
  

 
 To:      Peoria City/County Landfill Committee Members 
 
 From:  Patrick G. Sloan, PE, Foth  

 
 

AGENDA DATE REQUESTED:  January 20, 2010 
 
ACTION REQUESTED:  Report on Landscape Waste Receipts  
 
BACKGROUND:  Foth was requested to report on the end use of landscape waste received at 
the City of Peoria – County of Peoria Landscape Waste Facility. 
 
REPORT: 
 
During 2009, 11,457 tons of landscape waste was received at the Facility.  The approximate 
volume of this material was 45,800 cubic yards (assuming 500 pounds/cy).  Waste Management 
reports that 33,400 cubic yards was processed (shredded) and used for Alternate Daily Cover 
(ADC).  Approximately 4,100 cubic yards of finished compost was used as a soil additive on the 
vegetative cover on Landfill No. 2.  Since composting causes an approximate volume reduction 
of 4:1, it is estimated that approximately one-third of the landscape waste received was 
composted and used as a vegetative soil additive and two-thirds was used for ADC. 
 
The end use of all landscape waste received was beneficial.  Finished compost is necessary as 
a soil additive to the strip mine spoils in order to establish a good stand of vegetation on the 
cover system, thereby minimizing soil erosion.  The use of landscape waste as ADC is beneficial 
because it generated a savings of 16,000 tons of disposal capacity.  This estimate is based on 
daily cover requiring 6 inches of soil or ADC, the current site in-place utilization factor of 0.63 
tons per cubic yard, and the near 100% organic content of the landscape waste ADC.  This 
amount of disposal capacity, when used, will generate $24,000 in revenue to the Committee at 
the $1.50 per ton host fee, and allow for an additional 19 days of disposal at the current disposal 
rate of 850 tons per day. 
 
 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  N/A 
 
 
 
 

 
 



  
 
 

AGENDA DATE REQUESTED:  January 20, 2010 
 
ACTION REQUESTED:  RECEIVE AND FILE MONTHLY REPORTS  
BACKGROUND:  Attached are the monthly summary report, profiled waste log and airspace 
chart thru December 2009. Landfill volumes continue to trend behind last year’s volumes except 
for landscape waste volumes which are increased because of the wet summer. 
 
 

1. Permit Requests – At the time of this request Waste Management does not anticipate any permit 
requests but respectfully asks the committee to allow administrative approval of permits for 
signature by Dave Barber after review by Pat Sloan if permits are required prior to the January 
meeting. 

 
 
 
 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  NA 
 
 
 
 

 

REQUEST FOR DISCUSSION 
 
 To:      Peoria City/County Landfill Committee Members 
 
 From:  Steve Matheny Landfill Sales Waste Management 



Peoria City/County Landfill No. 2
Waste Management of Illinois, Inc.
Monthly Activity Report
November 2009

Landfill #2 Landfill #2
Current Year to Date Year to Date

Tonnage: General Refuse Month 2009 2008
Haulers 16,252.68 192,228.26 218,856.26
County Res. Free Loads 167.46 2,015.90 2,078.41
County Res. $5 Loads 1.87 42.62 43.46
Roadside 8.11 35.14 27.05
T     O     T     A     L 16,430.12 194,321.92 221,005.18

Special Wastes
Industrial (Declassified) 1,389.58 21,097.05 32,646.46
Industrial (Exempt) 0.00 0.00 0.00
T     O     T     A     L 1,389.58 21,097.05 32,646.46

TOTAL LANDFILL RECEIPTS 17,819.70 215,418.97 253,651.64
 

Yard Waste Receipts
City Contract  -  1,996.93 10,177.28 8,787.46
All Other 172.37 1,120.72 1,188.84
T     O     T     A     L 2,169.30 11,298.00 9,976.30

Payments: Payable to City/County Committee
General Refuse Tons 16,252.68

Rate 1.50$             
$24,379.02 $24,379.02 $287,761.28 328,284.39     

Special Waste - Ind. Tons 1,389.58
Rate 1.50$             

$2,084.37 $2,084.37 $32,226.69 48,969.69       
T     O     T     A     L $26,463.39 $319,987.97 377,254.08   

Payable to County
General Refuse Tons 16,252.68

Rate 1.27$             
$20,640.90 $20,640.90 $243,637.88 277,947.45     

Special Waste - Ind. Tons 1,389.58
Rate 1.27$             

$1,764.77 $1,764.77 $27,285.26 41,461.00       
T     O     T     A     L $22,405.67 $270,923.14 $319,408.45

Payable to/Receivable From County
$5 Loads Loads 8.00

Rate 5.00$             
$40.00 $40.00 $880.00 945.00            

Less:
State Fee on Free and $5 Loads Tons 169.33 

Rate 2.22$             
($375.91) ($375.91) ($4,569.91) (4,710.55)        

