building Code in 
the repair, construction and maintenance ofthe demised premises. 
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Provide and maintain.at all times public liability insurance in the 
amount of $1,000,000 combined single limit with the City ofChicago to 
receive certificate of insurance and naming the City of Chicago as 
additionally insured. Said annual insurance coverage shall be renewed 
for each year during the term of this lease with Lessee to receive a 
certificate of insurance for said annual renewal at least thirty (30) days 
prior to annual renewal date. Should any ofthe above described policies 
be cancelled before the expiration date, the Lessor shall mail to the 
Lessee at the address cited herein a copy of the cancellation notice 
immediately and in no event more than fifteen (15) days upon receipt 
thereof. 

Lessee under this lease shall: 

Provide and pay for electricity as metered on said premises including 
electricity for window air conditioning unit. 

Provide and pay for custodial service which is the cleaning of the 
demised premises when necessary. ^ 

Pay for hot and domestic water. 

Pay for heat in said premises. 

Maintain garage door and overhead door opener. 

Additional clauses to be included in lease: 

In the event the Lessor should fail to furnish any substantial repairs or 
services as required by this lease or fails to remove and correct any fire 
or health hazards not caused by the acts or negligence of the Lessee and 
the failure continues more than ten (10) days after Lessee has notified 
the Lessor by written notice of such failure, unless in the case of such 
failure which cannot be remedied within ten (10) days where Lessor 
shall have commenced and shall be diligently pursuing all necessary 
action to remedy such failure, the Lessee may at its own option make 
the necessary repairs or supply the maintenance or service itself or have 
the hazard corrected and deduct the cost and expense thereof from 
rental herein due under this lease or immediately terminate this lease 
by providing the Lessor written notice by certified or registered mail at 
the address cited herein. 

No member of the Department of Streets and Sanitation, or other City 
board, commission or agency, official, or employee ofthe City shall have 
any personal interest, direct or indirect, in Lessor, the lease or the 
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demised premises; nor shall anyssuch member, official or employee 
participate in any decision relating to the lease which affects his or her 
personal interest or the interests of any corporation, partnership or 
association in which he or she is directly or indirectly interested. No 
member, official or employee of the City shall be personally liable to 
Lessor, or any successor in interest, to perform any commitment or 
obligation of the City under the lease nor shall any such person be 
personally liable in the event of any defaulter breach by the City. 

Lessor shall comply with Chapter 26.2 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, 
"Governmental Ethics", including but not limited to. Section 26.2-12 of 
this chapter pursuant to which no payment, gratuity or offer of 
employment shall be made in connection with any City contract, as an 
inducement for the award of a contract or order. Any contract 
negotiated, entered into, or performed in violation of any of the 
provisions of this chapter shall be voidable as to the City. 

COMMITTEE ON LICENSE AND 
CONSUMER PROTECTION. 

AMENDMENT OF TITLE 4, CHAPTER 172, SECTION 020(e) OF 
MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO BY RESTRICTING 

ISSUANCE OF NEW ALCOHOLIC PACKAGE 
GOODS LICENSES WTTHIN SPECIFTED 

AREAS OF FOURTEENTH WARD. 

The Committee on License and Consumer Protection submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

(Continued on page 12805) 
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1313 -1315 West 74th Street. 

LtASE-Shr^ f-- Lease No. 1300^ '""• ^ " "- '" CH, W C M . . . . 

T h i s A g r e e m e n t , Ma.i. .in. :... d.v ^ 
A D 19 b c i w c c , .?.^.8.?S.'!....9.:....???!--^.?^^P...?P.f!....!!'.?.!:.!?A?.?!il..f±li^^^^^^^^ 

an i j Ihc C I T Y O l " C l I l C A l i U . i M u n i c i p a l C o i p o r a l i o n . a , L c i s r c : 

W i U i M . x b : T h a i Ihe L c i i o r ' s d o h t r c h y Ica ic l o H i t L c i n e I h t l o l l o w i n g d c i c r i U t d p r t m i s t i t i l u a l t d i n the 

C , „ o l Ch ,cago . CouM.T u l Cook and S l a l . o l l l l i n o . . . . o . w . . : . . . ? P P ^ ° ? ^ l £ ? H l y . . . 2 q . r 2 8 6 s q u a r e f e e t ^ 

space and approximately 12,000 squ at 

1313-15 West 74th Street for the pepartment of Street̂ ^̂ ^ 

T o have and t o l io ld said p r t m i i t j u n l o the L t l l c c lo r a I t r m bcs inn i i iR on I h t .'.?.?. day o l A ^ n V ^ j y 

A . D 1992 . a n d e n d i n g on H i t ? . l? .? day o l P? .? .?B!??r A. I ) . 1 9 9 6 . l . t s i c t has the r i g h t t o 

terminate this kase }:̂ P.°1 .P.iP.?.ST.. ( M . . .day.?.,..P.r..ioj...yjit t̂ ^̂ ^̂  

months froni J a n u a r y 1 , 1 9 9 2 _ i -i y ' , •-; ' n , i,, i tinHn] i n . i l i l 

L ••MIL ll I'J l , " i " l . I " l l " - tlLJJUL • III I.IIIIU t J i l IIJ.IJ' l l i l U I I l i U l l l l t ) | - iW t i L L t i u i l l U l U Uu. 

A n y no t i ce I r o m Lessee l o Lessor under or i n teeard to th is lease m.iy be served l.y n ia i l i i i e a c i ipy I h c r i o l t o Ihe Lessor a l 

Eugene G. Callahan. 1200 Jorie Blvd., Suite 329. Oak ô?°â vii,''oil,e??̂ â  .. i , • 
• •• •;;• V •'• - .••••: ° ^ * l ^"e l i o ther p a c e as the Lessor f r o m t ime 
to time in wniiiig may apponiL For L e s s o r t o L e s s e e ' N o t i f i c a t i o n P r o v i s i o n s See R i d e r A t t a c h e d 

H e r e t o and Made a P a r t H e r e o f . 
LLJILL ill " r-j • • " ' " " • ' r—"•• -t—'—n •'•- -"—• - ' •*••- ' — TI •'-I r|^. •r..!?".r....".°".r.°l...!!'.°."."°"'^ 

P r o v i s i o n s S e e R i d e r A t t a c h ^ ^ ^ ^^ ^^^ 

' | i l 7 i i> i l " " i« ai l i n m nn I h . t i n t l l l l l . n l f i f h n l t j i l l l r m n n l h I n H u n t i n . 1 l U i ( i i i j C a i i n i i i u l k i . A s s e s s m i n l s for wa te r t ax 

lev ied against l a i d p r e m i s c j fo r a l l o r pa r t o t the t e r m o l th i s lease shal l be pa id by the .^'.?.?.?.?.r 

Lessor d r . r i n j ; the ent i re t e r m o f I h i l lease shal l keep i n .a co i id i l i o i t o l l l t o rough r r f i a i r . i in l cuo i l o r i i r r aI....„.?.?.^?F....? 
own expen je l a i i l d c n m c d prci i i ises and a p p u n e n a n t c i . i i ie lud in i j t a l c l i basins, vaul ts a in l s i d e n a l L i . I I the Lessor sha l l 
rc luse o r ncc lect t o make needed repai rs w i t l i i n ten days a l t e r w r i l t e n no l i ce I he reo l sent by the . Lessee, the Lessee i l a u l h o r -
i7cd l o make such repa i rs and to deduct I l i c cost Ihereo l I r o m r e n i a l j acc ru iug under th is lease. 

For Responsibilities of Lessor and Lessee See Rider 

Attached Hereto and Made a Part Hereof. 

Lessee shal l no t assign th is lease o r sublet l a i d premises or any par t t h c r e o l vv l thoul the w r i i l c u consent o l the Les -

• n r ' s and upon ihe t e r m i i i a l i o n o l l l i i ^ lease i ha l l surrender l a i d premises to the L e s s o r ' s in as Kood c o n d i l i o n as a i the 

t c - i n i i i n g o l the t e r m o t th is lease, loss by f i re o r o lhe r casua l ty , o r d i n a r y wear and rei.airs charRi a l i l i - l o the Lessor ' s , c c c p i c d . 

L e s s o r ' s shal l have l l ie r i g h t o l .-icceis at reasonable l imes l o r e x a m i n i n g or cnh i l j i l i nK s j n l p n in iscs and l o r n i a l i n i 
>'r< and shal l be a l lowed l o place Ihercon not ices o t ' T o R e m " l o r s i x l y days pr io r l o the I m i i i i i a i i o n o ( th is l ca^ t , a n d 

of ••! or Sa le " a t a l l l imes , but a l l j u c l i not ices shal l be p laced m posi t ions acceptable to the Lessee. 

L n s c e » l « " I " " ' * • ' ' ' " * " ' " " " * " ' " ' ' ' ' I ' " * ' ' " ' " ' »dd i l i ons and improvemen ts on said premises as i t shall deem nec-
n rov idcd Ihat such add i t ions and improvements w h e t h e r made d u r i n g the t e r m o l Ih is lease o r p r i o r the re to , shal l be 

" 8 " d e d » • removab le f i x tu res , a l l or any p a n of wh i ch the Lessee at i ts e lec t ion may leave o n l a i d p remises , or remove p r i o r 
t o the t e r m i n a t i o n o l th i s lease. 

I n case said premises shal l be rendered un tenantab le hy fire o r o l h e r casual ly d u r i n g said t e r m , L e s s o r ' s m a y r e b u i l d 
•A r rm ises w i l h i n t h i r t y days, but ta i l i ng so l o do, or i l said p r r i n i i e l sha l l be dest royed hy f i re o r o l he r casua ' l y , th i s lease 

I l i a P r " " ' " > i c m i i i a l e d : in tbe eveni o l such a l e r m i n a l i n n o l th is lease. Lessee shal l be chargeab le w i t h rent on l y t o t h e 
I i " I s u i h f i re or o the r casual ly , and i t L e s s o r ' s shal l r ebu i i d w i t h i n t h i r t y days. Lessee shal l he excused I r o m p a y m e n t o l 

rent l o r the per iod o l such rebui ld inK. 

I n W i u > « " W h e r e o f , th is Ic.ise is s igned by or on behal f o f the par l i es hereto the day and year f u s t above w r i t t e n . 
A p p r o v e d as t „ f o ' i " a i i ' l K' ; : : i l i iy, except 
as 10 p r o p e r l y d c i c r i p l i o n ; i i id exccu l i cn . 

Ai.iiu.i Cu.r..»iion counw,. Eiigene G. C a l l a h a n 
Approved: _ 

• A s s i t M a t ^ a g e r R ^ i i " . . . 'ifit* k a t h U e n ' C a l l a h a n ' 

B y _ . 
/ Commiss ioner df G e n e r a l S e r v i c e s 

C o ' ^ i s s i o n e r of S t r e e t s (, S a n i t a t i o n 
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(Continued from page 12803) 

Your Committee on License and Consumer Protection, having had under 
consideration an ordinance introduced by Alderman Edward Burke (which 
was referred on January 14, 1992), amending Chapter 4-172, Subsection 4-
172-020(e), restricting the issuance of licenses for the sale of alcoholic 
package goods in a portion of the 14th Ward, begs leave to recommend tha t 
Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed substitute ordinance which is 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
ofthe committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EUGENE C. SCHULTER, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Schulter, the said proposed substitute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Section 4-172-020 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is 
hereby amended by inserting the language in italics as a new paragraph in 
subsection (e) in proper numerical sequence as follows: 
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4-172-020. 

* * * * * 

(e) No package goods license shall be issued for any premises located 
within the following areas; 

* * * * * 

;Ot'l 
Western Avenue ( both sides) from 47th Street to 51st Street. 

SECTION 2. Nothing in this ordinance shall affect or limit the right to 
renew existing package goods licenses within the area described in 
Section 1, or prevent the issuance of a new package goods license to an 
otherwise qualified applicant for premises within the area described in 
Section 1, if the application was filed prior to passage ofthis ordinance. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and approval. 

AMENDMENT OF TITLE 4, CHAPTER 172, SECTION 020(e) OF 
MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO BY RESTRICTING 

ISSUANCE OF NEW ALCOHOLIC PACKAGE 
GOODS LICENSES WTTHIN SPECIFIED 

AREAS OF TWENTY-NINTH 
WARD. 

The Committee on License and Consumer Protection submitted the 
following report: -

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
^i' 
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Your Committee on License and Consumer Pr-btection, having had under 
consideration an ordinance introduced by Alderman Sam Burrell (which was 
referred on January 14, 1992), amending Chapter 4-172, Subsection 4-172-
020(e), restricting the issuance of licenses for the sale of alcoholic package 
goods in a portion of the 29th Ward, begs leave to recommend that Your 
Honorable Body Pass the proposed substi tute ordinance which i s 
transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EUGENE C. SCHULTER, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Schulter, the said proposed substitute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Section 4-172-020 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is 
hereby amended by inserting the language in italics as a new paragraph in 
subsection (e), in proper numerical sequence, as follows: 
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* * * * * 

4-172-020. 

(e) No package goods license shall be issued for any premises within the 
following areas: 

* * * * * 

On Laramie Avenue, from Madison Street to Harr ison Street; on 
Harrison Street (north side only), from Lavergne Avenue to Laramie 
Avenue; on Harrison Street (both sides), from Cicero Avenue to Laramie 
Avenue; on Madison Street (south side only), from Lavergne Avenue to 
Leclaire Avenue; on Madison Street (both sides), from Leclaire Avenue to 
Austin Boulevard; on Chicago Avenue, from Central Avenue to Austin 
Boulevard; on Division Street (north side only) from Long Avenue to 
Central Avenue; and on Division Street (both sides) from Central Avenue 
to Austin Boulevard. 

SECTION 2. Nothing in this ordinance shall affect or limit the r ight to 
renew existing package goods licenses within the areas described in 
Section 1, or prevent the issuance of a new package goods license to an 
otherwise qualified applicant for premises within the areas described in 
Section 1, if the application was filed prior to passage ofthis ordinance. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage. 

AMENDMENT OF TITLE 4, CHAPTER 172, SECTION 020 OF 
MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO BY RESTRICTING 

ISSUANCE OF NEW LIQUOR LICENSES 
AND PACKAGE GOODS LICENSES 

WITHIN BOUNDARIES OF 
36TH WARD. 

The Committee on License and Consumer Protection submitted the following 
report: 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMTTTEES 12809 

CHICAGO, February 4 ,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on License and Consumer Protection, hav ing u n d e r 
consideration an ordinance introduced by Alderman William Banks (which 
was referred on January 14, 1992), amending Chapter 4-172, Subsection 4-
172-020 (d), restricting the issuance of licenses for the sale of alcoholic l iquor 
on premises and Subsection 4-172-020 (e), restricting the issuance of l icenses 
for the sale of alcoholic package goods in the 36th Ward, begs leave to 
recommend tha t Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed s u b s t i t u t e 
ordinance which is transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote of the members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EUGENE C. SCHULTER, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Schulter, the said proposed substi tute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and n a y s 
as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Til lman, Preckwinkle , Bloom, S tee le , 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan , Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke , J o n e s , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Mil ler , 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinsk i , 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doher ty , 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion w a s 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Section 4-172-020 of the Municipal Code of Chicago i s 
hereby amended by inserting the language in italics as a new p a r a g r a p h 
within subsection (d), in proper numerical sequence, as follows: 
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4-172-020. 

^r ^ T ^h T 

(d) No license shall be issued for the sale of alcoholic liquor, for 
consumption on the premises within the following areas: 

:{: sfe :)( :)e :4c 

Beginning at the intersection of North Laramie Avenue a n d West 
Belmont Avenue; thence west on Belmont Avenue to Sayre Avenue; 
thence north on Sayre Avenue to Henderson Street; thence west on 
Henderson Street to Nordica Avenue; thence north on Nordica Avenue to 
Addison Street; thence west on Addison Street to Pacific Avenue; thence 
north on Pacific Avenue to Irving Park Road; thence west on Irving Park 
Road (city limits) to Pioneer Avenue (city limits); thence north on Pioneer 
Avenue (city limits) to Montrose Avenue (city limits); thence west on 
Montrose Avenue and Montrose Avenue extended to city limits; thence 
south along city limits to Belmont Avenue; thence east and south along 
the city limits to the intersection of North Avenue and Austin Boulevard; 
thence north on Austin Boulevard to Fullerton Avenue; thence east on 
Fullerton Avenue to Central Avenue; thence north on Central Avenue to 
George Street; thence east on George Street to Laramie Avenue; thence 
north on Laramie Avenue to the place of beginning. 

SECTION 2. Section 4-172-020 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is 
hereby amended by inserting the language in italics as a new paragraph in 
subsection (e), in proper numerical sequence, as follows: 

4-172-020. 

(e) No package goods license shall be issued for any premises within the 
following areas: 
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* * * * * 

Beginning at the intersection of North Laramie Avenue and West 
Belmont Avenue; thence west on Belmont Avenue to Sayre Avenue; thence 
north on Sayre Avenue to Henderson Street; thence west on Henderson 
Street to Nordica Avenue; thence north on Nordica Avenue to Add i son 
Street; thence west on Addison Street to Pacific Avenue; thence north on 
Pacific Avenue to Irving Park Road; thence west on Irving Park R o a d 
(city limits) to Pioneer Avenue (city limits); thence north on P ioneer 
Avenue (city limits) to Montrose Avenue (city limits); thence west on 
Montrose Avenue and Montrose Avenue extended to city limits; thence 
south along city limits to Belmont Avenue; thence east and south a l o n g 
the city limits to the intersection of North Avenue and Austin Boulevard; 
thence north on Austin Boulevard to Fullerton Avenue; thence east on 
Fullerton Avenue to Central Avenue; thence north on Central Avenue to 
George Street; thence east on George Street to Laramie Avenue; thence 
north on Laramie Avenue to the place of beginning. 

SECTION 3. Nothing in this ordinance shall affect or l imit the r igh t to 
renew existing liquor licenses within the areas described in Sections 1 a n d 2 , 
or prevent the issuance of a liquor license to an otherwise qualified appl icant 
for premises within the areas described in Sections 1 and 2, if the application 
was filed prior to passage ofthis ordinance. 

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from a n d 
after its passage. 

AMENDMENT OF TITLE 3, CHAPTER 56, SECTION 150, 
TITLE 9, CHAPTER 64, SECTION 240(g) AND TITLE 9, 

CHAPTER 76, SECTION 170 OF MUNICIPAL 
CODE OF CHICAGO BY ESTABLISHING 
PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO DISPLAY 

AUTOMOBILE LICENSE TAG, 
PLATE OR EMBLEM. 

The Commit tee on License and Consumer Protect ion s u b m i t t e d t h e 
following report: 

CHICAGO, J a n u a r y 14,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
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Your Committee on License and Consumer Protection, having had under 
consideration an ordinance introduced by Alderman Madrzyk, amending 
Section 3-56-150 ofthe Municipal Code, to set the fine for failure to display 
the license tag, plate or emblem as required at $60.00; amending Section 9-
64-240(g) to set at $60.00 the fine for any person who shall violate or fail to 
comply with any provision of Section 9-64-125; and amending Section 9-76-
170 to set a $60.00 fine for failure to display the city vehicle tax sticker, begs 
leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance 
which is transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by a viva voce vote ofthe members 
of the committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EUGENE C. SCHULTER, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Schulter, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays-None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Section 3-56-150 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago is hereby 
amended by inserting the language in italics a,:, follows: 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12813 

3-56-150. Penalty. 

Any person who shall take, destroy, remove or obliterate any l icense 
tag, plate or emblem provided for in this chapter, without the consent of 
the owner of the vehicle, shall be fined not less than $25.00 dollars n o r 
more than $200.00 for each offense. Every such wrongful destruct ion, 
obliteration or removal of such license tag, plate or emblem from a n y 
vehicle shall be considered a separate offense. Any person who fails to 
display the license tag, plate or emblem as required by this chapter shal l be 
fined $60.00. 

Any person violating any provision of this chapter where the penal ty is 
not otherwise herein provided for, shall be fined not less than $5.00 n o r 
more than $100.00 for each offense. A separate and distinct offense s h a l l 
be considered as committed for each and every day any wagon or vehicle is 
used upon the public ways of the city without having procured a l icense 
and without having complied with the provisions ofthis chapter. 

SECTION 2. Section 9-64-240 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is h e r e b y 
amended by inserting the language in italics as follows: 

9-64-240. Violation - Penalty. 

(a) Any person who shall violate or fail to comply with Section 9-64-
190(a) shall be fined $10.00 for each offense. 

(b) Any person who violates or fails to comply with the provisions of 
Section 9-64-190(b) shall be fined $20.00 for each offense. 

(c) Any person who shall violate or fail to comply with any provision of 
Sections 9-64-030(b), 9-64-130(a) or 9-64-200(b) shall be fined $15.00 for 
each offense. 

(d) Any person who shall violate or fail to comply with any provision of 
Sections 9-64-020, 9-64-040, 9-64-060, 9-64-070, 9-64-080, 9-64-090, 9-64-
100(b) or (d) - (h), 9-64-110, 9-64-120, 9-64-140, 9-64-150, 9-64-160, 9-64-
170 or 9-64-180 shall be fined $25.00 for each offense. 

(e) Any person who shall violate or fail to comply with any provision of 
Sections 9-64-100(a) or (c), 9-64-130(b) or 9-64-210 shall be fined $50.00 for 
each offense. 

(f) Any person who shall violate or fail to comply with any provision of 
Section 9-64-050 shall be fined $100.00 for each offense. 
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(g) Any person who shall violate or fail to comply with any provision of 
Section 9-64-125 shall be fined $60.00 for each offense. 

SECTION 3. Section 9-76-170 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is hereby 
amended by insert ing the language in italics as follows: 

9-76-170. City Vehicle Tax Sticker. 

The city vehicle tax sticker shall be placed and positioned to be clearly 
visible and maintained in a clearly legible condition and shall be placed on 
the front windshield in the lower right-hand corner farthest removed from 
the driver 's position approximately one inch from the right and lower edge 
of the windshield. Any person who violates this section shall be fined 
$60.00. 

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and approval. 

C O M M I T T E E ON S P E C I A L E V E N T S AND 
CULTURAL A F F A I R S . 

SPONSORSHIP AND PRODUCTION OF VARIOUS CTTY 
FESTIVALS DURING YEAR 1992. 

The Committee on Special Events and Cul tura l Affairs submi t ted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, February 4 ,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Special Events and Cul tura l Affairs, hav ing had 
under consideration a communication signed by Mayor Richard M. Daley 
(referred to committee on January 14, 1992) authorizing the Mayor's Ofiice 
of Special Events to sponsor and produce various special events, begs leave 
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to recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinance which 
is transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by all members of the committee 
present, with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) JOHN S. MADRZYK, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Madrzyk, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. ,_••• 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The City of Chicago (the "City") is a home rule municipality 
as defined in Section 6(a), Article VH ofthe 1970 Constitution ofthe State of 
Illinois and, as such, may exercise any power and perform any function 
pertaining to its government and affairs; and 

WHEREAS, The City desires to conduct a festival, namely Taste of 
Chicago, to take place on City streets located in and around Grant Park and 
in certain areas to be designated in and located within Grant Park for a 
nine-day period commencing Saturday, June 27, 1992, and ending Sunday, 
July 5, 1992, providing for sale of food, beverages and souvenirs in 
conjunction with public entertainment; and 

WHEREAS, The City also desires to conduct other,festivals (together with 
Taste of Chicago, the "Festivals") including, among others the Chicago 
Blues Festival on June 5, 6 and 7, 1992; the Chicago Gospel Festival on 
June 13 and 14, 1992; the Chicago Country Music Festival at Taste of 
Chicago on July 1 and 2, 1992; Venetian Night on August 15, 1992; the 
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Chicago Jazz Festival on September 5 and 6, 1992; and the Viva! Chicago 
Festival on September 19 and 20, 1992, to take place on City streets located 
in and around Grant Park, providing for the sale of food, beverages and 
souvenirs in conjunction with public entertainment; and 

WHEREAS, The City also desires to co-sponsor neighborhood festivals 
with local community groups in neighborhoods throughout the City; and 

WHEREAS, All such Festivals will promote the public interest by 
providing vital recreation for the citizens of the City, and bring together 
large numbers of people from every segment of society and every area of the 
City to meet and share in common social experiences; and 

WHEREAS, Such Festivals will also create unique opportunities to 
promote tourism in the City and to generate business and employment 
opportunities for Chicago residents, both of which are in the public interest; 
now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The above recitals, including the legislative findings, are 
expressly incorporated in and made a part of this ordinance as though fully 
set forth herein. 

SECTION 2. The City through the Mayor's Office of Special Events 
("M.O.S.E.") is authorized to sponsor and produce the Festivals to take place 
on City streets located in and around Grant Park and in such other areas as 
may be designated, providing for the sale of food, beverages and souvenirs in 
conjunction with public entertainment. 

SECTION 3. Such revenues as may be generated by the Festivals in 
excess of revenues appropriated from such source in the 1992 Annual 
Appropriation Ordinance are hereby appropriated from Fund No. 356. All 
agreements authorized herein shall be made subject to the availability of 
funds. 

SECTION 4. A portion ofthe aforementioned revenues shall come from a 
service charge of one dollar hereby imposed on the purchase of each booklet, 
sheet or other group of ten coupons redeemable for food and beverages at 
Taste of Chicago. Such service charge shall be applied to the costs incurred 
by the City in presenting, promoting and producing Taste of Chicago, 
including without limitation, increased security; expanded entertainment, 
programming, production and marketing; increased maintenance operation; 
increased restroom facilities; inclusion of dining areas and picnic tables; and 
expanded public relations efforts both regionally and nationally. In 
addition, any balance remaining from the service charge revenues after 
pajmient of the above-referenced costs of Taste ofChicago, shall be applied to 
the costs incurred by the City of various other Festivals and public events. 
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SECTION 5. The City shall donate the amount of one percent (1%) of the 
total ticket sales generated from Taste of Chicago, less service charge 
revenues and sales taxes, to the Greater Chicago Food Depository for the 
"Sharing It" program. 

SECTION 6. Subject to the approval of the City Comptroller and the 
approval ofthe Corporation Counsel, the Executive Director of M.O.S.E. (the 
"Executive Director") is hereby authorized to enter into and execute any and 
all intergovernmental cooperation agreements as may be necessary to 
sponsor and/or produce the Festivals with such appropriate terms and 
conditions, including, without limitation, those relating to exchange ofany 
consideration, insurance and indemnification by the City to those 
governmental units, as applicable. Such intergovernmental cooperation 
agreements may be with any other necessary or appropriate federal, state or 
local governmental unit, including, without limitation, Chicago P a r k 
District with respect to use ofany Park District property; and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers with respect to the use ofthe Monroe Harbor breakwater. 

SECTION 7. Subject to the approval of the City Comptroller and the 
approval of the Corporation Counsel, the Executive Direictor is hereby 
authorized to enter into and execute such agreements with other persons 
and parties participating in the sponsorship and production oifthe Festivals, 
including, without limitation, commercial or other business sponsors and 
media sponsors. The Executive Director shall cause executed copies of the 
foregoing agreements to be placed on file with the City Comptroller to be 
made available for public review. 

SECTION 8. Subject to the approval of the City Comptroller and the 
approval of the Corporation Counsel, the Executive Director is hereby 
authorized to enter into and execute such agreements with those vendors 
participating in the Festivals, including, without limitation, food vendors, 
beverage vendors and souvenirs vendors. The Executive Director shall 
cause executed copies of foregoing agreements to be placed on file with the 
City Comptroller to be made available for public review. 

SECTION 9. Subject to the approval of the City Comptroller and the 
approval of the Corporation Counsel, the Executive Director is hereby 
authorized to enter into and execute such agreements as may be necessary 
for the City to provide entertainment.at the Festivals, including, without 
limitation, entertainment provided by musicians and other entertainers, 
fireworks and a circus. The Executive Director shall cause executed copies 
ofthe foregoing agreements to be placed on file with the City Comptroller to 
be made available for public review. 

SECTION 10. Subject to the approval of the City Comptroller and the 
approval of the Corporation Counsel, the Executive Director is hereby 
authorized to enter into and execute agreement(s) with the Il l inois 
Restaurant Association food and beverage management for the Taste of 
Chicago and beverage management to produce the other Festivals. The 
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Executive Director shall cause executed copies ofthe foregoing agreement(s) 
to be placed on file with the City Comptroller to be made available for public 
review. 

SECTION 11. The Executive Director is authorized to award grants to 
community groups participating in the production of the neighborhood 
festivals and to execute grant agreements with respect thereto, subject to the 
approval of the Corporation Counsel as to form and legality. 

SECTION 12. In order to engage a contractor to provide recycling 
services at the Festivals in a manner more expedient than pursuant to the 
procedures of the Municipal Purchasing Act for cities of 500,000 or more 
population, the Executive Director and the Purchasing Agent or their duly 
authorized representatives are hereby authorized (a) to solicit at least two 
contractors to provide such services; (b) to select a contractor to perform such 
services based on the following criteria: previous experience at events 
comparable in size and scope to the Festivals, capability to perform such 
services satisfactorily and contract cost; (c) to negotiate with the selected 
contractor the terms of a contract for the performance of such services. 
Subject to the approval of the City Comptroller and the approval of the 
Corporation Counsel as to form and legality, the Purchasing Agent and the 
Executive Director or their designated representatives are hereby 
authorized to enter into and execute a contract between the City and the 
selected contractor, containing such terms as may be required by law, 
executive order or deemed appropriate or necessary by the Purchasing 
Agent. The Executive Director shall cause executed copies of the foregoing 
agreement(s) to be placed on file with the City Comptroller to be made 
available for public review. 

SECTION 13. In order to engage a contractor to provide maintenance 
services at the Festivals in a manner more expedient than pursuant to the 
procedures of the Municipal Purchasing Act for cities of 500,000 or more 
population, the Executive Director and the Purchasing Agent or their duly 
authorized representatives are hereby authorized (a) to solicit at least two 
contractors to provide such services; (b) to select a contractor to perform 
such services based on the following criteria: previous experience at events 
comparable in size and scope to the Festivals, capability to perform such 
services satisfactorily, and contract cost; (c) to negotiate with the selected 
contractor the terms of a contract for the performance of such services. 
Subject to the approval of the City Comptroller and the approval of the 
Corporation Counsel as to form and legality, the Purchasing Agent and the 
Director or their designated representatives are hereby authorized to enter 
into and execute a contract between the City and the selected contractor, 
containing such terms as may be required by law, executive order or deemed 
appropriate or necessary by the Purchasing Agent. The Executive Director 
shall cause executed copies ofthe foregoing agreement (s) to be placed on file 
with the City Comptroller to be made available for public review. 
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SECTION 14. In order to engage a contractor to provide security services 
at the Festivals in a manner more expedient than pursuant to the 
procedures of the Municipal Purchasing Act for cities of 500,000 or more 
population, the Executive Director and the Purchasing Agent or their duly 
authorized representatives are hereby authorized (a) to solicit at least two 
contractors to provide such services; (b) to select a contractor to perform 
such services based on the following criteria: previous experience at events 
comparable in size and scope to the Festivals, capability to perform such 
services satisfactorily, and contract cost; (c) to negotiate with the selected 
contractor the terms of a contract for the performance of such services. 
Subject to the approval of the City Comptroller and the approval of the 
Corporation Counsel as to form and legality, the Purchasing Agent and the 
Executive Director or their designated representat ives are he reby 
authorized to enter into and execute a contract between the City and the 
selected contractor, containing such terms as may be required by law, 
executive order or deemed appropriate or necessary by the Purchasing 
Agent. The Executive Director shall cause executed copies of the foregoing 
agreement(s) to be placed on file with the City Comptroller to be made 
available for public review. 

SECTION 15. Subject to any approval required by statute or ordinance, 
the Executive Director is hereby authorized to execute such other documents 
ancillary to the aforementioned agreements, including certifications and 
assurances, as may be required in connection with the sponsorship or 
production ofthe Festivals. 

SECTION 16. Ifany provision ofthis ordinance shall be held or deemed to 
be or shall in fact be invalid, illegal, inoperative or unenforceable on its face 
or as appplied in any particular case in any jurisdiction or jurisdictions or in 
all cases because it conflicts with any other provision or provisions hereof or 
any constitution, statute, municipal ordinance, rule of law or public policy, 
or for any other reasons, such circumstances shall not have the effect of 
rendering the provision in question invalid, illegal, inoperative or 
unenforceable in any other case or circumstance, or of rendering any other 
provision or provisions herein contained invalid, illegal, inoperative or 
unenforceable to any extent whatsoever. The invalidity of any one or more 
phrases, sentences, clauses or sections contained in this ordinance shall not 
affect the remaining portions of this ordinance or any part thereof. 

SECTION 17. This ordinance shall take immediate effect upon its passage 
and publication as provided by law. 
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COMMITTEE ON TRAFFIC CONTROL AND 
SAFETY. 

AMENDMENT OF TTTLE 9, CHAPTER 92, SECTION 070 OF 
MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO REGARDING 

NOTICE REQUIREMENTS FOR VEHICLE 
IMPOUNDMENT. 

The Conunittee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(December 11, 1991) a proposed ordinance to amend Section 9-92-070 ofthe 
Municipal Code ofthe City ofChicago, pertaining to notice requirements for 
vehicle impoundment, begs leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body 
do Pass the proposed ordinance submitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by members ofthe committee with 
no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed ordinance transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 
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Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Section 9-92-070 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago is hereby 
amended by inserting the language in italics and deleting the language 
bracketed, as follows: 

9-92-070. 

(a) Whenever any motor vehicle has been impounded pursuant to the 
traffic code, the department of police or the department of streets a n d 
sanitation shall within 10 days thereafter ascertain, if possible, from the 
Secretary of State oflllinois the name ofthe owner and ofany other person 
legally entitled to possession ofsueh motor vehicle by reason of an existing 
conditional sale contract having a lien as chattel mortgagee, or any other 
reason, and cause to be sent to such owner and to such other person legally 
entitled to possession, if known, a notice ofthe impoundment including a 
full description ofthe vehicle. Such notice shall be sent by certified mai l , 
return receipt requested, [unless the vehicle is more than seven years of 
age, in which case notice may be sent by first class mail.] 

(b) Whenever the department of police or the department of streets and 
sanitation is not able to ascertain the name ofthe owner of an impounded 
vehicle or for any reason is unable to give notice to the owner as provided 
in subsection (a), the department shall immediately send or cause to be 
sent a written report of such removal and impounding by mail to t h e 
Secretary of the State of Illinois. Such notice shall include a complete 
description of the vehicle, the da;te, time, and place from which removed, 
the reasons for such removal, and the address of the vehicle pound or 
authorized garage where the vehicle is stored. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect immediately upon passage. 
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ESTABLISHMENT AND AMENDMENT OF LOADING ZONES 
ON PORTIONS OF SPECIFIED STREETS. 

The Committee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(April 12, May 9, July 24, September 11, October 2, 23, November 6 and 14, 
1991) proposed ordinances to establish and amend loading zones on portions 
of sundry streets, begs leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body do 
Pass the proposed substitute ordinances submitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by members of the committee 
present with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed substitute ordinances 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report were Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows: 

Yeas - Aldennen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said ordinances, as passed, read as follows (the italic heading in each case 
not being a part ofthe ordinance): 
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Establishment Of Loading Zones. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That in accordance with the provisions of Title 9, Chapter 
64, Section 160 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, the following locations are 
hereby designated as loading zones for the distances specified, during the 
hours designated: 

Public Way Distance And Hours 

North Ashland Avenue 
(Westside) 

West Briar Place 
(North side) 

North Broadway 
(Westside) 

West Cermak Road 
(South side) 

East Delaware Street 
(North side) 

West Division Street 
(South side) 

From a point 40 feet south of West 
Erie Street, to a point 25 feet south 
thereof- at all times (91-0514); 

From a point 20 feet west of North 
Broadway, to a point 25 feet west 
thereof- 10:00 A.M. to 10:00 P.M. 
(91-1102); 

From a point 45 feet south of West 
Berwyn Avenue, to a point 25 feet 
south thereof - 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 
P.M. (91-1396); 

From a point 125 feet east of South 
Whipple Street property line, to a 
point 22 feet east thereof — 9:00 
A.M. to 9:00 P.M. - M o n d a y 
through Saturday (91-0372); 

From a point 258 feet east of North 
Rush Street, to a point 46 feet eas t 
thereof — loading zone/tow-away 
zone - at all times (91-1288); 

From a point 250 feet east of North 
California Avenue, to a point 24 
feet east thereof - 9:00 A.M. to 
11:00 P.M. - Monday t h r o u g h 
Saturday (91-1256); 
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Public Way Distance And Hours 

West Irving Park Road 
(South side) 

North Kedzie Avenue 
(East side) 

West Lawrence Avenue 
(South side) 

West Lawrence Avenue 
(North side) 

West Montrose Avenue 
(North side) 

North Monticello Avenue 
(West side) 

South Stewart Avenue 
(West side) 

West 21st Street 
(North side) 

From a point 100 feet west of 
North Major.Avenue, to a point 25 
feet west thereof — 9:00 A.M. to 
10:00 P.M. - Monday th rough 
Saturday (91-1274); 

From a point 190 feet south of 
West Argyle Street, to a point 25 
feet south thereof - 8:00 A.M. to 
6:00 P.M. - Monday t h r o u g h 
Friday (91-1075); 

From a point 150 feet west of 
North Washtenaw Avenue, to a 
point 25 feet west thereof — 7:00 
A.M. to 7:00 P.M. - Monday 
through Saturday (91-1279); 

From a point 20 feet west of North 
Harding Avenue, to a point 70 feet 
west thereof — at all times (91-
1276); 

From a point 20 feet east of North 
Campbell Avenue, to a point 25 
feet east thereof— at all times (91-
1221); 

From a point 57 feet north of West 
Lawrence Avenue, to a point 50 
feet north thereof - 7:00 A.M. to 
7:00 P.M. - Monday t h r o u g h 
Saturday (91-1277); 

From a point 30 feet north of West 
76th Street, to a point 75 feetnorth 
thereof- 7:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. -
Monday through Friday — loading 
zone/tow-away zone (91-1248); 

From a point 97 feet east of South 
Wood Street, to a point 25 feet east 
thereof- at all times (91-1255); 
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Public Way Distance And Hours 

West 68th Street From a point 95 feet east of South 
(Northside) California Avenue, to a point 157 

feet east thereof — 6:00 A.M. to 
3:30 P.M. - Monday t h r o u g h 

,, Friday (91-0988). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Amendment Of Loading Zones. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Amend ordinance passed November 16, 1988, page 19274, 
which reads: 

"North Clark Street (west side) from a point 20 feet south of West Grand 
Avenue, to a point 48 feet south thereof- loading zone — 5:00 P.M. to 
12:00 Midnight" 

by striking the above and inserting: 

"North Clark Street (west side) from a point 20 feet south of West Grand 
Avenue, to a point 81 feet south thereof- loading zone/tow-away zone" 
(91-1387). 

' SECTION 2. Amend ordinance passed on February 7, 1991, page 30512, 
relating to South Troy Street (east side) from a point 38 feet south of West 
Cermak Road, to a point 52 feet south thereof - 8:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. ~ 
Monday through Friday, by striking: 
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"loading zones during specified hours" 

and inserting: 

"loading zone - at all times" (91-1016). 

SECTION 3, Amend ordinance passed December 18, 1986, page 38520, 
which reads: 

"West Van Buren Street (north side) from a point 35 feet east of South 
La Salle Street, to a point 43 feet east thereof 

by striking: 

"43 feet east" 

and inserting: 

"65 feet east thereof - loading zone/tow-away zone - at all times" (91-
0801). 

SECTION 4. Repeal ordinance passed November 29, 1989, page 8297, 
which reads: 

"West Willow Street (south side) from a point 30 feet west of North 
Halsted Street, to a point 25 feet west thereof- 8:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M." 

by striking the above. 

SECTION 5. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 
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AMENDMENT OF VEHICULAR TRAFFIC MOVEMENT 
ON PORTIONS OF SUNDRY STREETS. 

The Committee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Conunittee on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(October 23, 1991) a proposed ordinance to amend vehicular traffic 
movement on portions of sundry streets, begs leave to reconmiend that Your 
Honorable Body do Pass the proposed substitute ordinance submit ted 
herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by members ofthe committee with 
no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed substitute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
asfbllows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The niotion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 
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SECTION 1. Amend ordinance passed September 23, 1987, page 4090, 
which reads: 

"West Henderson Street, from North Major Avenue to North Marmora 
Avenue — westerly" 

by striking: 

"North Marmora Avenue" 

and inserting: 

"North Austin Avenue" (91-1275). 

SECTION 2. Amend ordinance passed February 10, 1982, pages 9525 -
9526 related to East 83rd Place, from South Blackstone Avenue to South 
Stony Island Avenue - 1500 through 1559 by striking the above and 
inserting: 

"East 83rd Place, from South Blackstone Avenue to the first alley west 
of South Stony Island Avenue — easterly". 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

ESTABLISHMENT AND AMENDMENT OF PARKING 
RESTRICTIONS ON PORTIONS OF 

SUNDRY STREETS. 

The Committee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
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Your Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(July 12, 31 and September 12,1990, March 15, September 2, 11, October 2, 
23, November 6, 14, 22, 27 and December 11, 1991) proposed ordinances to 
establish and amend parking restrictions on portions of sundry streets, begs 
leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body do Pass the proposed 
substitute ordinances submitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by members of the committee 
present with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed substitute ordinances 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report were Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows: 

Yeas -' Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said ordinances, as passed, read as follows (the italic heading in each case 
not being a part of the ordinance): 

Prohibition Of Parking At All Times. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 64 of the Municipal Code of 
Chicago, the operator of a vehicle shall not park such vehicle at any t ime 
upon the following public ways in the areas indicated: 
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Public Way Area 

North Campbell Avenue 
(West side) 

West 43rd Street 

West 51st Street 
(Both sides) 

From 175 feet north of North 
Elston Avenue, to a point 55 feet 
north thereof (90-1039); 

Between South Drake Avenue and 
South Kedzie Avenue (91-1286); 

From South Keeler Avenue to 
South Karlov Avenue (90-920). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Prohibition Of Parking At All Times. 
(Except For Handicapped) 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 64, Section 050 of the 
Municipal Code of Chicago, the operator of a vehicle shall not park such 
vehicle at any time upon the following public ways as indicated: 

Public Way Area 

North Albany Avenue 

South Avenue J 

South Avenue M 

South Avenue 0 

North Avers Avenue 

At 6241 — Handicapped Permi t 
6046; 

At 10526 - Handicapped Permit 
6153; 

At 9529 - Handicapped Permi t 
6207; 

At 10327 - Handicapped Permit 
6154; 

At 1132 - Handicapped Permi t 
6090; 
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Public Way Area 

South Bishop Street 

West Byron Street 

South California Avenue 

South Christiana Avnue 

West Cortland Street 

West Cuyler Avenue 

South Eberhart Avenue 

South Evans Avenue 

West Fillmore Street 

West Giddings Street 

West Goodman Street 

West Haddon Avenue 

South Haynes Court 

South Hermitage Avenue 

West Highland Avenue 

At 11135 - Handicapped Pe rmi t 
6190; 

At 5054 — Handicapped P e r m i t 
6141; 

At 7229 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
5958; 

At 1510 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6178; 

At 2035 — Handicapped Permit; 

At 4927 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6143; 

At 7006 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6170; 

At 7828 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6107; 

At 3918 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6218; 

At 6109 — Handicapped P e r m i t 
6200; 

At 5707 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6226; 

At 2708 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6079; 

At 2929 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6229; 

At 3641 — Handicapped P e r m i t 
6157; 

At 1536 — Handicapped P e r m i t 
6102; 
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Public Way Area 

South Homan Avenue 

South Homan Avenue 

South Honore Street 

North Kedvale Avenue 

South Kolin Avenue 

South Laflin Street 

North Latrobe Avenue 

North Lavergne Avenue 

North Leclaire Avenue 

West Lyndale Street 

North Marmora Avenue 

North Marmora Avenue 

South Marshfield Avenue 

South May Street 

North Menard Avenue 

At 5238 
6159; 

At 8216 
6216; 

At 7535 
6215; 

At 3851^ 
6017; 

At 4847 
6126; 

At 6808 
6214; 

At 311 -
6185; 

At 3415 
6137; 

At 2104 
6130; 

At 2234 
6187; 

At 4544 
6138; 

At 2844 
6196; 

At 6715 
6121; 

At 9143 
6173; 

At 2618 
6199; 

— Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

— Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

— Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permi t 

-- Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

— Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

— Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 
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Public Way Area 

South Morgan Street 

South Morgan Street 

North Neenah Avenue 

North Neva Avenue 

South Normal Avenue 

West Ohio Street 

North Oriole Avenue 

At 11520 
6191; 

At 8532 -
6168; 

At 4822 -
6224; 

At 3522 -
6195; 

At 9308 
5972; 

— Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permi t 

Handicapped Permi t 

- Handicapped Permi t 

At 5217 - Handicapped Permit 
6091; 

At 3752 -
6221: 

Handicapped Permi t 

West Pensacola Avenue 

South Paulina Street 

North Racine Avenue 

South Ridgeland Avenue 

West Roscoe Street 

West Roscoe Street 

West Roscoe Street 

North Rutherford Avenue 

At 5655 — Handicapped Permi t 
6202; 

At 7725 
6164; 

Handicapped Permit 

At 3459 — Handicapped Permit 
6140; 

At 6835 -
6150; 

Handicapped Permit 

At 7011 - Handicapped Permit 
6201; 

At 1915 
6205; 

At 6440 
6136; 

At 2819 
6198; 

- Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 
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Public Way Area 

South Sangamon Street 

South Sawyer Avenue 

North Sayre Avenue 

North Springfield Avenue 

South Vernon Avenue 

South Vernon Avenue 

West Wabansia Avenue 

North Whipple Street 

West Wolfram Street 

South Yale Avenue 

West 21st Street 

West 21st Street 

West 24th Street 

West 27th Street 

West 28th Street 

At 5843 
6160; 

At 5235 
6115; 

At 3112 
6197; 

At 5021 
6092; 

At 6939 
6171; 

At 8410 
6106; 

At 5170 
6186; 

At 6443 
6225; 

At 3631 
6192; 

At 7922 
6162; 

At 2140 
6182; 

At 1839 
6179; 

At 2143 -
6180; 

At 506 -
6155; 

At 527 -
6227; 

- Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

- Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permit 

Handicapped Permi t 

Handicapped Permi t 
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Public Way Area 

West61stStreet At 439 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6149; 

West 64th Place At 3638 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6051; 

East 101stPlace At 642 - Handicapped P e r m i t 
6152. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Amendment Of Parking Prohibition At All Times, 

Be It Ordained by the City Council ofthe City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Amend ordinance by striking; 

"7629 South Calumet Avenue - handicapped parking, Permit 630". 

