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TO 'filE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen,.! am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of · large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
tl1e building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wl1ile a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
cl~ngers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
t~xpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciqdadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que . 
P'H?clan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

lO. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

. ~ ,- / .. , i·' ________________________ _..---.;.,....;;;....,:;r---,.,' 

Return ta the UnHod a•uuaia organlaatian, 114 rraetJOct st., Pailaala 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
tl1e building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
(]angers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
nroblemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
lncineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costas que no son 
ra~onables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por au consideraci6n. 

l. 

2. 

3. 

4 • 

7 . 

~ \. ... - 8 . . \ (. 

;-' 9. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~·~· 
It~ 

Return to t.he Uult.cu.l l'l)aaaio OrC)aniuUon, 114 l'roa,,oct. St.., Pa .. do 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
lo the health of my children and [amily, that could be caused by 
'.h'"' operation of .- large garbage j ncinerators in many counties 
near one another tbroughout our state. 

I urge you to support Annembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
thr- building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wltil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
<l<tli<Jers to our health and unreanonable costs to the the 
l;"t;.:p<tyers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eotoy muy preocupado por los , 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pttt:-rl;m ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
inr.ineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
i11cineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
rl~cjda si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
raAonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

] . 

3. 
I I 

,, 

(j • M) 
7 . ___.l._~L<J,ti.J-t:...::.l.~---A.L.JJ.~~~!.l..j,.~...:::>.......t.£......:-.J.:..=:..p.:L..!..!7f-L""-'-~~""""-"'-"'--'-..--- a{..-c , ) l ~ 
8. 

9. 

lO. 

Ret: urn to tho Uni lutl l'auuuic Orqanizatlon, 114 l'rospoct St., Paaaalo 07055 
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TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the ~9e 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Si 

1. 

2. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Return to t.he Un.l t.otJ t•oaao.lc Organization, 

{ a_LJ~J~I-1£ 
114 ~r~poct St., Paaaaic 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of -· large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Si 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7 . 

8. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Addre§s/Direcci~n 

Retu~n to the U111t.od t•aaaa1a 0~9•n1aatlon, 114 Proapoct St., Paaaa1a 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of ·· large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ci~dadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

~ 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Si 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. fA ~ S/J n:..- ~ ... 

9. MS 
10. 

Rel:ul'n to the U11Hod l•a•••io 01'9an1aaUon, 114 Proepoot It., Paeeaio 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of -· large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Return l:o the UnitocJ t•uaaaio Orqaniaal:ion, 114 Proapocl: St.., Paaaaio 07055 



TO TJIE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health o! my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of -· large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building o! Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Si 

l. 

2. 

3. 

4 • 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Return to the UnHod t•aaaaic Or9anhation, 114 Proapact St.., Paaaaic 0705!1 
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TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of -· large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

3. 

4 • 

5. 

6. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Return to the UnJ tod t•uaaola Orqanization, 114 Proepoc:t St., P••••ia 07055 
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1'0 THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of -· large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ci~dadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Signature/Firma 

1. 
rl\cu~ 

2. 

3. 

4 • 

5. 

6. 

8 • 

9. 

Ret:ul'n to the UnH.od l'aaaalc Orqanhatlon, 114 Proapoct St., Paeaalc 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of -· large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la constrticcion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

2. 

s 4. 

8. 

10. 

/-

--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~(~L£. . 
~~:-?L:.l-~t.C 

9. 

. /'(J t)/ ,,..0'; 

Return to the Unitod Paaaaic Orqaniaation, 114 Proapoct St., Paaaaia 07055 
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TO THE HEW JDSET STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to ~he health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the buildinq of Passaic.'- s and other incinerators tor one· year ··· · · .. -­
while a study is made to decide on whether there are qreat. 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, "problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de· basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pi do que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105 • ~ Esto -
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaie y-de·otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros- eiudadanos pagadores de impuest·os. Gracias. 
por su consideraci6n. · 

..... .. 

8. 

9. 

10. / 

.. .. . · 
.... 

' ., 

• ~ -.. -
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TO THE NEW JEllSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of ay chi1dren and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Pasaaic.~s and other incinerators for one··year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ci~dadano interesado, estoy muy preoc:upado por los 
problemas •edicos que puedan azotar a ai familia, "problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de· basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. ·: !sto -
parara la construcc:ion del inc:inerador de Passaic- y-de·otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros. ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias. 
por su consideraci6n. · 

1. 

2. 

3. 

9. 

10. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Return to ~he Unllod ~•••a!o Ortan!aatlaa. 114 Proapaot lt., Paaaala 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATUtl£: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of -· large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the buildinq of Passaic.'. s and other incinerators tor on•· year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great­
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ei~dadano interesado, estoy muy preoc:upado por los 
problemas aedicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, "problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios 9randes 
incineradores de· basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que respalden al Assembly Bill 4105. ·: Ssto -
parara la eonstruccion del ineinerador de Passaic- y- de·otroe 
incineradores durante UD ano mientras UD astudio heeho Y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros. ciudadanos pagadores de impuastos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. · 

3 

Sincaraly/Sinceramenta, 

I 
Addraes/pireeei~n 
\ 5?<6 • 

/~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~- fiJ' 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~'(- ~J 01/J!J:J 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~v)?, . 
10. 

Return to the U11.lt.od l•aaaa1a Oqaaiaatlan, U4. Jlnapoat lt., Paaaa1a 07055 
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TO THE NEW JEllSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urqe you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the buildinq of Passaic~ a and other incinerators for one· yea·r · ·· 
while a study is aade to decide on whether there are great. 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas a~dicos que puedan azotar a ai familia, 'problema• que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo las pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. ·: !sto -
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic ~de·otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros. ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias. 
por su consideraci6n. · 

4. 

5. 

6. 

s 7. 

L.. 
.:.J 8 • 

9. 

10. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

' ... 

~~~~k~~~&.a.__~.:......::~~E:Z.d::~tL-£.~';4 ss~ /c v.J' 
':;+:~~.c...:._.::==----~e....::::.::.;~:._:~~.J.;:;.~~~·-nJ-&. ~ ·-· . 

I 

. ... · 
lletu~n to the Un.ltlld a•aaaeJ.o 0&'9aaJ.ut1oa, 114 Proap.ot lt., PaaHiO 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATUlU!!: 

As a concerned citizen, I a. very worried about the dangers. 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to supi)Ort Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Pasaaic.~ a and. other incinerators for one· year · ··· 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great. 
dangers to our health and unreasonable coats to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ci~dadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, 'problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varioa grandes 
incineradorea de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. ·: Esto -
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic-y- de·otros 
incineradores durante UD ano mientras UD &studio hecho Y Se 
decida si habra probelmas de aalud y costos que no son 
rasonablea a nueatros. ciudadanos pagadores de iapuestos. Gracias. 
por su consideraci6n. · 

Si 

l. 

2. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Sincerely/Sinceraaente, 

6 7 ,;:;; / 

s 9 • -tf"'~-......... ..-:::.....""""'-~"'--~~---:.....-._...,.....:...:.,.:...,..::-~~~__,.::;;.J.-~f"t:-S S A- I C.. / l. I ,-:y ' 
10. 

. .... · 
Retacn to the UnJtod ~aaaaJa Qr9aaiaat1oa, 114· Proapaat st., P••••la 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers. 
to the health ot my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the buildinq of Passaic.~• and other incinerators for one· year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great. 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ci~dadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, ·problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de· basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo las pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. ·: Esto -
parara la c:onatruc:cion del inc:inerador de Passaic y-de·otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y •• 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

. ...... 
Retuz-n to the Ut~.lt.od l•aaaa.lo Or9an1ut1aa, 114· Proapoot lt., Paa-1o 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
tn the health of my children and family, that could be c~used by 
the operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
tl1e building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wl1ile a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
cl;JHgers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decjda si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Si 

1. 

~ 2. 

3. 

6. 

7. 

10. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
~U~ Address/Direccibn 

fY7c,JJu..l{ls 

Return to the Ultllod Pu•eolc Orqaniaation, 114 Proevoct St., taaaalc 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children ~nd family, that could be caused by 
the operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other inciherators for one year 
whil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
(langers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
ta~payers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pueclan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

-NJ 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~c o 7aJJ~ 

-?-t-~...::;---"-;:====:~~.s..t::-J.-,~-~~.!..----'-....,...L--l....~~~~~~/ /.·'I ?0 / v. ~ /~: J?C 
IJ. ,j o ?us-,Y 

7 . 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Return to the U"ltod Pu•solc Orqan!aatlon, 114 rrospoet st., Pa11alo 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of •Y children and fa•ily, that could be caused by 
the operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
tl1~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
tlaugers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de ~arios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

~~~~~~~~~*--+~~~~~~~_u~~~G~·~h~y-o;c~ 
2. ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~-"~,~~--{~·-~~~~-~SC;; ~ 

1 
)' ( l ' 

' ( ( ~ 

. ,.. I fi/·"' "~ c:- ,._,. / ( ,·. 
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9. ' 

10. ' 

Retul'n to the Unl t.ot.l l'ueaolo Organiaatlon, 114 l'roapoct. It., Paaaaio 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

J urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wl1il~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
llarHJE>rs to our health and unrea!:lonable costs to the the 
t~xpayere. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puenan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
rarara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
ror su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

6. 

7 . 

(J • 

10. 

Return to the Uodlot.l l'ue11111c Orqanlaation, 114 Pro11poct St., Pa1aatc 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
tl1e building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
\.Jh i1 e a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
~angers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decjda si habra probelmas de salud y ~ostos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Si 

1. 

3. 

4 • 

~) . 

6. 

7 . 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Return to the Uullot.l l•ueuolo Orqanlaatlon, 114 Proepoct St., Paaaale 07055 



1'0 TJIE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children ~nd family, that could be caused by 
the operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
tl1~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
1langers to our health and unreanonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra.ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
rarara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Address/Direccibn 

2. -~t~\~·~~~~~~--------~~~~~~~~~~~~~) ~~ 
3. ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~._~~~~~~-~ ~· 

~~~~~~~~~""~~~~~~~~~~~~~[· 
tj • 

5. 
I 

L1 P~/7~ 

~tZ:J~~z.t.liuo.v f?1{.Je.- H-a .... ~u.-9 - Nr; 
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6. 

7 . 

B. 

9. 

10. 

Ret:urn t:o lhe Unllut.l l'uaaalo Or9aniaat1on, 114 Proapoct. St., Pa•aaia 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangerg 
to the health of my children ~nd family, that could be caused by 
the operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

1 urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
'~hi 1 ~?> a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pueoan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Si 

1. 

2. 

4 • 

8. 

9. 

. , 
u?Vjt_..e~J -~ 

Return to the Unllod ~uaaolo Or9anlaatlon, 114 Proapoct St., Paaaalo 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children ·and family, that could be caused by 
the. operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
tl1e building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreagonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Signaturj/?rmt} · 
I Y I a_ ,Lt-tA ( \.}...,{) J)1K_ 

1. . 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

7 . 

13 • 

9. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Address/Direccion 

Return to the U••llod ~uaaoJo Organtaatton, 114 troevoct St., taaaalc 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children·and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

1 urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration • 

. . 
Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 

problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de baaura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que reapalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. . 

Siqnatur~~ 
' / / - -

1 . 1--;; e-c ~;{:; 

2. J/1 ~ l 7 

~: t::;~li;fd 
5. ~.(,:<>h~~{--:4-.fu~ 
6. 

7 . 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Return to the Unllod l'uualc Or9anhat.ion, 114 Proapact st., l'aaaaio 07055 



1'0 THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very.~orried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of · large garbage incinerators in many counties 
nf~ar one another throughout our state. 

r urqe you to support AsRembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
thr> building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wl1ile a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
fl<lli<Jet·s to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
t :,:-:p<lyers. Thank you for your consideration. 

· Como ciudadano interesado, eotoy muy p-reocupado por los 
probtemas m~dicos que pued~m azotar a mi fam.ilia; problemas que 
PIIE>clan ser resultados de la operaci6n de. varios -grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalde6 el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
r~~rara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientra~ un estudio hecho y se 
~ecida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
ranonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, . . 
l. 

/. . 

3. 

6. 

-..::, 7. 

n. 



'''0 TilE :-JEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 

,tl1e operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wltile a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
clnngers to our health and unreaaonable costs to the the 
ta~payers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
p11enan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
necida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
raRonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. · 

1. 

_--·, 3. 

6. I I ' ( 
I I 

7 . \ ( 
I ( 

B • 

9. 

Return to tho UuJlod t•aasalc Organization, 114 l"roapoct St., Paaaalc 07055 
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'1'0 THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
tr, the health of my children and [amily, that could be caused by 
tho operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
"~"'r one another throughout our state. 

J urge you to support AsRembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
th"' building of Passaic's and olher incinerators for one year 
wl1il~ a study is made tn decide on whether there are great 
dilii<Jers to our health and unreanonable costs to the the 
t. <1:-:payers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intercsado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
~ problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

JHte(lan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varies grandee 
Jncineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un aiio mientras un estudio hecho y se 
(lPcida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
uwonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

5I 
~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~-·~p~~1~ 
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To TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am v~ry worried about the dangers 
lo Lhe health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
IIIP operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
nei'lr one another throughout our state. 

r urge you to support ARRembly Diil 1105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wl•il~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
lltltllfl?t-s to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
t ;'IXI"'~'ers. Thank you fot· your consideration. 

Como ch}dadano interesaclo, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
Pl10ll.:m ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
jnci.neradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
~i'lr~ra la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
in~ineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
'l~cida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
ri'IHonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
JlrJr su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

. I 

I I 

I I 

() . I I 

I I 
7 . 

fl • 

9. II 

10. 

ll 

Return t.o the Unllod l'iiHIIalc OrganhaUon, 114 1'roe1•oct St., Paaaala 07055 



TO 'filE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my childreh and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of -- large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
t.he building of Passaic • s and other incinerators for one year 
wltile a study is made to decide on whether there are Qreat 
~angers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciqdadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
Plleflan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por au consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Retu~n to the Unltod l•a .. ala Orvanlaatlon, 114 Proepoct St., Paeeala 07011 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
lltP operation of - large garbage incinerators in many counties 
IIP.rtt· one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support J\sAembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
'''~building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wltil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
'1;'\li<Jet.·s to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
t;"l:-:pi'lyers. Thank you for your consi.deration. 

Como ciudad~no interesado, esto~· muy preocupado por los 
problemas m.fdicos que puedan azotar a mi fantllia, problemas que 
P'tr:Hhm ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
pnrara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
i11r.ineradores durante un ailo mientras un estudio hecho Y se 
1l~cida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rrtnonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

1 () • 

nat. urn t.o tho Unllotl l'll11BI11C OrC)anlzatlon, 1141 rruBJIOCt St., P••••la 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health o( my childt·~n and r,,mily, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage jncinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support ARAembly Uill 1105. This would atop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whi1t:> a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
c.langers to our health and unro"nonnble costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consjderation. 

Como ciudadano interesa(lo, er;t.oy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

pnerlan ser resultados de la operaci(m de varies grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que reepaldcn el Anncmbly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un aiTo mientrae un estudio heche y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costae que no eon 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanoa pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

'-//2X 
Raturn to tho UuH·~d ····uHnlc O:rq&nlzatlon, l~~·l'rolll'oct St., !'aeealo 07055 



-------------·--------

TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am v~ry worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and (amlly, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support As~embly Hill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
\~hi 1 ~ a study is made to decide on wh~ther there are great 
claugers to our health and unreaoonab La costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano inter0sa~o. eot.ny muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Asoembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un aiio mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmaR de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Si 

l. 

2. 

3. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Address/Direccion 

Lff3~ 
Return to tho Unilotl l'nuunlo OrgA-nizaUcn, li« rrua~•oct Bt,, Pa1uaic 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned ci ti z~n, I ·am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and r~mily, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
nP.Ar one another throughout our state. 

1 urge you to support ~~Rembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic'g and.other incinerators for one year 
l·illilf:> a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
flangere to our health and unreatJottable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, entoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pnerlan ser resultados de la operaci bn de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Aonembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientraa un eatudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmaa de salud y costos que no eon 
rasonables a nuestroe ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su coneideraci6n. 

Signature/Firma 
' .--~ ' 

(_ _7 l. ,, ~ ZA•l- L--C. ~('/t;-r,.t-•--
L . o 

2. 

3. 

4 • 

5. 

6. 

7 . 

!1 • 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Addrees/Direccion 

' ~ - --- ' 

~.:/ t .J . ~ L. -r'~-
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Return to tho U11!lo.;d •'U!lillllc C~t'ani.zatlon, 11~ rroapoct St., Paeaaio 07055 · 



------·------------------------------·-

TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am v~ry worried about the dangers 
to the health of my chi ldrnn and f <1m i.l y, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage jncinerators in many counties 
ne<1r one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support J\s~embly Dill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whilO? a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
1l•u•gere to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxp<lyers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eotoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azot.ar a mi familia, problemas que 
pneclan ser resultados de la operacl(,n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Annembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
lncjneradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de ealud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanoA pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

• I 

1. 

2. 

4. 

~· 

... 
I • 

9. 

10. k~·,J__L.. 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

1\s a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health o[ my chiltlrr>n r.~nd f~mily, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wltil@ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
tlangers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your conBideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eoloy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
I1Uedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varies grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el 1\noembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientraa un estudio heche y se 
decida si habra probelmas de aalud y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestoe. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

1. 

2. 

~3. 

4. 

s. 

--,9. 

\. 1 I \ ( ' ' ' 
\ \ • _\.._ ..- ..., • .~. ! ,__ l L { ; I. ::~ 1_,\.. ~;;~ ~- · ._).. 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am vBry worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and (amlly, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our statB. 

I urge you to support ~saembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wl1ile a study is made to decid~ on whether there are great 
c.langers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eotoy mu~ preocupado por los 
problemas m'dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
p11erlan ser resultados de la operaci{>n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Aon~mbly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
Lncineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio heche y se 
decida si habra probelmaa de salud y costas que no son 
raaonables a nuestros ciudadanoe pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su coneideraci6n. 

Si 

1. 

2. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

., 

t,_;_·--:.-~ 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~~--~~-~--n 

~~~~~~~~~~;=~~----L~~~~~-'~~~-4~~~--~t~tt,-~, 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citiz~n. I am v~ry worried about the dangers 
to the health o[ my children and [<lm.i.ly, that could be caused by 
tl1e operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
llf~rtr one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
l·l!d 1~:> a study is made to decicl~:> on whether there are great 
<lnugers to our health and unreaoo11<1ble costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eDtoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

Plleclan ser resultados de la operaci(,n de varies grandee 
incineradores de baeura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que respaldAn ~1 AnnAmbly Bill 4105. Esto 
rarara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida ei habra probelmaa de salud y costas que no eon 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

3. 

4. 

~._.-·~··''-~- ,_,~7q attYt 61-- tv. 0 
~~~~~~~~~4---~~~--~~~~=-~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Q.:-,#;Z: lilli ~~,,~':_· cP~: 
~~~~t~/t~·£~~B~----~$~(~~~~~~~fl~£~~~~--·~C:-~~;/-~~ 7. 

8. (- (' L I F. )t-()', 
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9. 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

l\a a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
tr' the health o( my children and (~mlly, that could be caused by 
tl1e operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
noar one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support l\sRembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whilf:> a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
1lnnget·s to our health and unreaoonable coats to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eotoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

puedan ser resultados de la operaci(,n de varies grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Aonembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otroe 
Lncir1eradores durante un a~o mientras un eetudio heche y se 
decida ei habra probelmas de aalud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanoe pagadores de impuestoe. Gracias 
por su coneideraci6n. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

'7 
' . 
n. 

~)9' I 

10 .i/ - j/ • .. J' L / 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

/ 

,. I 1, r. 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citiz~n. I am v~ry worried about the dangers 
t-o the health of my childn~n i'lncl filmily, that could be caused by 
lhe operation of a large g<1rbage jncinerators in many counties 
nenr one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support ~ssembly nill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
Hhilf:' a study is made to decir:le on whether there are great 
clangera to our health and unrnaoon<~ble costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your connideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eotoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

p11erlan ser resultados de la operaci(,n de varies grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que respalden el Aooembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un eetudio heche y ee 
decida si habra probelmaa de salud y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestroe ciudadanoR pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
nor su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Si 

l. 

2. 

3. ~~~ .. ~---------~~--~~~~--2~--· . 
J- , ' . 2 1 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STJ\TE LEGISLATURE: 

1\s a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage 1ncinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly nill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic 1 s aml other incinerators for one year 
wl1il~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
<langers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, entoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

pnerlan ser resultados de la operacilm de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que reepnld~n el 1\ooembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
Lncineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de ealud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

l. 

2. 

3. 

4 • 

5. 

.. [l • 
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TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISL/\TURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
tc, the health of my children ~nd (amlly, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage in~inerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Oill 4105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wllil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
claugere to our health and unreaoonable coste to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, entoy ~uy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Aooembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un aoo mientras un estudio hecho y se 
deci.da si habra probelmaa de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

5. 

6. 

7 • 

Return to tho Ullll!HI i•auHalc Organization, 114 l'rOOI'OCt st., Paaaaio 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGIS~ATURC: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly nill 4105. This would stop 
tit~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wltile a study is made to decid~ on whether there are great 
~angers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intere!lado, eotoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

puerlan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
i.ncineradores durante un aiio mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Si 

~. 

\ . 
·~-v • 

~~~~~~---L~~~~~~~~-
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE:: 

As a concerned citizen, I am vP.ry worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and r~mily, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage 1ncinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support AARembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
t.h~ building of Passaic'a and other incinerators for one year 
whilP a study is made to decidl?. on whether there are great 
(langet·s to our health and unreaaonahle costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado,· eotoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
lncineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

.· --::::: 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Addrese/Direccion 

Return to tho Urdlull l'auualc Organhatlon, 114 rroapoct st., Paaaaic 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am v~ry worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and (amily, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support ARsembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
tit~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
1~hil"' a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano iriteresaclo; entny muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

puerlan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientraa un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por au consideraci6n. 

) 
Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

f_u_ ~}A .. · 

4 • ~~~~~~~-··-t~~~~~-~~/17~/n~~~~~~LL~~ 
5. ~,.,.2A ~t~/'4/' #V. .q 

6. 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am v~ry worried about the dangers 
to the health or my childrnn and r~mily, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
t.he building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whill'> a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
<]angers to our health and unreaoon~ble costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, enloy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

p11erlan eer resultados de 1 a operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Aasembly Bill 4105. Esto 
rarara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otroe 
Lncineradoree durante un a~o mientrae un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

6. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

i 
Address/Direccion 

1\{;J­

rv .. -s , 
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TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whilo:! a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
!]angers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
lncineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

4. 

5 a. 

10. 

Return to tho UnJlor.l 1'11811010 Organization, 114 l'rOIIliOCt st., Paaaala 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am v0ry worried about the dangers 
to the health o( my chilclrP.n nnd (amily, that could be caused by 
tl1e operation of a largn garbage incinerators in many counties 
nenr one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support ~s~embly Bill 4105. This would stop 
th~ building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wlti1~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
rlilttgEn·a to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interosado, eotoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pne(lan ser resultados de la operaci{>ll de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Aonembly Bill 4105. Esto 
Pnrara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un aoo mientraa un estudio hecho y se 
clecida si habra probelmaa de ealud y costos que no eon 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanoR pagadores de impueetoe. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

?.l 

l 

~. 

/. . 
3 . 
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6. 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children ~nd (amJly, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support AsRembly Oill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wid lf:" a study is made to de~i.(le on whether there are great 
d;)tlgere to our health and unn:!ilr.HJililhle coats to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eatoy muy preocupado por los , 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pue~an ser resultados de la operact6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Asoembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
Lncineradores durante un aiTo mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

10. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Address/Direccion 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizP.n, I am vP.ry worried about the dangers 
to the health of my chi ldn~n and [ <tm:ll y, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
nr>ar one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wltil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano.interesado, enloy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varies grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Aonembly Bill 4105. Esto 
rarara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio heche y ee 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por au consideraci6n. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4 • 

5. 

7 . 

8. 

9. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

i 
Address/Oireccibn 

~&('Jrn to tho Uull•Jtl l'aeHnlc Or:::;aniz&tlon, 1.\•: l'roopoct Bt,, Pt~aaaic 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

.1\s a concerned citizen, I am v~ry worried about the dangers 
to the health o[ my childr~n and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbnge incinerators in many counties 
m~ar one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support .1\R~embly Bill 4105. This would stop 
th8 building of Passaic's nnd other incinerators for one year 
whi1r.> a study is made to deci.cle on whether there are great 
t1ilttqers to our health and unrearJonable coats to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eotoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m'dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pne(lan ser resultados de 1 a operaci(>t, de varies grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el .1\ooembly Bill 4105. Esto 
rarara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
Lncineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida ei habra probelma~ de salud y costas que no eon 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanoe pagadores de impuestoe. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Signature/Firma 

.jlo 0~~ 
\ 2 • )7 jj/-(_~ ,.: 1.J ?-r 

j • 

6' 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Addresa/Direccion 
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A&turn to lho Utt!l·J,; i'a•t!1 111C Orq~tnlzlltl'ln, !14 f'roepoct St,, Paaaa!o 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citiznn, I am v"ry worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and (<~m.i.ly, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
m~ar one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic'o and olhr!r incinerators for one year 
whi1f:> a study is made to decicl~ on wh~ther there are great 
dangers to our health and unreaaonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intert>sado, eotoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que pu~dr.m a7.ot.ar a mi familia, problemas que 

pttcrlan ser resultados de J a nperac i (,1 'do varios grandee 
incineradores de baeura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que reepaldnn el Annr!mbly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion d~l incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientrae un estudio hecho y se 
clecida ai habra probelmas de ealud y coetoe que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. • 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

·_ 4. 

,/5. 

8. 

9 • 

. ·1 0. -

Return to tho 1111llU<I P•1~11nlo Or-;anizat~on, 114 l'roopoct St., Paaaalo 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and (amily, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
~angers to our health and unreaaonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mtdicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pueflan ser resultados de la operacibn de varies grandee 
incineradores de basura cerda de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
lncineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su conaideraci6n. 

I l. 

v 2. 

?, 3. 

L 4 o 

5. 

6. 

L, 8 . 

"'9. 

' 10. 

• 
Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Return to the Unllml l'uaualc: Orqanlzation, 114 l'roapoct Bt. 1 Paaaalo 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puenan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
i.ncineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

9. 

Return to the Unlloc..l l'aB!Ialo Organhatlon, 114 rrollliOCt St., Paaaalo 07055 



TO THE NEW JERSEY S'rATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
lo the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wl1ile a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
~angers to our health and unreaaonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ci~dadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puectan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradoree de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra prob~lmas de ealud y costos que no eon 
rasonables a nuestro~~ciudadanos pagadoree de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Signature/Firma 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

/ 
Addreee/Direccion 

Return to tho Unltud l'aaYaic Organization, 114 rroapoct st., Paaaalc 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the buildinq of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
!l~ngers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

1. 

i?. • 

•3. 

5. 

6. 

Return to tho Uultotl t•uallnlc Organization, 114 l'rOBJIOCt st., P••••1c 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to tlte health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
m~ar one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
tl1e building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un aRo mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Signature/Firma 
i 

Address/Direccion 

l. -- {. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

~). 

6. 

7 . 

8. 

Return to tho Unllotl l'aoYolo Organization, 114 Proopoct St. 1 Paa•alo 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
t.he building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
\.shil., a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
unngers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a;o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
raRonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

• 
Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

f , 
.. ( "V-f.~~~~~~~:..._ ___ "7TT..-:::--':"""--:"=-------
-1 3. 

Ret.urn to the Unllud l'aaaolo Organization, 114 rroa,•oct St., Pa••alo 07055 
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l'O THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
tH~ar one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
t.he building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

ptte(lan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores d~ basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
rarara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

2. 

3. 

5. 

• 
Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

1 
Address/Direccion 

Return to tho Unllod l•asanlc Organization, 114 rrospoct St., Paaaaia 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
HhiJe a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m.fdicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varies grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un eetudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmae de salud y coetos que no son 
rasonablee a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

heturn to tho Unl tod l'asunlo Organization, 114 Prosl'oct St., Pa•••lo 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
t.o the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Dill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wl1ile a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas me'dicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
IHteflan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
lncineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Return to tho Unllod t•aa!lnlc Orqanization, 114 rroal'oct St., Paaealc 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
tr1 the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
wltil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
t~xpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
I 

problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
p11erlan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lea pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
narara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

Return to tho Uultot.l l'asunlc Organization, 114 Pronpoct St., Paaaalc 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
(llledan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un aiio mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

4. 

5. 

6. 

'10. 
/ 

I 

Retul'n to tho Unlloll t•uaualc Organization, 114 l'roapoct St., Paaaaia 07055 



TO TilE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whP.ther there are great 
clangers to our health and unreaoonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mldicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pueclan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandes 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Signature/Firma 

1. h~ IVVJ Q J C..,.-{<J 

j 2. 

/3. 

8 

\; 9. 

10. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Address/Direccion 

VV.1~7'1/A,.{j;- jJll.~ I (/J. IJ.~tt.lc )v.J "J}t)S.f 
r I 

7? c--'-"~~ 

Return to tho Unlloll t•aaaalc Orqanizatlon, 114 rroBliOCt st. I Pa••aia 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my children and c~mJly, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support 1\sAembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
whil~ a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
<la11gers to our health and unreanonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your connideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, entoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotnr a mi familia, problemas que 

puedan ser resultados de la operaci{>n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Asaembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
Lncineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de aalu<l y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Addresa/Direccion 

' {. S o ___ c- rf 0 --- .&:tC· , 

v a. 

9. 

Return to tho Unllotl I'IIO!IIIIo Organltlltlon, ~!4 l'>:o!lpoct Bt,, Pa11aalc 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURe: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health o[ my childr~n and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support AssRmbly nill 1105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
1~hilr.> a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
cl<lll<Jera to our health 11nd unnHit:tonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, ectoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

pnedan ser resultados de la operaci(,n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que respalden el Aonembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otroe 
incineradores durante un a~o mientraa un estudio hecho y se 
decjda si habra probelmaa de salud y coetoe que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

I 
Address/Direccion 

2-1<-f '12- ' 

il.eturn to lha Uull•Jd •'•aunnlc OrgAnlzftt ton, lli l'roel'oct St., P!l•aaio 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STi\TE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the .health of my children and family, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
while a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
rlangers to our health and unreasonable costs to the the 
taxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ci~dadano interesado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 
pnedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de varios grandee 
incineradores de basura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo les pido que respalden el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ano mientras un estudio hecho y se 
decida si habra probelmas de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadanos pagadores de impuestos. Gracias 
por su consideraci6n. 

Signature/Firma 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

i 
Addrees/Direccion 

~0 ~ At PaM4Je.., 

t~ /(~Zih L,~~s~C'lJ!c 
'-11 a._v1t-~ {tAA' c~.-<...(-~:.._ 

vi,. 

I 
/ 9. f, ' (" 

\ 

~10.~~~~~~~~~--_L~~~~~~~~ r '·r ' 

1\eturn to the Unllod l'aa!IIJlo Organization, 114 rro&&IOct St., Pa11alc 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the dangers 
to the health of my chi ldn~n i'lnd r e1m.i ly, that could be caused by 
the operation of a large garbage incinerators in many counties 
near one another throughout our state. 

I urge you to support ARRembly ~ill 4105. This would stop 
the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for one year 
Hili 1<? a study is made to decide on whether there are great 
drJilgers to our health and unrcarwnnble costs to the the 
tnxpayers. Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano interesado, eotoy muy preocupado por los 
I problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia, problemas que 

puerlan ser reeul tados de la operaci6n de varies grandee 
incineradores de baeura cerca de nuestra ciudad. 

Yo lee pido que reepalden el Aoeembly Bill 4105~ Esto 
Pnrara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
inc)neradoree durante un a~o mientras un eetudio hecho y ee 
tlecida ei habra probelmas de oalud y coetoe que no eon 
rasonables a nuestroe ciudadanoe pagadoree de impuestos. Gracias 
nor su coneideraci6n. 

1. 

~~L 
J. 

4 0 

' . ) . 

7 • 

Sincerely/Sinceramente, 

7 1 
_, '-

9.. Z;Cft J~r: .. Lc.i . .t.C--C/...'I.,·c( PeL S{L-Ct. 1 1V~J, 
1 o .IJ,\Jl"~(Lt"'-.4~ , sy 1 Z ,,t.,_Q,;.,( ~'<~ , )t..J., :i~t J) To7 a y z.. 

I ( / 

~eturn to tho Uullmi !'auualo Oraanizatlon, 1!4 1'::-t•llpocl Bt., P•eeaic 07055 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY STATE LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a mi familia·, problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lado 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que fespalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea hecho 
Y se decida si habr~ problemas.de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

/ / 

Gracias par su consideracion. 

Sincerely, 

HAROLD MARTIN- 99 LLOYD ROAD 

Name/ NurulJ n.! 

MONTCLAIR, NEW JERSEY 

Address/ Oircccion 



TO THE NEW JERSEY S'!'A'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado per los 
problemas medicos qun puedan azotar a mi familia·, problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al !ado 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que fespalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decida si habra problemas.de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

,. ... 
Gracias por su consideracion. 

JOHN S • POINTER 

6 HOLLY STREET 

Name/ Nuui-IJ·t-·u-.---

SOMERSET, NEW JERSEY 08873 

Address/ Dirt!ccion 

I 

... i 

I 

. . 



TO THE NEW JERSEY S'l'A'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos C'Jll0. puedan azotar a m! familia·,. problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lade 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que ~espalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decida si habr~ problemas~de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

/ / 

Gracias por su consideracion. 

MILTON DADE 
Name/ Num_IJ_t-.1..!-.----------

452 POMPTON AVENUE , CEDAR GROVE ,N.J. 07009 

Address/ Dlreccion 

5)/x 

"! • 



TO THE NEW JERSEY S'l'/\'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas mediCOS C'JUP. puedan azotar a mi familia·, problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operaci6n de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lado 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
y se decida si habra problemas~de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

Gr;cias por su consideraci~n. 

MELVIN CHARLES 

Name/ Noni-l..>·t--~-.---

175 PROSPECT STREET,EAST ORANGE,N.J. 07017 

Address/ lJlJ;"eccion 



TO THE NEW JERSEY S'l'A'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos qun puedan azotar a m~ familia~. problemas 
qtie puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lade 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que ~espalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un ana mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decid4 si habra problemas .. de salud y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

~ ~ 

Gracias per su consideracion. 

Sincerely, 

Signacure Firma 

~ BLANCHE KEATOR- 500 BOULEVARD-PASSAIC,N.J. 07055 

Name/ NumU-l"l.! 

. . 



TO THE NEW JERSEY S'1'A'1'E LEGISLATURE: 

·As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other-incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
•, 

') •.;;_ 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado per los 
problemas m~dicos que puedan azotar a m! famili~~- problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelaa y al lado 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea hecho 
Y se deci'd~ si habra problemas .. de salud y costas que no :Son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

"" ... Gracias por su consideracion. 

Sincerely, 
~-, '-i:: (; ~:.~.J .... t. . .] /.· / .r-

signacu~e/ Fi~m~ * 

. . 

.... S , 498 BOULEVARD, PASSAIC,N.J. 070 55 LILLIAN ROBERT 
Name/ Numb-t·-.u-.---·....--------

I '' • ," 

Address/ Direccion 

" "' . . •\! 
_·-.1 -·--··· 

. . • • 

.. 
' . ... 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY S'l'A'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

·As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m'dicos qun puedan azotar a mJ famili~~ problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lade 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decid4 si habr~ problemas.de salud y costas que no ~on 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

~ / 

Gracias por su consideracion. 

·~ 

Name/ Numl> -l"t.! 

:)(b ((n-§rN& f}L- curro"-' 
Address/ DirGccion 

. . ...... . . 

., 
' . 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY S'l'A'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a m~ familia~,. problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de 1a operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lade 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decida si habr~ problemas.de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables'a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

, ., 
Gracias por su consideracion. 

Sincerely, 

.•. 

. . " "'· . . 

., 
' . ... 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY S'l'A'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

·As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
inc~nerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other-incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration • 
., ·-· 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas medicos qun puedan azotar a mi familia~. problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iqlesia, tres escuelas y al lade 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decid~ si habr~ problemas.de salud y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

~ ~ 

Gracias par su consideracion . 

.... 

180 VAN BUREN STREET, PASSAIC,N.J. 07055 

Address/ Direccion f 
f 

. •\..\.. 
~ .:_'11 _________ ---

. . "' "' . . 
• 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY S'l'A'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

·As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other .incinerators for 
one year while a study is made ·to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
·. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m'dicos qun puedan azotar a m! famili~~- problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lado 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decid~ si habra problemas .. de salud y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestras ciudadanas pagadares de impuestas. 

, , 
Gracias par su consideracian. 

Sincerely, 

SiraftiNi.~ 
... 

NumiJ t·u 

., 
' . ... 



TO THE NEW JERSEY S'!'A'!'E LEGISLATURE: 

As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while ·a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
·. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado por los 
problemas m~dicos quo puedan azotar a m! famili~~- problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelaa y al lado 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decida si habra problemas .. de salud y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

~ ~ 

Gracias par su consideracion. 

Sincerely, 

~ LOUISE TRUESDALE 
Name I NumlJ-t-.t..:-.---·-------

180 VAN BUREN STREET, PASSAIC,N.J. 07055 

Address/ Oireccion 

·~ ~- l ___ -- .. . . ., "'. 
• • 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY S'l'A'l'E LEGISLATURE: 

·As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the building·of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado per los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar am~ familia~. problemas 
que puedan ser rasultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lado 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea heche 
Y se decid~ si habra problemas .. de salud y costas que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

/ ~ 

Gracias por su consideracion. 

I• 

... 

Sincerely, 

1118 NEW BRUNSWICK AVENUE 1 RAHwAY ,N.J. 07065 

Address/ Diraccion 

·\! _·11- --
. . , "". 

• • 

., 
I o ... 
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TO THE NEW JERSEY S'.L'A'.L'E LEGISLATURE: 

·As a concerned citizen, I am very worried about the 
dangers to the health of my children and family, that 
could be caused by the operation of a large garbage 
incinerator near my church, three schools and next to a 
hospital in the City of Passaic. 

I urge you to support Assembly Bill 4105. This would 
stop the· building of Passaic's and other incinerators for 
one year while a study is made to decide on whether there 
are great dangers to our health and unreasonable costs to 
the taxpayers. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
. . -. 

Como ciudadano intersado, estoy muy preocupado per los 
problemas medicos que puedan azotar a m! familia~. problemas 
que puedan ser resultados de la operacion de un incinerador 
grande de basura cerca de mi iglesia, tres escuelas y al lado 
de un hospital in las ciudad de Passaic. 

Yo les pido que respalblen el Assembly Bill 4105. Esto 
parara la construccion del incinerador de Passaic y de otros 
incineradores durante un a~o mientras un estudio sea hecho 
Y se deci·d~ si habra problemas .. de salud y costos que no son 
rasonables a nuestros ciudadonos pagadores de impuestos. 

~ ~ 

Gracias por su consideracion. 

Sincerely, 

Signature/ Firma 

... RUTH SIMMONS 
Name/ Numl.J_t_·~-.-----------

273 A SHERMAN STREET, PASSAIC,N.J. 07055 

Address/ Ui.racc:ion ! 
I 

·~ ~_1) ___ _ . . 

., .. 

_, "' . . 
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TOWNSHIP OF ROXBURY 

. RESOLUTION NO. 89-287 

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWNSHIP COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWNSHIP OF ROXBURY, MORRIS COUNTY, NEW JERSEY 
SUPPORTING A MORATORIUM ON TRASH INCINERATION 
IN NEW JERSEY AND ENDORSING THE EXAMINATION OF 
ALTERNATIVE METHODS OF TRASH DISPOSAL. 

WHEREAS, the Board of Chosen Freeholders of Morris County, 

New Jersey has made the determination to locate a trash burning 

incinerator within the Township of RoxburyJ and 

WHEREAS, it is estimated that the cost of construction of 

said incinerator to the taxpayers of Morris County will be 

approximately $150 million: and 

WHEREAS, it is estimated that the cost of operation of 

said incinerator to the taxpayers of Morris County will be 

approximately $8 million per year; and 

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the cost to each 

municipality within Morris County for the removal of its trash 

to the incinerator for the purposes of burning it into the open 

air will not in any way be decreased from the present 

exhorbitant cost of trash removal; and 
/ 

WHEREAS, substantial documented evidence· indicates that 

the employment of trash burning incinerators as the major 

method of addressing the problem of trash removal in New Jersey 

is environmentally dangerous and financially irresponsible; and 

WHEREAS, each and every member of the Morris County Board 

of Chosen Freeholders is charged with the important respon­

sibility of safeguarding the health, safety and welfare of all 

89-287 :;;;.ix 
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of the people throughout Morris County whom they are entrusted 

to serve both fairly and equally, regardless of the municipal­

ity in which any resident resides; and 

WHEREAS, each member of the Freeholder Board has been made 

aware of the existence of alternative methods to incineration; 

and 

WHEREAS, one alternative method to trash burning incin­

eration known as Sora in Cecchini is more effective, does not 

create dangerous health conditions, will save the taxpayers of 

Morris County millions of dollars and demonstrates a realistic, 

common sense approach to our trash removal problem rather than 

an over-reactive, careless and insensitive method of dealing 

with this problem, and 

WHEREAS, through this Resolution the Members of the 

Roxbury Township Council, as responsible public servants, call 

upon all public servants to examine their conscience and depth 

of responsibility to our citizens to join with us in supporting 

our cause to stop the construction of trash burning 

incinerators in Morris County and throughout New Jersey. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Township Council of 

the Township of Roxbury, Morris County, New Jersey as follows: 

1. The Township Council hereby supports a moratorium on 

trash burning incineration within Morris County and throughout 

the State of New Jersey. 

2. The Township Council advocates that alternative 

methods of trash disposal such as Sorain Cecchini, which are,, 



not environmentally dangerous and are less costly than trash 

burning incinerators, be thoroughly investigated. 

3. The Township Council requests that each municipality 

within Morris County support this Resolution by passing a 

resolution similar to this. 

4. That each and every public servant who is entrusted to 

read and act on this Resolution: 

I. EXAMINE HIS OR HER CONSCIENCE AND TAKE RESPON­

SIBILITY FOR THE FACT THAT YOU KNOW THAT INCINERATION IS WRONG 

AND THAT NO MATTER WHERE YOUR CITIZENS LIVE IN MORRIS COUNTY, 

THEY WILL BE ENDANGERED AND THEIR CHILDREN WILL BE ENDANGERED 

BY THE CONTINUOUS BURNING OF ONE THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED (1,300) 

TONS OF GARBAGE EACH AND EVERY DAY: 

II. PLEDGE TO JOIN ROXBURY TOWNSHIP IN THIS FIGHT 

AND DEMANDING OF OUR ELECTED OFFICIALS, THE FREEHOLDERS, THAT 

THEY HALT THIS PATH OF ENVIRONMENTAL DESTRUCTION ONTO WHICH 

THEY HAVE RECKLESSLY ENTERED; 

III. CALL UPON YOUR CITIZENS AND ELECTED OFFICIALS 

TO USE CO~~ON SENSE AND GOOD JUDGMENT IN STOPPING THIS 

INCINERATION TIDAL WAVE AND EXAMINING THE FEASIBILITY OF OTHER 

TRASH REMOVAL METHODS; 

IV. REALIZING THAT COLLECTIVELY AND STRONGLY UNITED 

EACH OF US CAN DO WHAT IS RIGHT AND PROPER FOR THE MEN, WOMEN 

AND CHILDREN WHO HAVE . PLACED THEIR TRUST IN US AS PUSLIC 

OFFICIAI,S. 
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BE IT FU~THE~ RESOLVED that a true copy of this ~esolution 

shall be furnished to all public officials who have the power, 

authority and duty to act on behalf of the thousands of people 

who have chosen them as their representatives to our 

government. 

251 1989 

f/-iJSt:NI 
WILLIAM EGBERT, Councilman 

w~w~ 
WILLIAM WILKINS, Councilman 

-·.,.,.,_ 

I 
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ROXBURY HIGH SCHOOL 
SUCCASUNNA, NEW JERSEY 

MAY.8, 1989 
8:00 P.M. 

BOARD OF FREEHOLDERS HEARING ON SITING OF MASS BURN INCINERATOR 
~. 

IN .ROXBURY TOWNS~P. 

>-~i4~ ... 
:·;-:.·Presentation of Report/Review of Questions/Issues 

·,.by Dr. Arthur Nusbaum, as per the Mayors:Input and 
:·_ t;.::~·:~;/:~·:~-~-~- ·~~-. 

· . ".;f~ Direction: Mayor Charles Dawson, Roxbury Township, .• 

· Mayor Charles Johnson, Mt. Olive Township. 



~ . 
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By: Dr. Arthur H. Nusbaum 
11 Deerfield Place 
Flanders, New Jersey 07836 .. 

Mayors Dawson and Johnson have requested that I present 

the· followinq information, concerns and questions to the public 

and t~. the BOARD OF FREEHOLDERS in the effort to stop the 

incinerator sitinq and/or ash landfill placement in either 

Township • 
. . .... '· . "· 

\. 
~-: ~;.. ·_;~ ...... -:~ .~. :' . 
:~.>JThe issues directly show cause why mass burninq of qarbaqe · 

(and ·landfillinq of _hazardous laden ash) poses both health and 
.:._:,..:>t~:;:·.- 1.:. 

envir~nmental risks which have not been adequately addressed 
. •' :.~~:r·· 

up to this point by the Board of Freeholders nor the M.U.A. 
' ~ 

The questions already were asked by myself on behalf of · 

the Mayors and concerned citizens at the M.U.A. meetinq 

) (M~nicipal Utilities Authority) at County Colleqe of Morris 

on March 13, 1989, and at the Board of Freeholders public meetinq 

at Chatham, New Jersey, on April 11, 1989. 

The Mayors would like me to present the questions and 

Freeholders' answers at these forums. 

QUESTIONS #1 -

·"What specific epidemiolog:_ical, Public Health Service, medical, 

EPA, or other studies have the MUA and Board of Freeholders 

--
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reviewed or conducted to determine what is 'controlled' or 

'acceptable' levels of released pollutants out of the stack?" 

"As·r;alated to health, to environment, and to air pollution?" 

.·.•.· 

Mr. O'Keefe and the MUA on March 13, 1989 and Mr. O'Keefe 
·.· .. ~. 

speaking for the Board Members all present on April 11, 1989, 
·:'~: ·.· .. -:f!::~: .. ~·( '. 

answered, "No, the question will be ~nswered by the D.E.P • 
.-;.·· •.;~-.J~:~~~··.~ . 

( Dep~-rtment of Environmental Protection - New Jersey) in an 
,·~ :· :/~,.- -:t~.:~~;·:. I ·. 

E.I.S. · (Environmental.Impact Statement) after the final siting 

is approved. 

QUESTION #2 -

• "How can bu.rning 474,500 tons of garbage a year not detrimentally 

J affect' our air quality which is compromised and very sensitive . 

to start with?" 

The answer, as per Mr. O'Keefe and the MUA on March 13, 

1989, and Mr. O'Keefe and the Board of Freeholders on April 

11, 1989, was again "No, the question will be answered by the 

DEP in an EIS (Environmental Impact Statement) after the final 

siting is approved. 

.. 



; . 
3 

According to Assemblyman William Pascrell in a letter to 

the editor (STAR LEDGER, April 3, 1989): "The DEP, in tacitly . 
endorsing mass burn incinerator constructions, has yet to 

commission a single study on the cumulative effects that up 

to 18 garbage burning incinerators would have on our state's 

air and water." 1 

The public m~st have answers to the above concerns before 

any further st~ps ''are taken on the incinerator process. 

·.Let's review some of the serious studies by the EPA (Un.ited· 

States Environmental Protection Agency), the American Lung 
·. ;~·(/ 

Association, and the Audobon Society. 
·i 

!!..£.!:.: "U.S. Calls Poisoning of Air Far Worse Than Expected 
• 

and Threat to Public" as per EPA study reported in a 

NEW YORK TIMES article on March 2 3 1 1 9 8 9 · • 

. . -~~:·~-~-~::. 
· The report tells that poisonous and toxic chemicals are · 
. ·.:• 

in the air "at rates that threaten public health." -
New Jersey ranks #2 in the u.s. in terms of pounds per 

square mil~. 2 

Fact: "Excess levels of acid rain were recorded in New Jersey 

-
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for twenty-two straight months. ·. ·. 

Fact: "'l'he entire State of New Jersey is in violation of the 
. 3 

Federal ozone standard according to the EPA." 
, .... :·,_. ... 

·:~-~if;,, -
_ 'l'hese Audobon Society stud.ies were reported in a S'l'AR LEDGER 

article on March 1~, 1989. 
\. 

'Fact: "Conventional air pollution such as sulfur and lead 

ranked #1. 11 as per EPA study reported by the American 

Lung Association. 4 

As well, the American Lung Association in New Jersey 

reports: 

In 1988, New Jersey had 41 days of ozone exceedance. 

In 1987, we had 31 days of ozone exceedance. 

In 1986, we had 20 days of exceedance. 5 

-
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.. 

On these unhealthy air quality days, the public is told 

to stay indoors due to health risks if 

they are young children 

'··they are elderly .... , '· 
: ":'·in~y have al~ergies 
<'':~they have asthma, emphysema or other respiratory problems 

they have cardiac problems 

and even if they are healthy, people should avoid exertion 

or heavy work during the day; i.e., construction workers 
6 joggers, etc. 

' 

-
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In summation, some.further questions remain unanswered. .. 
Mr. O'Keefe, could you and the Freeholders please tell 

us what 

the effects of dioxins (Aqent Oranqe), . 

. the effects of 1000's of pounds of poisonous metals as 

. , .: arsenic, lead, mercury, nick~l, cadmium, etc., 

' \'·;~ .'t~·~e effect~ of 2000 tons of acid gases, 

~~~the effects of 43 tons of sulfuric acid, 

.the effects of 1000's of pounds of hydrocarbons, 

the effects of 250+ tons of carbon monoxide, 

the effects of 74 tons of particulate matt~r7 

released from the st~ck yearly.will have on my children, my 

· .·, · iu!iqhbors children, your children and all pf the children in J:. . . .:-_ .. :.: ~·.. . . 
Morris. County. and the surrounding counties···in. 1 year, 5 years, 

20years or longer? 

If, you have no answers and can't assure the citizens of 

tomorrow regarding the effects of the above pollutants on their 

health and well being and their environment, which is polluted 

to.start with, then do not proceed with incineration;' 

re-evaluate your decisions; and please implement an alternative 

. non-polluting technoloqy. 
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THE STAR·LEDGER, !Aonday, April3, 1989" 

Rethinking incinerators 
DEAR EDITOR: · , 

. incinerators are our best option. We cannot afford to blow 
this opportunity. • 

A recent column by Gordon Bishop correctly points 
out some of the pitfalls of garbage incineration. I and my 
colleague, Assemblyman John Rocco (R-Camden), have 
been trying to get across similar ideas through our Assem­
bly bill (A-4105) that would impose a one-year moratorium 
on the constructiOI\ of incinerators. 

Currently, New Jersey is doing a woeful job with recy­
cling compared with other states. Both the recyclin~ effort 
aiKt. the amount of resources committed to recychng are 
subp'lK:.:::perhaps intentionally so. · · 

Thel:eunty freeholders throughout the state have be­
come the captiVes of farge engineering firms, which are 
acting in their best interest, not the public's interest. They 
are pushing the construction of the biggest, most expensive 
incinerators possible. These huge incinerators will saddle 
the taxpayers with huge "white elephants." 

At an Assembly committee hearing on A-4105, the-De­
partment of Environmental Protection testified against the 
moratorium based solely out of concern of what canceled 
incinerator contracts would mean to the Wall Street bank· 
ers. The DEP is obviously more concerned with bondhold• 
ers than with taxpayers and the public health. . 

Yet innovative leaders in Austin, Texas, had the integ·· 
rity and foresight to cancel incinerator plans even after $23 
million had been spent. Analysis by a new administration . 
there showed the city would save more than $150 million 
over 20 years by using alternate methods of garbage dis· 
posal-which made the loss of $23 million insignificant. 

· More than $3 billion in incinerator construction con­
tracts have been canceled throughout the nation as more 
and more local and state governments are backing away 
from this backward technologk. Why should New Jersey 
swim against the prevailing tide of wisdom? · 1 

. Finally, there is the matter of he~h safety. The DEP, I 
in tacitly endorsing mass burn incinerator construction, has I 

. yet to commission a single study on the cumul~tive effects 1 
that up to 18 garbage incinerators would have on our state's l 
air and water. A study of such cumulative impact of incin· · 
erators on Long Island showed alarming data that is caus-
ing responsible people to back away from incineration .. ·. ' 

• Intensive recycling and pre-incineration processing II 
can reduce pollution levels and reduce the size and cost, 
and perhaps the number of incinerators needed. Of course 1 
the state will have to help create markets for recyclables 1 
and investigate a to tar revamping of our packaging laws so I 
that garbage can be reduc11d at its source. !1 

Assembly bill A-410~ ofers a chance for the state to 
stop its haphazard method of erecting incinerators. It gives 
us a chance-perhaps our last chance-to develop a safe 
and sound solid waste management plan. Before New Jer· 
sey commits to spending more than $5 billion of taxoaver 
money to build upwards of 18 incinerators, we must make 
sure we have a solid waste blueprint that assures us that 

William Pascrell Jr., 
Assemblyman, 35th District, · 

Paterson 

.. 
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THE NEW YORK TIMBS, THURSDAY, MARCH 21, 1989 Bll 

U.S. Calls Poisoning of Air Far Worse Than Expected and Threat to Public 
• 

By PHILIP SHABECOFF 

Poisoning t~ Air: State by State 
Don R. Oay, ll1e E.P .A.'s ••tina 

Assistant Admit.tsrrllor for Air and 
Radiation. said Utat, wtltle lillie was 
known about lhe heaiUt effects of must 
of the chemicals surveyed, "the data 
suggests lhere is a public heaiUt prob­
lem." 

~ .. ThetwwYorti.T.,... 

WASHINGTON. March 22 ~ The nla Ormocrat who Is subcommluee 
r.rst national survey of toxic chemicals chairman. Millions of pounds of toxic Industrial pollutanls released inlo the air in each slale. Number 

lri parentheses is state's ranking in leans or pounds per square mile. poured inco lhe ar by industry .tlows Agency officials said, that while data 
they are being eniued at rates Utat oo Ute heaiUt effects of most ol the 
threaten public •eallh. members of toxic chemicals were limiled..lhe Ad­
Congress and Federal officials said to- ministration would suppon changes In , 
day. lhe Clean Air Aclto deal with the prob-

",;:. ' ... 
. ··-~-- Mr. Clay s•ld chat so•"" prcgre.a 

N.H. had t.cen 1nade '" re.lucina to•lc sut.. 
The _.,ey, based an data the Envf. lem. possibly requiring Industry to 

ronmental Proleclion Agency collected redesign plants and equipment to re­
I rom industry las: year. was released duce emission, for example. 
today by the House Energy and Com· Jeflrey C. Van, a spokesman for the 
merce Commiu~·s Subcommiuee on Chemical Ma11utacturers Association. 
HeaiUt and the EnvironmenL It COY· said, however, that "to suggest a na­
ered more than 120 chemicals. only tional health problem based on lhe raw 
>even ol which an currently regulated numbers in the survey is very mislead-

. 13.1 (20) :.--e stances lr. the air, but rhlr emis>lons 
·.~\__.,_ . • VT y"' · continue tu co.osmute a serioos prot>-
...... / . 1.3 (4o) 11.6..,7 ' lem that requires new legislation. He 

• . \MINN . .;;.~ ___....,_• , _) _ • P~I-2~~S~i said he txpec;red the Bu.tl .,dministra· 

A survey traces 
chemicals from 
industry and 
everyday use. 

by the E.P .A. The agency sak160 of lhe 
chemicals were listed by lhe Govern­
ment as causing c.-.ncer. 

The 320 chemocals covered by lhe 
survey include su:b substances as car· 
bon tetradlloridf. butadiene. acryloni­
llile, and cadmitm, all widely used In 
various manu1te1urin1 processes. 
Other chemicals listed are known to 
cause neurologic.! disease or birth de­
fecu. 

The agency sail the survey found 2.4 
billion pounds of the chemicals were 
emllled in 1987. But E.P.A. oflicoals 
said the Situation could actually be far 
worse because r•e survey did not In­
clude pollution loom automobiles, re­
le.ses froiD toxi: waste dumps and 
pollution from conpanies that produce 
leu than 7S.OOO PQJnC1s olthe toxic sub­
srances annuallv . 

"The magnitude of Utls problem far 
txceeds our wont fears," said Repre­
sentative Henry .\.·Waxman. a Cahlor-

,.. " ... 

ing and troubling:• 
But he added. "It is becoming appar­

ent that Ute current approach to air 
toxics isn't doing lhe job." He said the 
chemical Industry would suppon new 
legislation to deal with the problem. 

L ~ 29.0 , wi$' ~ , . . .. -/ A 1 uon to suppon such chanaQ. 
/ S.D. (341 \ 46 5 'jJ .A' I ~N.Y.' .• / /ri.2 (I) Mr. \'an of Ute Chemocal Manufac-
1 1.9 1471 i " ·1 : MIC~ · ·1J5.2 (!6~- ./,\ CONN rurers Assoc1atoo~. a l~adtng •ndust_ry 

r· .. ---- (25 ,106.2 _ . . - 231 (3) trade ~:roup. saoJ that the survey llg· 
;------ --~OWA ·.,.--\ ; (I !!...:._A'- PA ·;:; )' N J uresbasedor. 1!187data arealn•adyOU\ 

NEB. 36.2 (27) ) ILL r-- OHIO 71.7 (18Jl..:.----38.3 · (2) of date becau\e mony chemiul compa-
13.7 (38) -~03_1 :r1~j'J 122.i L?,s.-~i DEL nies ~re substantially nducing their 

COLO. 1----- · (7) '/' --, · 1: 3.2 (i9) emlssoons oflhe to•rc air pollutanu. 
1.9 (42) f KAN. . MO. (1!) \ 181_,"-!.:-.; ,'y. MD HesaidthatCllmpanieshldbegtlnto 

24.3 (35) l 43.2 t-,-"' KY 'x.13U (~}.: 1a.7 jt3) reduce their emissionS even before ll1e 

H28) B,43.3 (22~C pcablic-disclosure amendments to the 
------ ----~ TE-NN~ ;!.3 (14) W.VA. toxic: waste law •ere paU£d because 

Soun:es Are Many OKLA ARK. 132.~. (6) s:C 3l.l 121) the accident at Bhopal, India. wbert 
The chemical industry Is lhe largest 20.D (36) 42.8 f 1 '-. &1.Z more than l.OOO people -.ere killed by 

single source of airborne toxic sub- ~ (26) ISSJ ALA.\ fi\ (loY an release of methyl ISOC}'3nate. had 
stances reponed in Ute survey. The in- ~---{ 18.7 ! 90.5 \ 1171· · j "shocked lhe illdustry doW11 to our 
dustry released about 884 million TEX. LA } (32) (15) I, toes.•• 
pounds in 1987. 229.11 34.5 - "----r\ 

Other emissions come from plants (2C) (9) ~FLA\ Cautloa Aaalal Putc 
that produce metals. paper, rubber· and . ) He said thatlhe high numbers In the 
plastics. electric uipment, petroleum 35·"' survey do not mean lhere iS a national 
and coal produc:t:lumilura and a wide 291 \ health problem and added. ~If the data 
variety of other manufactured prod- , '\.,j is misused. people will be needlessly 
uc:u. ·: · · frlghtenrd.'• 
~ . The ~.A. had previously estimated 
N~ spec:tflc: maximum levels were es- ,,-. lhat toxic air pollution accounts for 

tabh~ for lhe 320 chemicals by lhe · • Soutw: ~-A- some 2.000 cases of cancer 1 year. But 
Clean A1r AC1 ofl97~. The age~cy was that estimate was based 011111 analysis 
instead charged wuh assessmg ll1e of only 20 chemicals. Nor did the agen-
risks of ll1ese chemlc:als and Uten draft- ,..._ ••"'....,"•""n.•- cy•s study consider rhe combined ef· 
in& rules for c:ontrolhng each one. . feels oflhe chemicals. · 

ozone and panlculate maller bad In- since lhe law was enae1ed. now available because ofl986 amend- The National Wildlife Fedmltlr1n.lh1! 
ProaressandSetbacb creased between 1986 and !987 and that Mr. Waxman and three other Drm,.. ments t~ the 1980 toxic waste law re- nauon·s biggest •:onservatio"'"'J•n!U· 

But the aC1 did sec maximum ~Is Improvements in controlling nitrogen c:rats, Representatives Mickey Leland qucnng mdustry to ~pon all .releases lion, issued its own study ,. tu~ie ;tlr 
for other pollutants· lead sulfur diox- oxide emissions had leveled off. of Texas, James J. Florio of New Jer- of toxic: substances onto lhe atr. water pollution. whldl was also based on the 
Ide, aitrogen oxides,· car~ monoxide E.P.A. officials said that lhe provl- sey and Gerry Sikorski of Minnesota. and land to lhe E.P._A. as well as 10 information submitted to the E.P.A. 
ozone and panlc:ulate mauer such a~ slons of the Clean Air Act covemlng said lhey planned to Introduce leglsla- state and localaulhonlles. . and had results similar to those re­
dirt, dust and sooc. alriiOme to_xlcs we~ so cumbersome lion In the near future that would Data on concenrnuons of aorbome poned by the Houo.e Healill aw.l £1?vl· 

and expenSIVe to carry out, and so vul- amend lhe Clean Air Ac:t to require air pollution at the local and "'g1onal ronment S...bo:ummince. t>r J"n} 
In a separate report, the E.P.A. said nerable to legal challenge. thai !hey that Industry make sharp reductions In level should now be obtaonable. from i•uje. a ooxKalgi~l :or lht c; o>JD that 

today that these pollutants had abated have not been able to Issue more Utan its emissions of roxie substanc~ these aurhorllies, Mr. Flono saod ,,.. the reports presem. ••tor tbe for .e. 
from 1978 to 1987, but that levels ol Ute seven regulations in the It years Inform>''"" on l.:lxic air po!lulion is day. a snapshot or 1ox1c pollution' 
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by,;~ C:.P.A. Tht agency said 60 ollhe 
chrmicals were listed by lhe Govem­
mrnl "'caUsing 1ancer. 

