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Mr. John Morgan

E1 Dorado County

Department of Environmental Management
7563 Green Valley Road

Placerville, CA 95667

Dear Mr. Morgan:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the above
referenced document.

COMMENT:

(:) Although this project will not have any significant traffic impacts on
State Route 49, the cumulative traffic analysis recommends some future
road improvements which may not be feasible. The County should
determine the feasibility of these improvements and adjust their
circulation element accordingly. More detailed studies will be
required to determine the benefits of any intersection control changes
on Highway 49.

If you have any questions regarding this comment, please contact
Sharon Scherzinger at 916-324-6642.

Sincerely,

}g,ma 12) ‘.f;”

'ROBERT M. O7LOUGHLIN
Chief, Planning Branch C
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Response to Comment 2

The EIR (DEIR Pages 3.E-1 through 3.E-11) found that there will not be any significant
traffic impacts on State Route 49 for current and cumulative (year 2010) traffic conditions
attributable to the landfill expansion. The EIR proposed road improvements to improve
traffic operation to Los C or better at the study intersections identified and to prevent
pavement degradation along SR-49 between China Hill Road and Missouri Flat Road under
the existing plus project, cumulative without project, and cumulative plus project scenarios.
The present and projected scenarios are not affected by the proposed project.

El Dorado County is currently preparing a comprehensive general plan update which
includes updating the circulation element. Adoption of the 2010 General Plan is tentatively
scheduled for March 1993. The work program for preparation of the circulation element
will address the feasibility, cost and funding of transportation improvements necessary to
meet the County's acceptable level of service criteria. The recommended road
improvements identified in the EIR will be examined as part of the circulation element
update. No further studies are required as part of this EIR.
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To ¢ Russ Colliau Data: September 19, 1991
State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121
Sacramento, CA 95814

Jon Morgan/Jeff Rusert

Department of Environmental Management
= 7563 Green Valley Road
. Placerville, CA 95647

Pérmitting and Compliance Division
California Integrated Waste Management Board

Subject: SCH #90021154 - Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the Expansion/Closure of the Union Mine Disposal
Site, Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) #09-AA-0003, El
Dorado County.

California Integrated Waste Management Board (CiWMB) staff have
reviewed the ND for the project cited above.

Project Description

The Union Mine Disposal Site is located on an Existing 217 acre
canyon site, plus an additional 20 acres of private property in the
western portion of El Dorado County approximately 3 miles south of
the town of E1l Dorado. Access to the site is along Union Mine
Road, a paved 'two-lane road maintained by the county.

The Union Mine Disposal Site is a 33 acre Class IIT municipal solid
waste disposal; it is owned by the County of El Dorado and operated
by El Dorado Landfill, Inc. (EDL). The site and the area around
the site were mined extensively for gold from 1850 to 1940, and the
site is underlain by underground workings, in intensely fractured
weathered rock zone of the Mariposa Formation from the Church and

»-m8nien-Mines. Records maintained by El Dorado County indicate that

——

the property was used as an illegal refuse dump as early as the
1940s. The County of El Dorado obtained the 217 acre property in
June 1962 and operated the facility as an open burn dump until
1969, at which time it was converted to a solid waste Sanitary
landfill.
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The County is currently acquiring additional buffer lands adjacent
to the Union Mine Disposal Site which will increase the total
acreage from 217 to 350 acres overall. The proposed expansion
would increase the total service acreage from 33 to 47 extending
the landfill approximately 14 acres south of the existing f£ill
area: In 1590, the landfill received an estimated 312,000 cubic
yards (approximately 64,000 tons) of nonhazardous solid waste
serving the western portion of E] Dorado County. The service life
of the existing landfill plus the expansion area ‘is expected to
provide disposal capacity for approximately 22.6 years, currently
remaining site capacity is approximately 1,100,000 cubic yards or
approximately 5 years. .

1

The purpose of the landfill expansion is to provide the county with
increased refuse capacity, eliminate a 2 to 3 year refuse capacity
shortfall while the county tries to permit a new site, and
eliminate the significantly more costly option of developing a new
.landfill. There is not expected to be an increase in the daily
volume of waste accepted at the landfill (with the exception of
increases due to normal population growth, Table 3-3 of the DEIR).
No significant increases in the number of vehicle trips to the
landfill are expected. No new or additional equipment is expected
to be needed at this time, and no additional personnel are expected
to be nesded to operate the facility. Operations and procedures
are expected to remain the same as present. Some modifications
regarding the types of wastes to be accepted have been made.

‘The project as proposed by the County of El Dorado would include
the following: -

1. Expansion of the landfill of 14 acres into a
drainage immediately south of the existing
£ill area;

2. Construction of a leachate treatment facility,
a 'leachate pump station, a contact water basin
(which will be converted into a surface water
detention basin at a later date), and leachate
and leachate/septage transport pipelines; and

3. Incremental closure of landfill areas upon
reaching capacity.

CIWMB staff ask that the following comments be addressed:

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) compliance is
required for establishment or expansion of a Solid Waste
.Facility (SWF) and issuance or revision of a SWFP. Board
staff are concerned with the adequacy of the DEIR which was

e o A b
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prepared for this project. The document does not describe nor
discuss aspects associated with the leachate treatment
facility as required by CEQA, Article 10, Section 15151 of
CEQA states:

An EIR should be prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis
to provide decision-makers with information which enables them
to make a decision which intelligently takes account of
environmental conseguences. .
In order that the CIWMB staff may review a proper DEIR, the
potential significant adverse environmental impacts associated with
the project's implementation must be identified clearly in the
‘Environmental Assessment/Initial Study. Article 92, Section 15126
of the CEQA Guidelines states: )

Direct and indirect significant effects of the project on
the environment shall be c¢learly identified and
described, giving due consideration to both the short-
term and long-term effects.

Nowhere in the DEIR is there an adequate description of the
leachate treatment facility, facility operation, nor the associated
impacts. CIWMB staff requests that the exclusion of the analysis
of the environmental impacts resultant from this project
constitutes analysis of this project in a separate environmental
document addressing the leachate treatment facility as a separate
‘project. .

' CIWMB staff requests the preceding information pursuant to Public
Resources Code (PRC), Chapter 5, Sectien 21160, which states:

Whenever any person ‘applies to any public agency for a
lease, permlt license, certificate, or other entitlement
for use, “the public agency may require that person to
submit data’ and information which may be necessary to
enable the public agency to determine whether the
proposed project may have a significant effect on 'the
environment or to prepare an environmental impact report.

Following is a list of some of the concerns of CIWMB staff that
were either not included or not fully described in the DEIR which
need to be responded to in the Final Environmental Impact Report:

Landfill Expansion

* Page 3.B-1 of the DEIR states +that "the
hydroleogy of the Union Mine area is relatively
complicated since the region is a- fractured
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rock system in which the host rock includes
jointed and fractured nmeta-sediments, meta-
volcanics, and granitic rocks.® Page 3.C-14
states that "urifilled fractures or fractures
containing easily erodible materials could
provide a pathway for migration of
contaminated groundwater.® Page 2.24 states
that "differential settlement nmust be
minimized between the plug and the surrounding
rock. The plug must be approximately as stiff
as the rock so that each material undergoes
similar compression when the load is applied
as the landfill is £filled. If +the plug
compresses mnmore or less than the rock,
localized forces may be exerted on the clay
liner, which could cause the clay to crack.
Cracks in the clay liner could provide a route
for leachate to migrate into the underdrain
outside of the landfill liner, bypassing the
leachate collection system,®

If the rock surroundlng the Pcrtland cement
used to plug mine tunnels and shafts is
fractured and is easily erodible, could the
rock material give way causing a crack in the
liner and allow a pathway for the leachate
being contained by the liner to enter the
groundwater? .

Please identify the proposed surface drainage
courses for the proposed landfill expansion
area and how the water meandering the unnamed
tributary to Martinez Creek will be rerouted.

What new wells, if any, will be installed to
monitor leachate downgradient of the proposed
expansion area?

Would sludge proposed for disposal in the
expansion area with less than 50% solids be

required to be dewatered for disposal, and if

not, why?

Will leachate piping be §ized " For twige the
anticipated average annual flow rate or the
rainy seasonal average flow rate?

When the synthetic liner is placed on the £fill

slope of the 17 acre unlined £ill area
adjacent to the proposed 16 acre expansion

10
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—= -=Thank"- you for—the opportunity to review this document.

Mr. Morgan/Mr. Rusert

Sept.
Page

Page

19, 1991
5

£ill area, and differential settling occurs
within the landfill, how will the liner react
to overburden pressure when both areas are
filled concurrently?

% Tahle 3.B-2 and #.B-3 indicate current
contaminant concentrations exceeding State of
California drinking water quality criteria.
Page 3.B-29 states that "a contingency ‘plan
will be developed that will be implemented if
groundwater monitoring indicates that
significant contaminant migration is
occurring-. " Page 3.C-14 states  that
Ysecondary permeability is expected to be
relatively high, which could result in an
adverse impact on groundwater sources in the
event of leachate migration." Page 3.B-26
states +that Yit must be noted that the
collection of all of the leachate from the
existing landfill may not be possible given
the systems under consideration (CH,M Hill
1991a)." Paking . these comments into
consideration, CIWMB staff feel that a
contingency plan should be developed as part
of this project.

4-5 of the DEIR states that a significant adverse
environmental effect which cannot be mitigated or avoided under the
expansion development scenario is landform alteration.
Guidelines, Article 7, Section 15091la, states:

No public agency shall approve or carry out a project for
which an EIR has been completed which identifies one or
more significant environmental effects of the project
unless the public agency makes one or more written
findings for each of those significant effects,
accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for
each finding.

CEQA

Will the approval of this project require one or more written
findings of overriding considerations?

~Tf-you-have

any questions regardlng these comments, please contact me at the
CIWMB, Facility Review Branch, Permitting and Compliance Division,
at (916) 322-1391.

il



Response t¢ Comment 3

A subsequent CEQA-driven environmental analysis will be prepared for the proposed
treatment facility upon completion of plant design.

The treatment facility will be designed for actual influent flow and composition, and cannot
be designed with estimated or modeled flows. The actual influent flow reaching the
collection trench (which will soon be installed) will be monitored for flow rate,
concentration, etc. for at least 6 months. These data will be used to design the treatment
process and to size the facility.

The subsequent environmental analysis prepared for the treatment facility will be made
available to all responsible and interested parties.

Response to Comment 4

The proposed construction program for the mine plug installation is to pressure grout the
fractures in the rock mass surrounding the mine plug, which should reduce the hydraulic
conductivity of the rock. The toe drain proposed for this area is designed to collect any
leachate leakage.

