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Dear Reader:

The City of Los Angeles (City), as Lead Agency, has prepared a Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact
Report for the Sunshine Canyon Landfill, State Clearinghouse Number 92041053 (herein Draft SEIR). The
Draft SEIR has been prepared for the purpose of analyzing the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental
effects associated with proposed project development.

The proposed project consists of the development, operation, maintenance, and monitoring of a Class III
nonhazardous solid waste landfill (herein City/County Landfill or proposed project). A portion of the
proposed City/County Landfill footprint is located on 194 acres within the City portion of Sunshine Canyon
and would provide an estimated net waste disposal capacity of 55 million tons. In order to facilitate the
design of the City/County Landfill Project, an area of approximately 42 acres within the County of Los
Angeles (County) portion of Sunshine Canyon would be developed, providing an estimated net waste
disposal capacity of 18 million tons. This acreage would be engineered to ultimately connect, both vertically
and horizontally, to the proposed landfill in the City and the currently operating County Landfill (landfill
footprint of £215 acres), which has an estimated net waste disposal capacity of 17 million tons.

Initially, the City and County landfill areas would be operated separately and provide an average daily
capacity of 5,000 tons per day (tpd) in the City and 6,000 tpd in the County. However, within 18 to 24
months, the City and County landfilling operations would be combined into a single operation located within
one working face area. This would allow for an average total waste intake rate of 11,000 tpd.

The combined development of land within both jurisdictions would result in one landfill footprint being
constructed in Sunshine Canyon. The landfill footprint configuration would eventually encompass +451
acres. Ultimate City/County Project development within Sunshine Canyon would result in an estimated net
waste disposal capacity of 90 million tons, with a corresponding site life of approximately 26 years.

Background information and specific studies relevant to the proposed project have been combined with prior
technical information contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report, Sunshine Canyon Landfill
Extension (County Landfill), State Clearinghouse Number 89071210, certified in November 1993 (herein
FEIR), to comprise this Draft SEIR. The Draft SEIR provides specific information about how the City/

County Landfill Project would be designed, engineered, constructed, operated, and monitored throughout

its estimated site life, and how closure and postclosure maintenance and menitoring would be' cogducted in
‘accordance with fcderal and State regulatory standards and requirements.

This Executive Summary provides an abbrewated overview of key enwronmental issues and 1mpacts
resulting from project development and operation. Also included is a brief discussion of alternatives to the
project. A Summary Matrix of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Momtormg Phasing
(Summary Matrix) has’also been prepated as a separate document. These items are.more thoroughly
addressed in the Draft SEIR.

City efforts to notify the public about the proposed project and ‘receive input during the environmental revxe’w
process included the following: N



> A 30-day predraft circulation period was initiated by City Planning on April 11 through May 11,
1992. Responsible Agencies, interested parties, and organizations were encouraged to submit
comments on the proposed project. :

> The Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the proposed project was sent to over 10,000 property owners
and occupants located within a 2-mile radius of the project site boundaries to also solicit comments
on the proposed project.

> Approximately 170 interested parties (e.g., City departments, adjacent cities/counties, and

Responsible Agencies) received a copy of the NOP/Initial Study by certified mail.

> A public scoping meeting was held on April 29, 1992, at John F. Kennedy High School in Granada
Hills, California, to describe the proposed project, define the environmental review process, and
solicit input from the general public concerning relevant environmental issues.

> A 90-day circulation period for the Draft SEIR (July 25 through October 31, 1997) has been initiated
by City Planning to encourage public comment.

> The Notice of Completion (NOC) for the proposed project was sent to property owners and
occupants located within a 2-mile radius of the project site boundaries.

> Copies of the Draft SEIR were sent to City departments, Responsible Agencies, homeowner
associations (HOAs), and interested parties within the San Fernando Valley area.

> A copy of the NOC was also sent to all HOAs within the City, individuals requesting notification
as a result of the scoping meeting, and other interested parties.

> Copies of the Draft SEIR and FEIR are available for review at 14 libraries located throughout the
Los Angeles region.

The City requests your review of this Draft SEIR. Written comments must be postmarked by October
31, 1997, and sent to:

City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning
Environmental Review Section
221 N. Figueroa Street, 15th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2601

. Attn: Hadar Plafkin, City Planner

If you wish to review a copy of the Draft SEIR or documents referenced m the FEIR, or obtain a copy of the
Summary Matrix, you may do so at the address listed above. In addition, a copy of the Draft SEIR is located

at the following address:

City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning
Valley Planning Branch Office
6255 Van Nuys Boulevard
Van Nuys, CA 91401



Copies of the Draft SEIR are available at the public libraries listed below.

Culver City, CA 90230
Contact: Michael Masliah, Librarian

Culver City Library Los Angeles Public Library
4975 Overland Avenue Northridge Branch

9051 Darby Avenue
Northridge, CA 91325-2743
Contact: Yvonne Wong, Adult Librarian

Los Angeles Public Library

Canoga Park Branch

7260 Owensmouth Avenue

Canoga Park, CA 91303-1529

Contact: Renee Ardon, Branch Librarian

Los Angeles Public Library

Platt Branch

23600 Victory Boulevard

Woodland Hills, CA 91367

Contact: Sherry Van Sickle, Librarian I

Los Angeles Public Library
Chatsworth Branch

21052 Devonshire Street
Chatsworth, CA 91311-2314
Contact: Leslie Chudnoff

Los Angeles Public Library

Porter Ranch Branch

11371 Tampa Avenue

Porter Ranch, CA 91326-1729

Contact: Lina Daukas, Senior Librarian

Los Angeles Public Library

Centra] Library

Science, Technology & Patents Department
630 West Fifth Street

Los Angeles, CA 90071

Los Angeles Public Library

Sylmar Branch

13059 Glen Oaks Boulevard

Sylmar, CA 91342

Contact: Kelly Burks, Acting Senior Librarian

Los Angeles Public Library

Encino-Tarzana Branch

18231 Ventura Boulevard

Tarzana, CA 91356-3630

Contact: Diana Lisignoli-Cochran, Senior Librarian

Los Angeles Public Library

Woodland Hills Branch

22200 Ventura Boulevard

Woodland Hills, CA 91364-1599

Contact: Michael Eisenberg, Branch Librarian

Los Angeles Public Library

Granada Hills Branch

10640 Petit Avenue

Granada Hills, CA 91344-6452
Contact: Dara Eklund, Adult Librarian

San Fernando Library

1050 Library Street

San Fernando, CA 91340

Contact: Judith Babka, Library Manager

Los Angeles Public Library

Mid-Valley Regional Branch & Bookmobile
Headquarters

16244 Nordhoff Street

North Hills, CA 91343-3806

Contact: Dan Dupill, Senior Librarian

Valencia Library

23743 West Valencia Boulevard
Valencia, CA 91355

Contact: J. Riaz, Manager
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(Volume I)

The proposed project consists of the development, operation, maintenance, and
monitoring of a Class III, nonhazardous solid waste landfill (City/County Landfill
or proposed project). A portion of the proposed City/County Landfill footprint is
located on =194 acres within the City of Los Angeles (City). In order to facilitate
the design of the proposed project, an area of approximately 42 acres in the County
of Los Angeles (County) would be developed. This acreage would be engineered to
ultimately connect, both vertically and horizontally, to the proposed landfill in the
City and the operational County Landfill (landfill footprint of £215 acres).

Initially, these landfill areas would be operated separately and provide an average
daily capacity of 5,000 tons per day (tpd) in the City and 6,000 tpd in the County.
Within 18 to 24 months, following the commencement of landfilling operations in
the City, landfilling operations would be combined into a single landfill operation
and at one working face area. This would allow for an average waste intake rate of
11,000 tpd. This landfill footprint configuration would ultimately encompass +451
acres and result in a net disposal capacity of 90 million tons. This footprint includes
the operational County Landfill with an approved permitted capacity of 17 million
tons. The proposal also consists of developing and operating numerous ancillary
areas and facilities to support landfilling operations at the City/County Landfill.

The proposed project within City jurisdiction would require an amendment to the
Granada Hills-Knollwood Community Plan from “Open Space” to “Heavy
Industrial” and a zone change from “A1-1-0” to “M3-1-0.”

The proposed project’s land use designation in the County is “Hillside Management,
Non-Urban Hillside” and “Residential” (non-urban), and the corresponding zoning
designation is “A-2-2” (Heavy Agriculture, 2-acre Minimum Lot Size). Pursuant to
the County Landfill Conditional Use and Oak Tree Permit 86-312-(5), Condition
10(b), the development of +42 additional acres in the County would be consistent
with the existing General Plan land use and corresponding zoning designations. The
project site in the County is located in an area authorized and designated for solid
waste landfill development.

> General Plan Amendment from Open Space to Heavy Industrial

> Zone Change from “A1-1-O” to “M3-1-0”

Browning-Ferris Industries of California, Inc.

14747 San Fernando Road

Sylmar, California 91342

Contact: Mr. James T. Aidukas, Director of Environmental Affairs
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1.0 SUMMARY

1.1 INTRODUCTION

This section summarizes key features of the proposed project, describes the purpose and content of this Draft
Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (Draft SEIR), discusses alternatives to the proposed project, and
provides a summary matrix of the project’s potential environmental impacts, mitigation measures,
unavoidable adverse impacts, and mitigation monitoring phasing.

1.2 OVERVIEW

The City of Los Angeles (City) is evaluating a proposal that consists of the development, operation,
maintenance, and monitoring of a Class ITI, nonhazardous solid waste landfill (herein, City/County Landfill
or proposed project). A portion of the proposed City/County Landfill footprint is located on +194 acres
within the City portion of Sunshine Canyon and provides an estimated net airspace disposal capacity of 55
million tons within the City.

In order to facilitate the design of the City/County Landfill Project, an area of approximately 42 acres within
the County of Los Angeles (County) portion of Sunshine Canyon would be developed. This acreage would
be engineered to ultimately connect, both vertically and horizontally, to the proposed landfill in the City and
the operational County Landfill (landfill footprint of £215 acres). Initially, the City and County landfill areas
would be operated separately and provide an average daily capacity of 5,000 tons per day (tpd) in the City
and 6,000 tpd in the County. However, within 18 to 24 months following the commencement of landfilling
operations in the City, the City and County landfilling operations would be subsequently combined into a
single landfill operation and at one working face area. This would allow for an average waste intake rate
of 11,000 tpd.

The combined development of land within both jurisdictions would result in one landfill footprint being *
constructed in Sunshine Canyon. The landfill footprint configuration would ultimately encompass +451 .

acres. Ultimate City/County Project development within Sunshine Canyon would result in a net waste

disposal capacity of 90 million tons (i.e., proposed landfill within City: 55 million tons + additional +42 - -
acres developed within County: 18 million tons [includes both a vertical and horizontal extension:.:

overlapping County Landfill footprint area] + connection with permitted and operational County Landfill:
17 million tons = 90 million tons of potential disposal capacity). This would provide for approximately 26
years of disposal capacity, assuming a maximum daily tonnage of 11,000 tpd. Within City jurisdiction, the
proposed landfill footprint would provide a net disposal capacity of 55 million tons. This proposed landfill
footprint will abut and encompass +80 acres of the existing inactive landfill located in the City.! In addition,
+114 acres of other land within the City would be developed. Refer to Section 2.0, Project Description, in

this document for a detailed discussion of the proposed landfill footprint in the City. Also refer to the

conceptual site plan illustrated on Figure 2.5-1 within this Draft SEIR.

It is anticipated that concurrent with proposed project approval, which will require separate project
entitlements from the City and County, both jurisdictions will enter into some form of working arrangement

'/ This landfill (now inactive) ceased operation on September 21, 1991, due to the expiration of its zoning variance
(ZA 17804). This existing landfill is comprised of two separate waste management units consisting of a total +205 acres
and containing approximately 25 million tons of solid waste.
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to exercise common power over the entire project site. Such an agreement would authorize the joint
development and operation of a single landfill within both jurisdictions of Sunshine Canyon.

The proposal also consists of developing and operating numerous ancillary areas and facilities to support
landfilling operations at the City/County Landfill. These include an onsite green waste/wood waste recycling
area, a community “buyback” center, and an environmental learning center. All of these proposed uses
would be located within the City portion of Sunshine Canyon and support the City/County Landfill.

The proposed City/County Landfill Project would also use ancillary facilities that currently support the
existing County Landfill. These include the scale house, scales, administrative offices, caretaker facility,
lunchroom/locker storage, maintenance and control buildings, and certain environmental protection and
control systems (i.e., leachate treatment plant and storage tanks, surface drainage systems, and water storage
tank). The use of these facilities and control systems for landfilling operations would continue until
development occurs on or near the +42 acres within the County. Development in this area would necessitate
the removal and/or relocation of many of these facilities onto City land. The relocation of these facilities,
except for the scale house, scales, maintenance and control buildings, and leachate treatment plant and
storage tanks, would occur approximately 18 to 24 months following the commencement of landfilling
operations within the City, and concurrent with combined landfilling operations being performed at a single
working face area in Sunshine Canyon. In addition, the removal and/or relocation of all other facilities (i.e.,
scale house, scales, maintenance and control buildings) and environmental control systems (i.e., leachate
collection and treatment facility and storage tanks, and water tanks) located within the County would occur
within a 2- to 3Y2-year period.

The proposed City/County Landfill represents an application by the project proponent, Browning-Ferris
Industries of California, Inc. (BFI). (Refer to Volume II, Appendices A2, A16, and C11, of this Draft SEIR.)
The City, designated as “Lead Agency,” will be the public entity responsible for approving the proposed
project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Guidelines for the Implementation
of the California Environmental Quality Act (State CEQA Guidelines), § 15367. Upon certification of the
Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) for this project, that document and other material
and/or information may be utilized by Responsible Agencies (such as the County) to form the environmental
basis for all subsequent discretionary actions required for this project. Refer to Appendix A16 for a listing
of Lead and Responsible Agencies.

1.3 PURPOSE OF THE DRAFT SEIR

This Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report, Sunshine Canyon Landfill, State Clearinghouse
Number 92041053 (herein, Draft SEIR) has been prepared for the purpose of analyzing the direct, indirect,
and cumulative environmental effects associated with proposed project development. It has been prepared
in compliance with CEQA as amended, codified as § 21000 et seq. of the Public Resources Code (PRC); the
State CEQA Guidelines, codified as § 15000 et seq. of the California Code of Regulations (CCR); and the
City of Los Angeles Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970,
as amended by Policy Memorandum No. 91-1 (City CEQA Guidelines) June 1992.

Furthermore, this Draft SEIR is an informational document intended to disclose to the public agency
decision-makers, interested parties, and the public any potentially significant environmental effects of the
proposed City/County Landfill Project; identify feasible ways to avoid or reduce significant effects; and
describe reasonable alternatives to the proposed project. This Draft SEIR will analyze and evaluate potential
environmental impacts associated with the proposed project, which will initially consist of the operation of
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a Class III nonhazardous landfill facility within the City that would have an average daily intake capacity
of 5,000 tpd, concurrent with the ongoing average daily disposal of 6,000 tpd at the operational County
Landfill. Within 18 to 24 months, after the commencement of landfilling operations within the City, the
separate City and County operations would be combined to provide an average intake rate of 11,000 tpd.
Ultimate project development would result in a combined City/County Landfill with a net disposal capacity
of 90 million tons.

The City, as the Lead Agency for the proposed City/County Landfill Project, determined (in 1991) that new
background information was available and specific studies relevant to the proposed project were required.
That information, combined with prior technical information contained within the Final Environmental
Impact Report, Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension (herein FEIR), State Clearinghouse Number 89071210,
comprises this Draft SEIR. The Draft SEIR provides specific information about how the City/County
Landfill Project would be designed, engineered, constructed, operated, and monitored throughout its
estimated site life, and how closure and postclosure maintenance and monitoring would be conducted in
accordance with regulatory standards and requirements.

The Draft SEIR also discusses cumulative impacts resulting from the development of 33 related projects,
inclusive of the operational County Landfill, in conjunction with the proposed project. The combined project
development of both landfills within Sunshine Canyon would result in an average daily intake of
approximately 11,000 tpd, which for the first 18 to 24 months would consist of an average 5,000 tpd within
the City jurisdiction and 6,000 tpd for the permitted County Landfill. Ultimately, the project would result
in a combined landfilling operation occurring within either the City or County jurisdictions with an average
waste intake of 11,000 tpd.

14 INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

Pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines, § 15150, this Draft SEIR incorporates by reference all or portions
of other documents that are a matter of public record. Those documents either relate to the proposed project
or project site (in both City and County jurisdictions) or provide additional information concerning the
environmental setting in which the project is proposed. Where all or a portion of another document is
incorporated by reference, the incorporated language shall be considered to be set forth in full as part of the
text of this Draft SEIR.

The information contained in this Draft SEIR is based, in part, on prior environmental documentation and
related technical studies that include the project site and/or provide information addressing the general
project area. These documents, incorporated herein by reference, include project-specific documents (such
as the prior FEIR), City and County solid waste management planning documents, and City and County
related policies, procedures, and plans. A comprehensive listing of the FEIR documents is included within
Volume II, Appendix C1, of this Draft SEIR.

1.5 PROJECT BACKGROUND

1.5.1 Prior Environmental Record Pertaining to the Proposed City/County Landfill Project and
Existing Inactive Landfill

This Draft SEIR is intended to update existing background data and provide any new relevant information
to the previous environmental documents that comprise the certified FEIR. Refer to Appendix C1, of this
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Draft SEIR for a listing of all environmental documents that comprise the FEIR. That appendix also
provides a matrix that summarizes key environmental topical issues addressed under that FEIR.

The proposed City/County Landfill Project was addressed, and potential impacts resulting from development
have been analyzed in the FEIR. In that regard, the proposed project was identified as part of a combined
“County/City Landfill” Project that would encompass land within both County and City jurisdictions. The
envisioned County/City Landfill Project was proposed to have an estimated disposal capacity of
approximately 215 million tons and provide a waste intake of approximately 17,500 tpd into Sunshine
Canyon. In its original iteration, the County/City Landfill Project footprint encompassed £706 acres within
both City and County jurisdictions. At that time, the project proponent owned +1,560 acres in and around
Sunshine Canyon.

The FEIR considered the potential environmental impacts of landfill development and operation within both
jurisdictions and provided substantial information about the relative merits of developing various landfill
configurations (or alternatives) in this canyon area. As indicated in the FEIR, development of the County/
City Landfill was to commence in the upper reaches of the canyon area (in the County) and then proceed
downgradient toward the mouth of the canyon, extending back into the lower reaches of Sunshine Canyon
(in the City). Conceptual planning of this proposed project began in 1984. Its project application was
submitted by the project proponent to the County in 1986.

The County/City Landfill Project was refined or scaled back in size during its environmental review process
by the County Regional Planning Commission (RPC). What was essentially the County Landfill portion of
the project, which was initially approved by the County Board of Supervisors (Board) in February 1991,
consisted of the development of a 16.9-million-ton landfill encompassing +215 acres of land in the County.
The Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension Conditional Use Permit (CUP), Conditions of Project Approval,
Condition (10)(b), directed the project proponent to file applications with the City to commence the
environmental processing and permitting of a landfill within the City’s jurisdiction as part of a combined
County/City facility.> The project proponent filed those project applications with the City on June 25, 1991.
(Refer to Volume II, Appendix A2, of this document.)

The Board further stated under CUP Condition 10(a) that it “wished to conserve and if possible avert the
destruction of oak trees and other significant ecological resources in its jurisdiction and encouraged the City
to permit additional landfill capacity within its jurisdiction for its landfill capacity needs.” With respect to
that condition, if the City denied necessary entitlements for landfilling in the City, the Board would consider
approving the extension of landfilling into higher elevations in the County area of Sunshine Canyon,
providing for development of the 70-million-ton landfill encompassing £542 acres. The purpose of this CUP
condition (by the Board) was to minimize the destruction of over 1,363 oak trees and significant biological
resources in the upper reaches of Sunshine Canyon and to provide additional landfill disposal capacity within
Sunshine Canyon and the City’s jurisdiction.

*/  Refer to Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension CUP and Oak Tree Permit 86-312-(5), Conditions of Project
Approval, initially approved on February 19, 1991, by the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors. Specifically,
CUP Condition 10(b) stated in part, “therefore, as soon as possible, but not later than July 1, 1991, the permittee shall
apply to the City of Los Angeles to expand the landfill within the City ... ” At the time of the Board of Supervisors’
final approval of the project in 1993, CUP Condition 10(b) was changed and stated in part, “therefore, the permittee
shall diligently pursue its application to the City of Los Angeles to expand the landfill within the City . .. ” These
conditions are incorporated in Appendix C6, Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, Findings of Fact and Statement of
Overriding Considerations, and Conditions of Project Approval, of this document.
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It was also stated by the Board (under the County Landfill CUP, Finding No. 5) that, “The approved project
will begin within unincorporated County territory with a fill having an estimated waste capacity of
approximately 16.9 million tons and covering a landfill footprint of approximately 215 acres exclusive of
support facility sites (County Only Fill Design). If permitted by the City of Los Angeles, the filling would,
after development of the initial increment of the 215 acre landfill in unincorporated territory, begin
concurrent operations in the City’s jurisdiction. The landfill would then increase progressively in height in
the City and in the County area until the final elevation of the City-County landfill design (having
approximately 100 million tons of waste disposal capacity) has been reached (City-County Fill Design). The
canyons would then be filled and the landfill would close subject to a detailed closure plan unless further
permits to expand the landfill were subsequently granted. If the City denies the applicant’s request to extend
into the City or grants a permit for a fill which does not overlay the project area associated with the County
Only Fill Design, then, under the approved project, no portion of the landfill extension within the County
may extend beyond the surface area associated with the County Only Fill Design.”

Additionally, it was also acknowledged by the Board (under CUP Condition 10[b]) that if the City authorized
the proposed project, additional landfill capacity (both horizontal and vertical expansion) within the County
near the County/City jurisdictional boundary would be developed +42 acres) to facilitate the proposed
landfill footprint within the City and eventually connect these landfills together. To engineer the proposed
City/County Landfill design and develop those £42 additional acres, approximately 18 million tons of
additional solid waste disposal capacity in the County would be authorized under this CUP condition. It
should be noted that the +42 acres now being proposed for landfill development were discussed, analyzed,
and evaluated in the FEIR. Any new potential development impacts associated with this area (i.e., relocation
of ancillary facilities and environmental protection and control systems onto City lands) will be addressed
in the Draft SEIR. For additional information pertaining to County/City Landfill Project history, refer to
Volume II, Appendix C2, of this Draft SEIR.

With respect to the existing inactive landfill in the City’s jurisdiction, that landfill encompasses +205 acres,
and is in the process of closure and postclosure maintenance pursuant to Title 14, CCR, Chapter 3, Article
7.8 and Chapter 5, Articles 3.4 and 3.5. Draft and final closure and postclosure plans for this landfill were
submitted to California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB), Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board (LARWQCB), and City Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) for review and comment.
Those plans and environmental documents (i.e., initial study and mitigated negative declaration) are
currently pending before the City LEA and are expected to be approved in the summer of 1997. This Draft
SEIR will not discuss the specific details of that landfill’s closure process. However, relevant information
applicable to the proposed City/County Landfill Project will be provided, discussed, and incorporated by
reference into this Draft SEIR.

1.5.2 History of Previous Zoning Applications by the City

Because landfilling activities have taken place within the City portion of Sunshine Canyon since 1958,
several zoning applications have been approved by the City in connection with landfilling operations. The
following list provides information on the application case number, date of grant, and cause of action
regarding the existing inactive landfill located within the City:

%  Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, Findings and Order of the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors,
Conditional Use and Oak Tree Permit 86-312(5), October 1993.
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> ZA Case No. 14544: Granted on March 31, 1958, to permit a 45-acre site for a landfill for a 10-year
period. Twenty-two conditions were imposed. This approval was superseded by Case No. 17804
(discussed below).

> ZA Case No. 15925: Granted in November 1961 to permit the disposal of wrapped garbage

collected by City rubbish collection trucks.

> ZA Case No. 17804: Granted on April 18, 1966, to permit the continued expansion and operation
of the existing landfill for a period of 25 years. Fifteen conditions of approval were imposed.
Calculated from the final appeal date in 1966, the termination date was established as September 21,
1991. Several plan approvals were acted upon under this case that granted the installation of a
sedimentation basin and a leachate control treatment system, along with the relocation of other
facilities.

> ZA Case No. 78-463: Granted in February 1979 to permit the construction and operation of a
landfill gas purification plant and collection system.

For a comprehensive review of the prior operational history of the existing inactive landfill, refer to Volume
I1, Appendix C5, of this document.

1.6 ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY ADVISORY COMMITTEE REQUIREMENTS

The project proponent filed project applications and applied for project entitlements on the proposed City
Landfill Project on June 25, 1991. On August 7, 1991, ESAC determined that a Supplemental EIR* should
be prepared to address the potential environmental effects of the proposed City Landfill Project. This Draft
SEIR is intended to use prior environmental information and build upon the previously certified FEIR
prepared for the County Landfill. Table 1.6-1 lists by topical issue the potential environmental impacts
identified in ESAC’s determination and those issues determined by ESAC to be examined within this Draft
SEIR.?

1.6.1 Precirculation Issues

Environmental issues were initially identified by the City Planning staff in the Initial Study and Checklist
(refer to Volume II, Appendix A3, of this Draft SEIR). A 30-day predraft circulation period was initiated
by the Department of City Planning. During that review period (i.e., April 11 through May 11, 1992),
Responsible Agencies and interested parties were encouraged to submit comments on the proposed City
Landfill Project.

At the request of City staff, the NOP for the proposed project was sent to over 10,000 property owners
located within a 2-mile radius of the project site. In addition, approximately 170 interested parties (e.g.,

4/ It should be noted that ESAC determined in August 1991 that a “Supplemental EIR” should be prepared. It was
later determined by City Planning staff that a “Subsequent EIR” should be prepared because of substantial changes and/
or revisions to the proposed project. Those substantial changes included the development and operation of a proposed
yard trimming facility and an open windrow composting area. Those components have been subsequently dropped by
the project proponent from project consideration.

5/ The Environmental Determination is contained in its entirety in Volume II, Appendix A4.
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Table1.6-1

ESAC’S DETERMINATION REQUIREMENTS

(Air Quality-Stationary
Sources)

Earth » The proposed project is located within the boundaries of a hillside study area

(Grading, Drainage, and with possible impacts occurring due to grading and alteration of onsite drainage.

Geologic Hazards) » The proposed project is proximal to potentially active fault zones and may be
subject to unstable earth conditions and other seismic-related hazards.

Air » Project development may result in deterioration of ambient air quality due to

short-term emissions generated during construction.
Future project residents may be exposed to dust and odors generated by
landfilling and related activities proximal to the site.

Plant Life * The proposed project would result in the removal of existing vegetation on the
site.

Animal Life » The proposed project may result in the conversion and/or disturbance of existing
animal habitat onsite and proximal to the site.

» The proposed project may result in the disruption of access corridors between
habitat areas.

Noise (Stationary  Project development may significantly affect noise levels, adversely impacting

Sources) adjacent residential areas.

Land Use (District Plan) | » The proposed project would result in alteration of existing land use.

Light/Glare (Artificial) *» Project development may result in increased ambient reflectivity and glare from
the project site, adversely impacting locations proximal to the site.

Risk of Upset » Project development may result in the release of hazardous substances in the
event of an accident or upset conditions due to the volume of solid waste that
may be accepted.

Transportation/ * Project-generated vehicular traffic may contribute to cumulative impacts on local

Circulation circulation.

Driveway/Access « The project is also located within a traffic impact area defined by the LADOT.

Public Services

The proposed project may result in a need for additional fire protection and
emergency services.

Energy Conservation

The proposed project would result in increased consumption of nonrenewable
energy resources and should consider potential energy impacts.

Water Conservation

The proposed project would result in an increase of water use on the project site.

Service System
(Storm Drainage)

The proposed project may have a cumulative impact on the existing service
system.

Aesthetics

The proposed project development may substantially alter the surrounding land
use.

Equestrian Issues

The proposed project is located in a community characterized by equestrian-
related activities and may impact use of and views from existing equestrian trails.

Cultural Resources

(Archaeological)

Development of the project site may result in disturbance to prior unrecorded
sites potentially containing significant artifacts/resources.

Source: Ultrasystems Environmental Incorporated
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internal City departments, adjacent cities/counties, and Responsible Agencies) received a copy of the NOP/
Initial Study by certified mail (refer to Volume II, Appendices A6 and Al3 of this document).
Environmental issues and concerns raised by commentators during the predraft circulation period on the
NOP/Initial Study are included in Volume II, Appendix A7. In addition, a matrix is provided that lists those
concerns and references applicable sections in the Draft SEIR that address those potential concerns.

Additional issues raised by commentators during the predraft circulation are listed below.

Earth - soil erosion, soils, and landform alteration;

Air - consistency with Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) and landfill gas extraction system;
Plant Life - oak and riparian habitats, loss of trees, and revegetation program;

Land Use - open space and ultimate use of the landfill after its closure and postclosure maintenance
and monitoring;

Risk of Upset - vectors, toxic source emissions, migration of contaminants, and human health;
Transportation and Circulation - traffic study and percent share of mitigation costs;

Public Services - access to equipment and personnel, and utilization of reclaimed water system;
Energy - energy conservation measures;

Water - surface water and liner failure;

Parks and Recreation - impacts on Santa Clarita Woodlands State Park and O’Melveny Park; and
Other Issues - responsibility for monitoring/financial assurance, Solid Waste Management Action
Plan, County litigation, ancillary facilities, and Assembly Bill (A.B.) 939 compliance.

v v v Vv
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1.6.2 Public Scoping Meeting

A public scoping meeting, coordinated by City planning staff and facilitated by an independent consultant,
was held on April 29, 1992, at John F. Kennedy High School in Granada Hills, California.5 The intent of
the meeting was to describe the proposed project, define the environmental review process, and solicit input
from the general public concerning relevant environmental issues. Information concerning the public
scoping meeting is contained in Volume II, Appendices A8, Sunshine Canyon Landfill Scoping Meeting
Agenda and Minutes; A9, Public Scoping Meeting Handouts and Proof of Publication; A10, Public Scoping
Meeting List of Attendees, Speakers, and Comments Matrix; A11, Public Scoping Meeting Transcripts; and
Al2, Public Scoping Meeting Attendee and Speaker Cards.

The following issues were raised during the scoping meeting: human health/risk of upset, air quality, winds,
alternatives to the proposed project, earth (seismicity), water quality (specifically the effect of the proposed
project on the Los Angeles Reservoir), BFI’s past operational compliance record, and a procedural question
regarding the type of EIR being prepared (project level vs Supplemental EIR). Refer to Appendix A10 of
this Draft SEIR, which provides a list of issues/concerns and their reference in this document.

¢/ The public scoping meeting on this proposed project was held on Wednesday, April 29, 1992, from 7:00 to 10:00
p-m. Approximately 100 persons attended the meeting, and 21 people provided comments on the proposed project to
City staff. Environmental issues raised during this public scoping meeting are incorporated in Volume II, Appendices
A10 and Al1l, of this Draft SEIR.
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1.6.3 Postscoping Meeting

In response to testimony received during the public scoping meeting, written comments received from
internal City departments and Responsible Agencies during the NOP/Initial Study, and comments received
from public agencies and companies in response to the NOEC, additional potential environmental issues
were identified by City staff” during a postscoping meeting. These issues are addressed in this Draft SEIR
and include the following: (1) the history of the County environmental process, County litigation, City
variance history, and City revocation actions; (2) County projected landfill capacity studies; (3)
meteorological conditions at the proposed landfill site; (4) regional biota loss within the Santa Susana
Mountains; (5) potential health and epidemiological conditions resulting from human habitation in proximity
to the landfill site; and (6) the potential alternatives, including no project, reduced volume capacity,
recycling/material recovery, alternative sites, open space, and remote landfill facilities.

1.64 - Modifications to the Proposed Project

Modifications to the proposed project have occurred since the application was originally filed by the project
proponent in June 1991.2 These modifications are in response to several issues including information that
was not known or could not have been known in 1991, changes in conceptual design plans, and the
settlement of outstanding litigation in connection with the County Landfill.

In regard to the settlement of litigation, a “Settlement Agreement™ was entered into by the City and County
on October 25, 1994, and by the City and the project proponent on December 8, 1995. Among other items,
the terms of that agreement

> resolved matters with respect to an access roadway provided within City jurisdiction to facilitate
County Landfill operations and closure/postclosure of the existing inactive landfill,

> obligated the City to expedite all permits necessary for landfill-related activities pertaining to the
County Landfill, ' '

> obligated the City to dispose of an average of 1,250 tpd of solid waste into the County Landfill, and

> obligated BFI to fund City environmental programs throughout areas of the City.

Changes to the proposed project have occurred that were not known or could not have been known by either
the City or project proponent in 1991. For example, landfilling operations at the proposed City/County
Landfill are now proposed to be performed at a single working face area (up to =10 acres). These combined
landfilling operations would occur within 18 to 24 months following the commencement of landfilling
operations in the City. This type of operation was not considered by the City in 1991 due to outstanding
litigation between the City and County relative to the County Landfill. Concurrent operations (or separate
operations) in the City and County were addressed and analyzed in the FEIR. In addition, the initial mutual
use of certain ancillary facilities (i.e., scale house, scales, leachate treatment and storage tanks, control

"/ A“postscoping” meeting was held on June 4, 1992, with City staff, the environmental consultant, and the project
proponent in attendance. The intent of this meeting was to define the scope of the environmental issues to be discussed
within this Draft SEIR. A scoping meeting agenda, issue matrix, and meeting minutes are provided in Appendix AS.

¥/ Refer to Appendix A2.

°/  Copies of the Settlement Agreement are available for review in the Department of City Planning, City Attorney’s
Office, and County Counsel’s Office.
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building, etc.) is now being proposed to alleviate facility redundancy and the immediate development of
certain facilities in the City, and to provide certain environmental protection and control measures prior to
the start of landfilling operations in the City.

Modifications have occurred with respect to design changes of originally proposed landfill ancillary areas
or uses. For example, when the project application was filed, the proposed project included a yard trimming
processing facility designed to handle an intake rate of 250 tpd and an open windrow composting area on
+15 acres. Due to environmental considerations, both the yard trimming processing facility and the open
windrow composting components were eliminated as project features. The conceptual site plan originally
submitted to the City and used during the NOP/Initial Study circulation period has been refined during this
environmental process. Revised plans, which illustrate the proposed landfill footprint, ancillary facilities,
and potential areas of development with the County, are included within Section 2.5, Project Characteristics,
of this Draft SEIR.

1.6.5 CEQA Time Extensions

Several CEQA time extensions on the Draft SEIR have been granted by the City due to outstanding litigation
in connection with the approval of the FEIR by the Board. Granted extensions are listed in Appendix A15.
Refer to Appendix C3 for an overview of the litigation proceedings in connection with the County Landfill.

1.7 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Project activities, including construction, operation, and monitoring of the proposed City/County Landfill
Project, will produce some level of environmental impact either directly, indirectly, or cumulatively (i.e.,
in combination with other existing and reasonably foreseeable development activities in the area). In
accordance with CEQA and its implementing guidelines, varying degrees of potential environmental effects
caused by these projects will require review. As an example, certain physical impacts on the environment
may result in little or no environmental effects and therefore require no mitigating action on the part of the
permitting agency. Other physical changes may result from project approval and cause a moderate
environmental effect that can be avoided through implementation of specific conditions of project approval
applied to the project by the City and County. Similarly, other actions may cause a significant effect on the
environment, which can be reduced, but not eliminated, through the application of specific mitigation
measures. Those environmental effects that cannot be effectively mitigated to a level of less than significant
are considered to be “significant unavoidable adverse impacts.”

1.7.1 Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts

The implementation of recommended mitigation measures defined in this Draft SEIR will reduce many of
the identified environmental impacts to a level that is deemed to be less than significant; however, certain
significant adverse impacts will continue to remain, even with the adoption of these measures, and are
therefore deemed unavoidable. These impacts relate predominantly to operational aspects of the City/County
Landfill Project and/or the cumulative development of related projects in conjunction with the proposed
project. The environmental effects identified in this Draft SEIR that cannot be mitigated below a level of
significance are described below.

Air Quality. As defined by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) CEQA Air
Quality Handbook, residual air quality impacts are expected to remain significant for criteria pollutants (i.e.,
nitrogen oxides [NO,], reactive organic gases [ROG], and suspended particulate matter [PMio]) due to
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project implementation. Regional emissions of all criteria pollutants (i.e., carbon monoxide [CO], NO,,
ROG, sulfur oxides [SO,], and PMio) will decrease by reduced mileage traveled within the South Coast Air
Basin. Emission levels for CO and SO, are projected to remain below their applicable threshold levels.
Furthermore, CO emissions are not projected to exceed either State or federal ambient air quality standards
or create “hot spots.”

Those unavoidable impacts cannot be alleviated even with a reduced volume capacity or other design
modifications that would be economically infeasible and/or would still result in significant environmental
impacts on air quality. Therefore, project implementation is being proposed for the following reasons:

1. ensure sufficient in-County waste disposal capacity for the City and County,
comply with the mandated requirements of A.B. 939 (i.e., provide at a minimum 15 years of disposal
capacity to these jurisdictions),

3. provide a landfill proximate to City and County-generated waste streams,

4. minimize significant environmental impacts that would occur elsewhere as a result of developing
new landfill sites or imposing longer transportation distances to remote facilities,

5. use land within both jurisdictions that has been disturbed by previous landfill activities, and

6. provide a landfill facility within both jurisdictions and maintain local control over that facility.

1.8 AREAS OF CONTROVERSY

Pursuant to § 15131 of the CCR, economic or social effects of a project may not be treated as significant
effects on the environment unless those economic or social effects directly or indirectly manifest as physical
changes to the environment. No substantial evidence has been provided to the City that suggests the
development of the proposed City/County Landfill would result in the creation of adverse economic
conditions sufficient to warrant physical changes to the environment.

Based on the nature and magnitude of the proposed use, project development has the potential to alter the
existing patterns of waste disposal and the transportation of waste within the region. By diverting business
from existing landfills in the region, the project may indirectly affect the long-term viability of less-
competitive enterprises. To the extent that other landfill operators and business enterprises perceive
diminishing revenues based on a reduction in the current volume of waste being disposed of into an existing
facility, the introduction of competing business operations within the region may be seen as an “area of
controversy.”

A broad range of public and governmental agency input and direction was received during and after the
predraft circulation period. In the context of the overall environmental evaluation and in consideration of
the previous environmental record prepared for the FEIR, the following list recognizes those areas of
potential controversy identified by public agencies:

Earth - soil erosion, geologic, seismic, grading, and landform alteration;

Water - surface water and groundwater quality;

Biological Resources - biological report, wetlands, oak trees, and riparian habitat;
Air Quality - landfill gas extraction system and air quality report;

Traffic and Circulation - traffic report and mitigation costs;

Human Health/Risk of Upset - toxic source emissions and migration of contaminants;
Public Services - fire prevention;

vy ¥ v v v Vv VY
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> Utilities - and power distribution, sewer, County of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Action
Plan, stormwater discharge, and reclaimed water;

> Alternatives; and

> Other Issues - land use, recreation, County and City litigation, mitigation monitoring and reporting,

energy conservation, ancillary facilities, recycling, and waste disposal technologies.

Potential issues of controversy identified by the general public and agencies are provided in Volume II,
Appendices A4, A7, A8, A10, All, and A14, within this Draft SEIR.

1.9 ALTERNATIVES SUMMARY

Pursuant to § 15126, subd. (d) of the State CEQA Guidelines, an EIR must “describe a range of reasonable
alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic
objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project,
and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives.” Specific development and solid waste objectives
to meet the anticipated short-, mid-, and long-term disposal needs within the region are presented in Section
2.0, Project Description, of this Draft SEIR.

The following alternatives to the proposed project were considered and are analyzed in detail in Section 5.0,
Alternatives, within this Draft SEIR. Three of these alternatives are onsite alternatives to the proposed
project (i.e., No Project, Reduced Volume, and Immediate Combined City/County Landfill Operations).
Alternatives to the proposed project include the following:

No Project,

Reduced Volume,

Immediate Combined City/County Landfill Operations,
Potential/Proposed Landfill Sites in Los Angeles County,
Out-of-County Landfill Site,

Waste Management Technologies and Strategies,
Remote Landfill Facilities In-State/Out-of-State, and
Environmentally Superior Alternative.

vy v vV v v VvV v v

1.9.1 Alternatives Not Evaluated
Mission/Rustic-Sullivan Landfill

Although the Mission/Rustic-Sullivan Landfill was originally mentioned as a proposed new solid waste
landfill in the Solid Waste Management Status and Disposal Options in Los Angeles County, City Action
Plan, City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Plan, Integrated Solid Waste Management System for
Los Angeles County, City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan, County of Los Angeles
Source Reduction and Recycling Element, and Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element, it was not
included in the City of Los Angeles Source Reduction and Recycling Element. The City of Los Angeles,
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation has recently stated that “development of these canyons
is no longer considered a feasible alternative . . '

1% Final Supplement to the 1991 Subsequent Environmental Impact Report Lopez Canyon Sanitary Landfill
(continued...)
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Towsley Canyon Landfill

The Towsley Canyon Landfill site was originally included as a proposed new Class III landfill in the Solid
Waste Management Status and Disposal Options in Los Angeles County and the Los Angeles Countywide
Siting Element. In June 1997, the County Board of Supervisors determined that this site was no longer
considered feasible to develop. This is due in part to the acquisition of key parcels in and around the project
site by the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy for future park development (i.e., Santa Clarita Woodlands
Park). Additionally, the majority of the Towsley Canyon Landfill footprint area is within the ownership of
the Conservancy. As part of an April 1996 agreement, Chevron, Inc. sold and dedicated approximately 3,035
acres of land within Rice, Wiley, Leaming and Towsley Canyons to the Conservancy that will provide for
publicly owned open space and will act as a wildlife habitat corridor. These acquisitions would have
hindered the accessibility to the project site.

The site is Jocated within the unincorporated area of the County northwest of the Antelope Valley Freeway
(State Route [SR]-14) and Golden State Freeway (Interstate 5 [I-5]) intersection at Calgrove Boulevard. This
site encompasses 2,500 acres, of which £760 acres would have been used for landfilling. The landfill was
anticipated to provide 225 million tons of net disposal capacity and accept 16,500 tpd of waste. The
operational site life would have been approximately 44 years.

Franconia Landfill (Arizona), East Carbon Landfill (Utah), and Roosevelt Landfill (Washington)

These out-of-State remote landfill facilities were not considered as feasible alternatives to the proposed
project because of their distances from City and County-generated wastes and the fact that the use of these
facilities would not substantially lessen or avoid significant environmental impacts in comparison to the
proposed project for the following reasons:

> Economic costs associated with waste handling, transportation (via railhaul), and surcharges on
tipping fees at these landfill would be significantly higher than existing in-County or in-State
landfills.

> Direct economic and/or fiscal impacts would occur to the City and its residents due to longer hauling

distances, resulting in substantially higher waste disposal fees.

> Environmental costs associated with air quality emissions from transporting refuse longer distances
through multiple jurisdictions and counties would be considered significant. Specific environmental
impacts resulting from project development include earth resources (grading and excavation
disturbances); surface water (increased potential for siltation and erosion); air quality (fugitive dust
emissions, odor, and landfill gas emissions); noise (landfill operations); wildlife and plant
populations (impacts on habitat and population numbers); and land use (permanent conversion of
cropland/agricultural areas {i.e., Washington]).

> Potential risk of upset conditions would increase due to the amount of traffic using existing rail lines,
potential scheduling conflicts, and greater travel distances.

19/ {(...continued)
Operation Through 2001, Volume 1, p. 6-5. April 1995.
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> These facilities would require the development of several waste-by-rail material recovery stations
(MRFs)/transfer stations within Southern California. The location, siting constraints, and
environmental impacts associated with developing these secondary facilities have not been
identified. Construction costs would be incurred as a result of rail loading facility development and
using specially constructed railcars to transport refuse long distances.

> MRFs/transfer stations would not be owned or operated by either the project proponent or City as
a result of these alternatives being chosen.

> It is uncertain whether the daily enforcement and monitoring actions of landfilling operations at
these facilities would meet the same rigorous standards and requirements that are mandated by the
State of California”

- Relinquishment of local control by the City, which may also lose control over future rates when an
export agreement expires or is canceled.

> Substantial revenue loss to the City would occur from not utilizing in-County landfills that maintain
tipping fees and business agreements established with the City and help support local agency
programs and planning efforts.

> Both direct and indirect economic impacts would result from potential loss of employment
opportunities.
> Use of these facilities would result in the loss of revenue within the State of California and those

revenue sources would be exported to out-of-State locations.
Alternative Waste Management Technologies and Strategies

Even with the implementation of advanced and aggressive waste management alternatives, solid waste
landfills would still be needed to adequately provide for the amount of waste being generated within the City.
Therefore, alternative waste management strategies and technologies are not considered viable alternatives
to the proposed project because they would not attain most of the project objectives or avoid or substantially
lessen any of the significant effects of the project. Solid waste transformation technologies such as co-
composting, pyrolysis, landfill mining, and high-volume shredding are considered speculative, and the
effects of these technologies on the environment could not be reasonably predicted; therefore, these types
of technologies are not feasible alternatives to the proposed City/County Landfill Project and were not
included in the alternatives analysis discussion presented in this Draft SEIR. The potential for implementing
source reduction, recycling, composting, and waste-to-energy programs is discussed in Section 5.9, Waste
Management Technologies and Strategies.

Waste Importation into Orange County"

Regarding the issue of waste importation into the County of Orange, the following information is known:

"/ Sue Gordon, Public Information Officer, County of Orange Integrated Waste Management Department.
Telephone conversation. January 23, 1997.
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> Waste importation into Orange County was originally permitted by State-sponsored urgency
legislation known as S.B.X2 17 (Craven) in May 1995, which exempted this action from CEQA in
order to provide fiscal relief and alleviate fiscal difficulties suffered by Orange County as a result
of bankruptcy.

