
 

 

  
SUBMITED VIA EMAIL ONLY 
(bob.blankenburg@alaska.gov) 

 
August 10, 2012 
 
Bob Blankenburg, Program Manager 
ADEC Solid Waste Program  
555 Cordova St 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
 
RE:  AIMM Technologies, Inc. Monofill Solid Waste Permit (SWXA057-17) 
 
Dear Mr. Blankenburg: 
 

I. Introduction 
 
Cook Inletkeeper is a community-based organized formed by Alaskans in 1995 to protect the 
Cook Inlet watershed and the life it sustains.  Please accept these comments on the above-
referenced project on behalf of Inletkeeper’s Board, staff and over 1200 Alaskan members and 
supporters throughout the Cook Inlet region. 
 

II. Comments 
 

A. Location & Public Concern 
 
As a threshold matter, this project has attracted unusually strong opposition from surrounding 
property owners and area residents.  Many of those opposed work in or have worked in the oil 
and gas industry, and they understand the risks posed by drilling waste disposal.  Accordingly, 
ADEC and AIMM should heed these public concerns and explore other options – including grind 
and inject disposal – instead of proceeding forward with the current proposed location. 
 

B. Fluid & Leachate Management 
 
The permit application provides little information to ensure compliance with the fluid and 
leachate management requirements of 18 AAC 60.430.  For example, the fluid management 
plan cited in the application (page 16) and included in Attachment 9 is but a single sentence 
long.  Furthermore, the one-sentence “plan” conflicts with information provided in the permit 
application (the plan says all wastes will be “transported to an approved wastewater treatment 
system,” but the application includes the potential for recycling and re-use by “O & G drilling 
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operators.” Nowhere does the applicant attempt to define where liquids will be disposed, how 
often they be disposed, what volumes will be generated on a regular basis, or how fluid 
management will be accomplished in adverse weather conditions. 
 
Additionally, 18 AAC 60.430(b)(4) requires the introduction of extraneous liquids to be kept to a 
minimum.  Yet the permit application (page 16) simply states “[w]astes will typically be 
dewatered” (emphasis added).  Furthermore, the applicant asserts it will not engage in on-site 
treatment, and that wastes “typically” will be dewatered prior to transport.  The applicant 
provides no detail to show or suggest what a “typical” dewatering schedule might be, and 
thereby makes it impossible for ADEC to ensure compliance.   
 
The application’s discussion on leachate management is even thinner than that for its fluid 
management plan.  Apparently the same one-sentence plan in Attachment 9 applies also to 
leachate management, which, as discussed above, is not a plan, but rather a generalized 
statement of intent.  The applicant describes its leachate management plan as follows: 
 
“The leachate management plan consists of two separate actions. 
 

1.  The liquids that accumulate at this facility will be the liquids that settle from the wastes 
and natural precipitation that accumulates in the monofill.” (page 16) 

 
This is not a plan, but rather a description of the waste streams the facility will generate.  At no 
point does the applicant provide any semblance of a true plan to capture, test, monitor, treat, 
transport or otherwise management its leachate at the facility.  In fact, the applicant notes it 
will not plow the road to the facility to prevent unauthorized entry, yet ignores the fact such 
access limitations will prevent the removal of leachate, especially during break-up, when 
leachate problems may be the most challenging.   
 
Because the applicant has provided so little detail on its fluid and leachate management plans, 
it is impossible for ADEC to assess compliance with the mandatory duties found in 16 AAC 
430(b), including but not limited to 18 AAC 60. 430(b)(4), (b)(6) & (c)(3)(A). 
 

C. Waste Acceptance 
 
The applicant’s discussion on waste acceptance protocols presents numerous compliance 
concerns.  For example, it states “[w]astes will be typically be [sic] transported via vacuum 
truck….[and] typically first be treated at the drilling site….” (page 6).  Similarly, the facility will 
used “primarily” for drilling waste disposal, and wastes will “typically” be composed of water-
based drilling muds and cuttings (page 12-13).  The applicant fails to acknowledge “atypical” 
wastes, what frequency they can be expected to enter the facility, and in what volumes.  
 
Similar to fluid and leachate management, the applicant has nothing that approaches a true 
plan for ensuring only permitted wastes would enter the facility. In addition to noting all wastes 
will be manifested and only “acceptable waste will be managed at the facility” (page 15),  



 
“Waste Acceptance: 
The monofill is to accept all types of inert waste as defined in 18 AAC 60.900(64). Any inert 
wastes that do not pass the paint filter test by EPA 
SW-846 method 9095A are to be treated as detailed by the accepted waste treatment 
procedures. Soils that are not wet and do not require solidification will be chemically tested to 
confirm they meet the inert waste criteria before placement in landfill cell.” 
 
Nowhere does the applicant outline how it will ensure only RCRA exempt or RCRA non-exempt, 
non-hazardous wastes will enter the facility.  The EPA paint filter test is simply a screen for 
liquids vs. solids; it does nothing to discern ignitability, corrosivity, reactivity or toxicity as 
required by 40 CFR Part 261.  The applicant provides no information to understand the type or 
frequency of testing that will occur to ensure only approved wastes enter the facility, and as 
result, it is impossible to determine compliance with 18 AAC 60.430(b)(1).   
 

III. Conclusion 
 
For the foregoing reasons, the above-referenced permit application should be rejected.  Cook 
Inletkeeper is especially concerned with the lack of information provided by the applicant on 
such vital operational aspects as fluid and leachate management, and waste acceptance policy.  
Such limitations suggest the applicant is not serious about compliance. 
 
Thank you and please contact me with any questions at bob@inletkeeper.org or 907.235.4068 
x22. 
 
Very truly yours 
 

 
 
Bob Shavelson, Inletkeeper 
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