Thf> !"120 chemeall covered bJ lbe 
survey 'include su:b IUbstances u car· 
bon lrtrachlorld«. llllladlme. acrylcnl­
lrile. and cadmlun. aU widtly URd In 
varillUS manuhctllrinl processes. 
Other chemicals lls&e4 are knowa 10 
cause oeuroJo&icsl disease or binll de­
frets. 

The agrncy saiJ lhe survey found 2.4 
billion pounda ollhe chemicals were 
emilltd In 1987. Ill& E.P .A. officials 
said lhe situation could actually be far 
worse because lle survey did not in­
clude pollution ho,. automobiles, re­
luses from ton: waste dumps and 
polluuon from conpanies thai produce 
~ than 1~.000 po.ands ollhe IOXiC sub­
stances annuallY. 

'"The magnitude ollbls prob~m far 
excms our wont fears," said Rtpre­
sent.arive llenry A. Waxman. a Cablor-

- ................ 94 J '"'' £lances repented an lhe survey. Them· ----··--118.7' 90.5 \. · 1 
dustry releastd about 886 million TEX. i L.A. 1 (32) i (15) i (17) . 

an release 01 methyt 1SOCyana1e, had 
""shocked the industry down to our 
toes.'" 

pounds in 1987. 2211.9 -_, 34.5 . . - · \._ - ...,-• 
Other emissions come I rom plants (24) 1 (9) -, FLA\ Caution A&alnst Panic 

lhat produce me~ls,_paper, rubberand 35 \ He said thatlhe high numbera In lhe 
plasrlcs. eltc111c rquopment. petroleum .4,. survey do not mean there Is Jon 1 
and coal products, furniture and a wide ~)) health problem and added. "I~ :J:: d 1 

vulety of olber manufactured prod- ~ II misused, people will be nc.c11 •:• 
UCIS. HAWAII. lriChlenfd." ••• 7 

No specific maximum levels were es- 1.0 (38) The f:P .A. had pre.rloualy hllm"ecl 
tabllsbed lor lbe 320 chemiCals b7 lbe lhat toxic air pollutlot. auwnla lor 
Clean Air Act oll570. Tbe asency was a.-: liMDw••,.,.._,.......,. some 2.000 c .. n D1 cancer 1 year. Bul 
Instead cllarsed wilh usesslns lhe lhat estimate was based on an analycls 
risks ol these chemicals and lhen draft· ,.._ y_. --u.•• ol only 20 cbemkall. Nor did the lltft. 
Ins rules lor controllin& each one. cy's study consider tht comblnecl et-

owne and partlculate mauer had ID- since the law was enacted. now available btcause o1 ISN amend· l«ts ollhe cllem~al1. · 
Pnoaras 11111 Setbacka creased between 1986 and 1987 and lhat Mr. Waxman and three olher Demo- menu to the 1980 toxic waste law re- Tbe ~atlonal Wtldllft Federation, lhe 

out lhe act did set maximum levels lmproveme!'IS in controllins nitroaen crats, Representatives Mickey Leland quirin!l industry to !'!JlOrt all releases ~~0!'5~1est conservation oraanllll· 
lor oilier pollutants: lead, sulfur diOll· ox1de emoss10ns had leveled oil. ol Texas. James _J. Florio ol New Jer· oltoxJc substances 11110 lbe a or, water ~~~:- h::hown SllldJ on toxic llf 
ide, nilrogen oxides, carbon monoxide, E.P.A. olloc1als sar~ that the provi- sey and Gerry S1ko~kl ol :ltinnesota, and land to the E.PA as well as to po 1011. w Wll also based on the 
ozone and particulate mauer such as slons ol lhe Clean A1r Act covemlnJ said they planned 10 Introduce legisla- s~le and local authonties. onl~r::'~'on srbmUted to I he E.P.A. 
din,dusund SOOl. airborne toxocs wer6 so cumbersome lion in lhe near future lhat would Oara on concenrratlons o1 airborne an eda b ~~~ ~~ somdar to •hose re-

and expensove to carry out. and so vul- amend lhe Clean Air Act to require air pollution at lhe local and regional pun Y 1 e ouse_ Ilea lib and EnVI-
In a separate report. lhe E.P.A. said nerable to legal challenge, lhat lhey !hat industry make sharp reductions in level should now be obtainable from ronment Subc~mmntee. Dr. Jerry 

today lhat lbese pollutants had abated have not been able to Issue more lhan Its emissions of toxic substance" these aulhorilia, Mr. Florio said to- ~e. 1 toxJColgiSt l~r the croup, that 
from 1971 to 1987, but that levels ol lhe seven rqulaliona In lbe 19 years Information on loxtc air pollution Is day. re~~ Pre1 sent. lor the lirstlime, . a snap~ .... o roxrc pollution" acros1 

the country. and that lhe results 
I 

U.N. Conference Unanimously Backs Treaty Curbing Export of Hazardous Wastes 
'speak loa nation at risk." 

Tbe federarton called lor passaae of 
national air toxic leaislation that wculd 
reduce routine emissions of dancerous 
chemocals, control such pollution from 

Continutc from Pagr AI 
~ 

/'.. 
~I Convenllcn .. lhe Control of 
Transboundary MovementS ol Huard­
ous Waste and Their- Disposal By a 
unanimous vore Llis afternoon. lhe con­
lerenct adopltd lhe treaty 1an11111ge 10 
be submllltd 10 tte nations for signin&-

Canada. fran:e. Spain, Norway, 
Saudi Arabia. MoxicQ, Vmezuela, and 
lhe Pholippones -.re among lbe coun­
tries thai signtd tie ueaty. 

Andrew D. Sens dlrrctor ollhe Stale 
Depanmen!"s olfx:e ol environmental 
proreclion, said tiUt before Washington 
decid<d whelher or not to sign. lhe 
rreary must go rhoough an inrer-agency 
re'!'ie*. \o1.r. Seru said WashingtOn's 
dtcision net to si1n lhe treary roday in 
no way mean; ttat lhe United Sates 
was repudiaung ue IJCCOrd. 

Halllna'Coll111Crte In Pol_. 
.--!'l>'s a convendon wilh many useful 
features in protoclln& human heallh 
and lhe environnent." Mr. Sens said. 
nonng panicularly lhe requirement 
lhat exponers noufy and receive per· 
mission I rom lhe counlr)' !halls to im· 

Developing 
nations say the 
pact will be hard 
to enforce. 

shipments of toxic waste. amounting to 
2.5 million metric tons, orisinate each 
year in Western Europe alone. 01 
those, 80 percent are sent 10 other 
Western Europea.Jr countries, IS per· 
cent ro Eastern Europe and 5 percent 
to lhe lhird world. · 

The treaty calls lor signing nations to 
"take the approprlare measures" 10 In· 
sure lhat hazardous-waste generation 
and export are reduced 10 a minimum. 
The treaty also says parties 10 lhe 
treaty shall prohibil shipments ol haz· 
ardous waste to nations lhat have 
banned waste 1m pons. 

In addilion, lhe accord calls on each 
signing nalion to require lhal all cross­
border waste Minm#.nt~ tlfl nar.lratiPM 

1 The convention says lhat amonc lbe 
waste to be considered hazardous are 
clinical wastes from hospitals, wastes 
from pharmaceutical factories. poly­
chlorinartd biphenyls, compounds con­
taming mercury or lead, and wastes 
from lhe production or use ol dyes, 
paints and wood-preserving chemicals. 

Several African ollicials said IIIey 
were worried lhat the industrialized 
nations would not do enough to apply 
lhe treaty partly because lbe treaty 
gives nations rrcelving hazardous 
waste lillie in the way ol enforcement 
mrchanisms. Tbe developin& nations 
said it would be hard lor lhem 10 Ioree 
a nation that expons waste lo adhere to 
the treaty provision~ 

"We are unhappy be<:ause lhe treaty 
has been watered down," said Ahme<t 
Mohammtd Taylor-Kamara, Sierra 
leone·s Minister ollhe EnvlronmenL 

Envlroomeollllsts Displeased 
Mr. Taylor-Kamara said several in­

dustrial nations had moved In rrcent 
days to weaken lhe treaty. AI one point. 
lhe t"'aty called for sisnatories 10 pro­
hobil exporters from shipping hazard­
ous waste to counlries that have less 

unhappy lbatlhe treaty was nOl strong­
er. "This treaty lakes a hall step lor­
ward, at a lime when the Increased 
pressures to expon wasre are taking us 
100 yards back," said Allen Hershko­
wiu, senior scientist lor the Natural 
Resources Defense Council 

LGopboles and Vaaue Lansuaae 
Officials wilh lbe environmentalist 

orcanlzation Greenpeace, which favors 
a t-1 ban on exponing hazardous 
waste, said lhe treaty was worse than 
nolhin&- They said lhe lroaty bad so 
many loopholes and such vasue lan­
suase that widespread abuses could 
continue in lhe movement ol hazardous 
wastes. 

"Thll treat)' puts an international sm~ller sources and require srrincenl 
s~mp of approval on a horrrble busJ. acuon lo prevent chemical accidents 
ness.~· said James Puckett. a toxic- lhal could produce acute polsonlnJ epJ· 
waste expen wilh Greenpeace. In front sodes. It also called on Industry to set 
ol lhe convenrion center where the goals for reducina its toxic emissions 
merlin& was held, Greenpeace actlv- and pointed as an example 10 lhe Mon· 
lsts put up a banner lhauaid. "Danger, san1o Chemical Company, which has 
Basel Conventlonlegahzes Toxic Ter- pledged to reduce such emissions by 90 
ror." percent by 1992. 

But lhe treaty's supporters said it Other environmental croups joined 
was a needed first step 10 regulate a today in demandina new le£islarion 10 
complex area and lhalthal step will be reduce toxic air pollution. 
buill on by other conferences. '"You can stop eaUnc app~s and 

'.Vben dospostd ol improperly, haz- grapes, but Congress has to stop toxic 
ard0111 waste. such as dioxons and arr pollution because. you ran'l slop 
PCB"s, can loul lhe air, water or soil, brealhing." said Daniel Bt'Cker ol E"' 
and cause cancer, birlh defectS or dis- Y!ronmemal Action. a Washington-
eases. bastd group. , 

" :r: ·N.Y.'S Largest Audio/VideO SpecjaJistsJ• 
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Excess. levels oLaddrpin.recorded.inJerse}l for ~2 ~tr~i9h(ffi:-. 
I . • , .• . . . - . . . . --. • . '· ' . · . .:. :.....~•-7· .,..,;!' ·u-zr· --~..,...1\-r,yl'~~~ . ··~-~--- ·.-.. • .. _·_. ·----- .. ·:·:_···_·.· . ....,·_ ... .-:- __ ,... .. _._:.·~~- · ... · _-. -·. : .. · · .. .'. ·~·:.~'· ·>J.--~·: . ... ·":· -- 3 1.):- 07 ....:;)}'1"' 1-t:t/_Ufl;f:"-~ 

. . · . · . -· · · ; · ·:_ :. _. ·· 1 . :.(·=.Although the Supreme Court did 1 · . · · - • · ·--:-:"'."'c~nt!? ,___ ., .j! ;· •. 

. ,: . By GORDON_ BISHOP, . ,. -i · not act on the a~id eollutioa "~ns- ; -H. .• ~~~.}Uantie ~~ty-~~ . 
~ · · · : . -~ · · · • port" proble~ leglS!ahoa is pending In : .P , · :-- "··, ·I d/.;-'-~: · ·; •·· • I 

For the %2d co~tive mo~lh, ; Congress that would deal directly witb i _ · . • Denville, ldorrfS'·· Coantj-Sl : 
New Jersey_ bas registered e~cesstve • t . coal-burning plants that generate elec- .--; pH. · . • :;·,,; .;.• · -: .:;:;,·, . . ~ . ~ 
l~vels of "aod fallout" fr?m atr poll~-~ '~. tricity, or· tnajor manufacturers that . · . ·· ' · · · · · ' · ··• · · ·-. · -~- :: 
lion caused by the burrung of fossil , use coal as their prlmarf source of en- ~ --• Point Pleasaa~ Ocean Co~ty~ · 

~~Is,~~~~~: ~~U~n~0A~lu~: _ '{~gy.TJte B~h-~d~U~~-ls ;~d- . , · 1~-~o~~~~.--W~a ~~~~ { 
Society. · · · . . , Utg Wtth· Congress on the reauthonza- , · U pH. -:;_.,.; 1 • · · .•·' c.,! . · j 
f. U. • fThe cisocdilty~ staJrt1ed19sa87mPAlli!g ra!n- i · *i_on.of the Clean~ Acl A vote on the ·-· • Co~e ":i· Mahan,·,'~ A~dubon's·· 
a or a 10 u Y • ~~ ~ 1 ~ill ~ e~t~ this summer. , · ·~ · · ' grassroots coordinator, said the societ 1 

asti 1wellf as ththe falloubt oftidry afocoaldic pard I 1 • ~ Studies smce 1979 have shown that . bas been seeking clean air Jegislatio' ! 
_c es rom e com us on o an · ijighly acidic air pollution damages for- - . . . • . . ... . . · · • 

oil, has devastated hundreds of fresh ests and crops, and acidifies freshwater .. : -T, _._, _ _: .!-~·!""·~!..r- · .-.~J · · 
water Jakes an~ str~ and trees ! lakes and streams, killing fish and -that ipcJudes add raiD ContrOlS ~-~ 

· along th.e moon~-ch~ of the. N~r;th- ! other aquatic life, according to Do. rene , ~9B5. · -~,. · · · - ,, .-:· <. · -. . . . , / 
east and ~nada. .· · . i Bolze, Audubon's environmental policy "We .are anxious to see legislatio 

; ;:Durmg February, 28 states, In· ! analysl . i .. · ....... o:• ·v"::·;.. . · ... / _that achieves. healthful air ualit D! . 
~udmg New Jersey, were. exposed. to . I·: ... ·Trees at higher elevations are also . q_ulckly, cleans up acid rain, an~ se~ r 
un~cceptable levels of actd depostts, ; ¥ffeet~ resulting in the loss of foliage r~gol'C!us standar~ .for toxic air emis- . 
pnmanly from the b~g of ~I by ·\ JU!d ultim~t~ly death. -::~ :~· . , · . ,·: s~ons, lr~ahan sa!d. ,. : , .. , ~;·: .. ·::. ·/ 
pow~r plants and_ heavy mdustri~ ae· ; f .,. ·_ ·Prectpttation with ·an acid level . · .Durmg p~bUc hearings oil tbe rr:,· 
c_ordmg to the SOCiety's ~tes~ fmdin~ : ,(pH) of 5 or lower .Is almost always pos~ Clean Air Act amendments, lPA I 
·-~- .Themostrecentaodramreadtngs · . ··~•-'~•'.i-,·o::". _ _.._,,._~::.,:.i;·: .. : officials testified that urba 1 
were released after the U.S. Supreme -. . ~ reached record levels during 1:88 sm.~E ; 

\1' Court ruled last week that the federal 1 . , . • • • · ' • • • ·• · f • 100 areas failing to meet tb WI.,. 
~government does not bave to crack "- . caused by air pollution stemming from ; ozone standard. . ;. - -~ .. e_ag~~~ 
-....l down on interstate air pollute~ , : , . -~ ._ :~buman·generated SO';U'Ces. · The l~!er . 1. _,._, :.- , ~.::.:· .. ~, . . . ' ~~: • . · d 
~ . . New Jersey was one of sa states ; ·.the pH_ v~lue, the higher the aodtty. 1 ro''7~···~:.n.,_.:?~ -:----· · ~, :: ·:£ ~ 

, that joined In a lawsuit charging that I P~ ·distilled water has a pH of 7, ! :-: · :'·:ne enUre state of New Jeri •:j;· 
coal-burning plants In the . Midwest . , w~ile cola soda bas !l pH of_ f and lemo~ ··Ia violation of tbe federal ozone ~~- ; 

u:eaf~==·:=: . ·.~:::;~;~~~'~;~~I;}!~=,~~~:.~;.,- ; 
-~ states ~rgued tltat the prevailing . there is. i 10-fold difference in ~-cid COD- ! ;i Jeet ~water and test tbe acid conten~·-: , j 
westerly wmds transported the poilu- centration between one whole number . · ~of .th~ samples witb Merck pH pa •• ·-. - j 
tants from the Midwest to the Dorth- · and the Dext one. "-F. · or example, rain I . ScJ~tific ~rotocol for the Ci. tizW ·:Fad:· ! 
·eastern seaboard, boosting acid levels. with a pH value of U Is 10 times more : Rain· Momtoring Network was ifeV-eJ.t •. . j 
.' ·. The original pe~~on was filed Ia acidic: than JIOrmal raiD With·a pH of ~-:f~ ~d review~d by_acid rain~: .. 1 
1980 and 1981 by Mame, New York and ~---;~,-~.:.."'-~··· ..... ., ..... _....,"-··~-... 1 , 'h ~ton Umvemty. The uetwoit:. · ·j 
Pennsylvania; hut New York did ~ot : ·. ·;·~···'t~·:?T:""~,:''.•--..-.!; . ' ~- CODSIStenUy reported ·pH :ialues·~·· ·~ • . 
pursue .th~ case to the big~ court. Jo."!" ~_.6. :~" '~ ., • ..::- :?'' :·!::-'! . - · . sunil~ to_ th~ !ederat Nationai:Atm~~~; >/ 

. ;tng Mame and Peansylvama In the liti· . ·.· '.~The pH of rainfall Ia unpolluted . . sphene DepOSition Program.; ~;·;~..-V' · . 
~ga.tion were New Jersey, ~ew ~p- farlSto of the Unit~ Sta. tes. ranges from .. · ... -~~----- . '·. -~ : .. -\'.:. :. ·t 
~e, V~ont and CoJl;'lecticnL·-s~~~'" 1 5.6, according to . C!Je JOciety's . · · ~».• - ·. ·l;.;:_'. • 
• '*·-The SIX states claimed that polla· ~~n~r ~yses...; _,."tC: ,-,::~·:-:.;.-: .-•. :; ·'~ • • . 

tants fro~ coal-b~g ~tility planf;s ·: i~1 'J'Ji{fci~);~f·pliu~~!~~]. .. N' · 
tn~ factones came pnmarily from Dll· . ;;Jersey ·mowed tha the 8 - · ew ._. ·. 
'bol;'.' •.Indiana, -:Kentucky, Michigan, ~level for the state fa Feb verage acid I · i·.-. .. · •· 
:~~o, Teaa~ an~ West Vll'gina. ..... .;.-:- _!o~t to U, which ~ 12 times~ ';dd~. ' · 
,.·. The U.S. EnVICOnm. _en. tal Protoo- I.· .. ·.· - lc tban normal. .rainfall o;:.V!i' ••::, .- .. , . .,Uon. Agency· ~A) bad refus~ to act ·~.- ~::t~~ c! .... •The four· New Jers JA •. · '. '·'·' 

li ;:amst the nudwestern states tn the ab- : -- ~tions and their read· ey ~piing 
~· :Jce 6! regulations in the J ~"" Clean .i . - •• - ..... ., _., .. _ _ _ mgs are;.- 1 
. . . . .. ... .. ... .. 

.. 

~ 
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Arthur Nusbaum- fo_r Mayors C. Johson & C. Dawson 
Board 9f Freeholders Meeting, Morristown,N.J • 

:.... . : .. ·.- ~-, 
.. ... '. ~,·. ·._ .· ~ ... ' \ . 

'··: ·':A~'At' the hearing on s-a-a9, at the siting of a mass burn 
. · .. :;;,'~<~~~· '.' 

_ .. , incinerator to be located in Roxbury, it was clearly doc-
• .-•• <I • • ••• ~ :--~ ~o)l,f>--·;._~J-- .. . • . • • . • 

\::'>?•~·::::·b'miul'teci:'.i~.hat the amb.ient ·air quality in Northern New Jersey 
~,:~:;.~ i§t~:~~·g"gmpromis.ed, laden with toxic chemicals, and burdened 

:.·: .• _•t: .:•:"·-!:..~~-~--: ~._ -~:-·. . -

_-. '_.-~·it"#.:.:~cid rain problem. 
···', :.:· .. ;:·:.··~~~rt~Si.·l:~_:·.a_ ~eport with both Mayors Johnson and Dawson, I doc-· 
: ?,-·: _-:'furiertf'~·a·) ~uttier .. ous E~P .A.,· American Lung Association, and 

.-;: ... _· ·.:.~~::-·;\;~~.Pr-iiii\.;.~~ ... ,_ .. \/.:.' .__ . ' ~ 
:)£~~\::;.Au~Qbor(Society .. studies verifying violations. an·d ·problems 

:.0:-...... _ .. :. __ ~ 1,1~j:t•_ .... l:~~0J-~"'t-•'f,'· \. 
f.?~~f:'.EJ'r~witb.\_our· -air7 ·as well, ~he acid rain in Morris_·c?u~ty for the; 
~: -~·.~- !l':~urt:f•:.'-.":fh7Y ~ ~-. ·--< -·.). _ ~ 
~~- .,.:_ ~~-~~_tf-~~~ years. • . 
.. ··:,:\;:~~~lf't;inda Stansfield, from the American Lung Association, . . . . _. .. ,,~:r~,. . 
· · _ -~· )~~P .. ?·rted and I quote: "On 2-8-8 9, the National A. L.A. 

. . .. : ~ !:>:~·:.'.:_~::-~:._ . _1 •• • • 

·· .. ·/recommended that sol~d waste reduction, recycling, and the use 
:~_._.:·>.~f-~~C?re ·environmental benign disposal technologies such ··as 

., . : ·e·o·til~~sting be given priority· over incineration as a solution·· 
:····'to·~our nation's solid waste disposaL PROBLEM. 

: ·:~-=-~~:;/~:~~-.::~)i:i~::tt ·--~-.. ~ . 
~ ~~jL~e~o~~ci~ recovery in6ineration plants are not an inherantly 

~- -: '·· • <I ; -: • .• :4 : ·.· • 

· .. ·:· .·.safe·, solution to our solid waste problem. u She further 
i/<.>. -..~ .. ; ::.,r.t~/.-;.:': ... <~ . 

J ~.:- .. repo,rted: Everyone ag.rees that ;ncinerators pollute the air. I(. 
(~:,:.::·anc(''that "air pollution may cause the incinerator to be 
' :.::· ... ·_shut~''ao~n prematurly even if the plant is run to perfection. a 

.: _. ·. · Kenvil, N.J. is a part of Roxbury Township and within 
several miles of the Eden Lane location, has been reported 
to~~e one of the 10 municipalities in N.J. with the highest 

·levels of airborne chemicals. 

At- the same hearing on May 8,1989, Dr. Marc Lavietes, 
Professbr of Pulmonary Medicine and a member of the Envir­
onmental Medicine Committee at the College of Medicine and 

·and.Dentistry, Newark,N.i. reported that the incidence of 
asthma, bronchitis; ~nd_other lung ailments will increase.as a 
di~ect result of exposu;e to the effluent and poilutants 

!:1/fx 

., 
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~port by Dr. Arthur Nusbaum P.2 6-28-89 

;;• . released by the i~~inerator process. He as well has concerns 
' that an increase in the number of additional cases of lung 

cancer is possible in exposed populations. 
' ...... /..rr ~; 

, 

c· President Bush is currently developing a very strong - ' .;.. . .: . 
·~:~~iean Air Act to remidy our acid rain and air pollution . ~;· oo. 

··problems. His serious concerns have been recently covered 
-.\\'11 .t.,. 

by all the news media. Over 20 years, the incinerator in this 

. county will spew out close to 130,000 pounds of poisonous 
·· _heavy metal~'.'into our air, including arsenic, cadmium, 

~ ·:~- ·-1_. .J ·. ~ . 

, . chromium, lead, mercury, and nickel to name ·a few • 
. , .•, '·:_;·; 

As well, the incinerator will produce close ~o 80,000,000 
·,, ·. 

· .. p~unds of acid gases (sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxide, and 

::/hydrogen chloride), as well nearly 1,700,000 pounds of 
... : ~;~~t:l:t~·. 

:i .:;~_··~;::sulfuric acid, assuming ideal operating conditions of, the 
-.r~~la~t. These acids and gases mixed with precipitation, humid­

;.,:- ;ity 1 and atmospheric moisture will greatly enhance an already 

serious acid rain problem present in this area. 

In their absence, Mayors Dawson and Johnson have asked me to 
·present these questions. 

Question il: Isn't an incinerator process for Morris County 
a contradicion to the efforts of President Bush, and a direct ... 
challenge to the spirit of the Clean 'Air Act? 
Question #2: If so, can this Board of Freeholders take the 
lead and aggressivly develop massive recycling programs, 
composting technologies and help improve quality of life in 
our County? The means to do so is available; lets work 
together! 
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A Public Hearing of the Morris County Freeholders 

I am Linda Stansfield. I am the Program Consultant on Environmental 
Affairs of the American Lung Association of New Jersey. 

AIR POLLUTION HAS GREATEST RIS~ 

In the report of its own task force, EPA was told the greatest overall 
risk.to human healt'i--1 and the environment comes from the following.sources: 

·1) Conventional air pollutants such as sulfur and lead 
··(ozone was not mentioned, but is a~ obvious culprit) 

2) Destruction of ozone in the atmosphere by man made chemicals 
3) Pesticides, especially residues in food 

(50% of pesticides are airborne aerosols, particles after 
spraying) 

4) Radon 
5) Other Indoor Air Pollutants 
6) Toxic Air Pollutants 
7) Contamination of Drinking Water 
8) Exposure of workers to dangerous chemicals (many inhaled) 

On February 8, 1989, the National American Lung Association 
recommended that solid waste reduction, recycling and the use of .more 
hnvironmentally benign disposal technologies such as composting be given 
priority over incineration as solutions to our nation's solid waste 
disposal problem. Resource recovery incineration plants are not an 
inherently safe solution to our nation's solid waste problem. If these 
facilities are used as a last resort strategy, only stringent pollution 
=ontrols and equally stringent operating and monitoring procedures, can 
~educe the public health threat from the emissions these facilities are 
:apable of producing. 

Major health considerations of incinerator emissions are: 

1) heavy metals - nerve, brain and kidney damage 
2) acid gases effect asthmatics first 
3) particulate less than 10 microns are dangerous because they go 

deep within the lung. Furthermore, they provide a vehicle by 
which toxic and radioactive air pollutants can be carried deep 
inside the lung. 
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Everyone agrees that· incinerators pollute the air. For many years, 
New Jersey managed to obtain a gradual, general improvemer.c in air . 
qua~ity. But recently there has been a leveling off or increase of many 
of the chemicals we have monitored over 12 years. New Jersey is in 
on-attainment, i.e., does not meet federal standards for ozone and carbon 

.. onoxide statewide. Warren County is in non-attainment for sulfur 
dioxide. 

Air pollution may cause the incinerator to be shut down prematurely 
even if the plant is run to perfection. If the Greenhouse Effect proves 
to be a- reality, fossil fuel burning plants which emit carbon dioxide will 
be forced to close. Can we risk so much money only.to discover five years 
later that Morris County must shut the plant and switch to source 
reduction, recycling and composting?- Why not switch now and saye.t.he_ 
money? 

Further, if New Jersey is unable to control its severe ozo.ne 
pollution, the Environmental Protection Ag.ency may sanction New Jersey. 
Such a sanction would cause construction to cease on all new major sources 
of pollut~on. This would include incinerators . 

. I.observe very uneven enforcement or adoption of regulations to 
encoura~~ recycling. While my garbage collector will empty only 4 trash 
cans per week, my neighboring towns continue to allow either··s or 10 cans 
per week The county recycling coordinator must be given greater resources 
and a strong directive from the Freeholders for a rigorous, exciting -
recycling/composting program. 

) 
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tiR POLLUTION HAS GREATEST RISX 

(n the report of its OYn cask force, EPA was told ~hat the greatest overall risk to 
1uman health and the envi~onment comes from the following sources: 

' 
1) Conventional air pollutants such as sulfur and lead 

(ozone was not mentioned~ b~t is an obvious culprit) 
1) Destruction of ozone in the atmosphere by man made chemicals 
3) Pesticides·, especially re'sidues in food 

4) 

5) 
6) 
7) 
8) 

(SO: of pesticides are airborne aerosols~ particles after spr=ying) 
Radon · 
Other Indo~r Air Pollutants 
Toxic Air Pollutants 
Contamination of Drinking ~ater 
Exposure of workers to dangerous !=hemicals (many inhaled) 

~his means seven of the eight greatest threats to our citizens are AIR'POLLUTANTS. 
IUT, a Harris poll this year ra~ked the concern of adults as: 

1) Factory pollutants in. lakes and rivers 
} Disposal of hazardous ~aste 

~> Contaminated drinking water 
4) Nuclear power.waste disposal 
5) Acid bin 

~ou will find the entire report enclosed for details on the various risk factors. 

:oMHISSIONER DEWLING ~ ~ISE DECISION ON GYPSY HOTH CONTROL 

~he effectiveness of Bacillus thuringiensis (Bt) at controlling sporadic: growth 
ycles of the gypsy moth was reinforced this month by DEP Commissioner Richard 
~~ling. The environmental chief of the state turned dovn a request by forestry 
:icials to test spray Dimilio (diflubenzuron) in .Ring~ood State Park. Last year, 
est spray vas permitted. It ~h~~ed no advantage to use of the chemical compound 
~h af~ects a broader range of insects and crustaceans, Yhile Bt only affects 
~pillars. The Commissioner vill have DEP do tests to determine optimal 

.ication methods •. Bt spray has a critical timing· sequence in order to affect 
broods of gypsy moths as they hatch. 

AN AIR COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARING: OZONE: NEW JERSEY'S HEALTH DILE:!:iA 

:day-,-April--27--· 9-am-· ··· -·· · ··- · --·-- · ·· ·--·---- .}_···-··-- ·- ---··----

~or Education Center, Ryders Lane, off Route 1, 
.tgers University, New Brunswick 

nclosure 

---- --- --·-·- ... 



Linda Stansfield 
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GREATEST 
TO HUMAN 
POSED B'i 

E.P.A. R·eporf Says A.gency~ 
HEALTH . . ~~ 

AIR POLLUTION Focuses on Lesser Problemijj 
Jf the seven categories of 

pollution which provide the 
'· "'· qreatast.overall ris~ to 

human health, four were 

totally air pollution issues, 

two had an air pollution· 

component, and only one, 

groundwater contamination, 

had a minimu~ air polLution 
source. 

)o you need to rethink your 
?riorities? 

By PUILJP SHABECOFF . ~ 
' S.OCW'-1MIIIwYeo\n.u • • ~ 

· 1· and can cause luna c:snc:er: other ld'..,. 
WASHINGTON, Feb. II -An lnter• clooralrpollutlonc::susedbyh~:stlngaP.",:l 

nal report suggests that the Envlron•tpliances. rorm:aldehyde and othu,;c 
mental Procecuon A&ency may be con- sources• lhe destruction of tho ozone:~ 

• cc:ntracing on lesser problems, such as layer uUal. protects the earlh's surraec.; 
jhazardou.s w01stc:s. r011her .than man from d:snaerous uilravlole' r:sdl:stio'!l"'( 
j serinus thre011s poud by a1r pollullon and slobal warmin& caused by thO:t 
1 and depletion or the OZOne,. buildUp or C:lrbon diOXIde from fCISS\!:! 
I n:·: report, requested by Lee M. fuels and rrom other cases In the a~"'1 
: Thom:~s, Administrator of the Olgency, mosphere, preventing the escape Of i'!:~ 
in :1n effort to review its priorities, was rrarc:d r:ldiatlon from lhe sun. .... 
prepared by iS of the 01g-:ncy's Ienior Other areas where the repurt ruun~ 
scalf members. high risks but relatively little rcgula...c 

T11e report round th:ll t.''1c problems tory error~ by the environment~!: 
posing the grc::H~st overall risk to agency were runorr of polluted ""'ater .. 
human health and the environment In from farms and city streets, expo:Surf~. 

l . the United States included such ~n- to pesticides, exposure of workers lO: 
\"entlo · I 1:1nts as sulfur 01nd toxic substances and accidental r!='. 
e:ld the deSIMIC'Iion 0 Otone 1 at• leases Of poisOnOUS chemiC:liS. ·:.:: z- mosohere v mOln·mOl e cr.eml .als and Emphasis an. Toxic Wull -:-• 

~ c: ns rom pestiCides, e.spec1ally as ••. 
.J - reSJclues on looos. Areas of "high E.P.A. efron but rei a·: 

b H ds Cl d lively low risks'.' Included manage,_, 
Other Hc:all uar te mentor haz.ardous wastes,~~ cleanup~ 

Other problems that had a partlcu· of chemical w:asto dUmps. -~e regula· 
larly. severe Impact on health Included Lion of underaround stor:age tanks con· 

1· ~ and orhf'r lndnor :~lr [!!!lhJt!pn, talnlng petroleum or other hazardous , 
5 • ~jc air '"'nur:~nts, cont.lmlnauon of substances and municipal solld waste. ·:· 

drinking water 01nd t!'(OO~u :-e or ·~rk· In recent yc:srs the agency hu been': 
". ers to d:~n c:r 1 ,. ""•is. expc:ndin& a considerable effort on · 

uc problems as the disposal of toxic waste problems; l:sst year Con:: 
1toxic waste or the cleanup of aban· gress renewed the toxle waste cle:~nup 
: \lonc:d toxic waste slte.s and ocher law providing $9 billion for the pro• 
; c:~uses or conc:amin:~tc:d w;uer pre- cr:a~ over the next nve )'ears. 
· sented a medium or relati\·ely low level Mr. Thom:as said th:st In recent rears 
or ovcnll risk, :~ccording ;o the :~gen· the :~;encv st:arcec.l 10 move :lg~res­

: cy's study. . slvely on ntany of the problems hJenti· 
: "These r:tnkan'l;s by risk do not corre- llc:d 015 presentinG hls:h risks, lr.cludlng 
spond well :v-·i~h. th~ E.P.A.'s curr.ent pcstlclue cont:~mination. stratospheric 

: prugr01m pnurau~s. the ~c:port. SOlid, ozone :snd the eculugicial as well :IS the 
, :-.tr. Thom:ts $:Hd In :1n mter:""'e~ co- health consequences or pollution. He 
· d:~y I hOlt the scudy or the :-elau,·e nsks also said eUorc:S to control convention:~ I 
! or environmenl:ll problems could lc01d air pollullon ldentiflcd as a hi;h·ri~k 
i h.is agency to m~iry snme or l~s priori· are:s. h:atl been afoc:sl point or the :\~en." 

uc:s. He :tlso saad lhe st.t:~ly ma1ht per· cy's cHores for IS years. 
sua\le C~~,r~ss to rechm~ haw best to Rkh:trd o. Morgenstern, ulrectur nr 
allocnte hn~oc: rc:snurces to deal with the agency's nmc.: ol policy analy~is 
c:awlronmc:nt:~l proiJie•ns. 01nd coonlin:ttor uf the rcoi'Qrl, s:tld rhe 

, Out ~lr. Tlt.nm.:~s lnslsccd th:lt the report WDS "nul :1n \ndiCtnlent o/ CUt• 
. study <.lid not andteOlle th:u the :~gc:nc:y rent progrnms but a rorw;~rd loa:. ir.to 
had been on che wro~e course or 1~:1t the future." 
t~c:1~e s~oul~ be :a m:IJOr :-estructurang The stutly Is dr:~wlng considcoa·:~blc 
o s 1'1 ogr ms. praise ra·om cnvirunmcnt:~llst~ und 

ll.e .su~t~cs~ed r:~ther th.lt the s~cccss Con~;rc:ssional st:~CC. al(!e:S who know 
or such pru&;rOltn~ as lh~ h:~nalltng of Olbout it. For e:c:unp!c Terry Dwie~ 
h:az:Jrdous nt:ller.als and the cle:anup · dl ( ' ' · ·' 
nltoxic: wastes might IJe or.e rc:Olson for e:cecuuve rector o the Ccnsc.!"'aunn 
lhe rcl:uively luw rank:n't they rc- Founu~tlo~. c::tlled the repo.rt un C'X• 
c••ivell in rhc: .t~:cn,·y's :~uessmc:nc. of lr:~onhn~rlly COIII":I;!.enus lhtn~. tn r.!n," 
en.vironmcnral ri~ks. berau$e II r~n~ :ll::lillSt tho: :oclf-mrer.:l't 

fhc rc,,.,, s:ai•l th:u :OI"t":ts ,, rrl:1- or ~~~~ :IJ;ency s .burc:uacr:u:y. 
ti,·cly ht;;h ri.>k but lnw f'Uorc :,y Ute: T~'! C70nJvc:sllaun:al ahles :1lso ~:1!\J 1t 
:~::.t:na:y it:,hat.le r:~.:011 ~ "~rurlll uc w:a_s ht~hly usc:(ullnn very unu,;u.al rur 
currinc I:·'S ah;ar Jl:Cu,;,,·,;.;;·es an hXme; :t l·~tler:~l. :a~;ency to lake stna:k ,,, "'h:.t 

· 11 ..-;as do111s:. 
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/.n Health Care Costs Caused 
/ Jor Air ·Pollution 

poUution in the United clw-ged the U.S. Environment:al Pro­
.Daled to cause billions cc:ction Ar.eru:y (EPA) with N:ational 
l health care costs an- Ambient Air Quaiity Standards 

Amcric:ln Lung Associa· (NAAQS)· for siJt m:ajor pollut:ants: 
•)-tbc Christmas Seal ozone, carbon monoxide, sulphur 
-reports, in launching dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, particulate 

r Week• 1988, which runs matter and lead. However, no stan-
•Y 2 through May 8. dards cunently exist for many more 

.es reviewed in a survey by the toxic outdoor air pollutants, the ALA 
mdicate that the heallh C2J'C says, and there are no federal stan­
of exposure to just a few of the dards or regulations covering indoor 

JUtdoor air pollutants for which air pollution, which has emerged as a 
4ards have been set amount to an mi]or health problem. . 

.mated $16 billion annually. The ALA ts.actively campaigning 
The ALA estimates that more than for the strengthening of the Clean Air 

ne-half of all Americans live in kt to fill the voids and give the EPA 
Jr~ where the air quality is still 'aut~ority to move ahead in its efforts 
u: ; ed .. unhealthful.• Worse yet, the ,to dean up the air around us. 
o.:.e of progress in cleaning the air · · Oean Air Week • is sponsored by 
:as slowed. Levds of some poilu- the American Lung Association and 
mts, reduced by 20 or 30 percent or is supported by a grant from Honey­
narc over the past decade, have ac- , well Inc. For more information on 
ually incrtastd by small amounts in: outdoor. air pollution, contact your le> 
he last few years. · · .. :, · · ·· · • ·· Cal American Lung Association. And 

The Clean Air Ad of 1970, and its help celebrate Clean Air Week"' 
;ubsequent amendments in 1977, 1988-join the Folks for Clean Air:-

,. •' 

.. :. -~ '-: .. ·.. . . . . .. . . .. ·• 

, NuMe-eR·o·F·Peo.?Le iN nie u.s. LMNG IN coi.mi-1es .:. · -:,·. 
EXCEEDING NATIONAL AIR QUALITY STANDARDS ......... ·. • . FOR MAJOR POLLUTANTS IN 1986 ·· · ··: . . . 
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ICUN:a:U.S.IIM!w_llal,.,._.._ ..... ~ . • ~ . .,..._, . --WnoAuaciallal\ 
MILUONS OF PEOPLE across the United s 
outdoor &Jr pollution a !ill d . !ales are living In areas where 
established by the u.s ~~~ r~= ambient &Jr quality standards 
\o be done to m~ the air.,.. btealhe ~ on Alngency. Much more neods 
contact your local American L.unq A • . • mote 1lormallon on air ponuuon 
atarting May 2-join the Folks lot Cle~~~ Celebrate Clean AJr Week..: 
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TO THE EDITOR. 
The public service advertise­

ments, other graphics and 
articles arc a service of 

Americ:m Lung Association . 

