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Q. State your name. 

A. Greg Guernsey 

Q. Who is your employer? 

A. City of Austin 

Q. What department do you work for? 

A. The Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department 

Q. How long have you worked for the City?  

A. 23 years, 5 months 

Q. I am handing you what’s been marked as COA Exhibit 2.   Do you recognize it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What is it? 

A. My resume. 

Q. Is the information contained in it true and correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What are your job duties? 

A. I am the Department director that is responsible for the City’s zoning, historic 

preservation, annexation, neighborhood planning, long range transportation planning, 

the comprehensive plan, and urban design programs.  

Q. What type of studies/ analysis/review have you done? 

A. I have reviewed numerous zoning, subdivision and site plan applications for residential, 

commercial, industrial and civic land uses. I have also contributed to several 

neighborhood plans and zoning studies. I have specifically reviewed and/or provided 
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recommendations on zoning and site plans applications for compliance with land use 

compatibility between residential and non-residential uses. 

Q. How does your professional and educational experience relate to your testimony and 

opinion in this matter? 

A. I have more than 25 years of professional planning and zoning related experience in 

Texas. I have received a Masters Degree and Community and Regional Planning from 

the University of Texas at Austin in 1983 and a Batchelor of Science Degree in Urban 

Planning from Michigan State University in 1981.    

Q. What is your connection with the permit application that is the subject of this proceeding? 

A. I have no direct connection to this application. However, I have been asked by the City of 

Austin to provide testimony regarding this application. 

Q. What is the purpose of your testimony? 

A. The purpose of my testimony is to assess the land use compatibility of landfill with the 

adjacent property and the City. My assessment is based on my prior experience in 

planning and zoning as well as my direct observation of landfill operation. 

Q. Have you reviewed the application of BFI for a landfill permit amendment that is the 

subject of this proceeding? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What parts of the application did you review in particular? 

A. Specially, I have reviewed the Sunset Farms Landfill Permit Amendment, TCEQ MSW 

Permit No. 1447-A, Vol. 1 of 3, pages APP 000001-000005, 00026-00038, 000146-

000168, 000200; and Vol. 3 of 3, pages APP 001130-001137 (dated August 1, 2005). I 

also reviewed portions of Part IV, Site Operating Plan, Sunset Farms Landfill, Austin 
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Texas, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality Permit Amendment Application 

Permit No. MSW-1447-A, Revision 5 (dated May 12, 2008).  

Q. Why? 

A. Because, these sections of the application pertain to land use related issues. 

Q. Are you familiar with the proposed site? 

A. Yes. Over the past 20 years I have reviewed numerous land development applications in 

the area of the landfill and conducted field trips in the area adjacent to the landfill. 

Q. Have you reviewed the prefiled testimony for the applicant in this case? 

A. Yes. I have reviewed the pre-filed testimony presented by Mr. John Worrall, Mr. Charles 

Heimsath AICP, and Ms. Donna Carter AIA. 

Q. Does the applicant’s prefiled testimony address the concerns which prompted the city to 

contest this application?  

A. Yes. The pre-filed testimony addresses some of the concerns such as it relates to land use 

compatibility once the land fill is closed.   

Q. Please state the remaining concerns not addressed in the applicants prefiled testimony and 

suggest any special conditions that could be added to address these concerns?  

A. To lessen the impact on the existing and proposed residential uses and adjacent civic 

uses, I would suggest that the operation be limited to day light hours, truck traffic be 

limited to Giles Road,  and the closure date for the land fill be move up or at least be 

limited to a specific date in the near future to provide certainty to the adjacent property 

owners. 

Q. Are there any other changes that should be made to the draft permit? 
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A. Yes. I believe the additional changes suggested by the City in a proposed restrictive 

covenant would help to mitigate, but not eliminate the impacts of the landfill operation. 

Q. Do you have concerns regarding land use compatibility of the landfill with the 

surrounding areas?  

