AGENDA
CITY OF CARSON
REGULAR MEETING OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION
701 East Carson Street, Carson, CA 90745
EXECUTIVE CONFERENCE ROOM, 2"° FLOOR
Wednesday, July 2, 2014
6:30 p.m.

10

12.

CALL TO ORDER:
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

ROLL CALL:

AGENDA POSTING CERTIFICATION:

AGENDA APPROVAL:
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS:

MINUTES APPROVAL:
a. June 4, 2014

Ervironmental Commissioners:
Burr, Hellerud, Hopson, Jimenez, Love
Mack, Muckey, Perry, Taylor

1

In accordance with the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1920, if you require
a disability related modification or
accommodation {0 attend or
participate In this meeting, including
auxihary aids or services, please call
the City Clerk’s office at 310-952-1720
at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.
{Government Code Section 54954.2)

For items NOT on the agenda.
Speakers are limited to three minutes.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
a. N/A

NEW BUSINESS
a. Examples of Other General Plans

b. List of Specific Recormmendations to City Council
¢. Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan Initiai Study

L WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS

a. Completion of “Commemorative Polo Shirt Input” (to be provided at the meeting)

. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

a. Audience
b. Commissioners
c. Staff
i. Ethics Training Certificates
i. Car2Goin Carson
Hi. Shell Site Tour
v, Form 700, Not needed

ADJOURNMENT

Upcoming Meetings; August 6, September 3, October 1, November 5, December 3



MINUTES
ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION
June 4, 2014

6:30 PM
CALL TO ORDER: 6:41 pm

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Chairperson Love

ROLL CALL: Planner Saied Naaseh called the roll as follows:
Present: Commissioners: Burr, Hellerud, Hopsen,
Jimenez, Love, Mack, Muckey, Perry.
Absent Tayior
Staff Present: Planner Saied Naaseh

SECRETARY’'S REPORT

N/A

AGENDA APPROVAL

Approved 8-0

MINUTES APPROVAL

a. May 7, 2014, Approved 8-0.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

a. N/A

NEW BUSINESS

a. General Plan Alr Quality Goals, Policies, and Implementation Measures,
Commission concurred that new policies are needed to further the goals of the
Commission and suggested: all sizes of particulate matter should be 2 concern in
Carson; toxic releases are also a concern in Carson; City should explore the contents
of a Public Health Element in the General Plan; alternative transportation programs
should be evaluated in Carson {o reduce vehicle trips, transit options should be easier
to access such as using apps. Commission also indicated concerns regarding soil and
water contamination.



WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS

a. Kinder Morgan Good Neighbor Agreement in reference to Kinder Morgan,
Asthma Allergy Foundation, “Asthma Bus” for LA Unified School District. Staff
provided the requested information to the Commission.

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

a. Audience, None

b. Commissioners,

i.

C. Staff

iH.

AJOURNMENT

Requested staff 1o provide a copy of the “Survey” to be used at the May 16"
event.
Requested update on the HERO program

Shell CRP Comments, Staff informed the Commission that their comments
were provided to City Councit members and Shell. Staff informed the
Commission that Shell would like to attend one of the Commission meeting s
to provide a presentation.

Community Outreach Ideas, Commission discussed future projects such as
City events,

Ethics Training Ceriificate for Commissioners Mack and Taylor,
Certificates were yet not issued by the City Clerk’s office. They will be
distributed at the next meeting.

New City badges for Commissioners, Badges were distributed.

At 8:05 pm, the meeting was adjourned to July 2, 2014, 6:30 pm.

ATTEST:

CHAIRPERSON LOVE

SAIED NAASEH, ASSOCIATE PLANNER



CITY OF CARSON

STAFF COMMUNICATION TO
THE ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION

NEW BUSINESS July 2, 2014

SUBJECT: Examples of General Plans from Other Citles

REQUEST: Review, discuss, and provide feedback on desirable General Plan

Elements, Goals, and Policles

Introduction

The Commission expressed an interest in exploring General Plan goals
and policies that deal with various topics that would further the
Commission’s Mission Statement and goals which were adopted in 2013:

Goals:
o Provide Environmental Leadership
e Encourage Community Involvemnent
e Offer Educational Opportunities

Mission Statement:

» (uiding a sustainable future for Carson through
environmental awareness, and education to enhance the
guality of life for residents.

Backaround

On June, 4, 2014, staff provided the commission with some information
regarding the City’s General Plan. A General Plan is a comprehensive
long-range planning tool that is used to guide the growth of the
community. In addition, the General Plan's goals, policies, and
implementation measures are used by staff, commissions, and City
Council to formulate policy.

Analysis

Planning Division's intern, Sarah Oliveira, has researched other model
General Plans that have been updated recently. Specifically, the General
Plans’ for Riverside County, Marin County, City of Fuilerton, and City of
Richmond were reviewed. The elements researched include Public
Health, Transportation, Sustainability/Energy, and Fiscal Responsibility.
The Commission is encouraged to review the attachment and highlight the
language that they believe could be applied in Carson. 1t should be noted
that these are General Plan goals and policy and are broad. Further

ITEM NO. 8a



implementation measures need to be developed to implement these goals
and policies.

1Y, Recommendation

Review, discuss, and provide feedback on desirable General Plan
Eiements, Goals, and Policies.

Y. Exhibits
1. General Plan Research Report

Prepared by:

Saied Naaseh, Associate Planner

ITEM NO. 9a



RESEARCH REPORT

Prepared for: Saied Naaseh
Prepared by: Sarah Oliveira
Date; 6/23/14

Research Topic:  General Plan and Study overview

———




Riverside County General Plan

PUBLIC HEALTH
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Riverside County General Plan- Ch. 10 Healthy Communities Element
Adopted March 23, 2011

Though at a county level, Riverside County General Plan offers Carson a look at the
beginning of an clement geared jowards the healih of its citizens, The Healthy Communities
Element has several broad goals that are necessary as this is the fest chapter of s kind in
Riverside. Policies offer avenues to meet goals but lack a valued set of criteria, steps, or
medsuring tools. A discussion of indicators serves as a first step in being able (o quaniify the
success of the elemment, However, xi)t,(,?ﬁ\,, indicators are not outhined in detail,

The sub-topics within the Blement cover a wide range of bealth aspects of the (:émunumty
ranging from iransportation to social capital. This compr m nsive evaluation of il the pieces of
public health help 1o solidify this Element as a Best Pruciice’ o be emudated. The California
Plening Roundigble acknowledees several applications for this plan’s vision. First, pubhc
heaith project review commments are given the same weight as other a§=-;~w~tm~*z‘z comments (e.g.
Transportation, Public Works, Parks) during the entitlements process.” Secondly, a Healih
Impact Assessment s, “currently being considered for a major project for the {irst time, The
Assessment goes bevond the CEQA process, which adds an iroporant health dimension that
helps identify and develop nutigation measures (¢.g. related to walkability) to protect human
health®.”

A challenge in the creation of this element came from the County siaft preforring that
there were more preseriptive pohicies, ¢o.g, more “shalls”™ than “shoulds™ throughout, Stll, the
staff recognizes that this element is new and created no fiscal impacis. A lesson {6 be learned is
that, “because healthy planuing was new for the County, and 2 new policy area for most
planners, it was important that the Element had broad support”?

The Element has a general focus on, “social capital, access to hefllthv foods and nutrition, health
care and mental health, recreational ceniers and day care ceniers.™ Health Indicators provided at
the beginning of the chapter, “docurment the current health of the residents in a chismetfiﬂe
manmner 5o that as changes are adopted and the envir (mmwm% hanges progress foward achi
health goals can be monitored at the population level.”™ No specific indicators or data J:_;ihii.
proy ided in this se retion. The ia}ﬁowmg, arc: ey o acals and policies that.stood out within the
Riversige County Phan,

GOAL HC2' Countywide Land Uses. Encourage a built environment that promotes physical activity and
access to iwai{hy foods whik ;’cducm&; drwm,g3 éﬁd po%%uuon by

on Qubizt, hu_ilt_l}.
2.1 Directing new growth o existing urbanized arcag while reducing new growth in undeveloped

arcas of the County.
HC 2.2 Promote increased physical activity, walking, cyciing and public transit, and reduced driving:

' California Planning Roundtable. 1/21/2014, Reinventing the General Plan. Riverside County Great Mode! Report.
Pp.7 <www reinventingthegeneralplan.org/models/> Accessed 6/10/14

 oid.

? bid.

? tbid.

‘: County of Riverside 3/23/2011, County of Riverside General Plan. Chapter 10: Pp. 3

" Ihid.

’ County of Riverside 3/23/2011, County of Riverside General Plan. Chapter 10, Pp. 4



2.2a Requiring where appropriate the development
of compact development patierns that are
pedestrian and bicycle friendly.
2.2b Increasing opportunities for active
transportation (walking and biking) and transit
use,
A Health Impact Assessment helps evaluate the
potential health effects of a plan, project; or policy
before it is built or unplemented.” The process
takes into consideration tput from different
&;’z‘.:a.i{&h(‘;i{iern; in determine possible side effects
onding solutions. Monitor 1
ey tzii.fmm th ment and changes e 8
are a0 Unportant step in assuring public Lu,i‘ih No
other plarns with this report address a Health
Dmnpact Assessment.

Health Impact Assessment is a structured
method for assessing and improving the
health conseguences of projects and
policies in the non-health sector.

- It is a multidisciplinary process combining
a range of gualitative and quantitative
evidence in a decision-making
framework

- Benefits include improved interagency
collaboration and pubiic participation

- Limitations include a lack of agreed
methods and gaps in the evidence

base for health impacts

"8, National Library of Medicine
Nationa! Institutes of Health

GOAL HC3 Community Development Areas. Live/work location with access to jobs, housing, and
services to achieve mobility, open space, and increase air quality. Where Appropriate:

HC 3.1 Require high-density, mixed use development ncar existing and propesed high use transit

centers.

HC 3.3 Reguire pedestrian-oriented design that encourages the use of bicycles and walking as
alternatives to driving and mcreases levels of physical activity.

GOAL HC 6" Healthy transportation system. Coordinate with transportation service providers and
transportation planning entities to improve acoess to multi-modal ransportation options throughout

the Counly, including public transit.

GOAL HC 8” Secial Cdpital Promote dwelopment pattems and po]icie%‘ thai‘

At thig tzme therc is no action plan desorxbmg ‘tmnsportatzon planning mvoivement. High- dens;t}g
mixed-use, and infill development becomes a theme within these General Plans as a piece of the
solution for public health, efficient transportation, and energy saving measures.

GOAL HEC 11" Access to healthy foods and nutrition
HC 11.1 Improve access to fresh frait, vegetables, and other healthy foods by encouraging a mix of
food establishments that offer healthy food choices.

Though less comprehensive than the plans o follow, Riverside offers a first look at a new
chapter in the search for better public health. As a template for Carson, this plan can be emulated
and expanded upon Lor the creation of Carson’s owi chapter.

¥ Centers for Disease Contral and Prevention, 1/3/2014, “He
<www.cde.gov/healthyplaces/hia htm> Accessed 6/18/14.
¢ County of Riverside 3/23/2011. County of Riverside General Plan. Chapter 10. Pp. 3
" County of Riverside 3/23/2011. County of Riverside General Plan. Chapter 10. Pp. 7
' County of Riverside 3/23/2011. County of Riverside General Plan. Chapter 10: Pp. 8
2 County of Riverside 3/23/2011. County of Riverside General Plan. Chapter 10. Pp. 11

aith Impact Assessment”. Atlanta, GA



Marin County Plan- Adopted November 6, 2007

Ulinmately, this document serves as one lar
the required general plan elements but rec
iethods and mtegrates them completely into the county. The plan provides a comprehensive

report o toe current environmenial setting within the county m all faceis. Each major goul

sustatnabie action plan” and includes all of
wiizes them i a way that targets susiainable

receives a “why is this important” section following an explanation of environmental, equitable,
and economitcal impacts, hmplementation steps are listed as well as a follow up on ihe program,
responsible parties, potental fanding, priovity, and fime frame,

Annteresting addition to this report ig the section for addressing how to read the
Countywide Plan for residents and others. Due to the complex nature of the document, the
County provides an overview of the organizaiion so that i is simpler 1o navigaie. Most of the
mnpicmentstion categories includs a step that aims to provide public information, marketing,
training, and edacation to support the various measwes or programs being presenied, The
California Planning Roundtable noted several strong {eatures, including specific benchmarks, the
ability to evaluate progress, and the clear inferconnection of topics.” Given the means and
support, aif cities and countics can stiive for the creation of a County Plan such as this.

PUBLIC HEALTH

AG-3.2" Encourage Community Gardens. Allow community gardens on County property that is
underutilized or where such use would complement current use, and amend the Development Code
to require space for on-site community gardens in new residential developments of 10+ units,

CD-3.1" Assign Financial Responsibility for Growth. Require new development to pay its fair share
of the cost of public facilities, services, and infrastructure.

TRANSPORTATION

GOAL AIR-3'° Reduction of Vehicle-Generated Pollutants.
AIR-3.a Support Voluntary Emplover-Based Trip Reduction. Provide assistance to regional and
local sharing organizations, and advocate legislation to maintain and expand employer sharing
AIR-3.b Promote new technologies and other incentives, such as allowing zero or partial zero
cmission vehicles rated at <45 miles per gallon in carpool lanes,

GOAL DES-2"7 Transit-Oriented Development.
DES-2.1 Concentrate commercial and medium to high density residential development near activity
centers that can be served efficiently by public transit and alternative transportation modes.

" California Planning Roundtable. 2007, Reinventing the General Plan. Marin Countywide Plan, Great Model
Report. Pp.1 <www.reinventingthegeneralplan.org/modeis/> Accessed 6/10/14

" Marin County 11/6/2007. Matin Countywide Plan. The Built Environment Element: Agriculture and Food. Pp 2-
169, <www.marincounty.arg/depis/cd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plan> Accessed 6/12/14

' Marin County 11/6/2007, Marin Countywide Plan. The Built Environment Element; Community Development.
Pp 3-27. <www.marincounty.org/depts/cd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plan> Accessed 6/12/14

** Marin County 11/6/2007. Marin Countywide Plan. The Natural Systems and Agriculture Element; Atmosphere
and Climate. Pp 2- 101, <www marincounty. org/depts/cd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plan>
Accessed 6/12/14

' Marin County 11/6/2007. Marin Countywide Plan. The Built Environment Element: Community Design. Pp 3-60.
<www.marincounty org/deptsicd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plan> Accessed 6/12/14



2

Currentiv, there are transit options foc
IDYFLAY but the newer comnercial and mixed-use development projects are becoming condensed
along Carson St oseveral Blocks away from the transit stop. Linating the accessibility of riders to
those conters of Hving snd consuming.

ated wither Carson that connect to destinanons {such as

GOAL TR-1.c" Work with local, State, and federal governments, businesses, schools, seniors, and
environmental groups to encourage use of transit,
vanpools, carpools, car sharing, bicvcles. and
walking, including providing incentives to
employers, commauters, and recreational users to
support these iransportation alternatives.

TR~1.1 Amend the Development Code and work
with cities and towns to allow reduced automobile
parking requirements for projects that participate
in subsidy programs for transit siders or provide
direct access {o multimodal {ransit hubs,

TR-2.2 Provide New Bicycle and Pedestrian
Facilities. Where appropriate, require new
development to provide trails or roadways and
paths for use by bicycles and/or on-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities. In-lieu fees may be
accepted if warranted in certain cases,

Bike racks offer a simple and low-cost henefit for bicyele riders n

locations where a rider is able o lock their bike with ease and gain access to the commercial

locations within close proximity can increase the kelihood of ridership in said areas. Large
sidewalks without bike racks remain uniricodly ¢ riders and deter their use of the space.

atl areas. Having several

TR-2.h Encourage Innovative Bicycle Lane Design. Where feasible, consider using techniques and
ideas employed in other communitics throughout Europe and the United States, such as colored

bike fanes, signage, lighting,

and other safety features.
Dedicated bicycle lanes create a
safer environment for the riders
and an easier view for auto drivers.
Takung the lanes a step further by
adding color to the laney increases
the percerved safety of their use.
According to the Federal thghway __
Administration, bieyehists tend o Phato Credic
position themsetves, “more : '
accurately as they travel across

Spring Street, Downtown LA

intersections,” and “feel sater when
B s e o e e L 5 19
the green colored pavement is prosent”™

" Marin County 11/6/2007. Marin Countywide Plan. The Built Environment Efement: Transportation. Pp 3-151.
<www.marincounty.org/depts/cd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plar> Accessed 6/12/14

" Lindey, Jeffery A. (2011). “Memorandum: Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices.” Federal Highway
Administration. U.5. Department of Transpoitation.

<http//mutcd. thwa.dot. gov/resources/interim _approval/ial4/ialdgrnpmbiketianes.pdf> Accessed 4/28/14



SUSTAINABILITY/ENERGY

GOAL AIR-4" Minimization of Contributions o Greenhouse Gases.
AlR-4 a Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions Resulting from Energy Use in Buildings. Implement
energy efficiency programs and use of renewable energy
AIR-5.1 Determine [Marin]-Specific Climate Change. Participate in research that examines the
effects of chimate change on human and natural systems.
AIR-5.2 Prepare Response Strategies for Impacts, that aid svstems in adapting to climate change
based on sound scientific understanding of the potential impacts.

GOAL EN-1*' Decreased Energy Use.

EM-1.1 Integrate cnergy efficiency and conservation requirements that exceed Siate standards info the
development review and building permit process.

EN-1.2 Continuge to offer incentives such as expedited permit processing, reduced fees, and technical
assistance to encourage energy efficiency technology and practices.

EN-1.a Integrate sustaimable energy resource planning and program implementation into long-range
and current planning functions. Establish and maintain a process to implement, evaluate, and
modify existing programs.

EN-1.b Adopt energy efficiency standards for new and remodeled buildings; Ordinance™

EN-1.d Consider requiring energy efficiency inspections, disclosure, and retrofits for existing
residential and commercial buildings upon
substantial remodei at change of ownership
based on cost-effective and commercially
available energy efficiency measures.

GOAL EN-2" Increased Renewable Resource Use.
£N-2.3 Promote Renewable Energy. Facilitate
rencwable technologies through streamlined
planning and development rules, coedes,
processing, and other incentives.

“renewable resources, the electric and gas
transmission and distribution system,
community growth areas anticipated fo require
new energy services, and other data uscful to
deployment of renewable technolegies.

EN-2.b Identify possible sites for production of
energy using local renewable resources such
as solar, wind, small hydro, biogas, and tidal. _
Evaluate potential land use, environmental, economic, and other constraints affecting their
development; and adopt measures to protect those resources, such as utility easement, right-of-way,

*GLACIAL ENERGY

* Marin County }1/6/2007. Marin Countywide Plan. The Natural Systems and Agriculture Element: Atmosphere
and Climate, Pp 2-102, <www.marincounty.org/depts/cd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plan>
Accessed 6/12/14

! Marin County §1/6/2007. Marin Countywide Plan. The Built Environment Element; Energy and Green Building.
Pp 3-82. <www.marincounty.org/depts/cd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plan> Accessed 6/12/14

* Marin County Single Family Dwelling Energy Efficiency Ordinance; new and remodeled homes larger than 3,500
square feet comply through energy efficiency technigues and/or use of renewable energy.

2 Marin County 11/6/2007. Marin Countywide Plan. The Built Environment Element: Energy and CGreen Buiiding.
Pp 3-85, <www. marincounty.org/depts/cd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plan> Accessed 6/12/14



and land set-asides.

EN-2.c Protect Sclar Access. Continue to require the protection of passive or active solar design
elements and systems from shading by neighbormg structures and trees.

EN-2.d Identify and remove regulatory or procedural barriers to producing renewabie energy in
buildimg and developiment codes, design guidelines, and zoning ordinances. Work with
related agencies such as fire, water, and health that may impact the use of alternative technologies.

EN-2.e Provide incentives, such as fee reductions and expedited processing, for facilities that use
rencwable sources for energy production. Work with State and federal agencies to secure tax
exemptions, tax rebates, or other financial incentives for such facilities,

EN-2.f Use Renewable Energy in County Facilities. Continue to develop and employ rencwable
energy and clean generation technojogies such as solar, wind, biogas, {idal, cogeneration, and fuel
cells to power County facifiiics using fax-free low-interest loans and other available financial
options. Evaluate the feasibility of purchasing renewable encrgy certificates to reduce Marin
County government’s conirtbuiion to greenhouse gas emissions.

EN-2.g Explore Community Choice Aggregation.