T.AMERICAN 
LUNG 

~~~~ 
1740 Broadway 
New York, N.Y.10019 

Clean Air Week"' 1988 
Kicks Off Month of May. 

.. Air Pollution and Your Health• is 
the theme for this year's Clean Air 
Week• .. t988, the American Lung 

· Association's annual celebratico of 
every American's right to breathe un· 
polluted air. The dates for Oean Alr 
Week • 1988 are May 2 to 8. 

Marking' the . 16th year of ALA 
sponsorship, the annual camp2ign is 
designed to focus public: attention on 
the need to improve the air we breathe 
and to underline the importaoec of 
the fedc:ral Clean Air Act, which is 

--~ -

·. administered by the US. 'Envirco-
mental Protection Agency. .: .. • · 

. . · .: ·Supported by a grant from Hooey-
. well Inc;, th1s year's Clean Air 
Week,. program will cover a broad 

. scope of air poUutial issues including 
·. radon, outdoor air, indoor air, and 

· · environmental tobacco smolce. . 
.; For more information about air· 
pollution and what you can do about 
1t, contact your local American Lung 

· -Association. Join the Folks for Clean 
·Air,.! It's a matter of li!e and 

.. :.. breath!~ 

... 
. ~&Iill~ 

. ... . ~Y2-8, 1988 
. .... .. 

_.-..:.~..:.-~- -- ~ . -.,. ... 
J-} 

J i 

FOLKS FOR CLEAN AIR'~ 
Ill A A.W"TEJ CF lJFE 1H:J SRWW• 

AMWCAN:!: WNG ASSOO.I.IION 
,~ .. ---· 



v--, 
v-, 
V) 
.::t< 

: 

Nll11BER OF OZONE EXCEE.DANCE .. DAYS 
For: Connecticut, re'v York 1-Ietro and Ne·w Jersey 

Exceedances to Date for 1981-1988 
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·-. ·Jo,<[~~U(~;J·liH~;~l.qi~~..t..il'ill• ;::, :.~ . .. · ,,, · •. •·· • ..... s·, :· · · ·'·'Y'J_. ·~. · · . ~:·!A~~~,;~: i .~.~.u;.·;.~r~~~Jj~F·~·t·:.:. 
~ - --· WHAT-J5·ozoN'E·A.m'POLLUTION?' :.·I'!; · ·.:.- ,., · : ;;:~: , .. , :·., .':·'.! 1 1 'r-,AP~· ~~ ,.:'1;~.,.~t ... t,lir• )·1f~ti,{·.<· · · .. 

. +· ~HpzbneJ;jl¥iJuy ~tive gas that is a fonn of oxygen. It is the·~airi corit~orient ~f.the~~oli~tion kdo~n 
· :~:;."'As1~if~one reacts chemicany;<i:o~dizes'') with internal body. ~s~es t4~t i~.co~e~.~-c~~~t !Yi~ $uch 
:·. ·.: .. ~~~~~-~lln&•i·~·also. ~ac,~;~!th.qther materials such as t;tJbber ~9mp~U11~~ breaking th:~~ d«>.~i 

, .... : ~-~QpiJ~~·I.H?::~: ·1;;i:-~': :!:~~;i:! ~~:;·::: ; .. .- . _ . . . _ · · -.. _. ,: ~;·~-~~- ;··:::;:~ \~::i·:.:::~~;-~~:~ :~·~;~;~~;-~;~;~-~ ~ ... ,~ :> .. _ . 
....• ;~ .. ~~gt:~a:o~~~~;~~o1m"!o~~~;#~~ · 
·:· ,;;~~i:~;~y~!!t~~C?H:~~ chemical storage and handl~g facilitie~, and~ v_anety o~ comm~r~tf al!.d ~~~~~~ :~~~es 
· · .. :~:~::~u~!t~ g~ stations, .~ cleaners and degreasmg operations; Oxtdes of narogen are a by.;.prod~ct p!burrung 
. ,~. ·/i~:;t~eii~~()~.:siich asip():wer plantS, steel' mi~ ~d other heavY: iild~~tl)' ~~-in ~otor. yeJ?cl~s~ ~:_;·::.;i:: : i_.,: 
··-~ .. -~ .. o.:;::.t.:._.tr.·~~rvJ.i~:~; .~~~-! : · : i ·-:.: ~ i- · ". ,·. : . .l. ·• •: • . :· \: · : • • ! .· · .: · . . ·· -~ ti=r. • ·' ·~q~ .. . ... _.~ : ~;J.( ·~...., .-,,~' ·; ; :,. ... -~1-,J•t:r*~~· -. ·-~ ... - .v.~· -· · 

=··;~:;1~~;:~~9~$l~~~~~!f.~Jy,#~.~ _durirlg :~e ·M~y _tlu,ough SeptemtJer ~eri~ *~e?::ws~er ~~I#~~t~~~~--~e 
· ,;<·ii:: .. ~~~~$'l~t<?( s~gpt_ com,bme ~1th the sta~artt atmos~~enc 99P.dt~ons -~~t -~.~~-~~~¥ .. ~1~ 
, "-.:> ozone m ~llution ep1sodes. The harmful ozone m the lower atmosphere (troposppere) .. ~h_o~l~ not be 

• ' • • ·· ';$•" .~~ • . . . 

~·-:.~:- .conf~~d .with the protective layer of ozone in the upper atmospher«? (stratosphere) which scree~s <?Ut 
:·~·}· . 1; ~#il#~ ultraviolet rays. ·· . -·~ ·!~ · · · ·; ·..J:.;t(< · . ·:::r ~;~ ~;ti/{fri~.ff.l·.: · 

: . . : >r~: ' "'· t·.,qd.::.ooli;;'~·:.· I· .·.- ., .. ........ ··. .. : .. · .. . '· · .. ,. · · · ·: · .. ·.·.: ...... '.-> .:·.~ ··.! ,~. · .. .. ···~ ,_Q111J Q.'lli:UlH~:l '),l , l_ ...• . , . 1.1.-., ••• .•.• . · • · ••.• · . •. ' . . , , ' • . .' . . • { •'·.··'• ' "· ''• ·· . , .. · ·.1_..1 ._1 1( . . . '··' ·· • 

. . . :t~~ti4IA!}.~,p;,~HEALT,ll ;Jj:~FEC~S.? . . . · -i• ... :: :". : ., ,::: · '! ·;' ~- ; -~· : -~ •. , ~\~r.:ltii~lt"''. 
,~,~:; .~~RJ§.H.,..~~};\:¢W,~rsP4:~~0'.~tallt ~the levels frequently !oUil~:in~os~~~th,e_n~t,i~~:~,~P.~~~ 
L\~£~~~~~!!1~~~~ .SY.ffip~~-~clu~.~po~~ss ~f b~ath, PIW -:vh~~ inlt,~Ip_g_ ~~.ep.!Y~j~~.e~~i.!llld 

·,,\:.''· i?ifi.~.9Hg!!ID.~:1~~~. ,£ame~ out: on .. hc::althy. adults . ~d children undergo10g .11e~~~ .. ~~_erc)Se .. J\ax~ Jo.~m~Jl:at 
·. :~ >.:N.$ZC:P9~1.\m~~~C?,;o.~e ~t a ~eye~ ~u~ to ,the .~w:rent federal health-base.d ~ q~~~_,s,~~d-~qJQ_, ~~.p\~~u>er 
'·: "'-:·~:; ::)(P.l.!lli~~~J~ .¥1 • dec~e ~-the nonnal function o( the lungs. A h:igher.leye} of e.X:ercise. ~su~~m !~R~~r 
· .:,··+ l¢~~~~f -~z~ne or short.er length of exposure needed to cause these effects... . ·, ... ~ '.; · · ~·:,.~J , _,_:~-!lt~1~N~~ . 

, Receht research on the effects oflonger exposures (6-1/2-hours) to ozone levels at or just below thehealth­
based .. aif::quality standard have found even larger reductions in' lung function, biological ~vidence of 

. . .. inflammation of the lung lining and more frequent and severe respiratory discomfort. In studies of animals, . .. . . . 
. o~one .. exposure has been found to increase susceptibility to bacterial pneumonia infection . . - ... ~, .. 

\ ()the~ st~dies of children in summer camps and adults exercising outdoors, as opposed to in a ·laboratory 
\ :· chamber, suggest that lung function decreases even at ozone levels equal to or below the current health 
~ . . 

\ .. s~~ ... . d; .There is also evidence that the lung function changes experienced at somewhat higher ozone lev. els 
. \ :.: may p~rs1st for several days after the exposure. · . .. . . . .. · ·. . . . · 

. · ·~.j~·C9e~~y, , ~ttention has begun to focus on the effects of long-term, repeated exposures tohi~h levels :of 
. . \ Ozone.;·.A study of a sample oflong-tiiJle residents of Los Angeles, which has the highest and most frequent 

\~~one problem in the nation, found that the group had a higher than expected loss of lung function over time. 
. ~·~f.;f~~enn exposures of animals to moderate ozone levels produce changes in .the structure. of the lung. 

B~~fon the evi~ence . from the snidies 'discussed abo-.:e· •. ·~d from other ·sfudies, -ozone ·au- pollution 
~epr~o;~en~ a serious and widespread public health problem. · · · 
•-WIMI-.1-·,, ,. 

~· ~.*' . 
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:· ~: Wlio IiAT-~K., ''·. · ·-· ··· --------·-.. ----- . , 
·- :l: '[rhe}i:t:~~nm~ial: ~~on · ~gency (EPA) has identified '~ ~ups of_ ~ple wqQ .. !Jre: at 
···4·=·pamcular~~~-NP.,J.~~ ... ~!~~.tl'lli.~;,~~~,:-- ·· . ·,. ~- ~~-~·i~·::w~.......,,. ~:.-~ . ·. · .,._: ~ 

: } ~.~~~~ · -·. : ~~ .. : .. .,;..$~~5'1:'~'-: ·'!,r -ct\i~.~J?·~·J .. ,... ~·.. . ... . -r'" : ... ~ .,~ .. t~,-·~~-,.,.. . ... ,..,.;·3 .. . ·.;. : ·. 
· ~ t. ·· ·: ~ feopl~i!,t~)~f~~~~r~_P<~~.~~ ~~eas~ ·. · . . : . !·:~~:·.:·~f1n~A~ .. ::: . : ·.. ! 
:. ; . · People with ' eXISting lung~ diSease (eg. chrome bronch1tis, emphysema; asthma) already 
tJ;-:4:0.:~!_!!'~ ~-~ ~~c~ lung t)Jnc?on a.nd therefore c.ann~t ~ole~~ .8.!1. a~~tio~~-.reduj~o~i:"~· ... ~·--­

. lung function due to ozone exposure. More than s1x m11lion people w1th chrome bronchitiS ·. · 
· ar emphysema and almost five million children and adul~ 'Vi!l:t~~~~ .. P.v~ ~ ~.l.t!!a~~.m~"J. '. 
· · ·. tpe_ feqe~ ~~~Htait~. t, . · . . 1 !.n:i7,; ~i;m-;:. ,~t:-,-.'lhA·7;; ~j~itid;.tt#~i,~ri.; 

·~tll\.;.arnt11" of'the ieneral public referred to 3S ''responders" >I:~~::·:; ':.• ·' ~<;~'!Hli•;C);,}~ofQi .,., 
r:;,llllWII:S have foUnd 'that a sub-group of the general healthy population respondS tO 'cizone.Stid: · 

~J~:XJ)C)sure while exerCising with significantly greater losses in lung function than the ·aveiagc{ .: 
J'eSl~n:se· · ot· ov~rall group und~r ~rudy. There is c~tty no_WaYtt> iCieD.HfY~es~-~t.\~.t 

· o:Zbne exP<)sure;'bui the EPA ·estiiliateS·~ai~tliiS.sub-groiip repre'Sen&P't.:!' 
the totai u.s~· P<>pulation. · · ··t:~l<l~~r~:tJ '• 'l~fl:'l.!.;:J; rt~f -~~~")- ~ 

• ·. ; ·~;,:.. .. ' ,' .... ' .· ,· ·. ' ' ·. ;o'jq;.,.,.~~ • •,·· ·. ~ .. ·~·;\l' ', o. i·I'.:C·:JJoo.J·i l'tfl-;lo~l~• ,o 

_ w.h~~x~rciseoiitdoors·: . ·· ·~_-i, · .• · .. ·, •. ·:· · -' ·.~::;··:-~:~.;;:L::.-: ~~~- ~if.n;~:~.: . 
... ., •. =o~---~ · . .. ~aborat~iy -~-d ~'real world". ozone exposure stu~~ conf.mn that P~?~~~.;'!Y-~9i :~(;:d• 
exc~rcilS. I e. or otherwise participate in activities that increase their respiratory rate, respond : 

lriore severely to ozone exposure than people at rest, Thus; adults' exereisirig ouidooi-s~~~;(• I 
·""~ ...... ,.tit·..... workerS, arid ¢hildren' at 'play can. all bC considered·at partlctil~ ~sk fromhign~~;,; : 

~~Jc\1•~~ri~d-1t!ev:· ei;~~~:;X~:::;· ;·_"··· ~- -:~ ,d;j ·-.. -'; _; ';~· -: · · · · · .. ... : ... :. ) .. ~~: :_::.=:.~ .: ;·;~·~:~_:;;.~: ~~~~~i:';';;r .. ~·:: 
· ' .· · . ..'.'(·f~t ·mif~f,V!o~lW:~ftrlm-.~ 

, . . . . ·. . . .' . ." ··. . . . 
~i~~]~~~~-~ ~r. - ~can_ Lung Ass~iatio~. suppo~ the use of stringe_':l~-~~z:tf:i:91~ !'.~.~~~o~.:~:~¥f!~ . ~~.P~!;~!!on 

!'!'wl;~o~,,~.~,~ · . the co~erc1al and mdustnal sources of th~ hydrocarbon comp~undS and OXIdes of _rutrogen 
='~that:fc>mL"o~~one::!Th~~·s - ~- ·colfitri)J.S . · -· strengthening pollution· control·recitilremeritS = ro'i'new~oior 

,V,~]~CJ[¢S;1ftilpl"Cl~Viilgthe ~iti~e·perforiiiance Of existing pollution COntrol eqiiiphlent,~"ima fuipleaientatioil' Of 
..,..,.~ ..... ..,u .. .., ..... .., ... · to capture evaporating hydrocarbons in gasoline froriimotor'vehicles'arid gas srations::·tn 

~~acidi_t$Dt~f.:effOirts. to·~ reduce ·our society'S ever-increasing use of 'the· a~tomobile ·musfbe' expiii~' '~d 
. . •· . . . commeri:ial operations and consumer products that contribute' hydrocarbon c6mpoundS4i8 'die 

_ air 'will also be necessary. · '. · · .. ,_.·· ,_;_. ·.. : ~n:,;c··'i.t:d·;\':·.:. , 

- ; ,~m~~~i~~~~;;: ;~> : . ..· · · ·. . . , ~ -·.w~~u-..~r.<; 
;i<t·,~I1Mh.;yc)u CAN MAKE A DIFFERENCE IN THE QUALITY OF AIR YOU BREATHE.'ob~·: : 

1 :41-,'t~fi.'l \~ ·~;;,.. FIGHT FOR YOUR RIGHT TO CLEAN AIR! · . •" •':v,,.,. ;:i-1: 

.: ··· 

.~ ~~.~-; !~~'"ii.~:~~ -i- ·,; . .. . ' 

. ~/ :~:f":l~· · i.~~-t::' : .; 

;!~; ';-~~!~r·t· · . , ·,·; .. , 

... : '~ i-J .~) ·:.:;, .:· ~ ; 1-:"j ,·: 
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FACT SHEET ON INCINERATION 
RESOURCE RECOVERY AND POLLUTioN 

ALA CLEAN AIR WEE~ 1989 .. 

o Each year, Americans dump 132 million tons of residential and 
commercial trash in landfills, but landfill space is tilling up 
and in many areas is contaminating groundwater resources. 

o New incinerators designed as resource recovery facilities are 
being planned throughout the country. Many are already in 
operation. The products of their combustion--steam energy, 
electricity, some recyclable materials and fuel made from waste 
--are sold to offset the cost of garbage disposal. 

o 152 resoure~ recovery plants in 38 states are now in operation or 
close to it, according to a 1988 survey by the United States 
Conference of Mayors~ 

o The by-products of incineration include the primary air 
pollut~ts, such as acid gases and metallic compounds as well as 
dioxin and furans, highly toxic by-products of burning plastics. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

The California Air Resources Board has found that uncontrolled 
recovery plants emit levels of nitrogen oxide, sulfur dioxide and 
total suspended particulate matter that are similar to the 
emissions from coal and oil-burning facilities--and even more 
hydrocarbons and carbon monoxide. 

The first resource recovery plant was constructed in Hamburg, 
West Germany, in 1896. In 1905, a plant beneath the Williamsburg 
Bridge in Manhattan used the heat from the incineration of 1,050 
tons of refuse per day to generate the electricity that lit the 
bridge. Resource recovery plants are now designed to process 
between 480 and 3,000 tons of waste a day. 

There are more than a dozen processes for turning waste into 
energy but mass burning is far and away today's dominant recovery 
technology. Essentially, untreated wastes are consumed by 
extreme heat and used to generate energy. 

Burning reduces the volume of garbage by 70 percent, but 
Government officials estimate that between 30 and 45 percent of 
the . resulting ash exceeds Federal standards for the presence of 
two toxic metals, lead and cadmium. Both of those pollutants 
require burial in landfills designed for toxic waste. 

A small number of recovery plants have used systems based on 
pyrolysis, anaerobic digestion and other relatively exotic 
processes, but all such plants in the U.S. have been temporarily 
or permanently closed. 

Toxins emitted by incinerators have ben demonstrated to cause a 
skin ailment know as chloracne, nervous-system problems, liver 
disorders, sleeplessness, fatigue and irritability. It is also 
suspected they play a role in birth defects, blood chemistry 
changes; other skin disorders, weight loss, cancer and death. 

-more-
~ X 
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ALA Clean Air Week 1989 
Fact Sheet -- 2 

o . Resource recovery -plants can emit significant amounts of the 
compounds of a wide variety of elements, including antimony, 
arsenic, · bery·llium, cadmium, chromium, copper, mercury, manganese 
molybdenum, nickel, lead, selenium, tin, vanadium and zinc. 

·o Electrostatic precipitators and baghouses (in effect, giant · 
·vacuum cleaners) can be used by both municipal incinerators and 
recovery facilities to remove pa_rtic.ulate matter from combustion 
emissions. Scrubbers are control devices that absorb or 
neutralize gaseous pollutants from the flue· stream. 

· o · The. ALA r~commends that solid waste reduction, recycling and · the 
u~e of more environmentally benign disposal technologies such as 
composting be given priority over incineration as solutions to 
our nation's soli_d waste d·isposal problem. Resource recovery 

incineratipn plants are not an inherently safe solution to our 
·nation's solid waste problem. If these facilities are used as a 
;las1: resort strategy, only stringent pollution controls, and equally 
_stringent operating and monitoring procedures, can reduce the public 
health threat from the emissions these facilities ara: capable of 
·producing. 

# # . # 
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.Turnpike area placed 
' 

at 1 toxic ground zer'?1 
';;:. __ , 

·. By GORDON BISHOP . 
. ....... .. . 

Residents and 1rorkm with~ a five-mile radius of the New Jersey Turllpike 
exit at Newark Inter:~ational Airport are exposed to toxic emissions that are 110 
times higher than the national average, a congressional report released yesterday 
11evealed. . . · . · . · · 

· Standing at "toxle ground zero" at Exit 13A of the Turnpike, U.S. Sen. Frank 
Lautenberg (~N.J.} and Rep. James Florio (~1st Dist.) declared that federal 
environmental authorities have failed for the past 19 years to. reduce tone emis-
sions into the atmosphere affecting 11 North Jersey counties. .. . · 

Of the 320 toxle cbemicals exami~ed in the congressional report, only seven 
~llutants are ~Uy regulated by the U.S. Enviromnental Protection A&ency 
(EPA), Florio and Lautenbefl disclosed. · · •·· · · . 

Nationally, the greater New York metropolitan region. Including the 11 North 
Jersey counties, ranked second only to the state of Rhode Island for the concentra· 
tion of chemicals being emitted into the environment, based on the first calendar 
year (1987) for which industry bad to report information under the federal "right· 
to-know" law. . . . · . 

_RhodeJ$1an!lraDked first only bec:ause it is the smallest state 1D 'the 'nation, 
Florio noted. New Jersey Is the flfth : 
smallest state. . • . . 

In New Jersey, Middlesex County · 
had the largest quantity of toxic air 
emissions, more than 10 million pounds 
1D one year. ~· ~·;,~:;..; : · .. · ... · ' .• : 

. But looking at those emlssfODS OD · 
a square-mile basis, Union County bad 

• the highest emission rate, with an aver­
age of nearly 48,000 pounds of toxic 
"'lllutants per square mile. 
J The state average is 5,127 pounds, 

.ae second highest i.a the U.S. after 
Rhode Island. 

Of all the air pollutants In the 
greatet metro~olitan region. 56 per­
cent, or 31 million DOUDds. is generated 
within the 11 Nortfl Jersey counties of 
Bergen, Essex, Hudson, Hunterdon, 
Middlesex, Monmouth, Morris, Somer· 
set, Sussex, Union and Warren. · . 

Among the chemicals released 
into the atmosphere annually in the S­
mile Turnpike radiwt referred to u the 
"toxic ring," are more than 100,000 
pounds of benzene, a known cancer­
causing substance, and 670,000 pounds 
of toluene, which can cause birth de­
fects and numerous other "industrial 
toxic solvents known to have harmful 
health effects," Florio sald at a press 
briefing at the Admiral William Halsey 
Service Area at Exit 13A. . · · 

"These iDcredible numbers and the 
poisoned air we breathe are tributes to 
two decades of Inaction and foot-drag­
ging by the EPA in attacking the air 
toxic problem," Florio, a gubernatorial 
candidate, charged. 

"I am tired of Innocent people suf· 
fering because that agency can't or 
won't do its job." 

Lautenberg demanded that the 
li:PA be forced to enforce the 1970 

·an Air Act designed to reduce 
•• Jrces of air emissions throughout the 
nation. 

"Yes, we are In a dangerous situa­
tion," Lautenberg remarked, the petro­
chemical stacks looming behind him 
along the TurD~ ~71'Jle . numbers are . 
overwhelming. : :,<t: i-·+· ~:;. . . · 

Florio pointed oat that the EPA 
still hu not determined how to regulate 
the poisonous gu (methyl Isocyanate) , 
that killed more than 3,000 people 1D 
Bhopal, India. when a Union Clrblde ; 
pesticides plant failed to contain the le-I 
thai emiss1ons. The gas Is also manu­
factured at Union _Carbi~e·s Institu~ 
W.Va., plant. .. ~::. -'. .. · · , ·. . :· .1 

. In 1987, manufacturers lD.the 25- j 
county metropolitan region, including . 
three counties in Connecticut, released ; 
approximately 55.8 million pounds of ' 
toxic chemicals into the air, a number ' 
Florio and Lautenberg considered "con- I 
servative" because it wu based on the 
industry's first year of reporting under : 
a new federal law. 

The metropolitan region alone ac­
counts for more toxic air emissions 
than 36 ·states combiDed, according to 

· the ... Air Toxics Report" compiled by 
the congressional staffs of Lautenberg 

. and Florio. - · 
Nationally, more than 2.4 billion 

pounds of toxics were emitted into the 
atmosphere i.a 1987, according to the 
report released by EPA last week. · 

Each of the chemicals reported in 
the regional air toxics study can pose · 
"serious health risks." 

1 Florio and Lautenberg admitted 
. there is no way of knowing how the 
· long-term exposure to this "toxic soup" 

affects the general public health be­
cause medical studies undertaken in re­
cent vears are not well understood. 

. ~: 

Taxies in~_: .. ,--:_::·· .. ·.::r~ ... 
N·e~·Je.rse~~~~-~: ·~·~: .-:· '· 

·: 'rhe first ~rting:..bY .lDdusb, of 
1 what it is releasing up Its stacks is 

"rather misleading," the legislators ex· · 
. plained, because only large manufac-

1
. 

turers using in excess of 10,000 pounds 
of toxic chemicals a year were required . 
to fill out the community Right-to-
Know forms. • • ' 

Florio and. Lauten berg cc).wrote 
the Right-to-Know legislation enacted 
by Congress in 1986. 

The inventory data are also pre­
liminary and the EPA is currently 
wor~g__to "upgrade the quality and us- I 
ability or1iil:ciata-ba!e befm It ii ri-~ 
le~sed t~ · !h_ .~ P. a~_yc,". ~~- l~rt'lators · scud. . ;;, ·' :! . ••. ... . . .< ~ .-.: ~ . : . : ,.t. ... ~.· ... . ·. ~ .. ~ ...... . .... ... . 

In their tg..page report, Florio and · 
Lautenbera listed the 10 municipalities · 
in northern New Jersey with the high­
est levels of harmful airborne chemi-
cals. They, are: · · · . . ·,. ; ;,;_ ·.!·n :-., .·' .. _. · . ·.. .; -~~ ·.-,: ;·: .}'. ... ..::· 

·· • · North Bninsivlck~3,763,455 , 
pounds of emlsslons in 1987, · : , :: ~=·:, · l 

. ·, . . .. .• _~ ... ..... ·. : .. fl.· ,- -.:.: ~·; . ·. . 

• LiDden-2,552,251 p0imils: ~:· · · 
. .• • ~ . ;~ i(r'"' ,..., . . -~ .', • . • .• • : . ... 

• Belvidere ill: warren Co~tY:.:- . 
2,113,249 pounds. ·-' ·:'· · · · •· ...-. ' 

· • N~Uey-1,679,135 po,uu_'' ''~- ~ ·: ~ 
· • Parlin In Middlesex. Cciunty-1 
1,643,770 pounds. . :·,;;~:~ : ~ · I 

•. Rahway-1,490,698 po~ • , 

• Piscataway-1,113,610 pound:'-

• Edison-1,059,648 pounds. . 

• Kenvil-1.042:023. 
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INCINERATION AND HEALTH 
Marc H. Lavietes, MD 

_April-May, 1989 - .. 

The state of New Jersey is preparing to construct garbage 
incinerators (to be known as "resource recovery" plants) in ' each 
of its counties. The potential ill-effects of the incinerator ·waste 
products upon public health have received little attention, 
however. . . , . - . 

· " ··-r,_~-_, ___ ..... Six major toxic products wi 11 be emitted from the stacks of the 
i nci nerato~l; ~ They are: tota 1 suspended ~art i cu 1 ate~, i.e. , ~ :·_c_a_rbon, 

~ (TSP): . ozon~ CO~); sul~hur oxides (502); ni~ro;en ox1desj (N03); 
Jeac (P~): e.r:c, vole.t.ile organic co:npcunds (VOC). The 1at.ta:-{-- .VOC, 

.jl.:J!~ijim:'··· are we 11 known to cause cancer in 1 aboratory anima 1 s. Therefore, 
· it is the goal of incine.ration to minimize VOC produced: by·:: .tne 
pr_ocess. To do so, a 11 garbage must burn for at · least: two s ·econds 
at 1800 degrees F. To achieve this, much paper (which ought to be 
recycled) will have to be burned. And, by contrast, while high 
temperatures may minimize vee production, they may enhance emission 

_, :.- ~ .)· of· both 03 and N03. . 
< ' • • It is 1 ikely that the effluence from incineration, when inhaled 

:- along with other toxic substances in our polluted .air (and 
·: especially with cigarette smoke in· the cases of smokers), will 

bring about an increase in the incidence of lung cancer in exposed 
,· populations. It is difficult to perform accurat~ly epidemiologic 

tudies which would identify the exact cancer risk from a given 
. pollutant however, because ali of us are constantly expos~d to so 

·· many pollutants! (It would be impossibe to obtai'n precise his-tories 
N· of cigarette smoking from thousands of people entered into such a 
~{ study, for example. But without - this information, ·one could no~ 

,· ':' produce a precise result). · _ _. ... -.'· . :.·· .. .' 
• '·-· It is more likely (and more easily . proven!) that all df ··tfie 
.\ components of incinerator waste products will incte~se the 
_.- incidence and severity of the so-called "airway• diseases; e.g., 

,· < ,. 

asthma, bronchitis, emphysema. It has been recognized for 40 ~ears 
that aft~r an air inver$ion (chat is, after a brief time period 
during which atmospheric cond{tions favor the accumu-Hit-lon of air­
bour~e industrial waste products o.ver urban ' i:iopulations), the 
incidence of hospital admissions for (and deaths from) airway 
diseases increases. Elegant, well-controlled laboratory studies 
show that both animals and human volunteer~ develop airway 
narrowing (that is, . asthma and/or bronchitis) when they inhale 
concentrations of 03, 502, . and/or N03 equivalent to the 
concentrations of these particles already in the air. Furthermore. 
~inca the airway narr~~i~g worsens when the pollution concentration 
1ncreases in the laboratory, it is likely that added pollution in 
the e~vironment (e.g., incineration) wi11 cause added airway 
narrow1n~ fo~ those exposed to the incinerator smoke as well. 

•,; It 1s l1kely that other contaminants from the incinerator 
(e.g., lead, cadmium) will have specific toxic effects as well. 

· MARC H. LAVIETES, MD IS PAST PRESIDENT OF THE NJ 
THORACIC SOCIETY AND A PROFESSOR OF PULMONARY MEDICINE 
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1400 TON PER DAY CAP~EN FACILITY 
'Ert.r-:ISIONS ESTit•:A.TED BY THE STATE 

. . OF NEW JERSEY BUREAU OF ENGINEERING 
AND REGULATORY DEVELOT'f•:ENT · 

Notea The Morris County incinerator facility would be 
1)00 ton per day facility. 

CONTAt.~INATE 

Partic~late matter 
Suli'ur di~x~d~· '· 

ANNUAL TONNAGE 

\ 

Hydrogen chioride 
Carbon monoxide 

· · Nitrogen oxides .• 

Sulfuric. ae"id . · · 
Non:~!~~ane hydrocarbons 
Dioxins ( less than 1.0 millionth 

of a gram vill kill a 
guinea pig : ) 

Hydro~en florides 

74 
.s6e 
291 
252 

1239 
4J 
49 

.OJ08 pounds 

6.2 

ANNUAL POUNDS 
Lead 2740 
l\.ercury 2560 
Arsenic 18 " 
Cadmium 116 
Nickel 594 
Chromium 710 
TOTAL HEA,VY t•-:ETALS 67J8 

TESTED 
annually 
continuously 
annually 
continuously 

• 
every s ·yrs 
c.Qntinuously 
every S yrs 

every 5 yrs 

every S·, YrtS .. 
.. 
.. 
.. 
.. 

Note: : .. aximum fallout occurs at about one kilometer from site. 

Conc~rned Citizens of Boonton, Inc. 

=-' .• 
. . · ............ . 
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Report by: Dr. Arthur Nusbaum - for Mayors C. Johnson, 

Mount Olive Township, and c. Dawson, Roxburx Township 

August 23, 1989 Board of Freeholder Meeting, Morristown, N.J. 
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On a continued basis, this Board of Chosen Freeholders 

other than Mr. Hyland and Sawka, tells the public that Mass 

Burn Incineration of garbage for the next 20 years is the 

only proven'technology available to handle the solid waste 

problem; 

-a technology proven and used elsewhere for many years. 

-a technology which uses the pollution control devices 

for safety. 

-a technology that is used safely in Europe. 

You have asked the citizens in Morris County to accept 

garbage incineration with the same confidence the Europeans 

seem to have; touting their track record, giving a false 

sense of credibility - if they are using a technique for many 

years, it must be good, tried and proven. 

Major flaws exist in all of your above arguments for 

incineration, as the European role model is in serious trouble. 

Here is a Video tape of the New Jersey Network News 

Show: European Journal, (33-89) 1aired last Sunday, 8-20-89; 

as well, here is a copy of "Waste Not - The Weekly Reporter" 

for rational resource management by Dr. Paul Connet. - # 61. 

June 29, 1989.2 

Both report a major dioxin contamination in the Netherlands 

of farm products; milk and meat, resulting from solid waste 

incineration of garbage. 

Highly industrialized Holland already uses garbage 



, 
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incinerators for years, but their experience is not reassuring. 

To quote Waste Not: 

"A.P."The Government has banned the sales of milk and meat 

products from the farms near two large waste incinerators 

after foodstuffs from the farms were found to be contaminated 

by dioxin. The aecision was announced in a letter to Parliament 

late ~riday (7-14-89) and follows tests showing that the milk 

contained three times the amount of dioxin considered normal, 

according to George Dankmeyer, a health ministry spokesman." 

"Dioxin is a highly toxic chemical contaminant that can -

be released into the atmosphere as a by-product of waste 

combustion." 

The European Journal calls dioxin a dangerous carcinogenic 

pollutant. 

Reporter Beth Toretar tells how the Dutch incinerator 

smokestacks pollute the air, with carcinogenic dioxin, the 

air coats the grass, and the cows eating the grass bio-accumulate 

dioxins. 

The Dutch farmers are mad, and want the Government to 

buy their farms so they can move elsewhere. The government 

is buying up the contaminated milk that no one dares to 

drink, the contaminated cows are wearing I.D. tags and 

Dutch children keep drin~ing other milk that is supposed to 

be safe. 

The Netherlands government has directed the incinerators 

to cut down the carcinogenic dioxin in amounts, but experts 

say the technology dosen't exist to do this. Mr. Ger Nales 
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waste plant director reports, "we can b~ild a better 

incinerator but we can't build at this moment the incinerator 

they (government) want with limits they are talking now about. 

Beth Toretor reports state "we must figure out how 

to get rid of garbage without poisoning their environment -
\ 

a problem shared also by the U.S." 

In New Jersey the State requires testing smokestack 

emissions for dioxin levels every five years. 

If a mass burn incinerator is built in Roxbury and 

dioxin is tested only every five years: 

- Will Morris County and sister counties, Warren and Sussex, also 

bio-accumulate dioxin in their grass, plant life, water and 

environment? 

- Will farmers and home gardeners be told their produce, livestock, 

or vegetables will not be safe in years to come? 

- Will the large herds of wild deer and other wildlife dependant 

on plants, grass,trees and water in the area become con-

taminated-will hunters be told not to consume the meat from 

these areas? 

- Will fish and waterlife in nearby Budd Lake, Lake Hopatcong, 

Drakes Brook, Turkey Brook, the Musconetcong River, etc. 

develop dioxin or he~vy metal poisons? If so, will fishermen 

be turned away? 

- If the Europeans are now having dioxin contamination problems 

from their incinerator pollution, how confident will this 
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Board of Freeholders be over the next 20 years that 

your incinerator will be any b~tter than those in Europe? 

' · 
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Report by Dr. Arthur Nusbaum. July 26, 1989 

To: Board of Chosen ?rceholders, Morristown, N.J. 

In news reports today we again were warned of ozone 

pollution in the Metropolitan New York Nort.hern New Jersey 

areas, with health risks when outdoors. In a news report 

by the Daily Record by Marla Cone, Knight Ridder Tribune 

on July 5th, 1989, "New evidence has emerged that smog might 
\ 

' 
inflict irreversible injury on people in pol~uted cities 

gradually crippling their .Lungs and poss i. b ly 1 r 1.ggering 

emphysemia ana chronic bronchitis. 

The na1.: i on' s top enviror~1r.er. ·:-: al sc ·t.entis+~s, in Anaheim 

last week to present f1ndlngs to their peers have found 

increasing s:i.gns th~. t ozone might scar human 1ur.gs parm-

) anently. Their experiments suggest that years of breathing 

polluted air could accelerate aging of lungs and eventually 

cause disease. "It's a quality-of-l~fe issue," said Dr. 

Morton Lippman of New York Unive=si t y, one of the nations's 

foremoEi: experts on heai. i b ~~ffecl s of a..:.r poll u<:~on. 

New Jersey was noted as exceeding asseptable ozone levels 

for 45 days in 1988, the most on record ••• "!f the iink 

between ozone poll.ution and permanent damage exists, scientists 

said, the consequences wou:d be euorr:,ous." 

"There isn't much doubt that ozone i s contri buting 

to the decl i.ne of t he lung," :>a:~ c1 Dr. Robert Pha .Len, direc~or 

of the Air Pollution Healch Effects Lnboratory at the 

·-,, o f Ca .~ 1 forn "-r:l * Irv _ rJ (~ . 
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One of the s~udies reported showed: •children's 

breathing low amounts of ozone in rural day camps in Western 

New Jersey suffered lung impairment that lasted for days 

or weeks. Some temporarily lost as much as 42\ of their 

lung function, which medical experts consider incapacitating. 

The ozone-less than 0.12 parts per million was about half 

the amount routinely found in Southern California. Children 
' often suffer temporary lung impairment from ozone with no 

pain or discomfort, so they do not know to stop exercising 

and let their lung recocver.• 

•The lungs of people breathing large amounts of ozone 

retain more toxic chemicals, such as asbestos, than do the 

lungs of people in cleaner areas.• 

••• •Doctors said air pollution is not just a vague 

health risk or the latest environmental scare.• 

••• •we have clear evidence of lung-function loss, which 

is largely reversible,• said Lippmann ••• •But maybe 1\ 

isn't reversible, and each time you're exposed, you lose 

another 1%. After a while, that builds up. It could 

mean a lot of people in trouble later in life.• 

As documented in my last two reports to this Boarde, 

the mass burn garbage incinerator, sited in Roxbury Twp., 

N.J. will be permitte5 to emit thousands of tons of pollutants 

which increase air pollution, ground level ozone (smog), 

acid rain and stratospheric ozone destruction, global warming, 

all compounding and worsening an already unacceptable air 

quality. 



' 

In a recen~ •Popular Science• article August 1989, 

p. 51 - 58 Arthur Fisher shows an inerrelated schematic 

that links different pollutants to acid rain, qround level smoq, 

global warming, stratospheric ozone destruction, etc1 Sulfur 

dioxide, hydrocarbons, oxides of nitrogen, carbon dioxide, 

carbon monoxide, and other pollutants will be qenerated by 

an incinera~or which can only enhance an unacceptable 
' 

situation. 

Within several miles of the incinerator, are thousands 

of residents, with many small children. Also within this 

1-2 mile zone are a summer day camp, a swim club, and a 

trailer park - camp ground, a nursery school, and various 

public schools. 

Question: With the current information regarding ozone 

pollution and it's damage to human health, what additional 

damage will a mass burn incinerator do to the residents of 

Roxbury, Mount Olive, Netcong, and surrounding areas? 

Question: If multi-thousands of children are. already exposed 

to air/ozone pollution in Morris County, will not mass burn 

incineration of 500,000 +/- tons of garbage a year increase 

their loss of lung function to a greater degree? 



Question: Will it be one, two, five, ••• more percent over 

twenty years? If it is even a fraction of a percent, than who 

willingly will opt for incineration? 

Question: Will the State of New Jersey D.E.P.E.H.I.S. 

answer the above and my previous questions, and if not will 

this Board consider hiring it's own medical and environmental 
' ' experts to address these key issues? 

• 

.. 
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-'-'! .... , ... _ ... :loading. the climate dice," says James E. Hansen. His testimony befo~e, 
., ' .committee last year capped more than 15 years of urgent warnings from cliriiatol­

ogists ~ho say m8.nkind is altering Earth's heat balance by loading the atmosphere _with 
ilicreasing ~ounts of carbon dioxide and other gases. The result: global warmi1ig-d~e .to · 
ai1 accelerated greenhouse effect. Politicians are finally beginning to take notice, sp~ed 
m: part by the deadly summer of '88. But has it taken too long to wake up to the-problem? 

r ·• , . • -~, 4.:1•;--.... ~ • · 

,,,,_.. _·. ... .... I of this series goes to the experts to assess the nature of the threat. Is it .re"al/ or is 
• • . • . . • ~ • • !,.. · ~ -· . ~ it~-- . -~ - - ,.,. 

_story just media hype? In coming months Part II will examine the little-told sCience 
b~!rind the greenhouse effect. Part ill will show what _we -~ do to slow the ch~~ge::~d 
__ , for the inevitable worldwide shifts in climate.-; - ~ .:- . : -, : : . _ ', - ~~~M-~! 

• :. . • · , ·. ,t:'_. 1 t •. '• l. • -
• By ARTHUR FISHER . _.:.:X:~';,~ , 
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diceJamee E. 
HanMn be.- in hie olllce are moet pe­
culiar. lt'a not juot that they're bic 

· -maybe four inches on a aide. They're 
aboo multicolored. One of them, he aa:r-, 
atande for Earth'a climate !'rom 1950 
to 1980. ,._ oCthe die' a racea ..... white, 
ror an averap aummer; two aidea are 
blue, for a colder-than-average aum· 
mer; and two aides are red, tor a hottel' 
than-averap aummer. Roll that die, 
and the odda on an averap, a colder, 
or a hotter nmmer are equal-one iD 
three. 

But the other die, repreMntinc the 
climate he pn>jecta ror the 1990a, haa 
rour red racea. Roll that die, and the 
odda on hotter-than-average aummen 
double. We are not only playinc dice 
with Earth'a climate, he ouaeete, but 
the dice are loaded. The reaaon: Man-

~ kind ia accelerating the greenhouae 
ell'ect in a dozen romplea W1t)'l, from I the buminir or roaail ruel• to .. u1. 

111U1c:hing. · 
Hanaen Ia the director of NASA'a 

Goddard laatitute for Space Science ! Studiea, headquartered at Columbia 
UniW!raity in New York City. It wu 
hia teetin>ocv before the Senate Energy 
and Natural Reoourcea Committee one 
:rear aco that jolted both the political 

I and acientifie communitte.. Tempen-
1 lure recordo going back 1 hundred 
• yean, he uicl, hiM! increued by obout I one degree F, and the warmeat five 

yean orthat century haw occurred ia 
! the 1980o. Hanoen aaid that he wu 
i 99 percent certain the abnormally high 

I clobal t.emperaturea or the ftrat five 
months of 1988 were due to human in· 
tenention producing an accumulation I olgreenhoUM gaaeo. 

""lt'a time to alop waffling• much," 
5 he announeed, .. and aaY that the evi­
i clence ia preUy strong that the creen-

1 houae effect ia here." 
Hansen's remarka had all the more 

impact becauae they en me in the midat 
of an ongoing spell of abnormal and 

1 eometirnee devnMt.atinK Wt~nther world­
"_,,. ... Th• riAv thnt hf• "'"'"'"· .June 2:1. 

99 degree• F. . And the remainder or 
the aummer left indelible mementoe: 
drought, heat--. flooda laee box, 
1988: A Summer to Remember). 

When the year ended, the Goddard 
temperature data were confinned and 
extended. In February ecienti!'lta at the 
Britiah Meteorolocical Office and the 
Univeraity of Eaot Anglia'o Climatic 
Reoean:h Unit reported that I 988 waa 
the world'• hotteat year aince reliable 
recordo bepn to be kept a I moot a hun­
dred yean ap. The Eaat Anglia group, 
like Goddard, monitora world climate 
year by year. They uae surface dat. 
cathered from thouaande of int.ema­
tionalotatioao on land and on ahi.- at 
oea. 

Moreover. the Britiah BCientiata uid. 
the ail hott.eet yean or the century all 
fell in the decade o( the 1980o. In • 
ocendinc order, they were 1988, 1987, 
1983, 1981, 1980, and 1986. The aver­
ace global temperature in 1988 wu 
0.612 degree F hither than the 1950 
to 1979 averap, which meteorolotPata 
UM u a bueliaelor comparioon. 

Were the otriking temperature 
pattema of the 'SO. and the tu­
multuoua climatic eventll of 

1988 in roct the reault or grecnhouae­
induced global warming' Or were they. 
u one acientiat joked, an "in(rared 
herring?" 

The anower ia: AI lt'a impoaoible to 
tell with completo certainty, and 8) It 
really doean't matLer. Whether it'a ~ 
aponaible for • liYen aummer or not . 
the 1reenhouH effect i1 a fact of 
Earth'o life. MOIIIocientiata agree thai 
continued 11obal warming ia inevita­
ble and the impliationa are ominous. 

Mankind oeemo to be faced with 
IIUCh an onslaught of environmental 
inoulte-ac:id rain, the ozone hole, toxic 
wute, deforeiltation, radon infiltration. 
cleeertificalion. pnt.icide runoff, radi~ 
active reeiduee-that a contempora~· 
Chicken Little could not really be 
faulted for ahoutin1 "the oky io fall­
ing." Yet none or these threat. com· 
..... with unchecked global wannin~ 
in the potential for draatic and perma · 
nent impadon Earth and the life the I 
thrives here. 

The gree"""'- elfect iolhe phenom­
enon that keep. our planet wann be-­
cauee of the heat~trapping ohility o l 
certain atmoepheric gasea, notably ear­
bon dioxide. methane, nilrot~ oxid~ 
and c:hlorofluorocarbonA. tTheee )8$: 

are tht• same chemic:oiH t.hut are '!~n -

~ 
("-... 

~ 
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· Earth'a~te iat'arlrom · 
·· stable. Climatic c:baDpa 

haw resulted from a COD-· ·. 

founding interplay of forces:- • 
i\'YlllrlllQ(IDB in· the sun's 811-' 

out:nut:'•continental: 
colliaions; wl~ · 

eruptions; an evolving · 
atmosphere being modified 

. ;(from oxygen-poor to oxy- · 
gen-rich, for example) by co-

. evolving life forma; even ... ' 
teroid impacts. . 

:· r Ice Ages seize the planet · 
~d then relinquish their 

·""'•=...-·grip in cycles determined by 
. periodic changes in Earth's 
· orbital motions-the Milan- · 

kovitch cycles (see diagram).· 
-For moat of the past 600 million years, 
-at least, Earth's' climate has been 
-milder than it ia now. Fosaila aC ancient 
alligators &om the Eocene, SO million 
years ago, have been found in arctic 
regions. wrhe f088il evidence shows the 

-·' polar regions were quite warm," says 
'-;-.. . · . ... Eric Barron, director of Penn State's 
~~;~~::;;: Earth System Science Center, "unless 
~i~~~~:- those alligators had fur." ' · - . · . -
:f~~~ ~~ . During the Cretaceous period, some 
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iDdeed difBcult enough to deal with. EveR the jJnbebilliy of hurricaael 
and other major ltorma will be en­

••Don't buy land in New Or- haDced by gJoba1 warming, some eli· 
•• leans," aaya John Mm;man ·matologiaia pndic:t. At the Climate 

•: oCthe Wooda Hole Oceano- Iutitute'a Second North American 
graphic Institution. -Low-lying citiea Conferace on Preparing for Climate 
like the Big Easy and Miami would be Change last December, James E. Han­
inundated by a three-foot rise, which sen said that a model of the effect& of 
some predict by 2050. U.S. cities on the warming on the oceans showed that in­
East and Gulf Coaata are especially - creued evaporation would generate 
vulnerable, because much of thoH more vigoroua convective currenta in 
c:oaat1in8a are ainking six to 
,eight inches a century. 
I The US. En~tal-~. 
Protection AprJq eetimatea .. -
. t a six-foot eea-leYel rill8 
,would destroy as _ much as 

- -~ percent of this country's 
-~ wetlarida, which are 
vitally important to the DUJ'-

. turing of fish and shellfish 
"papulation&. _A mere one-foot . 
,rill8 will erode 100 to 200 · 

'i £ feet oC beach front, wiping 
j ' Out~ barrier-~ com-
;-~~mumtiea that have built con-
: ~doe and hotels close to the 
~ it Oc:ean. With a rise of five _ 
~•.; feet, the EPA states, areas 
~ ~ in Charleston, S.C., that are­
~&'-now flooded. once in a cen-
~ ~- tury by ltorm surges will be 
· --_· tlooded every 10 years. 

Major cities the world over 
will face similar problema 

- -Bangkok and Venice are 
obvious examples. 

Ifby 2050 the Florida Keys 
"will no longer exist," in the 
words of Elton J. Gissen­
danner, past executive direc­
tor of the Florida Depart­
ment of Natural Resources, 
then around the world en­
tire nations may face major -
disruption or even near-or 
total extinction. One of them 
is Bangladesh, 80 percent of 
which is a vast river delta. 
John Milliman sees a worst 
case scenario for Bangladesh 
in which 38 million of ita 
inhabitants will be forced 
to relocate by 2100. By 2100 
in Egypt, up to 26 percent of habitable 
land could be under water. 

As for the Maldives, a tiny island 
nation made up of some 1,200 atolls 
with a maximum height of six feet­
they will simply disappear under a . 
seven-foot rise. And a storm surge after 
even a three-foot riM, says Maldivian 
President Maumoon Abdul Gayoom, 
would be "catastrophic and possibly 
fatal." 
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Top: Nimbu 5 and 7 ~atellite imqea 
of polar 11ea ice over a 15-year period -
1how a 1ignificant decline of 1ix per­
cent in maximum global --ice extent, 
corre1ponding to the world'• average 
temperature riM durinl tha& time. 

Bottom: Periodic variatioDI in 
Earth'• orbit and axial tOt, known aa 
the Milankovich cycle, re1ult in the 
Blow lhift of the equiDoz and solltice. 
One complete cycle taka 22,000 yean. 
It illinked to the periodicity of the 
Ice Age1. 

the atmoephere. The reault: atOrma 40 
to 50 percent more energetic than pree­
ent ones, with monster hurricanes hur­
ling winds of 225 mph.-

Ironically, with all this extra water 
will come more dry perioda in some re­
gions. By 2030, Hansen said, the odds 
for severe summer droughts in the mid­
dle and lower latitudes of Earth would 
rill8 to one in three, in' contrast to 
the 1 in 20 odds c:harai:teristi -of the 

19508. :'Wi -l?!!{. l•· ·· -
~ ·' An EPA:reportcprepared a for Congresa -to· aaaess poa- · 
li Bible impaCt. on four regions 
~ ·of the . United Statea-Cal­
s ifo~ the aouthern ·Great 

Plains, the Great Lakes, and 
the Southeast-forecast ma­
jor changes in our forests. 
In central Michigan, for ex­
ample, sugar maple and oak : 

! trees could be replaced by 
,passlanda. A University of 

i California at Santa Barbara 
~ study suggests that an in­
. creasingly dry and warm cli-
8 mate will nudge forests in 
~ eastern North America grad­
E ually northward. Spruce, 
g pine, and fir trees will aban-
1 don the upper Midwest for 

Canada. The head of the · · 
UCSB study, Daniel B. Bot- · 
kin, reported to the Amer­
ican Association for the 
Advancement of Science last 
January that "If the climate 
warms aa rspidly as current­
ly predicted, there will be vis­
ible and dramatic changes 
in U.S. forests within most 
of our lifetimes." 

Heat waves? Of course. 
Stephen Schneider 
uses the loaded-dice 

analogy that Hansen does, 
but with many more faces. 
"Let's think of a summer's 
climate as being the result 
of a roll of a pair of dice by 
nature," he says. "A:td let's 
assume there are 1,200 faces 

instead of twelve: warm ones, cool ones, 
wet ones, dry ones, and so on. If the 
world is going to warm up-and warm 
up rather suddenly and drastically, as 
most scientists believe-then that will 
have the effect of eraaing some of the 
cooler faces and replacing them with 
hotter ones. And we also may be replac­
ing wetter faces with drier ones, ac­
cording to some projections." 

The result ofloading the dice, Schnei-
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Earth, that lovely blue ball with its 
envelope of clouds and liquid water on 
iwsurface. The composition of its at­
mosphere giwsjust the needed green­
house effect. Not too cold, not too hot, 
Earth is just right-like the porridge 
Goldilocks finally ate. 

' 115o the greenhouse effect ex­
plains the climates of the 
three planets. It explains why 

Earth is equable for life. The only con­
troversy is whether small ilicrements in 
_the contents ofth~greenhouse gas en-

'..:. :, velope of Earth will make the climate 
.. · ;·" · one or five degrees warmer, whether a 

:ir,~~:~ giwn inc:reaae is going to take twenty 
":"-".~.;" years or 120 years, whether it's going 
~~~;:' to get drier in Iowa or hotter in India­
-and ultimately, what to do abo~t i~" 
. ~. i • The reason for large uncertainties 
··•· · · · ';,~,~- ·~pinning down both the time scale 

\· ' and the precise nature of climate 
~-·· :." . changes for specific regions of the world 

-- . ' is that global climate models are not . 
refined enough, and the computers 

. they run on are not powerful enough, 
to cope with the hideous complexities 
of tht! problem. Nor have researchers 
been acquiring enough data, especially 
from the,pceans, to fine tune the mod-

.. . . els, which now can only give crude ap-
1 · :_:.i..;q.1~.' proximations of a monstrously complex . 
;:·~:~_:,.: .. global system. 
Iii :~.~~:;. ..'We are working" says ,,.,,_.:~~ ~;.-.. , 
: :yr·<f ·- Schneider, "with some pretty 
::~: •. ~. ;.·/ .. ' cloudy crystal balls." 
· · · Cloudy or not, the climate 

models and most modelers 
agree on the overall impact 
of the greenhouse effect. · 
There is no way to reverse the 
effects of adding greenhouse 
gases to the atmosphere. But 
there are ways to slow the 
pace of atmospheric change, 
including changes in the way 
societY generates and expends 
energy. Last February, for ex-

. ample, an international con­
ference on global warming 

· held in India recommended a 
tax on gasoline and other fos· 

· ail fuels in Western coun• 
tries, which are the major 
users of non-renewable en­
ergy resources. 

Controlling the rampant 
destruction of tropical forests 

. ?in the Third World to provide 
grazing land for cattle would . 
also be helpful: That practice 
spews carbon dioxide into the 
atmosphere when the trees 
are burned; eliminates there-
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moval of carbon dil)xide from the at- "There's not going to be a bell U\at 
mosphere by those self-881lle trees; and rings and announcee ·greenhouse de­
multiplies the generation of methane Wcted,' " says Schneider. 
(in the digestive systems of cowal, The . , One sample of the growing con.'len· 
other side of that coin is to plant more, ws came from a major international 
trees-lots more. (These is&UM will c:onference held in July 1988 in Toronto 
be discussed in Parts ll and W of this called -rile Changing Atmosphere: 1m-
series.) plicationa for Global Security." 

U.S. lawmakers have already begun Its closing statement read, in part: 
to press for some remedial meaaures. "Humanity is conducting an unin- · 
In February a bill entitled "Global tended; globally pervasive,experiment 
Warming Prevention Act of 1989" was whose ultimate consequences could 
introduced in the House of Represent- be second only to a global nuclear 
atives by Claudine Schneider and 50 war. The Earth's atmosphere is being 
cosigners. It was similar in many waya changed at an unprecedented rate by 
to earlier bills proposed by Senators . pollutanta resulting from human ac­
Timothy Wirth and Albert Gore. call- - tivities, inefficient and waateful use of 
ing for, among other things, a 20-per- fouil fuels, and the etl'ecta of rapid pop­
cent cut in carbon dioxide concentra- ulation growth in many regions. These 
tiona by the year 2000, elimination of changes represent a major threat." 
CFC production within five to seven This-May, another international 
years, tax incentives for fuel-efficient gathering of government officials, sci­
cars, hundreds of millions of research entists, and industry representatives 
dollars for renewable energy resources, -called the "Forum on Global Change 
and increased U.S. support for family and our Common Future" -was held 
planning services in Third World in Washington, D.C. It was sponsored 
countries. by the National Academy of Sciences, 

tever the options, there is a 
growing sense of urgency about 
doing something now, not wait­

ing for another 10 years or so for "con­
crete proof' that \ve may be wreaking 
irremediable harm on our planet. . 

Smithsonian Institution, the Amer-
. ican Association for the Advancement 

of Science, and Sigma Xi. In a keynote 
address, Norway's Prime Minister, 
Gro Harlem Brundtland, said, "The 
threats to the global climate prove that 
if everyone does as he pleases in the 

short nm, we will all be losers 
in the long run. We need to 
develop a more global mental­
ity in charting a course to­
ward the future, and we need 
sound scientific advice and 
firm political and institution­
al leadership." 

And in a poignant letter 
last August to the British 
journal Nature, F. Kenneth 
Hare, chairman of the Cli­
matic Planning Board of Can­
ada, warned that there will 
DeYer be proof abaolute enough 
to persuade every doubter that 
a buildup of greenhouse gases 
is directly responsible for 
global warming. But as a sci­
entist and adviser to his gov­
ernment, he wrote, "'can and 
do tell them that they should 
base their environmental 
planning on the assumption 
that the greenhouse warming 
will continue and accelerate. 
There will always be conser· 
vatives who decline to go this 
far. At the age of sixty-nine 
I can no longer afford to bt: 
conservative." III 

MALCOlM WELLS 

5iYX 
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NEW JERSEY STATEWIDE SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER 

On June 23, 1988 the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
formally designated the Fifteen Basin Aquifer Systems of 
North-Western New Jersey as a federal Sole Source Aquifer Area. 

The Fifteen Basin Aquifer System, called the New Jersey 
Statewide Sole Source Aquifer Area, covers approximately 1,735 
square miles and includes all of Warren County and portions of 
Sussex, Passaic, Morris, Middlesex, Hunterdon, Mercer and 
Somerset Counties. These Aquifer systems supply 49.3 million 
gallons per day of drinking water to about 493, 102 people 
residing in 109 municipalities. Within this Aquifer Area 86% of 
the population obtain their drinking water from ground water 
sources: 

46% served by public water systems 
54% served by domestic wells 

The Sole Source Basin Area is comprised of thin glacial 
deposits and fractured bedrock with a depth to ground water of 
0 to 25 feet. The New Jersey Geological Survey Office has 
further classified this sole source aquifer region as one of high 
vulnerability to surface water contamination. 
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NJ SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER PETITION 
PETITION, RECHARGE AND STREAMFLOW SOURCE 

AREA BOUNDA·RIES (EXHIBIT A) 
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Electric Power. The candidate site Js bisected 1n a north-south 

direction by a J. C . P. &L. pole line containing 230 kv and 34. 5 

transmission lines. This line Js located 1n an easement which 

generally follows the former rail line right-of-way. In addition, 

another J. C. P. &L. corridor with two 230 kv transmission lines is 

located !nunediately north o£ the candidate site. Jersey Central 

Power and Light has tentatively indicated that the interconnection 

with the Facility would occur on-site lrrunediately adjacent to the 

existing easement using either the 34.5 kv or 230 kv lines. 

3 . 3 MT. OLIVE SITE (SITE 12) 

3. 3. 1 Location 

The site known as the Mt. Olive site in this report refers to a parcel of 

land !nunediately east o£ the existing MCTS Inc. transfer station on Gold Mine 

Road in Mt. Olive Township about 0.6 miles south o£ Interstate 80 and .5 miles 

west of Route 206 (See Fig. 10) . Speclf1cally 1 the site being considered is 

known as Lot 2 of Block 14 of the Mt. Olive Township Tax Map as revised by a 

minor subdivision in 1987 . As shown on Figure 3-11 1 this property 

encompasses 30. 0 acres and has direct £ron tage on a portion of Gold Mine Road 

that is privately owned. 

This site was referred to as Site 12 in the Preliminary Site Suitability 

Evaluation Report prepared by the Morris County Municipal Utilities Authority . 

The MCMUA report described the site as the property on which the existing 

transfer station is located at the corner of Gold Mine and Netcong-Flander Road 

as well as additional parcels to the east and to the west. At the request of 

the Authority 1 consideration was given to converting and expanding the 

existing transfer station into a resource recovery facUlty but It was 

determined that the existing design is not amenable to use for a resource 

recovery facUlty. However, the transfer station could be included within an 

integrated solid waste facilltles complex if the parcel to the east was 

selected as the FacUlty site. 
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The property to the west of the transfer station across Netcong-Flanders 

Q.)Road 1s presently utilized by a rock crushing and asphalt plan operation and 
•. __ , .. · 

has been previously disturbed by land mining and disposal operations. 

Although this parcel was mentioned in the MCMUA report, It is considered less 

suitable than the parcel east of the transfer station because of the 

confllctJng land use, the disturbed character, and the presence of extensive 

wetlands. For these reasons, It was decJded by the MCMUA staff and Its 

consultants that the candidate site in this area of Mt. Ollve Township worthy 

of consideration for the Facility Is the parcel Jnunediately east of the 

existing transfer station. 

3.3.2 Site Use 

The Mt. Ollve site is presently used intermittently as a rock quarry by 

ESC Corporation of Landing, New Jersey, the owner of the property. Rock 

excavated from the site Is transported down Gold Mine Road for processing at 

the rock crushing operation. The resultant landscape Is typical of quarry · 

operations with scattered rock debris at the base of the excavation and a near 

( vertical rock face at the llmlt of rock removal operations. The disturbed area 

north of the rock face encompasses approximately 14.7 acres of the 30 acre 

site. An additional 4. 1 acres on the western portion of the site has been 

graded and stabilized. The remaining southern portion of the property has not 

been disturbed recently and contains a hardwood forest (11.3 acres). 

The site does not contain any permanent structures nor is there any 

evidence of any prior structures. 

The rock quarrying operation was the subject of consolldated legal actions 

between ESC Corporation and the Township of Mt. Olive ·which resulted in a 

final judgement order dated June 11, 1986. The order required that the 

property owners prepare a reclama tlon plan which allows the company to remove 

a certain amount of additional rock in sequential sections provided that each 

section is inunedlately reclaimed after the completion of the rock excavation. 

Since the required reclamation plan for the site has not been submitted, no 

further quarrying or excavatlon is presently occurring on this site. The 

judgement also requires the removal of rock crushing equipment on another 
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property (Lot 15) on Gold MJne Road upon the completion quarrying operations 

Jn accordance with terms of the judgement. _The terms and conditions of the 

fJnal judgement are binding upon the owners and any successors or assigns. 

Therefore, the site retains slgni£icant mining and quarrying. capablllties 

provided that these activities are conducted in an acceptable manner. 

3.3.3 Existing Land Use 

The Mt. Olive site is bordered on the north (across Gold Mine Road) and 

south by vacant land. The parcel immediately east of the candidate site is 

occupied by A. E. T. S. , a hazardous waste transporter; and the property 

immediately west of the site Is utilized by a solid waste transfer station 

operated by MCTS Inc. 

The existing and prior land use along Gold Mine Road can generally be 

characterized as industrial in nature and includes, or has included, solid 

waste disposal and transfer facilities, land mining operations, construction 

material supply industries, and light industrial development. 

The eastern segment of Gold Mine Road contains an existing industrial 

park with several light industrial enterprises including a hazardous waste 

transporter, a paper company, and a building materials supply company. This 

industrial park is fully developed to the Roxbury Township boundary along 

Gold Mine Road but could be expanded along the Intersecting Eden Lane. 

The segment of Gold Mine Road east of Netcong-Flanders Road to the Mt. 

Olive Township line contains the solid waste transfer station and the candidate 

site. The transfer station is one of two such stations constructed in 1988 to 

handle the transference o£ Morris County's soUd waste for transportation to 

distant landfills in Pennsylvania for ultimate disposal. The transfer stations 

are expected to handle the County's waste for a minimum o£ five (5) years at 

which time their ultimate use will depend on the County's solid waste 

management plan. This segment o£ Gold Mine Road has also been the location 

of extensive sand and gravel excavation operations as well as rock quarrying 

activities. 
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ConstructJon material supply industries are located on the southern side 

(-:-~o£ Gold Mine Road Jnunediately west o£ Netcong-Flanders Road. These 

operations include an asphalt plant, a rock crushing plant, and a concrete 

plant. As noted previously, this area also includes previous land mining areas. 

The area to the northwest or the Netcong-Flanders intersection contains an 

inactive landfill known as Combe Fill North. This landfill provided for solid 

waste disposal for the 1966-81 period and is now part or a remedial action plan 

which will result 1n Jts proper closure. 

There are no residential structures along Gold Mine Road ln the immediate 

vicinity o£ the candidate site. The most proximate residential development is 

a strip pattern o£ single family dwellings fronting on Netcong- Flanders Road 

due west or the candidate site. The closest dwelling is approximately 400 feet 

from the site's western boundary. 

3. 3.4 Zoning 

The Mt. Olive site is situated within the LI (Light Industrial) zoning 

district of the Township of Mt. Olive. This district also regulates 

development on the parcels hrunedlately north (across Gold Mine Road), east, 

and west o£ the candidate site. The R-1 (Residential) zoning district 

regulates development hnmedlately south o£ the site. 

According to the Township Zoning Ordinance, the purpose of the Light 

Industrial zoning district is to recognize "the need for employment centers 

while orienting the uses to major highways Cor ease o£ access". The types o£ 

permitted uses within this district include office buildings, final assembly 

plants, research laboratories, utlllties, airports, and motels. Residential 

development Is not listed as a permitted use in the LI district. 

The purpose o£ the R-I zoning district is to "provide for low density 

single family detached development" with clustering permUted In areas which 

have sanitary sewer and public water. The intensity o£ residential development 

is llmlted to a maximum o£ one unit per acre. If the clustering option is 

\ ____ exercised, the overall intensity is not permitted to exceed the number of units 
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which would be permitted on the "basis of a conventJonal layout using one acre 

lots". 

The Township Zoning OrdJnance also contains per£onnance standards which 

are intended to control all land uses in the Township, particularly Industrial 

land ,uses. These standards include the following: 

• 

• 

No use shall emit heat, odor, vibrations, noJse or any other 

pollutant Jnto the ground, water, or air that exceeds the most 

stringent applicable state and federal regulations. 

No materials or wastes shall be deposited upon a lot 1n such form or 

manner that can be transferred o££ ·the lot. 

In addition to these general performance standards, the Township requires 

the preparation and approval o£ an Environmental Impact Report for every major 

site plan application. 

The adjacent zoning in Rockaway Township is B-2 (Highway Business) 

along Gold Mine Road and OR-5 (0££1ce Research) along Eden Lane. These 

zoning districts permit various types o£ commercial and light industrial 

development o£ slmllar or greater intensity to that stipulated In Mt. Olive 

Township. 

3. 3. 5 Proposed Development 

There are several active residential development proposals in this general 

area of Mt. Olive Township according to Township officials. However, most o£ 

these proposals are more than 1/2 mile from the candidate site boundaries. 

In the Jmmediate vicinity of the candidate site, the only active 

development proposal is a 26 unit single £amlly detached development on the 

property abutting the candidate site to the south within the R-1 (Residential) 

zoning district. This proposal has not yet received municipal approval but Is 
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Jn the early stages of the development review process. Most or this r.-.. 
--~~~) low-density development (1 acre minimum lot size) would be on the south side 

i 
\ 

of the ridge above the candidate site, if' it was to be approved and 

constructed. 

~lthin a one mile radius of the candidate site, the most slgnlricant 

development proposals are a 15 unit single family development under 

construction on Drakesdale Road (4000 feet south of site), a 12 unit single 

family development proposal Just north or Interstate 80 ( 4000 feet north of 

site) presently being reviewed by the Township, and a 418 unit mixed 

townhouse development of£ of Gold Mine Road (5000 feet west o£ site) which is 

Jn the _prellm!nary stages or the development review process. In addition, a 90 

unit single family subdivision has also been proposed about 3000 feet west o£ 

the candidate site but presently is inactive. 

In addition to these proposals, there is an active office development 

project in Roxbury Township of£ Eden Lane which is discussed under the 

Roxbury site description. In addition, there Is an active development proposal 

by Eden Lane Associates to construct offlce/warehouse structures off Eden Lane 

b1t in Mt. Olive Township. 

3. 3. 6 Sensitive Receptors 

Based on aerial photography and land use data, it is estimated that only 

21 exciting residential structures are within 1/2 mile of the candidate site 

limits. No other sensitive receptors were identified within this study area. 

3. 3. 7 Cultural Resources 

The only structure identified in the County cultural resource survey near 

the Mt. Olive candidate site is the Wolfe homestead located at the corner of 

Netcong-Flanders Road and Gold Mine Road. This homestead is dominated by a 

Colonial Revival structure (1917) which has been sfgnlflcantly altered and 

compromised by the use of modern siding materials. A one-story stone 

structure adjacent to the principal structure was formerly an lee house for the 
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fannstead. In addition, a stone and stucco barn located on the west side of 

Netcong-Flanders Road is a significant remaining feature of the Wolfe fann. 

According to the County survey, this site has "some historic significance 

as one of Mt. Olive's many old farmsteads, but Its setting and architectural 

integrity do not reflect the period of Importance for the property." The 

significance of this site bas been further reduced by the development of the 

Mt. Olive transfer station literally in the backyard of this homestead. 

3.3.8 Geology 

The candidate site lies entirely within the outcrop area of the Byram 

Gneiss which has been exposed over much of the site by quarrying activities. 

Site dr1111ng operations determined that the bedrock consists of dark gray 

coarse grained crystalline granodolnte or granite gneiss of quartz, feldspar 

and hornblende composition. 

On-site investigations also indicated the presence of a thin layer of 

glacial till within the undisturbed or reclaimed portions of the site. This 

glacial till overburden may be part of the Terminal Moraine which marks the 

southernmost advance of the Wisconsin epoch fee sheet. It is typically 

composed of a mixture o£ clay, sands, gravel, cobbles, and boulders o£ various 

origins and composition deposited by the lee flow in an unsorted manner. The 

thin mantle o£ glacial till ranged from 1-8 feet on the western part o£ the 

candidate site. 

3.3.9 Topography 

The candidate site in Mt. Olive Township Is located ·within the Highlands 

physiographic province. The topography of the area ranges from moderate to 

fairly steep hllls and ridges separated by filled valleys. Regional elevations 

range from 1000 feet at the Intersection of Route 80 and 206 to a peak of over 

1220 at the summit of Mt. Olive about 5000 feet south-southwest o£ the 

candidate site. 
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The site is located on the north side of a hill wh.lch has experienced 
~ 
. ··0lextensive quarrying. The elevation of the site ranges from 1170 at the 
-··- .;.· 
· southerly site lbnit down to 1080 ln the northeastern corner of the sJte. An 

overexcavated area 1n the northwestern portion of the site also has a bottom 

elevation of 1080 or below. Because of the previous quarrying activities, the 

exlst~g site topography consists of a severe transition between a floor 

elevation at the bottom of the excavation to the original elevation of the 

undisturbed property along the ~outhern portion o£ the site. The extent of 

quarry operations Js represented by a near vertical rock face of up to 70 feet 

in height, although the exposed rock occasionally sloughs off into the rock 

piles at the toe of the face. The disturbed portion of the site consists of 

piles of previously excavated rock on a reasonably flat floor elevation of 

approximately 1080. 

The site topography is less severe on the western portion of the site 

which has been partially reclaimed. This section of the site has a moderate 

slope (6-9%) down to a flat area at elevation 1089 immediately adjacent to the 

overexcavated area of approximately 2.1 acres with a bottom elevation of 1080 

and below. This overexcavated area is presently holding water for much of the 

year. 

3. 3 .10 Soil Conditions 

The Morris County Soil Survey classified the portion of the candidate site 

within 400 feet of the existing alignment of Gold Mine Road as Rockaway soils. 

The western portion of this section was mapped as Rockaway extremely stony 

sandy loam (RrD) and the eastern portion was included within Rockaway 

gravelly sandy loam (RoC). These soils are characterized as deep, well 

drained and moderately well drained soils on uplands wJth a moderately 

developed fragipan. They were formed in sandy loam glacial till containing 

various kinds of rock but mostly granitic material. 

However 1 this soil survey was conducted prior to the extensive rock 

quarrying operation which has exposed the underlying granite gneiss bedrock 

over much of the site. In particular 1 the northeastern portion of the site 

which was mapped as Rockaway gravelly sand loam (RoC) Is essentially devoid 
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of soll at thls tJme. Nonetheless, thls soll type remains an accurate 

depletion of the lands across Gold Mfne Road. 

The northwestern portion of the candidate site near the transfer station 

does have reclaimed solls particularly on the slope near the overex·cavated 

basin. These solls appear to be simllar to those mapped durJng the SCS 

survey with a large percentage of coarse fragments. However, the rraglpan 

may have been removed by prior excavation In much or this area. 

The undisturbed portion of the site above the excavated area has been 

class1£1ed as Parker-Edneyville extremely stony sandy loams (PeC) . ThJs 

classification refers to a soU complex consisting or 50-75 percent Parker 

soils and 25-50 percent Edneyville soils. These soils contain a large 

percentage of gravel, cobble, stones, and boulders. These soils are 

excessively drained and are difficult to work because or the abundance of 

coarse fragments and boulders. Bedrock is usually at a depth of 6 t~ 10 feet 

or more but construction activities are also constrained by the stony surficial 

soil conditions. 

3. 3 .11 Geotechnical Conditions 

A preliminary geotechnical investigation was conducted on the Mt. Olive 

site in March 1989. The purpose of this Investigation was to provide 

preliminary information about subsurface conditions subject to a more detailed 

evaluation after the Facllity site is selected. The results of the preliminary 

investigation are summarized here and described more ftally in the report 

contained in Appendix B. 

Five test borings were installed on this candidate site. As a result of 

the quarrying operations in the central portions of the site, intact bedrock 

was encountered near the ground surface in the three borings located in this 

area. Glacial till overburden soils underlain by weathered to Intact bedrock 

were encountered as the surficial materials in the nonquarried or reclaimed 

portions of the site. These materials consist of fine coarse grained sand, 

weathered rock fragments, gravel, and pebbles. The soils ranged in depth 
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from 1 to 8. 5 feet m these borings and were generally present ln a dense 
~ 

.:.:~ticondltlon based on Standard Penetration Resistance (SPR) values . . ,.-:· 

Highly weathered bedrock was encountered under the overburden soils at 

one o£ the bormg locations outside of the quarried area. This material 

consists of soft to hard rock fragments which were partially to totally 

friable. A core barrel was used to drill and sample these materials beyond the 

depth o£ auger refusal. The material was determined to be of poor quallty and 

was washed away by the circulating coring water. The thickness of the 

decomposed rock evident m this boring was approximately 24 feet. Based on 

the location of this boring, it is belleved that the decomposed bedrock exists 

in the nonquarried portions of the site at higher ground surface elevations. 

Intact metamorphic bedrock was encountered within the depth o£ 

exploration of all the test borings. Within the quarried areas of the site, 

intact bedrock was encountered within 1 foot o£ the ground surface. In the 

nonquarried or reclaimed portions of the site, intact bedrock underlies the 

overburden soils and weathered bedrock. The bedrock consists of dark gray 
~7.2~ 
.:I£_; coarse grained crystalline granodointe or granite gneiss of quarty, feldspar, 
-V 

......... 

and hornblende composition. The rock was generally observed to be hard to 

very hard with fracture surfaces approximately at 45° to horizontal. Based on 

the coring and sampling program, it was determined that the bedrock is sound, 

hard, intact, competent material. 

The groundwater table within the quarried area exists within the intact 

bedrock at approximate depths o£ 4 to 7 feet below the ground surface and 

approximate elevations ranging between 1073 and 1076 MSL. Within the 

nonquarrled or reclaimed area, the groundwater table generally follows the site 

topography increasing from approximate elevation 1076 (9'1" depth) near the 

overexcavated area to approximate elevation 1086 (27'4" depth). 

Preliminary geotechnical conclusions and recommendations were derived 

from this site drlll1ng program. Based on the subsurface condltlons 

encountered, it appears that the varlo~s structures and equipment of the 

proposed facility may be safely supported on a shallow foundation system 

consisting of concrete spread and wall footings and/or mat foundations. For 
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structures located within the quarried area, it appears that shallow 

foundations bearing within the intact bedrock could be safely designed £or an 

allowable bearing pressure on the order of 10 to 20 tons per square root. The 

size of the foundation units would be controlled by minimum dimension 

requirements rather than allowable bearing pressure criteria. 

I£ structures are located within the nonquarried or reclaimed portion or 

the site, a shallow foundation system would again be a suitable foundation 

alternative. However, the allowable bearing pressure will be considerably 

lower for foundation elements which bear within the glacial till or weathered 

bedrock materials. It appears that these materials may safely support loadings 

o£. between 3000 and 6000 ps£ depending on the bearing elevation. I£ the 

shallow foundations extend to depths corresponding to rock of the quality found 

within the quarried area, then the allowable bearing pressure referred to for 

the quarried area would apply to this area. 

The near vertical rock £ace located south of the quarried area represents 

a serious slope stability concern. Some form of slope stabilization will be 

necessary to protect Facility structures from rockslides. It is anticipated 

that the most feasible alternative would be to cut back the rock face to a safe 

working slope. A steeper slope could be employed if the rock face slope was 

terraced. The formulation of a stabilization alternative must be part of a 

detailed geotechnical investigation for the Facility 1£ it is located within 

the quarried area. 

Deep excavations within the quarried and nonquarried portions of the site 

should encounter groundwater. Most likely, excavations required for 

construction will require installation of a temporary dewatering system. Water 

from the excavated area probably would be removed by constructing sumps at 

low points from which it could be pumped for suitable disposal. In addition, a 

permanent dewatering system would also be required or the floor 

slab/foundation mats would need to be sized for hydrostatic uplift pressures. 

Mass excavation of the overburden soils is expected to be difficult due to 

the generally dense to very dense condition of these materials as well as the 

presumed presence of large rocks and boulders in areas which have not been 
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previously disturbed. Excavations within the decomposed rock materials will 

~bably be even more difficult than in the overburden soils. Heavy-duty 

f~pping and/or jackhammering equipment will most probably be required to 

remove these materials. Excavation within the quarried area of the site will 

encounter sound, intact bedrock. Therefore, blasting should be anticipated for 

removal of this material particularly for the refuse storage pit. The area of 

this excavation is expected to be about 200' x 60'. The depth of the 

excavation would depend on the elevation of the tipping floor but would be 

approximately 20-25 feet. 

3. 3.12 Groundwater Resources 

The primary source of groundwater in the vicinity of the candidate site is 

the metamorphic Precambrian bedrock (granitic gneiss). Groundwater within 

the Precambrian bedrock occurs within secondary openings (fractures, joints, 

and bedding planes). The size and extent of secondary openings varies 

widely, both arealy and with depth. The well yield of a bedrock water supply 

well is commonly related to the size, areal extent, and degree of 

/ · ·~rconnection of the fractures penetrated by the well. Therefore, the 
t -

\.ue-specific fracture system will determine yield and there is no apparent 

relationship between well yield and depth for wells drilled into this formation. 

A review of the registered wells within 1/2 mile of the candidate site was 

conducted for this study. Although numerous errors were evident in the 

locatlonal well data supplied to NJDEP, Figure 3-12 indicates the reported 

locations of registered wells. Available data for the important nearby wells 

is shown in Table 3-1. As the table shows, the depth of wells within the 

granitic bedrock ranges from 75-500 feet and the yields of the referenced wells 

range from 25-150 gallons per minute (GPM). The adjacent well recently 

Installed at the Morris County transfer station is 400 1 in depth and has an 

estimated yield of 70 GPM. 

Because of the tendency to draw from fractures, adjacent wells drilled 

into this formation have the potential of Interfering with each other. 

Consequently, whenever significant yields are needed from this aquifer, It is 

/ "Jropriate to conduct a constant - rate pumping test to determine well 
\, ___ . 
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WELL 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

~lf 
5. 

~~ 6. 
~ 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

Notes: 1. 
2. 
3. 

r-

OWNER YIELD 

Netcong Borough 250 GPM 

Doncar Inc. 55 GPM 

E. C. Thompson 30+ GPM 

Flanders Asphalt 150 GPM 

Redi-Crete Corp. 50 GPM 

Morris Co. Transfer St. 70 GPM 

S & M Developers 30 GPM 

Branford-Roxbury Corp. GO GPM 

Karl Meier 25 GPM 

Meier Stone 25 GPM 

Kendall Homes 30 GPM 

Roxbury Knolls 100 GPM 

TABLE 3-1 

LOCAL WELL DATA 
(25 GPM+) 

DATE DEPTH 

1968 83' 

1988 500' 

1970 74' 

1971 152' 

1972 75 1 

1987 4001 

1981 1251 

1965 220' 

1984 2481 

1987 1731 

1983 3651 

1965 135' 

DIAMETER AQUIFER 

12" Qtrn 

8" Byn 

6" Qtrn 

8" Byn 

6" N/A 

6" Byn 

6" N/A 

6" N/A 

6" Byn 

6" Byn 

6" Byn 

N/A N/A 

Well data and plotting based upon well records on flle In Bureau o£ Water Allocation, ALJD 
Aquifer Code: Byn - Byram Gneiss; Qtrn - Terminal Moraine 
Use Code: P-PubUc; 1-Industrlal; T-Test; D-Domestlc 

,..---. ;---"" ---, ~ ----. -, -­' 
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efficiency and well interference potential. The aquifer test would include a 

step drawdown test and a sustained_ yield test. The step drawdown test is 

performed to determine the· maximum pumping rate at which the sustained pump 

test wUl proceed. 

A step-drawdown aquifer test was conducted in the vicinity of this site Jn 

1988 by a private vendor (Whellabrator Environmental Systems Inc.) using a 

production well located about 1500 feet west of the site limits. The test 

utilized an existing production well (Suburban Paving) to drawdown the aquifer 

and existing adjacent monitoring and production wells to observe the zone of 

influence. Based on this test, it was preliminarily concluded that the 

production well may have a sustained yield of 120 GPM. However, a review of 

this test data for this study has revealed deficiencies In the test approach. 

Definitive conclusions regarding well e££1clency and interference potential can 

only be drawn after Implementation of a well designed aquifer test using a 

sustained yield procedures and at least three suitable on-site observation 

wells. If this site is selected, this testing procedure should be implemented 

early on in the project Implementation process to verify the presence of 

adequate groundwater. 

3. 3.13 Surface Water Resources 

The Mt. Ollve site is primarily located within the Musconetcong River 

drainage basin. The Musconetcong River is a major tributary to the Delaware 

River in northern New Jersey. The extreme southern portion of the site is 

located within the South Branch drainage basin of the Raritan River. 

On-site drainage is generally into the overexcavated area in the 

northwestern quadrant of the site which serves as a rete.ntion basin. 

Stormwater runoff in the northeastern portion of the site flows east across 

Gold Mine Road into an unnamed tributary to Willis Brook which is a tributary 

of the Musconetcong. The headwaters of Willis Brook are located about 2, 000 

feet north of the site. 
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The Musconetcong River from the Lake Hopatcong down to the Delaware 

8 River is class1Cied as FW-2 TM. The FW-2 designation Indicates that the River 
.. ::;:' 

and all its tributaries are fresh waters with designated uses of maintenance, 

migration, and propagation of natural and established biota; primary and 

secondary contact recreation; industrial and agricultural water supply; public 

potable water supply after proper treatment; and any other reasonable uses. 

The "TM" designation refers to "trout maintenance" and means that higher 

water quality standards apply to these waters to ensure that they are capable 

of supporting trout throughout the year or have hlgh potential for such use 

pending the correction of short-term environmental alterations. Specifically, 

these waters are to have higher dissolved oxygen levels and more stringent 

temperature change limitations. 

3. 3 .14 Flood Hazard Areas 

Because the Mt. Olive site is located within the headwaters of the 

Musconetcong basin, there are no flood hazard areas on-site. 

3. 3 .15 Wetlands 

A review of the site indicated that any wetlands on-site are located along 

the fringe of the overexcavated basin. Although this area is manmade, 

facultative vegetation is present despite the absence of significant soils. 

However, the area o£ potential wetlands is less than -} acre in area. 

3.3.16 Vegetation 

The Mt. Olive site is basically devoid of vegetation along Gold Mine Road 

as a result of the ongoing quarry operatJon. Even the portion of the site 

which has soU cover has not established a vegetative cover. The undisturbed 

southern portion of the site is considered a mature hardwood forest with red 

oak, sugar maple, and white ash as predominant species. 

'~---' 
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3.3.17 Habitat Value 

The disturbed portion o£ the site is o£ no value as a wlldllfe habitat 

except £or the overexcavated basin which occasionally attracts waterfowl. 

. The southern portion o£ the site is dominated by mature mixed oaks which 

could provide cover and habitat Cor wlldll£e species such as pheasant, rabbit, 

and other small game. 

3. 3.18 Access 

The Mt. Olive candidate site is located on the south side o£ Gold Mine 

Road about i mlle west o£ U.S. Route _206. Gold Mine Road is a forty-foot wide 

local road o£ variable quality which has a T .intersection with Route 206 Jn 

Roxbury Township about . 6 mlles south o£ Interstate 80. Although Gold Mine 

Road also intersects Netcong- Flanders Road about i mile west o£ the candidate 

site, all truck traffic to the site would utilize Route 206 to reach the site 

area. 
• 

The primary access route to the candidate site would be Interstate 80 west 

to Route 206 south and then right onto Gold Mine Road to the site. Route 206 

is a two-lane state highway which is classl£1ed as an Urban Minor Arterial. 