SECTION 2. Amend ordinance by striking; 

"2818 South Keeley Avenue - handicapped parking". 

SECTION 3. Amend ordinance by relocating 4133 North McVicker 
Avenue to 4917 West Cullom Avenue - handicapped parking. 

SECTION 4, Amend ordinance by relocating 4034 South Maplewood 
Avenue to 3626 South Damen Avenue - handicapped parking, Permit 5084. 

SECTION 5. Amend ordinance by striking: 

"2820 North Marmora Avenue - handicapped parking. Permit 5434". 
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SECTION 6. Amend ordinance by striking: 

"6241 South Merrimac Avenue - handicapped parking". 

SECTION 7. Amend ordinance passed September 13, 1989, page 
4861,which reads: 

"South Nottingham Avenue (west side) from West 61st Street to West 
62nd Street (90-1044)". 

SECTION 8. Amend ordinance by striking: 

"2814 North Southport Avenue— handicapped parking. Permit 3463' 

SECTION 9. Amend ordinance by relocating 836 West 78th Street to 
7825 South Phillips Avenue - handicapped parking. Permit 4237. 

SECTION 10. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Prohibition Of Parking During Specified Hours. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 64, Section 080 of the 
Municipal Code of Chicago, the operator of a vehicle shall not park such 
vehicle upon the following public ways in the areas indicated, during the 
hours specified: 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12837 

Public Way Limits And Time 

South Trumbull Avenue 
(East side) 

West 47th Street 
(Both sides) 

From a point 125 feet south of 
West 26th Street, to a point 58 feet 
north of West 26 th St ree t ; a n d 
South T r u m b u l l A v e n u e ( w e s t 
side) from a point 24 feet south of 
West 26th Street, to the first a l ley 
north of West 26th Street - 30 
minutes - 9:00 A.M. to 9:00 P.M. -
Monday t h r o u g h S a t u r d a y ( 9 1 -
0285); 

From South Western Avenue to 
South Campbel l A v e n u e — o n e 
hour - 8:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M. -
Monday through Sa turday 
(90-1066). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Amendment Of Parking Prohibition During Specified Hours. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Amend ordinance related to West 55th Street (both sides) 
between South Western Avenue and South Wood Street - 7:00 A.M. to 9:00 
A.M. and 4:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M. - Monday through Friday, by s t r iking t h e 
above and inserting: 

"West Garfield Boulevard (West 55th Street) (north side) from South 
Wood Street to South Western Avenue - 4:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M. -
Monday through Friday" (91-0974). 

SECTION 2. Amend ordinance passed May 27, 1982, page 10885, which 
reads: 
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"West Hurlbut Street (both sides) from North Newark Avenue to North 
Natoma Avenue - school days - 8:00 A.M. to 4:30 P.M." 

by striking: 

"(both sides)" 

and inserting: 

"(south side)" 

SECTION 3. Amend ordinance passed October 31, 1952, page 3336 for 
South Kedzie Avenue (east side) from West 44th Street to West 45th Street -
7:00 A.M to 9:00 A.M. - Monday through Friday, by striking; 

"7:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M. - Monday through Friday" 

and inserting; 

"7:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M., and 4:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M. - Monday through 
Friday" 

and (west side) of South Kedzie Avenue from South Archer Avenue, to a 
point 188 feet south, by striking: 

"4:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M. - Monday through Friday" 

and inserting: 

"7:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M. and 4:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M. - Monday through 
Friday" (91-1241). 

SECTION 4. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 
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Designation Of Residential Permit Parking Zones. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 64, Section 090 of the 
Municipal Code of Chicago, a portion of the below named streets are hereby 
designated as residential parking, for the following locations: 

Street Limits 

West Ainslie Street 
(North side) 

West Ardmore Avenue 
(Both sides) 

West Belden Avenue 
(South side) 

North Bernard Avenue 
(Both sides) 

West Berteau Avenue 

West Giddings Street 
(South side) 

North Hamlin Avenue 

South Hamlin Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Harding Avenue 
(Both sides) 

West Julian Street 
(Both sides) 

In the 5200 block - Monday 
through Saturday - Zone 101; 

In the 7400 block - 8:00 A.M. to 
4:00 P.M. - Monday t h r o u g h 
Friday; 

From North Harlem Avenue to the 
first alley east thereof -- a t a l l 
times — Zone 26; 

From the first alley north of West 
Mont rose A v e n u e , to W e s t 
Sunnyside Avenue — at all times — 
Zone 326; 

From North Linder Avenue to the 
first alley east of North Central 
Avenue — at all times — Zone 341; 

Between 5315 and North Long 
Avenue — at all times — Zone 264; 

In the 4800 block - at all times -
Zone 146; 

In the 4700 block - at all times -
Zone 34; 

From West Sunnyside Avenue to 
West Wilson Avenue — at all times 
- Zone 113; 

From the first alley west of North 
Ashland Avenue, to North Paulina 
Street — at all times — Zone 154; 
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Street Limits 

South Kedvale Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Kedzie Boulevard 

North Lamon Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Linder Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Long Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Long Avenue 
(West side) 

North Major Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Maplewood Avenue 
(East side) 

West Melrose Street 
(South side) 

North Merrimac Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Monticello Avenue 
(Both sides) 

From West 50th Street to the first 
alley south of West 50th Street -
6:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. - Monday 
through Friday - Zone 36; 

From 2455 to 2614 North Kedzie 
Boul'^.vard — at all times — Zone 
100; 

From 4216 through 4228 - at all 
times — Zone 120; 

From West Addison Street to West 
Waveland Avenue — Zone 133; 

From West Argyle Street to West 
Carmen Avenue — at all times — 
Zone 101; 

From West Huron Street, to a 
point 100 feet south of West 
Chicago Avenue, Nor th Long 
Avenue (east side) from a point 
437 feet north of West Huron 
Street, to a point 75 feet south of 
West (jhicago Avenue - 7:00 A.M. 
to 6:00 P.M. - Monday through 
Saturday — Zone 19; 

From West Barry Avenue to the 
first alley south of West Belmont 
Avenue — Zone 233; 

in the 2700 block-
- Zone 346; 

In the 5400 block -
Zone 47; 

at all times 

at all times — 

From the first alley north of North 
A v e n u e , to W e s t W a b a n s i a 
Avenue — at all times — Zone 26; 

From the first alley north of West 
Lawrence Avenue, to West Ainslie 
Street - Zone 146; 
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Street Limits 

North Oak Park Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Oketo Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Oriole Avenue 
(Both sides) 

North Oriole Avenue 
(West side) 

West Prindiville Street 

North Ridgeway Avenue 
(East side) 

North Spaulding Avenue 
(Both sides) 

West Vernon Park Place 
(North side) 

West Wilson Avenue 
(Both sides) 

From West Higgins Avenue to 
West Rascher A v e n u e , W e s t 
Higgins Avenue (north side) from 
North Oak Park Avenue to 67 feet 
west thereof (6740 West Higgins 
Avenue only) at all times — 
Zone 20; 

Between West Rascher Avenue 
and West Catalpa Avenue - at all 
times - Zone 242; 

In the 6800 block - at all times; 

Between West Talcott Avenue and 
West Everell Avenue - 8:00 A.M. 
to 10:00 A.M. - Monday through 
Friday; 

From North S t a v e S t r e e t to 
elevated tracks southwest of North 
Milwaukee Avenue — at all times 
- Zone 102; 

At 2925 through 2931 - 4:00 P.M. 
to 6:00 A.M. - each day - Zone 
141; 

From the first alley north of West 
Lawrence Avenue, to West Ainslie 
Street - at all times — Zone 220; 

From South Morgan Street to 
South Miller Street , and from 
South Carpenter Street to the east 
property line extended of South 
Norton Street — at all times — 
Zone 5; 

In the 2000 block - at all times -
Zone 62; 

West Windsor Avenue In the 3700 block - Zone 107; 
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Street Limits 

West Wrightwood Avenue 
(Both sides) 

West 34th Place 
(North side) 

East 90th Place 
(Both sides) 

From North Kedzie Boulevard to 
a point 142 feet west thereof - at 
all times - Zone 100; 

From the first alley west of South 
Morgan Street, to South Racine 
Avenue, and West 34th Place 
(south side) from the first alley 
west of South Morgan Street, to 
South Aberdeen Street — at all 
times— Zone 355; 

From South St. Lawrence Avenue 
to South Langley Avenue — at all 
times —Zone 129. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Amendment Of Residential Permit Parking Zones, 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Amend ordinance by striking; 

"5600 block of West Cornelia Avenue (both sides) - Zone 10' 

SECTION 2. Amend ordinance by striking; 

"South Lowe Avenue in the 9800 block (west side) - 7:00 A.M. to 5:00 
P.M.-Monday through Friday". 

SECTION 3. Repeal ordinance for West Newport Avenue (north side). 
North Cicero Avenue to the first alley west, extension of Zone 47. 
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SECTION 4. Amend ordinance by striking: 

"South Peoria Street in the 8500 block - at all times". 

SECTION 5. Amend ordinance passed June 22, 1988, pages 14692 -
14700, by striking; 

"North St. Louis Avenue, North Elston Avenue to West Irving Park 
Road - Zone 90". 

SECTION 6. Amend ordinance by striking; 

"5500 block of West Warwick Avenue (both sides) - Zone 133". 

SECTION 7. Amend ordinance by striking: 

"South Whipple Street (west side) from West 46th Street to the first 
alley north of West 47th Street - Zone 252". 

SECTION 8. Amend ordinance by striking: 

"4700 block of North Wolcott Avenue - Zone 126' 

SECTION 9. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Designation Of Service Drives/Diagonal Parking. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 64, Section 030 of the 
Municipal Code ofChicago, portions of the below named streets are hereby 
designated as diagonal parking/service drives, for the following locations; 
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Street Limits 

West Lyndale Avenue 
(South side) 

North Monitor Avenue 
(East side) 

North Washtenaw Avenue 
(East side) 

From North Kilbourn Avenue to 
the r a i l road e m b a n k m e n t --
diagonal parking (91-1345); 

From West Belmont Avenue to the 
first alley south thereof— diagonal 
parking/service drive (91-1383); 

From West Devon Avenue to the 
first alley north thereof — diagonal 
parking/service drive (91-1370). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

ESTABLISHMENT AND AMENDMENT OF SPEED LIMTTATION 
ON PORTIONS OF SPECIFIED STREETS. 

The Committee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(June 27 and September 12, 1990) proposed ordinances to establish and 
amend speed limitations on portions of sundry streets, begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body do Pass the proposed substitute 
ordinances submitted herewith. 
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This recommendation was concurred in by all members of the committee 
present with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman, 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed substitute ordinances 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report were Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows; 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan,.Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said ordinances, as passed, read as follows (the italic heading in each case 
not being a part ofthe ordinance): 

Establishment Of Speed Limitations. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 12, Section 070 of the 
Municipal Code ofthe City ofChicago, the Commissioner of Transportation 
is hereby authorized and directed to establish speed limitations for the 
following; 
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Street Limits 

West43rd Street From South Cicero Avenue to 
South Laporte Avenue; West 44th 
Street, from South Cicero Avenue 
to South Leamington Avenue; and 
West 45th Street, from South 
Cicero Avenue to S o u t h 
Leamington Avenue — 24 miles 
per hour (90-0842). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Amendment Of Speed Limitation. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Amend ordinance passed on June 10, 1959, page 444, 
relating to South Cicero Avenue between West Pershing Road and West 
55th Street - 35 miles per hour, by striking: 

"South Cicero Avenue (both sides) from West 47th Street to West 55th 
Street" (90-1284). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF TRAFFIC LANE TOW-AWAY 
ZONES ON PORTIONS OF SPECIFIED 

STREETS. 

The Conimittee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
report: 
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CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Commissioner on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(June 27 and October 3,1990, September 11 and October 23, 1991) proposed 
ordinances to establish traffic lane tow-away zones on portions of sundry 
streets, begs leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body do Pass the 
proposed substitute ordinance submitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by members of the committee 
present, with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed substitute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows; 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 64 of the Municipal Code of 
Chicago, the following locations are hereby designated as traffic lane tow-
away zones, between the limits and during the times standing or parking of 
any vehicle shall be considered a definite hazard to the normal movement of 
traffic. The Commissioner of Public Works is hereby authorized and 
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directed to install traffic signs designating the hours of prohibition along 
said routes: 

Public Way Limits And Time 

South Archer Avenue 
(North side) 

South Ashland Avenue 
(East side) 

North Cannon Drive 
(East side) 

North Clark Street 
(East side) 

North Francisco Avenue 
(East side) 

North Sangamon Street 
(East side) 

North Seminary Avenue 
(East side) 

West 53rd Street * 
(South side) 

From the west property line of 
South Halsted Street, to a point 
888 feet west thereof — at all times 
(91-1237); 

From the north property line of 
South Archer Avenue, to a point 
600 feet north thereof -- at all 
times (91-2138); 

From North Lake Shore Drive to 
West Fullerton Avenue - 4:00 
P.M. to 6:00 P.M. - no exceptions 
(91-1298); 

From West Diversey Avenue to 
West Armitage Avenue — 4:00 
P.M. to 6:00 P.M. - no exceptions 
(91-1299); 

From a point 30 feet south of West 
Foster Avenue, to a point 60 feet 
south thereof - at all times (91-
1074); 

From a point 20 feet north of West 
Kinzie Street, to a point 80 feet 
north thereof - at all times (90-
0797); 

From a point 105 feet north of 
North Maud Avenue, to a point 25 
feet north thereof - 8:00 A.M. to 
5:00 P.M. -- Monday t h r o u g h 
Friday (90-1420); 

From South Keating Avenue to 
the first alley west thereof - at all 
times (90-1420). 
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SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR ERECTION OF TRAFFIC 
WARNING SIGNS AND TRAFFIC CONTROL 

SIGNALS ON PORTIONS OF 
SUNDRY STREETS. 

The Committee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(September 12, 1990, April 12, June 28, September 11, October 23 , 
November 6 and 14, 1991) proposed orders for traffic warning signs and 
traffic control signals, begs leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body 
do Pass the proposed substitute order transmitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by members of the committee with 
no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman, 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed subst i tute order 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows; 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 
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Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed; 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of Public Works be and the same is 
hereby authorized and directed to erect traffic warning signs on the 
following streets, ofthe types specified: 

Street Type Of Sign 

South Albany Avenue and 
West 57th Street 

"All-Way Stop" sign (91-1300); 

South Albany Avenue for West 
42nd Street 

Stop" sign (91-0313); 

Southbound South Archer Avenue 
at South California Avenue 

Left turn signal (91-0399); 

West Barry Avenue for North 
Mobile Avenue 

'One-Way Stop" sign (91-1271); 

West Belle Plaine Avenue 
for North Hoyne Avenue 

"Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1368); 

South Bishop Street for West 
110th Street 

Stop" sign (91-1351); 

Stopping South Brandon 
Avenue for East 90th Street 

Stop" sign (91-1231); 

North Cleveland Avenue and 
West Menomonee Street 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1364); 

Stopping South Constance 
Avenue for East 77th Street 

Stop" sign (91-1320); 

Stopping South Crandon 
Avenue for East 101st Street 

"Two-Way Stop" sign (90-1166); 
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Street Type Of Sign 

Southbound traffic on North 
Cumberland Avenue at West 
Waveland Avenue, West Grace 
Street and West Byron Street 

North Fairfield Avenue and 
North Ardmore Avenue 

"No Left Turn - 7:00 A.M. to 9:00 
A.M. and 4:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M. -
Monday through Friday" sign 
(91-1268); 

"All-Way Stop"sign (91-1355); 

West Grace Street and 
North Monticello Avenue 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1267); 

Stopping South Hamlin Avenue 
for West 19th Street 

Stop" sign (91-1033); 

South Hamlin Avenue and West 
Hayford Avenue 

Stopping West Huron Street for 
North Sangamon Street 

North Karlov Avenue at West 
Oakdale Avenue 

"All-Way Stop" sign (91-0972); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1263); 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1382); 

Stopping South Karlov Avenue 
for West Adams Street 

"One-Way Stop" sign (91-1257); 

Stopping South Kenton Avenue 
for West 86th Street 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-0997); 

Stopping North Lakewood Avenue 
for West Albion A ven ue 

Stopping South Lawndale Avenue 
for West Hayford Street 

Stopping South Lawndale Avenue 
for West 77th Place 

'One-Way Stop" sign (90-1146); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1244); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1245); 

Stopping South Lawndale 
Avenue for West Pippen Street 

North McVicker Avenue and 
West Wellington Avenue 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1246); 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1269); 
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Street Type Of Sign 

South Merrill Avenue and 
East 77th Street 

South Normandy Avenue and 
West 59th Street 

North Oakley Avenue and 
West McLean Avenue 

North Oakley Avenue and 
West Dickens Avenue 

South Paxton Avenue and 
East 94th Street 

Stopping North Oleander Avenue 
for West Lunt Avenue 

Stopping North Oleander Avenue 
for West Estes Avenue 

South Peoria Street and West 
93rd Street 

Stopping South Spaulding 
Avenue for West 21st Street 

Stopping West Superior Street 
for North Sangamon Street 

Stopping South Trumbull 
Avenue for West 21st Street 

South Wallace Street and 
West 43rd Place 

Stopping South Washtenaw 
Avenue for West 80th Street 

Stopping West 82nd Street 
for South Homan Avenue 

Stopping West 86th Street 
for South Knox Avenue 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1315); 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1377); 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1259); 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1260); 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1234); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1357); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1356); 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1254); 

'Stop" sign (91-1034); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1262); 

Stop" sign (91-1031); 

'All-Way Stop" sign (91-1236); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1003); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-0733); 

'Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1006); 
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Street Type Of Sign 

Stopping East l l l t h Street "Two-Way Stop" sign (91-1232). 
for South Avenue M 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC CLOSURE SIGNS ON 
PORTION OF SOUTH ALBANY AVENUE. 

The Committee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(September 11,1991) a proposed ordinance to install close to traffic signs on 
portions of sundry streets, begs leave to recommend that Your Honorable 
Body do Pass the proposed substitute ordinance submitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by all members of the committee 
present, with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman, 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed substitute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows; 
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Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays-None . ; 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed; 

Be It Ordained by the. City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Commissioner of Transportation is hereby 
authorized and directed to install ''close to traffic" signs at the below listed 
location: 

Public Way Limits And Time 

South Albany Avenue On the 1400 block - 8:00 A.M. to 
9:00 A.M. -- all school days 
(1991/1992) (91-1030). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF WEIGHT LIMITATION ON 
PORTION OF SOUTH STATE STREET. 

The Committee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted the following 
repdrt: 
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CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, to which was referred 
(October 23, 1991) a proposed ordinance to limit the weight of trucks and 
commercial vehicles on a portion of South State Street, begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body do Pass the proposed substi tute 
ordinance submitted herewith. 

This recommendation was concurred in by members of the committee 
present, with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman, 

On motion of Alderman Laurino, the said proposed substitute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows; 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 72, Section 030 of the 
Municipal Code ofthe City ofChicago, limit the maximum weight permitted 
to be carried by any truck or commercial vehicle upon the following public 
ways between the limits indicated (except for the purposes of delivering or 
picking up material or merchandise) shall be as follows: 
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Public Way Limits And Maximum Load 

South State Street From East 87th Street to East 83rd 
Street - 5 tons (91-1228). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force hereinafter 
its passage and publication. 

Failed To Pass - VARIOUS TRAFFIC REGULATIONS, 
TRAFFIC SIGNS, ET CETERA. 

(Adverse Committee Recommendations) 

The Committee on Traffic Control and Safety submitted a report 
recommending that the City Council do not pass sundry proposed ordinances 
and proposed orders (transmitted with the committee report) relating to traffic 
regulations, traffic signs, et cetera. 

Alderman Laurino moved to Concur In the committee's recommendation. 
The question in reference to each proposed ordinance or proposed order 
thereupon became: "Shall the proposed ordinances or proposed orders pass, 
notwithstanding the committee's adverse recommendations?" and the several 
questions being so put, each of the said proposed ordinances and proposed 
orders Failed to Pass by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - None. 

Nays - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The committee report listing said ordinances and orders which failed to pass 
reads as follows: 
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CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: . 

Your Committee on Traffic Control and Safety begs leave to recommend 
that Your Honorable Body Do Not Pass sundry proposed ordinances and 
proposed orders submitted herewith, which were referred to your committee 
(June 27, October 31, November 7, 1990, March 15, May 22, June 28, Ju ly 
24, September 11, October 2, 23, November 6, 22, 27 and December 11,1991) 
concerning traffic regulations and traffic signs, et cetera, as follows: 

Parking Prohibited At All Times: 

West Balmoral Avenue 

North Commonwealth Avenue 
(Westside) 

North Harlem Avenue 

South Western Avenue 

At 1432 (91-1397); 

55 feet north of West Surf Street — 
12 feet (91-0556); 

At 3036 (91-1272); 

Between the south driveway of 
10525 South Western Avenue and 
the north driveway of 10547 South 
Western Avenue (91-1154). 

Parking Prohibited At All Times -- Handicapped: 

North Ashland Avenue 

North Cumberland Avenue 

South Eberhart Avenue 

North Greenview Avenue 

South Hamlin Avenue 

South Harvard Avenue 

South Keating Avenue 

South Kilbourn Avenue 

At 1062 

At 3941 

At 9351 

At381T 

At 1918 

At 9622 

At 6200 

At 5930 
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South Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. At 7746 
Drive 

North Leclaire Avenue At 2025 

South Luna Avenue At 5441 

North Marshfield Avenue At 3948 

North Monitor Avenue At 2545 

West Monroe Street At 2156 

South Normal Avenue At 9514 

South Normal Avenue At 9626 

North Oak Park Avenue At 3658 

South Paulina Street At 3604 

South Peoria Street At 8414 

South Perry Avenue At 8159 

North St. Louis Avenue At 3907 

North West Circle Avenue - At 5933 

West 69th Place At 2101 

East 69th Street At 1517 

East 94th Street At 2652 

Parking Prohibited During Specified Hours: 

West Fletcher Street 

West 57th Street 
(South side) 

At 947, hours 7:00 A.M. to 5:00 
P.M. - all days except Saturday, 
Sunday and holidays (91-1211); 

From South Pulaski Road west to 
the first alley - hours 7:00 A.M. to 
9:00 A.M. (91-0581). 
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Parking Limited: 

South McVicker Avenue 
(East side) 

South Moody Avenue 
(East side) 

South Pulaski Road 

West 31st Street 

West 47th Street 

Loading Zones: 

From West 63rd Street to the first 
alley north thereof — one-hour — 
7:00 A.M. to 9:00 P .M. - n o 
exceptions (91-1156); 

From West 63rd Street to the first 
alley north thereof - one-hour — 
9:00 A.M. to 9:00 P .M. - n o 
exceptions (91-1158); 

At 4731 - 4759 - one-hour - 9:00 
A.M. to 9:00 P .M. - M o n d a y 
through Friday (91-1162); 

Between South Lawndale Avenue 
and the first alley east thereof- 30 
minutes - a t all t imes (91-0284); 

From South Western Avenue to 
South Campbell Avenue — one -
hour - 8:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M. -
Monday through Friday (90-846). 

North Clark Street 

North Halsted Street 

North Harlem Avenue 

West 69th Street 

At 2345, (rear of premises) 9:00 
A.M. to 9:00 P.M. - all days (91-
1292); 

At 1732, (valet service) 6:00 P.M.to 
12:00 Midnight - no except ions 
(91-1290); 

At 3048 - a t a l l t i m e s -• 
exceptions (91-1056); 

At 2422, (91-1148). 

n o 

Miscellaneous Signs: 

North Clark Street (both sides) 
between West Foster Avenue 
and West Bryn Mawr Avenue 

"No Bike Riding On Sidewalks' 
signs (91-1078); 
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West 44th Street and 
South LaCrosse Avenue, 
West 44th Street and 
South Lamon Avenue, 
West 45th Street and South 
LaCrosse Avenue, West 
45th Street, and South 
Lamon Avenue and West 
45th Street and South 
Laporte Avenue. 

"No Parking - Emergency Use 
Only" signs (90-0845). 

Resident Permit Parking Zones. 

South Aberdeen Street 
(Both sides) 

South Carpenter Street 
(Both sides) 

North Glenwood Avenue 
(West side) 

North Kilpatrick Avenue 
(Both sides) 

South May Street 
(Both sides) 

North Meade Avenue 
(Both sides) 

South Racine Avenue 
(East side) 

South Racine Avenue 
(West side) 

From West 32nd Place to West 
34th Place - at all times; 

From West 32nd Place to West 
34th Place - at all times; 

From West Ardmore Avenue to 
West Thorndale Avenue — at all 
times; 

In the 3600 block - at all times; 

From West 32nd Place to West 
34th Place - at all times; 

In the 1700 block - at all times; 

From West 32nd Place to West 
34th Place - at all times; 

From a point 50 feet south of West 
32nd Place, to West 33rd Street. 

Single Direction: 

West Catalpa Avenue In the 4800 and 4900 blocks 
easterly (91-1302); 
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East 121stPlace From S t a t e S t r e e t to E a s t 
Michigan Avenue - westerly (91-
1230). 

Speed Limitation: 

North Pulaski Road From West Bloomingdale Avenue 
to West Armitage Avenue -- 20 
miles per hour (91-1258). 

Traffic Warning Signs And Signals: 

(November 6, 1991) "Stop" signs - east and westbound traffic on West 
Addison Street at North Olcott Avenue (91-1353); 

(October 2, 1991) Left Turn Arrow - at the intersection of South Archer 
Avenue and South California Avenue (91-1141); 

(October 23, 1991) "Stop" signs - on South Avenue G (one-way street 
southerly) at the intersection of East 107th Street (91-1233); 

(November 6, 1991) "All-Way Stop" signs - West Cermak Road and South 
Wolcott Avenue (91-1343); 

(June 28, 1991) "Stop' 'signs - on North Humboldt Boulevard at t he 
intersection of West Wabansia Avenue (91-0753); 

(November 7,1990) "Stop" signs - for north and southbound traffic on South 
Kedzie Avenue at the intersection of West 23rd Street (91-1645); 

(July 24, 1991) "Stop" signs — on South Kilpatrick Avenue at t he 
intersection ofWest 86th Street (91-1002); ^ 

(September 11, 1991) "Stop" signs - at the intersection ofWest 69th Street 
and South Wood Street (91-0993); 

(October 2, 1991) "All-Way Stop" signs - at the intersection of West 46th 
Street and South Homan Avenue (91-1142); 

(July 24,1991) "All-Way Stop" signs - at the intersection of East 76th Street 
and South Dorchester Avenue (91-0806); 

(September 11,1991) "Stop" signs - for east and westbound traffic on West 
81st Place at the intersection ofSouth Springfield Avenue (91-1001); 
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(October 31,1990) "Stop" signs - for east and westbound traffic on East 83rd 
Street and South East End Avenue (90-1473); 

(June 28, 1991) "All-Way Stop" signs - at the intersection of West 95th 
Street and South Racine Avenue (91-0734); 

(October 23,1991) "Stop" signs - for east and westbound traffic on West 99th 
Street and South Throop Street (91-1253). 

Amend Resident Permit Parking Zone: 

Amend ordinance related to West Berwyn Avenue (both sides) in 7600 block 
by striking: "Sundays Only" and inserting: "At All Times". 

Amend Single Direction: 

Amend single direction in the 3800 block of North Kostner Avenue by 
striking: "Southerly" and inserting in lieu thereof: "Northerly" (91-1310). 

These Do Not Pass recommendations were concurred in by all members of 
the committee present with no dissenting votes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) ANTHONY C. LAURINO, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
PUBLIC WAY. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR GRANTS OF PRIVILEGE 
IN PUBLIC WAY. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 
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un CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed ordinances 
transmitted herewith (referred on January 14, 1992) for grants of privilege 
in the public way. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinances transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report were Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said ordinances, as passed, read as follows (the italic heading in each case 
not being a part of the ordinance): 

The BOC Group, Inc.. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 
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SECTION 1. Permission and authority are hereby given and granted to 
The BOC Group, Inc., upon the terms and subject to the conditions of this 
ordinance, to maintain and use as now constructed two (2) eighteen (18) inch 
water pipes under and across South Lumber Street at a point twenty (20) 
feet west of the west line of South Steward Avenue, to be used for the 
purpose of taking water from the north branch of the Chicago River. 
Authority for the above named privilege is herein given and granted for a 
period of five (5) years from and after September 5,1991. 

The location of said privilege shall be as shown on print hereto attached, 
which by reference is made a part ofthis ordinance. Said privilege shall be 
maintained and used in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 
Chicago and the directions of the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation, 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services, the Commissioner of Public 
Works and the Commissioner of General Services. The grantee shall keep 
that portion ofthe public way over or under said privilege in good condition 
and repair, safe for public travel, free from snow, ice and debris to the 
satisfaction ofthe Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 2. The grantee agrees to pay to the City of Chicago as 
compensation for the privilege herein granted the sum of Three Hundred 
and no/100 Dollars ($300.00) per annum, in advance, the first pajrment to be 
made as of date stated in Section 1, and each succeeding payment on the 
same day and month annually thereafter. In case of the termination of the 
privilege herein granted or the grantee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the grantee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation which shall have become due and 
payable under the provisions hereof, until the structures and appliances 
herein authorized are removed and the public way is restored as herein 
required. Further, renewal authority for the continued maintenance and 
use of the public ways as herein described shall be obtained prior to date of 
expiration ofthis ordinance. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance is subject to amendment, modification or 
repeal, and permission and authority herein granted may be revoked by the 
Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services at their discretion, at any 
time without the consent of said grantee. Upon termination ofthe privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the grantee, without cost or 
expense to the City of Chicago, shall remove the structures and appliances 
herein authorized and restore the public way where disturbed by said 
structures or appliances or by the removal thereof, to a proper condition 
under the supervision and to the satisfaction ofthe Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation and in accordance to the City Municipal Code. In the event of 
the failure, neglect or refusal of said grantee so to do, the City ofChicago will 
have the choice of either performing said work and charging the cost thereof 
to said grantee or determining what the cost of said work shall be and billing 
the grantee for said cost. 
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SECTION 4. The insurance company and the grantee, as provided in 
Section 5, will hold and save the City ofChicago harmless from any and all 
liability and expense, including judgments, costs and damages, for removal, 
relocation, alteration, repair, maintenance and restoration of the structures 
or appliances herein authorized and from any and all damages thereto on 
account of the location, construction, alteration, repair or maintenance of 
any public ways, bridges, subways, tunnels, vaults, se\yers, water mains, 
conduits, pipes, poles and other utilities. For the City of Chicago to recover 
from the insurance company and grantee under this Section, it is not 
necessary that the City of Chicago first make said removal, relocation, 
alteration, repair, maintenance or restoration. The Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation is hereby authorized to determine what cost would be 
involved to perform said removaly relocation,; aU^ 
maintenance or restoration. The grantee and the insurance company, upon 
receiving written notification from the Commissioner of Streets and 
Sanitation of the cost shall pay said amount. The decision of t h e 
Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall be final and binding. It shall 
be the responsibility of the grantee to furnish the City of Chicago prior to 
issuance of permit, for this privilege, a copy of proof of insurance (Certificate 
of Insurance) in an amount not less than $1,000,000.00 Combined Single 
Limit with said insurance covering all liability, both Public Liability and 
Property Damage, that may result from the granting of said privilege. The 
grantee must furnish the City of Chicago a Certificate of Insurance which 
names the City of Chicago as additional insured and also clearly indicates 
that the privilege being granted by this ordinance is covered by the 
insurance policy. Certificates renewing insurance must be furnished to the 
Department of General Services, Real Estate Division, no later than 30 days 
prior to expiration of policy. The aforementioned insurance coverage shall 
be maintained at all times by the grantee until the structures or appliances 
described in this ordinance are removed and the public way is restored as 
herein required. 

SECTION 5. The Permittee(s) shall also indemnify and hold harmless the 
City of Chicago for any personal injuries or deaths occurring out of the 
reconstruction, maintenance and operation ofthe (vaults, canopies, etc.) and 
arising out of and including the passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

SECTION 6. The permission and authority herein granted shall not be 
exercised until a permit authorizing same shall have been issued by the 
Commissioner of Gerieral SefVieeis and upon the faithful observance and 
performance of all and singular the conditions and provisions of th i s 
ordinance, and conditioned further to indemnify, keep and save harmless the 
City of Chicago against all liabilities, judgments, costs, damages and other 
expenses which may in any way come against said City in consequence ofthe 
permission given by this ordinance, or which may accrue against, be charged 
to or recovered from said City from or by reason or on account of any act or 
thing done or omitted or neglected to be done by the grantee in and about the 
construction, reconstruction, maintenance, use and removal of said 
structures or appliances and the restoration of the public way as herein 
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required. Said insurance coverage shall be continuing in effect until the 
structures or appliances herein authorized are removed and the public way 
is restored as herein required. 

SECTION 7. The grantee will further be liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation fpr the use ofthe public way. 

SECTION 8. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage; provided said grantee file a written acceptance of this 
ordinance with the City Clerk; provided fur ther , t h a t proof of 
indemnification on behalf of the City of Chicago, as herein requested, and 
payment of the first year's compensation to be paid to the Department of 
General Services. 

[Drawing attached to this ordinance printed on 
page 12867 of this Journal.] 

Carson's The Place for Ribs, Incorporated. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Permission and authority are hereby given and granted to 
Carson's The Place for Ribs, Incorporated, upon the terms and subject to the 
conditions of this ordinance, to construct, maintain and use a grease basin 
adjacent to its premises at 612 North Wells Street. Said grease basin shall 
be five (5) feet in diameter and eight (8) feet in depth and shall be located 
approximately nine (9) feet from the face of the curb line in and along the 
fourteen (14) foot public walkway directly adjacent to 612 North Wells 
Street. Authority for the above named privilege is herein given and granted 
for a period of five (5) years from and after date of passage ofthis ordinance. 

The location of said privilege shall be as shown on print hereto attached, 
which by reference is made a part ofthis ordinance. Said privilege shall be 
maintained and used in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 
Chicago and the directions of the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation, 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services, the Commissioner of Public 
Works and the Commissioner of General Services. The grantee shall keep 
that portion ofthe public way over or under said privilege in good condition 
and repair, safe for public travel, free from show, ice and debris to the 
satisfaction ofthe Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

(Continued on page 12868) 
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Ordinance associated with this drawing printed on pages 
12863 through 12866 of this Journal. 
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(Continued from page 12866) 

SECTION 2. The grantee agrees to pay to the City of Chicago as 
compensation for the privilege herein granted the sum of Three Hundred 
and no/100 Dollars ($300.00) per annum, in advance, the first payment to be 
made as of date stated in Section 1, and each succeeding payment on the 
same day and month annually thereafter. In case ofthe termination ofthe 
privilege herein granted or the grantee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the grantee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation which shall have become due and 
payable under the provisions hereof, until the structures and appliances 
herein authorized are removed and the public way is restored as herein 
required. Further, renewal authority for the continued maintenance and 
use of the public ways as herein described shall be obtained prior to date of 
expiration of this ordinance. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance is subject to amendment, modification or 
repeal, and permission and authority herein granted may be revoked by the 
Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services at their discretion, at any 
time without the consent of said grantee. Upon termination ofthe privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the grantee, without cost or 
expense to the City or Chicago, shall remove the structures and appliances 
herein authorized and restore the public way where disturbed by said 
structures or appliances or by the removal thereof, to a proper condition 
under the supervision and to the satisfaction ofthe Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation and in accordance to the City Municipal Code. In the event of 
the failure, neglect or refusal of said grantee so to do, the City ofChicago will 
have the choice of either performing said work and charging the cost thereof 
to said grantee or determining what the cost of said work shall be and billing 
the grantee for said cost. 

SECTION 4. The insurance company and the grantee, as provided in 
Section 5, will hold and save the City ofChicago harmless from any and all 
liability and expense, including judgments, costs and damages, for removal, 
relocation, alteration, repair, maintenance and restoration ofthe structures 
or appliances herein authorized and from any and all damages thereto on 
account ofthe location, construction, alteration, repair or maintenance of 
any public ways, bridges, subways, tunnels, vaults, sewers, water mains, 
conduits, pipes, poles and other utilities. For the City of Chicago to recover 
from the insurance company and grantee under this Section, it is not 
necessary that the City of Chicago first make said removal, relocation, 
alteration, repair, maintenance or restoration. The Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation is hereby authorized to determine what cost would be 
involved to perform said removal, relocation, a l t e ra t ion , r e p a i r , 
maintenance or restoration. The grantee and the insurance company, upon 
receiving written notification from the Commissioner of Streets and 
Sanitation of the cost shall pay said amount. The decision of the 
Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall be final and binding. It shall 
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be the responsibility of the grantee to furnish the City of Chicago prior to 
issuance of permit, for this privilege, a copy of proof of insurance (Certificate 
of Insurance) in an amount not less than $1,000,000.00 Combined Single 
Limit with said insurance covering all liability, both Public Liability and 
Property Damage, that may result from the granting of said privilege. The 
grantee must furnish the City of Chicago a Certificate of Insurance which 
names the City of Chicago as additional insured and also clearly indicates 
that the privilege being granted by this ordinance is covered by t h e 
insurance policy. Certificates renewing insurance must be furnished tb the 
Department of General Services, Real Estate Division, no later than 30 days 
prior to expiration of policy. The aforementioned insurance coverage shall 
be maintained at all times by the grantee until the structures or appliances 
described in this ordinance are removed and the public way is restored as 
herein required. 

SECTION 5. The Pennittee(s) shall also indemnify and hold harmless the 
City of Chicago for any personal injuries or deaths occurring out of t he 
reconstruction, maintenance and operation ofthe (vaults, canopies, etc.) and 
arising out of and including the passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

SECTION 6. The permission and authority herein granted shall not be 
exercised until a permit authorizing same shall have been issued by the 
Commissioner of General Services and upon the faithful observance and 
performance of all and singular the conditions and provisions of t h i s 
ordinance, and conditioned further to indemnify, keep and save harmless the 
City of Chicago against all liabilities, judgments, costs, damages and other 
expenses which may in any way come against said City in consequence ofthe 
permission given by this ordinance, or which may accrue against, be charged 
to or recovered from said City from or by reason or on account of any act or 
thing done or omitted or neglected to be done by the grantee in and about the 
construction, reconstruction, maintenance, use and removal of sa id 
structures or appliances and the restoration of the public way as herein 
required. Said insurance coverage shall be continuing in effect until the 
structures or appliances herein authorized are removed and the public way 
is restored as herein required. 

SECTION 7. The grantee will further be liable to the City ofChicago for 
the annual compensation for the use of the public way. 

SECTION 8. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage; provided said grantee file a written acceptance of th i s 
ordinance with the City Clerk; provided fu r the r , t h a t proof of 
indemnification on behalf of the City of Chicago, as herein requested, and 
payment of the first year's compensation to be paid to the Department of 
General Services. 

[Drawing attached to this ordinance printed on 
page 12870 of this Journal.] 
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Comtfy'onwealth Edison Company. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Permission and authority are hereby given and granted to 
Commonwealth Edison Company, upon the terms and subject to the 
conditions of this ordinance to maintain and use two (2) retaining walls to 
retain above mentioned company's property at its present grade elevation, 
varying in height from one foot four inches (1'4") to one foot six inches (1'6") 
and varying in width from two feet eight inches (2'8") to three feet one inch 
(3'1") with the base of said walls located two (2) feet below grade at this 
location. Retaining wall Number 1 runs on and along the sidewalk south of 
West Congress Parkway between South Maplewood Avenue and the Chicago 
and Northwestern Railroad tracks a distance of ninety-seven (97) feet. 
Retaining wall Number 2 runs on and along sidewalk on north side ofWest 
Harrison Street, also between South Maplewood Avenue and the right-of-
way ofthe Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Co., at a distance of ninety-
seven (97) feet. The authority herein granted is for a period of five years 
from and after July 7,1990. 

The location of said privilege shall be as shown on print hereto attached, 
which by reference is made a part ofthis ordinance. Said privilege shall be 
maintained and used in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 
Chicago and the directions of the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation, 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services, the Commissioner of Public 
Works and the Commissioner of General Services. The grantee shall keep 
that portion of the public way over or under said privilege in good condition 
and repair, safe for public travel, free from snow, ice and debris to the 
satisfaction ofthe Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 2. The grantee agrees to pay to the City of Chicago as 
compensation for the privilege herein granted the sum of Three Hundred 
and no/100 Dollars ($300.00) per annum, in advance, the first payment to be 
made as of date stated in Section 1, and each succeeding payment on the 
same day and month annually thereafter. In case of the termination of the 
privilege herein granted or the grantee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the grantee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation which shall have become due and 
payable under the provisions hereof, until the structures and appliances 
herein authorized are removed and the public way is restored as herein 
required. Further, renewal authority for the continued maintenance and 
use ofthe public ways as herein described shall be obtained prior to date of 
expiration of this ordinance. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance is subject to amendment, modification or 
repeal, and permission and authority herein granted may be revoked by the 
Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services at their discretion, at any 
time without the consent of said grantee. Upon termination ofthe privilege 
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herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the grantee, without cost or 
expense to the City of Chicago, shall remove the structures and appliances 
herein authorized and restore the public way where disturbed by said 
structures or appliances or by the removal thereof, to a proper condition 
under the supervision and to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation and in accordance to the City Municipal Code. In the event of 
the failure, neglect or refusal of said grantee so to do, the City ofChicago will 
have the choice of either performing said work and charging the cost thereof 
to said grantee or determining what the cost of said work shall be and billing 
the grantee for said cost. 

