Eets protect exireartit STATE OF NEW JERSEY
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIROMMENTAL PROTECTION
RICHARD T. DEWLING, Ph.P., P.E., COMMISSIONER
CN 4062
TRENTON, NJ. 08625
609 -2G2-28385

(IN THE MATTER OF AMENDMENT 856-4) MODIFIED CERTIFICATICON

(TC THE ADOPTED AND APPRQVED SOLID) OF AUGUST 13, 1586 AMENDMENT
{(WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN OF THE) TO THE BURLINGTON COUNTY DISTRICT
(BURLINGTON COUNTY SOLID WASTEH) SOLID WASTE MAWAGEMENT PLAN

(MANAGEMENT DISTRICT)

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSIONER:

A. Introduction

The New Jersey Solid Waste Managemant Act (N.J.S.A. 1
2t seg.) (S¥WMA) establishes a comprehensive svstem for
mznagement ¢f sclid waste and sludge in New Jersey. The Act
designates all twenty-one (21} of the state's counties, and
the Hackensack Meadowlands District, as Solid Waste
Management Districts, and mandates that the Board of Chosen
Freeholders and the Hackensack Meadowlands Development
Commission develop comprehensive plans for waste managem=nt

in their respective diztricts. The SWMA requires the State
to develop a State Solid Waste Management Plan which includes
a sludge management component. The New Jersey Water Quality

Planning Act (N.J.S5.A. 58:112a-1 et seqg.)} provides for the
developrnent of a statewide sludge management plan. Pursuant
to these Acts, the Department developed the Statewide Sludge
Management Plan (SSMP). The SSMP was adopted on November 4,
1887. District sludge management plans must be consistent
with the SSMP pursuant to both the State Solid Waste
Management Act and the State Water Quality Planning Act.

On October 27, 1980, the Department zpproved, with
modifications, the Burlington County District Solid Waste
Management Flan as consistent with the State Solid Waste
Management Plan.

The SSMP reguires that all district plang set forth the
current sludge management conditicns in the district, and
include the strategy to he followed by the district in
meeting its long term sludge management needs. The distric
plans must d~tail the current and long term sludge producti
projections »r the district, inventory and appraise all
facilities : 1 operaticns within the district and analyze the
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collection and transporftaiticn svstems which serve the

district. The managemﬁﬂ streztnegy must include the maximun
practicable use of resource r¢ 'overy technigues. In addition
to this strategy, the district plan must designate sufficient
available suitabl gites for Lh& managemaent of the digtrict’
long term slucge ﬁroqec*lﬂhw. These SLtes may be in the

district or In another district if sufficient sites are not
available in the district, provided the necessary
interdistrict agreements are executed pursuant to the SWMA.
If the district cannot locate sufficient suitable sites, the
district must certify failure pursuant to the SWMA.

The Burlinrgton County Board of Chosen Freeholders (District)
cempleted its Sludge and Septage Management Plan, and 'n
dugsust 13, 1986, adopted it as an amendment to its approv ad
district solid waste management plan. Alsco included in “he
District's Sludge and Septasge banagement Plan-are various

proposed modifications which address sclid wastes other than
sludge. At the same time, other amendments were adop nted
which preonesed inclusion of the district's recy chng rlan, a
waste flow redirection to the Fort Dix Heat Recovery
Incinerator, and a financizl plan for disbursement of funds
from the Diistrict's resource recovery investment tax fund.

The amenditents were recelived by the Department on August 29,
1986, and copies were distributed to variocus state level
agencies for review and comment, as reguired by law. On
October 29, 1986, Burlincton Countv reguested by letter,

that the Department procsss the Sludge and Septage Management
Plan separately from the other plan amendments. This raguest

was made to allow for expedited certification of the other
amendments since the Sludge and Septage Management Plan
component of the District's submission reguired a more
complex substantive review. On December 5, 1986, the
Department certified approval of the District's recycling
plan, waste flow redirection to the Fort Dix Heat Recovery
Incinerator, and resource recovery investment tax fund
financial plan.

This certification addresses the District's Sludge angd
Septage Management Plan.