Evaluate and pursue implementation of CCA if it Community Choice Aggregation,
proves to be a cost-effective and low-risk strategy to abbreviated CCA, is a system
acceleraic the use of renewable energy resources,

EN-2.i Evaluate and implement as feasible local
government financing opiions such as low-interest
loans, pooled project financing, and joint ventures with
other agencies with financing authority, such as the
water districts,

{neither a company nor an
organization} adopted into law in
the states of MA, OH, CA, NJ, Rl and
iL, which allows cities and counties
to aggregate the buying power of
individual customers within a

GOAL EN-3% Adopt Green Building Standards. defined jurisdiction in order to
EN-3.1 Initiate Green Building initiatives. Encourage secure afternative energy supply
and over time increasingly reguire sustainable resource contracts on a community-wide
use and construction with nontoxic materials, basis, but allowing consumers not
EN-3.2 Offer Effective incentives. Continue to offer wishing to participate to opt-out.

incentives that encourage green building practices.

The Marin County Plan provides substantial data and analysis to support each of the goals and
subsequent polities. Creating and using the information gathered over all facets of the plan help
to integiate the elements and enhance the understanding of inicrconnectedness between topics.

“ Marin County 11/6/2007. Marin Countywide Plan. The Built Envirenment Element: Energy and Green Building.
Pp 3-88. <www marincounty.org/depts/cd/divisions/planning/2007-marin-countywide-plan> Accessed 6/12/14



The Fullerton Plan- Adopted May 1, 2012

The Plan Part 1 is divided into 4 elements, the built environment, the economy, the
community, and the natral « env fronment. Withiy each there are ¢ gm!s and policies o fotlow at
the regional/ LOT ] horhood/district level, and project level. The
Fullerion Plan takes on g different appru ﬁ%l 0 plan organization. instead of highhghting
indicators and implementation strategies following ea&h goal, as with Marin, the Fulierton Plan
has a separate Part 11 of the plan dedicated to ‘Indicators’ and ‘Action Plans’. The policigs
following each goal do not directly link np with the short-ferm 'mtiqm pifm elements. Instead of
cach policy having izs own section within the Action }*; any, the subjoct hines are aliered to
Flement/CoalAction, For instance, Gog !‘g “{éaw G972 ¢ :WE; participation in

GrEanZaticns, f'mmw, the Action Plan for item 9.2 38 the "Buy Loeal”
within the Policy 9.2 desenntion e does not immh up divectly. This makes Gnding the policy
and ts'n"‘img}o;M.img-; action phan difficuls. The Part 1 mg;-immmhﬁ?fm saction of this plan is where
the policies begin to break down o actionable steps and dictates which ageney 1s responsible
for that sction.
The tollowing section, Key fmplementation Tools, discusses zoning, specific plasis,
design guidelines, capital improvement programs, and application packages that will be utilized
for the primary goals of the plan. Unlike the Marin Countywide Plan, the Fullerton Plan
separates the implementation strategy of the goals and creates a new category for all these
technigues 1o be listed in the same location. This method is clesr and organived for the
comprebension of general plan maplications but lacks the siructure for adequately
addressing policies and individual goals w terms of unique implementation of each gosl and
policy.

Ordimance, whic

PUBLIC HEALTH

Element 3; Goal 14* An environment with opportunities for community health and wellbeing

P14.2 Healthy Living. Support policies, projects, programs and regulations that result in changes to the
physical environment to improve health, well-being and physical activity.

P14.3 Farmers” Markets. Support programs that facilitate successful farmers’ markets at appropriate
and convenient locations throughout the City,

P14.4 Community Gardens. Suppori policies, projects, programs and reguiations that encourage
community gardens that are operated and managed by local volunieers and that provide for small-
scale local food production in areas convenient to residents.

P14.9 Healthy Buildings. Support policies, projects, programs and reguliations that encourage buildings
to support the health of cccupants and users by using non-toxic building materials and finishes, using
windows and design features to maximize natural iight and ventilation, and providing access to the
outdoor environment. :

Encouraging healthy buildings for the sake of the occcapants je unigue to this plan. Generally,
plans welude the support of green budding design and LEED certification but do not specifically
mention non-ioxic materials for the benefit of indoor air guality. Fullerton has also implemented
the Healtivy Dating Actrve Living (HEAL)Y Cities Campaign, a statewide conununity based
prevention program that Carson also ac lopted on l\prli 17" 2012, Utilizing this program should
aid Carson i increasing public health across the city,

* Fullerton 5/1/2012. The Fuilerton Plan. Element 3: The Fullerton Community Pp 78. _
<www.cityoffullerton.com/depts/dev_serv/general_plan_update/the_fullerton_plan.asp > Accessed 6/12/14



TRANSPORTATION

26

Element 1; Goal 5 Promotion of transportation aliernatives that enable mobility

multi-modal transporfation network that meets the needs of all users of the streets, roads and
highways.

P5.8 Maximization of Person-Trips. Support programs, policies and regulations fo plan for and
implement an cfficient fransportation network that maximizes capacity for person-trips, not just
vehicle-trips.

Element 1; Goal 67 Creation of bicycle-friendly streets for all people
P6.4 Bicyclist Use on All Btreets. Support projeets, programs, policies and regulations to recognize that

P6.12 Bicyele Parking and Facilities. Support projects, prograims, policies, and regulations to provide
convenient bicyele parking and other bicycie facilitics in existing and potential high demand locations
within the City.

SUSTAINABILITY/ENERGY

Element 4; Goal 22 Participation in regional cfforts to address climate change and its focal impacts.

P 22.7 Climate Adaptation. Support projects, programs, policies and regufations to address climate
change impacts relevant to the City as an inland community, including increases in average and
extreme temperature, decreased annual precipitation, more flooding during El Nifio seasons,
increased power outages and higher levels of smog,

P22.8 Sustainable Communities Strategies. Support projects, programs, policies and regulations to
coordinate future community-based planning efforts of the Focus Areas for consistency with the
SCAG Sustainable Communities Strategy and Orange County Sustainable Communities Strategy,

FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY
Element 2; Goal 9% Fiscal strength and responsibility

P5.2 Saff Participation in Organizations. Support policies and programs for allowing key City staff to
actively participate with econoinic development organizations so that the City is informed of
gconomic development efforts, opportunities to promote a business friendly envirenment are
identified, and the City’s interests are represented.

9.2 With in the Short-Term Action Plan.” “Buy Local” Ordinance designed to explore the creation of a
buying local ordinance to encourage City departments to purchase goods and services from local
businesses to take advantage of the multiplier effect of spending dollars within the cconomy.

Goal nine is specifically focused on the creation and sustainability of, “long-term fiscal strerigth
and stabilify that has a forndation in local economic assets and adapis to dynamic market
conditions”, through strategies such as user fees for services, fechnology investinent,
privatization of services, capilsh improvement planning, and cross-sector alliances.

“Fullerton 5/1/2012. The Fullerton Plan. Element {: The Fullerton Built Environment, Pp 50,

Fulleston 3/1/2012. The Fullerton Plan. Element i The Fullerton Built Environment Pp 50,
<www_cityoffullerton.com/depts/dev_serv/general_plan_update/the_fullerton plan.asp > Accessed 6/12/14
*Futlerton 5/1/2012. The Fullerton Plan. Element 4: The Fulierton Natural Environment Pp 105,

<www cityoffullerton.com/depts/dev_serv/general_plan_update/the_fullerfon_plan.asp > Accessed 6/12/14
®Fuilerton 5/1/2012. The Fullerton Plan, Element 2: The Fullerton Feonomy Pp 60,
<www.cityoffullerion.com/depis/dev_serv/general plan update/the fullerton_plan.asp > Accessed 6/12/14
 Fullerton 5/1/2012. The Fullerton Plan. PART 11I: The Fullerton implementation Strategy Pp 231
<www.cityoffullerten.com/civicax/filebani/blobdload.aspxTblobid=7510> Accessed 6/12/14
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Richmond General Plan 2030- Adopted April 25, 2012

tach chapter of the Richimond General Plan offers an extensive background of the ¢ity's
current conditions as they relate to each of the major issues. The introduction te the Commumnity
Health and Wellness chapter creates & clear picture of Richmond {oday and how the City plans
on addressing current and potential problems. The Energy and Climate Change chapter itlustrates
the use of energy and GHG generation within the City and how it may be diminished. The
Growth Management chapter provides a detailed deseription of current land use, transportation,
ard infrastrocture, Following thus information for all chapters w a set of findings and strategies
for potential solufions,

Following the policies prosented for each
describes the programs, plans, aod ordinances that will aid m each success. At the end of the
chapter, there is & Summary of limplementing Actions that mnclodes the goal and cach of the
actions listed and described above, the fead agency responsible, and the supporting pehcies. To
end the Health chapier, the plan gescribes the regulatory frapework and provides a description
of all the departments and agencies and outlines their key roles. The Energy and Chimate Change
chaster ends with a deseription of necessary organizations, plans, programs, and regulations and
acts and the {feders], state, and locul level.

goal s an Action Plag that outhines and

PUBLIC HEALTH

GOAL Hw1" Improved Access to Parks and Open Space
HWI.1 An Integrated System of Parks, Plazas, Playgrounds and Open Space. The community’s current
and future needs for quality outdoor space can be met by improving existing parks, creating linear
greenways in established neighborhoods, and creating new parks, plazas and open space in new
developments. A comprehensive, integrated system should include parks. playgrounds, community
greens, greenways and trails. Ensure adequate maintenance of these facilities o encourage safc and

HW 1.2 Diverse Range of Park Types and Functions. Regularly review foint Use Gpportunity or
the design and programming of all City parks 1o expand and diversify Agreement, is "a formal
USes. agreement between two

HWI.5 Joini-Use Opportunities. Promote access to non-City operated separate government
parks and recreational facilities. Joint-use opportunities serve to more entities- school, city,
efficiently utilize existing facilities and amenities, host programs in county- setting forth the
convenient neighborhood focations, better activate cormmunity areas so terms and conditions for
that they are in use during the day and in the evenings and enable the shared use of public
City and partners to share the cost of maintenance, upgrades and properties or facilities”.
improvements for the bepefit of the entire community. -Robert Waod Jahnson

Fart of the action plan for Goal 1 is to complete the long-range Parks Foundation

Master Plan, ensuring that i includes a cononunity needs ass

smment,
dentification of long-tere goals for the Recreation Departiment, dovelopment of park designs, as well ag
the priotitization of projects. A key aspect fo this plan s wsisting or an oulline of funding mechanisms
and the sddition of a Parks Maintermnce Plan for park uplecp over time,

Fichimond hag o Parkland Dedigation Ordinance and urges the creation of a Park Dedication
Incentive Program for the provision of park space and fzes bevond the minmmum requirements., in

* Richmond 4/25/2012. Richmond General Plan 2030, Chapter 11: Community Health and Wetlness. Pp 11.19,
<http://www.cirichmond,ca.us/index.aspx?nid=2608> Accessed 6/12/14
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GOAL HW2* Expanded Access to Healthy Food and Nutritious Choices

HW2.1 Quality Food. Promote the availability of fresh fruits and vegetables and quality foods,

especially in low-income and underserved neighberhoods.
The action plan for this Goal includes a Healthy Store Incentives Program, which promotes the
stocking of healthier food options in convenience stores and others of similar size fo target
neighborhood that lack sufficient access, The plan also identifies key steps in the creation of
Urban Agriculture urban agriculture locations involving the
oy _ collaboration between groups and allocating
resources to areas ig need.

GOAL HW8™ Improved Safety in Neighborhoods
and Public Spaces
HWE.1 Invest in improvements {o public facilitics
that provide social, economic and community
benefits m underserved neighborhoods.
HW8.2 Activated Streets and Safe Public Spaces.
Ny Plontson tends the o gardon af Glide Memariat Church in San Frandisca. Promote active use of public spaces in
Photo Lredits Petgs Dailva foc The New York Tines neighborhoods and commercial areas at all times of
day to provide “eyes-on-the-street.” Provide an appropriate mix of uses, high-quality design and
appropriate programming of uses to facilitate natural surveillance in public spaces. Improve the sense
of safety for potential users by providing and maintaining amenities and services.

TRANSPORTATION

GOAL HW4* Safc and Convenient Walking and Bicycling
HW4.3 Explore innovative solutions such as bicycle-sharing programs and encourage businesses,
schools and residentisl developments to provide secure bicycle parking to ensure that these
ccelogically-friendly, low-impact transportation modes are available to all community members.
HW4.5 Complete Streets. Promote mixed-use urban streets that balance public transit, walking and
bicycling with other modes of travel.
Steps to ensure safe accessibility include the Community Access and Mobility Criteria for capital
improvement projects and new developments to address walking, bicycling, public transit, as
well as vehicular aeeess, in addition, streetscape nnpmmnwﬁ% shall be continued for safety as
well as aestheres, Richmond included the expansion of the Green Streets Program as well as the
Street Design Standards into the plan for a sustainable approach to siorm water dizinage,
groundwaier recharge, and tdscaping.

2 Richmond 4/25/2012. Richmond General Plan 2030. Chapter 11: Community Heaith and Wellness. Pp 11.26.
<http:/fwww.cil.richmond.ca.us/index. aspx Tnid=2608> Accessed 6/12/14
** Richmond 4/25/2012. Richmond General Pian 2030, Chapter 11: Community Heaith and Wellness. Pp 11.48.
<hitp:/f'www.ci.richmond.ca.us/index.aspx ?nid=2608> Accessed 6/12/14
** Richmond 4/25/2012. Richmond General Plan 2030, Chapter 11: Community Health and Wellness. Pp t1.32
<http:/fwww cirichmond.ca.us/index.aspx ?nid=2608> Accessed 6/12/14
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SUSTAINABILITY/ENERGY

GOAL EC 4 Sustainable Development

EC4.1 Mixed-Use and Infill Development, Promote mixed-use infill development on vacant and
underutilized parcels along commercial corridors. Support local-serving mixed-use in residential
areas to provide nceded services and amenities close to where people live and work. Require property
owners to comply with and pay for state and federal requirements for site remediation as a condition
for approving development on contaminaied siies,

EC4.2 Compact Walkable Neighborhoods and L.ivable Streets. Promote safe and walkable
neighborhoods and inter-connected streets through the design of streetscapes, public gathering places
and atl types of physical develepment. Provide pedesirian amenities such as sidewalks and street
trees, transit and bike inprovements, lighting and landscaping and appropriate traffic calming
measures to ensure a safe pedestrisn environment.

One way to generate infill development s through inceniives hightiphted within the plan that aim
to, “promote new developnent and redevelopment projects to provide uﬁ‘ummmv dmun&m and
uses that serve priority conununity needs and retain the exdsting urban limit Hines™ ™ Details on
incentives were not exphicitty described within the plan but are wcluded for the generation of
said incontives in the near tuture

An interesting way that Richmond attemmpts to create 4 sustainable dm«’cfi(}pmcm is
through the creation )fa. Green Business Strategic Plan, This strategic plan would be created in
conjunction with local business support agenc ies and community stak chﬁl;ﬁu% 1 suppont “green”
companies as Rich mad is declared a “Green Economic Developiment Ares

GOAL HW10™ Green and Sustaiable Development Practices
HW10.2 Green Buildings and Landscaping. Require encrgy and resource efficient buildings and
jandscaping in ali public and private development projecis. Encourage the use of green and
sustainable development standards and practices in planning, design, construction and renovation of
famhtlcs pr0~ mote ihe use of green streets that 1;1@01]:)0111[3 exiensive Iand%capm perviou% ‘;urface‘

green bulldmg ; and pmmote Lcologxcdﬂy -sensitive approaohcs to ldndscapmg__,.

HW 10.4/EC3.1 Renewable Energy. Promote the generation, fransmission and use of a range of
renewable energy sources such as solar, wind power, and waste energy to meet current and future
demand and encourage new development and redevelopment projects to generate a portion of their
energy needs through renewable sources,

To actively address many of the aspects of this goal, the plan calls for the creation of a Climate
Action Plan using baseline information and periodic updates. The plan also requires that newly
constructed or renovated City-owned and private buildings and stroctures comply with the Cliy's

adopied Green Building Ordinances, lmportantly, the Citv 15 to periodically usﬁwmaiu
requirements as matnhne gonstiruction practices develop ard new materialy ang i hnt* products
become available. The Renewable Energy Program encourages and supports !im: generation,
transmission and use of locally distributed renewable energy, The plan urges the aaéu}mw it the
regional and state level for upgrades (o the existing power grid so that o can support renewable
energy production aad transnission

* Richmond 4/25/2012. Richmond General Plan 2030, Chapter 8: Energy and Climate Change. Pp §.29.
<http://www .clLrichmond.ca.us/index.aspx™nid=2608> Accessed 6/12/14

* Richmend 4/25/2012. Richmond General Plan 2030, Chapter 11: Community Health and Wellness. Pp 11.61.
<http//www.cirichmond.ca.us/index.aspx?nid=2608> Accessed 6/12/14
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CITY OF CARSON

STAFF COMMUNICATIONTO
THE ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION

NEW BUSINESS July 2, 2014

SUBJECT:  List of Specific Recommendations to the City Council

REQUEST: Discuss and maintain 2 list of recommendations to the City Council

to improve the environment in the City

Introduction

staff has placed this flem on the agenda to allow the Commission fo
compile a list of issues, policies, and programs that would improve the
environment in Carson. After gathering these issues, they can be
presented to City Council for further direction.

Background

The Commission has expressed an interest to be instrumental in
improving the environment in Carson and educate the community. In the
past year, the Commission has been active in the community educating
the public; however, other than commenting on specific projects, the
Commission has not made suggestions 1o the City Council.

Analysis

The City is in the process of negotiating the contract for Chevron Energy
to audit all City facilities and recommend improvements that would save
water, electricity, and gas. These improvements will potentially lead to
reduced emissions and improve the environment.

The City is also working with the South Bay Cities Council of Governments
on the Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan to adopt measures to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions both with municipal operations and
communitywide.

Staff would like the commission to keep a list of ali actions that could
improve the environment. These activities could be included in these
programs or make separate recommendations to the City Council if they
do not fit into these programs.

Recommendation

Discuss and maintain a list of recommendations to the City Council to

improve the environment in the City

ITEM NO. 8b



V. Exhibits
1. None

Prepared by:

Saied Naaseh, Associale Planner

ITEM NC. 9b



CITY OF CARSON

STAFF COMMUNICATION TO
THE ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION

NEW BUSINESS July 2, 2014

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation and Initial Study for Los Angeles County

Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan, Siting Element
Revision

REQUEST: Discuss and provide feedback regarding the Notice of Preparation

and Initial Study

Introduction

The County of Los Angles has released the Notice of Preparation and the
[nitial Study (NOP/IS) for the Countywide Siting Element Revision. The
public comment period is June 19, 2014 through July, 28, 2014. Several
scoping meetings will be held with the closest one at the Wilmington
Library — 1300 N. Avalon Blvd.,, Wilmington, CA 90744. Afier the
conclusion of the comment period, an EIR will be prepared to address the
environmenta! impacis of this revision.

Background

The Siting Element is a long-term planning document that describes how
the County of Los Angeles, and the cities within the County, plan to
manage the disposal of their solid waste. The purpose of the Siting
Element Revision is fo update strategies, policies, and guidelines {o
address the solid waste disposal needs of the entire County for a 15-year
planning period, as mandated by the California Integrated Wasie
Management Act of 1988 (Assembly Bill 939). The existing Siting Element
was approved in 1998 and has now been revised to reflect updates
including waste generation forecasts based on population and economic
growth, and remaining disposal capacities based on landfill expansions
and closures that have taken place since the approval of the original Siting
Element.

Analysis

Staff is requesting the Commission to review the NOP/ES and provide
comments to staff by July 215

Hecommendation

Discuss and provide feedback regarding the Notice of Preparation and
initial Study.

ITEM NO. Sc



. Exbibits
1. NOP/AS

Frepared by:

Saied Naaseh, Associate Planner

ITEM NO. 8¢



NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS

To: Siate Clearinghouse, Responsible Agencies and Interesied Individuais
Date: June 16, 2014

Project: iLos Angeles County Countywide Siting Element Revision

Location: Los Angeles County

Lead Agency: County of Los Angeles

Pursuant to the California Environmental Guality Act (CEQA), the County of Los Angeles
through its Department of Public Works (Public Works) will be the lead agency for the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Los Angeles County
Countywide Siting Element Revision (Siting Element Revision). In compliance with Section
15082 of the CEQA Guidslines, Public Works is sending this Notice of Preparation (NOP)
to the State Clearinghouse, responsible agencies and interested individuals.

The purpose of this NOP is to solicit any comments you may have as to the scope and
comtent of the envirenmeantal information related to your agency's statutery resnonsibilities
in connection with the Siting Element Revision.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project consists of the Siting Element Revision pursuant to the statutory requirements
in the California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 8, Article 8 -
Procedures for Preparing and Revising Siting Elements, Summary Plans, and Countywide
and Regional Agency Integrated Waste Management Plans, Sections 18776 through
“18788.

The Siting Element is a long-term planning document that describes how the County of
Los Angeles, and the cities within the County, plan to manage the disposal of their solid
waste. The purpose of the Siting Element Revision is to update strategies, policies, and
guidelines to address the solid waste disposal needs of the entire County for a 15-year
planning period, as mandated by the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989
(Assembly Bill 939). The existing Siting Element was approved in 1998 and has now been
revised to reflect updates including waste generation forecasts based on population and
economic growth, and remaining disposal capacities based on fandfill expansions and
closures that have faken place since the approvai of the original Siting Element.