> Waste importation from Los Angeles and San Diego Counties was initiated by Orange County in
response to a massive $93 million General Fund shortfall and was seen as an opportunity to utilize
excess airspace capacity at Orange County landfills and charge fees. A portion of importation fees
is now used to offset the incremental costs to the County’s waste management system, and the
balance is used to generate new revenue for the County bankruptcy recovery.

> The importation of non-County waste into Orange County landfills was granted for 5 and 10 years
(depends on the contract), which began in January 1996, with extensions in 1-year increments and
up to 5 additional years, not to exceed a total term of 15 years. Waste importation is restricted to
three active landfills in the County, and the total tonnage accepted at each facility shall not exceed
the tonnage authorized in their solid waste facilities permits as they existed on January 1, 1995.

> The County assumes all reasonable feasible actions to mitigate any adverse environmental effects
from additional truck traffic to and from solid waste landfills that import waste for disposal.

> Approximately $23 million gross will be received by the County annually from waste importation.
This translates into a net income of $15 million annually.

> The three Orange County landfills (Table 1.9-1) used to dispose of imported waste include

- Olinda-Alpha Landfill, located east of the City of Brea, approximately 1,700 tpd;
- Frank Bowerman Landfill, located east of the City of Irvine, approximately 1,600 tpd; and
- Prima Deshecha Landfill, located east of San Juan Capistrano, approximately 2,000 tpd.

T'able 1.9-1
ORANGE COUNTY LANDFILLS ACCEPTING IMPORTED WASTE

Frank Bowerman Landfill 6,775 4,200

1,600
725-acre site
Olinda/Olinda-Alpha 6,000 4,600 1,700
678-acre site
Prima Deshecha 4,000 1,000 2,000
1,530-acre site
l Total 16,775 9,300 5,300

Source: Sue Gordon, Public Information Officer, County of Orange Integrated Waste Management
Department. Telephone conversation. January 23, 1997.
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> The total waste importation is currently capped at 15 million tons annually or 6,000 tpd. Waste
importation in conjunction with existing Orange County landfill conditions is presented in Table
1.9-1.

> All imported refuse is to be delivered under contract agreements established by the following waste-

hauling companies:

- Taormina Industries (1,615 tpd/42,500 tons per month at $18 per ton tipping fee),
- Waste Management, Inc. (538 tpd/14,000 tons per month at $19 per ton tipping fee), and
- Calsan Inc./BLT Enterprises (1,880 tpd/48,875 tons per month at $18 per ton tipping fee).

> The County of Orange has estimated that the haul cost to transport refuse from Los Angeles or San
Diego Counties is approximately $10 to $15 per ton. This rate would be in addition to disposal fees
charged at the landfill.

> Imported non-County waste can only be delivered by these three haulers; utilizing large transfer

trucks. All tonnage must be processed at permitted MRFs/transfer stations so that waste loads are
substantially free of recyclables. In addition, the waste received must be in compliance with all
applicable laws, permits, or regulations.

> The three waste haulers chosen are required to identify the origin of waste. Their individual
agreements indicate the jurisdictions from which the imported waste is derived. All waste delivered
must be collected and processed in accordance with the Source Reduction and Recycling Element
(SRRE) of the jurisdiction of origin.

> All waste delivered is subject to the Orange County load-check program. Unacceptable waste
includes hazardous, untreated medical, sewage sludge, waste from a nonapproved source, waste
containing more than 50 percent moisture content, or waste not accepted by Class III landfills.

> The delivery of waste must be accomplished in a manner that has minimal impact on the
environment and quality of life. The waste hauling firms chosen had to exhibit that their proposed
delivery method would result in an impact less than or equal to existing conditions.

> The County’s existing waste disposal system preserves approximately 50 years of disposal capacity.

> A portion of the importation fee augments existing closure, postclosure, and environmental reserve
funds of the County.

> The acceptance of additional waste from any out-of-County source would require the County to
prepare CEQA documentation and analyze the environmental impacts associated with that
importation.

The importation of waste into Orange County was not considered as a feasible alternative to the proposed
project and will not be analyzed in this Draft SEIR for the following reasons:

> Travel distances to these landfill facilities from Los Angeles City and County jurisdictions would
create significant transportation and air quality impacts from vehicles transporting refuse long
distances. The Olinda-Alpha Landfill, Frank Bowerman Landfill, and Prima Deshecha Landfill are
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located 37, 43, and 53 miles, respectively from downtown Los Angeles, (e.g., assuming that these
vehicles would take the most direct route to each facility).

> Significant transportation and circulation impacts would result due to the use of regional freeway
systems, in addition to localized impacts from refuse being transported to these facilities.

> Economic costs associated with waste handling, transportation costs, and tipping fees charged at
Orange County landfills would be significantly greater than existing in-County landfills.

> Potential risk-of-upset conditions would occur by transporting refuse through numerous local
jurisdictions (e.g., vectors, litter).

> As stated in Assembly Bill (A.B.) 939, codified in § 41260(c) of the PRC “in order to ensure 15
years of solid waste disposal capacity the SRRE for that jurisdiction must delineate all disposal or
transformation capacity which has been secured through an agreement with another city or county
or through an agreement with a solid waste enterprise.” The exportation of refuse generated in-
County to Orange County disposal facilities is not mentioned in the City of Los Angeles Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (City SRRE) or the County Source Reduction and Recycling
Element (County SRRE) since bankruptcy in Orange County occurred after these documents were
adopted.

> The Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element (CSE) states, “It becomes clear that
jurisdictions in Los Angeles County must not rely solely on out-of-County disposal to meet the
disposal needs of their residents. Out-of-County solid waste disposal facilities should be viewed
only as a means of supplementing in-County disposal capacity in the event that anticipated in-
County capacity is not attained and/or as a means to extend the life of in-County landfills.”'?

> The County CSE also states, “Dependence on out-of-County capacity may place jurisdictions in the
position of paying ever increasing fees and transportation costs that are not under their control. Los
Angeles County would like to ensure that in-County disposal capacity continues to be available so
that jurisdictions can make policy decisions about out-of-County disposal within a stable economic
environment.”"

1.9.2 Alternatives Analyzed

The following information provides a brief summary of the alternatives analyzed in Section 5.0, Alternatives,
of this Draft SEIR. For a detailed discussion, refer to that section.

1.9.3 No Project
The No Project Alternative assumes that the proposed project would not be implemented, thereby precluding

development of the combined City/County Landfill within Sunshine Canyon. This would preclude
development of a combined landfill facility with a net disposal capacity of 90 million tons in both

12/ Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element, Preliminary Draft, p. 8-4, January 1996.

B/ Ibid.
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jurisdictions, although the existing 17-million-ton County Landfill would continue to operate. Adoption of
this alternative would also preclude conformance with adopted City/County Solid Waste Management Plans
(e.g., City SRRE, the City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan [CiSWMPP], the County
and City Action Plans, the Integrated Solid Waste Management System for Los Angeles County, the County
SRRE, and the County CSE), which all identify the proposed project as a viable landfill development within
Sunshine Canyon to alleviate disposal capacity shortfalls in-County.

The project site in the City would retain its existing land use designation of “Open Space” and its zoning
designation of “A1-1-O” in conformance with the recently approved Granada Hills-Knollwood Community
Plan. The existing County Landfill, with a disposal capacity of 17 million tons, would continue to operate,
accepting an average of 6,000 tpd of waste. The operational site life of the County Landfill is anticipated
to be exhausted in approximately 10 years based on its disposal capacity and an intake rate of 6,000 tpd. If
the No Project Alternative is approved, the project proponent would pursue future project entitlements
pursuant to existing County Landfill CUP conditions to expand landfill development in the upper reaches
of the County portion of Sunshine Canyon. Potential development could result in the expansion of County
Landfill, which would provide a net disposal capacity of 70 million tons.

In accordance with the existing land use designation of Open Space, the following uses would be permitted
to be developed (by right) under the corresponding “Al” zone (i.e., agricultural zone) subsequent to
environmental review by the City: one-family dwellings, community parks, golf courses, and extensive
agricultural uses. Development of these uses would not be pursued by the project proponent in the
foreseeable future because of the existing inactive landfill facility in the City, which is mandated to undergo
closure and postclosure activities. Since operations at the County Landfill and inactive landfill are industrial
in nature, they have the potential to create impacts on public health, safety, and the environment. Allowing
public access to private property for active or passive recreational activities, such as hiking, biking, or
equestrian uses, during these operations may result in unnecessary liabilities to the project proponent and
the City, and potentially interfere with the maintenance of postclosure systems at the existing inactive
landfill.

These uses (e.g., residential, park, golf course, agriculture) would not be considered feasible by the project
proponent until the mandated 30-year minimum closure and postclosure period for the existing inactive
landfill is deemed “complete” by the CTWMB. In this regard, the project proponent is required under State
law to comply with mandatory closure/postclosure and maintenance requirements that are enforced by the
City LEA and the CIWMB in response to this existing landfill facility.

Any development in the City would be in response to continuous maintenance and monitoring activities that
are mandated by State law to occur at the existing inactive landfill. With implementation of the No Project
Alternative, the project site would remain undeveloped until closure is deemed completed.

Even after compliance with the prescribed closure and postclosure requirements, the use of this area as a goif
course may be physically constrained due to topographic characteristics of the area (i.€., mountainous
terrain). Development of a golf course may be further precluded by the CIWMB because a closed landfill
is engineered to limit the amount of water infiltration to the greatest extent possible. A golf course would
require constant irrigation and could potentially interfere with and negatively impact postclosure
maintenance activities and the physical and hydraulic integrity of the final cover necessary for the inactive
landfill. In any event, development of a golf course in this area is not a viable option being considered by
the project proponent at this time. However, it is acknowledged by the project proponent that numerous golf
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course facilities have been successfully developed in the Southern California area on inactive landfills that
have relatively flat or undulating terrain, which is more conducive to this type of development.

It should be noted that upon closure, the project proponent would contact the City Recreation and Parks
Department to advise the that the property is available for recreational purposes “upon the completion of the
project” pursuant to Condition 14 of ZA Case No. 17804. The City shall have the discretion of implementing
such a use on the project site within City jurisdiction.

Under this alternative, it is further assumed that a portion of the approximately 37,000 tpd of solid waste
(currently being disposed of in Class III landfill facilities in Los Angeles County) would continue to use
existing Class II landfills in Los Angeles County or be diverted to other landfill facilities out-of-County or
to remote landfills located out-of-County once disposal capacities at existing landfills are exhausted.

The No Project Alternative would avoid adverse and site-specific environmental impacts resulting from the
development of the City/County Landfill Project. As identified in this Draft SEIR, if the proposed City/
County Landfill is implemented, environmental impacts attributable to air quality would remain significant
and unavoidable, even with the implementation of mitigation measures to lessen impacts. However, with
the implementation of this alternative, site-specific impacts on this resource and other resources, such as
earth, hydrology and water quality, noise, land use, risk of upset, transportation and circulation, public
services, utilities, aesthetics, and cultural resources, would be avoided. Therefore, on a site-specific basis
only, the No Project Alternative is environmentally superior to the proposed City/County Landfill Project.

However, the No Project Alternative would result in the following local and regional environmental impacts
in comparison to the proposed City/County Landfill Project:

> expansion of the County Landfill within the upper reaches of Sunshine Canyon (consistent with the
current County Landfill CUP, with a disposal capacity of 70 million tons) resulting in significant
impacts on biological resources (specifically, the loss of an additional 1,363 oak trees and 75 big-
cone Douglas fir trees, as well as significant ecological resources within the project site);

> increased reliance on existing in-County landfills, thereby diminishing long-term disposal capacity
and resulting in additional landfill expansions either in-County or reliance on out-of-County
landfills;

> potential rapid depletion of the County’s long-term landfill disposal capacity;

> increased exportation of City and County-generated waste to landfills located out-of-County and/or

out-of-State, thereby increasing environmental impacts (e.g., air quality, transportation, public
services, and energy conservation) to significant levels at these facilities;

> increased reliance on existing in-County landfills, thereby increasing environmental impacts at these
facilities to a level of significance;

> diminished economic revenues to the City and County in the form of tipping fees and business
license taxes; and

> diminished opportunity for the City and County to establish and maintain adequate short-, mid-, and
long-term disposal capacity as required by A.B. 939.
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In comparison to the City/County Landfill Project, the No Project Alternative does not meet the proposed
project’s development or solid waste objectives. The implementation of this alternative would not

> except to the extent the County Landfill is extended into the upper reaches of Sunshine Canyon,
provide necessary disposal capacity to meet anticipated short-, mid-, and long-term disposal needs
of the greater Los Angeles metropolitan area, including City and County jurisdictions;

> minimize significant adverse environmental impacts (i.e., biological resources, increased
transportation distances, and air quality) associated with development of new landfill sites or the
exportation of wastes to landfills located out-of-County or out-of-State (remote landfill facilities);

> effectively and efficiently use land area that is primarily disturbed due to years of landfilling
activities and utilize onsite infrastructure already available to accommodate landfill operations;

> effectively utilize the project proponent’s existing MRFs/transfer station, solid waste collection
company services, and other related facilities to support the operation of the proposed project;

r provide revenues for the City and County, including funding for specified City and County
programs;
> recover, recycle, and/or reuse waste materials that would otherwise be disposed of in landfills by

providing a public “dropoff” and “buyback” area for recycling and an onsite green waste/wood
waste recycling area;

> provide cost-effective disposal options for the City, County, and private haulers at a facility within
the region to minimize transportation costs; and

> facilitate local and regional efforts directed toward the attainment of solid waste disposal capacity
objectives for the City and County contained in the California Integrated Waste Management Act
of 1989 (A.B. 939), the City and County SRREs, CiSWMPP, the County and City Action Plan(s),
the Integrated Solid Waste Management System for Los Angeles County and the CSE.

194 Reduced Volume

The Reduced Volume Alternative is proposed within both City and County jurisdictions of Sunshine Canyon.
The proposed landfill footprint configuration would only include land area that has been disturbed or
degraded primarily due to prior landfilling activities in connection with the existing inactive landfill.

The proposed landfill footprint would overlie and be developed on a small portion of the existing inactive
landfill. Therefore, waste placement would occur on existing fill areas of the inactive landfill. Prior to any
waste being disposed of, a liner system and environmental control and protection systems would be installed.
The implementation of this alternative would avoid development within sensitive plant communities and
streambed areas of Sunshine Canyon.

In comparison to the City/County Landfill, a smaller landfill footprint would be developed £60 acres (vs
+451 acres). The Reduced Volume Alternative would provide an average waste intake of 5,000 tpd and have
an estimated net disposal capacity of approximately 8.4 million tons in comparison to 90 million tons of
expected capacity from the proposed City/County Landfill. That capacity would result in an operational site
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life of approximately 5 years in comparison to an expected 26-year operational site life for the proposed
project. The Reduced Volume Alternative would require approximately 2.9 million cubic yards of daily,
intermediate, and final cover material in comparison to 27 million cubic yards for the proposed project.

If the Reduced Volume Alternative is approved, the County Landfill would continue to operate independent
of, and separately from, the Reduced Volume Alternative. The Reduced Volume Landfill footprint would
physically connect with the County Landfill. This landfill would operate independent environmental control
systems (e.g., landfill liner, leachate collection and removal system, landfill gas extraction and flaring
system) separate from the County Landfill. However, ancillary uses such as the access road, scales, and -
administrative offices would be shared.

Implementation of this alternative would require the development of a working arrangement to exercise
common power over the entire project site (i.e., £60 acres in both jurisdictions). This agreement would
authorize the joint development and mutual use of ancillary facilities within the City and County.

In evaluating this potential alternative, impacts on hydrology and water quality, noise, and risk of upset
similar to those of the proposed project would occur because the short-term characteristics of the project are
similar. However, because this alternative would reduce both mid- and long-term site-specific impacts on
the physical environment due to a shortened site life, environmental effects would be substantially less.

This alternative would lessen site-specific impacts on the environment for the following reasons:

> Earth resources impacts would be reduced because grading and excavation quantities would be
reduced.

> Dust impacts would be reduced once the landfiil reaches capacity after 5 years of operation.

> Landfill gas emission impacts would be reduced because less landfill gas would be generated.

> Mobile air emissions would be reduced short term once the landfill’s capacity is exhausted.

> Biological resource impacts would be reduced because sensitive plant communities would be
avoided.

> Land use impacts would be reduced because there would be an earlier end use conversion due to the

shortened site life.

> Less litter would be generated since disposal of solid waste in the City would cease after 5 years of
operation.
> Less transportation and circulation impacts would occur, once the landfill’s capacity is exhausted,

due to a smaller daily volume of vehicles visiting onsite.

> Cultural resource impacts would be reduced because undeveloped areas that would include
paleontological resources would not be disturbed.

In comparison to the proposed City/County Landfill Project, and on a site-specific basis only, this alternative
would be environmentally superior to the proposed project. However, due to a shortened site life in
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comparison to the proposed regional impacts would be more significant because the waste stream would be
shifted or transferred to other landfill facilities within, or outside of, the region. For that reason, significant
regional impacts would occur since the burden of providing additional landfill disposal capacity would be
placed on more distant in-County/out-of-County landfill facilities, or remote landfill locations.

Under this alternative, the following significant regional impacts would occur:

> Significant air quality impacts from mobile emissions would result due to greater travel distances
to other landfill facilities that would be located out-of-County.

> Increased landfill gas generation would occur at other new or expanded landfill facilities in the mid
and long term.

> Increased dust generation would occur at these other facilities.

> Significant biological resource impacts would occur at other new or expanded landfill facilities in
the mid- and long-term periods.

> Increased litter generation would occur at these other facilities.

> Significant transportation and circulation impacts would occur due to the use of regional
transportation systems such as rail or freeway systems, in addition to localized impacts resulting
from waste being transported to other landfill facilities.

> Significant public services impacts would result if waste was transported to remote landfill locations
due to the inability of these sites to provide adequate fire and paramedic emergency services.

> Significant impacts would occur by underutilizing a local solid waste landfill that could provide
substantial solid waste disposal capacity for jurisdictions in need of that capacity.

> Energy conservation impacts would result from the increased use of fossil fuels during the mid- and
long-term periods associated with increased haul distances.

> Significant impacts on cultural resources would occur at other new or expanded landfill facilities
in the mid- and long-term periods.

In comparison to the proposed project, the Reduced Volume Alternative would not meet the following
development or solid waste objectives of the proposed project:

> reduce the project proponent’s long-term capital outlay for site infrastructure by utilizing existing
onsite infrastructure improvements, including utilities, an improved site entrance for ingress/egress
of traffic, an onsite access road, improved scale facilities and check-in area (for weighing and
accounting for the wastes to be deposited), surface drainage improvements, and other environmental
protection and control systems;

> provide cost-effective, mid- and long-term solid waste disposal capacity at the project site for
residences and businesses within the Los Angeles region;
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> provide efficient solid waste management and disposal capacity to City and County by developing
an essential landfill facility necessary to avert an identified long-term disposal capacity shortfall;

> minimize significant impacts on environmental resources associated with the development of new
landfill sites (i.e., proposed sites located within undisturbed canyon areas or remote desert locations)
by using areas of the existing inactive landfill and other areas within Sunshine Canyon that are
primarily disturbed and have infrastructure in place to readily accommodate future development;
and

> facilitate local and regional efforts directed toward the attainment of solid waste disposal capacity
objectives for the City and County contained in the California Integrated Waste Management Act
of 1989 (A.B. 939), the City and County SRREs, the CiSWMPP, the County and City Action
Plan(s), the Integrated Solid Waste Management System for Los Angeles County and the CSE.

1.9.5 Immediate Combined City/County Landfill Operations

Under the Immediate Combined City/County Landfill Operations Alternative, project development would
result in joint City and County landfilling operations being commenced immediately within one landfill
footprint located in Sunshine Canyon. Similar to the proposed project, this alternative would have a landfill
footprint configuration encompassing +451 acres, which would include +194 acres in the City, +42 acres in
the County, and a connection with the operational +215 acre County Landfill, thereby providing a net
disposal capacity of 90 million tons.

However, unlike the proposed project, landfilling operations under this alternative would be performed at
a single working face immediately upon commencement of landfill operations rather than occurring at two
separate working faces during the first 18 to 24 months. Approximately 11,000 tpd of waste would be
received at one landfill footprint. The anticipated operational site life is the same as the proposed project
(approximately 26 years), assuming a constant intake tonnage of 11,000 tpd."* Development would also
occur in three sequences.

Similar to the proposed project, implementation of this alternative would require some form of working
arrangement between the City and County to authorize common power over the entire project site. If formed
by the City and County, the working arrangement would recognize existing discretionary approvals,
contractual agreements, or other arrangements that were approved by the County Board of Supervisors and
regulatory agencies in connection with the approved County Landfill as well as the City entitlementents
enumerated in this Draft SEIR. Therefore, existing permitting requirements and regulatory obligations in
connection with the County Landfill would effectively be maintained and, if necessary, modified or amended
to reflect the resulting provisions of a working arrangement, while those being established by the City and
Responsible Agencies would be honored as well.

Under this alternative, less significant impacts would occur (for up to 2 years) because landfilling operations
would be contained at a single working face area. In comparison to the proposed project, the following
environmental impacts would be reduced:

4/ Based on 90,000,000 tons of disposal capacity + 11,000 intake tonnage x 312 operating days = 26.22 years.
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> During the first 18 to 24 months, less daily fugitive dust emissions would be generated because
landfilling operations would be contained at one working face area instead of two separate working
faces. During high-wind episodes (€.g., Santa Ana wind conditions), landfilling operations would
be performed at wind-protected areas of the site within either jurisdiction. Potential offsite fugitive
dust emissions would be reduced due to the flexible location of landfilling operations.

> During the first 18 to 24 months, less daily fugitive dust and mobile emissions would be generated
during landfilling operations because refuse disposal would be contained within one working face
of the landfill rather than two separate areas.

> During the first 18 to 24 months, less significant risk of upset conditions would occur since
landfilling operations would be confined to wind-protected areas of the project site during high-wind
conditions. Offsite windblown litter would be reduced due to the flexible location of the active
working face area.

- During the first 18 to 24 months, less significant worker safety impacts would result due to the
consolidation of heavy equipment and the increased ability to control the routing of waste-hauling
vehicles ingressing and egressing the project site. This would result in less onsite vehicular
congestion, thereby facilitating safer turning movements and increasing driver visibility.

> This alternative would provide easier access to City and County Fire Departments and other
emergency personnel due to reduced onsite vehicle congestion as a result of confining landfilling
operations to one working face. The use of a single working face area would result in the need for
less water consumption for dust control purposes.

Development of this alternative would reduce the long-term capital outlay necessary for infrastructure
improvements because in-place infrastructure would be used immediately. By reducing the long-term capital
outlay for the project, the project proponent would be able to provide cost-effective and competitive rates
for solid waste disposal to the City, County, and private haulers at a centrally located, high-volume landfill
facility.

Implementation of this alternative would meet all development and solid waste objectives proposed for the
City/County Landfill Project. Implementation of this alternative would also facilitate the waste planning
efforts of the City and County described in adopted integrated waste management plans. Under this
alterative, this landfill facility would be located in proximity to City and County-generated waste and would
provide necessary disposal capacity for these jurisdictions to adequately meet their short-, mid-, and long-
term planning needs.

In comparison to the proposed City/County Landfill, this alternative demonstrates that for the first 18 to 24
months, less environmental impacts would result because landfilling operations would be immediately
confined to one working face in Sunshine Canyon. Under this alternative, significant air quality impacts
would be reduced (e.g., dust emissions), risk-of-upset condition impacts would be lessened (e.g., windblown
litter and worker safety associated with onsite vehicle routing), public services impacts would be reduced
(e.g., fire and emergency service access), and utility impacts would be reduced (e.g., water use).

Implementation of this alternative would not result in any areawide or regionally significant impacts that
would be greater than the proposed project. Overall, this alternative would be considered environmentally
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superior to the proposed City/County Landfill Project because potential environmental impacts would be
lessened for at least a 2-year period.

1.9.6 Potential/Proposed Landfill Sites in Los Angeles County

One potential®® (i.e., Blind Canyon) and one proposed (i.e., Elsmere Solid Waste Management Facility)
landfill sites may be developed within Los Angeles County pursuant to adopted integrated waste
management plans of the County. Those plans include the City and County Action Plans, Integrated Solid
Waste Management System for Los Angeles County, City and County SRREs, and CSE. All of these landfill
facilities are located in unincorporated areas of the County, and each facility has the potential for a daily
intake rate of 16,500 tons.

The Blind Canyon Landfill would operate during daylight hours (6:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m, 6 days/week), while
the Elsmere Solid Waste Management Facility would have a 24-hour operation. Described below is a brief
summary of each landfill facility.

Elsmere Solid Waste Management Facility

The Elsmere Solid Waste Management Facility would be located in the Angeles National Forest southeast
of the City of Santa Clarita, which is approximately 0.5 mile northeast of the SR-14 and I-5 interchange.
The proposed landfill facility encompasses +2,768 acres. The proposed landfill footprint configuration
would consist of £720 acres and provide a net disposal capacity of 190 million tons. As noted above, this
proposed facility is to accept up to 16,500 tpd of solid waste and recyclables during its 24-hour operation.
The anticipated operational site life of this facility would range between 32 and 50 years, depending on the
total amount of waste received at the facility.

This proposed project was originally proposed in 1987 by the Elsmere Corporation, a subsidiary of the BKK
Corporation. As a result of a September 1995 agreement, the project proponent has acquired substantial
assets of the BKK Corporation, including the Elsmere Canyon site.

In comparison to the proposed City/County Landfill Project, the Elsmere Solid Waste Management Facility
would result in greater impacts than the proposed project. A comparison of these proposed landfill facilities
is presented in Table 5.3-1.

Blind Canyon Landfill

The Blind Canyon Landfill site is also located in an unincorporated area of the County north of the Ronald
Reagan Freeway (SR-118), near the Ventura/Los Angeles Counties border. This landfill site encompasses
approximately 1,010 acres, of which +530 acres would be used for landfilling. This proposed landfill would
have an anticipated disposal capacity of 130 million tons and accept an average of 16,500 tpd of waste. The
expected site life would be approximately 25 years based on the proposed intake level.

Development of the Blind Canyon Landfill would create less significant land use impacts and generate fewer
transportation and circulation impacts than the proposed project. However, overall, development of the

15/ “Potential” within this context is defined as those landfill facilities that are acknowledged as “possible” facilities
in the future; however, no pending applications have been filed.
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potential Blind Canyon Landfill would result in greater environmental impacts on other resources than the
proposed City/County Landfill Project. Table 5.3-1 provides a complete analysis of those impacts.

Summary

These alternative landfill sites would not be environmentally superior to the proposed project due to greater
impacts on earth resources, air quality, biological resources, risk of upset, aesthetics/viewsheds, and cultural
resources. Nor would these alternatives meet the development objectives of the proposed project because
they would not utilize an already disturbed site, existing in-place infrastructure, or ancillary facilities.

1.9.7 Out-of-County Landfill Site
El Sobrante Landfill

The El Sobrante Landfill is located in western Riverside County southeast of the I-15 Freeway and Cajalco
Road interchange and is owned and operated by Western Waste Industries and its parent company USA
Waste Services, Inc. Expansion of this landfill facility would allow a daily intake maximum of 10,000 tons
over a 30-year period. The landfill facility would have a net disposal capacity of approximately 100 million
tons. Development of the landfill footprint would result in the disturbance of approximately 645 acres, much
of which is designated as sensitive habitat.

The decision to approve/deny this pro/ﬁc;se‘d‘ landfill expansion will not be heard by the Riverside County
Board of Supervisors until mid-summer (1997), due to an ongoing federal investigation.

Due to the remote location of the expansion site, land use impacts on adjacent uses would be less significant
in comparison to the proposed City/County Landfill Project. However, the expansion would result in greater
environmental impacts on other resources than the proposed project. Those impacts are analyzed in Table
5.3-1.

Due to environmental considerations, this alternative landfill site would not be environmentally superior to
the proposed City/County Landfill Project; rather, development would result in greater environmental
impacts. Although this alternative would meet most of the solid waste objectives of the proposed City/
County Landfill Project, development of this site would not meet any of the development objectives of the
proposed project.

1.9.8 Waste Management Technologies and Strategies

Waste management technologies and strategies considered as alternatives to the proposed project include
source reduction, recycling, composting, waste-to-energy, and the use of alternative daily cover materials.
These disposal alternatives and reduction strategies are defined in Section 5.0, Alternatives, of this Draft
SEIR.

Although source reduction, recycling, composting, waste-to-energy, and alternative daily cover materials
are vital parts of an integrated solid waste management solution, and necessary for reducing and diverting
the amount of waste disposed of in landfills or saving disposal capacity at existing landfill facilities, these
technologies and strategies alone cannot resolve the need for available disposal capacity required to ensure
adequate public health and safety. Therefore, these alternatives are not considered by themselves to be
feasible stand-alone alternatives to the proposed City/County Landfill Project. Collectively, these
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alternatives would not meet either the development or solid waste objectives of the proposed City/County
Landfill Project.

1.99 Remote Landfill Facilities In-State/Out-of-State

The following remote landfill facilities that would use waste-by-rail systems are considered as feasible
alternatives to the proposed City/County Landfill Project and include the proposed Eagle Mountain,
Railcycle-Bolo Station, and the approved Mesquite Regional Landfills in California. The La Paz Landfill,
located in Arizona, is also considered as a feasible alternative to the proposed project and is operated by a
subsidiary of the project proponent. This landfill does not currently use a waste-by-rail system but has future
capabilities for such a system.

Eagle Mountain Landfill

The Eagle Mountain Landfill site, which encompasses approximately 4,654 acres, is located at Eagle
Mountain (near Desert Center) in northeastern Riverside County. The landfill footprint would encompass
+2,164 acres and have a net disposal capacity of 350 million tons. At maximum design operation, the
proposed landfill would accept an average waste intake of 20,000 tpd from the Southern California region.
Approximately 16,000 tpd would be delivered via waste-by-rail systems and 4,000 tpd would be delivered
by waste hauling vehicles. The facility would be open 24 hours. The operational site life is anticipated to
be approximately 50 years, with a proposed closure and postclosure maintenance period of approximately
100 years.

In comparison to the City/County Landfill Project, the proposed Eagle Mountain Landfill would result in
a less significant land use impact due to its remote location away from heavily urbanized areas. However,
other impacts associated with land use (e.g., 2 national park is located on three sides of this proposed
development) are significantly greater in comparison to the proposed project. Overall, the proposed Eagle
Mountain Landfill would result in greater environmental impacts on resources than the proposed City/County
Project. Those impacts are addressed in Table 5.3-1.

The proposed Eagle Mountain Landfill is being developed by Mine Reclamation Corporation (MRC), a
company founded specifically for the purpose of developing this proposed project. In 1990, a subsidiary of
BFI, purchased a 50 percent interest in MRC. BFI provided a majority of MRC’s funding subsequent to its
initial investment, which resulting in BFI becoming a majority owner of MRC. In August, 1994, MRC was
restructured, since BFI withdrew from MRC. BFI returned to MRC all of its common and preferred stock
and paid off all of MRC’s outstanding bank indebtedness. BFI also provided MRC with capital to fund
ongoing development activities and also agreed to leave in place certain financial assurances relative to
existing permits.

In January 1995, Eagle Mountain Reclamation, Inc. (EMR), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Kaiser Ventures
Inc. became a majority owner of MRC. In addition to EMR’s equity interest (now 73 percent) in MRC,
EMR will receive lease royalties based on an escalating percentage of tipping fees as waste volume increases
at the facility if the proposed landfill is permitted and becomes operational. It is acknowledged that, “Kaiser
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will assist MRC, as appropriate, as it continues the permitting process and seeks new equity investors.
Securing additional equity financing, however, is necessary for MRC to complete the permitting process.'s

Additionally, “[t]he Company’s revenues under the MRC Lease will be directly affected by the amount of
tonnage accepted at the Landfill Project and the applicable tipping fees charged for such tonnage. The
amount of tonnage depends upon MRC’s ability to obtain contracts with municipalities and waste haulers
for the receipt, transfer and disposal of solid waste. MRC has not, to date, obtained any contract for the
transfer or disposal of solid waste, although MRC is undertaking limited marketing efforts to seek such
contracts. However, there are no assurances that MRC will be able to secure contracts for sufficient waste
tonnage to make the Landfill Project successful.”"’

Railcycle-Bolo Station Landfill

The Railcycle-Bolo Station Landfill site is located midway between the unincorporated communities of
Cadiz and Amboy in the County of San Bernardino. The project site encompasses approximately 4,800 acres
and is located near Bristol Dry Lake, south of the Bristol and Marble Mountains. Approximately 2,100 acres
of the site would include the landfill footprint. This proposed landfill would provide a net disposal capacity
of 700 million tons, accept up to 21,000 tpd of solid waste by rail transport, and provide an operational site
life of approximately 100 years.

The Railcycle-Bolo Station Landfill is being proposed as a private venture by Railcycle, a limited partnership
between the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, Inc. (AT&SF) and Waste Management, Inc.

Similar to other remote landfills located in the desert, this landfill would have less significant land use
impacts due to its location away from urbanized areas. However, the proposed Railcycle-Bolo Station
Landfill would result in greater environmental impacts on other resources than the proposed City/County
Landfill Project. Refer to Table 5.3-1 for an analysis of environmental impacts associated with this
proposed project.

Mesquite Regional Landfill

The approved Mesquite Regional Landfill site is located in eastern Imperial County, adjacent to an active
gold mine and ore processing facility. The project site encompasses +4,250 acres and is located on public
and private lands. The landfill footprint includes £2,290 acres, and the facility would accept up to 20,000
tpd of waste primarily transported by waste-by-rail systems. This landfill would provide 600 million tons
of net disposal capacity and have an operational site life of approximately 100 years.

The project proponent for this approved project is California RailFill Systems, consisting of Gold Fields
Mining Corporation, USA Waste Services, Inc., and Union Pacific Corporation. Arid Operations, a
subsidiary of Gold Fields is the landfill operator for this project.

1/ www.eee.org/bus/kaiser/waste.htm; INTERNET.

1/ Securities and Exchange Commission Form 10-K, Kaiser Ventures Inc., p. 17-18. For Fiscal year ending
December 31, 1996.
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In comparison to the proposed City/County Landfill, less significant land use impacts would occur due to
this landfill’s remote location. Overall and in comparison to the proposed project, this alternative would
have greater environmental impacts on other resources than the proposed project. For detailed information
pertaining to those impacts, refer to Table 5.3-1.

La Paz Landfill

The La Paz Landfill, located in La Paz County, Arizona, is a 160-acre landfill facility with an estimated net
disposal capacity of 5 million tons. This landfill was developed through a public/private partnership between
La Paz County and BFI of Arizona, Inc. La Paz County retains ownership of the site and BFI operates the
landfill facility. Rail access is provided to the site area via the Arizona California Railroad, which receives
service from Santa Fe and Southern Pacific Railroads.

A potential 480-acre expansion of the landfill is proposed and contingent upon La Paz County successfully
acquiring additional acreage under ownership by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). Right-of-way
has been purchased by La Paz County to provide for future waste-by-rail improvements and access (e.g.,
siding and rail spur area). The landfill has received solid waste from the Cities of Escondido, Oceanside,
and El Cajon in San Diego County. The La Paz Landfill currently accepts approximately 600 to 800 tpd of
waste. This landfill has the potential to accept up to 15,000 tpd and has an overall capacity of approximately
100 million tons.

An environmental analysis has not been performed on this project site; therefore, a detailed comparison with
the proposed City/County Landfill Project cannot be provided.

Summary

In comparison to the proposed City/County Landfill Project, greater impacts on the environment would occur
if these remote landfill facilities (In-State/Out-of-State) were developed because project development would
result in disturbances on desert environments, the need for secondary transfer station facilities, and the use
of waste-by-rail systems, which would result in greater environmental impacts.

These alternatives would meet most of the solid waste project objectives of the proposed project. However,
development objectives would not be met. Additionally, all of these potential sites, except for the La Paz
Landfill, are being proposed by other entities or companies (other than the project proponent).

1.9.10  Environmentally Superior Alternative

As defined under State CEQA Guidelines, §15126 (d)(1), the environmentally superior alternative would,
to the greatest extent among the alternatives assessed, avoid or reduce significant environmental effects when
compared to the proposed project. Therefore, the rationale for choosing the environmentally superior
alternative was based on the degree to which alternatives alleviate those significant impacts attributable to
the proposed project.

With respect to State CEQA Guidelines, §15126 (d)(1), the No Project Alternative would completely
alleviate site-specific significant environmental impacts associated with the development of the proposed
project within Sunshine Canyon because landfill development would be precluded. Therefore, on that basis
only, it is the environmentally superior alternative. However, the adoption of the No Project Alternative
would result in greater regional impacts on environmental resources due to the exclusion of landfill

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL July 1997
SEIR 91-0377-ZC/GPA Page 1-29



< SUMMARY %

—s

development. Additionally, in comparison to the proposed project, the No Project Alternative does not meet
the proposed project’s development or solid waste objectives or provide necessary disposal capacity in-
County to facilitate adopted City and County waste management planning objectives.

State CEQA Guidelines, §15126 (d)(4), require that if the environmentally superior alternative is the No
Project Alternative, the EIR shall identify an environmentally superior alternative among other alternatives
analyzed. In this regard, the next alternative to meet this criterion is the Reduced Volume Alternative.
Under this alternative, a landfill would be developed within areas of the City and County that are disturbed
or degraded and in such a manner that would avoid sensitive plant communities and streambed areas in
Sunshine Canyon.

However, due to a shortened operational site life, potential regional impacts would result once this facility
is closed because waste would be transported to other landfill facilities (other than this alternative) if
implemented. For that reason, regionally significant impacts would occur since the burden of finding landfill
disposal capacity would be shifted to more-distant in-County/out-of-County landfill facilities or potentially
remote landfill locations. In comparison to the proposed project, this alternative would not meet many of
the development or solid waste objectives of the proposed project. Even though this potential alternative
reduces many of the site-specific impacts associated with project development, it will produce subsequently
greater regional environmental impacts mid term (after 5 years).

Additionally, the development of this alternative would not provide necessary long-term disposal capacity
in-County to facilitate adopted City and County waste management planning objectives of these
jurisdictions. Due to the limited size of the landfill footprint area, this alternative would not substantially
reduce the project proponent’s capital outlay for site infrastructure. Rather, the capital costs of providing
such infrastructure improvements may exceed expected returns as a result of project development.
Therefore, even though this alternative, like the No Project Alternative, would alleviate site-specific
environmental impacts, it may be economically infeasible to develop due to the associated costs of
infrastructure improvements.

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions of State CEQA Guidelines, §15126 (d)(4), the environmentally superior
alternative is the Immediate Combined City/County Landfill Operations after the Reduced Volume
Alternative. Under this alternative, impacts would be reduced on air quality, worker safety, and fire and
emergency services during the first 18 to 24 months.

> Air quality impacts and fugitive dust emissions would be reduced because waste-hauling vehicles
would travel shorter distances, expend less fuel, require shorter queuing, and be routed immediately
to a single working face where landfilling operations would occur.

> The use of a single working face would result in beneficial worker safety impacts on landfill
employees because operations are contained within one area rather than two separate smaller areas
during the first 18 to 24 months. Therefore, the likelihood of vehicle/worker accidents would be
reduced.

> Impacts on fire and emergency services accessing the site would be reduced because landfilling
would be within one area providing more greater direct access for emergency vehicles and personnel
due to a larger landfill working area.
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> The placement of 11,000 tpd of waste in either City or County jurisdictions would allow landfilling
operations to be contained within the most wind-protected areas of the site, thereby lessening
potential windblown dust emissions or offsite litter generation.

Because this alternative would reduce significant environmental impacts in comparison to the proposed
project, the Immediate Combined City/County Landfill Operations is considered the environmentally
superior alternative.

1.10 SUMMARY MATRIX OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,
AND MONITORING PHASING FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

As depicted in Tables 1.10-1 and 1.10-2, a detailed summary of the proposed City/County Landfill Project’s
environmental impacts has been provided. These tables include the following information: (1) the potential
environmental impact, (2) the adverse impacts associated with the environmental impact, (3) mitigation
measures that would either eliminate or lessen the potential impact from the project, (4) the net unmitigated
adverse impacts remaining after mitigation measures are imposed, (5) The Responsible Agencies involved
with implementation of the mitigation measures, and (6) the monitoring phase, monitoring agency, and the
responsible enforcement agency.
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SUMMARY MATRIX OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,

Table 1.10-1

NET UNMITIGATED ADVERSE IMPACTS, MITIGATION COMPLIANCE RESPONSIBILITY AND MONITORING PHASING AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

Grading activities resulting from implementation of the
proposed project would occur within defined boundaries.
Grading would be limited to the development of the
landfill footprint, adjacent slopes, ancillary uses or
facilities, and the realignment of the existing access road.
The proposed project would extend laterally against the
northern boundary of the existing inactive landfill until
reaching the City/County jurisdictional boundary. At this
location, the proposed project would connect with the
operational County Landfill.

All grading activities shall be performed in accordance with the
provisions of Division 70 of the City of Los Angeles Building
Regulations, CCR Title 14, and with the rules and regulations as
established by the City Department of Building and Safety.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

| s

Throughout landfill
operations and on an on-
going basis.

Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, City LEA, and City
BOE

The maximum vertical height of the landfill, at buildout,
would result in an elevation estimated at 1,326+ feet mean
sea level (MSL) at the southeast boundary of the landfill
footprint (near sedimentation basin A) and estimated at
2,000+ feet MSL at the northwest portion of the landfill
footprint near the City/County jurisdictional boundary.

Areas outside of and above the cut and fill as shown on the
conceptual grading plan shall not be graded, except for the
development of ancillary facilities or other related improvements.
Additional grading may be necessary for slope stability or
drainage purposes. Prior to undertaking any grading activities, the
Department of Building and Safety shall be notified and approve
any additional grading based on engineering studies (in
accordance with CCR Title 14) provided by the project proponent
and independently evaluated by the Department of Building and
Safety.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout landfill
operations and on an on-
going basis.

Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, and City B&S
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, City LEA, and City
BOE

Base area grading would alter the existing topography in
Sunshine Canyon. The existing onsite topography would
be altered significantly by excavation activities and the
{inal development of a canyon fill landfilt utilizing a cut-
and-cover method of waste disposal. The foundation grade
elevation would be prepared by excavating all alluvium,
weathered rock, and other unsuitable foundation materials
(e.g., loose landslide debris and colluvium) followed by
placing the liner system. Site grading for the proposed
landfill footprint would result in the direct development of
451+ acres. All landslide material encountered during
excavations would need to be removed to provide a solid
foundation for the landfill.

[RY

During excavation, any material encx d below the
base grade for the landfill, including alluvium, organic material,
and landslide debris, shall be removed. Engineered compacted
fill shall be placed in those areas to restore the base grade for
liner system construction. Excess material not used immediately
for cover material shall be stockpiled onsite for future use. The
unsuitable material shall be excavated, a portion at a time, as the
working area of the landfill progresses to avoid opening large
sections of potentially unstable material. A buffer area (i.e., 50-
100 horizontal feet or as deemed appropriate to maintain safe
working conditions) shall be used between the active cells
receiving waste and areas under excavation. In accordance with
CCR Title 14 a certified engineering geologist shall delineate the
limits of the unsuitable material and associated “backcuts” to
facilitate removals during excavation. Removal shail not occur
during the rainy season (October 1 - April 30) or when the ground
is saturated unless performed under the direction and
specifications of a certified engineering geologist.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout landfill
operations and on an on-
going basis.

Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, City LEA, and City
BOE

4.1 EARTH
RESOURCES
4.1.1 Grading Activities
July 1997
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Table 1.10-1 (Cont.)
SUMMARY MATRIX OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,
NET UNMITIGATED ADVERSE IMPACTS, MITIGATION COMPLIANCE RESPONSIBILITY AND MONITORING PHASING AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

required by the California Department of Conservation, Division
of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources.

Grading will be accomplished (as necessary) to establish Grading that allows for construction of ancillary facilities outside Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
base grades for the liner system, facilitate leachate of the landfill footprint or that has the potential to impact property Proponent operations and on an on-
collection, provide collection and conveyance of surface beyond the boundary of the landfill shall be approved by the going basis.
water, provide adequate stability for internal and external ] Department of Building and Safety. Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
slopes, and establish acceptable grades for the landfill LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
access roadway and perimeter maintenance corridor LEA, and City B&S
located along the northeast boundary of the project site. Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City B&S
See above. All grading activities shall be in compliance with specific None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout fandfill
requirements provided in a comprehensive geotechnical report Proponent operations and on an on-
prepared specifically for the proposed project, including going basis.
provisions for excavation approved by the Department of Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
Building and Safety, City Engineer, City LEA and other LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
Responsible Agencies. LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, City LEA, and City
BOE
See above. Revegetation and erosion control procedures on all exposed None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
slopes shall be implemented. The erosion controls to be Proponent operations and on an on-
implemented at the site shall include soil stabilization measures going basis.
and revegetation in accordance with the approved revegetation Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
plan as approved by the City Building and Safety Department. LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
Interceptor ditches shall be designed to divert storm runoff to a City LEA, and City B&S
sedimentation basin. Euforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA, and City B&S
Grading has the potential to uncover abandoned oil well- Prior to the initiation of grading activities, the project proponent None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
heads. shall undertake, if y, reaband procedures as Proponent operations and on an on-

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

going basis.

Project Geologist/Engineer
and California Dept. of
Conservation

California Dept. of
Conservation
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4.1.2  Geologic Hazards -
Mudflow and
Landslide (including
lithologic history)

One large landslide deposit was mapped in the area of the
City-County boundary where the proposed County Landfill
and City/County Landfill Projects would connect. The
fong axis of the landslide trends approximately
southeasterly and the maximum depth of the slides in that
focation ranges from approximately 40 to 70 feet.

The landslide is a bedding plane block slide with
movement along the bedding planes. Because operations
will most likely begin in the lower elevations of the
drainage basins, the lower portions (or toes), of the slide
may be removed first, thus effectively weakening the
support of the naturally stabilized slide. However,
precautions will be taken during grading operations to
mitigate this potential impact. The slide plane of this
landslide is relatively shallow and will be excavated from
the top down untit it is completely removed.

