






 NOD ID MRI 
ID 

App. 
Part Citation Location 3rd NOD Type NOD Description 

Response 

T1 120 Part I 305.45(a)(8)(B)(i)  Incomplete 
Provide the waste volume, total, and net 
airspace disposal capacity in Section 1.2 and 
Table I-3 in Part I. 

Section 1.2 and Table I-3 have been revised.  Note that the Maximum Inventory of 
Wastes as required by 330.457(e)(3) was included in Part III, Attachment 7, but has 
been revised based on additional data reviewed subsequent to the original 
submittal. 

T2 149 Part II 330.61(j)(2) 
Section 10.3, Attachment 

4, Section 2.1 and 
Appendix III-4G 

Incomplete Answer the question in Section XI, Item 2(h) 
on page 8 of Part II Form. 

The question was answered “NA” for not applicable since the site will not be located 
within a zone of influence of active geological faulting or differential subsidence. 

NT3 153 Part II 330.61(k)(2) Section 11.2 Incorrect Correct the attachment number in Section 
XII, Item 2(a) of Part II Form. 

Section XII, Item 2(a) was corrected to reference Attachment 14.  In addition, Table 
Att-1. Required Attachments in the Part II Form was revised to reference Attachment 
14 for Site Specific Surface Water Conditions and Attachment 13 for Texas Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (TPDES). 

T4 346 Part III 330.63(d)(3)(C) Attachment 3, Section 5.2, 
Appendix III-3D Incomplete 

Provide the liner design detail of closed 
landfills: MSW Permit No. 1135, 1148(A), and 
1643. 

The design for the liner system of the landfills under the cited MSW Permit Nos. are 
included in TABLE III-3D-1: Existing Liner Systems in Part III, Attachment 3, Appendix 
III-3D Liner Quality Control Plan (LQCP).  Note that this table has been revised to 
change “MSW-1148” to “MSW-1448” and “MSW1148A” to “MSW-1448A.”  The 
references to “1148” were incorrect.  The description of the design for MSW-1643 
was also revised to correctly reflect the various liner systems utilized for the disposal 
cells in this unit. 
 
In addition to the revisions described above, and based on discussions with TCEQ 
staff, the Part III, Attachment 3, Appendix III-3D Liner Quality Control Plan was 
revised to address placement of waste over existing landfills developed before 1985. 
These revisions specify requirements for verification of in-place soil liner and 
protective cover or the construction of an overliner system that provides for three 
feet of recompacted clay and one foot of protective cover.   
 
The TCEQ expressed concern about the lining system design used in MSW-1643 and 
whether the regulations at the time the unit was permitted required a liner system 
that meets the current requirements included in 30 TAC §330.331(d) and, 
consequently, whether such a liner system was constructed.  A review of the Soils 
and Liner Evaluation Reports (SLER) for the constructed liner systems in MSW-1643 
revealed that all the disposal areas were in fact constructed with either a 4-foot in 
situ liner, a 3-foot in situ liner with a 1-foot protective cover, or a constructed 3-foot 
recompacted liner with a 1-foot protective cover.  The SLER documents were 
obtained from TCEQ Central Records. 

T5 389 Part III 330.337(h)(1) Attachment 3, Appendix 
III-3D, Section 4.9 Omitted 

Specify the case when waste is to be used as 
ballast in Section 4.6 Ballast Thickness 
Calculation in Attachment 3 of Part III. Staff 
notes that only soil ballast case was 
discussed. 

Waste as ballast is already discussed in Section 4.6, Item 2, and example waste for 
ballast calculations are presented in Appendix III-3D-3.  An example calculation using 
soil as ballast has been developed and provided with this response and will be 
added to Appendix III-3D-3.  
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T6 400 Part III 330.339(a)(2) Attachment 3, Appendix 
III-3D, Section 2.3 Ambiguous 

Specify and provide the design details that 
the liner is continuous over the whole waste 
area within the permit boundary. Staff notes 
that the previously closed landfills may 
contain separated unit/cell design that the 
liners may be discrete. 