A. The proposed application does not address the continued negative affects created by  the 

current land fill operation on the existing and proposed residential and civic land uses in 

the adjacent area.  The landfill and the adjacent property are located within the City’s 

Desired Development Zone which is an area the City has designated for future growth 

and development. It is anticipated that additional residential uses will be built within the 

Harris Branch Planned Unit Development located immediately to the north and 

northeast over the next five to ten years.  Although the landfill operation may be 

compliant with the minimum standards established by the State of Texas, it does not 

mitigate all odor, traffic, litter or noise. Nor does a State permit lessen the visual impact 

of the landfill on adjacent land uses.  

Q. I am handing you what’s been marked as COA Exhibit 3.   Do you recognize it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What is it? 

A. It is the Agreement Regarding Operations and Closure of the BFI landfill. 

Q. Is it your opinion that the special conditions contained in COA Exhibit 3 will mitigate 

your concerns regarding landuse compatability? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 
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A. Yes, although I reserve the right to amend or supplement my testimony as additional 

information becomes available through the discovery process. 
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Q. State your name. 

A. Joe D. Word 

Q. Who is your employer? 

A. The City of Austin 

Q. What department do you work for? 

A. Solid Waste Services 

Q. How long have you worked for the City?  

A. I worked for the City for 25 years and retired in 2001. I then accepted an offer to work 

part-time for the Solid Waste Services Department, which is my current position. 

Q. I am handing you what’s been marked as COA Exhibit 5.   Do you recognize it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What is it? 

A. It is a summary resume of my education, qualifications, and professional experience. 

Q. Is the information contained in it true and correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What are your job duties? 

A. I assist in the management of the City’s environmental remediation program for old 

landfills, including consultant selection, contract negotiation, and oversight of the 

various phases of each project. I also perform special projects for the Director as 

assigned, such as representing the City in this proceeding. 

Q. What type of studies/ analysis/review have you done? 
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A. I reviewed the TCEQ rules and  the BFI application in order to understand what was 

being proposed, and looked for opportunities to improve the overall operations to 

mitigate the impact of the facility on surrounding properties, residents and businesses. 

Q. How does your professional and educational experience relate to your testimony and 

opinion in this matter? 

A. I have a Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering Degree from the University of Texas. I 

am a licensed professional engineer (#50381) in the State of Texas. In my career with the 

City of Austin, I managed the Street and Bridge Division of Public Works for six years, 

where I was responsible for street construction and maintenance, and drainage 

maintenance. I assumed responsibility for management of Solid Waste Services in 1983. 

My responsibilities included the management of the City of Austin’s FM812 Type I 

municipal solid waste landfill, as well as management of all collection and recycling 

operations. I also represented the Department in the procurement of disposal contracts 

with private landfills, including the BFI landfill that is the subject of this proceeding. I 

participated in numerous meetings with landfill operators and neighborhood 

representative to discuss concerns and possible remedies. I therefore have an 

understanding of the engineering and operational considerations of running a landfill, 

both the theoretical ideal and the practical reality. 

Q. What is your connection with the permit application that is the subject of this proceeding? 

A. I am the City of Austin representative for this proceeding. 

Q. What is the purpose of your testimony? 

A. To provide my best assessment of the implications of extending landfill operations at this 

site beyond its current permitted capacity, and to recommend improvements to the 
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operating requirements that would mitigate to some degree the impacts of the landfill on 

neighboring properties, residents, and businesses. My assessment is based on my prior 

experience in earthwork, drainage, and landfill operations, as well as direct observation 

of the BFI landfill facility as a customer of that facility in the past, and in reviewing this 

application. I will also provide some recommendations in terms of cover and vegetation 

management on the site. 

Q. Have you reviewed the application of BFI for a landfill permit amendment that is the 

subject of this proceeding? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What parts of the application did you review in particular? 

A. I did a cursory review of the entire application, but paid particular attention to Part III 

(the Site Development Plan) and Part IV (The Site Operating Plan). 

Q. Why? 

A. To ascertain whether the application proposed to exceed the minimum requirements of 

the TCEQ rules for operations in order to mitigate impacts of continued operation of the 

landfill beyond its currently permitted capacity. 

Q. Are you familiar with the proposed site? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you have concerns about the BFI permit application that prompted a request for party 

status in the matter referred for hearing? 