T     O     T     A     L ($335.91) ($3,689.91) ($3,765.55)

Tonnage: General Refuse & Special Waste
In county 10,149.06 56.95% 123,779.51 141,725.18
Out of county 7,670.64 43.05% 91,639.46 111,926.46
Mixed -                 0.00% -                   -                  
T     O     T     A     L 17,819.70 100.00% 215,418.97 253,651.64

CAP  
Annual Remaining Banked 

Airspace Airspace
Airspace Calculations Tons Used 215,419         53.5% 1329000CY

Available* 463,318         
 * calculated annual average that assures life from the 2009 airspace analysis



Peoria City/County Landfill No. 2
Waste Management of Illinois, Inc.
Monthly Activity Report
December 2009

Landfill #2 Landfill #2
Current Year to Date Year to Date

Tonnage: General Refuse Month 2009 2008
Haulers 14,694.94 206,923.20 236,060.64
County Res. Free Loads 155.77 2,171.67 2,238.19
County Res. $5 Loads 1.49 44.11 44.11
Roadside 1.57 36.71 32.83
T     O     T     A     L 14,853.77 209,175.69 238,375.77

Special Wastes
Industrial (Declassified) 1,231.25 22,328.30 34,048.32
Industrial (Exempt) 0.00 0.00 0.00
T     O     T     A     L 1,231.25 22,328.30 34,048.32

TOTAL LANDFILL RECEIPTS 16,085.02 231,503.99 272,424.09
 

Yard Waste Receipts
City Contract  -  146.08 10,323.36 8,967.91
All Other 12.85 1,133.57 1,227.25
T     O     T     A     L 158.93 11,456.93 10,195.16

Payments: Payable to City/County Committee
General Refuse Tons 14,694.94

Rate 1.50$             
$22,042.41 $22,042.41 $309,803.69 354,090.96     

Special Waste - Ind. Tons 1,231.25
Rate 1.50$             

$1,846.88 $1,846.88 $34,073.57 51,072.48       
T     O     T     A     L $23,889.29 $343,877.25 405,163.44   

Payable to County
General Refuse Tons 14,694.94

Rate 1.27$             
$18,662.57 $18,662.57 $262,300.45 299,797.01     

Special Waste - Ind. Tons 1,231.25
Rate 1.27$             

$1,563.69 $1,563.69 $28,848.95 43,241.37       
T     O     T     A     L $20,226.26 $291,149.41 $343,038.38

Payable to/Receivable From County
$5 Loads Loads 6.00

Rate 5.00$             
$30.00 $30.00 $910.00 970.00            

Less:
State Fee on Free and $5 Loads Tons 157.26 

Rate 2.22$             
($349.12) ($349.12) ($4,919.03) (5,066.71)        

T     O     T     A     L ($319.12) ($4,009.03) ($4,096.71)

Tonnage: General Refuse & Special Waste
In county 9,037.30 56.18% 132,816.81 153,118.30
Out of county 7,047.72 43.82% 98,687.18 119,305.79
Mixed -                 0.00% -                   -                  
T     O     T     A     L 16,085.02 100.00% 231,503.99 272,424.09

CAP  
Annual Remaining Banked 

Airspace Airspace
Airspace Calculations Tons Used 231,504         50.0% 1329000CY

Available* 463,318         
 * calculated annual average that assures life from the 2009 airspace analysis



 

