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1 Q. Okay, continue. 

A. T r y i n g t o catch up where I was a t . Okay, I 

bel i e v e I've addressed the f o o t n o t e s . 

C e r t a i n p a r t i e s on October 22nd such as the 

i n d u s t r y committee and Yates Petroleum C o r p o r a t i o n , they 

£| have recommended t o increase the TPH c o n c e n t r a t i o n -- TPH, 

7] which i s t o t a l petroleum hydrocarbon, c o n c e n t r a t i o n s t o 

5000 m i l l i g r a m s per ki l o g r a m , and they've a l s o have 

recommended t o decrease the c h l o r i d e c o n c e n t r a t i o n t o 3500 

1 Cj m i l l i g r a m s per l i t e r . And through t h e i r recommendations 

they have also requested t h a t the 3103, the Water Q u a l i t y 

Control Commission, c o n s t i t u e n t s be om i t t e d from the 

t e s t i n g requirements. 

No j u s t i f i c a t i o n was pro v i d e d f o r the recommended 

changes, so I don't know r e a l l y how t o comment on t h a t . 

Mr. von Gonten's testimony, he i d e n t i f i e d a 

17j m u l t i t u d e of c o n s t i t u e n t s t h a t were t e s t e d d u r i n g the 

18) sampling events. The sampling r e s u l t s shown i n h i s 

19| p r e s e n t a t i o n i l l u s t r a t e t h a t TPH and c h l o r i d e s may be 

2Cj absent while other c o n s t i t u e n t s were det e c t e d . So t o omit 

211 the 3103 c o n s t i t u e n t s would l i m i t OCD's assessment o f 
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buried waste. 

Subparagraph ( e ) . The i n t e n t of the proposed 

p r o v i s i o n i s t o serve two purposes. 

The f i r s t i s t o l o c a t e a deep tr e n c h w i t h i n an 
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a p p r o p r i a t e d i s t a n c e of a d r y i n g pad or temporary p i t . 

This prevents the accumulation of m u l t i p l e p i t s or pads 

being b u r i e d t o g e t h e r and allows the surface owner or 

f u t u r e owners t o determine the p r o x i m i t y of the b u r i e d 

waste a f t e r c l o s u r e . This also prevents surface owners 

from d i g g i n g i n t o b uried waste m a t e r i a l and/or p o s s i b l y 

b u i l d i n g on top of i t , which we had seen i n the Westgate 

scenario. 

The second i s t o i n f o r m a p p l i c a n t and operators 

of the design and c o n s t r u c t i o n requirements f o r the deep 

l i n e d -- or l i n e d deep t r e n c h . 

As y o u ' l l n o t i c e , i n t h i s p r o v i s i o n there i s an 

o p p o r t u n i t y f o r the d i s t r i c t o f f i c e t o grant a d m i n i s t r a t i v e 

approval f o r a l t e r n a t i v e distance. This was some comments 

t h a t were provided by i n d u s t r y t o us, t h e i r concern of an 

operator t h a t wouldn't want b u r i e d waste t o be so close t o 

maybe the p r o x i m i t y of a residence or -- somewhat, or maybe 

they have a barn or something, and they would suggest t h a t 

they have a d i r t road and they thought since t h i s i s always 

going t o be a road, maybe we can d i g out t h i s area and put 

i t over here. 

So we are a l l o w i n g such considerations w i t h t h i s 

and a l l o w i n g the operator t o propose an a l t e r n a t i v e and 

have the d i s t r i c t o f f i c e consider those a l t e r n a t i v e s , w i t h 

the p o s s i b i l i t y of a d m i n i s t r a t i v e approval. 
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