The secondary access route would be Route 10 to Route 46 to the Route 

206 intersection in Netcong and then south on 206 to Gold Mine Road. This 

route would be used by delivery vehicles from local communities as well as by 

trucks which cannot meet the Interstate highway weight restrictions. Routes 10 

and 46 are classified as Urban Principal Arterials under the functional 

classi£1cation system. 

The Gold Mine Road intersection with Route 206 is an unsignallzed 

Intersection which does not have dedicated left or right turn lanes in either 

direction. However, due to driver lnltla tlve, the Jn tersectlon usually 

operates as if there were such turn lanes. The sight distances at the 

intersection are good, particularly £rom elevated truck cabs. It Js estimated 
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at these sight distances are in excess of 500 feet in either dlrectJon which 
...... ~ 

:::::£:-:t recommended design standard for intersections on 50 mph highways. 

VIrtually all of the collection and transfer vehicles which would be 

tracted to the Facility will travel south on Route 206 and make a right turn 

.to Gold Mine Road. This pattern is true regardless o£ whether the primary 

nterstate} or secondary access route Is followed. The primary traffic 

ncern would be the left turns made by exiting trafflc onto Route 206. 

Trafrtc counts were conducted in February 1988 at the Gold Mine Road 

tersection after commencement of transfer station operations by consultants 

MCTS Inc. These counts indicated that 14,324 vehicles used this 

tersection between the hours of 7: 00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. o£ which 86\ was thru 

:l££1c on Route 206. Trucks accounted for 16\ o£ the total tra££1c traversing 

is intersection at the time of the traf£Jc inventory. The peak hour and 

Lily traffic count data Is shown in Figures 3-13 and 3-14. 

3. 3.19 Existing Utility Services 

• 
Water Supply. Mt. Olive Township has several community water systems 

but none of them are proximate to this candidate site nor Js there any 

water available from existing system. Therefore 1 the Facility would need 

to rely on wells installed on or near the site to meet its water 

requirements. 

Sewerage. The Mt. Olive candidate site Js not located within the 

existing service area of a public sewerage system. Consequently 1 the 

Facility would need to develop its own wastewater treatment system and 

would need to minimize the amount o£ wastewater requiring treatment 

through process water recovery design. 

Natural Gas. Natural gas is available from N.J. Natural Gas in the 

general vicinity of the candidate site. The utillty has Indicated that a 

6" line of medium pressure (60 psi rating) is located on Netcong-Flander 

road immediately west of the candidate site. It does not appear that this 
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.llne would be suitable to meet the Facility's auxiliary fuel requirements but a 

now study is needed to verify that conclusion. 

Electric Power. A 115 kv electric tra_nsmission llne owned by Jersey 

: Central Power and Light is located about 4,000 Ceet due south of the 

candidate site limit. The utility has indicated that Jt has intentions of 

upgrading all of its 115 kv lines to 230 kv. Any interconnection design 

would need to allow for this future upgrading of llne voltage. According 

to J. C. I. & L., the most likely interconnection location would be at the 

•Flanders" sub-station which is located at the intersection of 

Netcong-Flanders Road and the referenced transmission llne about 4, 400 

feet southwest of the Faclllty location on this candidate site. 

3.4 ROXBURY SITE (SITE 15) 

3.4 .1 Location 

The site, that is to be referred to as the Roxbury site, is located at the 

terminus of Eden Lane immediately adjacent to the Mt. Olive/Roxbury Township 

border (See Figure 3-15). The site's northern boundary Is located 

approximately 400 feet south of Gold Mine Road and the eastern site boundary 

is set back approximately 400 feet from Route 206. This site is in the 

immediate vicinity of the previously denoted Mt. Olive site which is· about 1000 

feet to the northwest of this site. 

For the purposes of evaluation, this site consists of a portion of Lot 15, 

Lot 15. 2, and Lot 15.3 of the Roxbury Township tax map as shown in Figure 

3-16. The total site area being studied encompasses approximately 28.3 acres. 

The specific Facility site limits will be described In Chapter 4 after 

examining site limitations. 

The Roxbury site was identified as Site 15 Jn the preliminary site 

evaluation report prepared by the MCMUA staff. This site was Identlf!ed by 

the MCMUA staff during the preliminary evaluation of the Mt. Olive site. 

Because the site Independently met the general criteria being used for site 

ldentlflcation, It was subsequently added to the preliminary sHe evaluation 
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and determined to be worthy of detailed evaluatJon. The parcels identilled as 

(?:) the site in the MCMUA report were lots 15. 2 and 15. 3. A 300 foot portion of 
. ,.._;..-

Lot 15 was added to these lots by the consultants to establish a study area of 

sufficient size and fiexJbillty. The additional area Is contiguous to the 

other parcels and under the same ownership. 

3. 4. 2 Site Use 

The Roxbury site is presently vacant land which exhibJts no evidence of 

active £arming or Jogging operation. The central portion o£ the site has been 

previously cleared and is presently considered an old field. 

The site is owned by ClareProp Inc. o£ Bridgewater, New Jersey. The 

owner's have submitted a preliminary site plan for an o£f1ce building on Lot 

15.3 and have prepared a concept plan for o£fice development o£ their entire 

land holdings between Eden Lane and Route 206. At this time, no approvals 

£or these development proposals have been issued by the Roxbury Township 

Planning Board. 

The site does not contain any permanent structures nor is there any 

evidence o£ any previous on-site structures. 

3.4.3 Existing Land Use 

The Roxbury site is bordered on the south and west by vacant woodland. 

The area inunediately to the north of the site is occupied by a small industrial 

park. The specific adjacent industrial enterprises are A. E. T. C., a hazardous 

wRste transportation company, Meier Stone, and a paper supply company. To 

the east of the site, there are a few existing residences, businesses and 

offices, £ronting on Route 206 including a gift shop and a real estate o£flce. 

A two-story o££1ce building is also located southeast or the candidate site on 

the southern portion o£ Lot 15.1 (Rudolph Research). 

As noted for the Mt. Olive site, the eastern segment o£ Gold Mine Road 

which will provide access to the site contains an existing Industrial park with 

· . several light industrial operations. The parcels along Gold Mine Road within 
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this industrial park are Cully developed and the Roxbury site represents the 

area of potentJal industrial and o££ice park expansion. 

Although the site is not adjacent to the existing transfer station, it is 

within an area that has, and ls, being used £or soUd waste handllng. In 

par~icular, Gold Mine Road was used £or access to Combe Fill North Landfill in 

the 1966-81 period, and is presently being used as the sole access route to the 

Mt. Ollve transfer station. The use of Gold Mine Road for access to the 

transfer station is expected to continue until at least the beginning of 1993. 

3.4.4 Zoning 

The Roxbury site is located within the OR-5 (Office Research) zoning 

district which also regulates parcels to the east and south of the candidate 

site. The area inunediately to the north of the candidate site, including the 

existing industrial park development on Gold Mine Road, ls within the B-2 

(Highway Business) zoning district. Lands to the west o£ the candidate site 

are within the Ll (Light Industrial) zoning district in Mt. Olive Township. 

Residential development is not a permitted use within any of the zoning 

districts contiguous to the Roxbury site. The most proximate residentially 

zoned land is the R -1 district in Mt. Olive Township over 1000 feet west of the 

site and Township boundary. 

The OR-5 zoning district is "designed for professional, executive, or 

administrative office purposes, sclentlflc or research laboratories, as well as 

industrial and manufacturing uses permitted in the I-5 Rnd 1-10 districts". 

The referenced Limited Industrial (I -5, I -10) zoning districts are designed for 

"all the business and Industrial uses permitted in the Township" provided that 

the intensity of operations conform to spec1£1ed performance standards. These 

performance standards include the following: 

• All operations involving fire and explosion hazards shall conform to 

Township Fire Prevention Code; 

• No emission of smoke, fumes, gas, dust, odors, or any other 

atmospheric pollutant beyond the site boundaries; 
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• No discharge of untreated effluent Into water bodJes; 

• No discernible vibration beyond the lnunediate site; 

• No noise emanating from the Industrial operation which will be 

audible beyond the site boundaries; 

• No direct or sky-re£lected glare at the site boundaries. 

Therefore, the Roxbury Township zoning regulations which govern the 

Roxbury candidate site and the surrounding area are expansive as to the type 

of permitted land use provided that the above performance standards are 

satisfied. 

It should be noted that the Roxbury Township zoning ordinance does list 

incinerators as a prohibited use to the extent that local zoning regulations 

can control this type of land use. 

3. 4. 5 Proposed Development 

There is an active proposal for office development on properties between 

Eden Lane and Route 206, including the candidate site. The overall conceptual 

plan for these properties proposes the construction of seven office buildings 

providing over 400,000 gross square feet of office space . 

The first phase of this proposed development plan would Involve the 

development of a 40,000 square foot building on Lot 15.3 at the end of the 

existing Eden Lane. This lot is within the candidate site, as described 

previously. The application for this Initial phase Is presently before the 

Roxbury Township Planning Board. 

There are no other major development proposals within Roxbury Township 

in the Immediate vicinity of the candidate site. The single famlly residential 

development proposal referred to in the Mt. Olive site description off 

Netcong-Flanders Road would be within 0.5 mlles of the site but would be well 

r separated from the candidate site by Industrially zoned property In Mt. Olive 

' 



TownshJp as well as vacant residentially zoned property. In addition, an 

o££ice/warehouse proposal by Eden Lane Associates was recently submitted to 

the Mt. Olive Township Planning Board. This proposed development would be 

located immediately west o£ the Township line and would gain access £rom the 

Eden Lane cul-de-sac. 

3. 4. 6 Sensitive Receptors 

Based on recent aerial photography, it has been estimated that there are 

7 4 residences within 0. 5 miles o£ the proposed Facil1ty site lbnits within the 

candidate site. 

No other sensitive receptors as the term is defined herein, were evident 

within 0. 5 miles o£ the candidate site. 

3. 4. 7 Cultural Resources 

The only two structures identified Jn the Cultural Resource Survey in the 

vicinity of the Roxbury candidate site are located east of Route 206 and are 

well removed £rom the proposed Facility location. 

The Squire Hilt's house (pre-1853) is located on the east side of Mooney 

Road at a bend in the road. This center hall structure is of frame 

construction, vernacular in style, and in good condition. 

The Meadow Lake Farm Homestead ( c .1800) is located on Conkling Road at 

the corner of Mooney Road. This structure is situated on a corner lot in a 

bend in the road with a fieldstone springhouse to the west. It is noteworthy 

because o£ its symmetrical wings flanging a 3-bay center block. The property 

was in poor condition at the time of the cultural resource survey. 

3.4.8 Geology 

The Roxbury site, along with the Mt. Olive site, lies within the outcrop 

area of the Byram Gneiss. However, site drilling activities did not encounter 

intact bedrock within the depth of exploration but did reveal extensive 
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~overburden soils which appear to have been deposited by glacial RctJon. This 

}_}'glacial till overburden may be part of the terminal moraine whJch marks the 

southernmost advance of the Wisconsin epoch lee sheet. It is typically 

composed of a mixture of soil, sand, and stone whlc~ is carried and deposited 

by the lee £low. The glacial till on this site appears to have a high 

concentration of boulders in the substratum based on the representative test 

borings. 

3.4.9 Topography 

The Roxbury Township site lies within the Highlands physiographic 

province. The topography of the area ranges from moderate to fairly steep 

hills and ridges separated by filled valleys. Regional elevations range from 

1000 feet at the intersection of Route 80 and 206 to peaks of 2000 feet and 

higher located 1 mile southwest (Mt. Olive) and 1 mile southeast (Mooney 

Mountain) of the candidate site. 

The candidate site is located on the northern side of a moderately sloping 

hill which reaches an elevation of 1123 and then slopes back down to an 

elevation of 1040 at the intersection of Route 206 and Drakestown Road. The 

summit of the adjacent knoll in Mt. Olive Township is 1170 approximately 1500 

feet west of the cul-de-sac on Eden Lane. 

The existing site topography on Lot 15.2 and the adjacent portion of Lot 

15 (which compose the primary development area of the site) can be 

characterized as a fairly constant 5% slope in the northerly direction toward 

Eden Lane. The elevation of this portion of the site ranges from 1080 to 1123 

1mmedlately adjacent to an area of lowland. Virtually all of the site drainage 

is directed into this area of lowland immediately east of the cul-de-sac on 

Eden Lane along the lot Hne between Lots 15.2 and 15.3. Lot 15.3 which 

fronts directly on Eden Lane consists of a small area of flat upland at an 

average elevation of 1082 sloping into the adjacent lowlands which have an 

elevation range of 1075-1078. 
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3. 4 .10 Soil Conditions 

The Morris County SoU Survey accurately depicts the soU conditions on 

the Roxbury site •. _ 

The upper portion of the site Js classifJed as Netcong gravelly sandy loam 

(NtB) and Parker gravelly sandy loam (PaC). The Netcong gravelly sandy 

loam includes the woodlands at the uppermost portion of the gently sloping hill 

upon which the site is situated. The SoU Survey describes these soils as 

deep, well drained soils located "on rolling uplands in a narrow belt on the 

front of the terminal morralne". These ·soils were formed in moderately 

weathered, somewhat gravelly sandy loam glacial till that was derived primarily 

from granite gneiss. The representative proCile consists of surficial layers 

of gravelly sandy loam down to a depth of 30 inches and sandy loam to a depth 

of 60 inches. The permeability is moderately rapid in the surficial soils and 

available water capacity_ is moderate. These soils are classified as SM and SC 

under the Unified Soil Classification System. 

The Parker gravelly sandy loam (PaC) generally includes the gently 

sloping old field on Lot 15.2 and associated wooded fringe. These soils 

represent the largest soU type prevalent on this site and are located in the 

area being considered for Facility development. The Parker soils are deep, 

excessively drained soils which contain a large quantity of angular granitic 

stones, cobbles, and gravel. The profile described in the Soil Survey consists 

of a surficial layer of decomposed vegetation and black humus mixed with 

gravel, cobbles, and stones. The humus overlies the mineral surface layer 

which is a very gravelly sandy loam about 5 inches thick. The subsoil consists 

of a layer of very gravelly loam and a laye'r of very gravelly sandy loam. 

Because of the high content of coarse fragments, permeability is moderately 

rapid and available water capacity is correspondingly low. The depth to 

bedrock (granitic gneiss) ls normally 6 to 10 feet or more. 

The lower portion of the site (primarily Lot 15.3) at the base of the 

slope is classifled by the Soil Survey into three somewhat poorly drained soil 

types which are typically located in low-lying areas. These soil types are 
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Callfon very stony loam (CcB), Whitman very stony loam (Wm), and Carlisle 
~' 
. ,,:.::!muck (Cm). The latter two soil types are considered hydric soils and 

correspond well with the delineated wetlands. 

The Callfon very stony loam (CcB) consists of the non-wetland portion of 

Lot 15.3 fronting on Eden Lane. The Soil Survey Indicates they are "found 

mostly in waterways or seepage areas at the base of slopes in the granitic 

gneiss upands" which is generally the case here. These soils were formed in 

local colluvium or in deeply weather till derived from granitic gneiss and are 

underlain by weathered material from granitic gneiss. The representative 

profile consists of a surface layer (9") of grayish-brown loam underlain by a 

subsoil of clay loam (14") and a fragtpan of very firm sandy loam (34"). A 

seasonally high perched water table and lateral seepage are the .Primary 

limitations for development. 

The Whitman very stony loam soils are found in depressions and seepage 

areas within valleys and waterways and have a well developed fragipan. The 

soil is nearly level, has a high organic content in the surface layer, a 

seasonally high water table, slow permeability, and ls frequently ponded. 

These soils formed in weathered glacial till and usually have a thin mantle of 

alluvium from adjacent soils. The wetlands immediately east of Eden Lane are 

located on these soils. 

Carlisle muck is a very poorly drained soil found in low swampy areas. 

On this particular site, these soils are located on the eastern portion of Lot 

15.3 and extend on to the adjacent property toward Route 206. These soils are 

found in depressions that were formerly lakes or ponds and are now filled with 

organic soils. The representative profile consists of highly decomposed and 

fibrous muck to a depth of 60 inches. The soils are further characterized by a 

water table at or above the surface for most o£ the yenr and are compressible 

and unstable under load. On the candidate site, these soils have been 

delineated as freshwater wetlands and are located In a portion of the site with 

poor drainage conditions. 



3. 4. 11 Geotechnical Conditions 

A prel.hninary geotechnJcal investigation o£ the Roxbury site was conducted 

over a four day period £or this study. The geotechnical investigation was 

llm1ted in scope (5 test borings) and was intended to provide preliminary 

information about subsurface conditions subject to a more detailed evaluation 

once' a site is selected. The preliminary geotechnical report is contained in 

Appendix B and the results are briefly summarized here. 

The Clve test borings installed on this site encountered deep overburden 

above weathered bedrock. The overburden soils are believed to have been 

deposited by glacial action and consisted of predominAntly riner- grained 

surficial soils (clayey silts, clayey sands) underlain by coarser-grained soils 

(silty sands and gravels). Cobbles and boulders were frequently encountered 

in the overburden soils as is typical of glacial deposits. 

The finer-grained soils were evident in the upper 10 to 20 feet of the 

overburden and generally were present in a medium dense to very dense 

condition as determined by Standard Penetration Resistance (SPR) values. 

The coarse-grained sand and gravel soils were present in thicknesses 

ranging from 5 to 10 feet atop the bedrock in the borings. The relative 

density condition of these materials ranged from dense to very dense according 

to the SPR values. 

A soft rock lens of approximately five feet in thickness was encountered 

within very coarse materials. It was presumed that this material may be the 

result of a totally weathered boulder. 

The bedrock encountered during this preliminary investigation was highly 

weathered and fractured. The bedrock consisted of crystalline granodlomite or 

granite gneiss of quartz, feldspar, and hornblende composition. The depth to 

this weathered bedrock varied from 8-10 feet In the more eastern borings, 32 

feet in the center of the boring locations, and beyond the depth of the borings 

on the western edge of the candidate site. Intact sound bedrock was not 
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encountered within the depth of exploration of any of these borings (21-43 feet 

~below surface) . 
. :":- ~" '1 
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( 
'·· .. __,;· 

Groundwater was evident within the depth of exploration of borings located 

at lower elevations but was not present in borings conducted at higher 

elevations to depths over 20 feet. Because it is a requirement to seal the 

bore holes, groundwater levels could not be measured over extended periods. 

However, groundwater levels are seasonal in nature and are subject to 

sJgnlflcant fluctuation due to hydrologic conditions. 

Based upon the test boring program, prelim1nary geotechnical conclusions 

and recommendations were derived. In ·particular, lt appears that various 

structures and equipment may be safely supported on a shallow foundation 

system and that slab on- grade construction is feasible for lightly loaded floor 

slabs. A preliminary design allowable bearing pressure of approximately 3000 

to 5000 ps£ would be suitable for design of shallow foundation elements and lf 

footings extend to bearing on the weathered bedrock, these foundation elements 

may be safely designed for higher loadings of approximately 4000 to 6000 psf . 

. Structural elements which extend to intact bedrock should be capable of 

supporting loadings which are considerably higher than the weathered material. 

The preliminary investigation did reveal that loose materials apparently 

exist at depths greater than 15 feet at two boring locations. These materials 

are potentially compressible and will require undercutting with subsequent 

structural backfill or pre-loading of these areas with earthen fill. After 

pre-loading, additional settlement of in-situ soils under structural loadings 

should be minimal and within tolerable limits. 

Deep construction excavations in the northern and central parts of the 

site will most probably encounter groundwater. Open-cut excavations below the 

water table will need to be dewatered to reach the required completion grades 

and to allow structural forming to occur. Due to the granular nature and high 

permeability of the deeper overburden soils, a system of well points around 

deeper excavations would sufficiently lower the water table to permit dry 

construction conditions. 
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It is also probable that below grade portions of the proposed construction 

which extend beneath the water table will require both an underdrain system 

beneath the floor slab and a perimeter interception drain system outside below 

grade retainJng walls. 

Mass excavations of in-situ overburden soils Is expected to be difficult 

due to the generally dense to very dense condition of these materials, as well 

as the presence of what appears to be a significant quantity of large rocks and 

boulders within these soils. It is believed that excavations In these 

materials would be completed by conventional earth excavating equipment with 

occasional use of heavy-duty ripping equipment, jackhammering, or similar 

methods for removal of boulders and resistant layers of overburden soils. 

Similar equipment would be required for excavations in the weathered bedrock. 

Based on the depths to bedrock encountered In the test borings, it is 

concluded that it is more feasible to locate principal structures in the 

northern and central areas of the site. Because of the relatively thick 

deposits of overburden soils in these areas, deeper excavations would be 

feasible, from both economic and constructablllty considerations, in order to 

construct below grade elements of the structures (i.e. refuse storage pit). 

Finally, the overburden soils which exist at the site have the potential 

for use as compacted load-bearing fill and as ·wall backfill or site grading 

fill. The most suitable materials for compacted fill construction are the 

sands and gravels of the deeper substratum. These materials would need to be 

screened to remove boulders and large rocks prior to their reuse. 

3. 4.12 Groundwater Resources 

The primary source of groundwater in the vicinity of the candidate site is 

the metamorphic Precambrian bedrock (granite gneiss). As noted under the 

Mt. Olive site discussion, groundwater within the Precambrian bedrock occurs 

within secondary openings since the formation has virtually no primary 

permeablllty. Consequently, the well yield of a bedrock water supply well is 

related to the size, areal extent, and degree of interconnection of the 

fractures penetrated by the well. While this bedrock formation is capable of 
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producing signlflcant water, it is not considered a major aquifer for regional 
~ 
.::':~_)llater supply. 

The candidate site also contains extensive glacial till overburden soils 

which may be part or the terminal moraine. The terminal moraine is considered 

a relatively unbnportant waterbearing formation from a regional standpoint 

because o£ its unsorted nature. Nevertheless, lens or sand and gravel within 

the terminal moraine can produce sign1£icant quantities of water. The most 

productive glacial deposits are glacial dri£t because of the homogeneity of the 

formation. Stratified drift deposits are present both north and south of the 

Wisconsin terminal moraine according to regional geology maps. 

Figure 3-12 indicates the location of wells within the vicinity o£ the 

Roxbury site. Table 3-1 lists the major wells within this area most of which 

are located within the bedrock aquifer with the particular exception of the 

Netcong bow well fields located more than 2, 000 feet north of the Facility 

location. As the table shows, the depth of wells within the granitic bedrock 

ranges from 75-500 feet and the yields of the referenced wells range from 

25-150 gallons per minute (GPM). 

As noted previously, an aquifer test is needed to determine well 

efficiency and interference potential. 

3.4.13 Surface Water Resources 

The Roxbury candidate site is located on the drainage divide between the 

South Branch o£ the Raritan River and the Musconetcong River. All but the 

extreme southern portions of the site drain to the north into the poorly 

drained area east of the Eden Lane cul-de-sac. Overflow from this substantial 

wetlands area flows into an unnamed tributary and eventually reaches the 

headwaters o£ Willls Brook. Willis Brook is a tributary of the Musconetcong 

River which is which the Delaware River Basin. This watercourse is classiried 

as FW-2 (TM) which is further discussed in Section 3. 3.13. 
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3.4.14 Flood Hazard Areas 

There are no defined fiood hazard areas on, or adjacent to, the Roxbury 

site since it does not contain a watercourse and is located within the 

headwaters of the Musconetcong River. 

3. 4. 15 Wetlands 

Freshwater wetlands have been dellrieated on the candidate site within the 

lowland located bnmedlately east of the existing terminus of Eden Lane and 

extending out toward Route 206. The wetlands were generally identi£1ed on the 

National Wetlands Inventory maps prepared by the Fish and .Wildlife Service of 

the U. S . Department of the Interior. However, a detailed delinea Uon of the 

on-site wetlands was conducted by Johnson Engineering Inc. in 1988. This 

delineation was reviewed during the course of this study and determined to be 

accurate. 

The total acreage of the site occupied by the freshwater wetlands has been 

estimated to be 3. 75 acres of which 1.1 acres are located on Lot 15. 2. 

3.4.16 Vegetation 

In general, the Roxbury site consists of a centrally located old field 

surrounded by palustrine forested wetlands to the north and hardwood forests 

to the south and east. Much of the northern portion of this site, located at 

approximate elevation, 1075, ls characterized as palustrine forested wetlands. 

This wetland area is dominated by red maple, silver maple, and pin oak. The 

lowest elevations are characterized as palustrine emergent wetlands, with the 

dominant plant species including sedges, cattail and reed· grass. From the 

southern boundary of the wetlands, the site rises rapidly to an elevation of 

approximately 1120. Much of the site, between approximately elevations 1080 

and 1110, is characterized as successional flelds, dominated by red maple 

saplings, asters, thistles, and various grasses. Above elevation 1110, the 

site is wooded, dominated by mature mixed oaks. 
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3.4.17 Wild.llfe Habitats 

The successional field provides cover and forage Cor small game during the 

growing season whlle the successional and mature forests provide a refuge £or 

common animals such as deer, pheasant, rabbit and other smRll gRme during the 

winter months. The combination of a successional £1eld surrounded by wetlands 

and successional and mature forests provides a diversity o£ wildlife habitats. 

The wetlands provide year-round habitats Cor resident wildlife as well as being 

particularly important as breeding grounds, overwintering areas, and feedirig 

grounds for migratory waterfowl and numerous other birds and animals. 

According to the New Jersey Natural Heritage Program, the only rare 

species that has been reported within 3/4 miles or this candidate site is the 

bog turtle. There is no evidence or bog turtles on this site or Jn the 

immediate vic'inity or the site west of Route 206. 

3 .4.18 Access 

The Roxbury site is located at the end of Eden Lane about 1,000 feet 

south of Gold MJne Road. Access to the Roxbury site would be the same as 

that described for the Mt. Olive site with the exception that incoming vehicles 

would need to make a lert turn onto Eden Lane. Because most of the traffic 

presently on Gold Mine Road emanates from the existing transfer station, it is 

anticipated that this left turn movement will be generally unimpeded once use 

or that facility is terminated or drastically reduced. 

3. 4.19 Existing Utility Services 

Water Supply. Roxbury Township has a limited water supply 

system which provides service in the general vicinity o£ the 

candidate site. According to the Township water department, a 12" 

water line is located between Lots 6 and 7 near Gold Mine Road which 

supplies water to industrial users in this area of the Township. The 

well which supplies this line is approximAtely 365' deep and is 
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located northeast of the site area off Hampton Road. This wall 

has an approximate yield of 85 gpm and Js limited by pump capacity 

rather than aquifer yield. 

The Township has indicated that no further withdrawal will be 

permitted from the nearby water llne since its capacity has bean 

fully allocated to existing users and approved future development. 

The Township also has additional walls and a 300,000 gallon storage 

tank but has no excess water supply that could be allocated to the 

Facility. 

Sewerage. Thera are no existing sanitary sewer llnes in the 

immediate vicinity of the candidate site. 

The Township has two sewage treatment plants; one on Patricia Drive 

and one on Island Avenue. These treatment plants are presently at 

capacity and the Facility site is not within the existing service 

area for these plants. The plants are in the process of being 

expanded but the future capacity has already been allocated . 

The Musconetcong Sewerage Authority also operates a treatment plant 

in Stanhope. This plant has an existing capacity of 1.1 MGD with an 

upgrade· and expansion program scheduled to be completed in 3 

years. The treatment facility will have a capacity o£ approximately 

2. 5 MGD after expansion. However, the additional capacity has been 

allocated to specific development projects. 

Natural Gas. Natural gas supply Is available from N.J. Natural Gas 

in the general vicinity of the candidate .site. The utility has 

indicated that a 8" line o£ medium pressure (GO psi) Is located along 

Route 206 to Drakestown Road and extends up Mooney Road directly 

east or the site. A flow' study is needed lo determine whether this 

line could be used by the Faclllty without causing major pressure 

drops in the surrounding area. IC this lJne was determined to be 

suitable for the Faclllty, it is likely that an on -sJte booster 
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station would be needed to meet the pressure requirements of the 

Selected Proposer's auxiliary burner design. 

Electric Power. The nearest electrical transmission llne is 

located approximately 2000 feet due south o£ the candidate site 

lhnit. This line presently has a voltage of 115 kv, although 

J. C. P. &L. has Indicated that its corporate policy is to upgrade all 

o£ these 115 kv lines to 230 kv. Any Interconnection design would 

need to allow for this future upgrading o£ line voltage. 

The "Flanders" sub-station is located approximately 4400 feet 

southwest of the candidate site where the J.C.P.&.L. easement 

intersects with Netcong-Flanders Road. The electric utlllty has 

indicated that the preferable interconnection location would be at 

this substation. 
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4.3 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

The potential impact of the Faclllty on the physical environment at each 

of the candidate sites is assessed based upon the speciClc criteria describe.? 

below. 

4. 3 .1 Flood Hazard Areas 

One objective of the Faclllty siting process is to select a site which 

will allow development of the Facility without any slgnlrtcant impact on 

de£1ned flood hazard areas. I£ flood hazard areas are present on the candidate 

site, the ability of the project to conform with the 20\ net fill requirement 

of N.J.A.C. 7:13 will be assessed. 

4. 3.1.1 Parsippany/Troy Hills Site 

Approximately 4 acres of the Dowell property are within the 100-year flood 

hazard area of the Whippany River. Because of the confined development area 

on this site, significant encroachment on the flood hazard area would be 

necessary to develop the Facility. Furthermore, the limited development area 

would prevent the Facility from meeting NJDEP stormwnter detention 

requirements. The only available location for a detention basin would be 

within the stream encroachment line which would conflict with the Flood Hazard 

Area Regulations (N.J.A.C. 7:13-3.9). 

Therefore, the development of this site would require a Stream 

Encroachment Permit and would also require waivers of the strict enforcement of 

NJDEP regulations with regard to the 20% net fill llmiht.tlon, nnd stormwater 

detention requirements. 

4.3.1.2 Hanover Site 

The Hanover site contains a flood hazard area along Stony Brook and a 

previously defined stream encroachment line. Generally, the Clood hazard area 

is confined to a corridor along Stony Brook less than 100 feet In depth from 

the center line. Since Stony Brook is locnted along the perimeter of the site 
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,--'\and the flood haZard area is located within the required 100' buffer area, no ·· 

-' significant encroachment on the flood hazard area would be necessary. In 

addition, the size of this site should allow suf£1cient site design flexibility 

without encroaching on the flood hazard area. 

4. 3.1. 3 Mt. Olive Site 

There are no flood hazard areas on or adjacent to the Mt. Ollve site since 

it does not contain a watercourse and Is located within the headwaters of the 

Musconetcong River. 

4.3.1.4 Roxbury Site 

There are no defined flood hazard areas on, or lmmedla tely adjacent to the 

Rockbury site since it is also located within the headwaters of the 

Musconetcong River. However, the on-site and adjacent wetlands do serve as a 

stonnwater detention area which is subject to overflow conditions during major 

storm events. 

4. 3. 1. 5 Comparative Evaluation 

The Roxbury and Mt. Ollve sites do not contain £lood hazard areas and 

consequently will have no impact on the conveyance o£ Clood waters. 

The Hanover site contains a flood hazard area along Stony Brook but it is 

unlikely that the Facility will have any impact on this protected corridor 

except £or the construction o£ a discharge pipe. Since the site has su££1cient 

development area, there would appear to be no reason to develop Improvements 

within the delineated stream encroachment line. 

However, 1£ the Parsippany /Troy site is selected, encronchment on the 

flood hazard area would undoubtedly be necessary due to the limited available 

development area. The extent o£ the encroachment would most likely require a 

waiver of certain NJDEP regulations, approval o£ which cnnnot be assured. 

Consequently, this site is rated the lowest £or this criterion. 
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TABLE 4-7 

FLOOD HAZARD AREAS 

C A N D I D A T E S I T E S 
=========================================================================================== 

FACTORS 

Presence of Flood 
Hazard Area 

Facility Impact 
on Flood Hazard 
Area 

PAR/TROY 

Site contains flood 
hazard area 

Significant 
encroachment may be 
necessary requiring 
permit and waivers 

*Denotes more suitable relative site condJtlon 

HANOVER 

Site contains flood 
hazard area 

No impact on flood 
hazard area 

MT. OLIVE* 

No flood hazard 
areas 

N/A 

-·--., 

ROXBURY* 

No flood hazard 
area 

N/A 

.· 
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4. 3. 2 Wetlands 

In a similar manner, an objective of the Facility process is to avoid any 

significant encroachment or disturbance of freshwater wetlands or assoclat~d 

wetland buffer areas. Where encroachment cannot be !\Voided, the impact. on 

wetlands will be generally assessed. 

4. 3. 2.1 Parsippany/Troy Hills Site 

The undeveloped portion of the Par/Troy site contains vegetation which is 

often indicative of wetlands. However, the soils are not hydric since they 

consist of cover materials placed on previously deposited solid waste. Small 

isolated wetland areas do exist on the site but they are not of sufficient size 

to be of regulatory concern. 

4.3.2.2 Hanover Site 

Based upon a prellminary investigation of this site, it was concluded that 

extensive wetland areas are evident. The wetlands generally delineated in this 

prellmlnary investigation extend well beyond those areas previously identified 

by the wetlands inventory mapping or by consultants to the property owner. 

Most of the wetlands are located east of the former rail line in an area of 

little relief and poor drainage. Since the Faclllty is to be located to the 

west of the rail line, these wetlands will have less Impact on Facility 

development. However, areas of emergent wetlands were also identified in a 

poorly drained area near a former parking lot due east of the former 

administration building and in previously excavated basins along the northern 

fringe of the property. The emergent wetlands east o£ the former 

administration building are within the approximate FacUlty footprint and would 

therefore be affected by Faclllty development. In addition, the emergent 

wetlands located along Stony Brook will also affect the placement and design or 

on-site detention basins. 
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TABLE 4-8 

WETLANDS 

C A N D I D A T E S I T E S 
=========================================================================================== 

FACTORS 

Presence of Wetlands 

Facility Impact on 
Wetlands 

PAR/TROY* 

Minor isolated areas 

Removal of isolated 
wetlands depressions 

*Denotes more suitable relative site condition 

HANOVER 

Extensive defined 
wetlands (12 acres) 

Encroachment on 
identified emergent 
wetland areas 

MT. OLIVE* 

Minor isolated area 

No impact 

ROXBURY 

On-site wetlands 
(3.75 acres) 

No encroachment 
necessary but 
wetlands affect 
site design 

: 
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,-·,. 4.3.2.3 Mt. Olive Site 

Because of its disturbed nature, the Mt. Olive site does not contain any 

wetlands of significant area. Facultative vegetation Is found along the fringe -. 
of the overexcavated area which serves as a retention basin. 

4.3.2.4 Roxbury Site 

The freshwater wetlands on the Roxbury site were delineated by others 

and confirmed during the course o£ this study. These wetlands are located on 

the poorly drained area at the toe o£ the moderately sloped site. 

Approximately 3. 75 acres of wetlands have been delineated between lot 15. 2 and 

15.3. These wetlands essentially isolate the upland portion .o£ Lot 15.3 from 

the remainder of the candidate site, affecting site layout considerations. 

However, Lot 15. 2 and the contiguous portion of Lot 15 are of adequate size to 

handle Facility development; consequently, Facility development can occur on 

this site without significant wetland encroachment. 

4.3.3 Ecology 

The ecological value of each candidate site Identifies its importance in 

providing quality habitat space to indigenous wildlife. Each candidate site 

will be evaluated in a general manner based upon its relative habitat value as 

well as the potential -occurrence of rare species. 

4. 3. 3 .1 Parsippany/Troy Hills S lte 

Although the Par/Troy site has very limited ecological value, it is 

located immediately adjacent to a wetlands system where a number of rare 

species have been documented. Therefore, there Is the potential for rare 

species to be near or to migrate through this site. 

4.3.3.2 Hanover Site 

The Hanover site has a diverse habltnt with slgnlClcant ecological value 

because of the presence of emergent wetlands and wooded nreas ln vnrlous 
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stages of succession. 

mlle of the site. 

However, there are no records of rare species within ! 

4.3.3.3 Mt. Ollve Site 

The disturbed portion of the Mt. Olive site Is devoid of vegetative and 

therefore has llmited food or shelter value. The wooded portion of the site 

has a mature forest which would be an important part of the Facility buffer 

area. Two rare species have been ldent.lf'led In the vicinity of the site. 

4.3.3.4 Roxbury Site 

The Roxbury site has sign.lf'icant habitat value since it contains wetlands, 

an old field, and successional woodlands. In addition, a rare species has been 

ident.lf'led in the vicinity of the candidate site. Although the old field and 

the surrounding wooded fringe would be used for the Facility, the wetlands 

would not be sign.lf'icantly altered by Facility development. 

4. 3. 4 Hydrology 

The purpose of this criterion is to consider the potential impact of the 

project on important surface or groundwater resources. Particular 

consideration will be given to designated resource protection areas and 

important water use facilities. 
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TABLE 4-9 

ECOLOGY 

C A N D I D A T E S I T E S 
=========================================================================================== 

FACTORS 

Habitat Value 

Potential Occurrence 
of Rare and 
Endangered Species 

PARSIPPANY /TROY 

Limited value 

Blue spotted 
salamander and 
wood turtle ln 
immediate vicinity 

HANOVER 

Significant value; 
woodlands, 
palustrine 
wetlands 

No records of rare 
species within 
i mlle 

NOTE: *Denotes more suitable relative condition for this criterion. 

I 

MT. OLIVE* 

Limited value 

Bog turtle; 
swamp-pink 
within 3/4 mlle 

ROXBURY 

Significant 
value; woodlands, 
old field, 
wetlands 

Bog turUe 
within 3/4 mlle 



4.3.4.1 Sole Source Aquifers 

The Safe Dr.inldng Water Act (SDWA) of 1974 contains a provision which 

allows the Regional EPA Administrator to determine "on his own initiative, ._or 

upon petition, that an area has an aquiler which Is the sole or principal ·. 
drinking water source for the area, and which, if contaminated, would create 

significant hazard to public health. " After not1£1cat1on or such a 

determination "no commitment for Federal flnancial assistance may be entered 

into for any project which the Administrator determines may contaminate such 

aquifer." Sole source aquller (SSA) designation is a highly misunderstood 

regulatory process which deserves brief elaboration, particularly with respect 

to this project. 

Firstly, as noted above, the designation only affects Federal financial 

assistance applications and not all land use activities. In fact, Jn the 

recent determination concerning northwest N.J. aquifer systems, the EPA 

specifically addressed the concern that SSA designation may impede local solid 

waste management e£rorts. The EPA responded by confirming that "since solid 

waste management at the local level is not federally funded, such efforts will 

not be subject to review under the SSA program". 

Secondly, the hydrogeology of Morris County Is complex and highly 

variable. The potential for groundwater development can change signiflcantly 

depending upon site-specific conditions. The aquifers tend to be interrelated 

and do not function as separate, confined units. Furthermore, in certain 

Cormatlons such as Pre-cambrian rock, It Js di!Clcult to determine precise 

recharge zones. Therefore, it has been concluded thAt recharge occurs over 

large areas in these Cormations but at different rates. For this reason, it is 

difficult to determ.lne recharge zones and areas of in£1uence for certain 

formations. 

Thirdly, resource recovery facilities do not represent a slgnlflcant 

threat to groundwater resources if properly designed. Design standards will 

be developed and enforced in Morris County to ensure that thls particular 

Facility will not impact groundwater resources. The refuse storage pit and 

basins or tanks containing contaminated Uquids represent the greatest 
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:7, ---, potent1al for spillage or leakage. All such facllltles will be designed to 

-· -~-; prevent the release of contaminants Into groundwater with appropriate ·. 
containment design methods. In addition, all solid waste processing will occur 

inside an enclosed structure with all washdown and Cree water being recovered 
. .. 

and re-used within the process. Consequently, the proposed FacUlty Is distinct 
·. 

from ~ landfill In which groundwater discharge Is a more substantive concern. 

Finally, the issue of sole source designation has become non-distinctive 

in Morris County from a land use and Facility siting perspective since 

virtually the entire County Is now included within one of the sole source area 

determinations. There Is no categorization or prioritization of these SSA 

designations which would encourage or discourage potentially bnpacting 

activities in a particular area of the County. Instead, the cumulative e£fect 

of these designations is to provide an added level of protection to the entire 

County's (and region's) groundwater resources but solely with regard to the 

review of federal financial assistance applications. 

The Sole Source Aqul£er designations which a££ect Morris County are listed 

below: 

Rockaway River Basin - Unconsolidated Quaternary AqulCer was 

designated by the EPA on January 24, 1984. The review area Includes the 

recharge zone as well as the stream£low source zone and consequently is 

based on watershed boundaries o£ the Rockaway River Basin, Black River 

Basin (portion), and Lake Arrowhead. 

Burled Valley Aquifer - The Burled Valley Aquifer system was 

~esignated as a Sole Source Aquifer by the EPA with publication o£ the 

determination on May 8, 1980. The review area includes the recharge zone 

o£ the aquifer and the stream £low zone. The aqui£er recharge zone 

covers the southeastern part o£ Morris County and the stream flow zone 

lies within the boundary o£ the Rockaway River subbasin. 

Highlands Aquifer System - This aquifer system is "composed of 

permeable glacial drift overlying permeable sedimentary and fractured 

igneous and metamorphic formations" and was formally designated on 
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October 5, 1987. The review area Includes the entire Wanaque and 

Peguannock River Basins since the recharge zone includes the entire areai 

extent of these basins. The area affected in Morris County Includes the 

extreme northwestern fringe of the County. .. 
·. 

'Basin Aquifer Systems (Northwest New Jersey) - On June 23, 1988, the 

EPA fonnally designated that 15 basin aqul£er systems covering 

northwestern New Jersey satisfied the SSA determination criteria under the 

Safe Drinking Water Act. Consequently, the entire areal extent of 15 

basins was designated as a sole source aqul£er. The affected areas in 

Morris County include the Musconetcong River Basin, the North Branch 

Raritan River Basin, the South Branch Raritan River Basin. 

4.3.4.2 Surface ·water Classifications 

Surface watercourses are classified in the State of New Jersey pursuant to 

N.J.A.C. 7:9-4.1 at. seq. These classifications have been established to 

recognize the different levels of surface water quality standards which need to 

be applied in the State to achieve different objectives. Of most significance 

to this project are "Categoy one waters" which are those waters which have 

been designated for protection from measurable changes in water quality 

characteristics due to their existing purity or their aesthetic, ecological, 

recreational, or water supply slgn.ificance. A stringent anti-degradation 

policy applies to these watercourses. "Category two waters" means those 

waters not classified as "Category one waters". All o£ the candidate sites 

evluated for the Facility are within "Category two" waters. 

4. 3 . 4 . 3 Parsippany/Troy Hills S Ita 

The candidate site In the Township or Parsippany/Troy Hills Is located 

within the Rockaway River Basin Sole Source Aquifer. More particularly, the 

site is within, or lnunedfately adjacent to, the recharge zone for this SSA 

which is defined in the designation as the floodplain areas o£ the river basin. 

4-48 

trllf 

r-

.--.r 
: .. 

r 
I 

r 

l. 

f : 

f. 

j. 

I , 

I 
l -



"~~·. As discussed earlier, the significance of this particular sole source 
- :: .~. ~ 

· .. ~:·:aquifer designation is that it was further re£erenced £or protection from 

certain types of solid waste facilities 1n the Superfund Amendments and 

Reauthorization Act (SARA) of 1986. Speci£1cally, Section 118(c) of that 

prohibits the location o£ a landfill, surface Impoundments, waste plle, 

injection well, or land treatment facility within the recharge zone or 

streamflow source zone of the Rockaway River Basin. While these terms have 

act ·. 

not been previously applied to a mass-burn resource recovery facility, a 

deflnJtive determination on the relevance of this prohibition would need to be 

pursued if this site was selected. 

It should be noted that the inconclusive nature of this issue has been 

cited by the MCMUA as one o£ the reasons for examining alternate candidate 

sites to the Rockaway site (Site 6-lB) which is presently ln the County Plan. 

Therefore, the designation of this site as the Facility site would not 

eliminate or overcome this regulatory issue. 

With regard to surface water resources, this site drains into the Whippany 

River in a discharge zone about 2, 000 feet upstream of its confluence with the 

Rockaway River. The Whippany River is classl£ied as FW-2 (non-trout) which 

does not correspond with more rigorous water quality standards. 

4.3.4.4 Hanover Site 

The Hanover site Is within the Buried Valley aquifer system. 

With regard to surface waters, the site drains into Stony_ Brook which is 

classlfled as FW-2 NT. 

The project site is not located Jn close proximity to a major well Cleld 

nor would it Impact groundwater quality. 

4. 3. 4. 5 Mt. Olive/Roxbury 

These sites are within the Musconetcong River Basin aquifer and drain 

Into a tributary of the Musconetcong River which Is classified as FW-2 (TM). 
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Because of their headwater location and higher surface water classlflcatlon, 

these sites are located 1n a more sensitive hydrologic environment and are 

considered slightly less suitable for this criterion. Nevertheless, the 

project sites are not located 1n close proxJmity to a major well field nor 

would Facilltles on these sites impact groundwater quallty. It should be 

noted, however, that the interference potential o£ any on-site wells at these 

sites would need to be evaluated. In addition, It should be noted that the Mt. 

Olive site would be less suitable than the Roxbury site in terms of protecting 

groundwater quality because of the presence of bedrock at the surface which 

makes the detection of contaminants more difficult before they enter fracture 

zones. 

4. 3. 5 Air Quality 

A prelJminary screening air quality impact analysis was conducted to 

evaluate from an air quality standpoint potential sites for the Morris County 

Resource Recovery Facility (MCRRF) . The four candidate sites known as the 

Parsippany/Troy Hills, Hanover, Mt. Olive, and Roxbury sites were evaluated 

in the modeling analysis. • 

4. 3. 5 .1 Physical Emission Characteristics 

A set of emission characteristics for the MCRRF were developed from 

current RRF design (including a recent RRF which was permitted in New 

Jersey), WESTON's previous experience in evaluating slmllar facllities, and 

incorporating Federal and New Jersey standards for the RRF. The MCRRF is 

proposed to be 1300 ton per day (minimum) facility utlllzing two 650 ton per 

day (minimum) units discharging into a common stack. The emission · 

characteristics utilized in the screening air quallty modeling analysis shown 

in Table 4-11, were developed to meet emission standard requirements and were 

based on 80% so2 control, no N02 control, 0.015 gr/dscf for particulate 

matter and 400 ppmv for carbon monoxide. 
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TABLE 4-10 

HYDROLOGY 

C A N D I D A T E S I T E S 
=========================================================================================== 

ol>o 
I 

lJl 
f-' 

FACTORS 

Groundwater Resource 
Protection Area 

Surface Water 
Classification 

PARSIPPANY /TROY 

UnconsoHdated 
Quaternary 
Sole Source Aquifer 

FW-2 (NT) 

"'" *Denotes more suitable relative site condition. 
;£: 
~ 

HANOVER* MT. OLIVE ROXBURY 

Burled Valley Musconetcong Basin Musconetcong 
Aquifer Aquifer Basin Aquifer 

FW-2 (NT) FW-2 (TM) FW-2 (TM) 

• 
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TABLE 4-11 

EMISSION CHARACTERISTICS FOR THE PROPOSED 
1300 TON PER DAY 

MORRIS COUNTY RESOURCE RECOVERY FACILITY 

PARAMETER 

Stack Height (m): 

Stack Temperature (0 k) 

Exit Velocity (m/s): 

Stack Exit Diameter (m): 

Stack Base Elevation (ft) : 

Roxbury 
Mt. Ollve 
Hanover 
Par/Troy 

UTM Coordinates: 

Roxbury 
Mt. Ollve 
Hanover 
Par/Troy 

Emission Rate (g/s): 

so2 
NO 
cox 
TSP/PM-10 

Northing 

4524900 
4525330 
4519830 
4521670 

VALUE 

285 Ft. 
200 Ft. a 

408 

19.81 

2.74 

1090 
1090 
260 
175 

EastJng 

525610 
524810 
548060 
554860 

16.38 
32.56 
25.9 
1.91 

a A 200 Ft. stack was proposed and evaluated Cor the Hanover Rnd 
Parsippany /Troy sites due to their proximity to Airports. 
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Department of EnglnHring 

920 Broad Street 
Newark. New Jersey 07102 
210 733·8520 

June 10, 1988 

' 

Sharpe James 
~~a}'or 

Alvin L. Zach, P.E; L.S. 
O.reclor 

M E M 0 R A N D U M 

TO: Mayor and Municipal Council 

FROM: Alvin L. Zach, P.E., Director, nt of Engineering 

RE: Sorian Cecchini - Solid Waste Recycling -----

I am enclosing herewith my report upon the visit to the Sorian 
Cecchini Solid Waste Facility in Perugia and Cassino Italy. 

The basic technology for the facility is non-burning, separation 
of comingled residential solid waste primarily utilizing magnetic 
separation of ferrous and air classification separation for 
paper and film plastic products followed by a composting 
operation to create a soil conditioner with the organic material. 
The non reclaimed residual is landfilled. 

It was evident the facility operated quite well in Perugia, 
notwithstanding its age and the modifications made over the 
years. On the other hand, the· facility under construction at 
Cassino demonstrated the evolution of the technology in a modern 
600 TPD facility which I estimate is 90% complete with the 
adjacent compost facility of 250 TPD 50% completed. 

It must be stated I did not go looking fo~ a ~agic black box into 
which you place Newark's garbage and out comes gold. I was 
looking for an alternative to a highly complex technology 
currently being tauted as the only solution to the mounting 
garbage crisis. 

Having seen the facilities both in operation and under 
construction, I am confident this technology can be adapted to 
our solid waste stream and it can be accomplished at 
substantially less cost per ton of waste delivered. It must be 
stated that the viability of the facility economically is 
dependent upon the·availability of markets for the reclaimed 
products. 
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Proposed Project 

Technology 

Proposed Vei\_dor 

Design 

Required Acerage 

Sorain plants in 
operation 

Financing 

Dumping costs 

.. 

Materials recycled 
and upgraded 

PACT SHEET 

Construction and operation 
of an 800 ton per day mechanical 
separation sy&tem for municipal 
solid waste · 

Sorain Cechinni system (non-burning 
mechanical separation ~f trash 
components. Eighty-five percent 
(85\) recylable; Fifteen percent 
(15\) landfill 

Advanced Technology Waste 
Processing Inc.; Rydal, Pa. 

Modular 

Three (3) to four (4) 

Rome, Italy 
Perugia, Italy 
Rio De Janeiro, Brazil 
Oslo, Norway 
Kawasaki, Japan 
Toronto, Canada 
Operational 1988: 
Cassino, Italy 
Milan, Italy 
Prague, Czechoslovakia 
Guayaquil, Equador 

Private 

Sixty dollars ($60 ) per ton 
Current dumping rate $103 · 
per ton. Twenty (20) year 
saving of $240 million to 
City of Newark 

Paper, plastic, metals, 9lass 
and organics 
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TO DISPOSE OF OUR MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE 
THROUGH EITHER DIRECT MASS BURNING OR 

LANDFILL DUMPING SYSTEMS MAY BE POLLUTING 
TO THE ENVIRONMENT 

OUR PHILOSOPHY IS: 
- TO REDUCE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
- TO SAFEGUARD NATURAL RESOURCES 



LET US uTHROW AWAY LESS, AND TRY TO BENEFIT 
BY THE RECOVERABLE WASTE 

Several processes gathered into one automatic 
system enable to recover ••• 

RECYCLING . 



An extensive range of products as well as a considerable amount 
of energy can be saved from our municipal solid waste stream in 

the most advanced resource recovery plants in the world today. 

MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE 

RECYCLING PLANT 

-c-6 
_ ... ,~. R.D.F. 
•J. ~·j;' ., 

c:::e- trf?i 
COMPOST 

The Sorain Cecchini company, based on its twenty years experienc 
in the recycling industry, proposes its plants expressly designed 

to meet local conditions. 

MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE COMPOSITION 

S_an Marcos (USA) Rome (ITA) Ostrava (CZECH) Sao Paulo (Br.) 
Paper I cardboard 40,5% 18,0% 12,3% 15,0% 
Plastic film 1,5 3,5 7,0 3,0 
Other plastics 5,9 3,0 0,8 2,0 
Ferrous metals 5,0 2,5 6,5 3,0 
Non-ferrous metals 1,0 1,0 1,0 0,5 
Glass 6,5 4,0 13,6 1,5 
Organic matter 21,0 52,0 35,7 59,0 
Combustibles 15,0 6,0 8,, 4,5 
Miscellaneous 3,6 10,0 15,0 , 1,5 

~ 



A number of cities worldwide are already utilizing the 
Sorain Cecchini 

technology. One of the latest applications of the technology 
is in Oslo. 

OSLO - WASTE COMPOSITION 

' 

~ 
OISTRICTD 
HEATING ·. 

Papier I cardboard 
Plastic film 
Other plastics 
Ferrous metals 
Non-ferrous metals 
Glass 
Organic matter 
Combustibles 
Miscellaneous 

With the Olso waste 

! WASTE 

II 

h 
El£CTRICENERG~n/ r .. -' -' 

., ~, __ .. 
INCINERATION 

40,4% 
4,0 
2.1 
2,2 
1,0 
5,0 

15,2 
16,6 
13,5 

FERROUS METALS 

PLASTIC 
GRANULATE 

PAPER PULP 

CThe Oslo recycling plant does not produce com t d pos ue to the low content of organic matter in the waste flow).. 



·. 

An AUTOMATIC FACILITY FROM THE INPUT OF RAW WASTE UP TO THE OUTPUT 
OF RECOVERED MATERIALS. 

\ 
v 

R.O.F. 

PAPER PULP 

COMPOST 

This kind of FACILITY PROVIDES assistance to source separation (organics+ plastic 
+paper+ ... ). 

This kind of facility is based on an anti-waste concept - RECOVERY-RECYCLING­
REUTILIZATION- since waste is precious. 

-
This kind of facility takes in due consideration ENVIRONMENT AND HEALTH care 

since NATURE AND LIFE are two PRIMORDIAL assets. 



The Sorain Cecchini plants are based on modular lines. 
This represents a new approach to a problem which is becoming 

day after day more difficult to solve 

~ 
~-

- how to dispose of our waste -

The studies carried out demonstrate that waste will continue 
to increase. 

GENEVA AND ITS WASTE IN THE YEAR 2000 
1000 rz::z?l hypothesis of maximum growth 

metric tons r=::::::J h othesis of minimum rowth 

350 

300 

250 

200 

150 

100 

50 

YEAR 1985 1990 1995 2000 

Source : Eco le Polytechnique Federate de Lausanne 



A completely brand-new system which 
receives the raw organic matter and through a 
biological process (lasting 28 days) inside a 
completely closed and aerobic environment 
yields a final homogeneous and odour free 
product. It is also possible to pelletize it with 
the advantage of Jmproving its marketability. 

This system enables the recovery of the light, com­
bustible fraction (plastic film, paper, cardboard) rejec­
ting the greater part of hard plastics (PVC, polystyre­
ne). After plastic film separation, the light fraction is 
transformed into an homogeneous combustible to be 
fed inside steam generation boilers with performan­
ces and flexibility comparable with those of boilers 
fed with traditional sol id fuels. However, the RDF pro­

li!~~~~~~TJ. duction might be reduced involving a partial advan-
~-.-.... ~ . tage for recovery and recycling operations. 

~~J . 
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A number of cities worldwide are already utilizing the 
Sorain Cecchini 

technology. One of the latest applications of the technology 
is in Oslo. 

OSLO - WASTE COMPOSITION 

\ 

~ 
DISTRICTD 
HEATING 

Papier I cardboard 
Plastic film 
Other plastics 
Ferrous metals 
Non-ferrous metals 
Glass 
Organic matter 
Combustibles 
Miscellaneous 

With the Olso waste 

! WASTE 

• 
~ 

'()/ 
ELECTRIC ENERG; ~ ' ---

INCINERATION 

40,4% 
4,0 
2,1 
2,2 
1,0 
5,0 

15,2 
16,6 
13,5 

FERROUS METALS 

PLASTIC 
GRANULATE 

PAPER PULP 

(The Oslo recycling plant does not produce compost due to the low content of organic matter in the wasta flow). 
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The Sorain Cecchini group, which is involved since forty years in the 
field of municipal solid waste operation, has mostly dedicated itself during 
the last decades to the design and construction of automatic resource 
recovery plants. 

Based on its operational experience, Sora in Cecchini has developed a com­
prehensive technology which allows: 

' - Paper, c~rdboard, plastic, ferrous metals recovery 
- Organic matter composting 
- R.D.F. production 
independently of the composition and characteristics of the waste. 

The technology includes equipment and processes covered by worldWide 
· . patents and proprietary know-how acquired through the daily recycling of 

more than 2,400 metric tons of waste for a grand total of 15 millions tons 
during 20 years of operation on large, medium and small plants . 

... 
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THE SORAIN COMPOS'I'ING SYSTEM 

Introduction 
Composting of organic waste material has been successfully practiced for decades and 

the fundamental decomposing process has been extended to include sewage sludge and yard 
waste with appreciable ~esults. 

as: 
The two ~or criteria for successful solid waste composting have been identified 

a. Pre-sorting and removal of undesired materials prior to the biological process: 

b. maintaining control of the biological process in an enclosed environment such 
as a digester. 

The ability to pre-sort out undesirable components (cardboard, rags, paper, plastics, 
etc.) of MSW without shredding has long been a fundamental feature of the Sorain Waste 
Recovery technology. The development and testing of an innovative digester technology 
has occurred over the past years. The digester provides a continuous aerobic 
biodegradation process on the pre-sorted and non-shredded solid waste material with strict 
air and temperature controls. The complete cycle lasts four weeks and is fully automatic 
with computerized controls. During the composting period, the material reaches a 
temperature of over 150 F. The digested product has a low moisture content and is 
practically odorless as a result of combined blending and oxidation action. The pre-sorting 
process does not capture the smaller fragments of glass, grit and inerts which constitute 
contaminants for the practical end - use of the finished product. A subsequent screening 
and air classification is consequently necessary in order to refine the compost for market. 

The Sorain "Biorapid EAS• 

In addition to the primary objective of composting a solid waste biomass under strict 
biological aerobic control, the Sorain Digester is designed to provide optimum 
environmental operating conditions, contain processing and storage space requirements, 
minimize capital and construction cost and hold operations and maintenance costs at 
modest levels. 

The Digester consists of a large concrete rectangular basin with a holding capability 
of 28 times the daily biomass loading capacity. A bridge crane is mounted on rails across 
the basin and holds the long screws that agitate the organic material in the digester. 
Airjets are mounted on the bottom floor of the Digester and provide a regulated air supply 
to support the biological process of the organic material in the basin. The Digester is 
enclosed in a building which is equipped with pressure and ventilation devices that control 

1 
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the continuous filtering and discharge of the process evaporation and exit goses. 

System Data and Perfonnnnce . 

The Sorain system is based on a modular design with a preferred digester capacity 
of 200/250 TPD of pre-sorted MSW and/or yard waste. The digester can be operated 
economically at smaller daily loadings down to quantities of approximately 100 TPD. For 
quantities in excess of 200/250 TPD. a second or third digester in parallel is recommended. 

The capacity of each digester: 

Daily Loading Rate 
Daily Cycle 
Weekly Operation 
G.o\]lplete Cycle 
Total Basin Capacity 
Digester Basin Dimensions: 

width 
length 

Building Envelope 
width 
length 
height 

200/250 tons 
16 hours 
5/6 days 
4 weeks 
4,000/5,000 tons 

73 feet 
400 feet 

100 feet 
450 feet 
30 feet 

The capacity limit for each Digester is governed by the operation of the screw 
agitation bridge. If capacity requires a second unit, the length of the basin can be 
extended, with a second bridge crane to serve on the extended basin. 

As with any solid waste processing system, the amount of recovered commercial 
grade materials will largely depend on the waste decomposition and local markets. Based 
on an average pre-sorted U.S. MSW composition and with compost quality standards 
observed in most markets, the Sorain Digester System would yield: 

Pre-sorted MSW Feedstock 

Compost 
Loss from processing 
Process Residue 

Digester Oneration 

CBy Weight) 

25% 
50% 
25% 

100% 

100% 

The organic feedstock is loaded into the digester basin by means of a conveyor 
tripper running along the length of the in feed side of the rectangular basin. Once the 
feedstock material is inside the basin the bridgecrane mounted screws are set in motion 
and the mass is agitated by a ~rogrammed continuous cross action. This program is 
computerized so the entire mass in the basin will turned over once every day. 

2 



The biological decomposition process requires a fme balance of air and temperature. 
The airstreams to the biomass supplied by the jet nozzles in the basin floor tend to create 
·fixed air channels in the mass. Daily agitation counteracts this tendency by forcing the 
air stream into continuously changing exit patterns. thus prOVlding a better air distribution 
throughout the mass. Both air flow and bed temperature are monitored to insure the 
optimum biological activity is occuring. 

The agitation screws not only tum the entire mass in the basin over every day, but 
also serve as a discharge tooL At the end of each turning cycle the completely digested 
material will be positioned at the outlet side of the basin and the screws pull this material 
onto a discharge conveyor. 

'Rc'ining Sutem Operation 
~ 

The biological process in the digester decomposes and degrades the organic matter, 
but only marginally alters the non-compostable materials that enter the basin. These 
components are undesired in a final compost and are subsequently eliminated through a 
double screening and air classification process. Commonly such contaminants are: 

a. fragments of waste paper; 

b. fragments of plastics, leather and rubber, 

c. pieces of wood and various metals; 

d. fragments of glass, grit and ceramics. 

The refining equipment is ideally located as an addition to the digestion processing 
building and has the following space requirements: 

length 
width 
height 

100 feet 
100 feet 
30 feet 

3 



1\MERICAN RECOVERY 
CORPOAATION 

SORAIN CECCHINI 
TECHNOLOGY 

900 Nineteenth Street. N. W. 
Suite 600 

Washington. D.C. 20006 

(202) 775-5150 



SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF 
SQRAIN SOI.ID W ASIE BECYCtiNG TECHNOLOGIES 

INTRODUCTION 

American Recovery Corporation's Sorain technologies have a proven track record in 
solving the problems asaoci•ied with W88t8 hancjling, procesain.l and disposaL Soram haa 
been involved in the field of Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) m•n•pmmn: for over 45 years. 
Development of the Sorain MSW pJ'OC8S!Iing and recyding systii1D8 bepn in. the early 1960s 
and the first facility usin.3 this technology was placed in. serrice in. 1964. Sorain. preaeDtly 
owns and operates municipal waae collection. equipment. street cleaning equipment, 
transfer stations, compostiDg teciUaes and one of the 1arpst landfills in. Europe (Rome) 
with a daily capacity of 40p<)-5000 metric tons per day. The lmawiedp obtained throup 
actUal operating experience has played a key role in. the development of the cummt state 
of the art Sorain. teclmoiogies. 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION 

The proven Sorain. systems are capable of processin.g waste materials from­
residential. commercial and light industrial sources. Each facility is speci.ficdly designed 
to meet the customers requirements based on the follawiDg parameters: 

Wate composition 
Matariais to be recovered 
Availability of a domestic or international market for the recovered materials. 
Current cost of alternative disposal methods 

All Sorain. processing plants require a waste receiving area and the primary 
processing system. while the recovery systems are determined by the site-specific 
parameters described above. Figure l shows a typical facility flow diagram. 