Year 2009 YTD
Month November December

Profile Name PMT Name Generator Tons
105118IL Sp. Waste ADM-PEORIA 2.52
SM3115 Sp. Waste ADM-PEORIA 272.58
SM3933 Spill Clean up AES MEDINA VALLEY 0.34
101373IL Sp. Waste AG-LAND FS INC 28.78
SM3978 RGC ALCAST 15.26
IFD1001821 Sp. Waste AMEREN 54.67
101302IL Sp. Waste AMEREN DUCK CREEK 11.9
105986IL Spent Abrasive AMEREN ENERGY 77.68
WM010289 Sp. Waste ARTCO 31.39 43.75 505.83
102578IL ACM ATT  EAST PEORIA 1.08
104270IL ACM BECK OIL CO. 6.45  12.9
101391IL Sp. Waste BECK OIL CO. 105.36
PP038473 Sp. Waste BECKLEYS SERVICE 3.17 3.17
102497IL Sp. Waste BRADLEY UNIVERSITY-PEORIA 17.03
SMF 1831 Sp. Waste BUCKEYE TERMINALS LLC 2.26 2.26
AH2593 Sp. Waste BUCKEYE TERMINALS LLC 0.99
106012IL Sp. Waste CADY OIL 1.36  1.36
SM5084 Sp. Waste CANTON, CITY OF 111.86 166.36 1711.94
ASB001522 Sp. Waste CAT TECH CENTER-MOSSVILLE 7.75
MS186 Sp. Waste CATERPILLAR INC East Peoria 9.02 81.06
106082IL Sp. Waste CATERPILLAR Proving Grounds 7.71 7.71
TZSM3055 Sp. Waste CATERPILLAR INC. East Peoria 1348.27
101185IL Sp. Waste CATERPILLAR-MAPLETON 14
101261IL Sp. Waste CF INDUSTRIES 16.95
101278IL Sp. Waste CF INDUSTRIES 12.79
101385IL Sp. Waste CITY OF ELMWOOD 67.94
102514IL Sp. Waste COMMONWEALTH EDISON 131.39
104253IL Sp. Waste COOK GROUP CANTON 11.71
MS192 Sp. Waste CROMPTON CORP 19.14 14.83 166.1
101389IL Sp. Waste DARYL HODEL 6.46
MS187 Sp. Waste DEGUSSA 16.84 11.05 223.06
IM284629 Sp. Waste EAST PEORIA, CITY OF 120.87 195.53 1355.87
106010IL Sp. Waste EAST PEORIA, CITY OF 7511.96
106878IL ACM EP COMMUNITY HIGH SCHOOL 25.98
104254IL Sp. Waste EVONIK GOLDSCHMIDT CORP 8.49
104261IL Sp. Waste EVONIK GOLDSCHMIDT CORP 63.66
BR 4040 Sp. Waste EVONIK GOLDSCHMIDT CORP 587.17 587.17
TZ010164 Sp. Waste EXPORT PACKAGING 10.55
106095IL Sp. Waste FREEDOM OIL 99.54 99.54
106009IL ACM GLEN OAK CHURCH 7.61
TZWMI452972 Sp. Waste GOLDSCHMIDT 5.60 4.03 58.45
010151 Sp. Waste GOLDSCHMIDT 52.20 19.20 276.39
010153 Sp. Waste GOLDSCHMIDT 25.41 26.72 312.68
010154 Sp. Waste GOLDSCHMIDT 8.37 83.67 255.24
010155 Sp. Waste GOLDSCHMIDT 5.69 11.58
010156 Sp. Waste GOLDSCHMIDT 17.95 15.65 175.95
101377IL Sp. Waste HANNA CITY COMMUNITY CTR 3.49
SMF1983 Sp. Waste IL AGRICULTURAL ASSOC 23.67

 



















  
 
 

AGENDA DATE REQUESTED:  January 20, 2010 
 
ACTION REQUESTED:  Invoice payment approval for outside legal counsel 
 
BACKGROUND:  Outside legal counsel, Phil Comella, has been retained to represent Peoria 
City/County in a portion of the ongoing litigation with RTC et al. Mr. Comella has submitted 
invoices for legal services rendered in the amount of $534.50, $1740.00 and $174.00 for action 
taken in the Cook County case. Approval for payment of the invoices is needed. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  $2448.50 
 
 

REQUEST FOR DISCUSSION 
 
 To:      Peoria City/County Landfill Committee Members 
 
 From:  Steven Giebelhausen, Civil Assistant State's  

























  

REQUEST FOR DISCUSSION 
 
 To:      Peoria City/County Landfill Committee Members 
 
 From:  Patrick G. Sloan, PE, Foth  

 
 

AGENDA DATE REQUESTED:  January 20, 2010 
 
ACTION REQUESTED:  Consider Modification to the Acceptance Criteria in the Waste 

Acceptance Procedures Document by adding Delisted EAFDSR to the 
list of prohibited wastes. 