Response to Comment 5

Expansion-Area_Surface Drainage System. The surface drainage from the proposed
expansion area will be collected by the expansion area west perimeter ditch and the two
expansion area south perimeter ditches (refer to Figure 2-14 of the EIR). All ditches were
designed for the 100-year, 24-hour storm, and the associated design calculations are
contained in the appendix. The expansion-area west perimeter ditch was designed to
capture the surface runoff for an estimated 5 acres within the expansion area. The
expansion area south perimeter ditches D and E were designed to capture the surface runoff
from 12 acres within the expansion area and 8 acres of upslope area located south of the
expansion area.

The expansion-area upslope surface runoff is not required to pass through the detention

basin, and could be captured and conveyed in a separate ditch to decrease the required
detention basin size. However, construction of two parallel ditches on the south side of the
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expansion area (one to collect noncontact surface-water from the closed landfill and one to
collect surface runoff from the upslope expansion area), plus an access road, would be
difficult and costly, since the existing slopes are very steep (40 percent or more).

named Tri Flows into Martinez . The surface-water sources
for the unnamed tributary have been identified as runoff from the west and south sides of
the existing landfill, the expansion area, and the upslope area located west of the existing
landfill area. All surface-water collection facilities utilized to reroute water supplying the
unnamed tributary were designed for the 100-year, 24-hour storm event.

Surface water from the west and south sides of the existing landfill will be collected in the
west and south ditches, which are scheduled for construction during final closure of the
landfill. This water will be classified as noncontact water at final landfill closure and will
be passed through a detention basin before being discharged into Martinez Creek.

As discussed above, surface water from the expansion area will be collected in the
expansion-area west perimeter ditch and expansion-area south perimeter ditches D and E.
The expansion-area west perimeter ditch is designed to capture the surface runoff for an
esttmated 5 acres within the expansion area. The expansion-area south perimeter ditches D
and E are designed to capture the surface runoff from 12 acres within the expansion area
and 8 acres of upslope area located south of the expansion area. This water will be
classified as noncontact water and will be discharged into a detention basin prior to being
released into Martinez Creek.

The major surface-water source contributing to the unnamed tributary is runoff from the
upslope area located west of the existing landfill. A shotcrete-lined interceptor ditch (A, B,
C, and D as shown on Figure 2-14 of the DEIR) was designed to collect the surface runoff
from this upslope area. Because this surface runoff does not come into contact with the
landfill area it is classified as noncontact water. The peak flow for the interceptor ditch was
caiculated based on an approximate upslope watershed area of 220 acres. The upslope
watershed area contributing to the unnamed tributary will be better defined when more
accurate survey data of the area west of Union Mine Road are available during final design.
The design calculations for this ditch are contained in Appendix H.

Interceptor ditches A, B, and C will flow south, and interceptor ditch D will flow north.
All surface water coliected from the west side of Union Mine Road will be collected at the

13



confluence of interceptor ditches C and D. As illustrated in Figure 2-14, this central point
of collection is located at the southwest corner of the expansion area.

The area on the southwest corner of the expansion area will be filled to the same elevation
as the final landfilled expansion-area elevation. Interceptor ditch D was designed to collect
the surface runoff to the west of this fill area. Also, the existing culverts in Union Mine
Road that discharge runoff to the unnamed tributary will either be plugged or removed.

The collected surface water from the upslope area will be discharged under Union Mine
Road in two 36-inch culverts and either siphoned or pumped under the fill area.

Response to Comment 6

A groundwater monitoring program consistent with the revised Title 23 Chapter 15
Article 5 requirements will be submitted to the Regional Water Quality Control Board in a
Revised Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) by June 1992, It is expected that several new
wells will be installed to monitor ground-water quality downgradient of the proposed
expansion area (see Figures 2-2 and C of the FEIR).

Response to Comment 7

The Union Mine Disposal site will only accept sludge which contains less than 50% water,
If any sludge is brought to the landfill with greater than 50% water content it will be
refused.

Response to Comment 8

Two collection systems are proposed for the Union Mine Disposal Site: (1) a toe d_1fain to
collect groundwater from the existing landfill, and (2) a leachate collection and recovery
drainline to collect leachate from the expansion area.

The toe drain is designed to collect groundwater underflow resulting in seeps along the
southern portion of the existing landfill and the Minerva Tunnel. Figure 3B-4 of the EIR
shows the location of the proposed toe drain. This toe drain is sized for groundwater flows
generated from the 100-year storm event. This flow was calculated to be 150 gallons per

14



minute (gpm) in the Design Report for Closure and Expansion (CH2M HILL, February
1991). The following sources were identified to contribute to this quantity:

Source Annual Flow Range, spm
Minerva Tunnel 51020
Existing Waste Management Area 15017
Expansion Area 3t 10
Leachate Toe Drain Groundwater Collector 50 to 100
Total 78 to 147

Due to its proposed location for construction, the toe drain wés sized to accommodate the
maximum range of flows from each identified source. This assumption is conservative
since each identified source will not contribute 100 percent of its projected flows
sirnultaneously to the toe drain. The toe drain size was determined to be a 6-inch-diameter
pipe, which has a camrying capacity of 150 gpm. This toe drain is proposed for
construction in early 1992.

The other collection system is the leachate collection and recovery drainline proposed for
the expansion area. This system will be placed above the bottom liner of the proposed
landfill expansion area to collect any generated leachate. The pipe will be perforated, and
the preliminary size has been determined to be 6 inches, which has an approximate carrying
capacity of up to 150 gpm. Based on the leachate flow estimate of 17 gpm for the
expansion area presented in the Design Report for Closure and Expansion (CH2M HILL,
February 1991), a 6-inch-diameter perforated pipeline will have adequate capacity for twice
the anticipated flow generated from the 100-year storm.

The final size of the leachate collection and recovery drainline proposed for the expansion
area, and the associated treatment system, will be determined after the toe drain is in
operation for at least 1 year. The intent of the toe drain is to monitor groundwater and
leachate quality and quantity, which will be utilized to determine the proper leachate
collection, recovery, and treatment system.

15



Response to Comment 9

Settlement of the original 17-acre fill will continue as filling occurs in the expansion area.
Settlement of the underlying waste will cause the liner to rotate and compress, and it is
possible that there will be localized differential settling, which could cause stretching of the
synthetic liner. Differential settlement was considered in the design of the expansion area
and the synthetic liner is capable of significant stretching before tears occur, therefore, the
potential for loss of leachate is considered to be low.

Response to Comment 10

A contingency plan will be developed indirect response to Title 23, Chapter 15, Article 5
and Subtitle D of RCRA which specifically regulate this issue.

Response to Comment 11
Yes, approval of the project as proposed and described in the DEIR will require findings as

well as overriding considerations for the unavoidable and substantially unmitigable visual
impact associated with topographic alteration.

16



September 19, 1991

Larry Walrod
Planning Commission
County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane
Placerville, CA 95667

Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Report on the Closure/Expansion
of the Union Mine Landfill ‘

Dear Board Membérs:

We believe the proposed Draft Environmental Impact Report ("Draft EIR") on the
Closure/Expansion of the Union Mine Landfill is inadequate in several areas. The Draft EIR
does not represent significant impacts to all areas surrounding the landfill. The maps included
in the Draft EIR ignore southern residents in terms of significant environmental, noise and
aesthetic impacts.

The Draft EIR mentions that the County is acquiring Bureau of Land Management ("BLM")
property to be used as a buffer zone, yet the Draft EIR does not delineate the proposed area
to be acquired nor the boundaries of the surrounding properties that will be effected. The
buffer zone is not described and should be included in the Draft EIR prior to it being acquired
by the County, since it is the intention of its acquisition for this project.

The following are more detailed comments concerning the Draft EIR:

Reference Comment
NOISE IMPACTS:
Pg. ES-4 Noise levels will be significantly different from existing conditions -

because the proposed leachate pump and three-motor aerator pumps

- will be running 24 hours a day at 60 decibels a piece. At the present

@ time, the landfill moise is restricted from 6:30 am. (not 8:00 am.
according to the Draft EIR) to 5:00 or 6:00 p.m. There are no

descriptions as tc where the puinps for the aerator pond will be placed,
except for the proposed area south of the landfill. The proposed three-
motor aerator pond is shown to be placed on top of a 1,400+ foot high
— g N knoll. This would be higher in elevation to residents east, southeast and
ol l‘;Of%A“ O EO[IEIL ! south which would significantly impact noise levels. The Draft EIR does
L"il i Qp E E g ) @ not show any testing performed for noise impacts in these affected areas.

SEP 2 3 1851
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pg- 3.H-8; 2-59
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The Draft EIR fails to mention that the employees of the operator begin
their day at 6:30 a.m., at which time some of the heavy equipment is
operated. No sound testing was provided during the 6:30 a.m. to 8:00
a.m. day, the most sensitive time affected by noise levels.

The Draft EIR is mainly concerned with noise levels northwest of the
site which included Maric Road and Union Mine Road. The Draft EIR
discriminates against the areas east, south and southeast by not including
them in the testing of noise levels. It is wrong to assume that the
surrounding topography prevents sound from traveling in those
directions.

To label the operations of the landfill as industrial because of the
equipment used should not give the County the authority to increase the
sound levels acceptable in that area. The area around the landfill is
rural residential/agriculture and residential-estate. For this reason, the
landfill site should be subjected to the rural residential, low density sound
level requirements: 50 dBA, 10 p.m. to 7 a.m. and 55-60 dBA 7 a.m. to
10 p.m. Industrial sound levels are unacceptable and any levels reaching
that impact should be mitigated to the rural, residential standards. The
proposed site of the treatment plant, on top of a hill approximately at
the 1300 foot elevation, will carry sound through the canyon from its
aerator pumps and should be moved to the lower portion called the "rifle
range” to mitigate such sound from the aerator pumps. The sound level
of the propane generator must be measured and stated in the Draft EIR.

The design of all pumps should require a maximum noise level of no
greater than 50 dBA 24 hours a day, The aeration ponds and large pond
should be located in areas which sound will be mitigated, not on top of
a large hill where sound can travel greater distances.

There is no mention of the residences and properties effected by noise
from the site north, east, south and southeast. All testing was performed
either at the landfill site itself or from residences on the west side. The
landfill is surrounded by elevated terrain, but the active face is increasing
in height and will be higher than the natural terrain. Sound will travel
further as the level of the active face rises. .