SECTION 4. The insurance company and the grantee, as provided in 
Section 5, will hold and save the City of Chicago harmless from any and all 
liability and expense, including judgments, costs and damages, for removal, 
relocation, alteration, repair, maintenance and restoration of the structures 
or appliances herein authorized and from any and all damages thereto on 
account of the location, construction, alteration, repair or maintenance of 
any public ways, bridges, subways, tunnels, vaults, sewers, water mains, 
conduits, pipes, poles and other utilities. For the City of Chicago to recover 
from, the insurance company and grantee under this Section, it is not 
necessary that the City of Chicago first make said removal, relocation, 
alteration, repair, maintenance or restoration. The Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation is hereby authorized to determine what cost would be 
involved to perform said removal, relocation, a l t e ra t ion , r epa i r , 
maintenance or restoration. The grantee and the insurance company, upon 
receiving written notification from the Commissioner of Streets and 
Sanitation of the cost shall pay said amount. The decision of the 
Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall be final and binding. It shall 
be the responsibility of the grantee to furnish the Gity of Chicago prior to 
issuance of permit, ior this privilege, a copy of proofjof insurance (Certificate 
of Insurance) in an amount not less than $1,000,|0,0'0.00 Combined Single 
Limit with said insurance covering all liability, both Public Liability and 
Property Damage, that niay result from the granting of said privilege. The 
grantee must furnish the City of Chicago a Certificate of Insurance which 
names the City of Chicago as additional insured and also clearly indicates 
that the privilege being granted by this ordinance is covered by the 
insurance policy. Certificates renewing insurance must be furnished to the 
Department of General Services, Real Estate Division, no later than 30 days 
prior to expiration of policy. The aforementioned insurance coverage shall 
be maintained at all times by the grantee until the structures or appliances 
described in this ordinance are removed and the public way is restored as 
herein required. 

SECTION 5. The Permittee(s) shall also indemnify and hold harmless the 
City of Chicago for any personal injuries or deaths occurring out of the 
reconstruction, maintenance and operation ofthe (vaults, canopies, etc.) and 
arising out of and including the passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 
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SECTION 6. The permission and authority herein granted shall not be 
exercised until a permit authorizing same shall have been issued by the 
Commissioner of General Services and upon the faithful observance and 
performance of all and singular the conditions and provisions of th i s 
ordinance, and conditioned further to indemnify, keep and save harmless the 
City of Chicago against all liabilities, judgments, costs, damages and other 
expenses which may in any way come against said City in consequence ofthe 
permission given by this ordinance, or which may accrue against, be charged 
to or recovered from said City from or by reason or on account of any act or 
thing done or omitted or neglected to be done by the grantee in and about the 
construction, reconstruction, maintenance, use and removal of said 
structures or appliances and the restoration of the public way as herein 
required. Said insurance coverage shall be continuing in effect until the 
structures or appliances herein authorized are removed and the public way 
is restored as herein required. 

SECTION 7. The grantee will further be liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation for the use of the public way. 

SECTION 8. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage; provided said grantee file a written acceptance of th i s 
ordinance with the City Clerk; provided fur ther , t h a t proof of 
indemnification on behalf of the City of Chicago, as herein requested, and 
payment of the first year's compensation to be paid to the Department of 
General Services. 

[Drawings attached to this ordinance printed on pages 
12874 through 12875 of this Journal.] 

Continental Bank N.A.. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Permission and authority are hereby given and granted to 
Continental Bank N. A., upon the terms and subject to the conditions of this 
ordinance, to maintain and use subsurface space, to be used for t h e 
installation of steel sheet-piling for building foundation support. The 
dimensions of and locations of the sheet-piling are as follows: 

(Continued on page 12876) 
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Ordinance associated with this drawing printed on pages 
12871 through 12873 of this Journal. 
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Ordinance associated with this drawing printed on pages 
12871 through 12873 of this Journal. 

I 7 7 i l l .<-/3 I 

- T ' •>• ' I 1 I •* ' 1 1 • ' I H^ 1 I 
la »/ . > • . "SQ , 1 <r\ , « . "i I CM I \ J I . . 

^ ' " i l l ' ' ? ' I 

1 | N 

0 4 5 ^vt 

I N 
I . Ui4?jf_ , 

1 / " ^ 

M 1 r , - •- 5 -' 

.o1r7-y, -^-r 

-HAimiSOH 



12876 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

(Continued from page 12873) 

Under West Division Street; 

The sheet-piling shall be thirty (30) feet in height and approximately 
twelve (12) inches thick, with the lowest portion being installed at a 
depth of approximately thirty-three (33) feet below grade, and the apex 
being approximately three (3) feet below grade. Said piling shall run 
under and along the south line of West Division Street, in an easterly 
direction approximately two and one-half inches (2-^") from the 
grantee's property line, from a point adjacent to the east line of North 
Clark Street, to a point adjacent to the west line of the first north/south 
public alley a total distance of approximately one hundred fifty (150) 
feet. 

Under The North/South Public Alley: 

The sheet-piling under the north/south public alley located at a point 
one hundred fifty (150) feet east ofthe east line of North Clark Street, 
shall be approximately thirty (30) feet in height and approximately 
twelve (12) inches thick. The sheet-piling at this location shall be 
approximately thirty-three (33) feet below grade at the lowest point and 
approximately three (3) feet below grade at the highest point, said piling 
shall run under and along the westerly side of the north/south public 
alley, approximately eight (8) inches, from the grantee's property line in 
a southerly direction a distance of approximately one hundred four feet 
eight and one-half inches (104'8i"). 

Under North Clark Street: 

The dimensions ofthe sheet-piling shall be approximately twenty-seven 
(27) feet in height and approximately twelve (12) inches thick. The 
lowest portion of the piling shall be at a depth of approximately thirty-
three (33) feet below grade and the apex shall be approximately six (6) 
feet below grade. Said piling shall be located under and along the east 
side of North Clark Street in a southerly direction from the south line of 
West Division Street a total distance of approximately one hundred 
thirty-nine (139) feet, and will vary from one-foot five inches (1' 5") to 
five feet eleven inches (5'11") from the grantee's property line. All 
horizontal and diagonal bracing members are to be of a temporary 
nature and will eventually be completely removed. All steel sheet-
piling shall be adjacent to the building located at the southeast corner of 
North Clark Street and West Division Street; for a period of five (5) 
years from and after November 14,1988. 
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The location of said privilege shall be as shown on print hereto attached, 
which by reference is made a part ofthis ordinance. Said privilege shall be 
maintained and used in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 
Chicago and the directions ofthe Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation, 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services, the Commissioner of Publ ic 
Works and the Commissioner of General Services. The grantee shall keep 
that portion ofthe public way over or under said privilege in good condition 
and repair, safe for public travel, free from snow, ice and debris to t h e 
satisfaction of the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

• - . • • • • • • • . 1 • • i . 

SECTION 2. The grantee agrees to pay to the City of Chicago as 
compensation for the privilege herein granted the sum of Seven Hundred 
Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($750.00) per annum, in advance, the first pajrment 
to be made as of date stated in Section 1, and each succeeding payment on 
the same day and month annually thereafter. In case of the termination of 
the privilege herein granted or the grantee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the grantee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation •> which shall have become due and 
payable under the provisions hereof, until the structures and appliances 
herein authorized are removed and the public way is restored as herein 
required. Further, renewal authority, for the continued maintenance and 
use ofthe public ways as herein described shall be obtained prior to date of 
expiration ofthis ordinance. : 

SECTION 3. This ordinance is subject to amendment, modification or 
repeal, and permission and authority herein granted may be revoked by the 
Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services at their discretion, at any 
time without the consent of said grantee. Upon termination ofthe privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the grantee, without cost or 
expense to the City of Chicago, shall remove the structures and appliances 
herein authorized and restore the public way where disturbed by said 
structures or appliances or by the removal thereof, to a proper condition 
under the supervision and to the satisfaction ofthe Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation and in accordance to the City Municipal Code. In the event of 
the failure, neglect or refusal of said grantee so to do, the City ofChicago will 
have the choice of either performing said work and charging the cost thereof 
to said grantee or determining what the cost of said work shall be and billing 
the grantee for said cost. 

SECTION 4. The insurance company and the grantee, as provided in 
Section 5, will hold and save the City of Chicago harmless from any and all 
liability and expense, including judgments, costs and damages, for removal, 
relocation, alteration, repair, maintenance and restoration of the structures 
or appliances herein authorized and from any and all damages thereto on 
account of the location, construction, alteration, repair or maintenance of 
any public ways, bridges, subways,' tunnels, vaults, sewers, water mains, 
conduits, pipes, poles and other utilities. For the City of Chicago to recover 
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from the insurance company and grantee uader this Section, it is not 
necessary that the City of Chicago first make said removal, relocation, 
alteration, repair, maintenance or restoration. The Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation is hereby authorized to determine what cost would be 
involved to perform said removal, relocation, a l te ra t ion , repa i r , 
maintenance or restoration. The grantee and the insurance company, upon 
receiving written notification from the Commissioner of Streets and 
Sanitation of the cost shall pay said amount. The decision of the 
Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall be final and binding. It shall 
be the responsibility of the grantee to furnish the City of Chicago prior to 
issuance of permit, for this privilege, a copy of proof of insurance (Certificate 
of Insurance) in an amount not less than $1,000,000.00 Combined Single 
Limit with said insurance covering all liability, both Public Liability and 
Property Damage, that may result from the granting of said privilege. The 
grantee must fumish the City of Chicago a Certificate of Insurance which 
names the City of Chicago as additional insured and also clearly indicates 
that the privilege being granted by this ordinance is covered by the 
insurance policy. Certificates renewing insurance must be furnished to the 
Department of General Services, Real Estate Division, no later than 30 days 
prior to expiration of policy. The aforementioned insurance coverage shall 
be maintained at all times by the grantee until the structures or appliances 
described in this ordinance are removed and the public way is restored as 
herein required. 

SECTION 5. The Permittee(s) shall also indemnify and hold harmless 
the City of Chicago for any personal injuries or deaths occurring out of the 
reconstruction, maintenance and operation ofthe (vaults, canopies, etc.) and 
arising out of and including the passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

SECTION 6. The permission and authority herein granted shall not be 
exercised until a permit authorizing same shall have been issued by the 
Commissioner of General Services and upon the faithful observance and 
performance of all and singular the conditions and provisions of this 
ordinance, and conditioned further to indemnify, keep and save harmless the 
City of Chicago against all liabilities, judgments, costs, damages and other 
expenses which may in any way come against said City in consequence ofthe 
permission given by this ordinance, or which may accrue against, be charged 
to or recovered from said City from or by reason or on account of any act or 
thing done or omitted or neglected to be done by the grantee in and about the 
construction, reconstruction, maintenance, use and removal of said 
structures or appliances and the restoration of the public way as herein 
required. Said insurance coverage shall be continuing in effect until the 
structures or appliances herein authorized are removed and the public way 
is restored as herein required. 

SECTION 7. The grantee will further be liable to the City ofChicago for 
the annual compensation for the use ofthe public way. 
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SECTION 8. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage; provided said grantee file a written acceptance of this 
ordinance with the City Clerk; provided further , t ha t proof of 
indemnification on behalf of the City ofChicago, as herein requested, and 
payment of the first year's compensation to be paid to the Department of 
General Services. 

[Drawing attached to this ordinance printed on 
page 12880 of this Journal.] 

EXOHO Associates Limited Partnership. 

Be It Ordained by. the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Permission and authority are hereby given and granted to 
EXOHO Associates Limited Partnership, upon the terms and subject to the 
conditions of this ordinance, to maintain and use a sample basin to be used 
for inspectional purposes in connection with the Metropolitan Sanitary 
District (M.S.D.). Said basin shall be approximately forty-eight (48) inches 
in diameter with a depth of approximately eight (8) feet. Said basin is 
located approximately two hundred thirty-one (231) feet south ofthe south 
line ofWest Cortland Street adjacent to the building known as 1824 North 
Besiy Court. Authority for the above named privilege is herein given and 
granted for a period of five (5) years from and after passage ofthis ordinance. 

The location of said privilege, shall be as shown on print hereto attached, 
which by reference is made a part of this ordinance. Said privilege shall be 
maintained and used in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 

; Chicago and the directions of the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation, 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services, the Commissioner of Public 
Works and the Commissioner of General Services. The grantee shall keep 
that portion ofthe public way over or under said privilege in good condition 
and repair, safe for public travel, free from snow, ice and debris to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 2. The grantee agrees to pay to the City of Chicago as 
compensation for the privilege herein granted the sum of Three Hundred 
and no/100 Dollars ($300.00) per annum, in advance, the first payment to be 
made as of date stated in Section 1, and each succeeding payment on the 
same day and month annually thereafter. In case of the termination of the 

(Continued on page 12881) 
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Ordinance associated with this drawing printed on pages 
12873 through 12879 of this Journal. 
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(Continued from page 12879) 

privilege herein granted or the grantee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the grantee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation which shall have become due and 
payable under the provisions hereof, until the structures and appliances 
herein authorized are removed and the public way is restored as herein 
required. Further, renewal authority for the continued maintenance and 
use of the public ways as herein described shall be obtained prior to date of 
expiration of this ordinance. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance is subject to amendment, modification or 
repeal, and permission and authority herein granted may be revoked by the 
Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services at their discretion, at any 
time without the consent of said grantee. Upon termination ofthe privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the grantee, without cost or 
expense to the City of Chicago, shall remove the structures and appliances 
herein authorized and restore the public way where disturbed by said 
structures or appliances or by the removal thereof, to a proper condition 
under the supervision and to the satisfaction ofthe Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation and in accordance to the City Municipal Code. In the event of 
the failure, neglect or refusal of said grantee so to do, the City ofChicago will 
have the choice of either performing said work and charging the cost thereof 
to said grantee or determining what the cost of said work shall be and billing 
the grantee for said cost. 

SECTION 4. The insurance company and the grantee, as provided in 
Section 5, will hold and save the City ofChicago harmless from any and all 
liability and expense, including judgments, costs and damages, for removal, 
relocation, alteration, repair, maintenance and restoration of the structures 
or appliances herein authorized and from any and all damages thereto on 
account of the location, construction, alteration, repair or maintenance of 
any public ways, bridges, subways, tunnels, vaults, sewers, water mains, 
conduits, pipes, poles and other utilities. For the City ofChicago to recover 
from the insurance company and grantee under this Section, i t is not 
necessary that the City of (Chicago first make said removal, relocation, 
alteration, repair, maintenance or restoration. The Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation is hereby authorized to determine what cost would be 
involved to perform said removal, relocation, a l t e ra t ion , r epa i r , 
maintenance or restoration. The grantee and the insurance company, upon 
receiving written notification from the Commissioner of Streets and 
Sanitation of the cost shall pay said amount. The decision of the 
Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall be final and binding. It shall 
be the responsibility of the grantee to furnish the City of Chicago prior to 
issuance of permit, for this privilege, a copy of proof of insurance (Certificate 
of Insurance) in an amount not less than $1,000,000.00 Combined Single 
Limit with said insurance covering all liability, both Public Liability and 
Property Damage, that may result from the granting of said privilege. The 
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grantee must furnish the City of Chicago a Certificate of Insurance which 
names the City of Chicago as additional insured and also clearly indicates 
that the privilege being granted by this ordinance is covered by the 
insurance policy. Certificates renewing insurance must be furnished to the 
Department of General Services, Real Estate Division, no later than 30 days 
prior to expiration of policy. The aforementioned insurance coverage shall 
be maintained at all times by the grantee until the structures or appliances 
described in this ordinance are removed and the public way is restored as 
herein required. 

SECTION 5. The Permittee(s) shall also indemnify and hold harmless 
the City of Chicago for any personal injuries or deaths occurring out of the 
reconstruction, maintenance and operation ofthe (vaults, canopies, etc.) and 
arising out of and including the passive negligence of the City ofChicago. 

SECTION 6. The permission and authority herein granted shall not be 
exercised until a permit authorizing same shall have been issued by the 
Commissioner of General Services and upon the faithful observance and 
performance of all and singular the conditions and provisions of this 
ordinance, and conditioned further to indemnify, keep and save harmless the 
City ofChicago against all liabilities, judgments, costs, damages and other 
expenses which may in any way come against said City in consequence ofthe 
permission given by this ordinance, or which may accrue against, be charged 
to or recovered from said City from or by reason or on account of any act or 
thing done or omitted or neglected to be done by the grantee in and about the 
construction, reconstruction, maintenance, use and removal of said 
structures or appliances and the restoration of the public way as herein 
required. Said insurance coverage shall be continuing in effect until the 
structures or appliances herein authorized are removed and the public way 
is restored as herein required. 

SECTION 7. The grantee will further be liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation for the use of the public way. 

SECTION 8. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage; provided said grantee file a written acceptance of this 
ordinance with the City Clerk; provided fur ther , t h a t proof of 
indemnification on behalf of the City of Chicago, as herein requested, and 
payment of the first year's compensation to be paid to the Department of 
General Services: 

[Drawing attached to this ordinance printed on page 
12883 of this Journal.] 
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Ordinance associated with, this drawing printed on pages 
12879 through 12882 of this Journal. 
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Sears, Roebuck and Company. 
(File Number 8) 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Permission and authority are hereby given and granted to 
Sears, Roebuck and Company, (File Number 8), upon the terms and subject 
to the conditions ofthis ordinance, to maintain and use as now constructed a 
pipe tunnel under and across West Arthington Street, a length of sixty-six 
(66) feet commencing at a point one hundred seventy-six (176) feet west of 
the west line of South Homan Avenue. Said pipe tunnel shall not exceed 
thirty-five (35) inches by thirty-five (35) inches, and shall be used for the 
purpose of conveying water, steam and electricity between the buildings of 
the said grantee situated on both sides ofWest Arthington Street. Authority 
herein granted is for a period of five (5) years from and after July 8,1991. 

The location of said privilege shall be as shown on print hereto attached, 
which by reference is made a part ofthis ordinance. Said privilege shall be 
maintained and used in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 
Chicago and the directions of the Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation, 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services, the Commissioner of Public 
Works and the Commissioner of General Services. The grantee shall keep 
that portion ofthe public way over or under said privilege in good condition 
and repair, safe for public travel, free from snow, ice and debris to the 
satisfaction ofthe Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation. 

SECTION 2. The grantee agrees to pay to the City of Chicago as 
compensation for the privilege herein granted the sum of Three Hundred 
and no/100 Dollars ($300.00) per annum, in advance, the first payment to be 
made as of date stated in Section 1, and each succeeding payment on the 
same day and month annually thereafter. In case of the termination of the 
privilege herein granted or the grantee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the grantee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation which shall have become due and 
payable under the provisions hereof, until the structures and appliances 
herein authorized are removed and the public way is restored as herein 
required. Further, renewal authority for the continued maintenance and 
use of the public ways as herein described shall be obtained prior to date of 
expiration of this ordinance. 

SECTION 3. This ordinance is subject to amendment, modification or 
repeal, and permission and authority herein granted may be revoked by the 
Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services at their discretion, at any 
time without the consent of said grantee. Upon termination ofthe privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the grantee, without cost or 
expense to the City of Chicago, shall remove the structures and appliances 
herein authorized and restore the public way where disturbed by said 
structures or appliances or by the removal thereof, to a proper condition 
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under the supervision and to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation and in accordance to the City Municipal Code. In the event of 
the failure, neglect or refusal of said grantee so to do, the City ofChicago will 
have the choice of either performing said work and charging the cost thereof 
to said grantee or determining what the cost of said work shall be and billing 
the grantee for said cost. 

SECTION 4. The insurance company and the grantee, as provided in 
Section 5, will hold and save the City of Chicago harmless from any and all 
liability and expense, including judgments, costs and damages, for removal, 
relocation, alteration, repair, maintenance and restoration ofthe structures 
or appliances herein authorized and frorii any and all damages thereto on 
account of the location, construction, alteration, repair or maintenance of 
any public ways, bridges, subways, tunnels, vaults, sewers, water mains, 
conduits, pipes, poles and other utilities. For the City of Chicago to recover 
from the insurance company and grantee under this Section, it is not 
necessary that the City of Chicago first make said removal, relocation, 
alteration, repair, maintenance or restoration. The Commissioner of Streets 
and Sanitation is hereby authorized to determine what cost would be 
involved to perform said removal, relocation, a l te ra t ion , r e p a i r , 
maintenance or restoration. The grantee and the insurance company, upon 
receiving written notification from the Commissioner of Streets and 
Sanitation of the cost shall pay said amount. The decision of t h e 
Commissioner of Streets and Sanitation shall be final and binding. It sha!ll 
be the responsibility of the grantee to furnish the City of Chicago prior to 
issuance of permit, for this privilege, a copy of proof of insurance (Certificate 
of Insurance) in an amount not less than $1,000,000.00 Combined Single 
Limit with said insurance covering all liability, both Public Liability and 
Property Damage, that may result from the granting of said privilege. The 
grantee must furnish the City of Chicago a Certificate of Insurance which 
names the City of Chicago as additional insured and also clearly indicates 
that the privilege being granted by this ordinance is covered by the 
insurance policy. Certificates renewing insurance must be furnished to the 
Department of General Services, Real Estate Division, no later than 30 days 
prior to expiration of policy. The aforementioned insurance coverage shall 
be maintained at all times by the grantee until the structures or appliances 
described in this ordinance are removed and the public way is restored as 
herein required. 

SECTION 5. The Permittee(s) shall also indemnify and hold harmless the 
City of Chicago for any personal injuries or deaths occurring out of the 
reconstruction, maintenance and operation ofthe (vaults, canopies, etc.) and 
arising out of and including the passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

SECTION 6. The permission and authority herein granted shall not be 
exercised until a permit authorizing same shall have been issued by the 
Commissioner of General Services and upon the faithful observance and 
performance of all and singular the conditions and provisions of th is 
ordinance, and conditioned further to indemnify, keep and save harmless the 
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City of Chicago against all liabilities, judgments, costs, damages and other 
expenses which may in any way come against said City in consequence ofthe 
permission given by this ordinance, or which may accrue against, be charged 
to or recovered from said City from or by reason or on account of any act or 
thing done or omitted or neglected to be done by the grantee in and about the 
construction, reconstruction, maintenance, use and removal of said 
structures or appliances and the restoration of the public way as herein 
required. Said insurance coverage shall be continuing in effect until the 
structures or appliances herein authorized are removed and the public way 
is restored as herein required. 

SECTION 7. The grantee will further be liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation for the use ofthe public way. 

SECTION 8. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage; provided said grantee file a written acceptance of this 
ordinance with the City Clerk; provided fur ther , t h a t proof of 
indemnification on behalf of the City of Chicago, as herein requested, and 
payment of the first year's compensation to be paid to the Department of 
General Services. 

[Drawing attached to this ordinance printed on 
page 12887 of this Journal.] 

AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH AUTHORIZED 
GRANT OF PRTVILEGE TO RUSH-ROSE, INC. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an amendment to the ordinance 
passed on September 12, 1990, page 20818, Council Journal of Proceedings, 
for Rush-Rose, Inc.. This ordinance was referred to the committee on 
January 14,1992. 

(Continued on page 12888) 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 12887 

Ordinance associated with this drawing printed on pages 
12884 through 12886 of this Journal. 
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(Continued from page 12886) 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members of the committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectively submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays-None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the ordinance passed by the City Council on September 
12, 1990, page 20818, Council Journal of Proceedings, granting permission 
to Rush-Rose, Inc., upon the terms and subject to the conditions of this 
ordinance be and the same is hereby amended by striking out as printed in 
Section 1, the following; . 

"sixty-five (65) feet in length by nine (9) feet in width" 

and inserting in lieu thereof; 

"fifty (50) feet in length by nine (9) feet in width" 
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and striking out as printed in Section 2, the following: 

"the sum of Seven Thousand Nine Hundred Fifty-six ($7,956.00) per 
annum" 

and inserting in lieu thereof; ; 

"Six Thousand One Hundred Twenty ($6,120.00) per annum". . 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its date of passage. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR GRANTS OF PRTVILEGE 
IN PUBLIC WAY (CANOPIES). 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass the proposed orders transmitted 
herewith (referred on January 14, 1992) to maintain and use sundry 
canopies at various locations. 

• s This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chair'man. 
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On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed orders transmitted with the 
foregoing committee report were Passed by yeas and nays as follows; 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, IVIiller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said orders, as passed, read as follows (the italic heading in each case not 
being a part ofthe order): 

Alkis And George Pashos (Doing Business As 
Dutch Cleaners): Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a pemiit to Alkis and George Pashos, doing business as Dutch 
Cleaners ("Permittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public 
right-of-way in West Irving Park Road attached to the building or structure 
located at 5058 West Irving Park Road for a period of three (3) years from 
and after date of passage in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 
Chicago and the plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of 
Public Works and approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services 
and the Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said 
canopy shall not exceed 41 feet in length, nor 3 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Sixty-six and no/100 Dollars ($66.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 
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The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Amoco Properties, Incorporated: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Director of Revenue is hereby authorized to issue a 
permit to Amoco Properties, Incorporated, Inc. ("Permittee") to mainta in 
and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in East Randolph Street 
attached to the building or structure located at 200 East Randolph Street for 
a period of three (3) years from and after October 13,1991 in accordance with 
the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications filed 
with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the Commissioner 
of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal iri charge ofthe Bureau of 
Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 23 feet in length, nor 4 feet in 
width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the' canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officerSj agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Director of Revenue in their discretion without the 
consent ofthe Permittee. Upon termination ofthe privilege herein granted, 
by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the canopy without 
cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Director of Revenue. 
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Archibald Candy Corporation: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Archibald Candy Corporation ('Termittee") to maintain 
and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in North Michigan 
Avenue attached to the building or structure located at 919 North Michigan 
Avenue for a period of three (3) years from and after September 5, 1990 in 
accordance with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and 
specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in 
charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 20 
feet in length, nor 10 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against arid from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The pemiit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Ms. Doris T. Bernardo: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Doris T. Bernardo ("Permittee") to maintain and use one 
(1) canopy over the public right-of-way in West Higgins Avenue attached to 
the building or structure located at 6942 - 6946 West Higgins Avenue for a 
period of three (3) years from and after date of passage in accordance with 
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the ordinances ofthe City of Chicago and the plans and specifications filed 
with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the Commissioner 
of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge ofthe Bureau of 
Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 50 feet in length, nor 4 feet in 
width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Seventy-five and no/100 Dollars ($75.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein, granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Binyon's Restaurant: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Binyon's Restaurant ("Permittee") to maintain and use 
one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in South Plymouth Court 
attached to the building or structure located at 327 South Pljonouth Court 
for a period of three (3) years from and after January 1, 1992 in accordance 
with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago and the plans and specifications 
filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the 
Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge 
of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 10 feet in 
length, nor 6 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
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advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy Without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Caspian Oriental Rugs: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Director of Revenue is hereby authorized to issue a 
permit to Caspian Oriental Rugs ("Permittee") to maintain and use one (1) 
canopy over the public right-of-way in North LaSalle Street attached to the 
building or structure located at 700 North LaSalle Street for a period of 
three (3) years from and after September 22, 1991 in accordance with the 
ordinances ofthe City ofChicago and the plans and specifications filed with 
the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the Commissioner of 
Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 20 feet in length, nor 4 feet in 
width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
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litigatiomarising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
mainteniance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Director of Revenue in their discretion without the 
consent ofthe Permittee. Upon termination ofthe privilege herein granted, 
by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the canopy without 
cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Director of Revenue. 

Chas W. Anderson Funeral Home: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Chas W. Anderson Funeral Home ("Permittee") to 
maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in West 
Armitage Avenue attached to the building or structure located at 4325 
North Armitage Avenue for a period of three (3) years from and after August 
3, 1991 in accordance with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the 
plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and 
approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division 
Marshal in charge ofthe Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not 
exceed 10 feet in length, nor 7 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify a:nd hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
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herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a perinit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Devon Bank, Under Trust Number 5153: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a pemiit to Devon Bank, under Trust Number 5153 ("Permittee") to 
maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in West 
Montrose Avenue attached to the building or structure located at 815 West 
Montrose Avenue for a period of three (3) years from and after August 3, 
1991 in accordance with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago and the plans 
and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and 
approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division 
Marshal in charge ofthe Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not 
exceed 10 feet in length, nor 3 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
of Chicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 
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EMB-State Limited Partnership (Doing Business 
As Papagus): Canopies. f 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of Gerieral Services is hereby author ized 
to issue a permit to EMB-State Limited Par tnership , do ing bus iness a s 
Papagus ("Permittee") to maintain and use six (6) canopies over the publ ic 
right-of-way in North State Street attached to the bui lding or s t r u c t u r e 
located a t 620 North State Street for a period of three (3) years from a n d 
after date of passage in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 
Chicago and the plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of 
Public Works and approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services 
and the Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevent ion. Sa id 
canopies shall not exceed 2 at 9 feet; 2 at 13 feet; 1 at 17 feet and 1 a t 36 feet, 
respectively, in length, nor 4 a t 4 feet; 1 at 9 feet a n d 1 a t 17 f ee t , 
respectively, in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for t h e 
privilege the sum of Three Hundred Eleven and no/100 Dollars ($311.00) p e r 
annum, in advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates t h e 
premises, the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation unti l the canopies are removed. T h e 
Permittee shall renew the privilege herein granted pr ior to the da te of 
expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the Ci ty 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment , or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, u s e , 
maintenance or operation of the canopies, and arising out of and inc lud ing 
the passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in the i r discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon terminat ion of the privi lege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permit tee shal l remove t h e 
canopies without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised unt i l a permit sha l l 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Forman Realty Corporation: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby author ized 
to issue a permit to Forman Realty Corporation ("Permittee") to m a i n t a i n 
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and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in West Sherwin Avenue 
attached to the building or structure located at 1209 West Sherwin Avenue 
for a period of three (3) years from and after January 1, 1992 in accordance 
with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications 
filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the 
Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge 
of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 16 feet in 
length, nor 7 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Gladstone Park Bakery, Inc.: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Gladstone Park Bakery, Inc. ('Termittee") to maintain 
and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in North Milwaukee 
Avenue attached to the building or structure located at 5744 North 
Milwaukee Avenue for a period of three (3) years from and after September 
22, 1991 in accordance with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the 
plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and 
approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division 
Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not 
exceed 50 feet in length, nor 5 feet in width. 
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The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Seventy-five and no/100 Dollars ($75.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Mr. Jack H. Gore: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Jack H. Gore ("Permittee") to maintain and use one (1) 
canopy over the public right-of-way in North Broadway attached to the 
building or structure located at 3838 North Broadway for a period of three 
(3) years from and after August 3,1991 in accordance with the ordinances of 
the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications filed with the 
Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the Commissioner of 
Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 14 feet in length, nor 12 feet 
in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 
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The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a pemiit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

.Hemingway House Condominium Association: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Hemingway House Condominium Association 
('Termittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-
way in North Lincoln Plaza attached to the building or structure located at 
1825 North Lincoln Plaza for a period of three (3) years from and after 
July 7,1991 in accordance with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago and the 
plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and 
approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division 
Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not 
exceed 25 feet in length, nor 17 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annua:l compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
of Chicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 
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The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent ofthe Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Hollywood House: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Hollywood House ('Termittee'') to maintain and use one 
(1) canopy over the public right-of-way in North Sheridan Road attached to 
the building or structure located at 5700 North Sheridan Road for a period of 
three (3) years from and after January 1, 1992 in accordance with the 
ordinances ofthe City ofChicago and the plans and specifications filied with 
the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the Commissioner of 
Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge ofthe Bureau of 
Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 14 feet in length, nor 6 feet in 
width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago, 
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The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services, 

Jaxly, Inc. (Doing Business As Mars Restaurant): Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Jaxly, Inc., doing business as Mars Res taurant 
("Permittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-
way in North Broadway attached to the building or structure located at 3124 
North Broadway for a period of three (3) years from and after date of passage 
in accordance with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and 
specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in 
charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 23 
feet in length, nor 4 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Perinittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein wanted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 
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John, Leo, Inc. (Doing Business As Armando's 
Restaurant): Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Director of Revenue is hereby authorized to issue a 
permi t to John , Leo, Inc., doing business as Armando ' s R e s t a u r a n t 
("Permittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-
way in North Rush Street attached to the building or structure located a t 
735 Nor th Rush Street for a period of three (3) years from and a f t e r 
December 30,1991 in accordance with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago 
and the plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of P u b l i c 
Works and approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and t h e 
Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy 
shall not exceed 13 feet in length, nor 6 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for t h e 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per a n n u m , i n 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annua l compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permit tee sha l l 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the Ci ty 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment , or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use , 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including t h e 
passive negligence ofthe City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Director of Revenue in their discretion wi thou t t h e 
consent of the Permittee. Upon termination ofthe privilege herein g ran ted , 
by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the canopy wi thou t 
cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised unti l a permit sha l l 
have been issued by the Director of Revenue. 

K.F.C. National Management Company: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to K.F.C. National Management Company ("Permittee") to 
maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in W e s t 
Fullerton Avenue atta;ched to the building or s t ructure located a t 4200 
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North Fullerton Avenue for a period of three (3) years from and after 
November 18,1990 in accordance with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago 
and the plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public 
Works and approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the 
Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy 
shall not exceed 75 feet in length, nor 3 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City ofChicago as compensation for the' 
privilege the sum of One Hundred and no/100 Dollars ($100.00) per annum, 
in advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The 
Permittee shall renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of 
expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, . 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and includirig the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

K.T.W., Inc. (Doing Business As Frederics Shoes): Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to K. T. W., Inc., doing business as Frederics Shoes 
('Termittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-
way in South Michigan Avenue attached to the building or structure located 
at 11255 South Michigan Avenue for a period of three (3) years from and 
after May 26,1988 in accordance with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago 
and the plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public 
Works and approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the 
Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention, Said canopy 
shall not exceed 68 feet in length, nor 4 feet in width. 
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The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Ninety-three and no/100 Dollars ($93.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Perinittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

LaSalle National Bank, Under Trust Number 33198: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to LaSalle National Bank, under Trust Number 33198 
('Termittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-
way in West Fullerton Parkway attached to the building or structure located 
at 420 West Fullerton Parkway for a period of three (3) years from and after 
September 15,1991 in accordance with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago 
and the plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public 
Works and approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the 
Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention, Said canopy 
shall not exceed 12 feet in length, nor 7 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 
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The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a pemiit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Metra/Metropolitan Rail: Canopies. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Metra/Metropolitan Rail ("Permittee") to maintain and 
use two (2) canopies over the public right-of-way in North (jlinton and North 
Canal Streets attached to the building or structure located at 115 North 
Clinton and 116 North Canal Streets for a period of three (3) years from and 
after date of passage in accordance with the ordinances of the City of 
Chicago and the plans and specifications filed with the Commissioner of 
Public Works and approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services 
and the Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said 
canopies shall not exceed 209 and 72 feet, respectively, in length, nor 2 at 15 
feet, respectively, in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Three Hundred Thirty-one and no/100 Dollars ($331.00) 
per annum, in advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates 
the premises, the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation until the canopies are removed. The 
Permittee shall renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of 
expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
of Chicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation of the canopies, and arising out of and including 
the passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 
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The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopies without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Mr. Joseph Neisler: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Director of Revenue is hereby authorized to issue a 
permit to Joseph Neisler ("Permittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy 
over the public right-of-way in West Higgins Road attached to the building 
or structure located at 6938 — 6940 West Higgins Road for a period of three 
(3) years from and after May 25, 1991 in accordance with the ordinances of 
the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications filed with t h e 
Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the Commissioner of 
Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 23 feet in length, nor 4 feet in 
width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, i n 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Director of Revenue in their discretion without the 
consent of the Permittee. Upon termination ofthe privilege herein granted, 
by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the canopy without 
cost to the City ofChicago. 
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The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Director of Revenue. 

Neiy Metal Crafts, Inc.: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to New Metal Crafts, Inc., ('Termittee") to maintain and 
use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in North Wells Street 
attached to the building or structure located at 810 North Wells Street for a 
period of three (3) years from and after November 27, 1991 in accordance 
with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications 
filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the 
Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge 
of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 43 feet in 
length, nor 2 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Sixty-eight and no/100 Dollars ($68.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation of the canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 



2/4/92 REPORTS OF COMMTTTEES 12909 

0. M. Nordling Jewelers: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to 0 . M. Nordling Jewelers ('Termittee") to maintain and 
use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in North Clark Street 
attached to the building or structure located at 5249 North Clark Street for a 
period of three (3) years from and after August 4, 1991 in accordance with 
the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications filed 
with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the Commissioner 
of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge ofthe Bureau of 
Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 18 feet in length, nor 4 feet in 
width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

One East Schiller Condominium Association: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to One East Schiller Condominium Associat ion 
('Termittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-
way in East Schiller Street attached to the building or structure located at 1 
East Schiller Street for a period of three (3) years from and after October 26, 
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1991 in accordance with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago and the plans 
and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and 
approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division 
Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not 
exceed 16 feet in length, nor 11 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Park Edgewater Condominium: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Park Edgewater Condominium ("Permittee") to 
maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in North 
Sheridan Road attached to the building or structure located at 6101 North 
Sheridan Road for a period of three (3) years from and after December 30, 
1991 in accordance with the ordinances ofthe City ofChicago and the plans 
and specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and 
approved by the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division 
Marshal in charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention, Said canopy shall not 
exceed 14 feet in length, nor 6 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50,00) per annum, in 
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advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, reniain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Peerless Imported Rugs, Inc.: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Peerless Imported Rugs, Inc. ("Permittee") to maintain 
and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in North Lincoln Avenue 
attached to the building or structure located at 3029 — 3033 North Lincoln 
Avenue for a period of three (3) years from and after October 6, 1989 in 
accordance with the ordinances of,l;he City of Chicago and the plans and 
specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division IN^arshal in 
charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 75 
feet in length, nor 2 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of One Hundred and no/100 Dollars ($100.00) per annum, 
in advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The 
Permittee shall renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of 
expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
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claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon tennination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a perriiit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

Robert's Funeral Home: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Robert's Funeral Home ('Termittee") to maintain and 
use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in South Archer Avenue 
attached to the building or structure located at 2819 South Archer Avenue 
for a period of three (3) years from and after August 3, 1991 in accordance 
with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications 
filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the 
Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge 
of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 9 feet in 
length, nor 6 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago, 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
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herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove t h e 
canopy without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised unti l a permit sha l l 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

.ne we::. i.. 
i Ave: \ a, 
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Stephanie's Unisex: Canopy. . inas 
teres: ,e 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby author ized 
to issue a permit to Stephanie's Unisex ('Termittee") to ma in ta in and use 
one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in South Morgan Street a t t ached 
to the building or structure located at 3118 South Morgan Street for a period 
of three (3) years from and after date of passage in accordance with t h e 
ordinances ofthe City ofChicago and the plans and specifications filed w i t h 
the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by the Commissioner of 
Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge of the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 8 feet in length, nor 4 feet i n 
width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for t h e 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per a n n u m , i n 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises , 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permi t tee sha l l 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the Ci ty 
of Chicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment , or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, u se , 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including t h e 
passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in the i r discret ion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privi lege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permit tee shal l remove t h e 
canopy without cost to the City ofChicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised unt i l a permit sha l l 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 
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Streeterville Center Condominium Association: Canopy. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to Streeterville Center Condominium Association 
("Permittee") to maintain and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-
way in East Erie Street attached to the building or structure located at 233 
East Erie Street for a period of three (3) years from and after April 22, 1990 
in accordance with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and 
specifications filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by 
the Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in 
charge of the Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopy shall not exceed 41 
feet in length, nor 21 feet in width. 

The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Sixty-six and no/100 Dollars ($66.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
ofChicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation of the canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

White Hen Pantry, Inc.: Canopies. 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to White Hen Pantry, Inc. ('Termittee") to maintain and 
use seven (7) canopies over the public right-of-way in South Dearborn Street 
attached to the building or structure located at 600 South Dearborn Street 
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for a period of three (3) years from and after date of passage in accordance 
with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications 
filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by t h e 
Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge 
ofthe Bureau of Fire Prevention. Said canopies shall not exceed 10 feet in 
length, nor 3 feet in width. 

The Permittee-shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Three Hundred Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($350.00) per 
annum, in advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the 
premises, the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of 
Chicago for the annual compensation until the canopies are removed. The 
Permittee shall renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of 
expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
of Chicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out of the construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
riiaintenance or operation of the canopies, and arising out of and including 
the passive negligence of the City of Chicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopies without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of Gerieral Services. 

312 Randolph Partnership: Canopy: ' " 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of General Services is hereby authorized 
to issue a permit to 312 Randolph Partnership ("Permittee") to maintain and 
use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in West Randolph Street 
attached to the building or structure located at 312 West Randolph Street for 
a period of three (3) years from and after December 15, 1991 in accordance 
with the ordinances of the City of Chicago and the plans and specifications 
filed with the Commissioner of Public Works and approved by t h e 
Commissioner of Inspectional Services and the Division Marshal in charge 
of the Bureau of Fire Prevention, Said canopy shall not exceed 12 feet in 
length, nor 8 feet in width. 
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The Permittee shall pay to the City of Chicago as compensation for the 
privilege the sum of Fifty and no/100 Dollars ($50.00) per annum, in 
advance. In the event the Permittee transfers title or vacates the premises, 
the Permittee shall, nevertheless, remain liable to the City of Chicago for 
the annual compensation until the canopy is removed. The Permittee shall 
renew the privilege herein granted prior to the date of expiration. 

The Permittee shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City 
of Chicago, its officers, agents and employees, against and from any expense 
claim, controversy, damage, personal injury, death, liability, judgment, or 
litigation arising out ofthe construction, repair, replacement, cleaning, use, 
maintenance or operation ofthe canopy, and arising out of and including the 
passive negligence ofthe City ofChicago. 

The permit shall be subject to amendment, modification or revocation by 
the Mayor and the Commissioner of General Services in their discretion 
without the consent of the Permittee. Upon termination of the privilege 
herein granted, by lapse of time or otherwise, the Permittee shall remove the 
canopy without cost to the City of Chicago. 

The privilege herein granted shall not be exercised until a permit shall 
have been issued by the Commissioner of General Services. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROVAL OF PLAT OF CASIMIR 
PULASKI n RESUBDTVISION AT SOUTHWEST 

CORNER OF WEST 59TH STREET AND 
SOUTH NATCHEZ AVENUE. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass a proposed ordinance 
authorizing and directing the approval of a plat of Casimir Pulaski II 
Resubdivision located at the southwest corner ofWest 59th Street and South 
Natchez Avenue and having a frontage of 133.51 feet on West 59th Street 
and a frontage of 120.00 feet on South Natchez Avenue. This ordinance was 
referred to the committee on January 14,1992. 
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This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe conimittee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing coinmittee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone ~ 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed; 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Superintendent of Maps, Ex Officio Examiner of 
Subdivisions, is hereby authorized and directed to approve a plat of Casimir 
Pulaski n Resubdivision located at the southwest corner ofWest 59th Street 
and South Natchez Avenue and having a frontage of 133.51 feet on West 
59th Street and a frontage of 120.00 feet on South Natehez Avenue, as shown 
on the attached plat, when the necessary certificates are shown on said plat 
for Thomas Flannery (File No. 18-23-92-1651). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

[Plat attached to this ordinance printed on 
page 12918 of this Journal.] 
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Ordinance associated with this plat printed on pages 
12916 through 12917 of this Journal. 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROVAL OF PLAT OF OU-SUNG 
RESUBDRaSION AT NORTHWEST CORNER 

OF WEST 35TH STREET AND SOUTH 
OAKLEY AVENUE. 

The Coinmittee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report; 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an ordinance authorizing and 
directing the approval of a plat of Ou-Sung Resubdivision located at the 
northwest corner ofWest 35th Street and South Oakley Avenue and having 
a frontage of 108.75 feet on West 35th Street and a frontage of 115.06 feet on 
South Oakley Avenue for Yam-Lai Sung. This ordinance was referred to the 
committee on January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe coinmittee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing Vote. The motion was 
lost. 
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The following is said ordinance as passed; 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Superintendent of Maps, Ex Officio Examiner of 
Subdivisions, is hereby authorized and directed to approve a plat of Ou-Sung 
Resubdivision located at the northwest corner of West 35th Street and South 
Oakley Avenue and having a frontage of 108.75 feet on West 35th Street and 
a frontage of 115.06 feet on South Oakley Avenue for Yam-Lai Sung, as 
shown on the attached plat, when the necessary certificates are shown on 
said plat for Mr. Yam-Lai Sung (File No. 31-12-92-1652). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

[Plat attached to this ordinance printed on 
page 12921 of this Journal.] 

AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROVAL OF PLAT OF WESTPORT 
COMMONS SUBDTVISION ON PORTIONS OF 

WEST 87TH STREET AND SOUTH 
KEDZIE AVENUE. 

The Coinmittee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report; 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass a proposed ordinance 
authorizing and directing the approval of a plat of Westport Commons 
Subdivision, having a frontage of approximately 1,100 feet on the north side 
ofWest 87th Street and a frontage of approximately 1,200 feet on the west 
side of South Kedzie Avenue. This ordinance was referred to the committee 
on January 14,1992. -' 

(Continued on page 12922) 
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foil Ordinance associated with this plat printed on pages 
12919 through 12920 of this Journal. 
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DESCRIBED HEREON, AND THAT I HAVE CAUSED SAID 
PROPERTY TO BE SURVEYED ANO SUBDIVIDED FOR THE 
USES AND PURPOSES AS SHOWN HEREON. 
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THAT 1 AH THE OUNW OF P A H OF THE PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREON, AND THAT I HAVE UUSED SAID 
PROPERTY TO BE SURVEYED AND SUBDIVIDED FOR THE 
USES AND PURPOSES AS SHOWN HEREON. 

DATED THIS OAT or A.D. 19 

DATED THIS DAT OF A.D. 19 
OWHEt 

OWNER 

STATE OF ILLINOIS)-, 
COUNTY OF COOK ) * * 

1, A NOTARY PUBLIC IN 
AND rot SAID COUHTV IM THL STATE AFORESAID, 00 
HEREBY CERTIFY THAT 
WHO IS PERSONALLY KWOUH TO HE TO K THE 5AHE 
PERSON WHOSE NAME IS SUBSCRIBED TO THE 
FOREGOING INSTKUHENT AS OWNER AND LEGAL HOLDER 
or NOTES, APPEARED BEFORE HE THIS DAY IR 
PERSON AND ACKNOWLEDGED THAT HE SIGNED, SEALED 
AND DELIVERED THE SAID INSTRUMENT AS HIS TREE 
AND VOLUNTARY ACT ANO DEED AS OWNER AND LEGAL 
HOLDER OF NOTES AS AFORESAID, FOR THE USES AND 
PURPOSES THEREIN S H FORTH. 

GIVEN UNDER HY HAND ARD 
DAY or 

NOTARIAL SEAL THIS 

STATE or ILLIROIS)., 
COUNTY or COOK ) * * 

I. A NOTARY PUBLIC IM 
ANO FOR SA!D COUNTY IH THE STATE ArORESAlD, OO 
HEREBY CERTirr THAT • 
WHO IS PERSONALLY KHOUN TO HE TO BE TUE SAKE 
PERSON WHOSE NAME IS SUBSCRIBED TO THE 
FOREGOING INSTRUMENT AS OWNER ARD LEGAL HOLDER 
or NOTES, APPEARED BEEORE HE THIS DAY IN 
PERSON AND ACKNOWLEDGED THAT HE SIGNED, SEALED 
AND DELIVERED THE SAID INSTRUHEHT AS HIS PREE 
AND VOLUNTARY ACT AND DEED AS OWNER AMD LEGAL 
HOLDER or NOTES AS ArORESAlD, FOR THE USES AND 
PURPOSES THUEIN SET FORTH. 

GIVEN UNDER MY HARD AND 
DAY o r 

NOTARIAL SEAL THIS 
A.D. 19 . 

ROTARY PUBLIC 
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(Continued from page 12920) 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members of the committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman, 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Superintendent of Maps, Ex Officio Examiner of 
Subdivisions, is hereby authorized and directed to approve a proposed plat of 
Westport Commons Subdivision, having a frontage of approximately 1,100 
feet on the north side of West 87th Street and a frontage of approximately 
1,200 feet on the west side of South Kedzie Avenue as shown on the attached 
plat, when the necessary certificates are shown on said plat for the American 
National Bank and Trust Company of Chicago, as Trustee, Trust No. 
109406-09 (File No. 35-18-91-1641). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

[Plat attached to this ordinance printed on 
page 12923 of this Journal.] 
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Ordinance associated with this plat printed on pages 
12920 through 12922 of this Journal. 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROVAL OF PLAT OF WOODS 
RESUBDRaSION ON PORTION OF NORTH 

GREENVIEW AVENUE. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an ordinance authorizing and 
directing the approval of a plat of Woods Resubdivision located on the west 
side of North Greenview Avenue 118.50 feet north ofthe north line ofWest 
Altgeld Street, having a frontage of 113.16 feet along the west side of North 
Greenview Avenue. This ordinance was referred to the committee on 
January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

TVays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 
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The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Superintendent of Maps, Ex Officio Examiner of 
Subdivisions, is hereby authorized and directed to approve a plat of Woods 
Resubdivision located on the west side of North Greenview Avenue 118.50 
feet north ofthe north line ofWest Altgeld Street and having a frontage of 
113.16 feet along the west side of North Greenview Avenue, as shown on the 
attached plat, when the necessary certificates are shown on said plat for 
Anthony and Mary T. Bonomo (File No. 29-32-92-1655). 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

[Plat attaiched to this ordinance printed on 
page 12926 of this Journal.] 

VACATION OF PORTION OF WEST GEORGE STREET 
EAST OF NORTH SHEFFIELD AVENUE. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass a proposed ordinance for 
American National Bank vacating the north 9.75 feet of the west 125 feet of 
that part of West George Street east of North Sheffield Avenue. This 
ordinance was referred to the committee on September 26,1991. 

(Continued on page 12927) 
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Ordinance associated with this plat printed on pages 
12924 through 12925 of this Journal. 
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(Continued from page 12925) 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

WHEREAS, The ordinance passed by the City Council October 2, 1991 
(page 6451) providing for "Vacation of Portion ofWest George Street east of 
North Sheffield Avenue" was not recorded within the 90-day time period as 
provided in said ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, It is necessary to pass a new ordinance to extend the time for 
recording; and 

• ^ • • • • . . . . • • 

WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Chicago, after due 
investigation and consideration, has determined that the nature and extent 
ofthe public use and the public interest to be subserved is such as to warrant 
the vacation of part of public street described in the following ordinance; 
now, therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 
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SECTION 1. All that part ofWest George Street lying south ofthe north 
line ofthe south 33 feet of Block 5; lying north ofthe north line ofthe south 
23.25 feet of Block 5; lying east ofthe east line ofthe west 33 feet of Block 5; 
and lying west of the east line of the west 158 feet of Block 5, all in Canal 
Trustee's Subdivision of the east half of Section 29, Township 40 North, 
Range 14 East of the Third Principal Meridian; said part of public street 
herein vacated being further described as the north 9.75 feet ofthe west 125 
feet of that part of West George Street east of North Sheffield -- venue, as 
colored in red and indicated by the words "To Be Vacated" on tl drawiag 
hereto attached, which drawing for greater certainty, is herebjr .*• de a part 
ofthis ordinance, be and the same is hereby vacated and closed, i smuch as 
the same is no longer required for public use and the public inte;, :3t will be 
subserved by such vacation. 

SECTION 2. The City of Chicago hereby reserves for the benefit of the 
Commonwealth Edison Company, their successors or assigns an easement to 
operate, maintain, construct, replace, and renew overhead poles, wires, and 
associated equipment, and underground conduit, cables and associated 
equipment for the transmission and distribution of electric energy under, 
over, and along that part of West George Street as herein vacated with the 
right of ingress and egress. 

SECTION 3. The vacation herein provided for is made upon the express 
condition that within 90 days after the passage of this ordinance, the 
American National Bank and Trust Company, as Trustee, Trust No. 109085-
07 shall pay or cause to be paid to the City of Chicago as compensation for 
the benefits which will accrue to the owner of the property abutting said 
part of public street hereby attached, the sum of Thirty-two Thousand and 
no/100 Dollars ($32,000.00), which sum in the judgment ofthis body will be 
equal to such benefits. 

SECTION 4. The vacation herein provided for is made upon the express 
condition that within 90 days after the passage of this ordinance, the 
American National Bank and Trust Company, as Trustee, Trust No. 109085-
07 shall file or cause to be filed for record in the Office of the Recorder of 
Deeds of Cook County, Illinois, a certified copy of this ordinance, together 
with an attached drawing approved by the Superintendent of Maps. 

SECTION 5. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

[Drawing attached to this ordinance printed on 
page 12929 of this Journal.] 
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Ordinance associated with this drawing printed on pages 
12925 through 12928 of this Journal. 

A 
Canal Trustees Sub. of E. 1/2 Section 2 9 - 4 0 - 1 4 

"B" 
Sub. of part of W. i/2 of Block 5 in CT. Sub. etc. (See "A") 

"C" 
Frends M. Borton's Sub. of Lot 2 in Block 2 in Sub. of port of W. 1/2 cf 
Block 5 in CT Sub. etc. (See A") 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR CONSTRUCTION OF RECESSED 
VEHICLE BAY ADJACENT TO 305 WEST 

FULLERTON PARKWAY. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass a proposed order requesting 
that the Commissioner of Transportation is authorized and directed to give 
permission to establish a recessed bay in front ofthe premises located at 305 
West Fullerton Parkway. This order was referred to the committee on 
January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed order transmitted with the 
foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Gar L ,̂ Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 

I ( 
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Ordered, That the Commissioner of Transportation is hereby authorized 
and directed to grant permission to Doris Adelstein, Manager, for the 
construction of a recessed bay for vehicles to pull over to the front of the 
building located at 305 West Fullerton Parkway. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR INSTALLATION OF CURB ATTACHED 
SIDEWALK ON PORTION OF NORTH 

DRAKE AVENUE. 

The Coinmittee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an order authorizing the 
Commissioner of Transportation to install a curb attached sidewalk on the 
west side of North Drake Avenue from a point 5 feet south ofWest Peterson 
Avenue to a point 125 feet south thereof. This order was referred to the 
committee on January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members of the committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed order transmitted with the 
foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 
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Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of Transportation is hereby authorized 
and directed to allow the installation of a curb attached sidewalk at the 
following location: 

west side of North Drake Avenue from a point 5 feet south of West 
Peterson Avenue to a point 125 feet south thereof. 

CONSIDERATION FOR TRAFFIC CLOSURE ON 
WEST 30TH STREET AT SOUTH 

TROY STREET. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an order authorizing the 
Commissioner of Transportation to give consideration to the closing ofWest 
30th Street at South Troy Street to vehicular traffic. This order was referred 
to the committee on January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 
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On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed order transmitted with the 
foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of Transportation is hereby authorized 
and directed to give consideration to the closing ofWest 30th Street at South 
Troy Street to vehicular traffic. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXEMPTION OF CRESTWOOD 
MANAGEMENT FROM PHYSICAL BARRIER 

REQUIREMENT PERTAINING TO ALLEY 
ACCESSIBILITY FOR PARKING 

FACILITY FOR 5966 WEST 
MIDWAY PARK. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass a proposed substitute ordinance 
requesting that the Commissioner of Transportation exempt Crestwood 
Management from the provisions requiring, barriers as a prerequisite to 
prohibit alley egress and/or ingress to the parking facility located at 5966 
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West Midway Park. Original order was referred to tue committee on 
November 27,1991. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members of the conimittee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed substitute ordinance 
transmitted with the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays 
as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle^ Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49, 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 33-19.1 of the Municipal Code of 
Chicago, the Commissioner of Public Works is hereby authorized arid 
directed to exempt Crestwood Management of 525 North Austin Boulevard, 
Chicago, Illinois, from the provisions requiring barriers as a prerequisite to 
prohibit alley ingress and/or egress to parking facilities for 5966 West 
Midway Park. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage and publication. 
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AUTHORIZATION FOR EXEMPTION OF ELM ELECTRIC 
COMPANY, INC. FROM PHYSICAL BARRIER 

REQUIREMENT PERTAINING TO ALLEY 
ACCESSIBILTTY FOR PARKING 

FACILTTY ADJACENT TO 
3364 NORTH PULASKI 

ROAD. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass a proposed ordinance requesting 
that the Commissioner of Transportation exempt Elm Electric Company, 
Inc. from the provisions requiring barriers as a prerequisite to prohibit alley 
egress and/or ingress to the parking facility located at 3364 North Pulaski 
Road. This ordinance was referred to the committee on January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 
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The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 10-20-210 of the Municipal Code of 
Chicago, the Commissioner of Transportation is hereby authorized and 
directed to exempt the Elm Electric Company, Inc., 3364 North Pulaski 
Road, from the provisions requiring barriers as a prerequisite to prohibit 
alley ingress and/or egress to the parking facility adjacent thereto. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force upon its 
passage and publication. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXEMPTION OF MR. TOM LIGHTER 
FROM PHYSICAL BARRIER REQUIREMENT PERTAINING 

TO ALLEY ACCESSIBILTTY FOR PARKING FACILITY 
ADJACENT TO 3929 NORTH CENTRAL 

PARK AVENUE. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an ordinance requesting that 
the Commissioner of Transportation exempt Tom Lichter from the 
provisions requiring barriers as a prerequisite to prohibit alley egress and/or 
ingress to the parking facility located at 3929 North Central Park Avenue. 
This ordinance was referred to the committee on January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman, 
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On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee repdrt was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 10-20-210 ofthe Municipal Code of 
Chicago, the Commissioner of Transportation is hereby authorized and 
directed to exempt Tom Lichter, 3929 North Central Park Avenue, from the 
provisions requiring barriers as a prerequisite to prohibit alley ingress 
and/or egress to the parking facility adjacent thereto. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force upon its 
passage and publication. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR EXEMPTION OF TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
CORPORATION FROM PHYSICAL BARRIER REQUIREMENT 

PERTAINING TO ALLEY ACCESSIBILTTY FOR 
PARKING FACILITY FOR 7600 NORTH 

BOSWORTH AVENUE. 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the 
following report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 
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Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an ordinance requesting that 
the Commissioner of Transportat ion exempt Technical Assistance 
Corporation from the provisions requiring barriers as a prerequisite to 
prohibit alley egress and/or ingress to the parking facility located at 7600 
North Bosworth Avenue. This ordinance was referred to the committee on 
January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce "ote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugaij Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays - None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 10-20-210 of the Municipal Code of 
Chicago, the Commissioner of Public Works is hereby authorized and 
directed to exempt Technical Assistance Corporation of 7600 North 
Bosworth Avenue from the provisions requiring barriers as a prerequisite to 
prohibit alley ingress and/or egress to parking facilities for 7600 North 
Bosworth Avenue. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage and publication. 
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HONORARY DESIGNATION OF PORTION OF WEST 79TH 
STREET AS "A. WALI MUHAMMAD STREET". 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Adopt a proposed resolution 
authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to take the necessary 
action to install "A. Wali Muhammad Street" honorary street signs on 79th 
Streeti between Lowe Avenue and Halsted Street; This resolution was 
referred to the committee on January 14,1992. ' 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairm.an. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed resolution transmitted 
with the foregoing committee report was Adopted by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said resolution as adopted: 
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WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhammad, late Editor-in-Chief of the Final 
Call newspaper, national headquarters located in Chicago, Illinois; and 

WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhammad, came from Allah on March 26,1954 
and returned to Allah on December 26,1991; and 

WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhammad was raised in Chicago, Illinois and 
Washington, D.C; and 

WHEREAS, He was a quick thinker, accomplished athlete, honor student 
and All-American football player; and 

WHEREAS, He attended Howard University, Cornell University and 
American University, before joining the Final Call newspaper as the Editor; 
and 

WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhammad distinguished himself as an 
outstanding journalist - whose creative contribution in that field remains as 
a tribute to his tireless work for justice and defending the poor and 
oppressed; and 

WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhammad had the honor and distinction of 
being a student of the teachings of the Honorable Elijah Muhammad 
through the unique tutelage of the Honorable Louis Farrakhan, National 
Representative ofthe Honorable Elijah Muhammad and the Nation of Islam; 
and 

WHEREAS, He was recipient of the 1991 John B. Russwurm Editorial 
Excellence Award and numerous community service awards; and 

WHEREAS, He hosted, with distinction, a Chicago Cable program 
entitled "What's Going On" and served as the Public Relations Director for 
the City of Harvey, Illinois; and 

WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhammad gained a worldwide reputation of 
eminent spiritual endowment and a prolific worker and servant ofthe people 
having served as the Press Relations Officer for the Honorable Louis 
Farrakhan and the Nation of Islam. Additionally, in 1988, he was given the 
prestigious assignment of Assistant to the Honorable Louis Farrakhan; and 

WHEREAS, His honesty and upright conduct was not merely a matter of 
policy or convenience but the embodiment of the principles of (a) faith, (b) 
doing right, being an example to others to do right and having the power to 
see that right and truth prevails and (c) eschewing wrong, being an example 
to others to eschew wrong and having the power to see that wrong and 
injustice are defeated. He lived his life as if he was in the presence of Allah; 
and 
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WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhammad was happily married to Sis ter 
Zenobia for thirteen years, and a loving father of six children: three sons, 
Akmal, Luginan, and Farrakhan; and three daughters. Crescent, Amira and 
Zainab; and 

WHEREAS, Other family members included his father, Simeon Booker, 
Jr., Bureau Chief, Washington, D.C, Bureau of Jet Magazine; his mother, 
Thelma Booker; brother, Simeon III; sister, Theresa Booker-Bryant; 
nephew, Simeon TV; and nieces, Rita Booker and Helen Bryant; and 

WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhaminad stood out firmly for justice to all - he 
remained firm in faith, and consorted not with evil or hypocrisy; and 

WHEREAS, Abdul Wali Muhammad was indeed an inspiration to so 
many during his lifetime, leaving a legacy of sharing and caring; now, 
therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members ofthe City Council, 
gathered here this fourteenth day of January, 1992, do hereby honorarily 
designate for posterity the name and life of Abdul Wali Muhammad by 
honorarily naming West 79th Street, between South Lowe Avenue and 
South Halsted Street, "A. Wali Muhammad Street"; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That suitable copies of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Abdul Wali Muhammad and the Nation of Islam. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR DESIGNATION OF 6600 BLOCK 
OF SOUTH STEWART AVENUE AS "REVEREND 

GEORGE B. HUNTER, SR. DRIVE". 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an ordinance authorizing the 
Commissioner of Transportation to take the necessary action for installation 
of "Reverend George B. Hunter, Sr. Drive" honorary street signs on the 6600 
block of South Stewart Avenue. This ordinance was referred to the 
committee on January 14,1992. 
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This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed ordinance transmitted with 
the foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays —None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said ordinance as passed: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Pursuant to an ordinance passed by the City Council on 
December 3, 1984, printed on pages 11459 - 11460 of the Journal of the 
Proceedings of said date, which authorizes erection of honorary street name 
signs, the Commissioner of Transportation shall take the necessary 
measures for standardization of the 6600 block of South Stewart Avenue as 
"Reverend George B. Hunter, Sr. Drive". 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force upon its 
passage and publication. 
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CONSIDERATION FOR HONORARY DESIGNATION OF 
PORTION OF WEST 69TH STREET AS "ELDER 

JOHNIE BENNTE WHEELER STREET". 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an order authorizing t h e 
Commissioner of Transportation to take the necessary action to instal l 
"Elder Johnie Bennie Wheeler Street" honorary street signs on West 69th 
Street, between South Laflin Avenue and South Justine Street. This order 
was referred to the committee on January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members ofthe committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed order transmitted with the 
foregoing committee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 
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Ordered, That the Commissioner of Transportation is hereby authorized 
and directed to give consideration to honorarily designate West 69th Street, 
from South Laflin Avenue to South Justine Street, memorializing the street 
to "Elder Johnie Bennie Wheeler Street". 

CONSIDERATION FOR HONORARY DESIGNATION OF 
PORTION OF WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD AS 

"REVEREND DR. SHELVIN JEROME 
HALL DRTVE". 

The Committee on Transportation and Public Way submitted the following 
report: 

CHICAGO, January 29,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Your Committee on Transportation and Public Way begs leave to 
recommend that Your Honorable Body Pass an order authorizing the 
Commissioner of Transportation to take the necessary action to install 
"Reverend Dr. Shelvin Jerome Hall Drive" honorary street signs on West 
Jackson Boulevard, from Austin Boulevard to Cicero Avenue. This order 
was referred to the committee on January 14,1992. 

This recommendation was concurred in unanimously by a viva voce vote of 
the members of the committee with no dissenting vote. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) PATRICK M. HUELS, 
Chairman. 

On motion of Alderman Huels, the said proposed order transmitted with the 
foregoing cotnmlttee report was Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 
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Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of Transportation is hereby authorized and 
directed to give consideration to honorarily designate West Jackson 
Boulevard, from Austin Boulevard to Cicero Avenue, memorializing the street 
to "Reverend Dr. Shelvin Jerome Hall Drive". 

COMMITTEE ON ZONING. 

Action Deferred - APPROVAL OF ZONING EXCEPTIONS 
FOR CHANGE OF LICENSEE AND CONTINUED 

OPERATION OF TAVERNS AT 
DESIGNATED LOCATIONS. 

The Committee on Zoning submitted the following report which was, on 
motion of Alderman Banks and Alderman E. Smith, Deferred and ordered 
published: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Reporting for your Committee on Zoning, for which a meeting was held on 
January 30,1992,1 beg leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body pass 
various ordinances transmitted herewith to amend the Chicago Zoning 
Ordinance for the purpose of reclassifying particular areas. 
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I beg leave to recomniend the passage of two ordinances which were 
corrected and amended in their corrected form: 

Application Numbers A-2919 and 10837. 

At this time, I, along with Alderman Ed Smith, move that this report be 
Deferred and published. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) WILLLAM J. P. BANKS, 
Chairman. 

The following are said proposed resolutions transmitted with the foregoing 
committee report (the italic heading in each case not being a part of the 
resolution): 

9705 South Halsted Street. 

WHEREAS, The 9705 Corporation, on behalf of Mr. Murphy Palmer, as 
licensee, filed on December 18, 1991 an application for an exception 
pursuant to Article 11.7A-3 of the Chicago Zoning Ordinance for the 
approval of the change of licensee and continued operation of an existing 
tavern in a one-story building, in an R3 General Residence District, on 
premises at 9705 South Halsted Street; and 

WHEREAS, The decision of the Office of the Zoning Administrator 
rendered January 12,1991, reads: 

"Application not approved. Requested certification does not conform 
with the applicable provisions of the Chicago Zoning Ordinance, 
Chapter 194A ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, specifically. Article 7.3-
4,11.7A-1." 

; and 

WHEREAS, The district maps show that the premises is located in an R3 
General Residence District; and 
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WHEREAS, The Zoning Administrator, having fully reviewed all 
information and being fully advised of the premises, hereby makes the 
following findings of fact: the said use is located in an R3 General Residence 
District; that the subject site is improved with a one-story bui lding 
containing an existing tavern; that on July 12,1990, the City Council passed 
an ordinance requiring an exception for the approval of the change of license 
of an existing tavern located in a residence district; that the existing tavern 
is to be operated under a new license; that the majority ofthe tavern patrons 
come from the local neighborhood and that the continued operation of the 
tavern at this location is necessary for the public convenience; that the 
applicant, as the new licensee, proposes to operate the tavern in such a 
manner to insure that the public health, safety and welfare will be 
adequately protected; and that the continued operation of the existing 
tavern will not cause substantial injury to the value of other property in the 
neighborhood; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the application for an exception is approved for the 
change of licensee and continued operation of an existing tavern in a one-
story building, on premises at 9705 South Halsted Street, and that all 
applicable ordinances ofthe City ofChicago shall be complied with before a 
license is issued; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That the granting ofthis exception shall run only 
with the applicant, Mr. Murphy Palmer, as licensee, and that a change of 
licensed shall terminate the exception granted herein; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That the tavern in the subject building is, and 
shall continue to be, subject to all applicable provisions of Article 6 of the 
Zoning Ordinance. 

3436 South Lituanica Avenue. 

WHEREAS, Christos I. Kazakhs, doing business as C.I.P.S., Inc., as 
licensee, filed on November 18, 1991 an application for an exception 
pursuant to Article 11.7A-3 of the Chicago Zoning Ordinance for the 
approval of the change of licensee and continued operation of an existing 
tavern in a two-story building, in an R3 General Residence District, on 
premises at 3436 South Lituanica Avenue; and 

WHEREAS, The decision of the Office of the Zoning Administrator 
rendered November 15,1991, reads: 
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"Application not approved. Requested certification does not conform 
with the applicable provisions of the Chicago Zoning Ordinance, 
Chapter 194A ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, specifically. Article 7.3-
4,11.7A-1." 

; and 

WHEREAS, The district maps show that the premises is located in an R3 
General Residence District; and 

WHEREAS, The Zoning Administrator, having fully reviewed all 
information and being fully advised of the premises, hereby makes the 
following findings of fact: the said use is located in an R3 General Residence 
District; that the subject site is improved with a two-story building 
containing an existing tavern on the first floor; that on July 12, 1990, the 
City Council passed an ordinance requiring an exception for the approval of 
the change of license of an existing tavern located in a residence district; 
that the existing tavern is to be operated under a new license; that the 
majority of the tavern patrons come from the local neighborhood and that 
the continued operation of the tavern at this location is necessary for the 
public convenience; that the applicant, as the new licensee, proposes to 
operate the tavern in such a manner to insure that the public health, safety 
and welfare will be adequately protected; and that the continued operation 
ofthe existing tavern will not cause substantial injury to the value of other 
property in the neighborhood; now, therefore, 

4 

Be It Resolved, That the application for an exception is approved for the 
change of licensee and continued operation of an existing tavern in a two-
story building, on premises at 3436 South Lituanica Avenue and that all 
applicable ordinances of the City of Chicago shall be complied with before a 
license is issued; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That the granting ofthis exception shall run only 
with the applicant, Christos I. Kazakhs, doing business as C.I.P.S., Inc., as 
licensee, and that a change of licensed shall terminate the exception granted 
herein; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That the tavern in the subject building is, and 
shall continue to be, subject to all applicable provisions of Article 6 of the 
Zoning Ordinance. 
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2058 South Washburne Avenue. 

WHEREAS, Mr. Edward Brooks, on behalf of Valerie Alexander, Vals 
Place Corp., as licensee, filed on February 4, 1991, an application for a n 
exception pursuant to Article 11.7A-3 ofthe Chicago Zoning Ordinance for 
the approval ofthe change of licensee and continued operation of an existing 
tavern in a one-story building, in an R3 General Residence District, on 
premises at 2058 South Washburne Avenue; and 

WHEREAS, The decision of the Office of the Zoning Adminis t ra tor 
rendered January 24,1991, reads: 

"Application not approved. Requested certification does not conform 
with the applicable provisions of the Chicago Zoning Ordinance , 
Chapter 194A ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, specifically. Article 7.3-
4,11.7A-1." 

; and 

WHEREAS, The district maps show that the premises is located in an R3 
General Residence District; and 

WHEREAS, The Zoning Administrator, having fully reviewed a l l 
information and being fully advised of the premises, hereby makes t h e 
following findings of fact: that the said use is located in an R3 General 
Residence District; that the subject site is improved with a one-story 
building containing an existing tavern on the first floor; that on July 12, 
1990, the City Council passed an ordinance requiring an exception for the 
approval ofthe change of license of an existing tavern located in a residence 
district; that the existing tavern is to be operated under a new license; t h a t 
the majority of the tavern patrons come from the local neighborhood and 
that the continued operation of the tavern at this location is necessary for 
the public convenience; that the applicant, as the new licensee, proposes to 
operate the tavern in such a manner to insure that the public health, safety 
and welfare will be adequately protected; and that the continued operation 
ofthe existing tavern and restaurant will not cause substantial injury to the 
value of other property in the neighborhood; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the application for an exception is approved for the 
change of licensee and continued operation of an existing tavern in a one-
story building, on premises at 2058 West Washburne Avenue, and that all 
applicable ordinances of the City of Chicago shall be complied with before a 
license is issued; and 
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Be It Further Resolved, That the granting ofthis exception shall run only 
with the applicant, Valerie Alexander, as licensee, and that a change of 
licensed shall terminate the exception granted herein; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That the tavern in the subject building is, and 
shall continue to be, subject to all applicable provisions of Article 6 of the 
Zoning Ordinance. 

Action Deferred-CmCAGO ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDED 
TO RECLASSIFY PARTICULAR AREAS. 

The Committee on Zoning submitted the following report, which was, on 
motion of Alderman Banks and Alderman E. Smith, Deferred and ordered 
published: 

CHICAGO, February 4,1992. 

To the President and Members of the City Council: 

Reporting for your Committee on Zoning, for which a meeting was held on 
January 30,1992,1 beg leave to recommend that Your Honorable Body pass 
various ordinances transmitted herewith to amend the Chicago Zoning 
Ordinance for the purpose of reclassifying particular areas. 

I beg leave to recommend the passage of two ordinances which were 
corrected and amended in their corrected form: 

Application Numbers: A-2919 and 10837. 

At this time, I, along with Alderman Ed Smith, move that this report be 
Deferred and published. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) WILLLAM J. P. BANKS, 
Chairman. 
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The following are said proposed ordinances transmitted with the foregoing 
committee report (the italic heading in each case not being a p a r t of t h e 
ordinance): 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 3-G. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended b y 
changing all the R4 General Residence District s5mibols and indications a s 
shown on Map No. 3-G in the area bounded by: 

a line from a point 227.2 feet northwest of the intersection of N o r t h 
Milwaukee Avenue and West Cortez Street as measured a long t h e 
southwest side of North Milwaukee Avenue and perpendicular to N o r t h 
Milwaukee Avenue; North Mi lwaukee Avenue ; a l ine 179.2 f ee t 
northwest of the intersection of North Milwaukee Avenue and W e s t 
Cortez Street as measured along the southwest side of North Mi lwaukee 
Avenue and perpendicular to North Milwaukee Avenue; and the a l ley 
next southwest of North Milwaukee Avenue, 

to those of a Cl-3 Restricted Commercial District and a corresponding u s e 
district is hereby established in the area described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in full force and eff'ect from a n d 
after its passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 3-H. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. T h a t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R4 General Residence District symbols and indications a s 
shown on Map No. 3-H in the area bounded by: 

the alley next south ofWest North Avenue; North Elk Grove Avenue; a 
line from a point 59.50 feet south ofthe alley next south ofWest N o r t h 
Avenue running southwesterly from and perpendicular to North E l k 
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Grove Avenue; and the alley next southwesterly of North Elk Grove 
Avenue, 

to those of an R5 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 5-H. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
chang ing all t he M3-3 Heavy M a n u f a c t u r i n g Dis t r ic t s y m b o l s a n d 
indications as shown on Map No. 5-H in the area bounded by: 

North Hobson Avenue; North Els ton Avenue ; a l ine 132.91 feet 
southeast of North Hobson Avenue; and North Holly Avenue, 

to those of a C3-3 Commercial-Manufacturing District and a corresponding 
use district is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 
after its passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 5-1. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the Ml-2 Restricted Manufac tur ing District symbols and 
indications as shown on Map No. 5-1 in area bounded by: 
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a line 48.5 feet north ofWest Bloomingdale Avenue; the alley next west 
of and parallel to North Fairfield Avenue; West Bloomingdale Avenue; 
and North Fairfield Avenue, 

to those of an R3 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 6-G. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R3 General Residence District symbols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 6-G in area bounded by: 

a line 404 feet southeasterly of South Archer Avenue; the alley next east 
of and parallel to South Broad Street; a line 452 feet southeasterly of 
South Archer Avenue; and South Broad Street, 

to those of an R4 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 6-G. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the B4-2 Restricted Service District sjonbols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 6-G in area bounded by: 
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the alley next north ofWest 31st Street; a line 29.80 feet west of South 
Keeley Street, as measured from the northerly right-of-way line ofWest 
31st Street; West 31st Street; and a line 60.73 feet west of South Keeley 
Street, as measured from the northerly right-of-way line ofWest 31st 
Street, 

to those of an R4 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and eff'ect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 7-G. 
(As Amended) 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the Residential Planned Development No. 466 symbols and 
indications as shown on Map No. 7-G in area bounded by: 

a line 896.1 feet north of and parallel to West Wrightwood Avenue; a 
line 262.33 feet east of and parallel to North Greenview Avenue; a line 
893.1 feet north of and parallel to West Wrightwood Avenue; a line 
295.33 feet east of and parallel to North Greenview Avenue; a line 553 
feet north of and parallel to West Wrightwood Avenue; a line 212 feet 
east of and parallel to North Greenview Avenue; a line 394 feet north of 
and parallel to West Wrightwood Avenue; and North Greenview 
Avenue, 

to the designation of Residential Planned Development No. 466, as 
amended, which is hereby established in the area described above, subject to 
the use and bulk regulations as are set forth in the Plan of Development 
herewith attached and made a part hereof and to no other. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Plan ofDevelopment attached to this ordinance reads as follows: 
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Residential Planned Development No. 466. (As Amended) 

Plan Of Development 

Statements. 

1. The area delineated herein as Residential Planned Development No. 
466, as amended (the"Amended Planned Development") consists of 
approximately 135,064.66 square feet (or 3.1 acres) of real property 
('Tlanned Development Area"). The Planned Development Area is 
under the single designated control ofthe Applicant. 

2. All applicable official reviews, approvals or permits are required to 
be obtained by the Applicant or its successors, assignees or grantees. 

3. The requirements, obligations and conditions contained within this 
Amended Planned Development shall be binding upon the 
Applicant, its successors and assigns and, if different than the 
Applicant, the legal title holders. All rights granted hereunder to 
the Applicant shall inure to the benefit of the Applicant's successors 
and assigns and, if different than the Applicant, the legal title 
holder. Furthermore, pursuant to the requirements of Section 11.11-
1 ofthe Chicago Zoning Ordinance, the Planned Development Area, 
at the time applications for amendments, modifications or changes 
(administrative, legislative or otherwise) to this Amended Planned 
Development are made, shall be under single ownership or under 
single designated control. Single designated control for purposes of 
this paragraph shall mean that any application to the City for any 
amendment to this Amended Planned Development or any other 
modification or change thereto (administrative, legislative or 
otherwise) shall be made or authorized by all the owners of the 
Property or by the homeowners association representing all such 
owners. 

Nothing herein shall be construed to mean that any individual 
oWner of the Planned Development Area or any portion thereof is 
relieved of obligations imposed hereunder or rights granted herein or 
is not subject to City action pursuant to this Amended Planned 
Development. In addition, nothing herein shall prohibit or in any 
way restrict the alienation, sale or any other transfer of all or any 
portion of the Planned Development Area or any rights, interests or 
obligations therein. Upon any alienation, sale or any other transfer 
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ofall or any portion ofthe Planned Development Area or the rights 
therein, except any assignment or transfer of rights pursuant to a 
mortgage or otherwise as collateral for any indebtedness, and solely 
with respect to the portion of the Planned Development Area so 
transferred, the term Applicant shall be deemed amended to apply to 
the legal title holder thereof (and its beneficiaries if such title is held 
in land trust) and the seller or transferor thereof (and its 
beneficiaries if title is held in a land trust) shall thereafter be 
released from any and all obligation or liability hereunder. 

4. This Plan of Development consists of 14 statements; a Generalized 
Land Use Plan, an Existing and Peripheral Street System Map, a 
Property Line and Right-of-Way Adjustment Map, a Site/Landscape 
Plan, Elevation Plans, and a Table of Use and Bulk Regulations and 
Data. The Plan of Development is applicable to the Planned 
Development Area delineated herein and these and no other controls 
shall apply to the Planned Development Area. This Plan of 
Development conforms to the intent and purpose of the Chicago 
Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 194A of the Municipal Code of Chicago, 
and all requirements thereof, and satisfies the established criteria 
for approval as a planned development. 

5. The following uses shall be permitted within the Planned 
Development Area: residential and related uses and off-street 
parking. 

6. Identification signs, including construction and marketing signs, 
shall be permitted subject to the review and approval of the 
Commissioner of the Department of Planning. 

7. Any dedication or vacation of streets or alleys or easements or any 
adjustment of rights of way shall require a separate submittal on 
behalf of the Applicant or its successor, assigns or grantees and 
approval by the City Council. 

8. Off-street parking will be provided in compliance with this Plan of 
Development. A total of ninety-seven (97) accessory off-street 
parking spaces shall be provided for the residential units constructed 
in the Planned Development Area. 

9. Any service drive, private streets or other ingress or egress shall be 
adequately designed and paved, in accordance with the regulations 
of the Department of Streets and Sanitation in eff'ect at the time of 
construction and in eoinplianee with the Municipal Code of the City 
of Chicago, to provide ingress and egress for motor vehicles, 
including emergency vehicles. No parking shall be permitted within 
such paved areas. Ingress and egress shall be subject to the review 
and approval of the Department of Public Works Bureau of Street 
Traffic and the Commissioner of Planning. 
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10. The height restriction of any building and any appurtenance 
attached hereto shall in addition to the Table of Use and Bulk 
Regulations be subject to: 

a. Height limitations as certified on Form FAA-117 (or on 
successor form or forms covering the same subject matter) 
and approved by the Federal Aviation Administration; and 

b. Airport Zoning Regulat ions as es tab l i shed by t h e 
Department of Planning, Department of Aviation and 
Department of Law and approved by the City Council; and 

c. Height limitations as approved by the Federal Aviation 
Agency pursuant to Par t 77 of the Regulations of the 
Administrator, Federal Aviation Agency. 

11. For purpose of floor area ratio calculations, the definitions of the 
Chicago Zoning Ordinance shall apply. 

12. The Plan of Development hereto attached shall be subject to the 
"Rules, Regulations and Procedures in Relation to P l a n n e d 
Development Amendments" as promulgated by the Commissioner of 
the Department of Planning. 

13. The development of Subarea A ofthe Planned Development Area has 
been completed as reflected on the Site/Landscape Plan and in the 
Table of Use and Bulk Regulations and Related Controls. The 
improvements located within Subarea B on the Property, including 
all entrances and exits to the development, shall be designed and 
constructed in general conformance with the Site/Landscape Plan 
and with the Elevation Plans. The landscaping (including street 
trees in the adjacent right-of-way) shall be designed and constructed 
in general conformance with the Site/Landscape Plan . The 
landscaping shall be maintained at all times in accordance with the 
Site/Landscape Plan. Trees in the adjacent public right-of-way shall 
be installed suWect to and in accordance with the standards of the 
Department of Streets and Sanitation, Bureau of Forestry and the 
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Street Traffic and subject to 
the approval ofthe Department of Planning. The Applicant shall for 
a period of five (5) years from the adoption of this ordinance, be 
responsible for watering and fertilizing parkway trees required to be 
provided by the the Site/Landscape Plan and for routine care of the 
parkway lawn. Routine care of the parkway lawn shall include 
periodic watering, weeding and mowing. The requirements of this 
statement may be modified, administratively, by the Commissioner 
ofthe Departmentof Planning upon the request ofthe Applicant and 
after a determination by the Commissioner of the Department of 
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Planning that such a modification is appropriate and consistent with 
the nature of the improvements contemplated in this Amended 
Planned Development. Such a modification shall be deemed to be a 
minor change in the Amended P lanned Development as 
contemplated by section ll . l l-3(c) ofthe Chicago Zoning Ordinance. 

14. Unless substantial construction of fifty percent of the dwelling units 
within Subarea B has commenced within ten (10) years following 
adoption of this Amended Planned Development, and unless 
completion is thereafter diligently pursued, then the portion of this 
Amended Planned Development designated as Subarea B shall 
expire; provided, however, that if the City Council amends the 
Chicago Zoning Ordinance to provide for a shorter expiration period 
which is applicable to all planned developments, then the Subarea B 
portion ofthis Amended Planned Development shall expire upon the 
expiration of such shorter time period as provided by said 
Amendatory Ordinance (the first day of which as applied to this 
Amended Planned Development shall be the eff"ective date of the 
Amendatory Ordinance). If the portion of this Amended Planned 
Development designated as Subarea B expires under the provisions 
ofthis section, then the zoning ofthe property designated as Subarea 
B shall automatically revert to that of Planned Development No. 466 
as originally adopted on February 16,1989. 

[Generalized Land Use Plan, Existing Zoning and Preferential Street 
System Map, Property Line Map and Right-Of-Way Adjustments, 

Site/Roof Plan, and Elevation Plans attached to this 
Plan of Development printed on 

pages 12961 through 12967 
of this Journal.] 

Use and Bulk Regulations and Data attached to this Plan of Development 
reads as follows: 

Residential Planned Development No. 466 
(As Amended) 

Use And Bulk Regulations And Data. 

Net Site Area: 135,064.66 square feet or 3.1 Acres 
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Gross Site Area: 135,064.66 Net Site Area square footage area 
16,569.30 area remaining in public way 

square footage 
151,633.96 Gross Site Area square footage 

General Description of Land Use: 

Maximum F.A.R.: 

Maximum Number of Dwelling Units: 

Minimum Number of Parking Spaces: 

Residential and related uses and 
off-street parking 

1.2 

67 

97 

Minimum Required Setbacks: 

Subarea A Subarea B 

North Boundary — 1.75 feet 

East Boundary - 10 feet 

West Boundary - 12 feet 

In accordance with 
Site/Landscape Plan 

Maximum Building Height: 

Subarea A: 43 feet 

Subarea B: 43 feet 

Total Open Green Space In 
Subarea A and Subarea B: .96 Acres 

Subarea A 

Net Site Area 

Maximum F.A.R.: 

54,603 square feet 

1.02 
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Maximum Number of Dwelling Units 

Number of Parking Spaces: 

Net Site Area 

Maximum F.A.R.: 

Maximum Number of Dwelling Units: 

Number of Parking Spaces: 

nits: 

Subarea B 

nits: 

19 

38 

80,461 square feet 

1.32 

48 

59 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 7-H. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the Ml-2 Restricted Manufacturing District symbols and 
indications as shown on Map No. 7-H in the area bounded by: 

West Diversey Parkway; a line 325 feet west of North Wolcott Avenue; 
the alley next south of and parallel to West Diversey Parkway; the alley 
next northerly of and parallel to North Clybourn Avenue; and a line 425 
feet west of North Wolcott Avenue, 

to those of an R4 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 
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Residential Planned Development 
Generalized Land Use Plan. 

No. 466 As Amended 

W. OIVERSCY Ave. 

RESIDENTIAL TOWNHOUSES WlTM 
REUTED PARKING. 

•CAU .M M t r I 

^ ^ " - ' ^ ^ ' ' ' * Tamerlane Associates Limited Partnership 

D A T E ' December 12, 1991 . . 
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Residential Planned Development 
Existing Zoning And Preferential Street System. 

No. 466 As Amended 

tvvAv^:vA^v^ RESIDENTIAL PLANNED 
t^^^^^^^^^^^^^ OEvEUOPtCNT BOUNDARY 

• ZONING DISTRICT'BOUNDARIES 
.• .• . f inni t i i i PREFERENTIAL STREET SYSTEM 

•e* 
• • V • • • 

I H PUBLIC B QUASI-PUBLIC FAQLITIES 

g;'.;l:i-QH<l PA'̂ '̂ S AND PLAYGROUNDS 

APPLICANT * Tamerlane Associates Limited Partnership 

DATE! December 12, 1991 
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Residential Planned Development 
Property Line Map And Right-Of-Way Adjustments. 

No. 466 As Amended 

W OVOIiCY Avt. 