 
BACKGROUND:  During the consideration of the agreement for the landfill expansion, many 
comments and a County resolution were received concerning this waste stream, delisted electric 
arc furnace dust stabilized residue (EAFDSR).  The following memorandum addresses this 
issue. 
 
 
 
  
 
   
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  N/A 
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7500 North Harker Drive  Peoria, IL 61615  309-691-5300  Fax: 309-691-1892 

 
MEMORANDUM 

 
     TO:   Joint City of Peoria – County of Peoria DATE: December 31, 2009 
  Solid Waste Disposal Facility Board 
  
 FROM:  Patrick G. Sloan, P.E.    NUMBER: 9P001.00 
 
SUBJECT:  Delisted Electric Arc Furnace Dust Stabilized Residue (EAFDSR) 
 
The recent adoption of the Agreement with Peoria Disposal Company for the expansion of 
the landfill has generated much attention, public comment and discussion of one particular 
waste stream, Delisted Electric Arc Furnace Dust Stabilized Residue or Delisted EAFDSR.  
One result has been a resolution adopted by the County and forwarded to this committee, 
which states, “…that the County Board does not support the disposal of delisted K061 
Electric Arc Furnace (EAF) dust waste into a municipal solid waste landfill owned by 
Peoria County and the City of Peoria” and “the County Board urges the City/County 
Landfill Committee to consider passage of a similar resolution…”. 
 
Background 
The Landfill Committee has a rigorous Waste Acceptance Procedure which is enacted and 
enforceable by IEPA under the facility permit and further, incorporated into the agreement 
with any of your landfill contractors, making it further enforceable.  The Committee has 
reviewed hundreds of waste streams under this Procedure for more than fifteen years and 
this particular waste stream, delisted EAFDSR, has never been submitted for disposal 
authorization.   
 
The hazardous waste regulations were established with RCRA.  When considering what is 
hazardous with regard to solid waste, the discussion is framed by RCRA.  Environmental 
rules and regulations can often be complex and difficult to understand, and RCRA is 
probably the most confusing to those not familiar with it. 
 
The following is an introduction to application of RCRA in this case.  Waste is identified 
as being hazardous waste by three primary paths – because of its own characteristics, 
because of its source or because of its name.  Within RCRA there are lists of materials 
from specific and non-specific sources, and lists of chemicals, which are defined as 
hazardous based on where they came from or what they are.  When RCRA was adopted, 
these lists were generated based on a rationale.  EAF dust is one of these listed wastes, i.e. 
K061.  Once a waste is identified as hazardous, based on being on a list, the actual 
composition of the waste no longer matters.   
 
The origin of a material is very important under the hazardous waste rules.  A waste that 
was created by a mixture with a listed hazardous waste or derived from a listed hazardous 
waste will still be identified as a listed hazardous waste, no matter how dilute the resulting 
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material is.  For example if one shovel of K061 is added to a truck load of clean soil, that 
entire load then becomes K061 waste and must be managed as such. 
 
Peoria City-County Landfill No. 2, and the expected expansion are permitted Municipal 
Solid Waste (MSW) landfills which may only accept non-hazardous waste.  Illinois’ 
landfills comply with the RCRA Subtitle D requirements (federal). 
 
All special waste that is proposed to be accepted at the Peoria City-County Landfill is 
subjected to the rigorous Waste Acceptance Procedure.  Once a waste profile is determined 
to be complete, it is evaluated against RCRA, including whether it is listed or it has any 
characteristics that would make it hazardous.  Obviously, if it is determined to be RCRA 
hazardous, the application goes no farther.  EAFDSR, if submitted without the delisting 
authorization, would be immediately rejected, based on the fact that it is on a list, K061.  If 
delisted K061 was ever submitted for disposal at the Peoria City-County Landfill it would 
need to undergo significant technical review.  If it was ever accepted by the Committee it 
would likely include a number of significant conditions that would cover the technical and 
operational issues, as well as contain provisions for monitoring and reporting (beyond what 
is already required by the Waste Acceptance Procedures). 
 
EAF Dust, Stabilization, TCLP Testing and Delisting 
The regulations state that the basis for hazardous waste listing EAF dust is due to the high 
levels of hexavalent chromium, cadmium and lead.  Hexavalent chromium is a species of 
chromium with a +6 charge and tends to be more water soluble and toxic.  The 
management of EAF dust requires that it be stabilized prior to land disposal.  After 
treatment, it is often called Electric Arc Furnace Dust Stabilized Residue (EAFDSR).  
EAFDSR is still indentified as hazardous under RCRA at this point. 
 