An Initial Study describing the project and oullining the polential envirorimental impacts, has
been prepared and will be available for review from June 19, 2014 to July, 28, 2074 on the
Depariment of Public Work's website at hitp//dow.lacounty.gov/silingelemant! and at the
tlocations below:

s County of Los Angeles Depariment of Public Works - 3" Floor Annex Building
Environmental Programs Division Public Counter, 800 3. Fremont Avenue, Athambra, CA 91803,
1-888-777-4775

e Agoura Hilis Library — 29901 Ladyface Court, Agoura Hilis, CA 81301, (818) 888-2278

e Avalon Library — 215 Sumner Ave., Avalon, CA 90704, (310} 510-1050

s Claremont Library — 208 N. Harvard Ave., Claremont, CA 91711, (208) 621-4802

e Eagle Rock Library — B027 Caspar Ave., Los Angeles, CA 80041, (323) 258-8078

s Encino-Tarzana Library — 18231 Ventura Blvd., Tarzana, CA 21356 (818) 343-1983

»  Florence Library — 1610 E. Florence Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90001, (323) 581-8028

= La Crescenta Library - 2808 Foothill Blvd., La Crescenta, CA 81214, (818) 248-5313

s lancaster Regional Library - 601 W. Lancaster Blvd ., Lancaster, CA 83534, (661) 948-5029

o Lennox Library - 4359 Lennox Bivd., Lennox, CA 90304, (310) 674-0385

e LitHerock Library — 35119 80th Street East, Litilerock, CA 83543, (661) 844-4138

o Lynnwood Library - 11320 Bulliss Rd., Lyrwood, CA 80262, (310) 635-7121

s Rowland Heights Library — 1850 Nogales St., Rowland Heights, CA 81748, (626) 912-5348

e South Whittier Library — 14433 Leffingwell Rd., Whittier, CA 90804, (562) 946-4415

« Temple City Library — 5939 Golden West Ave., Temple City, CA 91780, (626) 285-2136

s Valencia Library — 23743 W. Valencia Blvd,, Santa Clarita, CA 91355, (661) 250-8842

e View Park Library — 3854 W. 54th 8t., Los Angeles, CA 80043, (323) 293-5371

e West Covina Library — 1601 W. Covina Parkway, West Covina, CA 91790, (626) 962-3541

= Westwood Library — 1246 Glendon Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90024, (310} 474-1739

a  Wilmington Library — 1300 N. Avalon Bivd., Wilmington, CA 90744, {310} 834-1082

Public Works is seeking inpui conceming the scope and content of the environmental
information and anaiysis 1o be contained in the EIR. Responses must be sent by 5:00 p.m. on
Monday, July 28, 2014. For all responsible agencies, please direct all written comments using
the Siting Element Website's commenting feature at hitp://dpw.lacounty.gov/sitingelement/ or by
sending comments fo the following contact below:

County of Los Angeles Depariment of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Patrick Holland

Environmental Programs Division

900 South Fremont Avenue, 3rd Floor

Alhambra, California 81803

Fax Number: (626) 879-5388

E-mail: sitingelement@dpw.acouniv.qoy

N-2



EMVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

The Initial Study contains the preliminary analysis of the envirenmental impacts of the
proposed preject in accordance with the Siete of California Environmenial Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines.

According to the Initial Study, the Siting Element Revision may affect muitiple snvironmental
factors, thereby resulting in & Potentially Significant Impact or Polentially Significant Impact
Unless Mitigated. Environmental impacts in the following areas will be analyzed on the EIR:
Aesthetics, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Culiural Resources, Geology and Soils,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water
Cuality, Land Use and Planning, Noise, Transportation and Traffic, and Utilities and
Service Systems.

SCOPING MEETINGS

Public Works will conduct six public scoping mestings fo provide information and faciiitate
dialogue on the proposed project and to solicit information relating to the CEQA analysis for this
project. While these meetings will provide a forum for discussion on the project, anyone wishing
to make format comments on the NOP must do so in writing.

ANDTINE | TTLOCATION
July 14, 2014 Bassett Park, Gymnasium
6:00-8:00 p.m. 510 N. Vineland Ave., La Puente, CA 91746
July 15, 2014 Altadena Senior Center, Blain Hall
6:00-8:00 p.m. 560 East Mariposa 5, Altadena, CA 81001
July 17, 2014 William S. Mart Regional Park, Hart Hall
6:00-8:00 n.m. 24151 Newhall Ave., Newhall, CA 81321
Judy 21, 2014 Caiabasas Community Center, Agoura Room
6:00-8:00 p.m. 27040 Malibu Hills Rd., Calabasas, CA 81302
July 23, 2014 Watts Senior Citizen Center, Auditorium
6:00-8:00 p.m. 1657 East Century Bivd,, Los Angeles, CA 80002
July 24, 2014 The Center at Sycamore Plaza, Council Chambers
6:00-8:00 p.m. 5000 Clark Ave., Lakewood, CA 90712

Please direct any questions regarding these meetlings to 1 (888) 777-4775 or
sitingelement@dow lacounty.aoy.
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SECTION 1.0
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This Initial Study was prepared by HDR on behali of the lead agency, the County of Los
Angelss through the Departrent of Public Works (Fublic Works) for revising the Los Angeles
County Countywide Siting Element (8iting Element), pursuant to the Title 14, Division 7 of the
California Code of Regulations (CCR), Chapter 9, Article 8, Sections 18776 to 18788,

1.1 PROJECT TITLE

Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element Revision

1.2  LEAD AGENCY

County of Los Angeles through its Department of Public Works
1.3 PRIMARY CONTACT PERSON

Mr. Pat Proano

County of Los Angeles Department of Fublic Works
Environmental Programs Division

900 South Fremont Avenue, 3™ Floor

Alhambra, California 91803

1.4 PROJECT LOCATION

The project location is approximately 4,100 square miles’' encompassing the unincorporated
territories of the County of Los Angeles and 88 incorporated cities of the County of Los Angeles,
California (see Table 1.4 -1, List of Incorporated Cities in Los Angeles County). The project
location is bounded by Kern County o the north, San Bernardine County to the east, and
Ventura County fo the west. Also the project location is bounded by Orange County to the
southeast and the Pacific Ocean to the south and southwest. San Clemente and Santa Catalina
Islands are both encompassed within the territory of the County, and thus are part of the project
location (Figure 1, Los Angeles County). There are approximately 140 unincorporated
communities located within the five County Supervisorial Dislricts.

' Lang area is the size, in sguare vnits {metric and nonmetyic) of all areas designated as land in the Census Bureau's
national geographic (TIGER®) daiabase.

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision Initial Study
June 2014 HDR Engineering, inc.
Page 1-1



SECTION 1.0
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Table 1.4-1: List of Incorporaied Cities in Los Angeles County

Agoura Hills Hawailan Gardens Pasadena
Althambra Hawthorne Pico Rivera
Arcadia Hermosa Beach Pomohna

Artesia Hidden Hills Rancho Palos Verdes
Avalon HMuntington Park Redondo Beach
Azusa industry Roliing Hills
Baldwin Park inglewood Raliing Hills Esiates
Bell lrwindale Rosemead
Beltfiower La Canada Flintridge San Dimas

Bell Gardens La Habra Heights San Fernando
Beverly Hilis La Mirada San Gabriel
Bradbury La Puents San Marino
Burbank La Vemne Santa Clarita
Calabasas Lakewood Santa Fe Springs
Carson Lancaster Santa Monica
Cerritos Lawndale Sierra Madre
Claremaont Lomita Signal Hill
Commetce l.ong Beach South Ef Monte
Compton Los Angeles South Gate
Covina Lynwood South Pasadens
Cudahy Malibu Temple City
Cuilver City Manhattan Beach Torrance
Diamond Bar Maywood Yernon

Downey Monirovia Walnut

Duarte Montebello West Covina

El Monte Monterey Park West MHollywood
Ei Segundo Norwalk Westlake Village
(Gardena Falmdaie Whittier
Glendale Palos Verdes Estates
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1.5 PURPOSE

The purpese of the revised Siting Elermnent is fo update sirategies, policies, and guidelines to
address the solid waste dispusal needs of the County for a 15-year planning period, as
mandated by the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (Assembly Bill 339).

1.6 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT
Crwverview

The project consists of the revised Countywide Siting Elernent for the County of Los Angeles
pursuant o the staiutory reguirements in the California Code of Regulations {CCR), Title 14,
Division 7, Chapter 9, Article 8 - Procedures for Preparing and Revising Siting Elements,
Summary Plans, and Countywide and Regional Agency Integrated Waste Management Plans,
Sactions 18776 through 18788,

The purpose of the revised Siting Element is to update sitrategies, policies, and guidelines to
address the solid waste disposal needs of the County for a 15-year planning period, as
mandated by the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1988 (Assembly Bill 939).
The existing Skting Element was approved in 1998 and has now been revisad to reflect updates
inciuding waste generation forecasts based on population and economic growth, and remaining
disposal capacities based on landfill expansions and closures that have taken place since the
approval of the original Siting Element.

Similar {o the Siting Element approved in 1998, the revised Shing Element will serve as a policy
manual rather than a specific deveiopment program. With this understanding, the intent of the
environmental analysis is not to provide detailed information on impacts and mitigation
measures for specific solid waste management related projects or programs discussed in the
Siting Element. Rather, definitive analysis can only be accomplished for specific sites and
projects on an individual basis. As details develop, specific sites and projects must each fully
comply with all requirements of CEQA and, thus, would be subject to future environmental
decumantation at the time specific prejects are proposed.

As mandated by State law, the Siling Element must include, buf is not limited 1o, the following:

1. A statement of goals and policies for the environmentally safe transformation and/or
disposal of solid waste which cannot be reduced, recycled, or compested during the 15-
year period.

2. An estimate of the total transformation or disposal capacity in cubic vards that will be
needed for a 15-year period o safely handle solid wastes generated within Los Angeles
County which cannot be reduced, recycled, or composted.

Los Angeles County Siting Elerment Revision Initial Study
June 2014 _ HDR Engineering, Inc.
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3. The remaining combined capacity of existing solid waste faciiities existing at the time of
the preparation of the Countywide Siting Element, in cubic yards and years.

4. The identification of an area or areas for the location of potential solid waste fadilities or
the expansion of existing facilities.

The Siting Element revision will address the above reguirements with the intent of providing a
means for proper planning and management of solid waste facilities on a countywide basis. The
Siting Element revision contains goals and policies, and establishes “Siting Criteria” (see
Appandix A - Slting Criteria) for developing new solid waste facilities {such as Class HH landfilis,
inert waste landiilis, transformation (waste-to-energy) facilities, conversion technology facilities,
engineared municipal solid waste conversion facilities (EMSW facility), and biomass processing
faciliies, as well as expanding existing facilities. The Siting Element will aiso present a
description and location map of sites identified: (1) as potentially suitable for development of
solid waste facilities; and (2) as potential expansion of existing Class 1l landfills, Inert waste
landfills, and transformation facilities, where applicable. However, the Siting Element will
require that prior fo development of any one of these facilities or any other solid waste facility,
the facility proponent must show the project to be consistent with the Siting Element, as well as
undergo a vigorous site-specific assessment and permitling process at the local, State, and
Federal levels, including addressing all envirenmental concems as mandated by the California
Environmenial Quality Act (CEQA). As a part of the determination of consistency with the Sifing
Element and its Siting Criteria, the project proponent must obtain approval from the Los Angeles
County Solid Waste Management Commitiee/iniegrated Waste Management Task Force prior
o the development of solid waste facilities.

The Siting Element revision, which covers the 15-year planning period, will contain the following
changes from its previous version (1997}

» Removal of Elsmere Canyon and Blind Canyoen from a list of potential new landfill sites;

= Potential expansions of several in-County Class [l landfills, subject to state and local
planning and reguiatory processes, if determined fo be environmentally sound and
technically feasible

o Update of the goals and policies to enhance the sustainability of the solid waste
management system including resource recovery and improved waste diversion
activities; and

« Promotion of the development of alternatives fo landfill disposal such as conversion
technologies.

Los Angeles County Siling Element Revision Initial Study
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1.7 GENERAL PLAN CONSISTENCY
Various — Refer o Los Angeles County General Plan (Adopted 1980)

The Siting Element and its environmental document will include identification of existing solid
waste facilities which are currently consistent with applicable local jurisdiction’s General Plan.

The Siting Element and its environmental document also discusses and identifies areas for the
location of potential new solid waste disposal faciliies and potential expansions of the existing
facilities in Los Angeles County that may be necessary to meet the disposal needs of the
County during the 15-year planning period. These identified solid waste facilities may or may not
be currently consistent with the local jurisdiction’s General Plan, If 3 new project is found noi to
ba consistent with the iocal jurisdiction’'s General Plan, then the project must be removed from
the next revision of the Siling Element {per CCR, Sedcfion 41710 - 41712},

1.8 ZONING

Various — Refer to Los Angeles County Zoning Ordinance (See Title 22 of the Los Angeles
County Code).

1.9 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Los Angeles County is characterized by a diverse environmental seiting. Basically, the County
may be divided into four natural sub-regions: northern desert, central mouniains, coastal low-
lands, and offshore islands.

The northern desert includes the Antelope Valiey portion of the County. This area consists of
desert plains, hills, buttes, and dry lake beds. The major urban areas in the Antelope Valley are
in the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale and the adjacent unincorporated areas. Except for the
foothills and buttes, the area is generally level and contains scatiered vegetation. The northem
deserts have a distinctive cover of grasslands, deseri, and alkall sink shrubs. Pinon-juniper
woodland, deseit sagebrush, and chaparral blanket the southweslern desert fringes. Soils both
beneficial and problematic for urban and agricultural use may be found in the Anialope Valiey.
Generally, the soils of the area are not useful for agricultural purposes and fie in a broad belt
stratching from Neenach on the west to the San Berardino County boundary on the east and
axtending down from the central mountains on the scuth fo the dry lake beds northerly of
Lancaster.

The ceniral mountains consist of steep rugged terain of the San Gabrie!l and Santa Susanna
Mouniain ranges. Higher elevations and northern slopes are covered with coniferous and oak
forests and woodlands with chaparral belts, sagebrush, and grassland zones between them and
the developed lowlands. Broad valleys exist in this area. The level areas are found primarily in
the Santa Clarita Valley, Acton, and Agua Dulce areas. The middle and upper portions of the
areas contain alluvial soils and are subject to flood hazards limiting the area's use.

Los Angeles County Siting Elemnent Revision Initial Study
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The coastal lowlands are a highly urbanized area that contains the majority of the County's
population. There are broad areas of soils which are bensficial for both agriculiural and wrban
development. Major soil problems are present on the margin of the ceasial plain. The urbanized
areas include the relatively level coastal plain and the San Gabriel and San Fernando Valleys.
These areas are interupted by the Santa Monica Mountains, Palos Verdes Hills, and
Puente/San Jose Hills. The coastal lowlands have been largely cleared of native vegetation and
are covered with various species introduced from other areas, including a number of agricultural
crops. Only the Transverse Hill Chain retains its naiural cover of grass, coastal sage, and
chaparral.

Finally, the offshore islands inciude Sarta Catalina and San Clemente Island. Both islands are
mounizinous. Santa Catalina's soils are predominantly ioam fo clay and contain varicus types of
vegetation. San Clemente Island is under Federal ownership and use.

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision Initial Study
June 2014 HDR Engineering, inc.
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

This section contalns the Environmental Checklist prepared for the project. This checkiist is
consistent with the Environmental Checklist Form found in Appendix G fo the State CEQA
Guidelines. This checklist also includes two recommended questions proposed by the
Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) in April 2009 as additions to Appendix G o
the Slate CEQA Guidelines. A surmmary of the substantial evidence thal was used o support
the responses in the Environmental Checklist is contained in Section 3.0, Environmental
Analysis. The responses contained in this Environmental Checklist are based on reviews of
relevant literature, technical reports, and regulations, and on analysis of existing geographical
information from County maps and databases.

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The proiect would affect multiple environmental factors thereby resulfing in 8 Potentially
Significant Impact or Potentially Significant impact Unless Mitigated. A summary of the
environmental factors potentially affected by this project, consisting of a Potentially Significant
impact or Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated, inciude:

Agriculiure and Forestry

- ) - , .
BPJ  Aesthetics O] ResoUICes Air Quality

D4 Biological Resources <] Cultural Resources <]  Geology / Soils

X Greenhouse Gas Emissions 4 iaa?:;iiss and Hazardous DX Hydrology / Water Quality
B4 Land Use / Planning 7] Mineral Resources B4 Noise

[] Popuiation / Housing 1 Public Services [ Recreation

, . .. - . - Mandatory  Findings  of
N N e

Transportation / Traffic Utilities / Service Systems Significance

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision Inifial Study
June 2014 HDR Engineering, Inc.

FPage 2-1



SECTION 2.0
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DETERMIMNATION

On the basis of this initial eveluation:

L]

L

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a signfficant effect on the
anvironmant, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prapared.

P find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
anviromment there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed io by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the propesed proiect MAY have @ significant effect on the envirenment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

[ find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or “potentiaily
gignificant unless mifigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has
heen adequaiely analyzed in an sarlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
and 2} has been addressed by miligation measures based on the earlier analysis as
described on aitached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but
it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potenfially significant effects () have been analyzed
adeguately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant fo applicable
standards, and {b) have been avoided or miligated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is reguired.

Signature Dat

AT

Printed Name For

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision initial Study
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Potentially
Potentially Significant Legs than
Slgnifigant Unless Significant Mo bopact
impact Mitigation impact
Incorporatad
2.1 AESTHETICS - Would the project;
3 Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic .
) O 2 ] ]

vigia?

by Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
But not imited to trees, rock oultcroppings, and M ] ] B4
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character ] 57 M O
or guality of the site and its surroundings?

d} Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime ] e M [
views in the area?

2.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
RESOQURCES: In determining whether impacts fo
agricultural resowrces are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer fo
the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and
Site Assessment Model {1997) prepared by the
California Dept. of Conservation as an opticnal
model o use in assessing impacits on agriculiure
and farmiand. In determining whether impacts to
forest resources, inciuding timberland are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest
land, including the Ferest and Range Assessment
Froject and the Forest Legacy Assessment
project; and forest carbon measurement
methodology provided in Forest Protocols
adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmiand, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmiand}, as
showr on the maps prepared pursuant to the u ] 57 [
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the '
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural

use?
Los Angeles Counly Siting Element Revision initial Study
June 2014 HDR Engineering, Inc.
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2.3

Conflict with existing zoning for agriculiural use, or
a Williamson Act Contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources
Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code Section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production {as
defined by Government Code Section 51104{g))?

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result
in conversion of Farmiand, to non-agriculturat use
of conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

AIR QUALITY ~ Where available, the significance
criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air poliuiion conwrol district may
he relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

Violate any air quality standard or coniribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase
of any criteria pollutant for which the proiect
region is non-agttainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which exceed
guantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors fo substantial pollutant
concerirations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a substaniial
number of people?

Potentially
Significant
tmpact

Ll

]

Potentially
Significant Less than
Unless Significant Mo Impact
Mitigation impact
Incorporated

[ X L]
[] L] <
] B Ci
[ K [
X ] 1
> Ll ]
X ] [
PN ] L]
X L] [l
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

2.4

a)

BIOGLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either direcily
or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local of regional plans, policies,
or regulations, or by the California Department of
Fish and Wildiife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have & substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations, or by the Caiifornia Department of
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildtife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Aci (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vermnal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildiife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as tree
preservation policy or erdinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved locai,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in
§ 15064.57

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to § 15064.57

Potentially
SGignificant
impact

Potentally
Significant Lass than
iUniess Significant No impact
Mitigation Irmpact
incorgorated

¢ L i
B [ L]
X . []
< ] O
P [] ]
L] B m
1 O L
X ! ]
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Potentially
Potentially Significant Legs than
Zignificant Unless Significant Mo mpact
Irngacy Mitigation impact
incorporaied
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique ) _
paleontological resource or site or unigue ] Pl M ]
geclogic feature?
dy  Disturb any human remains, including those -
interred ouiside of formal cemeteries? L X L L
2.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project:
a) Expose people of structures o potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
toss, injury, or death involving:
(i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Farthquake Fault Zoning Map issued
by the State Geologist for the area or based ] ] ] ]
on other substantial evidence of a known
faul{? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.
(i)  Strong seismic ground shaking? ] 3 <] 1
(il Seismic- related ground failure, including o
liguefaciion? L [ X o
(iv) Landslides? ] ] 24 M
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of <
topsoil? L b [ [
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soif that is
unstable, or that would become unsiable as a
resuit of the project, and potentially result in on- ] ] P ]
site or off-site landslide, laterai spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1984}, M ] ] [
creating substantial risks o life or properiy?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or altemnative waste water 0 . [ 7
disposal systems where sewers are not available o
for the disposal of waste water?
Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision Initial Study

June 2014
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Patentially
Potentially Significant Less than
Significant Unless Significant Ko linpact
lmpact Mitigation impact
incorporaiad

2.7 GREENHOCUSE GAS EMISSIONS — Would the
project:

a) (Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either .
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant i P ] ]
impact on the environment?

by Conflict with an applicabls plan, policy of
reguiation adopted for the purpose of reducing the ] X ] ]
srnissions of greenhouse gases?