LEgENP 
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT 

BOUNDARY 

i 

W. SCHUBERT 

r 

APPLICANT: Tamerlane Associates Limited Partnership 

O A T E I December 12, 1991 
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Site/Roof Plan. 
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Elevation Plans. 
(South And West) 
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Elevation Plans. 
(East) 
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Elevation Plans. 
(Typical Greenview Elevation) 
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Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 7-K. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the Ml-1 Restricted Manufacturing District symbols and 
indications as shown on Map No. 7-K in the area bounded by: 

a line 125 feet north of and parallel to West Fullerton Avenue; North 
Kenton Avenue; West Fullerton Avenue; and the alley next west of and 
parallel to North Kenton Avenue, 

to those of a Cl-1 Restricted Commercial District and a corresponding use 
district is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and eff'ect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 9-G. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R4 General Residence District sjmibols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 9-G in area bounded by: 

a line 79.27 feet north of and parallel to West Waveland Avenue; North 
Sheffield Avenue; West Waveland Avenue; and the alley next west of 
North Sheffield Avenue, 

to those of an R5 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and eff'ect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 
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Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 9-H. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the B4-2 Restricted Service District, B5-2 and B5-3 General 
Service District symbols and indications as shown on Map No. 9-H in a rea 
bounded by: 

a line 131 feet south ofWest Irving Park Road; North Damen Avenue; a 
line 330 feet north ofWest Byron Street; North Lincoln. Avenue; West 
Larchmont Avenue; the alley next west of North Wolcott Avenue; West 
Byron Street; the alley next east of North Lincoln Avenue ; W e s t 
Berenice Avenue; the alley next east of North Lincoln Avenue; Wes t 
Grace Street; the alley next west of North Lincoln Avenue; a line 98 feet 
west of North Lincoln Avenue, as measured a t the northerly right-of-
way line of West Berenice Avenue and perpendicular to said s t ree t ; 
West Berenice Avenue; the alley next east of and paral lel to N o r t h 
Damen Avenue; West Byron Street; and the alley nex t west of a n d 
parallel to North Damen Avenue, 

to those of a B3-3 General Retail District and a corresponding use district is 
hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after i ts 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 9-H. 
(As Amended) 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R3 General Residence District symbols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 9-H in the area bounded by: 

West Newport Avenue; North Ravenswood Avenue; the alley next sou th 
ofWest Newport Avenue; and a line 75.0 feet west of North Ravenswood 
Avenue, 
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to those of a Bl-4 Local Retail District and a corresponding use district is 
hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 9-H. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the Bl-1 Local Retail District symbols and indications as shown 
on Map No. 9-H in the area bounded by: 

West Roscoe Street; North Damen Avenue; the alley next south of and 
parallel to West Roscoe Street; and a line 48 feet west of arid parallel to 
North Damen Averiue, 

to those of a B4-1 Restricted Service District arid a corresporidirig use district 
is hereby established iri the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordiriarice shall be iri force arid eff'ect from arid after its 
passage arid due pubiicatiori. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 9 J ; : 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the C2-2 General Commercial District sjmibols and indications 
as shown on Map No. 9-1 in the area bounded by: 

West Irving Park Road; North Western Avenue; West Byron Street; and 
- the alley next west of and parallel to North Western Avenue, : : 
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to those of a B4-2 Restricted Service District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 9-L. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R3 General Residence District symbols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 9-L in the area bounded by: 

West Melrose Street; a line 201.56 feet west of and parallel to North 
Cicero Avenue; the alley next south of and parallel to West Melrose 
Street; and a line 301.55 feet west of and parallel to North Cicero 
Avenue, 

to those of an R4 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 9-M. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R3 General Residence District sjmibols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 9-M in the area bounded by: 

the alley next north of and parallel to West Addison Street; a line 78 feet 
east of and parallel to North Menard Avenue; West Addison Street; and 
North Menard Avenue, 
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to those of a Cl-2 Restricted Comniercial District and a corresponding use 
district is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after i ts 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 12-1. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the Ml-2 Restricted Manufactur ing District symbols and 
indications as shown on Map No; 12-1 in the area bounded by: 

a line 313.11 feet north ofWest 51st Street; South Spaulding Avenue; a 
line 263.11 feet north ofWest 51st Street; and the alley next west of and 
parallel to South Spaulding Avenue, 

to those of an R2 Single-Family Residence District and a corresponding use 
district is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after i t s 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 28-A. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R2 Single-Family Residence and M l - 1 R e s t r i c t e d 
Manufacturing District symbols and indications as shown on Map No. 28-A 
in the area bounded by: 

East 116th Street; the alley next east bf and parallel to South 
Avenue M; East 117th Street; and the alley next west of and parallel to 
South Avenue N, 
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to those of an R3 General Residence District and a corresponding use d is t r ic t 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after i t s 
passage and due publication. 

AGREED CALENDAR. 

Alderrrian Burke moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily for the pxirjiose 
of including in the Agreed Calendar resolutions presented by Aldermen Dixon, 
Burke, Jones, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, O'Connor and Stone. T h e 
motion Prevailed. 

Thereupon, on motion of Alderman Burke , the proposed r e s o l u t i o n s 
priesented through the Agreed Calendar were Adopted by yeas and nays a s 
follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Ti l lman, Preckwirikle, Bloom, S tee l e , 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels , Fary, Madrzyk, Burke , J o n e s , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Mil ler , 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski , 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty , 
Natarus , Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion w a s 
lost. 

Sponsored by the a ldermen named below, respectively, sa id A g r e e d 
Calendar resolutions, as adopted, read as follows (the italic heading in each 
case not being a part ofthe resolution): 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN BEAVERS (7th Ward): 

MAY 1 THROUGH MAY 3, 1992 PROCLAIMED "CHI ETA 
PHI SORORITY, INC. DAYS IN CHICAGO". 

WHEREAS, The City of Chicago has been chosen for the 27th Midwest 
Regional Conference of Chi Eta Phi Sorority, Inc.; and 

WHEREAS, Chi Eta Phi Sorority, Inc. is an organization of registered, 
professional and student nurses; and 

WHEREAS, The organization was founded in 1932 and Chi Eta Phi's 
service for humanity has spread over the United States and into Africa 
through civic and cultural activities and through financial contributions to 
disadvantaged people; and 

WHEREAS, Chi Eta Phi members are making outstanding professional, 
civic, social and cultural contribiitions on local, national and international 
levels; and 

WHEREAS, Chi Eta Phi is a national organization with local chapters in 
many cities, dedicated to serving and helping people throughout the country; 
now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That Richard M. Daley, Mayor ofthe City ofChicago, does 
hereby proclaim May 1 - 3, 1992 to be "Chi Eta Phi Sorority, Inc. Days In 
Chicago" and urge all citizens to be cognizant ofthe special events arranged 
for this time and the outstanding contributions of this organization. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN DIXON (8th Ward): 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MRS. JOYCE JONES. 

WHEREAS, God in his infinite wisdom has called to her eternal reward 
Mrs. Joyce Jones, beloved friend and neighbor; and 
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WHEREAS, A native and lifelong resident ofChicago, Joyce Jones was 
highly active and visible in her south side community. She and he r 
husband, Raymond, represented the solidity and strength of family life, 
raising three sons: Melvin, Phillip and Raymond, Jr.. Her family and many 
friends mourn her passing; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby express our sorrow on the death of Joyce Jones, and extend to her 
family and friends our deepest sympathy; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mr. Raymond Jones and family. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MRS. GWENDOLYN ELMIRA MARCHMAN. 

WHEREAS, God in his infinite wisdom has called to her eternal reward 
Gwendolyn Elmira Marchman, lifelong Chicago citizen and great friend; 
and 

WHEREAS, A graduate of DuSable High School, Gwendolyn Marchman 
was an active presence in her community and in her City. She worked 
throughout her professional career in many of Chicago's top night spots and 
developed numerous friendships among celebrities from the entertainment 
and sports worlds, all of whom affectionately called her "Butterball" and 
most of whom have attested that "Butterball" brought great warmth and 
affection to her friends and family; and 

WHEREAS, Gwendolyn E. Marchman leaves to mourn one daughter, one 
granddaughter, and a host of other relatives and many special friends; now, 
therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby express our sorrow on the passing of Gwendolyn E. Marchman, 
and extend to her family and many friends our deepest sympathy; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to the family of Gwendolyn E. Marchman. 
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TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. EXCEL ROBINSON. 

WHEREAS, God in his infinite wisdom has called to his eternal reward 
Excel Robinson, beloved citizen and friend, December 28,1991; and 

WHEREAS, A native of Arkansas, Excel Robinson was the fourth of 
thirteen children born to Ira and Arnita Williams Robinson. On May 17, 
1958, he was united in Holy Matrimony with the former Christine Wilson. 
He leaves to mourn his mother, Mrs. Arnita Robinson, his wife of thirty-one 
years, Christine, two sons, one daughter, seven grandchildren and a host of 
other relatives and friends; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members ofthe City Council of 
the City of Chicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby offer our condolences to Mrs. Excel Robinson on the passing of her 
husband, and extend to the entire Robinson family our deepest sjmipathy; 
and 

Be It Further Resolved, That suitable copies of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mrs. Excel Robinson and to Mrs. Arnita Williams 
Robinson. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MRS. ARVESTER BAILEY STIGALL. 

WHEREAS, God in his infinite wisdom has called to her eternal reward 
Mrs. Arvester Bailey Stigall, cousin of Betty Jean Adams, a friend to many 
Chicagoans; and 

WHEREAS, A devoted Christian, Mrs. Arvester Bailey Stigall was united 
in marriage to Willie E. Stigall in 1950, and to this blessed union seven 
children were born. One child, Robert, preceded her iri death; and 

WHEREAS, In addition to Betty Jean Adams, Arvester Bailey Stigall 
leaves to mourn her husband, six children, twelve graridchildren, and a host 
of other relatives and many friends; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City of Chicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby express our sorrow on the passing of Mrs. Arvester Bailey Stigall 
and extend to Betty Jean Adams and the entire Stigall family our most 
sincere sjmipathy; and 
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Be It Further Resolved, That suitable copies of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Ms. Betty Jean Adams, to Mr. Walter Bailey, to 
Mrs. Mary Coleman as well as to Mr. Clarence Waiters. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. WILLIAM EDWARD SWAIN, SR. 

WHEREAS, God in his infinite wisdom has called to his eternal reward 
William Edward Swain, Sr., outstanding citizen and devoted neighbor; arid 

WHEREAS, A riative of Georgia, William Swain came to the Chicago area 
as a young man and eventually he and his wife, Edwina Josephine (Jo) 
moved to Chicago's great south side, where he was long active in his grateful 
neighborhood. Bill Swain was a stalwart, giving member of the 7800 
Bennett Block Club and also a diligent worker with the 8th Ward Regular 
Democratic Organization; and 

WHEREAS, A deeply religious person, William Swain, Sr., served as 
Sunday School teacher at Antioch Missionary Baptist Church, and was also 
a member ofthe Choir, Brotherhood Union and the Josephine Randolph 
Circle. In addition, he was a member ofthe John Jones Lodge No. 1; and 

WHEREAS, Indicative ofthe strength and solidity of family life, the union 
of William Swain, Sr. and Edwina (Jo) Swain has yielded one son and one 
granddaughter. Also left to mourn are many other relatives and a host of 
friends; now, therefore, 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby express our sorrow on the passing of William Edward Swain, Sr., 
and extend to his family and many friends our deepest sympathy; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mrs. William Swain, Sr.. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN HUELS (11th Ward): 

TRIBUTE TO LATE SISTER ANNETTE. 

WHEREAS, Sister Annette passed away on December 21,1991 at the age 
of seventy-two; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Annette shared fifty-one years of her life with the 
Sisters of Saint Joseph Third Order of Saint Francis; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Annette spent twenty-seven years as Head Librarian 
at Saint Barbara's High School where she taught her students the 
importance of values, ethics and a good solid education; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Annette was the dearest sister of Frank Kutay, Helen 
Labus, the late Walter Kutay, and the late Edward Kutay; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Annette was the fond aunt of Eileen, Judy, Karen, 
Edward, Gary, Kevin and Wayne; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Annette will be greatly missed by the many family 
members and friends whose lives she had touched; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and the members of the City Council 
ofthe City ofChicago, gathered on this fourth day of February in 1992, do 
hereby mourn the death of Sister Annette, and may we also extend our 
deepest sympathy to her many aggrieved friends and family members; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be made 
available for the family of Sister Annette. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. KEVIN "FITZ" 
FITZPATRICK ON HIS FORTIETH BIRTHDAY. 

WHEREAS, Kevin "Fitz" Fitzpatrick will celebrate his fortieth birthday 
on February 5,1992; and 

WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick was born and raised in the 11th Ward, 
Bridgeport community; and 
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WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick, the son of Mary Jane (nee Healy) and 
Edgar Fitzpatrick; and 

WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick, the brother of Linda (Carlo) Guttillo; and 

WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick, the fond uncle of Kara, Keith and Kyle; 
and 

WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick graduated from De LaSalle High School in 
1971; and 

WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick espoused Marilyn (nee Kavalauskas) on 
October 30,1976; and 

WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick is a member of the Hamburg Athletic 
Association South Loop Chamber of Commerce and the manager of the 
Stickmen Softball Team; and 

WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick works for the City of Chicago Bureau of 
Fleet Management as Equipment Rental Coordinator; and 

WHEREAS, On Saturday, February 8,1992, a surprise birthday party at 
the Hamburg Athletic Association South Loop Chamber of Comriierce will 
be given in his honor; and 

WHEREAS, Kevin Fitzpatrick will be surrounded during this celebration 
by his loving family and many friends who wish him a happy fortieth 
birthday; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and the members ofthe City Council 
of the City of Chicago, gathered on this fourth day of February in 1992, do 
hereby extend our heartiest congratulations to Kevin Fitzpatrick on the 
celebration of his fortieth birthday, and may we also extend our sincerest 
best wishes to him in the many more years to come; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy ofthis resolution be made 
available for Kevin Fitzpatrick. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. JACK SHEEHY 
ON HIS RETIREMENT AFTER THIRTY-ONE YEARS 

OF DEDICATED PUBLIC SERVICE. 

WHEREAS, Jack Sheehy has given the City ofChicago thirty-one years of 
faithful and dedicated service; and 



12980 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

WHEREAS, Jack Sheehy has loyally served as Transit Engineer of the 
City Council Committee on Transportation and Public Way; and 

WHEREAS, Jack Sheehy is a lifelong resident of the 19th Ward, south 
side community; and 

WHEREAS, Jack Sheehy, the dear husband of Patricia; and 

WHEREAS, Jack Sheehy, the loving father of John (Nancy), Judy (Dr. 
David) Baptist, the late Michael and Trish; and 

WHEREAS, Jack Sheehy, the proud grandfather of eight: Beth, Kevin, 
Kate, Brendan, Brian, Mathew, Joseph and Benjamin; and 

WHEREAS, Jack Sheehy's congenial personality, knowledge and 
experience will be sorely missed by his co-workers; and 

WHEREAS, Jack Sheehy will continue practicing real estate at PRS 
Associates where he has held his brokers license for ten years; and 

WHEREAS, Family, friends, and co-workers gather together to honor 
Jack Sheehy and wish him well in his retirement years and congratulate 
him on the fine service he provided for the City of Chicago and the 
Committee on Transportation and Public Way; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and the members ofthe City Council 
ofthe City ofChicago, gathered on this fourth day of February in 1992, do 
hereby extend our sincerest gratitude to Jack Sheehy for his many years of 
service and dedication to the City of Chicago, and that we also extend our 
warmest wishes to him in all of his future endeavors; and 

Be It Further i?eso/ued, That a suitable copy of this resolution be made 
available for Jack Sheehy. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN BURKE (14th Ward): 

TRIBUTE TO LATE SISTER M. ANDRE BLANCHARD. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called Sister M. 
Andre Blanchard to her eternal reward at the age of seventy-one; and 
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WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of her passing 
by Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Blanchard was a woman of intelligence and faith who 
devoted herself to serving God and others; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Blanchard joined the Sisters of Christian Charity in 
1935 and embarked on a career in education where she served as teacher and 
principal at numerous schools and as a member ofthe Executive Board ofthe 
Archdiocese of Chicago; and 

WHEREAS, Throughout her career. Sister Blanchard used her 
considerable talents to instill faith in and inspire her countless students, 
whose lives were enriched through her efforts; and 

WHEREAS, In recognition of her accomplishments in education. Sister 
Blanchard was awarded the Blessed Pauline Award from Josephinum High 
School in 1991; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Sister M. Andre Blanchard for her fruitful life of service and 
education, and do hereby extend our sincerest condolences to her family; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Sister M. Andre Blanchard. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MRS. ROSE HOCHSTETLER BOWEN. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called Rose 
Hochstetler Bowen to her eternal reward at the age of sixty-eight; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of her passing 
by Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Mrs. Bowen was a woman of character, intelligence and 
courage who loved life and lived it to the fulliest; and 

WHEREAS, Mrs. Bowen was a loving wife to her husband. The Honorable 
Otis R. Bowen, the former Governor of Indiana and the former Secretary of 
the United States Department of Health and Hunian Services; and 
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WHEREAS, Mrs. Bowen was also a devoted mother to her four children, 
to whom she passed on many of the same fine qualities she herself possessed 
in abundance; and 

WHEREAS, Mrs. Bowen had a charm and compassion that endeared her 
to all who knew her; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, inmeeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Rose Hochstetler Bowen for her fruitful life, and do hereby 
extend our sincerest condolences to her husband and children; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Rose Hochstetler Bowen. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MS. ALICIA E. CURRY. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called Alicia E. 
Curry to her eternal reward at the age of forty-one; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of her passing 
by Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Ms. Curry was a woman of character and intelligence who 
loved life and lived it to the fullest; and 

WHEREAS, Ms. Curry, a loyal and dedicated employee of the Cook 
County State's Attorney's Office for seventeen years, rose to become the 
office's Chief Fiscal Officer, where she proved herself to be an invaluable 
asset and was highly respected by all who knew her; and 

WHEREAS, Ms. Curry had a charm and compassion that endeared her to 
all who knew her; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor arid members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Alicia E. Curry for her dedicated service to the people of Cook 
County, and do hereby extend our sincerest condolences to her family; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Alicia E. Curry. 
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TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. JOHN W. DANIEL. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called John W. 
Daniel to his eternal reward at the age of seventy-two; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Daniel was a man of character and intelligence who loved 
life and lived it to the fullest; and 

WHEREAS, After serving in the Army during World War H, Mr. Daniel 
came to Chicago and worked for the United States Postal Service; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Daniel joined the Chicago Park District and from 1959 
until his death he managed and maintained the stage at the Petrillo Music 
Shell, a position that allowed him to make countless friends throughout 
Chicago and in the music industry; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate John W. Daniel for his long and distinguished career with the 
Chicago Park District, and do hereby extend our sincerest condolences to his 
sons, Jonathan, John Jr. and Andre, and daughter, Sabrina McDaniels; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of John W. Daniel. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE HONORABLE HAROLD WILBUR FITZ HENRY, 
FORMER MAYOR OF GLENWOOD, ILLINOIS. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called T h e 
Honorable Harold Wilbur FitzHenry, the former Mayor of Glenwood, to his 
eternal reward at the age of seventy-seven; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. FitzHenry was a man of intelligence and character who 
dedicated himself to serving his community; and 
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WHEREAS, Mr. FitzHenry, who worked as a Training Director for 
Stauffer Chemical Company for forty-five years, served in a variety of civic 
organizations and received numerous awards for his exemplary work; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. FitzHenry was Mayor of Glenwood from 1953 to 1969, 
during which time he used his considerable talents to guide the city through 
a period of growth and prosperity; now, therefore; 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Harold Wilbur FitzHenry for his distinguished public service 
career, and do hereby extend our sincerest condolences to his wife, Florence 
Marie, and his children; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Harold Wilbur FitzHenry. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE FATHER CHARLES W. KOLEK. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called Father 
Charles W. Kolek to his eternal reward at the age of eighty-three; arid 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Couucil has beeri informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Father Kolek, a Benedictine Monk, was a man of character 
and courage who devoted his life to serving God and others ; and 

WHEREAS, Father Kolek, who had a Master 's Degree from the 
University of Illinois, taught (jerman at Illinois Benedictine College and 
Benet Academy and served as Director of Benedictine Abbey Press; and 

WHEREAS, From 1964 until 1983, Father Kolek served as Pastor of Saint 
Procopius Parish in Chicago, where he was loved and respected for his strong 
faith and able leadership, which he demonstrated in one instance by 
learning Spanish so the Mexican-Americans in the Parish could hear Mass 
in their native language; and 

WHEREAS, Throughout his long ministry. Father Kolek inspired and 
instilled faith in countless individuals; now, therefore. 



2/4/92 AGREED CALENDAR 12985 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Father Charles W. Kolek for his long and fruitful life; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. FRANK W. MC DERMOTT. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his irifiriite wisdom has called Frank W. 
McDermott to his eternal reward at the age of seventy-eight; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. McDermott was a man of intelligence and character who 
lived the American Dream of building his own business; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. McDermott co-founded McDade & Company as a small 
store on the south side and through skill and hard work helped build it into a 
$100 Million firm and a valuable component of Chicago's economy; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. McDermott also devoted much of his time and energy and 
considerable skills to his community and to others; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. McDermott was a dedicated supporter of local schools and 
their sports programs and was a member ofthe Hall of Fame at both Tilden 
High School and Mount Carmel High School; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor arid members of the Chicago City 
Couricil, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Frank W. McDermott for his invaluable contributions to 
Chicago and its business community, and do hereby extend our sincerest 
condolences to his wife, Elsie, daughters, Patricia Costello and Debra 
Clamage, and son, Thomas; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Frank W. McDermott. 



12986 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

TRIBUTE TO LATE FIRE CHIEF WILL ARD N. 
"BILL" MEEKER. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called Willard N. 
"Bill" Meeker, retired District Fire Chief, to his eternal reward at the age of 
sixty-eight; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Chief Meeker, a man of intelligence, character and courage, 
served the Chicago Fire Department for thirty-five years before retiring in 
1986; and 

WHEREAS, Chief Meeker was considered an expert on fighting fires in 
the Loop and was highly respected by his fellow officers and the firefighters 
under his command; and 

WHEREAS, In 1954, Chief Meeker was awarded the Department's Carter 
Harrison Medal for his exemplary service; and 

WHEREAS, Throughout his long and distinguished career. Chief Meeker 
upheld the finest traditions ofthe Chicago Fire Department; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Chief Willard N. Meeker for his years of dedicated service to 
Chicago and its citizens, and do hereby extend our sincerest condolences to 
his wife, Katherine, and children; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Chief Willard N. Meeker. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE HONORABLE PAUL NEAL, 
FORMER MAYOR OF LIBERTYVILLE, 

ILLINOIS. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called The 
Honorable Paul Neal, former Mayor of Libertjrville, to his eternal reward at 
the age of sixty-three; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 
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WHEREAS, Mr. Neal was a man of intelligence and character who 
dedicated himself to serving his community; and 

WHEREAS, From 1981 to 1989, Mr. Neal was Mayor of Libertyville, 
where he was highly respected for his dedication and principled leadership; 
and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Neal was a man of vision who strongly supported 
bringing drinking water from Lake Michigan to Lake County and served as 
the first Executive Director ofthe Central Lake County Water Agency; and 

WHEREAS, Throughout his distinguished career, Mr. Neal upheld the 
finest traditions of public service; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Paul Neal for his productive life, and do hereby extend our 
sincerest condolences to his wife, Mary, and his children; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Paul Neal. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE HONORABLE GEORGE NEUMARK, 
. ..: FORMER MAYOR OF ST. CHARLES, ILLINOIS. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called The 
Honorable George Neumark, the former Mayor of St. Charles, to his eternal 
reward at the age of eighty-six; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Neumark was a man of intelligence and character who 
dedicated himself to serving his community; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Neumark, who owned Illinois Cleaners and Launderers, 
Incorporated, dedicated much of his time and energy to the citizens of St. 
Charles; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Neumark served as Alderman from 1957 to 1961 and as 
Mayor from 1961 to 1969, during which time he used his considerable 
talents to guide St. Charles through a period of growth and prosperity; now, 
therefore. 
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Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate George Neumark for his distinguished public service career, 
and do hereby extend our sincerest condolerices to his wife, Heleri Louise, 
arid his childreri; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of George Neumark. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE STATE REPRESENTATIVE 
MYRON J. OLSON. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called The 
Honorable Myron J. Olson, member ofthe Illinois House of Representatives, 
to his eternal reward at the age of sixty-three; and 

WHEREAS, The CJhicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Representative Olson was a man of intelligence and 
character who had a long and distinguished career in public service; and 

WHEREAS, Representative Olson served as Lee County Circuit Clerk 
from 1976 to 1981, and after his exemplary service in that office was elected 
to the Illinois General Assembly; and 

WHEREAS, Through his ded ica t ion and s t r ong l e a d e r s h i p . 
Representative Olson won the respect and admiration of both the public and 
his fellow public officials and rose to the rank of Deputy Republican 
Minority Leader; and 

WHEREAS, Throughout his career. Representative Olson upheld the 
finest traditions of public service; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Representative Myron J. Olson for his dedicated service to the 
people oflllinois, and do hereby extend our sincerest condolences to his wife, 
Rosemary; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Representative Myron J. ()lson. 
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TRIBUTE TO LATE ARCHBISHOP EDWARD T. O'MEARA. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called his eminence 
Archbishop Edward T. O'Meara, to his eternal reward at the age of seventy; 
and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Archbishop O'Meara was a man of intelligence and faith who 
devoted his life to serving God and others; and 

WHEREAS, Archbishop O'Meara was the spiritual leader of the 200,000 
members of the Catholic Archdiocese of Indianapolis, where he was 
respected and admired for his faith and leadership; and 

WHEREAS, Archbishop O'Meara was also the President and Chairman of 
Catholic Relief Services, where he devoted his energies to aiding the victims 
of wars and disasters worldwide; and 

WHEREAS, Through his ministry and leadership. Archbishop O'Meara 
helped and inspired countless people over the years; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Archbishop Edward T. O'Meara for his life of faith and 
service; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE FATHER JOSEPH EDWARD O'NEILL. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called Father 
Joseph Edward O'Neill to his eternal reward at the age of seventy-one; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Father O'Neill was a man of intelligence and faith who 
devoted his life to serving God and others; and 
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WHEREAS, Father O'Neill used his considerable talents for the benefit of 
young people as Principal of Notre Dame High School, Saint Edward High 
School and Bourgade Catholic High School and as Dean of Students at 
DePaul University; and 

WHEREAS, Through his long and distinguished, career in education. 
Father O'Neill instilled faith in and inspired countless students; now, 
therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Father Joseph Edward O'Neill for his long and fruitful life, 
and do hereby extend pur sincerest condolences to his brothers, Thomas and 
William, and his sister, Dorothy Barstow; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Father Joseph Edward O'Neill. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. WILLIAM J. PAYES. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called William J. 
Payes to his eternal reward at the age of eighty-five; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Payes was a man of intelligence and character who lived 
life to the fullest and enjoyed success in both private business and the public 
sector; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Payes was a loving husband to his wife, Lillian, and a 
devoted father to his daughters, in whom he had great pride; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Payes for many years was President of Builders 
Ornamental Iron Company and Builders Lighting Corporation; and 

WHEREAS, From 1961 to 1962, Mr. Payes served as Director of the 
Illinois Department of Public Works, where he used his considerable talents 
to oversee the completion of the Dan Ryan Expressway construction; now, 
therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate William J. Payes for his long and fruitful life, and do hereby 
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extend our sincerest condolences to his wife, Lillian, and daughters, Joanne 
Barrett and Penny Lowmiller; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of William J. Payes. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. JOHN A. TROIKE. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called John A. 
Troike to his eternal reward at the age of eighty-one; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Troike, a native of Chicago's Back of the Yards 
neighborhood, was a man of character and compassion who devoted his life 
to promoting and protecting the welfare of children; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Troike worked as National Director of the Polish Roman 
Catholic Union Youth Department and in a number of h igh- ranking 
positions in the Boy Scouts of America before serving as Chairman of the 
Illinois Youth Commission from 1961 to 1969; and 

WHEREAS, Throughout his long and distinguished career, Mr. Troike 
used his considerable talents to ensure that all children were given a chance 
to grow into healthy, productive citizens; and 

WHEREAS, In recognition of his efforts, Mr. Troike earned honors from 
many groups, including the Boy Scouts, the Chicago Jewish Committee, and 
the Catholic Youth Organization; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate John A. Troike for his immeasurable contributions to Illinois' 
children, and do hereby extend our sincerest condolences to his wife, Janet , 
and sons, Robert and George; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of John A. Troike. 
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TRIBUTE TO LATE DR. FRANKLIN DUANE YODER. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called Dr. Franklin 
Duane Yoder to his eternal reward at the age of seventy-eight; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 

WHEREAS, Dr. Yoder was a man of intelligence and character who 
devoted his life to safeguarding and improving the health of Americans; and 

WHEREAS, Dr. Yoder, a graduate of Northwestern University Medical 
School, served as Director of the Wyoming Department of Public Health, 
Director of Environmental Medicine for the American Medical Association, 
as a member of the United States Delegation to the World Health 
Organization and Director of the Weld County Health Department during 
his career; and 

WHEREAS, From 1961 to 1973, Dr. Yoder served as Director of the 
Illinois Department of Public Health, where he distinguished himself as an 
exemplary guardian of the public's health, particularly in the areas of 
pollution and nursing home care; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Dr. Franklin Duane Yoder for his invaluable contributions to 
public health in the United States, and do hereby extend our sincerest 
condolences to his daughters, Diane Yoder Janson, Jean Yoder Willemin 
and Mary Frances Yoder; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Dr. Franklin Duane Yoder. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MRS. PHILOMENA ZALE. 

WHEREAS, Almighty God in his infinite wisdom has called Philomena 
Zale to her eternal reward at the age of sixty-eight; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of her passing 
by Alderman Edward M. Burke; and 
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WHEREAS, Mrs. Zale, the wife of former boxing champion Tony Zale, was 
a woman of character, courage and energy who loved life and lived it to the 
fullest; and 

WHEREAS, During World War II; Mrs. Zale boosted the morale of her 
country by helping to organize and playing in the All American Girls 
Baseball League, for which she was honored by the Baseball Hall of Fame 
and inducted into the Chicago Sports Hall of Fame; and 

WHEREAS, Mrs. Zale also taught in the Chicago Public Schools for 
twenty-five years and worked with hearing-impaired children for the 
Chicago Park District; and 

WHEREAS, Throughout her life, Mrs. Zale touched the lives of others 
through her care and compassion; now, therefore, 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Philomena Zale for her fruitful life, and do hereby extend our 
sincerest condolences to her family; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Philomena Zale. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. STANLEY 
SARBARNECK ON NAMING OF CHICAGO POLICE 

ACADEMY GYMNASIUM IN HIS HONOR. 

WHEREAS, Stanley Sarbarneck faithfully and courageously served the 
Chicago Police Department for many years; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Sarbarneck proved his valor and dedication as a 
Detective, where he used his considerable skill and experience to help solve 
numerous crimes, including the infamous Susan Degnan case; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Sarbarneck is perhaps best remembered as Physical 
Education Instructor at the Chicago Police Training School, where he 
devoted himself to preparing countless recruits for the Department over the 
years and where he utilized his black-belt expertise in judo to t ra in 
generations ofChicago Police Officers in self-defense; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Sarbarneck also worked tirelessly on behalf of his fellow 
officers for many years as President ofthe Chicago Policemen's Benevolent 
Association; and 
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WHEREAS, In later years, Mr. Sarbarneck served as Chief of the 
Bridgeview Police Department, where he was admired and respected for his 
leadership; and 

WHEREAS, In recognition of his exemplary career, Mr. Sarbarneck was 
awarded the American Federation of Police, National Commission on Law 
Enforcement Standards' Professional Degree in Law Enforcement Science; 
and 

WHEREAS, Throughout his long and dist inguished career, Mr. 
Sarbarneck faithfully upheld the finest traditions of the Chicago Police 
Department; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
direct that the gymnasium at the Timothy J. O'Connor Chicago Police 
Academy be named the Stanley Sarbarneck Gymnasium in honor of Mr. 
Sarbarneck's unique and invaluable contributions to the Chicago Police 
Department; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO POLICE COMMANDER 
WILLIAM J. WOODS ON HIS RETIREMENT AFTER 

THIRTY-SIX YEARS OF DEDICATED SERVICE. 

WHEREAS, Chicago Police Commander William J. Woods retired from 
the Chicago Police Department on June 16,1991; and 

WHEREAS, Commander Woods is a man of intelligence and character 
who faithfully served the Department for thirty-six years; and 

WHEREAS, Commander Woods joined the Department in 1955 as a 
Patrolman and through skill and hard work rose through the ranks to 
become a District Commander, winning four Department Commendations 
for exemplary service; and 

WHEREAS, Commander Woods served in a number of Districts, but no 
matter what his duties were he carried them out in a manner that won him 
the respect and admiration of all who knew him; and 
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WHEREAS, Throughout his long and distinguished career. Commander 
Woods upheld the finest traditions of the Chicago Police Department; now, 
therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February^ 1992, do hereby 
honor Commander William J. Woods for his courageous and dedicated 
service to Chicago and its citizens; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to Commander William J. Woods. 

MARCH 10, 1992 DESIGNATED "TIBETAN 
NATIONAL DAY" IN CHICAGO. 

WHEREAS, Chicago has been chosen as a primary site for a Tibetan 
Resettlement Project, planned and directed by our local citizens, to assist one 
hundred Tibetans in their relocation and resettlement in Chicago; and 

WHEREAS, During the past four decades, repressive actions by the 
Chinese government have resulted in the deaths of more than one million 
Tibetans, the flight of the Dalai Lama and tens of thousands of Tibetans 
from their homeland, and the systematic destruction of the Tibetan 
environment, language, and a large part of Tibet's unique cultural heritage; 
and 

WHEREAS, Tibet has maintained throughout its history a distinctive 
national, cultural and religious identity, separate from that of China; and 

WHEREAS, In 1989, His Holiness the fourteenth Dalai Lama was 
awarded the Nobel Peace Prize for his continued efforts towards a peaceful 
resolution ofthe occupation of Tibet; and 

WHEREAS, On March 10, 1992, Tibetans throughout the world will 
gather in their host countries to commemorate the thirty-third anniversary 
of the struggle for the freedom and independence of their country and will 
recognize this day as Tibetan National Day; now, therefore, 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
honor the United States-Tibetan Resettlement Project in their efforts to help 
the Tibetan people preserve their culture and human rights by designating 
March 10,1992 as "Tibetan National Day" in the City ofChicago; and 
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Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the Unites States-Tibetan Resettlement Project. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN JONES (ISth Ward): 

FEBRUARY24, 1992 DESIGNATED "BABY QUINN'S DAY". 

WHEREAS, Reverend Clay Evans, Reverend A. Harold White, Reverend 
Deville, and the Coalition of Concerned Clergy have seen a need for clergy to 
use their infinite resources for the assistance of those in great need; and 

WHEREAS, The Coalition of Concerned Clergy found a need to assist 
"Baby Quinn" and "Baby Quinn's" family because of great need the clergy 
came together as the greatest resource in the African American Community 
and other communities to assist "Baby Quinn" and "Baby Quinn's" family; 
and 

WHEREAS, The Coalition of Concerned Clergy has decided that February 
24, 1992 has been determined to be "Baby Quinn's Day" for the purpose of 
coming together at Fellowship Missionary Baptist Church to make a 
citywide contribution to "Baby Quinn" and help the family of "Baby Quinn"; 
now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered on this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., do 
hereby congratulate the efforts of Reverend Clay Evans, Reverend A. Harold 
White, Reverend Deville and other members of the Concerned Clergy and 
declare the twenty-fourth day of February, 1992, as "Baby Quinn's Day"; 
and 

Be It Further Resolved, That suitable copies of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Reverend Clay Evans and the Coalition of 
Concerned Clergy. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN MURPHY (18th Ward): 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. BURT LEVINTHAL. 

WHEREAS, God in his infinite wisdom has called to his eternal reward 
Burt Levinthal, a dedicated public servant who devoted almost forty years 
promoting sportsmanship and athletic prowess to the youth ofthis City; and 

WHEREAS, Burt Levinthal touched almost everyone who grew up on 
Chicago's southwest side, either through Park District recreat ional 
activities or through his long career at Hubbard School. He taught the finer 
points of football and basketball, and students from other schools learned 
from his outstanding instruction. More importantly, he was a gentleman 
whose example was a model for at least two if not three generations, and his 
loss to cancer December 5,1991, is a great loss to us as well; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby express our sorrow on the death of Burt Levinthal, and extend to 
his widow, Isabelle, and family and many, many friends our deepest 
sympathy; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mrs. Burt Levinthal. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. AND MRS. 
JOHN MICHOD ON THEIR FORTIETH 

WEDDING ANNIVERSARY. 

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. John Michod, outstanding residents of 
Chicago's great southwest side, are celebrating forty years of wedded bliss; 
and 

WHEREAS, Helen and John Michod were joined in Holy Matrimony on 
January 12,1952 at Saint Brendan Church. They are currently members of 
Saint Mary Star ofthe Sea Parish; and 

WHEREAS, Representative of the strength and solidity of family life, 
Helen and John Michod have a daughter, Diane (Mrs. Mark Kilcommons) 
and one granddaughter, Lauren; now, therefore. 
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Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby extend our heartiest congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. John Michod 
as they celebrate forty years of wedded bliss, as well as our best wishes for 
many more years of happiness and fulfillment; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mr. and Mrs. John Michod. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN MURPHY (18th Ward) And 
ALDERMAN HENDON (27th Ward): 

REQUEST FOR PUBLIC ACCESS TO ALL GOVERNMENTAL 
FILES ON ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT 

JOHN F. KENNEDY. 

WHEREAS, On November 22, 1963, the 35th President of the United 
States of America, John Fitzgerald Kerinedy was assassinated on the streets 
of Dallas, Texas; and 

WHEREAS, This singular event was one of America's darkest hours and 
stands forever emblazoned in the minds and hearts of all who lived during 
this time period; and 

WHEREAS, A presidential commission was appointed by President 
Lyndon Johnson to investigate the assassination known as the Warren 
Commission; and 

WHEREAS, The findings and conclusions contained in the document 
known as the Warren Report have been called into question almost from the 
date it was published; and 

WHEREAS, The House of Representatives convened the House Select 
Committee on Assassinations in 1978 and determined that it was likely that 
the assassination ofthe President was the result of a conspiracy; and -

WHEREAS, During the course of these investigations thousands of 
documents, transcripts of testimony and evidence have been put under lock 
and seal and away from the public; and 
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WHEREAS, The public's right to know all the facts surrounding the 
assassination of President John F. Kennedy must at this time, nearly 30 
years after this tragic event, outweigh any possible legitimate governmental 
interest in keeping these files secret; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the members of the City Council of the City of 
Chicago, assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby request 
that all records of any governmental investigation into the Kennedy 
Assassination, including the Warren Commission files. House Select 
Committee on Assassination files. Federal Bureau of Investigation, and the 
Central Intelligence Agency and any and all Chicago Police Department 
files, including those concerning Jack Ruby and Thomas Arthur Vallee, be 
opened to the public without delay; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That suitable copies of this resolution be 
presented to the members ofthe Illinois Congressional Delegation and to our 
United States Senators. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN RUGAI (19th Ward): 

TRIBUTE TO LATE LIEUTENANT EDWARD M. HYLAND. 

WHEREAS, God in his almighty wisdom has called Edward M. Hyland to 
his eternal reward at the age of fifty-eight; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Ginger Rugai; and 

W H E R E A S , Lieutenant Hyland was a man of character and intelligence 
who faithfully served the Chicago Fire Department for the last twenty-seven 
years and through skill and hard work rose through the ranks to Lieutenant 
in 1988; and 

WHEREAS, Lieutenant Hyland worked on the southwest side for most of 
his career, and worked for a number of years with Engine Company 15 in the 
Wrightwood neighborhood. It was while he was working in Wrightwood 
that he was promoted to Lieutenant; and 

WHEREAS, Lieutenant Hyland was cited for service above and beyond 
the call of duty by the department; and 
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WHEREAS, Lieutenant Hyland was a member ofthe Fire Fighters Union, 
Local 2 and the Gaelic Fire Brigade social group; and 

WHEREAS, Lieutenant Hyland served in the Army in Europe during the 
Korean War; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, in meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate Lieutenant Edward M. Hyland for his years of dedicated 
service to the citizens of Chicago, and do hereby extend our sincerest 
condolences to his wife, Bonnie and his two daughters; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of Edward M. Hyland. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE FIREFIGHTER JAMES P. NORRIS. 

WHEREAS, God in his almighty wisdom has called James P. Norris to his 
eternal reward; and 

WHEREAS, The Chicago City Council has been informed of his passing by 
Alderman Ginger Rugai; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Norris was a loyal and dedicated member of the Chicago 
Fire Department for the past thirty-four years. He served many years in 
Roseland and in South Deering; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Norris was an Air Force combat veteran in Korea; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Norris was very active in the American Legion. He was a 
member and past commander ofthe South Shore Americari Legion Post 388, 
and was on the Third District American Legion Council. He was past 
president ofthe American Legion Past President's Club; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Norris' work with the Legion centered on children. He 
was very involved with youth, the handicapped and the Special Olympics; 
and 

WHEREAS, Throughout his career, Mr. Norris courageously upheld the 
finest traditions ofthe Chicago Fire Department; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and niembers of the Chicago City 
Couricil, iri meeting assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
commemorate James P. Norris for his contributions to the citizens of 
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Chicago and do hereby extend our sincerest condolences to his wife, 
Mary Jane, and his children; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family of James P. Norris. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. MITCH MICHAELS 
FOR TWENTY YEARS OF DEDICATED SERVICE 

TO CHICAGO RADIO. 

WHEREAS, Mitch Michaels has devoted the last twenty years to Chicago 
Radio. He has worked at seven different radio stations in the Chicago 
market, spending the last five years at 105.9 WCKG-FM, Chicago's only all 
classic rock; and 

WHEREAS, Mitch has helped shape the sound of rock radio in Chicago. 
He has been involved in the start-up of several radio stations and has helped 
bolster listenership at each station; and 

WHEREAS, In 1976 he produced the "Hometown Album" which allowed 
local bands the chance to record their material and have it played on the 
radio; and 

WHEREAS, Mitch was nominated as "Air Personality of the Year" in 
1977 by Billboard magazine. He helped organize a two day local music and 
trade show at the International Amphitheater which set attendance records; 
and 

WHEREAS, Mitch has done extensive voiceover work on radio and 
television commercials and has appeared in numerous industrial and 
several feature films. He is a graduate of the Players Workshop of Second 
City and is a performer with the improvisational comedy group "Strangers 
You Can Trust"; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor ofthe City ofChicago and members of 
the City Council, duly assembled this fourth day of February, 1992, do 
hereby honor Mitch Michaels for his years of dedication to Chicago Radio; 
and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to Mitch Michaels. 
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CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO COMMISSIONER OF 
HEALTH SISTER SHEILA LYNE AS 1992 RECIPIENT 

OF SHIELD OF SAINT XAVIER AWARD 
BY SAINT XAVIER COLLEGE. 

WHEREAS, Sister Sheila Lyne is being honored on March 6, 1992, by 
Saint Xavier College as the 1992 recipient of the Shield of Saint Xavier 
Award at the celebration ofthe Saint Xavier College Dinner; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Sheila in 1953 joined the rehgious Sisters of Mercy 
Province of Chicago; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Sheila received a B.S. in Nursing, an M.S. in 
Psychiatric Nursing from Saint Xavier College, and an M.B.A. from the 
University ofChicago; and 

WHEREAS, In 1990 Sister Sheila was named as Deputy Commissioner of 
the City of Chicago Department of Health, and in 1991 was appointed 
Commissioner; and 

WHEREAS, Sister Sheila was awarded a Doctor of Humane Letters, 
Honoris Cause, Saint Xavier College; Doctor of Laws Degree, Loyola 
University; Citizen Fellow Award, The Institute of Medicine ofChicago and 
due to her profound willingness to help others she has served as either 
director or member of numerous committees arid boards; and 

WHEREAS, The Shield of Saint Xavier Award is given to an individual of 
unquestionable integrity, displaying outstanding leadership, and unselfish 
dedication to others and fulfilling the goals and commitmerit ofthe Sisters of 
Mercy and Saint Xavier College; and 

WHEREAS, Commissioner Sheila Lyne is an excellent model of all that 
this award and Saint Xavier College exemplifies; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, gathered here on the fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby 
congratulate Commissiorier Sheila Lyrie for the honor bestowed upon her as 
well as thank her for her devotion to the citizens of this city, the Sisters of 
Mercy, and the family of Saint Xavier College. 
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CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO ILLINOIS VIETNAM 
VETERANS LEADERSHIP PROGRAM ON 

ITS TENTH ANNIVERSARY. 