A. Yes. The City and nearby property owners, businesses, and residents had an expectation 

that the landfill would close upon reaching its currently permitted capacity, at which 
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point the landfill’s impacts on their quality of life and potential uses of their property 

would no longer be a significant factor. 

Q. Have you reviewed the prefiled testimony for the applicant in this case?  

A. Yes. 

Q. Does the applicant’s prefiled testimony address the concerns which prompted the city to 

contest this application?  

A. Not all of them. We are concerned that even though BFI has agreed to close by a date 

certain in the application, they could submit subsequent applications to amend that time 

frame. Additionally, the City wants to see improved operational requirements which go 

beyond the minimum requirements of the TCEQ rules in order to minimize the impact so 

extended landfill life on the nearby properties, businesses, and neighborhoods.  

Q. Please state the remaining concerns not addressed in the applicants prefiled testimony and 

suggest any special conditions that could be added to address these concerns?  

A. The following special conditions should be considered: 

   1.    Place intermediate cover and implement seeding events, on all side slope 

disturbed areas on which activity ahs not recommenced within 60 days except 

BFI is under no obligation to seed such areas during the months of July and 

August. These seeded areas shall be irrigated in accordance with the 

requirements of Section 1.4.7 A, paragraph 9 (Temporary Vegetative 

Stabilization of Disturbed Areas) set forth in the City of Austin 

Environmental Criteria Manual (ECM). The City agrees that the 

requirements of Section 1.4.7 A, paragraph 6 of the ECM shall be satisfied if 
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the top six inches of soil used for intermediate cover contains sufficient 

organic matter and nutrients to support vegetative cover. 

 2.    Place intermediate cover and implement seeding events on the top deck of the 

landfill in all disturbed areas on which activity has not recommenced within 

120 days  except for that area immediately up gradient to the two constructed 

down chutes.  Those up gradient areas shall be immediately vegetated with a 

filter strip of buffalo grass sod that extends at least 100 feet out from each 

down chute inlet and is wide enough to filter the run off to be directed to each 

down chute (See Agreement Exhibit 3 for width dimensions). The buffalo 

grass filter strip shall be maintained until final cover is placed. In addition, a 

silt fence or mulch berm shall be placed on the top deck in front of the inlet of 

each down chute and at the end of each constructed down chute (See Exhibit 

1 for locations). These silt fences or mulch berms shall remain in place until 

the areas contributing runoff to these down chutes achieve adequate 

vegetative growth. 

 3.     The initial seeding event for all disturbed areas will be accomplished using 

hydromulch seeding application procedures per 1.4.7 A ECM guidelines. 

 4.    Seeding of the disturbed areas will be of a seasonally appropriate mix. 

Currently the seed mix is bermuda/millet for warm weather and rye for cold 

weather. 

 5.    Seeding for the final cover shall include a seasonally appropriate 609-S 

(native seeds) mix on approximately 15% of the surface area of the eastern 
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and northern slopes of the landfill and for the remainder of the site a 

seasonally appropriate mix. 

 6.     Stock piles. Perimeter sediment/erosion control devices such as silt fences, 

hay bales or other systems acceptable to the City of Austin shall be in place 

prior to the establishment of any stock piles on site. For soil stock piles which 

have slope lengths greater than 20 feet, mid-slope temporary stabilization 

controls such as seeding, tarping or placement of silt fences or mulch berms 

shall be implemented  within 14  days of the initial establishment of the soil 

stock pile. 

 7.    Install and maintain silt fences or mulch berms within 14 days of completion 

of intermediate cover at the base of all side slope and top deck intermediate 

cover areas until adequate vegetation growth is achieved. 

 8.   Stormwater runoff from the landfill area designated as Drainage Area 2 shall 

be routed through the existing detention pond, or the proposed water 

quality/detention pond when it is constructed, when the waste fill in Drainage 

Area 2 has reached the final grades proposed in the landfill expansion plan. 

 9.    Ensure that the side slopes of the existing detention pond and the side slopes 

of the proposed water quality/detention pond in the northeast portion of the 

landfill shall be adequately stabilized through proper grading and 

maintenance and by implementing/applying vegetation on the side slopes of 

the ponds within thirty days of completion of construction of the pond. 

