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recycling as is generated by burning. The matter is even clearer if one includes, items
such as aluminum and glass which generate very little energy by burning but which,
particularly for aluminum, produce a large energy saving by recycling. Conclusion:
The Energy Committee is concerned with maximizing energy production and energy efficiency
-- improving insulation, boiler efficiency, etc. The Waste-to-Energy Subcommittee deals
specifically with that aspect of energy relating to waste. The choice to our sub-
committee and the committee as a whole is clear: Recycling is much more desirable than
mass burn using our own energy criterion. Other arguments, such as lower costs and less
environmental degradatin, lead to the same conclusion." Dr. Winter teaches at
Pennsylvania State University, Wilkes-Barre Campus, Lehman, PA 18627. References:
(1) Principles and Practices of Incineration, ed. R.C. Corey (Wiley, 1969) p. 7.
(2) Pennsylvania Recycling Manual, Governor's Energy Council, p. 5.

NEW YORK: FOSTER WHEELER MANEURVERS FOR AIR EMISSION VARIANCES FOR PROPSOED 450 TPD
BROOME COUNTY INCINERATOR. Written into the "Solid Waste Disposal Service Agreement
' etween the Broome County Resource Recovery Agency and Foster Wheeler Broome County,
Inc.", dated 10-19-88: "The DEC Part 360 permit to construct/draft permit to operate the
Facility shall provide that, in the event the Facility exceeds the emissions limitations
stated therein for organic compounds and trace metals, DEC enforcement relief will be
afforded if the actual emissions levels are shown not to present a significant public
health risk." (Page 30). For more information contact Alicia Culver, New York Public
Interest Research Group, 601 N. Cayuga Street, Ithaca, NY 14850. Tel: 607-277-5214.

NEW YORK: BROOKLYN'S INCINERATION PLAN DISGUISED AS RECYCLING. "By a vote of 7 to 0,
the Environmental Protection Committee of the New York City Council voted March 13th to
ut a proposed recycling ordinance before the entire City Council. A vote is expected
y March 28th. The proposed ordinance, Bill 952A, would require the NYC Department of

Sanitation to recycle 25% of the City's garbage within five years. Larry Shapiro, Toxics
r rojects Counsel of the NY Public Interest Research Group (NYPIRG), called the bill
"sugar coating on the bitter pill of incineration." A telegram to the City Council from
the state DEC Commissioner Thomas Jorling, stated, according to the NY Times (3-14-89),
that the plan "will 'go a long way' toward winning his approval of the city's proposal
to build a huge incinerator at the former Brooklyn Navy Yard." Robert Muldoon, Chair of
the Solid Waste Committee of the NYC Sierra Club, called 952A "an incineration plan
disguised as recycling." NYPIRG has drafted amendments to 952A which were submitted to
the NYC Council calling for 60% recycling within 10 years and 90% within 20 years. The
.mendments are also supported by the NYC Sierra Club, Staten Island Citizens for Clean
'ir, Work on Waste, Williamsburg Assoc. of Safety and Health, and Brooklyn Recyclers
^ gasint Garbage Incineration." Memo to Waste Not from Jim Quigley. Jim works at the
enter for the Biology of Natural Systems, Queens College, Flushing, NY 11367.
el: 718-670-4192.
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