The Divicion of Solid Waste Management circulated the Sludge
and Sconotage Management Plan along with the other solid waste
plan amendments to seventeen review agencies and solicited
thelr review and recommendations. Pursuant to N.J.S.A.
13:18-24a(2) and {3), these agencies, bureaus and divisicns
within the Department, the Board of Public Utilities, the
Daepartments of Community Affairs, the Public Advaocate, |,
Health, Agriculture, Transportation, the 0ffice of Recycling,
the Pinelanc Commission, the New Jersey Advisory Council on
Solid Waste 2nagement, U.S. EPA, and the New Jersey
Turnpike Av- ~rity. Of these agencies, the following did not
chiect to - proposed plan amendment: NJIDEP Divisions of




Environmental Quality, Fish, Game and Wildlife, Parks and
Forestry and Coastal Rescurces; the Departments of
Agriculture, Health, Community Affairs, and Transportation;
the Board of Public Utilities; and the Office of Recycling.

The fellowing agencies failed to respond to cur requests for
comments: the Department of the Public Advecate, the Green
Acres Program, the Pinelands Commission, the New Jersey
Turnpike Authority, the New Jersey Advisorv Ccouncil on Solid
Waste Management and the U.S., Envircnmental Protection
Agency. '

The Division of Water Rescurc-s (DWR)}) submitted substantive
comments which cited numerous deficiencies in the Burlington
County Sludge and Septage Management Plan. The Department
issued a certification which detailed thege deficiencies on
January 26, 1987. On November 4, 1987, the SSP was adopted
and the Department has reevaluated the District's Sludge and
Septezge Management Plan for consistency with the adopted
S0MPL. The Department has again determined that deficiencies
=xist as discussed in section C of this certification.

These deficiencies include beth technical and legal Zzsues
thnat must be addressed before the Department gives full
approval of the District’'s proposed plan for the management
o’ sludge and septage. In response to the concerns raised by
the DWR, the Department has determined that the amendment is
approved in part, modified in part and rejected in part as
provided in W.J.5.2A. 13:1E-24.

Findings and Conclusions with Respect to the Burlington County
District Sclid Waste Management Plan Amendment

Pursuant to N.J.S.A. 13:1E-24a(l), I, Richard T. Dewling,
Commissioner of the Department of Environmental Protection
have studied and reviewed Amendment 86-4 to the Rurlington
County District Solid Waste Management Plan (plan amendment)
and have been guided by the objectives, criteria, and
standards developed in the State Solid Waste Management Plan
which includes the Statewide Sludge Management Plan. T find
and conclude that parts of this plan amendment are consistent
and others inconsistent with the State Solid Wastse Management
Plan and Department policieg as further addresscd in Section
C. of this certification.

Certification of Burlington Countv District Solid Waste Management
Plan Amendment .

kA

I, Richard 7. Dewling, Commissicner of the Department of
Environments . Protection, in accordance with N,J.S.A.

13:18-1 et J., which egtablishes specific requirements
regarding ¥  contents of the district solid waste management



plans, have reviewed the August 13, 1986 amendment to the
approved Burlington County District Solid Waste Management
Plan and certify to the Burlington County Board of Chosen
Freeholders that the Hugu“* 13, 1286 amendment is approved in
part medified in part and rejected in part as set forth
below.

Approved Portions of the Burlington County Plan Amendment

Preamble: This section of the District's Sludge and Septage
Management Plan is approved. The Department however, does
not approve, adept or in any way take a position on the legal
discussions contained in this section or in any other section
of the District plan amendment.

Inventory: The informatien-preserted in sectien 1.0
regarding sournes of sludge generated within the District

is approved for plan inclusion. However, the District is
directed to medify the sludge production estimates and
quality information as detailed in C.2.b below. The
District's propogal to achieve the Department's guality
criteria for land application and distribution of sludge and
sludge products through mixing and blending of the various
gqualities of sludge to bhe co-composted is rejected as
detailed in C.2.b below.

Existing Facilities: The discussion of existing facilities
contained in section 2.1 is approved for plan inclusion with
the exceptions digcussed in C.2.c below.

Terminated Facilities: The discussicon of terminated
facilities presented in section 2.2. is approved for plan
inclusion.