When excavating for the landfill operation, if a landsfide is
encountered, all material constituting that landslide shall be
removed. Excess landslide material not used immediately for
cover material shall be stockpiled onsite for future use. If
necessary, the landslide area shall be excavated a portion at a
time to avoid opening large sections of potentially unstable
material. A buffer area shall be maintained between the active
tandfill cells receiving waste and areas under excavation to
remove overburden soils, landslide debris, and weathered
bedrock. A qualified geologist shall delineate the limits of the
Iandslide during excavation. Landslide removal shall not
commence when the ground is saturated, unless removed under
the direction and specifications of a certified engineering
geologist.

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout Jandfill
operations and on an on-
going basis.

Project Geologist/Engineer
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, and City BOE

See above.

Areas of excavation and areas of loose soil (i.e., around haul
roads, etc.) shall be stabilized to prevent erosion before the onset
of the rainy season.

Noune

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout landfill
operations and on an on-
going basis.

Project Geologist/Engineer
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

4.1.3  Geologic Hazards -
Subsidence

Refer to Section 4.1.2, Geologic Hazards - Mudflow and
Landslide.
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4.1.4 Geologic Hazards -
Seismicity

Seismic hazards that must be considered at the Sunshine
Canyon site include primary fault rupture, secondary
ground rupture, and strong shaking. The potential for
primary fault rupture within the boundaries of Sunshine
Canyon is minimal. The faults that exist onsite do not
display evidence of Holocene movement, indicating they
are inactive. There has been documented recent primary
fault rupture near the site in the San Fernando Earthquake
of 1971, but the evidence demonstrates that rupture did not
extend across the San Femando Pass and onto the site.
The January 17, 1994 Northridge earthquake produced no
significant adverse impacts within the project site area,

The landfill facility shall be designed and constructed to meet
CCR, Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 7.8, § 17777 (Final
Site Face) and CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Article 4, §
2547 (Seismic Design) requirements “to withstand the maximum
probable earthquake without damage to the foundations or to the
structures which control leachate, surface drainage, erosion, or
gas.” Design consideration shall include strong ground shaking
and secondary ground rupture. In addition, the project proponent
shall comply with RCRA, Subtitle D, 40 CFR Part 258, Subpart
B, § 258.13 (Fault Areas) which states “new municipal solid
waste landfill units and lateral expansions shall not be located
within 200 feet (60 meters) of a fault that has had displacement in
Holocene time . . . The landfill design and seismic analysis will
be reviewed by the RWQCB.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Prior to commencement of
landfill development.
Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, City LEA, and City
BOE

Seismic activity occurring in the vicinity of the site can
produce strong ground shaking. Strong shaking can result
in damage to the landfill waste containment system due to
seismically induced displacement of the waste mass.
Strong shaking can aiso induce landsliding in natural
geologic materials that could, in turn, result in damage to
the landfill containment systems. Landfill containment
systems are broadly defined in this respect to include the
liner, cover, leachate collection and removal, gas
extraction, and surface water drainage systems.

An operations checklist shall be used by a registered engineering
geologist for surveys following all earthquake events measuring
5.0 on the Richter Scale or greater near the project site. A
comparison of operating parameters and site conditions before
and after major earthquake events shall be made to verify that
systems are operational as designed. Final designs for major
engineered structures shall be based on the results of the detailed
stability analyses of potential seismic events.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

After earthquake events of
5.0 magnitude or greater.
Project GeologistEngineer,
SCAQMD, LARWQCB,
CIWMB, City LEA, City
B&S, and City BOE
SCAQMD, LARWQCB,
CIWMB, City B&S, City
LEA, and City BOE

4.1.5 Geologic Hazards -
Liquefaction

No liquefaction occurred at the project site during either
the San Femando or Northridge earthquake events.
However, saturated alluvium in canyon bottoms, if left in
place, could pose a potential threat of liquefaction-induced
ground displacements in a seismic event. Such
displacements could impair the integrity of landfill
containment systems. Sinice the alluvium in the canyon
bottom would be removed during site preparation,
liquefaction would not pose a threat to the integrity of the

landfill’s waste containment systems or operating facilities.

Alluvium in the canyon bottoms beneath the footprint of the
waste containment system and beneath ancillary structures shall
be excavated and, if necessary, replaced with compacted
structural fill during construction. A qualified geologist shall be
onsite during construction activities to observe removat and
replacement of alluvium and verify that all alluvium within the
landfill footprint has been removed prior to placement of any
compacted fill or construction of any containment system
elements.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Prior to commencement of
landfill development.
Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, and City BOE
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, and City BOE
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See above.

The landfill facility shall be designed and constructed in
accordance with RCRA, Subtitle D, 40 CFR, Part 258, Subpart B,
§ 258.14 (Unstable Areas) so that there would be no liquefaction
related impacts.

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Prior to commencement of
landfill development.
Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

See above.

The landfill facility shall be designed and constructed in
accordance with CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Article 3,
§ 2530(d) (Classification and Siting Criteria), which requires that
“all containment structures at waste management units shalt have
a foundation or base capabte of providing support for the
structures and capable of withstanding hydraulic pressure
gradients to prevent failure due to settlement, compression, or
uplift as certified by a registered civil engineer or certified
engineering geologist.”

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Prior to commencement of
landfill development.
Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
B&S, and City BOE

4.1.6 Geologic Hazards -
Slope Stability

The existing slopes on the site are considered to be
relatively stable although future seismicity is expected to
generate additional minor downslope failures. Little
evidence has been found that might indicate the presence
of recent downslope failures in the larger, older landslide
deposits. These deposits are believed to have formed
during a period when precipitation was much higher than
at present times. The absence of instability in the older
landslide deposits indicates that their present
configurations are in static equilibrium.

Final maximum refuse slope gradient at the site shall be no
steeper than 2H:1V (horizontal to vertical) for the landfill.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Prior to commencement of
landfill development.
Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE

LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE
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Canyon slopes at the project site are sometimes steeper Final cut and fill slopes shall have an overall slope gradient no None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
than 1H:1V (horizontal to vertical), aithough they are steeper than 1.5H: (V. Proponent landfill development.
typically 2H:1V. Stability analysis of existing landfills Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
indicates that, unless adverse (out of slope) bedding LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
conditions are present, 1H:1V slopes in the native material LEA, City B&S, and City
are stable under both static and seismic loading. When BOE
adverse bedding is present, slope angles of 2H:1V or flatter Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
may be required to provide adequate static stability. LEA, City B&S, and City
Pseudo-static stability analyses for seismic loading and BOE
observations of the performance of natural slopes at the
site during the San Femando and Northridge earthquakes
indicate that, when natural slopes at the project site have
adequate static stability, the natural slopes perform well
under seismic loading.
See above. Final slopes shall be enginecred to have a static factor of safety of None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
at least 1.5. Proponent landfill development.
Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE
See above. Survey monuments shall be installed around the perimeters of the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commericement of
outer fill areas at points where they would not be subject to Proponent landfill development.
disturbance by landfill development. The exact spacing, location, Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
and characteristics of the survey monuments shall be submitted to LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
and approved by the City Local Enforcement Agency (LEA). LEA, and City BOE
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City

LEA, and City BOE

42  AIRQUALITY
4.2.1 Existing Conditions

Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.

Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.

4.2.2 California’s SCAB
Regional Climatic
Characteristics

Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.

Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.

4.2.3 Criteria Air
Pollutants

Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.

Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.
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Ambient Air Quality | Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table. Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.
Standards and Annual
Statistics
4.2.5 Air Quality Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table. Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.
Management Plan
4.2.6 Proposed Project Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table. Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.
Overview
4.2.7 Site Preparation/ Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table. Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.
Construction Phase
4.2.8 Air Quality Refer to Section 4.2.12, Construction, within this table. Refer to Section 4.2.12, Construction, within this table.
Operational Phase
{Long-Term)
4.2.9 Health Risk Analysis | No significant impacts are anticipated. No mitigation measures would be required.
4.2.10 Project Consistency Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table. Refer to Section 4.2.11, Construction, within this table.
with Applicable Plans
4.2.11 Construction Project construction would include the removing of The following mitigation measures will reduce emissions to the Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: ~ During project construction.
existing vegetation, excavating and grading, and maximum extent reasonably feasible. (NOy and Proponent Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
constructing of the landfill, ancillary facilities (may require PM,,) SCAQMD, and City LEA
relocation), and environmental protection and control ¢ The project proponent will maintain equipment in tune per Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD
systems. Construction-related air pollutant emissions are manufacturer’s specifications.
associated with the site preparation and construction
phasing of the proposed project and include fugitive dust ¢ The project proponent will use catalytic converters on
emissions and exhaust emissions from construction gasoline-powered equipment.
equipment, material delivery trucks, and workers’ vehicles.
Construction aspects of the project, such as the installation |+  The project proponent will retard diesel engine injection
of the liner system and access road improvements, will be timing by 2 degrees.
constructed in phases as landfill development occurs.
Diesel-powered, earthmoving vehicles or other heavy ¢ High-pressure fuel injectors will be installed.
equipment would be utilized during the grading and
construction phasing of the proposed City/County Landfifl ]+  Heavy equipment will use reformulated, low-emission diesel
Project. fuel.
*  The project proponent will substitute electric and gasoline-
powered equipment for diesel-powered equipment where
feasible.
s Where applicable, equipment will not be left idling for
prolonged periods.
July 1997 SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
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e o I |

s The project proponent will curtail (cease or reduce)
construction during periods of high ambient pollutant
concentrations (i.e., Stage II smog alerts).

As a reasonable worst-case scenario, grading operations
are expected to occur during a 10-hour workday. Diesel
fuel consumption for heavy equipment is calculated at
approximately 2,800 gallons per day (gpd). Fuel
consumption for the eight material delivery trucks is based
on 320 miles per day at 5.9 miles per gallon (mpg), and an
additional 54 gallons are projected. Gasoline will also be

y for fueling worker vehicles. Based on
70 workers each traveling 20 miles per day, 1,400 miles
would be traveled on a daily basis. The following vehicles
would create emissions during project construction: dozers,
an excavator, compactors, scrapers, loaders, rock trucks,
water trucks, materials delivery trucks, and construction
worker cars and trucks. These vehicles would create the
following estimated daily emissions during project
construction before the incorporation of mitigation
measures: S04.7 pounds of CO, 893.8 pounds of NO,, 55.5
pounds of ROG, 93.9 pounds of SO,, and 60.8 pounds of
PM,,.

See the above mentioned mitigation measure.

Adverse

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:
Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

During project construction.
Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
SCAQMD

Fugitive dust during construction is generated either by a
mechanical disturbance to soil (i.e., associated with human
activities such as grading operations or agricultural tilling)
or by wind-related entrainment of dust particles. Site
preparation, clearing, surface grading, excavation, and the
use of heavy equipment and trucks on unpaved surfaces
have the potential to generate significant quantities of dust
during initial site preparation activities. The projected PM,,
emissions from fugitive dust, when added to the projected
PM,, emissions attributable to vehicle exhausts (60.8
pounds/day), produce approximately 230.8 pounds of PM,,
emissions per day.

Daily watering of active construction areas, active soil stockpiles,
and all traveled unpaved roads shall be performed to minimize
dust lofting from construction disturbances. Construction areas
will also receive a soil stabilization (sealant) product if they are to
be left unattended for periods in excess of § days.

Adverse

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:
Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

During project construction.
Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
SCAQMD

See above.

Wind speed shall be continually monitored using onsite
anemometers. Excavation within construction areas shall be
halted when the 15-minute average wind speed exceeds 15 mph
or when the instantaneous wind speed exceeds 25 mph.

Adverse

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:
Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

During project construction.
Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
SCAQMD
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See above. Graded areas shall be watered as necessary to reduce dust Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: ~ During project construction.
emissions. Proponent Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD
See above. Disturbed areas shall be revegetated with an interim ground cover Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: ~ During project construction.
as specified in the proposed revegetation program. Excavation Proponent Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
will proceed in a manner to reduce the amount of graded areas at SCAQMD, and City LEA
any given time. Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD
See above. Public streets (i.e., San Fernando Road) shall be swept at the Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  During project construction.
conclusion of construction work, Proponent Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD

4.2.12 Operations

During operation, vehicles will be utilized to transport
refuse to the landfill. Wastes are deposited within
prepared cells and covered daily with cover material. The
cells are then compacted before the next lift is applied.
When landfill capacity of a working cell is exhausted, a
new area is excavated and lined with an impermeable
membrane, and cells are formed. Heavy equipment would
be used to excavate and prepare new landfill cells, and
cover and compact refuse on a daily basis. Onsite
equipment and machinery would utilize approximately 900
gpd of diesel fuel.

See the mitigation measures below.

All equipment is projected to operate 10 hours per day.

The following heavy equipment would create daily
emissions: bulldozers, a grader, compactors, scrapers and
water trucks. It is estimated that heavy equipment would
result in the following daily emissions before the
incorporation of mitigation measures: 233.7 pounds of CO,
414.9 pounds of NO,, 35.3 pounds of ROG, 41.9 pounds of
SO, and 26.2 pounds of PM ;.

See the mitigation measures below.
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|
Volatile organic emissions are associated with the storage ] See the mitigation measures below.

and transfer of fuel to project-generated vehicles. The 220
transfer trucks and 640 refuse collection trucks are
anticipated to travel approximately 34,280 miles per day.
Based on an average fuel consumption of 5.9 mpg, an
estimated 5,810 gallons of fuel may be used daily. All of
these vehicles are all assumed to use diesel fuel. During
operation, waste transfer trucks and curbside collection
trucks are anticipated to generate the following daily
emissions before the incorporation of mitigation measures:
1,231.6 pounds of CO, 388 pounds of NO,, 132 pounds of
ROG, 24.2 pounds of SO,, and 38.6 pounds of PM,,.

Gasoline will be utilized by landfill employees who would ] See the mitigation measures below.
be commuting to the site and service vehicles and light-
duty vehicles that would transport wastes to the site.
Employees are anticipated to generate approximately 1,740
commuter miles per day. Onsite service vehicle use is
assumed to be minimal and is therefore conservatively
projected to generated 100 miles per day. Light-duty
trucks are projected to travel approximately 5,000 miles
per day. Fuel economy for employee commute vehicles is
projected to be 25 mpg; therefore, the daily fuel
consumption for all employees is estimated to be
approximately 70 gpd. The fuel economy for both onsite
service vehicles and light-duty trucks is projected to be 20
mpg; therefore, these vehicles will cc approximately
255 gpd. During operation, employee commutes and local
trucks are anticipated to result in the following daily air
emissions before the incorporation of mitigation measures:
152.4 pounds of CO, 11.4 pounds of NOx, 11.2 pounds of
ROG, 0.8 pounds of SOx, and 1.7 pounds of PM,,.

Collected landfill gas (LFG) would be bumned in high- See the mitigation measures below.
efficiency flares, each with a totaf volume disposal
capacity of approximately 6 million standard cubic feet per
day (scf/day) or 4,167 standard cubic feet per minute (scf/
min). During operations, the combustion of LFG would
result in the following daily air emissions before the
incorporation of mitigation measures: 1,440 pounds of CO,
289.4 pounds of NO,, 30.4 pounds of ROG, 68.4 pounds of
SO, and 36 pounds of PM,,.
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See above. «  The project proponent will maintain equipment in tune per Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
manufacturer’s specifications. (CO, NOy, Proponent operations.
AND ROG) Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
«  The project proponent will use catalytic converters on SCAQMD, and City LEA
gasoline-powered equipment. Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
¢ The project proponent will retard diesel engine injection
timing by 2 degrees.
o High-pressure fuel injectors will be instatled.
¢ Heavy equipment will use reformulated, low-emission diesel
fuel.
«  The project proponent will substitute electric and gasoline-
powered equipment for diesel-powered equipment where
feasible.
e Where applicable, equipment will not be left idling for
prolonged periods.

See above. *  The project proponent will curtail (cease or reduce) Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
construction during periods of high ambient pollutant Proponent operations.
concentrations (i.e., Stage II smog alerts). Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,

SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD
Refuse Trucks See above The following measures will be applied to the project proponent’s Adverse Project
operated trucks that utilize the project site. Proponent
¢ Refuse trucks shall be maintained in proper tune. Trucks Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
observed to emit excessive amounts of smoke (particulate operations.
matter) shall either be tuned up or repaired, as applicable. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, and
SCAQMD
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD

See above «  Where applicable, high-pressure fuel injector nozzles shall Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
be used, and diesel engine timing shall be retarded by 2 Proponent operations.
degrees. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, and

SCAQMD
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD
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material that has been stockpiled during the initial
construction, and truck travel on both the paved access
roadway and the unpaved haul route surface to the active
working face. Following initial site preparation, normal
operations would be confined to approximately 40 acres.
Heavy equipment would be utilized to excavate and
prepare new landfill cells, procure cover materials, and
compact refuse on a daily basis. Of the 40-acre area, up to
10 acres would be used for active landfilling. Itis
anticipated that 10 acres would be used for the
procurement of cover materials. The entire 40 acres would
be subject to erosion and potential fugitive dust emissions.
Because dust generally settles on horizontal surfaces,
onsite vehicular travel over paved surfaces would also
produce fugitive dust emission. Dust is also associated
with vehicular travel over unpaved or hard-packed surfaces
such as the haul road. The proposed project would
generate a total of 3,594 pounds of PM,, emissions per day
during operations, before the incorporation of mitigation
measures.

landfill facility.

Enforcement Agency:

See above. Using a progressive fee schedule, the project proponent shall Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
encourage trucks to carry full loads. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD
See above. The project proponent shall encourage trucking to be Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
performed during off-peak hours. This shall be Proponent operations.
accomplished through coord of deliveries with the Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
transfer stations that supply refuse, restrictions in the hours SCAQMD, and City LEA
of operation, and/or a fee schedule that penalizes haul trucks Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
arriving during peak congestion periods. This will reduce
emissions by increasing truck speeds and eliminating
prolonged idling in traffic.
See above. When operating onsite, trucks shall not be left idling for Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
periods in excess of 5 minutes. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD
Fugitive dust is produced by daily site operations, Private owner-operators shall be warned that, if their trucks Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
including landfilling operations, such as the excavation of emit excessive amounts of smoke as determined by scale Proponent operations.
new cells, procurement of cover miaterial, wind action on house workers, they will not be allowed future access to the Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,

SCAQMD, and City LEA
SCAQMD
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See above. To minimize fugitive dust emissions, the access roadways Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Emissions shall be paved and haul roads to the working face areas shall Proponent operations.
be hard packed with gravel. Paved and/or gravel roadways Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
shall extend up to new active fill areas as development of the SCAQMD, and City LEA
tandfill progresses. Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
See above. At least twice daily watering or wet sweeping to remove Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
windblown surface dust. AP-42 assigns a control efficiency Proponent operations.
of 50 percent for twice weekly cleaning of industrial paved Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
roads. With twice daily cleaning, a control efficiency in SCAQMD, and City LEA
excess of 95 percent is predicted. Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
See above. The regular application of an SCAQMD-approved chemical Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
dust suppressant with a2 manufacturer’s demonstrated control Proponent operations.
efficiency of 80 percent and subsequent watering. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
See above. The placement and proper operation of a wheel washer for Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
trucks at the site exit to minimize dust and dirt entrainment Proponent operations.
prior to trucks leaving the site. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
Heav i t See above. Operations shall be restricted to encompass no more than a Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
10-acre active working face area. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
See above. Ta the extent technically feasible, material excavated from Adverse Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
one portion of the project site shall be used as daily cover Proponent operations. .
material in an adjacent area to minimize travel distances for Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
such cover material. SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
See above. Subject to approval by the California Integrated Waste Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Management Board (CIWMB), filling in each active area Proponent operations.
shail be protonged through the utilization of a 20-foot Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
maximum cell height. This would reduce the area of CIWMB, SCAQMD, and
excavation and minimize the disturbances to the landfill, City LEA
thereby providing an effective control of fugitive dust. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, SCAQMD, and
City LEA
July 1997 SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
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See above. * A temporary vegetation cover shall be established on alt Adverse Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
slopes that are to remain inactive for a period longer than Proponent operations.
180 days. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
See above »  An SCAQMD approved soil stabilization (sealant) product Adverse Praject Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
shall be used to retard soil erosion and enhance revegetation. Proponent operations.
Soil sealant shall be applied when necessary to selected Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
working areas of the landfill. The sealant will also be used SCAQMD, and City LEA
as a binder or tackifier to hold seed during revegetation, Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
mulch, and fertilizers in-place until grasses become
established and stabilize on the landfill surface.
4.2,13 Odor Impacts Waste materials received on a daily basis at the proposed ] The natural biological processes that generate odors in a landfill None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfil{
City/County Landfill have the potential to emit detectable { through anaerobic decomposition cannot be prevented or avoided. Proponent operations.
odors prior to the application of daily cover material. However, the LFGs shail be prevented from escaping to the Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
atmosphere through the use of control measures. These measures SCAQMD, and City LEA
include using daily and intermediate cover material over Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
deposited wastes, filling any surface cracks with clean dirt as
necessary, and extracting LFG through the use of an LFG
collection and recovery system and destroying collected gases by
combustion.
See above. Operational techniques shall be utilized to control odor sources at None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
the landfill. The size of the working face shall be limited so that Proponent operations.
the area of waste exposed to the atmosphere is kept to a Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
minimum. SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
See above. Solid waste shall be compacted within 1 hour of its arrival at the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
working face. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL July 1997
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- npl ion: One monitoring probe per 1,000
feet of landfill perimeter shall be instailed to identify
potential areas of subsurface LFG migration. These probes
shall be monitored to ensure that large quantities of LFG do
not vent offsite through subsurface soils.

- Integrated Landfill Surface Sampling: The landfill surface
shall be monitored to ensure that the average concentration of
total organic compounds over the landfill surface does not
exceed SCAQMD’s standard of 50 ppm.

- Ambient Air Samples: 24-hour integrated gas samples and

required meteorological data shall be taken to assess any
impact the landfill is having on the ambient air quality at the
landfill perimeter,

The second source of odor is produced by the anaerobic The LFG collection and recovery system shall be installed in None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfitt
microbial decomposition of organic matter in refuse that phases as each portion of the landfill site is filled. The finat Proponent operations.
produces natural LFGs. Carbon dioxide (38 to 46 percent) | system shall contain a network of gas extraction wells, collection Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
and methane (53 to 60 percent) are the two main system piping, and flaring facilities. Because the LFG generation SCAQMD, and City LEA
constituents of the natural gases produced, neither of which | begins at lower levels of volume and increases during the landfill Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
has a perceptible odor to humans. However, trace amounts | site life, the gas will be flared initially until sufficient quantities
of other gases that are malodorous are also produced are available for processing into electricity.
during anaerobic decomposition. Odors can occur when
the landfill surface, due to differential settlement or
subsidence and cracks, allows the LFGs to escape into the
atmosphere.
See above. If an odor problem should develop, appropriate control measures None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
shall be implemented. These measures include the application of Proponent operations.
daily cover material or more frequent application of the cover Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
material to seal the landfill surface, or adjustments to the wells, SCAQMD, and City LEA
equipment, and operation of the LFG collection and recovery Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
system.
See above. To ensure that odors are kept to a minimum, the following odor/ None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfilt
LFG monitoring program shall be implemented for the proposed Proponent operations.
landfill project. The monitoring program shalt comply with the Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
requirements of SCAQMD Rule 1150.1 and include: SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
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- Instantaneous Landfill Surface Monitoring: Spot checks on
the landfill surface shall be made to deternine the maximum
concentration of total organic compounds measured as
methane, measured at any one point on the surface of the
fandfill does not exceed the SCAQMD’s standard of 500
ppm.

- Regular Monijtoring and Aunual Testing: LFG concentrations
at perimeter probes, gas collection system headers, the
landfill surface, and in ambient air downwind of the landfili
shall be monitored once per month or less frequently (but no
less than quarterly) as required by the SCAQMD. The LFG
collection system shall be adjusted and improved based on
quarterly monitoring data and annual stack testing results.

at the project site. Construction grading and the removal
of surficial vegetation would remove existing batriers that
cutrently act to dissipate (i.e., slow down and reduce)
water runoff from the site. As a result, the proposed
project has the potential to increase the surface water
runoff and peak discharge, increase erosion and sediment
transport, and decrease surface water quality due to
increased sediment loads until new improvements are
developed as a result of project implementation. Leachate
from saturated refuse has the potential to become
contaminated and potentially migrate.

diverted around the landfill. The method of diversion used at the
project site shall include the use of lined interceptor ditches
placed along the edges of the landfill areas. This system of
ditches shall flow into monitored sedimentation basins. After
sediment content has been reduced, surface waters shall flow into
the existing flood control channel directly gast of the project site
entrance.

See above. LFG flaring systems shall be sited as required by the SCAQMD None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
and constructed using BACT. The flames shall be totally Proponent operations.
contained within the stack. Flame arresters shall be provided to Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
the satisfaction of the City Local Enforcement Agency. To the SCAQMD, and City LEA
extent technically and econc ly feasible, gas recovered at the Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
landfill site shall be converted to energy or developed for other
beneficial uses rather than flared.
4.3 HYDROLOGY AND
WATER QUALITY
4.3.1 Surface Water Implementation of the proposed project would change the | To ensure that infiltration of surface water into the closed landfill None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
existing surface water patterns and hydrologic conditions cells is minimized, surface runoff shall be intercepted and Proponent landfill development.

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE .
LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, City B&S, and City
BOE
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See above. As development of the site proceeds, surface drainage systems None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
shall be maintained so that surface runoff is diverted away from Proponent landfill development.
working slopes and isolated from landfilled refuse. Onsite Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
drainage channels would be designed per CCR, Title 23, Division LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
3, Chapter 15, Article 3, § 2533(C), and County of Los Angeles LEA, and City BOE
Public Works Department, Flood Control Division requirements, Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City

LEA, and City BOE

See above. Per t bench drainage ditches shall be installed when final None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
cover is placed on completed portions of the landfill. These Proponent operations.
ditches shall be lined. Temporary unlined drainage facilities Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
consisting of diversion ditches (V-ditches) where necessary shall LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
directly intercept natural surface runoff . Any intermittent LEA, and City BOE
channel flow in the existing canyon bottom shall be captured, Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
channelized, and conveyed into Sedimentation Basin A. LEA, and City BOE
Diversion ditches shall convey surface runoff from the
undisturbed areas to the permanent perimeter ditches for safe
transport around the landfill footprint. Surface covers of various
types, from mulches to vegetation, shall be used to retard erosion
from areas of disturbance. In addition, areas of disturbance shall
be kept at a minimum during active filling operations.

See above. As filling operations progress upward in elevation and laterally None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
across the canyon, both permanent and temporary drainage Proponent operations.
facilities shall be used to provide appropriate drainage protection. Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
The lower elevation portions of the tandfill working face shall be LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
placed under final cover as soon as final grade is attained, and LEA, and City BOE
bench ditches shall be installed that wilt connect to adjacent, Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
permanent perimeter ditches. These ditches shall connect directly LEA, and City BOE
to the temporary diversion drainage ditches that will protect the
active landfill areas from natural surface runoff.
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The development of the project could potentially impact In order to monitor the effectiveness of those measures designed Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout fandfill
surface water runoff during onsite grading and construction | to prevent potution from entering the offsite stormwater system, Proponent operations.
activities. In addition to changes in stormwater runoff the project proponent shall be required to apply for coverage Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
volume and velocities resulting from the proposed project | under the SWRCB’s General Construction Activities Stormwater LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
implementation, there exists the potential for non- Permit Programs. LEA, and City BOE
stormwater discharges to be transported into the Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
stormwater conveyance systems. Potential soil sediments City BOE
and pollutants could be conveyed into the existing
localized stormwater system from construction activities.
Small quantities of pollutants, such as oils, lubricants, or
diesel fuels used during construction, have the potential to
enter the existing storm drainage system, thereby
degrading water quality.
See above. The surface water collection system shall be designed to collect None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
runoff and collect/retain suspended solids. Water leaving the Proponent operations.
sedimentation basins shall be monitored in accordance with Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
NPDES requirements. LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, and City BOE
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City BOE
See above. Surface water quality shall be monitored by collecting water None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
ples from the sedi ion basins to ensure that water Proponent operations.
quality protection standards (contaminant levels) as determined Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
for the site by the LARWQCB are not exceeded. LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, and City BOE
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City BOE
The 100-year, 24-hour rainfail depth for the design storm is | Sediment shall be cleaned out of the sedimentation basins after None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
9.80 inches. The anticipated post-construction peak runoff | every significant storm. Proponent operations. ’
flow at the mouth of the canyon is estimated at 2,000 cubic Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
feet per second. Expected sediment production is 24,000 LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
cubic yards/square mile (cu. yd./sq. mi.). For Sunshine LEA, and City BOE
Canyon (890 acres or area of watershed) this equates into Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City

about 33,375 cu. yds. or 20.7 acre-feet. This is the amount
of sediment ioad expected from within Sunshine Canyon
from a single design storm event.

LEA, and City BOE
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system and piece of equipment would be inspected monthly.
Procedures for inspection would vary, due to the piece of
equipment or system. However, the major elements of the
inspection program would include checking for cracks or
structural failures, inspecting parts or pieces of equipment
nonfunctioning, checking for the degradation or deterioration of
operating units, and investigating the need for cleaning or
emptying units.

See above. The final landfill cover shall be compacted and graded with a Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
minimum 3-percent gradient to preclude percolation of rainwater Proponent operations and on an on-
and direct surface water runoff away from the landfilled refuse going basis.
and into drains that ultimately discharge into the monitored Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
sedimentation basins. LARWQCB, CIWMB, City

LEA, and City BOE
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
LEA, and City BOE

See above. An erosion control plan would be implemented by the project None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
proponent to prevent stormwater pollution from construction Proponent operations and on an on-
activity. Construction materials, equipments and vehicles would going basis.
be stored or parked in areas protected from stormwater runoff. Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
Construction material loading and unloading would be in LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
designated areas to minimize any washout due to stormwater LEA, and City BOE
runoff. Pre-construction controls would be implemented to Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
include the use of a sandbagging system, including sandbag check City BOE
dams and sandbag desilting basins, which would be used to limit
runoff velocities and minimize sediment in stormwater runoff.

See above. A preventive maintenance program would be implemented by the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfili
project proponent, including inspection of facility equipment, Proponent operations and on an on-
systems, and stormwater management devices to detect going basis.
conditions that may cause breakdowns or failures resulting in Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
discharge of materials into stormwater. This program applies to LARWQCB, CIWMB, City
the onsite drainage ditches; rip-rap; berms and dikes; dust control; LEA, and City BOE
silt fences; diversion grading; and pavement surfaces. Each Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and

City BOE
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of the canyon. The potential exists for these springs and
seeps within the project site. Generally, these springs and
seeps are exposed during construction, grading, and the
removal of the alluvial materials during excavation
activities.

underdrains shall be placed in areas where seeps and springs have
been identified, and they shall collect and convey any water from
these sources to the sedimentation basin. In the event any
chemical constituents are in the seep water, the seep waters wil
be sampled, analyzed, coltected, and then sent either to the onsite
leachate freatment facility or offsite for proper treatment and
disposal. The nature and the source of the seep would be
investigated including additional sampfing and laboratory testing.

4.3.2 Groundwater The site is located within the San Femando Hydrologic In compliance with the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
Subarea of the San Femando Valley Groundwater Basin. (RCRA), Subtitle D, 40 CFR, Part 258, Subpart D, § 258.40 Proponent landfill development.
Groundwaters within the subarea are beneficially used for 1 (Design Criteria), the proposed City/County Landfill shall install Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
municipal, industrial, and agricultural water supply. Based | a composite liner system consisting of two components: (1) the LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
on site studies, groundwater appears restricted to the upper component shall consist of a minimum 30-mil flexible City LEA
alluvial material beneath Sunshine Canyon. Based upon membrane liner (FML) and (2) the lower component shall consist Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB
published literature, field hydrogeology tests, geologic of a low~permeability soil layer equivalent to at least a 2-foot
mapping and water quality data, consulting geologists have | layer of compacted low-permeability soil with a hydrautic
concluded that Jandfilling within Sunshine Canyon and conductivity of no more than 1 x 107 centimeters per second. If
specifically within the City portion of Sunshine Canyon an FML component consisting of high-density polyethylene is
would not create a significant impact on beneficial utilized, it shall be at least 60 mils thick. If a thinner soil barrier
groundwaters of the San Fernando Valley Groundwater layer of lower permeability is utilized, it shall have equal or
Basin. superior containment capability. The FML component shall be

instatled in direct and uniform contact with the underlying low-
permeability soil component. In addition, the landfill shall have a
LCRS that shall consist of either a granular layer 1-foot minimum
in thickness or a geosynthetic altemnative with an equivalent flow
capacity, and a minimum 2-foot thick protective soil cover over
which refuse will be placed. There shall also be a protective toe
berm at the landfill terminus.

See above. In accordance with RCRA Subtitle D, 40 CFR, Part 258, the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
composite liner system shall be placed under the entire landfill Proponent fandfill development.
footprint, including the canyon bottom and side slopes. Design Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
details of each site-specific liner system that shall be constructed LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
shall be described in detail in the project proponent’s ROWD for City LEA
the landfill facility. The liner systems shall be constructed and Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB
field tested in accordance with strict Quality Assurance/Quality
Control (QA/QC) procedures pursuant to criteria submitted to and
approved by the LARWQCB prior to construction.

Numerous springs and seeps have been discovered inand | Areas of natural groundwater seepage shall be intercepted by the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of

around Suuashine Canyon, primarily in the County portion | installation of a subgrade gravel drainage blanket. A series of Proponent landfill development.

Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA

Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB
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Excess water use or water spreading at or near the landfill
may result in leachate generation and have an adverse
impact on the existing groundwater conditions. Excess

The LCRS shall be installed at the base and side slopes of the
landfill. This system shall be d d and installed to collect
generated leachate for disposal consistent with LARWQCB

water used for irrigation on slopes to support vegetative
growth and dust control could create the potential for
leachate formation within the landfill mass.

qui nts. The collection system shall consist of a filter rock
blanket embedded with a system of collection pipes or a
geosynthetic alternative that collects and transports the fluid to a
holding tank. In accordance with RCRA, Subtitle D, 40 CFR,
Part 258, the collection systems shall be designed to limit the
hydraulic head on the liner to less than 12 inches. Collection
pipes shall be sized and spaced to reduce the hydraulic head in
the leachate collection system as specified in WDRs. Leachate
shall be recovered and treated onsite. The treated leachate shall
be sampled on a regular basis to affirm suitability for reuse onsite.

None

Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
Proponent tandfill development.
Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,

LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City of LEA
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB

See above.

Final design and operating conditions for the leachate removal
and treatment system shall be as specified by the LARWQCB in
the proposed landfill’s WDRs. The LCRS shall be designed and
installed in accordance with CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter
15, Article 4, § 2543 (Leachate Collection and Removal
Systems), which requires that the LCRS be designed, constructed,
maintained, and operated in a manner that collects and removes
twice the maximum anticipated daily volume of leachate from the
waste management unit.

None

Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
Proponent landfill development.
Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,

LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB

Volatile organic compounds have been detected
sporadically in one groundwater monitoring well.
Subsurface gas migration can adversely affect groundwater
quality.

A gas collection layer shall be placed beneath the liner system
where it overlies the existing inactive landfilt to mitigate the
potential for LFG migration.

None

Project - Monitoring Phase: Prior to commencement of

Proponent landfill development and
throughout landfill
operations.

Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
SCAQMD, LARWQCB,
CIWMB, and City LEA

Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and LARWQCB

Results of the testing on both surface and groundwater
samples indicated that the waters of the Sunshine Canyon
watershed are of poor quality and unfit for use as a
drinking water source. Concentrations of constituents in
the groundwater; including chloride and VOCs have been
detected at the project site. Elevated chloride
concentrations have been detected in groundwater at the
wmouth of the canyon.

The existing groundwater monitoring wells located within the
City portion of Sunshine Canyon shall continue to be monitored
during the development of the proposed project. The monitoring
system may be revised as construction progresses in the areas
where wells are located as approved by the LARWQCB.

None

Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
Proponent fandfill development.
Monitoring Agency: Project GeologistEngineer,

LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB
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See above. A preliminary closure/postclosure plan shall be provided as part None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
of the operating permit for the landfill. Closure regulations are Proponent landfill development and
contained in the CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Article 8 throughout landfill
(Closure and Postclosure Maintenance), § 2580 (General Closure operations.

Requirements) et seq. Completion of landfilling operations will Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
occur once final approved elevations are reached. LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA

See above. The design, operation, and final closure of the landfill project None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencentent of
shall be monitored by the City LEA, CIWMB, and LARWQCB Proponent landfill development and
to ensure that the Jandfill will not create significant environmental throughout landfill
impacts to local or regional water supplies. operations.

Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA

Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA

See above. Application of daily, intermediate, and final covers in accordance None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
with applicable regulatory requirements shall aid to restrict Proponent . fandfilt development and
leachate formation by inhibiting the infiltration of water into the throughout landfill
fandfill waste prism. operations.

Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA

Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA

See above. Dust control water shall be applied to wet only the upper soil None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout {andfiil

surface. Proponent operations. '
Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA
. Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA
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See above. The project shall be operated as a Class III landfill and shall not None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
accept hazardous materials or liquid waste. Further restrictions Proponent operations.
will be identified in the future WDRs required prior to project Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer;
development. Project. Horticulturalist/
Forester, LARWQCB,
CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
City LEA
Potential impacts could occur as a result of the installation | Underground diesel fuel storage tanks will be installed, monitored Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
of a 12,000 gallon underground diese! fuel storage tank. and inspected in compliance with CCR Title 23, Division 3, operations.
Chapters 16 and 17 and City of Los Angeles Municipal Code Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
Sections 57.31.34 through 57.39.18. Underground tanks would Fire Dept., and City LEA
be double-walled and have sufficient secondary containment and Enforcement Agency: City Fire Dept.
a leak interception and detection system to prevent fluid
migration.
4.3.3 Flood Hazard/ Refer to Section 4.3.1, Surface Water within this table.
Mudflow Hazard
44 BIOLOGICAL
RESOURCES
4.4.1 Vegetation and Implementation of the project would impact £3 acres of Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Wildlife Habitat arroyo willow series, 0.3 acres of southern willow scrub, Proponent operations and on an on-
431 acres of Coast live oak woodland, +82 Venturan A detailed conceptual mitigation plan shall be prepared by the going basis.
coastal sage scrub, £5 acres of chamise chaparral, +3 acres | project proponent and contain specific information on planting, .} Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
of big-cone Douglas fir and +9 acres of nonnative maintenance, and monitoring. A revegetation plan, that includes Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
grasstand. Other areas include +0.7 acres of omamental Coastal sage scrub restoration can feasibly occur onsite. The
plantings, .03 acres of mitigation area, and 125 acres of implementation of this plan will provide onsite mitigation greater
the existing inactive landfill. than 1:1 to offset the loss of coastal sage scrub.
Surface soils and seed source will be gathered from areas of the
project site and spread within onsite mitigation areas.
Two populations of slender mariposa lily would be directly | Slender Mariposa Lily None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
impacted by project development. These populations are Proponent operations and on an on-
located within the northern portion of the project site A conceptual mitigation plan for transplanting relocated lilies going basis.
within City jurisdiction. shall be developed by consulting biologists. That plan shall Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
describe transplantation techniques, monitoring, and provide data Enforcement Agency: USFWS and City Planning
required by Responsible Agencies during a 5-year monitoring Dept.
period.
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presence of westem burrowing owls, a relocation program shait
be implemented.

Development of the project within the City portion of San Diego Homed Lizard None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Sunshine Canyon could potentially disturb suitable habitat Proponent operations and on an on-
for the San Diego Horned lizard resides. This species has | Impacts on the San Diego homed lizard can be mitigated to a going basis.
been observed onsite during surveys. level of less than significant by restoring coastal sage scrub Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept:
habitat. This will create a temporal foss of the species, but the Enforcement Agency: USFWS and City Planning
population should recover following restoration of this habitat. Dept.
Topsoils should be selected that are friable to suit lizard habitat
requirements,
Because disturbances would occur to sensitive plant California Gnatcatcher None Project Monitoring Phase: Prior to onsite construction
communities, such as the Venturan coastal sage scrub and Proponent grading.
this habitat is suitable for California gnatcatchers, potential | Surveys shall be conducted for California gnatcatchers prior to Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
impacts may result. However, no gnatcatchers have been | onsite grading to determine the status of this species within Enforcement Agency: USFWS and City Planning
observed onsite during the numerous field surveys that development areas. Surveys shall be conducted in accordance Dept.
have conducted by consulting biologists. with USFWS protocol, and if present, a Section 10{a) permit from
USFWS would be obtained by the project proponent. If grading
activities occur during the nesting season (i.e., March through
July), a federally permitted biologist will survey areas of project
development to determine if the species is present. If California
gnatcatchers are present, onsite grading activities shall cease until
USFWS officials are notified. Either additional coastal sage scrub
restoration or the purchase of suitable offsite habitat will be
required, if California gnatcatchers are found onsite.
Potential breeding habitat for the feast Bell’s Vireo exists Least Bell's Vireo None Project Monitoring Phase: Prior to onsite construction
onsite within the southern willow scrub and amroyo willow Proponent grading.
series habitats. This species was not observed during Surveys shall be conducted for least Bell’s vireo prior to onsite Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
focused field studies conducted by consulting biologists. grading to determine the status of this species within development Enforcement Agency: USFWS and City Planning
areas. Surveys shall be conducted in all areas of potential habitat. Dept.
If this species is present onsite, a Section 10(a) permit from
USFWS would be obtained by the project proponent. If grading
activities occur during the nesting season (i.e., April through
July), a biologist will survey areas of project development to
determine if the species is present, If present, onsite grading
activities shall cease until USFWS officials are notified.
Potential breeding habitat exists onsite for the western Western B ing Ow None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to onsite construction
burrowing owls. This species was not observed during Proponent grading.
field studies by consulting biologists. Preconstruction surveys shall be conducted by a consulting Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
biologist at least 30 days prior to project grading to determine if Enforcement Agency: USFWS and City Planning
the species is within the project site. If surveys indicate the Dept.
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Native migratory birds are protected during breeding Migratory Bird Treaty Act Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to onsite construction
seasons. Potential impacts could occur to birds and their Proponent grading.
nest during the breeding season. To prevent the loss of an active migratory bird nest, vegetation Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
shall not be cleared during the breeding season (j.e., March 15 to Enforcement Agency: USFWS and City Planning
August 1). If vegetation clearing needs to occur, surveys shall be Dept.
conducted by biologists to determine active migratory bird nests.
All active migratory bird nests shall be protected until the young
become independent.
Project development could result in the removal of active Raptor Nests None Project Monitoring Phase: Prior to onsite construction
raptor nests. Proponent grading.
If habitat removal is proposed during the raptor breeding season Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
(i.e., March to July), a survey shall be conducted for active Enforcement Agency: USFWS and City Planning
nesting areas. If active nests are found, no construction activity Dept.
shall take place within 500 feet of an active nest, until the young
have fledged. The 500-foot perimeter around each active nest
shall be fenced. Trees containing nests shall only be removed
during the non-breeding season.
4.4.2 Wetlands and Streamzones and wetland areas located within the Qffsite Mitigation Sites None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfilt
Riparian Habitat proposed fandfill footprint and external to that area (to Proponent operations.
provide for ancillary facility construction) would be Potentiat candidate mitigation sites have been identified by the Monitoring Agency: USFWS, CDFG and City
graded, filled, or disturbed as a result of landfilting. project proponent in conjunction with resource agen cies for Planning Dept.
Approximately 2.95 acres of potential jurisdictional watess ] consideration to comp for impacts on riparian and wetland Enforcement Agency: USFWS, CDEG, and City
and wetlands and £3.75 acres of riparian habitat would be | resources as a result of project development. These sites include Planning Dept.
affected. Bull Creek, Bee Canyon and East Canyon, which are located
proximate to the project site.
Prior to the development of any detailed mitigation plans and
drawings, the final selection will be determined cooperatively by
the CDFG, Corps, SWRCB, and other regulatory agencies in
conjunction with the City and project proponent.
See above. Purchasing Wetland Credit Significant Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
Impact Proponent landfill development.
If a potential candidate site is unavailable, the project proponent Monitoring Agency: USFWS, CDFG, and City
would purchase wetland credit through an established mitigation Planning Dept.
bank. The project proponent would be required to pay an amount Enforcement Agency: USFWS, CDFG, and City
established by the mitigation bank developer (i.¢., public, non- Planning Dept.
profit, or private entity) as compensatory mitigation.
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See above. Funding of an Invasive Species Eradication Program Significant Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
Impact Proponent landfill development.
Under the direction of the Corps, the project proponent would Monitoring Agency: USFWS, CDFG, and City
seek authorization under Regional General Permit No. 41, which Planning Dept.
would allow the mechanized removal of invasive, exotic plants Enforcement Agency: USFWS, CDFG, and City
(e.g., giant reeds [Arundo donax} and salt cedar [Tamarix spp.}) Planning Dept.
from waters of the U.S., including wetlands within the jurisdiction
of the Los Angeles District of the Corps.
4.4.3 Native and N ive | Impl ion of the proposed project would require the | Native tree species shall be replaced at a 2:1 (replacement: None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Tree Resources removal of 675 native and nonnative trees. Approximately | removal) ratio, consisting of 15-gallon or 5:1 3-gallon container Proponent operations.
545 Coast live oak trees and 19 canyon live oak trees trees. Mitigation trees shall be planted prior to impacted trees Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
would be removed. Development would also directly being removed, thus allowing trees to grow to specimen size in Enforcement Agency: City Forester
impact 14 Southern Califomia black walnut trees. the field. A specimen-size tree shall be defined as a 15-gallon
tree with a minimum trunk caliper of 1 inch measured 1 foot
above ground. All mitigation trees shall be specimen size within
1 year after tree removal.
See above. Nonnative tree species shall be replaced at a 2:1 ratio, consisting None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfili
of 3-gallon Coast live oak trees. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
Enforcement Agency: City Forester
See above. A total of 100 24-inch box and 25 36-inch box size Coast live oak None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
trees shall be planted in areas identified by the City. These trees Proponent operations.
shall be natural in form. The total mitigation tree count obtained Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
using the 5:1 replacement ratio, shall be reduced by 125 trees to Enforcement Agency: City Forester
account for the inclusion of these larger trees.
See above. Mitigation tree planting shall occur within the 100+ acre open None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfiil
space buffer area located south of the existing inactive landfill. Proponent operations.
Appropriate planting locations shall be selected within the buffer Monitoring Agency:  City Planning Dept.
area based on soil type, steepness of the slope, and aspect (i.e., Enforcement Agency: City Forester
location and or direction of the sun).
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See above. Prior to tree planting, the mitigation site shall be prepped to create Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
an environment favorable for native and nonnative tree growth Proponent operations.
and survival. The initial step in tree planting is to clear away Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
unwanted grass, weeds, or brush. A minimum 3-foot radius of Enforcement Agency: City Forester
vegetation shall be cleared around the planting location. All
planting holes shalt be dug to a minimum depth of 24 inches. If
soil conditions cannot accommodate the minimum depth, planting
holes shall be relocated to a more suitable location. Trees will be
spaced 15 to 20 feet in a random, nongeometic pattem. Row or
grid spacing will be avoided to provide a natural look to the
mitigation planting.