Should the site have the abili.tv. both ohvsicailv and economicailv. to suuuort a full-
5caie So rain facility. the plant would· have die ·following processing iin.es: · · 

W aate Receiving 
Primary Processing System 
Plastic Film (Polyethylene) Recovery 
Corrugaied Recovery 
Newtmrint Recoverv 
Mixed Paper Recovery 
Aluminum Recoverv 
Ferrous Recovery · 
Organic Material Recoverv 
Combustible Material Reeovery 



In acidition. t.il.e following processing and. refi.ning lines cou.id be installed: 

Autmnarad Compostmg System for the compostilzg of the mi:Dd orgmic 
f:ract.ion . 
Plastics Regeneration System for the processing of the plastic film fracticm 
inca piutic gr.m.uiate. 
Ferrous Refining System for cleaning and densiiying the recovered ferrous 
matariais 
Abmnum System for densiiying the recovered aluminum materials 
Baling System for the recovered paper materials 

. The recovered componentS and products listed above can be recycled and. used in. 
the following manner. 

Newsprint. mized paper and corrugated paper material as feedstock for the 
industry 

~i::c gnmriiate for the production of plastic trash bags, pipe. conduit or 
molded objects 
Compost material as a soil conditioner in parks and gardens 
Ferrous metals in. the steel industrv 
Aluminum material in. the aluminum indusay 

PROCESS DESCRIPTION 

WASTE BECQYING AREA 
MUDicipal waate can be brought to the facility by truck or raiL It is weighed 

as it enters the facility, and then proceeds to the tipping area. The tipping area can. 
consist of either a conventional tipping floor or a pit. 

When a tipping floor is used the material is handled and moved to the in.feed 
crane with the use of front end loaders. A tipping floor director is responsible for 
inst1"1.1Cting the truck drivers where to place their loads and for initial screening and 
inspection of the load for non-procassible materials. The front end loader operator 
then moves the processible waste over to the inieed area of the primary processing 
system and directs the non-processible material to the reject area for landfill 
disposal. 

When a pit is used the material is segregated by the pits overhead grapple 
crane operator. Rejecc material is directed by the grapple crane operator to a reject • 
area and the processible waste is placed in the infeed area for subsequent loading 
into the p~ processing system. 

PRIMARY PROCESSING SYSTEM 

The primary processing system is the basis for eacb. Sorain facilitv. This 
system will take the raw wasta from the receiving area and process it for subsequent 
material recovery. The system is modular. with each module capable of processing 
?O short tons per. hour of waste. Th~ waste material is placed into the systems 
1nfeed conveyor wtth the use of an art1culated crane. The crane operator will load 



the illieed conveyor and provide the final screem.n.g of the raw waste for non­
processible items. which will be diverted via a reject conveyor for subsequent landfilJ 
disposal. 

The illieed conveyor delivers the processible material to the bag breaker. 
The bag breaker. a patented and time proven device. has the function of opeDing 
up the waste containers and of providing preliminary siziDg of large pieces of 
cardboard and other bulky items. Tilis sizing function. and the method by which 
it is accomplished. allows easier recovery of the recyclable materials. while limiting 
the contamination experienced with conventional shredding systems. 

The waste material leaving the bag breaker is then mechanically sorted by 
its phyaical characteristics. (size and weight) using a screen separator (trammel) and 
air cJapifier. This mechanical sorting operation concentrates materials into specific 
materials streams which allow for subsequent ~ recovery. 

FERROUS RECOVERY AND REFINING SXSTEMS 

Ferrous is recovered using a conventional magnetic conveyor system. Raw 
ferrous materials recovered from MSW by magnetic separation alone contains a 
degree of contamination which can affect the marketability of the recovered 
material. Therefore a Sorain ferrous cleanup system is recommended for refining 
this raw material into a quality product. This system economically cleans the raw 
ferrous and produces a high grade product. with a nominal2 inch diameter, that is 
virtually clean of paper. plastics and other contaminants. 

ALUMINUM RECOVERY SYSTEM 

Aluminum is recovered using either hand picking or a fully mechanical eddy 
current system. Recovered aluminum enjoys one of the highest recovered materials 
marketing prices. The recovered material is densified and baled for market. 

PLASTICS RECOVERY A..N'D REFINING SYSTEM 

Plastic fUm (polyethylene) is mechanically recovered from the waste stream 
and is then processed by the plastics refining system. The refming system will 
shred. wash. dry, extrude and fllter the recovered polyethylene material into a high 
grade plastic pellet. The pellets produced by the process are of such a high grade 
that they can be reiilm.ed into new plastic trash bags. The plastics refining system 
can also be configured to allow the direct infeed of agricultural and other industrial 
fllm plastic directly into the plastics washing line without first sending it through 
the primary processing equipment. The system produces a nominal 1/4 inch pellet 
which can be marketed in either bagged or bulk form. 

Sorain also has experience in the use of this recovered plastic in the 
manufacture of new plastic bags, piping and conduit. Sorain currently owns and 
operates separate plastic bag and pipe production facilities located in Pomezia. Italy. 



P AfER RECffii"ERY SYSTEM 

?.,.- ret:D98I'Y is accomplished by ~~ pickDz:r attar initial mechazW:al. 
processiJlg has concentrate~ the paper ~ Paper IS usually recovered in the 
form oi cmrugauci. J18W11Prmt and/or miDd. paper. These products are then baled 
and. marDted. Sorain can also provide a paper pulping system if a market exists 
for a pulped product. 

PREP.L\REI) FUEL SYSTEM 

The ayacem can be configured to produce a fuel product which em be burned 
in a mau bum. spreader stoker or tluidizeci. bed boilers for steam ami/or eD.eriT· 
prociuctiDD. The type of burner used will determine the proceaaing systems: 
coDfiguratiou. Fuel heat.mg values can be controlled through the pracea to 
acc:ammadate the very spec:iiic fuel properties required for the type of comhuatian. 
method useci. Soram also has experience with the production of pelletized fuel. . 

COMPOST!NG SYSTEM 

The compoatiDg system is a self comained process which can accept organic.. 
material separated from the MSW by the primary processing system or from direct­
outside sources such as segrepted yard wastea. The cummt Sorain. compcu¢ing 
syatem (fourth generation) represents the. research. and. operating experience witb.. .. 
MSW comp,.gng of over twenty year&. The compostmg process takes 28 days, auui. 
the bed reaches a temperature of over 150 F dmiDg that period. This prarides a 
material that is clean of bacteria. The material leavmg the compoatiDg bed is aeDt 
through a final. cleaning process where the glasa. small plastic and paper fragments. 
and other contaminants are removed. 

The coJl1l)osting system is computer controlled and can be operated with a 
minimum of staffing Thls system provides for a significant weight and volumetric 
reduction to the amount of material entering the landfili The compost material can. 
be used for landscaping or can be enhanced with chemicals for use as a fertilizer 
and soil conditioner material. 

DENSIFICATION SYSTEM 

Depending on the final processing system configuration a denai.tication system 
can be installed to enhance the volume. reduction capabilities of the facilitv. After 
material recovery the remaining material is processed through a densifier which will 
provide a significant reduction in volume to the reject material which requirea 
Janrifilling. 



QUALIFICATIONS 

AMERICAN RECOVERY CORPORATION 

American Recovery Corporation <ARC) is a company organized under the laws of the 
State of Delaware. U.S.A and is a joint venture between Sorain Cecchini Recovery 
Incorporated (SCR) and Potomac Capital Investment Corporation (PCD. ARC holds 
the exclusive rights to the Sorain technologies for the United States. its territories. 
and Canada ARC markets and designs MSW processing facilities and will provide 
construction and operating services as required. 

POTOMAC CAPITAL INVESTMENT CORPORATION 

Potomac Capital 'Investment Corporation (PCD is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Potomac Electric Power Company (PEPCO) an investor-owned utility servicing 
Washington. D.C. and suburban Maryland. PCI was formed in late 1983 to provide 
a permanent vehicle for the conduct of PEPCO's ongoing nonutility investment 
programs and is an investor in securities (primarily preferred stocks and debt 
instruments) of significant industrial, commercial. financial and utility companies. 
The Company is also a major investor in equipment leases and has invested in and 
arranged more than one billion dollars of equipment le~es, primarily relating to 
large commercial aircraft and communications satellites. 

In addition. PCI continues to develop its investment programs in small power 
production projects. PCI entered the small power production market initially by 
participating in the financial structuring and ownership of five 30-megawatt Solar 
Electric Generating System (SEGS) projects in Southern California. PCI has been 
the lead investor in arranging equity financing with respect to more than $350 
million of solar electric generating facilities located in the Mojave Desert of 
California. The SEGS projects are now in commercial operation, producing and 
selling electricity under 30-year contracts. PCI has a right-of-fl.rst-refusal on the 
utility-permitted portion to acquire for itself or others a 50% equity interest in 
additional 80 MW SEGS projects, all of which are under firm purchase power 
agreements. 

In 1988, PCI established a wholly owned subsidiary, American Energy Corporation 
CAEC) to develop additional investments in waste-to-energy and Qualifying Facilities 
(PURP A) small power production projects. In September 1988 AEC entered into a 
teaming agreement with L. & C. Steinmuller to represent their mass bum 
technology in the United States. 

PCI has total assets of almost $900 million dollars and a net worth in excess of $240 
million as of March 31, 1989. PCfs long term unsecured debt is rated AA-by 
Standard and Poor's and Aa2 by Moody's. PCI maintains an active commercial paper 
program with Goldman Sachs which would permit PCI to have outstanding up to 
$~90 million of commercial paper which carries a P-1 rating from Moody's, a Dl­
Duff and Phelps and anAl+ from Standard and Poor's. 



SQRAIN CECCHINI RECOVERY INCORPORATED 

Sorain Cecchilri Recovery Incorporated (SCR), a corporation duly organized under 
the laws of the State of Delaware, USA, is a wholly owned subsidiary of Sorain 
Cecchini S.p.A, of Rome Italy. SCR has the rights to all of the Sorain Cecchilri 
S. p.A technologies, research and development, operating expertise, and proprietary 
equipment designs for the United States. it territories, and Canada. SCR has placed 
these exclusive rights into American Recovery Corporation <ARC), which is a joint 
venture between Potomac Capital Investment Corporation (PCD and Sorain Cecchini 
Recovery Corporation. 

SORA!N CECCHINI S.p.A 

Sorain Cecchini S.p.A, an Italian Corporation has been involved in the Municipal 
Solid Waste (MSw) field since 1943. The company, and its principal subsidiaries 
operates landfills, MSW processing facilities. an MSW composting facility, waste 
collection and street sweeping equipment, an MSW transfer station. a plastic pipe 
manufacturing facility and a fllm plastics regeneration and fllming plant. Sorain 
Cecchini has participated in the municipal waste processing field since the early 
1960's and placed the first mechanical processing facility in service in 1964, (Rome 
West). Since that time Sorain Cecchjni has designed and placed in service, 10 
facilities located in 6 different countries throughout the world. 

Over the last 25 years Sorain Cecchini has devoted extensive research into the 
development and refinement of their technology. The company holds numerous 
international patents on their proprietary equipment which is specifically designed 
to handle MSW material 



SORAJN CECCHINI 

PLANTS Buu;r FOR MIJNIGIPAL SOLID W AS'I'E RECYCL!NG 

Start-Up 
Year 

1964 - Rome West (Italy) - Recycling Plant 
1967 - Rome East <Italy) - Recycling Plant 
1972 - Perugia <Italy) - Recyciing Plant 
1975 - Rio de Janeiro (Brazii) - Recyciin.g Plant 
1977 - Pomezia (Italy) - Pl.aatics Regeneration & Filming 
1977 - Pomezia ataly)- Plastic Pipe ManuiactureJ. 
1983 - Toronto <Canada) - Recyc:iing Plant 
1985 - Oslo (Norway) - Recycling Plant 
1987 - Perugia (Italy) - Composting Plant 
1989 - Prague <Czechoslovakia) 

PLANTS UNPER START-UP 

1989 - Cassino <Italy) - Recycling Plant 

Daily Daily 
Capacity Capacity 

(Metric TonsJ (Short Tons) 

600 
1200 
300 
450 
20 

250 
650 
170 
600 

600 

660 
1325 
330 
500 
22 

275. 
725 
190 
660 

660 

PLANTS UNDER CONSIRUCTION 

1989 - Cassino <Italy) - Composting Plant 200/250 

LANPFJT,t, ACTIV'lTIES 

Rome (Italy) - ~otta. Landfill 
Peitraveili::ta (Italy) - Perugm Landfill 

COLLECTION ACTIVITIES 

Perugia (Italy) - Collection and Street Sweeping 
Caracas (Venezuela) - Collection 

Plastic pellets are supplied from the Pomezia plastics regeneration facility. 



SORAIN CECCHINI EXPERIENCE AND FACILITY DESCRIPTIONS 

FACILITIES OPERATIONS HISTORY 

ROME WEST. ITALY (start-up 1964) 

This facility was the flrSt plant incorporating what is now identified as the Sorain 
Cecchini (Sorain) technologies. This plant incorporated two 25 tons/hour (TPH)1 

primary processing lines. The facility recovered film plastic. ferrous metal. mixed 
paper, and the organic fraction for composting. An incineration system was used for 
the volumetric reduction of the process residue and the remajnjng ash was 
land filled. 

The facility was o..wned and operated by Sorain until 1979 when the facility was 
taken over by the City of Rome. The facility was operated by the City until 1986. 
Currently the plant is half owned by Sorain and half owned by the City. Due to the 
current environmental regulations which prevent the operation of the incinerators. 
the MSW is currently being landfilled anci the processing facility has not been 
operational since 1986. Negotiations are presently underway with the City of Rome 
for Sorain to build and operate a new facility at this site. 

This site also included Sorain's collection truck maintenance facilities. In 1976, the 
City purchased Sorain's collection equipment and still operates and maintains this 
equipment at the Rome West site. 

ROME EAST. ITALY (start-up 1967) 

This facility was the second plant incorporating the Sorain technologies. This 
facility incorporated six. 18 (TPH) primary processing lines. The facility recovered 
fJ.lm plastic. ferrous metal. mixed paper (in the form of paper pulp), and organic 
material for composting and animal feed production. Similar to the Rome West 
facility, this plant used incinerators to provide for fmal volumetric reduction. This 
site also included Sorain's collection vehicles maintenance facilities. Sorain also 
designed. constructed and operated the first three generations of composting systems 
at this site. 

Similar to the Rome West facility, the City took over the Plant in 1979 and 
subsequently returned it to the control of Sorain in 1986. Sorain currently owns 
100% of the Rome East facility and is operating a 1325 ton transfer facility on the 
site. The processing lines are currently not operated due to the environmental 
situation with the incinerators. Negotiations are presently underway with the City 
of Rome for Sorain to build and operate a new processing facility at this site. In 
1976, the City purchased Sorain's collection equipment and still operates and 
maintains this equipment at the Rome East site. 

1 Ton = 2000 lbs. 



Sorain. Cecchini's eruPnee~ offices are located at this facility, where they contm.ue 
to deveiope the tedmniogy. Currently, Sorain has designed. fabricated. instatled and 
extenmveiy tested the 50 TPH. infeed conveyor, bag breaiter. and tt"ammel which is 
being oiferea as the standard product line for the U.S. and Canariian markets at this 
site. 

PERPGIA. ITALY (start·up 19721 Processing Facility 

This facility was designed. constructed and operated by the Sorain group and is 
located in Ponte Rio. The facility curren.tiy incorporates one 25 TPH primary 
processing line. The plant recovers film plastic. ferrous metal. orgmics for 
compoatiDg , and produces a RDF product. The p.iaatic film in this facility is sold. 
for the n:um.ufacture of plastic molded objects. The fuel product is cummtly 
lancifilled due to the costa associated with retrofitting the plants incinerator to 
meet current environmental requirements. The plant also included procemring 
equipment to produCe animai feedstock from the organic mater. This is no longer· 
produced due to market chaDges for the product. 

The Sorain group also operates the City of Perugia's collection vehicles and street 
sweeping equipment. Maintenance for this equipment is provided at the site. The 
Cityls municipal. wasteWater treatment plant was built and is currently operated by 
Sorain at the site. · 

PERPGIA. ITALY (start-up 19871 Composting Facility 

Sorain designed. constructed and operates a 190 TPD MSW compoating facility 
located in Pietrameiina which is about 35 kilometers from the primary procesaing 
facility. The .faci1ity incorporates Sorain's latest technology in composting. The 
plant is computerized and can operate with as few as two people at a time. The 
facility also refines the final compost material to remove glass. rocks. paper zuui 
plastic contaminants to provide a high grade compost material. 

RIO De JANEIRO. BRAZIL (start-up 1975) 

This facility incorporates one 25 TPH Sorain process line and recovers film plastic. 
cardboa.n:i. textiles. and orgamcs for compost:ing. The compost material is eniumceci. 
by adding chemicala and is then sold as a soil conditioning, fertilizer material. 

POMEZIA. ITALY (start-up 1977) Plastic Regeneration/Filming Facility 

This facility is owned. and operated by the Sorain group and regenerates film plastic­
into pellets and. subsequently uses these pellets to produce plastic trash zuui 
shopping bags. The facility was originally constructed to process baled material.. 
from tb.e two Rome recycling facilities. Since these plants are not in. operation. 
Sorain is actively purchasing recycled plastic film from industrial and agricultural 
users throughout Europe. The facility incorporates two plastic washing lines. and 
pelletizes and regenerates over 2500 tons/year of recovered. film plastic. The final 
material is stored in silos until it is remanufactured into plastic film. 



PQMEZIA. ITALY (start-up l977J Pipe ~ 

This facility is OWDed sud operated by the Sorain group and is located ~proximately 
5 kilometerS from the plastics regeneration facility also located in Pomezi• This 
facility usu the recycled film pellets to produce polyedlylene pipe of various sizeL 
Sorain also tr.msports rolled film material from the filming facility and produces 
plastic trash and shopping bags at this site. 

DOMTAR PAPER. TORONTO CANADA (start-up 1983) 

This facility waa designed. by Sorain to recover corrugated cardboard. from 
commercial waste and is owned. and operated by the Domtar Paper Company. 

OSLQ. NQRWAY (start-up 198&) 

This facility's rec:yciing system was deBilned. by Sorain and. is owned. by Kvumer 
Brug A/S and is operated by REO A/S a joint ventura between Kvaamer and the. 
local municipality. The facility incorporates two 28 TPH primary procesaing lines 
md recovers film plastic (pellets>. mixed paper (for on-site pulping). ferrous metaL 
and. a combustible fraction which. is co-iired widl unprocessed. MSW in an on site 
Widmer-Eamst mass burn furnace. 

OS'fRA VA !fRAGUEl. CZECHQ8LOV AKIA 

ConstrUCtion of this facility began. in 1985. and the plant began. full scale commercial 
operation in the fall of 1988. The facility is owned and operated by Vitkavice. This 
facility incorporates two 27.5 TPH Sorain processing lines and recovers film pl•mc 
(pellets). ferrous metal. organics for an adjacent Sorain composting facility, and · 
produces a semi-densitied RDF product for sale. 

FACILrl'IES UNDER START-UP 

CASSINO. ITALY 

Construction oi this facility began. in 1985. and waa completed in early 1989. Start­
up is scheduled for Fall 1989. This facility was designed. constructed and will be 
owned and operated by the Sora:in group. The facility incorporates two 22 TPH 
process linea and will recover fllm. plastic (pellets), ferrous metal. organic material 
for compoating, and will bale recovered paper material. 

The facility is also designed for the future addition of a fluidized bed boiler which. 
is currently under contract negotiation and permitting. 



FACILITIES UNDER CONSTRUCTION 

CA$SINO. IT:ALY 

Sorain de~ co:astructed and will operate a 200/250 TPD MSW composting 
facility adjacem to the existing processing facility. Also. this plaDt incorporates 
Sorain1s latest technology in composting. The plant is computerized and can operata 
with as few as two people at a time. The facility also refines the final compost 
material to remove glass. rocks. paper and plastic contaminants to provide a higi:t. 
grade compos material. 

LANDFILL OPERATIONS 

ROME. ITALY 

Currently· the Sorain grou-p owns and o-perates the Malagrotta laDrifiU located in 
Rome. Italy. This iaDdfill is one of the largest in Europe with a daily ca-pacicy of 
4400-5500 tons. 

PEBUGIA.ITALY 

The Soram group currently owns and operates the Perugia landfill which is located 
in Peitrameiina. 

COLLECTION OPERATIONS 

PERUGIA. ITALY 

The Sorain. group currently owns and operates the collection vehicles and street 
sweeping equipment which serves the City of Perugia. (population 150.000). 

CARACAS. VENEZIJEIA 

The Sorain group currently owns and operates the collection vehicles which collect 
40% of the MSW generated in the City of Caracas. 

&73 'x 
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DIRECTOR HYLAND: Kindly take.:your seacs 

2 and we'll get started, please. i· 

3 I would like to call the meeting to order. 

4 Could we have the announcement, please? 

• 
5 MS. SHEA: Adequate notice of this 

6 adjourned regular meeting held this 8th day of 

7 May 1989, has been --

8 A VOICE: Louder, louder. 

9 MS. SHEA: Adequate notice of this 

10 adjourned regular meeting had held this 8th day 

11 of May, 1989, has been provided through 

12 re~olution adopted by this Board at its stated 

13 annual meeting held at the courthouse on January 

14 4th, 1939, and through resolution adopted on 

15 April 26th, 1989, and through the posting of 

16 said resolution in the courthouse, and by 

17 mailing the resolution to the Newark_ 

18 Star-Ledger, the Morris County paily Record, and 

19 to all other newspapers which are published in 

20 New Jersey and which are circulated in the 

21 County and by filing a copy of the same with the 

22 Clerk of the Town of Morristown and the Morri~ 

23 County Clerk. 

24 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Roll call, please. 

25 (Roll taken - All Freeholders present ~ith 

& '11 X 
Walter J. Pecelli, C.S.R. ----------------------------.--.--. --. -_--. --.-------. --
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.·.~~i:~~ 1 the exception of Ms. Murphy.) 

2 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Also with us tonight to 

3 my left is Armand O'Agostino, County Counsel; to 

4 my right, Virginia Shea, Clerk of the Board; to 

5 her right, Fred Rossi, County Administrator. 

6 Would you all please rise for the prayer 

7 and the Flag salute? 

8 (After a public prayer and salute to the 

9 Flag the meeting is called to order.) 

10 DIRECTOR HYLANDs The regular order of 

11 business is suspended so that this Board may 

12 conduct a hearing on the proposed amendment ~o 

13 the Morris County Solid Waste Management Plan. 
·. 

14 The proposed amendment to the plan provides, 

15 among other things, that S1te 15, Roxbury 

16 Township, and Mount Olive Township, Bloc~ 14, 

17 Lot 3, be the sita for a ma~s-burn 

13 w~~te-to-enecgy facillty. 

19 Any person may ~ubmit written comment or 

20 exhibit until May 22nd. 19S9. Each person who 

21 speaks shall be limited to five ninutes so that 

.. ., 
~ .. everyone who wiches shall have the opportunity 

23 to be heard. The five minute licit shall not 

24 apply to testimony glven by presentution through 

25 an attorney or expert who represents cl1ents, 

!X 
Halter J. P~relli, .c.s.R. , ------------·-·- :--. ----.--.-.. -. :~~ .. - ... ~-. ·---·-:·-.·~------~-.-- -.-



. ------------ --------· ________ . _______ . ___ ._.... --

1 wn1c~ presentation and testimony shull be 

2 lim~ted at the di~cretion of the Chair. 

3 Attorneys who have not done so ~nould 

4 enter their name on the uttorney lls~, their 

5 c1ient and their e~pert, if any, and t~eir 

6 requested time. each person who wishes to 

i speak, if he or she has not already done so, 

8 shall print hi~ or her name and addre~~ on the 

9 public list at the rear entrances. And the 

10 Chair shall recognize each person by calling che 

11 name, and the person sh~ll then proceed to the 

12 microphone, repeat his or her name and then give 

13 comment~. !~o ~erson may defer hi~ or her time 

14 allocation to anotner person. 

15 In order to be as fair as possible, the 

16 Chair w1ll start by allowing the Mayor of 

17 Roxbury and che Mayor of Mt. Olive to address 

18 the Board, and tnen we•11 call on persons to 

19 speak from the public list for approximately the 

20 first hour, then the Chair shall switch to the 

21 attorney list for ano~her hour. As each 

22 attorney or expert i~ called, the time 

23 limitation shall be given to che attorney or 

24 exp~rt and licitation shall be acihered to, to 

25 give everyone the opportunity to be heard. 

£, '1 X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R • 

. -.-------:---.-.--.-
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1 .. ~ . 

... ~ ·~: Remember: All persons have the 
·.-r.:.,:;·l 

2 opportunity and the right to submit written 

3 objections or comments or exhibits to this Board 

4 until Hay 22nd. 1989. 

5 The public list and the attorney list will 

6 please be forwarded up here at this time. 

7 (Director Hyland and Mr. D'Agostino confer 

8 off the record.) 

9 DIRECTOR HYLAND: The public hearing is 

10 now open, and I would like to call on first, 

11 Mayor Dawson. 

12 MAYOR DAWSON: Thank you, Director Hyland. 

13 I wanted to make sure we have a 

14 clarification, Mr. D'Agostino, which we 

15 discussed prior to the opening of this meeting, 

16 that the sign-up sheet will be available, and 

17 that will be available out in the lobby for the 

18 rest of the meeting. Is that correct? 

19 MR. D'AGOSTINO: That's correct. 

20 DIRECTOR HYLAND: That's right. 

21 MAYOR DAWSON: Thank you vecy much. 

22 Before I get started here, I would just 

23 like to advise the members of the public here 

24 this evening that this meeting was originally 

25 scheduled to be held at the Mennen Arena in 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 Morris Township. When I heard this, t called 

2 Director Hyland and several of the Freeholders 

3 and I said, if you think you're going to be able 

4 to do this and have this meeting so that the 

5 people of Roxbury Township and the surrounding 

6 communities are going to find this meeting and 

7 get to this meeting, I think you're going to 

8 have a problem, and I believe this meeting must 

9 be held in Roxbury Township. 

10 What's the problem? 

11 MR. SETTE: Can the audio guy -- there's a 

12 real strong echo. We can hardly understand you. 

13 A VOICE: The echo exists if I turn the 

14 sound system off. It's the room itself, ~here's 

15 nothing I can do about il. 

16 They can hear fine up here. 

17 MAYOR DAqson: Hew is that? Can everyone 

hear? 

19 Okay. To go on with the show. 

20 I would like to state for the record the 

21 position of the Mayor, myself, and the Township 

22 Council, Roxbury Township, that we have and 

23 still are oppo~eed to the siting of an 

24 incinerator not only in Roxbury ?ownship, but in 

25 Mt. Olive and Morris County as well. 

Walter J. Pe:elli, C.S.R. 

I 
7' 

I 
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1 C~\pplau.:le. l 

2 MAYOR 0.\!iSO!l: !ie recognize and I • m 

3 sure -- the people just applauded a ~inute 

4 ago-- we recognize t~ere•z a serious solid 

5 waste d1sposal problem in our area and we also 

6 recognize that th~s needs immediate attention, 

7 but we don't believe incineration 1s the miracle 

8 cure. 

9 (Applaus:e.) 

10 MAYOR or~tiSOtl: lie cannot continue to 

11 deplete our natural re$ources. We have to be 

12 able to learn to recycle and reuse. Sane people 
·. __ _ 

13 say, incineration is the state of the art or the 

14 way to go, the latest technology. 

15 I disagree. For the last twenty years --

16 (Applause.) 

17 MAYOR D~lSON: Over the last twenty years 

1G or so we've been told many times that some 

19 products or proce~se~ that have been introduced 

20 are either the latest th1ng or the state of the 

:n art technology. I disagree, and I'll give you 

22 some examples of things that have come b~ck to 

23 haunt u~ and they're living nightmares today. 

24 You know, we're talking about things such as 
~._,.. 

25 a3be~tos in our school5; DDT on our plants and 

(p f{ 2.~ 
~alter J. Perelli, C.S.R • 
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.. 
~ vegetables; agent orange in Viet Nam: nuclear 

,',::~,.I' 

.., - power; led in gas, led in paint, IUDs for woman; 

3 all of these things were introduced to us in the 

4 last twenty years have now become nightmares and 

5 we're living with these things on a daily basis, 

6 and I believe incineration is going to be 

7 another one of those nightmares. 

0 (Applause.) 

9 MAYOR DA;vSON: Although the host of 

10 community me~hods would be wonderful for Roxbury 

ll Township or whoever is going to host this 

12 incinerator, there's no way that I can trade 

13 dollar bills for the health and welfare of our 

14 people. 

15 (Applause.> 

16 MAYOR DAWSON: This Freeholder Board has 

17 an obligation to the people of Morris County, 

18 and before you can even consider siting an 

19 incinerator anywhere, you must respond 

20 satisfactorily to the following questions: 

21 Number one. Specifically, what studies 

22 have been conducted to determine the impact 

23 incineration would have on the environment over 

24 a period of years? 

25 (Applause.) 

(py~ 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. ----:---.-.. :---~--.-. ----.-~.::--. ----.. --;-:--~--___.__...--.--. ·-. --~~ 
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t4AYOR OA~~SOlh Number two. Why is 

incineration beinq presented as the only 

approved tecbnoloqy for solid waste disposal? 

(Applause.) 

MAYOR DAWSON: And number three, and a 

question that I've asked many times: What other 

alternatives have you studied, and what, if any, 

are the reasons for rejection? 

(Applause.) 

MAYOR DAWSON: Speakinq about 

alternatives, I've been lookinq into other 

alternatives. I don't know if the members of 

the board of Freeholder~ have, but I have. And 

I personally toured within the last couple of 

months the ORFA facility in ?ennsylvania. This 

process, a3 you may or may not know, takes 

waste, curbside .garbage and ~urns it into a 

reusable product, recycling as it goes along 

throuqh the process. It shreds, it impacts and 

pulverizes, it sanitizes, it cleans, it drys the 

by-product, and the result is they remove the 

aluminum, they remove the non-ferrous metals, 

the sand, the glass, and the end product is a 

by-product called ORFA fiber that can be sold to 

"' paper companies for use in their paper business. 

tate Library 

Walt~r J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 And there's been critic1sm ~~at this end product 
~-. -' 

2 as a result of the ORFA ficer, if it can't be 

3 sold, that's their problem. You can still 

4 landfill it, it's not toxic and it's not 

5 hazardou3. 

6 And one very important thing that I 

7 noticed while touring this facility, and I was 

8 very careful to make sure I knew what I was 

9 talking about, but I found out that there are no 

10 hazardous materials that will be released into 

11 the air, there are no hazardous materials that 

12 will be released into the water or waste stream 

13 or no hazardou~ materials that will be released 

14 into a landfill. 

15 (1\pplause.) 

16 \Mt\YOR DAHSON: There are all kinds of 

17 things on the market. 

18 I received a letter this afternoon and I 

19 would like to read it. 

20 •near Mayor Dawson: !t was a pleasure 

21 speaking with you today, ana as I mentioned to 

22 you, after t~o years of searching fer an 

23 alternative technology to mass-burn incineration 

24 we are in the process of obtaining exclusive 

25 rights for ~he marketing of a Japanese system 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 thae has been in use and operation foe over 

2 fifteen years and that bas displayed the 

3 sensitivity and reliability necessary to handle 

4 municipal solid waste without the potential of 

5 environmental fears that are imminent in 

6 incineration technology. Further, ehe cost of 

7 such equipment will prove to be ehirty cents on 

8 the incinerator dollar.• 

9 (Applause.> 

10 l-tAYOR DAi"lSONa •unfortunately, our 

11 agreement with the Japanese will not be complete 

12 for 30 days and we are not in a position to 

13 disclose proprietary information, therefore we 

14 can only suggest that you propose to the 

15 Freeholders and the Morris County Municipal 

16 Utility Authority that a moratorium on 

17 implementation and construction of a mass-burn 

18 incinerator be imposed until such time as all 

19 other alternatives depicting the best available 

20 technology are available for review of all 

21 Morris County citizens.• 

22 

23 (l.lAYOR DMISON: To conclude, •1 wish you 

24 the best of luck in your attempts to avoid 
.... __ ...... · 

25 construction of this facility in your 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 municipality, and aa soon as I have completed my 

2 agreement with the Japanese, I will contact you 

3 to discuss the situation further. 

4 •If I can be of any further assistance, 

5 please do not hesitate to contac~ me.• 

6 That's just one of many other technologies 

7 that are available. 

8 My question is: Why, Freeholders, are you 

9 not focusing on any of theGe other alternatives? 

10 Is it because your research agency, the HUA, 

ll hasn't done its homework? I think that•s the 

12 case. 

13 (Applause.> 

14 MAYOR DAWSON: You cannot possibly make a 

15 decision on incineration without knowing all the 

16 facts. And by the way, if you've been reading 

17 the newspapers lately or attended any political 

18 forums you've seen signs of a growing trend, 

19 it's a trend against incineration. Even some of 

20 the candidates for Governor and Freeholder are 

21 beginning to change their views on incineration. 

22 (Applau::;e.) 

23 HAYOR DAt'lSON: About a conth and a half 

24 ago I attended a candidates• forum held at a 
· .. ___,· 

25 lun~heon in Parsippany and there were seven 

Walter J. Petelli, C.S.R • 
..,___------.-.-.-.----:.-~---.------.---.---~----~~ 
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1 candidates up in front of the room for 
,··<:f: 

2 candidates for Governor. And during t~e course 

3 of the luncheon there was a question and answer 

session by the public and I was able to ask just 

5 one very simple question. And I said basically, 

6 I'm here to ask one question today, the answer 

7 can be very simple, it just requires a yes or no 

0 answer. And my question is: Of the candidates 

9 in front of me right now, I would like to know 

10 who favors incineration. 

11 And ~s I watched these seven gubernatorial 

12 candidates, their response was like this; what 

13 do I do? (Demonstrating) 

14 It'z starting to turn around, folks. 

15 (Applause.) 

16 (Whereupon, Freeholder Murphy arrives.) 

17 MAYOR DANSON: The people are talking all 

18 over the country. They are saying no to 

19 incineration. I received a letter a few ~inutes 

20 ago from the Mayor of Seattle, Washington. I 

21 would like to read what he says. 

22 •near Mayor Dawson: I understand that 

23 your county will soon be deciding on a solid 

24 waste disposal option for your area and that you 

25 are incerestec in Seattle's decision nat to 

Halter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 bui~d a waste energy plane at this time. 

2 •our Solid Waste Utility examined the 

3 incinerator alternative very thoroughly. Many 

4 economic and environmental questions were 

5 answered in the Environmental !~pact Statement. 

6 However, 1 recommended and Seattle's City 

7 Council agreed to defer any decision on 

8 incineration until 1996. Our rcason5 w~re 

9 twofold: Regulartory agencies had not spoken 

10 definitely on ash disposal, and further, air 

11 emission requirements. Secondly, a curb~ide 

12 recycling program had just begun a few rncnths 

13 earlier. While positively received by our 

14 citizens, we needed t1me to demonstrate the 

15 effectiveness of recycling at reducing the 5ize 

16 of a waste-to-energy facility. We are currently 

17 recycling at a rate of 28 percent and through a 

18 monumental effort hope to reach 60 percent by 

19 1996. 

20 •clearly there is not one anGwer to the 

21 garbage que~tion because of the en~ironmental, 

22 econo~ic, and political questions. I ho~e this 

23 information is helpful as you are reviewing 

24 choices on solid waste management. 

25 •sincerely, Carles Royer, Mayor of the 

h~CJX 
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C~ty of Seattle.• 

(Applause). 

MAYOR DAWSON: The people are not only 

talking around the country but they're talking 

in Roxbury Township and Morris County, they're 

saying no to incin~ration. 

(Applause.) 

MAYOR DAWSON: Citizens groups are coming 

together. Morris County is coming together, as 

east meets west. The Mayors of Roxbury 

Township, Me. Olive and Parsippany have formed a 

coalition to fiqht incineration. 

(Applause.) 

MAYOR DAWSOn: Together we represent 

almost a hundred thousand people, and that's a 

lot of votes. 

(Shouts from the public.) 

MAYOR DAWSON: We are also being joined 

daily by mayors and officials of other 

municipalities in Morris County and we have 

strength in numbers and are numbers are growing 

daily. 

(Applause.) 

MAYOR DMISON: I 1 ll conclude my time by a 

question, that the Freeholder Board defer any 

(pqOx 
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1 decision on incineration, until questions, all 
.,. ... 

2 the questions are answered, and all other 

3 alternatives are examined. 

4 (Applause.> 

5 MAYOR DAWSONz Thank you. 

6 (Applause.) 

7 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Thank you, Mayor Dawson. 

8 Mayor Johnson? 

9 MAYOR JOHNSON: I wish to thank you 

10 Free·holders for holding this meeting. I also 

ll thank Mayor Dawson, Roxbury Council for inviting 

12 the citizens of Mt. Olive to participate. 

13 (Applause.) 

14 MAYOR JOHNSON: I especially want to thank 

15 the many residents who have taken the time to 

16 come here tonight. The subject tonight concerns 

17 the garbage crisis in Morris County. Of courEe, 

18 Mount Olive Township wouldn't have a problem 

19 today if the State and County hadn't got 

20 involved. 

21 (Applause.) 

22 MAYOR JOHNSON: Like many to~nc in Morris 

23 County we had our own landfill opened about 

24 1967. We had twice a week garbage pick up, 

25 plus a clean up of heavy material at the cost ~f 

X 
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l only a couple of dollars a ton. ~hingo were 

2 fine for a year or two. Then the State pa~zed a 

3 law putting all landfills under State 

4 jurisdiction. 

5 Garbage started coming in from all o~er 

6 the place. Eventually garbage from Bridgeport, 

7 Connecticut was brought to Mount Olive. It 1~ 

8 my understanding that Bridgeport had trouble 

9 with its incinerator. 

10 (Applause.) 

11 ~lAYOR JOHlJSON: IH tn tlle State and County 

12 in trouble, our co3ts have skyrocketed to 

13 $122.42 per ton. This astronomical cost 

!4 increase occurred in spite of the fact that 

15 Mount Olive Township has started a recyclins 

16 program long before the County or State passed 

17 any laws on the subject. 

10 !f left alone, ! truly feel th3t nt. 

19 Olive, Roxbury and Netcong would have jc1ned 

20 forces and di5covered some type of syete~ to 

21 take care of the garbage at a cozt ~cc~ptable to 

22 the citizens. It appears that so~e Stat~ and 

23 County ~ffic1a1s are dictating tnat 1ncinerat1on 

24 i~ the only solution tc our ~coblem. We are 

25 ~upposed to be li~ing in a de~ocracy, but --

2x 
Walter J. Perclli, C.S.R. 
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1 <Appla~ze.) 

2 f.1Ai'OR JOHNSON: -- but there appears to 

3 be some Ruzsian drcs~ing spreac all ever the 

4 State of New Jersey. 

5 C.t\pplause.) 

6 Z.lAYOR JOHNSON: ~lhen it ~as stated that 

7 Roxbury might be tne site for an incincr~tcr, I 

6 wonder if the Freeholders are aware of what 

happened in Mount Olive Township. S1nce the 

10 early 1960s a great building boom occurred in 

11 Mt. Olive. Thou~ands of families have been 

12 building homes in our township, ~nd in fact, 

13 some construction companies have been import1ng 

14 workers free Louisiana and Wiscon3in to keep ~he 

15 work going. Tne Clover Hill development ~lone 

16 has 954 homes. Close to 3,000 new homes have 

17 received final approval. The frantic building 

18 spurt continued in spite of the landfill 

19 problems, the transfer station, even highar 

20 interest rates, or price tags of almoat $500,000 

21 for a new home. 

22 But once the story about the possible 

23 incinerator in Roxbury appeared to hit the 

24 ne~spapers, the building industry in Mt. Olive 

25 went into a terrific slump. 

:3)( 
Walter J. Perelli, c.s.R. 

~-----=-~--.---.. -----



···-----·----------------------------

20 

.. -
' 1 Why? The fact is, I believe, tna~ the .. 

2 people realize once garbage is burned and 

3 pollut.ants are emitted from the smoke s~ack, all 

4 control over the pollutants is lost. 

5 (Applause.) 

6 MAYOR JOHNSON: Real estate a9ents have 

7 told me that twice the usual number of •For 

8 Sale• signs for homes have appeared for this 

9 time of year. People have slashed thousands of 

10 dollars from their asking price. The homes are 

11 not selling. 

12 Two developers who are ready to start 

13 their building program have cancelled any future 

14 meetings with township officials and have no 

15 plans to proceed. At least three closing of 

16 brand new homea have been cancelled because of 

17 the incinerator. We were searching for answers 

18 on how we could slow down our fast growth 

19 problem, especially with 3,000 homes with 

20 approvals, but the incinerator has provided the 

21 answer. Unfortunately, many in the buildings 

22 trade and suppliers as well will not have jobs. 

23 If the incinerator is placed in Roxbury 

24 and burns 1300 tons of garbage a day and 25 

25 percent or 325 tons remains as toxic ash, that~ 

& X 
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l means t.hat 75 percent or 975 tons of: polluted 

2 air will drift over Roxbury, Randolph, Dover, 

3 Denville, Wharton and Parsippany. This, in 

4 time, will create another •cancer Alley• in New 

5 Jersey, as the prevailing winds blow west to 

6 east. 

7 <Applause.) 

8 MAYOR JOHNSON: A simple law of physics 

9 staces that matter cannot be destroyed, it. 

10 simply takes a different form. In this case, 

11 polluted air. 

12 Do the Freeholders know that a recent. 

13 article in The New York Times, it recorded that 

14 the second worst state as far as air quallty lS 

15 concerned is in New Jersey? 

16 But fear not, -with the aid of some of our 

17 Freeholders and some state officials, their pl~n 

18 for inciner3tion will wake us number on~. 

19 (Applause.) 

20 MAYOR JOHNSO~: We are going to have the 

21 worst a1r quality of any state -- who kno~s. 

22 

23 We can forget "New Jersey and you, ?erfect 

24 togetner." 

25 (Applause.) 

&4:J:X 
Waltar J. Perelli, c.s.R. 
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1 MAYOR JORNGONz Do the Freeholdec3 Know 

2 that an incinerator in Rocneztcr was shut down 

3 by the Federal Government ~fter i~ had been in 

4 operation for only two years? For the past five 

5 years it has been sitting idle, and Rochester is 

6 suing the construction company and the 

7 engineering concccn for a $117 million dollars. 

8 Do the Freeholders know that the Feder~l 

9 Government recently closed down anotn~r 

10 incinerator in Philadelphia? Do the F~~eh0l~ers 

11 knew thDt Sweden is now reviewing all 1ts 

12 incinerators because the cows are giv1~g 

13 conc~minated mil~? Altbougn farms are ~1le; 

14 away fro~ the incinerators, over th~ years the 

15 pollutants in the air have ccntamin~ted t~e 

16 grass the ccv3 eac. 

17 Some people m~y say, th1~ new incinerator 

10 will be a 3tate of the art. 

19 (Shouts from the public.) 

20 MAYOR JOHNSON: I ask this question: Over 

21 the years, have you ever heard someone state, 

22 "we are going to build this incineratoc for a 

23 $110 million and it will just burn things and 

24 the government will probably close it down in a 
.. _. 

25 couple of years•? Of course not. Every 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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incinerator ever builc had the famou~, •state of 

the art• tag on it. 

(Applause. l 

MAYOR JOHNSON: I do not understand why 

some of the Freeholders are afraid to explore or 

to listen to suggestions regarding alternatives 

other than incineration. Their excuse that a 

solution must be found within a certain time 
I 

limit is frivolous. The Freeholders were 

supposed to find the solution during the past 

ten years. They didn't do 1t. 

CAppl a use.) 

t-1.\YOR JOHNSON: Did the State put them in 

jail? 

No. 

Was the County of Morris fined SlO 

million? 

No. 

Are they positive that Chambers would 

extend their contract for another two years if 

needed? 

Others much more knowledgeable than I will 

discuss incinerators and other means of 

disposing garbage and will separate fact from 

fiction. I ask all of you, including the 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R • .. ---.-. -~---~--=--------.-~~---. --.--~~- -----. . .... 
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Freeholders to listen to the presentation of 

these people, their remarks, and we need support 

of all the citizens in Morris County. 

I have one final subject which has been 

kept relatively distant from the public. I 

refer to the selection of the landfill for the 

toxic ash that will be produced by the 

incinerator. Some Freeholders have stated they 

have no qualms about reopening Combe Fill North, 

a Superfund cleanup site. The thought of 

reopening a Superfund site simply adds insult to . 

injury. I have written every elected official 

conceivable, including the President, to state 

that reopening the Superfund site is simply 

incomprehensible. It makes a mockery of the 

entire purpo3e of Superfund moneys. ~reeholders 

who suggest this are not representing the 

citizens of Morris County. 

(Applause.) 

MAYOR JCUNSON: In conclusion, I ask the 

Freeholders, how can you knowingly let the youth 

of our country and county breathe the polluted 

air? How can you subject the children to what I 

believe will medically affect them over the 

years and greatly shorten their lifu spun? 

&~IX 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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l (Applause.) 
·.· 

2 MAYOR JOHNSON: We can forgive thoue who 

3 make honest mistak~s. We all make mistakes. 

4 But those who do not feel, or think or care 

5 about the health of the younger generation are 

6 void of any conscience. 

7 (Applause.) 

8 MAYOR JC9NSONs The£e people we cannot and 

9 will not forgive. If the Freeholder~ fe~l that 

10 absolutely no harm will come to any citi~~n 

11 because of tne propo~ed incinerator, ~nen I a~~ 

12 them to plea~e sign an affidavit ztat1ng th~~ 

13 they guarantee that no resident, child or =~nior 

14 citizen in Morri3 County will suffer any nar~ful 

15 health effects. 

16 (Applause.) 

17 MAYOR JOH!1SON: I ask you to sign this 

18 affidavit and return it to me. Thank you. 

19 (Applause.> 

20 <Continued on next page.) 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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DIRECTOR 3YLMTD: We have a 

representative tonight John Czapor, Director 

of the Division of Solid Waste from the 

Department of Environmental Protection who 

would like to make a statement. John? 

MR. CZAPOR: Thank you, sir. Good 

evening. Hy name is John Czapor, Direc1:or o! 

the Division of Solid Waste Management of the 

Department of Environmental Protection. The 

Department appreciates the opportunity 

afforded it to co~ent on the proposed 

amendment to the County's Solid Waste Plan. 

I would like to make it clear at the on3et 

that my testimony neither supports nor 

condemns the merits of the specific siting 

proposal under consideration this evening. 

The site selected and the technical 

background work undertaken thus far to 

support the site selection must undergo 

extensive environmental impact statement 

review as well as permitting. That 

permitting usually requires 12 - 18 months of 

review. In all cases, it's purpose is to be 

is3ued only after public comnent and only 

when we're convinced that the project is 

100X 
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.. · .. ·.·.r • ... • ... ~ 1 environmentally sound. I an here, however, 
• ·•• "_f 

2 to support the Freeholder's decision to act 

3 to develop an in-county resource recovery 

4 facility. I'll tell you why. The Department 

5 is convinced this technology is 

6 environmentally sound. 

7 (AUDIENCE UPnOFu'U 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: You'll have a chance. 

9 Let him finish, please. 

10 l.ffi. CZAPOR: Our belief is this 

11 technology is proven to be an effective weans 

12 of solid waste disposal within this country 

13 and in many other parts of the world. 

14 Incineration is not new, nor are the control 

15 technologies that protect environ~encal 

16 quality. They're already \Y"ell established 

17 and effective, are continually being nade 

18 even more effective. Other technologies 

19 never vTent into scale operation. The 

20 material that's produced has been shown to be 

21 of acceptable quality and we have several 

22 questions relating to any conta~ination of 

23 the products that have not been answered on 

24 behalf of the public, one way of disposing of 

25 the solid waste, mass-burn incinerators 

'70 lY 
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1 without any attention to other alternatives. 

2 The facts speak the truth. We are ahead of 

3 other states in areas such as recycling. We 

4 have one of the most aggressive prograns in 

5 the nation and we're well on our way to our 

6 goal of 25 percent reduction. We're not 

7 ahead of other states in pursuing resource 

8 recovery. Connecticut is very much like our 

9 own, has a goal of 25 percent but is ahead of 

10 New Jersey in regard to resource recovery. 

11 Connecticut incinerates 60 percenc of its 

12 processible waste, is moving ahead to the 

13 goal of 100 percent, non-recyclable wasce ~o 

14 be processed. Massachusetts another state 

15 has sited and constructed eight mass-burn 

16 incinerators; again, surpasses the New Jersey 

17 progra~. Both of these states are self 

18 sufficient in regards to garbage disposal. 

19 Now, in New Jersey it's not simple strategy. 

20 New Jersey is committed to a strategy which 

21 is resource reduction, reducing the amount 

22 generated, recycling, resourc~ recovery, and 

23 finally environmentally sound landfills. ~h~ 

24 Department supports the Freeholder's decision 

25 in developing this needed facility in New 

?ol-x 
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Jersey, is in the mids~ of a solid ~aste 

crisis. This year our state will produce 11 

million tons oi waste, 1.4 ~ons per resident 

per year. 1.4 tons for myself and everyone 

else in this room. Once this waste waa 

deposed in over four hundred small, municipal 

landfills. Today these du~ps have giv~n way 

to ten major landfills statewide. This year 

55 percent of the waste will be disposed of 

out-of-state, an option that is not only 

expensive but increasingly unreliable as 

other states such as Pennsylvania and Ohio 

worked to close their borders to New Jersey 

waste. Two years ago Sussex, Warren, 

Hunterdon Counties had garbage on tne streets 

fo~ more than two weeks because tne State of 

Pennsylvania closed the landfill. Hithout 

assistance, working together, the 

Freeholder's found alternatives nearby in 

Pennsylvania. However, we may not be that 

fortunate in the future. The picture is 

bright per number of resource recovery 

facilities being constructed and a nuwber of 

landfills will be in operation within the 

next five years. The future of those 

703x 
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1 coun~ies will be secure. It is for tbis 

2 reason the DEP supports the decision of the 

3 Morris County Freeholder's to ~ake action. 

4 This county must address its solid waste 

5 problem now. A secure future for this county 

6 is at stake. 

7 CAUDIEllCE UPROAR) 

8 MR. CZAPOR: I would close by saying I 

9 want to emphasize, particularly to t~ose that 

10 have any reservations concerning this, the 

11 fact the DEP takes the plan amendment 

12 approval and licensing process very 

13 seriously. No resource recovery facility 

14 will be licensed until the Department is 

15 assured the facilities will meet all 

16 applicable standards and all adverse iwpacts 

17 will be assessed. Thank you, very much. 

18 r-tR. BIDLACK: I wonder \'lhy we're 

19 testifying to the County when it's his agency 

20 which will subsequently --

21 AUDIENCE: (Interposing) Ne can't 

22 hear. 

23 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Speak into the 

24 microphone. 

25 rm. BIDLACK: I'm wondering why the 

'10¥X 
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.. - .. 1 previous speaker was here, and I think it was 

2 ~inappropriace to have him as a speaker. ny 

... 

.) name is Richard Bidlack from ooonton and I 

4 have these comments. You have all probably 

5 heard the PR announcements on radio and s~en 

6 the slick advertisements in the newspapers 

7 about the hundreds of municipal waste 

8 incinerators operating in the u.s. with no 

9 problems. These PR announcements are paid 

10 for by companies that stand to make a lot of 

11 money from mass-burn incinerators. The 

12 announcements are inaccurate and misleading. 

13 More ioportantly, they are irrelevant to che 

14 size and type of technology that will be used 

15 in Harris County's incinerator. There are 

15 177 municipal solid waste incinerators 

17 operating in the u.s. today according to "The 

18 Citizens' Clearing House for Hazardous Haste, 

19 Incorporated," from Arlington, Virginia. 

20 They maintain a data base of all municipal 

21 solid waste incinerators in the country. 

22 Incidentally, only one hundred of these 

23 produce energy or attempt to produce energy. 

24 Incidentally, those one hundred will qualify 

25 for the euphamistic phrase "resource recovery 
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facility." There are numerous horror stories 

about these so-called safe mass-burn 

incinerators. Stories of fires, explosions, 

equipment failures, shutdowns due to toxic 

emissions, financial disasters, workers 

walking off the job for health reasons, et 

cetera. Another speaker tonight will sive 

you the specifics of some who have these 

disasters. Now, also the EPA has recognized 

that all is not well with municipal waste 

incinerators. On July 7th, 1987 ttey 

published an Advance Notice of Proposad Rule 

Making entitled, "Assessment of Municipal 

Waste Combustor Enissiona Under the Clean Air 

Act." In tnat paper tne EPA stated, quote, 

"The Administrator has judged that municipal 

waste combustion emissions may reasonably be 

anticipated to contribute to the endangerment 

of public health and welfare," unquote. 

(AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

MR. BIDLACE: (Cont'g.) As a re3ult of 

these findings the EPA plans to issue 

guidelines for incinerator con~truction in 

December of 1990. Uhat this all means is 

that the EPA considers the vast majority of 

--------------------~----------------~-.~~----------. ---
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1 incinerators operating today to represent a 

2 threat to public health. 

3 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

4 t-1R. BIDLACK: (Cont'g.) Uew Jersey and 

5 other states in trying to anticipate the 

6 issuance. of these new guideline-s. haVte cone up 

7 with new mass-burn incinerator specifications 

8 which will require dry acid gas scrubbers and 

9 bag house filters. Earlier I said the PR 

10 announcements are irrelevant to norris 

11 County's incinerator and here's ~hy. There 

12 are only three, repeat, three operating 

13 incinerators today in the whole u.s. of the 

14 size and type of technology tha~ is proposed 

15 for Morris County. That is, over 1,000 tons 

16 per day using dry acid gas scrubbers and bag 

17 filters. This is according to Citiz~ns• 

18 Clearing House for Hazardous waste. These 

1.9 three are all too new to be called proven. 

20 At least one of them has experienced major 

21 problems by grossly exceeding the sulfur 

22 dioxide specifications. So, it is very fair 

23 and correct to say incinerator technology in 

24 use and proposed for use in the u.s. today 
... 

25 and New Jersey tomorrow is not, I repeat", not 

101Jr 
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- a proven technology. 

·'· 

2 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

3 MR. BIDLACK: (Cont•g.) Moreover, 

4 Spectrum Technologists of Kansas City, 

5 Missouri say it is very unlikely the new 

6 technology incinerators using dry acid gas 

7 scrubbers and bag filters will prove to be 

8 acceptable ever. Spectrum Technologists is a 

9 consulting firm in Kansas City, Hissouri 

10 specializing in market research for 

11 environQental processing industries. Their 

12 January, 1989 review of EPA's plan to 

13 establish dry scrubber technology points up 

14 several flaws that will result in significant 

15 risk to public health including exposure to 

16 mercury and vinyl chloride, both of wnich are 

17 extremely to~ic. I have attached a copy of 

18 that review to these com~ents. In snort, 

19 municipal solid wa~te incinerator technology, 

20 either old or new is not a proven technology. 

21 Each new incinerator being built is 

22 essentially a test bed, and we the public are 

23 the guinea pigs for that test bed. 

24 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

25 ~~R. BIDLACK: (Cont•g.) In view of all 

-----------------~-~,___....---.-.-.-.--.-.-...:------------
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l this, in view of all this, why have the 

2 Morris County authorities not sought the 

3 advice of environmental consultants, 

' 4 micro-biologists, medical doctors, 

5 egronornists and chemists to name a few. 

.6 Instead, they seem to have turned,everything 

7 over to industry-oriented consultants and 

8 public relations firms where the bottom line 

9 is to get rid of the trash, sell it to the 

10 public and make money. 

11 DIRECTOR BYLAllD: Your talk \'ias 

12 exactly five minutes. 

13 HR. BIDLACK: I have a couple of 

14 minutes to go. Are you going to cut me off? 

15 I have more pertinent testimony to give. 

16 DIRECTOR HYL~lD: How much oore time do 

17 you need? 

18 UR. BIDLACK: I can go on for ~nether 

19 ten minutes. Let me finish this sentence. 

20 They have just assumedr that is, the 

21 Freeholder's have just assumed the New Jersey 

22 Department of Environmental Protection would 

23 not do anything unsafe. I say this 

24 assumption is too big a gamble to take with 

25 our public health. 
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---.. 
1 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

2 •m. BIDLACK: I want to make a 

3 statement for the record. I know -- I just 

4 want to make a statement for the record, that 

5 I have·more testimony and --

6 DIRECTOR HYL&~D: (Interposing) Submit 

7 it in writing. 

8 l•!R. BIDLACK: I consider this an 

9 infringement on my public liberties. 

10 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Tom Grillo, come up, 

11 please. 

12 DR. SPA~IIER: I'm here not so much 

13 representing myself as I am my firm wnicn is 

14 Rudolph Research Corporation of which I a~ 

15 President. Rudolph Research is located 

16 approximately South of the proposed facility 

17 site. Rudolph Research is a high technology 

18 scientific instrument manufacturer. We 

19 design, develop, manufacture and market 

20 sophisticated optical measuring instruments 

21 world-wide. All of this work is aone at our 

22 facility located along Route 206 in Roxbury 

23 just South of the proposed incinerator site. 

24 I am here knowing that an incinerator is 

25 being proposed to try and find out to what 

'710 )I 
---·--------------·-------. 
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.. 1 degree this incinerator ~ould have a negative 

2 affect on gy business. So far I haven't 

3 heard vary much that's positive but in 

' 4 reviewing the Morris County Solid waste 

5 Management Plan, the amendment to it, I was 

6 studying the consultant's report, and they 

7 made a statement that the incinerator use was 

a compatible with the OR-5; that is, the ofiice 

9 research five zone in Roxbury. I find tnat 

10 somewhat difficult to understand since it 

11 seems to me-the only zoning that an 

12 incinerator is compatible with is a heavy 

13 industry zone such as steel making or 

14 something else where they have a lot of smoke 

15 stacks that emit a lot of smoke, and 

16 certainly not a campus-like office research 

17 zone in rural Morris County. In face, I'm 

18 certain that the value of my seven acre piece 

19 of property has already fallen considerab~y. 

20 Secondly, I would expect that if the 

21 incinerator is actually built I will lose 

22 some of the seventy employees that I have. 

23 Third, I e~pect that if that incinerator is 

24 actually built at that site I will have a 

-
25 great deal of ditficul ty in hi rin<J qua:li:f'ied 

11/X 
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1 employees because of the perception that 

2 there is a severe amount of pollution but, 

3 lastly, and most severely this incinerator 

4 will have a very negative impact on my 

5 business because of the following reason: 

6 I'm sure that every incinerator will have a 

7 mistake and all of a sudden the fly ash will 

8 come out the stack by the ton for a short 

9 period of time or indeed the solid ash that's 

10 on the bottom temporarily stored on the site 

11 all of a sudden will start going all over 

12 which I understand has happened elsewhere and 
.. .. 

13 one ca~find an inch of ash quite far remote 

14 from the incinerator sight itself or indeed 

15 if there is an extra heavy so 2 e~ission on a 

16 particular day and we get some acid rain that 

17 can actually totally put me out of business. 

18 So my concern is very personal but no one 

19 wants an incinerator in their backyard and in 

20 my case it's literally in my backyard. So I 

21 appreciate, I appreciate the difficult 

22 position that you the Freeholders are in in 

23 trying to site an incinerator. No one wants 

24 it in their backyard. No one wants it in 
~ 

25 their town. No one wants it in their county. 

1/2.)( 
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(AODIEUCE APPLAUDS) 
: -.,~ ·. 

DR. SPANIER: (Cont'g.)' ~1e are all 

caught between a rock and a hard place. What 

do we do with our garbage? I submit to you 

and I would like you to consider this before 

you decide on doing most of it by mass-burn 

technology. Again, in the Solid Waste 

Management AQendment Report, Table Five lists 

the composition or the appro~i~ate 

composition of the Morris County way stream. 

I'd like to just read this to you again to 

refresh your memories. Paper, 51.8 percent, 

plastic, 5 percen~ glass, 6.7 percent; wood, 

3.4 percent; metals, 7.4 percent; stone, 

ceramic, 1.1 percent7 textiles, 1.6 percent; 

rubber and leather, 1 percent; food waste, 

11.4 percent, yard waste, 7.1 percent anci 

miscellaneous 3.5. Of all of these if you 

would take a quick look at Table Five it 

seems to me about 80 percent of that material 

could be recycled leaving only 20 percenc to 

be landfilled. However, it would require 

so~e very strong regional legislation to 

assure the recycling takes place but please 

don't consider the mass burning as the, only~ 

1t3x 
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·, 1 
. ' alternative. Spend the money in~tead on 
···-,. 

2 recycling, mandatory recycling and we \'lill be 

3 ahead of the game. Thank you, very illuch. 

4 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

5 DIRECTOR HYLAUD: How about Charlotte 

6 Wilson? You're up next, Charlotte. Go 

7 ahead. 

8 HR. GRILLO: Tom Grillo. We all know 

9 something has to be done with our garbage. 

10 With all the money spent and all the plans I 

11 say we go ahead with this now where we all 

12 can get a tax break on it rather than wait. 

13 I live in ~ount Arlington. ~e have a 

14 landfill which is only going to be in 

15 operation for another few years and my taJ-:e s 

16 are very high and I don't want my garbage 

17 shipped to Pennsylvania. Bring it to Roxbury 

10 and burn it. Thank you. 

19 (AODIEHCE UPROAR) 

20 DIRECTOR HYLAND: The next speaker, 

21 William Silcox of Kenvil. 

22 MS. WILSON: My name is Charlotte 

23 Wilson and I'm a resident of Budd Lake. 

24 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Speak into the 

25 microphone. 