2.8 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS -
Would the project:

a) Creale a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or ] M >4 ]
disposal of hazardous materials?

b} Create a significant hazard o the pubtic or the
anvironmernt through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the ] 2 N ]
retease of hazardous materials into the
environment?

¢}  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or N 50 ] [
waste within one-guarter mile of an existing or
proposed schooi?

d) Be located on & site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Seclion 85962.5 and, as a ] o] ] B
result, would it create a significant hazard {0 the
public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such 2 plan has not been adopied,
within two miles of a public airport or public use il ] ] 5
airport, would the project resuit in a safely hazard
for people residing or working in the project area?

fy  For a project within the vicinily of a private airsirip, _
would the project result in a safety hazard for ] i i P
people residing or working in the project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere [ I . 57
with an adopted emergency response plan or o
emergency evacuation plan?

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision Initia Study
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2.9

d)

Expose paople or structures to a significant risk of
ioss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adiacent io
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildiands?

HYDROLOGY AND WATER GQUALITY - Would
the project:

Violate any water guality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfare substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aguifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
iable level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would
not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the exisiing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the slteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substaniial erosion or siltation on-
or off- site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the aiteration of
the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase ihe rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would resuit in flooding on- or off-
site?

Create or contribute runoff water which wouid
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality”?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary
or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard deiineation map?

Potentially

Potentiatly Significant Less than
Significant Unless Significant Mo mpact

impact Mitigation npact
Incorporated

L Ll X ]
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Potentially
Potentially Significant {ass than
Sipnificant tndess Significant e lmpact
lrpact Mitigation impact
Incorporated
f)y  Place within & 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood ] > [ i
flows?
) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
ioss, mjury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a leves or - U ¢ [
dam?
By inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudftow? ] ] B ]
2,90 LAND USE AND PLANNING — Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? i i B4 ]

b) Ceonflict with any applicable land use plan, policy,
or regutation of an agency with jurisdiction over
the project (including, but not limited to the —
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, n i L L]
or zoning ordinance} adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

c}  Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation M [ 5 n
plan or natural community conservation plan? o

2.11 MINERAL RESQOURCES ~ Would the project:

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known minera
resource that wouid be of value to the region and 1 M B¢ [
the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site o
delineated on a local general ptan, specific plan or L L] X N
other land use plan?

2.12 NOISE — Would the project resuit in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established i the =
locat general plan or noise ordinance, or i:j X [ L

applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive

groundborne vibration or groundborne noise ] ] X ]
levels?
Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision initial Study
June 2014 HDR Engineering, Inc.
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¢} A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above leveis
existing without the project?

dy A substaniial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinily above
levels existing without the proiect?

e} For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopied,
within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

fy  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or
working in the proiect area to excessive noise
levels?

2.13 POPULATION & HOUSING - Would the project:

a)  Induce substantial population growth in an area,
gither directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses or indirectly (for exampie,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b}y Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

¢} Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Potentially
Fotentiathy Significant Less than
Significant Unless Significant Mo Inpact
Impaet Mitigation imipact
Incorporated
L] X [ []
Ll B i il
L] L] [ <]
Ll i L] X
[] L & Ll
[] L] [] (X
] L] L B4
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Potentially
Potentially Significant Less than
Significant Lnless Shanificant No inpact
Impact Mitigation Irnipact
Incorporated
2.14 PUBLIC SERVICES -
a)  Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically aliered goverrmental
facilities, the construction of which couid cause
significant environmental mpacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any of
the public services:
Fire protection? ] L] X i
Poiice protection? [] L] L]
Schools? M M M 5]
Parks? ] ] [
Other public facilities? L ] M X
2.15 RECREATION
a)  Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regionat parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial O ] M (<]

physical deterioration of the facility wouid occur or
be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of ] ! n
recreational faciities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the enviroryment?

2.16 TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC ~ Would the
project:

a) Conflict with an applicable pian, ordinance of
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system, taking
info account all modes of transportation including n
mass-transit and non-moterized travel and
relevant components of the circuiation systern,
including but not limited to intersections, streets,
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle
paths, and mass transit?

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision initial Study
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Potentially
Potentially Significant Less than
Significant Uniess Significant Mo lmpact
Impact Mitgation lrmpact
Incorporaied

By Confiict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not fimited to
ievel of service standards and travel demand [ 5 [ [
measures, or other standards established by the
county congastion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

¢} Resullin 2 change in alr traflic patterns, including _
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in ] ] ] [
location that results in substantial safely risks’

d) Substantially increase hazards due o a desigh
feature {e.g., sharp curves of dangerous <o
intersections) or incompatible uses {e.g., farm L 4 X L
aequipmeni)?

g) Result in inadequate emergency access? M M ] R

f)  Conflict with adopted poilicies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian ] o [
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance
or safety of such facilities?

247 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -~ Would
the proposed project:

a} Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the ] [ 4 M
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b Require or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment faciities or expansion of N M 5 ]
existing faciiities, the construction of which could
cause signiicant environmental effects?

c) Reguire or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage faciliies or expansion of existing M 57 o 7
facitities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

4} Have sufficient water suppiies available to serve

the project from existing entitlements and o [ ¢ [
resources, of are new of expanded entitlements -
nesded?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater

freatment provider which serves or may serve the B N n ¢
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the o
project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?
L.os Angeles County Siting Element Reavision Inital Study
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)

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related o solid waste?

2.18 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -

a)

Woutd the proposed project:

Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the enviranment, substantiaily reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below seif-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animai community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal,
or eliminate important examples of major periods
of California history or prehistory”?

Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerablie” means that the
incremential effects of a project are cansiderable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and
the effects of probable future projects)?

Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Poterntially
Significant
Impact

B

Eotentially
Significam
tinless
Mitigation
Incorporated

]

Less thar
Slgnificant M Imipact
Inepact
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SECTION 3.0
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

The environmental analysis provided in this section describes the information that was
considered in evaluating the guestions in Section 2.0, Environmental Checklist. The information
contained in this environmental analysis is based on reviews of relevard literature and maps
(see Section 4.0, References, for a list of reference materials consulted).

The environmental analysis in this Initial Study broadly evaluates the potential impacts related to
changes in existing environmental conditions as a result of the County’s adoption of the Siting
Element revision. The Siting Element establishes goals, policies, and guidelines for proper
planning and siting of solid waste disposal facilities on a countywide basis. It offers sirategies
and establishes siting criteria to be used as an aid o evaluate slies potential for development of
needed solid wasie facilities. As such, the listing of potential future landfill expansions and
alternative lechnology faciliies in the Siting Element does not and should not construe that a
facility will be developed. Any future landfill expansion or alternative technology facilities would
be subject to future environmental review once project-specific details are better known.

With this understanding, the Siting Elernsni is considered a planning mechanism that provides
for the review of potential sclid waste faciiities in areas that are suitable for such uses. This
analysis considers potential envirenimental impacts of implementing the Siting Element goals,
policies and guidelines over its 15-year planning horizon based on the disposal options (or
scenarios) identified in the Siting Element.

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision Initial Study
June 2014 HDR Engineering, Inc.
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3.1 AESTHETICS

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the project may have a significant impact 1o
aesthetics, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives, in
accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Aesthetics within the
incorporated and unincorperated territories of the County, which would be subject to the
proposed siting element revision, were evaluated with regard to the County of Los Angeles
General Plan; Caltrans Scenic Highway Program designations; and previously published
information regarding the visual character of the County, including scenic resources, vistas, and
altitude as depicted in Counly maps,

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of four guestions when addressing
the potential for significant impacts to aesthetics.

Would the proposed project:

(8) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

{b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

{c) Substantiaily degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

{(d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Discussion. Al solid waste disposal facilities identified under the project are required to be
designed and operated to incorporate environmental control measures (see Appendix A - Siting
Criteria). These measures, such as new lighting which has the potential to produce glare, would
need to comply with the criteria in the Siting Element along with the County’s Outdoor Lighting
District Ordinance (2012) to avoid light poliution and light trespass. Similarly, buffer zones and
aesthetic freatments, such as landscaping, berms, block walls, overfills, efc., are generally
considered for any solid waste disposal facility to screen operations from outside viewers. All
solid waste exporis under the Siting Element would use the existing roadway network and,
therefore, would be unlikely fo impact aesthetics resources.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmenial document for each facility in accordance
with CEQA,

Los Angelss County Siting Element Revision Initial Study
June 2014 HDR Engineering, inc.
. Page 3-2



SECTION 3.0
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3.2  AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the project may have a significant impact o
agriculiural and forestry resources, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or
alfernatives, in accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Agricultural and
forestry resources within the County were evaluated with regard to the California Depariment of
Conservation (CDC) Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP), the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) and the County of Los Angeles General
Flan.

The State CEOQA Guidelines define agricultural land as “prime farmiand, farmiand of statewide
importance, or unigue Tarmland, as defined by the United States Depariment of Agriculiure land
inventory and monitoring criteria, as modified for California,” and is herein collectively referred to
as ‘Farmiand.” The Stale CEQA Guidelines recommend ihe consideration of five guestions
when addressing the potential for significant impacts to agriculiural and forestry resources.

Would the proposed project:

{2} Convert Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland, or Farmiand of Statewide Importance
(Farmiand), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant fo the Farmiand Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agriculiural use?

{b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act conlract?

{c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), limberiand (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4528), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as
defined by Governmant Code section 51104(g))7

{d} Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land ¢ non-forest use?

(e) involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 1o their location or
nature, could resull in conversion of Farmiand to non-agricultural use or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?

Discussion. According fo the FMMP (2010), the potential landfill expansion sites are either
classified as “urban and built-up land” or fall ocutside of the survey boundary (CDC 2010). The
potential location of the alternative technology facilities at existing MRFs and/or transfer station
facilities would generally occur within industrially zoned areas and existing landfilis. According to
the Williamson Act Maps produced by the California Department of Conservation, (DOC 2013},
no portion of the County is under the provisions of an active Williamson Act contract, with the
exception of a location on Santa Catalina Isiand. Hence, the conversion of important farmland or
canceilation of an active Williamson Act Contract through the adoption of the Siting Element is
uniikely.

There are only two national forests in Los Angeles County; the Los Padres National Forest and

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision initial Study
June 2014 HDR Engineering, Inc.
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the Angeles National Forest. Potential landfill expansion area sites are not located in the vicinity
of these two national forests and alternative technology faciliies would generally ocour at
industrially zoned locations. in this context, no impact would ocour,

3.2 AR QUALITY

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the project may have significant impacts to air
quality, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives, in accordance
with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Air quality within the County, which would be
subject to the project, was evaluated with regard to the County of Los Angeles General Plan,
the Mational Ambient Alr Quality Standards (NAAQS), the California Ambient Alr Quality
Standards (CAAQS), and the federal Clean Air Act (CAA}

Data on existing air quality in the County are monitored by a network of air monitoring stations
operated by the California Environmental Protection Agency, California Air Resources Board
(CARB), the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), and the Antelope Valley
Quality Management District (AVAQMD). The County includes two local air districts with
jurisdiction over the project facilities: SCAQMD and AVAQMD.

State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of five questions when addressing the
potential for significant impacts fo air guality.

Would the proposed project:

{(a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

(k) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation?

{c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria poliutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (inciuding releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds
for ozone precursers)?

(d) Expose sensifive receptors o substantial pollutant concentrations?

() Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Discussion. Los Angeles County extends across fwo major air basins: (1) the South Coast Air
Basin (SCAB) and (2) Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB). The SCAQMD has jurisdiction over the
SCAB, which is classified by the Staite as exireme nonattainment for the State 1-hour ozone
standard, serious nonattainment for the State particulate matter less than 10 micrens (PMs),
nonattainment for the State particulate matter less than 2.5 microns (PMys), and partial
nonattainment for lead (Pb). The SCAB is also classified as extreme nonattainment for the
Federal 8-hour ozone standard. The MDARB is located within the jurisdiction of the AVAQMD and
is classified by the State as extreme nonattainment for the State 1-hour ozone standard and

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision Initial Study
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nonattainment for PMsg. The MDAB is also classified as severe nonattainment for the Federal 8-
hour ozone standard.

Solid waste disposal facilities located in nonattainment areas with air emissions in excess of
established limits will require pre-construction review under Federal New Source Review
requirements and a permit to construct and operate from the SCAQMD or AVAQMD. This
existing permitting framework combined with the reguirements stipulated by the U. &
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), the State Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC), and the State Air Resources Board (CARB) would substantially mitigate any negative
impact on air quality during both the development and operation of solid waste facilities
identified under the Siiing Element.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scepe of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental document for each facility in accordance
with CEQA.
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3.4 BICLOGICAL RESOURCES

This analysis is underiaken fo determine if the project may have a significant impact {o
biological resources, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives, in
accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Biological resources within the
County were evaluated with regard fo the Land Use element of the County of Los Angeles
General Plan and information provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS),
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (COFW]}, and Bureau of Land Management.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend consideration of the following six questions when
addressing the potential for significant impacts 1o biclogical resources.

Would the proposed project:

(@) Have a substaniial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

{) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
communpity ideniified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

{c} Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not imited 1o, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

{d} Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wiidlife nursery sites?

(e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biclogical resources, such as
a iree preservation policy or ordinance?

(f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan (HCF), Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or staie habitat
consarvation plan?

Discussion. The development of solid waste facilities identified under the Siting Element may
require the removal of vegetation and/or habitat that is suitable for one or more federal- or state-
listed plant or wildlife species. Jurisdictional wetlands or waters of the U. 8. or State could also
be adversely affected. Although, tentative areas have been identified for future solid waste
facility sites, the Siting Element siting criteria recommends that unless dstermined otherwise by
the local agency having jurisdiction over land use permits, significant ecologically sensitive
areas, such as wetlands, habitats of threatened and endangered species should be avoided.

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision initial Study
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Compliance with these standards would generally avoid significant impacts fo biological and
- wetland resources. Additionally, no local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan is adopied
for areas where solid waste facilities are otherwise identified under the Siting Element.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmenial document for each facility in accordance

with CEQA.
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35 CULTURAL RESOURCES

This analysis Is undertaken to determine iIf the project may have a significant impact to cultural
resources, thus requiring the consideration of miligation measures or alternalives, in
accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidalines.

State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of four questions when addressing the
potential Tor significant impacts to cuitural resources.

Would the proposed proiect:

{&) Cause a substantial advarse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined in § 15064.57

(b} Cause a substaniizl adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to § 15064.57

{c) Directly or indirecily destroy a unigue paleontological resource or sile or unigue
geclogic featura?

{d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Discussion. The development of the solid waste faciiities identified in the Siting Element may
impact some cultural resources. Cullural resources, whether prehistoric or historic, are physical
manifesiations of cultural activity.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental docurment for each facility in accordance
with CEQA.
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3.6  GEOLOGY AND SOUILS

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the project may have a significant impact to geclogy
and soils, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or aliernatives, in accordance
with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Geology and soils within the County were
evaluated with regard to the County of Los Angeles General Plan and in consideration of the
rmost recent Alguist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of seven guestions when addressing
the potential for significant impacts to geology and soils.

Would the proposed project:

(a) Expose people or structures to potential substaniial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

3 Rupture of a known earthquake faull, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fauit Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for
the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geoclogy Special Publication 42.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?
i Seismic-related ground failure, including liguefaction?
iv) Landslides?

{b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

{c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the proiect, and potentially result in on- or off-gite landslide lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

{d) Be locaied on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating subsiantial risks (o life or properiy?

{e) Mave soils incapable of adequately supporiing the use of seplic fanks or aliernative
wasie water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
waste water? '

Discussion. Development of any solid waste faciliies identified under the Siting Element
could cause disruptions, dispfacements, compaction, and over covering of soil and impacts
may vary depending upon the facility’s site characteristics.

To ensure thatl structural stability of the solid waste disposal facilities, the siting criteria in the
Siting Element provides: mitigation measures consistent with the requirements of the Federal,
State, and local jurisdiction to be complied, including, bui not limited fo the California Code of
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Regulations, Title 27; California Buiiding Code and County siting requirements. Development of
solid waste disposal facilities would require adherence to all modern earthquake standards. As
a resuli, the polential o expose people or structures to potentially significant impacts — including
risk of loss, injury, or death from strong seismic ground shaking — would be minimized through
adherence o standard engineering practices in conjunction with site-specific mitigation,.

The details of project-specific mifigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental document for each facility in accordance

with CEQA.
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3.7 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the project may have significant environmental
impacis due o greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. GHMG emissions within the County were
evaluaied based on guidance provided by regulatory publications from the California Air
Poliution Conirol Cfficers Association, the State Office of the Aitorney General, California Air
Reasources Board (CARB), and Office of Planning and Research (OPR).

The U.5. Environmental Protection Agency {EPA)} has reporied that the majority of GHG
emissions in the United States can be attribuied o the anergy sector, which accounted for 6.3
percent of total LL.S. GHE emissions in 2007 due o stationary and mobile fuel combustion. For
the industrial secior, the top 10 contribulors to GHG emissions, which account for more than 90
percent of the total GHG emissions, include substitution of ozone-depleting substances, iron
and steel production and metallurgical coke production, cement production, nifric acid
production, hvdrochloroflucrocarbon (HCFC) production, specifically, HCFC-22, lime production,
ammonia production and urea consumption, electrical transmission and distribution, aluminum
production, and limestone and dolomite use.

Would the proposed project:

{a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

(b} Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Discussion. GHGs emifted by human aclivity are implicated in global climate change or global
warming. The principal GHGs are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (NOx),
ozone {O8), water vapor, and fluorinated gases. Fossil fuel consumption in the transportation
sector {on-road motor vehicles, off-highway mobile sources, and aircraft) is a major source of
GHG emissions, accounting for one-half of GHG emissions giobally. Solid waste disposal
options identified in the Siting Element have the polential to result in the generation of GHG
emissicns. The operationat GHG emissions for individual solid waste disposal facilities would be
based on the method of disposal and the number of vehicle trips to and from these facilities,
including truck disposal trips. Given that an incremental increase in operational activities would
resuli under the disposal options identified in the Siting Element (e.q. increased haul trips, etc.),
guantification of these emissions would be required to facllitate the integration of effective
mitigation measures.

Los Angeles County has enacted a variety of policies and plans, inciuding the Los Angeles
Regional Climate Action Plan, to fulfill the objectives outiined in Assembly Bill (AB) 32 (the
Global Warming Solufions Act). The project goals and objectives are achieved through various
solid wasie management options, which in turn, may result in a range of GHG emissions.
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The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental document for each facility in accordance

with CEQA.
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3.8 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

This analysis is undertaken o determine If the project may have a significant impact to hazards
and hazardous materals, thus requinng the consideration of mitigation measures o
alternativas, in accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

Hazardous wastes are by-products of sociely that can pose a substaniial or potential hazard o
human health or the environment when improperly managed. Hazardous wastes exhibit at least
one of four characteristics ~ ignitability, corrosivity, reactivity, or foxicity — or appear on special
LB EPA lists.

Mazards and hazardous malerials relatad {0 the project ware evalualed based on expert opinion
supported by facts, and a review of the County of Los Angales General Plan.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of eight questions when addressing
the potential for significant impact to hazards and hazardous materiais.

Wouild the proposed project:

(&) Create a significant hazard 1o the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

{b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release- of hazardous
materials into the environment?

{c) Emit hazardous emissions or handie hazardous or aculely hazardous materials,
subsiances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

(d} Be located cn a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65862.5 and, as a result, would it create &
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

(&) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

(f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

() Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

th} Expose people or structures o a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildiand fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision Initial Study
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Discussion. issues related o the past, improper management and disposal of solid waste havs
resulied in stringent regulatory requirements for the siting and operation of solid waste disposal
facilities. Continued improper and illegal dumping increase the risk of contaminating the
environment and pose a potentially more serious threat to the health of present and future
generations. The siting and operation of solid waste faciliies should not have a negative impact
on the health and/or safety of citizens because these facilities are intended to provide a safer
and controlled means to dispose of solid wasles, prevent illegal dumping, and, thus, reduce
potential threats to public health and the environment,

in accordance with the California Heslth and Sefety Code, individual solid waste facililies
identified undey the Siting Flement would be required fo prepare and submit a revised
hazardous materials business plan. The hazardous materials business plan would typically
include a delineation of hazardous materials and hazardous wasle storage areas; a description
of propar handiing, storage, and disposal technigues; methods to avoid spills and minimize
impacts of accidental spills; procedures for handling and disposing of unanticipated hazardous
materials; and establishment of nofification procedures for spiils, employee training; and record
keeping and reporting. The California Code of Regulations, Title 27 also requires a load check
program for hazardous waste be implemented for solid waste facilities. Additionally, in the event
that hazardous waste is inadvertently received at a solid waste facility site, a2 Hazardous Waste
Contingency Plan (HWCP) would need to be in place to minimize hazards to employses.