Planned Facilities: The discussion of planned facilities
in secticon 2.3 is approved for plan inclusion with the
exceptions discussed in C.2.e. below. The District has
proposed a co-composting project for the processing of
municipal solid waste and dewatered sludge to be located on
Block 174, Lot 3, in Florence Township. The inclusion within
the plan of this project is consistent with the prior
Departmaent certification of april 18, 1983 which approved the
Burlington County Solid Wiste Management Facilities Complex
and 1s therefore approved. This approval is conditioned and
the plan amendment is modified as follows:
1) The construction and cperation of this project must be
preceded by the acguisition of all necessary permits
and approvals pursuant to N.J.S5.2&. 13:1E-1 et seg.
N.J.5.A. 58:10A-1 et seg., N.J.S.A. 26:2C-1 et seq.,
and all other applicable statutes and regulatlons.
2} Issuance of operating permits is limited to those
applicar s found by the Department and the Attorney
General > be deserving of licensing under
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N.J.8.a. 13:1E-126.

3) Any sludge accepted at this site must mest the
Department's land application criteria and the
zystem must produce a stabillized product in
accorcdance with 40 CFR Part 257.
Maps: The maps in section 2.4 are approved for inclusion in
the plan except as directed to be modified in C.2.f. helow.
Transportaticon and Collection: The District has set forth
zxXisting and projected collection svstems, routes and costs
for sludge and septage in section 3.0 of the pian. The

Digtrict has not, howsver, included a routing s«udv
indicating specific routes to be utilized by private and
public haulers from all treatment plants wihich are to use

the co-composting facility and land application sites as
discussed in C.2.g below.--~Accordingly, the transporta.ion
and collecticon of sludge and septage, with the exception of
projected routes and costs of transporting sludge to the
co~composting facility and land application sites, is
approved for plan inclusion. Approved also is the District's
policy on transfer stations,

Solic Waste Disposal Strategy: 1In szection 4.0 of the plan
amendment the District has proposed a solid waste dispesal
strategy that calls for reliance upon a County-owned

complex of solid waste facilities (co-composting facility,
sanitary landfill, intermediate processing facility and bulky
waste processing facility) to meet the District's lono-term
solid waste management needs. The strategv adopted by the
District is consistent with a prior Department certification
issued April 18, 1983, which approved the Burlingtcon County
Solid Wacte Management Facilities Complex with the exception
of the sludge management strategy. The solid waste
non-sludge disposal strategy is therefore approved for
inclusion within the plan. The sludge management strategy is
partly approved, and partly rejected as discussed in C.2.h
below,

Waste Flow Program - This section of the plan amendment is
approved for inclusion except as discusced in.C.2.1 below.

Financing of Solid Waste Management Alternatives: The
financing strategies discussed in section 6.0 of the plan
amendment are approved for inclusion in the plan except as
directed to be modified in C.2.3. below.

Procedures, Standards and Implementation: Section 7.0 of
the plan amendment is adopted sxcept as discussed in-C.2.k.
below. Approved for inclusicn are the designation

cf supervising implementation agency and constituents of
the District's Solid Waste 2Advisory Council to adeguately
address sludge interest groups.
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Rejected Portions of the Burlington County Plan Amendment

Preamble: "g stated in C.l.a abecve, no porticns of this
section are rejected.

Inventorv: The cuality data contained in the Plan amendment
is rejected from plan inclusion because it is irconsistent
with the SSMP. The District is directed to modify the plan

amendment as follows:

Each of the treztment plants whose sludge 1s to be managed
through land application or co-composting (+he District'sz two
selected management alternativeg) must obtain a determir. tion
that their sludge is suitable for these management
alternatives. The plan wsendment must provide—encugh quality
data for the Department to determine whaother the sludge
guality is consistent with the Departmznt's establishad
quality criteria for land application and distribution in all
25 parameters for which there are criteria.

The guality data contained in the plan amendment must be
updated before a determinaztion can be made on sludge qualit
issues. The plan amendment includes quality data for caly 29
of the 47 treatment plants located in the District and 15 of
those 29 contain information on only the solid phase (which
excludes liguid phase data). Moreover, all data submitted
was from 1981 and 1882. This data may not be representative
of current sludge produced due to changes in treatment
processes and waste stream composition. The District is
directed to use more current data. Additionally, the
District submitted data on conly 18 of the requisite 25
parameters. All 25 parameters must be included in +he plan
amendment for it to receive Departmental approval.