'lt<(k 
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1 MS. W!~SON: ~~ name is Charlotte 

2 Wilson. I'm a resident of Budd Lake. As a 

.. 
~ resident and taxpayer of Morris County I have 

' 4 numerous concerns about how the incinerator 

5 and the landfill will be monitored to 

6 guarantee the health and safety of the 

7 public. In his article on incineration in 

8 the July 1987 issue of Technology Review, 

9 Allan Hershkowitz admits, and this is quoted, 

10 •garbage burning generates a range of 

11 pollutants, including gases that contain 

12 heavy metals and dioxins and that contribute 

13 to acid rain.• He cautions that neithe~ the 

14 United States Government nor individual 

15 states have established a full range ot 

16 standards to guarantee that the waste is 

17 properly prepared, that pollution control 

18 devices are run by appropriately skilled 

19 workers, and that plants known to work poorly 

20 are shut down. Incinerators can give of£ as 

21 r.1any as twenty-seven metals, including 

22 antimony, arsenic, beryllium, cadnium, 

23 chromium, lead, mercury, nickel, tin and 

24 zinc. Except for beryllium, lead and 
. -#-/ 

25 mercury, these substances are not covered by 

> -----------------.-----::-.~~-::-:::- r-:-:-_.--. -.----.----- ....,......_-:: 
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1 federal or state air quality standards. 

2 Hershkowitz also points out that the u.s. has 

3 not established standards for incinerator 

' 4 dioxin emissions or human exposure. He adds 

5 that •no method for testing dioxin eoissions 

6 from incinerators is universally accepted, 

7 and even the question of whether to sample 

8 the flue gas or fly ash is still being 

9 debated.• In Sweden, concerns about dioxin 

10 emissions from twenty-seven incinerators 

11 prompted testing of mother's breast milk. 

12 Infants were found to be ingesting SO to 200 

13 times the daily guideline limits that Sweden 

14 and other European countries have 

15 established." Controversy also abounds when 

16 it comes to testing and classifying the ash 

17 residue. High levels of lead and other 

18 toxins have been found in this material. As 

19 of 1987 the u.s. EPA did not know how to test 

20 the toxicity of incinerator ash. Federal law 

21 egempts municipal waste from being classified 

22 as hazardous, and the waste-to-energy 

23 industry argues that this exemption also 

24 applies to incinerator ash." The possibility 

25 of dangerous emissions corning from the 

----------.-----------_-.--,.....,.--·-----.:---.------. -----.-
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1 incinerating process is compounded if 

2 properly trained workers are not used to 

3 operate and monitor the plant. aershkowitz 

4 contends many u.s. incinerator plants employ 

5 workers with steam plant experience under the 

6 mistaken assumption that a nunicipal 

7 incinerator is primarily involved with 

a producing energy rather than disposing of 

9 waste. Because of this, the operators do not 

10 see their role as preventing pollution and, 

11 this is a quote, •the high emissions levels 

12 of most u.s. incinerators attest th~t this 

13 attitude is prevalent." First, I would like 

14 to ask: Given all these unknowns and 

15 controversies over plant and landfill 

16 monitoring, can you honestly and 

17 realistically reassure Morris County 

18 residents their health and welfare will be 

19 safeguarded? What plans do you have in place 

20 and what guidelines will you use to insure 

21 proper monitoring of the incinerator and, 

22 secondly, have you, the Freeholder's, placed 

23 yourselves in a conflict or interest by 

24 designating yourselves overseers of the 

25 incin.:rator operation? How can those who 

-----.....-------. ---~~------,---..;-.--~-~-----. -.~-.. --'-
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taxpayers• dollars to construct this 

incinerator and landfill also be in a 
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position of serving as the watchdog? Can we 

really believe that you would have the 

political courage to shut down the plant if 

necessary after committing so much money to 

such a controversial undertaking? I just 

want to add, I started becoming interested in 

this whole issue, not starting out being 

anti-incinerator but wanting to know nore 

about it because I happen to be a strong 

supporter of recycling. I do believe 

recycling is possible. I don't believe the 

County is putting the effort into recycling 

that you're putting into incinerating, and if 

you would do that, if you would do that then 

I don't think you wculd see this uproar from 

everybody. I -- the more I learn the more I 

just believe this is the wrong way to go. I 

just think that you really need to push 

recycling. Look at other alternatives. I 

just-- you're just rushing in and the more I 

learn, the more I read, I'm becoming more and 

more disturbed. I'm not a scientist. I'm 

1trx 
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1 just trying to read and educate myself and 

2 before you spend a lot of my money I want you 

3 to make sure you're doing it the right way. 

' 4 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

5 DIREC'l'OR HYLAND: After Nr. Silcox, 

6 r-trs. Swasey and then Steve Rattner, Hount 

7 Olive Council. 

6 ~1R. WILLIAM SILCOX: Good evening. I 

9 think the lady before me pointed out 

10 something that I have been wondering about. 

11 It's showing me how a poor job you 

12 Freeholder's have done in presenting the 

13 facts, about presenting all the facts about 

14 the incinerator, and it worries oe that you 

15 have done such a poor job to this point what 

16 will happen later? Also, one other thing I 

17 wanted to say is that when are we going to 

10 get these questions answered? I don't feel 

19 the public is educated. I don't feel you're 

20 educated enough to come up with the facts and 

21 let us get these questions answered. There 

22 are a lot of questions and I know there are 

23 some people that might say, nListen! We 

24 really don't know the facts but nobody, the 

25 Freeholder's have to give theJ&l to us a1c1d t:hey 

'1t1x 
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. ·-.•. ' 1 haven't done their job.• We're looking ac 
·. ;.· 

2 1,300 tons, I believe, a big one; only three 

3 others in the u.s. It seems that it's 

4 something to the future. In 1991 we won't be 

5 able -- is this incinerator supposed to start 

6 burning sludge as other incineratorD have? 

7 Are we going to see this in the future and 

8 have you considered this? I'd like to see 

9 this on the record so that two years, three 

10 years down the road when we have the sludge 

11 problem we don't get all the sludge coming 

12 into the incinerator. Thank you. 

13 

14 

15 (PROCEEDING CONTINUES ON FOLLO!<JING 

16 PAGE) 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

I 24 
\_~· 

25 

.... - .·---.--·-·~-.-.---.---......---.~·-. --.-. -~-----,...-~--:-- ---.-. -, 



--.... · 

· .. ---------------·---~-----.._._.___:;. ________ _ 

l 

3 

4 

5 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

47 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Mr. Raetner followed by 

Nancy Coleman from Parsippany. 

MR. RATTNER: Steven Rattner, Mt. Olive 

Council. 

I have two items that I will briefly 

cover. One of the major benefits of. this 

incinerator that the Board and specifically 

Freeholder Sette have been ca~paigning on is 

cost savings and cost containment. I subcit 

that this is untrue, and in fact, the realistic 

estimate of the actual cost cannot be reasonably 

calculated. 

A comprehensive study of the waste stream 

has not been compleee nor to the best of my 

knowledge is one planned. ~ty question is then: 

How can the BTU value of the waste be calculated 

and thus the amount and value of the energy for 

sale be calculated? 

The County has not had an an aggressive 

recycling program in place. How, then, can you 

estimate the volume of garbage to be burned? 

Less volume raises per ton cost and raises 

operational problems with combustion. Volume 

will be additionally reduced to eliminate 

non-cumbustibles and identify toxins prior to 

~~ 'r 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. ------------------------ _,...,,.._..,......,. _ __, ____ ~~-~-. ---
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burning. How much does this account for? 

The industry states this-is a minimum of 

20 percent. If Morris County tonnage is not 

reduced initially with recycling and the just 

stated items to below 250,000 tons annually, I 

call that malfeasance. 

I have calculated the cost of capital 

only7 construction cost and interest. I was 

conservative on the construction and interest, 

using a bond rate of eight and a half percent. 

This is not the junk bond rate which mass-burn 

facility bonds are classified, but a medium risk 

tax-free rate. Using the 250,000 tons annually, 

the portion of the tipping fee required to cover 

just interest and principal is $183.06 a ton. 

That is at today's dollars. It does not include 

operational costs or other costs that will come 

along in a project of this type. ~hat do you 

estimate the true cost to be as you know the 

facts today? Three hundred, $400 a ton? 

That is two and a half to three times what 

we pay today. Are you planning to hide the 

capital co3t and the county tax rate and only 

charge the operational costs as a tipping fee? 

The average ~ax increase for a home owner to 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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l cover the capital cost would be $282.02. A 

2 commercial facility, $1609.09; an industrial 

3 facility, $4,637.76. Then we pay for disposal. 

4 I submit my calculations for your revie~. 

5 The Federal Environmental Agency, tne EPA, 

6 is not a ~upporter of the mass-burn proce5~. 

7 The ugcncy's --we just heard this-- Assessrn~nt 

a of Municipal Waste Combustor Emissions Under The 

9 Clean Air Act dated July 7th, 1967 st"te~ "Based 

10 on the asse~zment, the Ad~inistrator has judgad 

11 that ~unicipal waste combu~tor e~ission~ may 

12 reasonably be anticipated to contribute to the 

13 endangering of the public health and welfare.n 

14 The projected annual c~ncer incidence 

15 range~ from two to twenty and the maximum 

16 individual ri~k lifetime, lifetime risk, ranges 

17 from one in ten thousand. Thece rates are for 

18 additional cancer risk ~ue to these fac1litie3 

19 and are ac~ually one tentb of tha current 

20 estimated risks. 

21 I quote: n!n the exposure analysi3 a 

22 distinction was made between existing and 

23 projected ~we~ based on the fact tnac ~1C 

24 technology currently marketed represents a 

25 distinct: improvement in de£ign, operat1on, 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. -·-----. -__,..-.-~-.. -.. --r---...-----~~-.-.-.. -.... -.. -·:-:-:--.-.-. -~ __..:-.-.-.-. ---=-·~-·. --
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...... 1 . pollucion control compared to facilities bu:lt a 
..... 

2 decade ago.• 

3 What the EPA is telling us is th~t in 

4 Morris County, we can reasonably expect a 

5 mortality r~te due to incineration which i~ 

6 unreasonable for rational people to accept. 

7 That· is after we accept the premise that the 

8 current mortality rate cannot be reduced from 

9 one in a thousand to one in ten thousand. 

10 (Applause.) 

11 MR. RATT~ER: The concept of incineration 

12 is unacceptable from an environmental, 

13 financial, and political standpoint, and 1 

14 didn't even get to the toxic landfill. 

15 Thank you. 

16 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Nancy Coleman here? Joe 

17 Cardoni? George Policastro? 

18 t-tS. COLEi·1AN: Hi, my name is Nancy 

19 Coleman and I live in Parsippany-Troy Hills. I 

20 am just as unhappy with your proposal to site 

21 the Morris County incinerator in Roxbury as I 

22 would have been if Parsippany had been chosen. 

23 The best solution for our garbage crisis, the 

24 faster, the cheaper ones, the solutions with the 

-25 long range answers, do not involve incineration. 

ld-4~ 
Walter J. Pere1li, C.S.R. 



·~. -.- . 

.. ·-

_ __.._..:..., ___ . ___________________ . _____________ _ 

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 

51 

Our money should be spent on intensive 

recycling. Intensive recycling can be achieved 

by spending our tax dollars on creating markets 

for composted and recycled trash, educating the 

public, and finding appropriate uses for 

compost. 

Positive incentives must be used instead 

of negative incentives. Using punishment such 

as paying by the number of trash cans or 

allowing only one or two trash cans per 

household only created illegal dumping. 

Positive incentives such as discounts from tax 

bills for recycling should be looked into. New 

markets can be developed. 

Por example, as the owner of a new 

non-chemical lawn maintenance company I will 

have need of one hundred to three hundred pounds 

of compost per one thousand square feet of lawn 

for clients' lawns per year. Can you imagine 

how much compost we're talking about; multiplied 

by municipal lawns, industrial lawns, and Horris 

County's residential lawns, leaves, wood chips, 

newspapers, grass clippings and kitchen scraps, 

et cetera, are all free fertilizer. All we need 

is the time and a little tax money to i1;1plem.e11t 

~ 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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this kind of composting. 

(Applause.) 

MS. COLEMAN: I'm sure that if Morris 

County asked for bids from outside companies to 

help implement intensive recycling and helped us 

develop markets, there would be a number of 

private companies capable. Maybe, or maybe it'~ 

about time we fund:new departments wh~ch will 

take on this issue. And by the way, is there 

any impeachment process with respect to County 

Freeholders? 

(Applause.> 

MS. COLEMAN: If not, maybe it's something 

we should look into. 

(Shouts from the public.> 

r-15. CCL E!t\AN: Or can we count on you to 

represent your constituents' wishes? 

DIRECTOR HY!..AND: Joseph Cardoni, is that 

you? 

MR. CARDONI:. Yes, evening. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Gorge Policastro 13 

next. 

MR. CARDONI: My name is Joe Cardoni and 

I've waited a long time for this. However, 1c's 

our distinct honor to be graced with the 

Walcec J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
-------------~.....-.---~--~------.-.... --.~--.....,-..~-. -~ 
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1 presence of two guberna~orial candidates, 

2 Senator Allen Karcher and Gerry Cardinale are 

3 both in attendance. ~oth cf them have very busy 

4 schedules, and what I would like to do i~ ~wap 

5 my time so that tney can speak. 

6 DIRECTOR· Il'¥LAUD: Can' t do tnat. 

7 (Shouts from the public.) 

8 Mr. CARDONI: Would you allow them to 

9 ~peak? They 1 vc come a long way. 

10 ·DIRECTOR HYLAND: Senator, Senator, you're 

11 on the 11st to speak with the at:orn~ys. We've 

12 set the ground rules. Mo one can swap ti~e. 

13 SZHATOR CARDIUA.L.E: I want to thank you 

14 fo~ your courtesy, I want to thank you tor your 

15 courtesy, Mr. Freeholder. 

16 DIRECTOR HYLAND: You're disrup~ing the 

li meeting. 

18 SENATOR CARDINALE: Thank you very much 

1~ for your courtesy. 

20 ::ow, Hr. Freeholder, there's no neea. for 

21 you to act thut way. There really • I+-lSO ... 

22 DIRECTOR HYLAND: You can't hear the r.1an 

23 if you're going to yell. 

24 (Shout~ from trie public.) 

-
25 SZ,NAl'OR CARD IN ALE: It's about t ±me 'W'e" had 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 some sanity. It's about tlme we had some sanity 

2 when we deal with garbage. When we deal with 

3 solid waste --

4 (Shouts from the public.) 

5 SENATOR CARDIUALE:z It's about time .,.,.e 

6 stop pandering to those who push ~ass-burn 

7 incineration because of the obvious advantage 

8 that it has in creating greater public expense 

9 and greater 

10 (Shouts from the public.) 

ll SENATOR CARDINALE: Mr. Freeholder, if you 

12 can't control your proponents that you bussed in 

13 here 

14 (Shouts from the public.> 

15 SENATOR CARDINALE: I can wait as long as 

16 you can. 

17 A VOICE: That's right, wait. Sit down 

18 and wait. 

19 DIRECTOR HYLAND: You're not helping the 

20 situation. 

21 A VOICE: You got an agenda. Live up to 

22 the agenda. 

23 DIRECTOR HYLAND: We will take a five 

( .. 
24 minute recess. 

25 (Whereupon, at 9:33 o'clock p.m., a recess 

)r'f 
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.. ... is taken.) 

., ... (Whereupon, at 9z45 o'clock p.m., the 

3 proceedings resume.) 

4 DIRECTOR BYLAND: Your time is up, sir. 

5 MR. CARDONI: I didn't get my five 

6 minutes. 

7 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Sorry, your time is up. 

8 MR. CARDONI: It says five minutes. 

9 DIRECTOR HYLANOs Your time is up, sir, 

10 please. Thank you. 

11 MR. CARDONI: I have a number of things I 

12 would like to say. I've prepared some testimony 

13 and I would like to be heard. The rules say I 

14 have five minutes to speak and I haven't spoken 

15 yet. 

16 MR. O'AGOSTINO: The rules provide you 

17 can't switch your time. 

18 MR. CARDONI: Okay, I'm here to take my 

19 time. 

20 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Would you please sit 

21 down? 

22 (Shouts from the public.) 

23 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Would you please sit 

24 down? Thank you. 
\ 

25 UR. CARDOtH: I would like my five 

k)1(< 
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minutes. 

DIRECTOR UYLAND: You bad your time. You 

had your time, I'm sorry. 

Ladies, would you come up here? 

MR. CARDONI: Who makes the rules here? 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Thank you. 

MR. CARDONI: I bad some testimony 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Officer, can we have 

this man removed? 

MR. CARDONI: I had some testimony to put 

on the public record and I feel I've been denied 

that by the Freeholder Board· in your ultimate 

wisdom. 

DIR!:CTOR ~YLAND: Bye. You•re hist:ory. 

Ma'am, could we have your nam~ for the 

record, r;leasc'? 

MS. SCAPICCHIO: My name i3 Betsy 

Scarpichie. 

DIRECTOR HY~AND: Would you speak lnto the 

microphone? 

t1S. SCAPICCHIO: Betsy Scapicchio. I live 

a half a mile from the proposed incinerutlon 

site in Mounc Olive Townahip. 

I'm speaking on behalf of our future 

generation. n generation of children at this ~ 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R • 
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1 t~me cannot spea~ for themselves. These 

2 children you see here are only a 'fraction of the 

3 future population that•s going to be affected by 

4 your hasty decision to build a 1300 ten a day 

5 garbage incinerator in Morris County. They•re 

6 our future tax payers. I think it's 

7 unconscionable of you to saddle chem with untold 

8 future problems that will be caused by garbage 

9 incineration, such as air pollution, poisonous 

10 metal and dioxins in the air and water, acid gaz 

11 and other harmful chemicals. You w1ll be 

12 creating a huge hazardous ash landfill that will 

13 eventually fill up or fail and becone tomorrow's 

14 Superfund dump sites. 

15 (Applause.> 

16 MS. SCAPICCHIO: Not to mention the 

17 millions of dolldrs it will coct to clean it all 

18 up and nu~erous health and environmental 

19 problems that will stem from it. 

20 As adults and parents of our future 

21 generation, ! feel we have a responsibility to 

22 ensure cheir safety and not pollute their 

23 future. 

24 (Applause.> 
.. 

25 MS. SCAPICCHIO: You as Freeholders· need· 

131~ 
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2 (Shouts from the public.) 

3 MS. SCAPICCH!O: We depend on you to 

4 protect our needs. We don't need a world with 

5 additional pollution. They deserve the best we 

6 can give them. From what we see, you are 

7 betraying the trust we have in you as elected 

a officials. 

9 (Applause.) 

10 MS. SCAPICCHIO: As elected officials your 

11 job is to protect, not to destroy them. 

12 (Applause.) 

13 MS. SCAPICCHIO: I read an article in the 

14 wu_ Olive Chronicle Thursday Hay 4th~ It read 

15 •If American technology can develop a 

16 microcomputer that can do millions of problems 

17 in a second, if American scientists can develop 

18 a missle that can travel along a terrain and 

19 strike within a foot of a target 5,000 thousand 

20 miles way, then why can't scientists-figure out 

21 how to safely get rid of our garbage? 

22 (Applause.) 

23 MS. SCAPICCHIO: The answer is, they can, 

24 but they need incentives to i~plement other 

25 alternatives in this ~atter. Please vote for ~ 

'l~~ 
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moratoriu= on garbage inc1neration, and use our 

tax dollars to put on line alternatives we know 

are out there. 

(Applause.) 

MS. SCAPICCHIOt If you spent as much · 

money on implementing alternatives as you did on 

promoting incineration, we would probably have 

solved the garbage problem by now. 

(Applause.) 

MS. SCAPICCHIO: As all of you sit up 

there, I would like you to look into the eyes 

and faces of these children behind me, and 

guarantee them that they will not be har~ed by 

that incineration. 

(Applause.> 

MS. SCAPICCDIO: As you can see, I do have 

a vested interest in this. If you cannot do 

that, then you have absolutely no busines~ 

taking chances with our lives. 

{Applause.) 

f>tAYOR DANSON 1 Folks, excu~e r.te. If I may 

have your attention, please. We have a car 

blocking someone else's car. If this is your 

license plate number, would you please go out 
~ 

and remove your car from the parking lo~ an~ put 

'} 33,x . 
Walter J. Perelll, C.S.R. ·----------·- --....-.----. - . .-~-.. -..---.-.. -. --.. -.-.--



-···"'-~~-.....;,_.........;._·-__ . _____ . ___ .~-------------------·-··------

6 0 ~ 

1 it in another location? Licenae plate number 

2 CFD-79M, as in •Mary,• CFD-79M as in •Mary,• 

3 please remove your car immediately. 

4 DIRECTOR HYLAND: George Policastro, Bob 

5 Bergman, Ron Ha~dad. Haddad. Sorry about tbac. 

5 MR. POLICASTRO: D1rcctor Hyland? 

7 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Yes, sir. 

8 MR. POLICASTRO: County Freenolders, my 

9 name is George Policastro and I'~ the n~puty 

10 Mayor of Roxbury Township. I'm here tonight ~o 

ll address the issue of insurance regarding the 

12 incinerator. 

13 t·le as home owners in r-torris County take 

14 our own insurance to protect against any 

15 potential liability. If someone, God forbld, 

16 should hurt himself or herself on our Pro ae r:: v - -
17 we generally must compen~ate them and their 

18 fa~ilies for th~ir da~ages. De ~ay an annua! 

19 premium to an in3urance co~pany who pools 1~s 

2C resources to ensure ~hat there is adequat~ 

21 coverage for whatever calamity shoul~ occur. 

22 Th~ insurance company hires actuarie~ ~o compute 

23 the poG~lbility of such an occurrence, and 

24 charges us an annual premium, which spreads the 

25 risks among all of the insured. 

'13'1~ 
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1 The county Freenolders have ~aken it upon 

2 themselves to do an analysis of the same 

3 insurance issue and have concluded that they are 

4 going to self ensure any po~ential risk of 

5 lawsuits in the event of a mishap caused by the 

6 incinerator. 

7 I quo~e from a letter from Joseph J. 

8 Marraziti, Jr., counsel to the Freeholders, to 

9 Freeholders Jack O'Keeffe dated April 17, 1901. 

10 Quote: •The County of Morris are included in a 

ll self insurance program. During the past eight 

12 or nine years the insurance industry has 

13 experienced high damage awards that have been 

14 imposed upon them for pollution liability from 

15 gradual pollution as well as pollution resulting 

16 from sudden and accidental occurrences. 

17 Pollution liability coverage has been excluded 

18 from all general liability policies that apply 

19 to governmental agencies, because the risks are 

20 ill-defined and potentially dangerous. 

21 Insurance companies that are financially sound 

22 refuse to place their capital at risk for these 

23 exposures. Any potential self insurance 

24 advocates must ask the~selves the following 

25 questions. One. What is the form of coverage? 

'126)c 
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Two. If a group of municipalities fcrm a self 

insurance entity, what assets are available for 

payment of claims? Three. Will the 

municipalities place their tax revenues at risk? 

Four. Because of the catastrophic nature of the 

risks, are the municipalities prepared to fund 

the limits of liability in excess of five 

hundred million to a billion dollars? 

•Financially sound companies that have 

pollution exposures attempt to purchase limits 

in the range of a half a billion dollars. The 

premiums for this cost are exorbitant. How can 

municipalities deal with similar exposures, and 

what is their financial base? 8 

It is entirely posaible that Morris County 

could face financial ruin if it salf-in~ures the 

incinerator and a lawsuit is filed for a major 

mi~hap. If there is, for instance, a one 

hundred million dollar award, the one hundred 

million will be owed by the County Freeholders 

which then in turn would assesz all Morris 

County taxpayers. 

As part of their strategic plan to rid us 

of their waste products the Freeholders are 

advocating ev~ry single taxpayer to unlimited 

Walter J. Pcrelli, C.S.R. -------------------.---.-. --~--------~ 
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/~,~\ 
~ - i· . 1 and unrestricted liability. Pollution liability 
! ~ ~ • 

2 risks are long term exposures. Nhat guarantees 

3 can be provided for futur~ generat1or.s, when 

4 simple questions like school budgets cause 

5 elected officials ~o discuss bankruptcy? 

6 Just think for a minute as a nome owner or 

7 apartment dweller, would you own cr rent your 

6 prop~rty and subject you and your family to 

9 ~otal financial ruin because you failed to 

10 purchase adequate insurance cover~ge? That's 

11 what you would de by approving this incin~ration 

12 unit. 

13 Thank you. 

14 (Applause.> 

15 MR. BERGMA~: Bob Bergman from Mt. Olive. 

16 Your Solid Waste Mar.agemcnt P~a~ call3 for 

17 a 25 percen: recycling effort for twen~y year 

13 life span of t~1s incinarator. Thiz is 

19 really --

20 A VO!C2: ~e can't hear. 

21 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Speak into the 

22 ~icrophonc Dob, please. ThanY. you. 

23 MR. BERGMA~: Thin is an lC.e percent of 

24 the total, bec~uDc industrial and institutional 

2.5 waste is not 1ncluded in the total was~e figure, 

'731~ 
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I 
2 own expert, Dr. Richard Magee, has pointed out 

3 that this recycling level is inadequate and 

4 should be increased to 50 percent. You have now 

5 proposed and formed an advisory committee to 

6 help bring about increased recycling. on the 

7 other hand, the 1300 ton facility is based on 

8 the present waste stream that has nearly 

9 attained its 25 percent goal. 

10 warran County has not been able to meet 

11 the capacity of its burner without adding 

12 recyclables such as newspaper and wood chips. 

13 There is a basic discrepancy here. With 

14 increased recyclables, you will also have excess 

15 capacity and will be forced to burn recyclables. 

16 Jack O'Keeffe, are you with us? 

17 {Applause.) 

10 MR. BERGMAN: Jack O'Keeffe's letter 

19 response to Dick Bidlack dated February 7th, 

20 1989 admits that you will not preclude burning 

21 newspapers. 

22 In addition to W3sting a natural resource, 

23 you would then be depositing additional lead 

24 that is contained in the print into the left 

25 over ash. This inconsistency proves that 

Walter J. Pecelli, C.S.R. . . ------------------------
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r•cyc~inq and mass-burn technoloqy are 

incompatible. 

My question: If you are planning to 

recycle beyond the 25 percent goal, shouldn't 

you down-size the scale of the incinerator? 

If you are under the plant's capacity, 

will you import garbage from other counties and 

other states? 

I believe it's Essex County that has 

struck a deal with their municipality for 

680,000 tons. That county does not generate 

that much tonnage and they're locked in through 

legal agreement and binding agreeaent to burn 

that much garbage. And if we're paying an 

estimated $180.00 a ton and you can't burn or 

~you do~'t have enough fuel for your incinerator, 

where are you going to get it? 

Is it going to come from ~ew York? Is it 

going to come from Sussex County? 

(Applause.> 

MR. BERGt-1AN: The Federal Air Quality 

Standards.Act states that if you are in an area 

where the quality of the air is below the 

acceptable, or above the pollution -- or above 

the acceptable level -- which I certainly think 

13Ft; 
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in Hew Jersey we are -- we are far in excess of 

those standards -- you must obeain offset 

credits from either facilities which have 

lowered their emissions or from facilities which 

can know longer or are no longer operating. 

From what sources do you ancicipate 

obtaining these offset credits? If you cannot 

obtain enough offset credits, are you prepared 

to violate that federal statute? 

I really have no rnore comment~ at this 

time other than an observation. I've appeared 

in front of th1s Board a few times. Once you 

gave ~e a tran~ter station, one day you gave 

yourself a twenty-five thousand dollar -- or 

salary ra1se to $25,000. ~ow you're pre~ared to 

give me an incinerator. 

Gentlemen, and ladies, I think yoor view 

of democracy is extremely perverted. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Could we nave your name, 

sir? 

MR. ~A~JAD: Ron Haddad, Flanders. 

J\s <l.S a citizen of !!evl Jersey, I ~:n deeply 

disturbed about tne siting o£ a 1300 ton per day 

mass-burn inc1nerator. I would like to address 

you concernins the potential for scrio~s 

'7'-10 >< 
Halter J. Perelli, C.9.R. 



·--------·· ~--·--···-------·---......_....._.. . .-- .. _ ...... ______ . ___ .. __ 

67 

.. -.... 
1 calfunctioning of the incin~rator ~nd the 

2 hazardous ash land£ ill. l'lhen my comment.s are 

"l 
~ over I will 3ubmit them to you in wr1t1ng. 

4 ~e have heard your oft-rep~ated claim that 

5 incineration of garbage is a proven tecnnoloqy 

G with an excellenc track record around the 

7 nation. 

a It appears that you have not investigaced 

9 this matter before making this clai~. I would 

10 like to describe for you a number of recent 

11 cases in which incinerators have malfunccioned. 

12 I will follow with pertinent questionc. 

13 Nu~ber cne. In February 1583 at a 1500 

14 ton incinerator in Millbury, Massacnu3etts which 

15 went on line in 1987, the state of t~e art, acid 

16 gas scrubbers did not operate as efficiently as 

17 the co~pany said they would. The result: 

10 Company monitoring reports sho~ed the plant 

19 exceeded so-2 limits for a total of 110 hours 

20 with excess emissions ranging from 105 percent 

:n to 714 percent of the allo~able rate. Si~il~r 

22 proble~s occurred in January, and March of lSSO. 

23 Number two. In 1968, a 510 ton 

-.... , 24 incinerator in Panama City, Florida which went 

25 on line in 1937 had hydraulic conveyer 

1~tx 
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malfunctions, problems with the boiler tubesJ an 

asb drag system was not operational for several 

monthsr a pollution measurin9 device designed to 

measure smoke density was not operational for 

several months; a combuster broke down. These 

and other problems cost the community, $2 

million more than they had budgeted for handing 

their waste. 

Number three. In 1988, the Pene1las 

County, Florida incinerator startled engineera 

when the boiler tubes which were ~upposed to 

last twenty years began disintegrating in less 

than a year. The retrofit cost $5 million. 

Number four. In March 1985 at a 400 ton 

incinerator in Poughkeepsie, New York, test 

burning revealed mechanical failures in 

virtually all of the plant's componant systems 

and the plant was completely shut down pending 

major repairs. 

Number five. Cctober 1988, at a 2,000 ton 

incinerator in Hartford, Connecticut, one of 

three boilers ruptured, shutting down the plant 

two days after it began operating. The force of 

the rupture bowed out the boiler walls and blew 

out part of the siding on the building. The 

'7 '{,;;{X. 
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remaining two sets of boiler tubes were ex~cted 

and found to be thin. Repairs cost close to Sl 

million dollars. 

Number six. In January 1989, the same 

plant in Hartford, an explosion caused by a 

propane tank blew off the steal roof over the 

primary schre~de~·and shut down the plant. 

Number seven. And again in Hartford, a 

rotor shaft for a refuge shredder broke and 

caused the plant to operate at half capacity. 

The part which had to be imported from Hawaii 

cost $100,000 to replace. While the plant 

operated at reduced capacity, it lost $100,000 

per day due to lost energy revenues and the cost 

of dumping ttash elsewhere. 

Nu~ber Eight. During a two month period 

in 1988, twenty-one baghouses failed at the 

Foster-Wheeler, quote, model, unquote, 

incinerator in Commerce, California. The 

failure caused a release of excessive a~ounts of 

lead into the atmosphere. In addition, thi& 

incinerator experienced numerous shutdowns due 

to mechanical failures during its two years of 

operation. For e~ample, in October 1988 it was 

down from 25 straigh~ day$ for steam tube 

'7 42,,>< 
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1 fa11 ures. 

2 Nine. At the same Foster-Wheeler 

3 incinerator in California in March '69 a major 

4 fire broke out, and the fire started in the 

5 garbage pit and went out of control. The 

6 sprinkler system didn't work, and tne fire 

7 depart~ent ~pent five and a nalf hours putting 

a out the fire. The incinerator shut down. 

9 Ten. In February 1989 excessive 

10 temperatures caused a blower to blow in 

11 Detroit's 4,000 ton incinerator. Six workers 

12 barely excaped burning ashes. 

13 Number eleven. In January, 1903, ~orth 

14 Anover, MasDacnusetts a fire burned through one 

15 site of the inc1nerator building da~aging 

1.6 girders and a crane. It was the largest !ire 1r. 
I 

17 the town's history. 

18 In Auburn, Maine, the town's 1ncinerator 

19 is being tocally rebuilt after five years of 

20 operation, 

21 Duluth, Minnesota, another five year old 

"'? '-- incinerator i~ undergoing majoc overhauling. 

23 Rene, New York, the incinerator t~ere ha~ 

24 been ~lagued with equipment f~ilure3 in the 

25 emiszicns con~rol equipment and grate drive 

'7'f<f 'f 
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1 systetas. 

2 In 1987 in Colucbus, Ohio, plant brea~-

3 downs and equipment failures cost an additionai 

4 fifteen and a half million dollars, 

5 In Millburn, Masaachusetts, their 

6 incinerator costing $15 million -- that price 

7 tag sounds a little fa~iliar -- exceeded pecml~ 

8 specifications for acid gas ernis~ions by 700 

9 percent. This unit is equipmented with acid gas 

10 scrubbers and bag house filters. That 

11 technology also sounds familiar. 

12 In January, 1989 at the incinerator 1r. 

13 Detroit, Michigan, 75 workers walked off the 

14 job, they complained that tne airborne ash ot 

15 some other substance on the job was causing s~in 

16 rash, eye irritation coughing anci nose bleeds. 

17 These instances of malfunctioning 

18 incinerators and shutdowns are only the most 

19 dramitic few that have been promulgated by 

20 local authorities and by the press. 

21 Please allow me to finish. I'm almost 

22 done. 

23 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Go ahead. 

24 MR. HADDAD: One can be certain there are 

25 many other instances of breakdownz that have n~t 

'1'-f5X 
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been widely pubi!cized for any number of rasons. 

At the present time there are 177 working 

incineracors in the u.s. Twenty-eight of these 

have acid gas scrubbers. Only three have 

scrubbers and bag house filters, as will the one 

planned for Morris County. When you tell the-

public that we are dealing with a reliable 

proven technology, either you are misinformed or 

you are lying. 

(Applause.) 

MR. HADDAD: The fact is, the fact is that 

Morris County will serve as a testing ground for 

what I would mercifully call a very unproven 

technology with a questionable track record. If 

ordinary citizens are willing to invest their 

time and money to investigate this projccc, 

shouldn't you, the decision-makers, invest at 

least the same amount of time. 

Which one of you can claim to have more 

than a rudimentary knowledge of incinerator 

operation? 

(Applause.) 

MR. HADDAD: I have one more paragraph, I 

would appreciate being allowed to finish. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Would you wind up, 

'1'{~ )( 
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please? 

MR. HADDAD: Yes, I w~ll. Thank you. 

Concerning the ash landfill, I would like 

you to refer to the Federal Register, page 11128 

of February 5, 1981 in which the EPA stated its 

opinion th~t all landfills will eventually leak. 

I quote. •Man-made permeable materials that 

might be used for liners or covers are subject 

to eventual deterioration. And although this 

might not occur for ten, twenty or more years, 

eventually occu~s, and when it does, leachate 

will migrate out of the facility,• end of quote. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND& Thank you. 

(Applause.> 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: William Kish? Linda 

Stansfield? 

MR. KISH: Thank you, Hr. Chairman. 

My name is William Kish, I'm a property 

owner on Route 206, specifically Block 38, ~oc 

7. My property is immediately contiguou~ to the 

site, Site 15. 

I wonder why I, I as an immediately 

adjacent property owner, was net notified of any 

of these proceedings. Other property owners up 

and do~n the road were all notified for~ally, 

'141;t . 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. ---------------·--·--.-.--.....------.. ·-~~~---:-. -·-
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·-·:· 1 and I kind of wonder what the criteria tha~ was 

2 used by the Board or the Council to notify 

3 property owners. 

4 I understand abou~ this condemnation, tnat 

5 you've suggested rather directly or indlrectly 

6 as the case may be to other property owners on 

7 206. I wonder what you have in mind for me. 

8 A VOICE: Nothing. 

9 t-tR. :':ISH: i'le built our bu1lding sever.:ll 

10 years ago. Again, everybody is talking about 

11 the state of the art. We have a state cf the 

12 art roof. I wonder what thii acid ra1n and what 

13 ~his a~h is going to do to the property. 

14 A VOICE: Make holes. 

15 MR. KISH: Several years ago, I guess it 

16 was when the Morris County Transfer Station was 

17 proposed, I made the mistake of thinking that 

18 the Board wac rather open minded and would 

19 .listen to public input. It became very obvious 

20 when I attended a few of those meetings that, in 

21 fact, the decision had been made. It was a fait 

22 accompli. 

23 In fact, I vould venture to ~ay that one 

24 of the Freeholders was rewarded for his efforts 

25 by be1ng elevated to the State Assembly. 

'7 <{ 'f 
t-lalter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 

-------·-··-------·~~---=--~--=~.:...---:---·--;-. -.------------... -~-. -.. -.-.. ----.-...~----



-·· ___ __.. ________ .....__ __ ·-----------,--------

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

a 

9 

10 

ll 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

i; : 75 

.. . ;::~ 
I wa~ told ac that time that th~ Board 

studied traffic on Route 206 and that the 

transfer station would have no impact on 

traffic. Well, I'll tell you what, I made the 

challenge then I'll make it again: Try and 

drive that road in the morning or at night. Try 

and drive out on it. 

(Applause. > 

MR. KISH: I am told that this 1300 ton 

per day station will generate truck traffic of 

two hundred fifty. That's a minimum number. I 

wonder what the maximuc number might be. 

When the transfer station was put in, we 

were assured by the DEP that they would very 

carefully monitor clean up and trash. Well, 

I'll tell you what, why don't you take a walk 

along Gold Mine Road and 206, see the trash. 

(Applause.> 

MR. KISH: Concerning the incinerator, the 

winds in this area are very strong. They blow 

from the northwest. I would like to suggest to 

you that the ash that will be generated, as I 

understand from a technical source, 225,000 

gallons per day of water is needed to wet the 

ash to stop it from blowing in the air. 

1tf f 
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This water will eventually end up in tne. 

I guess it's called the Roxbury aquifer. I 

wonder what conditions are being made to monitor 

potential pollution of the groundwater. 

We talk about this thing burning at a 

hundred percent efficiency and no pollution. 

Well, maybe it does in a laboratory, but I don't 

think so out in the actual field. I don't think 

that's what an actual field installation would 

show. 

I'm also told that the report, the Solid 

t·laste t~anage'cent Report that was submit ted t c, 

or prepared by the ~ew Jersey Deparcment of 

Environmen~al Protection states that the soil in 

the area is not suit"ble structurally fer the 

stack and the rest of the facility that's going 

to be built there. Hence, more costG. Where is 

this cos~ taken into account? 

I'm also told that this stack •ill b& 275 

to 350 feet high. As a case in point, :h~t 

this site, if the stack is something lik~ 40 

feet above Route 206, we won't need a lan6ing 

guide rndrk to the New York airpoccs, we• ll have 

it in Roxbury. 

(Applause.> 

'\$b)( 
Walter J. Perelli. C.S.R. 
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1 MR. ~ISH: ~he State Police antenna by the 

2 way is one hundred foot tall. 

3 1988, '39, I think will go down a~ the 

4 year of the 3ell out. I would really like to 

5 think that you're open minded about th1s, but I 

6 really feel in my heart this decision ha~ oeen 

7 made. I feel it's been made in Trenton, 3nd ! 

B feel you're only carrying out the orders of our 

9 good Governor. And, I'm not only ~uggesting 

10 this, lis~en to the people of Morr1s County and 

ll the surrounding coun~ies, ho~e rule has all out 

12 disappeared in this state. We see it ~ota and 

13 more every day. The Land Planning Act ~hicn 1c 

14 supposed to guarantee quality of life -- yes, 

15 thank you very much, I'm aware of it -- I wonder 

16 why we're guaranteeing quality of life and 

17 eliminating development out here. So we can put 

lS in incinerators and landfills ano all that Gort 

19 of thing? 

20 Radon controlled soil from Montclair was 

21 recently ~aken to Sussex County. 

22 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Finish u~. 

23 MR. K!Sii: I'm trying. 

24 I wonder if we're next for radon 

25 controlled soil. 

'7S X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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I have some other things to say but I I 
would like to really end by saying two things. 

The gentleman from the Department of 

Environmental Protection mentioned seven plants 

in Massachusetts that were operating. I would 

like to read one of them. 

The Saugus, Massachusetts incinerator 

expansion is opposed unanimously by the town-

fathers. The plant is reported to run at 

different loads depending on the direction wind 

is blowing in order to limit the fall out 

complaints. 

The Tuskalossa, Alabama 200 ton per day 

incinerator has been called the •Tuskaloosa 

Turkey• after it lost $20 million in the first 

34 months of opera~ion. Ash and suit over 

everything, some places one inch thick. 

Let•s not be known for the Roxbury 

rip-off. 

Thank you. 

(Continued on next page.> 

'1~x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 (PROCEEDING CONTINUES AS FOLLOWS AT 

2 9:20P.M.) 

3 DIRECTOR BYLAUD: Go ahead. 

4 MS. STMlSFIELD: I'm Linda Stansfield 

5 from Mountain Lakes. I'm representing the 

6 American Lung Association of New Jersey. 

7 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

8 l-1S. STANSFIELD: (Cont'g.) He'd like to 

9 put into perspective for you what risks 

10 you're imposing on the public. EPA has 

11 recently completed a study called, 

12 •unfinished business.• In that study they 

13 evaluated the seventy progra~s they nave run 

14 and they looked at them statistically in 

15 terms of risks to the public. This was 

16 seventy programs. The first of seventy, the 

17 greatest risk to public health in the u.s. 

18 are the conventional air pollutants, sulfur, 

19 lead, carbon monoxide, the regular things 

20 that are managed by the Clean Air Act. The 

21 second greatest danger is des~ruction of 

22 ozone in the stratosphere. The third are 

23 pesticides, the fourth, radon, the fifth, 

24 other toxic air pollutants indoors, the 

25 sixth, other toxic air pollutants outdoor~, 

153x 
' __ ..,.,,. ... "":"' .. · 
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and the seventh, contamina~ion of drinking 

water~ and the exposure of dangerous 

chemicals in the work place, many inhaled. 

Therefore, out of the top eight programs 

seven are air pollution. You must be very 

concerned because when you pollute the air 

more people receive a dose of pollution than 

through any other form, and that is why those 

numbers are so high. More people will be 

impacted by what you do. Recently the 

American Lung Association has adopted a new 

and stronger national position on 

incineration and I would like to reaa you the 

national position. The American Lung 

Association recommends solid waste reduction 

by recycling ana the use of more 

environmentally benign disposal technol~sies 

such as cornposting be given priority ever 

incineration as solutions to our nation's 

solid waste disposal problem. Resource 

recovery incinerator plants are not 

inherently safe pollution to our nation's 

solid waste problem. If these facilities are 

used as a last resort strategy than only 

stringent pollution controls and equally 
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stringent operating and monitoring procedures 

can reduce the public health threat from the 

emission that these facilities are easily 

capable of producing. A major health 

consideration from these plants are the heavy 

metals which interfere, damage or kill nerve, 

brain and kidney tissue, the acid gases which 

affect asthmatics first and particulates of 

less than ten microns, these particulates are 

often associateded with toxic air pollutants 

which cling to the particulates to enter 

deeply into the lung. Everyone agrees that 

the incinerators pollute the air. Even i~s 

proponents know that. For cany years New 

Jersey managed to obtain a gradual, general 

improvement in air quality but recently there 

has been a leveling off or increase in these 

air quality readings that we have been 

monitoring for over twelve years. At this 

time New Jersey does not meet federal 

standards for ozone and carbon monoxide 

statewide and Warren County with sulfur 

dioxi~e has had a downgrading of air quality 

in New Jersey. Air pollution may causa tha 

incinerator in Morris County to be shut down 

-----. ~--------------------~---~ 
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1 prematurely even if the plant is run to 

2 perfection. If the greenhouse effect proves 

3 to be a reality then fossil fuel burning 

4 plants which emit carbon dioxide will be 

5 forced to close. Can we risk so much ooney 

6 only to discover five years later that norris 

7 County must shut down the plant and switch to 

8 resource reduction, recycling and composting? 

9 tihy not switch now? 

10 (AUDIE~lCE APPLAUDS) 

11 l<!S. STANSFIELD: (Cont'g.) Furtb.ermore, 

12 if New Jersey is unable to control its severe 

13 ozone pollution, the Environmsntal Protection 

14 Agency may sanction Ne\>1 Jersey. Such a 

15 sanction would cause construction to cease on 

16 all new major sources of pollution and this 

17 would include incinerators. !n my area o£ 

18 Morris County I observed very uneven 

19 enforcement or adoption of regulations to 

20 encourage recycling. t·Jhil e my garbage 

21 collector will empty only four trash cans per 

22 'Vleel~ and none if they contain recyclables, my 

23 neighboring towns continue to allow either 

24 eight or ten cans per week. The county 

25 recycling coordina~or must be given greater 
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resources and a strong direct~ve irorn you 

Freeholders for a rigorous siting, recycling 

and composting program. 

DIRECTOR HY.LrulD: Thank you, very much. 

(AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: l'le' re now going to 

switch to the attorney list. Number one is 

Jack iienarsky. Sir? We're switching over to 

the attorney list I just announced. 

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I have a right 

to be heard. 

DIRECTOR Hl"LAl'TD: You \~ill have an 

opportunity. 

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER Hai t 1 ike the 

rest of us. 

DIRECTOR Hl'LAND: ~-1.r. ~·lena r sky? 

I•!R. HENARSKY: Good evening. 

HR. D'AGOSTINO: Are you speaking on 

behalf of yourself? 

l1R. WE:~ARSKY: Hy client is Eden 

Associates, E D E N Associates. Hy client is 

Eden Lane Associates. They're the owner of 

Block 14, Lot Three in the Township of Mount 

Olive. This lot is one of the additional 

parcels which is being included in the Solid 

~5?x 
~.-..:.. .... -_ ~ .: . ~ ... - .. . 
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1 Waste Management Plan as a buffe~·~: 

2 MR. D' AGOSTINO: Do you h"ave any 

3 experts you want to tescify? 

4 MR. vlENARSKY: I do not. Hy purpose 

5 tonight is to put a statement on the record 

6 as to my client's position. 

7 DIRECTOR HYLAND: You will be all Ot'led 

8 ten minutes. 

9 fw!R • WEll ARS KY : I don't think I'll need 

10 that much time. 

11 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Fine. 

12 Z.!R. l'lENARSKY: First of all, I'd like 

13 to state my client's objection to the plan as 

14 a concept in that its my client's ?OSition 

15 the technology has not advanced sufficiently 

16 in the field of solid waste incineration so 

17 the Board of Freeholders can give any 

18 assurance to the local real estate owners or 

19 residents that the project is safe, poses no 

20 health risk and will have no ill effect. i1y 

21 clients are even more concerned having read 

22 the Daily Record yesterday where a statement 

23 was made to the Daily Record that members of 

24 the Board of Freeholders have been advisee 

25 not to give any guarantees that there will be 
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1 I no ill effect as a resule of this. 

2 i Specifically, as it relates eo my client's 

3 property, my client is concerned with tl1e 

4 access off Gold Mine Road. Their property is 

5 off the beaten lane, will have an adverse 

6 impact on traffic to their property and there 

7 is access available right to 205. In 

a addition, as far as taking any part of my 

9 client's property as a buffer, this \~ill 

10 interfere with my client's plans which refers 

11 to this property.. Therefore, it \1ill 

12 substantially impair its ability to oevelop 

13 this property. The Board should take this 

14 under consideration. Thank you. 

15 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

16 DIRECTOR HYLAllD: Thomas Germine 

17 representing the Concerned Citizens of Morris 

18 County. Is he here? 

19 MR. GERMINE: Members of the Board, I'd 

20 like to enter my appearance, Thomas J. 

21 Germine of Morristown on behalf of the 

22 Concerned Citizens of Morris County. I 

23 believe the Board has a letter which I have 

24 delivered to the Board this afternoon which 

25 has appended to it a list of witnesses which 
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:·.;7~· 1 .. ~. I propose to call • 

2 MR. D'AGOSTINO: How many witnesses do 

3 you have, Mr. Germine? 

4 MR. GERMINE: Sir, I have fifty 

5 witnesses. 

6 MR. D'AGOSTINO: Fifty witnesses. 

7 DIRECTOR HYLAl~D: You 1 11 have t\·lel ve 

a minutes, all right? 

9 l-iR. G ERIUllE : Sir, I choose not to 

10 give my statement at this time. Rather, I 

11 would like to call my first witness, i£ that 

12 is possible. 

13 DIRECTOR EYLAND: Go ahead. 

14 l·1R. GERl-!INE: I would like to call the 

15 Honorable Gerald Cardinale. 

16 HR. D'AGOSTINO: IIold it! This is r.ot 

17 a political forum. This is not a political 

18 forum, sir. 

19 DIRECTOR HYLAND: No. 

20 l4R. GERMINE: He is the r.tost 

21 knowledgeable person in this matter and I 

22 I present the Honorable Gerald Cardinale. 

23 HR. CARDINALE: Thank you. Our State 

24 Department of Environmental Protection and J 

25 feel sorry for you. The freeholders have 
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literally bludgeoned New Jerseys counties 

into adopting a strategy for solid waste 

disposal that is completely wrong. The DEP 

claims on behalf of mass-burn incineration it 

is nothing core than an attempt to deceive 

the people of New Jersey, an expensive 

deception both in terms of cost in dollars 

and cost of incinerator harm. Let's look at 

the recor·d of mass-burn incineration. About 

ninety of these garbage ovens have been built 

so far in the u.s. and practically every one 

of them we have seen the following: Enormous 

cost overruns, expensive breakdowns, 

uncontrollable air emissions, toxic ash 

lawsuits, health concerns and community 

disapproval. Warren County, your neighbors, 

experience mass-burn incineration, proves the 

point. Warren County's incinerator has been 

cited and fined $130,000.00 for emissions 

violations and the ashes it produces are so 

toxic that 54 percent are being shipped to 

the Niagara Falls Toxic Waste Facility at 

great expense. The bureaucrats at DEP who 

are pushing mass-burn incinerators are doing 

so in the vain hope that money can repeal the 
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scientific deficiencies of that technology. 

Because of all the public money spent so far 

they're reluctant to admit that this progra~ 

is a proven failure. Now, more than 

criticizing mass-burn incineration I think 

it's incumbent upon us to offer an 

alternative and there is an alternative. 

Within one year we can take a number of steps 

to get out from under our garbage first. 1·1e 

must separate our household garbage not as we 

do today but in putrescent and non-putrescent 

terms. The putrescent materials can be mixed 

with your sewerage sludge and they ure 

composting sewerage sluage successfully i~ 

Sussex County, another of your neighbors and 

they have been doing so for three years. 

They have, in fact, received last October an 

EPA award at the Dallas Solid Waste 

Convention. I believe you know that all the 

yard materials can be successfully composted. 

Now, what do you do with the non-putrescent 

garbage? You see, you have very little 

compliance today, much less compliance than 

you'd like to have in your recycling programs 

and that's because they're so complicated. 

--------~-
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.-.. - 1 If you just let people put all of their 

2 non-putrescent garbage in one can, all the 

3 bottles, all the cans, all the flashlight 

4 batteries and all the plastics you can take 

5 those and you can go look in Camden County, 

6 we'll give you the address, you can take 

7 these to an URF, a fancy naue for a conveyor 

8 belt, and around that conveyor belt stand 

9 people who separate the brown glass with the 

10 green glass and the aluminum cans and the 

11 flashlight batteries and the plastic-like 

12 materials. Such a program will cost 150, the 

13 price of a ~ass-burn garbage incinerator. It 

14 has the obvious advantage of not having a 

15 siting problem because you see some people 

16 know that it used to stink in Sussex County. 

17 That's when they followed DEP's guidelines 

18 but since they have thrown the DEP out of 

19 there and they got a professor from Cooke 

20 College to co~e in and help redesign their 

21 system it's been working just fine. That's 

22 what you ought to be doing. 

23 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

; 24 - HR. GERI1HIE: At this time I would 

25 like to call Assemblyman Alan Karcher. 

. . -·-------------------
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-.. ,;. ~- l MR. KARCHER: Good eveninq. Let me 
.. : ... · 

2 tell you that my name is Alan Karcher. I 

3 live in Middlesex County and I'm here partly 

4 because of the fact that I'm experienced at 

5 this. We in Middlesex County went through 

6 all of this back in 1987 and I only can say I 

7 would have appreciated it very much if 

8 Senator Cardinale came there and I would have 

9 appreciated his testimony, appreciated all of 

10 the people in Morris County to come help us 

ll in Middlesex when we nad this battle ana this 

12 battle goes on in court to this day in my 

13 area of that county. Our position is we're 

14 going to fight it and we're going to fignt it 

15 to every court and every level of every court 

16 but we'll never surrender the battle becaus~ 

17 we know incinerators is not the answer. 

18 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

19 MR. KARCHER: (Cont'g.) I'm sure many 

20 people know Senator Cardinale and I come from 

21 opposite sides of the political spectrum. 

22 It's really not a political issue. It's not 

23 a time to turn on each other. It is a ti~e 

24 in this crisis to turn towards each other. I 

25 have heard the discussions tonight about 

r • .:...-!.- ..... "'···-,-=::--~~-.-. --~~:=-:-_:__=--...... ~.:----. .,...:_.-:-. -..-..-. ~-· .·'- ~~-~------:----~-:----:-----. 
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staee-of-cne-art· .:and about technology at the 

cut-:ing edge.'· I could not help but reflect 

as I heard those words, state-of-the-art 

technology. Well, there was a tanker last 

month in Alaska that was state-of-the-art, 

had a navigation system that was 

state-of-the-art. It had a hull that was 

state-of-the-art, and it's too late for all 

the dead vegetation and dead animals. They 

didn't know it was state-of-the-art. 

(AUDIEHCE APPLAUDS) 

UR. KARCHER: (Cont'g.) The same thing 

is true. Once again, we have no monopoly on 

that. The Russians told their citizens that 

Chernoble was state-of-the-art technology. 

What we have is a proposition here facing the 

State of Hew Jersey where county afcer county 

is being asked to invest in incineration in 

unproven technology, a dangerous technology 

but in an aggregate they put it altogether 

and we're asking taxpayers to come up between 

three and four billion dollars to invest in 

these fire breathing, garbage eating 

monstrosities, that we have no idea whether 

they will work or not. I could not agree 

-~------ .------------------.-----
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1 more with the position taken by ~y friends 

2 and colleague Gerald Cardinale but also the 

3 woman from the lung association make such 

4 compelling sense. Why rush into this and, as 

5 I say, I have been through it. We were the 

6 victims of the DEP in ~y community in 

7 Middlese~ County and unless people co~e to 

8 their senses we're going to be forced to 

9 invest hundreds of millions of dollars when 

10 there are viable, intelligent, rational 

11 alternatives and, by God, what's wrong with 

12 investigating.to the fullest to see how good 

13 a citizen we can be, how we can cooperate 

14 together when our safety and the safety of 

15 our children and grand children is at s~ake. 

16 I think the best of us will come out, that we 

17 really can recycle, that we really can avoid 

18 the nightmare of incineration. Lastly, ana I 

19 hope you will not -- I have said this from my 

20 perspective as a member of the assembly and a 

21 person that's been through it all, my 

22 credentials go back a long way. Ny fa~her 

23 and my lav1 firm had litigation back in the 

24 '50's, the very first case in which polluters 

25 were forced to stop polluting, was in the 

-----·. _____________________________ ,__...,.. . ..--..-----
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1950's in Middlesex County. My Dad did that 

and I'm proud of it but if I wanted to be 

political what I would have said, the day 

Alan Karcher is Governor there won't be any 

incinerator in Morris County. 

(AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

I1R. GERlUNE: We'd now like to call 

Dr. Martin Lavietes, Professor of Pulmonary 

Medicine of the New Jersey College of 

Medicine and Dentistry. 

DR. LAVIETES: Freeholders and guests, 

I'm Dr. Lavietes, Professor of Pulmonary 

nedicine of the University of Ne\'iark. I want 

to make clear I have no personal, financi~l 

or political interest against incineration 

but I worked my life to deal with respiratory 

health and I think, afraid that incineration 

will be of grave concern to our respiratory 

health. I've included -- I guess you ware 

handed a packet as you entered the 

auditorium. I have a page called, 

•incineration and healthn which was included 

in that packet. I'll refer to tnat page in a 

moment and hope it will be entered in your 

written testimony. I'd like to say a few 

-------------...~ ... -.--.--. -~--.-~--.-------;--...:. 
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, 
,_-. ... I'd like to call your at~enticn, because I 

~ .. 

2 don't want to take too much time, to a few 

3 statements I made to a page I handed to you, 

4 in the third paragraph middle·r talk about 

5 the increase in the incidence of lung cancer. 

6 It's a very difficult subject because 

7 everybody says, •well, you can't prove it." 

8 The fact is dioxins in very small 

9 concentration are the most toxic chemical 

10 producing chemicals to animals that we know 

11 of. The fact that we blame cigarette smoking 

12 for everything make~ it sometimes very 

13 difficult to study the exact incidents of 

14 cancer in a population. It's 

15 incomprehensible. However, these compounds 

16 will not add to our cancer incidents should 

17 we start incinerating. nore important to me 

18 is the affect of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen 

19 dioxide, et cetera, on bronchitis and asthma. 

20 Clearly in the concentrations that are 

21 already in the air and the concentrations 

22 that will be emitted by the incinerator, the 

23 increase in asthma, the increase in 

24 bronchitis are well known. These facts can 

25 be shown very, very precisely by laboratory 

' . --------------
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1 my --

2 CHAIRMAN BYLAND: (Interposing) I 

3 can't hear you.· 

4 !r!R. GERMUlE: I understood the twelve 

5 minutes was for my personal remarks which I 

6 reserved. 

7 THE COURT: Mr. Leonard J. i·lhi tmann. 

8 MR. GERMINE: I would like to address 

9 several points. 

10 MR. D'AGOSTINO: Your time is up, sir. 

11 MR. GERMINE: I would like to address 

12 the fact that under the guise of amending the 

13 Solid Waste Management Plan --

14 (SPEAKER ESCORTED FROf.l PODEOU BY POLICE 

15 OFFICIALS) 

16 DIRECTOR HYLAND: We'll take a ten 

17 minute recess. 

18 (THE TIME IS 10:45 P.r~.) 

19 (PROCEEDING CONTINUES AS FOLLOrlS AT 

20 11 :00 P. ~1.) 

21 DIRECTOR HYLMlD: All right, go ahead. 

22 COUNCILHAU BILL SOHL: Thank you. I 

23 have a couple of comcents and questions I'd 

24 like to address. First I'd like to read a 

25 statement and ask a couple of ~uestions. 

1 '1/X 
. . . 

----------~-------~~---=---~~~--._--..--.--.--~~ 
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1 bit. I find myself standing here again not a 

2 little over two years after going through a 

3 battle witn the transfer station, ~any others 

4 involved in prior battles with the county and 

5 the state and there's a great element of 

6 distrust in my mind as to anything I hear 

7 coming out of Trenton and/or Morristown. 

8 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

9 COUNCILUAU SOHL: (Con t' g.) tli th that 

10 let me say a couple of things relative to the 

11 size of the facility, proposed use of it. The 

12 published RFP specifies an incineration plant 

13 of 1,300 to 1,375 tons per day capacity to 

14 handle Morris County's garbage. No mention 

15 has been specifically made in the RFP or any 

16 other document I'm aware of that this plant 

17 will be operated on anything other than an 

18 intra-county basis. Question. Is this 

19 hearing, the one we're here for today, 

20 limited to site selection for this 1,300 per 

21 day plant as described in the RFP? Question. 

22 What, if any, talks, negotiations or plans 

23 are in the works to operate this facility if 

24 it is built as a regional facility serving 

25 other counties in addition to Morris County? 
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it ever been presented to the communities 

involved. As such, the impacts of a larger 

facility has not been assessed nor an 

opportunity to evaluate such information. I 

request that responses to these questions be 

directed to the Mayors and Councils of Mount 

Olive Township and the Township of Ro}:bury 

and Concerned Citizens of Morris County. 

(AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

COUNCILl-1AN SOBL: (Cant 1 g.) And in 

addition to this we're the most densely 

populated state in this country. It's 

pathetic in my mind we nave a state 

representative here, lauding our goal of 25 

percent recycling. I think that's just 

incredible. We have to bite the bullet and I 

don't care if the bullet starts in this toiln 

or in this community or in this county. We 

have to get many of the other thirty-seven 

municipalities that are not considering 

themselves effected by this because they are 

sitting ho~e tonight most of them, though 

there are representatives and I applau~ them 

for being here but we have to change our 

lifestyles and that means recycling and 
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the captives of large engineering firms which 

are acting in their best interests, not the 

public interest. They•re pushing the 

construction of the biggest most expensive 

incinerators possible. These incinerators 

which saddle the people with white elephants. 

At·an assembly committee meeting on A-4105 

the DEP testified against the moratorium 

based solely out of the concern of what 

cancelled incinerator contracts would mean to 

the Wall Street bankers. The DEP is 

obviously more concerned with bondholders 

than the taxpayers and their ?Ublic nea1th.n 

He mentioned nthe innovative leaders in 

Austin, Texas had the integrity and foresight 

to cancel incinerator plans even after $23 

million had been spent. Analysis by a new 

administration there showed the city would 

save more than $150 million over twenty years 

by using alternate methods of garbage 

disposal which made the loss of $23 million 

insignificant. More than $3 billion in 

incinerator construction contracts have been 

cancelled throughout the nation as more and 

more local and state governments are backing 

'/'7 '7x 
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. 1 . : .. ··· counties to gather facts on what alter.native 

2 approaches are being used to handle the solid 

3 waste garbage problem? Lastly, being a health 

4 professional myself I ask the Freeholders, 

5 please don't play Russian roulette with the 

6 health of the residents of Western Horris 

7 County. We deserve better. Thank you. 

8 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

9 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I believe before 

10 you called your break we didn't go back to 

11 the attorneys. We had one or two actc·rneys 

12 that haven't been addressed. That was, prior 

"13 to the break. 

14 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Did they sign in? 

15 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Leonard Hitman 

16 is on the list, is here. Leonard vHtman. 