Impacts: The Draft EIR states that the landfill expansion will.not be
any closer to those residences on Maric Road. Again, the Draft EIR
discriminates against other areas around the landfill and treatment plant
which will be moving closer to them.
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pg. ES-4; 3.J-14

pg. 3.J-8

AESTHETICS/VISUAL IMPACTS:

Impacts to the residents visual aesthetics will be significantly affected by
those who travel along Rattler Ridge Road, which is not mentioned in
the Draft EIR. There are no mitigation solutions to solve this degrading
of aesthetics caused by the installation of the large septic treatment
ponds. The current site has a gun club meeting shed and a trailer. The

~ enormous pond and maintenance building would be a significant impact.

Sensitive Viewsheds: Here again, the south and southeast residential
properties are discriminated by not being mentioned or ignored in the

- Draft EIR. Views of the site are clearly visible from Rattler Ridge

pg. 3.J-12

Figure
2-5; pg. 2-59;
pg- 2-60

pg. 3.K-9

Road, The proposed treatment plant will be greatly visible from Rattler
Ridge Road. It will be a significant increase as compared to a small
clubhouse and trailer that is currently there. Mitigation measures must
be instituted for viewsheds from the south looking north towards the
landfill, such as appropriate landscaping or screen fencing.

The overall semsitivity of the project site regarding views cannot be
considered moderate for those property owners who have residential
sites which overlook the proposed expansion/treatment plant.

The landform alterations are mitigable to some extent by lowering the
elevation of the final closure so as not to be a significant effect on
surrounding viewsheds and by placing the treatment plant below the
proposed hill.

Final Closure Contours: The final closure elevation is too high and
significantly impacts the visual aesthetics from the south look north
towards the landfill. It will deteriorate the view of Tombstone Mountain
from the southern areas. The landfill topography will look unnatural
because of its stepped terrain. This higher cap will be seen from greater
areas further east of the landfill. Noise levels will then not only impact
immediate residents, but as the height builds, landfill equipment noise
will carry further down the canyon and impact residents and.future
residential sites in other areas.

Closure Characteristics: Since the leachate/treatment plant will be a
permanent facility, all mitigations should be pursued, including situating
the treatment plant down in the area called the "rifle range" rather than
on top of the hill.
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pg. 2-11

pg. 2-43

pg. 1-1; 3.K-9

The "Cover Soil Borrow Plan,” a knoll at the elevation of 1,380 feet
south of the landfill is slated for excavation as borrow material "as
required” meaning they can destroy the whole hill which would be a
significant impact visually to nearby residents south of the sight who are
not mentioned in the Draft EIR.

Intermediate Cover: Since the interim cover will be for a long period of
time, it should have an appealing aesthetic quality to local residents.
What is the plan to make the interim cover aesthetically acceptable?

LAND USE:

The County is incorrectly applying a negative declaration to the property
to be rezoned, since most of it will be acquired by the County and such
rezoning would all the County to apply for a permit for landfill use. In

ity of Carmel-by-the-Sea v. Board of Supervisors of Monterey Coun
(Mission Ranch Corp. (App. 6 Dist. 1986) 227, Cal.Rptr. 889, 183 C.A.3d
229, the court stated that:

", .. difficulty of assessing future impacts of zoning ordinance did
not excuse preparation of report. . ."

". . . rezoning application was not merely effort to comply with
state law in the abstract, but was necessary first step to approval
of specific . . . project, and, in any event, the rezoning by itself
represented commitment to expanded use of the property..."

As stated in Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. v. Arcata Nat,
Corp. (1976) 59 CA.3d 959, 131 Cal. Rpir. 172:

"A project within the meaning of the Environmental Quality Act,
. . . which requires environmental impact reports for projects
having a significant effect on the environment, includes any
private activity for which a permit or other entitlement for use is
required;, before an environmental impact report becomes
necessary, all that must be shown is that a public agency has
some minimal link with the activity either by direct proprietary
interest or by permitting, regulating, or funding private activity."
(Emphasis added)
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pg 3.K-2

pg- 3.K-6

Much of the adjacent land is owned by Bureau of Land Management
and the County is going to acquire a portion of the BLM property to be
used as a2 "buffer.”" They will be rezoning the property from residential-
agricultural to agricultural allowing them to obtain a special use permit
for landfill use. The Draft EIR does not describe the boundaries of the
"buffer" zone, nor give a map delineating its borders, much of which
shares boundaries with residential properties. The Draft EIR needs to
include such a map and state the proposed use of the "buffer” area since

_ it is an integral part of the landfill project.

The Conservation and Open Space Element of El Dorado County
(1984b) applies to this project in respect to Policy #4 in which it states:

"The County will protect lives and property from unacceptable
risks resulting from natural and man-made hazards.”

The County, itself, is endangering the lives of residents surrounding the
landfill by risking the contamination of the groundwater supply. The
County should make every effort to mitigate all problems pointed out in
the Draft EIR, not matter the cost since the lives of the residents are at
stake. This would include designating the Bureau of Land Management
property to be acquired by the County as an Open Space/Wildlife
Preserve.

For the reasons stated above, the rezoning application requires a
separate EIR. The area of the Bureau of Land Management property
to be acquired by the County has never provided maps with surveyed
lines, nor how it relates to the boundaries of residents. Full disclosure
of property lines should required in the EIR. In McQueen v. Board of
Directors_of Mid-Peninsula Regional Open Space Dist. (App. 6 Dist.
1988) 249 Cal.rptr 439, 202 Ca.A.3d 1136, the court decided that the
"description of a project involving acquisition of surplus federal property
. . . in determining that it was exempt from environmental review" was
incomplete and misleading since it did not involve simple acquisition.

* The County’s acquisition of the BLM property is not simple. The

pg. 3.A-1

rezoning is allowing the County to permit the acquired property for

The Draft EIR should state the strict and sole intent of the usage,

delineating boundary lines and neighboring residents. This property
contains high quality oak woodland habitat, which is considered sensitive
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pg. 2-10; 3.D-4;
3.F-18; 3.F-2

®

pg. 2-44

(@) Pe 261

habitat. If this property is to be solely used as a "buffer zone" as stated
by the County, the Draft EIR should include that the BLM properties
acquired by the County will be a native habitat preserve in perpetuity for
the preservation of native wildlife and for the protection of the public’s
health and safety.

Situating the expansion to the south moves it closer to southern
residents, which is not mentioned in the Draft EIR. The distance stated
of a 4,000 foot buffer from the treatment plant is not true for residents

. who live south of the plant. The Draft EIR should state how far all

surrounding residents are from the treatment plant.

Mitigation Measures: Land use impacts will occur with the rezoning of
properties surrounding the landfill from residential/agricultural to
agricultural. The BLM properties were the oply true buffer from the
landfill and now this is being acquired by the County after it is rezoned.
Such an action of rezoning should require an Environmental Impact
Report not a negative declaration since the intention is to allow the
County to apply for a permit for landfill use.

GAS MONITORING SYSTEM:

The last test was conducted by EMCON in 1987, four years ago. Since
the Air Resources Board report in 1987 detected compounds above
minimum levels, a new test should be performed to provide accurate, up-
to-date data on the ambient air quality and landfill gas emissions. A
current test should be conducted in order to have appropriate and
accurate information for the Draft EIR in regards to the ambient air
quality and landfill gas emissions which threaten nearby residents. This
is an extremely significant impact that can cause substantial damage to
the value of surrounding properties and endangers the public. The
County should be required to set up a liability fund for landfill gas
nuisances and danger from gas explosions.

The County should have an established plan/procedure as to potentia!
gas emissions and odor nuisances of LFG and how they will be handled
in the foreseeable future. This is a realistic assumption of a significant
impact since it regularly occurs with landfills.

_The expansion and closure environmental monitoring program needs to

include a gas monitoring program.
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pg. 3.D-10

pg. 3.G-2

pg. 3.D-7

Landfill gas emissions should be controlled by sufficient cover, repairing
cracks, fissures and settling, so as not to require 2 landfill gas extraction
system, which would have an impact on the surrounding area. This type
of control would require proper cover material being trucked in from
other areas.

A LFG monitoring system should be set up immediately so as to prevent
potential hazards to the public. The 1987 study revealed very little LFG
emissions were present. That was four years ago and a current testmg

- needs to be performed. Since the Air Resources Board has a minimum
standard rating, it should be determined if current data reveals the same
LFG concentrations as in 1987 or if they have increased and warrant a
LFG monitoring system.

Although the risk of fire and explosions may be negligible (if current
data supports this); it is appropriate to assume gas concentrations will
gradually increase during the 22 years and a gas monitoring program
should be established to monitor such increases.

DUST:

~'Dust raising events" occur each time a car, truck or other vehicle travels
into the landfill. It also occurs while debris is being covered and borrow
material is being moved, This seems only logical to assume a high
frequency of dust-raising events.

Data needs to be obtained as to the amount of dust reaching inhabited
areas. The elevated terrain surrounding the landfill does not keep all
dust from reaching inhabited areas. As the height of the landfill
increases, so will the amount of the dust particles reaching inhabited
areas increase since they will be carried over the terrain by the wind.
During certain conditions, the dust floats through the air like a fog into
the surrounding valley.

Dust and mud has always been a constant problem at the landfill site,
despite numerous complaints from residents. - The County temporanly
appeases residents and then falls back into the same routine in ignoring
the conditions which impact residents. Recently, dust and dirt on Union
Mine Road has been a major problem. The landfill only pericdicaily
removes the dirt from the road, when they should prevent from reaching
the road at all.
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pe. 3.D-5

pg. 3.D-11

pg. 3.J-10

pg. 3.C-6

Dust generation is a concern and impacts not only surrounding
vegetation, but also surrounding residents currently near the landfill and
future residential sites. Dust travels with the winds south, and at some
times north, down into the canyon onto residential areas. The Draft EIR
has not determined if these dust particles carry contaminants to
surrounding residents and what the effect is on those properties.

Proposed mitigation measures for dust control should include the EPA
effective watering program io reduce fugitive dust.

" The shaley nature of onsite soils does mot lessen the likelihood of

particles being subject to air suspension. Dust is an ongoing problem at
the site and clouds of it hang like a fog in the valley during early morning
hours when conditions are right. Since the Draft EIR only included site
visits during February and April, which stated the ground was damp, it
is not an adequate examination of the dust problem which exists when
it is dry.

There have been numerous complaints by residents of the hazards of

dust and mud on Union Mine Road. The County will temporarily see
it is taken care of, but the problem still exists.

GROUNDWATER:

The region is documented as a large fractured rock aquifer system. The
RWQB stated the area as a "high risk," yet the County still wants to
proceed. The Draft EIR should document who shall hold liability for
groundwater contamination, have an emergency cleanup fund set up and
establish a plan as to how residents will be compensated for groundwater
contamination.