WHEREAS, The Illinois Vietnam Veterans Leadership Program 
(I.V.V.L.P.) is a non-profit, full service veterans employment program, 
governed by a fifteen member volunteer Board of Directors, with offices in 
Chicago, Springfield, and Belleville, that has worked to assist Illinois 
veterans with employment; and 

WHEREAS, The I.V.V.L.P. has been recopized by the President, the 
Illinois Congressional Delegation, the Illinois General Assembly and the 
Mayor of the City of Chicago, for efforts to employ veterans; and 

WHEREAS, The I.V.V.L.P. brought together a coalition of City officials 
and business leaders to construct and dedicate the Chicago Vietnam 
Memorial Fountain located at Heald Square, State Street and Wacker Drive; 
and 

WHEREAS The I.V.V.L.P. has drafted and passed in the S ta te 
Legislature, the Vietnam Veterans Act, which resulted in the funding of 
seven community based, statewide veterans organizations that ultimately 
led to the placement of over 27,000 veterans; and 

WHEREAS, The I.V.V.L.P. developed and authored "A Look Inside the 
War", supplemental reading guide to be used by junior high and high school 
students. This book is currently being used in Sangamon County School 
Districts; and 

WHEREAS, The I.V.V.L.P. has developed a pro-bono legal service that 
has contributed over $125,000.00 of free legal services for needy veterans on 
everything from child custody cases, discharge upgrades and home 
foreclosures; and 

WHEREAS, The I.V.V.L.P. staff and members of the volunteer Board of 
Directors regularly meet with legislators on the municipal, county, state and 
federal levels. Major legislation afTecting veterans has been passed due to 
their efforts; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That on February 25, 1992, the tenth anniversary ofthe 
Illinois Vietnam Veterans Leadership Program, the outs tanding and 
dedicated service to the veterans of the City of Chicago and the State of 
Illinois will be formally recognized by the City of Chicago, the Mayor, and 
members of the City Council; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the Board of Directors of the Illinois Vietnam Veterans 
Leadership Program. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN RUGAI (19th Ward), 
ALDERMAN HUELS (11th Ward) And 

ALDERMAN BURKE (14th Ward): 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. THOMAS J. QUINN 
ON HIS RETIREMENT AFTER THIRTY-SIX YEARS OF 

DEDICATED SERVICE WITH ILLINOIS BELL 
TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

WHEREAS, Thomas J. Quinn will retire from Illinois Bell Telephone 
Company after thirty-six years of outstanding service; and 

WHEREAS, Tom Quinn was a veteran ofthe United States Marine Corps; 
and 

WHEREAS, Tom started employment with Illinois Bell Telephone 
Company in 1955, achieving promotions to General Foreman and then 
District Superintendent; and 

WHEREAS, In 1981 Tom was named Ill inois Bell 's Director of 
Government Relations, working closely with the elected officials of the City 
of Chicago, the Commissioners of Cook County, Illinois State Senators and 
Representatives and all city agencies; and 

WHEREAS, Tom Quinn is an outstanding public servant and as such he 
has been appointed to many civic commissions. In 1987 he served on the 
State's Attorney's Committee on Public Information, chaired the 1988 
State's Attorney's Committee on Victim Witness Education and was a 
member of Mayor Daley's Committee for an accurate census count in 1989 
and 1990. He was appointed to Sheriff" Michael Sheahan's Transition Team 
in 1990; and 

WHEREAS, Tom has played and will continue to play a major role in 
gridiron history, officiating in the Big Ten Conference for the past sixteen 
years, supervising the Athletic Directors Board of Control and the Football 
Officials in the Chicago Catholic League, and as a former coach at Leo High 
School and Saint Rita Grade School; and 

WHEREAS, Tom married Diane on August 23, 1958 and they are the 
proud parents of Thomas, Denise, James, Mary, Terrence, Brian, John and 
Margaret and grandparents of Kati, Brian, Anthony, Kevin, Kris, Erin, 
Samantha, Jackie, Joshua and Meghan; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the Chicago City 
Council, gathered here on the fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby honor 
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Thomas J. Quinn for his dedication, integrity, and leadership, and extend 
our best wishes to him on his retirement with good health and happiness in 
the many more years to come; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to Thomas J. Quinn. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN TROUTMAN (20th Ward): 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. WILLIE DIXON. 

WHEREAS, God in his infinite wisdom has called to his eternal reward 
Blues legend Willie Dixon, whose work is sung, danced, played, hummed 
and rapped throughout the world; and 

WHEREAS, Born July 1, 1915, in Vicksburg, Mississippi, Willie Dixon 
first came to Chicago as a heavyweight boxer and won an Illinois Golden 
Gloves title in 1937. He was to spend fifty years of his life in Chicago, as he 
found in our great City a suitable, outlet for his genius as bass player, 
composer and arranger., It was here that his music and lyrics were first 
heard, and it was from the great south side that his compositions traveled to 
virtually every corner ofthe globe. He helped define "Chicago Blues"; and 

WHEREAS, Willie Dixon has left an immense and versatile legacy of 
music. His songs have been sung and recorded by such artists as Elvis 
Presley, Muddy Waters, Rod Stewart, B. B. King, Elton John, Led Zeppelin 
and the Rolling Stones. He has inspired the jazz movement of the 1940s, the 
Rhythm & Blues medium which began in the 1950s and still thrives, the 
Rock Craze which began in the 1960s and carried through at least three 
decades, and today rappers are also performing his songs and compositions; 
and 

WHEREAS, As a producer, composer, lyricist, arranger and performer 
Willie Dixon brought glory to his City of CJhicago. A close personal friend of 
Mayor Harold Washington, Mr. Dixon inspired and enhanced many a 
Chicago Fest. His final Chicago performances were in fact at last year's 
Benson & Hedges Blues Fest; and 

WHEREAS, Willie Dixon died January 29,1992. He leaves to mourn, his 
loving wife, Marie, children, grandchildren, and devoted friends throughout 
the world; and 
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WHEREAS, A winner of the coveted Grammy Award for excellence in 
music recording, Willie Dixon has reached millions over the past half 
century, inspiring many musicians to their own greatness and achieving, 
through his beloved Blues, a towering status among giants; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A. D., 
do hereby express our sorrow on the passing of contemporary music legend 
Willie Dixon, and extend deepest sympathy to Marie Dixon and family, and 
indeed to Willie's friends and fans all over the world; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That public attention be directed to Willie 
Dixon's funeral, scheduled for 10:0() A.M., February 5, 1992, at Liberty 
Baptist Church, culminating in a carriage-led procession which will pass 
Chicago's historic jazz and blues locations, beginning at East 45th Street and 
South Vincennes Avenue; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mrs. Willie Dixon. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN EVANS (21st Ward): 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. CLARENCE ALBERT ROBERT BROWN. 

WHEREAS, Clarence Albert Robert Brown was called home to his eternal 
rest, December, 1991; and 

WHEREAS, Clarence Brown, formerly of Waukegan, Illinois, received his 
education in the Chicago Public School system; and 

WHEREAS, After graduation, Clarence Brown saw fit to serve his 
country in the United States Army arid received three overseas service bars 
— Europeari, African and Middle East ribbons with four bronze battle stars; 
and 

WHEREAS, Clarence Brown was a loving and faithful par tner in 
marriage to his devoted and beloved wife. Marguerite, a proud father of five 
children, and a doting grandfather to five grandchildren; and 
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WHEREAS, Clarence Brown was a faithful and active member of Saint 
Thaddeus Church where he ushered every Sunday and was once a member of 
the Holy Name of Men Society and Knights of Peter Claver; and 

WHEREAS, Clarence Brown worked for the University of Chicago, was 
employed with the United States Postal Service for twenty-nine years and 
before his illness, was employed at Ashland State Bank; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the City of Chicago and the Chicago City Council 
mourn the untimely passing of Clarence Albert Robert Brown and that our 
deepest expression of sjmipathy be extended to his bereaved family; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the Brown family and a copy be retained as part of city records. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. LEON L. CORNELIUS. 

WHEREAS, God called Leon L. Cornelius to eternal rest, December, 1991; 
and 

WHEREAS, A native ofChicago, Leon Cornelius received his schooling in 
this city; and 

WHEREAS, In pursui t of a higher education, Leon Corne l ius 
matriculated at Xavier University at New Orleans, and a year later his 
college life was interrupted by his call to active duty in the United States 
Army; and 

WHEREAS, Leon Cornelius, being a focused and determined individual, 
returned to Xavier University after serving his stint in the Army and 
received his Bachelor of Science degree in Physical Education; and 

WHEREAS, Leon Cornelius was for forty-one years a faithful partner in 
marriage to his wife, Lucille, a proud father of three children, and doting 
grandfather to one grandson; and 

WHEREAS, Although his Christianity was first expressed through the 
Baptist faith, Leon Cornelius converted to the Catholic religion while a 
student at Xavier University and remained active in the Catholic Church 
until his home-going, having been a founding member of Saint Thaddeus; 
and 
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WHEREAS, Until his retirement, Mr. Cornelius was gainfully employed 
as a teacher, as a Juveuile Parole agent, and as Superintendent of Cook 
County Jail; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the City of Chicago and the Chicago City Council 
mourn the untimely passing of Leon L. Cornelius and that our deepest 
expression of sympathy be extended to his bereaved family; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the Cornelius family and a copy be retained as part of city 
records. 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MS. PEACHOLA "PEACH" JEFFERSON. 

WHEREAS, God called Peachola 'Teach" Jefferson to eternal rest; and 

WHEREAS, Peachola Jefferson, one of eleven children, was born in 
Memphis, Tennessee where she received her education, having graduated 
from Geeter High School; and 

WHEREAS, At an early age Peachola Jefferson united with Jerusalem 
Baptist Church in her native home of Memphis; and 

WHEREAS, After migrating to the City of Chicago, Peachola Jefferson 
furthered her education at Illinois Medical Training Center; and 

WHEREAS, Peachola Jefferson demonstrated her interest in and her 
concern for her community by serving as an election judge, by actively 
participating in organizations of the Chicago Housing Authority and in the 
Food Service Program, the latter for which she received numerous awards; 
now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the Chicago City Council and the City of Chicago 
mourn the untimely passing of Peachola Jefferson and that our deepest 
expression of sympathy be extended to her bereaved family; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to her family and a copy be retained as part of city records. 
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TRIBUTE TO LATE MR. ROBERT WARNER, SR. 

WHEREAS, God called Robert Warner, Sr. to his eternal rest on 
December 13,1991; and 

WHEREAS, Robert Warner, Sr., a Birmingham, Alabama nat ive, 
attended Lincoln Elementary School and Industrial High School (now 
Parker High); and 

WHEREAS, Robert Warner, Sr. was a faithful partner in marriage to 
Alpha Kate Warner, who preceded him in death; and 

WHEREAS, Shortly after they were united in Holy Matrimony, Robert 
moved his bride to Wheelwright, Kentucky where he found emplojmient in 
the coal mines and as a player/manager on a baseball team in the old Negro 
League; and 

WHEREAS, Robert, seeking to better his economic circumstances, 
relocated his feunily to Chicago, where he became employed in the steel 
industry; and 

WHEREAS, Heeding the call to serve his country, Robert Warner, Sr. 
enlisted in the United States Navy, seeirig active duty iu the South Pacific 
until he was honorably discharged in 1945; and 

WHEREAS, Robert Warner, Sr. became owner/operator of Kimbark 
Cleaners, a business he maintained for twenty-five years; and 

WHEREAS, Robert Warner was the proud father of one son, Robert, Jr., a 
loving and devoted grandfather of three, Malcolm-Jamal, Gabrae and 
Collage; and 

WHEREAS, Realizing a need to fellowship and live out his belief in God, 
Robert Warner united with Beth Eden Baptist Church where he remained a 
faithful member until his home-going; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the Chicago City Council and the City of Chicago 
mourn the untimely passing of Robert Warner, Sr. and that our deepest 
expression of sympathy be extended to his bereaved family; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
presented to the family and a copy be retained as part of city records. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN LASKI (23rd Ward): 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. AND MRS. 
STANLEY CZOCHARA ON THEIR SIXTIETH 

WEDDING ANNIVERSARY. 

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Stanley Czochara, highly active and respected 
members of Chicago's great southwest side community, are celebrating sixty 
years of wedded bliss, February 20,1992; and 

WHEREAS, Lillian and Stanley Czochara were married in Chicago, 
February 20, 1932, and have lived at their present 23rd Ward address for 
almost four decades; and 

WHEREAS, Stanley worked for many years at International Harvester 
and has enjoyed retirement for some twenty-three years; and 

WHEREAS, Sjmibolizing the strength and solidity of family life, Lillian 
and Stanley CJzochara celebrate this great occasion with their daughters, 
Janet (Hagberg) and Dorothy (Chandler), five grandchildren and four great
grandchildren; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby extend our heartiest congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Stanley 
Czochara as they celebrate their sixtieth wedding anniversary, as well as 
our very best wishes for many more years of happiness and fulfillment; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mr. and Mrs. Stanley Czochara. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. ANTHONY 
JOSEPH MYSLINSKI, SR. ON HIS RETIREMENT 

AFTER FIFTY-FIVE YEARS OF DEDICATED 
PUBLIC SERVICE. 

WHEREAS, Anthony Joseph Myslinski, Sr., has decided to retire after an 
almost unprecedented fifty-five years of devoted service to the City of 
Chicago; and 
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WHEREAS, Anthony Joseph Myslinski, Sr., began working for the City in 
1936, first as a laborer and eventually as a duly licensed engineer of the 
Department of Water. A Group C Engineer, Anthony is one of the three 
most senior members of his union. Most recently he has been employed at 
the Water Department facility at 104th and Harvard, and retires February 
6,1992; and 

WHEREAS, A native of Chicago, Anthony Myslinski was born June 2, 
1908, and raised in Chicago's great Bridgeport and Brighton Park areas. He 
and his wife, Joan, who died in 1981, were married some forty-three years 
and had two sons and four grandchildren. Anthony Joseph Myslinski, Sr., 
celebrates this great occasion with his family and, indeed, with all the 
grateful citizens ofthis city; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D,, 
do hereby extend our heartiest gratitude and congratulations to Anthony 
Joseph Myslinski, Sr., as he retires from an illustrious and dedicated fifty-
five year career as an outstanding public servant. We extend to him and his 
family our very best wishes for many more years of success and fulfillment; 
and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Anthony Joseph Myslinski, Sr.. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. AND MRS. 
GEORGE WALDMAN ON THEIR FORTIETH 

WEDDING ANNIVERSARY. 

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. George Waldman, outstanding residents of 
Chicago's great 23rd Ward, are celebrating forty years of wedded bliss, 
January 26,1992; and 

WHEREAS, George Waldman and the former Susan Jaso were wed 
January 26,1952, at Saints Peter and Paul Lutheran Church and have lived 
most of their married life in Chicago after George served his country 
honorably in the United States Marines, partly in the Korean War; and 

WHEREAS, Susan and George are highly visible, vital members of the 
Archer Heights community. They are members ofthe Archer Heights Civic 
Association and other organizations and give freely of their time and 
energies; and 
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WHEREAS, Susan and George Waldman exemplify the strength and 
solidity of married life; they have two children, Susan Anne and Martin, and 
one grandchild, Alicia, who with their many relative and friends, join in 
celebrating this great occasion; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members ofthe City Council of 
the City of Chicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby extend our heartiest congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. (jeorge 
Waldman as they celebrate their fortieth wedding anniversary, as well as 
our very best wishes for many more years of happiness and fulfillment; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mr. and Mrs. George Waldman. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN MEDRANO (25th Ward): 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO LEAGUE OF UNITED LATIN 
AMERICAN CITIZENS, COUNCIL 4003, ON ITS SIXTY-THIRD 

ANNIVERSARY AND FEBRUARY 1 6 - 2 2 , 1992 
DECLARED "LEAGUE OF UNITED LATIN 

AMERICAN CITIZENS WEEK 
IN CHICAGO". 

WHEREAS, The League of United Latin American Citizens known as 
"L.U.L.A.C.", is celebrating its sixty-third year of service to the City of 
Chicago, the State oflllinois, and indeed the United States of America; and 

WHEREAS, L.U.L.A.C. is the oldest and largest Hispanic organization in 
the Nation; and 

WHEREAS, L.U.L.A.C. makes education a dedicated and forward-moving 
priority. This great organization long ago established 'The Little School of 
the 400" which became a successful model for the Head Start Prograiri. 
L.U.L.A.C. sponsored S.E.R. Jobs for Progress, which assists students in a 
total of seventy-seven cities in the United States, with attaining G.E.D. 
diplomas and with job training. The L.U.L.A.C. National Service Center 
was created to promote scholarship and career counselling to an untold 
number of Hispanic youth; and 
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WHEREAS, Each L.U.L.A.C. Council in Chicago and throughout IlHnois 
will always be committed to quality education, bilingual education and 
social justice; and 

WHEREAS, L.U.L.A.C. continues to promote education for the good and 
welfare of all people. This outstanding organization reflects the growth of 
our great city and ofthe State oflllinois; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council, 
gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., do hereby declare the 
period of February 16 through February 22,1992, be proclaimed as "League 
Of United Latin American Citizens (L.U.L.A.C.) Week In Chicago" in 
recognition of this most outstanding organization and its enormous success 
in promoting educational programs and growth throughout Chicago, the 
State oflllinois, and the United States of America; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared for presentation to the League of United Latiri American Citizens, 
Council 4003. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN AUSTIN (34th Ward): 

WELCOME EXTENDED TO NATIONAL COUNCIL OF 
MERIDIANITES ON ANNUAL GATHERING 

IN CHICAGO IN JUNE, 1992. 

WHEREAS, The National Council of Meridianites, a devoted and caring 
organization of friends and families whose roots are in Mer id ian , 
Mississippi, but who over the years have moved to many corners of the 
United States, will be holding its annual picnic in Chicago this June, 1992; 
and 

WHEREAS, Organized in 1967, the National Council of Meridianites 
grew out of a desire of friends and families scattered about the country to 
visit each other on occasions other than funerals and weddings, td re;unite 
families and old friendships, to introduce new generations and to reactivate 
the warmth and support of solid relationships; and 

WHEREAS, The National Council of Meridiani tes has enjoyed 
outstanding organization since its inception. It has a constitution and 
bylaws; its activities include support of eleemosynary institutions like the 
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N.A.A.C.P. and the United Negro College Fund, and its five Chapters 
engage in a scholarship program which has yielded thousands of dollars to 
deserving students throughout the United States; and 

WHEREAS, The National Council of Meridianites sponsors an annual 
picnic in a different city every year, gathering its members who share a 
mutual culture arid a mutual feeliug of togetherriess for the common good. 
This year's chosen city is Chicago, and its leaders are indeed proud to 
welcome this outstanding group in our midst; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby extend a rousing Chicago welcome to the National Council of 
Meridianites as this great organization plans its annual gathering in our 
great City this June, 1992, and call public attention to the events planned 
for this occasion; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy the this resolution be 
presented to William Harvey, Jr., President, the National Council of 
Meridianites. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN O'CONNOR (40th Ward): 

RECOGNITION OF IRISH MARTYRS KILLED 
DURING PROTEST MARCH IN DERRY, 

NORTHERN IRELAND. 

WHEREAS, In the late 1960s, peaceful opposition to internment and anti-
Catholic discrimination in Northern Ireland led to large protest marches; 
and 

WHEREAS, On January 30, 1972, one such peaceful protest was 
indiscriminately fired upon by a British parachute regiment and thirteen 
demonstrators were killed; and 

WHEREAS, The Widgery Report acknowledges that all of the victims 
were unarmed, that most were shot in the back, and that the killings were 
"reckless" but no British soldier was prosecuted; and 

WHEREAS, Jack Duddy, Patrick Doherty, Hugh Gilmore, Bernard 
McGuigan, John Young, Michael McDaid, William Nash, Michael Kelly, 
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Kevin McElhinney, James Wray, Gerald McKinney, Gerald Donaghy and 
William McKinney sought the rights of equal citizens and paid the ultimate 
price for challenging British garrison rule; and 

WHEREAS, The recent Helsinki Watch, Amnesty International and the 
U.N. Committee on Torture reports prove that twenty years later the British 
still deny basic rights to Catholics; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the City of Chicago pauses in its deliberations to 
remember those in Derry that day who sought justice and received a tyrant's 
response; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That copies of this resolution be given to the 
families of the victims in recognition of the long struggle for justice their 
loved ones began and which continues today. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN NATARUS (42nd Ward): 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. NATHAN GOLD 
AS RECIPIENT OF CITY OF HOPE'S 1992 

"SPIRIT OF LIFE" AWARD. 

WHEREAS, The City of Hope is a world-class research institute and pilot 
medical center that serves the entire United States; and 

WHEREAS, Each year the National Office Products Council for the City 
of Hope gives its "Spirit of Life" award to an individual who personifies the 
goals of the City of Hope, and represents the ideals of the office supply 
industry; and 

WHEREAS, On February 25,1992, Mr. Nathan Gold will receive the City 
of Hope's 1992 Spirit of Life Award; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Nathan Gold is Chairman of the Board of Public Office 
Supplies, Inc., and one of Chicago's most respected businessmen; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Nathan Gold is known and respected as a man of 
compassion and integrity, not only in the industry, but also by his 
employees; now, therefore. 
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Be It Resolved, That the Mayor and members of the City Council of the 
City of Chicago, assembled in meeting this fourth day of February, nineteen 
hundred and ninety-two, do hereby honor and congratulate Mr. Nathan Gold 
on the occasion of receiving the City of Hope's "Spirit of Life" Award, and do 
also express our deepest gratitude for all that Mr. Gold has done to promote 
and expand the office supply industry iu Chicago; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mr. Nathan Gold. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. CARL A. KROCH 
ON DEDICATION OF "THE CARL KROCH WESLEY 

TOWERS" AT NORTHWESTERN MEMORIAL 
HOSPITAL. 

WHEREAS, Mr. Carl Kroch is President and ChiefExecutive Officer of 
Kroch's and Brentano's booksellers; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Carl Kroch has been a longtime friend and benefactor of 
Northwestern Memorial Hospital; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Carl Kroch served Northwestern Memorial Hospital as a 
Director on the Passavant Board; and 

WHEREAS, After Northwestern Memorial Hospital merged with Wesley, 
Mr. Kroch served as a Northwestern Memorial Hospital Board member until 
1984; and 

WHEREAS, In 1984, Mr. Kroch was named a life trustee of the 
Northwestern Memorial Corporation; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Kroch was instrumental in financing the Jeanet te 
Kennelly Kroch Center for Twin Studies; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Carl Kroch's support and leadership have helped 
Northwestern Memorial Hospital become one ofthe premier health.care 
centers in the nation; and 

WHEREAS, In honor of his dedicated service and multi-million dollar 
commitment to the Campaign for Northwestern Memorial Hospital, the 
hospital dedicated and named The Wesley Towers, "The Carl Kroch Wesley 
Towers"; now, therefore. 
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Be It Resolved, That the Mayor and members ofthe City Council of the 
City ofChicago, assembled in meeting this fourth day of February, nineteen 
hundred and ninety-two, do hereby honor and congratulate Mr. Carl Kroch 
on the occasion ofthe dedication of "The Carl A. Kroch Wesley Towers", and 
do also extend our deepest gratitude for all that Mr. Carl Kroch has done for 
the health care of the citizens of the City of Chicago; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to Mr. Carl A. Kroch. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN EISENDRATH (43rd Ward): 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MS. BETTY FROMM 
ON HER COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP. 

WHEREAS, As a resident in Lincoln Park for over twenty years, Betty 
Fromm has provided continual leadership in and a strong commitment to 
improving her community; and 

WHEREAS, For seven years Ms. Fromm has been a member of the 
Lincoln Park Conservation Association and served as President for the last 
three years; and 

WHEREAS, For nine years she was a board member of the Old Town 
Triangle Association, at various times serving as President, Vice President 
and Secretary; and 

WHEREAS, Ms. Fromm was instrumental in completing a long range 
plan for Chidren's Memorial Hospital and DePaul University; and 

WHEREAS, Ms. Fromm provided two years of invaluable leadership and 
insight in negotiating the redevelopment plan for the former Augustana 
Hospital site; and 

WHEREAS, Ms. Fromm initiated and oversaw the reorganization of 
L.P.C.A, making it more responsive and efficient; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the Mayor and City Council of Chicago, gathered 
here this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby commend Betty Fromm for 
her great and zealous efforts on behalf of her community; and 
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Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy ofthis resolution be provided 
to Ms. Betty Fromm. 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. TOM 
KENNEDY ON HIS COMMUNITY 

LEADERSHIP. 

WHEREAS, As a resident of Lincoln Park for over fifteen years, Tom 
Kennedy has provided leadership in and a strong commitment to improving 
his community; and 

WHEREAS, For eleven years Mr. Kennedy has been a member of the 
Wrightwood Neighborhood Association and served as President for the last 
two years during which time he part icipated in many successful 
neighborhood projects; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Kennedy's guidance was instrumental in the successful 
redevelopment of the Racine-Draper Playlot and the dedication of the 
Sheffield-Schubert Playlot to Grace Noethling, the founding member of 
W.N.A.;and 

WHEREAS, During his term as President, the annual Taste of Lincoln 
Avenue festival achieved greater prominence; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Kennedy's insight was instrumental in negotiating the 
redevelopment ofthe former Grignon Factory site; and 

WHEREAS, Membership in W.N.A. increased significantly during Mr. 
Kennedy's tenure; now, therefore, 

Be It Resolved, That the Mayor and the City Council ofChicago, gathered 
here this fourth day of February, 1992, do hereby commend Tom Kennedy 
for his zealous efforts on behalf of his community; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy ofthis resolution be provided 
to Mr. Tom Kennedy. 
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CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. JEFFREY 
PRICE ON HIS COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP. 

WHEREAS, As a resident of Lincoln Park for over twenty years, Jeffrey 
Price has provided leadership in and a strong commitment to improving his 
community; and 

WHEREAS, For six years Mr. Price has been a member of RANCH 
Triangle Association and has served as President for the last three years, 
during which time he has participated in many successful neighborhood 
projects; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Price's guidance was instrumental in restoring the 
Clybourn and Adam Playlots; and 

WHEREAS, During his term as President, Mr. Price provided important 
insight and leadership in negotiating many real estate development projects 
including 1780 North Marcey, 1920 North Sheffield, C3-Parce l 
(Halsted/North) and the Halsted Street Parking Garage; and 

WHEREAS, To improve traffic safety and the availability of parking in 
RANCH Triangle, Mr. Price assisted in developing and implementing a 
comprehensive traffic study ofthe community; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Price initiated a monthly neighborhood newsletter, 
expanded the membership and increased the funding available to RANCH 
Triangle; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Price has been an exemplary leader and brought great 
improvements to his neighborhood; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the Mayor and City Council of Chicago, gathered 
here this fourth day of February, 1992 do hereby commend Jeff'rey Price for 
his great contributions to his community; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy ofthis resolution be provided 
to Mr. Jeffrey Price. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN SCHULTER (47th Ward): 

TRIBUTE TO LATE POLICE SERGEANT RAYMOND E. COLLINS. 

WHEREAS, God in his infinite wisdom has called to his eternal reward 
Raymond E. Collins, beloved citizen and public servant; and 

WHEREAS, A former Sergeant in the 14th Chicago Police District, 
Rajmiond E. Collins had retired after almost four decades of outstanding and 
devoted service to the people of the City of Chicago; and 

WHEREAS, A veteran of World War H, Raymond E. Collins and his 
daughter, Joan Biebel, were the first father and daughter to serve Chicago's 
Police Department as Sergeants; and 

WHEREAS, A sjmibol ofthe solidity and strength of family life, Raymond 
E. Collins and his lovely wife, the former Margaret Mary Fa;hey, raised six 
children, two of whom are members ofthe Police Department, and now there 
are fifteen grandchildren; and 

WHEREAS, Raymond E. Collins will be sorely missed by his family and 
friends, who include the leaders ofthis great City; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, gathered here this fourth day of February, 1992, A.D., 
do hereby express our sorrow on the death of former Chicago Police Sergeant 
Raymond E. Collins, and extend to his family and friends our deepest 
sympathy; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy ofthis resolution be prepared 
and presented to Mrs. Rajmiond E. Collins and family. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN STONE (50th Ward): 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO FIREFIGHTERS OF 9TH 
BATTALION FOR THEIR COMMUNITY SPIRIT DURING 

CHRISTMAS HOLIDAYS. 

WHEREAS, The members of the Chicago Firefighters 9th Battalion 
displayed commitment to the community over and above the day to day 
commitment of firefighters during the Christmas holidays; and 

WHEREAS, The firefighters of the 9th Battalion first shift under the 
leadership of Battalion Chief Ed Welter, gathered food stuffs and donated 
money for holiday dinners for needy families in the community; and 

WHEREAS, Engines 59, 70, 71 and 102, and Truck Companies 47 and 25, 
and Ambulances 13 and 56, participated in this noble effort; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved; That we, the Mayor and members of the City Council of 
the City ofChicago, assembled here this fourth day of February, 1992, take 
note and honor the firefighters ofthe 9th Battalion and commend these men 
and women for their bountiful hearts and generous devotion to the needy; 
and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution be 
prepared and presented to the members ofthe 9th Battalion. 

M A T T E R S P R E S E N T E D BY THE A L D E R M E N . 

(Presented By Wards, In Order, Beginning With The First Ward) 

Arranged under the following subheadings: 

1. Traffic Regulations, Traffic Signs and Traffic-Control Devices. 
2. Zoning Ordinance Amendments. 
3. Claims. 
4. Unclassified Matters (arranged in order according to ward 

numbers). 
5. Free Permits, License Fee Exemptions, Cancellation of Warrants 

for Collection and Water Rate Exemptions, Et Cetera. 
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1. TRAFFIC REGULATIONS, TRAFFIC SIGNS 
AND TRAFFIC-CONTROL DEVICES. 

Referred - ESTABLISHMENT OF LOADING ZONES AT 
SUNDRY LOCATIONS. 

The aldermen named below presented proposed ordinances to establish 
loading zones at the locations designated and for the distances and times 
specified, which were Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and 
Safety, as follows: 

Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

MAZOLA (1st Ward) South Financial Place, at 400 - at 
all times — daily (tow zone); 

North Franklin Street, at 1 
times — daily (tow zone); 

at all 

North Franklin Street, at 814 - at 
all t imes -- Monday th rough 
Saturday (tow zone); 

East Lake Street (middle level, 
north side), at 150, from a point 20 
feet west of North Columbus Drive 
(middle level), to a point 118 feet 
west thereof- at all times - daily; 

East Randolph Street,(upper level) 
from a point 240 feet east of North 
Columbus Drive, to a point 50 feet 
east thereof — at all times — no 
exceptions (tow zone); 

East Randolph Street, at 58 - at 
all times — daily (tow zone); 

West Van Buren Street (north 
side), at 78 — at all times — daily 
(tow zone); 
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Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

South Wells Street (east side) from 
a point 290 feet south of West 
Harrison Street, to a point 25 feet 
south thereof — no exceptions (tow 
zone); 

MEDRANO (25th Ward) West 19th Street, at 2058 - 9:00 
A.M. to 5:00 P.M. -- Monday 
through Friday; 

GUTIERREZ (26th Ward) West Homer Street; at 2422 (for a 
distance of 30 feet) - 9:00 A.M. to 
6:00 P.M. - Monday t h r o u g h 
Friday; 

West St. Paul Street, at 2343 (for a 
distance of 50 feet) - 7:00 A.M. to 
5:00 P.M. - Monday t h r o u g h 
Friday; 

HENDON (27th Ward) South Kedzie Avenue (east side), 
from 7 to 19 - at all times — no 
exceptions (for handicapped only); 

WOJCIK (35th Ward) North Cicero Avenue, at 3737 — 
7:00 A.M. to 9:00 P.M. - Monday 
through Saturday; 

NATARUS (42ndWard) West Erie Street (north side) a t 
430 — at all times — no exceptions; 

North Hudson Avenue (east side) 
alongside 430 West Erie Street — 
at all times - no exceptions; 

West Maple Street, at 52 - 8:00 
A.M. to 7:00 P.M. - no exceptions; 
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Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

Lower East North Water Street, 
(south side) — at all times — daily 
(tow zone); 

Upper East North Water Street, 
(north side) — at all times — daily 
(tow zone); 

Upper East North Water Street, 
(south side) — at all times — daily 
(tow zone); 

HANSEN (44th Ward) North Sheffield Avenue, at 2901 -
9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Midnight -
daily (valet parking); 

North Sheffield Avenue, at 3651 -
5:00 P.M. to 2:00 A.M. - no 
exceptions (valet parking). 

Referred -AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH 
ESTABLISHED LOADING ZONE ON PORTION 

OF WEST ARCHER AVENUE. 

Alderman Laski (23rd Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend an 
ordinance passed by the City Council on September 11, 1991 (Council Journal 
of Proceedings, pages 5013 - 5017) which established loading zones on portions 
of specified public ways by striking the words: "West Archer Avenue (south 
side) from a point 174 feet west of South Natoma Avenue, to a point 62 feet 
west thereof - handicapped loading zone - 8:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. - Monday 
through Friday (91-0574)", and inserting in lieu thereof: "West Archer 
Avenue (south side) from a point 174 feet west of South Natoma Avenue, to a 
point 62 feet west thereof- handicapped loading zone - 9:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. 
— Monday through Friday", which was Referred to the Committee on Traffic 
Control and Safety. 
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Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH 
ESTABLISHED LOADING ZONE ON PORTION 

OF NORTH KEDZIE AVENUE. 

Alderman O'Connor (40th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend 
an ordinance passed by the City Council on November 6,1991 (Council Journa l 
of Proceedings, pages 7252 — 7256) which established loading zones on portions 
of specified public ways by str iking the words: "North Kedzie Avenue (east 
side) from a point 210 feet north ofWest Sunnyside Avenue, to a point 25 feet 
north thereof (91-0893)", and inserting in lieu thereof: "North Kedzie Avenue 
(east side) from a point 185 feet north ofWest Sunnyside Avenue, to a point 25 
feet north thereof, which was Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control 
and Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
LOADING ZONE ON PORTION OF 

NORTH PAULINA STREET. 

Alderman Schulter (47th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend a 
previously passed ordinance which established loading zones on portions of 
specified public ways by striking the words: "North Paul ina Street (west side) 
at 4456 — at all times", which was Referred to the Committee on Traffic 
Control and Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
ONE-WAY TRAFFIC RESTRICTION ON 

PORTION OF SOUTH AVENUE N. 

Alderman Buchanan (10th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend 
a previously passed ordinance which restricted the flow of traffic to a single 
direction on portions of specified public ways by s t r iking the words: "South 
Avenue N, between East 100th Street and East 114th Street - southerly", 
which was Re/"erred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 
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Referred - ESTABLISHMENT OF PARKING METER AREA 
ON PORTION OF SOUTH RACINE AVENUE. 

Alderman Mazola (1st Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to establish a 
parking meter area on South Racine Avenue, between West Jackson 
Boulevard and West Harrison Street, said meters to be in effect from 9:30 A.M. 
to 4:00 P.M. and 6:00 P.M. to 10:00 P.M., Monday through Friday, which was 
Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR EXTENSION OF PARKING 
METER AREA NUMBER 257 ON PORTION 

OF NORTH CANAL STREET. 

Alderman Mazola (1st Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to extend 
Parking Meter Area 257 to include the area of North Canal Street, from West 
Fulton Street north to the railroad tracks, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - PROHIBTTION OF PARKING AT ALL TIMES 
AT DESIGNATED LOCATIONS. 

The aldermen named below presented proposed ordinances to prohibit at all 
times the parking of vehicles at the locations designated and for the distances 
specified, which were Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and 
Safety, as follows: 

Alderman Location And Distance 

MAZOLA (1stWard) West Hubbard Street , at 1328 
(except for handicapped); 

South Loomis S t ree t , a t 740 
(except for handicapped); 
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Alderman Location And Distance 

South Miller Street, at 828 (except 
for handicapped); 

STEELE (6th Ward) South Champlain Avenue, at 7845 
(except for handicapped); 

South Evans Avenue, at 8237 
(except for handicapped); 

East 72nd Street, at 1424 (except 
for handicapped); 

East 76th Street, at 1435 (except 
for handicapped); 

East 92nd Place, at 622 (except for 
handicapped); 

DIXON (8th Ward) South Avalon Avenue, at 8105 
(except for handicapped); 

South El l i s Avenue , a t 8236 
(except for handicapped); 

South Ridgeland Avenue, at 7634 
(except for handicapped); 

SHAW (9th Ward) South Forest Avenue, at 11321 
(for Ms. Ruby Greenwood /except 
for handicapped); 

South Forest Avenue, at 11321 (for 
Ms. Pearl Newsom/except for 
handicapped); 

South State S t r e e t , a t 12026 
(except for handicapped); 

BUCHANAN (10th Ward) South Avenue N, at 10302 (except 
for handicapped); 
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Alderman 

HUELS (11th Ward) 

Location And Distance 

South Lowe Avenue, a t 3351 
(except for handicapped); 

South Normal Avenue, at 2715 
(except for handicapped); 

West 47th Place, at 600 (except for 
handicapped); 

FARY (12th Ward) South Homan Avenue, at 4449 
(except for handicapped); 

South Keating Avenue, at 4324 
(except for handicapped); 

West 46th Place, at 2432 (except 
for handicapped); 

MADRZYK (13th Ward) South Lorel Avenue, at 6425; 

West 69th Street, a t 3627; 

West 71st Street, at 3710; 

BURKE (14th Ward) South Maplewood Avenue, at 4915 
(except for handicapped); 

South Washtenaw Avenue, at 
6129 (except for handicapped); 

JONES (15th Ward) South Marshfield Avenue, at 6515 
(except for handicapped); 

South Winchester Avenue, at 6743 
(except for handicapped); 

STREETER (17th Ward) South Green S t ree t , a t 8431 
(except for handicapped); 
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Alderman Location And Distance 

MURPHY (18th Ward) South Jus t ine Street , a t 7937 
(except for handicapped); 

South Throop Street , at 8153 
(except for handicapped); 

LASKI (23rd Ward) South Moody Avenue, at 6105 
(except for handicapped); 

MILLER (24th Ward) West Cermak Road, a t 3504 
(except for handicapped); 

South Hamlin Avenue, at 1956 
(except for handicapped); 

West Lexington Street, at 4036 
(except for handicapped); 

South Spaulding Avenue, at 1238 
(except for handicapped); 

MEDRANO (25th Ward) West 15th Place, at 2743 (except 
for handicapped); 

GUTIERREZ (26th Ward) West Moffat S t r ee t , a t 3114 
(except for handicapped); 

BIALCZAK (30th Ward) North Leclaire Avenue, at 2140 
(except for handicapped); 

North Lockwood Avenue, at 2442 
(except for handicapped); 

North Monitor Avenue, at 2141 
(except for handicapped); 

MELL (33rd Ward) West Fullerton Avenue, at 2613 
(except for handicapped); 
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Alderman Location And Distance 

AUSTIN (34th Ward) West 104th Street, at 30 (except 
for handicapped); 

West 113th Street, at 350 (except 
for handicapped); 

WOJCIK (35th Ward) North Hamlin Avenue, at 2726 
(except for handicapped); 

North Kedvale Avenue, at 4136 
(except for handicapped); 

West Nelson S t ree t , a t 4044 
(except for handicapped); 

North St. Louis Avenue, at 3845 
(except for handicapped); 

BANKS (36th Ward) North Austin Avenue, at 3116 
(except for handicapped); 

North Monitor Avenue, at 2624 
(except for handicapped); 

North Monitor Avenue, at 6064 
(except for handicapped); 

CULLERTON (38th Ward) North Narragansett Avenue, at 
4251 (except for handicapped); 

LAURINO (39thWard) North Central Park Avenue, at 
5849 (except for handicapped); 

North Springfield Avenue, at 5023 
(except for handicapped); 

O'CONNOR (40th Ward) West Ardmore Avenue, at 1531 
(except for handicapped); 

West Argyle S t ree t , a t 2717 
(except for handicapped); 
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Alderman Location And Distance 

West Leland Avenue, at 2926 
(except for handicapped); 

EISENDRATH (43rd Ward) North State Parkway, at 1325 
(except for handicapped); 

LEVAR (45th Ward) North Larned Avenue, at 5244 
(except for handicapped); 

MOORE for SHILLER (46th Ward) West Cornelia Avenue, at 640 
(except for handicapped); 

M. SMITH (48th Ward) West Balmoral Avenue, at 1432 
(except for handicapped). 

i?e/erred-AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
PARKING PROHIBTTION AT ALL TIMES ON PORTION 

OF WEST BRYN MAWR AVENUE. 

Alderman Laurino (39th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend a 
previously passed ordinance which prohibited the parking of vehicles at all 
times on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: "West Bryn 
Mawr Avenue, from North Pulaski Road to North Tripp Avenue — at all times" 
and inserting in lieu thereof: "West Bryn Mawr Avenue, from North Pulaski 
Road to North Tripp Avenue - 7:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. - Monday through 
Friday", which vfas Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and 
Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
PARKING PROHIBITION AT ALL TIMES ON PORTION 

OF SOUTH KOLIN AVENUE. 

Alderman Laski (23rd Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend a 
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previously passed ordinance which prohibited the parking of vehicles at all 
times on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: "South Kolin 
Avenue (west side) at 5028 (Handicapped Permit Number 3662)", which was 
Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
PARKING PROHIBITION AT ALL TIMES ON PORTION 

OF SOUTH LANGLEY AVENUE. 

Alderman Steele (6th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend a 
previously passed ordinance which prohibited the parking of vehicles at all 
times on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: "South 
Langley Avenue, at 8210 (Handicapped Permit Number 5450)", which was 
Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
PARKING PROHIBTTION AT ALL TIMES ON PORTION 

OF SOUTH PAULINA STREET. 

Alderman Huels (11th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend a 
previously passed ordinance which prohibited the parking of vehicles at all 
times on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: "South 
Paulina Street, at 3646 (Handicapped Permit)", which was Referred to the 
Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
PARKING PROHIBITION AT ALL TIMES ON PORTION 

OF SOUTH WOLCOTT AVENUE. 

Alderman Burke (14th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend a 
previously passed ordinance which prohibited the parking of vehicles at all 
times on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: "South 
Wolcott Avenue, at 4804 (Handicapped Permit Number 764)", which was 
Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 
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Referred - RELOCATION OF PARKING PROHIBITION 
TO 5309 NORTH KENMORE AVENUE. 

Alderman M. Smith (48th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to relocate 
a parking prohibition from its current location at 4802 North Kenmore 
Avenue to a new location at 5309 North Kenmore Avenue, which was Referred 
to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - RELOCATION OF PARKING PROHIBITION 
TO 6249 WEST PATTERSON AVENUE. 

Alderman Cullerton (38th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to relocate 
a parking prohibition from its current location at 2321 North Hamlin Avenue 
to a new location at 6249 West Patterson Avenue, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - PROHIBITION OF PARKING DURING 
SPECIFIED HOURS AT DESIGNATED 

LOCATIONS. 

The aldermen named below presented proposed ordinarices to prohibit the 
parking of vehicles at the locations designated and for the distances and times 
specified, which were Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and 
Safety, as follows: 

Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

MAZOLA (1st Ward) West Grand Avenue, from North 
Wood Street to North Sangamon 
Street - 7:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M. -
(north side — Tuesdays, south side 
~ Wednesdays) April 1 through 
November 30 — for street cleaning 
purposes; 
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Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

West Taylor Street, from South 
Western Avenue to South Morgan 
Street - 7:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M. -
(north side — Mondays, south side 
-- Tuesdays) April 1 th rough 
November 30 — for street cleaning 
purposes; 

BLOOM (5th Ward) South Exchange Avenue (both 
sides) from East 71st Street to East 
72nd Street - two hours - 8:00 
A.M. to 5:00 P.M. -- Monday 
through Friday; 

LASKI (23rd Ward) South Kolin Avenue (west side) 
from South Archer Avenue to the 
first alley north thereof — 6:00 
A.M. to 8:30 A.M. - Monday 
through Saturday; 

MELL (33rd Ward) North St. Louis Avenue, at 2401 
(east side) from a point 35 feet 
north ofWest Fullerton Avenue, to 
a point 25 feet north thereof- 7:00 
A.M. to 6:00 P.M. - Monday 
through Saturday. 

Referred - ESTABLISHMENT OF RESIDENTIAL PERMIT 
PARKING ZONES AT SPECIFIED LOCATIONS. 