Inspect the sedimentation ponds/basins every three months or after every half 
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inch rainfall event and clean the ponds/basins by removing the accumulated 

sediment once the sediment has reached 25% of the respective pond capacity. 

 10.  BFI agrees that it shall not accept liquid waste that has not passed the 

TCEQ’s paint filter test and shall not construct or operate a liquid waste 

stabilization/solidification basin at the Sunset Farms Landfill. 

 11.   BFI agrees to prohibit commercial waste hauling vehicles from utilizing 

Blue Goose Road as ingress or egress to the Sunset Farms landfill except for 

those few vehicle which may service businesses and residences in that area. 

Specifically, BFI shall progressively discipline any of its own drivers up to 

and including termination which ignore this prohibition. BFI shall also 

incorporate into its contracts with other commercial waste haulers that they 

will not be allowed to dispose of their waste loads at the Sunset Farms 

Landfill if they utilize Blue Goose Road for ingress or egress more than one 

time. 

Q. Are there any other changes that should be made to the draft permit? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you have concerns related to erosion and sedimentation controls on the site? 

A. Yes. The large areas of unvegetated soil that are characteristic of this landfill operation 

have the potential to release large quantities of sediment into stormwater runoff, as well 

as transport by wind erosion. 

Q. Do you have concerns regarding land use compatibility of the landfill with the 

surrounding areas? 
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A. Yes. Even with state of the art operating practices, large buffer areas are the most 

effective means of mitigating impacts of landfill operations. 

Q. Do you have concerns related to the revegetation proposed on the site for intermediate 

and final cover? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What are those concerns? 

A. Large areas of bare soil can remain in place for up to 180 days before attempting to 

establish vegetative cover. Much of the soil being used at this site is a sterile clay 

removed well below the existing ground level. Its fertility is very poor, and it is therefore 

very difficult to establish sufficient vegetative cover to be effective in controlling erosion 

and sediment loss. Irrigation is virtually non-existent. 

Q. I am handing you what’s been marked as COA Exhibit 3.   Do you recognize it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What is it? 

A. It is an agreement that substantially increases the requirements and protections that the 

site operator will implement at the landfill. It will result in the more frequent placement 

of intermediate cover, and faster and more effective establishment of revegetation on that 

cover, as well as reductions in sediment in stormwater runoff. 

Q. Is it your opinion that the special conditions contained in COA Exhibit 3 will satisfy your 

concerns.  

A. I believe it will significantly mitigate the impacts of the landfill in these areas. It will 

require that disturbed areas be revegetated in a much shorter time frame than the TCEQ 

rules require. It will require significantly more temporary erosion control devices. It will 
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require soil amendment and irrigation practices that will result in substantially less time 

to establish vegetative cover. 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 

A. Yes. 



Joe Word 
Solid Waste Services 

City of Austin 
P.O. Box 1088 

Austin, Texas 78767 
 
 

Summary of Qualifications 
 
 

Joe D. Word, P.E. is currently employed by the City of Austin Solid Waste Services 
Department as Coordinating Engineer for Special Projects. He earned a Bachelor of Science in 
Civil Engineering from the University of Texas at Austin in 1975. He has worked for the City of 
Austin in a variety of positions, becoming the Division Engineer for the Street and Bridge 
Division of the Public Works Department, where he pioneered a number of new pavement 
management systems and techniques. He became Chief Engineer, and later, Assistant Director 
for Solid Waste Services in 1983. In this position, he was responsible for overall management of 
Solid Waste Services, including collection operations, street cleaning, and disposal operations. 
This included the City's municipal solid waste landfill. He participated in the permitting of that 
facility, as well as the evaluation of other disposal alternatives such as waste to energy. He has 
experience and expertise in landfill management, operations and permitting. He retired from the 
City of Austin in 2001 after a 25 year career, and is currently working for Solid Waste Services 
part-time, coordinating special projects and providing expertise in his areas of experience and 
knowledge. 
 

Mr. Word is a member of the Texas Chapter of the Solid Waste Association of North 
America, and a licensed engineer in the State of Texas, license # 50381. 
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Q. State your name. 

