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OSGC Trash Incinerator

What did OSGC fail to tell the City and the Public?
● Air and water emissions from a purportedly 'closed loop system'
● Necessity for stacks
● Increasing stack heights if their incinerator still stinks
● Future emissions
● Traffic counts
● Energy production
● Scrubbed out emissions except when they aren't
● Other similar facilities = success here



  2Source:  072110 Confidential OSGC Memo to Oneida Business 
Committee

OSGC has diligently 
studied it's incinerator 
project since about 
2009
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OSGC’s Kevin Cornelius claims there are no stacks 
to the city...

Source: 022111 Green Bay City Council 
Minutes

Source:  030211 GBPG Article
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Cornelius tells the city this facility will produce 10 Megawatts.  
Hydrogen chloride, nitrogen oxide, sulfur dioxide, mercury and 
dioxin emissions will be “scrubbed out”

Source: 022111 Green Bay City Council Minutes

Source: 022111 Green Bay City Council Minutes
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The CUP application 
was silent about 
stacks

Source: 020411 CUP 
Application
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Stacks are omitted from detailed image renderings 
OSGC submitted to the City of Green Bay with the 
application

Source: OSGC Plans exhibit submitted for Conditional Use Permit 
Application 
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Source: OSGC Plans exhibit submitted for Conditional Use Permit 
Application 

Stacks are omitted from detailed image renderings 
OSGC submitted to the City of Green Bay with the 
application
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Source: OSGC Plans exhibit submitted for Conditional Use Permit 
Application 

Stacks are omitted from detailed image renderings 
OSGC submitted to the City of Green Bay with the 
application
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Stacks heights omitted from detailed plans exhibit 
identifying elevations that OSGC submitted for the 
CUP application

Source: OSGC Plans exhibit submitted for Conditional Use Permit 
Application 
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Half truths in the application exhibits submitted 
to the City of Green Bay?

Source: OSGC Process and Technology 
exhibit submitted for Conditional Use 
Permit Application 
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Half truths in the application exhibits submitted 
to the City of Green Bay?

Source: OSGC Emissions exhibit 
submitted for Conditional Use 
Permit Application 

Source:  030711 Greenaction 
Evaluation of Proposed OSGC 
Incinerator
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OSGC submissions to the City to obtain the CUP

Representation:  it’s a 
‘closed loop system’ 
that contains “all 
gases and 
wastewater”.

Sources:  021511 OSGC Myths v. 
Facts
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OSGC ‘Fact Sheet’ submitted to the City to 
obtain the CUP

Source:  021611 OSGC Renewable 
Energy Facility:  Fact Sheet 
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Representation to 
the public:
No stacks, before 
the CUP was 
granted

And no odors either!
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Representation Considerations for the Upcoming 
Slides

• A comedy of errors and mistakes by OSGC?

• Concealment or suppression of the truth?

• Suggestion of falsehood and suppression of truth?

• Silence where there is a duty to speak?

• Half-truths calculated to mislead?

• Reckless lack of knowledge despite YEARS of prior study and work?

• The U.S. Supreme Court has long held a “statement of a half truth is as 

much a misrepresentation as if the facts stated were untrue.”  (Equitable 

Life Ins. Co. v. Halsey, Stuart & Co., 312 U.S. 410 (1941)).
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CUP Chronology
Date Event Representation

02.04.11 Todd Parczick / Broadway Manufacturing 
Application filed for Conditional Use Permit

CUP application and filed document was silent about stack 
heights.  Exhibits omit stacks from image and elevation 
renderings of the proposed facility.

02.09.11 Notice to Property Owners of CUP request

02.15.11 OSGC provides Myths v. Facts to the City of 
Green Bay

States the "proposed Pyrolysis system is a completely closed loop 
system so all gases and wastewater are contained."

02.16.11 OSGC provides Renewable Energy Facility:  Fact 
Sheet to the City of Green Bay

States “There will be no smokestacks such as those associated 
with coal-fired power plants."

02.21.11 Green Bay Plan Commission recommends CUP 
approval

The Minutes indicate Mr. Cornelius represented to the Plan 
Commission "there are no smoke stacks..."

02.22.11 Notice to Affected Property Owners

03.01.11 Green Bay Plan Commission report to the City 
Council meeting, and City Council approval of 
the conditional use permit

The report states:  "Information provided by the applicant was 
sent to Plan Commission members in advance of this report.“  The 
conditional use permit does NOT specify any stack heights may 
exceed the city’s 35’ maximum.

03.02.11 Press Gazette headline:  “Gasification plant 
gets Green Bay Council OK” announcement that 
Green Bay’s City Commission approved a 
Conditional Use Permit for the incinerator 

The article quotes Mr. Cornelius :  "There are no smokestacks." 

04.21.11 Original Air Permit Application sent to DNR by 
OSGC

First disclosure of stacks and emissions by OSGC.