As described in the response to comment T4, the design details for permitted 
facilities at the site are included in TABLE III-3D-1: Existing Liner Systems in Part III, 
Attachment 3, Appendix III-3D Liner Quality Control Plan (LQCP).  A new figure 
(Figure III-3D-6) has been developed to show the cell layout for MSW-1643 and 
demonstrate the contiguous development of cells within the permitted disposal 
footprint.  Documentation reviewed for each of these cells indicates that the 
evaluated liner “complies with the groundwater protection requirements contained 
in this Department’s [Texas Department of Health] ‘Municipal Solid Waste 
Management Regulations.’”  The in-place liner system or constructed overliner 
system discussed in the response to comment T4 will provide a contiguous liner 
system over the areas of Permit Nos. MSW-1135, MSW-1448, and MSW-1448A.   
 
The new Figure III-3D-6 was developed from the Cell Layout Plan in the Part II figures 
(Figure II-5) of the Permit Amendment Application.  Figure II-5 was revised and is 
provided with this response. 

T7 556 Part III 330.403(a) Attachment 5, Section 2.3 Ambiguous 

Explain the choice of monitoring well spacing, 
specifically how the widely variable well 
spacing shown in Figure III-5A-1 (500 to 
1000+ feet) will yield representative 
groundwater samples throughout the 
monitoring system. 

The approved existing groundwater monitoring network at Hawthorn Park Landfill, a 
Type IV facility has a limited point of compliance (POC) with 5 downgradient 
monitoring wells.  The monitoring well spacing currently ranges from a minimum of 
300 feet and a maximum of 800 feet along the POC.  The TCEQ regulations have no 
requirement for spacing between monitoring wells at Type IV facilities. 
 
The existing groundwater monitoring network was designed based on the 
groundwater flow regime active at the time. Dewatering and depressurization 
activities had created an inward groundwater gradient at the site.  
 
Groundwater approaches the POC at the facility at an oblique angle and as such, it is 
important to consider the effective spacing of monitoring wells (measuring between 
flow lines to determine distance between monitoring wells). When measuring the 
spacing between flow lines (perpendicular to contour lines) spacing is typically from 
200 ft between MW-15 and MW-16 to 1400 ft between MW-10 and MW-11 and 
1,110 ft between MW-6 and MW-7.  Most other spacing is between 400-600 ft when 
measured between flow lines.  For those two widely space segments, between MW-
10 and MW-11, and between MW-6 and MW-7, we have proposed a new well 
(monitoring wells MW-22 and MW-23) in each segment that reduces spacing to 600 
– 800 ft between flow lines.  With the addition of the proposed wells now overall 
downgradient wells are spaced from 200 to 800 ft apart as measured between flow 
lines.  An exhibit depicting this has been included with this response. 
 
In summary, the proposed groundwater monitoring network has total of 16 
monitoring wells (14 downgradient wells) spaced ranging from 200 ft to 800 ft 
between wells when measured between flow lines. 
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T8 650 Part III 330.421(d) Attachment 5, Section 2.5 Omitted 

Provide the locations and elevations of 
existing monitoring wells as surveyed by a 
registered professional land surveyor (RPLS). 
Submit a statement indicating that well heads 
of proposed monitoring wells will be 
surveyed by an RPLS to rule specifications. 

A reference to 30 TAC §330.421 (d) has been added to Attachment 5, Section 2.5. 
The survey data for the existing monitoring wells on Figure III.5A.2 has been 
updated. A copy of the recent survey data sealed by a registered professional land 
surveyor is included with this response. 

T9 900 Part IV 330.167 Section 25.0 Incomplete 

Submit a ponding prevention plan that 
identifies the techniques to be used to 
prevent the ponding of water over waste, 
and an inspection schedule to identify 
potential ponding sites. Provide a statement 
indicating that contaminated water in the 
active portion of the landfill will be 
eliminated and the area in which the ponding 
occurred will be filled and regraded within 
seven days of the occurrence. 

Section 25.0 has been revised to address this comment.  In addition, note that 
additional discussion of water management at the landfill working face is included in 
Section A2.0 of Appendix IV-A Contaminated Water Management Plan.  
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