A. Charles (Chuck) Lesniak 

Q. Who is your employer? 

A. City of Austin 

Q. What department do you work for? 

A. Watershed Protection and Development Review Department 

Q. How long have you worked for the City?  

A. A little over 18 years. 

Q. I am handing you what’s been marked as COA Exhibit 7.   Do you recognize it? 

A. Yes 

Q. What is it? 

A. My resume. 

Q. Is the information contained in it true and correct? 

A. Yes 

Q. What are your job duties? 

A. I work in a variety of areas, including pipelines, landfills, environmental contamination 

(soil contamination, water pollution, environmental risk, etc.), and environmental 

regulatory compliance. I provide technical assistance and advice in these and other 

similar areas. 

Q. What type of studies/ analysis/review have you done? 

A. In relation to the BFI facility, I have assisted in complaint investigations, responses to 

citizen complaints, and performed site inspections. 
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Q. How does your professional and educational experience relate to your testimony and 

opinion in this matter? 

A. I have a Bachelor of Science in Aquatic Biology and am the City of Austin’s lead staffer 

on abandoned landfills. I also have worked on many issues relating to existing landfills 

and have a working knowledge of TCEQ Municipal Solid Waste regulations. I have 

considerable experience as an investigator and project technical resource regarding 

erosion and sedimentation impacts and control methodologies. 

Q. What is your connection with the permit application that is the subject of this proceeding? 

A. As an employee of the City of Austin Watershed Protection and Development Review 

Department I am providing my expertise to the City’s Law Department. 

Q. What is the purpose of your testimony? 

A. To provide the best possible evaluation of the implications of the BFI landfill’s 

construction, operation, and closure to this site and surrounding area in terms of 

possible impacts to the environment, in particular surface water quality. My assessment 

is based on my prior experience in inspecting landfills, constructions sites and other 

similar facilities in relation to their possible discharge of pollutants. In addition, my 

assessment is based on my direct experience and observations during visits to the BFI 

facility during pollution investigations and facility inspections. My goal is to provide 

assessments and recommendations for temporary erosion and sedimentation controls and 

revegetation that provide the highest level of protection to the environment and the 

community. 

Q. Have you reviewed the application of BFI for a landfill permit amendment that is the 

subject of this proceeding? 
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A. Not in its entirety, but I have reviewed the portions relevant to the areas I have been 

asked to provide comment, specifically those portions related to stormwater management, 

drainage, and erosion and sedimentation control. 

Q. What parts of the application did you review in particular? 

A. I have reviewed Vol. I, Parts I.A-E, Parts II.A-B, Parts II.F-I, Part III (including 

attachments), Vol. II, Vol. III Attachments 12, 13, and 15. 

Q. Why? 

A. Those particular sections provided the information relevant to stormwater and drainage 

management and erosion and sedimentation control. 

Q. Are you familiar with the proposed site? 

A. Yes, I have visited the site many times over the years and as recently as September 2008. 

Q. Did you have concerns about the BFI permit application that prompted a request for party 

status in the matter referred for hearing? 

A. Yes. In my opinion, this site has historically had poor erosion and sedimentation control 

and, in particular, poor revegetation of intermediate cover. I have observed large areas 

of unvegetated or poorly vegetated side slopes and “top deck”. I have also witnessed 

intermediate cover slope failures that I believe were related to poor revegetation 

practices. 

Q. Have you reviewed the prefiled testimony for the applicant in this case? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Does the applicant’s prefiled testimony address the concerns which prompted the city to 

contest this application?  
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A. The prefiled testimony addresses some of my concerns and appears to be an improvement 

on past site practices.  

Q. Please state the remaining concerns not addressed in the applicants prefiled testimony and 

suggest any special conditions that could be added to address these concerns? 

A. For the most part prefiled testimony and the descriptions in the application are not a 

significant improvement on the TCEQ’s minimum requirements for stormwater 

management, erosion controls, and revegetation. Nor does it meet City of Austin 

standards for temporary erosion controls and revegetation. 