The District has acknowledgad in the Plan that pretreatment
may be reguired by scome treatment plants to achieve the land
application and distribution quality criteria but has not
identified those treatment plants or what parameters ares of
concern. The SSMP requires that these treatment plants he
identified and an analysis of the necessary pretreatment be
included. For guldance on what information should be
included in the plan regarding pretreatment issues, the
District is referred to Appendix K of the SSMP.

To qualify all sludges produced in the District for land
applicaticn or composting management alternatives, the plan
amendment includes a tabls of weighted averages (Table 1-4}
which indicates that the District intends to use sl udge which
does not mee” the SSMP's quality criteria for the selected

management z ternatives. Any attempt to mix C quality sludge
with A and/ B quality siudge to meet A & B gualityv criteri
is inconsi: 1t with established Department procedures and



ed in the SSMP and is thevefore rejectind

rdditionally, the District is directed to modify the sludge
e - o
projections in the plan amendment. The long term sludge

projections in the SEMP are almost double those reported by
the District. The SSMP estimates were not challenged by the
District when 1t reviewed the Draft Statewide Sludge
Management Plan so the Department considered the Distric: to
be in agreement with the Department on these figures. As

required by the S$8MP, the District should either follow the
S5MP in deriving these projections or more fully explain the
derivation of their own per capita sludge production figure,
which differs significantly from that given in the SSMP. an
approach based on the algorithms presented in the SSMP (Table
—6) is preferred by the Department because this approach
tattes the various treatment-processes into conrsideration and
the amount of flow treated by each type of process. The per
capita appruach relies con averaging the various treatment

d

The plan amendment éoes not inglude an inventory of slud
handling eguipment as required by the SSMP. 0f particul
importance to the Department would be an inventory of al
daewatering equipment presently located at treatment plan
within the District and the percent solids the egquipment is
capable of achieving. This informaticon is necessary to
insure that the co-composting system will have sufficient
capacity to handle the projected sludge volumes.

Existing Facilities: The District's discussion of existing
ludge management facilities and operations within the

ict is rejected hecause it is inconsistent with the

of NJIDEP Approved Facilities and Operations which is
1ned in Part 6 of the S8MP. 21l sludge management
rnatives listed on this Table must be included by the
trict unless the District can demonstrate to the
DepaLLment s satisfaction that the sgite is not operated and
maintained in compliance with all applicable health and
environmental standards. Accordingly, the plan amendment
must be modified to include the following permitted sludge
management alternatives:
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NIPDES Permit i Site Name
NJC054305 Rancocas State Park land application site
KJ0024660 Burlington City reed bheds
NJ0027481 Beverly City reed beds
NJ0021610 Borough of Riverton reed bhads T
KIQ027375 Johnstone Training Center reed beds

&lso, the £8P requires that this section of the plan
amendment bs modified to contain a complete discussion of all
storage ins  llations located within the District including



those leccated at NIk 8 permitted land applicaticn sites
NJOO5780L and NJCO52: 1. The discussion of permit §
NJ0057801 must excluc 2 the terminated portions of the site

Additionallv, the plin amendment is herabv modified to
reflect that land application sites are “"operations" and not
facilities.

Terminated Facilities: &as stated in C.1.d, no porticn of
thie section has heen rejected from plan inclusion or needs
modification,

Pianned Fecilities: This section of the plan amendment must
be modified to include s determination concerning continued
ugse of existing reed beds located at the treatment plants as
listed in C.2.c above.

The SSMP requires the plan amendment to address dewaberlng
and homegenization of sludge prior to introduction into the
co~-composting system. Homogenous mixing is necessary to
achieve uniform aeration, required temperatures, odor control
and a marketable product. The percent solids of sludge
entering the site is fundamental to designing the composting
gvsten because design parameters will have to consider the
sclics content of the mixture to be composted. &Additional
dewatering equipment mzay be necessary at various treatment
plants to reach the required solids content.