The Draft EIR does not state whether it is known how large the aquifer
under and downgradient of the project is which would be affected by
groundwater contamination. This would be important since all residents

- . -+ —m __in the area south and southeast are dependent on.wells, . What are.the

controls that prevent the County from diverting water directly to
Martinez Creek if the drainage flow from the surrounding area is greater
than anticipated? How often will the system be checked for proper
operating conditions? Who will have the responsibility of keeping the
County honest? If the system fails, what is the County’s plan for
reparations and cleanup?
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Page 9
pg. 2-33; Mine shaft tunnels "Golden Gate" and "Pendar Tunnel" risk groundwater
Figure 2-8 contamination to southern residents, who are not mentioned in the Draft
EIR.
pg. 3.B-1 The testing of monitor wells have been performed during a severe

drought and it is not believed that such wells could give an accurate
reading during the drought.

pg. 3.B-6 Groundwater flow is from northwest to southeast across the landfill site -
- residents southeast should not be ignored in the Draft EIR.

pg. 3.B-24 Since there are high levels of inorganic compounds which exceed the
. State of California drinking water quality criteria, this should warrant the
testing of private wells and include them in the monitoring program.

The sampling of Well WM-3 indicated the presence of chloroform and
acetone in the quantities of 4 ug/l and 22 ug/l, respectively. The Draft

EIR states that these compounds may either be attributed to laboratory
error or the fact that the well has been vandalized in the past. Well
WM-3 should be re-tested to determine an accurate reading.

Since data indicates that leachate from the landfill may have impacted

@ _ groundwater underlying and immediately downgradient of the site, it
should be established how far groundwater has been contaminated and
private wells should be involved in the testing.

pe. 3.B-27 There are residents southeast that have shallow groundwater wells. The
Draft EIR needs to specify not only how deep wells are within the
landfill site, but also surrounding residents who could be affected by
shallow groundwater contamination.

pg. 3.B-29; Since there is the significant possibility of future migration of
3.G-3 contaminants in groundwater besides those which have already been
' detected through primary and secondary permeability and such
contamination is in the direction of south and southeast, private wells in
@ _the down gradient direction should be required to be part of the
- ... monitoring program... It is the "opinion of CH2M Hill personnel that
groundwater contamination impacts are limited to the "uppermost water-
bearing zone." County monitoring wells cannot determine very fracture
underlying the landfill which may be carrying contaminated groundwater

to area residents.
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pg. 3.C-17

@ pg- 3.F-18

pg. 3.G-5

.

pgs. 3.B-25;
3.C-6; 3.C.9;

3.C.13
€

PE. 2-50; 3.E-6;
3.E-5; 3.E-1

The Draft EIR only states that the Minerva Tunnel will have a drain.
‘What about the other mines/shafts? There have been tests which show
that the other tunnels/shafts receive groundwater. These tunnels/shafts
need to be explored since a shaft may have several tunnels leading in
different directions which may have water accumulating within those
tunnels. Once these are plugged, water will have nowhere to escape
except to build pressure against the landfill debris possibly causing the
liner to deteriorate and forcing the water entering the mine/shaft to find

. @ new route anywhere under the existing landfill.

An attémpt to identify all subsurface routes should be required prior to
allowing the expansion.

It cannot be stated that contamination to water would be considered
insignificant if there is any amount reaching groundwater now, which
there is. Any amount, no matter how minimal, is a significant effect to
the residents dependent on groundwater.

Data reveals that much of the landfill is directly underlain with
fractured meta-sedimentary rocks instead of soil. The land consists of
areas made up of highly resistant schist and slate formations in which
50% to 90% of the ground surface is comprised of rock outcrops and
stones. The Draft EIR specifies two borrow areas for cover material
which consists of this rock/slate. How can this type of rock/slate be used
as cover material for debris when it does not have the required density?
The Draft EIR states that clay will be brought in from the Ione area for
part of the liner of the expansion. Will clay be brought in for cover
material? This needs to be specifically addressed in the Draft EIR.

TRAFFIC:

The current condition of Union Mine Road north of the proposed
realignment is not safe for traffic. The road does not have a posted
speed limit; there are no advance warning signs for sharp turns; school
buses are unable to travel and turn around at the landfill site (residents
have to drive their childrex to a bus stop as far as 3-4 miles away); the
road does not have proper drainage in several areas -- water drains onto
the road and, in colder weather, freezes on the road; the turn on Union
Mine Road and East China Hill is a sharp "S" turn that is currently
having problems with deterioration of the existing asphalt.
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The entire length of Union Mine Road up to the planned realignment
should be upgraded to safer standards. It is not feasible to just assume
traffic will not increase in the next 22 years. As the County grows, so
will the number of public haulers and commercial trucks, not just the 5.7
septic trucks.

The Draft EIR does not show how traffic flow will be handled in and out
of the landfill site. There should be a separate lefi-hand turn lane on
Union Mine Road entering the landfill so cars/trucks do not block

_ through traffic on Union Mine Road when they line up at the entrance
‘gate. -Vehicles leaving the landfill should be required to stop before

proceeding onto Union Mine Road. Presently, this is not enforced at the
landfill, even though a stop sign is in place. Through traffic on Union
Mine Road must deal with uncontroiled traffic coming out of the landfill
and having the dangerous potential of causing accidents. Residents are
always having to drive excessively defensive when passing the landfill

* entrance and exits. This problem still remains a hazard.

pg- 3.G-1

pg. 3.G-3

pg. 3.E-9

The Draft EIR does not specify or show on any maps concerning the
road that will be used for the 5-7 trucks septage and landfill maintenance
trucks to the treatment plant. This needs to be included.

Existing Conditions: To find no fault in current safety problems along
Union Mine Road is erroneous. The road needs to immediately be
upgraded, installing proper drainage, posting speed limits, posting
advance warning turn signs and repaving. Where Maric Road and
Church Mine Road meet Union Mine Road is a very dangerous
intersection because there is improper visibility for safe access to Union
Mine Road. The road conditions do not allow school buses to travel past
E. China Hill Road.

Accidental Spills: Several cars/trucks have run off Union Mine Road
because of dangerous road conditions (i.e., water draining on the road
and freezing in colder climates, unmarked turns or speed limits, vehicles
crossing the double yellow line to avoid debris in the road). The current
condition of Union Mine Road increases the likelihood of accidental

sewage spills unless Union Mine Road is .upgraded as mentioned

previously. (refer to comments concerning pg. 3.G-1)

The statement on this page is contradicted under "Cumulative Plus
Project Scenario.”
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pg. 3.H-9

pg: 3.D-1

pg. 3.D-8

Mitigation should include upgrading Union Mine Road to accept current
traffic safely by repaving, installing proper drainage, posting speed limits,
posting advance turn warnings, and making it safe for public school buses
to travel on with the dump trucks., To state that traffic impacts are not
significant is erroneous.

It is incomprehensible to state that traffic volumes will remain the same

. (290 vehicles/day) when in this section it states that the current average

is 1,100 vehicles and by the year 2010 it is expected to increase to 2,400
vehicles. This is a significant impact to a road already considered
dangerous.

Post-Closure End Use: Signs required to state hazardous gas emissions
will have a significant effect on the value of nearby residential properties.
Access control fences should be constructed immediately to prevent
vandalism that would threaten groundwater quality monitoring devices
and the health and safety of residents.

ODOR/AIR EMISSIONS:

Climate: The winter also brings winds from a northern direction which
would bring odors from the septage treatment ponds towards southern
and southeast residents. On occasion, wind speed reaches 40 mph during
the winter.

Operational Impacts: Stationary impacts of pollutant emissions caused
the volatile gases from the landfill and septage treatment facility is a
"significant impact" since the Draft EIR states odor impacts can be
expected to occur within a distance of one-half mile. There are residents
west, south and southeast which would be impacted by such odors.

There has been a substantial increase of operating equipment at the

Jandfill as the operator prepares for the expansion. To say thers will be

no increase in combustion emissions or fugitive dust emissions from
operational vehicles is incorrect. : :
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pg. 3.F-1

pg. 3.F-8

pe. 3.F-17;
3.G-4

pg 3.G-2

pg. 3.F-10

pg. 2-1; 3.G-4

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS:

Since the expansion area has a problem with drainage, seeps,
unidentified subsurface routes and high groundwater, no hazardous
material (asbestos, grease trap and sewage sludge) should be accepted
at the landfill which could contaminate groundwater.

. The statement, "The Union Mine Landfill currently does not accept

infectious waste and will not accept infectious waste after the proposed
expansion,” is not clear as to whether the landfill is going to accept waste
during the expansion.

The Draft EIR states there is the potential of contamination reaching
"unidentified subsurface routes (mine shafts). Slnce such a risk exists
and is likely, no hazardous material should be allowed in the landfill,
including grease trap, sludge, and asbestos.

The landfill will accept hazardous waste consisting of asbestos, grease
trap and sludge. This sections says it will not. The Draft EIR is
inconsistent in respect to this point.

LANDFILL PROCEDURES:

Wastes are not currently screened as routinely or effectively as they can.
The person(s) that supposedly screens wastes brought into the landfill is
essentially just parking vehicles as they line up to dump debris. The
cover material currently being used is not adequate. The State is again
allowing the County to police itself, which brought many other problems
in the past. As adequately stated by a County Environmental
Management official, police are not going to give themselves a ticket, It

~ has only been with pressure from the public to appropriate state agencies

that the County is called upon tc meet certain regulations.

"A minimum of 12" of inteérmediate soil cover is placed on top of the
surface of refuse fill every day.” This statement has never been followed
consistenily by the operator of the landfill in the past. There have been
numerous complaints filed by residents. Debris has been left uncovered
all night.
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peg. 3.G-2

@

pg. 2-30

pg. 2-10

pg. 2-10

pg. 2-2

pg. 3.F-11

pg. 3.I-3

Past procedures of the landfill have shown inconsistency in covering
debris in the evenings as last minute haulers are allowed in to dispose of

- waste. This can be solved by having the landfill close one hour earlier

to allow the operator to cover all debris before closing the site for the
evening, Such debris, if left uncovered, attracts numerous stray dogs and
cats and other vermin.

Cover soil is inadequate because it is mostly shale and allows water to
penetrate the debris.

" Odor Control: Past practices have not shown consistency in daily

cavering of debris, which sets the precedent for future practices.

Litter Control: Residents have never seen a portable windscreen on

sight.