The details of proiect-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental document for each facility in accordance
with CEQA.
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3.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

This analysis is underiaken to determine if the project may have a significant impact ©
hydrology and water gquality, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or
alternatives, in accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Hydrology and
water quality within the County were evaluated with regard to the County of Los Angeles
General Plan, State of Californis Regicnal Water Quality Conirol Board (RWQCE) Basin Plan
for the Colorado River RWQUCB Region 7, and the National Flood Insurance Program Flood
Insurance Rate Maps for the County.

The State CFEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of {en questions when addressing
the potential for significant impacts to hydrology and water quality.

Would the proposed project:

{a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

(b} Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or &
fowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or
planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

(¢} Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alterstion of the course of a stream or river, in & manner which would result in
substantial erosion or sifation on- or off-site?

{d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, inciuding through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

(&) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
poliuted runoff?

) Ctherwise substantiaily degrade water quality?

{g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation

map?
(h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impeade or redirect
flogd flows?
(i) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?
Lps Angeles County Siting Element Revisicn initial Study
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) Expose people or structures o a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

{K} inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfiow?

Discussion. The project ares encompasses two separate hydrologic regions (inland deseris
and coastal plains) that are under the jurisdiction of the Lahontan Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB), Region 6, and the Los Angeles RWQCB, Region 4. Expansion of solid
waste disposal facilities identified under the Siting Element would require grading, waste
disposal, and, in the case of landfills, gas systems, that have the potential to impact waler
quality. However, with the incorporation of appropriate best management practices (BMPs) and
compliance with applicable State regulations and waste discharge requirements, such as
including Hined containment systems, potential water quality impacts would be minimized. Soil
stabilization measures would be used to prevent soil erosion caused by stormwater runoff. On-
and off-site drainage controls would also be required.

The Siting Element's siting criteria (see Appendix A) contain specific guidelines to protect
surface and groundwater supplies by requiring that all facilities be constructed in areas posing
minimal threats. This includes specific criteria regarding the proximity fo groundwater, including
major water supply sources and aquifer recharge areas, the permeability of surface materials,
and facility placement outside the limits of the 100-year flood zone.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental document for each facilily in accordance
with CEQA.
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340 LAND USE AND PLANNING

This analysis is undertaken to determine i the project might have a significant impact to land
use and planning, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or allernatives, in
accordance with Section 15083 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Land use and planning within
the County was evaluated with regard to the County of Los Angeles General Plan (1880) and its
adopted maps, the County Code, and other regional plans and polices. Additionally, the Los
Angeles County 2035 General Plan (General Plan Update) is currently under preparation and
provides the policy framework for how and where the unincorporated County will grow through
the year 2035. The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of three guestions
when addressing the potential for significant impacts to land use and planning.

WWould the proposed project:

{a) Physically divide an established community?

{h) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, -specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect?

{c} Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

Discussion. Surrounding land uses may be affected due to the development of solid waste
faciiifies identified under the Siting Element. For this reason, the Siting Element’s siting criteria
(see Appendix A) addresses the need to include sufficient separation between these facilities
and areas of concenirated population particularly residential developments, schools, and
hospitals. Additionally, with the exception of land disposal facilities, these faciliies are
recommended to be located primarily in existing indusirial zoned areas. The siting criteria also
orovides for the selection of sites that have compatible surrounding land uses (see A).

Additionally, each solid waste facility must have land use approval from the jurisdiction in which
it resides. This approval is obtained through the respective jurisdiction’s planning agency,
involves extensive public involvement, regulatory agency scrutiny and requires the preparation
and circulation of an environmental document in accordance with CEQA. Furthermors, each
solid waste facillly must have a finding of consistency with the 3iting Element and applicable
siting criteria (Appendix A).

The land use entitiement process for individua! solid waste facilities, including a finding of
consistency, are beyond the scope of this environmental document.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental document for each facility in accordance
with CEQA.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

311 MEINERAL RESOURCES

This analysis is undertaken 1o defermine If the project may have a significant impact fo mineral
resources, thus requiring the consideration of miligation measures or aliernatives, in
accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Mineral resources within the
County were evaluaied with regard to California Geological Survey and U.5. Geological Survey
(USGS) publications and the adopted County of Los Angeles General Plan.

The State CEQA Guidelines recormmend the consideration of two guestions when addressing
the potential for significant impact to mineral resources.

Wouid the proposed project:

(&) Rasult in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value o
the region and the residenis of the state?

(b} Result in the loss of availabitity of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Discussion. According to the LA County Natural Resources Areas Map (2012}, one or more
potential landfill expansions identified in the Siting Element are located in an area that contains
oil and gas rescurces. As these landfiil facilities are part of existing conditions, their expansion is
unlikely to resirict the availability of mineral resources that would be of value to the State. The
co-focation of potential aliernative technology facilities at existing landfills, MRFs, or transfer
stations is unlikely to restrict the availability of one or more mineral resources.
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SECTION 3.0
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

312 NOISE

This analysis is undertaken fo determine if the project may have a significant impact fo noise,
thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives, in accordance with
Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Noise within the County was evaluated with
regard to the County of Los Angeles General Plan Noise element and the County Noise Control
Ordinance.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of six guesiions when addressing
the potential for significant impact to noise.

Would the proposead project result in

(a8) Exposure of persons fo or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
gther agencies?

{b) Exposure of persons io or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundbome noise levels?

(€} A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
lavels existing without the project?

(d) A substantial temporary or periedic increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?

(&) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
oroject expose people residing or working in the project area 1o excessive noise
lavels?

{f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Biscussion. The solid waste management options identified in the Siting Element could result
in increases in noise levels at on- and off-site locations depending on the locations where these
facilities are ultimately sited and roadways that experience corresponding increases in heavy
truck traffic. Depending on the locations and intensity of stationary and mobile noise sources
involved, the potential exists for increased noise levels to impact nearby noise-sensitive land
uses, which may also include less-sensitive land uses, such as parks and golf courses.
However, with adequate mitigation measures such as specified fransportation routes and, if
necessary, the restriction of operating hours or incorporation of sound barriers, the effects can
be substantially reduced. As such the siting criteria contained in the Siting Element cails for
these solid waste facilities to be located where they will be compatible to the adjacent ambient
noise levels andfor in areas where adeguate mitigation measures, such as buffers, can be
provided.
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The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmenial document for each facliity in accordance

with CECQA.
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SECTION 3.0
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

3.43  POPULATION AND HOUSING

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the proiect may have a significant impact to
population and housing, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives
in accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Population and housing within
the County was evaluated with regard to state, regional, and local data and forecasts for
population and housing, and the proximity of the County to existing and future planned uiility
infrasiructure.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of three guestions when addressing
the potential for significant impacts fo population and housing.

Waould the proposed project:

(&) induce substantial population growih in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

{b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? :

(3] Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing eisewhere?

Discussion. The solid waste management options identified in the Siting Element would result
in an increase of both temporary constructicn-related and permanent operations-related
employment opportunities for the County and the surrcunding area. Given that potential solid
waste faciliies as part of the 3iting Element would be in response to projected population
growih, adoption of the Siting Element is unlikely to indirectly generate substantial population
growth and related secondary effects {(e.g. traffic, noise, etc.).
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ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

3.14 PUBLIC SERVICES

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the project may have a significant impact to public
services, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or allernatives, in accordance
with Seclion 15063 of the Siate CEQA Guidelines. Public services within the County were
evaluated based on review of the County of Los Angsles General Plan, the County website, and
websites of the County police and fire departments.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of one question when addressing the
potential for significant impact 1o public services.

Would the project resudt in substantial adverse physical impacts associatad with the provision of
new or physically aitered governmental faciliies, need for new or physically aliered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmenial impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performarice objectives
for any of the public services:

{1) Fire protection?

{2 Paolice protection?

{3) Schools?

(4) Parks?

(5) Other public facilities?
Discussion. Solid wasle disposal faciliies identified under the Siting Element would be
serviced by the respective cities or by the County depending on the type of public service. In

this context, the solid waste management facility options and associated faciliies under
consideration weould unlikely impact their current levels of service.
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315 RECREATION

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the project may have a significant impact o
recreation, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives in accordance
with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Recreation within the County was svaluated
with regard to the County of Los Angeles General Plan, expert opinion, and {echnical studies,
and in consideration of the potential for growth-inducing impacts evaluated in Section 3.12,
Fopulation and Housing, of this Initial Study.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of two guestions when addressing
ihe potential for significant impacts o recreation:

{a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhoot and regicnal parks or
other recreational facilities such that subsiantia! physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

{b) Does the project include recreational faciiities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?

Discussion. The solid waste facilities identified in the Siting Element are not expected to resuit
in an increase in population that would otherwise generate an increase in demand on existing
public ‘or private parks or other recreational faciliies that could result in the physical
deterioration of these facilities. Likewise, the project would not include the construction of new
recreational facilities that could result in adverse physical effects on the environment. In this
context, no impact would occur.
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316 TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

This analysis is underiaken to determine if the project may have a significant impact lo
transportation and traffic, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or altematives,
in accordance with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Transportation and traffic
related to the project were evaluated with regard to the Circulation element of the County of Los
Angeles General Plan, the Congestion Management Plan for the County, and Caitrans.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of seven guestions when addressing
the potential for significant impact to transportation and traffic,

Waould the proposed project:

{a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all
modes of fransportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

(b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or ather standards
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways?

{c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

(d) Substantially increase hazards due io a design feature {e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

{e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

(H) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such
facilities?

Discussion. The solid waste management scenarios identified under the Siting Element have a
potential to increase truck trips o and from various solid waste disposal facilities throughout the
County and in adjacent counties. The additional daily truck trips resulting from solid waste
management scenarios implemented over the course of the Siting Element’'s time period would
incrementally add to the total number of daily haul truck trips in the future when compared to
existing conditions. As a result, there is potential for the level of service (LOS) for affected
rcadways and intersections to degrade such that they fall below acceptable County LOS
standards or standards coniained in the County’'s Congestion Management Plan.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental document for each facility in accordance
with CEQA.
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347 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

This analvsis is undertaken o determine if the project may have a significant impact to utilities
and service systems, thus reguiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives, in
accordance with Section 158063 of the Stale CEQA Guidelines. UHilitles and service systems
within the County were evaluated with regard to the County of Los Angeles General Plan and
the California RWGOCE Basin Plan for the Los Angeles Region. The scope of the utilities and
service systems investigations included natural gas, telephone, electric, sewer, storm drain, and
water ulilities.

The State CEQA Guidelines recommend the consideration of seven guestions when addressing
the potential for significant impacts to uiilities and service systems.

Would the proposed project:

(a) Exceed wasiewater treatment requirernents of the applicabie Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

{b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities
or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effecis?

{} Require or resull in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effecis?

() Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlernents and resources, or are new or expanded entittements needed?

{&) Result in a determination by the wastewaler treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected
demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

f Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitied capacily to accommodate the
nroject’s solid waste disposal needs?

(g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Discussion. With the development of polential solid wasle facililes there may be increased
discharges to stormwater drainage. Any such discharges must comply with afl applicable
faderal, state, and local statutes and reguiations related 1o solid waste disposal.

The Siting Criteria provides mechanism to identiify locations for additional solid wasie facilities
and can provide a positive impact by assisting government in ensuring adequate disposal
capacity.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are beyond the scope of this environmental
document and will be addressed in the environmental document for each facility in accordance
with CEQA.
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318 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

This analysis was undertaken to determine if the project would result in any of the conditions
that would require the preparation of an EIR, in accordance with Seclion 15065 of the Siate
CECGA Guidelines. Mandatory Findings of Significance for the project were evaluated with
regard o the information contained in this Environmental Analysis gathered during lieraiure
reviews (see Section 4.0, References, for a list of reference materials consulted).

The State CEQA Guidelines require the consideration of three questions when determining
whether a project may have a significant effect on the environment:

(2} Does the project have the poteniial to degrade the guality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildiife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate imporiant examples of the major pericds of California
history or prehistory?

{b) Does the project have impacis that are individually Hmited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projecis,
the effacts of other current projects, and the effects of prohable future projects)?

{c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse
effecis on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Discussion. By its very nature, the Siting Element would have a significant beneficial impact
since it establishes siting criteria, which all fulure solid waste disposal facilities are required {c
comply with. As such, this is protective to the heaith and safety of the public and the natural
environmental resources. Specific solid waste disposal projects identified under the Siting
Element may have their own environmental impacis and will be required to prepare their own
specific environmental documents as mandated by CEQA.

Since the objective of this Siting Element is fo establish solid waste planning and management
policies for the entire Los Angeles County, these policies may have short-term,
individually limited and/or environmental effects that could cause potentially significant impacts
unless mitigation measures are incorporated.

The details of project-specific mitigation measures are bevond the scope of this environmental
documeni and will be addressed in the envircnmental document for each facility in accordance
with CEQA.
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SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AND TRANSFORMATION FACILITY
SITING CRITERIA

L SITING CRITERIA

The criteria presented herein can be used to evaluale the suitability of locations for solid
waste land disposal and transformation facilities.

These criteria  are not  intended fo  replace any existing or fulure
requiremenis/regulations mandated by Federal, State, and/or local agendcies. However,
these criteria have not been developed to be used for exclusionary purposes. Rather,
the criteria have been developed (o assist in achieving the following objectives to
safeguard the public health and safety when siting a solid waste land
disposalftransformation facility:

Protect the residents

Ensure the structural stability and safety of the facility

Profect surface water

Protect groundwater

Protect air quality

Protect environmentally sensitive areas

Ensure safe fransportation of solid waste

Protect the social and economic development goals of the community

e & & @ & 8 e @

tach objective is defined in terms of a series of factors. These factors are listed in
Table 8A-1. The description of each factor (Table 8A-2) provides a definition of the
factor; an explanation of the significance of each factor in terms of potential impacts of
the facility and concerns likely to arise from the community; a set of criteria 1o allow
application of each factor to a site; and, where applicable, procedures for mitigating
potential adverse impacts. For each criteria, the applicable solid waste land
disposalfiransformation facility is specified; unless otherwise noted, "land disposal
facilities” are defined as both Class lil and Unclassified (inert) landfills. 1t should also be
recognized that some of the factors listed may not be applicable to all types of solid
waste land disposal/transformation facilities and, therefore, care shouid be used as fo
the applicability of individual factors.

The United States Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) defines a sanitary landfill as “a
land disposal site employing an engineered method of disposing of solid wastes on land
in a manner that minimizes environmental hazards by spreading the solid wastes in thin
layers, compacting the solid wastes fo the smallest practical volume, and applying a
compacting cover material at the end of each operating day.” (40 CFR 240.101 (w).)
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The California Public Resources Code (PRC) defines solid wastes as "“all putrescible
and nonputrescible solid, semi-solid, and liquid wastes, including garbage, trash, refuse,
paper, rubbish, ashes, industrial wastes, demolition and construcition wastes,
abandoned vehicles and parts thereof, discarded home and indusirial appliances,
dewatered, treated, or chemically fixed sewage sludge which is not hazardous waste,
manure, vegetable or animal solid and semi-solid wastes, and other discarded solid and
semi-solicd wastes. It does not include hazardous waste, low-level radioactive wastes or
medical wastes.” (PRC Section 40191.)

California classifies landfills further by defining the acceptable material disposed, and
the construction and safety standards for each landfill classification. These
classifications are found in Title 23, Section 2520 et seq. of the CCR. As defined, Class
I landfills can accept any type of non-hazardous solid waste for disposal. Unclassified
landfills can accept only non-organic inert maierials.

The CCR defines a transformation facility as “a facility whose principal function is to
convert, combust, or otherwise process solid waste by incineration, pyrolysis,
destructive distillation, or gasification, or chemically or biologically process solid wastes,
for the purpose of volume reduction, synthetic fuel production, or energy recovery. A
transformation facility does not include a composting facility.” (14 CCR 18720(a)(77).}

1. USE OF THE SITING CRITERIA

The siting criteria presented here for the planning and evaluation of proposed sites for
solid waste land disposal and transformation facilities have broad applicability in the
siting process. For each phase of the siting process (i.e., site selection, site evaluation,
site permitting, and facility permitting), the siting criteria can be applied either directly or
indirectly during the decision making processes. The use of a standard set of siting
criteria can add predictability to the siting process for all participants by providing
uniformity in the planning and evaluation of proposed facilities. The siting criteria
provide the proponent, the regulator, and the community with a rational set of factors on
which to judge the attributes {both positive and negative) of a proposed facility.

in the site selection phase, the siting criteria provide the facility developer with a set of
guidelines and constraints for screening potential sites for facilities. If the facility
developer knows at the outset that the regulators will evaluate the proposed sites using
the same set of criteria, the facility developer is less likely to propose a site deemed
unacceptable in terms of the criteria. The developer can determine the best site location
with respect to achieving the criteria and eliminate locations that are deficient with
respect to one or more crucial siting factors, especially those where mitigation

CSE Praliminary Draft - Chapter &



Prefiminary Dralt

measures would be limited, costly, or not feasible. The criteria also provide the facility
developer with incentives to blend the proposed facility into existing and future land use
patterns. In addition, the siting criteria were developed within the realm of current solid
waste and environmental regulations applicable to facility siting, By meeting the criteria
the proposed facility may likely encounter fewer problems in the permitting phase of the
siting process.

in the sife evaluation phase, the siting criteria provide the local land use planner and
- others with review responsibility, and with a uniform set of criteria for evaluating all
proposals. In essence, the criteria act as the model against which all facility proposals
can be compared. The criteria will identify perlinent issues which must be specifically
addressed in the svaluation of the site and in the environmental impact assessment,
particularly with regard to the adequacy of proposed miligation and the need for
additional mitigation. The criteria can also be used as a checklist to determine which
issues are likely to be of concern and should be focused on in the public debate over
the siting of the facility.

in the site permitting phase, the siting criteria provide the decision-maker with a uniform
set of factors on which to base judgments. If the proponent, decision-maker, and the
public all view the proposed facility in the same context {i.e., through a uniform set of
criteria), then the decisions on the facility will be based on the atfributes of the facility
and not on emotionalism or arbitrary judgment. By building a rational decision-making
process ino the facility siting process, facility deveiopers and decision-makers can work
with each other rather than against each other.

In the facility permitting process, the regulators will evaluate the facility with respect to
established performance criteria (i.e., current reguiations). As these are incorporated
into the siting criteria, the facility developer's use of the siting criteria will ailow him to
incorporate the performance criteria into his site selection and facility design decisions.

The siting criteria apply to both informal and formal review and evaluation processes.
The selection of a site will likely involve an informal use of the criteria {(e.g., preliminary
decisions based on visual siting or secondary information), whereas the site evaluation
and permitting components will require formal review and evaluation processes in the
form of technical studies and preparation of environmental impact analyses. But
whether the criteria are applied formally or informally, the siting criteria provide a
uniform set of constraints, standards, and guidelines for use in evaluating preposed
facilities within a rational decision-making process.
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TABLE 6A-1

SUMBARY OF SITING CRITERIA AND SITIMNG FACTORS

SETHNG CRITERIA OBIECVIVES

SEING FACTORS FOR CACH SITING CRITERIA OBIECTIVE

A, Protect the residents.

- Proximity to populations,

B. Ensure the structural stabilivy and safety of the facility.

- Flood hazard areas.

- Areas subject to tsunamis, seiches, and storm surges.
- Proximity to active or potentiatly active faults.

- Slope stability,

- Subsidence/liguefaction.

- Dam failure inundation areas.

€. Protect surface water.

- Agueducts and reservoirs.
- Discharge of treated effluent.

D. Protect groundwater.

- Proximity to supply wells and well fialds,
- Depth to groundwater.

- Groundwater monitoring reliability.

- Major aquifer recharge areas.

- Parmeability of surficial materials,

- Existing groundwater quality.

E. Protect akr guality.

- Prevention of Significant Detertoration (PSD) areas.
- Nonattainment areas.
- Landfill surface emission.

F. Protect environmentally sensitive areas.

- Wetlands.

- Proximity to habitats of threatened and endangered species.
- Agricultural lands.

- Natural, recreational, cultural, and aesthetic resources.

- Significant ecological areas.

G. Ensure safe and economic transportation of solid
Wastes,

- Proximity to areas of waste generation,

~ Distance from major transportation routes.

- Structures and properties fronting miner routes,

- Highway accident rate.

- Capacity versus Average Annual Daily Traffic of access route.