 I have strongly recommended significant improvements in temporary erosion controls at 

or near the source of possible erosion, limiting areal coverage of unvegetated, disturbed 

soils, and, most importantly, upgrading revegetation practices. Revegetation should 

occur much more frequently than every 180 days, include adequate soils to support 

growth, include an irrigation plan, and a requirement for coverage of 85%. The City of 

Austin’s standard specifications would be an appropriate basis for developing the 

revegetation plan. 

Q. Are there any other changes that should be made to the draft permit? 

A. I would also recommend a clear, written maintenance schedule for all permanent 

sedimentation basins. Modifications to the temporary controls should be included in the 

applicant’s permit or in the facilities Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. 

Q. I am handing you what’s been marked as COA Exhibit 3.  Do you recognize it? 

A. Yes 

Q. What is it? 
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A. The agreed upon enhancements to the facilities erosion and sedimentation controls and 

other agreements concerning the operations and closure of the landfill. 

Q. Is it your opinion that the special conditions contained in COA Exhibit 3 will satisfy your 

concerns regarding erosion and sedimentation controls. 

A. Yes, these conditions do address my concerns regarding erosion and sedimentation 

control, particularly those regarding revegetation. 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 

A. Yes 
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Q.  State your name. 

A. Michael Kelly 

Q. Who is your employer? 

A. The City of Austin     

Q. What department do you work for? 

A. Watershed Protection and Development Review       

Q. How long have you worked for the City?  

A. 12 years 

Q. I am handing you what’s been marked as COA Exhibit 9.   Do you recognize it? 

A. Yes 

Q. What is it? 

A. It is a summary resume of my education, qualifications and professional experience 

Q. Is the information contained in it true and correct? 

A. Yes 

Q. What are your job duties? 

A. 1)Manage the design and construction of COA-sponsored water quality treatment and 

erosion control projects; 2) Develop technical criteria for construction phase and post-

construction water quality controls (including erosion and sedimentation controls); 3) 

Provide engineering support to all City Department’s regarding stormwater management 

and erosion control. 

Q. What type of studies/ analysis/review have you done? 

A. I have performed reviews of erosion and sedimentation control plans, performed 

hydraulic and hydrologic modeling (including MUSLE/RUSLE erosion models), sediment 
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transport modeling in relation to site development plans and COA Capital Improvement 

Projects. 

Q. How does your professional and educational experience relate to your testimony and 

opinion in this matter? 

A. I received a Masters Degree in Agricultural Engineering from the University of 

Wisconsin at Madison.   The coursework was specifically geared towards training 

engineers to analyze and stormwater quantity and quality, to quantify soil erosion due to 

land disturbance (like agriculture and construction activities) and how to design 

solutions to problems associated with stormwater runoff.  My graduate advisor, Dr. Gary 

Bubenzer, was the author of the Wisconsin Construction Site Handbook, used by the State 

of Wisconsin as a guidance document for reducing erosion from construction sites. 

As part of my job duties, I have crafted the erosion and sedimentation control criteria to 

be used on all projects under COA jurisdiction.  I am a registered Professional Engineer 

(#87774) in the State of Texas. 

Q. What is your connection with the permit application that is the subject of this proceeding? 

A. I am representing the City of Austin in my capacity as a soil and water resource 

engineer. 

Q. What is the purpose of your testimony? 

A. To provide my best assessment of the implications of landfill expansion on the drainage 

system. My assessment is based no my prior experience in drainage and erosion control 

measures as well as my review of the site plans that have been submitted to the City of 

Austin and my review of the permit application.  I will provide recommendations on 

methods to minimize soil loss from the landfill, prevent off-site migration of sediment and 
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minimize off-site drainage impacts and why I believe the proposed settlement meets these 

goals. 

Q. Have you reviewed the application of BFI for a landfill permit amendment that is the 

subject of this proceeding? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What parts of the application did you review in particular? 

A. I reviewed the entire application, paying particular attention to Part III and Part IV.  I 

also reviewed the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

Q. Why? 

A. To determine the proposed provisions for drainage, water quality  and erosion control 

Q. Are you familiar with the proposed site? 

A. I am familiar with the site. 

Q. Did you have concerns about the BFI permit application that prompted a request for party 

status in the matter referred for hearing? 

