Board Meeting

Agenda Item 3

July 15-16, 2003

Attachment 3


Summary of Corrective Action Plans  

Submitted by Landowners

Sonoma Waste Tire Sites

Since 1993, there has been ongoing discussion between the landowners of the Flochinni, Silacci, and North American sites, the LEA and Board.  Staff from the RCD, San Francisco Bay Region of the Water Quality Control Board (RB), and the Department of Fish and Game have at times participated in these discussions.  These agencies have expressed concern that removal of the tires would exacerbate the existing erosion control problem that now exists in this area.

In the summer of 1993, an agent of the Silacci and North American sites, proposed a long-term plan to remove the tires from both those sites contingent on the availability of financial support, independent of the landowners.  

Mr. Flochinni independently submitted a Corrective Action Plan (CAP) in which the tires would be removed and the site restored to its original configuration.  The plan was approved by the Board but never implemented.  

In 1996, the LEA, on behalf of Mr. Silacci, applied for a grant from the Board in the amount of $50,000 to remediate a portion of the tire on his site.  The grant was approved by the project was never undertaken because the county was unsuccessful in securing the necessary matching funds.  

The LEA, RCD, and RB have favored a CAP, which included moving only some of the tires, covering the rest with soil, and then revegetating the surface, and 4implementing engineered surface runoff controls.  In place remediation is also the approach favored by several of the landowners.  On December 4, 1998, the LEA, on behalf of Mr. Silacci, forwarded a CAP detailing such measures for Board staff review.  The Board staff found the proposal deficient because burial of the tires served no engineering purpose and rejected the plan.  

On August 31, 2000, a revised plan was submitted to the Board staff by the RCD for four of the sites.  This plan identified four different erosion control designs that basically required covering the tires with a geotextile fabric, burying the whole tires in place, revegetating the surface, and implementing engineered surface runoff controls.  

Board staff and a consultant for civil engineering applications of waste tires, Dana Humphrey, reviewed the plans.  Based on this review, two of the four proposed designs were feasible if significant modifications were made to the designs.  One of the two remaining proposed designs was determined to have serious design flaws and should not be used.  The last of the proposed designs could not be adequately evaluated based on the information provided.  The results of the review done by Dana Humphrey are summarized in a report dated November 28, 2000 (Attachment 4).   In addition, the following are some general observations in regard to the proposed plans.

1. Due to the size and location of the existing waste tile piles at these sites, all of the waste tires cannot function as an erosion control measure.  

2. For the piles that are located in the drainage course of several of the properties, only the bottom layer of tire piles is likely providing any erosion control.  One of the large tire piles is not located in a drainage course and is likely providing minimal erosion control benefit.

3. In all of the proposed erosion control designs, the tire piles are to be buried, which would minimize the fire hazard and West Nile Virus threat.

4. However, the buried tires are not an integral part of the proposed erosion control design. They are simply being buried and functioning as “fill material”.  Landfilling tires without a solid waste facilities permit is considered a violation of solid waste law.  

Since that time, Board staff has met with the property owners and the RCD on several occasions in an effort to reach consensus on this issue.