See above. A poultry wire screen with 1-inch-diameter holes shall be None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
installed around the outside wall of the tree planting hole and Proponent operations.
folded closed on the bottom. The screen shail extend downward Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
to enclose the root ball of the tree that will protrude 1 foot above Enforcement Agency: City Forester
final grade.

See above. Backfill material shail be used for planting material and shalt None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
consist of loose friable soil. The planting shall be backfilled to a Proponent operations.
depth that allows the root crown of the plant to be even with or Monitoring Agency:  City Planning Dept.
slightly higher than the surrounding grade. All planting locations Enforcement Agency: City Forester
shall be preirrigated to ensure that moisture levels are at or near
capacity.

See above. Prior to tree planting, all containers shall be thoroughly soaked. None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Once at the mitigation site, trees shall not be removed from their Proponent operations.
containers until all site preparation work has been completed. Monitoring Agency:  City Planning Dept.
The wire cage shall be installed around the planting hole, and Enforcement Agency: City Forester
backfill material shall be filled to one-half the depth of the root
wod. A 27-gram Agriform fertilizer tablet shall be placed
approximately 1 inch from the root wod. Backfilled soil shall be
tamped and soaked to remove any air pockets.

See above. Following tree planting, the area shall be mulched with either None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
wood chip or recycled green waste. The mulch shall be applied Proponent operations.
in an even layer approximately 6 inches or more in thickness. Monitoring Agency:  City Planning Dept.

Enforcement Agency: City Forester

See above. Drip irrigation shall be provided for all planted trees to ensuse None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
adequate growth and allow year-round planting. The irrigation Proponent operations.
system shali include a liquid fertilizer injection system to Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
maintain optimum plant health and growth. Enforcement Agency: City Forester
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See above. The irrigation system shall utilize plastic polyvinyl chloride None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
piping as its main supply lines. Distribution lines shall consist of Proponent operations.
Va-inch-diameter polyethylene drip tubing. Water shall be Monitoring Agency:  City Planning Dept.
delivered to the plants via conventional drip spot emitters. Vortex Enforcement Agency: City Forester
emitters rated at 1 to 3 galions per hour shafl be used for the
emitters. All irrigation water shall be filtered through a “Y” filter
containing a 150 mesh screen. The irrigation systems shall be
controlied automatically with reniote battery-powered controllers
and electrical irrigation valves. Watering frequency and duration
shafl be adjusted as y, depending on soil condition,
weather, and plant requirements.

See above. To assure successful establishment and survival of the mitigation None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
trees, a 3-year monitoring and maintenance program shall be Proponent operations.
implemented. Each year the mitigation planting shall be Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
monitored for growth and survival. Enforcement Agency: City Forester

See above. An annual monitoring report shall be prepared and submitted to None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
the City Department of Public Works, Street Tree Division by the Proponent operations.
project proponent. This report shall detail the growth and Monitoring Agency: City Planning Dept.
survival record for each mitigation tree planted. The report will Enforcement Agency: City Forester

provide an accounting of the number of trees required for
mitigation versus the number of qualifying trees planted.
Maintenance recc dations will be included in the 1
report.

4.5
4.5.1

NOISE

Construction Noise
Impacts

Construction noise can cause short-term impacts on
ambient noise levels because the levels produced by
construction activities can reach high volumes over a short
period of time. Heavy equipment would be the primary
emiiters of noise during short-term construction phasing.

A value of 89 dBA at a distance of 50 feet is the predicted
average noise for excavation involved in the construction
of industrial and commercial facilities, and a similar level
is expected for project construction. At a distance of 1,700
feet, the nearest residential units would be exposed to a
noise Jevel of 54 dBA. Because the existing ambient noise
level near the closest receptor (located 1,700 feet
southwest of the nearest point of the construction area
onsite) is 52.4 dBA, a construction noise increase to 54
dBA at that location would not be considered a significant
increase according to thresholds criteria.

Sensitive land uses would not be impacted by project
construction; therefore, no mitigation measures would be
required.

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
SEIR 91-0377-ZC/GPA

July 1997
Page 1-59




* SUMMARY +

T 1.10-1 (Cont.)
SUMMARY MATRIX OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,
NET UNMITIGATED ADVERSE IMPACTS, MITIGATION COMPLIANCE RESPONSIBILITY AND MONITORING PHASING AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

Noise would also be produced by construction workers and | No mitigation measures required.
delivery trucks accessing the site. Construction traffic
would be largely limited to that produced by construction
worker commute trips. The main point of potential impact
would be at the landfill entrance, because all construction
workers would use this access roadway and receptors are
located directly across the street, along San Fernando
Road. Itis anticipated that 70 trips would be added to the
existing 1,970 vehicles that already use San Fernando
Road during the a.m. peak hour. An additional 70 vehicles
would add less than 0.2 dBA to the peak hour traffic noise
(and far less to the CNEL). This impact would not be
considered audible or present a significant noise impact on
sensitive receptors in the immediate area. The total project
contribution to the p.m. peak hour traffic noise level would
be considered even less since the existing p.m. peak hour
traffic volumes are greater than a.m. peak hour volumes.

4.5.2 Operational Noise The noise generated from Jandfilling operations is expected | Landfilling operations shall be limited to the hours of 6:00 a.m. to None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Impacts to be similar to noise produced during construction 6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, and from 7:00 a.m. to 2:00 Proponent operations.
activities, since construction activities and landfilling p.m. on Saturday. However, the landfill entrance gate shall be Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
activities (or operational characteristics) would utilize the | open to waste-hauling vehicles at 5:00 a.m., Monday through Planing Dept., and City LEA
same types of equipment. The noise emanating from the Friday, and at 7:00 a.m. on Saturday to provide for truck and Enforcement Agency: City Planing Dept. and City
existing, inactive landfill (associated with routine vehicle queuing. LEA

maintenance) is not audible to the residential developments
located south of the project site unless maintenance
equipment is operating near the top of the ridgelines. All
proposed operational activity related to the proposed
project would take place within the confines of Sunshine
Canyon and below the existing ridgelines. Any sound
from landfilling operations would be blocked from these
areas by intervening terrain and landscaping within the
100+ acre buffer zone.
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Because of the proximity of the landfill site to residential areas,
citizens, small commercial, and private users of the landfill shall

Sepulveda and Balboa. However, neither of these routes
contain any sensitive receptors; therefore, the impact is not
considered significant. Although the model predicts that
San Fernando Road would show a as much as 3 dBA
CNEL increase near the trailers located immediately
northeast of the landfill entrance, the actual increase would
be somewhat reduced from this value. This reduction is
due to site-bound vehicles moving slower than the modeled
speed of 40 mph, which results in traffic-generated noise
being less than presented. Furthermore, any inicrease in
traffic-generated noise would be largely masked by traffic
traveling on the I-5 Freeway, and in actuality, ambient
noise at this location is only projected to increase by
approximately { dBA. When additional ambient noises are
considered (e.g., the railroad and the firewood chopping
operation), the CNEL increase would be further reduced.
Based on the presented significance criteria, a noise impact
is considered significant when it exceeds a 3 dBA CNEL
increase; therefore, the proposed project traffic would not
result in a significant impact at this location.

be ged by the project proponent (e.g., onsite signage,
flyers, mailers) to use alternate routes (other than Balboa
Boulevatd).

None

See the above mentioned operational noise impacts.

All landfill equipment shall be equipped with air flow silencers on
intake systems and low-noise mufflers on exhaust systems that
shall be properly maintained.

None

4.6 LIGHT AND GLARE

The proposed City/County Landfill Project would require
the relocation of several onsite building structures, such as
the administrative/general office, the scale house area, and
the environmental control center. These structures would
be relocated short distances from their existing locations.
The refocation and/or the development of new
environmental control features, such as the flaring stations
and leachate treatment plant, will require lighting for
security and maintenance purposes. Therefore, several
new light sources would be created onsite.

All lighting shall be shielded and directed onto the site. No
floodlighting shall be located that can be seen directly by adjacent
residents, motorists on adjacent public streets or highways, or
pilots within the “airport approach zone.” This condition shall
not preclude the installation of low-level security lighting.

None

Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
Planing Dept., and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: City Planing Dept.
Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
Planing Dept., and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: City Planing Dept.
Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager and
City Planing Dept.
Enforcement Agency: City Planing Dept.
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Onsite security lighting and security operations would
reintroduce both limited night-lighting (stationary) and
other associated lighting (vehicle headlights) during
nightly security patrols. Since the landfill would only be
operational during day and early evening hours (5:00 a.m. -
6:00 p.m.), very low levels of artificial light will be
introduced. Onsite nighttime illumination is anticipated to
be of very limited duration and confined to specific
maintenance areas at the project site. Truck traffic
associated with early moming refuse disposal would be a
potential light source (headlights) to motorists along San
Femando Road.

See the above mentioned mitigation measure.

4.7 LAND USE

4.7.1 Community Plan and
Zoning Designations

Development of the proposed project would require a
general plan amendment from the current “Open Space”
land use designation to a “Heavy Industrial” designation
and also require a zone change from the current zoning
designation of “A1-1-O" (Agricultural Zone, Height
District 1, and Oil District Overlay) to a zoning
designation of “M3-1-O" (Heavy Industrial Zone).
Potential inconsistency with the adopted general plan and
zoning designation could result, if proposed use is
permitted.

Maintain and enhance the 100+ acre open space buffer area in the
southern portion of the site by implementing revegtation
programs in conjunction with onsite programs

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
operations.

Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager and
City Planing Dept.

Enforcement Agency: City Planing Dept.

4.7.2 General Plan
Elements

No significant impacts are anticipated.

No mitigation measures would be required.

4.7.3 Regional, State and
Federal Plans

No significant impacts are anticipated.

No mitigation measures would be required.

4.7.4 Other Landfill and
Transfer Station
Facilities

No significant impacts are anticipated.

No mitigation measures would be required.

July 1997
Page 1-62

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
SEIR"  “77-ZC/GPA



* SUMMARY ¢

SUMMARY MATRIX OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,

Table 1.10-1 (Cont.)

NET UNMITIGATED ADVERSE IMPACTS, MITIGATION COMPLIANCE RESPONSIBILITY AND MONITORING PHASING AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

48 NATURAL
RESOURCES

Historically, the project site served as an area for oil
drilling operations. The proposed project has the potential
to uncover abandoned oil welfheads. Abandonment
procedures included welding a steel plate at the surface of
each abandoned wellhead. Proposed landfill operations
will not involve placing new or reusing existing oil or gas
wells and will not deplete any of these resources.

Similarly, no gravel or soil extraction is proposed and, with
the exception of excavation for the placement of refuse and
obtaining cover material, no excavation of subsurface
materials is proposed. Therefore, the project will not result
in any significant impact on natural resources.

Refer to Section 4.9.6, Risk of Explosion for a discussion of
potential re-abandonment mitigation measures.

49  RISK OF UPSET

4.9.1 Hazardous Materiafs | Hazardous waste haulers may attempt to dispose of The landfill shall be operated as a Class III landfil}; no liquid, None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
hazardous wastes at the proposed solid waste landfill acutely hazardous, radioactive material, or infectious medical Proponent operations.
project. Significant environmental impacts could occur wastes will be accepted. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
without the implementation of a hazardous waste load- CIWMB, LARWQCB, and
checking program. The inadvertent acceptance of City LEA
hazardous waste at the landfili has the potential to result in Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, and City LEA
significant impacts on facility workers (e.g., dermal
expostre, or inhalation) if proper hazardous waste
identification, training and handling procedures are not
implemented. It is expected that small volumes of HHW's
will remain undetected and disposed of at the proposed
landfill. These wastes are generally inadvertently mixed in
with residential solid wastes by residential customers.
HHW materials removed from the waste stream and stored
onsite have the potential to result in impacts to facility
workers, if proper handling and storage procedures are not
employed.
See the above mentioned impact. Haulers disposing of drums (i.e., 55-gallon) shall have drums None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
triple-rinsed with tops and bottoms removed prior to acceptance. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
DTSC, CIWMB, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
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Notices shall be posted at prominent locations onsite to notify

None

Project

Monitoring Phase:

See above.

Throughout landfill

that acutely hazardous material is discovered, the immediate area
will be evacuated, and a qualified hazardous waste hauler shall be
contacted for immediate collection and disposal of the material at
a permitted Class I hazardous waste landfill. After any such
incident, all necessary reports shall be completed and filed by the
landfill operator with the following agencies: City of Los Angeles
Police Department, County of Los Angeles Office of the District
Attorney, Environmental Crimes Unit, City of Los Angeles Fire
Department, City of Los Angeles Department of Environmental
Affairs, and the LARWQCB. ’

waste haulers about hazardous waste policies of the landfill Proponent operations.
operator and to inform haulers that hazardous waste cannot be Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
disposed of at the facility. Signage shall help inform waste CIWMB, and City LEA
haulers of the rules and regulations governing the disposat of Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
hazardous waste.
See above. A refuse inspection program that includes direct visual inspection, None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
remote television monitors to inspect incoming rolloff-type loads Proponent operations.
and open-top vehicles, radiation detecting devices, and sensors Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
capable of detecting volatile compounds shall be implemented by SCAQMD, CIWMB, and
the landfill operator to prohibit the illegal dumping or disposal of City LEA
liquids and hazardous wastes at the landfill. Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD, CIWMB, and
City LEA
See above. The landfill operator shall implement a hazardous waste load- None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
checking program. This program shall include inspecting random Proponent operations,
loads for hazardous wastes in a segregated area of the landfill, Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
and landfill employees shall scan waste materials as they are LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
being unloaded at the active working face. City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CEWMB and City LEA
See above. If hazardous waste materials are discovered, emergency response None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
shall include worker identification and notification procedures, Proponent operations.
cordoning off the area, and notifying Cal-EPA, DTSC for Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
hazardous waste identification. Once hazardous waste is DTSC, CIWMB, City Police
identified, the material shall be removed, containerized, and Dept., and City LEA
temporarily stored onsite, if safe to handle. In the unlikely event Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
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operated inadequately and provided a potential food source
for common scavenging birds such as pigeons, crows, and
sea gulls, potential impacts could result in food and other
wastes being carried to nearby properties, feathers and
excrement deposited in proximity to the point of origin,
and ticks, mites, lice, and fleas associated with the birds
could tr it di toh Many items that would
be stored and utilized at the landfill facilities (e.g.,
administrative and employee ancillary buildings) have the
potential to attract vectors (e.g., food, seed, office
supplies).

See above. Landfill employee training programs on hazardous waste None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
detection shall be conducted. These programs shall be presented Proponent operations.
during preemployment and for subsequent annual review for all Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
employees. DTSC, CIWMB, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
The proposed operation of the landfill also has the The spill response program shall be part of required training for None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
potential to result in small spills of potentiaily hazardous all facility employces. In the event of a spill, containment is Proponent operations.
liquids (e.g., diesel fuel, oil, propane, ammonia) used in paramount. All landfill employees shall be trained to use dirt Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
landfill operations. Landfill employees must be trained to  { and/or other absorbent materials to pick up and/or contain small LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
respond to leaks that may arise from leaking cargo or spills of oils, solvents, and/or other materials that may be harmful City LEA
equipment failure, engine or transmission leaks, fuel and to the public, facility workers, or the environment. Training in Enforcement Agency: LARWQCB, CIWMB, and
hydraulic tank or hose leaks (as well as seals), or other the use of personal protective equipment, fire extinguishing aids City LEA
failures. (e.g., hoses or extinguishers), and spill containment/mitigation
(e.g., absorbents) shall be provided.
See the above mentioned hazardous materials impacts. Full-time inspectors shall be employed onsite for inspection of None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
waste materials. Full-time inspectors shalt be d d by the City Proponent operations.
to be qualified through training and experience to perform Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
assigned duties. CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
49.2 Vectors The proposed City/County Landfill Project has the The landfill operator shall monitor the site on a regular basis for None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
potential to attract several different types of vectors to the | vector activity. In addition, the site shall be inspected by the City Proponent operations.
project site. Certain types of vectors, such as rodents and | LEA on a regular schedule. Corrective measures shall be Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
insects, can be transported to the site via collection immediately taken should a vector problem be detected. CIWMB, and City LEA
vehicles or self-haul trucks. If the proposed project was Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL

SEIR 91-0377-ZC/GPA

July 1997

Page 1-65




«SUMMARY «

Table 1.10-1 (Cont.)

SUMMARY MATRIX OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,

NET UNMITIGATED ADVERSE IMPACTS, MITIGATION COMPLIANCE RESPONSIBILITY AND MONITORING PHASING AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

See above. Vectors (bird activity) shall be effectively eliminated by stringing None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
wire or monofilament line (15 to 20 pound test) above the active Proponent operations.
landfill working areas at intervals of 100 to 150 feet, or by other Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
approved means. This disrupts the birds’ circling patterns to the CIWMB, and City LEA
extent that they do not attempt to land or congregate to feed on Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
the refuse.
See above. Flies shall be controlled at the project site by a trap-and-destroy None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
program. The use of sprays shall be avoided to the fullest extent Proponent operations.
possible. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
See above. Rodent-related problems shall be controlled by operational None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
techniques that are in accordance with recommendations from the Proponent operations.
City LEA and the Cal-EPA. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
See above. Operational techniques shall be utilized to limit vector activity, None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfil
including compacting waste at the landfill active working face, Proponent operations.
properly applying cover material; keeping the active working face Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
as small as safely possible given the type and number of landfill CIWMB, and City LEA
equipment, properly grading interim fill surfaces and final fill Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
slopes, and eliminating ponding areas at the project site.
See above. Al equipment shall be in good condition and cleaned in a None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
frequency and manner so as to prevent the propagation or Proponent operations.
attraction of fiies, rodents, or other vectors, and the creation of Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
nuisances. CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
See above. Iterns used at the landfill facility that could attract vectors (e.g., None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfilt
food, seed, office supplies, etc.) shall be stored in closed Proponent operations.
containers and/or within an enclosed structure. These containers Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
shall be inspected regularly and shall be disposed of if they CIWMB, and City LEA
appear to be an attraction to any vectors. Enforcement Agency: CTWMB and City LEA
See above. Salvaged materials generated onsite or imported shall be placed None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
away from storage areas, other activity areas, and limited to a Proponent operations.
volume approved by the City LEA, local land use authority, or Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
other approval agencies, minimizing the harborage or attraction of CIWMB, and City LEA
flies, rodents, or other vectors, and the creation of nuisances. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
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the O’Melveny Park area, along Balboa Boulevard and San
Fernando Road, and in other residential areas located in proximity
to the landfill, that may be affected by offsite litter migration. On
a daily basis, the cleanup crews shall inspect the surrounding area
to assess if more frequent cleanups are required.

See above. All buildings, paved areas, landscaped areas, and perimeter areas None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
shall be inspected regularly for signs of vectors. Any building Proponent operations.
openings, ground holes, and defici shall be repaired as they Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
are discovered during routine inspections to prevent the intrusion CIWMB, and City LEA
of any ground vectors. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
See above. In the event that vectors may occur onsite, appropriate measures None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfili
shall be implemented (e.g., the use of a professional Proponent operations.
exterminator). Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
4.9.3 Litter Solid waste landfills have the potential to generate litter, The tandfill site shall be operated to minimize litter generation None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
which can result in potential nuisance or aesthetic impacts. | through implementation of the following measures: compaction of Proponent operations.
Because the project site is located in the eastem edge of waste at the working face (i.e., 1,400 pounds of compaction per Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
the Santa Susana Mountains near the entrance of the cubic yard) periodic application of cover material during the day CIWMB, and City LEA
Newhalt Pass area, wind conditions within this area could | and at the end of the working day, and maintenance of the active Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
potentially transport litter offsite into surrounding land working face areas as small as safely possible given the type and
uses. quantity of landfill equipment.
See above. Litter and debris shall be contained within the landfill property None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
boundaries by the use of secondary litter fences (located along the Proponent operations.
outside perimeter of the landfill) and by portable litter fences Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
placed adjacent to the active working face areas. CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
See above. The landfi)} operator shall inform owners of registered vehicles, None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
by signage, to comply with vehicle tarping requirements under Proponent operations.
§ 23114 and 23115 of the California Vehicle Code. Those waste Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
haulers who repeatedly violate this code shall not be allowed to CIWMB, and City LEA
dispose of their waste loads at the facility or shall be fined until Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
corrective measures are taken. .
See above. On-a-once a week basis, or as needed, the landfill operator shall None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout Jandfill
mobilize cleanup crews to provide litter pickup services within Proponent operations.

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Project Site Manager, City
Planning Dept., and City
LEA

City Planning Dept. and
City LEA
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be documented and any necessary improvements shall be made,
including:

- Landfill personne! shall continuously patrol the
access road to the scales from the time the
landfill opens until the time of closure in the
evening.

- Improperly covered or contained loads that may
result in a significant release of litter shall be
immediately detained and the condition
corrected, if practical, before the load proceeds
to the active working face areas. If correction
cannot be made, the load shall be conducted
under escort to the working face.

- All debris found on or along the landfill entrance
and working face access roads shall be
immediately removed.

- Operating areas shall be located in wind-
shielded portions of the landfill during windy
periods.

- Litter fences shall be installed in operating active
working face areas, as deemed necessary by the
LEA.

See above. Landfill employees shall watch for any illegal dumping activities Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
on or around the project site. The landfill litter control crew shall Proponent operations.
provide cleanup service for areas surrounding the project site. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
See above. The administrative offices shall be equipped with a radio dispatch None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
system that can quickly engage crews to respond to perceived Proponent operations.
litter complaints in the surrounding neighborhoods. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB
See above. The onsite City LEA shall inspect the landfill on a regular basis, None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
at which time the effectiveness of the litter control program shall Proponent operations.

Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
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4.9.4 Employee Safety The proposed project has the potential to result in serious | The landfill operator shall implement an 1IP program in None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
and Site Security workplace accidents due to the movement of heavy compliance with CCR, Title 8, § 3203, designed to protect Proponent operations.
equipment and accidents to workers performing employees from work-related hazards associated with operation Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
maintenance or repair wotk on heavy machinery. Failure | of the landfill site. Unsafe or unhealthful work conditions, CIWMB, CalVOSHA, and
to lock out and block machinery before working on such practices, or procedures shall be immediately corrected by the City LEA
equipment can result in serious injury or possible death. fandfill operator. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/lOSHA
The proposed project has the potential to create safety risks
to landfill workers or visiting refuse haulers if onsite safety
measures are not implemented.
See above. Each supervisor or manager shall conduct regular periodic None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfitl
inspections to identify less-than-adequate or unsafe working Proponent operations.
conditions, improper or unsafe work practices, or procedures in Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
their work areas. The maintenance supervisor shall be notified of CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
needed repairs or corrective measures using a “safety inspection City LEA
report” form. Additional inspections shall be accomplished Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/OSHA
whenever new prc , procedures, sut , or equipment
are introduced into the workplace or when a supervisor becomes
aware of a new, potential, or previously unrecognized hazard.
See above. Appropriate inspection checklists shall be developed, used, and None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
maintained to accurately reflect various exposures in different Proponent operations.
work areas. Daily observation of the workplace environment by Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
employees, supervisots, managers, and the safety director shatl CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
occur. Discrepancies shall be reported. Records of inspections, City LEA
deficiencies, and comrective measures shall be maintained in the Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/OSHA
safety/maintenance offices.
See above. If a problem or discrepancy is identified, an inspection report None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
shall be prepared. The report shall identify the priority assigned Proponent operations.
to each discrepancy, as follows: Priority One, resolve the problem Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
immediately; Priority Two, resolve the problem by the end of the CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
working day; Priority Three, resolve the problem within 48 to 72 City LEA
hours; and Priority Four, resolve the problem within | week as Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and CalOSHA
soon as the part(s) and/or materials are available. Unsafe work
practices shall be interrupted immediately by the observing
supervisor. Appropriate training shall be implemented. If the
unsafe practice continues, progressive discipline shali be
employed.
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See above. Communication of safety and health methods to employees shall None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
include verbal communication with employees at quarterly safety Proponent operations.
meetings; smatl group meetings conducted by first-line Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
supervisors with their respective employee groups that shall be CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
weekly “tailgate,” “toolbox,” or operations and safety meetings; City LEA
written safety and health issues posted on employee butletin Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/OSHA
boards; safety posters; suggestion boxes for employees to
anonymously utilize; and action by management to evaluate and
implement the pertinent employee safety suggestions.

See above. Accident/injury reports, inspections, and findings, including None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfilt
corrections and training records, shall be kept for 3 years. The Proponent operations.
OSHA Log 200 shall be retained by the tandfill operator for a Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
period of 5 years. Medical records for those employees involved CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
in handling of hazardous wastes shall be maintained for a period City LEA
of 30 years after employment termination. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/lOSHA

See above. First-aid kits shall be located in dispatch, maintenance, scale None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
houses, and corporate administrative offices, in addition to all Proponent operations.
supervisor vehicles. These kits shall contain “Band-Aids,” Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
bandages, sprays, llaneous ointments, and minor treatment CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
supplies. These supplies are intended for treatment of smali or City LEA
nonserious cuts, burns, scrapes, etc. Injuries requiring medical Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/lOSHA
attention shall be treated at the Holy Cross Medical Center. This
hospital shall also provide ambulance service.

See above. The landfill operator shall implement an emergency action plan in None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
compliance with CCR, Title 8, § 3220. This plan shall designate Proponent operations.
emergency escape routes and procedures, rescue and medical Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
duties, methods for reporting fires and other emergencies; and CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, City
names of persons and departments to contact during an Fire Dept., and City LEA
emergency. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and

City Fire Dept.
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W
See above. The landfill operator shall implement a fire prevention plan in None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
compliance with CCR, Title 8, § 3221. Components of this Proponent operations.
written fire prevention plan shall include potential fire hazards Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
and their proper handling and storage procedures; potential CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, City
ignition sources (i.e., welding or smoking}, their control Fire Dept., and City LEA
procedures, and the type of fire protection equipment or systems Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
that can control a fire involving them; names or regular job tittes City Fire Dept.
of those responsible for maintenance of equipment and systems
installed to prevent or control ignitions or fires; and names or
regular job titles of those responsibie for the control of
accumulation of flammable or combustible waste materials.
See above. In compliance with CCR, Title 8, § 3314, lockout/blockout None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
procedures shall be implemented at the proposed project. Proponent operations.
Machinery or equipment capable of movement shall be stopped Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
and the power source deenergized or disengaged: if necessary, the CIWMB, CalfOSHA, and
moveable parts shall be mechanically blocked or locked out to City LEA
prevent inadvertent movement during cleaning, servicing, or Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/OSHA
adjusting operations. If the machinery or equipment must be
capable of movement during this period in order to perform the
specific task, the designated station or supervisor shall
minimize the hazard of movement by providing and requiring the
use of extension tools or other methods to protect employees from
injury. Prime movers, equipment, or power-driven machines
equipped with lockable controls or readily adaptable to lockable
controls shall be locked out or positively sealed in the “off ”
position during repair work and setting-up operations. The
operator shall provide a sufficient number of accident prevention
signs or tags and padlocks, seals or other similarly effective
means to safely conduct repairs.
See above. Personal protective equipment shall be provided to all operations None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout fandfiil
employees and will include hard hats, heavy gloves, ear plugs, Proponent operations.
dust masks, safety boots, goggles, and safety vests. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
City LEA
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The landfill operator shall comply with all applicable safety

Project

Monitoring Phase:

Throughout landfill

health impacts to surrounding area residents. Results from
the proposed project’s low-level air quality health risk
assessment indicate that no significant impacts would be
anticipated.

shall include discussions with appropriate technical experts and
regulatory agencies responsible for the on- and offsite monitoring
activities at the project site. The advisory committee would be
responsible for presenting information and discussions of these
regulatory agency members back to area residents through
planned informational meetings.

ordinances contained in the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
B&S, City Police Dept., and
City LEA
Enforcement Agency: City B&S, City Police Dept.,
and City LEA
Potential problems from a breach of site security along the | The landfill operator shall maintain perimeter fencing in and None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfiit
perimeter of the project proponent’s boundary could around the site in accordance with CCR, Title 14, § 17658 to Proponent operations.
involve unauthorized dumping, scavenging, vandalism, or | discourage illegal entry to the landfill. Where existing Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
arson. If security are not impl ted, topography conditions create an effective barrier, no perimeter B&S, City Police Dept., and
unauthorized entry to the landfill could result in potential fencing shall be installed. Entrance and access gates shall remain City LEA
injuries, vandalism to equip buildings, and other locked when the landfill facility is not in operation. All existing Enforcement Agency: City B&S, City Police Dept.,
TESOUrces. perimeter fencing shall be inspected on a routine basis by the and City LEA
landfill operator, and necessary repairs shall be made to ensure a
continued deterrent for unauthorized entry to the project site.
Additionally, the landfill operator shall maintain posted “no
trespassing” signage at the exterior perimeter fencing nearest the
project site entrance.
See above. All fandfill equipment shall be properly maintained and operated None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
to minimize the health and safety impacts on landfill personnel Proponent operations.
and the public. Standby equipment shall be made available Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
during periods of vehicle maintenance or breakdown. SCAQMD, CIWMB, and
City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD, CIWMB, and
City LEA
4.9.5 Human Health The proposed project could potentially create a significant | A citizen’s advisory committee shall be established to address None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
human health impact if the proposed landfill operation area resident health concems about the existing inactive and Proponent operations.
were to create carcinogenic risks or other related human proposed City/County Landfill Project. The committee’s mandate Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager and

City LEA
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4.9.6 Risk of Explosion
Landfill Gas and Collection Potentially, the LFGs could be vented into the ambient Onsite structures shall be continuously monitored for the presence None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
System atmosphere. One type of LFG, methane, is highly volatile | of unsafe levels of methane gas. Proponent operations.
and has the potential to explode. During a significant Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
seismic event, the LFG collection and flaring system could Engineer, CIWMB,
malfunction and cause an explosion. SCAQMD, City Fire Dept.,
and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, SCAQMD, City
Fire Dept., and City LEA
See above. If necessary, the landfill operator shall install electrical (e.g., None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
battery backup) combustible gas detectors in habitable structures. Proponent operations.
Employees shall be trained in all applicable safety requirements Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
to prevent any upset conditions from occurring. Engineer, CIWMB,
SCAQMD, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, SCAQMD, and
City LEA
See above. Risks associated with the gas collection and flaring system shall None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
be mitigated through use of flexible piping, flame arrectors, Proponent operations.
sensors, and automatic shutoff controls. Numerous safety Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
shutdown devices have been designed and instatled into the flare Engineer, CIWMB,
station, including a telephone auto-dialer, to provide emergency SCAQMD, and City LEA
notification. All gas extraction equipment, including gas Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, SCAQMD, and
condensate and propane tanks, shall be adequately secured to City LEA
prevent damage during a ic event. Inspections of the gas
collection and flaring system shall be performed after ground
shaking from an earthquake, and necessary action shall be taken
to correct any potential problems.
Abandoned Well Sites Excavation activities for landfill construction have the Equipment operators involved in excavation shall be made None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfiil.
remote potential to unearth an unrecorded, abandoned oil cognizant of the potential p of existing unrecorded, Proponent operations.
or natural gas well. If not properly identified, and sheared | subsurface weltheads. If a wellhead (or other unidentifiable Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
off by heavy equipment during excavation activities, the obstruction) is encountered during construction all excavation Engineer, Onsite Safety
well could release explosive gas into the atmosphere, activities shall cease. The area will be cordoned off, and the Monitor, SCAQMD, and
thereby exposing construction workers, refuse haulers, or 1 landfill supervisor shall be called to determine whether the City LEA
the public to a hazardous situation. obstruction is an abandoned wellhead. Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
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See above. A portable explosive gas detection device shall be utilized to ~ Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
determine whether the obstruction is a wellhead that may be Proponent operations.
leaking natural gas. If this is the case, all personnel shall be Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
evacuated within a 500-foot radius and a representative from the Engineer, Onsite Safety
California Department of Oil and Gas shall be notified. Monitor, Cal. Dept. of Oil
Excavation activities shall cease until further instruction from and Gas, SCAQMD, and
Department of Qil and Gas is received. If gas is not detected, a City LEA
backhoe or similar type of equipment shall be brought in to Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
further expose the obstruction. If necessary, proper abandonment
procedures will be utilized following Department of Oil and Gas
protocol.
nd Excavati Landfill employees working within trenches and A portable explosive gas detection device shall be utilized in None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
excavations have the potential to be exposed to methane trenches and excavations to determine the presence of methane Proponent operations.
gas from the inactive City Landfill or from naturatly gases. If unsafe concentrations of gas exist, all employees would Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
occurring hydrogen sulfide gasses found in areas of former | be immediately removed from the area of unsafe gas Engineer, Onsite Safety
oil-drilling operations. concentration. The safety monitor would be responsible for Monitor, Cal. Dept. of Qil
ensuring that appropriate worker safety equipment is operable to and Gas, SCAQMD, and
prevent the potential for methane gas explosions. City LEA
Enforcement Agency: SCAQMD and City LEA
4.9.7 Airport Safety Because Whiteman Air Park is located approximately 5 In accordance with CCR § 17258.10 and 40 CFR Section 258.10, None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project construction.
(Bird Strikes) miles southeast of the project site in Pacoima a remote the project proponent will notify Whiteman Air Park and the FAA Proponent Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager and
potentiat impact could occur. This small field supports of the proposed project and projected startup date. City LEA
approximately 300 operations per day. No recorded bird Enforcement Agency: City LEA
strikes at Whiteman Air Park have been attributed to past
landfilt operations.
4.9.8 Electromagnetic No significant environmental impacts are anticipated. No mitigation measures would be required.
Fields
4.10 POPULATION Environmental impacts determined not to be significantin | No mitigation would be required
the Initial Study and Checklist, dated July 25, 1991.
4.11 HOUSING Environmental impacts determined not to be significant in | No mitigation would be required
the Initial Study and Checklist, dated July 25, 1991.
4.12 RIGHT-OF-WAY Refer to Section 4.13, Transportation and Circulation, for | No mitigation measures would be required.
AND ACCESS discussion of this topical issue.
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4,13 TRANSPORTATION
AND CIRCULATION

4.13.1 Traffic Roxford Street at the I-5 Freeway (SB onramp) operates at | See mitigation measures below.
an existing LOS “F” during the a.m. peak hour, and San
Fernando Road at Balboa Boulevard operates at an existing
LOS “E” during the p.m. peak hour. The remaining key
intersections all operate at LOS “D” or better. For the
proposed project, 10 of the 13 key intersections are
anticipated to operate at a LOS “D" or better during a.m./
p.m. peak hours. However, the remaining three
intersections are expected to operate at LOS “E” or LOS
“F” during one or both of the a.m./p.m. peak hours in Year
1998 prior to the addition of cumulative traffic. Based on
the forecast Year 1998 background traffic volumes, the
following three intersections are anticipated to operate at
LOS “E” or LOS “F” during either the a.m. or p.m. peak
hours: Roxford Street at the I-5 Freeway (SB offramp),
San Fernando Road at Balboa Boulevard, and San
Fernando Road at Sierra Highway.

With the addition of cumulative traffic, significant impacts | See mitigation measures below.
to traffic conditions will occur at Year 1998, at the
following three key intersections: Roxford Street at the I-5
Freeway (SB ramp), San Femando Road at Balboa
Boulevard, and San Femando Road at Sierra Highway.
Furthermore, with the addition of project-generated traffic,
conditions will deteriorate Year 1998 LOS conditions at
two key intersections and include Roxford Street at
Encinitas and the I-5 Freeway (NB ramp), and San
Fernando Road at the project entrance. Five key
intersections will experience “significant” CMA (V/C)
increases in the a.m./p.m. peak hours. These intersections
include the following: Roxford Street at the 1-5 Freeway
(SB offramp), Roxford Street at Encinitas and I-5 Freeway
(NB offramp), San Fernando Road at Balboa Boulevard,
San Fernando Road at Sierra Highway, and San Fernando
Road at project driveway.
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As part of the key intersection capacity analysis, a queuing
evaluation was performed on the following four key
intersections that intersect with the I-5 Freeway: (1)
Roxford Street at I-5 Freeway (SB offramps), (2) Roxford
Street at Encinitas Avenue and the I-5 Freeway (NB
offramp), (3) Roxford Street at the I-5 Freeway (NB
offramp), and (4) San Fernando Road at the I-5 Freeway
(SB offramp). The results of the queuing analysis indicate
that existing ramp storage is sufficient to accommodate
forecasted Year 1998 traffic volumes. Each ramp location
currently provides over 1,000 feet of queuing capacity.
Roxford Street at I-5 Freeway (NB offramp) would be used
regularly by project-generated traffic. It is anticipated that
971 and 1,152 vehicles would use this offramp during the
a.m. and p.m. peak hours, respectively. A maximum
queue length for 14 vehicles per lane can be provided.

This equates into a total queue length of approximately 700
feet. Approximately 1,000 feet of storage is provided at
this ramp location.

See mitigation measures below.

Mitigation measures would be required at the five key
intersections to offset significant impacts resulting from
project-related traffic and mitigate for unsatisfactory
operating conditions. Acceptable service levels are
anticipated to occur during both the a.m. and p.m. peak
hours with these roadway improvements. In March 1996,
LADOT verified that the mitigation measures proposed
and conceptual mitigation improvements to alteviate
significant environmental impacts at the five key
intersections for the proposed project were deemed
“acceptable” to that City department. These mitigation
measures would reduce cumulative impacts resulting from
development of the proposed project. These measures are
intended to offset the cumulative impacts due to project
implementation. Cumulative traffic is not expected to
impact either local area streets or the freeway systems
within the region on either a project-specific basis or
curnulative basis with the implementation of these
mitigation measures. Therefore, no significant impacts are
anticipated as a result of project implementation.

For those intersections where project-related traffic volumes are
expected to create poor operating conditions and/or significantly
impact the operating conditions of the study area intersections,
mitigation is designed to improve and/or change the existing

intersection geometry, thereby, increasing existing i n
capacity.
Capacity improv ts shall include roadway widening, roadway

restriping, reconfigurating roadways, or providing additional
tanes to various approaches of a key intersection.

Roxford Street at the 1-5 Freeway. (SB ramp)

¢ Restripe southbound approach on Roxford Street to provide
dual left-turn lanes and one through lane.

ncinitas/I-5

¢ Restripe westbound through lane on Encinitas Avenue to
left/through option lane.

None

Project
Proponent

Prior to commencement of
landfill development.
Monitoring Agency: LADOT

Enforcement Agency: LADOT

Monitoring Phase:
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San Femando Road at Balboa Boulevard

¢ This key intersection features two through lanes in each
direction on San Fernando Road and two northbound
approach lanes, striped as an exclusive {efi-tum lane and an
option left-right turn lane, are provided on Balboa
Connector. A separate westbound left-tum lane as well as
protected left-turn phasing is provided. Existing pavement
widths and physical constraints (i.e., hillside encroachment)
do not allow for any physical improvements, such as
providing an exclusive eastbound right-tum lane on San
Femando Road for heavy existing and anticipated right-turn
volumes.

Given the lack of available physical improvements, it is
recommended that automatic traffic surveillance and control
signal equipment be installed at this intersection. LADOT
believes that the overall capacity of an intersection increases
7 percent by allowing a computer signal control system to
improve the efficiency of operations. Preliminary discussions
with LADOT staff indicate that this is a possible mitigation
measure that could be implemented to offset the impact of
Sunshine Canyon Landfill Project traffic.

San Fernand { 3t Sierra Hig!

¢ Restripe northbound through lane on San Fernando Road to
through/right option lane.

San F l iect driv

*  Restripe San Fernando Road to provide a second northbound
left-turn lane. The installation of automatic traffic
surveillance and control signal equipment is recommended
at this intersection.

4.13.2  Los Angeles No significant impacts are anticipated.
County Congestion
Management
Program

No mitigation measures would be required.

4.13.3 Construction-Related | No significant impacts are anticipated.
Traffic

No mitigation measures would be required.
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4.13.4 Parking and Safety
Concerns

Although no significant impacts are anticipated, the
following mitigation measure is proposed by the project
proponent to alleviate any potential safety concerns
resulting from truck traffic at the landfill entrance.

Until the installation of a signal at the landfill entrance occurs,
vehicular warning signs shall be placed in NB/SB directions
along San Fernando Road (authorized by LADOT) to slow traffic
along that roadway.

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:
Enforcement Agency:

Prior to commencement of
tandfill development.
LADOT

LADOT

4.13.5  Access Road in

Sunshine Canyon

No significant impacts are anticipated.

No mitigation measures would be required.

4.13.6 Public Transportation

No significant impacts are anticipated.

No mitigation measures would be required.

Rail and Light Rail

No significant impacts are anticipated.

No mitigation measures would be required.

Bicycle Routes ‘While the conflict between trucks and bicycles could be a | The following mitigation measure is proposed by the project None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to commencement of
potential localized impact, it is anticipated that bicyclists proponent to address any potential Jocalized impact along the San Proponent landfill development.
would utilize safe designated bicycle lanes for commuting ] Fernando Road bicycle lane from increased truck traffic at or near Monitoring Agency: LADOT
to and from work or for recreational use. No significant the project site: Enforcement Agency: LADOT
impacts are anticipated.

*  Signs acceptable to the City shall be posted at or near the
entrance to the landfilt facility. These signs shall caution the
public that heavy truck traffic exists in the area.
4.14 PUBLIC SERVICES
4.14.1 Fire and Emergency The development of the proposed project will introduce Onsite water trucks shall provide sufficient water storage and None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Medical Services additional workers onsite and would have the potential to | pumping capabilities to extinguish fires. Tracked dozers and Proponent operations.
place a greater demand on existing fire protection and scrapers shall be utilized to smother any onsite fires. Easily Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
paramedic resources. The proposed project would require | accessible soil stockpile areas for daily cover shall be used by CIWMB, LAFD, and City
a fire flow of 5,000 gallons per minute, at 20 pounds per landfill personnel to smother onsite fires. LEA
square inch (psi) for a 5-hour duration. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Based on a required fire flow of 2,000 GPM, the first-due | Definitive plans and specifications shall be submitted to the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill:
engitte company should be within 1% miles and the first LAFD and requirements for necessary permits satisfied prior to Proponent operations.
fire truck company should be within 2 miles of a project. commencement of landfill development. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
The first-due engine company is 2% miles from the project CIWMB, LAFD, and City
site and the first-due truck company is approximately 4.3 LEA
miles from the site. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, and City

LEA
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Page 1-78

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL

SEIR T-ZCIGPA



i

+ SUMMARY ¢

Table 1.10-1 (Cont.)
SUMMARY MATRIX OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,
NET UNMITIGATED ADVERSE IMPACTS, MITIGATION COMPLIANCE RESPONSIBILITY AND MONITORING PHASING AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

See the above mentioned fire impacts. The project proponent shall maintain and expand existing onsite None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
fire response capabilities by using heavy operating equipment and Proponent operations.
readily available fire-extinguishing equipment. A 200-foot long, Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
1%-inch-diameter fire hose shall be available on water trucks for CIWMB, LAFD, and City
firefighting at the landfill working face area. If necessary, earth LEA
moving equipment shall be used to control fires by smothering Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, and City
fires with dirt. LEA
See the above mentioned fire impacts. Hydrants shall be installed in conformance with LAFD None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
requirements and Los Angeles City Fire Code § 57.09.06. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and LAFD
See the above mentioned fire impacts. New construction and placement of water tanks, water mains, and None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout Jandfill
fire hydrants shall be completed prior to landfilling operations and Proponent operations.
shall meet final fire flow requirements determined by the LAFD. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Brush fires have the potential to occur within the project The project proponent shall maintain brush clearance within 100 None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
site area. The proposed project has the potential to result ] feet of landfill operations and structures as specified in the Los Proponent operations.
in landfi}l surface fires. The primary hazard caused by a Angeles City Fire Code § 57.21.07 and 57.25.01. Fire-resistant Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
tandfill surface fire is burn injuries and smoke inhalation to { native plants shall be maintained free of combustible litter (i.e., CIWMB, LAFD, and City
individuals near the fire area. partly decayed/organic matter). These plants shall be used LEA
without restriction within this brush clearance zone. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and LAFD
See the above mentioned fire impacts. Fire breaks, roads, and fire trails shall be maintained by the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
project proponent in accordance with the Los Angeles City Fire Proponent operations. .
Code § 57.09.04 and 57.25.03. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and LAFD
See the above mentioned fire impacts. No building or portion of a building shall be constructed more None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
than 150 feet from the edge of a roadway of an improved street, Proponent operations.
access road, or designated fire lane. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, City BOE,
City B&S, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, City BOE,

amd City B&S
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See the above mentioned fire impacts.

Any person owning or having control of any facility, structure, or
group of structures on the premises shall provide and maintain
LAFD access.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout landfill
operations.

Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, City BOE,
City B&S, and City LEA
CIWMB, LAFD, City BOE,
and City B&S

See the above mentioned fire impacts.

Access for LAFD apparatus and personnel to and into all
structures shall be required.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout landfill
operations.

Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, City BOE,
City B&S, and City LEA
LAFD, City BOE, and City
B&S

See the above mentioned fire impacts.

Construction of the realigned access roadway shall not exceed 15
percent in grade. An access road shall be constructed and
maintained around the working area of the landfill for emergency
access for fire fighting equipment.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout landfill
operations.

Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, City BOE, City
B&S, and City LEA
CIWMB, City BOE, and
City B&S

See the above mentioned fire impacts.

The project proponent shall temporarily close the landfill if a fire
of regional significance is located near the project area and poses
an imminent threat to the safety of landfill employees.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout landfill
operations.

Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA

CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA

See the above mentioned fire impacts.

A detailed fire response plan shall be prepared by the project
proponent that incorporates LAFD requirements.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase:

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:

Throughout landfill
operations.

Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA

CIWMB and LAFD
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Enforcement Agency:

See the above mentioned fire impacts. Fire extinguishers shall be maintained in all heavy equipment, Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
onsite work vehicles, and all str as required by the Los Proponent operations.
Angeles LAFD. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
See the above mentioned fire impacts. Signs shall be posted onsite and in a manner approved by the City None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
Fire Chief prohibiting open bumning within the project area, as Proponent operations.
specified under City of Los Angeles Fite Code, § 57.25.02. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and LAFD
See the above mentioned fire impacts. All intemal combustion engines used in landfilling operations None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
shall be equipped with spark arresters. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and LAFD
See the above mentioned fire impacts, Landfilt equipment shall be cl § regularly to reduce the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
potential for equipment fires. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
See the above mentioned fire impacts. Vehicle and mechanical inspections shall be performed on a None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
regular basis, and focus on the electrical system, hydraulic, and Proponent operations.
fuel lines, Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,

CIWMB, LAED, and City
LEA
CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
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generated. Nonresidential development would produce
jobs that may stimulate residential growth that could
generate students. Based on available student capacity at
these schools this amount of additional students is
considered less than significant.

and Safety that all applicable school impact fees have been paid.

The acceptance of hot loads at the project site has the The project proponent shall provide fire control in compliance None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
potential to create a significant fire hazard without the with CCR, Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Atticle 7.6, § 17741 Proponent operations.
implementation of mitigation measures. Another potential | (Burning Wastes). If bumning waste is received at the landfill site Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
fire source at a landfill site is subsurface refuse fires. it shall be deposited in a safe, isolated area of the landfill and CIWMB, LAFD, and City
Impacts from a subsurface fire would result in accelerated | extinguished. If burning waste has been deposited at the working LEA
local settlement in the vicinity of the fire and the venting of | face area, it shall immediately be excavated, spread, and Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, and City
smoke or combustion of by-products through the landfill extinguished. LEA
cover material.
See the above mentioned impact. In the event the project proponent detects of settlement or venting None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
of smoke, the City LEA shall be contacted. The project Proponent operations.
proponent under the direction of the City LEA shall undertake Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
appropriate measures to identify the location of the subsurface CIWMB, LAFD, and City
fire and implement the appropriate fire control techniques to LEA
assure the fire has been extinguished. Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, LAFD, and City
LEA
4.14.2 Police Environmental impacts determined not to be significantin | No mitigation measures would be required.
the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist, dated July
25, 1991.
4.14.3 Schools Potential indirect impacts would occur as a result of project | Prior to the issuance of an occupancy permit, the project None- Project Monitoting Phase: Prior to landfill
development. Approximately eight new students may be proponent shall submit proof to the City’s Department of Building Proponent development,

Monitoring Agency: LAUSD
Enforcement Agency: LAUSD

4.14.4 Parks and
Recreational
Resources

As referenced from the Framework Element, parkland
deficiencies are projected to increase in both the Granada
Hills-Knollwood Community area and Northwest Valley
area of the City. In addition, the planning area within the
unincorporated County (closest to the project site) has a
parkland deficiency of approximately 13 acres. According
to the County Department of Parks and Recreation there is
a deficiency of 13,296 acres of regional park land
including publicly owned “natural areas” in the County.
The proposed project is located in close proximity to
O’Melveny Park, Bee Canyon Park and the proposed Santa
Clarita Woodlands State Park. The proposed construction
and operation of the City/County Landfill has the potential
to generate fugitive dust and create offsite migrating litter
onto land uses if not properly mitigated.

No significant impact on park and recreational resources are
anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required. Refer to the
following mitigation measures included within this Draft SEIR:
Section 4.2.11, Air Quality-Construction; Section 4.2.12, Air
Quality-Operations; Section 4.9.3, Litter; and Section 4.18,
Aesthetics/Views.
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4.145  Hiking and The development of both the City/County Landfill Project | No significant environmental impact on hiking and equestrian
Equestrian Trails would not altow for two potential local trails to be trails is anticipated; therefore, no mitigation measures are
developed that are identified in the Rim of The Vailey required. Refer to the following mitigation measures included
Trail Corridor Master Plan. This would include a potential | within this Draft SEIR: Section 4.2.11, Air Quality-Construction;
trail extending east of Bee Canyon onto the existing Section 4.2.12, Air Quality-Operations; Section 4.9.3, Litter; and
County Landfill. This potential trail is incorrectly Section 4.18, Aesthetics/Views.
identified as providing a wildlife habitat or corridor and
could be used as a potential Scenic Resource Preservation
Area, In addition, the Master Plan identifies another
potential trail at the northern end of Sunshine Canyon.
This potential trail would connect with the above described
potential trail, and would extend southeast across both City
and County boundaries onto the City Landfill and County
Landfill area. As noted in the Master Plan, this potential
trail could be utilized as a trail/trail corridor, wildlife
habitat or corridor, or use as a park, park facility, or picnic
area.
The development of hiking and equestrian trails within
Sunshine Canyon with or without the development of the
proposed praject would be in conflict with an existing,
heavy industrial land use and would therefore not be
feasible.
4.14.6 Libraries Environmental impacts determined not to be significantin | The topical issue of libraries was determined not to be significant
the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist, dated July in the Initial Study and Checklist dated July 25, 1991.
25, 1991,
4.15 ENERGY No significant impacts on energy resources are anticipated | There will not be any significant impacts on energy resources as a
CONSERVATION as a result of project development. result of project development; therefore, no mitigation measures
are required. Specific energy conservation mitigation measures
for the proposed implementation and development of onsite
buildings and ancillary facilities are provided in Section 4.16.1,
Electricity.
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4.16 UTILITIES

4.16.1  Electricity If the project is implemented, there would be an onsite The project proponent shall incorporate measures that will exceed None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project occupancy of
increase in electrical cc ption due to the installation of | minimum efficiency standards for Title 24 of the CCR. Proponent the buildings.
new mechanical equipment and environmental control Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
systems. It is estimated that the proposed project would B&S, and DWP
consume approximately 500 kWh of electricity per day due Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
to the addition of environmental control systems and two
additional flares. Equipment would be fed from a
proposed onsite electrical system, owned and maintained
by the project proponent, that would connect to the 4.3-kV
DWP electrical distribution system located along San
Femando Road.
See the above mentioned impact. Built-in appliances, refrigerators, and air conditioning equipment None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project occupancy of
’ shall exceed the minimum efficiency standards for Title 24 of the Proponent the buildings.
CCR. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
B&S, and DWP
Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
See the above mentioned impact. Buildings shall be well sealed to prevent outside air from None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project occupancy of
infiltrating and increasing interior air conditioning and space Proponent the buildings.
heating loads. A performance check of the installed air Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
conditioning and space heating systems shall be completed by the B&S, and DWP
project proponent prior to the issuance of the certificate of Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
occupancy to ensure the system properly operates.
See the above mentioned impact. Thermal insulation that exceeds requirements established by the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project occupancy of
CCR shali be installed in walls and ceilings. Proponent the buildings.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
B&S, and DWP
Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
See the above mentioned impact. Window systems shall be designed to reduce thermat gain and None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project occupancy of
loss, thus reducing cooling loads during warm weather and Proponent the buildings.
heating loads during cool weather. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
B&S, and DWP
Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
See the above mentioned impact. Heat-reflective draperies shall be installed on appropriate None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project occupancy of
exposures. Proponent the buildings.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
B&S, and DWP

Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
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project proponent shall investigate the possibility of utilizing
reclaimed water at the project site.

See the above mentioned impact. Fluorescent and high-intensity-discharge lamps, which give the None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project occupancy of
highest light output per watt of electricity consumed, shall be Proponent | the buildings.
installed wherever possible, including all parking lot and site Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
lighting to reduce electricity consumption. B&S, and DWP
Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
See the above mentioned impact. Occupant-controlled light switches and thermostats shall be None Project Monitoring Phase:  Before project occupancy of
installed to permit individual adjustment of lighting, heating, and Proponent the buildings.
cooling to avoid unnecessary energy consumption. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
B&S, and DWP
Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
See the above mentioned impact. Time-controlled interior and exterior public area lighting limited None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Before project occupancy of
to that necessary for safety and security shal be installed. Proponent the buildings.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
B&S, and DWP
Enforcement Agency: City B&S and DWP
4.16.2 Natural Gas Environmental Impacts determined not to be significantin | No mitigation measures would be required.
the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist, dated July
25, 1991.
4.16.3 Communication Environmental Impacts determined not to be significantin | No mitigation measures would be required.
Systems the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist, dated July
25, 1991,
4.16.4 Water The proposed City/County Landfill Project would increase ]| The project proponent shali coordinate with DWP in advance to None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
the amount of water currently being utilized onsite during | efficiently obtain potable water for delivery to the construction Proponent operations.
construction and operation. Based on an assessment, site and to meet any restrictions imposed. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager and
approximately 221.4 acre-feet of water would be consumed Dwp
per year. This equates into an approximate monthly usage Enforcement Agency: DWP
of 18.45 acre-feet (or 6,027,600 gallons) or 200,920
gallons per day).
See the above mentioned impacts. When reclaimed water lines are extended into the project area, None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
’ and if economically feasible, reclaimed water would be utilized Proponent operations.
onsite for irrigation and dust suppression. Prior to the submittal Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager and
of design plans to the City’s Building and Safety Department, the DWP

Enforcement Agency: DWP
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SUMMARY MATRIX OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,
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See the above mentioned impacts. During the site life of the landfill and ancillary facilities, the Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
landfill operator shall effectively utilize water conservation Proponent operations.
measures at the project site. These measures shall include the Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
following: LEA, and DWP

Enforcement Agency: DWP

- The project proponent shall install an efficient drip irrigation
system that minimizes runoff and evaporation, and provides
water distribution in an efficient manner.

- A dust suppression additive shall be utilized onsite to
minimize water usage.

- Green waste/wood waste (after grinding) will be used onsite
as mulch material for revegetation purposes. Mulch shall be
applied on the top layers of revegetation areas to improve the
water-holding capacity of the soil.

- Onsite revegetation shall include the use of water-conserving
plant materials to the greatest extent possible.

4.16.5 Sewers Environmental Impacts determined not to be significantin | No mitigation measures would be required.
the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist, dated July
25, 1991.
4.16.6 Stormwater Drainage | Refer to Section 4.3.1, Surface Water in this table. No mitigation measures would be required.
4.16.7 Solid Waste Environmental Impacts determined not to be significantin | No mitigation measures would be required.

the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist, dated July

25, 1991.

4.17 SAFETY Refer to Section 4.9.4, Employee Safety and Site Security, | Refer to Section 4.9.4, Employee Safety and Site Security, within

within this table, for a discussion of safety impacts as they | this table.

relate to landfill operations, worker safety, and site security

procedures.
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SUMMARY MATRIX OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION MEASURES,

Tabje 1.10-1 (Cont.)

NET UNMITIGATED ADVERSE IMPACTS, MITIGATION COMPLIANCE RESPONSIBILITY AND MONITORING PHASING AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

4.18 AESTHETICS/ Project development would alter the existing physical The maximum permitted elevations for the landfill shall not be None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfiil
VIEWS character of the onsite topography, thereby changing the allowed to be exceeded at any time during landfill development Proponent operations.
visual character within the project site. The interior of the | and shall be verified through survey control points. Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
project site would substantially change in appearatice CIWMB, and City LEA
(become sloping surface instead of a canyon area). When Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
Jandfilling operations are located in the southem portion of
Sunshine Canyon, motorists traveling northbound on the I-
5 Freeway would have a clear view of operational
activities. Landfilling operations within the canyon would
be visible from greater distances to the southeast, within
the areas of Sylmar, and from the westbound lanes of the I-
210 Freeway. Potential impacts could result at the latter
stages of project development, the proposed project would
be visible from the upper elevations only of the existing
O’Melveny Park hiking and equestrian trail.
See the above mentioned impact. The cover-material excavation areas shall be confined as much as None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
possible to areas that will fater be landfilled. Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Geologist/Engineer,
CIWMB, and City LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and City LEA
See the above mentioned impact. As part of revegetation efforts for the landfill, the upper ridges of None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
the canyon shall be planted with native species (both trees and Proponent operations.
scrubs) to supplement existing vegetation on the ridgelines and Monitoring Agency: Project Horticulturist/
reestablish naturally bare areas. Forester, CIWMB, City
Planning Dept., and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, City Planning
Dept., and City LEA
See the above mentioned impact. The final cover of landfilled areas shall be landscaped with a None Project Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
ground cover mix and plant species that are compatible with the Proponent operations.
immediate area and shall be maintained in a natural setting until it Monitoring Agency: Project Horticulturist/
is converted to its final use. Forester, CIWMB, City
Planning Dept., and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, City Planning

Dept., and City LEA
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that particular location until a qualified archaeologist has made a
determination as to the significance of the site or findings. Any
significant archaeological resources shall be recovered to the
extent practicable prior to ing activities in that area of the
landfill.

See the above mentioned impact. The 100+ acre open space buffer zone on the southern boundary None Project Monitoring Phase:  Throughout landfill
of the project site shall continue o be maintained and enhanced Proponent operations.
with both native and nonnative vegetation. Monitoring Agency: Project Horticulturist/
Forester, CIWMB, City
Planning Dept., and City
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, City Planning
Dept., and City LEA
4.19 CULTURAL/
SCIENTIFIC
RESOURCES
4.19.1 Archaeological Only one of the four archaeological surveys conducted Prior to the commencement of initial earth excavation, specific None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to landfill construction
onsite resulted in one archaeological site (CA-LAN-816) sections of the project area shall be resurveyed as a precautionary Proponent and excavation,
being recorded within the boundaries of Sunshine Canyon. | measure to minimize potential loss of undiscovered Monitoring Agency: Project Archaeologist and
No archeological or historic resources were observed in the { archaeological resources. Specific areas within the project site to City Planning Dept.
City portion of the property.” Project implementation be resurveyed shall be determined by the intended cut-and-fill Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
would not have the potential to disturb CA-LAN-816 areas proposed for landfill development. As new areas for
because it is located in the County portion of Sunshine excavation are identified, an evaluation of those areas shall be
Canyon. made based on the prior survey results and consultation with
appropriate technical specialists. Factors to be considered for
delineation of areas to be resurveyed will be known site selection
factors associated with aboriginal groups suspected of having
inhabited the general area. These factors include proximity to
water, the type of vegetation (e.g., food source, shelter, and fuel),
and the topography (e.g., slope and aspect).
See the above mentioned impact. An archaeologist shall be present onsite during major None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to landfill construction
infrastructure work which requires significant surface disturbance. Proponent and excavation.
Monitoring Agency: Project Archaeologist and
City Planning Dept.
Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
See the above mentioned impact. The landfill operator shall instruct landfill equipment operators None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to landfill construction
how to identify archaeological resources and upon discovery of Proponent and excavation.
such findings immediately report the location of the site to their Monitoring Agency: Project Archaeologist and
supervisor. If any evidence of aboriginal habitation is discovered City Planning Dept.
during earthmoving activities, landfitl operations will cease in Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
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See the above mentioned impact. Archaeological resources recovered during surface collection, None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to landfill construction
subsurface excavations, and monitoring, with related records, Proponent and excavation.
notes, and technical reports shail be curated at a regional Monitoring Agency: Project Archaeologist and
repository approved by the City. City Planning Dept.

Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
4.19.2 Paleontological There is a high degree of probability that significant fossil | Prior to the commencement of initial earth excavation, specific None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to landfill construction
Resources resources will be recovered from areas underlain by marine | sections of the City/County Landfill Project area shall be Proponent and excavation.
sedimentary rocks. The fossils encountered within resurveyed as a p tionary to minimize potential loss Monitoring Agency: Project Paleontologist and

Sunshine Canyon during survey walkovers by consultants | of undiscovered paleontological resources. Specific sections of City Planning Dept.

are not considered significant. However, there is a the project area to be resurveyed shall be as determined by the Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.

probability that the marine sedimentary rocks that underlie | intended cut-and-fill areas proposed for landfill development. As

the canyon may contain undiscovered paleontological new areas for excavation are identified by the project proponent,

resources. These resources have the potential of being an evaluation of those areas shall be made based on the prior

scientifically valuable. survey results and consultation with appropriate technical
specialists.

See the above mentioned impact. A paleontologist shall be onsite during major infrastructure work None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to landfill construction
that requires significant excavation. In the event that Proponent and excavation.
paleontological resources are discovered during grading or Monitoring Agency: Project Paleontologist and
excavation, the paleontologist shall be allowed to redirect grading City Planning Dept.
away from the area of exposed fossils to allow sufficient time for Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
inspection, evaluation, and recovery.

See the above mentioned impact. The landfill operator shall instruct landfill equipment operators None Project Monitoring Phase:  Prior to landfill construction
how to identify paleontological resources and upon discovery of Proponent and excavation.
such findings immiediately report the location of the site to their Monitoring Agency: Project Paleontologist and
supervisor. If any evidence of paleontological resources is City Planning Dept.
discovered during earthmoving activities, landfill operations shall Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
cease in that particular location until a qualified paleontologist
has made a determination as to the significance of the findings.

See the above mentioned impact. Any significant paleontological resources shall be recovered to None Project Monitoring Phase: Prior to landfill construction
the extent practicable. Due to the potential for rapid deterioration Proponent and excavation.
of exposed surface fossils, preservation by avoidance is not an Monitoring Agency: Project Paleontologist and
appropriate measure. When fossiis cannot be removed City Planning Dept.
immediately, the site shall be stabilized to prevent further Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
deterioration prior to data recovery or the fossil location as
directed by a professional paleontologist.

See the above mentioned impact. The paleontologist shall be d to perform inspection of the None Project Monitoring Phase: Prior to landfi}] construction
excavation and salvage exposed fossils. Collected fossils shall be Proponent and excavation.
curated at a public institution with an educational/research i Monitoring Agency: Project Paleontologist and
in the material. Any curration expenses shall be bome by the City Planning Dept.
landfill operator. Enforcement Agency: City Planning Dept.
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4.19.3 Historical Environmental impacts determined not to be significantin | No significant impacts on historical resources were identified;
the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist, dated July therefore, no mitigation measures are proposed.
25, 1991.
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Table 1.10-2
AREA WITHIN THE COUNTY (42 acres)

4.6  LIGHT AND GLARE

The proposed City/County Landfill Project would require
the relocation of several onsite building structures, such as
the administrative/general office, the scale house area, and
the environmental control center. These structures would
be relocated short distances from their existing locations.
New structures and/or ancillary areas would be
constructed, including the employee parking area, green
waste/wood waste recycling area, plant materials center
and the environmental learning center. In addition, the
relocation and/or the development of new environmental
control features, such as the flaring stations and leachate
treatment plant, will require lighting for security and
maintenance purposes. Therefore, several new light
sources would be created onsite.

All lighting shall be shielded and directed onto the site. No
floodlighting shall be located that can be seen directly by adjacent
residents, motorists on adjacent public streets or highways, or
pilots within the “airport approach zone.” This condition shall
not preclude the installation of low-level security lighting.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase: ~ Throughout landfill
operations.

Project Site Manager and
County Planing Dept.

Enforcement Agency: County Planing Dept.

Monitoring Agency:

Onsite security lighting and security operations would
reintroduce both limited night-lighting (stationary) and
other associated lighting (vehicle headlights) during nightly
security patrols. Since the landfill would only be
operational during day and early evening hours (5:00 a.m. -
6:00 p.m.), very low levels of artificial light will be
introduced. Ousite nighttime ilfumination is anticipated to
be of very limited duration and confined to specific
maintenance areas at the project site. Truck traffic
associated with early moming refuse disposal would be a
potential light source (headlights) to motorists along San
Femando Road.

See the above mentioned mitigation measure.

494 Employee Safety
and Site Security

The proposed project has the potential to resuit in serious
workplace accidents the movement of heavy equipment
and accidents to workers performing maintenance or repair
work on heavy machinery. Failure to lock out and block
machinery before working on such equipment can result in
serious injury or possible death. Workers could be
electrocuted, maimed, or subjected to severe crushing
mjunes if machmery is inadvertently tumed on while being

P , or adjusted. The proposed project
has the potelmal to create safety risks to landfill workers or
visiting refuse haulers if onsite safety measures are not
implemented.

The landfill operator shall implement an ITP program in
compliance with CCR, Title 8, § 3203, designed to protect
employees from work-related hazards associated with operation
of the landfill site. Unsafe or unhealthful work conditions,
practices, or procedures shall be immediately corrected by the
landfill operator.

None

Project
Proponent

Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfilt
operations.

Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
County LEA

CIWMB and Cal/OSHA

Monitoring Agency:

Enforcement Agency:
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Table 1.10-2 (Cont.)
AREA WITHIN THE COUNTY (342 acres)

Each supervisor or manager shall conduct regular periodic
inspections to identify less-than-adequate or unsafe working
conditions, improper or unsafe work practices, or procedures in
their work areas. The maintenance supervisor shall be notified of
needed repairs or corrective measures using a “safety inspection
report” form. Additional inspections shall be accomplished
whenever new processes, procedures, substances, or equipment
are introduced into the workplace or when a supervisor becomes
aware of a new, potential, or previously unrecognized hazard.

- S

See the above mentioned impact.

Appropriate inspection checklists shall be developed, used, and
maintained 1o accurately reflect various exposures in different
work areas. Daily observation of the workplace environment by
employees, supervisors, managers, and the safety director shall
occur. Discrepancies shall be reported. Records of inspections,
deficiencies, and cotrective shall be maintained in the
safety/maintenance offices.

See the above mentioned impact.

If a problem or discrepancy is identified, an inspection report
shall be prepared. The report shall identify the priority assigned
to each discrepancy, as follows: Priority One, resolve the problem
immediately; Priority Two, resolve the problem by the end of the
working day; Priority Three, resolve the problem within 48 to 72
hours; and Priority Four, resolve the problem within 1 week as
soon as the pari(s) and/or materials are available. Unsafe work
practices shall be interrupted immediately by the observing
supervisor. Appropriate training shall be implemented. If the
unsafe practice continues, progressive discipline shall be
employed.

See the above mentioned impact.

Communication of safety and health methods to employees shall
include verbal communication with employees at quarterly safety
meetings; smail group meetings conducted by first-line
supervisors with their respective employee groups that shall be
weekly “tailgate,” “toolbox,” or operations and safety
written safety and health issues posted on employee bulletin
boards; safety posters; suggestion boxes for employees to
anonymously utilize; and action by management to evaluate and
implement the pertinent employee safety suggestions.

&

See the above mentioned impact.

Accident/injury reports, inspections, and findings, including
cotrections and training records, shall be kept for 3 years. The
OSHA Log 200 shall be retained by the landfill operator for a
period of 5 years. Medical records for those employees involved
in handling of hazardous wastes shall be maintained for a period
of 30 years after employment termination.

None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, CalVOSHA, and
County LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/OSHA
None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfili
Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
County LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, Cal/OSHA
None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfilt
Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
County LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/lOSHA
None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Mandger,
CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
County LEA
Enforcement Agency:  CIWMB and CaVOSHA
None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
Proponent operations.
Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
County LEA
Enforcement Agency:  CIWMB and Cal/OSHA
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See the above mentioned impact.

Table 1.10-2 (Cont.)
AREA WITHIN THE COUNTY (£42 acres)

First-aid kits shall be located in dispatch, maintenance, scale

Monitoring Phase:

Throughout landfill

of those responsible for maintenance of equipment and systems
installed to prevent or control ignitions or fires; and names or
regular job titles of those responsible for the control of
accumulation of flammable or combustible waste materials.

houses, and corporate administrative offices, in addition to all Proponent operations.
supervisor vehicles. These kits shall contain “Band-Aids,” Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
bandages, sprays, 1l us ointments, and minor treatment CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
supplies. These supplies are intended for treatment of small or County LEA
nonserious cuts, bumns, scrapes, etc. Injuries requiring medical Enforcement Agency:  CIWMB and Cal/OSHA
attention shall be treated at the Holy Cross Medical Center. This
hospital shall also provide ambulance service.
See the above mentioned impact. The landfill operator shall implement an emergency action plan in None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughiout landfill
compliance with CCR, Title 8, § 3220. This plan shall designate Proponent operations.
emergency escape routes and procedures, rescue and medical Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
duties, methods for reporting fires and other emergencies; and CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, City
names of persons and departments to contact during an Fire Dept. and County
emergency. LEA
Enforcement Agency:  CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
City Fire Dept.
See the above mentioned impact. The landfill operator shall implement a fire prevention plan in None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
compliance with CCR, Title 8, § 3221. Components of this Proponent operations.
written fire prevention plan shall include potential fire hazards Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
and their proper handling and storage procedures; potential CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, City
ignition sources (i.e., welding or smoking), their control Fire Dept. and County
procedures, and the type of fire protection equipment or systenis LEA
that can control a fire involving them; names or regular job titles Enforcement Agency:  CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and

City Fire Dept.
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Table 1.10-2 (Cont.)
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See the above mentioned impact. In compliance with CCR, Title 8, § 3314, lockout/blockout None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughont landfill
procedures shall be implemented at the proposed project. Proponent operations.
Machinery or equipment capable of movement shall be stopped Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
and the power source deenergized or disengaged: if necessary, the CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
moveable parts shall be mechanically blocked or locked out to County LEA
prevent inadvertent movement during cleaning, servicing, or Enforcement Agency: CIWMB and Cal/OSHA
adjusting operations. If the hinery or equipment must be

capable of movement during this period in order to perform the
specific task, the designated station manager or supervisor shall
minimize the hazard of movement by providing and requiring the
use of extension tools or other methods to protect employees from
injury. Prime movers, equipment, or power-driven machines
equipped with lockable controls or readily adaptable to lockable
controls shall be locked out or positively sealed in the “off *
position during repair work and setting-up operations. The
operator shall provide a sufficient number of accident prevention
signs or tags and padlocks, seals or other similarly effective
means to safely conduct repairs.

See the above mentioned impact. Personal protective equipment shall be provided to all operations None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
employees and will include hard hats, heavy gloves, ear plugs, Proponent operations.
dust masks, safety boots, goggles, and safety vests. Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
CIWMB, Cal/OSHA, and
County LEA
Enforcement Agency:  CIWMB, CalVOSHA, and
County LEA
See the above mentioned impact. The landfill operator shalt comply with all applicable safety None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
ordinances contained in the County Code. Proponent operations.

Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
B&S, City Police Dept.,
and County LEA

Enforcement Agency:  City B&S, City Police
Dept., and County LEA
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Potential problems from a breach of site security along the | The landfill operator shall maintain perimeter fencing in and None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
perimeter of the project proponent’s boundary could around the site in accordance with CCR, Title 14, § 17658 to Proponent operations.
involve unauthorized dumping, scavenging, vandalism, or | discourage illegal entry to the landfill. Where existing Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager, City
arson. If security measures are not implemented, topography conditions create an effective barrier, no perimeter B&S, City Police Dept.,
unauthorized entry to the landfill could result in potential fencing shall be installed. Entrance and access gates shall remain and County LEA
injuries, vandalism to equipment, buildings, and other locked when the landfill facility is not in operation. All existing Enforcement Agency:  City B&S, City Police
resources. perimeter fencing shall be inspected on a routine basis by the Dept., and County LEA
landfill operator, and necessary repairs shall be made to ensure a
continued deterrent for unauthorized entry to the project site.
Additionally, the landfill operator shall maintain posted “no
trespassing” signage at the exterior perimeter fencing nearest the
project site entrance.
See the above mentioned employee safety impact. All landfill equipment shall be properly maintained and operated None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
to minimize the health and safety impacts on landfili personnel Proponent operations.
and the public. Standby equipment shall be made available Monitoring Agency: Project Site Manager,
during periods of vehicle maintenance or breakdown. SCAQMD, CIWMB, and
County LEA
Enforcement Agency:  SCAQMD, CIWMB, and
County LEA
4.9.6 Risk of Explosi Potentially, the LFGs could be vented into the ambient Onsite structures shall be continuously monitored for the presence None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
atmosphere. One type of LFG, methane, is highly volatile | of unsafe levels of methane gas. Proponent operations.
and has the potential to explode. During a significant Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
seismic event, the LFG collection and flaring system could Engineer, CIWMB,
malfunction and cause an explosion. SCAQMD, City Fire
Dept., and County LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, SCAQMD, City
Fire Dept., and County
LEA
See the above mentioned impact. If necessary, the landfill operator shall install electrical (e.g., None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout Jandfill
battery backup) combustible gas detectors in habitable structures. Proponent operations.
Employees shall be trained in all applicable safety requirements Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
to prevent any upset conditions from occurring. Engineer, CIWMB,
SCAQMD, and County
LEA
Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, SCAQMD, and
County LEA
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See the above mentioned impact, Risks associated with the gas collection and flaring system shall None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
be mitigated through use of flexible piping, flame arrectors, Proponent operations.
sensors, and automatic shutoff controls. Numerous safety Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
shutdown devices have been designed and installed into the flare Engineer, CIWMB,
station, including a telephone auto-dialer, to provide emergency SCAQMD, and County
notification. All gas extraction equipment, including gas LEA
condensate and propane tanks, shall be adequately secured to Enforcement Agency: CIWMB, SCAQMD, and
prevent damage during a seismic event. Inspections of the gas County LEA
collection and flaring system shall be performed after ground
shaking from an earthquake, and necessary action shall be taken
to correct any potential problems.
Excavation activities for landfill construction have the Equipment operators involved in excavation shall be made None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfili
remote potential to unearth an unrecorded, abandoned oil cognizant of the potential presence of existing unrecorded, Proponent operations.
or natural gas well. If not properly identified, and sheared | subsurface wellheads. If a wellhead (or other unidentifiable Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
off by heavy equipment during excavation activities, the obstruction) is encountered during construction all excavation Engineer, Onsite Safety
well could release explosive gas into the atmosphere, activities shall cease. The area will be cordoned off, and the Monitor, SCAQMD, and
thereby exposing construction workers, refuse haulers, or | landfill supervisor shall be called to determine whether the County LEA
the public to a hazardous situation. obstruction is an abandoned wellhead. Enforcement Agency:  SCAQMD and County
LEA
See the above mentioned impact. A portable explosive gas detection device shall be utilized to None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
determine whether the obstruction is a wellhead that may be Proponent operations.
leaking natural gas. If this is the case, all personnel shall be Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality
evacuated within a 500-foot radius and a representative from the Engineer, Onsite Safety
California Department of Oil and Gas shall be notified. Monitor, Cal. Dept. of Oil
Excavation activities shall cease until further instruction from and Gas, SCAQMD, and
Department of Oil and Gas is received. If gas is not detected, a County LEA
backhoe or similar type of equipment shall be brought in to Enforcement Agency:  SCAQMD and County
further expose the obstruction. If necessary, proper abandonment LEA
procedures will be utilized following Department of Oil and Gas
protocol.
Landfill employees working within trenchers and A portable explosive gas detection device shall be utilized in None Project Monitoring Phase: Throughout landfill
excavations have the potential to be exposed to methane trenches and excavations to determine the presence of methane Proponent . operations.
gas from the inactive City Landfill or from naturally gases. If unsafe concentrations of gas exist, all employees would Monitoring Agency: Project Air Quality

occurring hydrogen sulfide gasses found in areas of former
oil-drilling operations.

be immediately removed from the area of unsafe gas
concentration. The safety monitor would be responsible for
ensuring that appropriate worker safety equipment is operable to
prevent the potential for methan gas explosions.

Enforcement Agency:

Engineer, Onsite Safety
Monitor, Cal. Dept. of Oil
and Gas, SCAQMD, and
County LEA

SCAQMD and County
LEA
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
2.1 INTRODUCTION

In developing the information contained within this section, a number of environmental and technical
documents were referenced, including, but not limited to, the Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension Final
Environmental Impact Report; the Report of Waste Discharge, Proposed Sunshine Canyon Landfill
Extension Site,' as amended; and the Repori(s) of Disposal Site Information, Proposed Sunshine Canyon
Sanitary Landfill Extension Site, Los Angeles, California (Volume I, Volume II, and Addendum I).2 Other
documents and/or information used in the preparation of the Draft SEIR include the project proponent’s
Fnvironmental Assessment Form/Worksheet (EAF) and General Plan Amendment/Zone Change (GPA/ZC)
project application (submitted to the City on June 25, 1991); the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist
dated July 25, 1991; the summary matrix of identified Draft SEIR scoping issues (prepared by City Planning
staff); and the “conceptual” site development plans prepared by the project proponent’s consulting engineers.
Additional reference documents used in document preparation include the City of Los Angeles Solid Waste
Management Plan (CiSWMP) and the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report, June 1990, State
Clearinghouse Number 89022213.> Other documents used in this section’s preparation are listed in Section
10.0, Bibliography, of this Draft SEIR.

2.2 STATEMENT OF PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that an environmental impact report contain a
description of the pending action, including a statement of objectives for the project. In defining project
objectives, it is appropriate to identify applicable public policy objectives that have been established for the
jurisdiction within which the project is located and the project proponent’s objectives as they may relate to
the proposed development plan. Project objectives and related public policy objectives are presented below.

1/ The Report of Waste Discharge, Proposed Sunshine Canyon Sanitary Landfill Extension Site, Sylmar, California,
September 16, 1988, was prepared by Purcell, Rhoades and Associates (PRA Group) on behalf of BFI for the Sunshine
Canyon Landfill Extension located in Los Angeles County. This report is required by the Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) pursuant to CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Article 1, § 2510
(Applicability). The Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) were adopted on July 21, 1991, and readopted on
September 9, 1993, pursuant to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Subtitle D regulations.

2/ The Report(s) of Disposal Site Information, Proposed Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension Site, Los Angeles
County, California, Volumes I and II, and Addendum I, The PRA Group, Inc., for the Sunshine Canyon Landfill
Extension site, August 16 and December 9, 1991. These reports were prepared pursuant to CCR, Title 14, Division 7,
Chapter 3, Article 7.1, § 17616 (Report of Disposal Site Information) and Chapter 5, Article 3.2, § 18222 (Report of
Disposal Site Information). Refer to Appendix C1 for a brief description of these documents.

3/ This environmental document and incorporated technical reports were prepared by the City of Los Angeles,
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation, and Department of City Planning and provide a range of system-
oriented alternatives. Various components of this document include waste reduction programs, waste collection
methods, and different waste processing and disposal technologies. Similarly, this document summarizes the major
characteristics of these components (solid waste management alternatives) currently under consideration for
implementation by the City.
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2.2.1 Primary Purpose and Objectives of the Proposed Project

The primary purpose of the City/County Landfill Project is to provide additional solid waste disposal
capacity to meet the anticipated short-, mid-, and long-term disposal needs within the Los Angeles region.
The development of the City/County Landfill Project would include both project-specific development and
solid waste planning objectives. These objectives exist within the broader context of State-mandated policies
and adopted County and City integrated solid waste management policies and goals developed by these
agencies for an effective and coordinated approach to short- and long-range integrated waste management
planning.

2.2.2 Development Objectives

The project proponent has identified a number of objectives for the proposed project. These objectives
include, but may not be limited to, the following:

> develop a solid waste landfill on project proponent-owned land within the City and County
jurisdictions that is primarily disturbed due to extensive landfilling operations that have taken place
over a 30-year period;

> develop a landfill footprint within the City to connect with land area in the County (+42 acres) and
to the operational County Landfill, thus providing combined landfilling operations at a single landfill
footprint in Sunshine Canyon;

> perform landfilling operations within a single landfilling area in either jurisdiction using a cut-and-
cover fill method for landfilling;

> ensure corporate commitment to meet environmental, health, and safety goals, and exceed regulatory
standards and requirements during landfilling construction, operation, and closure;

> reduce the project proponent’s long-term capital outlay for site infrastructure by utilizing existing
onsite infrastructure improvements, including utilities, an improved site entrance for ingress/egress
of traffic, an onsite access road, improved scale facilities and check-in area (for weighing and
accounting for the wastes to be deposited), surface drainage improvements, and other environmental
protection and control systems;

> effectively utilize the project proponent’s existing transfer station/material recovery facilities
(MRFs), solid waste collection company services, and other related facilities in the Los Angeles
region to support the operation of the proposed City/County Landfill Project;

> generate 35 new full-time jobs within Los Angeles County at the project site and provide short-term
construction jobs during each sequence of landfill development; and

> provide cost-effective, short-, mid-, and long-term solid waste disposal capacity at the project site
for residences and businesses within the Los Angeles region.

July 1997 SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
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2.2.3 Solid Waste Objectives

The development of the proposed project exists within the context of solid waste objectives adopted by the
City and County of Los Angeles. Furthermore, these objectives include, but may not be limited to, the
following:

> provide efficient solid waste management and disposal capacity to the City and County by
developing a landfill facility to avert an identified short-term and potential future long-term solid
waste disposal capacity shortfall;

> provide both City and County jurisdictions the opportunity for long-term solid waste disposal
capacity;
> recover, recycle, and/or reuse waste materials that would otherwise be disposed of at the City/

County Landfill by providing public “dropoff,” “buyback,” and green waste/wood waste recycling
areas for local residents;

> minimize impacts on air quality within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) by providing additional
disposal capacity within the Los Angeles region, thereby reducing emissions from transporting
refuse longer distances;

> provide cost-effective disposal options for the City, County, and private haulers at a landfill facility
within the region to minimize transportation costs;

> minimize significant impacts on environmental resources associated with the development of new
landfill sites (i.e., proposed sites located within undisturbed canyon areas or remote desert locations)
by using areas of the existing inactive landfill and other areas within Sunshine Canyon that are
primarily disturbed and that have infrastructure in place to readily accommodate future
development; and

> facilitate local and regional efforts directed toward attaining solid waste disposal capacity objectives
for the City and County of Los Angeles contained in the California Integrated Waste Management
Act of 1989 (A.B. 939), the City of Los Angeles Source Reduction and Recycling Element (City
SRRE), the City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan (CiSWMPP), the County and
City Action Plan(s), the Integrated Solid Waste Management System for Los Angeles County, the
Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element (CSE), the County of Los Angeles Source Reduction
and Recycling Element (County SRRE), and formally executed agreements between the County and
the City that identify the need for the maximum technically and environmentally feasible expansion
of landfill sites.

23 NEED FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The necessity for the proposed project is addressed in many long-range waste management planning
documents (refer to Appendix C13) developed and adopted by both the City and County. These documents
define essential waste management policies of these jurisdictions. Moreover, these documents present the
demonstrated need for the expansion of existing solid waste landfills within the Los Angeles region to ensure
sufficient solid waste disposal capacity for residential, industrial, and commercial sectors.
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231 Statistical Information in Connection with Solid Waste Generation and Permitted Capacity
within the City of Los Angeles

The following information is derived from City documents and staff and provides the most current facts
relative to solid waste generation within the City, diversion rates, and remaining disposal capacities of
landfills within the Los Angeles region.

> In 1995 approximately 3,365,909 tons of solid waste generated within the City were disposed of in
permitted Class III landfills. This amount represents approximately 10,800 tons per day (tpd).*
Historically, one-half of the City-disposed waste stream (49 percent) has been generated by
residential sources. The remaining 51 percent is generated by commercial and industrial sources of
the total waste disposed.’

> In 1995 approximately 2,300,000 tons of solid waste generated within the City were diverted from
landfills through source reduction, recycling, and composting activities. This amount represents a
diversion rate of 40.6 percent.®

> Based on the above data, approximately 5,665,909 tons of solid waste were generated within the
City in 1995. The California Department of Finance estimates that approximately 3,593,729 people
lived in the City in 1995. Based on the waste generation total of 5,665,909 tons for 1995,
approximately 1.58 tons of solid waste/person/year was generated in the City in 1995. This equates
to a waste generation per capita of 10.13 pounds/person/day of solid waste generated in the City.

> Governmental agencies (i.e., City-collected residential, City facilities, Los Angeles Unified School
District [LAUSD], Department of Water and Power [DWP], and Port of Los Angeles) collect over
48.8 percent of the total City waste stream.’

> Currently, City-generated solid wastes are primarily disposed of in the following landfills within Los
Angeles County: Bradley West, Chiquita Canyon, and Sunshine Canyon (County Landfill).

2.3.2 Remaining Permitted Landfill Capacity in Los Angeles County
Except for the landfill facilities that are denoted as closed, Table 2.3-1 was prepared from information

provided by the County DPW, Sotid Waste Management Division fJanuary 1996), which is derived from
the County’s Countywide Sltmg Element. This table indicates that there were ten major Class III landfill

% Dennis Keys, Recycling Coordinator, City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Office of Integrated
Solid Waste Management. Telephone conversation. January 6, 1997.

*/  City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan, Phase IV Report, City of Los Angeles, Department
of Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation and Department of City Planning, p. 2-1, October 1993. Original base year
disposal capacity and generation rate claims by the City were reviewed, revised, and approved by the CTWMB, Research
and Technical Assistance Committee, Local Assistance, and Planning Committee on May 15, 1995.

¢  Dennis Keys, op. cit.

’/ City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan, Phase IV Report, op. cit., p. 2-1.
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Table 2.3-1
REMAINING PERMITTED DISPOSAL CAPACITY OF EXISTING SOLID
WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITIES IN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
JANUARY 1996

1995 Average Dally Disposal

duantity of MSW.

76 Days/Week (toiis) n 1995 (million (ops) Estimated Remaining
Permitted Capacity
Source Source (Effective Jan.:1996)
Solid Waste January *94 | LUP
Facility SWEFP Daily *{ " Daily : : Million
Permit Facility Operation Capacity | Capacity : ».:_Out-of- : Oiit-of~ Million Ciubic
Landfill Facility (SWFP) Location DaysiWeek (tons). {tons). - |- In-County. | - Counity Total In-Couinty | County Tofal Tons Yards @ Comments
Class HI Landfill Facilities
Antelope Valley | 19-AA-0009 | Palmdale 7 1,400 —_— 548 — 548 0.17 — 0.17 2.13 3.55 | Proposed expansion not fully permitted as of 1/1/96.
Bradley West 19-AF-0008 | Los Angeles 6 7,000 — 4,475 9 4,484 1.40 0.003 1.40 7.51 10.72 | LUP expires 4/13/2007.)
Brand Park 19-AA-006 | Glendale 5 102 — 22 — 22 0.0068 — 0.01 0.59 0.99 | Limited to City of Glendale Dept. of Public Works use
only.
Burbank 19-AA-0040 | Burbank 5 240 — 134 — 134 0.04 — 0.04 6.36 10.60 | Limited to City’s use only.
Calabasas 19-AA-0056 | Unincorporated 6 3,500 — 2,017 317 2,334 0.63 0.099 0.73 15.00 30.00 | Limited to the Calabasas wasteshed only.
Chiquita Canyon | 19-AA-0052 | Unincorporated 7 5,000 — 1,337 151 1,489 0.42 0.047 0.46 1.85 2.74 | LUP expires 11/24/97.¢
Lancaster 19-AA-0050 | Lancaster 6 1,000 —_ 338 258 596 0.11 0.08 0.19 0.47 0.69 | Approximate closure date 4/98.
Pebbly Beach 19-AA-0061 | Unincorporated 6 33 — 13 — 13 0.004 — 0.004 0.04 0.06 | Summer time capacity is 30 tpd.
Puente Hills 19-AA-0053 | Unincomporated 6 13,200 13,200 | 10,334 7 10,341 3.22 0.002 3.23 29.33 62.40 | LUP limits to 72,000 tons per week. LUP expires 11/01/
2003. No wastes from City of Los Angeles or Orange
County.
San Clemente 19-AA-0063 | Unincorporated 2 1.5 — 2 — 2 0.0007 — 0.0007 0.048 0.38 | Landfill owned and operated by the U.S. Navy.
Scholl Canyon 19-AA-0012 | Glendale 6 3,400 — 1,487 0.39 1,487 0.46 0.0001 0.4641 10.90 22.71 | Limited to the Scholl Canyon wasteshed only.
Spadra 19-AA-0015 | Unincorporated/ 6 3,700 — 1,994 130 2,124 0.62 0.040 0.6626 2.15 5.08 | LUP limits to 15,000 tons per week. No wastes from
Pomona City of Los Angeles or Orange County.©
Sunshine Canyon | 19-AA0853 | Unincorporated 6 6,600 6,600 — — — — - — 16.90 23.72 | Not operational as of 1/1/96. Facility opening date 8/5/
9.0
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Table 2.3-1 (Cont.)
REMAINING PERMITTED DISPOSAL CAPACITY OF EXISTING SOLID
WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITIES IN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
JANUARY 1996

1995 Average Daily Disposal. | Quantity of MSW
6 Days/Week (tons) -~ o in 1995 (million tons) Estimated Reraining
s R . Permitted Capicity
: Seurce: e i Source : (Effective Jan, !996)
Solid Waste : January 94 | Lup - : =T
Facility Lo SWFP-Daily 1 Daily - . L Million
Permit Facility Operation Capacity | Capacity }.00e Qut:of- b Ontofe : Million Cubic
Landfili Facility (SWEP) Location Days/Week |- (tons) (tons) In-Caunty | County Total-: ln-Coui’:iy_ County Total Tons Yards @ Comrients
Two Harbors 19-AA-0062 | Unincorporated 5 — — 0.54 — 0.54 0.0002 — 0.0002 — — Facility closed 9/30/96.
Whittier 19-AH-001 | Whittier 6 350 — 228.85 — 229 0.07 — 0.0714 2.66 4.44 | Limited to the City of Whiltier use only.
(Savage Canyon)
Total . 67,521 : 35792 11,966 37,758 1147} 20,61 11.78 10219 187.74

Source: Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Solid Waste Management Division, January 1996.

Notes:

1 Disposal quantities are based on actual tonnages reported by landfill owners/operators to the DPW as part of monthly monitoring reports and/or solid waste management fee invoice payments and a written survey conducted by the DPW.
2. Estimated rentaining permitted capacity based on landfill owner/operator responses to a written survey conducted by the DPW in January 1996, as well as a review of site-specific permit criteria established by local land use agencics, LEAs, LARWQCB, and SCAQMD

Footnotes:

(a) Conversion factor based on in-place solid waste density, if provided by landfill operators; otherwise, a conversion factor of 1,200 pounds/cu. yd. was used.

(b) Permitted capacity of 6,500 tpd consists of 6,000 tpd of refuse and 500 tpd of inert waste. Refuse disposat is limited to the Class I1I portion of the landfill.