Equipment: There is no mention of the safety standards for the storage
of diesel fuel for the equipment used at the landfill. This needs to be
addressed in the Draift EIR.

Four random check loads a month is not adequate considering that one
check is done per 3,000 tons. Random check loads should be increased
not only to protect the health and safety of surrounding residents
dependent om their well water, but also as an educational tool to
incoming public haulers.

Electricity: The Draft EIR states that the proposed project would not

entail nighttime operations, yet the pumps/aerators would be running 24
hours a day. This is continuous electricity usage.
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Response to Comment 64

Please see response to Comment 65, -0 .
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

INTEROEFICE COMMUNICATION -

Date: September 20, 1991

To: John Morgan, Manager
Solid Waste & Hazardous Materials Division

Environmental Management Department
From: CﬁféZ:ig McKibbin, Deputy Director of Engineering
Subject: Union Mine Disposal Site Expansion/Closure Draft EIR

The Departmenﬁ of Transportation has reviewed the subject EIR and
our comments of June 21, 1991 have been responded to in this EIR
document. Several additional comments are as follows:

Fig.3E-2: At intersection 6, the 109 average daily traffic (ADT)

should be pointing to Union Mine Road instead of Highway
49.

Pg.3.E-4: lst paragraph - The eastbound appreach needs to be

included as one shared through and right lane.

Pg.3.‘E-5: The document should not state that "... the existing

intersection currently should be signalized to provide
safe traffic operations to the area.” The satisfaction

. 0of the traffic signal warrants does not necessarily
indicate an unsafe traffic condition, only that traffic
operations would most likely be improved if a signal was
installed.

E‘ig.SE-3: The same as Fig.3E-2. The 240 ADT should be pointing to

()

Union Mine Road instead of Highway 49.

Mitigations: The document should provide a short discussion
regarding the funding of the improvements listed in this section,
specifically the landfill’s proportionate share. A statement as
simple as "The County, as owners of the project, will contribute
a proportionate share of the listed improvements based on the
proportionate shares of traffic volumes using that improvement.",
could be satisfactory.

The Department has also reviewed the Draft EIR for drainage and
grading, and the comments on drainage are attached. The primary
grading review would more appropriately be performed by your

department.
EL DORADO COUNTY

i RECEIVED

Attachment
cc: Steve Hust SEP 27 1991

ENVIRONMENTAL
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Response to Comment 85

Comment noted. The figure has been corrected.

Response to Comment 86

Comment noted. The text has been corrected.

Response to Comment 87

Comment noted. The text has been clarified.

Response to Comment 88

Comment noted. The figure has been corrected.

Response to Comment 89

Comment noted. The information has been added to the text.
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Larry Walrod September 29, 1291
Planning Commission :

Co. of ®l Dorado

360 Fair Lane

Placerville, Ca. 95667

RE: Draft Environmental Impact Report on the Closure/
Expansion of the Union Mine Landf£ill

Dear Board Members:

Upon review of the draft E.I.R. mentioned above I feel
the report is imcomplete, inadequate and displays an element
of negligence by the Department of Environmental Management
and CH2M Hill who prepared this report.

Negligence Liability and Professional Negligence as quoted
by Harry Miller & Marvin Starr, Attorneys:

"A. General Rule: Every person has a duty to act
reasonably and to act in such a manner that an unreasonable
risk of harm is not caused to others which could have been
foreseen. This general rule applies to all persons in the

community regardles of the activity. - -

1. The elements of negligence are: (a) the existence
of a duty of care owed to the person injured; (b) the breach
of that duty; (c¢) such breach being the "proximate cause" of
the injury; and (d)damages suffered by the injured party.

2. The duty is owed to all persons within the area of
"foreseeable risk", the question being, "could a reasonable
person in the position of the actor recognize the
probability of injury to the third person if the actor
failed to exercise due care?"

3. The difficult aspect of determining whether there
has been a breach of the duty of care, is that of
ascertaining the applicable "standard of care" that will be
imposed on the actor.

B. Professional Negligence: This rule of negligence it

@

is applied to all persons who perform professional
services.®

The injured parties are the homeowners and landowners
North, east, south, southeast, and-southwest of the landfill
who were omitted and ignored in the E.I.R. Our fears are
numerous, but to start with Environmental Management should
have provided a scale model of the existing landfill vs. the
proposed expansion. This model would show future additions
to the landscape or deterioration of the landscape.
achitectural design of any structures, 1eachate/septage
treatment facilities, gas flare stations, monitoring wells,

RECEIVED
SEP 30 1991
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leachate pump stations, water basins, any above ground
pipelines, sumps, pumps, any areas that will display terrain
covered with plastic and tires (and for what period of time
would neighbors have to view this unsightly view), building
of any new roads, any buffer zones shown in relationship to
nearest property owners,or any additions or changes to the
existing site. This model would also make it easier for
County Planning and the County Board of Supervisors to see
how threatening this expansion will be for the property
owners to the South, Southeast and Southwest. The
Aesthetics/Visual Impact would be overwhelming.

Pg.3.K-9 - 92 Acres of BILM land if acquired, why does
this have to be rezoned at all. If the County is disclosing

the absolute truth, there is no need to change the zoning.

If County feels it is necessary to change the zoning for a
buffer, then protect the property owners and designate these
lands as only an animal preserve or habitate for birds.
These 92 Acres should alsc be shown in the model in
relationship to the property owners to the east, south,
southeast, southwest and west. I personally am surrounded
by BIM property at this time and feel threatened and
unprotected.

If these 92 acres are to be acquired by the County and used
for a buffer for the landfill, why are they exempt from
providing an E.I.R.?

Pg.3.K-1 = The Rod and Gun Club obtained a special use
permit from the county. The Board of Supervisors entered
into a Concession Agreement for a ten~year period with the
club on February 28, 1978. This is not and should not be a
currently operating firing range.

Pg.1-9 - Mining History. There is no mention of
existing active mines which include RIJ Mine, White Rock,
Buddy lode & Gold Bank. Muddy Water is inactive and Mine $6
Unknown. These mines are located in the BLM properties the
county is trying to acgquire and rezone. These mines are
located to the South and Southeast of my property. Because
this existing landfill and the proposed future expansion is
built on and around all of these abandoned and existing
shafts and mines, it raises concern about trapped and
unknown gas dangers. Fear arises in concern to fires that
could occur at the landfill and get out of hand. There was a
recent fire on September 23, 1991. I overheard the fire
chief say it was a very serious fire and if it had
happened during a normal summer which 1991 was unreascnably
cool, they may not have had 10 trucks and air tankers
available. I also heard him say there was no wind. What if
this happens again and the conditions are right and it is in
the summertime and there is a heavy wind,blowing fire over
hundreds and hundreds of dry brush and old mines full of all
kinds of trapped gases? Will you be able to protect the
property owners and people who will be trapped in this
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inferno ? Not to mention all the wildlife and destruction
of properties and homes. The people to the South on
Rattler Ridge Rd. would not be able to evacuate.

We only have this one road for access.

Please obtain a report of the fire on 9-23-91 from the

Diamond Sprlngs/El Dorado Fire District 01 Maln Street,
Diamond Springs, A;nwroam@q%f( Follndleon # 5 m wa_g{
Man afzen 30‘6-'}'43 pnadl. rfacy ‘é;(’ %.?\5@
This little local dump never was meant to be a full
scale landfill. When the County took over operation of this
dump we were not notified of new permits as they grew. It
has been the practice of El Dorado County not to be -
concerned about adjoining or adjacent property owners.Is it
the State mandating immediate changes to the dump that are
forcing the County to forge ahead without taking time to
properly prepare. E.I.R. reports. at the height of the summer
and winter when such reports would be more true for testing
of chemical conditions and changes due to the two weather
extremes. Is this expansion something you would be proud of
and be able to say that you feel no harm will come to the
property owners?

Page 1-6 shows an increase of population of approximately ~
46,000 through the year 2000. This has to generate untold
problems for the adjacent property owners to the proposed
landfill.Page 2-50 shows approximately five to seven trucks
per day will be delivering septage to the treatment plant
from sources throughout the county.How can this report show
that these conditions will not have an impact? Easy!!!
Because the report is done for purposes of expanding the
landfill and without feelings or consideration of property
owners to the South, Southeast and Southwest. Increased
Noise, pollution, dust, odors and air emissions, pests &
rodents, increased traffic, invasion of privacy are only a
few of the negative condltlons we will encounter with thls
expansion.

How can something of this magnitude be approved without
seeing exactly what the county envirommental management has
in mind. We the property owners will have to live with your
decision. Can you foresee today what they have in mind for
the future without seeing a model plan of the proposed
expansion?

I close knowing that this expansion, if allowed, to
expand will have a negative effect on the surrounding
property values today and in the future. At this tlme the
extent of damages are difficult to determine.

How is the expansion and the purchase of the 92 acres

going to be financed? I heard payment would be made by
parcel assessments. Which property owners will be affected,
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how much per year, and for what period of time will the
parcels be taxed?

SlnceiEIY'}Kikz

Karen Kllnger

1097 Castec Dr.
Sacramento, Ca. 95864
916-~481-1071

cc

Board of Supervisors, El Dorado County

Jon Morgan, Environmental Management

California Air Resources Board

Michael T. Stoltz, Department of Transportatiocn,
El Dorado County

Martha Diaz, Environmental Review, CIWMB

James D. Messersmith, Dept. of Fish and Game

John Vanderbilt, Office of Planning and Research,
SCH #90021154 -

Army Corps of Engineers

California Department of Health Services
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Response to Comment 90

Because final design has not been completed for the leachate/septage facility portions of the
proposed project, it is not possible to provide an exact model of what it exactly would
entail. However, the EIR provides detailed engineering plans for a majority of the
proposed project and a "footprint" for the leachate/septage treatment plant. Access to the
treatment plant would be provided by the existing fun club access road. In addition,
Figure 2-13 of the EIR and new Figure C, which has been added to the FEIR show the
layout of the project and footprints of the major project components.

Any future landfilling proposals outside those described in this EIR (including the
proposed leachate treatment plant) will be subject to further environmental evaluation
pursuant to CEQA and prior to project approvals.

Response to Comment 91

The new additional BLM land proposed for acquisition and the 20 acre parcel acquired by
the County for this project will be used as buffer to the landfill operation. As described in
the FEIR, use of this acquired land will be restricted to landfill appurtances such as
monitoring wells, gas probes, detention basin and perhaps a water conveyance system. In
addition, approximately 18 acres will be set aside as a biological habitat preserve where no
disturbances will be allowed.