H. Protect social and economic development goals of the
community.

- Consistency with the General Plan.
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Preatotuarg

IR LRITERE
LHBIECTIER

SATURGC FAET O
FREH STING CRETERIA
ORECTIVE

s

{BEFIAY

BHEBEIPICARICE OF THE

CRITERIAL FOR THL ARG FAITOR

ARG

DR T

reremity o ot oS

“Froxmizy w0 populabors’ is defmed as the disling b 10 Je6ee pertosn of
the feclity to ot of ot dwedings usas by one of mare persons a5 2 permaneat
phace of residnnce, e ta structores inhabited by persons temparasidy for purpeses
ot work othar than dlaily setiv

o waste fand coposelftanslormation faciities should be wented tuch shat the heaith,

sploty, and quality of e of nearby resigents and ctier persons are not jeepacdized from

plewned or fugifive air emissions, odors, wectors, fires, noise from facility operstions,
b 2 . and other possible impacts

Aierst community shouid consider requiring elther s bufies distance o1 natural or engineesed
bariwis, sk 35 barms, bulldings, ess, fencos, etc, between solld waste lang
desposalfteansiormation facilibes and resideners.

Faciiitg must be in conformane with 1o<a? fane st and oning requaaments af
2 county or city plansing agency.

Los Angeles Cosnty srohibits construction of buildings er strustuces on oF
within 1,000 fesr of & fand disposst faciicy whih contiine deccrnosable
mstorials/waste unless the Laeilby is ischted by an approved natwrat or
manmode protection systern. e Cities wishs tos Angeles County may have
similar restrictions,

Transbormatinn Lactities:

These Facilibies sliokd be located whese the goning and exizting lyad ose are
tanh patibhs with the propused use, For onample, an sbandened chemical plant
site In an indusieial distric could be considered re be a compatitde land use tar
a tramslormation faciity.

B. ENSURE THE STRUCTURAL
STABILITY AHD SAFETY OF THE
EALIETY.

Flsod sazand arcas,

“Flatd hazerd #hens” aco dofined an ateas which are prone w inundation by flonds
hawisg A 100-year telum pesiod, wnd debris flows sesulting brom majes sterm
events. These arens can be detersiucd by chicking the Priers! Energenty
Management Aguicy flaod insurance maps o whh the fos fngsies County
Deparimest uf Funlc Woiks.

wrdalion of 5 solil waste land dispossl/transtomeation fecikiy by Hood waices, dells,
and/ie flass flacding sy et 1o e physical transport of swastes, pussinly bupaclieg wabtn
wuslity and waterdependent speries, In addition, Hleoding imenspe the oporation of the
Iacilidy and couls stress feachale hordliag systems ot 2 land disposal facikity,

R et

Disposst facilitles must comply with requirements of she Taders! Clean Weter
Act, ded, and loeat il 3

Land Disposal Fagditios:

Festerat and Stake regulstions seqoire naw, caisting, and sxprnsions of existing
Ciars #1 3andiils o br designed, constructed, opteatid, and maimsnce to
prevent inendation or washout due to flaods wlth a 100year retusn poricd. in
addition, ¥ae Isnehil must ot reduce e flow of 3 100-year lood of rerice the
teniposary storage caparity of the flaodslain.

iireas suject bo bsusamis, seiches,
and stor surges.

“Areas subjoct te GUnamis, Seithel, sad storm sUIPes” dre defined a5 arens
borering scauns, bave, initts, estuaries, or simliar bodes of water whieh may
flood duc to fsramis |commonly known as bidal waves), siches (vertically
osciliating stnding waves ususlly nomwring i enchkised badies of water such as
Iahes, Tesarvoirs, s harbors causad iy suisnis Atiity, Vel wids, o changes
¢ prassurey, or stom surge.

Inundation i + ociity b ool waters may |zod to the physical transport of waste, possibly
Impacting veater wrlity and water-dependest sperics, In addition, flooding interrupts the
Gperation of the focitity and conid strass 1he feackate hendling syseem of 4 fand disposal
tacitity.

Aseas sulbjert o tumamis, sviches, and stons surges inchide the coastal areas of Los Angeles
Couray. miand lakex a=d reservoits could e sebject to soiching and storm surges, Coastal
devslagmaent i hreuty meatcined by Foderat and $tate 10gulations, inciucing the Califoria
Coastat Act of 1974,

All Fag

Disposal faciftics should aveid locating in srias subject to tsunssiis, soichies,
anel stomm surges undess designed, constructed, operaied, and maintained to
precinte adure duc 10 such cvents,

B, EHSURE THE STRUCTURAL

Proximity to sctive or patentivlh

TAn petive tael" is definer os a faulc along which surlace has

The

2abifity < & Eacllity, § daior concem for permanent (b, i« related to the poteitial
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TABLE HA-2

SOLID wWASTE DISPOSAL AND TRANSFORMATION FACILITY
SITING CRITERIA OBIECTIVES AND FACTORS

TR SRV RRIA
DRALTIVES

SIS PRTYLRE
PO BRI BT CRITERIL
SYBECTRE

IEFIETY IO OF ViR SITIRE FRITOHE

SEHFICANCE §F THE L9V FACIOR

CRIVERES S0 THE BITHSE FALTOR

STABIE:T RND SRIETY OF THE
FACILITY.

stk faurk s,

nctarted SUrng olorene vme (abrud the last 30 000 years| and is ansesluted wilth
ae o1 mare of the following:

4 Aredorded carthnuake with surtace ruphire
+  Faultcreeg shippage
+ Displaced survey finos

48 potentially actun fauft™ iv defined a3 4 fauk shawing evidence of surface
dispiacemuat doHg Guaternary tions dhom g fast 11,000 years 10 abaset the kst
10 4 million yeass) and characies e by e following:

+ Considerabic
& Azsmelanen with an algnment of
) L i
+ Association with ywuthful BT MoUntRis stanss of fanges

2h, &.,, over 30 saites
e cartheuake epicentes

fauts

© Gosrelation with strang gecmiwsic! snomaties

{ar mpwpement of the car s afong Fult tones.

Al faclities are to be designed and construsted in accordancs with she local
building tode.

{lags 111 Lang Dispotat Favilities

Fodderal and $te seputitions prohitit the iocating 4 new Ciass Bl il e o
fatamai pxpansion of an existiag (ass i ndflk on a fnown Halacens Faull,

Siogs rablity.

“Eiope stabllity" is delinet a5 ihe relative degrec to which Hw site will be
wulnecable to the Forces of gravity, seeh as erosion, landslide, soil erep, earth
flosw, or ainy other mass moventent of sarth material wiich migha cause o breach
o Gatiy wastes away fram # Bacility, ar inundate the facikty,

Ther lanp-erm containiment of soht wistes 3t & $he requites that the site b tocated in o
gromarphic dnulionsent wiiieh does not eneourage loag-term instability by The arocesces of
landslides asd mags inovetient.

The State ot Calikmnia pronibits the locatlig of aes Class i indéils within arcas of potently)
rapid grologleol change, includieg landsides and mass movemeont, unless sontelament
struckres sre dedlghed, canstructad, and aakitained K preclude falure,

Al Farilities:

Faciliies loeated within these arcas should have engiesred desipn safety
fantutes 1o Assure structurs| stability.

Stwitkoned Lguefackan

Sodsldetce” 15 defined a5 7 $inng oF the lang sortace toilawing the remour of
<ailet mineral matter o7 Buids fwater or ofl) frar tha otk heneatis. “Llquefaction”
refers to sortact matvrits that develog Tauid properties upon being physicaly
diphesried.

Subrdmers of the ond may weaken the stselnal integaity of a taglity. Liqadfaclion o
quichly canvett sait saserials 1o fiuid masses, sesURingin the tavarat spreading and shelderee
of surtaes mateslals, and treatening the susctural integrity of the facility.

Al Fecikti

fueied lacaving i arcas dexcrmined 10 fiavr a high poteia) for failure due to
subsldemce or Bguetacton aniess cantainmeht ilibctutes e designod,
constructed, 2ndd malntained 1o preclade faiare o3 3 resslt of such change.

Dasn ailurs inlation: areas.

“Dam talture muhdititn sreas” ave datingd as aear immediateiy adjacent o A
Fhueet OF streatn bk 2n emlandkment or masonry dam which would be inundated
by the flow of water from the lupoundment cieated by the dam it the dam were
1o fail,

Failwres of large U5, dams in the pest 47 years ilostate e potenalal destiuesion to aataral
an manneode features in the danfer reach, Dans impoundments have tw powental to create
 Hoeodd hazasd which woutd have the same of vvsa chues 2y thowe asscelated with facd
haiaed areas.

Dam quwenesy In €alifasniz are roquiredt by the Stale Oftice of Emergency Services Lo prepare
andl submit dam faihwre inundation mapz ta laca? jurisdictions for use on local land wse
Blanning rities.

Alf Fagiitie:

Farilitios should be ngated aetside daa failurs inondation sress

. PROYECT SUAIACE WATER,

Anseducts s reserols

RGBT i tefned as comhdts for convesing drinking, watee ek,
| “Reresvoins” eie defined os mpoondments for euataining drisking woter sunpbies

Rutvaft or drainage Fon o

Farlily enbid pusibly efter Janeduas of mservoiny dependiog
upan a numier nf 96018,

AN Facilities;
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SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AND TRANSFORMATION FACILITY
SITING CRITERIA OBJECTIVES AND FACTORS

Praffmbvary Drafy

SFGE LRITERIA
CRIECTIVES

BTG FA
EACK SITHIG CRIFERLA
R IETIVE

ELYE

DEFPMFCIGR OF THE BTG FPACTUIRE

SUSHIFHIARMCE GF THE SITING FACTOR

CEITERAR FOR THE STHIG FALCTOR

with il naturel drainaye areas,

Dt cack
act, , and local

< MUSE eotaply with Taquirteonts of the |ederst (ean Yarar
Uskan furedf

Class A1 Lsarl Dispessd buefllios:

Eederal mnd §hate cegulations require sew and exmding Class Wi lzadiiBs to e
fitted with wibsuedice batiess, 6 well 0L preciiRation and disinage ostrel
taciiiics.

Tischarge of treated effluent,

“Bischirgs of neated cHent &5 defind ax the suikbsliny of wastewater
tremment faciiities o accepe wastzwater feffluent), o1 the ahilhy o discharge
treated oiiuent, when permitted, directly into 3 swaam, including 2 dry siteam
bod, or into the orean thiough a State-permitted cutfal.

Some tacililios wil joAesate 3 treated offivont reqaiing docharge 10 csimiving water,
Fueilisios covld = 10 SANITAT Y Sewars, With the appeopTiate rogulstary agenty reqaring
atlequate pretrestment of wastewaters to  specified lewel hefare dischacge.

it Gehe TATirI WEs SYENAATETS:

Faciitios snould Bo lacated i sreas with adwquite sewer apacity 10
accomnndste e pepected wastewater discharge. If <ewers are not avaliable,
onsite treatment rhould he considred, Aleinatsly, witewsters eould also be
transposied in buik via highways b Facifitees copable of treating dem .

Facititicx dischasging inw wresoes of inte the oeean, directzy o1 i storm deeing,

will require Tativnal Palutant Oischarge Himication Srgtem (HPDES) pernits

issued by the egiona] Water Quadity Contee! Bozad. The RPDTS ermit sels

fimitaTions uR the quantity and quaiity of the waste dischaiges, and may speeify
ing and

D BROTECE GROUHEVIATER,

FeoninaiTy 1o supRly wefls and wefl
felds.

“Proximity te supply wefls s vell Heids' 15 dutraied a2 the istaace 10 ArERs vsnd
fier exmaction of groundwater drinking wiser sunplies by bigh capacity produrtion.

fified by the g el | h awelrficld,

welis

e Mgt are mvmestiatoly adjacent o wells and weil fioids may be wnremely sescepible o
contastinstion dus te created gadients and velecities coused By extraction of frpe
ol of watee, An Inereased risk Is asseciated with lecatiog land disgosal faclitlos s neer
ity 46 xSty proguction wails dus t the perenual danger of centantinating water,

Land Wisposar Fa

Fawiitics must meet the State of Catifuenla's geologic setting criteria for
ensuring no impairment of benchoist uses of rorface witer ar of grauntuaten
benesth or adjacent to the fand

- PROTECT GROUNDWATER.

Dapth to grounidwater.

ot £ growneEwater” i delincl 22 The mitinUm $e250na GoRth to the pighesl
andicipated elewation of wnzerhyiny grastdwates Tram the otom of mv proposed
waste containing FacHy,

i the water tabic rises abowe the botom of a facity, it may breach the facilivy ner oe
tousdatien and come into divect contact with the waste, tarsing grousdwater contamination
e

e Disasal Tendilics

For Ciass W mndfills, a strirelures must be amte of withetendiy

CSE Profiminary Dreft — Clapto 4
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TYHES CRIT

e

CHFIRITICN OF 7

BHBE FACIEES

ERPTERU RO

SETME ERDTOR

yraulic pressuse grasionts to pretat Failie dué t 5ot lenent, Comgression,
o Wgft as ontificd By 4 repistered il engnnes or engimesring geologisl
registered in California.

Fodrral ant State reguistions require new and exnansions of wisting Ctass
lendiils 10 b fimed with containment swecturcs then meer sposified
permeatility standards, in sddition, the Faciity must ke BHed with 5
groundwater cotlartion systom znd = inachate coflection and remaual systesn.

Furthermore, hclies must et the Stete of Californiv’s minmom
ceupirements ot ensuiag o impeisnent of Benefital tse of surce water of
of proandwater inteath of adjaceat o the i, which 2lx0 includes focation
cesuletions.

[ErT
sedabiliy.

“Grounduster monRosing reRaBRY" &5 o whhity ol 1 sdrmiicaty JeHgaed
ORI SIEEA 10 Pleasire, Dhsarve, and evARmLE prolsdwater quality and
.

T raliable groupdwater MUNItIng system around 8 faciily & 12quired to provide &n 2orly

warning, dotaction sstes for possible contaminant migration within the faciity propesty

wourdaries, Cormnciive measares and raredisi action ate mare affective and fess aupensive §
Indtiates during the eacly stages of any contaminant migatice,

To assere that groundwater i roliably monitored, a facliny siowld e located whers the
foflowing <an be charactarized, modote, and ansiyed with s relstively high degree of
cendfidence:

s Suhrkce geology
o Hydrologic charactedstics

Direction and magaitude of graundwates flov

Tuis fmphes thet the site sioutd be geologicaliy and hdrlogicafly aniform,

Land Eisposal Faciltios:

Facilities nuzt comaty with the Calitornis Gogional Water Guality Conarsl Besrd
pecmait seguirements Sor graundwater monitozing.

. PROTECY GROUNDWATER.

FAajGr anuifer rechargs areas.

“BAsjer aquifet rochatge atext” are delinad a¢ teglods of priniod racharge 1o
vwajor regional aguiters, a identiticd ia the evisting laaratore or by tydragealsgic
cxperts famifiar with Southern Calitornin, Such socharge area st typically found
in

o Qutcrop or subcrop armat uf wijor water-yielding faties of tonfined
anudiers.

+  Ouberap o4 suberop areas of confining units which supply majot
rmcharge 10 underlying regional aquifess,

Aeuiiars receive Hieir principal water supplies from aress which sllow sater inflerating fam
the fand suriace 1o rapidly recharge the anuife.

{2nd Diposal Exclimes:

Tociliies must meet the Swze of California’s minimun requiremers for
ensuring no impairment of honcficisl use of surlare water or of Froundwatec
benwathar snjacent ro the landfill, which #ls inclurdes Iocation restrecrians,

Perroability o sorficial wateriais,

Pernitablity of surbcint mateeiols” is define as the abiity of eologie materials
a1 thor carth's marbich 1 it and percolaty wate:

Tine sbrhicial Malefiah OVOHING MAJOT Wale? BOmING FOLNATCNE Itk ared fwouides 3
Pty fou verbical migration of potential eontermiasnls. Peomeabrte geclogie materils cae
sliow +aphl smovement of poliutants lrss wajer reglossl souers. Thick degosits of fine-
gtamend salerlats of low ydraulic fulty returd Hee tat of weticol geseolation of

13nd Dispoeat e

Fedesal oo Sate negulstions vequine new end fatersl enpsnsions of existing

Class ol tnodbif faciliies 0 he underizle by 3 composite finer, eonsisting of &
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Praliminary Dvafl

SITHHL FALTORY
FOR EATH BITEHG CRITER—IA
BHECTIE,

THEFRT IO OF 7

SR FRCTORS

SR ANCE OF THE STTIRE FROTOR

Y BITING FALTOR

pollitanss s the proundwater, and previde an opporanley (ee deteesen o eastrel of
rilutant relaases belore & contiminxion aquifirs. Materkafs hovimg & dw suimeabiity tend
atse b have fauarabic it |achi i

tawer ctay finer and an upper syntitetic mesmbrane, snd which is of su-cient
hiciiess to pravent vartical seavement of fluids including waste and lenchate
The fewer esmpoiend of whleh shai eonsist of a minimum of two deet of
compatted soiifeiny with 3 hydraulic conduttivity of no more then 3xa0’
cmirec.

Pacilities myst meet the Stnre of Califala’s minknum requirements for
nsuring o impdirmunt of bessficlal use of surfack water or of groundwates
Denegihac adjarent be the bndfl, echich alse incltedes lveation resirictions.

Existing prowndwator quality.

TEdisting groundwater quality” i dofined @ the chemical guality of the
(trowdwerier in eomparisen 1o the 1.5, Frionmenial Protaction Agancy (ISERAL
Etosinn, Frimry, and Séecontety Driing Water Sunderes; and, for constiznents
with e standasdste-follow guitelines supzested by coseareh tnd sepoited I
terstace,

The signficance of the patential mpasl of 7 faciity an groundwater qusity = relted 1o tan
sctzal potential use of the goundwater, The USEPA has reieascd puidelines defining
prageclion poficies lor three tasses of groandwater, bosed an Wueir cespective value asd Wit
ulnerabiity te contamination, The three classes are:

+ g Grnendwazer iat i Ughly vinerabie (o omtzmination sed charscteined
By heing Wiepbceable o Toofugloaliy el Trese me desmated a3 Seecel
Gromndwiless,

Llass 1l Cursent or potential sources of drinking waters hawing other beneficiel
e,

Ciass Ml Gronncwakers nok cansidered potential sources of drinhing water and of
liraitas beneticisl use or otherwise contaminsted beyond kvels thot 2liow ceanip
using reasanably employed treatment niotiseds.

TBspsal Fasilitics,

Facilities myst Tees Wi Colifornia Mepiorst Water Gusatity Consol donrds
minimum water quality protersion stansarrs and oriteria in arder to crure an
impairment of the beneficial uses of groundwater beanath or adjcend t K
s,

£, PROTECT AIR QUADITY.

Begwentian af signlilant
deterioration (#50] areas.

“Brobentioh af sighlflcant detenoratian (RSDY aress are dufincd &3 arews in
sttziament of the Natiunat Ambiesd Aie Guality Standzeds INAAQS) for ane or
more critesia podiutants, P51 areas afe divided into thees classes, Cluss | inchudes
Intetnational parks, aational wikldrioss ateas eeceding 5000 scrce, nationst
| reemtoris] parks oecroding 5,000 aeta. snd ather sreas appwoved by the EPA

The presention of signiicant deteraration of figh quatily sitsheds i mandstory under the
Cletn Air Anendinents of Z90. Aty new soarce meating the statueny defiaition of dithes &
new major ssarce or wedification ta & major spurce incabing I @ PSD ares smust meet
sringe coniions, Including the Instaliation of Besd Available Cantrof Technalugy (BACT),
befare initial wi_Inhajer are aHnwed, $qurces sequired to submit 1o

Al Farificies:

Fugilitios sabject 1o PED regulation will be required to submB Federol Title ¥
perml apmlicatiany b e SCAGIE for precenskuction teview and apsly BACT

GRE Fresninary Bralt - Ghagtet G
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TABLEGA-Z

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AND TRANSFORMATION FACILITY
SITING CRITERIA CBIECTIVES AND FACTORS

BTG RITERIA
CRIRCTRES

SITIG FROTGRS

LRIV

FOok BACH SITIRG CRITERA |

CEFIRGET 308 OF THI SITHRG SACTERS

SIGNMIFICARCE OF THE SITHed FacToR

G FALTOR

trtor, Al nsher areas ase clasfee as tlass [

{50 praconstraction v are:
H

< A e major SETONAFY Saarce where tie increase in potential 1o emit s cither 104
or 383 tos per year, depending on soree category;

o« & significant emion incoase of an aitainment pelietant b 4 existisg Maior
statiamey sowree;

® # nat emnission Ingeeate gt o major statigesty sowrce loeated within 10 kitometers
ot 5 Class | S0 arwd, i e bmrission increste wedkd imtpact the Clase | ares by 148
ng/r {24-hour avmags,

2 South Lonst Air Comlity fanagement Hiswict [SCACVHS, sheowph e authorlly of the
USEPA, & managing the PSD pregram it the South Goast Sir . The Blicds PSD
tegulutions require, smong other things, BACT for ail siaiionary sources vith o net emission
inereasa of a criteria polltant,

ing wiy met orvissior inctate Gl 2t AL eliteris sl golsed and
denansirste compliance with 2l ntiee a3 quobty rales and regulations,

Transtoumation. Facilllles;

@ sddision, the SCAGMD B required anfice Section 47315 of the Calformiz
#ealth azd Saloty Cace (IESCH o porfarm  health fitk sssessment and make 2
deTeomination Yt no tigniEANt inceose in e e moslity s anticipated
By 3 groject before issuing e renewing = i 1o GoRELHLE oF Sperits,

Hanatis inment eress.