05.12.11 Oneida Seven Generations Corporation files its 
Proposed Plan of Operation with WDNR

States "odors and contaminant dispersion issues may be 
alleviated through increasing stack heights..."

06.21.11 Amended Oneida Energy, Inc., Permit to 
Construct Application

Based on information submitted by OSGC, DNR identifies 10 
stacks:
• 3 X 60 feet, 1 X 45 feet, 3 X 40 feet, and 3 X 7.5 feet

07.27.11 OSGC Open Letter to Brown County Residents OSGC omits emissions stacks from its detailed image rendering provided 
to residents.  
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Despite Studying Incinerators Since 2009, OSGC Either First Learned of 10 
Stacks Within 6 Weeks After Obtaining the CUP, or it Chose Not to Disclose

04.14.11 Original Air Permit Application sent to DNR by 
OSGC

First disclosure of stacks and emissions by OSGC.
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First Disclosure Only 6 Weeks After CUP Granted?

Take a closer 
look at the first 
disclosure – only 
6 weeks after the 
CUP was 
granted
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4.5 months AFTER the CUP 
was granted, OSGC instead 
chose to send an open letter 
to Brown County residents 
where they were omitted.

Why?

Source:  072711 OSGC 
Open Letter

Did OSGC Subsequently 
Disclose These 10 Stacks 
to the City of Green Bay?
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Green Bay's City 
Attorney says all  
stacks are stacks 
under the city code
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In addition to failing to obtain a building permit, the 
City attorney states the city retains the power to 
enforce its 35 foot height restriction

The City attorney agrees the code limits 
stack heights to 35 feet
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DNR reports OSGC originally planned 10 stacks – 7.5 
to 60 feet in height soon after obtaining the CUP

Source:  071211 WDNR Preliminary Determination 11-JJW-
071
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All these emissions from OSGC’s ‘closed loop system’?

Source: 071211 WDNR Preliminary Determination 
11-JJW-071

Stacks are 
needed for 
all these 
emissions

Including the 
emissions OSGC's 
CEO specifically 
told the City would 
be “scrubbed out” 
- Mercury, 
Hydrogen 
Chloride, Nitrogen 
Oxide, Sulfur 
Dioxide, and 
Dioxins



  24Source:  062111 Amended (Air) 
Application Report

More emissions
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Plus, highly contaminated water emissions from OSGC’s 
‘closed loop system’?

Contrast with the below from the 
plan of operations:

Sources:  051211 Plan of Operations
122911 OSGC  Update to GB City 
Attorney & ‘Fact Sheet’ attachment

OSGC Sent the City its Fact 
Sheets
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Odors and further “increasing stack heights” against 
city restrictions if OSGC’s experimental incinerator 
still stinks?

Source:  051211 Plan of 
Operations

Source:  051211 Plan of 
Operations
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Emissions will double 
corresponding to a planned 
doubling in the incinerator’s 
size, plus adding tires, etc.

Future 
emissions
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Future emissions from OSGC’s ‘closed loop system’

Source:  051211 Plan of Operations, 
pp. 4 & 191
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Operational Ineptitude?  Energy output claims 
are 50% apart despite 2 years of studying.

Source:  Alliance Construction & 
Design website 

If they knew what they were 
doing, would the builder and 
OSGC be 50% apart in their 
claims about potential power 
generation?

Source: 022111 Green Bay 
City Council Minutes
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Operational ineptitude?  80% difference in traffic claims for 
the permit

Source:  051211 Plan of 
Operations, p. 11

Source:  October 2011, OSGC Materials 
Separation Plan

Source:  OSGC Myths v. Facts 
submitted to City of Green Bay

Multiply X3 for Mondays to haul 
away weekend accumulation of 
incinerated trash

Multiply X3 for Fridays 
to incinerate all 
weekend
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Operational ineptitude?  Jobs claims vary by 56%

‘40-50’ 
jobs?

Source:  021911 
Green Bay Press-
Gazette

About ‘30’ 
jobs?

Source:  041311 Green 
Bay Press-Gazette

Source:  OSGC Summary and 
Plans submitted for 
Conditional Use Permit 
Application‘22’ jobs?
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Operational ineptitude?
First of its kind is… experimental

…

The FIRST??
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Half truths in the application exhibits 
submitted to the City of Green Bay?

Source: OSGC Process and Technology 
exhibit submitted for Conditional Use 
Permit Application 

Compare 
to:

Source:  030711 Greenaction Evaluation of Proposed 
OSGC Incinerator
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Half truths in the application exhibits submitted 
to the City of Green Bay?

Compare 
to:

Source: OSGC Emissions exhibit 
submitted for Conditional Use Permit 
Application 

Source:  030711 Greenaction Evaluation of Proposed 
OSGC Incinerator
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Operational ineptitude?
Claimed composition of trash to be 
disposed somehow EXCEEDS 100%?