Response to Comment 92

The El Dorado Rod and Gun Club is a currently operating firing range. The County
renewed the concessionaire agreement with the non profit El Dorado Rod and Gun Club on
July 16, 1991. The concession agreement is for a 5-year period. As part of the agreement,
the County reserved the right to terminate the agreement with a 30 day notice.

Response to Comment 93

No mines located in the BLM property will be disturbed as part of this project. A separate

environmental document is being prepared for the BLM lands to be acquired by the
County. All of the mines located in the BLM buffer area will be documented and evaluated
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as a cultural resource. No impacts to the mines will occur as a result of the proposed
project.

The threat of fire has been a major concern at the site for many years. In the past, the
landfill had no access to the area's water main and any fires which broke out onsite were
fought with the limited quantities of water stored onsite or with water trucked in by the fire
districts. However, the County has recently begun construction of a fire hydrant at the site
which will be connected to the water main near Highway 49.

The fire hydrant will provide the landfill with an adequate and reliable source of water for
fire fighting purposes.

Response to Comment 94

As described in the EIR, the Union Mine Disposal Site is the only operating Municipal
Waste disposal facility serving the western portion of El Dorado Codntyl The proposed
project would expand the capacity of the existing landfill and would provide continued
disposal capacity for western El Dorado County through approximately the year 2012.
The existing landfill has a remaining capacity of only approximately 5 years. The EIR was
prepared for the County by a qualified environmental consultant specializing in solid waste
projects in consultation with the County's engineering consultant, CH2M HILL

The County is expending a great deal of time, effort and resources to ensure that the
proposed project is environmentally sound. The design of the Union Mine Disposal Site
expansion meets or exceeds all state and federal landfill regulations. It contains all of the
design features of a State of the Art modern landfill: a liner system (including an advanced
composite soil and geomembrane liner which is considered to provide a high level of
groundwater protection); a leachate collection and removal system; landfill gas monitoring
probes; and a comprehensive groundwater monitoring program. The envirohfhental
controls incorporated into the project design are expected to provide a high level of
protection to néighboring residents, groundwater quality and the environment.

The groundwater monitoring program is a year-round effort. The water quality data
evaluated in the EIR spanned several years, however, only a portion of the year's sampling
was printed in the EIR as an example of typical results. Attached are the most recently
compiled groundwater sampling results which are incorporated into the Final EIR by
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reference. These most recent sampling results show similar conditions as the results
provided in the EIR.

Response to Comment 95

The County is expending a great deal of time, effort and resources to ensure that the
proposed project is environmentally sound. The EIR for this project was prepared by a
qualified environmental consultant specializing in solid waste projects in solid waste
projects in consultation with the County's engineering consultant, CH2M HILL Potential
environmental effects upon nearby residents as well as the natural environment were
evaluated in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Response to Comment 96

Please refer to response to comment 90.

Response to Comment 97

The expansion and the land exchange will be financed through monies available from
County Service Area #10. Specific monies will be funded by waste related franchise fees
(1.e., waste collection and disposal franchise fees, development fees and tipping fees paid

at the landfill). In addition, parcel fees collected from throughout the West Slope area of
the County will be used to fund the project.
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RECEIVED
SEP 30 19¢1

FUAM INITY RBVRELQPMEN™ DEPT,

DATE: 09/23/91

TYPE OF INCIDENT:

TIME OQOUT: 1538

STATION 1
STATION S

WATER TENDER-46
ENGINE-46
TRUCK-48

8572
E74
WT19

LOCATION

ARRIVED: ~1546

Post Cffice Box 741

Telephone (916) 626-3190

INCIDENT REPORT

DIAMOND SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA 95519

INCIDENT NUMBER 91.084(

OTHER

RETURNED: 0530

“STATIONS RESPONDING
STATION 2 STATION 3

EQUIPMENT RESPONDING
ENGINE-49
MEDIC 48
ENGINE-44
MUTUAL AID EQUIPMENT
E289

E83
6670

EL DORADO LAND FILL UNION MINE RD.

OWNER'S NAME: EL DORADO CO.

ADDRESS:
PHONE NUMBER

OCCUPANT/PATIENT:

ADDRESS:
PHONE NUMBER
REPORTING PARTY:

EXTINGUISHED BY:
WATER

11/2¢% _
GALLONS PUMFED

TOM ANDERSON
KATHLEEN FARRELL
MARK HICKS

DALE LAMBERT
ERIK PETERSON
JOHN WIEGEL

BOB WRIGHT

DON DENAULT

JIM CHRISTIAN

-»—4:} -
W

CENTRAL 911

2 1/2"
Vs ‘f'(\(_j

FIREFIGHTERS AND OFFICERS

13600

DARRYL BOYSTER
MARC FERNANDEZ
CHARLIE HOFF
JOHN NICHOLS
DAVID PHILLIPS
CRAIG WILKINSON
JOHN BEAVER
MICK MORLAN
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REPORTED BY: RADIO

IN QUARTERS: 0545

STATION ¢

SQUAD-49
ENGINE-4/
ENGINE-4~

E23
wrs3

ALLAN CRABTEE

MIKE GRONEWOLD
SOL LABRADA
MIKE PAPEST !
FORREST WARD
KEN WOLLARD
ED CUNHA
SCOTT WYLIE



COMMENTS

AT 1538 HOURS CDF LOOKOUT REPORTED SMOKE IN THE AREA OF UNION MINE
LANDFILL ON UNION MINE ROAD. 8112 REQUESTED A FULL DISPATCH. ON TH
SCENE FOUND APPROXIMATELY 1/2 ACRE OF DEBRIS BURNING ON THE EAST SID
OF THE LANDFILL. THE FIRST UNITS ON SCENE DEPLOYED MASTER STREAM
APPLIANCES IN AN ATTEMPT TO STOP THE SPREAD OF THE FIRE. THE FIRE
SPOTTED IN SEVERAL PLACES INTO THE BRUSH, BUT WAS QUICKLY EXTINGUISH
BY CDF CREWS. SHORTLY INTO THE FIRE THE LANDFILL BULLDOZER CAUGHT
FIRE AND WAS DISABLED. MASTER STREAMS WERE SHUT DOWN EARLY INTO THE
OPERATION, DUE TO INADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY. WATER HAD TO BE SHUTTLED
FROM OVER A MILE AWAY. _2 DISTRICT & 3 D.0O.T. WATER TENDERS PLUS A
STRIKE TEAM OF ENGINES WERE REQUESTED TC SHUTTLE WATER AND PROVIDE
PROTECTION FROM POSSIBLE SPOTTING TO THE EAST. HOSE LINES WERE SET
ENCIRCLING THE FIRE AND A FOREST SERVICE HELICOPTER WAS USED FOR WAT
DROPS ON THE FIRE. CDF AIR TANKERS MADE TWO RETARDANT DROPS, FURTHE
SLOWING THE SPREAD. AT 1730 HOURS THE FIRE WAS CONTAINED TO THE
LANDFILI, AND SOME EQUIPMENT WAS RELEASED. EARLIER IN THE OPERATION
ENVIRONEMNTAL HEALTH AND AIR POLLUTION WERE REQUESTED TO RESPOND TO
ASSESS ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS. ALL PERSONNEL ACTIVELY INVOLVED IN
FIGHTING FIRE WERE PLACED IN S.C.B.A. S.C.B.A. WERE REFILLED ON THE
SCENE FROM DSED CASCADE SYSTEM AND MUTUAL AID FROM AMADOR COUNTY.
TOTAL EQUIPMENT RESPONDED WERE 25 ENGINES, 2 AIR TANKERS, 1 HELI-
COPTER, 3 HAND CREWS, 1 AIR ATTACK, 1 FOOD SUPPORT UNIT, 1 DOZER,

7 SUPPORT VEHICLES AND OVER 10C PERSONNEL ASSISTED IN FIRE
OPERATIONS. AT APPROXIMATELY 1900 HOURS EL DORADO LANDFILL

PROVIDED A CONTRACT DOZER TO BEGIN MOVING DEBRIS INSIDE THE BURN.

AT APPROXIMATELY 2200 HOURS A LARGE EXCAVATOR WAS MOVED ONTO THE SIT
WHICH HELPED SPEED UP THE OVERHAUL OPERATION. FIRE PERSONNEL
CONTINUED TO APPLY WATER TO THE DEBRIS UNTIL APPROXIMATELY 0530 HOUF
WHEN THE OPERATION WAS TURNED OVER TO THE LANDFILL OPERATOR. CDF
RETURNED TO THE SCENE IN THE MORNING WITH 2 HAND CREWS FOR POTENTIAI
WILDLAND FIRE PROTECTION THROUGHGUT THE DAY.

RECEIYED
SEP 30 1991

COWAMTINITY NEVFLOPMEMT NEF

- -

- )
' - .1/"' P ] . - e
' . . .-

SUBMITTED BY: ED CUNHA
OFFICER IN CHARGE:
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Water Quality Data
in Response to Comment No. 94
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i VIRONMENTAL MANAGEN T DEPARTMENT

COUNTY OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH DIVISION
EL DORADO AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT SOLID WASTE & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION

RAIN OFFICE: SOUTH LAKE TAHOE OFFICE:
7383 GREEN VAUEY ROAD 1350 JOHNSON  BLVD,
PLACERVILLE, CA toso7 PO, BOX 14308
18 6215300 SOUTH LAKE TAHDZ, CA 65707
©18) 573-3148

TO: Pierre Rivas
Planning Department
El Doradec County

FROM: M. Pearl Irbyqqﬂjﬁz

Supervising Environmental Health
Specialist, Land Use

DATE: May 30, 1991

SUBJECT: Z 91-22

The El Dorado County Envirommental Management Department,
Environmental Health Division has reviewed the Zoning Admendment
submitted by El Dorado County Board of Supervisors and has the

foliowing comments:

This property re-zoning is vital to future County
neeads.

MPI: jp

ceCe

LL DORADO COUNTY
REREIVE]

Jutl 3 9001

Rttt ey PAENT
et A o T
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August 15, 1991 . oA

Board of Supervisors Ta 3
El Dorado County - =
330 Fair Lane

Placerville, CA 95667

Re: Rezone Application No. Z91-22 for Consideration
by the Board on August 20, 1991

Dear Supervisors:

We believe it was inappropriate for the Planning Commission to have recommended
approval to the Board of Supervisors regarding rezoning application, No. Z91-22.
Residents opposed to the rezoning wanted the hearing continued until the Environmental
Impact Report ("EIR") for the landfill expansion went through the proper public review
period. We believe that the Planning Commission should not have recommended this
rezone application for the following reasons:

1. The Planning Commission’s staff misread and misinterpreted Public Resourcas
Cade, section 50000.5 which the Planning Commission based its recommendation
on. Rezoning is a discretionary decision and Section 50000.5 does not mandate
the County to rezone the properties in question prior to the completion and public
review of the project’s EIR. The County would be allowing this to occur to the
detriment of residents without allowing the public to review an EIR.