A. Yes.  The application and SWPPP provided only generic plans for soil erosion control.  It 

appeared that the proposed methods for controlling erosion were not to the Maximum 

Extent Practicable. 

Q. Have you reviewed the prefiled testimony for the applicant in this case? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Does the applicant’s prefiled testimony address the concerns which prompted the city to 

contest this application?  

A. No.  
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Q. Please state the remaining concerns not addressed in the applicants prefiled testimony and 

suggest any special conditions that could be added to address these concerns? 

A. The pre-filed testimony does not address the following concerns: 1) timing of temporary 

stabilization of intermediate cover; 2)proper installation and establishment of vegetative 

cover;3)adequate perimeter controls to prevent off-site migration of sediment;4) 

inclusion of more robust erosion and sedimentation measures in the SWPPP; 5) routing 

of landfill runoff to the existing detention pond, and proper vegetative stabilization of 

said detention pond. 

Q. Are there any other changes that should be made to the draft permit? 

A. The draft permit should be amended to address the concerns mentioned above.  

Specifically, BFI should place intermediate cover and temporarily stabilize the cover 

over slide slope areas that will not be disturbed for 60 days and to do the same for top 

deck areas when no activity for  120 days. The top deck areas should also include a 

buffalo grass sod vegetated filter strip from the top of the downchute to 100 feet 

upgradient of the downchute and wide enough to capture all runoff that flows down each 

downchute.  The methods for establishing vegetative cover should comply with the City of 

Austin’s Environmental Criteria Manual, Section 1.4.7. In addition silt fence or mulch 

berms should be place at the top of the side slope between the vegetated filter strip and 

the down chute, as well as at the bottom of each downchute.  Perimeter sedimentation 

controls (such as silt fence, mulch berms) should be in place prior to establishment of 

stockpiles.  For piles that have slop0e lengths greater than 20 ft, a  mid slope silt 

fence/mulch berm should be installed within 14 days of establishment of the stockpile. All 

side slopes with intermediate cover should have similar perimeter controls installed 
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within 14 days of installation of cover.  The perimeter controls should be at the base of 

all such slopes and on the top deck at a point before the top of the adjacent slope. These 

changes should be included in an amended SWPPP.  Finally, BFI should complete the 

construction of the detention pond in the northeast portion of the landfill.  The pond 

should be permanently stabilized with vegetation within 30 days of pond completion.  

Then, flow from Drainage Area 2 should be routed to the completed detention pond.   

Q. Do you have concerns related to drainage on the landfill site? 

A. Yes. I have concerns that the current stormwater system does not adequately treat the 

runoff from the site. There are drainage areas that do not drain to stomrwater ponds 

prior to discharging to off-site drainage systems. 

Q. Do you have concerns related to erosion and sedimentation controls on the site? 

A. I have concerns that the amount of exposed soil will produce sediment discharge in 

excess of what the proposed measures in the application and SWPPP can control. I have 

concerns that the current permit application does not adequately address revegetation of 

disturbed soils. 

Q. Do you have concerns regarding land use compatibility of the landfill with the 

surrounding areas?  

A. Yes.  Residential areas that are adjacent to a landfill are subject to increased localized 

flooding and degraded water quality if the stormwater is not properly managed. 

Q. Do you have concerns related to the revegetation proposed on the site for intermediate 

and final cover?  

A. Yes.  

Q. What are those concerns? 
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A. See comments on recommended changes to permit above. 

Q. I am handing you what’s been marked as COA Exhibit 3.  Do you recognize it?  

A. Yes. 

Q. What is it? 

A. It is an agreement that substantially increases the requirements and protections that the 

site operator with implement at the landfill. It will result in less exposed soil, quicker and 

denser establishment of vegetation, proper maintenance and establishment of the 

vegetation, better capture of sediment on the site so that ultimately the stormwater runoff 

leaving the site will have significant reductions in sediment. 

Q. Is it your opinion that the special conditions contained in COA Exhibit 3 will satisfy your 

concerns regarding drainage? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 

A. Yes. 
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