“HonaRAnwTent a18ash aré dafined 35 21625 In which th iewel of one or mare of
e critcaia pollitants, (marcleulabes, ozone, nirogen axides, sullur dioxide, carbon
monanide, and Isad} exered the Nationzl Anbiznt Air Cuality Suandards {HARCS|.

Fodoral law réquires S35 1o IMPReREN 8 ROIMtGN taniral PESETams 1o improve of
PreEstnue cistng sir quality in accordance with the NAAGE, Facilities, particutarly incinsratars,
will emet pollutant in quantitics which rmuy sxcead allowabla limite,

The South: Coast Al Basin s ant For atane snd fine particulates [Phts). Facifities
emitting nonsttaipment il onteminapts ond thelr precursors, such s volatite nigasic
compounds, aitrogen oeides, and suliur doiids, wif be subject to Mew Source feviaw
reqairements inchding appficotlan of BALT or dawest Achievable fmission Rate {LAERL Net
campulative emission inciesse nceéding cortain threraadd Invits Wil require fhe okiniog of
oisets t ilance the meosasd poikaan iovels

o

Foellities errtting non-sHainment air contaminants will be required to bt
permit appitationt ta SCAQMD for greconsuction rewiew, demensirate
comphance wilh the New Sources Roview requirements, as wel s the
roquirements of all ather applicsble it quality rutes and vegulations, and abraln
2 prmls to Construc aad & Fetmlt to Operate Trom the SCAQMD, Ais poRution
contiol renuirerunts for criterls sad texlc @ contwnmants may v
depending on faciity e, precess eauipment used, snd, 10 1 lessee extent,
Farifiby oeatia.

Iranstormation Szgliling

in addition, the SCAOMD s soquired under Séctien 3515 of the HISC
Parformn 2 feeaitt risk essessmnat and mak = delermination chat no sigaificant
incsease in diness a7 mortality in anticimated by 4 praject betars by of
1eRaWing A PO K COMSIANICE DT DpETRLE,

E. PROTECT AIR QUIALETY

Landéslt surface errission.

Taudiil gases can be generatod a5 a rosih of ARG WASTE Gocompositian
prostas. These gasts unerally comwist of methane, carbon dioxide, with smalt
Auentities of hydroger: suifide and earbon chain substances.

TinThane gas. fHoluCen oM v derompostion of organme. matmials, foa e smised froa
¢ass Il tznel disposnl fagiities withowr o londlill gas contec symtom

Land Disposal Fagilities:

Chans W1 Land ditguosal facikbies e sebject o the SCADMD rules anel regilations,
Al gxisting ond gropesed Chass 1 tand disposal faciities must compiy with
SCACMD Mule TLS00 "Contedd of Guseous Emissions tom Municipsl Selid

Waste tandfils”; and ¥ite a0, Seetion 60 of the Code of Federal Rosulations
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APPENDGIX 64
TABLE 642

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AND TRANSFORMATION FACILITY
SITING CRITERIA QBIECTIVES AND FACTORS

SUY G CRITERA
CRIFITTVES

DEERIGE FACTORS
PR BACH SITHT TRITEAS
HRIECHYE

EEFIHITIC OF YHE $3%

G FALTORE

SHEMFRIARCE OF THE SIS FACTOR

CRFVEREE FOR TIHE $ITHE FROTOR

“randard of Ferfarmance for busicpal bolid Were LandRis These Fules
require instatfaticn of 3 lndfid gas contral system and perimoler moritoring
probes, né implemantation of a monitoriag STOErAM to ensure At fandil
swface emissions o ot exceed specified SCAOMUD standards,

F. PROTECTION OF
EMVIROMIMERTALY STMSITIVE
ARGAS.

Wollands.

etiands” are fEfincd % AIERE, SR e sabweter, fresivater, and brackisk
swamps, marshes, or bogs inundated by sufome oF grouRdwater it a kequency
o SUBPOIT, Under Tamel HreumStARLEs, A PrevHliioe of uegerative or anuatic life
that requites saturated o1 seasanaly sekurated soii candicians for growts and
reprefucon,

The pressralion af wellands a7e: 7 el ta prestnve « halanced scosysien. The leatior of
a tand dispons| Fuelfity i o werlands area coutth resely Thotbe loss of eritical kekitats, ogs of the
wetiings far grolidwatet Fechir(e, and i incrasss i the ptsatlst far pellutant disgersshin
round ane surfoce: waters.

Wotlands sress are located primarliy along the canst and siwar embayments and gstuaries
Bevelopment In coastsl arsas, and wettands sreas in particufar, is restricted by Federal snd
State reguintions, inclhudie the Califrnls Coastal Act of 1975,

rareforomation Fackities

Facilitien shoufd avald focting in cotrent wetlands areas, a1 detined in sdopted
fenerad, reghonal, and State pians, uriess: {a) industrlal usage is permitted oy
she losad paveroment's lind Use pranning of wonkig, sd {b) fish, glent, and
wllfife resousees can be malntamed and enhanced in a postion of the site, o
présetved chagwhé e i the mea,

Jans.Tlotal Easilitins,

Faciliies thewld be losated catside wélland arbss, a5 defined I seopted
gemeral, cogianal, and $ia4e pigny

Proximily ton haitats of
threatened and sedangered
species,

“Hokitts of thveatoned and endangered spedies” are defined as arems known 1o
be inhabited pesmanentiy of seasouatly or knews to be criticat b any slage in the
ife cyciie of suy spacies ot wildiife of vegetation ldertified or ting cansidered for
IdemtHication as “endangured” vt “tireatoned” by the LS. Department of Intesior
o1 the State of Califarna,

Thoatenied and endangercd species are impertast as biokogical rosowrces Because of the
inzvarsibillyy of species cxtingtion,

Fhe luss o suek: speies would suriously Interfere with the heahls of the ecosystem and deter
hauman edueation and researed.

Al Fagiitins;

& daciley shouls w01 Intats in Bebifats of threatensd oc endaugared Apecies
wnless the local lind uss suthority makes ¢ dotarminaon that 5 Rroposed
fecility is campatibie with the sarrounding resaurces and does nat pose 3
substandial thres to the rescurta,

Agrieuitaral laivds.

"hgHcUlturat lahibs” are defined s lards 7oned countywide sndor used loesily for
agricultural use,

Farminds and other agricultural lands sre salural snel economic reseurees essential for food
prasuetlon. These ants serve Both private ond public imerests in terms of fasd, jabs, snd
apen space preservation

iaad Disppss| Facijties:

A tacility locaved in areas zoned for agricultural wses must ebtsin # local land
usz permit fiom the local jurisdiction.

Natneai, matal, and

“tfataral, enttsl, ane aesthetl resourees” ave defined as public

Azvthelic resources.

and private lands haviag ocal, regienad, stdte, or hatenal significance, vakie, of
impertnce, These lands include nationsl, stats, mgional, county, and local parks.
and recreation areas, histarlc and predistoric rexcurcas, wikl ang scenic rivers,
seanic highways, and public 3nd private prescrubion atess

Facilities sited in Hhasé aras could seversely impact the natural, recroatioesl, cultural, or
austhetic ualue of the lands.

Facilities should avoid locating i these areas unless the spplicant tan

sremonstrate that a faclity is compotible with the land use in the area.

Significant manlogical arsas.

“Slgnificant ecologicat areas” ar delinest as s which pestess biotc cosources
that are sncommon, rare, uniue, or ailcal 1o ke maietenance of wikififs on 2
toderal, state, or conntywids basis,

The preservation of skt eelogical aress i esttical for the protselion and preseevation
b wiplayical resnurces o for mattaining nanral sy

Al Fadl
Loeation of a proposed faclfity must be in contormance with a local furisdiction’s
Ganeral Hlan and shide by federal and state reguistions regarding unique of
proterted species and thei habitat.

6. ENSURE SAFE
TRANSPORTATION DT

Trowinity 1o teas of Wit
feneration,

prnzimity to ateas of waste peneration” s defined as trovel tine Gonl the
wisteshod arewt ta the propuved facllity,

The: geeater the fisrance beowmen @ wasteshed area and 2 progosed teciliey will sasult in the
inerease of transpertation cests; erission of ait poliutands: and risk in wehicle ascidents,

&) £ zriliviems
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APPENDGIX 6A
TABLE 5A-2

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AND TRANSFORMATICN FACILITY
SITING CRITERLA OBIECTIVES AND FACTORS

Prafiming

GG CRTERA ; BTG FALTGRS

R AT bR RO SEVIRE CRITERKA
SEECTIVS e

CERRCTIVE

FREFTTRIN GF THE SIT1RG FRITORS

SR HCARMCE TF THE SYHC FROTOR

CRTERIA SUR TH: SIVING FATYOR

SO WS

lienerators afo Benefit fiom shorker taved reauirements, Transpartation costs cn have a
masked irapacy en waste casts. High i iy inddber
e gemesstons to Use snsale disposal practices,

cosis £

Fieritles should be certraliy locates neas wasteshert meas lo il
potnntl inuact i g

h gre

Altraate danspostation, by 13t may be evakuswed in regard 1o specific vitns ta
befisuated ai dlstant areas from b wasteshed

Distance from mejes rouTes.

“Diskance from mapbe FOUtEE" it et a2 the distence along 3 misor fate ety
steet, bauievsrd, or undivided Nighwoyl that a trock must drsvet ta douch the
Farikity aftes eaving the matjor st {steeet of inerstate divided highwayt

#ublic conoern over @ houhers rimte is Reighlontd witn WarsPosaen GCeLs SUer [8HE Lot
constructed for heauy bruck 1fBe, nut imsended or it or contaiming masy mstrictions such as
Liaflic fights. aF froriznokas and véxticai tiarves, The fistance en misof reutes should e kept 1o
3 FunNIUM 10 svoid witi iad or i i } reeluce thie rishs of
aeeidents,

Al Faciltics;

Distanca traveled o ires roads shookd be depd be & admmum. f2elities are
st located near n exit of 3 majar eote of adesed oM major utes vis
reutes used localy for wruck wraffic,

Altermatively, 1oeal rasds could be upgraded by increasing theie foad capaeity,
improelng traffic controls, or building tnsck-anly lanes o1 rautes. The faeity
developer may build » direct access raad 12 avaid the minot ront(s|

Strrwturst 09 propeites fronting
minar oyt

“Structares and propertics fronting minor r bk are delened by the naieher and
type of residrncss, sthusle, hospitals, and shopping centers having primary access
from the 1ranspeeiation 1sute between the enfrance ol a facllity nd the nesrest
major ke,

A preat mersate In truck tatfic, paiticolacly o tsads used primanly by cars, moy cause
e niise, conpestion, and disgtion of 4 daily activitics.

& Erilil

Farititiss shotld be lucaed such that st frinor fowtes from the major routs ta
the facility are used primuily by drueks, and the number of nenindustial

strucisres [homes, haspitats, schanls, ete.) is minimal.

Fighway accident rate.

#iigiavay accident 13te” = dRfines &3 the sorletence af minor to fatal acadants
poe vehicie miles traveled, as ooorded by the Califeria Drparimen of
1 ransgortation,

Aeclaent rates vary signiicatly hy Lype of road end average ania iy weili [AADT)
Aeeldert takes should, however, be analyzed in corjunction with information atout the
eicantsge of truck asape and the dasign of the road, The accident rate alase shoald not b
used 1 jusge tire safmty of e Giglay.

All faeliicios:

The minium tine path from major wasteshed areas b a fasifivy shald fallew
Ilphways with fow to maaderate sversge annusl daly txtlic and ucerdent ratis
as guldfed by the research and findings of state, rogienal, coanty, asd <l
uaAsposmtion plannass.

Capaci vt Sveage bl
daily wafic {AADTH o mgeess
roads,

TCapatity Nersys overage annial daily tmblic (AADTY of sccass foads” is dnfined
s the namier of vehicls b 160t i Sesigned to Sendic worss the numie: of
velticius it dons fanéle o s daliy osis, ivessged over a posiod of une year.

Tt curently RaRGRNG ¢ o7 NEar he SRaXLGn Gamber BF YChicles should aot be
considered good ruliten fut ik taskpart of sotid waste. idatly e roads best swited for sotit
wasta tantpartnion are Lhase on vich she addiinest vehicies seviag the fasifity wil have
Ktle 6r na impact on the SA0 relskive ta the capasity

ol Eacihitas

o charyges in the sk capacity (o ARDY stitld be aegigse sfter coatiag
she sarmber o truchs on B malor and siner eoutes expeeted to service the
fmctity,
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APPENDIX 64
TABLE 6A-2

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL AND TRANSFORMATION FACRITY
SITING CRITERIA GRIECTIVES AND FACTORS

B,

Pratimingey Dra

SR CRITERE:
DRIRCYIVES

SHFIRG FATTORS
FOR TALH sifitl JRITE
CREECITVE

1

PR

SATHAG BALY

SEGRIETCARNCE UF YRE SITIRG FACTOR

W CREE REY R RRT O

HERCECT THE SOCIAL AME
ECONDWRC DEVELDRMERT
EDALS OF THE COMMUEITY.

oslstency with Hhe Cenetal Clan,

“lonsistercy weth the Genoral Fhon' is deincd at consistency of the proposed
facifity with the long-terni goals of the cousty of city a5 expressed by i jocad
planneng Instraments: the General Plan awd implementing ordinances.

“tocal Flanning Is an ofgbing rocess of directing growth and developmen i acccroance
with previausly farmutstad plans, policy dueumen, prdinances, and attions.

The Stata nf Califamnia reqwircs by law that counties and cities devetop o General Plan and
implementing ordinanges. The Los Angeles County General ian sers forth policies fos the
unincorporated arass in she Coumty, This plan was coordinated with the Sies in the Couty
and basically reflects the planning efforts of tese eitios

A General Flas contains policy skatements and getdelines reflecting the County’s or oity's
ek on fotute growi and deveioprent.

Toniivg rdnances are used a3 a pel tass of implemonting B Goneral Flas, Each mno
represents a special application of fandl mse regubitions and puidtiincs. This xemng, au
required by State law, mUst e conitent with the adapted Generat Flan,

Cunwsstoney betwoen the facility and local plassing 1o secussary 1o ensusn tast the facifity
devetupment will nat interfere wiih b achicvpsest of <ity o5 Tounty geals. Proferred sites
are wenaliy These that 210 swap iom resitbntial arpas and areas welf-served by Utaities.

ik Faci

The prososed facility pust be consisteat with the county or tity Geners M.
Haowwer, the apiicant may patition for 1n amendaient to the Gerersh blun. b
atleition, the proposed fasility must be lound to be in confirmunce with the
Countywide Sicting Clament of Bve County of Log Angeles. s i decomplished
by ehlaining 3 welid Finding of Conformence gearted iy the Las Asale Covnty
Sotut Waste - & grated Wt

foree

CEE Prolinary Dratl - Chinplas 6




SECTION 7.0
DISTRIBUTION LIST

8.1 LEAD AGENCY

County of Los Angeles {through the Depariment of Fublic Works)

Client contact: Patrick Holland
Environmental Programs Division
900 South Fremont Avenue, 3™ Floor
Alhambra, California 91303

6.2 SETAKEHOLDERS

Caroll Moriensen, Director
CalRecycle (Headguariers)
1001 | Street, P.O. Box 4025
Sacramento, CA 95812

Alkarim Dhanji, Staff Management Auditor
CalRecycle (Los Angeles)

5777 W. Century Boulevard, Suite 1555
Los Angelas, CA 30045

Jeffray Taylor, Integrated Waste
Management Specialist
CalRecycle {Long Beach)

2929 E. Willow Street

Long Beach, CA 80806

Kim Coockie, Associate Planner
City of Azusa Planning Department
213 E. Foothill Boulevard

Azusa, CA 81702

Carol Barrett, Assistant Community
Development Director Transportation &
Flanning

City of Burbank

150 M. Third Street

Burbank, CA 91502

Matt Marguez, City Planner

City of Commerce Planning Department
2535 Cormmerce Way

Commerce, TA 90040

Hassan Haghani, Rirector of Community
Development

City of Glendale Planning Department
633 E. Broadway, Room 103

Glendale, CA 91206

Tim Foy, Deputy Director of Planning &
Meighborhood Services

City of Glendale Planning Depayiment
834 E. Broadway, Room 103
Glendale, CA 91206

Robert Zur Schimiede, AICP, Deputy
Director '

City of Long Beach Planning Depariment
333 W. Qcean Boulevard, 4th Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

Michael J. LoGrande, Director of Flanning
City of Los Angeles Planning Department
200 N. Spring Street, 5th Fioor

l.os Angeles, CA 90012

Richard Kite, Planning Department Manager
City of Palmdale Planning Department
38250 Sierra Highway

Palmdale, CA 91380

Alde E. Schindier, Director of Community
Development

City of Whittier Planning Services

13230 Penn Street, 2nd Floor

Whittier, CA 80602

Richard Bruckner, Director of Planning
Los Angeles County Department of
Regional Planning

320 W, Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Oifice of Naval Research,

.3, Department of the Navy (Planning)
875 N. Randolph Street, Suile 1425
Arlington, VA 22203

l.os Angeles County Siting Element Revision
June 2014

Initial Study
HDR Engineering, Inc.
Page 7-1



SECTION 7.0
DISTRIBUTION LIST

Samuel Unger, Executive Officer

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board (Region 4)

320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Mike Plaziak, Supervising Engineer
Geologist

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control
Board (Region 6)

14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200

Yictorville, CA 92382

RBarry R. Wallerstein, Executive Officer
South Coast AGMD

21865 Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, CA 81765

Eldon Heaston, Executive Director
Antalope Valiey AOMD

43301 Division Street, Suite 206
Lancaster, CA 93535

Jonathan E. Fielding, M.D., M.P.M.,
Director of Public Health and Health Officer
County of Los Angeles

Department of Public Health

313 N. Figuerca Street, Room 806

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mas Dojiri, Environmental Monitoring
Division Manager

City of Los Angeles Department of
Environmental Affairs

12000 Vista Del Mar

Playa del Rey, CA 90283

Sylvia Vanderspek, Air Quality Planning
Branch Chief

California Air Resources Board

1001 | Strest

Sacramento, CA 95812

John (Jack) Ainsworth, Senior Deputy
Oirector

California Coastal Commissions
South Central Coast District Office

89 8. California Strest, Suite 200
Ventura, CA 83001

Steve Hudson, District Manager
California Coastal Commissions
South Central Coast District Office
89 8. California Street, Suite 200
Yentura, OA 893001

John (dack) Alnsworth, Senior Deputy
Director

California Coastal Commissions
South Coast District Office

200 Oceangate, 10th Ficor

Long Beach, CA 20802

Teresa Henry, District Manager
California Coastal Commissions
South Coast District Office

200 Oceangate, 10th Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

Mark Nechodom, Direcior

California Department of Conservation
501 K Street, MS 24-01

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ed Pert, Regional Manager

California Depariment of Fish and Wildiife
South Cosast Region

3883 Ruffin Road

San Diego, CA 92123

Randall Deems, Acting Director/Chief
Deputy Director

California Department of Housing and
Community Development

2020 W, Ei Camino Avenue
Sacramento, CA 85833

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision
June 2014

Initial Study
HDR Engineering, Inc.
Page 7-2



SECTION 7.0
DISTRIBUTION LIST

Major General Anthony L. Jackson, USMC,
Siate Parks Director

California Department of Parks and
Recreation

1416 Bth Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ron Kosinski, Deputy Director for
Environmental Planning

California Department of Transportation
District 7

100 &, Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 93012

Mark W. Cowin, Director

California Department of Water Resources
1416 9th Sirest

Sacramenio, CA 95814

Matthew Rodrigusz,

California Environmental Protection Agency
Region X

1001 | Street

Sacramento, CA 95812

James Ramos, NAHC Chairman
California Native American Heritagse
Commission

1550 Harbor Boutevard, Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95681

Liane Randolph, Depuly Secretary and
General Counsel .