2. Before the staff of the Planning Commission cited Section 50000.5 as the reason
for the immediate rezoning, some members of the. Commission questioned the
appropriateness and legality of such a recommendation since the "intent" of the
rezone is for the landfill expansion and not for the true meaning of "Agricuitural"
zoning.

3. At the time the Planning Commission’s staff cited Section 50000.5, County Counsel
was not familiar with that section and even cited a case in which it was shown that
a negative declaration was inappropriate, yet the Board based their decision on
the misinterpreted definition of the Commission staff and not by the Counsel.
Since County Counsel was not familiar with that section, the hearing should have
been continued to allow County Counsel reasonable time to review the scope of
that section and determine whether it was necessary to prepare an EIR.

4. The rezone is a "project' as defined in the California Environmental Quality Act,
section 21965 and requires the preparation of an EIR. This is not a simple request
for rezoning from RE-20 to A. The ‘intent as defined in the Planning
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Board of Supervisors
August 15, 1991

Commission’s staff report, is for the "expansion" of the landfill and not for the true
intent of "Agricultural' rezoning.

5. CEQA requires an EIR rather than a Negative Declaration because there are
significant effects as defined in the CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G (Title 14, CAC,
Ch. 3) which are being ignored by the County.

6. The public has not been informed as to which properties the County is acquiring
which are within the rezone request area. Residents are aware that the County is
acquiring BLM property in a land exchange. The County wants to rezone the
property prior to their acquisition for their sole benefit. This whole process seems
very "under-handed". Residents opposed to the BLM land exchange and rezoning
request have not been able to abtain from the County a map delineating the
boundaries of the County’s acquisition of BLM property and the boundaries of the
area proposed for the landfill use, which would include buffer areas. The County
is keeping information out of the hands of the public in order to allow them to
proceed in a manner which sidesteps legal requirements.

We hereby request that the Board of Supervisors postpone approval of the rezone
application No. Z91-22 until an EIR, as required by CEQA, is performed or until the EIR
on the landfill "project" has completed the public review period.

Respectfully submitted,

L’Fv’YCL.L\Ug'?lLfC S
A=

Lorraine Burgess, President
MARTINEZ MINES HOMEOWNERS CORPORATION
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El Dorado County Planning Commission
360 Fair Lane
Placerville, Ca. 95667 July 23, 129l

ATTN: Larry D. Walrod

To whom 1t may concern:

Once again some govenment agencies are trying to
manipulate property owners by decelving and witholding
information for purposes of making their jobs easzier.
(First example of mietruet was the Gun Club approval by
Board of Supervisors without a Environmental Impact
Report, See Letter attached and dated February 23, 1979
from Marlan K. Klinger to Board of Supervisors.)

I, Karen Klinger, am & property owner of 51 Acres
approximately one mile South of the El Doradoe County Dump
facllity. October 1990 I had an appraisal on the above
51 Acres. The appraiser typed the following: . " The EL
Dorado County Landfill is approximately 1 mile to the
North and considered to negatively affect value."

The eonly notice I recelved dated June 20, 1991 shows
preoposal to rezone properties from Residential
Agricultural to Agricultural consisting of 115 Acres
adjacent to the El porado County Union Mine Dump. Thie
is mpot zoning and is misleading property owners again
for future expansion for dump facilities. (Previously I
hadn’t received anything from the County or Community
Development regarding this matter. I only became aware
of recent developments through my neighbors. )

No map was attached showing how the exchange of these
public lands will affect the surrounding proparty owners.
Landowners should have a detalled marked map showing the
115 acree Iin relation to the existing landfill. My
property is surrounded by Bureau of Land Management
Proparty. I could be an island surrounded by future dump
gites. You can belleve I am upset with lack of written
notice of public hearing. Very conveniently your offlices
seem to omit notifying surrounding property owners that
might be a risk to whatever you want to accomplish.

I hear from neighbors that this 115 acre rezoning is
supposed to be only a buffer for the dump. If =o this
should be designated in writing as only a buffer with no
future use or expansion for a dump or landfill use. -

I have incurred a lose in property value with how the
existing landfill looks. With the proposed expansion, my
neighbors and I will suffer tremendous monetary loss.

our damadges should be a part of your report.

I requested a copy of the Negative Declaration. This
report is very one zsided without proper representation to
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surrounding property owners. If you were a property
owner you probably would have answered as follows:

#2 Alr - b. yes 1t will be affected.

#3 Water - e. yes it could reach the waterway
balow.

#5 Animal life ~ ¢, yes it is bound to creata a
heaven for more flies, maggets, rats, mice and the lika.

#6 Noise - a. As more and more people £ill in the
spaces of this land, the dump will be even more active
and more and more trucks & care will £ill the roads.

#8 Land Use - yes, surrounding homes and
propertiesswlill be less desireable due to the closeness
of the proposed ewpansion and creating an obsgolesence
which in turn will take longer for these properties to
sall and will be difficult in the future to tell what
damages could be suffered, Unknowns are difficult to
evaluate.

#10 Risk of Upset = Yarm.

#11 Population -« Yes. Whe wants to live near a
dump.

#12 Housing. Yes. Who wants to bulld near a dump.

#13 Tranaportation - a. yes more than llkely.

f. yes very likely.
#14 Public Servicese. Most likely for roade.
#17 Human Health. a. yes potential health hazard,
b. yes potential exposure to
health hazard.

#18 Aesthetics. Yes. Public and neighbors will
hardly be able to avoid seelng thiz eyesore of proposed
expansion to the South of the existing dump.

#21 a. Yas the project has the potential to degrade
the guality of the environment and the habitat for
animals and humans alike.

When the Environmental Impact Report is filed, copiles of
all orlginal and changes to the original report should be
made available for surrounding property owners.

With great concern for the future I will be against any
expanglon of the existing El Dorado Dump.

Sincerply, Ci;g
g:ﬁne . ;%u
Xaren Klinger

1097 Castec Drive
Sacramento, Ca. 95864
916=481-1071
co: Vern Gerwver
County Board of Supervisors

Sacramento Bea
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From @ KLINGER FERLTY -“4ls) 481-1871 PB4

February 23, 1979

Clexk,

Board of Supervisors
County of El Dorado
330 Fair Lane
Placerville, CA 95667

Gentlemen:

The County of.El Dorado issued a special use permit to the

El Dorado Rod and Gun Club (Club) on July 28, 1977 (No. 77-82)
for skeet, trap, rifle and pistol range. The Board of
Supgrvisors entered into a Concession Agreement for a ten-year
period with the c¢lub on February 28, 197%8. For the reasons

set forth below, it is believed the County has acted improperly
and should temporarily revoke the permit, not issue a building
permit, and provide a public meeting to discuss the seemingly
adverse effects of the proposal.

At the time of the public hearing and at subsequent times,
many property owners vigorously opposed the proposal. Mr. and
Mrs. Keith Klinger, who own land adjacent to this site, were
not advised of the meetings in 1977 or 1978, as required in
the County ordinance.

The first note the Klingers had was on February 6, 1979 when
they noticed grading on the top of one of the knolls.
Subsequent to this, Mr. Klinger reviewed the records and talked
to planning staff to find out what was proposed. He found the
following information and discrepancies:

1. The initial study, which was prepared by County staff,
failed to address the environmental issues of noise, fumes,
gafety, access, or the effects on people or wildlife or
domestic animals. These concerns wera expressed before
and after the Planning Commission meeting and should have
been noted in the study. The iritial study is not and
cannot be used as the Negative Declaration. h

2. A Negative Declaration was not found in the files and the
notice of the Planning Commission's public hearing did not
refer to a Negative Declaration. Section 15083 of the
Administrative Code requires a Negative Declaration be
prepared for consideration and that its availability be
made known. Subdivision (d) (1) requires the Negative
Daeclaration be adopted. Subdivision (e) requires the
public be able to review the Negative Declaration.
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From @ KLINGER REALTY 15) 431-187E PES

County Beard of Supervisors
Page 2
February 23, 1979

3. Mr. Klinger could find no proof of mailing of the notice
of the Planning Commission hearing on July 28, 1977 to
Property owners within 500', as required in Section 9445(C).

4. The records failed to disclose that at least one member
of the "¢lub” is also a County staff member. The County
staff recommended approval. It is believed such a possible
interest should be known to decision makers on the Planning
Commission and the Board of Supervisors, as well as the
public. >

5. As one of the conditions for the issuance of the special
use permit, the club was to first obtain a building permit.
Grading work has begun on the property and a review of the
files Indicates no permit has been issued or applied for
(and should not be issued).

6. The County zoning regulations for Agricultural (Ag.)
Districts do not specifically allow the property to be
used as proposed. Such use i1s nothing more than a means to
provide for other unrelated and undesirable uses, which can
only result in adverse effects on people in the area and
gpur on further kinds of similar development.

7. No notice of determination was found in the County Clerk's
Office, as reguired under California Administrative Code

Section 15083(fl).

The Klingers, as well as other property owners, also believe the
proposal wse diminishes the value of their property and could be
avoided, Since the weather does not reasonably permit construc-
tion at this time and the "club" has waited a year to even
commence construction, it would certainly be to everyone's
interest to temporarilv revoke the permit and deny issuance of

a building permit until after a hearing is held.

Algo, please see attached letter from the County Planning
Department, which fails to addregs the issues raised abcve.

Please immediately advise what actions you propose to take.

Sincarely,

JAMES LEMMOND
Attorney at Law

110 Moffatt Way
Sacramento, CA 925825

Attachment

135



From ¢ KLINGER RERLTY "TL6) 481-1871 Pas

County Of El\Dor aclo BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

330 Faly Lang © Placopvills, GA 65367

B ABLIEHE OO ... vves eernsechersr FIRGT DISTRICY

VIILLIAR Y0, JONHEOR. .. ., «..erod]. ... BECOHD BIBVAHY Tolophono (#6) 826-2484
B0 WALKER ., 0evveernresornessslosnso THIAD BISTRIEY
SOBEPRY, PR, .. ovveenn . POURTH DISTRICT e

THORAS L STEWARY ....eeeerss . rroo FFTR BIBTAICE

GOLOAES BREGEROH ... vevevsedessse. COURTY CLERK

April 1y, 1872
.
James Lewmond, Lsd.