(c) The Bradley West Landfill is anticipated to reach capacity in the year 2000, as stated in the revised SWFP 19-AR-0008, Bradlcy West Landfilt and West Extension, p. 1, August 13, 1996,

(d) The Chiquita Canyon Landfill has been approved a anticipated capacity expansion of 23 million tons, extending the life of the landfill operation until the year 2019.
(e) The Spadra !andfill is anticipated to close in 1999, as stated in the Preliminary Draft County Countywide Siting Element, p 3-32, January 1996.

6] The Sunshine Canyon Landfill (County) is anticipated to reach capacity in 2006, based on landfill operations in the current footprint arca.

(8 Based on SWEP limit of 2,800 tons per week, expressed as a daily average, 6 days/week.

(h) Based on SWFP limit of 471,000 tons per year, expressed as a daily average, 6 days/week.

Abbreviations:

LARWQCH Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
DPW Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
LEA Local Enforcement Agency

Lup Land Use Permit

MSw Municipal Solid Waste

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District
SWFP Solid Waste Facilities Permit

tpd-6 Tons per day, 6 days/week

b7 777/ Denotes closed landfill facilitics (i.e., Azusa, BKK, and Lopez Canyon Landfills).
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facilities (i.e., facilities permitted to accept over 1,500 tpd) within the County. Cumulatively, these ten
landfills were authorized (as of January 1995) to accept up to 64,400 tpd of solid waste pursuant to their solid
waste facilities permits (SWFP). Moreover, this table illustrates that approximately 37,578 tpd of waste are
disposed of within these ten landfill facilities (January 1995).

Since January 1996 several landfills in the Los Angeles region have been closed. Recent landfill closures
within the County’s integrated waste management system include the following:

Azusa Land Reclamation Landfill (or Azusa Landfill). This facility, located at 1201 West Gladstone
Street, Azusa, encompasses a 302-acre site and is located in the central part of the San Gabriel Valley within
the Cities of Azusa and Irwindale. This facility was owned and operated by the Azusa Land Reclamation
Company, a subsidiary of the project proponent. It is now owned by USA Waste. This landfill stopped
accepting solid waste pursuant to a court order on October 3, 1996. This landfill was allowed by its SWFP
to accept up to 6,000 tpd of refuse. This landfill currently accepts two types of waste: inert and approved
special wastes (e.g., asbestos).

BKK Landfill. This landfill, owned by the BKK Corporation, is located in the City of West Covina. This
landfill ceased operation in September 1996 as a result of litigation between BKK Corporation and the City
of West Covina. When operational, this landfill was permitted to accept up to 12,000 tpd of refuse.

Lopez Canyon Landfill. This landfill, owned by the City Bureau of Sanitation, is located in the community
of Lake View Terrace (City of Los Angeles). This landfill ceased operation in June 1996. At that time, this
landfill was permitted to accept up to 4,000 tpd of solid waste. This landfill was the last publicly owned
landfill in the City. The City Bureau of Sanitation (BOS) has initiated closure at the 392-acre site, and
closure work is expected to last approximately 4 years.

Cumulatively, these three landfill facilities were authorized under their SWFPs to accept up to 22,000 tpd
of waste at their facilities. When operational, the 1995 average intake totals (refer to Table 2.3-1) indicated
that 13,956 tpd were disposed of in these facilities. The closure of these landfills in the Los Angeles region
has placed additional demands (by decreasing existing disposal capacity) on existing landfill facilities
located in-County and will necessitate that future wastes be transported to out-of-County landfills that have
disposal capacity.

As noted in Table 2.3-1, four of the seven remaining major Class III landfills in the Los Angeles region are
expected to close or reach capacity within the next 10 years. These landfills include

> Bradley West Landfill in 2000 (this landfill was recently repermitted),

- Puente Hills Landfill in 2003,

> Sunshine Canyon Landfill in 2006 (only if this landfill is not approved, pending its application in
the City or repermitted in the County), and

> Spadra Landfill in 1999.

Additionally, one major Class III landfill (i.e., Scholl Canyon) is restricted to a specified wasteshed area,
thereby precluding this facility from receiving wastes outside of a specified geographic area.

With the potential closure of these four landfills in the Los Angeles region, approximately 21,949 tpd (using
the 1995 average daily total and 3,500 tpd for Sunshine Canyon [based on current intake rates]) would need
to be disposed of in other in-County landfills. The remaining three landfills (i.e., Calabasas, Chiquita
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Canyon, and Scholl Canyon) in the County landfill system would not be able to accommodate all of this
waste due to existing permit conditions that restrict intake disposal amounts or restrictions placed on
wasteshed areas. Therefore, without permit revisions to these remaining landfills or the expansion or
development of new landfill facilities in County, this waste stream will need to be disposed of in landfills
located either out-of-County or out-of-State.

The majority of City-generated waste is disposed of in three landfills in the Los Angeles region: the Bradley
West, Chiquita Canyon, and Sunshine Canyon Landfills. The following summary is provided on these
landfills.

Bradley West Landfill. A variance was approved in July 1996 by the City to increase this landfill’s daily
permitted waste intake from 7,000 to 10,000 tpd. As indicated in Table 2.3-1, during 1995 this facility had
an average disposal intake of 4,484 tpd. The landfill is currently accepting approximately 7,000 tpd of waste.
This landfill is projected to reach fill capacity in the year 2000.

Chiquita Canyon Landfill. This landfill is owned by the Newhall Land and Farming Company and was
operated by Laidlaw Waste Systems. This landfill was acquired by Allied Waste Industries, Inc., and then
by USA Waste (with acquisition purchase of Allied Waste). In 1994, the maximum intake rate for this
facility is 6,000 tpd or 35,000 tons per week (average 5,000 tpd), based on a 7-day operating week. During
1995 this facility had an average disposal intake of 1,489 tpd. In 1993, Laidlaw Waste Systems prepared
an Initial Study requesting a revision of the existing CUP for the project, to allow for a landfill expansion
from the existing 154 acres to 337 acres, an increase in the maximum daily disposal intake from 5,000 tpd
to 10,000 tpd, and an increase in the landfill’s disposal capacity, from the existing 3 million tons (as of May
1995) to 30 million tons. An environmental impact report was prepared for this project and released for
public review in May 1995. Several public hearings were held both in 1995 and 1996 for the project.

On February 25, 1997 the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors approved the CUP for the landfill
project, and certified the final environmental impact report, thereby allowing the Chiquita Canyon Landfill
to operate until 2019. The CUP was modified to allow for a landfill expansion to occur on 229 acres, and
not 337 acres as originally requested. The new CUP allows for a total of 23 million tons of disposal capacity
(instead of 30 million tons) and the operator would be limited to a maximum daily disposal intake of 5,000
tons per day, six days per week (the applicant had requested 10,000 tpd). Other conditions imposed include
that the operator will no longer be able to accept treated sewage sludge, or sludge components, and shall
limit the acceptance of green waste to 560 tons per day. The operator shall also maintain the view of the
property from off-site and prepare a tree planting and management plan to landscape the property. In
addition, the operator will fund approximately $280,000 per year in local community improvements.
Programs to benefit from the annual funds include education, health services and the construction,
rehabilitation and maintenance of buildings owned by public or nonprofit organizations.

Sunshine Canyon Landfill (County Landfill). This facility is currently operational (as of August 1996)
and is permitted to accept up to 6,600 tpd (6,000 average tpd) of waste in addition to inert materials. The
landfill has a total disposal capacity of approximately 17 million tons. The operational life of the approved
17-million-ton landfill is approximately 10 years. If the proposed City/County Landfill Project is denied by
City decision-makers, the project proponent can extend landfilling operations in the County portion of
Sunshine Canyon upon obtaining further permit approval by the County pursuant to its existing CUP. The
expected capacity of this landfill expansion of the canyon would provide 70 million tons (inclusive of the
17 million) of disposal capacity.
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233 County of Los Angeles Daily Disposal Capacity Projections

Because conditions regarding the integrated waste management system in Los Angeles County are dynamic
and market driven, scenarios regarding existing daily and projected disposal capacities for landfill facilities
are continually changing and being updated by County waste management personnel. In addition,
environmental, political, and economic factors make predicting future landfill capacity very speculative.

For example, and as noted in Table 2.3-1, in January 1996, the remaining permitted capacity at all Class III
landfills within Los Angeles County was estimated at 102.2 million tons (or 187.7 million cu. yd.). This
capacity included the operational County Landfill. Based on the 1995 average disposal rate of 35,800 tpd
(6-day week), excluding waste being imported into the County, this capacity is expected to be exhausted in
less than 9 years. However, in order to make a realistic assessment of the adequacy of the remaining landfill
disposal capacities, many factors were taken into consideration by the County that severely hinder the
accessibility of remaining disposal capacity or affect solid waste generation. These factors include
expiration of the land use permits (LUPs), restrictions on the acceptance of waste generated outside of
jurisdictional and/or wasteshed boundaries, permit restrictions on the amount of waste that can be accepted
daily or weekly, geographic barriers, and limitations on the amount of waste that can be handled by a facility
on a daily basis due to lack of manpower and equipment. When these factors were considered cumulatively
by the County, the analysis indicated that a permitted daily disposal capacity shortfall may occur as early
as 1999.2

In this regard, four major landfills could be closed due to capacity limitations, expiration of LUPs, other
operational permits, or court decisions. Under these circumstances, if no expansions of existing facilities
occur or no new disposal facilities are developed, the County will experience shortfalls in permitted daily
disposal capacity.” The two most significant closures could include the Bradley West Landfill (permitted
capacity of 10,000 tpd) and Spadra Landfill (2,500 tpd). These closures could result in a disposal capacity
shortfall of 4,600 tpd (6 days per week). This situation would be worsened by the potential closure of the
Puente Hills Landfill (permitted capacity of 13,200 tpd) in November 2003. Beginning in 2004, a disposal
capacity shortfall of up to 18,000 tpd (6 days per week) could exist in Los Angeles County.'®

Need for Excess Solid Waste Disposal Capacity within the Countywide Waste Management System

The County DPW has continually recommended that, in order for its regional system to function effectively,
excess disposal capacity in the County should be equal to the single facility in the County’s system with the
greatest daily capacity. That facility, which is publicly owned, is the Puente Hills Landfill, which has a
permitted disposal capacity of 13,200 tpd. It is the County’s recommendation that an integrated waste
management system cannot have its amount of available disposal capacity merely equal to existing disposal
needs. Rather, this system needs to not only maintain adequate disposal capacity and respond to existing
and projected disposal capacities, but it must also be cost effective to all residents and businesses that reside
within the County. Additionally, this Countywide waste management system needs to be dynamic enough

8  Preliminary Draft Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element, Los Angeles County, Department of Public
Works, Environmental Programs Division, p. ES-6. January 1996.

%  Ibid., p. 4-19.

19/ Ibid., p. 4-20.

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL July 1997
SEIR 91-0377-ZC/GPA Page 2-9



< PROJECT DESCRIPTION <

to respond to unforeseen natural disasters (e.g., earthquakes, fires, storms) that have occurred and have the
potential to occur in the future.!

Development of New Landfills

There are various factors that influence landfill demand such as predictable demographic and economic
growth factors. However, certain factors that are less predictable such as competing technologies and
government initiatives (e.g., increased recycling and waste reduction programs) to reduce the waste stream
and landfill demand. It should be noted that developing new landfills within the County takes approximately
5 to 7 years to obtain approvals, including processing environmental documentation, receiving project
entitlements, and obtaining discretionary approvals by the Lead Agency.!?

24 REGIONAL LOCATION/PROJECT SETTING/ACCESS

The project site is located within the Los Angeles region and within the corporate jurisdiction of the City of
Los Angeles and Los Angeles County (Fractional Sections 23 and 24, Township 3 North, Range 16 West,
San Bernardino Base Meridian in the County of Los Angeles). The regional geographical setting of the
project is depicted on Figure 2.4-1, which illustrates the project site in relation to the region. The project
site is further defined within the Northwest Valley Subregional planning area of the City of Los Angeles.
The project site is included within the City’s Granada Hills-Knollwood Community Plan Area (CPA) and
the Santa Clarita Valley Areawide General Plan of the County.

Currently, the City encompasses 470 square miles (or 302,596 acres) and has a population in excess of 3.6
million. Approximately 76 percent of the land area (i.e., 230,377 acres) within the City is developed and 24
percent (i.e., 72,219 acres) is undeveloped. In addition, 4.4 percent of the City is developed for commercial
uses and 7.7 percent is developed for industrial uses. In relation to the Granada Hills-Knollwood CPA,
approximately 58.8 percent of the land area is residential, 3 percent is commercial, 0.1 percent is industrial,
and 38.2 percent is open space."

The County includes land area of 4,083.21 square miles and has a total population of 9,369,800, with
approximately 8,392,000 living in 88 cities and 977,800 living in unincorporated areas.*

24.1 Project Site Setting and Location
The project site address is 14747 San Fernando Road, Sylmar, California. Generally, the project site is

surrounded by unincorporated areas of the County to the north and west and the communities of Granada
Hills and Sylmar located to the south and east, respectively. As depicted on Figure 2.4-2, the project site

1/ Ibid.

2/ Integrated Solid Waste Management System for Los Angeles County, Draft Program Environmental Impact
Report, Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Solid Waste Management Department; and County of Los Angeles,
Department of Public Works, p. 1-10. August 1990.

B/ www.ci.la.us:80/dept/CAO/demintro.lhtm; INTERNET.

1/ www.co.la.ca.us/statistics. htm; INTERNET.
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< PROJECT DESCRIPTION %

is approximately % mile southwest of the intersection of the the Golden State Freeway (I-5) and Antelope
Valley Freeway (SR-14) multilevel freeway interchange. More specifically, the entrance to the project site
is situated % mile northwest of the intersection of Balboa Boulevard and San Fernando Road in the City.
The irregularly shaped project site, 494 acres in the City and +608 acres in the County, consists of portions
of several parcels. The County Assessor’s legal record for the project site within the City is book 157, tract
number 10422, lots 9 and 10; book 141, tract number 9673, lots 1 through 3, lots 6 through 13, lots 121
through 124, lots 131 and 132, and lots 142 through 146. The County Assessor’s legal record for the project
site in the County is book 133, tract 9423.

24.2 Regional Access

Six freeway systems will be utilized to transport solid waste materials to the proposed landfill facility. It
is estimated that approximately 95 percent of the refuse being transported to the project site would use one
of these existing freeway systems. All traffic will enter the project site via San Fernando Road from one of
eight main access routes, including (1) north along I-5 Freeway, (2) south along SR-14, (3) west along the
Foothill (I-210) Freeway, (4) southeast along I-5 Freeway, (5) north along the San Diego (I-405) Freeway,
(6) east and west along the Simi Valley-San Fernando Valley (SR-118) Freeway, (7) north on San Fernando
Road, and (8) north on Balboa Boulevard to San Fernando Road (this route is restricted to light vehicles only,
weighing less than 6 tons, except for refuse collection vehicles that serve the local communities)."” Refer
to Section 4.13, Transportation and Circulation, within this Draft SEIR for a specific discussion and analysis
of transportation-related issues.

243 Project Site Area

The project site area includes £494 acres in the City (as shown on Figure 2.4-3) and +608 acres in the
~ County. A total £1,102 acres is owned by the project proponent in and around Sunshine Canyon. The
proposed City/County Landfill footprint in the City will occupy +194 acres within the City and then extend
onto +£42 acres within the County and ultimately connect (vertically and horizontally) with the approved
County Landfill, which encompasses +215 acres.

The topographic terrain surrounding the project area is characterized as “mountainous.” Existing contour
elevations at the project site range from 1,350 feet above mean sea level (MSL) at the mouth of Sunshine
Canyon (adjacent to San Fernando Road) up to an elevation of 1,875 feet MSL (a rise in contour relief of
525 feet) at the northern portion of the City/County boundary. The southemn portion of the project site near
the City/County boundary is 2,150 feet MSL. The southern perimeter ridgeline elevations within the City
range from 2,150 feet MSL, which is south of proposed Sedimentation Basin C, to 1,800 feet MSL near the
existing flare station, to 1,725 feet MSL near the southeast toe of the existing inactive landfill. Within the
+100 acre buffer zone, elevations range from 1,425 to 1,975 feet MSL. (Refer to Section 2.5, Project
Characteristics, for a discussion of the site plan.)

Located within the City portion of the project site are two fill areas that are classified as “inactive.” These
areas comprise the existing inactive landfill. They occupy £205 acres (or approximately 19 percent of land
area owned by the project proponent) and have a total waste placement of 25 million tons. The largest fill
area is located near the southwest perimeter of this portion of the project site and ceased landfilling
operations and refuse placement in September 1991. This main fill area occupies +184 acres. Its final fill

15/ City Ordinance No. 161,201.
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contour (or top deck area) has an elevation of 1,925 feet MSL. Based on a review of existing topography,
refuse depth is estimated to vary from 0 to approximately 360 feet near the southern toe berm, and from 0
to approximately 110 feet for the northern area of this fill area. The smaller fill area is located north of the
existing access road and occupies £21 acres. This fill area’s final elevation (or top deck area) is 1,575 feet
MSL.

Even though these fill areas are not physically connected, they share the same SWFP (i.e., 19-AR-0002).
When operational, these fill areas used ancillary facilities (i.e., scales, access road, etc.) and will continue
to mutually use the same environmental protection and control features (i.e., flare station, drainage control
systems, etc.) during closure and postclosure maintenance.

All existing uses within the +494 acre project site or City portion of Sunshine Canyon are listed in Table
2.4-1. Unless specifically noted in this Draft SEIR, the “existing inactive landfill” refers to the larger fill area
(or the =184 acres) rather than the smaller fill area within the City.

Table 2.4-1
EXISTING USES AND ACREAGE WITHIN THE PROJECT SITE (CITY PORTION)

Existing Inactive Sunshine Canyon Landfill 184.40 37
(i.e., larger fill area, south of main access road)

Existing Inactive Sunshine Canyon Landfill 20.60 4
(i.e., smaller fill area, north of main access road)

Open Space Buffer Area 100.00 20
Access Road (i.e., segment from San Fernando Road 12.50 3

to County/City jurisdictional boundary)

Disturbed Areas (e.g., areas associated with prior 116.50 24
landfilling activities and related uses including
developed ancillary facility pads, nursery area)

Undisturbed Areas (i.e., all other areas) 60.00 12

Source: Browning-Ferris Industries of California, Inc. (BFI)

The existing inactive landfill, located within the project site, is currently in the process of closure. Closure
and postclosure maintenance plan, pursuant to Title 14, CCR, Chapter 3, Article 7.8 and Chapter 5, Articles
3.4 and 3.5 and corresponding environmental documentation (i.e., initial study and mitigated negative
declaration), were submitted to regulatory agencies (i.e., CTIWMB, LARWQCB) for review and comment.
The final plan are pending before the City Local Enforcement Agency (LEA). It is anticipated that these
plans will be approved by the City in the summer of 1997.

The Final Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plan for the existing inactive (Sunshine Canyon Sanitary
Landfill) was initially prepared on November 30, 1990. That document was subsequently revised in response
to comments received by regulatory agencies. This plan was resubmitted to regulatory agencies on the

July 1997 SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
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following dates: April 19, 1991 (First Revision), April 30, 1992 (Second Revision), November 18, 1994
(Third Revision), and March 1997 (Responses to Third Revision).

All documents, plans, and environmental information prepared in response to this landfill’s closure and
postclosure maintenance period are available for review (from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) at the City
Environmental Affairs Department, Local Enforcement Agency, 201 North Figueroa, 2nd Floor, Los
Angeles, CA. '

244 Surrounding Land Uses

Surrounding land uses within a 1-mile radius of the project site include undeveloped mountainous terrain,
a gun club, worm farm, and horse stables to the north and west; vacant property in Aliso, Bee, and East
Canyons located to the southwest, west, and northwest, respectively; and an active oil production area
located southwest of the project site.'® Refer to Figures 2.4-4 and 2.4-5.

Several residential housing and light industrial projects have been developed proximate to the project site.
These developments include several residential (single-family) housing tracts. All of these uses are located
southward of the intervening ridgeline that ranges in elevation from 2,150 to 1,425 feet MSL. Six trailers,
located across from the landfill entrance, and a light industrial area consisting of several buildings are located
along the eastern portion of San Fernando Road, northerly of the landfill entrance. Refer to Table 2.4-2 for
a list of residential land uses proximate to the project site, distances, and elevations. Figure 2.4-6 provides
an index map of residential use locations that are noted in Table 2.4-2.

2.4.5 Public and Institutional Facilities

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD) operates the Joseph Jensen Filtration Plant
located approximately % mile southeast of the landfill entrance. Expansion of this plant was completed on
November 10, 1995," and it now delivers up to 750 million gallons per day to portions of the San Fernando
Valley, Ventura County, and south to the West Los Angeles region.'® The Jensen Plant is adjacent to the
terminus of the Los Angeles Aqueduct, across the I-5 freeway. The Los Angeles Aqueduct is the primary
source of water supply to the City, delivering water from the eastern Sierra Nevada runoff and Owens Valley
groundwater.!” The DWP also maintains the Balboa Distribution Station DS 86 located at 12960 Balboa
Boulevard and the Sylmar Converter Station located at 13201 Sepulveda Boulevard. These stations are
approximately % to 1 mile from the landfill entrance, respectively.

16/ Three oil fields (Cascade and portions of Aliso Canyon and Newhall) are located in proximity to the project site.
Refer to Figure 4.8-1 and Section 4.8, Natural Resources. Many oil and gas wells were constructed in these oil fields
between 1889 and 1983, but presently only 18 wells are in operation. Aliso Canyon is currently being used as an
underground storage field for The Gas Company (formerly the Southern California Gas Company).

Y/ Notice of Completion, Joseph Jensen Filtration Plant Expansion No. I, Metropolitan Water District. November
15, 1995.

18/ Fred Nichols, Engineering Technician III, MWD. Telephone conversation. November 14, 1996.

1/ Urban Water Management Plan for the City of Los Angeles, City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and
Power, p. 4-2. November 1995.
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H

Table 2.4-2
RESIDENTIAL USES, DISTANCES, AND ELEVATIONS PROXIMATE
TO THE PROJECT SITE

1 SFR - Timber Ridge Drive, Granada Hills 200 1,700 1,400
2 SFR - Constable Avenue, Granada Hills 960 2,560 1,400
3 SFR - Orozco Street, Granada Hills 2,400 4,300 1,400
4 SFR - Woodley Avenue, Granada Hills 4,800 6,700 1,300
5 SFR - Saddle Ridge Road, Sylmar 6,200 7,050 1,480
6 SFR - Yarnell Street at Foothill Boulevard, Sylmar 6,960 7,760 1,360
7 SFR - Filbert Street at Foothill Boulevard, Sylmar 5,280 6,080 1,360
8 Trailers - San Fernando Road, Sylmar 100 700 1,350

Source: Ultrasystems Environmental Incorporated

Notes:
* Refer to Figure 2.4-6
SFR = Single Family Residential

The San Fernando Valley Juvenile Hall is located at 16350 Filbert Street, approximately 1% miles southeast
of the project site. In addition, the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) owns the rail track and
right-of-way (ROW) located approximately 250 feet east of the landfill entrance. Southern California
Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) maintains these tracks and operates the Metrolink regional commuter train
service (i.e., Santa Clarita Line) into the Los Angeles area.

24.6 Existing General Plan (Land Use) and Zoning Designations

The City’s Granada Hills-Knollwood Community Plan designates the project site as “Open Space.”
Development of the project would require a plan amendment to “Heavy Industrial.” In accordance with the
City’s zoning ordinance, the project site is zoned “A1-1-O” (Agricultural, Height District 1, Oil Drilling
District Overlay designation). To accommodate development of the proposed project, a zone change would
be required to “M3-1-O” (Heavy Industrial, Height District 1, Oil Drilling District Overlay designation).

The land use designation in the County portion of Sunshine Canyon is “Hillside Management, Non-Urban
Hillside” and “Residential” (non-urban) and its zoning designation is “A-2-2” (Heavy Agriculture, 2-acre
minimum lot size). The development of £42 additional acres within the County would be consistent with
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the County’s General Plan and zoning designations. Refer to Section 4.7, Land Use, for a complete
discussion of this topic.

2.4.7 Historical Use of the Project Site and Surrounding Area

Historically, the land area in and around Sunshine Canyon has been used for cattle ranching and grazing.
Evidence of ranching structures and abandoned water wells can be found on adjacent properties. The
southern portion of the project proponent’s area of ownership (outside of the Sunshine Canyon area) has
producing oil wells. Previous exploratory drilling was performed in Sunshine Canyon prior to BFI’s
ownership of the property; however, no oil reserves were found.

Commencing in 1958, a landfill known as the “North Valley Refuse Center and Operating Industries
Landfill” was granted to operate in the City portion of Sunshine Canyon. Expansion and continued operation
of the landfill were authorized by additional variances granted by the City. Throughout the 1960s and 1970s,
approximately 1,200 tpd of solid wastes were accepted for disposal at this facility.

In 1978 BFI purchased the North Valley Landfill and surrounding properties (approximately +1,560 acres)
and renamed the landfill facility “Sunshine Canyon Landfill.” This landfill accepted an increasing amount
of solid waste during its operational life, and during operation, reached an average daily disposal intake of
approximately 6,400 tons in the mid to late 1980s. The landfill ceased receiving waste in September 1991
due to expiration of its City zoning variance. Both fill areas that comprise the Sunshine Canyon Landfill are
currently designated “inactive,” and plans/environmental documents for closure and postclosure maintenance
are pending before the City.

25 PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The proposed City/County Landfill Project would be operated as a regional major Class III nonhazardous
solid waste landfill facility designed to serve waste streams within the Los Angeles region. The proposed
landfill would be developed, owned, and operated by the project proponent.?® Ultimately, this proposed
landfill facility would have a total airspace capacity of 90 million tons; receive, process, and dispose an
average of 11,000 tpd of municipal solid waste and commercial and industrial wastes; and recycle
construction and demolition debris.

2.5.1 Proposed City/County Landfill Footprint

The proposed combined City/County Landfill footprint would ultimately encompass +451 acres within both
City and County jurisdictions. Development would include +194 acres within the City, +42 acres of land
within the County, and its connection to the operational County Landfill, which consists of £215 acres. The
combined development of these areas would ultimately result in one single landfill footprint being developed
in Sunshine Canyon.

During the first 18 to 24 months, the City/County Landfill areas would be operated separately and provide
an average daily intake rate of 5,000 tpd in the City and 6,000 tpd in the County. Combined landfill
operations would result in an average waste intake of 11,000 tpd and an ultimate landfill disposal capacity

20/ As of September 30, 1996, the project proponent owns and/or operates 164 landfills, which dispose of 32 million
tons of waste annually.
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of 90 million tons, inclusive of the operational County Landfill. Refer to Table 2.5-1 and Figures 2.5-1,

2.5-2,2.5-3,2.5-4,2.5-5.

Table 2.5-1
PROPOSED CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL PROJECT

City

Proposed City Landfill Footprint Pending Approval 194 5,000
County

Additional Area within County Approved 42

Proposed for Development® 6,000
Existing County Landfill Footprint® Approved 215

Source: Ultrasystems Environmental Incorporated

Notes:

1. The maximum net tonnage that could be disposed of in the proposed landfill would be 11,000 tpd based on
a maximum weekly capacity of 66,000 tons per week (11,000 tpd/average based on 6 working days/per week).
Net tonnage does not include clean soil import and/or waste process used as a beneficial use on the landfill,
separated and/or otherwise diverted from the waste stream and exported from the landfill for the purpose of
recycling.

2. Development of this area within the County portion of Sunshine Canyon was reapproved in November 1993
for landfill development by the County Board of Supervisors. This land area was identified and analyzed
within the context of the FEIR Sunshine Canyon Landfill. Refer to the Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension
CUP (86-312-5) Condition No. 10(b), Appendix C6, of this Draft SEIR.

3. Reapproved by the County Board of Supervisors on November 30, 1993.

Development of the proposed landfill footprint in the City would encompass +80 acres of the existing
inactive landfill (i.e., both larger and smaller fill areas) and £114 acres of other land in the City. (Refer to
Figure 2.5-1.) Because the development of this proposed footprint would include existing fill areas, liner
systems and an environmental protection and control system would be installed prior to placing waste over
these fill areas.

As stated previously, the 42 acres of land in the County would be developed to facilitate the engineered
design of the landfill footprint within the City and connect with the operational County Landfill. This area
is recognized for development pursuant to the County Landfill CUP, Condition No. 10(b). Currently, this
area is disturbed and developed with ancillary facilities, such as the administrative office areas, caretaker
trailer, scale house area, and environmental protection and control systems (i.e., the leachate collection
treatment, control room, and sedimentation basin) to support landfilling operations at the County Landfill.
Refer to the aerial photograph depicted on Figure 2.4-5.
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2.5.2 Prior Environmental Documentation

As noted in Section 1.0, Summary, the FEIR for the Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension discussed and
analyzed the development of a 215-million-ton landfill facility within Sunshine Canyon. Proposed
development would have allowed 17,500 tpd of waste to be disposed of in a landfill footprint encompassing
+706 acres and located within both City and County jurisdictions. Potential significant impacts resulting
from that development were identified, discussed, and analyzed within the context of that FEIR.
Environmental impacts associated with the development of +42 additional acres within the County were
analyzed within the context of the FEIR, specifically the 215-million-ton landfill and the refined project
(approved County Landfill [17-million-ton capacity] development).

The associated environmental impacts of mutually using ancillary facilities for the proposed City/County
Landfill will be analyzed within this Draft SEIR. With regard to the City/County Landfill Project, this Draft
SEIR will also identify any new impacts resulting from landfilling activities on the £42 acres in the County,
impacts associated with an anticipated waste intake rate of 11,000 tpd, and combining landfilling operations
within both jurisdictions. When applicable, cross referencing to the FEIR will be provided within this Draft
SEIR.

The period of concurrent operation of the City/County Landfill with the operational County Landfill is
addressed as a “related project,” as requested by City Planning staff and the Department of Transportation
(LADOT). The potential development of 33 related projects (inclusive of the County Landfill Project) in
conjunction with the proposed project is cumulatively analyzed by topical issue and presented in Section 4.0,
Environmental Impact Analysis, of this document.

253 Proposed Project Use of Existing County Landfill Ancillary Facilities and Environmental
Protection and Control Systems

The proposed City/County Landfill would use existing ancillary facilities (i.e., scale house, administrative
offices, and access road) and certain environmental protection and control systems (i.e., leachate storage and
control center, drainage systems, and water storage tank) that are currently being used for the operational
County Landfill. The use of these facilities and systems for the proposed City/County Landfill would
continue until development occurs on the £42 acres in the County. Prior to that development, the removal
and/or relocation of the following facilities (mainly portable trailers) or environmental protection and control
systems would occur onto City lands:

> administration office, caretaker trailer, and LEA trailer; and
> water storage tank.

The relocation of these facilities would be approximately 18 to 24 months following the commencement of
landfill operations in the City. Their removal would also be concurrent with landfilling operations being
combined at a single working face area in Sunshine Canyon. The removal and relocation of other ancillary
facilities, such as the scale house, scales, leachate treatment and storage tanks, and control building, will
occur within a 2- to 3%-year period, following the commencement of landfilling operations in the City. The
final location of these facilities is shown on Figure 2.5-1.
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254 Working Arrangement

It is anticipated that prior to or concurrent with City/County Landfill Project approval by the City, both
jurisdictions will execute a working arrangement, regarding the joint operation of the City/County Landfill.
This arrangement would recognize existing discretionary approvals, contractual agreements, or other
arrangements that were approved by the County Board of Supervisors and regulatory agencies in connection
with the approved County Landfill.

That agreement would state the purposes and powers to be exercised by both jurisdictions, including, but not
limited to, the following:

> authorize cooperating but separate LEA jurisdiction over the respective City and County landfilling
activities in Sunshine Canyon during the first 18 to 24 months (average daily capacity would be
5,000 tpd in the City and 6,000 tpd in the County Landfill);

> combine City/County LEA monitoring and enforcement activities at the proposed City/County
Landfill into a single authority (after 18 to 24 months);

> allow the mutual use of the access road, ancillary facilities and areas, and environmental protection
and control systems;

> set reimbursement obligations;

> establish tipping fee structures; and

> establish revenue sharing by the City and County.

Through the implementation of a working arrangement, both jurisdictions would authorize combined
landfilling operations to occur at one landfill footprint in Sunshine Canyon. Additional discretionary
approvals by the County will be necessary for this combined City/County landfilling operation. (Those
permits and discretionary actions are listed in Table 2.16-1, of this Draft SEIR.)

2.55 Proposed City/County Landfill Working Face Area

This Draft SEIR acknowledges under the proposed City/County Landfill Project that there would initially
be two separate landfilling operations and working faces within Sunshine Canyon. One working face area
(approximately 3 to 5 acres) is currently used for ongoing landfilling operations at the County Landfill,
which is approved to accept up to 6,000 tpd (average). Another proposed working face area would
accommodate a waste flow up to 5,000 tpd (average) in the City during the first 18 to 24 months of
landfilling operation. That working face area is also expected to be 3 to 5 acres in size.

After landfilling operations are combined, the anticipated waste intake rate into the Sunshine Canyon area
would be 11,000 tpd (average). Pursuant to a working arrangement, combined landfilling operations at a
single working face (up to 10 acres) would commence approximately 18 to 24 months following the start
of landfilling operations in the City.

2.5.6 General Design Features of the City/County Landfill Facility

The proposed City/County Landfill facility would be designed and operated in accordance with CCR, Titles
14 and 23, for a Class III solid waste landfill. Landfill features would be designed by professionals in the
areas of engineering, architecture, landscape, traffic engineering, and environmental sciences. The ultimate
combined City/County Landfill would be designed for long-term use (approximately 26-year operational site
life) and a minimum 30-year mandatory closure and postclosure maintenance period. The total life span,
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including both operation and closure of the proposed City/County Landfill, would be at a minimum 56 years
and provide the following considerations: (1) efficiency of operation, (2) flexibility in operation, (3)
reliability of environmental protection and monitoring systems, (4) sensitivity to surrounding areas, and (5)
adequate disposal capacity to ensure short- and long-term commitments to both public agencies and private
entities.

Because certain features of the landfili facility will be open to the general public, the conceptual design plan
includes facility attributes to accommodate such use. Similarly, revegetation and landscaping aspects of the
project site (especially areas of the planned landfill footprint) will take into consideration berming and
screening features to minimize potential impacts on residential uses (or sensitive receptors) located
proximate to the project site. The placement of onsite ancillary facilities would be developed in accordance
with City/County zoning standards, building codes, amended County Landfill CUP, and a working
arrangement. Environmental factors taken into consideration include various site controls, such as dust
control, water quality, air quality, noise control, odor control, public safety, and other relevant matters to
ensure the protection of public health and safety.

Listed in Tables 2.5-2 and 2.5-3 are the proposed onsite uses along with their associated acreages in the City
and existing and planned uses in the County, respectively.

As previously stated, the proposed landfill footprint in the City’s jurisdiction would encompass +£194 acres
(or 39 percent) of the total project site £494 acres). Onsite ancillary facilities or proposed environmental
pollution and control features in the City include, but are not limited to, an access road; gate, scales, checker
facilities, and general maintenance area; general administrative office; caretaker building; lunchroom/locker
storage; employee parking; flaring stations; plant materials center; environmental learning center; green
waste/wood waste recycling area and buyback center; leachate treatment facility and storage tanks and
* control building; sedimentation basins; and water storage tanks. Except for the control building, which is
a permanent structure, the majority of ancillary facilities being proposed would utilize portable trailers. All
construction plans for these facilities will be reviewed and approved by the City and responsible entities prior
to any onsite construction activities taking place. Portable trailers currently used for County Landfill
operations would be used for landfill operations in the City. When development occurs on the £42 acres in
the County, the relocation of these facilities would take place on City lands approximately 18 to 24 months
following landfill commencement in the City. The mutual use of these facilities would be authorized under
provisions set forth in a working arrangement. Moreover, the removal or relocation of the scale house,
scales, leachate treatment and storage tanks, and control building from the County Landfill onto City lands
would occur within 2 to 3% years following commencement of landfill operations in the City. As noted on
Figure 2.5-1, the final relocation of these uses will be near the landfill entrance in the City’s jurisdiction.

As indicated in Table 2.5-2, proposed ancillary uses, facilities, and structures in the City occupy +9.4 acres
(or approximately 2 percent of the total land area within the £494 acre project site in the City). Proposed
areas designated for environmental protection and control systems and/or features occupy +10.1 acres (or
2 percent of total project site area in the City). All ancillary uses would be located outside of the proposed
landfill footprint being developed in the City. However, certain environmental protection and control
systems are located directly on or near the landfill footprint (i.., gas extraction and groundwater monitoring
systems). The total area occupied by all proposed uses within the City encompasses £213 acres.
Approximately 44 percent of the total area within the project site in the City would be developed to
accommodate the landfill footprint and ancillary uses.
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Table 2.5-2
PROPOSED USES WITHIN THE CITY AND ASSOCIATED ACREAGES

Landfill Footprint (City)

Ancillary Uses, Facilities, and Structures

Access Roadway 3.30 0.7
Administrative Office, Caretaker Facility, Lunchroom/Locker Room 0.50 0.1
Building, and Employee Parking

Environmental Learning Center 0.50 0.1
Green Waste/Wood Waste Recycling Area 2.75 0.6
Scale House Check-in and General Maintenance Areas 0.50 0.1
Plant Materials Center (i.e., Nursery Facility) 1.84 04
Environmental Protection and Control Systems/Features

Flaring Stations (2) 1.00 0.2
Leachate Treatment Facility/Storage Tank 0.50 0.1
Control Center (this is a structure)

Sedimentation Basins (3) 7.60 LS

Water Storage Tank (1) and Optional Tank (1) 1.00 0.2

Source: BFI

Note: Sedimentation Basin A, located near the landfill entrance, would be constructed during closure of the existing
inactive landfill within the City portion of Sunshine Canyon. This basin would also be used for the proposed
project.

As exhibited in Table 2.5-3, proposed ancillary uses, facilities, and structures occupy +2.7 acres (or
approximately 0.5 percent of the total land area within the £608 acre project site in the County). Existing
and proposed environmental protection and control systems and features occupy approximately 6 acres
within the County. Accordingly, the proposed landfill footprint development within the County (inclusive
of the operational County Landfill) would occupy +257 acres or approximately 42 percent of the total project
site area 608 acres).
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Table 2.5-3
EXISTING AND PLANNED USES WITHIN THE COUNTY AND ASSOCIATED ACREAGES

Landfill Footprint (Proposed additional area in County) 42.00 6.9

Landfill Footprint (Operational County Landfill) 215.00 354
Ancillary Uses, Facilities, and Structures

Access Roadway 1.65 0.3
Administrative Office, Caretaker Facility, Lunchroom/Locker Room 0.50 0.1
Building, and Employee Parking!

Scale House Check-in and General Maintenance Areas? _ 0.50 0.1

Environmental Protection and Control Systems/Features

Water Storage Tank (1) 1.00 0.2
Leachate Treatment Facility/Storage Tank 0.50 0.1
Control Center (this is a structure)?

Flaring Stations (2)* 1.00 0.2

Sedimentation Basins (1) * 0.4

Source: BFI

Notes:

1. To be. relocated onto City land within 18 to 24 months following commencement of landfilling operations in
2. ?(f taccaltlr};iocatcd onto City land within 2 to 2% years following commencement of landfilling operations in the
3. %:'}c,) flaring stations are permitted, one station is constructed.

4, To be removed completely due to landfill footprint configuration of the City/County Landfill. This basin is

located downstream of the south toe berm of the County Landfill. Stormwater runoff would be directed into
one of three proposed sedimentation basins planned for development in the City, once this basin is removed.

2.5.7 Proposed Landfill Ancillary Facilities
Administrative Offices, Caretaker Trailer, Lunchroom/Locker Building, and Employee Parking
Two portable trailer facilities consisting of approximately 4,200 square feet (sq. ft.) would provide

administrative office space for landfill employees and provide lunchroom and locker storage space for
personnel assigned to the facility, such as the designated LEA. These trailers would be located near the
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landfill entrance and adjacent to San Fernando Road. In addition, one trailer consisting of 1,604 sq. ft. would
be provided to the onsite resident caretaker. Employee parking would be provided at or near each of these
planned facilities consistent with applicable City zoning code requirements. These trailers are presently used
for existing County Landfill operations and would be relocated onto City lands approximately 18 to 24
months after the commencement of landfilling operations in the City.

Environmental Learning Center

A public educational learning center comprising %2 acre would be developed directly south of the the
realigned access road into Sunshine Canyon. This center, consisting of a portable trailer, would be
established to promote recycling, materials recovery, and source reduction activities by increasing public
awareness of critical waste management issues and encouraging voluntary City and County participation.
Educational programs, including tours of the landfill facility, would be established by the project proponent.
These programs are intended to educate children and young adults about the importance of recycling,
materials recovery, and source reduction.

Green Waste/Wood Waste Recycling Area

An onsite green waste/wood waste recycling area encompassing approximately 3 acres would be developed
near the proposed plant materials center (1,775 feet MSL) of the existing inactive landfill (i.e., larger fill
area) subsequent to the final closure of that inactive landfill. This area would be used for recycling both
green waste and wood waste materials into small static piles for immediate use (i.e., within 24 hours) onsite.
Green waste material would be recycled using a transportable tub-grinding machine. Material of varying
particle size would be produced. This type of recycling product is intended to be used onsite for landfill
daily cover material, soil amendment for City/County Landfill revegetation programs, erosion prevention,
fire prevention, and weed abatement. Additionally, wood waste material brought to the project site would
be chipped and used for onsite erosion control, soil stabilization, weed abatement, fire control, and dust
control. Composting would not be conducted on the project site.

As a component of this general area, a dropoff and buyback recycling center would be established for use
by the local community. Source-separated materials would be delivered to this area. Only nonhazardous
materials, such as aluminum, metal, newsprint, office paper, glass, and plastics and would be accepted at this
center for recycling.

Plant Materials Center (or Nursery)

A plant materials center (i.e., nursery) similar to the existing nursery area located within the City would be
developed on the existing landfill (larger fill area) at 1,725 feet MSL. This center, which encompasses
approximately +2 acres, would be located near the existing flare station. It would include a greenhouse and
shade house area that would be utilized for the germination of native tree seed stock (e.g., coast live oak,
canyon live oak, big-cone Douglas fir, sycamore, maple, and black walnut trees) and native vegetation
gathered in and around the Sunshine Canyon area. Once germinated, these species would be used as part
of revegetation programs in Sunshine Canyon.

The existing nursery area (located in the City) is recognized as one of the largest growers of coast live oak
trees in the Southern California region. The project proponent, in conjunction with its consulting forester,
has advanced the growing techniques for both the coast live oaks and big-cone Douglas fir tree species. A
cooperative research program now established at this nursery between Oregon State University Department
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of Forest Sciences, the Los Angeles County Forester, and the Angeles National Forest in California would
be maintained as part of the proposed project and the approved County Landfill. Future onsite revegetation
programs that are being proposed would be established in cooperation with the City’s Street Tree Division,
specifically with the City’s Chief Forester.

Scale House and Check-in Facility

The scale house and check-in area (i.e., scales), consisting of a portable, 720-sq.-ft. trailer and five weigh-in
scales, would encompass an area of approximately !z acre. Initially, the scale house and check-in facility
located within the County would be used for separate landfill operations within the City and County until
landfilling operations are combined. This facility is expected to be relocated onto City lands approximately
2 to 2Y years after landfilling operations commence in the City. For further discussion of this facility and/or
area, refer to Section 2.10, Operational Description of the City/County Landfill Facility.

2.6 LANDFILL FACILITY DESIGN

The landfill facility would be designed in accordance with all applicable federal and State regulations and
standards utilizing both emerging and state-of-the-art technologies. During construction and excavation
sequencing, quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) measures would be used by the project proponent
under the direction of regulatory agencies. The proposed landfill facility would incorporate proven
engineering design features and monitoring equipment to protect the environment and ensure the safety and
health of the general public. Additionally, the facility would be designed, operated, and maintained in
accordance with all applicable rules and regulations of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), CIWMB,
LARWQCB, South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), and City, County, and other
regulatory agencies that have jurisdiction (by law) over the proposed project or resources thereupon.

2.6.1 Landfill Facility Classification and Siting Criteria

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) has established classification and siting criteria for
landfills pursuant to CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Articles 2 (Waste Classification and
Management) and Article 3 (Waste Management Unit Classification and Siting). These criteria, utilized by
all public agencies in the State and the CIWMB, define a landfill’s (or waste management unit at which
waste is discharged in or on land for disposal) ability to control wastes from physical determinants.

Some of the primary requirements of siting a Class III landfill are defined in CCR, Title 23, Division 3,
Chapter 15, Article 3, § 2533 (Class III: Landfills for Nonhazardous Solid Waste). These requirements
include, but are not limited to, the following criteria:

> Class III landfills would be sited where soil characteristics, distances from waste to groundwater,
and other factors would ensure no impairment of beneficial uses of surface water or groundwater
beneath or adjacent to the landfill.

> Class III landfills would be designed, constructed, and maintained to prevent inundation or washout
during 100-year flood events.

> Class IIT landfills may be located within areas of potential rapid geologic change only if containment
structures are designed, constructed, and maintained to preclude landfill failure.
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> Class III landfills are precluded from being located on a known Holocene fault.
The proposed City/County Landfill Project will meet the State criteria listed above.

Additionally, the proposed City/County Landfill would be sited utilizing federal criteria in accordance with
40 CFR, Part 258 (Subtitle D) of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), Subpart B (Location
Restrictions), which includes, but is not limited to, the following provisions:

> Municipal solid waste landfills or expansions of existing landfills cannot be located within 10,000
feet of any airport inway end used by turbojet aircraft or within 5,000 feet of any airport runway
end used by only piston-type aircraft.

> Municipal solid waste landfills or expansions of existing landfills cannot be located in 100-year
floodplains unless the owner or operator can demonstrate that the area will not restrict the flow of
the 100-year flood, reduce the temporary water storage capacity of the floodplain, or result in
washout of solid waste so as to pose a hazard to human health and the environment.