The District's implementation schedule ig not consistent with

e SSMP. The District must modify its schedule to include all
“oae items discusged in Part 6, Section III.E.4 of the S5MP.
r gui&ance, the District is referred to Form I-2 of

ion 2.4: Map #1 of this section is hereby modified as
owWSs
211 existing reed beds and storage installationes
as well as the Rancocas State Park land applicat'on
site are included; and,
2} The title of the Map is changed to reflect that
terminated sites are included. -

""l“-'rl‘

Also in this section, on Table 2-1, the acreage of Pemberton
Township MUA's Jones Farm must be included.

Transportation and Cecllection: The plan amendment states
that a traffic routing and cost analysis study was to be
prepared by Horner & Canter Associates for the District and
submitted by July 1986. Since the Department has not
received this study, it can not make a decision on the
District's t-ansportation and collection analysis. The
Digvrict is irected to modify the plan amendment to include
the transpc  tion analysis required by the SSMP. For
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cposal Btrateqy: The sludge management portion
tion of the plan amendment is partly rejected and
t s directed to modify the plan amendment to
h the 35S8MP as follows:

of this sec
the Digtric
to conform v
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The contingency 7 ing and emergency measures discussed in
o

plann
the plan amendment are
8

inconsistent with the S3MP. The
adopted SSMP reguires that contingency measures be developed
for anticipated downtime at the management sites. Fmergency
measures are to be addressed on a case by case basis under
the guidelines set forth in Part 4-VIII of the SS¥MP. This
represents a change from the Draft SSMP., The plan amendmont

addresses ceontingency and emergency situaticons in a mann
which is not consistent with -the new reguirememts contairad
in the adopted S3KP and thus should be medified to conform to
these reguirements.

The District's reliance on landL**l;ng ag a contingenc-
T

r@sure in anticipated situations is inconsistent with the
S5MO. The SSMP states that landfilling may only take place in
emergency situations as determined by the Department ca a

case by case basis.

The plan amendment must contain a more complete analysis of
where sludge fron each management site will be taken when
that management site is down for routine maintenance. I
sterage 15 to be used as the contingency for those

tions, the location and capacity of each storage
ingtallation must be given. If another management site is to
be used, that site must be stated. For guidance on how o
present this contingency informaticon and how to determine
aczequacy of contingency capacity, the District is referred to
the Forms in Appendix ¥ of the 33MP,

Mount Helly Sewage Authority holds a NJPDES permit for
ution of its sludge derived product, the adeguacy of
ency management is dependent on the implementation of
satment program to gualify Mount Holly's sludge

ived product for agricultural distribution. Accordingly,
the District is directed to modify the plan amendment o
inc.ude information on Mount Holly Sewage Authority's
pretreatment program plans. For guidance on how to present
this pretreatment inforrmation, the District is referred +o
the Forms in Appendix E of +the SSMP.

I";tQ o=

The plan amendment's recuirement that generators of slud
which does not meet the Deparitment's land applicaticn an
distribution criteria enter into consent agreements witl
Depa ‘tmpn; ¢- 28 not conform to the SSMP The SSMP regulres
specific in’ mation on the quality parameters being violated
by each tre 2nt plant, the likely sources of those

W
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contaminants and the date when the treztment plant wi
with the quality criteria for the selected manuzcement
alternative. For guildance on development of this por
the plan, the District is referred to Forms IS-1la, I
and S-5 of Appendix K of the 88¥P. Additionally, the
Department has numerous enforcoment alternatives o address
guality vieclations, and entering into an administrative
congsent order is only one alternative. The Ilepertment
rejects the plan amendment's attrempt o limit ivs
discreticnary power in this regard.

e,

As to the plan amerdment’'s regquirements regarding management
of cut of county sludge within Burlington County, the plan
amendment is modified to reflect the ultimate authority of
the Commissicner to determine a suitable location for sclid
waste management sites outgide c¢f a county which has
certified failure to locate~the s0lid waste mamagemen site
in another district, pursuant to N.J.S5.A. 13:18-21,

