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From: Juan Guerra
To: Rush, Kim; 
cc: Lubozynski, Tom; aws97@aol.com; 
Subject: Friends Recycling, LLC - Permit Renewal
Date: Monday, May 13, 2013 2:34:12 PM
Attachments: 12-03 03 draft.pdf 


Ms. Rush,
 
I want to thank you for the time you, Tom and Gloria dedicated to us as we went over the items in 
your 2nd RFI for this project.
 
As agreed, I have attached a draft response to your 2nd RFI for your review and comment.  We 
would appreciate your comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juan C. Guerra, P.E.
President
Guerra Development Corp.
2817 NE 3rd Street
Ocala, Florida 34470
Telephone:   (352) 629-8060
Facsimile:    (352) 629-4379
E-mail:         jcg@guerracorp.net



mailto:JCG@guerracorp.net

mailto:/O=FLORIDADEP/OU=First Administrative Group/cn=Recipients/cn=Kim.Rush

mailto:/O=FLORIDADEP/OU=First Administrative Group/cn=Recipients/cn=Tom.Lubozynski

mailto:aws97@aol.com

mailto:jcg@guerracorp.net






May 13, 2013 D R A F T
Kimberly Rush, P.E.
Solid Waste Permitting
Florida DEP
3319 Maguire Blvd, Suite 232
Orlando, FL 32803-3767



SUBJECT: Friends Recycling LLC - Permit Renewal JN 12-03



Ms. Rush,



Please accept this as our draft response to the department’s 2  RFI.nd



Response to Item 3. 



Section 4.2.3.4 of the report has been modified to contain the following language.



4.2.3.4 Friends Recycling, LLC personnel shall be instructed by the operator of these restrictions,
of methods to help identify and handle suspect material, by making available to them the
“Guidance for the Management and Disposal of CCA-Treated Wood”.  This guidance
document is made required reading by new personnel and is made part of this report by
reference and as an attachment.



4.2.3.4.1 Incoming trucks should be visually inspected to look for dedicated loads of
treated wood, specially from contractors specializing in the demolition of
fences, decks and docks.  The name of the company may help identify
contractors who would be likely to have a dedicated load.  For additional
information, the scale operator shall ask the driver what they are hauling. 
All dedicated loads shall be diverted at the scale house for disposal at a lined
facility.



4.2.3.4.2 A trained operator or spotter must inspect the load and pull out larger pieces
of treated wood.  Separated wood should be placed in a roll-off container for
disposal at a lined disposal facility.



4.2.3.4.3 Trained operators and spotters shall identify suspect wood by looking for
smells, coloring, dimensional lumber, posts, loads of wood associated with
hardware related to fences, decks, docks and piers.



Response to Item 4.



The paragraph will be removed from the report, as requested.











Response to Item 5.



Section 5.6.1.3 will be deleted as requested.  Section 5.6.1.2 has been modified as follows.



“ Phase One shall be allowed to work for a period of 6-12 months, after which period the
department may make the determination as to whether or not implementation of Phase Two is
warranted.”



Response to Item 6a.



All proposed conditions to the permit listed on this part of the RFI are agreed to.  Except, that the last
paragraph dealing with the cost estimate shall no longer apply because of the corrections made to the cost
estimate and the explanations given at the last meeting.



Response to Item 8.a.i.



The costs for “Slope and Fill” are no longer included because the slope work they were intended to cover
was completed.  Please refer to the topographic survey attached to the report, which shows that all waste
footprint (north boundary) is now contained within the approved boundary for the C&D landfill.



Response to Item 8.a.ii.



On item (1) there is no need for additional professional fees.  On Item (2), the const estimate will be
revised to replace the $75,000 cost figure with the correct amount of $229,300.  This results in an increase
to the total cost for closure.



Response to Item 8.a.iii.



Our explanation for this item is that because the waste relocation cost is included, that means a third party
had to relocated the waste.  By relocating the waste, the third party created three pits which are large
enough to retain site runoff, thus rendering the DRA redundant, thus its excavation would not be needed.



Technically, upon relocation of the waste by Friends Recycling LLC, the cost estimate would need
revision to increase the need for excavation of the DRA and reduce the cost of relocating the waste.  We
accept conditions requiring the update in the estimate as each subcell is developed.



If the above-described actions and proposed language is acceptable to the department, we will update the
report, cost estimate, etc. and submit our mal response to your 2  RFI.nd



Sincerely,



Juan C. Guerra, P.E.
President
Guerra Development Corp.