110 Moffatt Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

-

Dear Mzl Lemmond:

At = rehular meeting of the fBoard of Supervisors
held Tuksday, Apzil 17, 127%. phenaggrd.ggpglnuﬁﬁ
to May |1, 1379, your request to revoke Special
oo pemmit No. 77-82 issued to the El Dorado Red
and Gurl Club »n July 28, 1377 for a skee, btxap,
ri¢le gnd wistcl ranae.

Vayy truly youxs,

W. . WALKER, Chaixman

JOLORES BREDESON, County Clers
and eux-officio Clexk of the bBoarxd

— C— C

3y

peputy Clerk

/ph

fr. “arlan Feith Xlinger, 1097 Castec Orive, Sacramento
Bl Oerado Red & Gun Club, e/0 d. W. Jones, Camineg, CA

Ccunty Counsel
¥ lanning Department
Shegifd

1)
. 3

CERTIAIED MALL-RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
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July 22, 1991
EL DORADO COUNTY

REGERY

Larry D. Walrod, Planning Director

El Dorado County Planning Commission JUL2 3 1991
360 Fair Lane

i COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Placerville, CA 95667 DEPARTMENT

Re: OPPOSITION TO NEGATIVE DECLARA
Item # 6.a.
Agenda of Tily 25, 1991
Staff: Pierre Rivas =
File No. Z91-22 (Rezoning)

Dear Mr. Walrod:

We hereby object to the Negative Declaration submitted on File No. Z91-22. Section
21064 of the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") states:

"Negative declaration’ means a written statement briefly describing the reasons
that a proposed project will not have a sigmificant effect on the environment and |
does not require the preparation of an environmental impact report.” (emphasis
added)

We believe that the rezoming of the proposed property will have a significant effect on the
environment for the following reasons:

1. Conflicts with adopted goals of community

The Long Range Land Use Plan and Diamond Springs/El Dorado Area Plan designates
Rural Residential Areas (10 acre Minimum). The long range plan implies "residences" and
not landfill use. The only area currently zoned Agriculture is the site of the Union Mine
Landfill. The acceptance of this rezone may be considered "spot zoning." Properties bordering
the rezoned area would decrease in property value because of the intent of the rezone.

2. May have a substantial, demonstrable negative aesthetic effect

The intent of this rezone is to allow the County to use the property for the landfill
expansion which may require the destruction of terrain and viewsheds for cover material for
debris.

3. Substantially degrade water quality

The residences adjoining the rezoned properties may have their groundwater supply.in ... ..
danger of becoming contaminated. ' Comenmmmnad
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4, Substantially increase traffic

The rezone may increase traffic in allowing for the landfill expansion and the new
septage treatment plant. As the County grows, so will the traffic on that road from public
vehicles and commercial hauling trucks for debris and septage. The current condition of the
road system to the 'lv.';_lgdﬂll is inadequate and unsafe for the present traffic.

5. Increase substantially the ambient noise levels
The rezone, in allowing the landfill expansion, may increase noise levels from daily use

of earthmoving equipment, traffic and the pump for the septage treatment plant for the full
life span of the landfill.

6. Substantially diminish_habitat

. The rezone would allow the County to expand their landfill in an enormous area
_: thereby destroying the habitat.

7. May create a potential public health hazard or involve the disposal of materials which
pose a _hazard to people ot animal or plant populations in the area affected

The rezone, in allowing the landfill expansion, may have a potential "risk" factor
involved to the public and surrounding area.

8. May violate any ambient air quality standards

The rezone, in allowing the landfill expansion, will allow the smell from debris and
septage to accumulate closer to the public and expose them to methane gas from the landfill
expansion.

For the reasons stated above, the proposed negative declaration is not appropriate and-
violates Section 21064 of the Public Resources Code. In lieu of a negative declaration, the
County should require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report to properly assess
the identified effects on the environment.

We have the following comments on the Staff Report:

L Background ."

The report is contradictory. It states "The County is presently acquiring additional .
buifer lands adjacent to the facility . . ." and then states ". . . the disposal of garbage or rubbish ™ -
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July 22, 1991
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is permitted within the Agricultural (A) Zone District upon approval of a special use permit,
thus the purpose of this rezone reguest.” If the Jand is to be obtained only as a "buffer zone,"
there should be no need to rezone. If the land is to be obtained for the "disposal of garbage
or rubbish,” an EIR is required on this rezone application. This is unclear as to the intentions
of the County.

>

The report also states the County will actually be acquiring only portions of the BLM
parcels. None of the exhibits attached indicate which portions the County is to only acquire
and then must be assumed.the County, after rezoning, will have the use of all the rezoned
BLM properties for the landfill expansion.

2. Site Description

The description does not mention the population of the area nor the nearest occupied
residences which would be significantly effected by the landfill expansion caused by the rezone
application.

3. Environmental Review

The report states: "Since this rezone application is to allow for the landfili expansion,
this application should be included as part of the ’project’. . . Since this rezone application
is to be part of the "project,” the public should have time to review the draft Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) which we are informed is not available for review until July 24, 1991
As such, the hearing on the rezone application should be continued until after the public
review period on the draft EIR is completed.

WE HEREBY REQUEST THAT THE HEARING ON Z91-22 REZONE
APPLICATION BE CONTINUED UNTIL AFTER THE PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD IS
COMPLETED ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
UNION MINE LANDFILL EXPANSION.

. /ﬁ /’) . /—‘Q . \/Z
Signature: .2 \erl Signature: 7 /Y YW L P\ CioS S

< ; J
Signature: /94,’/)/1,/4_{ %/ :

Signature: i £ “‘%ég}/:,j;

(o5

Signature: //ZM ,{(L LLED Signature:/%’/% % { //
; = 2 , %

-

./,
oo
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Larry D. Walrod, Planning Director

July 22, 1991
Page 4
Signature: «/m’ ? Signature:

Signature: ;2( e (’ 4 &mlﬁ#\& Signature:
Signature: Kfﬁj{f«(/‘/;)fﬁ/y Signature:

Signature: /\é/d;blzl W i/.[g‘me,é Signature:

/

. Signature: 2{&«4% /‘) /{%}W Signature:

cc:  El Dorado County Board of Supervisors
Attn: Supervisor Vern Gerwer
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COUNTY OF
EL DORADO

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
PLANNING  DIVISION

MAIN QFFICE: SOUTH LAKE TAHOE OFFICE:

360 FAIR LANE 1358 JOHNSON BLVD.
FLACERVILLE, CA 88887 P.O. BOX 14508

(916) 621-5355 SOUTH LAKE TAHOE, CA 9s702

{916} 573-3145

MEMORANDUM

TO: Planning Commission

FROM: Larry D. Walrod, Planning Di:i:'e.ctcn:"fE

DATE: July 24, 1991

SUBJECT: Rezone File #Z91-22 (Agenda of July 25, 1991,
Item #6.2) Letter of Opposition to
Negative Declaration Dated July 22, 1991

RESPONSES TO WRITTEN COMMENTS ON NEGATIVE DECLARATION

ltem 1. The site is designated Rural Residential Area (1

d.u./l0-acre minimum) by the Long Range Land Use Plan
and Rural Residential Agriculture (1 d.u./10-160 acres)
by the Diamond Springs/El Dorado Area Plan.

The proposed Agricultural (A} zoning is consistent with
the Area Plan which permits a minimum parcel size of
ten acres and allows one residence by right per parcel.

The opinion that this rezone request may be considered
"spot zoning" is without merit. The existing Union
Mine Landfill site, which is currently zoned A is
approximately 217 acres in size. If approved, this
request will rezone approximately 200+ acres adjacent
to the landfill to zone A. This area is much too large
to be considered a "“spot zone".

It is speculative to assume that the intent of the
rezone may decrease adjacent property values. Since
the site has operated as a refuse burn dump from 1962
until 1969, and a solid waste landfill from 1969 to the
present, any devaluation of the property within the
market place should havs already occurred. Surrounding
on-site topography and setbacks isolate the area from
nearby properties. The closest homes are located
approximately 1,000 feet to the east and 2, 000 feet to )
the northwest, and are shielded by hills and- P
ridgeline.
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2.

The area to be rezoned and eventually acquired by the
County are to provide for buffer between adjacent land
uses and the landfill expansion within the existing
site.

Approval of the rezone request will not have a
significant adverse affect on assthetics. Zone A
permits basically those same uses by right as permitted
under the RA-20 zone by right. The landfill is
permitted within the A zone only upon approval of a
spe01al use permit (County Code Section 17.36. 040(F))
which is discretionary and subject to CEQA review.

An EIR is being prepared to evaluate the proposed Union
Mine Landfill Expansion/Closure project.

No evidence has been made avallable or generated to
show that ground water supplies may be significantly
degraded as a result of the rezone. The uses permitted
by right within the A zone are substantially similar to
those permitted by right within the RA-20 zone.

The landfill expansion is not a part of the
environmental study regarding this rezone.

No evidence that the proposed rezone will create
significant impacts on circulation has been submitted
or generated.

No evidence that the proposed rezone will cause
significant increases in noise has been submitted or
generated.

See responses to Items 2, 3, and 4.

No evidence that the proposed rezone will cause
significant impacts to wildlife habitat has been
subnmitted or generated.

See responses to Items 2, 3, and 4.

A rezone to A does not permit a landfill or itg-
expansion. Approval of a special use permit will be
required.

No evidence that the proposed rezone will cause _
significant impacts to air guality has been submitted
or generated.

See responses to Items 2, 3, and 4.

Page 2
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RESPONSES

TO WRITTEN COMMENTS ON STAFF REPORT

Ttem 1.

Item 2.

Item 3.

LDW:PR:cmt

The "buffer zone" is part of the landfill facility.
Appurtenances to the landfill (not the disposal of
garbage or rubbish) may occur within these areas.

Legal descriptions of the land to be required from BLM
do not currently exist. As such, the County proposes
to rezone the entire parcels as described by Assessor's
Parcel Numbers. Rezoning is a legislative act which
the County may pursue at its discretion.

The landfill expansion is not a subject of this staff
report. The rezone application does not "cause!" the
landfill to be expanded.

The purpoéé of the rezone is to allow for the submittal
of a special use permit application to allow for the
landfill expansion.

The petitioners' request that the rezone application be
continued until after the review period is completed on
the Draft EIR for the Union Mine Landfill Expansion, is
not warranted since a very extensive environmental
evaluation of the landfill expansion proposal is to
take place prior to any action on the special use
permit application allowing the landfill expansion.

(PR/memos/UMine)
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