» Municipal solid waste landfills or expansions of existing landfills in wetland areas shall minimize
unavoidable impacts to the maximum extent practicable and fully offset remaining unavoidable
wetland impacts through all appropriate and practicable compensatory mitigation actions.

> Municipal solid waste landfills or expansions of existing landfills shall not be located within 200
feet of a fault that had displacement in Holocene time, unless they are designed to withstand the
effects of fault displacement.

The proposed City/County Landfill Project will meet all federal criteria listed above.
2.6.2 City/County Landfill Disposal Capacity and Operational Site Life

Until combined, the initial proposed landfill would provide a waste intake rate of 5,000 tpd in the City
portion of Sunshine Canyon and 6,000 tpd at the operational County Landfill. Two separate landfilling
operations would occur simultaneously within these jurisdictions for the first 18 to 24 months. Landfill
operations in Sunshine Canyon will not be combined until development occurs on the +42 acres of land in
the County (approximately 18 to 24 months after commencement of landfilling operations in the City).
Thereafter, that area would connect with the operational County Landfill. Until that occurs, the landfill
footprints in these jurisdictions would not be connected to one another and landfill operations would function
separately.

The ultimate City/County Landfill would combine landfilling operations and provide an estimated net
disposal capacity of approximately 90 million tons and allow an average waste intake rate of approximately
11,000 tpd. The maximum net tonnage that can be deposited per operating day is 12,100 tpd (based on a
maximum intake rate of 5,500 tpd in the City and 6,600 tpd in the County) with a maximum weekly capacity
of 72,600 tons (an average of 11,000 tpd based on 6 working days per week).

The operational site life is anticipated to be approximately 26 years, assuming that net intake rates presented
above remain constant. These net rates do not include clean soil that may be imported for cover material,
waste processed and used beneficially on the landfill, separated waste, and/or waste otherwise diverted from
the waste stream and exported from the landfill and recycled.
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The operational County Landfill, under its CUP, specifies that the maximum net tonnage of refuse that can
be deposited per operating day is 8,800 tpd and the maximum weekly capacity is 48,000 tons (8,000 tpd
average based on 6 working days). However, the CUP limits the daily net tonnage to 6,600 and the weekly
net tonnage to 36,000 based on 6 working days per week until the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors
approves an increase of the net weekly tonnage to 48,000 (8,000 tons per average day) and the daily
maximum net tonnage to 8,800.2' This landfill would have an anticipated operational site life of 10 years
if no future development occurs. In accordance with its CUP, the design of that landfill facility complies
with and incorporates federally prescribed requirements for landfill liner systems, including “Subtitle D.”
The revised design is in compliance with Subtitle D and was approved by the County.

2.6.3 City/County Landfill Design
Proposed Landfill Footprint Final Fill Height Elevations

The proposed City/County Landfill Project would ultimately allow for a canyon-fill, cut-and-cover, 90-
million-ton landfill in Sunshine Canyon. The maximum vertical height of the landfill footprint at buildout
would result in a final fill elevation (at its top deck area) of 2,000 feet MSL. At this elevation located near
the City/County boundary, the proposed project would descend westerly (1,885 feet MSL) to encompass land
within the County portion of Sunshine Canyon and connect vertically and horizontally with the approved
County Landfill footprint. (Refer to Figure 2.5-1.)

Due to its physical location within the interior of Sunshine Canyon, the top deck of the proposed landfill
footprint would be effectively shielded from public views within Granada Hills. However, the following
landfill locations would be visible: a comparatively small portion of the landfill footprint near the mouth of
the canyon or landfill entrance (1,350 feet MSL), areas along the southern perimeter ridgeline near the City/
County boundary (1,825 feet MSL), and mountainous areas near O’Melveny Park that are higher in elevation
(e.g., Mission Point at 2,771 feet MSL).

The perimeter ridgeline along the southwestern boundary of the City portion of the project site rises to a
maximum elevation of about 2,150 MSL. Existing southern fill limits of the inactive landfill range in
elevation from 1,950 to 1,725 feet MSL. These areas would effectively block interior views of the landfill
footprint to the south and southwest, especially residential uses located within Granada Hills. (Refer to

Figure 2.4-5.)
Waste Cell Development

The side slopes of the waste cell of the proposed City/County Landfill would be constructed at a maximum
inclination of about 1.5H:1V (horizontal to vertical). Upon completion of the initial 20 feet of fill, the next
20 feet would be placed in a similar manner, progressing downgradient within Sunshine Canyon. The face
slope of the landfill would be maintained at 2H:1V with 15-foot benches every 40 feet of vertical height.
Actual daily landfill cell widths and lengths would vary, depending on the volume of incoming waste
received at the landfill. However, the top deck of each cell would be graded (3 percent) away from the
working face area for surface drainage. At the end of each working day, the final daily slopes would be
graded to 3H:1V, and 9 inches of clean daily cover material would be placed over the disposed refuse.

2/ Solid Waste Facilities Permit (19-AA-0853), Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, Condition No. 4, November
1994.
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Construction Sequencing

Development of the proposed City/County Landfill footprint would overlap and encompass final fill areas
of the existing inactive landfill and other undeveloped land area in the City and County, and connect to the
operational County Landfill. After the installation of liner systems and environmental protection and control
systems, waste would be disposed of in these areas. Ultimately, a 90-million-ton landfill would be developed
in Sunshine Canyon, encompassing +451 acres.

As illustrated on Figures 2.5-5 and 2.6-1, development within the City and County would consist of three
sequences developed contiguously to and overlapping one another. Throughout landfilling, operations may
require that City/County Landfill development proceed into different sequences to allow proper engineering,
maintain mild sloped access roadways and ramps for the refuse collection vehicles, and provide continuous
waste disposal operations during inclement weather conditions and windy conditions.

Described below are the three sequences planned for City/County Landfill development.

Sequence A

This initial sequence of landfilling operations would be initiated within the western portion of the project
site, abutting and overlapping existing fill areas of the existing inactive landfill (larger fill area) located near
the County/City jurisdictional boundary. (Refer to Figure 2.5-5.) Sequence A would encompass +72 acres
within the City and +24 acres in the County. Base grading elevation in Sequence A would commence at
approximately 1,575 feet MSL near the existing inactive landfill. Final fill elevations in Sequence A would
range from 1,775 up to 2,000 feet MSL at the top deck area of the landfill footprint. The implementation
of Sequence A is expected to occur over a period of approximately 4.4 years, based on an average intake rate
of 5,000 tpd for the first 18 to 24 months and 11,000 tpd during the next 24 years of site life development.

Sequence B

Sequence B landfilling would encompass 61.5 acres in the City and 20.5 acres in the County. This area of
landfilling would be located within the northwestern/northeastern portion of the project site. Base grade
elevation in this sequence would commence at approximately 1,500 feet MSL. Final fill elevations in
Sequence B would rise to 1,650 to 1,900 feet MSL. The implementation of Sequence B is expected to occur
over a period of 5.1 years, based on an average intake rate of 11,000 tpd.

Development of the +42 acres in the County would occur following the commencement of landfilling
activities within Sequence B. Base grade elevations within this area would range between 1,550 and 1,800
feet MSL, and final fill elevations would be 1,850 feet MSL near the City/County jurisdictional boundary
area.

Sequence C

Sequence C would occur in a landfill area that encompasses £150 acres in the City and 22 acres in the
County. This area is located adjacent to Sequence B. Base grade elevation located near the existing access
roadway in the canyon is approximately 1,550 feet MSL. Final fill elevation in Sequence C would rise to
2,000 feet MSL. Implementation of Sequence C would occur over a period of approximately 12.7 years,
based on an average intake of 11,000 tpd.
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Based on the proposed project’s expected sequencing, the operational site life would be approximately 26
years. Table 2.6-1 summarizes the estimated disposal capacities within the City/County Landfill footprint
area. The net waste disposal capacity assumes a 20-percent loss of gross airspace due to the application of
daily and intermediate cover material requirements, and gross airspace loss due to the installation of the
protective liner and final cover system.

Table 2.6-1
CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL FOOTPRINT - ESTIMATED WASTE CAPACITY

B 13 18
C 44 76
Operational County Landfill 17 30

Source: GeoSyntec Consultants

Construction sequencing would include alluvium removal, subgrade drainage installation, foundation base-
grade preparation, liner system, and environmental control systems installations.

Excavation

Common excavation for the proposed City/County Landfill would include the removal of overburden below
the stripping level by the use of conventional earthmoving equipment and disposal or stockpiling within the
construction area. Common excavation includes soil and weathered bedrock that can be removed using a
CAT D-9 dozer with standard two-prong rippers.

The lower slopes and the canyon floor along the various side drainages of Sunshine Canyon may be
excavated from 10 to 30 feet into the bedrock before reaching resistance. Excavation areas would be graded
and properly maintained for adequate drainage. Excavation in the area of the canyon streambed for the
placement and construction of the subdrain may require dewatering, particularly if construction occurs
during the inclement weather conditions.

The bottom of the excavation would require that no sharp discontinuities occur in the strength of the
foundation materials. Localized resistance encountered at shallow depth may require further excavation and
recompaction of subgrade material to provide a uniform surface for the placement of subgrade drainage and
subgrade barrier materials. Hard-rock excavation is not anticipated to occur, except in localized areas. Hard
rock excavation is defined as excavation that cannot be performed by a CAT D-9 dozer with standard rippers.

All excavated soils, consisting primarily of silty sands and sandy silts with minor clay and gravel
components, would be utilized for daily and intermediate cover materials. Surplus excavated soils would
be stockpiled on or near the active fill areas for subsequent use as daily cover material. It is estimated that
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the proposed City/County Landfill Project would require approximately 25.49 million cu. yd. of daily and
intermediate cover materials. It is anticipated that final cover for the proposed project will require
approximately 2.6 million cu. yd. of cover material. For additional information, refer to Section 4.1, Earth
Resources, of this document.

Various excavation methods would be used to achieve foundation base-grade elevations. The specific
methods would be a function of the soil type encountered or bedrock material expected to be excavated.
Conventional construction equipment, such as an excavator, wheeled loaders, dozers, and scrapers, would
be utilized. The project site would be excavated within the limit lines and base of excavation contours of
the proposed City/County Landfill footprint to obtain the necessary cover material for proper landfill
development and operation. Additional cover material would be obtained, if needed, from surplus soil that
has already been stockpiled from the operating County Landfill. The project proponent does not expect to
import any soil onto project site for daily and intermediate cover.

The majority of excavated soil and rock material would be reused as engineered fill. Unusable material
removed during the clearing and grubbing process would be stockpiled. Landfill development would use
native soil and bedrock materials placed in a controlled engineered fill. Following excavation, subdrain
installation, and fill placement, the liner system and surface drainage facilities for the landfill would be
installed. Based on field and laboratory test results, insufficient quantities of low-permeability soils are
available onsite for placing a compacted soil liner beneath the refuse on the canyon bottom and side walls
of the proposed City/County Landfill. Onsite native soil would be admixed with high-quality sodium
bentonite or an imported low-permeability soil (1 x 107 centimeters per second [cm/sec]) to meet or exceed
the requirements of CCR, Chapter 15, construction standards.

The proposed City/County Landfill would utilize cover soil obtained through onsite excavation activities.
Construction sequences would be designed to balance soil excavation and the use of cover soil, thus avoiding
or reducing the double handling of excavated soil material. Prior to excavation, all areas would be cleared
of all surficial vegetation and grubbed. Excavation throughout landfill development would be performed
to achieve the foundation base-grade elevations.

Soil Stockpiling

Excavated soils would be stockpiled for future use as base material for the liner foundation layer, liner
operations layer, daily, intermediate and final cover materials. Excavated soils would be stockpiled away
from, but proximate to the immediate active working face area. Water trucks would also be utilized during
excavation, soil stockpiling, and stockpile borrow to reduce fugitive dust emissions. Currently, the northern
canyon within County jurisdiction is being used to stockpile soil for the operational County Landfill. When
operational, it is anticipated that this same canyon area would be used as a stockpile area, until landfill
footprint development occurs in this area. Once development occurs, the stockpiled area would be moved
northwest or along flat deck areas of the existing landfill. This area can accommodate stockpiled material,
for example an extensive dual line subgrade drainage system was installed. This system includes dual,
perforated high-density polyethylene (i.e., plastic) drainage lines, surrounded by an aggregate drainage
blanket and geotextile filter fabric. The subgrade drainage system was installed within a collector trench
along the lowest point of the canyon area, prior to soil stockpile placement.
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Landfill Base Preparation/Landfill Grading

Upon completion of excavation activities, the landfill base would be prepared. The base of the landfill is
defined as the areas where the landfill slopes are flatter than 3H:1V. Placement and compaction of the
excavated materials from bedrock to landfill foundation would be required. Finished foundation grading
would result in a smooth surface for installation of the landfill liner system. Base grading, including
excavation and placement of engineered fill, would alter the existing topography within Sunshine Canyon.
Refer to Section 4.1.1, Grading Activity, for a detailed discussion.

Engineered Fill

Engineered fill is defined as earth material placed in a controlled manner during landfill construction. The
purpose of this engineered fill is to create a bearing surface that is essentially of a uniform high strength.
Engineered fill would provide a smooth, stable surface area for construction of the landfill and achieve the
design foundation elevations and contours (i.e., grades). Engineered fill would be placed in lifts typically
6 to 12 inches thick and compacted to construction specifications. Both onsite soil and bedrock material
would be reused as engineered fill.

Side-Slope Area Grading

The side slope of the landfill is defined as the area of the landfill footprint where landfill slopes are steeper
than 3H:1V. Grading of the side-slope areas would extend from the edges of the base-grading areas to the
crest of the slopes. Foundation grading in side-slope areas would include clearing and grubbing surficial
vegetation, excavating bedrock material and overburden soil deposits, and, if necessary, placing engineered
fill. The excavation of bedrock and residual soils in side-slope areas would be required to achieve foundation
grades and provide a stable foundation for the side-slope liner system.

Bench Area Grading

Side-slope areas would be constructed with benches. Benches would be constructed at approximately 40-
foot (vertical) intervals to provide the necessary side-slope stability, as required, based on the results of slope
stability analyses and to facilitate liner system installation. Typical bench widths would be a maximum of
15 feet.

2.7 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND CONTROL SYSTEMS

Prior to landfilling operations occurring at the proposed City/County Landfill, various environmental
protection and control systems must be installed. Regulatory compliance will be met with respect to the liner
system design and other environmental protection and control system features. The following environmental
protection and control systems would be installed during development of the City/County Landfill:

subdrain system,

foundation layer,

liner system,

leachate collection and removal system (LCRS),
surface water drainage controls,

sedimentation basin,

landfill gas (LFG) collection and flaring system, and

Yy v v v v v v
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> groundwater protection.

The following overview provides a general description of each environmental protection and control system
being planned at the proposed landfill.

2.7.1 Gravel Subdrain System

To control water from onsite springs within Sunshine Canyon and reduce potential hydrostatic pressures, the
gravel subdrain system would be constructed, if determined to be necessary, beneath the liner system to
capture spring water and other potential groundwater seeps. The gravel subdrain system is composed of a
central corridor along the existing drainage channel tied into spring capture schemes. Subsequent to subdrain
installation, a compacted soil foundation layer (3 feet minimum) would be placed on top of the subdrain to
provide the necessary 5 feet of separation between the deposited waste and groundwater.

A subdrain system is currently installed beneath the operating County Landfill to capture and control springs
and seeps and convey water into the existing sedimentation basin. Prior FEIR documentation indicated that
few springs or seeps exist within the City. Similar to the operating County Landfill, the locations of all
springs and seeps found prior to, during, or after the placement of waste that could affect landfilling activities
at the proposed City/County Landfill would be immediately reported to the LARWQCB.

2.7.2 Compacted Soil Foundation Layer

A compacted soil foundation layer (or subgrade soil barrier) with a minimum thickness of 3 feet would
provide a stable nonyielding foundation support for overlying liner system components. This layer, in
conjunction with the 2 feet of low-permeability soil layer (described in Section 2.7.3, Liner System), would
provide the minimum 5-foot separation between deposited waste and groundwater. This layer would also
be used on the side slopes of the existing inactive landfill, specifically where a liner system would be placed
over existing fill areas. When placed on the side slopes, this layer would also bridge-over displacement that
may occur as a result of landfill settlement.

Additionally, the foundation layer would serve to alleviate potential impacts on the liner system as a result
of secondary ground rupture due to a seismic event. Refer to Section 4.1.4, Geologic Hazards - Seismicity,
of this Draft SEIR for detailed information regarding this subject.

2.7.3 Liner System

The USEPA regulates liner waste containment systems under 40 CFR, Part 258 (Solid Waste Disposal
Facility Criteria), Subpart D (Design Criteria), which specifically states that the upper component liner must
consist of 2 minimum 30-mil flexible membrane liner (FML) and the lower component must consist of at
least a 2-foot layer of low-permeability soil with a hydraulic conductivity of no more than 1 x 107
cm/sec. FML components made of high-density polyethylene (HDPE) must be at least 60 mils thick.

The proposed landfill would incorporate a fully lined containment system located along the canyon bottom
and canyon walls to contain and isolate waste and leachate from any underlying groundwater sources. The
liner system would be designed to site-specific conditions (i.e., topographic, geologic, climatic) encountered
within Sunshine Canyon.
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The bottom liner of the proposed City/County Landfill would consist of a composite liner system, utilizing
low-permeability soil in combination with an FML, and will perform to the requirements of 40 CFR, Part
258 and LARWQCB Board Order 93-062. The side walls of the waste fill area (defined as areas with
gradients greater than 3H:1V), including areas where the proposed City/County Landfill overlies the existing
inactive landfill within the City, would also be covered by a composite liner system in accordance with 40
CFR, Part 258 and LARWQCB Board Order 93-062. Design aspects of the bottom composite liner (refer
to Figure 2.7-1) and side-slope liner system, as proposed, are illustrated in Volume II, Appendix BS, of this
Draft SEIR.

Bottom Composite Liner System

The bottom composite liner system would feature the following layers as described from top to bottom:

1. Protective soil cover: minimum 2 feet in thickness.
2. Geotextile filter fabric: placed beneath the protective soil cover.

3. Gravel blanket L.CRS: minimum 1 foot in thickness with a perforated pipe along the centerline of
Sunshine Canyon. : ,

4. Geotextile fabric cushion: placed beneath the LCRS drainage blanket.
5. Flexible membrane liner: consisting of 60-mil HDPE material.

6. Low-permeability soil liner: minimum 2 feet in thickness, with a permeability of 1 x 107 cm/sec
or less.

7. Compacted subgrade soil barrier (or foundation layer): minimum 3 feet in thickness compacted soil

layer that would provide foundation support for overlying liner system components.

8. Geotextile filter fabric: placed beneath the subgrade soil barrier.
9. Subgrade gravel drain blanket: a minimum 1 foot in thickness to collect and divert groundwater

beneath the composite liner system with an enclosed perforated pipe within a trench placed along
the centerline of Sunshine Canyon.

Side-Slope Liner System

The side-slope liner system will be placed on slopes with gradients no greater than 3H:1V (or 33 percent).
Due to the inclination of the side slope, leachate drains relatively quickly and easily when a drainage layer
is provided on top of the liner system. It would be difficult for measurable amounts of leachate to build up
on the side-slope liner system. Side-slope liner systems are generally subjected to lower stresses than base
liner systems. However, due to waste settlement and displacement, the side-slope liner may have to sustain
shear stresses or relatively large postconstruction displacements. Refer to the schematic on Figure 2.7-2.

To meet the challenges involved in side-slope liner construction, an alternative liner system will be used at
the proposed City/County Landfill. This alternative liner system is different from the liner system prescribed
in 40 CFR, Part 258, and LARWQCB Board Order 93-062. An alternative liner system may be used if the
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waste containment capabilities are equal to or exceed the containment capability of the prescriptive design
used on the bottom of the landfill. Alternative liner systems are commonly created by replacing one or more
soil components of the prescriptive design with geosynthetic materials. For example, the low-permeability
soil liner may be replaced with a geosynthetic clay liner (GCL). Similarly, the 1-foot-thick granular leachate
collection layer may be replaced with a geonet drainage layer. These alternative liner systems are used on
steeper side slopes where it is difficult to construct a prescriptive liner system. Alternative liner systems may
be used where low-permeability soil or granular drainage material is not readily available or is expensive
to procure. These alternative liner systems are illustrated in Volume II, Appendix BS, Figures 2, 3, and 4,
of this Draft SEIR.

The cross section of a typical alternative liner system consists of the following components:

1. Protective soil cover: a minimum of 2 feet in thickness, placed 5 to 10 feet ahead of the waste by
landfill operations staff as the waste rises.

2. Geotextile filter fabric: placed on top of the geonet leachate collection layer to protect the geonet
from infiltration by the overlying protective soil cover or waste.

3. Geonet leachate collection laver: consisting of interwoven strands of HDPE. The geonet ties into
the LCRS gravel on the bottom of the waste disposal unit.

4. Flexible membrane liner: consisting of 60-mil HDPE material.

5. Geosynthetic clay liner: composed of 0.25 inch of bentonite sewed or glued between two geotextiles
or glued to a geomembrane, placed in close contact with the overlying FML and the underlying
subgrade. The bentonite has a permeability less than or equal to 5 x 10 cm/sec.

The alternative liner system (described above) has been used successfully at a number of landfills in
Southern California, including the Lopez Canyon Landfill owned by the City and located in the community
of Lake View Terrace. The use of an alternative liner system offers several potential benefits in comparison
to the prescriptive liner system, including

> superior liquid containment capability of a GCL compared to 2 feet of clay with a hydraulic
conductivity of 1 x 107 cm/sec;

> superior construction ability, providing increased safety and reduced environmental impacts with
respect to dust, noise, and water consumption; and

> superior ability of a geonet drainage layer compared to granular soil layers to accommodate large

settlements in waste adjacent to the side-slope liner.

If stability is a consideration, some of the double-liner system components would be modified to increase
the shear strength of the interfaces between the components. These interface shear strengths would increase
if the geonet leachate collection layer is replaced with a geocomposite. Therefore, the drainage element
would be heat bonded to geotextiles on both sides and the smooth geomembrane would be replaced with a
textured geomembrane. Under some conditions, shear strength will also increase if the GCL is replaced with
a low-permeability soil liner.
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Waste-on-Waste Liner Systems

Where the proposed City/County Landfill overlies the side slopes of the existing inactive landfill in the City
(the proposed landfill footprint overlies side-slope area only and not top deck areas of the inactive landfill),
a liner system that complies with the requirements of Subtitle D must be constructed prior to the placement
of waste over portions of the inactive landfill. This liner system must be placed on top of the final cover.
This type of liner system will be referred to herein as a waste-on-waste liner system. (Refer to Figure 2.7-3.)
This type of system would have side-slope and base components, depending on the existing inactive landfill
configuration. Since the existing deposited waste would experience large differential settlements, waste-on-
waste liner systems will be designed and constructed to accommodate settlement while maintaining the
integrity of the liner’s containment system, including both the barrier layers and the LCRS. Typical sections
of waste-on-waste liner systems are shown in Volume II, Appendix BS5, Figures 5, 6, and 7, of this Draft
SEIR.

Designing a waste-on-waste liner system that maintains the integrity of the waste containment unit when
differential settlement occurs is a primary concern. There are two approaches to address this concern. The
first approach is to minimize the potential for the existing waste to settle differentially. The differential
settlement potential of the waste can be minimized by compaction of the buried waste (i.e., deep dynamic
compaction or waste surcharge). The second approach is to design the liner system to maintain its integrity
when existing waste settles. To accomplish this, the waste-on-waste liner system is typically designed using
a compacted soil foundation layer that is placed under the composite liner component. The compacted
foundation layer may be reinforced with either a geogrid or geotextile layer. For the proposed City/County
Landfill, this second approach would use a compacted soil foundation layer to take advantage of an
engineered final cover on the side slopes of the inactive landfill and to achieve an economical design while
ensuring environmental protection.

Liner System Quality Assurance/Quality Control

These proposed liner systems would be designed and field tested in accordance with QA/QC programs that
will be submitted to the LARWQCB for approval prior to installation. A QA program consists of sampling,
conducting selected laboratory analyses, and field testing to provide an evaluation of whether the completed
item is of the specified quality. A QC program consists of selected tests and inspections during construction
to assist the project proponent in producing a quality product as required. The primary purpose of the QA/
QC program is to ensure evidence that satisfactory materials and good construction practices are used in
accordance with the design specifications.

Throughout construction, the progress of the work will be monitored and measured. Any changes to
scheduled procedures must be approved by LARWQCB and documented by the project proponent.

2.74 Leachate Collection and Removal System

Pursuant to CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Article 4, § 2543, an LCRS is required for Class III
landfill facilities. The purpose of the LCRS is to collect any leachate and convey it to the leachate treatment
facility and storage area prior to it coming into contact with the FML or the soil layer. Leachate is defined
as any fluid formed by the drainage of liquids from waste or by the percolation of liquid through waste. It
includes any constituents extracted from the waste, dissolved, or suspended in fluid. Leachate generation
rates are primarily dependent upon the amount of liquid the waste originally contained, and the quantity of
precipitation that enters the landfill through the cover and falls directly on the waste.
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LCRS Design and Construction

The proposed LCRS system would be installed directly on top of the liner system in all areas of the proposed
landfill footprint, including the side-slope and waste-on-waste areas of the existing inactive landfill. This
system would be constructed, maintained, and operated to collect and remove twice the maximum
anticipated daily volume of leachate from the landfill. The LCRS would be designed of sufficient strength
and thickness to withstand pressures exerted by overlying wastes, waste cover materials, and equipment used
during landfilling activities. The LCRS will also be designed and constructed to maintain less than a 30-cm
depth (or 12 inches) of leachate over the liner, pursuant to 40 CFR, Part 258. The LCRS would also be
designed in accordance with CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Article 4, § 2541 (General Criteria for
Containment Structures).

The LCRS would be of the blanket type and overlay the FML. The LCRS or granular drainage layer is
shown on Figure 2.7-1.This blanket system would include HDPE slotted pipes embedded into the drainage
blanket of free-draining material. The drainage blanket would be a minimum of 1 foot in thickness, cover
the bottom (or floor) of the canyon, and be connected to the side-slope geonet LCRS. The drainage blanket
would collect and direct the intercepted leachate toward leachate sumps where it is collected and removed
from beneath the waste. The blanket system would be sloped toward the sumps to prevent ponding of
leachate.

The proposed LCRS drainage network would be designed and engineered to withstand the potential effects
of seismic events. The HDPE pipe selected for the proposed LCRS drainage network would have the ability
to deform without leakage during potentially strong earthquakes. In addition, the HDPE piping was chosen
because of the material’s compatibility with a wide variety of chemical constituents that could be in the
leachate and its availability in various diameters and thicknesses. Typically, the HDPE pipes have a
structural capacity to adequately support anticipated overburden loads. The primary conduit for leachate
flow would be within the gravel drainage blanket surrounding the perforated HDPE pipe and would direct
leachate flow by gravity to the drainage corridors and LCRS sumps. The LCRS sumps would be located at
the downslope limit of the proposed landfill footprint. The sumps are designed to be the lowest points in the
landfill, where leachate would flow. Overlying the LCRS drainage layer would be a geotextile filter fabric
and a2 minimum 2-foot-thick protective soil layer upon which the refuse would be placed.

The LCRS will be designed and constructed to maintain less than a 30-cm depth over the FML liner.
Groundwater monitoring wells will be sampled in accordance with LARWQCB requirements to determine
the effectiveness of the LCRS.

Leachate Production Estimates

In order to estimate a maximum volume of leachate for purposes of LCRS design capacity, two USEPA
models (i.e., Hydrologic Evaluation of Landfill Performance [HELP] and USEPA Method SW-168) will be
utilized. The HELP model analyzes site-specific conditions, such as the amounts of runoff, drainage, and
leachate, that might develop during landfill operations and closure and postclosure. USEPA Method SW-168
analyzes closure operations only and considers precipitation, evapotranspiration, surface runoff, and soil
moisture storage. Results from the HELP model and USEPA SW-168 would be incorporated in the Report
of Waste Discharge (ROWD) for the proposed City/County Landfill Project.
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Detailed procedures pertaining to the construction of the LCRS would be prepared for construction-related
drawings and specifications developed for each sequence of landfill construction. In addition, a detailed
description of the QA/QC procedures used at the proposed City/County Landfill would be developed.

Leachate Treatment System

The leachate produced from refuse is a highly complex liquid mixture. The quantity of leachate formation
depends on the composition of the refuse, periods of landfilling operation, and the combined physical,
chemical, and biological activities, such as temperature, moisture content, moisture routing, depth of fill,
stage of decomposition, ability of intermediate soil layers to remove contaminants, and quality of water
entering the landfill that have the ability to affect its composition. Chemical characteristics are affected by
the biological decomposition of biodegradable organic materials, chemical oxidation processes, and
dissolving of organic and inorganic materials in the waste. The leachate’s chemical composition will change
as the landfill goes through the various phases of decomposition, similar to changes in methane gas
production.

Leachate collected by the LCRS would be directed by gravity to sumps and then discharged to a leachate
transmission pipeline for conveyance to a storage tank at the leachate treatment facility. The flow capacity
of the pipeline would exceed anticipated leachate flow rates. The leachate volume and its characteristics
would be monitored closely at the storage tank by periodic sampling and analysis.

Leachate would be removed for treatment by continuous pumping to prevent buildup of 12 inches (30 cm)
or more in the storage tank. All storage tanks would be provided with secondary containment with sufficient
capacity to contain the full tank volume. This system would treat volatile and semivolatile organics and
reduce total toxic organics to meet the requirements set forth by the LARWQCB for onsite reuse.

The leachate/condensate handling and treatment system consists of the following equipment: a leachate
holding tank with a carbon filtered vent, three leachate transfer pumps, two air blowers, two leachate heaters,
two air strippers, four treated leachate transfer pumps, two coalescing filters, two leachate coolers, two
leachate filters, four carbon beds for final leachate treatment, two transfer pumps for leachate recycling, two
water holding tanks for treated water, two treated water transfer pumps, glycol cooler, glycol expansion tank,
two glycol circulation pumps, and three particulate filters. The operation of this equipment would be
conducted in compliance with an authorized permit to operate by SCAQMD. All equipment would be
equipped with covers to prevent vapor release or discharge of untreated, odorous liquid into the atmosphere.
The total amount of condensate fed into the treatment system would be daily recorded into a log book.

Treated leachate, once determined to be nonhazardous, would be used at the landfill site for dust suppression
activities in accordance with applicable permit requirements. Specifically, any liquid used for dust control
or other purposes would be odorless and would not contain any VOCs. If leachate is determined to be
hazardous, it would be transported by truck to a wastewater treatment facility for treatment and disposal.

Figure 2.7-4 shows the existing County Landfill leachate treatment facility. This facility, which is located
in the County, would be used initially during the first 3% years of landfill development. Thereafter, this
facility would be relocated onto City land and used during stages of sequenced development of the proposed
City/County Landfill. For additional information on the LCRS, refer to Section 4.3, Hydrology and Water
Quality, of this Draft SEIR.
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2.7.5 Surface Water Drainage Controls

As landfilling operations progress from the upper reaches of the canyon area downward in elevation and
laterally across the canyon toward the mouth of Sunshine Canyon, both permanent and temporary drainage
facilities would be installed to provide adequate protection from surface water runoff. Improvements consist
of surface water drainage channels, interceptor ditches, pipelines, and sedimentation basins.

Surface runoff drainage controls would help prevent stormwater infiltration and contact with the refuse mass,
thereby minimizing leachate generation. Surface water runoff would also be managed through careful onsite
grading to minimize potential erosion effects. The surface water drainage controls would be designed to
collect, direct, and safely convey surface water runoff around the landfill site and route that runoff
downgradient into regulated sedimentation basins.

To ensure long-term drainage control, permanent perimeter drainage channels would be installed at the time
the final cover is placed on the completed portions of the City/County Landfill, progressing downward within
the canyon area. These ditches would be lined, and energy dissipators would be installed to reduce stream
velocity and downgradient flow. Temporary unlined drainage facilities would consist of diversion ditches
(V-ditches) to intercept both natural surface runoff directly and any intermittent channel flow in the canyon
bottom area. Diversion ditches would convey surface runoff from the upstream portion of the Sunshine
Canyon to the permanent perimeter channels for safe transport around the proposed City/County Landfill.

(Refer to Figure 4.3-2.)

Onsite drainage channels would be designed in accordance with CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15,
Article 4, § 2546, subd.(c) to accommodate the anticipated volume of precipitation and peak flows from
surface runoff. These drainage controls would be sized for a 100-year, 24-hour storm event. Piping would
consist of the following materials: polyethylene (PE), acrylic butyl styrene (ABS), HDPE, corrugated steel
pipe (CSP), or reinforced concrete pipe (RCP). Oversized down drains would be made of CSP or HDPE.
For additional information, refer to Section 4.3.1, Surface Water, of this Draft SEIR.

2.7.6 Sedimentation Basin

Three sedimentation basins (refer to Figure 2.5-1; basins are noted as A, B, and C) similar to one already
constructed in the County would be developed within City jurisdiction. These new basins would be designed
to control both sediment loads transported downstream by surface runoff and contain peak discharge in the
event of a 100-year, 24-hour storm event. The design of the basin would be based in consultation with local,
regional, and State authorities. Each basin would have a design capacity of approximately 41 to 49 acre-feet
to provide adequate volume for the expected sediment and divert stormwater runoff without overtopping the
dam basin. As an example, analysis indicates that a basin sized at 41 acre-feet would be required near the
landfill entrance, based on debris storage and additional flood peak attenuation storage, providing peak flow
attenuation to pre-project condition outflows. For additional information on this subject, refer to Section 4.3,
Hydrology and Water Quality. An example of a sedimentation basin that would be constructed for the City/
County Landfill is shown on Figure 2.7-5. The specific locations of these basins in the City are shown on

Figure 2.5-1.

It should be noted that Sedimentation Basin A in the City would be the first basin constructed to
accommodate the closure and postclosure maintenance of the existing inactive landfill. The construction
of other basins would not occur simultaneously; rather, they would be phased to accommodate proposed
project development. Refer to Section 4.3.1, Surface Water, for a detailed discussion of this subject.
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2.7.7 Landfill Gas Collection and Flaring System
Refuse Decomposition Processes

The decomposition of refuse takes place by either aerobic degradation or anaerobic digestion. The primary
phase in refuse decomposition occurs by aerobic processes that produce water, carbon dioxide, acids, and
inorganic materials. The secondary phase involves anaerobic processes that convert organic matter into
water, methane, decomposed organics, carbon dioxide, ammonia, and inorganic minerals. Following the
complete depletion of oxygen, the methane-forming microorganisms become dominant and the production
of methane gas increases. The final phase in the decomposition process involves a steady anaerobic
generation of methane. Anaerobic processes begin locally and are followed by the depletion of oxygen in
isolated pockets. Generally, this process proceeds to a peak in carbon dioxide production that occurs
approximately 11 to 40 days after refuse emplacement. The methane-forming microorganisms begin
formation approximately 1 to 2 years after landfilling.”

LFG Collection System and Header Design

The purpose of the LFG collection system is to control landfill gas emissions (i.e., methane) to the
atmosphere and the lateral migration of landfill gas through the soil. Rule 1150.1 requires the installation
of an LFG control system sufficient to draw LFG toward the gas collection devices without overdraw that
could adversely affect the system. As depicted on Figure 2.7-6, an LFG collection and flaring system
similar to that for the existing inactive landfill and County Landfill would be installed for the proposed City/
County Landfill to collect gases generated by the decomposition of refuse. A series of horizontal and
vertical gas collector wells would be designed to minimize the possibility of onsite or offsite gas emissions
and odors to levels in compliance with regulatory standards. (See Figure 2.7-7.) Gases would be collected
by vacuum extraction, and vacuum levels would be maintained so that excessive quantities of ambient air
will not be drawn into the landfill waste. Centrifugal blowers would draw the LFG into the horizontal
collectors and vertical wells, and subsequently to the collection piping system. The gas is initially processed
by a liquid separator (knockout pot) where free liquids (condensates) are removed. These condensates would
be periodically pumped by level control to the leachate treatment facility for treatment. The gases pass
through the vacuum blowers and discharge into the vertical cyclone dry scrubber where particles as small
as 2 microns are removed. The gas is metered for flow rate, passes through a flame arrestor, and then
continues to the incinerator where it is disposed of by flaring.

The horizontal gas collection system would be installed immediately upon site preparation and would be
expanded as necessary to ensure compliance with SCAQMD Rule 1150.1 (Control of Gaseous Emissions
from Active Landfills), which limits the amount of surface emissions from landfills. Where the horizontal
collector pipes terminate, the pipes will be connected to an operating LFG header line tied to the main header
system. Control valves would be placed at each of the main header connections to maintain optimum flow
control at connections and ensure that both proper vacuum and volume are maintained so that air infiltration
is minimized. The vertical gas collection wells would be constructed, if needed, after final landform
elevation is achieved for a particular area.

2/ Report of Disposal Site Information, Proposed Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension Site, Volume I, PRA Group,
p- 85. August 16, 1991.

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL Juty 1997
SEIR 91-0377-ZC/GPA Page 2-65



< PROJECT DESCRIPTION <%

Flare Station Design

In order to control landfill odors and help prevent the potential migration of methane gas, two high-efficiency
flare stations would be constructed within the City portion of Sunshine Canyon to incinerate and destroy the
collected gas at the City/County Landfill. The operational County Landfill has two permitted flare stations.
One flare station (i.e., Flare No. 3) is constructed and will become operational when surface emissions at the
County Landfill reach levels specified in SCAQMD Rule 1150.1.

The proposed gas flaring system within the City would be similar to the planned system in the County and
encompass a well-secured, fenced area of approximately !z acre. Refer to Figure 2.5-1, which depicts the
locations of planned flare stations. The system would include a cylindrical-shaped, insulated metal flare
shroud, approximately 13 feet in diameter and 50 feet in height. The gas flaring system would contain
automatic shutdown and alarm systems and an automatic combustion, air-regulating and temperature
controller. When the flare is in operation, a minimum temperature of 1,600°F (Fahrenheit) would be
maintained in the flare stack. The flare stack would be designed to contain the flame internally within the
cylindrical stack, thus eliminating the visibility of the flame. Emissions from the combustion process would
be released into the atmosphere. Ports are provided in the flare to allow for the sampling of raw gas and
incinerated emissions to ensure adherence to SCAQMD rules and requirements. In addition, each flare
station would be equipped with spare blowers to ensure continuous operation of the active LFG collection
system during periods of maintenance or in the event of blower malfunction.

Landfill gas entering the flare would be analyzed weekly for heating value and methane concentration. The
testing results would be recorded and provided to SCAQMD upon request. If any breakdown or malfunction
of the LFG flare system results in the emission of raw gas, the project proponent is required to report the
occurrence within 1 hour to SCAQMD’s Director of Enforcement. Remedial measures are to required be
undertaken immediately to correct the problem. In case of potential flare failure, automatic alarms would
be installed, including an automatic notification system, an automatic blower, and a landfill gas shutoff
system. These alarms would provide immediate indication of a flare flame out, low flare stack temperature,
high flare stack temperature, excessive vibration, or low blower discharge pressure.

Annually, each flare station would have a performance conducted by an independent laboratory, in
accordance with SCAQMD test results. In addition, SCAQMD would be notified 7 days prior to testing, so
that an observer may be present during testing. For further discussions of this issue, refer to Section 4.2.8,
Air Quality Operation Phase.

Monitoring and Controlling Landfill Gas

The implementation of the LFG monitoring program would meet or exceed applicable State and federal
regulations. Monitoring and controlling LFG from any landfill located within the jurisdiction of the
SCAQMD are required pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 1150.1 and regulations pertaining to gas control
referenced in CCR, Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 7.6, § 17705 (Gas Control) and federal
regulations contained in 40 CFR, § 25823.

The project proponent would install permanent LFG monitoring probes around the perimeter of the landfill,
as necessary, to ensure that LFG is not migrating offsite through the subsurface soils, as well as monitor
ambient air quality and onsite facilities for the presence of LFG. One probe per 1,000 sq. ft. of landfill
perimeter is proposed to be installed in locations of greatest concern. Monitoring the perimeter gas migration
system would be conducted to determine the effectiveness of the system in controlling potential offsite

July 1997 SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
Page 2-66 SEIR 91-0377-ZC/GPA



View of gas extraction wells at existing inactive landfill.

-

the western penmeter of County

Source: Ultrasystems Environmental Incorporated

View of the County Landfill gas flaring station (not operational), located near

Photograph taken January 15, 1996

Photograph taken February 1997

u
ENVIRONMENTAL
INCORPORATED

Existing Inactive Landfill
LTRASYSTEMS Gas Collection and Flaring System

FIGURE

2.7-6




FLEXIBLE HOSE

WELL VALVE

ORIFICE PLATE -
w T EREEER
1A %%
Sli=l=i ’/
BACKFILL MATERIAL 0.5’ BENTONITE PLUG

0.5’ BENTONITE PLUG

3’ DIRT ——————»

;%/ 6” TO 12” WELL CASING
/
_

20” TO 36” WELL BORE

g

XX XXX

XXAA

PERFORATIONS
PERF. PIPE
PERF. STOPS MIN. 2”
BELOW DIRT LAYER 11/2” ROCK
CAP
NOT TO SCALE

Source: The PRA Group, Inc.

ULTRASYSTEMS
ENVIRONMENTAL
INCORPORATED

Typical Collector Well Design
for Landfill Gas

FIGURE

2.7-7




< PROJECT DESCRIPTION <

migration. Monitoring would help achieve proper maintenance of the interior gas extraction system by
focusing on potential gas leaks, liquid seeps, or potential equipment failures. The landfill surface would be
periodically monitored to ensure that the average concentration of total organic compounds over the landfill
surface does not exceed SCAQMD’s standard of 50 parts per million (ppm). Periodically, 24-hour integrated
gas samples would be collected and required meteorologic data would be recorded to assess any impacts the
landfill would have on ambient air quality at the landfill perimeter. Instantaneous monitoring of the landfill
surface would also be done to determine that the maximum concentrations of reactive organic gases (ROGs),
measured as methane, do not exceed SCAQMD’s standard of 500 ppm. Detection of potential odors that
could be associated with the release of LFG and daily landfilling operations would be monitored on a regular
basis.

2.7.8 Groundwater Protection

Specific design elements (mentioned above) would ensure the protection of groundwater resources within
Sunshine Canyon. These elements include the following:

> groundwater separation between the proposed landfill and deep groundwater is approximately 500
feet,

> the project site is located in a relatively dry area, where the average rainfall is less than 10 inches,

> the foundation base-grade elevations for the proposed landfill would be prepared by excavating all

alluvium, weathered rock, and other unsuitable foundation materials followed by the installation of
the gravel subdrain system, compacted soil foundation layer, liner system, LCRS, and surface and
water drainage controls,

> the proposed bottom composite liner system would be comprised of nine separate components that
would meet or exceed regulatory requirements,

> an LCRS would be constructed over the liner and collect twice the estimated daily peak quantity of
liquid in the landfill,
> the landfill surface drainage controls would be designed to divert offsite runoff around the landfill

so that runon does not enter the landfill, and

> groundwater monitoring wells would provide early detection of constituents to allow for timely
corrective action.

Additionally, specific operational elements would be implemented, including:

> no high-liquid-content wastes or wastes containing greater than 50 percent water by weight would
be accepted at the proposed landfill,

> wastes would be compacted to decrease its permeability and increase its ability to shed water and
each 2-foot layer of waste within the working face would be compacted with a minimum of five
passes over its surface,
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> deposited waste would be compacted and then covered daily with approximately 9 inches of loose,
clean soil,
> waste areas are graded to promote runoff away from the active working face area and to prevent

stormwater from enter the waste mass, and

> areas not receiving additional wastes for a period of 180 days would be provided with a minimum
12-inch-thick interim soil cover and properly graded and revegetated to prevent ponding and
minimize onsite erosion.

For a detailed discussion of groundwater resources and monitoring of that resource, refer to Section 4.3.2,
Groundwater, of this Draft SEIR.

2.8 DESIGNATED LOCAL ENFORCEMENT AGENCY

The City Environmental Affairs Department, Local Enforcement Agency would be the designated LEA on
behalf of the CIWMB for landfilling activities in the City’s jurisdiction. The City, through its LEA, would
maintain an onsite inspector at the project site at all times when waste is being received and processed,
Monday through Saturday, during normal operational hours. The LEA would ensure compliance with and
enforcement of all federal, State, regional, and local agency regulations.

As noted previously, prior to project approval, it is anticipated that the City and County would enter into a
working arrangement prior to combining landfilling operations within Sunshine Canyon. Therefore, both
jurisdictions would jointly exercise enforcement and monitoring activities at this combined City/County
Landfill facility pursuant to this agreement.

2.9 WASTE TYPES ACCEPTED AT THE PROPOSED CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL
FACILITY

Solid wastes delivered for disposal to the proposed landfill would only be accepted from jurisdictions in the
Los Angeles region that are in compliance with mandatory source reduction and recycling requirements
pursuant to A.B. 939. Wastes accepted at the facility would originate from the following four types of waste
sources:

> Residential Sources: nonhazardous solid waste originating at residential households or apartments
(includes food wastes and miscellaneous discarded household items);

> Commercial/Industrial Sources: nonhazardous solid waste originating at businesses, schools,
processing plants, and manufacturing facilities;

> Construction/Demolition Sources: nonhazardous solid waste originating from inert and other waste
building materials and rubble resulting from construction, remodeling, repair, and demolition
operations; and

> Green Waste/Wood Waste Sources: nonhazardous solid waste originating from landscaping and
gardening activities.
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The proposed City/County Landfill facility would accept only Class III nonhazardous solid waste. No
hazardous wastes or wastes containing soluble pollutants in concentrations that exceed applicable water
quality objectives or cause degradation of waters of the State would be accepted at the proposed landfill
facility. Under Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Article 2, § 2523 (Nonhazardous Solid Waste) of the CCR,
designated Class III nonhazardous landfills may only accept the following types of solid wastes:

Designated nonhazardous wastes (e.g., solid, semi-solid, liquid wastes, including garbage,
trash, refuse, paper, and rubbish); wastes not creating conditions that could impair the
integrity of containment features and not rendering designated waste as hazardous;
dewatered sewage or water treatment sludge; and incinerator ash.”? Additionally, inert
wastes which do not contain either hazardous wastes or soluble pollutants at concentrations
in excess of applicable water quality objectives and which do not contain significant
quantities of decomposable wastes may be disposed of at Class III landfill facilities.