Wreste Flow Program: The waste flow program which encompasses
the pericd betwsen plan amendment approval and implemzntation
¢t the gelected management alternatives is inconsistent with
the E&5MP, Tart 6, section VI and is therefore rejected. The
District is directed to conform this section to the SSMF as
follows:

The contingency planning and emergency measures discusszed in
the plan amendment are inconsistent with the S3MP. The
adopted SSMP requires that contingency measures be developed
for anticipated downtime at the management sites. Enrergency
measures are to be addressed on a case by case basis under
the guidelines set forth in Part 4~-VIII of the SSMP. Thisg
represents a change from the Draft SSMP. The plan amendment
addresses contingency and emergency situations in a manner
which is not consistent with the new regquirements contained
in the adopted SSMP and thus should be modified to conform to
these reguiremants.

The District's reliance on lardfilling as a contingency
measure in anticipated situatiocns is inconsistent with the
S8MP., The SS8MP states that landfilling may only take place in
emergency situations as determined by the Department on a

case by case bhasis.

Table 5-1 in this section must be modified to eliminate
references teo landfilling as a contingency alternative.

Zlso, the terms "existing facility" and "alternative exist.”
should be defined or replaced. The table must specify primary
and contingency management alternatives te be used by each of
the treatment plants rather than primary, secondary and
tertiary alternatives. The reed beds located at various
treatment plants in the Digtrict as discussed in C.2.b.

above, must :lso be taken into consideration here. The

10



District’s intenticn: ecgarding future use of the reed beds
muast be 1Pdlca+ﬁd

The discussion of rat  of return for the existing land
applicatinn operation located in the District contained in
this secticn of the p’an amendment on page 137 is modified
include the ;Jalificat;on that the Board of Public Utilities
deoces not regulate land application sites.

O

rE'

Financing of Sclid Waste Management Alternatives: The plan
amendment 1S inconsistent with the S6MP in its <inancial
discussion. The plan amendment must be modified to include

an analysis of cperation and maintenance expenditures,such as
routine maintenance of the co-corpeosting system and proc=ss
moni’ ring costs, in addition to the capital costs discussed
in th« plan amendment. Also, the SSMP requires a the
financial component of al1"di .trict sludge rar@gement plans
to include a certlrlcation from a Certified Public Accountant
{see Part 6, section III.E.4 of the SSMP).

Procedures, Standards and Implementation: The siting criteria
discussed in the plan amondment at sectieon 7.%9.9 is
inconsistent with the Department's technical criteria for
land application sites presented in the 5SMP at Part 3,
Section II.B.8, Part 4~II, Section VI, and Zppendices A-1 and
A—4 and in the New Jersey Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System Permit regulations (N.J.A.C. 7:14-10.8). Thkis

section of the plan must be revieed toc be consistent with the
SSMP.

The Department's procedures for sludge management plan
emendment have not yet been finalized. They will be included
in the Sludge Management Regulations currently being developed
by the Department. Therefore, the Department ressrves
approval or rejection of the plan amendment's procedures for
amending the plan until the Regulations are adopted.

Other Provisions Affecting the Plan Amendment

Contracts

Any contract renewal or new contract for solid waste
collection or disposal which is inconsistent with the plan
amendment and which was exezuted prior to the approval of
this amendment and subsegusnt to the effective date of zhe
SWMA (July 29, 1977) and wi ich is for a term in excess of one
vear, srall _mmediately be -ensgotiated in order to bring it
into conformance with the < :rms and provisions herein set
forth. Any solid waste cc! ection operation or disposal
facility registered by the ‘epartment and operating pursuant
to a contrac’ as herein de: 'ribed, shall be deemed to be in
violation o’ this amendmen and of the Burlington County
District 8¢ 1 Waste Manag ent Plan if renegotiztion is not
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completed within nin (9G) days of the effective date of

plan amendment appro ; provided, however, that any such

registrant may, unon slication to the Repartment, and feor
cod cause %%own, oh 1 an extension of time to complete

such renegotiation.