The aldermen named below presented proposed orders to es tabl ish 
residential permit parking zones at the locations designated and for the 
distances and times specified, which were Referred to the Committee on 
Traffic Control and Safety, as follows: 
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Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

BLOOM (5th Ward) South Kimbark Avenue (both 
sides) from the first alley south of 
East 57th Street, to East 58th 
Street, from 8:00 A.M. to 11:30 
A.M. and from 1:30 P.M. to 5:00 
P.M. - Monday through Friday; 

South Kenwood Avenue (both 
sides) from the first alley south of 
East 57th Street, to East 58th 
Street, from 8:00 A.M. to 11:30 
A.M. and from 1:30 P.M. to 5:00 
P.M. - Monday through Friday; 

South Dorchester Avenue (both 
sides) from East 57th Street to 
East 59th Street, from 8:00 A.M. to 
11:30 A.M. and from 1:30 P.M. to 
5:00 P.M. — Monday t h r o u g h 
Friday; 

East 57th Street (both sides) from 
the first al ley eas t of S o u t h 
Woodlawn Avenue , to S o u t h 
Kimbark Avenue, from 8:00 A.M. 
to 11:30 A.M. and from 1:30 P.M. 
to 5:00 P.M. - Monday through 
Friday; 

East 57th Street (south side) from 
South Kenwood Avenue to South 
Dorchester Avenue, from 8:00 
A.M. to 11:30 A.M. and from 1:30 
P.M. to 5:00 P.M. -- Monday 
through Friday; 

East 57th Street (north side) from 
the first al ley eas t of S o u t h 
Kenwood A v e n u e , to S o u t h 
Dorchester Avenue, from 8:00 
A.M. to 11:30 A.M. and from 1:30 
P.M. to 5:00 P.M. - Monday 
through Friday; 
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Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

East 58th Street (north side) from 
the first alley eas t of South 
Woodlawn Avenue, to South 
Dorchester Avenue, from 8:00 
A.M. to 11:30 A.M. and from 1:30 
P.M. to 5:00 P.M. - Monday 
through Friday; 

STREETER (17th Ward) South Lafayette Avenue (west 
side) in the 7100 block - at all 
times; 

MURPHY (18th Ward) West 83rd Street (both sides) in 
the 3500 block — at all times; 

LASKI (23rd Ward) West 51st Street (north side) 
between South Harding Avenue 
and the first alley east thereof— at 
all times; 

MEDRANO (25th Ward) West 22nd Place (both sides) in the 
2700 block - at all times; 

WOJCIK (35th Ward) North Tripp Avenue (east side) in 
the 4000 block - at all times; 

BANKS (36th Ward) West Roscoe Street (south side) 
from North Oconto Avenue to the 
first alley east thereof — at all 
times; 

CULLERTON (38th Ward) West Henderson Avenue, in the 
6000 block - Monday through 
Friday — at all times. 
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Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
RESIDENTLAL PERMTT PARKING ZONE ON PORTION 

OF NORTH NOTTINGHAM AVENUE. 

Alderman Banks (36th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend an 
ordinance passed by the City Council on September 11, 1991 (Council Journal 
of Proceedings, pages 5038 - 5042) which established residential permit 
parking zones on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: 
"North Nottingham Avenue (both sides) from West Belmont Avenue to West 
School Street - at all times (extension to Zone 162)", which was Referred to 
the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING ZONE ON PORTION 

OF NORTH OCONTO AVENUE. 

Alderman Banks (36th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend an 
ordinance passed by the City Council on March 21, 1990 (Council Journal of 
Proceedings, page 13475) which established residential permit parking zones 
on portions of specified public ways by including the following language within 
the permit parking zone at 3100 - 3139 North Oconto Avenue: "3057 and 3101 
North Oconto Avenue (alongside West Barry Avenue) and 7235 West Barry 
Avenue (extension to Zone 262)", which was Referred to the Committee on 
Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
RESIDENTLAL PERMIT PARKING ZONE ON PORTION 

OF NORTH OCONTO AVENUE. 

Alderman Banks (36th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend an 
ordinance passed by the City Council on September 11, 1991 (Council Journal 
of Proceedings, pages 5038 — 5042) which established residential perinit 
parking zones on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: 
"North Oconto Avenue (both sides) in the 3300 block — at all times (extension 
to Zone 162)", which was i?e/"erred to the Committee on Traffic Control a n d 
Safety. 
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Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
RESIDENTIAL PERMTT PARKING ZONE ON PORTION 

OF NORTH OCONTO AVENUE. 

Aldermari Bariks (36th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend an 
ordinance passed by the City Council on September 11,1991 (Council Journal 
of Proceedings, pages 5038 - 5042) which established residential permit 
parking zones on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: 
"North Oconto Avenue (both sides) in the 3500 block - at all times (extension 
to Zone 162)", which was Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and 
Safety. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
RESIDENTLAL PERMTT PARKING ZONE ON PORTION 

OF NORTH OCTAVLA AVENUE. 

Alderman Banks (36th Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend an 
ordinance passed by the City Council on September 11,1991 (Council Journal 
of Proceedings, pages 5038 - 5042) which established residential permit 
parking zones on portions of specified public ways by striking the words: 
"North Octavia Avenue (both sides) between West School Street and West 
Roscoe Street — at all times (extension to Zone 162)", which was Referred to 
the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred-DESIGN ATION OF SERVICE DRIVES/DLAGONAL 
PARKING AT SPECIFIED LOCATIONS. 

The aldermen named below presented proposed ordinances to designate 
service drives and permit diagonal parking in the locations and for the 
distances specified, which were Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control 
and Safety, as follows: 

Alderman Location And Distance 

BLOOM (5th Ward) South South Shore Drive (east 
side) between South 53rd Street 
and South 54th Street; 
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Alderman Location And Distance 

MEDRANO (25th Ward) South Wood Street (east side) from 
West 18th Street to the first alley 
north thereof. 

/?e/erred-ESTABLISHMENT OF TOW-AWAY ZONES AT 
SPECIFIED LOCATIONS. 

The aldermen named below presented proposed ordinances to establish tow-
away zones at the locations designated, for the distances and times specified, 
which were Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, as 
follows: 

Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

MAZOLA (1st Ward) West Adams Street (south side) a t 
555 — at all times — daily; 

Lower Cabrini Street (south side) 
from South Canal Street to South 
Clinton Street — at all times --
daily; 

South Racine Avenue (both sides) 
in the 300 block, from W e s t 
Jackson B o u l e v a r d to W e s t 
Harrison Street - 7:00 A.M. to 
9:30 A.M. and 4:00 P.M. to 6:00 
P.M. - Monday through Saturday; 

South Racine Avenue (west side) 
from West Vernon Park Place to 
West Polk Street - 7:00 A.M. to 
9:30 A.M. and 4:00 P.M. to 6:00 
P.M. - Monday through Friday; 

NATARUS (42nd Ward) North New Street (west side) — at 
all times — daily; 
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Alderman Location, Distance And Time 

Lower East North Water Street 
(north side) - at all times - daily; 

North Park Drive - at all times -
daily; 

Upper East North Water Street, 
from North Columbus to the first 
alley east thereof — at all times — 
daily; 

Upper East North Water Street 
(north side) from North Columbus 
to North Park Drive - at all times 
- daily. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
TOW-AWAY ZONE ON PORTION OF NORTH 

HUDSON AVENUE. 

Alderman Natarus (42nd Ward) presented a proposed ordinance to amend a 
previously passed ordinance which established tow-away zones on portions of 
specified public ways by striking the words: "North Hudson Avenue (east side) 
alongside 430 West Erie Street", which was Referred to the Committee on 
Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - CONSIDERATION FOR INSTALLATION OF "LEFT 
TURN ARROW" AT INTERSECTION OF WEST 

LAWRENCE AVENUE AND WESTBOUND 
ENTRANCE TO JOHN F. KENNEDY 

EXPRESSWAY. 

Alderman Levar (45th Ward) presented a proposed order directing the 
Commissioner of Transportation to give consideration to the installation of a 
"Left Turn Arrow" to the existing traffic control signals on West Lawrence 
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Avenue at the westbound entrance ofthe John F. Kennedy Expressway, which 
v/as Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Referred - CONSIDERATION FOR INSTALLATION OF AUTOMATIC 
TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNALS AT INTERSECTION OF 

WEST OAKDALE AVENUE AND NORTH 
SHERIDAN ROAD. 

Alderman Hansen (44th Ward) presented a proposed order authorizing the 
Commissioner of Transportation to consider the installation of automatic 
traffic control signals at the intersection of West Oakdale Avenue and North 
Sheridan Roads, which was Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control 
and Safety. 

Referred-AUTHORIZATION FOR INSTALLATION OF 
TRAFFIC SIGNS AT SPECIFIED LOCATIONS. 

The aldermen named below presented proposed orders for the installatibn of 
traffic signs, of the nature indicated and at the locations specified, which were 
Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, as follows: 

Alderman Location And Type Of Sign 

MAZOLA (1st Ward) West Jackson Boulevard at North 
Peoria Street - "Stop"; 

BLOOM (5th Ward) South East End Avenue, at Eas t 
70th Street-"Stop"; 

East 73rd Street, at South Luella 
Avenue - "Stop"; 

STEELE (6th Ward) South Indiana Avenue, at E a s t 
86th Street - "Stop"; 
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Alderman Location And Type Of Sign 

BUCHANAN (10th Ward) South Avenue G, at East 113th 
Street - "Stop"; 

South Avenue J, at East 113th 
Street - "Stop"; 

Eas t 112th S t ree t , a t Sou th 
Avenue B-"Stop"; 

MURPHY (18th Ward) South Loomis Street, at West 81st 
Street-"Stop"; 

South Loomis Street, at West 82nd 
Street - "Stop"; 

West 83rd P l a c e , a t S o u t h 
Spaulding Avenue - "Stop"; 

Wes t 83rd S t r ee t , a t S o u t h 
Spaulding Avenue - "Stop"; 

EVANS (21st Ward) South Lafayette Avenue, at West 
101st Street- "Stop"; 

South Lafayette Avenue, at West 
102nd Street - "Stop"; 

LASKI (23rd Ward) South Tripp Avenue, at West 53rd 
Street-"Stop"; 

WOJCIK (35th Ward) West Altgeld Street and North 
Avers Avenue - "Stop"; 

West Altgeld Street and North 
Hamlin Avenue - "Stop"; 

West Belden Avenue and North 
Avers Avenue -- "Three-Way 
Stop"; 
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Alderman 

BANKS (36th Ward) 

Location And Type Of Sign 

North Mason Avenue, at Wes t 
George Street - '*Stop"; 

West Roscoe St ree t , a t N o r t h 
Oconto Avenue — "Stop"; 

GILES (37th Ward) North Leamington Avenue, and 
West LeMoyne Street — "Three-
Way Stop"; 

CULLERTON (38th Ward) North Austin Avenue, at West 
Grace Street - "Stop"; 

West Henderson Avenue, at North 
Menard Avenue - "Stop"; 

North Menard Avenue, at West 
Melrose Street - "Stop"; 

North Menard Avenue, at West 
School Street-"Stop"; 

LAURINO (39th Ward) West Ainslie S t ree t , at Nor th 
Drake Avenue - "Stop"; 

West Hollywood Avenue, at North 
Karlov Avenue - "Stop"; 

O'CONNOR (40th Ward) West Glenlake Avenue, at North 
Fairfield Avenue - "Stop"; 

DOHERTY (41stWard) North Nashotah Avenue and West 
Newburg Avenue -- "Four-Way 
Stop"; 

North Oleander Avenue and West 
Chase Street - "Four-Way Stop"; 
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Alderman Location And Type Of Sign 

NATARUS (42nd Ward) Lower East North Water Street, at 
North New Street - "Two-Way 
Stop"; 

North Park Drive, at East Illinois 
Street - "Two-Way Stop"; 

North Park Drive, at Upper East 
North Water Street - "Two-Way 
Stop"; 

M. SMITH (48th Ward) West Balmoral Avenue, at North 
Lakewood Avenue - "Stop"; 

STONE (50th Ward) West Granville Avenue, at North 
Fairfield Avenue - "Stop"; 

North Kedzie Avenue, at West 
Birchwood Avenue — "Stop"; 

North Kedzie Avenue, at West 
Fargo Street-"Stop"; 

North Kedzie Avenue, at West 
Jerome Street - "Stop". 

Referred - CONSIDERATION FOR ERECTION OF "NO PARKING 
AT ANY TIME" SIGN ON PORTION OF WEST 

HOWARD STREET. 

Alderman Stone (50th Ward) presented a proposed order authorizing the 
Commissiorier of Trarisportation to consider the erection of a "No Parking At 
Any Time" sign to be located on the south side of West Howard Street, from 
North Francisco Avenue to North Kedzie Avenue, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 



I 
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2. ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS. 

Referred - ZONING RECLASSIFICATIONS OF 
PARTICULAR AREAS. 

The aldermen named below presented six proposed ordinances amending the 
Chicago Zoning Ordinance for the purpose of reclassifying particular areas, 
which were Referred to the Committee on Zoning, as follows: 

BY ALDERMAN RUSH (2ndWard): 

To classify as an R3 General Residence District instead of an Ml-3 
Restricted Manufacturing District the area shown on Map No. 6-E 
bounded by: 

a line 321.3 feet south of East 29th Street; South Michigan Avenue; a 
line 365.3 feet south of East 29th Street; and the alley next west of and 
parallel to South Michigan Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN LASKI (23rdWard): 

To classify as an R4 General Residence District instead of an R2 Single-
Family Residence District the area shown on Map No. 12-M bounded by: 

a line 150 feet south of West 53rd Street; the alley next east of and 
parallel to South Menard Avenue; a line 200 feet south of West 53rd 
Street; and South Menard Avenue. 

To classify as an R4 General Residence District instead of an R2 Single-
Family Residence District the area shown on Map No. 14-N bounded by: 

a line 141 feet south of West Archer Avenue (51st Street); South Oak 
Park Avenue; a line 175.08 feet south ofWest Archer Avenue (51st 
Street); and the alley next west of and parallel to South Oak Park 
Avenue. 



13046 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

BY ALDERMAN HANSEN (44th Ward): 

To classify as an R5 General Residence District instead of an R4 General 
Residence District the area shown on Map No. 9-G bounded by: 

a line 75 feet north ofWest School Street; North Kenmore Avenue; West 
School Street; and a line 65 feet west of North Kenmore Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN SCHULTER (47th Ward): 

To classify as a B2-2 Restricted Retail District instead of a C2-2 General 
Commercial District the area shown on Map No. 11-G bounded by: 

West Leland Avenue; North Clark Street; West Wilson Avenue; the 
center line of North Greenview Avenue or the line thereof if extended 
where no street exists; a line 145 feet north ofWest Wilson Avenue; a 
line 166 feet east of North Ashland Avenue; a line 93 feet south ofWest 
Leland Avenue; and North Greenview Avenue. 

To classify as an R4 General Residence District instead of a C2-2 General 
Commercial District the area shown on Map No. 11-G bounded by: 

West Leland Avenue; North Greenview Avenue; a line 93 feet south of 
West Leland Avenue; and a line 166 feet east of North Ashland Avenue. 

To classify as an R4 General Residence District instead of a C2-2 General 
Commercial District the area shown on Map No. 11-G bounded by: 

a line 145 feet north of West Wilson Avenue; the center line of North 
Greenview Avenue or the line thereof if extended where no street exists; 
West Wilson Avenue; and a line 166 feet east of North Ashland Avenue. 
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3. CLAIMS. 

Referred-CLAIMS AGAINST CITY OF CHICAGO. 

The aldermen named below presented two hundred thirteen (213) proposed 
claims against the City of Chicago for the claimants named as noted, 
respectively, which were Referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

Alderman Claimant 

MAZOLA (1st Ward) 899 South Plymouth Court 
Condominium Association; 

PRECKWINKLE (4th Ward) Barclay Condominium Homeowners 
Association; 

Pruitt Condominium Association; 

BLOOM (5th Ward) 5457 - 5459 South Hyde Park 
Boulevard Condominium 
Association; 

5463 - 5465 Hyde Park 
Condominium Association; 

The 5510 Woodlawn Condominium; 

6701 South Chappel Condominium 
Association, Inc.; 

7206-7208 South Yates 
Condominium; 

STEELE (6th Ward) Mrs. Pearlie M. McKnight; 

DIXON (8th Ward) London Towne Houses Cooperative, 
Inc.; 
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Alderman Claimant 

7901-7911 South Ellis 
Condominium Association; 

MADRZYK (13th Ward) Courtyard Condominium 
Association; 

Kenton Building Corporation; 

BURKE (14th Ward) Mr. Don Lazo; 

Mr. Robert David Seman; 

MURPHY (18th Ward) 4036 West 87th Street 
Condominium Association (2); 

4046 West 87th Street 
Condominium Association; 

iJf/GA/(19th Ward) Academy Hall Apartments; 

LaBella Casa Condominium; 

Mr. John J. Schumacher; 

LASiiT/(23rd Ward) Mr. Timothy J. Flanagan (2); 

5419 South Massasoit Condominium 
Association; 

BIALCZAK (30th Ward) 

BANKS (36th Ward) 

Ms. Alicia Flores; 

Addison Manor Condominium 
Association; 

Addison Point Condominium 
Association; 

Colonial Condominium Association; 
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Alderman Claimant 

Neena Manor Condominium 
Association; 

Neva Vista Condominium 
Association; 

Oakfield North Condominium 
Association; 

Palmer Court 2147 North Harlem 
Building Association; 

CULLERTON (38th Ward) Addison Manor Condominium; 

Eastwood Manor Condominium 
Association; 

Heather Terrace Condominium 
Association; 

Irving Park Terrace Condominium 
Association; 

Vinzi Laguna; 

3843 North Narragansett 
Condominium Association; 

LAURINO (39th Ward) Ms. Anna Mlyslinski; 

O'CONNOR (40th Ward) Foster Western Condominium 
Association; 

Summerdale Condominium 
Association; 

DOHERTY (41stWard) Birchtree Manor Condominium 
Association No. 2; 

Birchtree Manor No. 5; 
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Alderman Claimant 

Caldwell Woods Condominium 
Association, Inc.; 

Mr. Michael J. Diana; 

Edge Wood Manor II; 

Edison Park Village Condominium 
Association; 

Edison Villa Condominium; 

Higgins Manor Condominium; 

Kathleen Condominium; 

Lexington House Condominium; 

Northwest Point Condominium; 

Northwest Terrace Building No. 1; 

Northwest Terrace Condominium 
No. 2; 

Parkview Condominium West, Inc.; 

Parkview Condominium No. 2 East; 

Point East Condominium; 

Mr. John Stephen Power; 

Mr. Michael A. Tosi Sr.; 

5155 - 5159 North East River Road 
Condominium Association; 

6259 - 6261 North Northwest 
Highway Condominium 
Association; 

6831 Northwest Highway 
Condominium Association; 
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Alderman Claimant 

8427 - 8431 Bryn Mawr 
Condominium Association; 

NATARUS (42nd Ward) Anchor Lotts Association; 

Carl Sandburg Village 

Condominium Association No. 2; 

Cedar Street Corporation; 

Lake Shore Land Association; 
The Plaza On Dewitt Condominium 

Association; 

Streeterville Center Condominium 
Association; 

One East Scott Condominium; 

40 East Cedar Condominium 
Association; 

132 East Delaware Place 
Condominium Association; 

175 East Delaware Place 
Homeowner's Association; 

220 East Walton Condominium 
Association; 

900 - 910 Lake Shore Drive 
Condominium Association; 

1242 Lake Shore Drive Corporation; 

EISENDRATH (43rd Ward) Ambassador House Condominium 
Association; 

Americana Towers Condominium 
Association; 

Astor Terrace Condominium; 
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Alderman Claimant 

Brenton Place Condominium 
Association; 

Factory Condominium Association; 

Fullerton/Geneva Condominium 
Association; 

Hearthstone On Halsted 
Condominium Association; 

Hampden Tower Condominium 
Association; 

Kennelly Square Condominium; 

Lake Shore Condominium 
Association; 

Parklane Townhome Condominium 
Association; 

Parkview Tower Condominium 
Association; 

Webster Park Condominium 
Association; 

Willow Dayton Townhouse 
Condominium: 

Wrightwood Court Townhomes 
Association; 

Wrightwood Dayton Condominium 
Association; 

510 West Fullerton Condominium 
Association; 

515 Wrightwood Condominium 
Association; 

The 941 West Wrightwood Limited 
Editions Condominium 
Association (2); 
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Alderman Claimant 

1260 Astor Street Building 
Corporation; 

1500 Lake Shore Drive Building 
Corporation; 

1875 Burling Condominium 
Association; 

2016 Cleveland Condominium 
Association; 

2015 - 2019 North Sheffield Avenue 
Landmark Condominium 
Association; 

2020 Lincoln Park West 
Condominium Association; 

2130 Lincoln Park West 
Condominium Association; 

2201 North Cleveland Condominium 
Association; 

2800 Lake Shore Drive 
Condominium Association; 

HANSEN (44th Ward) Barry Avenue Townhouse 
Association; 

Cor-Lake Condominium Association; 

Eddystone Condominium Homes; 

Harbor House Condominium 
Association; 

King's Court Condominium 
Association; 

Magnolia-Grace Condominium 
Association; 
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Alderman Claimant 

The Steeples Condominium 
Association; 

The Wellington Condominium 
Association; 

Wellington Townhouse; 

444 W.est Aldine Condominium 
Association; 

554 — 556 Roscoe Condominium 
Association; 

560 Roscoe Condominium 
Association; 

606 - 609 West Wellington 
Condominium Association; 

656 Buckingham Condominium 
Association; 

2909 North Sheridan Road 
Condominium Homes 
Association; 

2970 Lake Shore Drive 
Condominium Association (2); 

3300 Lake Shore Drive 
Condominium Association; 

4650 North Hermitage 
Condominium Association; 

LEVAR (45th Ward) Byron Courts Condominium; 

Cameron Courts Condominium; 

Gunnison Point Condominium 
Association; 

Kerry Courts Condominium 
Association; 
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Alderman Claimant 

Keystone Manor Condominium 
Association; 

Le Cour Condominium; 

Mayfair Terrace Condominium 
Association, Inc.; 

The Park Condominium Association; 

Rosedale Condominium; 

5312 West Windsor Condominium 
Association; 

SHILLER (46th Ward) Addison Building Corporation; 

Augusta Condominium Association; 

Beacon Place Condominium 
Association; 

Bittersweet Park Condominium 
Association; 

Byron Graystone I Condominium 
Association; 

Clarendon-Coyler Condominium 
Association; 

Coachlite n Condominium 
Association; 

Gill Park Cooperative; 

Grace Condominium Association; 

Grace Shore Condominium 
Association; 

Hazelton Condominium Association; 
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Alderman Claimant 

Kenmore-Leland West 
Condominium Association; 

North Fremont Condominium 
Association; 

Parkside On Clarendon; 

Pine Grove Placing, Inc. 
Condominium Association; 

534 - 552 West Brampton 
Condominium Association; 

616 — 618 Waveland Condominium 
Association; 

620 - 622 Waveland Condominium 
Association; 

629 Sheridan Condominium 
Association; 

651 West Sheridan Road 
Condominium Association; 

663 West Grace Condominium 
Association; 

707 Junior Terrace Condominium 
Association; 

710 - 714 West C o r n ^ a 
Condominium Association; 

720 Gordon Terrace Condominium 
Association; 

3500 North Lake Shore Drive 
Condominium Association; 

3600 Lake Shore Drive 
Condominium Association; 

3800 Lake Shore Condominium 
Association; 
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Alderman Claimant 

3825 - 3827 North Kenmore 
Condominium Association; 

3825 North Pine Grove 
Condominium Association; 

3900 Lake Shore Drive 
Condominium Association; 

3950 North Lake Shore Drive 
Condominium Association; 

4436 - 4438 North Maiden 
Condominium Association; 

SCHULTER (47th Ward) Ainslie Terrace Condominium 
Association; 

SMITH (48th Ward) East Point Condominium 
Association; 

El Lago Condominium; 

912-914 Margate Terrace 
Condominium Association; 

929 Ainslie Condominium 
Association (2); 

939 - 941 West Winona Street 
Condominium Association; 

1465 - 1467 Catalpa Condominium 
Association; 

Hollywood-Ridgeview Condominium 
Association; 

MOORE (49th Ward) Birchwood On The Lake 
Condominium Association; 
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Alderman Claimant 

Dover Manor Condominium 
Association; 

Glenwood North Condominium 
Association; 

Greenleaf Condominium 
Association; 

Greenview Condominium 
Association; 

Life Style II Condominium 
Association; 

Norwood Condominium Association; 

Pratt Shore Condominium 
Association; 

Sheridan East Condominium; 

1107-1109 North Shore 
Condominium Association; 

1428 West Fargo Condominium 
Association (3); 

1517-1519 Rosemont 
Condominium Association (2); 

1526-1528 West Chase 
Condominium (2); 

1928 West Morse Condominium 
Association; 

6225 Kenmore Condominium 
Association, Inc.; 

6635 - 6637 North Glenwood 
Condominium Association; 

STONE (50th Ward) Bell And Arthur Condominium 
Association; 



2/4/92 NEW BUSINESS PRESENTED BY ALDERMEN 13059 

Alderman Claimant 

Bel-Oaks West Condominium 
Association; 

Estes-Washtenaw Condominium 
Association; 

Fountanview Condominium 
Association; 

Granville Courts Condominium 
Association; 

Granville Court Condominium West 
Association; 

Ivy Courte Condominium 
Association; 

North Damen Square Condominium 
Association; 

Norwood Court Condominium 
Association; 

Park Castle Condominium 
Association; 

Park Gables Apartment Homes, Inc.; 

Rosemont Apartments 
Condominium Association; 

The Royalton Condominium Homes, 
Inc. (2); 

Winston Towers II Condominium 
Association; 

Winston Towers No. 5 
Condominium; 

2637 West Estes Condominium 
Association; 

7312 - 7314 North Ridge 
Condominium Association; 
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Alderman Claimant 

7522 Ridge Building Corporation. 

4. UNCLASSIFIED MATTERS, 

(Arranged In Order According To Ward Numbers) 

Proposed ordinances, orders and resolutions were presented by the aldermen 
named below, respectively, and were acted upon by the City Council in each 
case in the manner noted, as follows: 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN MAZOLA (1st Ward): 

Referred-GRANT OF PRTVILEGE TO CONTINENTAL 
BANK N.A. FOR INSTALLATION OF KIOSK 

SIGNS AT 231 SOUTH LASALLE 
STREET. 

A proposed ordinance to grant permission and authority to Continental 
Bank N.A. for the installation, maintenance and use of backlit kiosk signs 
along those portions of South LaSalle and South Clark Streets adjacent to 231 
South LaSalle Street, which was Referred to the Committee on 
Transportation and Public Way. 

i?e/erred - PERMISSION FOR TRAFFIC CLOSURE ON PORTION 
OF SOUTH COLUMBUS DRTVE TO HOLD TWENTIETH 

ANNUAL AMERICAN CANCER 
SOCIETY BIKE-A-THON. 

Also, a proposed order authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to 
grant permission to the American Cancer Society/Illinois Division, Inc., to 
close to traffic that part of South Columbus Drive, between East Roosevelt 
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Road and East Balbo Drive, on Sunday, June 7, 1992, in conjunction with the 
20th Annual American Cancer Society Bike-A-Thon, which was Referred to 
the Committee on Special Events and Cultural Affairs. 

Referred - PERMISSION FOR TRAFFIC CLOSURE ON PORTION 
OF SOUTH WELLS STREET FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

Also, a proposed order authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to 
grant permission to the Santa Maria Incoronata/Santa Lucia School to close to 
traffic that part of South Wells Street, between West 30th and West 31st 
Streets, during the period of 2:00 P.M. to 2:20 P.M., on all school days, for 
school purposes, which was Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control 
and Safety. 

Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR ISSUANCE OF PERMITS 
TO MAINTAIN EXISTING CANOPIES AT 

SPECIFIED LOCATIONS. 

Also, six proposed orders directing the Commissioner of General Services to 
issue permits to the applicants listed for the maintenance and use of existing 
canopies attached to specified buildings or structures, which were Referred to 
the Committee on Transportation and Public Way, as follows: 

Dearborn Station Associates II — for one canopy at 47 West Polk Street; 

Lerner New York, Inc. — for three canopies at 17 North State Street; 

Sears Tower Management Company (File No. 16) - for one canopy at 250 
South Franklin Street; 

Sears Tower Management Company (File No. 18) - for one canopy at 312 
West Jackson Boulevard; 

Sears Tower Management Company (File No. 29) — for one canopy at 250 
South Franklin Street; and 

The Standard Club - for one canopy at 320 South Plymouth Court. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN RUSH (2nd Ward): 

Referred - EXEMPTION OF ILLINOIS INSTTTUTE OF 
TECHNOLOGY FROM ALL 1992 CITY FEES 

UNDER NOT-FOR-PROFIT STATUS. 

A proposed ordinance providing inclusive exemption for all 1992 City fees to 
the Illinois Institute of Technology under its not-for-profit status, which was 
Referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Referred-REDUCTION IN ANNUAL LICENSE FEE FOR 
SPECIAL POLICE EMPLOYED BY ILLINOIS 

COLLEGE OF OPTOMETRY. 

Also, a proposed ordinance requiring the Illinois College of Optometry to pay 
a Ten Doflar license fee for each ofthe special police employed at 3421 South 
Michigan Avenue, pursuant to the provisions of Title 4, Chapter 280, Section 
050 of the Municipal Code of Chicago, which was iJe/'erred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN PRECKWINKLE (4th Ward): 

DRAFTING OF ORDINANCE FOR VACATION OF PORTION 
OF EAST 43RD STREET. 

A proposed order reading as follows: 
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Ordered, That the Commissioner of Planning and Development is hereby 
directed to prepare an ordinance for the vacation ofthe south 14.0 feet ofthe 
east 99.67 feet ofthe west 141.54 feet of East 43rd Street lying east of South 
Lake Park Avenue for Nick Kladis (File No. 2-4-92-1658); said ordinance to 
be transmitted to the Committee on Transportation and Public Way for 
consideration and recommendation to the City Council. 

Alderman Preckwinkle moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily to Y>ermit 
immediate consideration of and action upon the foregoing proposed order. The 
motion Prevailed. 

On motion of Alderman Preckwinkle, the foregoing proposed order was 
Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Referred - APPROVAL OF PLAT OF LONGHI AND SORENSEN 
RESUBDTVaSION ON PORTION OF SOUTH 

BLACKSTONE AVENUE. 

Also, a proposed ordinance directing the Superintendent of Maps, Ex Officio 
Examiner of Subdivisions, to approve a plat of Longhi and Sorensen 
Resubdivision on that part of South Blackstone Avenue south of East 49th 
Street, which was Referred to the Committee on Transportation and Public 
Way. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN BLOOM (5th Ward): 

Referred - EXEMPTION OF LA RABID A CHILDREN'S 
HOSPITAL AND RESEARCH CENTER 

FROM ALL 1992 CITY FEES UNDER 
NOT-FOR-PROFIT STATUS. 

A proposed ordinance providing inclusive exemption for all 1992 City fees to 
LaRabida Children's Hospital and Research Center under its not-for-profit 
status, which was Referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Referred - GRANT OF PRTVILEGE TO UNR^RSITY OF 
CHICAGO (FILE NUMBER 47) FOR CONSTRUCTION 

OF UG SHEETING TIE-BACKS ON PORTIONS 
OF EAST 57TH STREET. 

Also, a proposed ordinance to grant permission and authori ty to the 
University ofChicago (File No. 47) for the construction, maintenance and use 
of UG sheeting tie-backs along and under portions of East 57th Street and the 
north/south public alley between East 57th Street and South Ingleside 
Avenue, which was Referred to the Committee on Transportation and Public 
Way. 

Referred-EXEMPTION OF MS. HENRIETTA E. BLANCHARD 
FROM PHYSICAL BARRIER REQUIREMENT 

PERTAINING TO ALLEY ACCESSIBILITY 
FOR PARKING FACILITIES FOR 

6217 - 6223 SOUTH KENWOOD 
AVENUE. 

Also, a proposed ordinance to exempt Ms. Henrietta E. Blanchard from the 
physical barrier requirement pertaining to alley accessibility for the parking 
facilities for 6217 - 6223 South Kenwood Avenue, pursuant to Title 10, 
Chapter 20, Section 210 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago, which was Referred 
to the Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 



2/4/92 NEW BUSINESS PRESENTED BY ALDERMEN 13065 

Referred-REPEAL OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
BUS STAND ON PORTION OF EAST 

56TH STREET. 

Also, a proposed ordinance to repeal the ordinance passed by the City 
Council on December 19, 1982 (Council Journal of Proceedings, page 13886) 
which established a bus stand on the north corner of East 56th Street, for the 
Citizen Bus Company, which was Referred to the Committee on 
Transportation and Public Way. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN STEELE (6th Ward): 

Referred - PERMISSION FOR TRAFFIC CLOSURE ON 
PORTION OF SOUTH LANGLEY AVENUE 

FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

A proposed order authorizing the Department of Transportation to grant 
permission to Saint Joachim Elementary School to close to traffic the 9000 
block of South Langley Avenue, during the periods of 7:50 A.M. to 8:10 A.M. 
and 2:05 P.M. to 2:25 P.M., on all school days, for school purposes, which was 
Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN BEAVERS (7th Ward): 

i?e/erred-COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION URGED TO 
DESIGNATE U.S.X. CORP.-SOUTH WORKS STEEL 

PLANT AS REDEVELOPMENT AREA. 

A proposed resolution urging the Community Development Commission to 
undertake all necessary studies and investigations to determine the eligibility 
of the U.S.X. Corp. — South Works steel plant for des igna t ion as a 
redevelopment area and to determine an appropriate method for acquisition of 
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the real property in said area, which was Referred to the Committee on 
Economic and Capital Development. 

Referred - PEOPLES GAS LIGHT & COKE COMPANY URGED 
TO REIMBURSE CITY FOR COSTS INCURRED FOR 

EMERGENCY SERVICES IN CONNECTION 
WTTH NEAR NORTHWEST SIDE 

EXPLOSIONS. 

Also, a proposed resolution urging Peoples Gas Light & Coke Company to 
reimburse the City of Chicago for costs incurred for emergency services in 
connection with the near northwest side explosions of January 17, 1992; said 
reimbursement shall be in accordance with the provisions of Title 15, Chapter 
30, Section 020 ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago and pursuant to investigative 
findings placing the responsibility for said series of explosions upon the 
Peoples Gas Light & Coke Company, which was i?e/erred to the Committee on 
Police and Fire. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN BEAVERS (7th Ward) And 
ALDERMAN RUGAI (19th Ward): 

Referred - STANDARD & ASSOCIATES URGED TO APPEAR BEFORE 
CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON POLICE AND FIRE TO 

PROVIDE EVIDENCE OF PROPER CERTIFICATION 
OF CLINICAL PSYCHOLOGISTS USED 

DURING TESTING OF POLICE 
OFFICER CANDIDATES. 

A proposed resolution urging Standard & Associates to appear before the 
City Council Committee on Police and Fire to provide evidence of proper 
certification of its clinical psychologists, which psychologists were under 
contract to provide psychological testing of police officer candidates, which was 
Referred to the Committee on Police and Fire. 
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Presented By 

A L D E R M A N SHAW (9th Ward): 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF TTTLE 4, CHAPTER 172, SECTIONS 
020(d) AND (e) OF MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO TO 

DISALLOW ISSUANCE OF NEW LIQUOR AND 
PACKAGE GOODS LICENSES WITHIN 

SPECIFIED AREA OF 
NINTH WARD. 

A proposed ordinance to amend Title 4, Chapter 172, Sections 020(d) and (e) 
of the Municipal Code of Chicago which would prohibit the issuance of new 
liquor and package goods licenses, respectively, within the area bounded by 
South Halsted Street, West 127th Street, South Morgan Street and West 129th 
Place, as contained within the boundaries ofthe 9th Ward, which was Referred 
to the Committee on License and Consumer Protection. 

Presented By 

A L D E R M A N H U E L S (11th Ward): 

/2e/erred-APPROVAL OF PLAT OF RESUBDTVISION 
ON PORTION OF WEST 26TH STREET. 

Also, a proposed ordinance directing the Superintendent of Maps, Ex Officio 
Examiner of Subdivisions, to approve a plat of resubdivision on that par t of 
West 26th Street, west of South Normal Avenue, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN COLEMAN (16th Ward): 

i2e/erred - AMENDMENT OF TITLE 4, CHAPTER 172, SECTION 
020(e) OF MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO TO 

DISALLOW ISSUANCE OF NEW PACKAGE 
GOODS LICENSES WITHIN SPECIFIED 

AREA OF SIXTEENTH WARD. 

A proposed ordinance to amend Title 4, Chapter 172, Section 020(e) of the 
Municipal Code of Chicago which would disallow the issuance of new package 
goods licenses within the area generally bounded by West Garfield Boulevard 
on the north. South State Street on the east, West 71st Street on the south and 
South Wood Street on the west, as contained within the boundaries ofthe 16th 
Ward, which was Referred to the Committee on License and Consumer 
Protection. 

Referred - CONSIDERATION FOR HONORARY DESIGNATION 
OF PORTION OF WEST 63RD STREET AS "DOCTOR 

WILBUR N. DANIEL STREET". 

Also, a proposed order authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to 
consider conferring the honorary designation of "Doctor Wilbur N. Daniel 
Street" to that part ofWest 63rd Street, from South Wallace Street to South 
Yale Avenue, which was Referred to the Committee on Transportation and 
Public Way. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN COLEMAN (16th Ward) 
And OTHERS: 

Referred - CITY COLLEGES OF CHICAGO URGED TO 
MAINTAIN CURRENT EDUCATIONAL AND 

ADMINISTRATIVE POLICIES. 

A proposed resolution, presented by Aldermen Coleman, Rush, Preckwinkle, 
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Dixon, Shaw, Jones, Streeter, Troutman, Evans, Hendon and E. Smith, urging 
the City Colleges of Chicago to maintain its current educat ional policy of 
t ra ining minority and working class students for professional careers as well 
as providing remedial education for those students who test below college 
standards, to abandon proposed administrative changes which would seek 
class enrollment levels of 100% and would implement a faculty Reduction In 
Force, and which further calls upon the Chicago City Council to hold public 
hearings on this matter, which was Referred to the Committee on Education. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN MURPHY (18th Ward): 

Referred - EXEMPTION OF BRASS FOUNDATION FROM PHYSICAL 
BARRIER REQUIREMENT PERTAINING TO ALLEY 

ACCESSIBILITY FOR PARKING FACILITY 
ADJACENT TO 8000 SOUTH 

RACINE AVENUE. 

A proposed ordinance to exempt the Brass Foundation from the physical 
barrier requirement pertaining to alley accessibility for the pa rk ing facility 
adjacent to 8000 South Racine Avenue, pursuant to Title 10, Chapte r 20, 
Section 210 of the Municipal Code of Chicago, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN RUGAI (19th Ward) : 

i?e/erred-AUTHORIZATION FOR DESIGNATION OF PORTION 
OF SOUTH CHRISTIANA AVENUE AS "FATHER 

JOHN I. GALLERY DUrVHE". 

A proposed ordinance authorizing the Commissioner of Publ ic Works to 
designate that part of South Christiana Avenue, between West 110th and 
West l l l t h Streets, as "Father John I. Gallery Drive", which was Referred to 
the Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN GARCIA (22nd Ward): 

i2e/erred-UNITED STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL URGED TO 
GRANT TEMPORARY PROTECTED STATUS TO 

GUATEMALAN REFUGEES. 

A proposed resolution urging the United States Attorney General to grant 
temporary protected status to Guatemalan refugees, which was Referred to 
the Committee on Human Relations. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN GUTIERREZ (26th Ward): 

CONGRATULATIONS EXTENDED TO MR. ANTONIO BELTRAN 
FOR COMMUNITY CONTRIBUTIONS AND NOMINATION 

FOR MC DONALD CORPORATION'S "HEROE 
ANONIMO" AWARD. 

A proposed resolution reading as follows: 

WHEREAS, Antonio Beltran has been active in community organizations 
for over twenty years; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Beltran has served with great distinction as the past 
president ofthe Roberto Clemente School Council; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Beltran has served on the Saint Sylvester's Church 
community council for over ten years; and 

WHEREAS, Antonio Beltran has been nominated by several community 
organizations for the McDonald Corporation's "Heroe Anonimo" award; and 

WHEREAS, This award was created to identify and honor the often 
unnoticed efforts of Hispanic Americans who are making contributions to 
their community; now, therefore. 
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Be It Resolved, That the City Council ofthe City ofChicago congratulates 
Antonio Beltran and the thousands of other often unnoticed efforts of 
Hispanic Americans who are making contributions to their community. 

Alderman Garcia moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily to permit 
immediate consideration of and action upon the foregoing proposed resolution. 
The motion Prevailed. 

On motion of Alderman Garcia, the foregoing proposed resolution was 
Adopted by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN GUTIERREZ (26th Ward) 
And OTHERS: 

PRESIDENT GEORGE BUSH AND UNITED STATES CONGRESS 
URGED TO EXAMINE DEFENSE EXPENDITURES AND 

TO REALLOCATE MONIES FROM BUDGET 
CUTS TO PROVIDE FOR UNMET 

DOMESTIC NEEDS AND 
TAX RELIEF. 

A proposed resolution, presented by Aldermen Gutierrez, Rush, Madrzyk, 
Burke, Rugai, Garcia, Laski, Medrano, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, 
Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor and Eisendrath, reading as follows: 

WHEREAS, Worldwide events in recent years have resulted in a greatly 
reduced military threat to the United States; and 



13072 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

WHEREAS, 50% of federal income tax dollars are currently spent on the 
military; and 

WHEREAS, Over the past decade, military spending in the United States 
has increased dramatically while support for domestic social programs has 
fallen; and 

WHEREAS, States have been forced to reduce or eliminate social 
programs because of reduced federal funding; and 

WHEREAS, The need for these social programs, including housing, health 
care, employment and training, child nutrition, environmental protection, 
mass transit and education is greater than it has been in years; and 

WHEREAS, The reduction in social programs translates directly into 
human suffering; and 

WHEREAS, The U.S. Conference of Mayors and over 100 social service 
and advocacy organizations around the nation have adopted the following 
principles; and 

WHEREAS, We strongly believe that redirecting federal resources 
according to these principles will promote economic growth at home and 
strengthen America's economic security and leadership in an increasingly 
competitive global market; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the City Council of the City of Chicago, assembled 
this February 4,1992, does hereby urge Congress and the Administration to: 

1. Reduce defense expenditures in F.Y. 1993 significantly below the 
levels projected in the President's F.Y. 1992 five-year plan. These savings 
should be used for needed public investment that can reduce unmet 
domestic needs, build human capital and promote long-term economic 
growth; and 

2. Allow the transfer of funds from the defense to domestic discretionary 
spending programs in F.Y. 1993, while maintaining the overall deficit 
reduction goals set forth in the budget agreement; and 

3. Refrain from using defense savings or other discretionary funds for 
tax-cut purposes. Instead, the Congress and the Administration should 
finance any personal income tax relief package by shifting the tax burden 
to upper-income taxpayers; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That the City of Chicago shall charge its 
legislative advocates to urge the enactment of federal legislation to reduce 
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mil i tary spending and reallocate the savings back to America 's cit ies, 
consistent with the principles described above; and 

Be It Further Resolved, Tha t a suitable copy of th is resolution be 
presented to each member ofthe Illinois Congressional delegation on behalf 
ofthe City Council ofthe City ofChicago. 

Alderman Garcia moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily to pe rmi t 
immediate consideration of and action upon the foregoing proposed resolution. 
The motion Prevailed. 

On motion of Alderman Garcia, the foregoing proposed resolution was 
Adopted by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle , Bloom, Steele , 
Beavers , Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke , Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski , 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Nata rus , Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN H E N D O N (27th Ward) : 

EXPRESSION OF OPPOSITION TO DEROGATORY COMMENTS 
ABOUT AMERICAN WORKERS MADE BY 

JAPANESE PRIME MINISTER. 