Source:  October 2011, OSGC Materials 
Separation Plan

Maybe it IS a magic machine…
100.1%?
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Additional OSGC Permit Woes

● OSGC failed to obtain a Conditional Use Permit in its own 
name because it NEVER applied for one from Green Bay

● Even if OSGC did obtain a valid CUP, it is required to comply 
with the municipal code

● Even if OSGC did obtain a valid CUP, it is PROHIBITED from 
raising stacks in excess of 35 feet by the municipal code like 
it's original scheme called for

● OSGC's DNR permit originally had MINIMUM stack heights (7 
of which exceed the City's maximum heights)



  37Source: 020411 CUP 
Application

Oneida Energy? Oneida Seven Generations Corporation?  
Doesn't matter.  Neither applied for the CUP.
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The Municipal Code Only allows Permits for the Property Owner or Resident 
(OSGC and Oneida Energy is NEITHER)
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Neither OSGC, Parczick, or Broadway Manufacturing, LLC, owned the property

Oneida Energy, Inc. became the owner 
050511

Source: 050511 Oneida 
Energy, Inc., deed
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Broadway Manufacturing, LLC sprang into 
existence January 13, 2011

Source: 011311 Broadway Manufacturing 
Articles of Incorporation
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Oneida Energy, Inc., sprang into existence 
June 22, 2010, and hasn't changed

Source: 042311 Oneida 
Energy, Inc., Wis. Dept. FI 
Screen Capture
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Oneida Seven Generations Corporation is 
a separate legal entity not formed under 
Wisconsin law

Source: OSGC Homepage Screen 
Capture
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As separate legal entities, Mr. Parczick, Broadway Manufacturing, Oneida 
Energy, Inc., and Oneida Seven Generations Corporation are not 
interchangeable nor can they share the permit only Parczick/Broadway 
obtained as filers of the application

OSGC has no interest in a Conditional Use 
Permit granted to Parczick/Broadway 
Manufacturing regarding land owned by yet a 
third entity
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The CUP requires compliance with all provisions of the 
GB Municipal Code 

Source:  030211 CUP

Even if permitted by the 
Code for General 
Industrial properties, the 
CUP does NOT specify any 
stack heights may exceed 
the city’s 35 foot 
maximum
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Green Bay municipal code limits General Industrial 
stack heights to 35 feet that may not be increased by 
a Conditional Use Permit anyway

Source:  Section 13-908, Table 9-2, Green Bay Municipal Ordinances
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Conclusions, Reactions and Options

The lack of stack heights provisions in the CUP and the 
hearing notice to residents likely means the City was never 
put on notice about them:
• Conscious failure to inform the City about multiple 60 foot 

stacks?
• OSGC lacked accurate knowledge or information to avoid a 

critical error in it’s permitting process?
• OSGC trying to use a permit granted for a different 

applicant?
• Voter reaction
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Revisionist history – disconnected non-sequiturs failed to 
put the City on notice

Source:  032612 GBPG 
Article

Source:  021611 OSGC Renewable Energy Facility:  
Fact Sheet 

Source:  030211 GBPG 
Article

We agree with the Green Bay 
city attorney, a stack is a 
stack.  OSGC might also point 
to other irrelevant 
statements like trash 
incinerators being unable to 
turn lead into gold

Why did OSGC fail to put 
the city on notice about 
stacks for the OSGC 
incinerator?  

Source: 022111 Green Bay City Council 
Minutes
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Voters beginning to defend themselves

Residents believe 
inaccurate 
information was 
used to obtain the 
CUP
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Biomass Permits Recently 
Overturned

Permits can be 
rescinded for 
negligent or 
intentional 
misrepresentation, 
which is action 
Springfield, MA 
recently took
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Options for Consideration

Do nothing or endorsing the representations made to obtain the CUP despite 
knowing:

o no OSGC experience in the industry;

o no CUP obtained by OSGC

o with no known successful business track record;

o no known private investment to reduce public funds/risk;

o no currently operating project in the United States;

o and an abundance of conflicting information submitted to the City and the public; and

If allowed to proceed, affected city residents might then seek a class action 
against the City, the Oneida Tribe, and OSGC for any losses and legal costs they 
may suffer arising from the above; or

Simply unwind the permit

OSGC failed to inform the City the proposed facility was non-compliant

The permit was neither applied for by OSGC nor granted to OSGC (by whatever name it 
chooses to portray itself)

OSGC failed to identify where it fully disclosed the stacks and emissions pertaining to 
this facility and not some other types of facilities

OSGC’s intent regarding its conduct is irrelevant as to rescinding the CUP because all 
that’s needed is a failure to fully inform the City or a lack of property interest by OSGC
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Reality Roundup

Ask yourselves:  

Do you want the City of Green Bay to endorse 
the circumstances of this application process as 

precedent for future permit applications?

Can an entity which perpetrated a failure to 
disclose successfully explain away it's numerous 

failures in litigation?
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Links to Source Documents
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