OCD-SW-07-0507  11/21/07 by Tom Lubozynski
Response to 11/20/07 e-mail from Mr. Guerra regarding Friends C&D

Mr.  Guerra

If you want to get through the permit renewal process as quickly as possible, I recommend that you:

1. Answer the RAI completely so follow-up questions are not necessary.  In the RAI response, make sure you cover items 2 thru 4 below.

2. Limit the disposal area for the permit renewal to Cell 1.  We will allow you the Cell 1 footprint shown on “Site Layout & Phasing” in the revised Engineer’s Report, dated October 10, 2007 and allow the previously approved final elevations.  You will need to include new site plans showing how the 3:1 side slopes will be accomplished without expanding the disposal area, that is, the site plan will show the limits of waste within a boundary for the toe of the slope.  The boundary for the toe of the slope may be outside the previously approved waste disposal area if it remains on property owned by Friends Recycling, LLC.  

3. Promise to install the new monitoring wells within 60 days.  The new monitoring wells that we are proposing are shown in the attachment (Figure 1 and Table 1).
4. The area surrounding MW-1 shall be regraded so that the well is no longer at the bottom of a “pit.”  The topographic survey, signed 10-04-07, indicates the ground elevation at MW-1 is 72.55 feet NGVD.  This approximate elevation should be maintained at least 25 feet in all directions from MW-1.  No waste can be inside this area; waste cannot be directly north or south of MW-1.  (The drawing set signed 2-12-2002 depicted that 25 foot setback between the waste boundary and MW-1.)
5. Identify how 3:1 slopes will be established in those locations that currently exceed that slope (north side, north side, west side near MW-3, or east side of the southeast portion).  This needs to be specifically depicted on submitted drawings and Engineer’s Report.  Drawings must show cross sections depicting waste and fill areas.  The material in the fill areas that will be used to create the slope must be described.  A timeframe for completing the work must be offered.  

6. Later you can seek an “expanded Cell 1” disposal area with a modification to the permit.  When submitted, the modification will require a separate permit fee of $1,250 for an intermediate modification.

If you desire to change your permit renewal application to include an “expanded Cell 1,” you do have the risk of more cycles of the Department requesting additional information and you responding to those requests. 

The following is a quick response to your 11/20/07 e-mail.  The comments are not based on a detailed review of your proposal.  Also, your proposal is conceptual, not a formal modification to your permit renewal application.  Details in future submittals may result in different comments, recommendations or conclusions.  To get a firm answer about whether the proposal will be approved, the additional details are necessary.  I can tell you that the proposal has merit and could be permitted, that is, the concept is not “dead on arrival.”  I cannot tell you how quickly the permitting process would be accomplished.

The following are my comments based on information available so far and the limited time available for review.

a. In future submittals please designate the “expanded Cell #1” area as Cell A and the “remainder to the west” that might be used as a disposal area in the future as Cell B.  This will eliminate future confusion.  In the remainder of this response I will use this terminology.

b. On your drawing, the boundary for Cell A seems to have expanded beyond the boundary for Cell 1 in many areas.  Expanding the waste disposal area in some areas (such as, north side, west side near MW-3, or east side of the southeast portion) will not be regarded favorably.  If the expansion is to have space for creating the proper 3:1 slope then the new boundaries are probably acceptable.  More detailed drawings and narrative in an engineering report are necessary.

c. You must address the 1,000 foot setback required by well W18 in the southeast corner.  In the drawing Cell A seems to include that setback area in the disposal area.

d. You must address the 500 foot setback required by well W16.  You indicate it is a nonpotable well, but have not provided proof. 

e. Your Item 1 below:  The proposed revision to Chapter 62-701, F.A.C., requires a minimum 100 foot separation between the waste disposal area and the property boundary, measured from the toe of the proposed final cover slope.  Areas that are already filled such as the east side of the southeast portion of Cell 1 would be exempt.  The southern boundary for Cell A and B would not be exempt.

f. Your Item 2 below:  Waste outside the boundary of Cell A that is in the previously designated Cell 2 must be relocated within the boundary of Cell A.  The time frame is negotiable but anything longer than 6 months will not be regarded favorably.

g. Your Item 3 below:  Detection wells should be no more than 50 feet from the waste boundary so that they can detect contaminants before there is a compliance issue.   Monitoring well MW-1 shall remain in its current location. The surrounding area shall be regraded so that the well is no longer at the bottom of a “pit.”  (The topographic survey, signed 10-04-07, indicates the ground elevation at MW-1 is 72.55 feet NGVD.  This approximate elevation should be maintained at least 25 feet in all directions from MW-1.  The drawing set signed 2-12-2002 depicted that 25 foot setback between the waste boundary and MW-1.)
h.  Your Item 4 below:  On the north side of Cell #1, the current limit of waste will remain as the limit of waste.  The only "movement" north will be with cover fill and only enough to create a 3:1 slope.  This needs to be specifically depicted on submitted drawings and Engineer’s Report.  Drawings must show cross sections looking east-west and depicting waste and fill areas.  The material that will be used to create the slope must be described.  A timeframe for completing the work must be offered.  