A proposed resolution reading as follows: 

WHEREAS, The Japanese Pr ime Minis ter insu l t ed the worke r s of 
America, calling us lazy, incompetent and lacking any work ethic. And 
given the fact tha t his comments followed J a p a n ' s House S p e a k e r ' s 
comments tha t we, the American workers, give low quality work and are 
illiterate; and 
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WHEREAS, Last year the leader of the Japanese government stated that 
all Black Americans were dope addicts, lived in ghettos and all of our women 
were prostitutes, all blatant lies which could lead to false perceptions of 
Black Americans as well as all American workers; and 

WHEREAS, The American worker is the greatest worker, the most 
productive worker and the most efficient worker in the entire world, and our 
unions protecting these workers are the best in any nation; now, therefore, 

Be It Hereby Resolved, That the Chicago City Council repudiate and 
condemn the negative statements by officials of the Japanese government, 
pertaining to American workers and Black people, over the past few years; 
and 

Be It Further Resolved, That the President of the United States is 
requested to stop making excuses for these nasty, ant i -American 
statements, and stand up and defend our great nation, which he is bound to 
do under his oath of Office and the Constitution of the United States of 
America. 

Alderman Hendon moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily to permit 
immediate consideration of and action upon the foregoing proposed resolution. 
The motion Preuai/ed. 

On motion of Alderman Hendon, the foregoing proposed resolution was 
Adopted by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

ILLINOIS CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION URGED TO 
OPPOSE PRESIDENTIAL PROPOSAL TO SEND 

FINANCIAL AID TO RUSSIA. 

Also, a proposed resolution reading as follows: 
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WHEREAS, The United States is in the midst of a wide-ranging and 
debili tating recession; and 

WHEREAS, Unemployment has reached a new high in m a n y areas of our 
country, and in the recent past and currently large corporations are cutting 
back or falling, unleashing many thousands of jobless and homeless citizens; 
and 

WHEREAS, The Bush Administration has made and still proposes many 
cuts in programs which would help the growing number of needy Americans, 
and a t the same time President Bush continues to increase his proposals for 
aid outside these United States; and 

W H E R E A S , P r e s i d e n t Bush is now p r o p o s i n g t h e g r a n t i n g of 
$600,445,000.00 in federal aid - in other words, in the t a x money of 
American citizens — to Russia; and has presented a bill to Congress to tha t 
effect; and 

WHEREAS, We sympathize with Russia's current situation, but our duty 
and the duty of our tax money, should be to improve the deplorable economy 
right here at home; now, therefore. 

Be It Resolved, That the City Council of the City of Chicago hereby 
memorializes the Illinois Representatives and Senators in the United States 
Congress to vote against the President's proposal to provide Russia with over 
$600 Million with a view toward directing those funds to aid victims of the 
current United States recession; and 

Be It Further Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the 
United States Congress for placement in the Congressional Record. 

Alderman Hendon moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily to permit 
immediate consideration of and action upon the foregoing proposed resolution. 
The motion Prevailed. 

On motion of Alderman Hendon, the foregoing proposed resolut ion was 
Adopted by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Ti l lman, Preckwinkle , Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels , Fary, Madrzyk, B u r k e , Jones , 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski , Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus , Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 49. 

Nays — None. 
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Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Referred - REDUCTION IN ANNUAL LICENSE FEE FOR SPECIAL 
POLICE EMPLOYED BY RUSH-PRESBYTERLAN-ST. LUKE'S 

MEDICAL CENTER. 

Also, a proposed ordinance requiring Rush-Presbyterian-St. Luke's Medical 
Center to pay a ten dollar license fee for each of the special police employed at 
1753 West Congress Parkway pursuant to the provisions of Title 4, Chapter 
280, Section 050 of the Municipal Code ofChicago, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Referred - EXEMPTION OF RUSH-PRESBYTERLAN-ST. LUKE'S 
MEDICAL CENTER FROM ALL 1992 CITY FEES 

UNDER NOT-FOR-PROFIT STATUS. 

Also, a proposed ordinance providing inclusive exemption for all 1992 City 
fees to Rush-Presbyterian-St. Luke's Medical Center under its not-for-profit 
status, which was Referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF TTTLE 7, CHAPTER 24 OF 
MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO TO AUTHORIZE 

REVOCATION OF BUSINESS LICENSES 
FOR ESTABLISHMENTS ENGAGED IN 

SALE OF DRUG PARAPHERNALLA. 

Also, a proposed ordinance to amend Title 7, Chapter 24 of the Municipal 
Code ofChicago by adding thereto a new section, to be known as Section 091, 
which would prohibit the sale, offier or delivery of drug paraphernalia by 
owners or operators of any licensed wholesale or retail business, the violation 
of said prohibition to be punishable by fine and immediate revocation of 
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business licenses, which was Referred to the Committee on License and 
Consumer Protection. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN AUSTIN (34th Ward): 

BUILDING DECLARED PUBLIC NUISANCE AND 
ORDERED DEMOLISHED. 

A proposed ordinance reading as follows: 

WHEREAS, The buildirig located at 11011 South Perry Avenue and 51 
West 110th Street (corner building) is so deteriorated and weakened that it 
is structurally unsafe and a menace to life and property in its vicinity; now, 
therefore. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. The building located at 11011 South Perry Avenue and 51 
West 110th Street (corner building) is declared a public nuisance, and the 
Commissioner of Buildings is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
demolition of same. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be effective upon its passage. 

Alderman Austin moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily to permit 
immediate consideration of and action upon the foregoing proposed ordinance. 
The motion Prevailed., 

On motion of Alderman Austin, the foregoing proposed ordinance was 
Passed by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 
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Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The niotion was 
lost. 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF TITLE 4, CHAPTER 172, 
SECTIONS 020 (d) AND (e) OF MUNICIPAL CODE 

OF CHICAGO TO DISALLOW ISSUANCE OF 
NEW LIQUOR AND PACKAGE GOODS 

LICENSES ON PORTION OF 
WEST 11 ITH STREET. 

Also, a proposed ordinance to amend Title 4, Chapter 172, Sections 020 (d) 
and (e) ofthe Municipal Code ofChicago which would prohibit the issuance of 
new liquor and package goods licenses, respectively, along both sides ofWest 
l l l t h Street, between South State Street and South Wentworth Avenue, as 
contained within the boundaries ofthe 34th Ward, which was Referred to the 
Committee on License and Consumer Protection. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN WOJCIK (35th Ward): 

iJe/erred-APPROVAL OF CERTAIN PROPERTY AS 
CLASS 6(b) AND ELIGIBLE FOR COOK 

COUNTY TAX INCENTIVES. 

A proposed resolution to approve certain property located within the 35th 
Ward as eligible for Class 6(b) tax incentives under the Cook County Real 
Property Estate Classification Ordinance, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN WOJCIK (35th Ward) 
And ALDERMAN GUTIERREZ (26th Ward): 

Referred-CALL FOR INVESTIGATION INTO HIRING OF 
BILINGUAL POLICE OFFICERS TO CURB 

MISCOMMUNICATION BETWEEN 
IMMIGRANTS AND POLICE 

OFFICERS. 

A proposed resolution requesting an investigation on the hiring of bilingual 
police officers to help curb the miscommunication or lack of communication 
between Chicago police officers and the non-English speaking populace, which 
•was Referred to the Committee on Police and Fire. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN BANKS (36th Ward): 

Referred -- AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH AUTHORIZED 
GRANT OF PRTVILEGE FOR CANOPY TO 

MR. EDWARD SKIBA. 

A proposed ordinance to amend an order passed by City Council on 
October 2,1991 (Council Journal of Proceedings, page 6424), which authorized 
a grant of privilege to Mr. Edward Skiba to maintain and use one canopy over 
the public right-of-way in West Fullerton Avenue, by s tr iking out in 
paragraph one the time limit: "for a period of three (3) years from and after 
October 27,1988" and inserting in lieu thereof: "for a period of three (3) years 
from and after October 27, 1991", which was Referred to the Committee on 
Transportation and Public Way. 
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iJe/'errcd-AUTHORIZATION FOR DESIGNATION OF PORTION 
OF NORTH HARLEM AVENUE AS "HARLEM AVENUE 

ITALIAN AND AMERICAN BUSINESS 
ASSOCIATION". 

Also, a proposed ordinance authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation 
to designate that portion of North Harlem Avenue, between West Grand 
Avenue and West Irving Park Road as "Harlem Avenue Italian and American 
Business Association" and to erect honorary street name signs along said 
route, which was Referred to the Committee on Transportation and Public 
Way. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN GILES (37th Ward): 

Referred - PERMISSION TO PARK PICKUP TRUCK AND 
OR VAN AT 949 NORTH KARLOV AVENUE. 

A proposed order authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to grant 
permission to Mr. James E. Robowski to park his pickup truck and/or van at 
949 North Karlov Avenue in accordance with the provisions of Title 9, Chapter 
48, Section 020 of the Municipal Code of Chicago, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN CULLERTON (38th Ward): 

DRAFTING OF ORDINANCE FOR VACATION OF PORTION 
OF NORTH MAJOR AVENUE AND EAST/WEST 

PUBLIC ALLEY NORTH THEREOF. 

A proposed order reading as follows: 
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Ordered, That the Commissioner of Planning and Development is hereby 
directed to prepare an ordinance for the vacation ofthe west 1.50 feet of the 
north 53.00 feet ofthe south 67.00 feet of North Major Avenue between West 
Irving Park Road and the east/west 16-foot public alley north thereof for 
Ryszaro and Krystyna Nowakowski (File No. 17-38-92-1654); said ordinance 
to be transmitted to the Committee on Transportation and Public Way for 
consideration and recommendation to the City Council. 

Alderman Cullerton moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily to permit 
immediate consideration of and action upon the foregoing proposed order. The 
motion Prevailed. 

On motion of Alderman Cullerton, the foregoing proposed order was Passed 
by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Natarus moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN LAURINO (39th Ward): 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH PROHIBITED 
ISSUANCE OF LICENSES FOR SALE OF ALCOHOLIC 

PACKAGE GOODS WITHIN SPECIFIED 
AREAS OF THIRTY-NINTH AND 

FORTIETH WARDS. 

A proposed ordinance to amend an ordinance passed by the City Council on 
October 23, 1991 (Council Journal of Proceedings, pages 6937 through 6939) 
which amended Title 4, Chapter 172, Section 020(e) ofthe Municipal Code of 
Chicago and prohibited the issuance of licenses for sale of alcoholic package 
goods within specified areas of the 39th and 40th Wards by deleting in its 
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entirety the existing Section 2 and substituting in lieu thereof a new Section 2 
which would not affect or limit the right to renew or prevent the issuance, of 
new package goods licenses to qualified applicants if said applications were 
filed prior to introduction of the aforementioned ordinance, which was 
Referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN O'CONNOR (40th Ward): 

Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR GRANT OF PRIVILEGE TO 
NIRMAL S. SINGHA AND PARTNERS FOR 

CONSTRUCTION OF TWO PARKING 
AREAS ON PORTION OF NORTH 

RAVENSWOOD AVENUE. 

A proposed ordinance to grant permission and authority to Nirmal S. Singha 
and Partners for the construction, maintenance and use of two parking areas 
adjacent to 5300 North Ravenswood Avenue, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN O'CONNOR (40th Ward) And OTHERS: 

iJc/'erred-COMPANIES DOING BUSINESS WTTH CITY OF 
CHICAGO REQUIRED TO ADOPT FAIR EMPLOYMENT 

PRACTICES WHEN CONDUCTING BUSINESS 
OPERATIONS IN NORTHERN 

IRELAND. 

A proposed ordinance, presented by Aldermen O'Connor, Murphy, 
Buchanan, Huels, Burke, Rugai, Cullerton, Doherty and Levar, requiring all 
corporations, companies and partnerships doing business with the City of 
Chicago who own or operate a company in Northern Ireland, to take lawful 
steps in good faith to conduct any business operations they have in Northern 
Ireland in accordance with fair employment practices and to abide by the 
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nondiscriminatory intent of the MacBride Principles, which was Referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Referred - COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION URGED TO HOLD PUBLIC 
MEETING ON STATUS OF CURRENT AND LONG-RANGE 

PLANS FOR REHABILITATION OF CHICAGO 
PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITIES. 

Also, a proposed resolution presented by Aldermen O'Connor, Mazola, 
Bloom, Steele, Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Fary, Coleman, Streeter, 
Murphy, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Hendon, Burrell, Bialczak, 
Suarez, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Doherty, Eisendrath, Hansen and Schulter, 
directing the City Council Coinmittee on Education to hold a public meeting 
and to invite the President, General Superintendent and members ofthe Board 
of Education for the purpose of updating the City Council and the general 
public on the current status of Chicago Public School facilities, the Board's 
policy on prioritizing rehabilitation work and recommendations of the Board's 
task force on a long-range plari for school facilities, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Education. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN DOHERTY (41st Ward): 

Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR ISSUANCE OF PERMTT TO 
MAINTAIN EXISTING CANOPIES AT 6686 

NORTH NORTHWEST HIGHWAY. 

A proposed order authorizing the Director of Revenue to issue a permit to 
Legal Pad, Inc., doing business as The Emerald Isle, to maintain and use five 
canopies attached to the building or structure at 6686 North Northwest 
Highway, which was Referred to the Committee on Transportation and 
Public Way. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN DOHERTY (41st Ward), 
ALDERMAN MURPHY (18th Ward), 

ALDERMAN LASKI (23rd Ward), 
ALDERMAN SUAREZ (31st Ward) 

And OTHERS: 

Referred - CHICAGO FIRE DEPARTMENT URGED TO 
PROVIDE HEPATITIS "B" INOCULATIONS 

TO ITS PERSONNEL. 

A proposed resolution, presented by Aldermen Doherty, Murphy, Laski, 
Suarez, Mazola, Wojcik, Banks, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor and Levar, 
urging the administration of the Chicago Fire Department to provide its 
personnel, or a voluntary with regular inoculations against Hepatitis "B" and 
other communicable diseases, which was iJe/'erred to the Committee on Police 
and Fire. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN NATARUS (42nd Ward): 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH ESTABLISHED 
CERTAIN ON-STREET PARKING METER 

RATE FOR SPECIFIED AREAS IN 
FORTY-SECOND WARD. 

A proposed ordinance to amend an ordinance passed by the City Council on 
February 7, 1990 (Council Journal of Proceedings, page 11527) which 
established a 50 cents per 15 minutes on-street parking meter rate for specified 
areas of the 42nd Ward, by excluding therefrom specified portions of North 
Dearborn Street, North Clark Street, West Oak Street and West Walton 
Street, and, further, establishing an on-street parking meter rate of 25 cents 
per 30 minutes with a two-hour limit for the above-mentioned streets, which 
was Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety. 
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iJe/'erred-AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH AUTHORIZED 
GRANT OF PRTVILEGE FOR CANOPY TO 

J. A. FRIEDMAN & ASSOCIATES. 

Also, a proposed ordinance to amend an order passed by the City Couricil on 
December 11, 1991 (Council Journal of Proceedings, page 11232), which 
authorized a grant of privilege to J. A. Friedman & Associates, to maintain 
and use one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in West Hubbard Street, by 
striking out in paragraph one: "54 West Hubbard Street for a period of three 
(3) years from and after July 13, 1991" and inserting in lieu thereof: "431 
North Dearborn Street for a period of three (3) years from and after date of 
passage", which was Referred to the Committee on Transportation and 
Public Way. 

Referred-GRANTS OF PRTVILEGE TO SUNDRY APPLICANTS 
FOR VARIOUS PURPOSES. 

Also, two prbposed ordinances to grant permission and authority to the 
applicants listed for the purposes specified, which were Referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Public Way, as follows: 

American National Bank and Trust Company of Chicago, under Trust 
Number 47383 — to construct, maintain and use five bollards adjacent to 
850 North State Street; and 

669 Venturee - to construct, maintain and use a vaulted space under the 
public right-of-way adjacent to 669 North Michigan Avenue. 

i?e/erred-PERMISSION TO CONDUCT WATER TOWER 
ARTS AND CRAFTS FESTTVAL ON PORTIONS 

OF SPECIFIED STREETS. 

Also, a proposed order authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to 
grant permission to the American Society of Artists, Inc., for the conduct ofthe 
20th Annual Water Tower Arts and Crafts Festival along the sidewalks of 
those portions of East Chicago Avenue (south side) from the first alley east of 
North Michigan Avenue to North Lake Shore Drive; East Chicago Avenue 
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(north side) approximately 50 feet east of North Michigan Avenue to North 
Lake Shore Drive; East Pearson Street (south side) approximately 50 feet 
east of North Michigan Avenue to Mies Van Der Rohe Way; and Mies Van 
Der Rohe Way (both sides) from East Chicago Avenue to East Pearson 
Street, for the period extending June 26 through June 28, 1992, which was 
Referred to the Committee on Special Events and Cultural Affairs. 

Referred - PERMISSION FOR TRAFFIC CLOSURE ON 
PORTIONS OF SPECIFIED PUBLIC WAYS TO 

CONDUCT 18TH ANNUAL WELLS STREET 
ART AND MUSIC FESTTVAL. 

Also, a proposed order authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to 
grant permission to the Old Town Chamber of Commerce to close to traffic 
those portions of North Wells Street, between West North Avenue and West 
Scott Street; West Schiller Street and West Goethe Street, between North 
LaSalle Street and North Wells Street; and West Scott Street, between North 
North Park Avenue and North Wells Street, during the period of June 13 and 
June 14,1992 for the 18th Annual Wells Street Art and Music Festival, which 
•was Referred to the Committee on Special Events and Cultural Affairs. 

Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR ISSUANCE OF PERMIT TO 
MAINTAIN EXISTING CANOPIES AT 1500 AND 

1508 NORTH LA SALLE STREET. 

Also, a proposed order authorizing the Director of Revenue to issue a pemiit 
to the Burton Place Condominium Association to maintain and use two 
canopies attached to the buildings or structures at 1500 and 1508 North 
LaSalle Street, which was Referred to the Committee on Transportation and 
Public Way. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN EISENDRATH (43rd Ward): 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF ORDINANCE WHICH AUTHORIZED 
GRANT OF PRIVILEGE FOR CANOPY TO LINCOLN 

PARK VILLAS CONDOMINIUM ASSOCIATION. 

A proposed ordinance to amend an order passed by the City Council on 
December 11, 1991 (Council Journal of Proceedings, page 11233) which 
authorized a grant of privilege for use of a canopy to Lincoln Park Villas 
Condominium Association by striking out in paragraph one: "one (1) canopy 
over the public right-of-way in North Canal Street" and inserting in lieu 
thereof: "one (1) canopy over the public right-of-way in North Clark Street", 
which was i2e/"erred to the Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 

Referred-AMENDMENT OF TITLE 17, ARTICLE 7.12 OF MUNICIPAL 
CODE OF CHICAGO (CHICAGO ZONING ORDINANCE) TO ALLOW 

LEASE OF OFF-STREET PARKING IN R4 THROUGH 
R8 GENERAL RESIDENCE DISTRICTS UPON 

WRITTEN PERMISSION FROM ZONING 
ADMINISTRATOR AND WARD 

ALDERMAN. 

Also, a proposed ordinance to amend Title 17, Article 7.12 of the Municipal 
Code ofChicago (Chicago Zoning Ordinance) by adding a new paragraph to be 
known as paragraph (12) which would allow open or enclosed accessory off-
street parking facilities serving a permitted use located in an R4, R5, R6, R7, 
or R8 General Residence District, including, but not limited to, a hospital, 
university, school or church, to be leased to any person or entity upon written 
permission of the Zoning Administrator and Alderman of the ward in which 
the subject parking is located, which was Referred to the Committee on 
Zoning. 
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Referred - COMMITTEE ON ENERGY, ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AND PUBLIC UTILITIES URGED TO 

HOLD PUBLIC HEARINGS ON RTVER 
WEST GAS EXPLOSIONS. 

Also, a proposed resolution urging the City Council Committee on Energy, 
Environmental Protection and Public Utilities to hold public hearings on the 
River West gas explosions including a review ofthe applicable municipal and 
state laws insuring the safety and integrity ofthe public utility system, which 
was Referred to the Committee on Energy, Environmental Protection and 
Public Utilities. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN HANSEN (44th Ward): 

Referred - AMENDMENT OF TITLE 4, CHAPTER 172, SECTIONS 
020(d) AND (e) OF MUNICIPAL CODE OF CHICAGO TO 

PROHIBIT ISSUANCE OF NEW LIQUOR AND 
PACKAGE GOODS LICENSES WITHIN 

SPECIFIED AREA OF 
FORTY-FOURTH 

WARD. 

A proposed ordinance to amend Title 4, Chapter 172, Sections 020(d) and (e) 
of the Municipal Code of Chicago which would prohibit the issuance of new 
liquor and package goods licenses, respectively, within that portion of North 
Clark Street, from West Belmont Avenue to West Grace Street, all as 
contained within the boundaries of the 44th Ward, which was Referred to the 
Committee on License and Consumer Protection. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN LEVAR (45th Ward): 

i?e/*erred-AUTHORIZATION FOR ISSUANCE OF PERMIT TO 
MAINTAIN EXISTING CANOPY AT 5540 

WEST LAWRENCE AVENUE. 

A proposed order authorizing the Director of Revenue to issue a permit to 
Heatmasters, Inc. to maintain and use one canopy attached to the building or 
structure located at 5540 West Lawrence Avenue, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 

Presented For 

ALDERMAN SHILLER (46th Ward): 

i^e/erred-DIRECTOR OF REVENUE REQUESTED TO APPEAR 
BEFORE CTTY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON FINANCE TO 

EXPLAIN DEPARTMENTAL POLICY OF ACCEPTING 
MONEY ORDERS IN PAYMENT OF CERTAIN 

PARKING VIOLATION FINES 
AND CHARGES. 

A proposed resolution, presented by Alderman Moore, requesting that the 
Director of Revenue appear before the City Council Coinmittee on Finance to 
explain his Department's policy on accepting money orders in payment of all 
outstanding ticket fines, boot fees, towing and automobile storage fees, if any, 
which was i2e/erred to the Committee on Finance. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN SCHULTER (47th Ward): 

Referred - AUTHORIZATION FOR DESIGNATION OF PORTION 
OF NORTH CAMPBELL AVENUE AS "DE VRY 

INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY COURT". 

A proposed ordinance authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to 
designate that portion of North California Avenue, between West Roscoe 
Street and West Melrose Street as "DeVry Institute of Technology Court" in 
honor of DeVry's sixtieth anniversary, which was Referred to the Committee 
on Transportation and Public Way. 

Referred-AUTHORIZATION FOR GRANT OF PRIVILEGE TO 
NORTHWESTERN GOLF COMPANY, INC. FOR 

CONSTRUCTION OF TWO PARKING 
AREAS ON PORTION OF NORTH 

RAVENSWOOD AVENUE. 

Also, a proposed ordinance to grant permission and author i ty to 
Northwestern Golf Company, Inc. for the construction, maintenance and use of 
two parking areas adjacent to 4701 North Ravenswood Avenue, which was 
Referred to the Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN M. SMITH (48th Ward): 

i?e/'erred - AUTHORIZATION FOR GRANT OF PRTVILEGE TO 
EDGEWATER COMMUNITY COUNCIL FOR 

MAINTENANCE OF PROPERTY ON 
PORTION OF WEST HOLLYWOOD 

AVENUE. 

A proposed ordinance to grant permission and authority to the Edgewater 
Community Council to maintain and use four parcels of land (Parcels A, B, C 
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and D) to be used for beautification of the Edgewater Community and located 
on the north and south sides of West Hollywood Avenue, between North 
Magnolia Avenue and North Ridge Avenue, which was Referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and Public Way. 

Referred - INSTALLATION OF ALLEY LIGHTS AT 
SPECIFIED LOCATIONS. 

Also, two proposed orders authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation 
to install alley lights behind the buildings or structures listed below, which 
were Referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

6147 North Broadway; and 

6140 North Winthrop Avenue. 

Presented By 

ALDERMAN MOORE (49th Ward): 

Referred - EXEMPTION OF MR. JOHN REID FROM PHYSICAL 
BARRIER REQUIREMENT FOR PARKING FACILTTY 

FOR 7364 NORTH CLARK STREET. 

A proposed ordinance to exempt Mr. John Reid from the physical barrier 
requirement pertaining to alley accessibility for the parking facility for 7364 
North Clark Street, pursuant to Title 10, Chapter 20, Section 210 of the 
Municipal Code of Chicago, which was Referred to the Committee on 
Transportation and Public Way. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN STONE (50th Ward): 

Referred - CONSIDERATION FOR INSTALLATION OF 
CUL-DE-SACS AT VARIOUS INTERSECTIONS 

TO PROHIBIT TRAFFIC FLOW 
BETWEEN SPECIFIED 

STREETS. 

Seven proposed orders authorizing the Commissiorier of Transportatiori to 
consider the lay-out and installation of cul-de-sacs at the intersections listed, 
to prohibit the flow of traffic between said intersecting streets, which were 
Referred to the Committee on Traffic Control and Safety, as follows: 

North Albany Avenue and West Howard Street; 

West Birchwood Avenue and North Kedzie Avenue; 

West Fargo Avenue and North Kedzie Avenue; 

North Francisco Avenue and West Howard Street; 

West Jarvis Avenue and North Kedzie Avenue; 

West Jerome Street and North Kedzie Avenue; and 

North Sacramento Avenue and West Howard Street. 

i?e/erred-CONSIDERATION FOR ERECTION OF CENTER 
DTVIDER ON PORTION OF WEST 

HOWARD STREET. 

Also, a proposed order authorizing the Commissioner of Transportation to 
give consideration to the erection of a center divider at least 6 inches in height 
south ofthe center line ofWest Howard Street, from North California Avenue 
to North Kedzie Avenue, which was Referred to the Committee on 
Transportation and Public Way. 
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Presented By 

ALDERMAN STONE (50th Ward) 
And OTHERS: 

TRIBUTE TO LATE MRS. IRENE GRACE ROTI. 

A proposed resolution presented by Aldermeri Stone, Mazola, Preckwinkle, 
Bloom, Steele, Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, 
Burke, Jones, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Laski, 
Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, 
Gabinski, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, 
Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith and Moore, 
reading as follows: 

WHEREAS, Irene Grace Roti passed away on January 7, 1992, after a 
long and courageous battle with cancer; and 

WHEREAS, Irene Grace Roti was treasured by her family as a dutiful 
daughter to her mother. Rose Orr, a loving wife of her husband, Fred B. Roti, 
former Alderman of the First Ward, and beloved mother of her children, 
Bruno Fred Roti, Rosemary Marasso, and Maryann Walz, and an adored 
grandmother of her grandchildren, Sam Marasso, John Walz, Fred B. Roti, 
Bruno Marasso, Fred William Walz, and Barbara Roti; and 

WHEREAS, Irene Roti was born and raised in the China town 
neighborhood of Chicago, her warmth, wit and strength were known by all 
who met and knew her whether it was in all of Chicagoland or throughout 
the world in her travels; and 

WHEREAS, The aura of her love will always serve as a shining 
inspiration to her children and grandchildren because the warmth and 
caring she displayed for family, friends and absolute strangers was beyond 
description; and 

WHEREAS, Irene Grace Roti was the wife of a husband whose life was 
dedicated to service of his community as an elected official, she not only 
assumed the same dedication but she supported his commitment to the 
community they both dearly loved; and 

WHEREAS, Her success as a person can be measured by the glow of 
warmth that she spread over her friends and family who will dearly miss her 
but will be comforted by the beautiful memories that she has left as a 
treasure; now, therefore. 
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Be It Resolved, That we, the Mayor and members ofthe City Council of 
the City of Chicago, assembled here this fourth day of February, 1992, do 
honor the memory of Irene Grace Roti, a dedicated and loving daughter of 
the City ofChicago; and 

Be It Fu r the r Resolved, Tha t a suitable copy of this resolut ion be 
prepared and presented to the family of Irene Grace Roti. 

Alderman Stone moved to Suspend the Rules Temporarily to pe rmi t 
immediate consideration of and action upon the foregoing proposed resolution. 
The motion Prevailed. 

On motion of Alderman Stone, seconded by Aldermen Mazola, Rush , 
Beavers, Shaw, Huels , Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, Coleman, Rugai , Evans , 
Medrano, Hendon, E. Smith, Bialczak, Suarez, Grabinski, Mell, Cul ler ton, 
Laurino, O'Connor, Natarus and Levar, the foregoing proposed resolution was 
Adopted, unanimously, by a rising vote. 

At this point in the proceedings. The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, 
rose to note t ha t Mrs. Roti had touched virtually every Council member with 
her warmth , friendship and ass i s tance . Remember ing Mrs. Roti as a 
wonderful wife, mother, grandmother and friend. Mayor Daley then conveyed 
the sjmipathy of the Daley family and the people of Chicago to the family of 
Irene Roti. 

iJe/^erred-EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF CHICAGO TRANSIT 
AUTHORITY AND ITS BOARD URGED TO AUDIT 

AVAILABLE ASSETS AND PLACE 
MORATORIUM ON 

SERVICE CUTS. 

Also, a proposed resolution, presented by Aldermen Stone, Mazola, Rush, 
Beavers, Jones, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, 
Miller, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Giles, Cul ler ton, 
Laurino, Doherty, Eisendrath, Hansen , M. Smith and Moore, u rg ing the 
Executive Director of the Chicago Transi t Authority iand its Board to place a 
moratorium on service cuts, restore all service cuts made February 2, 1992, 
audit available assets and develop an alternative plan to provide efficient 
t ransi t service to all Chicagoans, which was Referred to the Committee on 
Transportation and Public Way: 
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5. FREE PERMITS, LICENSE FEE EXEMPTIONS, CANCELLATION 
OF WARRANTS FOR COLLECTION, AND WATER RATE 

EXEMPTIONS, ET CETERA. 

Proposed ordinances, orders, et cetera described below were presented by the 
aldermen named and were Referred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

FREE PERMITS: 

BY ALDERMAN MEDRANO (25th Ward): 

18th Street Development Corporation - for rehabilitation of existing 
structure and replacement of meter vault on the premises known as 2014 
South Throop Street. 

BY ALDERMAN GUTIERREZ (26th Ward): 

Hispanic Housing Corporation — for redevelopment of vacant building for 
low-income housing on the premises known as 3038 — 3042 West North 
Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN GABINSKI (32nd Ward): 

Lincoln-Belmont Young Men's Christian Association of Metropolitan 
Chicago — for renovation and alterations to existing structure on the 
premises known as 3333 North Marshfield Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN WOJCIK (35th Ward): 

Saint Joseph's Home — for electrical installations and construction of an 
electrical distribution room on the premises known as 2650 North 
Ridgeway Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN NATARUS (42nd Ward): 

Catholic Charities — for renovation of existing structure at the Near North 
Center on the premises known as 721 North LaSalle Street. 



13096 JOURNAL-CITY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

BY ALDERMAN HANSEN (44th Ward): 

Saint Joseph Hospital and Health Care Center — for remodeling the 
Radiology Department, the Cystoscopy Suite and surgery inter im 
improvements on the premises known as 2900 North Lake Shore Drive. 

BY ALDERMAN MOORE for ALDERMAN SHILLER (46th Ward): 

Uptown Center Hull House Association — for installation of a wheelchair 
lift on the premises known as 4520 North Beacon Street. 

BY ALDERMAN M. SMITH (48th Ward): 

Habitat for Humanity Uptown Chicago - for construction of a new building 
for seventeen low-income families on the premises known as 5530 North 
Winthrop Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN MOORE {A9thWard): 

Chicago Board of Education — for construction of a school building 
(Gale/Field/Armstrong) on the premises known as 7414 North Wolcott 
Avenue. 

LICENSE FEE EXEMPTIONS: 

BY ALDERMAN RUSH (2nd Ward): 

Ada S. McKinley Davis House (Sheltered Care Home), 4237 South Indiana 
Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN BEAVERS {IthWard): 

Rebecca K. Crown Child Development, 7601 South Phillips Avenue. 

South Shore Community Church Day Care Center, 7401 South Yates 
Avenue. 

BY ALDEi^MAN COLEMAN (16th Ward): 

Ada S. McKinley Hammond House, 6701 South Morgan Street. 

Ada S. McKinley Knight House, 6600 South Stewart Avenue. 
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BY ALDERMAN TROUTMAN {20thWaTd): 

Parkway Community House, 500 East 67th Street. 

BY ALDERMAN GUTIERREZ (26th Ward): 

Lutheran Day Care Nursery Association, 1802 - 1808 North Fairfield 
Avenue. 

Saint Elizabeth's Hospital, 1431 North Claremont Avenue. 

Saint Elizabeth's Hospital Cafeteria, 1431 North Claremont Avenue. 

Saint Elizabeth's Hospital Snack Shop, 1431 North Claremont Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN GILES {SnhWard): 

Trinity High Mountain Head Start Day Care Center, 919 North Lavergne 
Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN CULLERTON (38th Ward): 

Our Lady ofthe Resurrection Medical Center, 5645 West Addison Street. 

BY ALDERMAN DOHERTY (41stWard): 

Society for the Danish Old People, 5656 North Newcastle Avenue. 

B Y ALDERMAN EISENDRA TH (43rd Ward): 

Infant Welfare Society ofChicago, 1931 North Halsted Street. 

BY ALDERMAN HANSEN (44th Ward): 

International Association for World Peace, 3121 North Lincoln Avenue. 

BY ALDERMAN STONE (50th Ward): 

Northwest Home for the Aged, 6300 North California Avenue. 
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CANCELLATION OF WARRANTS FOR COLLECTION: 

BY ALDERMAN PRECKWINKLE (4th Ward): 

Lutheran School of Theology, 1100 East 55th Street - fuel burning 
equipment inspection fee and building inspection fee (2). 

BY ALDERMAN O'CONNOR {AOthWard): 

Byron Center (The Center for the Rehabilitation and Training of Persons 
with Disabilities), 6050 North California Avenue — annual building 
inspection fee. 

BY ALDERMAN EISENDRATH (43rd Ward): 

Moody Memorial Church, 1609 North LaSalle Street - fuel burning 
equipment inspectiori fee. 

BY ALDERMAN STONE (50th Ward): 

The Center for the Rehabilitation and Training of Persons with 
Disabilities, 6610 North Clark St ree t - annual building inspection fee. 

REFUND OF FEE: 

BY ALDERMAN HANSEN (44th Ward): 

Ms. Marie Yonan, 1041 West Oakdale Avenue— refund in the amount of 
$50.00 for senior citizen sewer charge. 

WATER RATE EXEMPTIONS: 

BY ALDERMAN SHAW (9th Ward): 

Mrs. A. L. Gilbreath, 4329 South Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr . Drive. 

BY ALDERMAN STONE {bOthWard): 

University Bible Fellowship, 6542 North Artesian Avenue. 
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A P P R O V A L OF J O U R N A L OF 
PROCEEDINGS. 

JOURNAL (January 14,1992) 

The City Clerk submitted the printed Official Journal of the Proceedings of 
the regular meeting held on January 14, 1992 at 10:00 A.M., signed by him as 
such City Clerk. 

Alderman Burke moved to Correct said printed Official Journal as follows: 

Page 11738 - by deleting the number "147" appearing in the ninth line 
from the bottom ofthe page and inserting in lieu thereof the number "174". 

The motion to correct Prevailed. 

Thereupon, Alderman Burke moved to Approve said printed Official 
Journal, as corrected, and to dispense with the reading thereof. The question 
being put, the motion Prevailed. 

JOURNAL CORRECTION. 

(December 11,1991) 

Alderman Burke moved to Correct the printed Official Journal ofthe regular 
meeting held on Wednesday, December 11,1991, as follows: 

Page 11214 - by deleting, the words "West Belden to West Fullerton 
Avenue" appearing in the description of Seminary Avenue S i te 
Improvements under the category "Pavement" and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words 'West Belden and West Fullerton Avenues". 

Page 11338 - by deleting the word "plants" appearing in the eighth line 
from the bottom ofthe page and inserting in lieu thereof the word "plant". 
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Page 11343 — by deleting the words "and Licensee" appearing in the fifth 
line from the top ofthe page and inserting in lieu thereof the words "and the 
Licensee". 

Page 11344 — by deleting the words "under payments" appearing in the 
eighth line from the top ofthe page and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
"underpajmients". 

Page 11344 — by deleting the words "reproduction of new" appearing in 
the eleventh line from the top of the page and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words "reproduction new of. 

Page 11344 — by deleting the words "reproduction now" appearing in the 
ninth line from the bottom ofthe page and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
"reproduction new". 

Page 11348 — by deleting the word "make" appearing in the eleventh line 
from the top of the page. 

Page 11356 — by inserting the word "of immediately following the word 
"lien" appearing in the last line ofthe page. 

Page 11369 — by deleting in its entirety the twelfth line from the top ofthe 
page and inserting in lieu thereof the phrase "(2-345kV, 2-138kV circuits)". 

The motion to correct Prevailed. 

U N I F I N I S H E D BUSINESS. 

CHICAGO ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDED TO 
RECLASSIFY PARTICULAR AREAS. 

At this point in the proceedings. Alderman Burke moved to waive the 
provisions of Rule 41 ofthe City Council's Rules of Order and Procedure which 
requires 24-hour advance writteri riotice to all aldermeri prior to consideration 
of any deferred matter. The motion PreyaiZed. 
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Thereupori, on motion of Alderman Banks, the City Council took up for 
consideration the report ofthe Coinmittee on Zoning, deferred and published in 
the Journal ofthe Proceedings of January 14, 1992, pages 11694 through 
11699, recommending that the City Council pass said proposed ordinances 
amending the Chicago Zoning Ordinance by reclassifying particular areas. 

On motion of Alderman Banks, the said proposed ordinances were Passed by 
yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas — Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, Beavers, 
Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Burke, Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, 
Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, 
E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, 
Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, 
Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone - 45. 

Nays — None. 

Alderman Beavers moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 

Said ordinances, as passed, read as follows (the italic heading in each case 
not being a part ofthe ordinance): 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 3-G. 
(As Amended) 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the M2-5 General Manufacturing District symbols and 
indications as shown on Map No. 3-G in area bounded by: 

starting at a point of beginning on the east line of North Kingsbury 
Street, 155.1 feet south of the south line of West Weed Street, a line 
running perpendicular to North Kingsbury Street, running to the 
north/south alley east of North Kingsbury Street; then a line, running 
210 feet southeast along the alley east of and parallel to North 
Kingsbury Street; then a line runriirig southwest, perpendicular to the 
west line of the alley parallel to and east of North Kingsbury Street, 
running to the east line of North Kingsbury Street; then a line running 
210 feet northwest, running along the east lirie of North Kirigsbury 
Street to the poirit of beginning. 



13102 JOURNAL-CTTY COUNCIL-CHICAGO 2/4/92 

to those of a C3-2 Commercial-Manufacturing District and a corresponding 
use district is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 3-J. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R3 General Residence District sjmibols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 3-J in area bounded by: 

a line 45 feet 0 inches north of and parallel to West Augusta Boulevard; 
and the alley next west of and parallel to North Ridgeway Avenue, 

to those of a B2-2 Restricted Retail District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 3-K. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R3 General Residence District sjmibols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 3-K in area bounded by: 

the alley next north of West Augusta Boulevard; North Kostner 
Avenue; West Augusta Boulevard; and a line 54 feet 8-3/8 inches west of 
and parallel to North Kostner Avenue, 
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to those of a Cl-2 Restricted Commercial District and a corresponding use 
district is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 6-F. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
c h a n g i n g all the Cl -2 Restricted Commercial Dis t r ic t symbols a n d 
indications as shown on Map No. 6-F in area bounded by: 

the alley next north of and parallel to West 26th Street; a line 224.28 
feet east of South Normal Avenue; West 26th Street; and a line 174 feet 
east of South Normal Avenue, 

to those of an R4 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after i ts 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 7-G. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the R3 General Residence District symbols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 7-G in area bounded by: 

the alley next north of and parallel to West Barry Avenue; the alley 
next west of and parallel to North Racine Avenue; West Barry Avenue; 
and a line 25.05 feet west ofthe alley next west of and parallel to North 
Racine Avenue, 
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to those of an R4 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 7-L. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. Tha t the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the B4-1 Restricted Service District sjmibols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 7-L in area bounded by: 

the alley next north of and parallel to West Diversey Avenue; North 
Lamon Avenue; West Diversey Avenue; and a line 28.24 feet west of 
North Lamon Avenue, 

to those of a C2-1 General Commercial District and a corresponding use 
district is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 9-M. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the B5-1 General Service District symbols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 9-M in area bounded by: 

West Roscoe Street; North Central Avenue; West Henderson Street; and 
the alley next west of North Central Avenue, 
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to those of an R5 General Residence District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

Reclassification Of Area Shown On Map Number 16-1. 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the Chicago Zoning Ordinance be amended by 
changing all the B2-2 Restricted Retail District sjmibols and indications as 
shown on Map No. 16-1 in area bounded by: 

West 65th Street; South Western Avenue; a line 123.63 feet south of 
West 65th Street; and the alley next west of and parallel to South 
Western Avenue, 

to those of a B4-2 Restricted Service District and a corresponding use district 
is hereby established in the area above described. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its 
passage and due publication. 

M I S C E L L A N E O U S B U S I N E S S . 

At this point in the proceedings. Alderman O'Connor moved that in the 
absence ofthe President Pro Tempore, the City Council designate Vice Mayor 
Gabinski as Temporary Presiding Officer. The motion Prevailed and The 
Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, then turned the gavel over to Vice Mayor 
Gabinski. 
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Committee Discharged - CONSIDERATION GIVEN FOR 
INSTALLATION OF "STOP" SIGNS AT WEST 

83RD STREET AT INTERSECTION OF 
SOUTH PAULINA STREET. 

Alderman Murphy moved to Discharge the Committee on Transportation 
and Public Way from consideration of a proposed order to consider the 
installation of "Stop" signs on West 83rd Street at the intersection of South 
Paulina Street. The motion Prevailed. 

Thereupon, on motion of Alderman Murphy, the said proposed order was 
Passed by a viva voce vote. 

The following is said order as passed: 

Ordered, That the Commissioner of Public Works is hereby authorized and 
directed to give consideration to the erection of "Stop" signs for east and 
westbound traffic on West 83rd Street at the intersection of South Paulina 
Street. 

PRESENCE OF VISITORS NOTED. 

The Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor, called the Council's attention to 
the presence ofthe following visitors: 

Ms. Brigid Mason, the 1992 Easter Seal Poster Child; and 

Eighth-grade students from Gompers Elementary School, accompanied by 
teachers, Mr. Harry Jones and Mrs. Elizabeth Nesbitt. 
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Time Fixed For Next Succeeding Regular Meeting. 

By unanimous consent. Alderman Burke presented a proposed ordinance 
which reads as follows: 

Be It Ordained by the City Council of the City of Chicago: 

SECTION 1. That the next succeeding regular meeting of t h e City 
Council of the City of Chicago to be held after the meeting held on Tuesday, 
the fourth (4th) day of February, 1992 at 10:00 A.M., be and the same is 
hereby fixed to be held on Wednesday, the twenty-sixth (26th) day of 
February, 1992, at 10:00 A.M., in the Council Chambers in City Hall. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and 
after its passage. 

On motion of Alderman Burke, the foregoing proposed ordinance was Passed 
by yeas and nays as follows: 

Yeas - Aldermen Mazola, Rush, Tillman, Preckwinkle, Bloom, Steele, 
Beavers, Dixon, Shaw, Buchanan, Huels, Fary, Madrzyk, Burke, Jones, 
Coleman, Streeter, Murphy, Rugai, Troutman, Evans, Garcia, Laski, Miller, 
Medrano, Gutierrez, Hendon, E. Smith, Burrell, Bialczak, Suarez, Gabinski, 
Mell, Austin, Wojcik, Banks, Giles, Cullerton, Laurino, O'Connor, Doherty, 
Natarus, Eisendrath, Hansen, Levar, Schulter, M. Smith, Moore, Stone — 49. 

Nays -' None. 

Alderman Burke moved to reconsider the foregoing vote. The motion was 
lost. 
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Adjournment. 

Thereupon, Alderman Burke moved that the City Council do Adjourn. The 
motion Prevailed and the City Council Stood Adjourned to meet in regular 
meeting on Wednesday, February 26, 1992 at 10:00 A.M., in the Council 
Chambers in City Hall. 

J^f^^ljlU} 

WALTER S. KOZUBOWSKI, 
City Clerk. 
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