rm

Compliance With The

Poand Approved Portions of the Plan Amendment

211 solid waste facil ty operators and collector/haulers
registered with the D=pariment and operating within
Burlingten County znd affected by this amendment shall
operate In compliance with the SSMP and the approved portions
c® this amendment and all other approved provisions of the
Burlington County District Solid Waste Managemenit Plan. Anv
facility operster or coliector/hauler who fails to comply
with the SSMP or with the provisions contained her: ‘n shall
be decned to be in violatien of N.J.S.A. 13:1E=1 e. sedq.,

N, 7.a.20, 7:26-1 et seqg., and of their registration o
cperat: a solid waste facility or a collection system issued
by the Department and shall LD subject to the provisions and
penalties o7 W.J.5.A. 13:1E-2, 12 and #11 oth=r appl?chawu
statutes, Mursuant to N,J.S. . 13:1E-20a(l}, the amendme:
is subiject to further review, including modlflcatlon or
rejection, at any time.

h»

Types of Solid Wastes Covered by the I strict Seolid Waste
Management Plan

The provisions of the Burlincton County District Solid Waste
Management Plan and Sludge Menagement Plan component shall
apply to all solid wastes defined in W.J.S.A. 13:1E-3 and
M.J.A.C. 7:26-2.13 and shall apr.y to sewage sludge and
septage. The nrovisions apply exclusively to sewage sludge
and septic tank clean out wastes. BAlso, all non-harardous
materials separated at the point of generation for sale or
reuse &are excluded from the waste flows designated in the
Interdistrict and Intradistrict Solid Waste Flow Rules
(M.J.A.C. 7:26-0).

Certification to Procesd with the Implementation of Plan Amendment

This document constitutes the Commissioner's certification to
the Burlington County Board cf Chosen Frecholders pursuant o
N.J.8.A, 13:1E-24¢ and £, the District shall implement the
approvad portions of the amendment.

Definitions

For the purposes of this certification and unless theé centext
clearly reguires a lmfe?cnt meaning, the definitions of

terms shall Y2 the me as those found at N.J.S5.A. 12:18-3
eand and N.,J. .C. 7 6*1.4 and N.J.A.C. 7:26-2.,13 and the

S8MP.

12
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Resrrvation of Authority

Nothing contained herein shall be construed as a limitation
on any other act taltan by the Department 1 rsuant to 1ts
authority under the law. The Burlington Cour v District
folid Waste Management Plan, includiny any amondment made
~hieret, shall conform with the Statewide So id Waste

Management Plan including the SSMP,

Certification of Approval in Part and Rejection in Part of the
Amendment by the Commissiorer of the Department of Environmental
Protection

In accordance with the reguirements of N.J.8.2, 13:1E~1 et

seg., I hereby approve in part, modify in part and reiject in
rart the plan amendment zs outlined in Section C of this
certification to the Burlington Ceounty RBoard of Chosen
Freeholders. I further direct the Burlington County Board of
Chosen Freeholders to remedy the deficiencies enumeratad in
Section C of this certification. Pursuant to N.J7.8.aA. 13:18-244,
I am exe:r “ising my discreticon in determining that no public
hearing ' 5 necessary because the reguired modifications and

the rejected portions of the plan amendment 2re minor, si
for the most part, the District is being reguired to submit
additiconal information. Upon review of this additicnal
information, my determination may change if the additional
information indicates that meior modifications must be made
to the District's plan before I will approve it.
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAIL PROTECTION
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June 15, 1988

Honorable Francis L. Bodine, Director
Burlington County Board of Chogen Freeholders
County Office Building

49 Rancocas Road

Mount Holly, New Jersey 03060

Dear Director Bodine:

Enclosed is the modified certification of the Burlington County's
Sludge and Septage Management Plan (Amendment 86-4) which was
adopted by the Board on August 13, 1986, The certification
ap;roves in part and rejects in part the plan amendment. 7The
Department has approved the concept of the district sludge -nd
septage management plan, but has rejected specific compone. .is
which have heen determined to be inconsistent with the Statewide
Sludge Management Plan. The inconsistencies are discussed in.
Section C of this certification and must be resolved prior %o
full approval of the plan amendment.

I would like to commend you and the other freeholders, and your
solid waste management staff for continuing to improve the
quality of solid waste management in Burlincton County.

Sincerely, :
- / fi — )
Richard T. Dewling ¢/
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