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Response to Letter R-I32 

Mary Anne Viney 
 
R-I32-1 This comment includes introductory remarks regarding the existing inactive landfill. 

Specifically, the first part of this comment cites a methane exceedance as documented 
in the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) Closed Disposal Site Inspection Report for an 
inspection conducted on February 26, 2018. The second part of this comment includes 
an excerpt regarding a methane exceedance as documented in the same inspection 
report. Please refer to the following Response to Comments R-I32-2 through R-I32-4. 

R-I32-2 The comment asks whether existing methane emissions from the inactive landfill were 
included the emissions associated with the Proposed Project.  

First, regarding the noted methane exceedance, the LEA Closed Disposal Site 
Inspection Report dated May 31, 2018 confirms that the County has proactively worked 
with the LEA to identify the exact cause of the exceedance and to implement solutions 
that would remediate the problem. As of August 2018, the County is working to obtain 
LEA and FAA approval to install additional extraction wells to reduce the level of 
methane. It should also be clarified there are no above-ground emissions associated 
with this temporary exceedance. Rather, the elevated methane levels remain 
underground. 

Second, please refer to Master Response 6, which clarifies that the PEIR was 
prepared to analyze potential environmental effects associated with the proposed 
activities identified in the Master Plan Update through 2036. CEQA Guidelines Section 
15126.2 requires the assessment of a project (i.e., Master Plan Update) on the 
environment, including potential changes in the existing physical conditions. This does 
not require an agency to analyze impacts of existing conditions, nor is that within the 
scope of the project. Accordingly, no changes to the PEIR have been made, and no 
further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and 
consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project. 

R-I32-3 The comment further asks whether the RWQCB has been notified of ponding conditions 
over the inactive landfill and what are the potential impacts for groundwater 
contamination. As noted in the LEA Closed Disposal Site Inspection Report dated 
May 31, 2018, the area in which ponded water was previously observed had since 
become dry. Nonetheless, as a regulator of the inactive landfill, RWQCB conducts 
routine site inspections and reviews the monitoring reports required by the County.  

As stated above, Master Response 6 clarifies that the PEIR was prepared to analyze 
potential environmental effects associated with the proposed activities identified in the 
Master Plan Update through 2036. CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2 requires the 
assessment of a project (i.e., Master Plan Update) on the environment, including 
potential changes in the existing physical conditions. This does not require an agency to 
analyze impacts of existing conditions, nor is that within the scope of the project. 
Accordingly, this comment does not provide input related to the recirculated Draft PEIR 
subjects (i.e., Biology, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Energy Use and Consumption, 
RPZs). Therefore, no changes to the PEIR have been made, and no further response is 
required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by 
the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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R-I32-4 The comment asks when the asphalt cracks, as noted in the LEA Closed Disposal Site 
Inspection Report for an inspection conducted on February 26, 2018, were repaired and 
whether measurements for landfill gas was taken prior to repair. As noted in the LEA 
inspection report, the identified cracks were primarily related to water infiltration and not 
related to methane emissions. As this comment includes a request for information, it 
does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR analysis or proposed 
mitigation. Therefore, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to this 
comment, and no further response is required. 

R-I32-5 This comment includes an analysis of the lead monitoring station at the Airport and 
reporting by EPA and SDAPCD. The comment does not provide input related to the 
recirculated Draft PEIR subjects (i.e., Biology, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Energy Use 
and Consumption, RPZs), and this topic was analyzed under the previously published 
Draft PEIR. This discussion was also included in the Draft PEIR Section 3.1.2.1 that 
was previously published. Nonetheless, additional clarification is noted below for the 
record. 

The comment cites that in 2012, EPA commenced a leading emissions study at the 
Airport. The results initially showed lead concentrations above the NAAQS. However, 
after further review of the monitoring location by SDAPCD, it was determined USEPA’s 
monitoring station was unsuitable to accurately document lead exposure levels at the 
Airport. Specifically, the single lead sampler was installed immediately adjacent to the 
primary run-up area, where aircraft engines are run at relatively high power settings to 
check engine components and propellers prior to take-off. This sampler location was in 
very close proximity to piston-driven aircraft engines running at relatively high power 
settings and sampled localized exhaust emissions, rather than ambient air to which the 
public could be exposed. SDAPCD expressed concerns to the EPA that this single-test 
location was inadequate to accurately document airborne lead levels on and around the 
airport. As a result, SDAPCD conducted additional monitoring at numerous locations 
where pilots, passengers, airport personnel, and the public have access. The results 
from SDAPCD were published in the October 2013 Lead Gradient Study at McClellan-
Palomar Airport. Per EPA approval, the sampling location was changed (11/1/2014) to 
the most representative location for airborne lead monitoring and protection of the 
public health (along the perimeter fence in the northeast corner). A new AQS ID 
number, 06-073-1023, was assigned to the new location. The Lead Gradient Study 
concluded that the location with the highest average lead concentrations totaled 0.015 
µg/m3, which is only 10% of the 0.15 µg/m3 federal standard. 

The Lead Gradient Study showed that lead levels measured during the 1-year EPA-
funded study are not representative of airborne lead concentrations in areas readily 
accessible to the public. However, because the airborne lead measurements collected 
during the 1-year EPA-funded study exceeded the minimum threshold, continuous 
airborne lead monitoring at McClellan-Palomar Airport was required.  

According to lead emissions data from USEPA’s air quality system, this relocated 
monitoring station most recently reported a 3-month rolling average of 0.02 micrograms 
per cubic meter as of January 2018. As noted in the APCD Annual Air Quality 
Monitoring Network Plan for 2017, all measured concentrations at the Airport location 
are well below 50% of the NAAQS. As of August 2018, the SDAPCD is petitioning to 
decommission regulatory lead sampling at the Airport. Please refer to Appendix B of the 
2017 Network Plan for the EPA report. 

R-I32-6 This comment includes citations to organizations and studies discussing lead emissions 
and its potential effects. Please refer to Response to Comment R-I32-5. Furthermore, 
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the topic raised in this comment (i.e., lead) was analyzed under the Draft PEIR that was 
previously circulated for public review. The comment does not provide input related to 
the recirculated Draft PEIR subjects (i.e., Biology, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Energy 
Use and Consumption, RPZs). Therefore, no changes to the PEIR have been made, 
and no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project. 

R-I32-7 This comment cites a previous underground detention basin project by the County 
Department of Public Works – Watershed Protection Program. The comment includes 
an excerpt from the project’s dedicated website 
(https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/dpw/flood/palomar.html).  

The comment further cites and includes an excerpt from the Fiscal Year 2012 Annual 
Report of the Carlsbad Watershed Urban Runoff Management Program prepared by the 
Carlsbad Watershed Copermittees. The excerpt cites the underground detention basin 
project and the County’s regular monitoring of the facility to assess its effectiveness.  

The comment then refers back to the County’s website for the underground detention 
basin and includes an excerpt from the design page concerning the diversion structure 
that directs low flows. 

The comment concludes by asking whether the County has considered the frequency 
and intensity of storms that may impact the underground detention basin’s ability to 
collect and treat storm flows as a result of climate change. Although this comment 
references climate change, the intent is to gather information pertaining to an existing 
built facility and how global climate change might affect the facility. Accordingly, this 
comment does not contain remarks or substantive issues related to the Master Plan 
Update or the PEIR, including the recirculated sections. Therefore, no changes to the 
PEIR have been made, and no further response is required. This comment is included 
in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior 
to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
 
  


