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I n our o r i g i n a l d r a f t when we -- t h a t we p r o v i d e d 

2\ to the task f o r c e , under exceptions we have o n - s i t e deep-

trench b u r i a l , and we had a l t e r n a t i v e closure methods. And 

upon comments t h a t we received from m u l t i p l e p a r t i e s , we 

decided t o i n t e g r a t e t h i s method i n t o the r u l e and out of 

6| the exception p r o v i s i o n . So I would l i k e t o make t h a t 

7| c l a r i f i c a t i o n . And we d i d take t h a t comment i n t o 

c o n s i d e r a t i o n and create a change. 

Subparagraph ( a ) , the i n t e n t of the proposed 

language i s t o remind a p p l i c a n t and operators t h a t the 

p r o v i s i o n s under paragraph (1) of t h i s subsection, which 

would be subsection F, or o n - s i t e c l o s u r e , a l l of those 

p r o v i s i o n s must be s a t i s f i e d or demonstrated i f deep-trench 

b u r i a l i s pursued. 

Subparagraph ( b ) , the operator -- or, I'm s o r r y , 

the i n t e n t o f t h i s p r o v i s i o n i s t o prevent the development 

of unpermitted surface waste management f a c i l i t i e s . 

This p r o v i s i o n s p e c i f i c a l l y states t h a t you must 

use a separate o n - s i t e deep-trench c l o s u r e f o r each c l o s u r e 

2C( associated w i t h a d r y i n g pad or closed-loop systems. We • 

have been approached m u l t i p l e times asking i f people can 

consolidate m u l t i p l e closures i n t o one t h i n g . We b e l i e v e 

t h a t c o n s t i t u t e s a surface waste management f a c i l i t y , 

e i t h e r be i t a c e n t r a l i z e d f a c i l i t y , which i s d e f i n e d under 

p a r t 36. I f p a r t i e s are paying each other, i f there's 
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m u l t i p l e p a r t i e s and t h e y ' r e not associated w i t h each 

other, i t could be a commercial f a c i l i t y . 

There are p r o v i s i o n s f o r t h a t , but once you s t a r t 

b r i n g i n g i n waste t o one l o c a t i o n and c o n s o l i d a t i n g t h a t 

waste, t h a t f a l l s up under p a r t 36. 

And so we want t o make sure t h a t t h i s does not 

occur and t h a t we don't have a l o t of unpermitted surface 

waste management f a c i l i t i e s out t h e r e , so --

Q. (By Mr. Brooks) Now i n t h i s connection, Mr. 

Jones, are the -- a deep-trench i f you use the deep-

tre n c h method f o r a c e n t r a l i z e d or commercial f a c i l i t y , 

would t h a t be a l a n d f i l l ? 

A. That would be a l a n d f i l l . I t would also r e q u i r e 

100-foot s e p a r a t i o n t o groundwater. 

Q. Would i t also r e q u i r e more extensive l i n e r 

requirements than we r e q u i r e f o r deep-trench b u r i a l ? 

A. Yes, i t would. 

Q. Continue. 

A. C e r t a i n p a r t i e s such as the i n d u s t r y committee 

and Yates Petroleum Corporation have requested t h a t t h i s 

p r o v i s i o n be removed from the r u l e . Such a change would 

allow operators t o c o n s o l i d a t e m u l t i p l e closures i n one 

l o c a t i o n which would p o s s i b l y be considered an unpermitted 

surface waste management f a c i l i t y and c o n f l i c t w i t h the 

p r o v i s i o n s of p a r t 36. 
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