The primary testing method for determining whether a waste is hazardous is intended to 
evaluate the long term toxicity of the material in a controlled situation, e.g. landfill.  This 
test is called the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP).  This procedure takes 
place in the laboratory in which some solid waste and a liquid are mixed and tumbled for 
24 hours.  After 24 hours, the liquid is analyzed to see how much of the compound of 
concern has leached from the waste into the water.  Normally, you will see total 
concentrations for a waste reported in mg/kg (ppm) and TCLP concentrations reported in 
mg/l (ppm).  Greater concentrations of a compound in the waste usually results in greater 
TCLP values, but in general, between different wastes there is not a correlation, due to the 
variability of the waste material, the liquid used and the chemistry involved. 
 
EAF dust and EAFDSR has been studied extensively by PDC and others.  Much of the 
information can be obtained at http://www.ipcb.state.il.us/ for Case AS-2008-10.  Follow 
the links to view the entire case record for the PDC delisting petition and the resulting 
approval (with additional conditions) issued on January 8, 2009. 
 
The case file includes the technical background and justification for the petition.  Part of 
the information was a technical evaluation by RMT (PDC consultant) regarding a 
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sensitivity analysis on TCLP testing, including a variation of the waste source, leaching 
times and extraction liquid.  This memo is not going to evaluate the technical aspects of the 
IPCB delisting application, since it has been thoroughly commented on by others. 
 
PDC has sought and received approval to remove EAFDSR from the RCRA hazardous 
waste list, i.e. stripping the K061 designation.  The process for doing this is to obtain an 
adjusted standard from the Illinois Pollution Control Board (IPCB).  Those desiring 
specific information should refer to the IPCB web site, mentioned above.  Following are 
the highlights of the IPCB ruling which grants delisting to EAFDSR: 

• This approval is specific to the PDC Southport Road Facility. 
• Additions of waste streams other than those identified in the IPCB petition (10 

locations) or significant changes to the treatment process, will require new bench 
testing and submittal to IEPA, prior to seeking to delist the material.  Prior to 
acceptable bench testing and achieving acceptable results, the resulting EAFDSR 
would retain its K061 definition. 

• The approval has an annual cap of 95,000 cubic yards.  PDC has indicated that the 
density of EAFDSR is 1.5 tons per cubic yard, resulting in an annual cap by weight 
of approximately 142,500 tons.  EAFDSR in excess of this amount remains K061. 

• The delisted EAFDSR is required to adhere to an extensive testing procedure and 
will not be considered to be delisted until it has met a specific list of treatment 
standards, defined as TCLP Delisting Levels.  This list is specific to this approval 
was determined by using the lowest concentration of the RCRA toxicity limits, the 
Land Disposal Restriction Universal Treatment Standard (LDR), or the calculated 
risk-based concentration.  The risk value used is a carcinogenic risk of 1 per 
1,000,000.  The waste must be managed as a hazardous waste until it achieves all 
delisting levels. 

• Once EAFDSR becomes delisted, it may be disposed at any permitted RCRA 
Subtitle D Landfill that has a groundwater monitoring system.  All landfill units at 
the Peoria City-County property comply with this requirement. 

 
USEPA and IEPA Review and Involvement 
This section addresses the concern expressed during some public comment and 
deliberations as to the level of IEPA scrutiny and whether they approved the delisting. 
 
The PDC petition was prepared using the USEPA written software called Delisting Risk 
Assessment Software (DRAS).  It is reported within the RMT section of the application 
that petitioners worked with USEPA Region V and IEPA during that application, to verify 
its usage and resolve modeling issues caused by the version of software available at the 
time. 
 
The more stringent DRAS generated TCLP Delisting Limits for delisted EAFDSR were 
used for six of the contaminants of concern, antimony, arsenic, beryllium, selenium and 
thallium and dioxins/furans. 
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The delisting ruling by IPCB states, “On June 12, 2008, IEPA filed a favorable 
recommendation to PDC’s petition, but asked for additional information regarding PDC’s 
site-specific modeling for dioxins and furans.”  Later, IPCB states, “IEPA did not file a 
post-hearing brief.  However, as a supplement to its initial recommendation, IEPA did file 
an amended recommendation on October 27, 2008 to, recommending that the Board grant 
PDC’s requested delisting [sic].”  Since the PDC application did not list any restriction on 
dioxins and furans, but the final ruling did, it would appear that the IEPA review and 
comments did add at least this additional requirement. 
 
