
 
 
 

 

2 May 2013 
 
Michael P. Lien 
L and D Landfill Limited Partnership 
P.O. Box 255009 
Sacramento, California 95865-5009 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS, TENTATIVE WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR 
FLORIN PERKINS LANDFILL, SACRAMENTO COUNTY 
 
Central Valley Water Board permitting staff reviewed your 19 April 2013 comments (copy of letter 
enclosed) regarding the above-referenced tentative waste discharge requirements (WDRs) for 
the Florin Perkins Landfill.   The subject tentative WDRs are scheduled for consideration at the 
Water Board’s 30 and 31 May 2013 meeting.  This letter provides Water Board staff’s response 
to your comments, as summarized below:  
 
Comments 1 and 2 
A ten year timeline for closure is grossly inconsistent with the regulations, which require that closure 
activities begin after twelve months of inactivity. . . The timeline for implementation of landfill gas controls 
stretches out for many years and is too long.  Immediate interim controls should be required for the entire 
landfill to address a known problem that has not been addressed in a timely fashion.  As written, 
corrective action measures are not required to be completed until after 2020. 

Response – Title 27 prescriptive requirements do not generally apply to an unclassified waste 
management unit.  The WDRs implement Title 27 based on the need for corrective action, as 
indicated by existing impacts and threat to water quality.  Landfill closure and gas controls are 
required as the primary corrective action measures.  Monitoring data for the site indicates that 
the groundwater impacts are relatively low and no volatile organic compounds (VOCs) have 
been detected down gradient of the Eastern Fill Area.  One VOC, Freon 11, has been detected 
down gradient of the Northern Fill Area, but at relatively low concentrations (e.g. <5 µg/L) 
compared to drinking water standards (e.g., 150 µg/L California MCL).  Somewhat higher VOC 
concentrations, limited to Freon 11, have been detected down gradient of the Southern Fill Area, 
but still relatively low compared to drinking water standards.   
 
Landfill gas concentrations detected in the vapor probes at the landfill units are also generally 
low compared to a Class III landfill and landfill gas has been detected in the perimeter probes for 
only the Southern Fill Area.  Because the Southern Fill Area has higher gas and groundwater 
impacts that the other two units, the WDRs require that interim controls and closure be 
implemented at it first.  In summary, staff believes that the due dates in the WDRs for 
implementation of closure and corrective action at all three of the landfill units are reasonable 
based on the relatively low threat to water quality and mild groundwater impacts compared to a 
release from a Class III landfill.   
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