Tom Lubozynski

From: Juan Guerra [mailto:JCG@guerracorp.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2007 10:26 AM
To: Lubozynski, Tom
Cc: aws97@aol.com
Subject: RE: Friends Recycling

Mr. Lubozynski,
 

Thank you for your prompt response.  I was just seeking some feedback to see if that concept was possible.
 

The drawing I sent you shows a shaded area delineating the setbacks for the applicable wells.  The proposed expanded Cell #1 maximizes the areas unaffected by the well setbacks (except a small piece at the southeast corner).  The remainder to the west will be called Cell #2 (not shown) which encompasses the areas affected by the well setbacks at the southwest corner of the property.
 

This way, Friends Recycling can continue to operate on the expanded Cell #1 (with a renewed permit) while Cell #2 is addressed.  The waste for Cell #2 would be relocated outside of the well setback areas or, alternatively, city water will be installed for those potable wells to the west, thus allowing the waste to remain.  Please note that friends already has financial assurance in place for the entire property (Cells #1 and #2).
 

The relocation of monitoring wells #2, #3 and #4 is a given and hopefully we can relocate well #2 to the southeast corner thus serving Cells #1 and #2.
If you think this concept is agreeable and worhty of a "quick" renewal for cell #1, I will make a detailed design, calculations and revise our submittal to depict it.
I do not want to go through a couple of weeks worth of work if you think this concept is "dead on arrival".
 

To answer your questions:
1.  Waste will be limited to 50 feet from the property boundary (except areas already filled such as on the east).
2.  Waste outside of the proposed Cell #1 will be relocated outside of the well setback area or city water will be installed for the west properties.  We can agree on a tme frame for this.
3.   Waste will be 50 feet from monitoring wells.  MW #1 has waste nearby which I think will stay, but we can limit new waste to a 100 foot radius from new MW.
4.   On the north side of Cell #1, the current limit of waste will remain as the limit of waste.  The only "movement" north will be with cover fill and only enough to create a 3:1 slope.
 

I hope this addresses your questions.  If you like this concept we can get to work on more detail for you.  I know that you are leaving for the holidays so if you could give me some feedback now I will be able to work on this over the holidays.  Thank you for you assistance and feedback.
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Figure 1—DEP Response to Friends MW Location Proposal. 11/19/2007
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Figure 2—Friends Revised Cell #1, Potable Wells, and Proposed Monitoring Well Locations-11/19/2007

Table 1
	“W’ Designation in Permit Application
	Current MPIS 

Well Name
	Facility Proposed Monitoring Wells*
	DEP Recommended Wells

For Permit MPIS**
	Comments
	Approximate 

Latitude

New Location
	Approximate 

Longitude 

New Location

	W21
	MW-1
	MW-1
	
	
	29°12’44.42”
	-82°10’11.97”

	W25
	MW-2
	Old MW-2
	
	To be abandoned
	
	

	W24
	MW-2R
	MW-2
	
	
	29°12’42.07”
	-82°10’16.53”

	W23
	MW-3
	MW-3
	
	
	29°12’44.68”
	-82°10’22.34”

	W22
	MW-4
	MW-4
	
	
	29°12’46.40”
	-82°10’17.23”

	W17
	
	MW-5
	MW-5
	Existing add to MPIS
	29°12’36.52”
	-82°10’22.28”

	
	
	MW-6
	MW-6
	MW but used as Piez for now
	29°12’41.91”
	-82°10’28.58”

	
	
	MW-7
	MW-7
	MW but used as Piez for now
	29°12’38.86”
	-82°10’14.92”

	
	
	MW-8
	MW-8
	MW but used as Piez for now
	29°12’35.96”
	-82°10’28.86”

	
	
	
	MW-9
	
	29°12’42.19”
	-82°10’13.82”

	
	
	New MW-3
	MW-10
	
	29°12’44.89”
	-82°10’10.23”

	
	
	New MW-4
	MW-11
	
	29°12’46.64”
	-82°10’17.28”

	
	
	
	MW-12
	Expansion Well 
	29°12’39.03”
	-82°10’23.86”

	
	
	
	MW-13
	By potable well 
	29°12’38.73”
	-82°10’28.40”


*See Figure 2
** See Figure 1
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● Existing MPIS MW





● Existing MW not in MPIS
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