17 rm. FILIPON: l-lr. Director, I l:Lve in 

1B the Gateway. Hy nar:te is Dan Filipo\v and I 

19 live in East Hanover, gateway to Horr:Ls· 

20 County. I don't know why I should be so 

21 proud of that at this point. I don't have 

22 any figures or anything. I'm here to plea 

23 personally. I have fa~ily that moved out 

24 here. My son moved there last July, Roxbury, 

25 felt he was going to have a nifty place tu 
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1 raise his family be able to take advantage of 

2 swimming in Horseshoe Lake. My other 

3 daughter fortunately lived in Mount Olive. I 

4 live in East Hanover right next to 

5 Parsippany. I guess I could have stayed ho~e 

6 tonight and said, •Forget it. It's not in 

7 Parsippany so it doesn't bother me." I'm 

8 very much concerned and I think that the 

9 people who pay the taxes in this county are 

10 worthy of a lot more consideration than given 

11 us. 

12 (AUDIENCE APP~AUDS) 

13 MR. FILIPOW: I too hope that you'll 

14 take a look at recycling, not burning. The 

15 prevailing winds again west to east and I 

16 took the map out of the phone book today and 

17 there's not, there's not but a handful of 

18 towns above Route 80 that are not effected by 

19 the prevailing winds and South of this county 

20 there's about seventy towns that will never, 

21 never even feel part of this whatsoever. 

22 However, the most populace portion of the 

23 whole county is going to be effected by those 

24 prevailing winds from west to east. I ask 

25 you, please put it off, at least take another 

----.------.. .......---
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1 
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look but maybe what we should do is put it on 

2 the ballot. 

3 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

4 UR. FILIPOt·l: Not in the method that 

5 says, if you vote yes means no and if you 

6 vote no you mean yes. I'd like to see it on 

7 the ballot that says, •Do you want 

8 incineration in Morris County? Yes or no.• 

9 Thank you. 

10 

11 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

12 

13 {PROCEEDittG CONTil-lUES 01'1 THE FOLLOHING 

14 PAGE) 

15 

16 

17 
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1 DIRECTOR HYLANDs Mr. Witman? 

2 MR. WITMANs My name is Leonard Witman, 

3 I 1 m an attorney with Brach, Eichler in Roseland. 

4 I am a resident of Roxbury. I have six 

5 expert -- I have six expert witnesses to call 

6 this evening, and the first expert witness I 

7 would like to call is Assemblyman Bill Pascrell. 

8 DIRECTOR HYLAND: You'll have twelve 

9 minutes for your entire presentation. That's 

10 the same we gave the other fellow. Go ahead. 

11 MR. WITMANs Is the twelve minutes to be 

12 included later in addition -- is there any 

L-- 13 additional time later? 

14 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Everybody. 

15 MR. WITI•1AU: Everybody? 

16 DIRECTOR HYLAND: It includes everybody, 

17 twelve minutes. 

lB MR. WITMAN: If I have additional 

19 speakers, they're not allowed to be heard? 

20 DIRECTOR HYLA~D: You can have twelve 

21 minutes. You can come back. I want to hear 

22 I have eighty-seven people waiting to be heard, 

23 sir. 

24 MR. WITMAH: That's all I asked. 

25 DIRECTOR HYLAND: So let's go. 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
--~ -- ·-- --··- ·--------------. --------~---------·-
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. .,·:. 
l ASSEMBLYMAN PASCRELL: Good evening, Mr. 

2 'IHrector. And I really appreciate che fa.:t I'm 

3 not running for Governor and I have no vo:es in 

4 Morris County, I'm here because incineration is 

5 wrong. 

6 C.\pplause.) 

7 ASSEMBLYMA9 PASCRELL& Mr. Director, I 

a want to commend you for the fact that you 

9 brought the meeting to the people in=tead of 

10 quite the contrary that happens throughou: this 

11 state, and I commend you foe that, in all 

12 sincerity. I also commend f'1ayor Johnson .and 

. .__ 13 Chuck Dawson, they've done a fantastic job in 

14 assembling people here. 

15 And I want to say to my brot:he r s an~l 

16 sisters in all counties of this st'ate trl.:t~ I've 

17 sponsored and cosponsored legislation on .i bill, 

18 two hundred million dollars worth of ~usi.1es3, 

19 don't be sold, don't let them sell your ZI)Uls 

20 because incineration is wrong. We'll find otht:r 

21 jobs. 

22 (Appluuse.) 

23 ASSZMBLYMA~ PASCRELL: This is a vo.Latile 

24 issue. And 41G5, lihich I' rn honoted to have 

25 prime ::ponsored, v11ll hav~ its second hea·~ing in 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
--------·----~-----~---.. -.~~--.-~-.-~~~~~-.~~ 
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l Cherry Hill on May the 23rd. No one gave this 

2 bill a chance when it was presented in December 

3 of 1983, but if you hold people•s feec to the 

4 fire long enough they begin to gee the message. 

5 Regardless of how tall tnay are it sinks in. 

And the fact is that we have a serious problem 

7 in New Jersey because the DEP chose to play 

a games for eight years. 

9 Ladies and gentlemen, members of the Board 

10 of Freeholders, we have a revolving door policy 

11 in this state; that is, high ranking officials 

12 in the D~? -- and the DEP will have to speak for 

13 itself -- have left their positions from 

14 commissioner down and have gone to work to 

15 finance and sell incinerators in the State of 

16 New Jersey. 

17 (Applause.) 

18 ASSEHBLYI-lAN PA.SCRELL: That is a fact. 

19 That is chapter and verse. To commemorate that 

20 fact, and in honor of the people of Roxbury in 

21 Mount Olive and all the other towns in Morris 

22 County, today in the General Assembly I 

23 introduced 4550 which will mandate by 1992 that 

24 every county in this state recycle 50 percent of 

25 its solid waste. 

Walter J. Perelli, c.s.R. ' . -------------------------------4---.. -~ ........ ---. ........._.....-:---~--~-
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(Applause.) 

ASSEMBLYMAN PASCRELL 1 Recycling anc. 

mechanical processing works, it • s economic:al, 

and it reduces pollution. It can't miss. Every 

place where· incineration has been used sir.ce 

1980 --because we're getting information that 

all of the incinerators that were built before 

1980, that• s where the problem is. Not sc1. 

Those that have been built in the last ei9ht 

years are costing taxpayers on the average~ of 30 

percent more. And I will produce those flgures 

in every one of those localities where tbE~ 

incinerators have been built. 

I think before you make this move, before 

you make this move-- and I've got to belleve 

that the intelligence on this Board is thEtre --

A VOICE: There is none. 

ASSEMBLYMAN PASCRELL: Is there? 

A VOICE: You• re wrong, there is norae. 

ASSEMBLY!-lAN PASCRELL: Well, I've bEten 

wrong before. 

I'll provide, I'll provide within one 

month to the Board of Freeholders in this county 

a scope of work whereby you will be able to tell 

the citizens of your county how much this is 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 

I 
! 
I. 
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going to cost them over the next ten, fifteen 

and twenty years. Gentlemen and ladies, I 

suggest to you that those costs are not worth 

it. We need to build buildings of life, not 

buildings of death, and that's what you want u3 

to do if you continue with this. 

(Applause.) 

ASSEl-1BLYl-1Al~ PASCRELL z When you compilre, 

when you compare the amount of money that has 

been invested in recycling and recycling 

markets, and, yes, the DEP has in its Master 

Plan to reduce solid waste, to recycle, and then 

mass-burn, they call this comprehensive solid 

waste remcval. I c~ll it eye wash. It doesn't 

work; and I'll tell you why. 

Only less than 3 percent of the budget on 

solid waste in this state goes into recycling 

and preparing and producing markets for 

recyclable goods. That's not comprehen3ive 

solid waste removal in the State of New Jersey, 

that's a plan to put before the citizen3 of this 

state a one-w~y street to ma5s-burn 

incineration. 

And what have they used? 
~ 

I want to produce -- ! want to produce fer 

'1 )( 
Walter J. Perell1, C.S.R. 
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you-- we got. truck loads of this stuff -·· I'm 

trying to qive you the best five minutes right 

they produced in the Governor's ofJ:ice 

t\,0 weeks ago a committee called Ne~t/ Jers(!Y for 

~ Clean Tomorrow. Ii I have ever heard a 

mi~nomer, it's that. In the Governor's office, 

and on that list, on that list, the peoplt:! who 

signed on ·o~~ere people from Jersey City Po~1cr and 

Electric who buy power off of vlarren Cour:1:y so 

they have a vested interest. They product~d a 

poll. I went and got the poll. 

1\s you know, most polls· aren't ':Jcrtn the 

paper they're printed on. Right, Mr. :Jirector? 

Hard Hank's marketing services. 

I'm going to read to you the que.stion 

\¥hich they produced and Gaid, 32 perc.:nt •)f t.he 

people in this state favored mazs-burn 

incineration. This is the question: Que:;tion 

9: Trash-to-energy resource recovery 

incineration fac1lities are often used as a 

garbage d.L:;posal method. These facilitie:~ 

destroy waste by incinerating it .J.t very high 

temperatures. This reduces the waste to .;1.bout 

10 percent of its original volume in the Eorm of 

dry ash residue. The heat produced by th,:! 

1f1't 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. ---------.. --. --.-..--.-. ---------. --.----. --.---....--.~ 
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1 incinerator also creates steam which is used to 

2 generate electricity. That is stold to a po~er 

3 company to offset some of the disposal co~ts. 

4 Now that they've laid that in front of you 

5 they ask a question: Overall, would you s~y you 

6 strongly support the building of a resource 

7 recovery incineration facility? 

8 I say to you that this poll which the 

9 Governor handed up at the press conference, 

10 which Mr. Daggett has endorsed, the Commissioner 

11 of the DEP, is a fra~d, and the question I just 

12 read to you, the question I just read to you --

13 {Applause.> 

14 ASSEMBLYMAN PASCRELL: I've asked 

15 sociology and history students in high school to 

16 read through this question. It's a leading 

17 quescion, it raise~ more questions than it 

18 answers. And you know yourself, Mr. Director, 

19 it is superficial. And that's the whole bag of 

20 incinerator pushers in this state because that'n 

21 what I call them, incinerator pushers. 

22 In conclusion, Mr. Director, I would like 

23 to come back again, I like Morris County, it's a 

24 good county. But you know, 1989 is a pivotal 

25 year in this state, it has brought people from 

f""J!tX 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 

~--.........--.:----. --.-..---.. -.. -~-.. -
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1 city -- and I'm from a city, I've lived there 

2 all my life, the third largest in the State --

3 it's brought city and suburb and rural people 

4 together because of our educational problems in 

5 terms of costs and the State not fully funding 

6 education, money being cut from the State. It's 

7 brought city folk and the folks out here 

8 together for a common cause. And incineration, 

9 and incineration is a parallel issue. 

10 I ask you not to make the final mistake, 

11 to be courageous and and say, let• wait a 

12 minute, let's find alternatives' and there are. 

L.....;.. 13 I've discussed with Freeholder Dedio at 

14 the break the process of whatever distillation 

15 which is being used right now. In fact the DEP, 

16 whether you know it or not, in 1984, had a 

17 program at Marcal in Elmwood Park, New Jersey 

18 which ironically is part of my district. It 

19 worked so well that they deep-sixed it. The 

20 bond people are salivating, but they're not 

21 going to get their hands on my tax dollars and 

22 they're not going to get their hands on our tax 

23 dollars. 

24 Thank you very much. 

25 MR. WITMAN: I would like to call as my 

'lYlx 
Walter J. Perelli, C.~.R. 

-~~---------~-~----.~~ ~-- ... --~~------------
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~·:~. 
":~·· l next expert, Mayor Frank Priore. 

2 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Mayor? 

3 MAYOR PRIORE: Mr. Director, meQbers of 

4 the Board, Frank Priore, Mayor of Parsippany. 

5 Tonight as Chuck Dawson said, east meets 

west. Parsippany stands united. Its governing 

7 body, its Mayor and its people. Most 

8 importantly, its voters stand behind the people 

9 of Roxbury and Mt. Olive, united in this fight 

10 against the incinerator. 

11 (Applause.) 

12 MAYOR PRIORE: Make no mistake abouc it, 

13 over 7,000 families in Parsippany have already 

14 sent in post cards against incineration. Not 

15 just in their town, but in ~iorris County. This 

16 is our air, this is our tax dollars that we're 

17 fighting for. 

18 And let's face it, history has a way of 

19 repeating itself. Twenty years ago we had an 

20 oil embargo, and the Nixon Administration said 

21 the way to go was nuclear energy. They 

22 predicted by 1990 there would be 600 nuclear 

23 reactors buil~ in the United States. Then ten 

24 years ago came Three Mile Isl~nd. Today, 

25 there's less th~n 60. Who paid for that 

O)c' 
Walter J. Pere1li, C.S.R. ---------__ ,__-. ~--- .----,~~·-...... -_ -----------
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l failure? The taxpayers. 

2 You remember something called Shorham 

3 Nuclear out 1n Long Island. The people paid to 

4 fight it, they paid to build it, they paid to 

5 fight the appeals, and now they're going to pay 

G todismtUltle it. 

7 Then came something called the JUA auto 

8 insurance reforQ. Everyone wanted it. The 

9 press heralded it. And what happened? It w3s 

lCl. another mistake. And who paid the price? The 

11 taxpayers, the working person. 

12 And what I'm saying to you toniqht and so 

13 many speckera ha•te said Defore: This. is a 

14 mistake, but you can stop it. This doesn't have 

15 to happen. Let's ta~e a year off, let'D let 

16 cooler heads prevail, let's find out for sure, 

17 are there other technologies that can work and 

10 will work? 

19 ~he people of ~torr is, County, the p-.op,J.e of 

20 Morris County, I believe, are committed to doing 

21 their fair share, and that doesn't mean sending 

..,., ...... their dollars up in smoke. All of us can do 

23 more. We can recycle more. My town is 

24 committed to recycling more. We did 16, 17 

25 percent last year, not a very good job; But 

'1't tx 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. -----------·---. -------~~~--~-.-. ~~-~-~~-~. 
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we•re committed by the end o! next year to 40 

percent recycling. We can do it 1f we work 

together. 

We ask you, we plead with you, one year to 

find a better way. Thanks a lot. 

MR. WITMAN: And in my last three seconds 

I just have a question. tlill the additional 

experts be available to speak at the end of the 

evening? 

MR. D'AGOSTIUO: Yes. 

MR. WITMAN: No matter what time? 

MR. D'AGOSTINO: No matter what time. 

MR. WITMAN: Thank you. 

MR. JANACEK: If I could, Doug Janacek. 

Before the conclusion of the attorney 

period, I'm an attorney with Crummy, DelDeo, 

Dolan, Griffinger & Vecchione who signed up on 

the list earlier, and I'm representing an owner 

of property, Claremont Properties. You should 

have my name on the list. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Do you have any 

witne~se.s, sir? 

~tR. J,.\UACEK: I have one witness and I 

would like to make a brief statement. Sue the 

witness is John Kovacs, Vice-President of 

)< 
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Clarement Properties. I 
DIRECTOR HYLAND: You have ten minutes, 

sir. 

MR. JANACEK: Thank you. 

Claremont Properties, as you know., has 

ove-r the· past two years assembled a de.ve-iopment 

team consisting of site engineers, architects, 

planners and traffic engineers which together 

have developed an office research project for 

this site, the subject of the site this evening. 

That site was termed award winning, and the 

projeet was ter:a-ed a•o~a·rd winning by the Roxbury 

Planning Board at a presentation las~ year. 

Why do I mention this award winning 

project prepared for the site by Claremont 

Properties? For one thing I want you to know 

there is going to be a quality project planned, 

and there is one planned there. But the o~her 

reason I mention it is to stress the fact that 

Claremont spent a significant amount of time and 

money investigating the site, receiving the 

input of various professionals, and fron that 

e~pertise they've come up witn a plan thac will 

do credit to tnc Township of Roxbury. Well, so 

what? 

'1q3X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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.: .... : .. ;:. l Well, we resp~~tfully subm1t that 1~'& che 
- .. 

2 obligation of this Board to do as leas: ~s much 

3 as Claremont has done in its presentat1on of the 

4 office research project when you have sometning 

5 as serious as a resource recovery facility 

6 that's being con~idered. 

7 What are the obligations of this Board? 

a Well, in truth as you know, there's nothing in 

9 the statute that gives you a clear defined 

10 guideline as to what you have to find before you 

ll can submit your recommendations to the DEP and 

12 to the Commis3ioner. But there is a title, 

13 Title 13, sub3ecticn lCa) which we all know 

14 about which does say that at the very lea~c your 

15 proposed amendment has to be supported by 

16 substantial evidence. 

17 And what is substanti~1 evidence? ~ell it 

18 includes considerations of environmental 

19 effects, it includes considerations of 

20 transportation, it includes considerations of 

21 conformance with state and regional master 

22 plans. 

23 What evidence has the Board considered so 

24 far to date? 

25 Well, the only thing I've seen, and the 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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~-
1 primary evidence is a site suitability 

2 evaluation report which concludes that Roxbury 

3 is suitable for -- to host an incinerator. The 

4 report, as you know, is dated April, 1989. It 

5 consists of 110 pages. It is now May, 1989. I 

6 would submit that a report that's 110 pages long 

7 would take more scrutiny than one month before a 

8 decision is made by this Board as to whether its 

9 recommendations should go should be followed. 

10 (Applause.) 

11 MR. JANACEK: There's a dichotomy here 

12 also because the report, although it's 110 pages 

13 long as you know addressed four sites. It 

14 addressed the site in Mt. Olive1 it addressed 

15 the Roxbury site; it addressed the Parsippany 

16 site; and it addressed the Hanover site and went 

17 through various considerations with regard to 

18 each before it concluded that the Roxbury site, 

19 all things considered, was best. 

20 If that 110 page report then is really 

21 very general and broad -- and I would submit 

22 that from what you've heard tonight it raises 

23 many more questions than it answers that is 

24 the primary evidence as far as I know that this 

25 Board is relying upon. And I think it i~ 

'Jcr5~ 
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l incumbent upon, and I think it is incumbent upon 

2 the Board to perform further investigations and 

3 not to rely on something that is very broad and 

4 that does raise a number of questions. Although 

5 it may not seem like it at this point this 

6 evening, I think the Board of Freeholders has an 

7 opportunity to demonstrate that it's truely 

8 behind the residents in Morris County, and to 

9 demonstrate that it is investigating in a manner 

10 which is appropriate for this type of 

11 determination. 

12 I would suggest that given this 

13 opportunity, you should take the time to 

14 determine whether this incinerator is ccopatible 

15 with the State Master Plan. Ta~e the time eo 

16 consider the overall county-wide trafflc 

17 impacts, take the time to consider whether an 

18 incinerator, visible from Route 206, which is un 

19 arterial roadway, advances the interests of the 

20 county and enhances the image of Roxbury. 

21 The law5 of New Jersey give the Board of 

22 Trustees the opportunity and the latitude to 

23 investigQte the questions raised here tonight, 

24 to engage the services of experts, to evaluate 

25 the general conclusions of this initial report; 

x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R • 
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- ·_._:;:. 1 and to explore all the alternatives. Once you 

2 vote to amend the Solid Waste Manage~ent Plan 

3 and you affirm that to the DEP, you've lost your 

4 opportunity. 

5 The ball is in your Court now. Before you 

6 get rid of it, we respectfully suggest that you 

7 examine it closely to make sure it's not filled 

a witn gun powder and isn't attached to a lit fuze 

9 Thank you. 

10 I have John Kovacs from Claremont. 

11 MR. KOVACS: My name io Jonn Kovacs. I'm 

12 Vice-President with Claremont Properties who is 

13 the owner of the acreage in Roxbury Town~hip 

14 which has been identified as the proposed ~i~e 

15 for reresource recovery. I guess I stand her~ 

15 li~erally as a man in the ~iddle. 

17 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Closer to the 

18 microphone, plea3e. 

19 MR. KOVACS: I guess I stand here 

20 literally a~ the man in the middle, and J think 

21 the be3t way I can open up my re~arks i~ to 

22 commenc upon a call I got from a ne~3paper 

23 reporter tod~y. They specifically a~ked ~e if 1 

24 would sell the Gite for inciner3tion. 

And I ~~id that I'm ln the business of 

r"f'l 1~ 
\•Jalter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 selling sites, whether it be for build1ng~, 

2 offices, or any other use. r said, but I'm not 

3 in a position to sell this site, I'm in a 

4 position of sitting here waiting for the county 

5 to make up its mind on what it's going to do. 

6 Firstly, as Doug Janacek said, we've been 

7 working on thi~ site since the spring of 1987. 

8 I've spent two years putting together 

9 development applications for this site, and they 

10 were submitted long before I ever received any 

ll information as to the potential development of 

12 this site for incinerat~on. 

13 In fact, all of my contact to date has 

14 only been through newspaper reporters and 

15 nothing from the county. I've received a couple 

16 of letter; requesting the ability to go on the 

17 site, and tho~e acknowledgments were confirmed. 

18 But up until this date I still have not 

19 had any contact ~ith the county. I do not know 

20 what the plans are relative to how we go forward 

21 from here. 

22 From my perspective, I think that there's 

23 a lot of things that still have to be done, and 

24 what's going to happen to the site, obviously, 

25 is of my greatest concern. 

fJ X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. --------------------· 
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As 1t relates to the time frame from 

approving the site or going forward with a 

decision, I was extremely concerned when I sat 

before the meeting of the f(tJA and specifically 

through the Chairman of the Siting Committee, he 

made a comment about the reports, again, which 

were referred to before, of 110 pages not being 

received by the Siting Committee until late in 

the evening the night before that meeting was 

held. And obviously, since the representation 

of that resolution said that that report bad 

been thoroughly reviewed by members of the 

Committee and the MOA, I do not understand how 

they could vote and acknowledge that they had 

thoroughly reviewed the study when they had only 

received it about ten hours before. 

(Applause.) 

MR. KOVACS: If all this time and effort 

has truly be put into studying resource recovery 

and then looking at the alternatives of location 

and everything else, I don't understand how 

decisions like that have to be decided at the 

eleventh hour, when you're putting in thousands 

and thousands of man hours and dollars in order 

to resolve this issue. 

'111X 
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1 I also have the ~ubious distinction of 

2 having been in the busi~ess development world 

3 and worked for a company thac specifically 

4 studied resource recovery, ana I spent probably 

5 six months to a year studying the actual process 

6 and the alternatives for its use. 

7 I guess as an independent observer ~ince I 

s don't live in Morris County, I'll only as~ the 

9 Freeholders as a benefit to the citizens of 

10 Morris County, as I am a resident of Somers~t 

11 County, that I think you're really not zpending 

12 the time and doing your homework. I think there 

13 are other things to be considered when you leo~ 

14 at rosource recovery. I st~died upplicaticns cf 

15 resource recovery and incineratlon not only in 

15 the United Sta:es but also throughout che ~or~~. 

17 I think one of the fedishes that we 1n the 

18 United States have is the desire for bigness. 

19 Ne Gaw tha~ in n~clear power, we've :een it 1n 

20 other types of things that we've decided to do. 

21 I, for one, I never understood how ~ew 

22 Jersey cane to the conclusion ch~c we should 

23 have twenty-one 1ncinerators only becau~e we 

24 tave twenty-one counties. Whether lt be one 

25 incinerator or whether it be a hundred, I think 

roox 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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you ·have to decide what's best for the State, 

not what's best because we've divided the State 

into twenty-one counties. 

I'm sure everybody here has heard the 

stories of the Warren County incinerator and the 

problems we're having with it. I wonder how 

many people here know we have an incinerator at 

Fort Dix that burns SO tons a day and has been 

in existence for twenty years. I'm not sure if 

it's better or worse, but I'm sure it's not as 

much of a problem as building one that burns 

3,000 tons a day or 1300 tons a day and then 

creates the need for a 265 foot chimney which 

will probably be the largest structure in New 

Jersey. 
~-

I think all of those things have to pe 

considered by the Freeholders before they make 

any decision. But all I would ask is that the 

decision aa it impacts me certainly has an 

impact on my livelihood and the livelihood of 

our organization and the property that we own. 

Thank you. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Thank you. 

<Applause.) 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Sy Gilbert? Sy Gilbert? 

?ol x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. ----------------------. ------
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Jim DeSerio? Alfred Holz? 

Yes, sir? 

MR. GILBERT: My name is Sy Gilbert. I 

live in succasunna. 

I would like to start off my comments by 

saying, sixty-four and a half years ago I was 

born in Passaic, and the reason 1 say that is 

for the following reasons In Passaic, two 

blocks away from my home was an incinerator. ·we 

didn't live there by choice but rather because 

of economic reasons at the time. Well, fourteen 

years a9o I ended up with cancer of the throat. 

Thank God through cobalt treatments and what 

have you I am fully recovered today. 

So, I believe my concern about incinerator 

is just a "little bit more critical for the rest 

of the residents in this room and the county. 

In those years there was no such thing as 

pollution because it wasn•t even in the 

dictionary really. I remember the garbage 

trucks coming by, dropping garbage enroute to 

the incinerator, and the streets were laden with 

garbage. And a couple days later street 

cleaners used to come up with barrels on wheels 

and sweep it in the shovele~s and then put that 

JOLt 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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l back. In the summerti~e the stench was 

.., .. overwelming at times, so bad between the smoke 

3 from the stacks and the garbage in the streets 

4 that you couldn't even sleep with the windows 

5 open during ·the hot evenings. 

6 I would like to also say, that at the 

7 beginning of every Freeholder meeting you have 

8 the salute co the Flag and you have the prayer. 

9 At the end of the prayer it says, •tor the good 

10 of all the people.• 

ll ay God, I don't know what the question is 

12 here, but if you people are going to act for the 

L.....;_ 13 good of the people, let's do it. 

14 (Applause.) 

15 MR. GILBERT: I also would like to ask ~ 

16 question that has been repeated many, many time~ 

17 in various towns to you Council members or 

18 Freeholders about the Siting Committee. I would 

19 like to know if possible by a show of hands, how 

20 many of you -- yes, Mr. Director -- how many of 

21 you have had your towns cited? By a show of 

22 hands, ple~3e. 

23 DIRECTOR HYLAND: We're not going to do 

24 that. Would you continue with your statement, 

25 please? 

¥03-x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 (Shouts from the public.) 

2 MR. GILBERT: I don't think, Mr. 

3 Director-- I believe you're ouc of order by 

4 saying you• re not going to do it. That's fine. 

5 out how about. the rest of the Committee here? 

6 DIRECTOR HYLAND: We're here to hear, sir. 

7 A VOICE: Wo want to see. 

3 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Finish your statement, 

9 please. 

10 MR. GILBERT: hll right. I'll go on wit.h 

11 my statement. I just want. to let you know a 

12 publ1c meeting is just that. 

13 .DIRECTOH HYLAND: A public he~ring. Ue' re 

14 here to hear. 

15 MR. GILBERT: I would like to hear. Okay. 

lG I would also like to knO\o~ -why Roxbury, 

17 when you fir~t ~tarted on the Siting Committee, 

18 was number fourceen, and a few weeks later we 

19 became number one? 

20 I know you don't want to answer, so I'n 

21 just making these que~tions as I go ~long. 

22 DIRECTCR HYLAND: No. 

23 MR. GILBERT: I hear~ at one o! your past 

24 meetings where you said that it was a very t1g~c 

25 time schedule with regards to the incinerator. 

6 X 
Walter J. Pere1li, C.S.R. 
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. ·~·; 
1 I also know that you can always defer it by the 

2 vote of tne people. You people here have all 

3 these people here who are screaming, literally, 

4 to get rid of this incinerator. I don't know 

5 what the problem is. You can always delay it, 

6 even though you're mandated by the State to co~e 

7 up with q solution. I aon't want to get into 

8 technical talk. I think we've had enough of 

9 that tonight with the cancer causing agents, et 

10 cetera, et cetera, et cetera. 

11 So I'm just going to go straight along, 

12 and want to know just what's going on here, if 

13 possible. 

14 (Shouts from the public.) 

15 rut. GILBERT: I'm against the incinerator 

16 for many, many reasons, and the bottom line is, 

17 I have grandchildren and I would like to see 

18 their grandchildren not have this here fear of 

19 pollution in the air as these pollutants, we get 

20 them all the time. What I can't understand is, 

21 here in Roxbury, anyone in Roxbury who burns 

22 leaves is breaking the law, yet you people want 

23 to put in an incinerator and burn 1300 tons a 

24 day. 

25 (Applause.) 

~$~ 
Waltet J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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MR. GILBERT: All I can say in regard co 

that is it's an ironic insanity as far as I'~ 

concerned. 

A VOICE: Against the law. 

MR. GILBERTJ Also, I want to say that 

November is coming around very shortly, and the 

people remember when they go to the voting 

booths. 

(Applause.) 

MR. GILBERT: It might be the only weapon 

we have, but by God we're going to use it. 

CAppl a use.) 

MR. GILBERT: Just remember, in closing I 

want to say that these people are your mandate, 

and you have to act upon the peoples' mandate. 

Thank you. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Thank you. 

(Applause.) 

MR. DeSer1o: !1y name is Jim DeSerio. 

I'll try to limit my talk to about three minute£ 

or so, so please bear with me. 

Once again, the people of Mt. Olive and 

Roxbury and for that matter, all of Morris 

County are being led down the primrose path 

under the disguise of sc1ence and technology, -

9v(, )( 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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when in actuality we are being led like cattle 

to the slaugnter. Incineration is as old as the 

dinosaur. ~ven by today•s standards it's proven 

it cannot be guaranteed one hundred percent 

safe. Its sole purpose is to reduce garbaqe 

from a big pile to a little mile. The re~ult of 

the little pile is potentially toxic ash. That 

will in time-- and it's proven-- contaminate 

the groundwater that we need to sustain l1fe. 

Emissions from the scack will sooner or later 

find their way into the food chain, tne ~other's 

cilk and the lungs of our children. The lies of 

reclaimed energy and cheaper disposal costs are 

just that, lies. 

~he conservative estimates are that the 

disposal of one ton of garbage ~ill exceed 

$220.00. Nee to mention the increase of county 

taxes to pay for the bonding that you will need 

due to cosc overruns, and you all know this ;¥ill 

force cost overruns. And if you don't believe 

it, then you don't belong up tnere. 

I feel a responsible county government 

should be setting the pace to establish test 

projects in this county with the local 

municipalities to remove all presen1: an-d-

?01x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.SoR. ----------------------------------------------------------
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potentially recyclable materials from the waste 

stream. Not lip service, doing it. Removing 

all compostable materials and composcing it at 

our compost center. You all know ~here that iz, 

it's in Mt. Olive. 

And then and only then examine what is 

remaining for possible landfill, if there's 

anything left. When people like Freeholder Pat 

Byland are willing to look forward to see what 

other technologies are available, I have to have 

questions and doubts about Freeholder Jack 

O'Keeffe who is so closed-minded and could be 

compared to Captain Ahab searching for the great 

white wale, except in his case he is pushing for 

a big white elephant. 

(Applause.) 

MR. DeSERIO: I personally cannot in all 

good conscience trust their sincerity, 

especially now that the newspaper articles have 

put on to the fact that he has talked abcut 

reopening Combe Fill North for the good of the 

county. 

What about the comment made about 62 acres 

for a jail in Mt. Olive, Jack? Do you want to 

step in that one, too? 

rx 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 A VOICE: One at a time. 

2 MR. DeSERIO: That's the problem with 

3 this, it's never one at a time, it's a snow-

4 balling effect. 

5 Soon the people of Morris County will 

6 learn the real reason for the Board of chosen 

7 Freeholders removing the authority of the 

8 incinerator project from the MUA. I predict 

9 that the contract for the construction of the 

10 burner will go to Foster-Wheeler, and if the MUA 

11 were in charge there is the potential for 

12 conflict of interest, with Alex Slavin who 

L- 13 serves on the Board. No MUA, no Slavin, no 

14 conflict of interest. Very convenient. 

15 Isn't it a strange consideration that we 

16 once again have to be in front of the Board 

17 parading our chest and screaming at the top of 

18 our lungs for an honest and just resolution to 

19 all of our problems? 

20 Once again back door politics and double 

21 dealing seem to be surfacing in Morris County. 

22 Our elected officials must wake up to the only 

23 true fact: Incineration is expensive, wasteful 

24 and above, all a deadly health hazard. We are 

25 all living, breathing human beings. 

fDqx 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 

' ---------------------------



136 

l Incineration has no place among the living. And 

2 you won't make us go away, we'll always be back, 

3 and we'll always be here. Whatever it takes to 

4 try to convince you, please, do the decent 

5 thing. 

6 Look at the old timers, don't be so blind 

7 as to what experts have to say about what is 

8 good for the county. Start using your heart. 

9 OIR~CTOR HYLAND: Alfred llolz. 

10 MR. HOLZ: Alfred Bolz. I was for the 

11 Roxbury incinerator --

12 DIRECTOR HYLAND: S~eak in into the 

L,_ 13 microphone, please. Thank you. 

14 MR. HOLZ: I was for the Roxbury 

15 incinerator a month ago, but in the past month I 

16 have not heard or read one itern that is positive 

17 of building a, quote, resource recovery 

18 facility. 

19 Could one of the Freeholders give me jus~ 

20 one reason why we should build a mass-burn 

21 garbage facility, just one? Just one reason 

22 why? Just one, please? I have five minutes. 

23 A VOICE: Don't all get up at once. 

24 MR. HOLZ: Just one. Please. 

25 
.. 

Think about it. I thought about it for a 

ylOX 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 

··-··-~----------·--.-----. ----:.. 
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l montn, and ! couldn't come up with one. I coula 

2 stand here for a month waicing for you, too, 

3 perhaps. 

4 How about a half? 

5 We can break for recess. 

6 (Shouts from the public.> 

7 (Audience begins to applaud in unison.> 

8 MR. EOLZ: Okay, I'll stop. 

9 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Michael LaRose, Bernie 

10 Guentner. Roger Benson. 

11 Bernie Guenther here? Roger Benson? 

12 Paul Murphy? Dr. Arthur Nusbaum? !s 

13 Michael LaRose here? 

14 MR. GU3~THER: I'm Bernie Guenther fro~ 

15 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Roger Benson is next. 

15 Go ahead, Bernie. 

17 t·iR. GUEUT!iER: Thank you. B~rnie Guentr:cr 

18 from Budd Lake, ~ount Olive Township. 

19 It's a shame that the union people that 

20 were brought in here tonight are I guess largely 

21 not here. I just wanted to direct a remark to 

22 them, and if there are some left over, to 

23 clarify somethins about why they were brought 

here. 

25 ACT, ~hich was mentioned before, ~ew 

ft/ X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 



... : 

- .. 

'· .... · 

-- ---·-· ..:.-. ~ _,:_ :....;..;...,_-_·~~--- -·~ ~-- ,_._._._.;,._.:....J. __ ..:.._ _:.__._:_._· --~---"'-'-

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

ll 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

i; ; 138 
' ... 

: 
... .,!,:· 

Jersey for A Clean To~orrow --and r•11 expl~in 

what they're all about-- is using a cynical 

appeal to organized labor to support 

incineration as a source of future jobs. 

Before being hoodwinked, union members 

should check out the union bustling track record 

of the incinerator industry. And I would be 

glad to share with them names of people, union 

organizers and executives that they can contact 

in other parts of the country to get 

corroboration for this, as well as their use of 

scab contractors that are tied to them. 

Number two. Alternate technologies, all 

the ones we have looked at, are much more labor 

intensive than incineration, either the 

operation of the incinerator or its 

construction. So if they've been hoodwinked 

into thinking that there are a lot of jobs at 

stake here, they better think again. 

Number three. All the jobs lost by new 

construction projects in this area are around 

the incinerator, and I can read you a litany of 

developers that have had problems with cancelled 

contracts, which I don•t think require much 

imagination. There are much more jobs, people 

yt)~ 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. ----------------------..-----. -----· 
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1 l are going to go the back road, jobs that are not , 

2 going to get built. There are many jobs 

3 involved there as well that are not going to be 

4 made up by an incinerator project. 

s Now, let me get into explain what New 

5 Jersey ACT is. New Jersey ACT, and in all the 

7 research I've done, it postures itself as being 

8 an organization for the clean environment of New 

9 Jersey, but it has very direct links to the 

10 incinerator industry. 

11 . Let me just give you some examples. 

12 Richard Dew1ing, ex-commissioner of the DEP 

13 the resolving door policy that assemblyman 

14 Pascrell talked about, a prime example of that, 

15 Chairman of Metcalf & Eddy, Inc., a hazardous 

16 waste management subsidiary of Research 

17 Cottrell; Hilliaro Glover, VP of American 

18 Ref-fuel, a subsidiary of Browning-Ferris. 

19 These are all board members of New Jersey ACT. 

20 American Ref-fuel is a manufacturer of 

21 incinerators. Yet this company has never built 

22 an incinerator, ever. 

23 A VOICE: Let him try here. 

24 MR. GUENTnER: Pardon? 

25 A VOICE: Let him try here. 

V13>< 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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'· _ ... 
~ l MR. GUEN~HER: Right. 

2 Now let me get to Og~en-Martin and 

3 Foster-~iheeler, the two people -- the two 

4 companies in contention for building the 

5 incinerators in Morris County. 

6 I have here an article from that radical 

7 pinko publication called Moody's Investigators 

a Service that ~ays, that European style 

9 incineration is not yet a proven technology in 

10 the United States, that unscheduled shutdowns 

ll for all types of plants appear to be increasing 

12 and that such a project clearly entail~ major 

13 risks. 

14 This is a direct quotation. 

15 (Reading) We're still in the infantcy 

16 stage with this industry, say~ Edward R. Kerman, 

17 a vice-~reeident of Moody's. There are only a 

18 hand full of mass-burn incinerator piants with 

19 any operational history. 

20 ~et me get to Ogden-Martin, one of the 

21 companies under contract to build $2.3 billion 

22 worth of thern, han only three plants in 

23 operation in tne entire country. And they're 

24 les5 than 18 oonths old. Now do you call this 

25 proven tecnnology? Do you call this experience? 

ft X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 Foster-W~eeler has never built an entire 

2 facility anywhere in the world. They bu1lt 

3 boilers and burners and componants of 

4 incinerators, but they have never been in churse 

5 of building an entire facility. 

6 Please do your research, Jack O'Keeffe. 

7 (Applause.) 

a MR. GUENTHER: Now let De get, last but 

9 not least, Holt, Ross & Yulish, the firm that 

10 you paid as a consulting firm to sell us on 

11 incineration. They are a founding 111ember of r;e·.: 

12 Jersey ACT and the alliance action for the 

13 parent group. They count Whellabrator, one of 

14 the largest manufacturers of incinerators, ac 

15 one of their clients. Therefore, I would h~:dly 

15 call Jonathan Holt who organized the turn out of 

17 labor tonight as an impartial witness. 

18 I just have a couple more comments to 

19 make. 

20 I want to address the subject of 

21 hyprocrisy. When the suggestion wa~ made in 

22 Denville on April 22 by Frank Pricre, Freeholder 

23 O'Keeffe angrily hid behind the Roe l~endmenc. 

24 Yet one of the favorite techniques used against 

25 us is thac we're •NIMBYs.• I call that 

~15) 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 hyprocrisy. 

2 And we know that the Roe Amendment was 

3 strictly a political decision. There's an 

4 aquifer, there's water under this site in 

5 Roxbury as well. You hold out incineration as 

6 proven because of Europe's experience. I call 

7 that Balderdash. 

a Jim Souders of the MOA I was turned to, to 

9 present the possibility of alternate 

10 technologies. He stated to me, that he would 

11 not look a~ any alternate technology that was 

12 not operating in the United States, that the 

I..:;..;.... 13 experience of Europe is not apropos to the 

14 United States. 

15 Now wait a minute, fellows, you can't have 

16 it both ways. Just because the waste stream iz 

17 different, does that apply any less to 

18 incineration than it does to alternates to 

19 incineration? I call that hyprocrisy. 

20 I went to the MUA last week to check if 

21 any alternate studies had been done, since Mr. 

22 O'Reeffe says they have been studied ad nauseuffi, 

23 a quote from the paper last week. Quite 

24 frankly, that gives me nausea, that statement. 

25 Your letter to Dick Bidlack of February 7, 1989 

'illt>' 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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admits that you have not done so, and your 

counsel, Joseph Maraziti, Jr. has admitted so in 

writing. 

I was told in my meeting at the MUA that 

alternative licerature was only on file and haa 

been given a cursory review, that they were 

never considered suitable because of a lack of 

markets for end materials, they were not large 

enough or were not proven technology. Some have 

indeed been operating for twenty-five years in 

some of the largest cities in the world. Why 

would that not be proven technology? 

So I say, please make up your mind, which 

applies. The same standards that ~pply to 

incineration you should apply to the alternate 

resource facility. 

Thank you. 

(Applause.> 

(Continued on next page.) 

)( 
Walter J. Ferelli, C.S.R. 
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(PROCEEDING CONTINUES AS FOLLOi-7S:) 

DIRECTOR HYL~JD: Roger Benson? Looks 

like Ed Davenport. Paul Murphy. Dr. Arthur 

Nusbaum. What's your name? 

MR. DAVENPORT: Davenport, Ed 

Davenport. 

DIRECTOR HYLAl'tD: Whenever you're--

MR. DAVENPORT: (Interposing) I nave 

been a resident of Mount Olive Township for 

twenty years. I'd like to put a couple of 

things in perspective from ~y point of view. 

There are two areas of primary concern. 

First of all, what is the effect of this 

decision to put an incinerator in Morris 

County so far and, two, what would the effect 

be in the future? So far I can tell you the 

immediate effect on the Clover Section of 

Mount Olive has been the average selling 

price of a home has been reduced from 

$200,000.00 to $185,000.00 in the few wee~s 

since the announcement the incinerator will 

be located in Mount Olive Township. People 

are selling their names and leaving Mount 

Olive. These people are leavi~g homes and 
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tbey•re losing their money on their 
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investment because of the incinerator. What 

will the effect be in tne future? If the 

people in the rest of Morris County are not 

too concerned about what happens in Mount 

Olive they should take time to think about 

the way the wind blows most of the time from 

west to east. The air-borne pollution will 

be carried in that direction. Until this 

incinerator project Morris County has been a 

shining example of a county development 

resource. The incinerator project threatens 

the health of norris County, the financial 

health and physical health of its inhabitants 

and many people that work elsewhere that work 

in l•iorris County, the decay of Harris County 

has begun with the incinerator p~oject and 

the results will reach far beyond the 

boundries of norris County. ~·;hy is the 

incinerator a bad idea? The problem of the 

incinerator, as simply stated, I 1 d like to 

state in the way I think it's pretty direct, 

the problem is that incineration converts 

harmless household refuse into hazardous 

waste.· Recycling reduces substantially the 
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space required for landfill disposal. 

don't have knowledge of what the rest of 

Morris County is doing but Mount Olive is 

acting responsibly with respect to household 

garbage. Our elected Mayor and Council have 

implemented a recycling system for paper, 

plastic, glass, yard waste and metal cans. 

The remainder of our household waste may be 

safely deposited in a landfill. Le~'s 

compare this approach with incineration. 

Combustion is a chemical reaction. Hatter 

reacts with oxygen to produce combustion. 

The combustion products may be classified as 

gaseous and particulate matter. Without 

going into the specifics of the chemistry of 

it I think we can say the oxide of sulfur and 

nitrogen are recognized poisons and that acid 

rain is a recognized problem. We're not even 

allowed to burn leaves in the Fall. Are \Te 

now to burn everyones garbage every day, year 

round? We have all heard about the global 

effect of the future of the human race caused 

by the deforestation in South America. 

Deforestation by burning has two major down 

sides. First, it throws off carbon dioxide, 

\ 
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carbon monoxide and pareiculates into the 

atmosphere. Secondly, removes the 

vegetation, capability of converting carbon 

dioxide and carbon monoxide back into oxygen. 

With the-worlds capacity to produce 

life-sustaining oxygen being compromised with 

a global warning trend of particulates in the 

atmosphere threatening our future why are we 

talking about burning garbage? Our noble 

concerns about South America's pollution 

through deforestation should carry-over to 

our own backyard where we can control our 

actions and thereby our future. The residue 

from incineration is as bad or worse than the 

gaseous phase of the pollutants. Sone matter 

is non-combustible. Other matter, ash which 

is chemically altered from its original 

state, it is readily acknowledged that 

incineration residue will be hazardous waste. 

It will have an unacceptable level of heavy 

metals whicn are being acknowledged to be 

poisons such of which are officially 

recognized carcinogens. The matter present 

in the garbage pail will be put on the curb, 

has been controlled to eliminate the hazards 
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known to mankind by civilization, accumulated 

knowledge and we're comfortable with what we 

bring into our households when we discard the 

remains of whatever we consume we can be 

comfortable it is also safe. Once this 

harmless waste is incinerated the situation 

changes. The loss of combustion will alter 

the composition of that harmless waste and 

there is not one person here who can honestly 

argue the combustion products will be 

harmless. I'm sure everyone agrees we 

wouldn't want to create a hazardous waste 

dump in Nestern Morris County. The State of 

New Jersey and the nation are spending 

billions of dollars to clean up hazardous 

waste sites. There have been a number of 

mistakes in the past. Let's not make 

another. Shouldn't our efforts be changed to 

preventing new hazardous waste sites froo 

being created? If we continue witn this 

incineration project our air will be 

contaminated by airborne pollutants and cur 

water will be contaminated. Let's stop this 

project before it's too late. Thank you. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Paul Hurphy. Dr. 
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Nusbaum. Good evening. It's a li~tle bit 

late so let's move along, please. 

DR. NUSBAtH-1: ~tayors Dawson and Johnson 

asked that I present the following questions 

to the public and the Board of Freeholders in 

an effort to stop the incinerator siting 

and/or landfill in the townsnip and nnywnere 

else in l·!orris County. The issues show cause 

why mass burning_ of garbage and landfilling 

of hazardous laden ash poses both health and 

environmental risks which have not been 

adequately addressed up to this point by the 

Board of Freeholders nor the MUA. The 

questions \'lere already askea by myself on 

behalf of the Mayors and Concerned Citizens 

of the MUA meeting at the County College of 

Morris on 3/13/89, and the aoard of 

Freeholder's public meeting at Chathao, New 

Jersey, on April 11, 1989. The Hayors woula 

like me to present the questions and the 

Freeholder's answers at these forums to the 

public tonight. Question, quote, "What 

specific medical, Public Health Service, 

epidemiological, EPA. or other studies have 

the MUA and tne Board of Freeholders reviewed 
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or conducted to determine what is 

•controlled' or •acceptable' levels of 

released pollutants out of the stack? •As 

related to health, to the environment and to 

air pollution? •nr. O'Keefe and the MUA 

March 13th,1989• and Mr. O'Keefe speaking for 

all of the Freeholders before us answered, 

quote, •No, the question, doctor, will be 

answered by the DEP in an environmental 

impact statement after the final siting is 

approved. • Question number two that \las 

asked, •How could burning a half a million 

tons of garbage a year not detrimentally 

affect the air quality which is compromised 

and very sensitive to start with?" The 

answer again Mr. O'Keefe and the MUA and the 

Board of Freeholders, "No doctor, the 

question will be answered after the DEP, 

after the siting by the DEP and the 

Environmental Impact Statement.• According 

to Assemblyman Bill Pascrell and letter to 

the editor, and we were fortunate to hear nr. 

Pascrell in person he says, in quote, 0 The 

DEP in tacitly endorsing mass-burn 

incinerator constructions, has yet to 
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commission a single study on the cumulative 

effects that up to eighteen garbage burning 

incinerators would have in our state's air 

and water.n The public must have answers to 

the above concerns before any further steps 

are taken on the incinerator process. Let's 

review some of the more serious studies by 

the DPA, American Lung Association and the 

Audobon Society7 Fact, u.s. calls poisoning 

of the air far worse than expected and is a 

threat to the public as per EPA study. The 

report tells that poisonous and toxic 

chemicals are in the air, quote, nat rates 

that threaten public health." New Jersey 

ranks number two in the u.s. in terms of 

pounds per square mile. Fact. Excess levels 

of acid rain were reported in New Jersey 

twenty-two straight months. Fact. The 

entire State of New Jersey is in violation of 

the federal ozone standard according to the 

EPA. Conventional air pollution such as 

sulfur and lead rank number one as per EPA 

study reported by the American Lung 

Association. As well, the American Lung 

Association tells us in new Jersey in 1988 
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1 New Jersey had 41 days of ozone exceedance. 

2 '87 we had 31 days, and '86 we had 20 days. 

3 On these unhealthy air-quality days the 

4 public is told to stay indoors due to health 

5 risks. If they are young children or 

6 elderly, allergies, asthma, emphysema or 

7 respiratory problems, cardiac problems, and 

8 even if there are healthy, people are told 

9 they should avoid exertion or heavy \'lork 

10 during the day; construction workers, excuse 

11 me, joggers, et cetera. In su~~ation, some 

12 further questions remain unanswered. This 

13 will be brief. nr. O'Keefe could you and 

14 other Freeholders kindly tell me and the 

15 public the effects of dioxins in the air, the 

16 effects of thousands of pounds oi poisonous 

17 metals as arsenic, lead, mercury, nickel, 

18 cadmium, the effects of 2,000 tons of acid 

19 gases, 43 tons of sulfuric acid, thousands of 

20 pounds of hydrocarbons, 250 plus tons of 

21 carbon monoxide, 74 tons of particulate 

22 matter, these have not been addressed. These 

23 are released from the stack yearly and will 

24 have an effect on my cnildren, my neighbor's 

25 children, your children and all of the 
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1 children that Betsy Scarpichio spoke about 

2 tonight in Morris County and the surrounding 

3 counties and what effect will this be in one 

4 year in these children in five years, twenty 

5 years or longer. If you have no answers at 

6 this point and you can't assure the citizens 

7 of tomorrow regarding the effects of the 

8 above pollutants on their health and their 

9 well being in their environment, which is 

10 polluted to start with, and we all know this 

11 for a fact if we read the papers, please do 

12 not proceed with incineration: re-evaluate 

13 your decisions and implement an alternative, 

14 non-burning, non-polluting technology which 

15 is out there as we heard from Mr. Karcher and 

16 Mr. Pascrell and many other individuals. 

17 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Thank you, doctor. 

18 The ne~t speaker is Anthony Grecco followed 

19 by Peter Strannemar, followed by Gustave --

20 can't read the last name, from Long Valley. 

21 Your name, please? 

22 MR. GRECCO: Hi! Pat. Anthony Grecco. 

23 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Speal{ into the 

"- . 24 microphone. 

25 MR. GRECCO: I'm Anthony Grecco, East 

\ 
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... ·-- l Hanover, New Jersey. Of the 150 incinerators 
. 

2 that were planned 60 have been scraped. The 

3 Sussex County Board of Freeholders rejec~ea 

4 incineration because it is too hazardous to 

5 our health and environment. Also, several 

6 other New Jersey counties have rejected 

7 incinerator plans. Many incinerators across 

8 the country have been forced to close because 

9 of pollution and health problems, such as 

10 high toxicity of the ash, fallout complaints, 

11 mechanical breakdown and failures. Warren 

12 County's original cost of $30 million, final 

13 cost of $52 million to build. It has run at 

14 a deficit of 1.8 million during the first six 

15 months of operation. The estima~e of the 

16 Morris County incinerator is $150 million 

17 which would cost approximately $118 million 

18 to bond over a 20-year period, additional 

19 $150 million cost. Columbus, Ohio 

20 incinerator loss of 11 to $10 million per 

21 year since start-up has required additional 

22 tax increases. There are working 

23 alternatives to incinerators presently in use 

24 such as recycling facilities where the 

25 garbage is separated on-site by mechanical 

- .. -~--- ~- ---·-···-·-·-------~--- ... ---·- ··--- ~·---·· ........ ~ ·---
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a,ooo people. Perhaps, I'd like -- another 

thing is there were sites looked over by the 

County at Hanover, at Parsippany, at Ro~bury 

and at Mount Olive. While I'm not in favor 

of this let me make a suggestion for 

alternative sites, the reason for tonight's 

meeting. An alternative site which is more 

than a mile from everybody in all directions, 

a mile long, a mile South, a mile east, a 

mile west, really about two miles to the 

west, nobody lives there. You don't have to 

have people sell their houses. You don't 

have to close up businesses. It's not 

located on a two-lane road, 206, located off 

a four lane county facility highway. It's 

d~rectly adjacent to Route BO. It's a little 

further and you don't have to truck it so 

far. It's also directly adjacent to a rail 

line, active working rail line. That means 

you can put the ash which is highly 

dangerous, put that on a car by an abandoned 

number of sites over in Pennsylvania called 

coal mines probably 2,000 foot deep, put it 

down there where it's out of everybodys way 

in the aquifer and get rid of at least the 
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l methods and sold. The remaining 

· . .. 

2 non-recyclable materials are landfilled. I 

3 suggest we look at those alternatives. Thank 

4 you. 

5 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Peter Strannemar. 

6 Gustave J.--can't read the last name from 

7 Long Valley. William Berles, Flanders. 

8 MR. HERLES: Good evening, ladies and 

9 gentlemen. I just have three points to make 

10 tonight. Bill Berles. First of all, I'~ in 

ll favor of enhanced recycling especially if you 

12 have facilities over in Oxford that are under 

13 utilized. For heavens sake, use that 

14 facility if you have to go to this insanity. 

15 At least, there's no reason to keep it to the 

16 twenty-one counties especially if so~ething 

17 is being under utilized. The second point is 

18 that the facility, the proposed facility is 

19 within probably two to three hundred yards of 

20 the intake for the Netcong wells. That 

21 services the people of Byram, the people of 

22 Netcong, and I don't. kno\1 how you get a\vay 

23 from the Sole Source Act, not take thac into 

24 account. I can't imagine something thac 

25 close is not effectively a sole source for 



.. ~ -· . . .. . .. . . . ... . . 
. ~ .. " ............ ··-~..;....:...;.·;..;_:...:.......,.:...:.....:~.....;.....;,.......,;.,:.~~·-........-··-· -~...--..:.- ................... ._...__._ ............. ,__......__. _______ _ 

157 

1 ash that way. So this is located just off 

2 Route 80 at Mile Post 31 1/2 if you want to 

3 see it as you are going by and it might 

4 address some of those things. Now, I wonder 

5 will you consider this as an alternative both 

6 the siting and use of rail? Can I ask you 

7 individually a yes or no? 

8 DIRECTOR HYLAND: No, I-- we won't 

9 l·1R. HERLES: (Interposing) Mr. 

10 Hyland, Mr. O'Keefe, Mr. Sette, Mr. Dedio, 

11 M.r. Sawka, Miss f.1urphy, Hiss Hurphy, yes or 

12 no? 

13 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Finish your 

14 statement. We're not going to answar. Thank 

15 you. Is there a William -- I have to spell 

16 it, D L U Z N I E W S K I, I believe, fron 

17 Flanders? 

18 UR. DLUZNIEWSKI: That's r.J.e, sir, 

19 Bill Dluzniewski from Roxbury. 

20 DIRECTOR HYL&~D: i'7rote too small for 

21 my ola eyes. 

22 rm. DLUZNIEHSKI: I'd like to make a 

23 few brief points. I'm rather dismayea by 

24 reading publications saying that large power 

25 companies are in support of incineration. Is 
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that any wonder or surprise to anyone as New 

Jersey's population, unprecedented growth, 

they're increasing pressure by federal, state 

and environmental agencies to provide more 

and more power while making more stringent 

pollution controls? Isn't it true they 

support incineration because it's ano~her 

source of power which they can tap without 

the financial, operating, maintenance and 

regulatory burdens that they usually must 

deal with? It comes as no surprise to anyone 

who thinks a minute about it. Sort of 

insults my intelligence to have this 

presented to me as an argument for 

incineration, the fact these people support 

it. Incineration such as the Freeholders 

propose which contains questions frequently 

asked by the public along with the proper 

answers which they can memorize to 

regurgitate upon command, in this text 

written by the incinerator industry they 

suggest that a way to reduce nitrogen o;ddes 

from the smoke stake, get this, is to COr.lf>O st 

some items in the way stream such as yard 

\vaste. Isn't it true we can e:r.ploit this and 
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. . . . 

.~ ..... 1 say, all the air pollution could not just be 

2 reduced by it, totally eliminated by 

3 centralized recycling and centralized 

' 4 composting? This was suggested by the 

5 incinerator industry. I'm taking it one step 

6 forward saying, let's eliminate not sooe of 

7 the air pollution but all of it. Just broaden 

8 the horizon a little bit. If so, why are we 

9 looking at air polluting technology when we 

10 have other proven systems that can handle the 

11 situation? I sat here this evening, heard the 

12 DEP come here and say that in reference to 

13 the process of which I know little that they 

14 were concerned about the possible toxicity of 

15 the end product, concerned about it. That's 

16 all. If that's the only concern that we have 

17 about the process then that means we totally 

18 eliminated the air pollution aspect, totally 

19 eliminated 25 percent of the ground water 

20 problems which means that our problec is 

21 reduced by 75 percent so it boggles my mind 

22 as to how we cannot look at something like 

23 that and continue to pursue the incineration. 

24 Lastly, on a personal note, I've sat here and 

25 been told and read in the papers that real 
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c .. 
~ l estate values in the area are not affected by 

2 incineration. I've lived in the area for 

3 over sixteen years and, my God, I nave seen 

. 4 more for sale signs up in the neighborhood 

5 than ever, than ever. I've heard just last 

6 week a local developer lost four sales that 

7 were ready to close. Are you prepared in any 

8 way to guarantee me that my real estate value 

9 will not be effected by this, that my primary 

10 equity is not going to be effected? 

ll (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

12 l·tR. DLOZNIEtvSKI: If you are not, are 

13 you willing to take some measure where 

14 there's a fund created to supplement rne if I 

15 have to sell my house at a lesser value so 

16 that I am not injured by this financially in 

17 addition to the increased taxes I'll have to 

18 pay over this? Those are serious quescions to 

19 me personally and I would really like to see 

20 an answer to that. Thank you. 

21 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Hario Codispoti. 

22 l·1R. CODISPOTI: Hario Codispoti :trorn 

23 Roxbury Township, also a member of tne 

24 Concerned Citizens of norris County. Hany 

25 localities have chosen and have been 
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l successful in implementing alternatives to 

2 incineration that are less costly and 

3 non-polluting. It is documented that 3.2 

' 4 times as much energy is saved by recycling as 

5 is generated by burning. Some examples are: 

6 The North Hempstead, New York study showed 

7 that recycling is approximately 55 percent 

8 cheaper than incineration. The Buffalo, New 

9 York study shows recycling is more beneiicial 

10 to the economy of the local community. These 

ll are two examples of many that show that 

.•.. · 12 alternatives are better than incineration. 

13 Documents and studies which are public 

14 knowledge and have been mentionea to you at 

15 previous meetings also show that incineration 

16 poses significant health hazards. In fact, I 

17 hope all of you up there are taping Channel 4 

18 this week because they're doing an essay on 

19 incineration and the health hazards 

20 associated with it. Part one of my question 

21 is, why have the freeholders, and rmA elected 

22 to spend Morris County's tax dollars 

23 wastefully by choosing the most expensive 

; ·. 
· .... · 24 method to handle our waste when o~her less 

25 costly and proven alternatives exist? Second 
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part of my question is, as elected public 

officials it is your duty to safeguard the 

publics' health. In light of the evidence 

and doubts that exist in both the government 

and private sectors with regard to 

incineration would it not be better to 

consider incineration only as a last resort 

or do you find the reports issued by those 

associated with the incineration industry 

more credible? In addition to the above 

questions I would also like to know why 

there's no record of the alternatives that 

you have claimed that you looked at? We 

could not find any public record of those 

alternatives and I would like to know and 

these questions have been sub~itted prior to 

my speaking here. I'm a little taken back 

when you say we're going to get written 

responses back addressing our questions and 

concerns here tonight. Many of these 

concerns and questions have been brought to 

your attention before. You were unable to 

provide us with answers then and I believe 

you're using this answer back tactic because 

it's an effort to cover up the lack of 
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·.•. 1 ·appropriate responses to our concerns ane I 

2 don't think they're going to get any 

3 responses that we demand. Another one of my 

4 concerns is that when Mr. O'Keefe speaks to 

5 the press he's the guru of solid waste 

6 management yet when we address our questions 

7 to you, Mr. O'Keefe, you can't provide us 

8 with any good answers or you sit there 

g silent. Can you tell us what's going on when 

10 you talk to the press you know every-ching, 

11 when you talk to us you sit there and you 

12 never want to give us an answer? I really 

13 wonder, Mr. O'Keefe, do you have the backup 

14 today that can discredit EPA reports and 

15 numerous studies done by scientists and 

16 engineers? Are you that brilliant, mak~ 

17 statements with no backup rnateria~s? Can it 
-

18 be that somehow you are committed to 

19 incineration right or wrong? Can you please 

20 tell us, Mr. O'Keefe? We're waiting for an 

21 answer, have been for a long time. I think 

22 for the people that are left here in the 

23 audience we have to really be, if we get one 

24 thing out of this meeting I don't think we're 

25 going to get our concerns addressed, we never 
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1 DIRECTOR HYLAND: All rigilt. Thomas 

2 Young. Ralph Wright? Jack Conway? 

3 COUNCILMAN COWRAY: Yes, sir. 

4 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Go ahead. 

5 COONCILHAN COtn-lAY 1 Good evening, 

6 Freeholder Director, I'm John Conway, 

7 Councilman, Parsippany, New Jersey. 

a And, yes, east does meet west. Morris 

9 County is a great place to live, and we want 

10 very much for our children and our grandchildren 

11 to be able to enjoy an even better quality cf 

12 life. That's why I'm s~ concerned about this 

L- 13 procens of incineration. Because what ~c do 

14 now, how we deal with the challenges cf today 1s 

15 going to affect how we and our chlldren live in 

16 the 21st century. 

17 You've already chosen incineration as a 

lC means of disposing of the bulk of our solid 

19 waste and I don't think anything we're going to 

20 say here tonight can turn back that clock. Eut 

21 I have some concerns about that process, 

22 concerns about its efficiency and concerns about 

23 the potential for pollution. 

24 We must, I believe, slow down that 

25 · process. We must move carefully and with 

~X 
Walter J. Perelli,_ C.S.R. 
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deliberation. We must learn f:om the 

experiences of others. Look at Warren County, 

state of the art, $180,000 in fines; we must 

continue looking for the latest technology, not 

waiting for it to come to us. You, Freeholder 

Director, have been the leader, going looking 

for it. We must do more of going looking for 

the latest technology. 