California Natural Resources Agency
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311
Sacramento, CA 95814

Ken Alex, Director

California Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse

1400 Tenth Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Enrigue ©. Zaldivar, Director

City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation
1148 S. Broadway Street

ios Angeles, CA 90015

Ron Nichols, General Manager
City of Los Angeles

Department of Waler and Power
111 N. Hope Sirest

15th Floor Room 1555-H

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Grace Robinson Myde, Chief Engineer and
General Manager

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles
County

1855 Workman Mill Road

Whittier, CA 90601

David W, Pedersen, P.E., General Manager
Las Virgenes Municipal Water District

4232 Las Virgenes Road

Calabasas, CA 91302

Russ Guiney, Director

L.os Angeles County Department of Parks
and Recreation

433 S. Vermont Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 230020

Arthur T. Leahy, Chief Executive Officer
Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (LACMTA)
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Jeffrey Kighlinger, Executive Cffice
Metropolitan Water District

700 N. Alameda Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Mitchell Dvorak, Execuiive Director
National Association of Housing
Cooperatives

1444 | Street, NW, Sulte 700
Washington BC, DC 20005

Ronald L. Litzinger, President
Southern Califernia Edison Company
£.0. Box 800

Rosemead, CA 91770

Los Angeles County Siting Element Rewvision
June 2014

nitial Study
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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SECTION 7.0
DISTRIBUTION LIST

Jennifer Lucchesi, Executive Officer
State Lands Commission

100 Howe Avenus, Suifs 100

South Sacramenio, CA 9582b

Tom Howard, Executive Director
State Water Resources Control Board
1001 | Strest

Sacramento, CA 85814

Jared Blumenfeld, Regional Administrator
LLS. California Environmental Protaction
Agency

Pacific Southwest Region (Region 1X)

75 Hawhtorne Street

San Francisco, CA 84105

Christine T. Altendorf, SES, Chisf of
Environmental Division

U.S. Department of the Army - Engineer
District

441 G Strest NW

Washington DC, DC 20314

Ray Mabus, Secretary of the Navy
U.S. Department of Navy

614 Sicard Street, SE, Suite 100
Washington ©C, DC 20374

U.8. Forest Services - Region 5
1323 Chub Drive
Vallejo, CA 84592

Tomas Oliva, Policy & Public Affairs
Regional Services

Imperial County SCAG

1405 N, imperial Avenue, Suile 1
Imperial, CA 92243

Hasan lkhrata, Executive Director
Los Angeles County SCAG

818 W. Tth Street, 12th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Kevin Githooley, Strategy, Policy & Public
Affairs

Regional Services

Orange County SCAG

600 3. Main Street, Suite 806

Orange, CA 92868

Chery! Leising, Planning & Programs
Land Use and Environmental Planning
Riverside County SCAG

3403 10th Street, Suite 805

Rivarside, GA 92501

Arnold San Migusl, Strategy,
Policy & Public Affairs
Regional Services

San Bernardino County SCAG
1170 W. 3rd Sireet, Suite 140
San Bernardino, CA 82410

John Procter, Policy & Public Affairs -
Regional Services

Ventura County SCAG

950 County Sqguare Drive, Suite 101
Veniura, CA 93003

Tony Lima, Board President

Gateway Cities Council of Governmenis
16401 Paramount Bouwlevard
Paramount, CA 80723

Terry Dipple, Executive Director
Las Virgenes-Malibu Councit of
Governmenis

100 Civic Center Way
Calabasas, CA 81302

Gwenn Norton-Perry, Executive Director
Orange County Councll of Governmenis
600 S. Main Street, Conference Room 1234
Orange, CA 92868

Andrea Miller, Executive Director

San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments
1000 8. Fremont Avenue, Mailing Unit 42
Building A-10, Suite 10210

Alhambra, CA 81803

l.os Angeles County Siting Element Revision
June 2014

initial Study
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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Faul Krekorian, Chalrman

San Femando Valley Council of
Governmenis

4107 Magnolia Boulevard
Burbank, CA 81505

Jacki Bacharach, Executive Director
South Bay Council of Governments
20285 8, Western Avenue #100
Torrance, CA 90501

Linda Parks, Member — County of Ventura
Varntura County Council of Governments
601 Carmen Drive

Camarillo, CA 93010

Riclk Bishop, Executive Director

Western Riverside Council of Governments
4080 Lemon Street, 3rd Fioor MS51032
Riverside, CA 92501

Cheryl Friedling, Deputy City Manager
Wesiside Cities Council of Governments
455 N, Rexford Drive

Beverly Hills, CA 80210

Tom Kirk, Executive Direclor
Coachella Valley Association of
Governmenis

73-7T10 Fred Waring Drive
Desert, CA 92260

Mark Baza, Executive Director

Imperial County Transportation Commission
1405 N. Imperial Avenue, Suite 1

El Centro, CA 82243

Robert B. Weisenmiller, Ph.D., Chair
California Energy Commission

1516 Ninth Street, MS-33
Sacramento, CA 895814

Mark S, Ghilarducci, Director

California Office of Emergency Services
3650 Schriever Avenue

Mather, CA 85855

Karen Herrera, Chair

L.os Angeles Regional Agency (LARA)
Baternan Hall, 11331 Ernestine Avenue
Lynwood, CA 90262

Debbie Aguirre, Chief of Planning Division
County of Los Angeles Fire Department
Administrative Services Planning Division
1320 N. Eastern Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 20063

Greg Ramirez, Clty Manager
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladytace Court
Ageura Hills, CA 81301

Cynthia Jarvis, Environmental Resources
Direcior

City of Alhambra Development Services
Planning/Zoning Division

111 5. First Street

Alhambra, CA 91801

Vanessa Hevener, Environmental Services
Officer

City of Arcadia Public Works Services
Department

11800 Goldring Road

Arcadia, CA 91066

William Rawlings, City Manager
City of Artesia

18747 Clarkdale Avenue
Artesia, CA B0701

Ben Harvey, City Manager
City of Avalon

410 Avalon Canyon Road
Avaion, CA 80704

Talika M. Graham

Utilities Administrative and Financial
Services Manager

City of Azusa Public Works Bepariment
729 N. Azusa Avenue

Azusa, CA 91702

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision
June 2014

initial Study
HDR Engingering, inc.
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Mike Tavior, Interim Chief Executive Officer
City of Baldwin Park

14402 Pacific Avenue

Baldwin Park, CA 91708

Joe Perez, Community Developrnent
Director

City of Bell Planning Department
6330 Pine Avenue

Bedl, CA 90201

Philip Wagner, City Manager

City of Bell Gardens Planning Division
7100 Garfield Avenue

Bell Gardens, CA 90201

John Oropeza, Assistant City Manager
City of Bell Gardens Planning Division
7100 Garfield Avenue

Bell Gardens, CA 50201

Chau L. Vu, Director of Public Works
City of Bell Gardens Planning Division
8327 5. Garfield Avenue

Bell Gardens, CA 80201

Bernardo Iniguez, Environmental Services
Manager

City of Beitfiowsr Planning Department
16600 Civic Center Drive

Bellflower, CA 90706

Jeffrey Kolin, City Manager
City of Beverly Hilis

455 N, Rexford Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 80210

Michelle Keith, City Manager
City of Bradbury

600 Winsion Avenue
Bradbury, CA 21008

Mark Scotl, City Manager
City of Burbank

275 East Olive Avenue
Burbank, CA 81502

Anthony M. Coroalles, City Manager
City of Calabasas

100 Civic Center Way

Calabasas, CA 91302

Jacquelyn Acosta, Acting City Manager
City of Carson

701 E. Carson Strest

Carson, CA 80745

Arthur Gallucct, City Manager
City of Cerritos

18125 8. Bloomfield Avenue
Cerritos, CA 80701

Tony Ramos, City Manager
City of Claremont

207 Harvard Avenue
Claremont, CA 91711

Jorge Rifa, City Administrator
City of Commerce

2535 Commerce Way
Commerce, CA 90040

. Harold Duffey, City Manager
City of Compton

205 5. Willowbrock Avenue
{Compton, CA 80220

Baryl Parrish, City Manager
City of Covina

125 £. College Street
Covina, CA 91723

Henry Garcia, Interim Cliy Manager
City of Cudahy

5220 Santa Ana Street

Cudahy, CA 90201

Damian Skinner, Environmental Programs &
Operations Manager

City of Culver City Planning Department
9505 Jefferson Boulevard

Culver City, CA 80232

Los Angeles County Siting Element Revision
June 2014

initial Study
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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Ryan bMclean, Deputy City Manager
City of Diamond Bar Public Works
Department

21810 Covley Drive

Diamond Bar, CA §1765

Diavid Liu, Director of Public Works
City of Diamond Bar Public Works
Department

21810 Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, CA 91785

John Oskoui, Assistant City Manager
City of Downey Public Works Department
11111 Brookshire Avenue

Downey, CA 90241

Mohammad Mostahkami, Director of Public
Works

City of Downey Public Works Depariment
11111 Brookshire Avenue

Downey, CA 80241

Darrell J. George, City Manager
City of Duarle

1600 Huntington Drive

Duarte, CA 91010

Raui Godinez H, City Manager
City of £l Monie

11333 Valley Boulevard

Ei Monie, CA 91731

Kimberly Christensen, AICP, Planning
Manager

City of El Segundo Flanning and Building
Safety Department

350 Main Street

El Segundo, CA 90245

Raymond Barragan, Quality Control
Manager

City of Gardena Planning & Zoning
Depariment

1700 W. 162nd Street, Room 101
Gardena, CA 90247

Scolt QOchoa, Cliy Manager
Clity of Glendale City Hall
6813 k. Broadway #200
Glendale, CA 91206

Chris Jeffers, City Manager
City of Glendora

116 E. Foothill Boulevard
Glendale, CA 91741

Joe Colombo, Community Developmend
[hrector

City of Hawaiian Gardens Community
Development Department

21815 Fioneer Boulevard

Hawailan Gardens, CA 80716

fsmile Noorboksh, City Engineer

Clty of Hawaiian Gardens Community
Development Depariment

21815 Pioneer Boulevard

Hawaiian Gardens, CA 80716

Mike Goodson, City Manager
City of Hawthorne

4455 W. 126th Street
Hawthorne, CA 90250

Pamela Townsend, Senior Planner
City of Hermosa Beach Community
Development Department

1315 Valley Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Hae Beimer, Solid Waste Coordinator
City of Hidden Hills Planning Department
6165 Spring Valley Read

Hidden Hills, CA 91302

Rene Bobadilla, City Manager
City of Huntington Park

8550 Miles Avenue
Huntington Park, CA 90255

Kevin Radecki, City Manager
City of Industry City Hall
15625 E. Stafford Street #100
City of Industry, CA 91744
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Artie Fields, Clty Manager

City of Inglewood

{ne West Manchaster Boulevard
Inglewood, CA 803066

Williarn Kwok Tam, City Engineer / Public
Warks Director

City of lrwindale Public Works

5050 N. Irwindale Avenue

Irwindale, CA 91706

Mary Govila Strauss, Sanior
Management Analyst i

City of La Cafiads Flintridge Planning
Department

1327 Foothill Boulevard

La Cafada Flintridge, CA 91011

Alyson Burleigh, President Aurora
Environmental, Inc.

City of La Caflada Fliniridge Planning
Department

1327 Maltman Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90026

Gabriella Yap, Assistant City Manager
City of La Habra Heights Pianning Division
1245 N. Hacienda Road

La Habra Heights, CA 90631

Carl Vos, Senior Management Analyst
City of La Habra Heights Planning Division
1245 N. Macienda Road

La Habra Heights, CA 80631

Jeff Boynton, City Manager
City of La Mirada

13700 L.a Mirada Boulevard
La Mirada, CA 20638

David Carmany, City Manager
City of La Puents

15900 E. Main Street

La Puente, CA 91744

Lisa O'8Brien, Management Analyst
Cly of La Verne Planning Division
3660 D Street

La Vermne, A 91750

Howard L. Chambers, City Manager
City of Lakewood

5050 Clark Avenue

Lakewood, CA 80712

Bark V. Bozigian, City Manager
City of Lancaster

44833 N. Fern Avenue
Lancaster, CA 93534

Otis Ginoza, Community Development
Director

City of Lawndale Planning Division
14717 Burin Avenue

Lawndale, CA 90260

Gary Y. Sugano, Assistant City Manager
City of Lomita Planning Bivision

24300 Narbonne Avenue

Lowita, CA 20717

Patrick H. West, City Manager

City of lLong Beach

333 W. Ocean Boulevard, 14th Fioor
Long Beach, CA 30802

Miguel Samtana, City Administrative Officer
City of Los Angeles

200 N. Main St., Suite 1500

Los Angeles 90012

Sarah Magana-Withers, City Manager
City of Lynwood

11330 Bullis Road

Lynwood, CA 90262

Jim Thorsen, City Manager
City of Malibu

23825 Stuart Ranch Road
Malibu, CA 80265
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Bruce Moe, Inferim City Manager
City of Manhattan Beach

1400 Highland Avenue
Manhatian Beach, CA 80266

Lilian Myers, City Manager
City of Maywood

4318 E. Slauson Avenue
Mavwood, CA 90270

Fran Delach, Interim Clly Manager
City of Monrovia City Manager
415 8. vy Avenue

Monrovia, CA 81018

Steve Sizemore, Acting City Manager
Director of Community Development

City of Monrovia Community Development
415 8. lvy Avenue

Morrovia, CA 81016

Carl E. Hassel, Public Works Director
City of Monrovia Public Works

800 S, Mountain Avenue

Monrovia, CA 91018

Sharon Galiant, Environmental Analyst i
City of Monrovia Environmental Setvices
Division

600 5. Mountain Avenue

Monrovia, CA 81016

Teresa Santilena, Environmenial Analyst |
City of Monrovia Environmental Services
Division

800 S. Mouniain Avenue

Monrovia, CA 91016

Francesca Tucker-Schuyler, City
Administrator

City of Montebelio

1600 W, Beverly Boulevard
Montebello, CA 90640

Ay Ho, Principal Management Analyst
City of Monterey Park Public Works
Department

320 W, Newmark Avenue

Monterey Park, CA 81754

Michael J. Egan, City Manager
City of Norwalk

12700 Nonwalk Boulevard
Norwalk, CA 80650

David Childs, City Manager
City of Palmdale

38250 Sierra Mighway
Palmdate, CA 81390

Anton "Tony" Dahlerbruch, City Manager
City of Palos Verdes Estates

340 W, Palos Veraes Drive

Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274

Jason Jacobsen, Management Analyst
City of Paramount

Community Developrment Department
16400 Colorado Avenue

Paramount, CA 90723

Siobhan Foster, Director

City of Pasadena Department of Public
Waorks :

100 N. Garfield Avenue

Pasadena, CA 91101

Julia Gonzalez, Deputy Director

ity of Pico Rivera

Community & Economic Development
Depariment

6615 Passons Boulevard

Pico Rivera, CA 80660

Ray Chavez, Assistant City Manager
City of Pico Rivera

Community & Economic Development
Department

6615 Passons Boulevard

Pico Rivera, CA 90650
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Linda Lowry, City Manager
City of Pomona

505 5. Garey Avenue
Fomona, CA 91766

Lauren Ramezani, 5r. Administrative
Analyst

City of Rancho Palos Verdas Public Works
30940 Hawthorne Boulevard

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275

Jon Ermnerson, Senior Management Analyst
City of Redondo Beach Public Works

415 Diamond Street

Redondo Beach, CA 90277

Raymond R.Cruz, City Manager
City of Rolling Hills

2 Portuguese Bend Road
Roliing Hills, CA 80274

Douglas R. Prichard, City Manager
City of Rolling Hills Estates

4045 N. Palos Verdes Drive
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274

Jeff Alired, City Manager
City of Rosemead

8838 E. Valley Boulevard
Rosemead, CA 81770

Ken Duran, Assistant City Manager
City of San Dirmas Regional Planning
Division

245 E. Bonita Avenue

San Dimas, CA 81773

Brian Saeki, City Manager
City of San Fernando

117 Macneil Street

San Fernando, CA 81340

Daren Grilley, Director/City Engineer
City of San Gabriel Public Works
425 S. Mission Drive

San Gabriel, CA 81776

John T. Schaefer, City Manager
City of San Marino

2200 HMuntington Drive

San Marino, CA 81108

Robert Newman, Direclor of Public Works
City of Santa Clarita Planning Division
23920 W, Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302
Santa Clarta, CA 91355

Travis Lange, Environmental Services
Manager

City of Santa Clarita Planning Division
23920 W, Valencia Boulevardg, Sulte 302
Santa Clarita, CA 913585

Thaddeus McCormack, City Manager
City of Santa Fe Springs

11710 E. Telegraph Road

Santa Fe Springs, CA 80670

Rod Gould, City Manager
City of Santa Monica
1685 Main Strest

Santa Monica, CA 90401

Bruce Inman, Director of Public Works
City of Sierra Madre Public Works

232 W. Sierra Madre Boulevard
Sierra Madre, CA 91024

Elaine Aguilar, City Manager
City of Slerra Madre

232 W, Sierra Madre Boulevard
Sierra Madre, CA 91024

Steve Myrter, Public Works Director
City of Signal Hill

2175 Cherry Avenue

Signal Hill, CA 91733

Anthony Ybharra, City Manager
City of South El Monte

1415 Santa Anita Avenue
South El Monte, CA 91733
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Arture Cervantes, Director of Public Works
City of South Gate Public Works

8650 Caiifornia Avenue

South Gate, CA 80280

Paut Toor, Director of Public Works
City of South Pasadena FPublic Works
1414 Mission Street

South Fasadena, CA 81030

Robert Sahagun, Public Safety and
Services Manager

City of Temple Clty

8701 Las Tunas Drive

Temple City, CA 91780

Alison Sherman, Waste Management
Coordinator

City of Torrance Public Works Department
20500 Madrona Avenue

Torrance, CA 80503

Mark Whitworth, City Administrator

City of Vernon City Administration Office
4305 Santa Fe Avenue

Vernon, CA 90058

Leonard Grossberg, Health Director
City of Vermon Health Depariment
4305 Santa Fe Avenue

Vernon, CA 80058

Secolt Porter, Daputy City Atlorney
City of Vernon City Attorney's Office
4305 Santa Fe Avenue

Vernon, CA 80058

Robert M. Wishner, City Manager
City of Walnut

21201 La Puente Road

Walnut, CA 91789

Shannon A. Yauchzee, Public Works
Director/ City Engineer

City of West Covina Public Works
1444 W. Garvey Avenue, Room 208
West Covina, CA 91780

Sharon Perlstein, Cliy Engineer

City of Wast Mollywood Public Works
8300 Santa Monica Boulevard

West Hollywood, CA 80069

Raymond B. Tavylor, City Manager
City of Westlake Village

31200 Oak Crest Drive

Westlake Village, CA 81361

David Pelser, FPublic Works Uirector

City of Whittier Public Works Department
13230 Penn Sireet

Whitltier, CA 90602

Cheryl Casdorph, Supervising Planner
Kern County Planning Department
2700 M Street Suite 100

Bakersfield, CA 93310

Thomas Matthews, Director of Planmning
Orange County Planning Department
PO Box 4048

Santa Ana, CA 82702

Keith Turner, Direcior

800 5. Victoria Ave

Yentura, CA 93009

Vertura County Planning Division

Michael Hays, Director

San Bernardino County Planning
Department

385 N Arrowhead Ave. 1st Floor
Bakersfield, CA 82415

Kristi L.ovelady, Planning Division Manager
Riverside County Planning Department
PO Box 1409

Riverside, CA 82502
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6.3 LIBRARIES

Agoura Hills Library
29901 Ladylace Court
Agoura Hills, CA 91301
{818) 889-2278

Avalon Library
215 Sumner Ave.
Avalon, CA 90704
{(310) 510-1050

Claremont Library
208 N. Harvard Ave.
Claremont, CA 91711
(809) 621-4902

Eagle Rock Library
5027 Caspar Ave,

Los Angeles, CA 90041
(323) 258-8078

Encino-Tarzanz Library
18231 Ventura Blvd.
Tarzana, CA 81356
(818} 343-1883

Florence Library

1610 k. Florence Ave.
L.os Angelaes, CA 90001
(323) 581-8028

La Cresceniz Library
2809 Foothill Bivd.

La Crescenta, CA 91214
(818) 248-5313

Lancaster Regional Library
601 W. Lancaster Bivd.
L ancaster, CA 93534
(6G61) 948-5029

Lennox Library
4359 Lennox Bivd.
Lennox, CA 90304
(310) 674-0385

Littlerock Library
35119 80n Strest East
Littlerock, CA 93543
{661) B44-4138

Lynwood Library
11320 Bulliss Rd.
Lynwood, CA 80262
{310} 635-7121

Rowland Helghts Library
1850 Nogales St

Rowland Heights, CA 91748
{626) 512-5348

South Whittier Library
14433 Leffingwell Rd.
Whittier, CA 80604
(562) 946-4415

Temple City Library
5939 Golden West Ave.
Tempie City, CA 91780
(626) 285-2136

Valencia Library
23743 W. Valencia Blvd.
Santa Clarita, CA 1355
(661) 259-8042

View Fark Library

3854 W, 54th Si.

Los Angeles, CA 20043
(323) 293-5371

West Covina Library
1601 W. Covina Parkway
West Covina, CA 81750
(626) 962-3541

Westwood Library

1246 Glendon Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 80024
{310} 474-1739
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Wilmington Library
1300 N, Avalon Blvd,
Wilmingion, CA 90744
{310) 834-1082
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