Similar to the regulated community, which must follow the regulations exactly as written, 
IEPA is tasked with administering and enforcing the regulations exactly as written.  Only 
the Illinois Pollution Control Board can issue a variance from the regulations or an 
adjusted standard, which may be requested by a regulated entity.  The delisting process 
followed by PDC is the latter category.  Once approved, IEPA will administer and enforce 
the adjusted standard as if it was any other regulation. 
 
Acceptance of Delisted EAFDSR at Peoria City-County Landfill No. 2 and No. 3 
As mentioned at the beginning of this memo, the acceptance of waste at the Peoria City-
County Landfill is governed by the Waste Acceptance Procedure, and the Committee has 
received a Peoria County Resolution concerning one waste stream, delisted EAFDSR.  A 
copy of the resolution is attached. 
 
Section 6.01 of the Waste Acceptance Procedures, “Pre-Approved Waste Streams”, and 
Section 6.1, “Acceptence Criteria”, describe policies concerning the acceptance or 
prohibition of certain waste streams.  Some of these conditions were established because of 
a technical issue and some were established based on a regulatory or statutory ruling.  
Most of these conditions, however, are site specific and exist solely because the City of 
Peoria – County of Peoria have set the condition as a policy. 
 
We recommend, if so decided by the Landfill Committee, that a sentence be added to 
Section 6.1, “Acceptance Criteria”, that states,  
 
Delisted Electric Arc Furnace Dust Stabilized Residue will not be accepted at the Peoria 
City-County Landfill. 
 
We also recommend a rewrite of the last section of this page, titled, Refuse, because it is 
somewhat confusing, particularly when viewed from the perspective of RCRA. 
 
Since this document is incorporated into the contract requirements with WM and PDC, the 
changes will need to be accepted by each of them. 
 
As always, please contact me via phone or email if you have any questions. 





  

REQUEST FOR DISCUSSION 
 
 To:      Peoria City/County Landfill Committee Members 
 
 From:  Patrick G. Sloan, PE, Foth  

 
 

AGENDA DATE REQUESTED:  January 20, 2010 
 
ACTION REQUESTED:  Approval of the Hydrogeologic Field Investigation Plan for the 

Expansion, submitted by Peoria City/County Landfill, Inc. (PCCLI) 
 
BACKGROUND:  The Landfill Expansion Agreement with PCCLI (Peoria Disposal Company) 
states that, “All site investigation activities shall be subject to prior approval by the Committee of 
a Sampling and/or Activity Plan and/or approval within forty-five (45) days of the submittal.”  The 
plan is located at the County website, http://www.peoriacounty.org/countyBoard/pdc3, from 
which it can be downloaded, “Proposed Site Investigation Plan (Dec. 2009)”. 
 
We received a copy of the proposed work plan on November 20, 2009.  We submitted a list of 14 
items to PCCLI on November 30, 2009.  A “Pre-Siting Kick-Off Meeting” was held on December 
3, 2009 with PCCLI and their consultants.  Meeting with PCCLI were City, County staff and 
consultants.  At the meeting PCCLI expressed that they wished to initiate the field investigation 
as soon as possible and proposed the schedule of submitting the Site Investigation plan by 
December 18th, responding to any public comments by January 15, 2010, and having the 
committee take action on the plan at the January 20, 2010 meeting.  According to the 
Agreement, the Committee is to take action within 45 days of the submittal (February 1, 2010). 
 
At the meeting and up through December 18, 2009, PCCLI has provided additional information 
and responded to all of our questions.  In addition, PPCLI has requested information from us 
concerning historic uses and regulatory matters.  All of those requests have been complied with. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  Up to one year is being allowed by PCCLI to complete the field 
investigation.  Data obtained during the investigation will be used for the County Site Approval 
application.  During the field investigation, it is likely that additional soil borings and groundwater 
monitoring wells will be required.  For example, the surface geophysical survey which is 
proposed is intended to locate potential underground coal mine voids.  Based on these survey 
results additional borings may be installed. 
 
Foth recommends that the “Proposed Site Investigation Plan (Dec. 2009) be approved by the 
Committee.  
 
   
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  N/A 
 
 
 
 

http://www.peoriacounty.org/countyBoard/pdc3