(Applause.) 

MR. COmiAY: ~e must always have the 

greatest concern for environmental safety. An 

environment once polluted is next to impoasible 

to clean up. 

I want to make sure the problems that 

we're solving today do not create a larger 

problem for our future. We cannot, we should 

not rush into a process today that can 

substantially damage our environment tomorrow. 

Morris County government, you, our leaders, you 

can do some things now, and you can and should 

do some of the following I'm going to suggest to 

you: 

Number one. Implement an effective user-

friendly recycling program. We have to make it 

easy for people to recycle. So far I don't 

83'ix 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 think we have. 

2 Number two. Subsidize our towns so they 

3 can provide curoaide pick-up for recyclables 

4 without cost. 

5 Number three. Provide receptacles at low 

6 or even no cost to hold the recyclables until 

7 pick up. 

8 Number four. Work wich the commerc1al and 

9 industrial sectors to recycle their waste 

10 materials. 

11 Number five. Create or subsidize a market 

12 for recyclables. !t's cheaper than burning or 

- 13 dumping. 

14 If you can take 10 percent of that 1300 

15 tons per day and throw it into recycling, you 

16 will not burn 130 tons of trash, you will not 

17 settle to t~e bottom of that plant 13 ton:; or 

18 26,000 pounds of ash per day. 

19 Hold off on committing total county 

20 resources to incineration, especially co~mitting 

21 to bond $135 to $150 million. Act only to the 

22 extent required by state mandate. N1th ~11 the 

23 growth that ha.s occur red in i-1or r is County in the 

24 past decade, we have managed pretty well to 
~ 

25 protect our environment and our quality of life. 

r4GX 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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Most· -of the development has been clean, 

lSl 

cc)rporate, high tech or residential gro~1th. No 

smoke stacks. 

This incinerator will have the tallest 

smoke stack in our county. We want to be sure 

that our govern~ent does not become the source 

of pollution that destroys our enviromnen't and 

damages our quality of life. 

Thank you very much. 

DIRECTOR RYLAND: Erica Schiffman? 

MS. SCHIFFMAN: Freeholder Diractor 

Hyland, and members of the Board of Chocen 

Freeholders: My name is Erica Schiffgan. I 

represent the New Jersey Alliance for ~ction. 

The Alliance for Action is a statewide 
~· 

organization comprised of leaders from business, 

labor and government. We concern ourselves with 

issues that have an impact on the quality of 

life and economy for all citizens pf Hew Jersey. 

Since its inception, this organization ha~ 

taken positions on a broad range of issues, one 

of which is solid waste management. It 1s ou~ 

belief at this time no single issue affects the 

quality of life of New Jersey•s residento more 

than the di3posal of waste we generate, which is 

~YI~ 
______ \'lalter J. Perelli, C.S~R-~·-· 
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..... .; -·· l in excess of ll million tons per year. 

2 The ~ew Jersey Alliance for Action 

3 wholeheartedly supports a comprehensive approach 

4 to solid waste management. We realize that 

5 there is no single method of garbage disposal 

6 which can single-bandedly solve the crisis that 

7 we face. 

8 Resource recovery incineration facilities 

9 wbicb are properly cited, constructed, 

10 maintained, operated and monitored will help 

ll enhance and, in fact, protect the environment we 

12 all share, but this is only a portion of the 

13 total plan for dealing with or garbage. A 

14 comprehensive plan to safely and reliably 

15 dispose of our trash must include all the 
~· 

16 followings Reduction of waste at the source, a 

17 goal to recycle at least 25 percent7 the 
~ 

~ 

18 operation of resource recovery waste facilities 

19 which have the latest state of the art emission 

20 controls to reduce the volume of waste; and 

21 modern landfills for the ash which results from 

22 the incineration process and for those materials 

23 which cannot be recycled or incinerated. 

24 The Alliance supports ongoing research for 

25 a process to utilize incinerator ash, making it 

. -··-·--·--·- ......... --~~a~ter J. Pe.~~~~-~_, ___ c.s.R. J 
. tr::. ··~-.,. ..... ·. ·."' • ' .. 
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1 into a useful by-product and eliminating it from 

2 the waste stream. 

3 (Snouts from the audience.) 

4 A VOICE: What are you going to use it 

5 for, lady? 

6 MS. SCHIFFMAN: I would like to enter into 

7 the record of this hearing. 

8 DIRECTOR HYLM~D t Wait a minute, we 

9 listened to you. Listen to her, please. 

10 MS. SCHIFFMAN: Thank you. 

11 I would like to enter into the record of 

12 this hearing a copy of the research paper, 

13 •solving the Garbage Disposal Crisis in New 

14 Jersey: A Cooperative Study by the New Jersey 

15 Alliance for Action and the New Jersey Institute 

16 of Technology.• This paper published in 1985 

17 provides a balanced discussion of the issues and 

18 technical facts important to solving the garbage 

19 disposal crisis in ~ew Jersey. Th1e paper was 

20 widely distributed throughout the United States 

21 and other countries where it was very highly 

22 acclaimed. 

23 I would also like to enter into the record 

24 a copy of a publication produced by Keep America 

25 Beautiful, entitled •overview: Solid ~aste 

'13x 
Walter Jo Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 Disposal Alternatives.• This brochure discusses 

2 the COQpatibility of a comprehensive solid waste 

3 waste management plan, including source 

4 reduction, recycling, recovery and and state of 

5 the art landfills. 

6 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Charle~ Norischeck? 

7 Bob Muilenburg is next. 

s MR. WORISCHECK: Thank you, Mr. Chair~an. 

9 I'm a professional engineer registered in 

10 the State of New Jersey. And in my practice 

11 I've traveled extensively through Uolland and 

( 
12 Germany exa~ir.ing solid waste disposal plants 

'-- 13 and speaking to those who li~e in the area. 

14 I have seen plants functioning in peace 

15 with their residential neighbors. 

16 A VC!CZ: What kind of plants? 

17 ~!R. ~·1CRISCHECK: The o·verriding conc~rn 

18 expressed here tonight is that resource recovery 

19 plant3 are unsafe, and endanger the health of 

20 those that live near them. 

21 I believe just tha opposite. If properly 

22 sited, bu1lt, maintained and operated and 

23 monitored, resource recovery facilities, 

24 facilities with state of tne art environ~ental 

25 protection equipment, have a proper and 

~ X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 necessary place in concert with zource reduction 

2 and recycling. And will help enhance, and in 

3 fact, protect the environment we share. 

4 (Shouts from audience.> 

5 A VOICE: Sir, I would like to knew whQ:c 

6 you live. 

7 A VOICE: Where do you live? 

8 MR. WORISCHECK: I will tell you, I live 

9 in Oakland, New Jersey. 

10 (Shouts from the public.) 

11 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Finish your ~tate~ent, 

12 please,_ and don't answer quentfons, becau~e w~ 

L- 13 won't get anywhere doing it tha~ way. 

14 MR. WORI5CHECK: I would like to also 

15 scate one of the speu~er~ --

16 (Shouts from the public.> 

17 DIRECTOR HYLAilD: \·iould you .i.et the wan 

18 finish? 

19 (Shoucs from the public.> 

20 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Would you let the man 

21 finish, please? 

22 (Shouts from the public.) 

23 A VOICE: We've spent a lot of time here 

24 and we don't need people from Oakland. 

25 MS. HOLZs I was on that list. I want to 

~'-15~ 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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know why I'm not talkinq. I've been waiting a 

lot of time to get up here. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Will you finish your 

statement, sir? 

Sit down, please. Thank you. 

(Shouts from the public.) 

DIRECTOR BYLAND: Wind up your statement, 

please --

MR. WORISCHECK: I will. 

DIRECTOR HYLANDc -- as quickly as you 

can. 

MR. WORISCBECKa I also testified at the 

Bergen County hearings the same way, and I 

just -- thank you for that -- and just a quick 

asidez We're all concerned about air pollution 

and I know that, but I want to know how many of 

us incinerate gas in two or three cars a family, 

and how many of us realize -- how many o£ us 

realize that when the furnace in your house goes 

on you have many times the level of pollution 

that could ever be produced in one of these 

plants? Thank you. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: You're out of order, 

ma'am. 

MS. HOLZ: I would like to know where my 

g~c,x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R • 

.. ···---------------.-
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1 name is, please. I siqned up seventh on the 

2 list and I --

3 DIRECTOR HYLAND& I have eiqbty-seven 

4 names here. 

5 Sit down and relax for a minute. 

6 What's your name, please? 

7 MS. HOLZ: Maria Holz, B-o-1-z. I was 

8 seventh on the list and I think you skipped me 

9 or something. 

10 DIRECTOR HYLAND: You're seven on page 3, 

11 ma'am. 

12 MS. P.OLZz What does that mean? 

'--- 13 DIRECTOR HYLAND& That means you're one, 

14 two, three, fourth one after this gentl~man. 

15 MS. HOLZ: Thank you very much. 

16 A VOICE: I woula like to point out that 

17 this woman was sitting here with the woman 

10 promoting the incinerator. 

19 A VOICE: They're coming from Bergen 

20 County to mess with our lives. 

21 DIRECTOR UYLAND: You're out of order, 

22 sir. 

23 MR. MUILENBURG: Freeholder Director 

24 Hyland and members of the Board of Chos~n 

25 Freeholder3: 

~\flY 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S~R. ·- ·-·-- ---------r------..., 
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.. l I'm Bob Muilenburg, Chairman of ~ew Jersey 

2 for a Clean Tomorrow. And New Jersey ACT is a 

3 coalition of professional, civic and labor 

4 organizations formed over a year ago to provide 

5 information to new Jereey residents, busines~es 

6 and elected officials, about the State solid 

7 waste management problem and its colution. Our 

8 purpose is to zupport a comprehensive strate~y 

9 for safely managing tons of solid waste produced 

10 each year by the people and businesses of this 

11 

12 Our research has ~hown that there's no one 

13 ·answer to handling tnis waste. What i~ required 

14 is a combinatoin of wa&te reduction, rccyc11ng, 

15 resource recovery, incineration, and lirniced 

16 landfills. ~orris County face~ a crisis in the 

17 disposal of its garbage. Curren~ly, all of t~e 

18 garbage generated wichin the county 1s sh1ppeb 

19 by truck to Pennsylvania. We can't expect this 

20 solution to l~st very long. Legislation has 

21 already been introduced in the State of 

22 Pennsylv~nia which could stop Morris County from 

23 transporting it~ waste across the state line. I 

24 would like to enter a copy of this proposed 

25 legislation, ?ennsylvania Bill 5.528, into the 

vlalter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
--------·-----------·-----.---·--~ 
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1 record of this nearing. 

2 ~ven if this legi~lation isn't enacted 

3 soon, Morris County still faces a crisis when 

4 the current contracts for out of state wa~te 

5 didposal expire in 1992. That's why 1t's 

6 critical for Morris County to plan today for 

7 facilities to be on line by 1993. 

a We would like to stress that resource 

9 recovery is not the sole answer to the problem 

10 facing Morris County. Resource recovery 

11 incineration must be combined \'lith source 

12 reduction of waste, mandatory recycling, and a 

13 modern landfill. No one componant can solve the 

14 problem alone. Source reduction and recycling 

15 can remove trash from the waste stream, but a 

16 hundred percent recycling is not feasible. 

17 Resource recovery incineration should be 

lS used to further reduce the waste stream, and 

19 finally landfills are needed for ash residue. 

20 Out the time is running out. We've got to move 

21 ahead with plans today to assure a clean 

22 tomorro;,;. 

23 Finally, I would like to enter into the · 

24 record a copy of this testimony and the results 

25 of a recent public opinion research poll 

Walter J. 
'X y 'i ¥ 
fer e 11 1 , C • S • R. 
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1 conducted on attitudes the of f~ew Jersey 

2 residents toward solid waste management. 

3 Thank you very much, Freeholders. 

4 DIRECTOR BYLAND: We'll take a five minute 

5 recess. 

6 (Whereupon, at 12:55 o'clock a.m., a 

7 recess is taken.) 

8 (Whereupon, at 1:13 o'clock a.m., the 

9 proceedings resume.) 

10 DIRECTOR RYLAND: Kindly take your seats, 

ll please, so we can get started. 

12 Arthur karakos? 

13 MR. KARAKOS1 My name is Arthur Karakos, a 

14 • Roxbury resident. Just before we start, when 

15 are we going to get -- are we going to get 

16 written responses to these questions? And when 

17 do you think we'll get them? 

18 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Do you have questions to 

19 submit tonight, is that what you're saying? 

20 MR. KARAKOS: Yeah, I've got some 

21 questions. But it hasn't been said if we're 

22 going to get written responses to these, and if 

23 we do, when? 

'-. 
24 DIRECTOR HYLAND: We're here just for a 

25 hearing, so, I don't know, if you want to submit 

¥50 X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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them-- I don't know. I don't know what to tell 

you on that. 

A VOICE: You're not going to answer these 

questions? 

MR. KARAKOS: These questions have no 

answers or they won't be answered? 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Who do you want to 

submit them to, the MUA? 

MR. KARAKOS: No, the Freeholders. 

DIRECTOR HY!.Al~D: ti'hy don't you submit 

them and we'll t~ke it from there. 

MR. KARAKOS: But you don't have any set 

policy a~ far as how-- what you're going to do 

with this material once you get it, is that it? 

DIRECTOR HYLAND; We have to read all this 

o~terial, number one. So I don't know when we 

can do it, but I'rn oure somebody will get back 

to you with an answer. 

MR. KARA~OS: ~ill this stuff all be 

reviewed before the final ~iting? Yea, was 

that? 

D IRECTCR HYLMJD: Yes·--

MR. KARAKOS: Was that a yes, for the 

record? 

D !RECTOR :!YLMW: '! e::;. 

~ S(f 
Walter J. ?erelll, C.S.R. 
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l MR. Kt\RAKOS: Tliank you. 

2 The State of'New Jersey has not mandated 

3 that incineration be usedto to manage 1~orris 

4 County's solid waste. Thls was reconfirmed by 

5 Assistant DBP Commissioner Donald Deie3o durir.g 

6 a February 8, 1909 forum in Mt. Clive. In fact, 

7 the counties of Sussex, Cu~berland and Hunterdon 

8 turned away fro~ mass-burn incineration and 

9 selected non-polluting, non-toxic and less 

10 expensive methods to deal with their trash. 

11 Obviously, you have chosen mazs-burn 

12 incineration as a method to deal with our 

13 county•s waste. This is one of my questions: 

14 If an alternative to incineration ~as made 

15 available tc you Freeholders that met all the 

16 State EPA's requirements, did not jeopardize the 

17 1993 deadline, was more cost effective than 
-· 

18 incineration and had none of the risks 

19 associated with incineration, what would you do? 

20 Now let's discuss one-- the one and only 

21 municipal solid waste incinerator operating in 

22 New Jersey; Warren County• s jewel in the 

23 countryside. 

24 This is a 400 ton per day incinerator 

25 struggling to get through the permitting stage: 

1S2x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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l At one point, Warren County's public hearings 

2 similar to this one heard from so-called experts 

3 predicting construction costs, operating costs, 

4 and size of waste stream. The public was 

5 assured there would be no problem from air 

6 pollution or toxic ash. Were the residents told 

7 that part of Warren County wbere the incinerator 

8 would go was already polluted from sulfur 

9 dioxide? Where the residents told that the New 

10 Jersey DEP reserved the right to bypass the 

11 scrub~ers and thereby allowing heavy con-

12 centrations of toxic gases into the air they 

13 breathe? Were the residents told that there 

14 would be no baseline studies made of the ambient 

15 air quality? Were the residents told that no 

16 ground level monitoring equipment would measure 

17 the quality of air outside the incinerator? 

18 So, what happened in Warren County? 

19 Construction costs were greatly exceeded, 

20 the tipping fee was grossly underestimated by 

21 about two to one, the available waste streQm was 

22 overestimated by about two to one, residents 

23 have had to pay an extra $1.8 million already, 

24 and this ~onstrosity isn't even out of the 

25 permitting stage yet. 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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l Improper operations have causeu the 

2 operator to be fined $180,000. Even more 

3 rediculous is the fact that they are burning 

4 newspaper, out-of-county garbage, medical waste, 

5 etcetera. They're even talking about, if they 

6 haven't started already, to burn wood chips from 

7 Pennsylvania. This garbage junkie they created 

8 out there with a 400 ton per day habit has also 

9 produced ash tha~ tests toxic about one half the 

10 time. 

11 That brings us to the incinerator capacity 

12 called for in Morris County's nequest Fer Quote, 

13 dated Septernber 29, 1968. R1chard Bidlack, wno 

14 spoke earlier, has brought thi~ up at least 

15 three times in the past, and I don't think he's 

16 yet to get an answer from you folks. 

17 Are you just avoiding hi£ question, or is 

18 it that the question doesn't have illerit? 

19 DIRECTOR HYLA!lD: Sir, this is a hearing, 

20 we're not going to answer any questions. 

21 MR. KARAKOS: No, I understand. 

22 DIRECTOR UYLAUD: I zaid that up front. 

23 MR. KARAKOS: This is a rhetorical 

24 question. The ~an asked what I'm about co go 

25 through ~t least a few different ~1mes a~d it -

55lf)c 
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1 just sets fru~~rating to residents, to citi~ens 

2 of the county --

3 D!aECTOR HYLAND: I know. 

4 nR. KARAKOS: when we ask and we don't 

5 get any kind of answer. 

6 (Applause.> 

7 fotR. KARAKOS: Realizing that it' z a 

8 hearing, it's frustrating for us not to be able 

9 to ask questions of you fol~s and get 3ome kind 

10 of answers that ~ake ~ny kind of sense to us. 

11 We haven't heard anything about -- from 

12 you folks officially about all the down side of 

13 incineration that lots and lots of us have 

14 brought up tonight. I'Q not an e~pert on 

15 incineration, but I didn't have to look too far 

16 to find out some of the things that concern us 

17 Let's just get back to the inciner~tor 

18 that you're proposing for Morris County. In 

19 Table 1.2 of your Request For Quote, you 

20 estimate the processible waste will range from 

21 976 tons per day in 1993 to almost 1300 tons per 

22 day in the year 2012. 

23 These numbers are based on a bunch of 

24 unproved assumptions; but the one assumption 

25 that really stands out in my mind is that the 

~55 X 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. ----------------. ---------
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County's recycling rate will reach 18.8 percent 

in 1989, and you expect it to remain at that 

level all the way to tbe year 2012. 

You want to talk about patetic? There's 

people right now tbat talk about 40 percent 

recycling rate as being doable. In fact, towns 

now are already exceeding 40 percent today. 

If you assume a modest 40 percent 

recycling rate by the year 2012, you only need a 

721 ton per day incinerator. If you decide to 

proceed with this poor excuse of a way to 

dispose of our County's trash, not only are you 

going to overbuild and overspend, you're going 

to create a trash junkie of monumental 

proportions that will hamper our recycling 

efforts and cause needless pollution of our air, 

soil and water. 

Please address these issues and feel free 

to contact me directly in the unlikely event you 

want to have some dialogue. 

Thank you. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Thank you. 

MR. KARAKOS: Thank you. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Bob Lowcher here? Bob 

Lowcher. 
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1 Maria, you're next. 

2 MS. HOLZ: My name is Maria Bolz, I am a 

3 Roxbury resident. 

4 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Would you speak into the 

5 microphone please, Maria? 

6 MS. HOLZ: It's a little too high. Here 

7 we go. 

s I just want to tell you that I was in the 

9 lady's room before and that statemen~ from the 

10 two ladies from the NJAFA, they thought it was 

11 hysterical in there. They thought thiz wafi 

12 hysterical. They taught the whole situation was 

13 hysterical. Maybe it's not real to them, but 

14 it's real to me because I have a real e~tate 

15 investment in this town and I have family in 

16 this town, so it's real to me. 

17 So if you want to listen to their 

18 statement that they didn't have their heart in 

19 and probably didn't have thelr minds in, r think 

20 you're really making a mistaka. You should 

21 listen to these people, the people that live 

22 here, because ultimately, thiG is the wrong 

23 decision. 

24 Th1s plant is not only wrong for Roxbury, 

25 it'o wrong for the whole state. You nave 

'6 5'7x 
Halter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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alternatives. You have alternative!>, and you're 

trying to use incineration, which is a 1920's 

solueion to a 1990's problem. ! understand you 

have a problem with the garbage, you have to do 

something with it. There are other 

al te rna t i ves. 

This country was built because we're 

innovative and we have solutions. Every week r 

look in the paper, there's articles about all 

kinds of solutions to the recycling problem, 

even recycling cf Styrofoam. Now you tell me 

that you can read the papers and say that there 

is not another solution besides incineration? 

If you make it economically feasible to 

recycle, people ~ill do it. You ha~e 

alternatives. Think hard about t ;.,, .,. .. -..... 

When we breathe that air, when we drin~ 

that water, we have no other chance, -.;.~ .,~~.,-e ono 

life and one health. Talk to people who h~vc 

cancer or brain tumors, or people that have boen 

affected or exposed to lead poisoning. Thene 

are things you have to think of. 

Don't be influenced by the ACT, who's 

backed by a whole bunch of large co@~anies ar.cl 

_special intere~:;t companie!i that want to :uake a·· 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R • 
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1 lot of money off of this. I used to work for a 

2 large company, a large engineering c~mpany in 

3 New Jersey. I'm not going to mention their 

4 name, you• 11 probably know who they are. They 

5 make scrubbers and they have a lot to benefit 

6 from this. The last time I left them they had a 

7 large layoff. And that was during syn. fuels, 

8 and they will make out from from this. Think 

9 long term, think how you're affecting this 

10 state, this country, and this planet when you 

ll put an incineraeoc in. 

12 I think you've seen the facts. Lee your 

.___ 13 conscious be your guide. This is not just a one 

14 time decision. Thank you. 

15 <Applause.) 

16 DIRECTOR HYLAt-JD: f'lr. Schimmenti. 

17 MR. SCHHU1ENTI: Frank Schimmenti from 

18 Boonton. 

19 Members of the Board, Director Hyland: I 

20 have a prepared state~ent, and I'm speaking for 

21 myself and not from any counscilor committee 

22 activities that I have been involved in. 

23 The Morris County Resource Recovery 

24 Facility Site Suitability report prepared by 

25 Weston and Alaimo consultants for the county, · 

85'1x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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states in its objective, •sased on judicial 

precedent, there is no obligation to select the 

most suitable or optimal site within the 

county. • 

Therein lies the crux of the problem with 

the selection process. 

At best, the site selection process is a 

subjective evaluation of economic, social, 

geotechinical and engineering parameters of 

randomly chosen areas of open industrial or 

commercial land. At its worse, it is an ugly, 

political battle, pitting opposing bodies, 

advocates of opposing technologies and local 

versus county governments in a never ending 

judicial nightmare that makes the legal 

profession rich and· happy, ,and at the same time, 

drains the needs and assets of the local and 

county governments and increases the cost ana 

taxes of the local constituents. 

I agree wholeheartedly with the MUA 

member, Frank Markewicz' published article on 

the adequacy of Site 6-lB in Rockaway Township. 

From any of the subjective parameters, including 

consideration of contamination to recharge zones 

for underlying aquifers, there is nothing to 

Waltet J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 condemn the land for use as a refuse to energy 

2 plant site. The decision to cease the battle 

3 gives comfort to those wbo oppose the selection, 

4 and weakens the credibility of other and future 

5 site selections. 

6 In spite of the Site Suitability Report's 

7 worded objective, I strongly believe that the 

a Freeholders have an inherent obligation to the 

9 taxpayers and their constituents to select the 

10 most suitable or optimal energy plant site after 

11 reasonable search of county or cooperative 

12 regional lands. The report revisits the eleven 

13 1983 previously identified sites and addressas 

14 the transfer station sites, a site in Ranovet, 

15 and a very recent add-on site in Roxbury. The 

16 site that makes most economical senEe waG not 

17 addressed at all. 

18 The site that should have been addrecsed 

19 and contains less than one half of one percent 

20 of a land parcel covering 6500 acres. It has 

21 access to over three hundred acres of lakes, and 

22 sufficient water supply to adequately support 

23 the operational needs of an energy plant. It. 

24 h~s acces~ to a steam market that consu~es heat 

25 energy on the average of 860 billion BTUs pe~ ~ 

W~lter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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:~ •. 1 day -- per year, excuse me. It has access to 37 
•.. _.;.• 

2 miles of steam lines which distribute tne st:3m 

3 for heat and process activities. Operations on 

4 the land consume on the average of 57,000 

5 gallons of fuel oil per day, or approximately 21 

6 million gallons a year for heating and procesa 

7 steam. 

8 At current costs, $21 million a year a:e 

9 added to our national trade deficit for this 

10 imported oil requirement. The owner of the 

11 parcel has over the past ten years tried three 

12 times to replace the antiquated oil fired power 

13 plant at that installation. Three times lt had 

14 to defer action due to insufficient funding. 

15 employs approxi~ately -- may I proceed, sir? 

16 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Yes, sir? 

17 MR. SCHIMMENTI: It employs approxi~ately 

18 6,000 people, mostly county residents who would 

19 definitely benefit from capital energy 

20 improvements and the added feeling of security 

21 that capital improvements provide. 

22 You know and I know that the zite I have 

23 been alluding to i~ somewhere within the 

24 periphery of the federal re~ervatoin known as 

25 Picatinny Arz~nal. I would gr~nt you that token 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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unusable wetlands sites at Picaeinay bave been 

.considered, and overtures have been made to the 

commanding generals and Washington officials 

over the years. 

New construction at the current power 

plant site, if ever given the go ahead, will be 

limited to a coal fired energy plant. With 

respect to contacts and overtures by 

Freeholders, there was never a substantive offer 

to the Depart~ent of Defense that they could not 

refuse. Since the late 1970s I have petitioned 

the Board to seek a slight solution at 

Picatinny. In October and November of 1988, I 

gave each of you the basis of a new proposal to 

the Department of Defense. Some of you gave me 

the courtesy of expressing the futility of 

dealing with the Federal Government. 

I can as sure you, it would have been less 

of a hassle than dealing with Rockaway Township. 

If the proposal received an endorsement by 

Governor Kean and bipartisan support by senators 

and congressman, as well as the Bush 

Administration, I can guarantee you expedited 

attention. 

The proposal basically tells the 

61e ~;x 
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' 
1 Department of Defense that in exchange for a 

' 
2 county selected site lease or purchase and use 

3 of the Picatinny utilities, such as water and 

4 sewer, we will supply all of their steam energy 

5 needs at a substantially reduced cost. The 

6 specifics of the amount and the cost to the 

7 Department of Defense can be easily worked up by 

8 the consultants to the Freeholders. 

9 A site agreeable to the Federal Government 

10 can be selected by the county in a timely 

11 manner. There are vast areas of buffered lands 

12 as well as hundreds of acres of lands, scarred 

13 by tests and no longer suitable for use because 

14 of the change 1n Picatinny's mission. A copy oi 

15 the proposal is attached. 

16 Trash to steam and steam to the Ar~y is 

17 not a new concepc. There are at least thirty 

18 military in~tallations that convert their trash 

19 to energy. There also are at least six military 

20 installations in a unique arrangement that 

21 permits a privately owned plant on leased land 

22 to supply steam to a defense facility. 

23 The latest of these arrangements involve 

24 the Aberdeen Proving Grounds, a US Army facil1ty 

25 in Harford County, Maryland. There is precedent 

~ tj 'K 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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l in all three services of the Department of 

2 Defense •. 

3 In summary, we as taxpayers to local, 

4 state and Fede~al Government can, by providing a 

5 single energy facility to service Picatinny's 

6 steam needs, avoid federal capital expenditures 

7 in excess of $200 million and annual 

8 expenditures of at least $15 million. 

9 A single energy plant servin9 the needs of 

10 both Picatinny arsenal and the county would 

11 conserve valuable US natural resources and 

12 reduce the dependency on foreign oil, anti in 

~ 13 turn, reduce the foreign trade deficlt. A 

14 single energy plant would further Qinirnize the 

15 potential impact to the air quality of the 

16 surrounding areas. 

17 Don't close the books on Picatinny 

18 Arsenal. We owe that effort to the people and 

19 the taxpayers of the county and the nation. One 

20 energy plant or two in the county, that 1s what 

21 is being decided tcd~y. Is that what we want, 

22 both a county funded wa~te energy pl~nt and 

23 eventually a federally funded lo~ sulfur coal 

24 fired energy plant in the sane air quulity 

25 ci:;;~rict'? 

~5x 
Walter J. Pcrelli, C.S.R. 

-----------------------------------------·---
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1 Please review the attached proposal. ?ut 

2 together the detailed offer that a godfather 

3 could be proud of and get you're political and 

4 bipartisan faction support to get their 

5 undivided tension. 

G Thank you for your indulgence. 

7 DIRECTOR UYLAND: Thank you. 

a Hr. Bis~et? 

9 Gregory Knox is nex~, followed by Ronald 

10 Britt. 

11 MS. TOUSSAINT: My nace is Edy Tuussaint 

12 and I'm from Flanders. 

13 Recycling is often pre~ented as part of 

14 the happy marriage with incineration to make 

15 mass-burn incineration more palatable to 

16 c1tizens. But did you know that over 75 percent 

17 of municipal solid waste can be recycled? We 

18 don't need an incinerator. And the toxic 

19 substances in e~issions from incinerators in 

20 amounts as low as fifty parts per trillion kill 

21 laboratory animals. 

22 All municipal incinerators that were 

23 tested in a survey contain these traces. 

24 Incineration is the most expensive, complex, 

25 dangerous approach to municipal waste disposal; 

. . rgc, (,~ 
Walter J. Perelll, C.S.R. 
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It's the least able to cope with changes in 

volume, changes in waste stream composition and 

environmental atandards. 

Incinerator emissions of just chromium 

increase cancer deaths by a thousand per million 

population. A Florida plant required major 

componants be replaced twice in three years, 

costing more than $13 million. Incinerators are 

politically scary. Incinerator operators 

consider citizens• concerns over pollutants a 

public relations problem rather than a serious 

call for reform. Necessary control devices are 

rarely installed once they're required, and 

incinerators known to work poorly are not shut 

down. 

Ash ,residue is officially is officially 

not considered hazardous waste because it 

wouldn't be-- we ~ouldn't be able to so 

conveniently drop it off at a landfill if it 
. 

were considered hazardous. But I think we kno~ 

that it is. And bond and tax laws favor them. 

It may seem a convenient one stop catch-all, and 

it's interesting that many state agencies and 

the huge incineration industry share a revolving 

personnel door. 

Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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Large companies that manufacture boilers 

for incinerators lobby cities heavily to 

purchase their boiler equipment. In many oi 

these the companies used to lobby cities when 

they were involved in nuclear power projects but 

they later turned their interest toward 

incinerators. The Clean Air Act is too weak to 

properly regula;e emissions. If methods were 

used at these incinerators to lower levels of 

some toxics, the levels of others would go up. 

It's kind of a see-saw and it's a kind of a 

lose/lose ~ituation. We don't need an 

incinerator. Where recycling is strong though 

in cohlmunities, incinerators nave been 

resistant. 

Berkeley California•s residents during 

1982 elections used a voting initiative to kee~ 

an incinerator out. They won with 60 nercen: ot 

t~1e popular V~Jte. now much do you ti1inf~ \..:<.: 

would win by? Think ~ let. And we don• t need 

an incinerator. 

The recycling facilities at Berkeley of£~r 

a flea marKet, a buy-back facility, ~nd people 

bring their recycled good~ and gee p~id on the 

spqt. They have a drop off center. One of 

llalter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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·J~~~ 1 Berkeley's recycling companies started with no 
~· .. -..: 

2 capital at all, just the waste, and five years 

3 later they're annual gross was $600,000. Two 

4 other companies there gross over a million 

5 dollars per year. 

6 Recyclables are a source for eccnomic 

7 develo~ment and some of the strongest advocates 

s are the manufacturers. Reynolds has supplied 

9 equipment to recycling centers to crush aluminu~ 

10 cans. Recycling is less costly than collection 

11 or disposal of waste and it doesn•c raise taxes. 

12 Shared savings can be realized. A recycling 

13 group can be reimbursed by a municipality based 

14 on the amount saved by not having to landfill 

15 the waste. 

16 Recycling, one, requires the least amount 

17 of capital. Two, provides the most flexibility. 

18 Three, costs the least to operate. Four, is 

19 environmentally sound. 

20 And we don't need an incinerator. 

21 If offered an steady stream of clean high 

22 quality recycled goods, industries can use it in 

23 place of first time products and often 

24 advantageously. The steady supply creates its 

25 own demand. It's cheaper, requires leGs energy 

~'f,x 
Walter J. Perelli, C.S.R. 
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1 have before. I really think we have to rely 

2 on ourselves to protect ourselves. I can say 

3 one thing that you know when I started this, 

4 this is like a second job to me. I'm very 

5 tired and I worked very hard at this. If you 

6 go through with this incineration and you 

7 I do~'t care, anywhere in Morris County, not 

8 only in Roxbury but if you go through with 

9 it, will work twice as hard, get three times 

10 as many people and I' 11 run y_ou all out of 

11 office. 

12 (AUDIEtlCE APPLAUDS) 

13 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Randall Carter is 

14 next. 

15 r-iR. CARTER: Chairman, Freeholders, 

16 I'm not going to be real long tonight. I 

17 know it's been a long night and I know you -

18 have taken a loc of flack and rightfully so. 

19 I remember a short time ago that we had Mike 

20 Dedio and Jack O'Keefe, John Sette he stepped 

21 out, up Ro~bury, also went to Mount Olive and 

22 . you said, "we're here to help you." We don'c 

23 need this kind of help. 

····· 24 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

25 HR. CARTER: We'd like to hold you to 
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I . . ·. 1 your promises and, Jack, you know, you 

2 surprise me very much. I hope you realize 

3 your statement about three weeks ago to the 

4 Freeholders when you•re trying to justify the 

5 $160,000.00 for the PR firm you said, •They 

6 did a great job, no opposition.• I hope you 

7 realize tonight we had 2,000 people here. we 

8 had the balcony full, also people in the 

9 cafeteria so I think with the PR you ought to 

10 hold that bill a little bit and find out what 

11 the hell they did do besides spend money. 

12 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

.. - 13 MR. CARTER: Also you had a state 

14 expert, EPA expert. We have a lot of 

15 experts. We had the experts on the insurance 

16 JUA standing next to that guy. It was a 

17 disaster, an expert on the DEP waste water, 

18 that's a disaster. Transportation, go on any 

19 highway here in Morris County, Ledgewood 

20 Circle 8:00 in the morning 5:30 at night, 

21 another state expert disaster and the same 

22 thing with this EPA expert we don't, he 

23 doesn't know what the hell he's talking about 

24 but the people here tonight want you 

25 Freeholders to know one thing, if you only 
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remember one thinq toniqht and I'm talking to 

each and every Freeholder, Mike there on the 

end, and the other Mike and Jack and John 

Sette, also Freeholder runner for 

re-election, the people realize this is a 

rush job. You haven't taken your time. You 

haven't done your homework. You know it's 

almost like Hitler going through Holland and 

Belgium. Jack, you're pushing this thing too 

damn fast. 

(AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

f·!R. CARTER: I stood in this audience 

three years ago when we had the Freeholder 

Board up like you fellows are tonisht and 

they said, •we're here to listen to you." 

Three hundred fifty people, fifty others 

speak against the dog pound, SO others spoke 

at the end of that meeting. Each one of 

those Councilman except one had a prepared 

statement of why they were voting for it. 

Now, that's not listening to the people. 

Gentlemen, it's been said tonight, all we're 

asking you to do is sit back, don't vote on 

May 16th for this thing. Research it. You 

haven't done your homework. Everybody kno~s 
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that. You know it yourself. All we're asking 

you to do, all the people here tonight, all 

the experts and the technical experts asking 

you people to do is relax. I see John is 

back. I mentioned your name a couple of 

times. Some good, some bad, but again I just 

ask you Freeholders not to rush into tnis on 

May 16th and vote for it. 2,000 people here 

tonight. We can't affect the primary but we 

can damn well affect the legend in November. 

This is a Republican state. This is a 

Republican county and if we have to go the 

other way that's the way ~y vote would go. 

(AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Allen Genutis, Tnomas 

Young, Ralph Wright. Is that you, Allen? 

HR. GENUTIS: Yes. Al Genutis frorn 

Mount Olive Township, also a member of the 

Concerned Citizens of Morris County. Good 

morning, ladies and gentlemen. ay question 

to the Board of Chosen Freeholder's is si~ply 

this and you heard it many times tonight. 

Why had you consistently refused to 

investigate other alternatives to 

incineration in solving the solid waste 
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crisi~ in Morris County? This question is 

posed as a matter of economics. My curiosity 

in this matter arose after reviewing the 

current track record of our neighboring 

Warren County incinerator which has shown to 

be not only a health hazard but also an 

economic white elephant. In this country 

more than three billion dollars in projects 

have been scraped just in the past eighteen 

months alone and new orders for incinerators 

have slowed to a trickle. The tide is 

turning. Incineration problems go way beyond 

the so-called nimbyism. Power sales have 

been disappointing when many municipalities 

are counting heavily on these sales to help 

pay the big bond debts that they will be 

confronting. In Tampa, Florida, Deputy 

Auditor Alan Nicks dismissed promoters 

revenue projections as "just guesses• as his 

city was forced to make up a two-year, seven 

million dollar revenue shortfall at its new 

incinerators. In Tuscaloosa, Alabama critics 

nicknamed the incincerator as the "Tuscalossa 

Turkey• and local officials sued the 

manufacturer Consurnet Systems, Inc., for 20 
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1 million dollars after the plant lost mon~y . 
2 during the first months of operation. 

3 Broward County, Florida £aired even worse. 

4 Officials expected electricity sales to cover 

5 about 40 percent of the projects bond 

6 payments but the county's contract with 

7 Florida Power and Lighting Company would 

8 cancel the incinerators electricity revenues 

9 unless they operated at seventy percent of 

10 capacity or more, which they did not. Both 

11 the garbage industry and the 

12 environmentalists say the future of 

13 waste-to-energy plants could hinge on the 

14 ash-disposal issue. The Environmental 

15 Defense Fund is presently suing for striccer 

16 enforcement of federal ash-dumping laws at 

17 Wheelabrator's Peekskill, New York 

18 incinerator and another operated by the City 

19 of Chicago. Industry officials say such 

20 enforcement could raise the operating cost of 

21 such incinerators as much as one hundred 

22 fold. As resource recovery problems 

23 multiplied, recycling, on the other hQnd, has 

24 enjoyed quite a renaissance. Boston's and 

25 New York's ports now export more recycled 
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1 paper and scrap metal than any other 

2 commodity. Los Angeles, which dropped plans 

3 for three large incinerators after l1ayor Tom 

4 Bradley withdrew his support last year, plans 

5 to recycle and compost as much as half of its 

6 trash. •we made a mistake,• says Michael 

7 !-tiller, I·lanager of the Los Angeles Solid 

8 Waste Task Force. •Reducing the waste strea~ 

9 first makes a lot more sense.• In summary, 

10 we urge the Morris County Board of Chosen 

11 Freeholders to re-examine the need for 

12 incineration in Morris County as you, all of 

13 you on the Board have an economic, fiscal 

14 responsibility to handle the solid waste 

15 management problem in the most safe and 

16 efficient manner available. Since you have 

17 not studied the alternatives such as 

18 recycling, composting and mechanical 

19 separation properly we feel that you could be 

20 considered derelict in your responsibility as 

21 chosen freeholders for not acting in an 

22 economically prudent manner. Since there's 

23 no magic to this so-called 1993 deadline to 

24 operate an incinerator in norris County yoc 

25 are urged to honor, as we've spoken about 
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1 tonight, a one-year moratorium which should 

2 give you sufficient time to properly study 

3 the safer and proper ways to dispose of the 

4 county's garbage. By the way, I urge you to 

5 watch Ralph Penza's future cricique about the 

6 incinerator industry on Channel 4 running all 

7 week at 6:00 and you know you might become 

8 enlightened from that. I'd like to say, 

9 please don't take our breath away. I just 

10 made it. Thank you. 

11 MR. CARTER: Randall Carter, 

12 Vice-President, Mount Olive Township Council. 

\ .. - 13 On behalf of Counsil President Barbara Swasey 

14 who is not here at this hour I would like to 

15 read a letter on her behalf that is signed by 

16 the Mayor and the Township Council. Dear 

17 Freeholders: On behalf of the Mayor and a 

10 majority of the Township Council the Township 

19 of Mount Olive, we stand opposed to 

20 incineration as a method for disposal of 

21 solid waste in general, and in particular, ~e 

22 stand firmly opposed to the incinerator 

23 proposed for a site located in RoAbury and 

24 nount Olive and as an amendment to the Horris 

25 County Solid Waste Management Plan. As you 

• _,.._,__ .. • . ~ ...... -. -~ ~--~·-""! 
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know, we speak from experience on solid waste 

matters. Mount Olive is the site of a closed 

County Landfill now on the Superfund List, a 

County Trash Transfer Station, a County 

Composting Facility, a proposed County 

Recycling Center and a proposed, now a 

proposed incinerator. we venture to say that 

there are few communities in the State of New 

Jersey which have been subjected to as many 

county solid waste facilities as has the 

Township of f·tount Olive. We know that living 

in the twentieth century means that we have 

to put up with some facilities that no one 

likes; that is a common concern to us all and 

we accept it. But we also live in a society 

where fairness is a benchmark of governmental 

action. In the most basic terms, it is just 

not fair or equitable to put Mount Olive at 

the top of the list for every solid waste 

facility. We cannot and we will not sit idly 

by while Morris County attempts to solve a 

decade old problem by saddling r·tount Olive 

with yet another repository for the County's 

garbage. There is a more fundamental 

principle, however, that should apply to all 

··.·•· ~ ·•· ... ··: __ ... ·:::::~~- ...... ·· ... ~~'7~. --·-· -. 
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governmental action. T:at principle is 

responsibility or stated in more basic terms, 

•do no harm.• It is well-known that the DEP 

required the county to implement a trash 

transfer station operation because a decade 

of indecision by County officials had 

·resulted in no long term facility to cispooe 

of solid waste. It now appears thac a decade 

of inaction will be compounded by taking the 

wrong action, again. The health risks of 

burning garbage are becoming widely known and 

well documented, from atmospheric ecissions 

to the creating of ash landfills. We are 

opposed to incineration and we fina that the 

prospect of an incinerator in Morris County, 

being but one of the twenty-one incinerators 

around the state to be environmentally 

irresponsible. It appears that the County 

has embarked on an incineration program which 

must be dear to the hearts of the County 

Freeholders since they have made no provision 

for investigating alternative methods of 

disposal- that would not carry the same 

environmental concerns. We find the 

Freeholders have adopted incineration as the 
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panacea for this ·.never ending probleo, and 

with respect tci·alternatives, the door has 

been nailed shut. Rest assured the Township 

opposes the proposed amendment to the norris 

County Solid Waste Management Plan. Standing 

behind us are the residents of Uount Olive. 

Citizens groups around the county have sprung 

up to oppose this facility. We are not what 

some County Freeholders or DEP officials 

might refer to as NIMBY's. It is not that we 

don't want the solid waste facility in our 

backyard, it is just that the landfill Combe 

Fill North, the Solid and Hazardous Waste 

Transfer Stations and the County Composting 

and Recycling Facilities have taken up so 

much of Mount Olive that the backyard is the 

only place left for its citizens to live. 

Signed, Charles Johnson, Mayor and Barbara 

Swasey, Council President, on behalf oi the 

governing bodies of Hount Olive Township. I 

was wondering could I, I understand my tiwe 

is running out but --

DIRECTOR HYLAND: It 1 s out but go 

ahead. 

MR. CARTER: I ~ade a presentation on 
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1 behalf of the Council President. Could I 
·-. . ' 

2 briefly have some time? 

3 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Go ahead. 

4 MR. CARTER: I will be quick. What I 

5 see going on here is that, as you're aware, 

6 the Solid Waste Management Act went into 

7 effect in 1976. For the first ten years ot 

8 that act, I hate to say this but Morris 

9 County's record on that was quite poor and I 

10 don't mean to condemn prior freeholders, what 

11 has caused the DEP to intervene into the 

12 transfer station and cause the transfer 

13 station issue. What I see happening now 

14 though is that since the record your record 

15 with the DEP was so bad for the first ten 

16 years you are now on a very, very, very tight 

17 timetable because you know that the DEP will 

18 intervene again and I just heard a 

19 presentation here from the Director of Solid 

20 Waste Management for the DEP which is, of 

21 course, a very high office, and what he saic, 

22 he definitely approves of incineration and 

23 I'm sure that all of you knew that for quite 

24 some time so the easiest approach to take so 

25 that the DEP does not intervene again is 
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really to go along with their basic tnrus:. 

This happens to be a thrust that I do no~ 

agree with but I can see the wheels moving. 

I can see the DEP driving the Board. Now, 

you have to meet your amen~ents. You have 

to meet these deadlines or the DEP will 

intervene. So what I propose that you do is, 

yes, institute a plan amendment. You have to 

meet your deadline but what I suggest it 

should be is to amend your plan so that the 

transfer stations run for eight years as 

opposed to five years. What this does, what 

this does is -- will, of course, reduce t~e 

current operating costs of the transfer 

station because the fixed costs will now be 

amortized over eight years as opposed to 

five. It will also give time for you to 

explore other alternatives. Nh~t happens now 

is that you simply don't have the ti~a 

because the DEP drives the clock. It's not 

your clock, it's their clock. So what I 

suggest is you have them properly stop the 

clock by giving them good justification to do 

so, then you can go on. Then you can explore 

the alternatives. 
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1 DIRECTOR BYLAND: Thank you. I have a 

2 list of people. 

3 

4 

5 (PROCEEDING CONTU1UES ON FOLLOt·1ING 

6 PAGE) 

7 

a 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

"".:. ... 24 

25 

~j3)( 



l 

2 

3 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

13 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

- ___ -:....-..._.... __ . ~·~.:-. : . 

210 

to produce, decreases wear and tear on factory 

equipment, lowers furnace emissions. We really 

don't need an incinerator. 

We look to you folks to keep the best 

interests of the residents as your highest 

priority. We ask that you don't make this 

costly mistake. There are better, smarter ways. 

The earth doesn't belong to man, man belongs to 

to the earth. He's but a strand in the web of 

life. Whatever he does to the web, he does to 

himself. Don't do this. Because, you know 

something? We don't need an incinerator. 

Thank you. 

THE WITNESS: Thank you. 

(Continued on next page.) 
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1· (PROCEEDING CONTINUES AS POLL~~S:) 

2 DIRECTOR BYL~ID: Gregory Knox? 

3 MR. KNOX: Yes, Gregory Knox. I'd like 

4 to preface what I brought with me tonight 

5 with a couple of remarks. Number one is, I'm 

6 glad the gentleman who was in favor of 

7 Picatinny and the other people who were ior 

8 your plan came here and spoke because it was 

9 embarrassing, 2,000 people against it. Miss 

10 Murphy, I notice you're late. I hope you got 

11 to watch the TV show everybody has been 

12 talking about. It's cute. They had some 

13 little kids about the size of my son who were 

14 gasping and choking. As far as the DEP goes 

15 they'd be great watchdogs. I live probably 

16 two golf shots away. There's a brook that 

17 abuts my property. It's full of oil, has 

18 been for over a month and they won't clean 

19 it, •not my job. • Anyhow, getting to \vhat I 

20 brought with me I have seen very little 

21 information pertaining to the same issue 

22 presented by you or the Freeholders and 

23 nothing in the way of any impact studies. 

24 I'm aware that the DEP requires one before 

25 giving their go ahead but I feel strongly 

----------------------
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1 you're puttin9 the cart before the horse by 

2 havin9 this prepared after your decision is 

3 made. As we all know statistics can tell you 

4 anything you want to. I'm also enraged at 

5 the Roxbury Health Officer received not a 

6 phone call, not a letter, not anything as to 

7 his input. ~'lhy have you conaucted this 

8 investigation in secrecy? What alternatives 

9 have you explored? I'm sure the media would 

10 have published any information you would have 

11 provided. Are they the only ones who 

12 understand the public concern over this issue 

13 and are willing to share what they nave 

14 learned? I've got to tell you that to the 

15 public it sure looks like you invited 

16 multi-million dollar corporations to lobby 

17 you, took a day trip to Connecticut where the 

18 mayor, another layman, painted a rosy 

19 picture, and you bought it all hook, line and 

20 stinker. Exactly what have you done to 

21 relieve the public hysteria about the 

22 forthcoming flyash, dioxins, sulfur dioxide, 

23 hydrochloric acid, hydrofluoric acid, et 

24 cetera, et cetera that according to a DEP 

25 report we will be breathing by the thousands 

·-:-" -. .-. ----.. --=-:_-:;::::-_,_-:::-:_~.~-~~~ ~ -. -.-.. ~ -. -. ·~·-· -.~ ~-~---
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1 of tons per year. You're not refuting their 

2 existence and your lack of saying anything 

3 must mean they're not important to you. They 

4 sure as hell are to me. rlhat about vlar ren 

5 County being find $180,000.00 for accidently 

6 burning lead and cadmium? I don't care about 

7 the money, and I'm sure you'll say, •our 

8 plant will be so terrific that accidents 

9 won't happen here.• I bet the officials 

10 around Chernobyi and three mile island said 

11 the same thing. Speaking of accidents, what 

12 happens if this thing creaks down for a month 

13 or so? Thirty days times 1,300 tons adds up 

14 td 39,000 tons of garbage or about 1,560 

15 garbage trucks full. What will you do with 

16 it? Dump it in a very convenient but unlined 

17 Combe landfill? And who pays the 

18 multi-million aollar repair bill? Speaking of 

19 trucks, how safe is Route 206 going to be? 

20 At that point it will be a two-lane road with 

21 an extra 1,500 garbage trucks per month 

22 making round trips on it. Will it need to be 

23 widened or will it disintegrate? What 

24 happens if this thing belches? How much will 

25 it cost to clean up the homes in its path or 

- -.---·~-~ -. ~,...-;----_ -:--r----. -.. -. -~.~~:r---.~ -.-.. _:-;-- -: . ......-:---~.-r-r-:: .. -
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l .• will you simply condemn them? W'hat about the 
·:·.:· 

2 residents health? How much insurance 

3 coverage will be carried? What will the 

4 premiums be if todays costs for a relatively 

5 innocuous automobile is around $1,000.00? 

6 Can • t even get the insurance. )·Thy can • t our 

7 county be a leader an innovator instead of a 

8 follower? 

9 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

10 Recycle paper products, glass and 

11 aluminuo. Junk yards have been recycling 

12 other metals for years. Plastics are 

13 recycled into road materials and carpet 

14 padding and farmers have been co@e composting 

15 biodegradable wastes for centuries. I looked 

16 in my garbage and there's nothing else there. 

17 "Ne've tried recycling and it hasn't worked," 

18 you'll say. The reason it hasn't worked is 

19 because our laws were never enforced. If I 

20 left your garbage on your front lawn for a 

21 couple of weeks especially in the Summer I 1 ra 

22 sure you would clean it up and if I fined you 

23 you'd clean it up a lot faster. We don't 

24 have the plants to handle the job is another 

25 cornpl ai n t.. I bet if you spent half of what 

.... --~----------------~-------------
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you propose on this incinerator tha~ you I 
could solve the problem, maybe even turn a I 
profit. In fact, I wouldn't be surprised if 

given the right incentives private industry 

wouldn't jump at the chance to help you. Can 

I continue a little more? 

DIRECTOR BYLAND: Thank 

Being a born again pessimist I know 

this whole affair is a done deal and none of 

our objections matter so my last problem lies 

with the citing. Did you consider donating a 

largeer facility to an ocean front county 

where the smoke would blow out of the ocean 

and kill us a little more slowly? Did you 

offer to buy into the new Newark plant, after 

all we already paid them of£ to take a lot of 

our low income housing. Why would you sice 

it almost at our western boundry when the 

wind blows from west to east? Isn't this 

just like spitting into the wind? Why not 

put it as far east as you could which 

coincidentally is accessible by Routes 10, 

46, so, 280 and 287 all of which are at least 

four lanes wide? If you must put it at the 

Roxbury/Mount Olive site and an engineering 
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1 report claims the Mount Olive site is better 

2 because it's higher and less waste would fall 

3 to the ground, why not put it there? Are you 

4 trying to save us the additional tour and 

5 have million bucks? Please save cy kids 

6 lives first. 

7 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

8 In conclusion, commit yourselves to put 

9 this thing to a vote as you should have done 

10 from the beginning and stick to purchasing 

11 parkland. Thank you. 

12 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Robert Brit~. 

13 THE WITNESS: ~~ nace is Ronald Britt. 

14 I live in Roxbury township. The people of 

15 Morris County don't have money to burn. A 

16 common misconception about trash to energy 

17 incinerators is that they'll save taxpayers 

18 money. In fact, recent experiences 

19 throughout the nation indicate that the 

20 perceived economic benefits, even to a host 

21 community, may prove to be an illusion. 

22 Consider the following facts: Throughout the 

23 u.s. more than $3 billion worth of 

24 incinerator construction contracts have been 

25 cancelled. Mechanical failures have resulted 
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in the closure of incinerators valu'd at S720 

million and have prompted unscnedaled 

shutdowns of more than half of the nations 

operational incinerators. A plant which is 

built in Saugus, Massachusetts required a 

federal bail out of $11 million to pay for 

repairs. In Austin, Texas plans to build a 

trash incinerator were cancelled even though 

$23 million had already been spent on the 

project. An economic analysis indicated that 

more than $150 million could be saved over 

twenty years by using alternative disposal 

methods. warren County's 400 ton per day 

trash incinerator which is less than one 

third the size of the 1,300 ton per day 

facility planned for. Roxbury incurred 

deficits averaging $59,000.00 per day during 

the first six months of operation. Anong 

other problems at that plant there had been a 

600 ton per week shortfall in burnable 

refuse. There shortfall has been attributed 

to three factors, an increase in recycling 

efforts, poor projections of the amount oi 

trash produced in Warren County and to a nove 

by some private waste haulers to avoid the. 

'i'i IX 
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1 $98.00 per ton tipping fee by dumping at 

2 out-of-state landfills. In order to sustain 

3 the heat required for complete combustion and 

4 generation of electricity the facility burned 

5 newspapers. The Warren County plant has also 

6 experienced costly problems in the disposal 

7 of the incinerator ash. During one period 45 

8 percent of the incinerator ash exceeded 

9 federal standards for toxic metals and had to 

10 be shipped to out-of-state hazardous 

11 landfills at a cost of $250.00 per ton. The 

12 Warren County Pollution Control Financing 

13 Authority will pay Blount, Incorporated, the 

14 company which built and operates that 

15 facility 1.8 million dollars as reimbursement 

16 for lost revenues resultting from the garbage 

17 shortfall. If all of this \vere not bad 

18 enough the Warren County incinerator was 

19 fined $180,000.00 for air pollution 

20 violations which occurred during each of the 

21 first six months of plant operations. Hhen I 

22 previously asked Freeholde~ O'Keeie at the 

23 March 13th County College meeting who would 

24 pay for all of these problems the answer was, 

25 "the taxpayers." In Pennsauken, a dispute 
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1 over installation of pollution control 

2 equipment to limit nitrogen oxide emissions 

3 on a proposed trash incinerator has resulted 

4 in costiy delays and added to the projects 

5 costs. The Pennsauken Solid !-laste Hanagement 

6 Authority agreed to install a $2.6 million 

7 control system called DeNOx, in order to void 

8 additional delays which are expected to cost 

9 more than $1 million. In view of these 

10 problems with trash to energy incinerators 

11 experienced at sites throughout the nation I 

12 would like to address several questions to 

13 the Morris County Board of Chosen 

14 Freeholders. Have the Freeholders and/or the 

15 MUA taken a thorough economic analysis of the 

16 proposed Morris County trash incinerator? 

17 Specifically, how are the costs of 

18 construction, financing, operations, 

19 maintenance and contingency plans eY.pected to 

20 impact the taxpayers of Roxbury and Morris 

21 County in 1993 and beyond? If that study has 

22 been conducted can we please have a copy? It 

23 is a proven fact that ever more stringent 

24 environmental standards have caused 

25 significant cost overruns, necessitated by 
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1 mandated modifications of the incinerator 

2 both before and after construction. To what 

3 extent have these unforeseen costs been 

4 factored into the economic analysis? If I 

5 still have remaining time I'd like to presenc 

6 some otner economic impacts which, not 

7 surprisingly, were not mentioned in any of 

a the Public Relations material which has been 

9 mailed, printed in the newspapers or 

10 broadcast on the radio. Electric utility 

11 rates are likely to increase once the trash 

12 incinerator ~ecomes operational. May I 

13 continue? Onder federal law, utilities are 

14 required to purchase electricity froc 

15 resource recovery plants. Public utiliti~s 

16 have estimated c~e cost of generating 

17 electricity via trash incineration is nearly 

18 doubled the production costs of a typical 

19 power station. Based upon ex~eriences at 

20 other trash incinerators, tipping fees are 

21 expected to increase not to decrease. The 

22 increased fees are due to the added expense 

23 of building and operating the plants as well 

24 as building state of the art landfills which 

25 are designed to prevent leachate containing 
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toxic materials from entering the ground 

water. I ask once again, do we have money to 

burn? Thank you. 

DIRECTOR HYLAND: Robert Graha~ here? 

Michael Pennotti? David Scapicchio? 

I~. ROGERS: Ken Rogers, Chairman of 

the Morris County Solid Waste Advisory Board. 

The high elevation of the Roxbury site is 

good since it will disburse the emissions and 

pollutants over a broader area and, 

therefore, less pollutants reaching the 

ground. It was also stated this was a 

relatively unpopulated area. How can such a 

statement be made when, in fact, it takes at 

least one full year to gather enough data 

about atmospheric conditions to de~ermine 

dispersions? Isn't it also true that it's 

possible the stack emissions and pollutants 

could fall in a concentrated level in one 

area to pose significant health and 

environmental hazards? Aren't these comments 

about the dispersion and emissions and 

pollutants contrary to what you nave been 

telling the public about how safe 

incineration is? No matter how you burn 

·-.---~~-,--,-~~----.~~~-,.~----~----~-.-.-.-.~~-.--.--.-~--.-.-.-.-.--
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~"' 1 these elements they cannot be destroyed. For 

2 example, heavy metals. Therefore, please 

3 tell me where do the pollutants that don't 

4 reach ground cover disappear by some type of 

5 magic or is there a new branch of science 

6 that we're not aware of? I would also like 

7 to know how far you looked to see where 

8 residential developments exist. The fact is 

9 there are many concentrated developments 

10 within a half mile of the site. I also 

11 recommend to the freeholders and the ~lUA to 

12 contact the Concerned Citizens of norris 

13 County for any additional information. Thank 

14 you. 

15 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Ethel Fentzlaif. 

16 George Chirovsky. Mike Truppo. Is that you, 

17 George? 

18 DR. CHIROVSKY: Yes. Hy name is 

19 George Chirovsky. I'm a physician at three 

20 hospitals in Morris County. I echo a lot of 

21 the things that have been said today but I 

22 want to specifically address two issues that 

23 come out of a doctor's mind. First, I aon't 

24 know, do you take your cost projections on 

25 various ways of getting rid of the garbage? 

------------- ---- __,..-.--- --.-...- -.. ----- -. -.- ,..--.-_ -.- ~--.- -.- --. ~ ~ 
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1 Does anybody think of what the cost will be 

2 to hospitalize patients at $1,000.00 a day in 

3 a hospital which is the cost today if you put 

' 4 ten people in a hospital just because of a 

5 minor accident because they have asthmatic 

6 problems and they go for three days you 

7 already got $30,000.00? You multiply that 

8 times the county you'll have 1,000 people 

9 that way. One minor accident is millions of 

10 dollars already. Now, even if these toxins 

11 aren't that poisonous, aren't going to cause 

12 that many cases they will cause people to 

13 have asthmatic attacks and other problems. 

14 That's added cost to what you're putting in. 

15 Maybe the county is not going to have to pay 

16 that but all the taxpayers, all the people 

17 will have to pay that. Second issue --

18 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

19 DR. CHIROVSKY: Second issue, from the 

20 doctor's side, thirty-four years ago medical 

21 people started talking about cigarettes and 

22 what they were doing to people. Nobody 

23 listened. Today two people were here, 

24 starting to talk about what these things are 
--· 

25 going to do. Some people are saying it, sene 



·-----....-.--·-----·-----------------· 
224 

1 people aren't believing it. It took us 

2 thirty years to prove it. Now, despite big 

3 lobbies from the tobacco industry which is 

4 trying to block it, finally cigarettes are 

5 being eliminated and knocked down. The 

6 tobacco industry is still pushing cigarettes 

7 and still putting out a lot of money and 

8 that's why it ·can't be totally eliminated but 

9 we're having the same problem here. Some big 

10 businesses are pushing this thing on. We 

11 can't prove it now that it's dangerous. We 

12 will be stuck with it before a couple million· 

13 people die from it and then we'll find out 

14 and it will be too late for them. 

15 (AUDIENCE APPLAUDS) 

16 DIRECTOR HYLAND: Mike Truppo. 

17 MR. TRUPPO: Hy name is Z.li l~e Tr uppo. 

18 I live here in Mount Olive. I guess before I 

19 start being speaker number I don't know 2,615 

20 or something --

21 DIRECTOR HYLAND: (Interposing) It's 

22 close. 

23 THE WITNESS: Virtually everything I 

24 listed here has been said. I would like to 

25 add a little bit in pieces here. My basic 
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talk which leads to my questions concerns the 

accidents that have happened at some of ehe 

nuclear plants. Pardon me, accidents that 

have happened at some of the incinerator 

plants. There is the Norwich, Connecticut 

plant which was mentioned, and they had a 

major rupture there of a boiler. That was 

just. two days after start-up. The 

investigation revealed that the boiler tubes 

that ruptured had ruptured because they were 

corroded. Corroded in two days. That just 

goes to show you the ignorance of the people 

who built this plant. They don't have the 

slightest idea what's going into the garbage 

because anything that was ever created in 

this country lined up in that garbage~ Then 

the NQ~Hi~h-~Yll~tin also put out a statement 

that there was the steel roof that was blown 

off that was already mentioned. I won't 

bother us with the details any further on 

that. Then the H~~tfQ~~-CQY~snt reported 

that for lack of a spare part that had broken 

down in that same unit. That was the 

infamous part that had to be flown in from 

Honolulu. That part cost $100,000.00. While 
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