The types of solid wastes that would be disposed of at the proposed City/County Landfill would be subject
to WDRs prescribed by the LARWQCB. It is expected that similar waste types defined in the WDRs
(LARWQCB Board Order No. 91-091) issued for the County Landfill would be disposed of at the City/
County Landfill facility. Those acceptable wastes include the following types:

> Paper: corrugated containers, mixed paper, newspaper, high-grade ledger, and computer printouts;

> Plastic: polyviny] chloride (PVC), polyethylene terephthalate (PET) containers (e.g., soda bottles,
etc.), HDPE containers (e.g., milk and water jugs), film plastics, and polystyrene;

> Glass: refillable glass, recyclable glass (e.g., California redemption value glass), and nonrecyclable
glass;

> Metal: aluminum cans, bimetal containers, ferrous metals, nonferrous metals, and white goods;

> Yard Waste: grass, leaves, yard clippings, and brush;

> Organics: food waste, wood waste, tires and rubber, crop residues, manure, diapers, textiles, leather,

and other organics; and
> Other Wastes: inert solids (e.g, dirt, concrete, etc.).

No high-liquid-content wastes (i.e., wastes containing greater than 50 percent water by weight) or designated
special wastes would be accepted at the proposed City/County Landfill. No infectious wastes or liquid
wastes would be received at the proposed landfill in accordance with CCR, Title 22, § 17563 and 17564.

All employees would be trained in hazardous waste identification, and a random load-checking program is
currently being implemented at the County Landfill. This type of program would be implemented
immediately at the City/County Landfill to prevent illegal dumping of such wastes onsite. Other wastes that
are designated as special wastes would not be accepted at this landfill facility. Any special waste that

3/ The proposed City/County Landfill will not accept studge or incinerator ash.
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inadvertently enters the project site would be handled in accordance with the project proponent’s Hazardous
Waste Exclusion and Storage Plan.

Anticipated Wasteshed

It is anticipated that the majority of incoming wastes disposed of at the landfill would be generated in the
City, surrounding communities proximate to the project site, and unincorporated areas in the County. It is
also expected that refuse may be generated by other jurisdictions (i.e., other cities) within the Los Angeles
region. Due to the project proponent’s existing franchise agreements with numerous jurisdictions and private
entities, the majority of waste entering the project site would be derived from the Los Angeles region.

The primary form of refuse transport (i.e., vehicle) to the project site would be transfer trucks from existing
transfer stations/MRFs that are either owned, operated, or leased by the project proponent. These facilities
(i.e., BFI/Advance Recycling and Transfer Station, Central Los Angeles Recycling and Transfer Station,
Falcon Refuse Center) are located in the Los Angeles region. In addition to that traffic flow, wastes would
be transported by municipal and private refuse-hauling vehicles collecting solid waste from various
incorporated jurisdictions and unincorporated communities.

2.10 OPERATIONAL DESCRIPTION OF THE CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL FACILITY
2.10.1 Imnternal Access Roadway and Haul Road

The access roadway located in the City and County is currently used for County Landfill operations and for
closure and maintenance activities at the existing inactive landfill. This roadway would be used during
construction and operation activities at the City/County Landfill. The roadway will be realigned throughout
the operational site life of the City/County Landfill. As the landfill footprint progresses in its development
downward toward the landfill entrance in Sunshine Canyon, this roadway would be shortened and realigned
as necessary due to the sequenced development of new landfilling areas within the established footprint. The
final realignment of this roadway, its width, and length are illustrated on Figure 2.5-1.

The access road that currently transports vehicles to the County Landfill is approximately 1 mile long within
the City. The roadway is constructed of asphalt concrete and crushed gravel over soil-cover surface areas.
Improvements to this roadway occurred in the summer of 1996, prior to County landfilling operations
commencing in August 1996. The roadway allows two-way directional traffic flow ingressing and egressing
Sunshine Canyon. This roadway extends from the landfill entrance at San Fernando Road to within 500 feet
of an active working face area located in the County portion of Sunshine Canyon.

Currently, a haul road is provided % mile from the scale house area to the active working face area of the
County Landfill. This road provides a 12-inch-thick minimum layer of compacted soil, supplemented with
crushed demolition debris or rock over the surface to prevent tire damage to vehicles from sharp objects.
The all-weather road to the active working face area is continuously maintained during inclement weather
conditions. All road surfaces are periodically regraded and repaired, when necessary, to maintain a relatively
smooth travel surface and avoid ponding of water during wet weather conditions. Similar construction
methods for roadway improvements at the City/County Landfill would be used.

To provide for adequate truck queuing and vehicular stacking at final buildout, the access roadway would
be approximately 1,200 feet long and 65 feet wide from the landfill entrance to the proposed scale house
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area. Approximately 100 feet east of the scale house area, the width of the roadway would increase to 100
feet to allow for additional truck and vehicle queuing.

2.10.2  Vehicular Check-in and Weighing

All commercial vehicles, transfer trucks, and refuse collection vehicles, as well as small service providers,
to the City/County Landfill would access the project site via San Fernando Road utilizing the main entrance.
Vehicles would pass through the entrance (where a security guard is posted) and proceed up the access road
(approximately 1 mile) to a staging/queuing area before being weighed on a scale.

The scale house and scales currently used for County Landfill operations would also be utilized for all wastes
being disposed of within the proposed City/County Landfill. Approximately 2 to 2Y years after landfilling
operations commence within the City, these facilities would be removed and relocated near the landfill
entrance adjacent to San Fernando Road. Figure 2.5-1 depicts the final layout for these facilities. As
mentioned previously, the roadway width near the relocated scale house facilities would increase to 100 feet
to provide adequate queuing and stacking of refuse vehicles into the landfill facility.

For the first 18 to 24 months, waste loads brought to the proposed City/County Landfill would be weighed
at one of five existing scales located within the County and prechecked to ensure that the vehicle is loaded
with acceptable materials. Because landfilling operations would occur at two separate working face areas
in Sunshine Canyon during this time period, landfill personnel would assign waste loads to either the City
or County portion of the landfill, depending on the transporter or jurisdiction. After 18 to 24 months,
landfilling operations would be combined; thereafter, waste loads would be taken to one working face area
located in either the City or County.

A hazardous waste load-checking program at this scale facility area is already implemented for the operating
County Landfill. A similar program established under agreement provisions would be implemented
immediately by landfill personnel for the City/County Landfill and include the following measures: direct
visual inspection, the use of remote television monitors to inspect incoming rolloff-type loads and open
loads, the use of radiation detection devices, and sensors capable of detecting volatile organic compounds
(VOCs).

No hazardous waste designated as special, infectious, or liquid is currently being accepted at the operational
County Landfill or would be accepted at the proposed City/County Landfill. Any unacceptable loads would
be denied access or directed by landfill personnel to pull over for further inspection if hazardous waste is
suspected. An investigation of a vehicle would be conducted by landfill personnel in coordination with the
onsite designated LEA. If the load appears to contain suspect waste, the subject load would be taken to an
isolated area of the site for visual inspection.

If a load contains radioactive material, an alarm would be automatically triggered at the scale house facility
when emissions in excess of 50 kilocounts/minute are detected. That suspect load would be pulled over and
rescanned to ensure that interferences did not cause a false alarm. Refer to Section 4.9.1, Hazardous
Materials, for a detailed discussion of the hazardous waste load-checking program that would be
implemented at the proposed City/County Landfill.

Vehicles would be charged for waste loads on a per-ton basis, depending on the type of load to be disposed.
The project proponent currently utilizes an automatic-tracking system to monitor and account for all
incoming waste. This system would also track incoming waste loads to the proposed landfill facility. In
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addition, the project proponent would provide scales to weigh diverted materials, including recyclable green
waste, chippable wood materials, and inert materials. This tracking system would assist the City and County
in meeting mandated A.B. 939 diversion goals.

To minimize traffic and truck emissions, all commercial customers at the landfill would be encouraged to
haul full loads. Incoming loads would be monitored at the scales by landfill personnel. The frequent hauling
of partial loads would result in a surcharge notice being assessed directly to either the waste hauler or the
hauler’s company. A maximum 20-percent surcharge would be charged on all partial loads following
notification.

Additionally, as required by the California Vehicle Code, § 23115, tarping of a vehicle hauling refuse or
recyclable materials to any landfill is required to prevent spillage from a vehicle. Any driver with an
uncovered load would be informed of this law by landfill employees at the scale house facility. Following
notification, an uncovered load surcharge would be imposed on the driver hauling refuse to the City/County
Landfill without adequate vehicle tarping.

At the scale area the vehicle is weighed in and inspected by landfill personnel, the driver is provided the
necessary receipts, and then the vehicle proceeds to the working face area of the landfill. A 1'2- to 2-minute
check-in time per vehicle is anticipated at the scale house.

2.10.3  Unloading Waste Materials at the Landfill Working Face

After leaving the scale house area, commercial vehicles would be directed to two separate active working
face areas during the first 18 to 24 months or, if carrying loads of green waste/wood waste, the vehicles
would proceed to the green waste/wood waste unloading area located on the existing inactive landfill. (Refer
to Figure 2.5-1.) Commercial vehicles would follow designated routes and unload in clearly designated
landfilling areas within either the City or County landfill footprint areas during the first 18 to 24 months.

After 24 months, landfilling operations would be combined, and commercial vehicles would be directed to
one working face area at the landfill. Vehicles carrying green waste/wood waste loads would continue to
be directed to the green waste/wood waste unloading area located on the existing inactive landfill.

After checking in at the scale house area, self-haul vehicles would be directed to proceed to the public
dropoff or unloading area designated near the green waste/wood waste material area. This area is located
on the inactive landfill and furthers the recycling endeavors of the City and County by providing local-area
residents the opportunity to drop off recyclable and bulky materials not normally collected at the curbside
by refuse collection vehicles. At the green waste/wood waste dropoff area, customers would be asked to
remove all bag(s) of green waste/wood waste materials and place them in appropriate disposal containers.
Collected materials would be stored in various 40-cu.-yd. drop boxes. Collecting and recycling inert/
demolition materials would utilize a similar process. Inert materials would be stockpiled and used onsite
for cover material (i.e., clean dirt) or road base material (i.e., rock) for the haul road or maintenance
corridors. ‘

During the unloading process, onsite landfill personnel (or landfill spotters) would observe the waste-hauling
vehicles to ensure that safe disposal occurs. Random loads would be periodically inspected by landfill
personnel and the onsite designated LEA to prevent the unauthorized disposal of hazardous wastes. Refer
to Section 4.9.1, Hazardous Materials, for a comprehensive discussion of hazardous materials and the project
proponent’s hazardous waste load-checking program.
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2.10.4 Spreading and Compacting Daily Cover on Refuse

The refuse received and disposed of at the City/County Landfill working face areas (during the first 18 to
24 months, and thereafter at one working face only) would be spread and compacted. The working face
areas located in the City and County during the first 18 to 24 months would encompass approximately 3 to
5 acres. Thereafter, combined landfilling at one working face area would consist of landfilling operations
occurring on approximately 10 acres.

After refuse has been unloaded, a compactor (e.g., REX 3-90C) equipped with steel wheels would spread
and compact the solid waste over the inclined slope of the working face, creating cells to a maximum vertical
height of 20 feet. It is anticipated that approximately 1,400 pounds of compaction per cu. yd. would be
obtained during landfilling operations. Each 2-foot layer of waste on the working face would be compacted
with a minimum of five passes over the surface of the refuse. Greater refuse density per volume
measurement would reduce blowing litter and debris, eliminate odors, and reduce the potential for vector
encroachment into the deposited waste. Achieving this type of compaction rate would also help delay the
formation of methane gas (as a byproduct of landfilling) and reduce the formation and generation of leachate
by slowing down percolation of water into the waste containment unit.

The side slopes of each waste cell would be constructed at a maximum incline of about 1.5H:1V. Upon
completion of the initial 20 feet of fill, the next 20 feet would be placed in a similar manner progressively
downgradient within the canyon. The face slope of the proposed landfill footprint would be maintained at
2H:1V with 15-foot benches every 40 feet of vertical height. Actual daily landfill cell widths and lengths
would vary, depending on the volume of incoming waste. However, the top of each cell would be graded
(3 percent) away from the working face area for drainage. At the end of each working day, the final daily
slopes would be graded to 3H:1V, and daily cover would be placed over the disposed refuse.

All solid waste deposited in the proposed landfill footprint would be compacted and then covered on a daily
basis with approximately 9 inches (exceeding the State minimum requirement of 6 inches) of loose, clean
onsite soil that would be spread and applied over the top of each cell. Segregated loads of green waste would
be tub-grinded onsite and used as a supplement to daily cover, per the approval of the designated LEA. It
is anticipated that clean green waste processed and recycled onsite would be used as an alternative daily
cover (ADC) material to supplement onsite soil cover material. Prior to the use of ADC, the project
proponent would present a proposal to the LEA or CIWMB for review and approval. The proposal would
demonstrate whether ADC can function suitably when used daily and that its proposed used would not pose
a threat to public health, safety, or the environment. If the designated LEA or CIWMB approves the
proposal, an approximate 1-year demonstration project would result to establish ADC suitability. At the end
of the project, the LEA or CTIWMB would require that the project proponent file an amended RDSI and an
application for modify or revising its SWEP.

Areas not receiving additional wastes for a period of 180 days would be provided with a minimum 12-inch-
thick interim soil cover and would be properly graded and revegetated to prevent ponding and minimize
onsite erosion in compliance with CCR Title 14.%* As final grades are reached, a final cover would be
constructed with a minimum thickness of 4 feet, unless reduced by approved usage of geosynthetic materials.

2/ CCR, Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 7.5, § 17682 (Cover) and § 17684 (Intermediate Cover).
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Daily and intermediate cover requirements would be met by onsite excavated soil material. Sufficient
quantities exist onsite to meet daily and intermediate cover needs of the proposed project throughout its
operational site life.

2.10.5 Truck Routing

After unloading waste at the working face areas (during the first 18 to 24 months) of the landfill, vehicles
would be routed by signs, safety cones, and landfill personnel to return to the landfill entrance and exit the
facility at San Fernando Road. In general, traffic flow into the landfill proceeds in a clockwise direction to
the scale area and thereafter to the working face areas (following 18 to 24 months, one working face).
Vehicles would depart the site utilizing the same traffic patterns and would be weighed at the scales to
establish the tare weight prior to exiting the property. All onsite truck traffic would be directed by landfill
personnel to minimize the incidents of vehicle collisions and ensure that drivers follow established
procedures.

The existing landfill entrance, access road, scale house and check-in facility, and County Landfill operations
are depicted on Figures 2.10-1, 2.10-2, 2.10-3, 2.10-4, 2.10-5, and 2.10-6. Similar uses would be developed
within the City jurisdiction.

2.11 DISPOSAL SITE CONTROLS

During the construction, operation, and maintenance of the proposed City/County Landfill, numerous
disposal site control features would be implemented to allow the safe operation of the landfill facility,
provide optimum working conditions for landfill personnel, and ensure public health and safety. In addition
to these features, the project proponent would provide basic safety features at the project site, such as local
emergency shutoffs for all equipment; interlock systems for safe, coordinated startup and shutoff of
connected equipment systems; protective covers for all exposed moving equipment, including motor drives;
and adequate onsite first-aid facilities.

In order to eliminate potential environmental impacts, the project proponent would routinely provide ongoing
maintenance, monitoring, and testing of control features for continued reliability. Listed below are some
of the control features proposed at the landfill and a brief description of those features.

litter prevention and control measures,
dust abatement measures,

vector and bird control measures,
noise control measures,

odor control measures,

fire control measures,
visual/landscaping buffer area, and
hazardous waste exclusion measures.

¥y ¥ vV ¥Y ¥V Vv Vv v

2.11.1 Litter Prevention and Control Measures

Litter and loose materials shall be routinely collected and disposed of properly at the City/County Landfill.
The collection frequency would help prevent the accumulation of windblown waste quantities that are
aesthetically objectionable or have the potential to cause other problems. In accordance with CCR, Title 14,
§ 17711, the designated LEA would periodically monitor the effectiveness of the project proponent’s litter
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control program. As solid wastes are unloaded, they would be confined to the smallest practicable area at
the working face. Prior to landfill operations being combined, working face areas located within both the
City and County would be approximately 3 to 5 acres. Thereafter, when combined landfill operations occur,
the single working face area would be up to 10 acres.

On a daily basis, the operations manager will assign landfill employees to patrol the project site for fugitive
litter from disposal operations and incoming or outgoing vehicles. This procedure would be conducted
during operating hours and after the landfill facility closes. If illegal dumping should occur in the immediate
vicinity of the project site, the project proponent would also dispatch an offsite litter control crew to provide
cleanup services. All materials entering and exiting the site should be contained in enclosed or tarped
vehicles to prevent litter generation. The California Vehicle Code, § 23115, requires vehicles carrying refuse
to be covered. Drivers of uncovered vehicles transporting waste loads to the landfill, would be informed by
landfill employees that, as required by law, all loads must be covered and secured. If refuse haulers continue
to transport waste to the site in vehicles that are not fully covered, landfill personnel refuse delivery of such
loads at the scale house/check-in area and assess a fine against the violating waste-hauling company.
Additionally, signage would be posted at the main gate, informing vehicle operators that all loads must be
covered and secured prior to entering or exiting the site area.

A litter control crew will be routinely dispatched along San Fernando Road, Balboa Boulevard, O’Melveny
Park, Bee Canyon Park, and other areas adjacent to the landfill to prevent any accumulation of litter on
sensitive land uses or public areas.

2.11.2 Dust Abatement Measures

In accordance with CCR, Title 14, § 17706, and SCAQMD Rule 403, the proposed City/County Landfill
would be operated and maintained to minimize the creation of fugitive dust conditions. Dust generation has
the potential to create a nuisance if it results in offsite migration onto adjacent land uses.

The project proponent will take numerous measures to control fugitive dust emissions in and around the
project site. Dust is considered excessive when it obscures visibility, irritates eyes, hampers breathing, and
coats equipment and personnel. The project proponent would ensure that the access roadway is maintained
with a reasonably smooth surface designed to minimize the generation of dust and the tracking of material
onto the adjacent paved public road (i.e., San Fernando Road). Several times during the day, the haul roads
and excavation areas would be sprayed by water-tanker trucks (with a water and soil sealant mixture) to
control fugitive dust emissions.

Similar to imposed CUP conditions at the County Landfill, and in order to control fugitive dust at the
proposed City/County Landfill, the following measures would be implemented:

» Water trucks would routinely spray water on all onsite roadways, stockpile areas, and inactive
working areas throughout the operating day.

> A soil sealant would be added daily to the water spray for placement on all onsite roadways,
stockpile areas, and inactive working areas throughout the day and during periods where high wind

conditions are present.

> An anemometer would be used regularly to determine the direction and speed of wind conditions.
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> Dust control shall also be accomplished through the temporary revegetation of the landfill surface.
A temporary vegetation cover shall be established on all slopes that are to remain inactive for a
period longer than 180 days.

2.11.3  Vector and Bird Control Measures

In accordance with CCR, Title 14, § 17707, the project proponent will take ample steps to control or prevent
the propagation, harborage, or attraction of flies, rodents, or other vectors and to minimize nuisance bird
problems. The primary deterrent in eliminating the potential for vectors (e.g., rodents, birds, insects, etc.)
1s through the implementation of effective operating procedures. All waste materials brought to the site
would be unloaded at the active working face of the landfill, compacted, and covered with at least 9 inches
of clean soil by the end of the working day.

Items (e.g., food, seed, office supplies) stored and utilized at the landfill (e.g., administrative lunchroom,
plant materials center, etc.) that could attract vectors would be contained in closed containers and within an
enclosed structure. Containers would be inspected routinely and cleaned regularly to also reduce vector
attraction. The landfill operation and ancillary facilities would be routinely inspected by landfill personnel.
Any structural defects would be repaired as discovered during routine maintenance inspections. This would
help prevent the intrusion of any ground vectors. Additional information pertaining to vectors is discussed
in Section 4.9.2, Vectors.

The potential for nuisance birds would be controlled by covering solid wastes as quickly as possible,
implementing good compaction techniques, and using gull wires (if necessary). Insect breeding would be
minimized by preventing the ponding of surface water.

2.11.4 Noise Control Measures

Noise generated by the proposed project would be controlled to prevent health hazards to persons using the
site and nearby residents in compliance with CCR, Title 14, § 17712. Noise controls, including the use of
best available control technology (BACT), would be used, if necessary, to achieve the City and County’s
established noise control performance standards. Planned noise measures (i.e., ear plugs and ancillary
building pad orientation and design) would be implemented at the project site to prevent health hazards to
landfill employees.

External noise impacts from onsite equipment and vehicles would also be minimized by installing silencers
or mufflers on equipment intake and exhaust openings as needed. Additionally, the project proponent would
comply with the site development standards for the proposed landfill pursuant to the respective City and
County Noise Ordinances. Refer to Section 4.5, Noise, for a further discussion on noise.

2.115 Odor Control Measures

The disposal site shall not be a source of odor nuisances per the requirements of CCR, Title 14, § 17713.
The project proponent would prepare and implement an odor abatement program, which would be approved
by the designated LEA. The program would ensure that odor levels within the facility are kept within
baseline odor standards and that odors emanating from the facility would not exceed any odor detection
thresholds at the property boundaries.
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The best method for ensuring that there will be no odor generation is by proper compaction and coverage
of all solid waste materials by the end of the working day. Odors emanating from the generation of LFG
inside the landfill will be controlled through the installation and operation of an LFG collection and flaring
system (previously described) in full compliance with SCAQMD permitting conditions. All incoming or
outgoing truck traffic (i.e., collection and/or transfer vehicles) would be completely enclosed or equipped
with an impermeable, tight-fitting cover to suppress odors and prevent spillage of materials.

2.11.6 Fire Control Measures

Development of the proposed City/County Landfill will comply with all necessary fire and safety standards
imposed by the City and County Fire Departments, respectively. Hydrants, extinguishers, and sprinkler
systems (e.g., onsite administrative and ancillary buildings) will be installed per the specifications of the
respective City and County fire codes and uniform fire code. In the event of an emergency, adequate access
for fire personnel and fire-fighting equipment would be provided by the project proponent.

The project proponent would take adequate measures for prompt fire control as required by local fire
authorities and CCR, Title 14, § 17703. Fire control measures would include using heavy equipment during
a fire (e.g., blading and smothering the fire with soil) and maintaining adequate brush clearance. Per the
specifications of CCR, Title 14, § 17741, if burning wastes are received, they will be deposited in a separate
safe area and extinguished. If burning wastes have been placed in the landfill, they will be immediately
excavated, spread, and extinguished. The project proponent will seek advice and concurrence from local fire
authorities regarding safe areas and means of extinguishing burning wastes. The stockpiling of tires will be
conducted in compliance with CCR, Title 14, § 17351. Moreover, stockpiled tires would be stored in closed
rolloff bins until transported offsite for recycling.

Fire prevention training for all personnel would be provided by the onsite landfill manager. Additionally,
personnel would know the location of fire extinguishers and how to properly extinguish small onsite fires.
Emergency telephone numbers and instructions would be prominently posted at locations throughout the site
and inside all buildings. Training in safety procedures and inspections would be routinely performed to
ensure safety compliance at the facility. Refer to Section 4.14.1, Fire and Emergency Medical Services, for
an additional discussion of fire services and employee emergency response training.

2.11.7  Visual/Landscaping Buffer Area

Located directly to the south of the existing inactive landfill is a £100 acre open space buffer area, which
was established by the project proponent as a buffer zone to separate that landfill from residential areas in
Granada Hills. This buffer area was permanently set aside in the early 1980s and serves as an onsite
mitigation area. This buffer zone also supports various uses (i.e., leased oil wells or associated facilities).”
Within the area, a voluntary tree-planting program was established by the project proponent, and a diverse
variety of native and nonnative trees were planted. Currently, over 11,000 trees have been planted, including
1,367 coast live oak trees. The majority of these trees exceed 15 feet in height. This program was designed
to visually enhance the area with these plantings, blending plantings into the natural terrain of the area.
Additionally, revegetation programs are underway to establish a native oak woodland community in this

2/ Final Environmental Impact Report Mitigation Monitoring Summary, Part VI (A) (B), Ultrasystems
Environmental Incorporated and Conditional Use Permit and Oak Tree Permit 86-312-(5), Condition No. #44.
November 30, 1993.
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area, using native seed stock taken from within Sunshine Canyon and propagated at BFI’s onsite nursery.
(Refer to Figure 2.11-1))

2.11.8 Hazardous Waste Exclusion Measures

The project proponent would prepare and implement a hazardous waste load-checking program for
preventing the acceptance of hazardous wastes at the landfill. Signage would be located at the entrance of
the facility specifically stating that the landfill would not accept hazardous, radioactive, infectious medical,
or liquid wastes. Signage would indicate the location of fully permitted facilities where these materials can
be properly disposed of. The hazardous waste load-checking program would include using television
monitors and radiation detectors at the entrance to the facility, random load checks of waste-hauling vehicles
at a segregated unloading area of the landfill, and landfill spotters at the active working face areas to
recognize any hazardous wastes that may be in the incoming waste stream. Load checking would occur at
separate active working face areas during the first 18 to 24 months. Thereafter, hazardous waste load-
checking would occur at one active working face area pursuant to a working arrangement. The load-
checking program would also establish provisions for employee training, specifically the identification and
handling of hazardous wastes. Refer to Section 4.9.1, Hazardous Materials, for a detailed discussion of the
issue of hazardous wastes and a description of the hazardous waste load-checking program.

2.12 PROPOSED HOURS OF OPERATION

The proposed City/County Landfill would be operational 16 hours per day (i.e., 5:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.,
Monday through Saturday), 6 days per week, two shifts per day. The proposed landfill would be open to the
public and waste hauling vehicles during Monday through Saturday, excluding some federal and State
holidays (e.g., Christmas, New Years, Thanksgiving, Labor Day, July 4th). As an example, during Monday
through Friday operations, the entrance gate (located near San Fernando Road) would be open to waste-
hauling vehicles at 5:00 a.m. (approximately 1 hour prior to the scales being opened). This opening is to
prevent any vehicles from queuing on San Fernando Road. The scales will close immediately at 6:00 p.m.,
and no other refuse vehicles will be accepted. Shortly thereafter (i.e., 30 minutes), the landfill gate would
close to all refuse vehicles exiting the site. Daily hours of operation are posted at the landfill entrance.

Landfill personnel would conduct operations at the landfill site for daily preparation and maintenance
activities, including applying daily cover and waste processing, during the hours of 5:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m,,
Monday through Friday, and from 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on Saturday. Maintenance of operational vehicles
would primarily occur immediately following the closure of the scale facilities and during a 3-hour period
(i.e., 6:00 to 9:00 p.m.).

As an example, existing operations at the County Landfill consist of both a “refuse” crew and a “dirt” crew.
Equipment is operated as follows. The refuse crew operates one compactor and one bulldozer from 5:30 a.m.
to 8:00 am. At 8:00 a.m. a third machine is added (either an additional bulldozer or compactor). All three
machines operate until 5:00 p.m., at which time only one compactor and one bulldozer are needed. Between
6:00 p.m and 7:00 p.m. only one of the machines is needed. In addition, a motor grader operates from 9:00
a.m. to 6:00 p.m. The dirt crew currently operates one bulldozer from 11:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. At 12:00
p.m., an excavator and two dirt trucks are added. These vehicles are utilized until 9:00 p.m.

It is anticipated that the City/County Landfill would be scheduled to operate during the hours shown in Table
2.12-1. Entry gates will be locked after standard operating hours; however, onsite security and/or a landfill
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Table 2.12-1
OPERATIONAL HOURS

Gates Open Monday through Friday 5:00 am.
Saturday 7:00 a.m.
Scales Open Monday through Friday 6:00 a.m.
Saturday 7:00 a.m.
Scales Close Monday through Friday 6:00-p.m.
Saturday 2:00 p.m.
General Office and Administrative Area | Monday through Friday 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
Saturday 8:00 am. - 2:00 p.m.
Green Waste/ Monday through Friday 6:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.
Wood Waste Recycling Area Saturday - 7:00 am. - 2:00 p.m.
Public Dropoff Area Monday through Friday 6:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.
Saturday 7:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m.
Source: BFI
Note: General maintenance activities are anticipated to take place immediately following landfilling operations

during the hours of 6:00 to 9:00 p.m.

caretaker would be available 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. Perimeter fencing is installed at the project
site to discourage unauthorized entry by persons or vehicles.

Personnel required for the proposed project will consist of management, administrative, operational, and
field support staff. Qualified landfill personnel will be available to assure the proper handling and disposal
of all wastes entering/exiting the project site. ‘

2.13 PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS

It is the responsibility of the project proponent to provide adequate numbers of qualified personnel to staff
the landfill facility and effectively and promptly address matters of operation, maintenance, environmental
controls, records, emergencies, health and safety. For purposes of technical analysis, this Draft SEIR
assumes that the City/County Landfill facility at maximum operational capacity would require an additional
35 employees in addition to the 52 employees currently employed for the County Landfill. Therefore, the
total number of employees for this proposed project is 87. Table 2.13-1 depicts estimated onsite personnel
requirements for the proposed project, inclusive of existing County Landfill employees. Once landfilling
operations are combined at the City/County Landfill within 18 to 24 months, certain management functions
would be merged (as noted in Table 2.13-1). Employees would be scheduled to work during one of two
available shifts; therefore, all employees would not be onsite at the same time. Rather, approximately two-
thirds of the employees (or 58 employees) would be working during the first shift at the City/County
Landfill.
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Table 2.13-1
PROPOSED CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS

District Manager 1 same
Operations/Landfill Manager 1 same
District Controller 1 same
Community Relations Manager 1 same
Site Engineer/Safety Officer 2 same
Supervisors 4 10
Equipment Operators 10 15
Laborers, Checkers, Spotters 12 20
Secretary and Clerks 3 7

Source: BFI

Note: The personnel noted above as “same” would also be assigned corresponding duties for
both the operational County Landfill and proposed project.

2.13.1 Personnel Training

Pursuant to CCR, Title 8, § 3203 and § 3220; CCR, Title 14, § 17672; and 29 CFR, Part 1910.120, personnel
assigned to daily landfill operations at the City/County Landfill facility would be trained in subjects pertinent
to facility operation and maintenance, with emphasis being placed on safety, health, environmental controls,
and emergency procedures. The project proponent would provide adequate supervision to ensure proper
operation of the landfill facility and ancillary facilities in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations,
permit conditions, and other requirements.

The project proponent would implement a training program for all personnel assigned to the proposed City/
County Landfill. The program would address general and specific training areas and provide initial and
continuing (i.e., annual) training and education. The project proponent will provide instructional training for
new employees and would consist of recognizing hazardous materials and learning associated handling
procedures, using personal safety equipment, learning operational procedures, driver equipment training, and
learning injury prevention guidelines and safe work practices and procedures.

Upon completion of this training program, a new employee would be assigned to a crew as a trainee to
complete his/her on-the-job training. Job training would consist of developing a familiarity with waste
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diversion procedures and providing a thorough knowledge of equipment operation and usage. All employees
would receive regular safety training and would be provided opportunities for formal education or equipment
qualification instruction. Furthermore, those employees who handle hazardous wastes and are involved with
LFG extraction would undergo regular medical surveillance as required under 29 CFR, Part 1910.120.
General personnel training will consist of the following:

> Safety Orientation: Personnel would complete a safety orientation course given by the site safety
officer. Orientation would be designed to familiarize new personnel with the facility and areas of
potential danger. Written manuals and training courses would be provided, delineating the proper
operation of equipment. Additionally, personnel would receive formal training on hazard recognition,
protection, and emergency responses.

> Personal Protective Equipment: Before starting work, operational personnel would receive personal
protective equipment training from the site safety officer. Training includes the use and maintenance
of safety equipment and supplies required for specific job functions. Examples of equipment include
eye protection (goggles, safety glasses), hearing protection (ear plugs, ear mufflers), head protection
(hard hats), hand protection (gloves), and foot protection (steel-toed work boots).

> Emergency Response: Training will be given by the Operation Manager within the first month of
employment at the City/County Landfill. This type of training will delineate specific emergency
operating procedures for all buildings and onsite areas. Additionally, the designated LEA, local
health entity, and City and County Fire Departments would be kept apprised of the names, addresses,
and telephone numbers of the facility caretaker, district manager, and operations supervisor.

> Fire Protection: The site safety officer would provide an educational program to familiarize
personnel with the general principles of fire hazards and the use of fire-suppression equipment (i.e.,
fire extinguishers). Additionally, the structures at the project site would have properly maintained fire
suppression equipment (e.g., fire sprinklers, fire extinguishers, fire hoses, and other fire-retarding
devices) continuously available in sufficient quantities and located as required by the City and County
Fire Departments and designated LEA.

> Heavy Equipment Safety: Personnel assigned to job functions involving heavy equipment would
attend meetings that address hazards with heavy equipment operation, safe operating rules, and
procedures.

> First-Aid: The site safety officer would provide the necessary first-aid and cardiopulmonary

resuscitation classes to onsite personnel on an annual basis. All personnel would be informed of the
emergency first-aid kits available at the site.

2.13.2  Special Training

Site personnel engaged in the daily operation of the landfill facility would receive special training in waste
screening and inspection. Personnel assigned to inspect incoming waste loads at the scale facility would be
trained to distinguish between acceptable and unacceptable wastes. Training would include guidance in spot-
checking procedures. Additionally, training to identify hazardous and radioactive wastes would be provided.
Only trained personnel would be assigned the task of waste screening and inspection activities at the proposed
City/County Landfill. Site personnel engaged in the daily operation of the landfill facility would receive
special training in the following fields:
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> Waste Screening and Inspection: Personnel assigned to inspecting the working face areas would be
trained to distinguish between acceptable and unacceptable wastes. Training would include guidance
in spot-checking procedures. Additionally, training to identify hazardous and radioactive wastes
would be provided. Only trained personnel would be assigned the task of waste screening and
inspection activities at the landfill facility.

> Hazardous. Radioactive, and Other Unacceptable Wastes: Designated personnel would be trained
in procedures for the safe handling of hazardous, radioactive, and other unacceptable wastes. Only

trained personnel would be assigned to hazardous, radioactive, or other unacceptable waste handling
responsibilities.

> Site Monitoring Systems and Inspections: Personnel at the landfill site or contract personnel assigned
to periodically monitor the landfill’s environmental control systems would be required to undergo
appropriate training. Training techniques for the proper use of sampling and monitoring equipment,
equipment procedures, purging and sampling procedures, sample preservation requirements, and
chain-of-custody requirements would be provided.

2.13.3  Onsite Supervision and Personnel Functions

Supervisors would be trained in all aspects of landfill operations. All supervisory staff would receive formal
training in personnel management, operational, and emergency response procedures in compliance with CCR,
Title 14, § 17673. Management personnel would be directly responsible for supervising staff, defining staff
functions, developing personnel plans, efficiently operating the landfill facility, and ensuring compliance with
operating procedures and all regulatory requirements.

Operational personnel would perform the following tasks: weighing, screening, and inspecting incoming
waste loads; directing waste-hauling vehicle traffic to confined unloading areas at the working face area;
maintaining and repairing operator waste-hauling vehicles, skip loaders, and storage bins; documenting
operations and regulatory compliance; and ensuring that waste haulers and the public comply with established
operating and safety standards established at the City/County Landfill.

Administrative personnel would be responsible for general administrative functions, including facility
administration, personnel, and general accounting procedures.

2.14 FACILITY EQUIPMENT AND VEHICLES

In accordance with CCR, Title 14, § 17693, equipment used at the landfill facility would be adequate in type,
capacity, and quantity to meet all requirements for landfill construction and operation. Equipment is required
to be maintained to consistently perform the work for which it is intended (with the exception of ordinary
wear and tear). Effective preventative maintenance procedures (in accordance with manufacturer’s
specifications) and programs for equipment and vehicles would be utilized at this proposed landfill.

The operations manager would be responsible for coordinating all maintenance inspections, scheduling
necessary repairs, providing replacement equipment, and preparing a preventative maintenance plan based
on the manufacturer’s recommended maintenance schedule. The majority of equipment maintenance would
occur during the hours of 6:00 to 9:00 p.m., Monday through Friday.
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2.14.1  Operating Equipment

Heavy-duty construction equipment would be utilized during combined landfilling operations at the proposed
landfill. The project proponent would provide all equipment necessary to ensure safe and efficient operations
at the project site and to receive, dispose of, and monitor all solid wastes entering the site. Facility equipment
would be adequate in type, capacity, and quantity to handle landfill disposal operations required by CCR, Title
14, § 17693. The quantity and type of equipment expected at the landfill are listed in Table 2.14-1 and would
be used for the waste/cover placement, cover processing/hauling, and haul road/landfill maintenance.

2.14.2  Standby Equipment

The equipment listed in Table 2.14-1 is sufficient to ensure adequate operations at the proposed landfill. As
required under CCR, Title 14, § 17694, standby equipment would also be available to provide continuous
landfill operations. If additional landfill equipment is needed due to unusual circumstances or unforeseen
events (i.e., natural disasters), the project proponent would meet this demand either through existing vendor
contracts or employ new contractors to obtain the necessary equipment. If necessary, rental equipment would
be obtained on an as-needed basis.

Table 2.14-1
VEHICLE TYPE/QUANTITY/USE DURING OPERATION

Tracked Dozer { CAT D8N 2 Placement and spreading of refuse; placement of cover material
Tracked Dozer | CAT D9L 2 Placement and spreading of refuse; placement of cover material
Tracked Dozer | CAT D6H 1 Placement and spreading of refuse; placement of cover material
3 Excavation and transport of onsite soils from borrow areas to

Scraper CAT 627 working face for daily cover material
Compactor REX 3-90C 2 Compact refuse after it is rolled and leveled by tracked dozer
Motor Grader 14G 1 Building and maintaining onsite dirt roadways

CAT 768C 3 Spray water on all onsite roadways, excavation areas, borrow
‘Water Tanker (10,009 “gal.) a?eas, apd ﬁll a;eas ]

Source: BFI

2.143  Construction Equipment

Table 2.14-2 lists the types of heavy-duty construction equipment that would be utilized during construction
of the proposed City/County Landfill. Initial site construction activities in the City portion of Sunshine
Canyon are expected to be short term, lasting approximately 3 to 6 months for site preparation. Construction
equipment could operate onsite up to 12 hours daily (6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.) during initial site construction
activities. Thereafter, construction would occur (long term) throughout the anticipated 26-year site life of the
City/County Landfill.
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Table 2.14-2
VEHICLE TYPE/MAKE/QUANTITY/USE DURING CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

Excavator Hatachi 1100 1 Excavate large onsite areas for landfilling

Wheeled Loaders | CAT 988B 2 Load excavated material onto rock trucks

Scrapers CAT 637 10-12 Excavate smaller onsite areas for landfilling

Rock Trucks CAT 769 10-12 Collect large rocks, oversize materials ’

Tracked Dozers CAT D9L 3 Digging on slope areas; placing soil layer over landfill liner

Tracked Dozers CAT D6H 1-2 Digging on slope areas; placing soil layer over landfill liner

Compactors CAT 834 2 Compact foundation soil before installing landfill liner

Compactors CAT 825 2 Compact foundation soil before installing landfill liner

Water Tanks CAT 768C 2 Spray water on all onsite roadways, excavation areas, and
(10,000 gal.) borrow areas

Service Vehicles | Ford F150s or 5 Construction management, site inspection, and maintenance
Ford Ranger

Source: BFI

2.144 Equipment Preventative Maintenance

A comprehensive preventative maintenance program would be implemented at the project site for all landfill
equipment utilized during construction activities. As mentioned previously, the majority of maintenance
activities on construction equipment/vehicles would occur from 6:00 to 9:00 p.m., Monday through Friday.
All maintenance programs would be established subject to equipment manufacturer’s specifications.

Specifically, all vehicles and motorized equipment would be subject to daily inspections by onsite landfill
personnel. Preventative maintenance would occur onsite and in locations near construction-related activities.
Maintenance schedules for all vehicles and motorized equipment would be based on operating demands.
Records of all maintenance activities would be kept onsite for each vehicle and piece of equipment.

2.15 CLOSURE AND POSTCLOSURE MAINTENANCE

Pursuant to CCR, Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15, Article 8§ (Closure and Postclosure Maintenance) et seq.
and 40 CFR, Part 258, Subpart F (Closure and Postclosure Criteria) § 255.60, the proposed City/County
Landfill would be closed at the end of its estimated operational site life of 26 years. The landfill facility
would be closed in accordance with approved closure and postclosure maintenance plans that prescribe
continued compliance with applicable LARWQCB and CIWMB standards for waste containment,
precipitation, drainage controls, and monitoring program requirements throughout the closure and postclosure
maintenance period. The postclosure maintenance period is mandatory and includes a minimum 30-year
period.
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The closure and postclosure maintenance plans would be prepared in accordance with CCR, Title 14,
Division 7, Chapter 5, Article 3.4 (Application and Approval of Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plans).
These plans would ensure that the City/County Landfill is closed in a manner to protect the environment and
public health and safety. These plans would further ensure that adequate resources are available to properly
accomplish closure activities and maintain the landfill during postclosure maintenance periods.

2.15.1 End Use of the Site

A definitive postclosure use of the site has not yet been identified due to the estimated 26-year operational
life span and the mandated 30 years of postclosure maintenance. Postclosure uses at the site would be
developed in accordance with the requirements of CCR, Title 14, § 17796. Any future development of the
project site would be consistent with City and County General Plan elements and zoning requirements.

2.15.2 Preliminary Closure and Postclosure Plans

The preliminary closure and postclosure maintenance plans would be submitted to the CIWMB, the
designated LEA, and the LARWQCB for approval (at the time of application for an SWEP) pursuant to CCR,
Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5, Article 3.1, § 18255, et seq. The most recently approved preliminary closure
plan or final closure and postclosure maintenance plans must be maintained at the administrative offices at
the City/County Landfill during operation, closure, and postclosure maintenance periods.

General performance standards required for the preliminary and final closure and postclosure maintenance
plans would include the following components: (1) identify the steps necessary to close the landfill at the
point in its active life when the existence and manner of operation would make closure the most expensive,
(2) minimize the extent of postclosure maintenance necessary to ensure the protection of public health and
safety and the environment, and (3) provide specific tasks and cost estimates from a third party for the closure
of the City/County Landfill and the postclosure maintenance of the landfill in the event that a third party must
assume responsibility.

The preliminary closure plan prepared for the proposed City/County Landfill Project would define the closure
cost estimates (i.e., closure and postclosure) by the project proponent, enable the CTWMB and the designated
LEA the opportunity to assess the reasonableness of the cost estimates, and allow a registered civil engineer
to verify and certify the accuracy of the cost estimates.

2.15.3  Final Closure

In accordance with CCR, Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 5, Article 3.4, § 18262 (Final Closure Plan), a final
closure plan requires that the project proponent establish accurate cost estimates and provide a detailed plan
and schedule for implementation upon closure of the landfill. This plan would allow the CIWMB and
designated LEA to monitor closure activities determined necessary in accordance with an approved plan.

The following is a general description of the primary operations associated with the future closure and
postclosure maintenance of the proposed City/County Landfill after its 26-year operational site life. Specific
design requirements and environmental documentation (CEQA) pursuant to the final closure plan are not
included in this Draft SEIR. In addition, closure and postclosure maintenance of the proposed landfill would
be performed in compliance with all applicable regulations contained in 40 CFR, Part 258, Subpart F, and
CCR, Titles 14 and 23.
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Final Grading Plan

The landfill side slopes would be constructed at final overall slopes no greater than 2H:1V. Benches would
be located every 40 vertical feet. The proposed landfill’s top deck (plateau area) would be designed to
maintain a minimum grade of 3 percent to provide positive drainage of stormwater runoff. Most of the top
deck would be designed at a 5-percent grade in anticipation of landfill settlement. Any depression areas of
the top deck area of the landfill would be filled with construction debris mixed with soil to prepare the
foundation layer consistent with existing construction practices. Until the final cover and deck area are
completed, any demolished structures, construction and landfill debris, and any abandoned environmental
protection and control systems would be deposited in the landfill.

Surface runoff would be diverted to a network of drainage control channels before being directed to the
sedimentation basins to protect slopes from erosion. All environmental protection and control systems are
expected to remain intact during the closure period and would be continuously monitored. If LFG wells or
probes need to be dismantled, these control features would be properly sealed and abandoned in-place.

Final Cover

Final cover would be placed on the landfill top slopes, side slopes, and drainage bench areas. Final cover for
the closure of the landfill would include not less than 2 feet of compacted soil placed on top of the final waste
layer. The materials used for final cover would have appropriate engineering properties prior to use as a
foundation layer. The landfill would then be provided with an infiltration barrier layer. A typical barrier layer
includes not less than 1 foot of clean soil (containing no waste or leachate) placed on top of the foundation
layer and compacted to attain a permeability of not less than or equal to 1 x 10 cm/sec overlain by a flexible
geomembrane. A protective vegetative soil layer would be placed over the infiltration barrier at a minimum
thickness of 12 inches.

The final cover would be designed so that the infiltration flux through the cover is less than the liquid flux
through the base of the landfill. A monolithic soil cover or capillary break soil cover may be used in lieu of
the compacted soil/geomembrane infiltration barrier discussed above. Examples of final cover system designs
are included in Volume II, Appendix BS5, Figures 8, 9, 10, and 11, within this Draft SEIR.

Vegetation Layer

The vegetative layer selected for City/County Landfill closure would provide long-term erosion control
caused by surface water runoff, fugitive dust control, aesthetic enhancement, and the establishment of plant
habitats for wildlife. Vegetation would be established on all final surfaces, and selected plant species would
be chosen to provide rapid establishment and completely cover of the landfill. Due to the existing terrain, the
species mix chosen would be composed of shallow-rooted (less than 12 inches) drought- and pH-tolerant
plants. Once established, the selected plant species are intended to be self-propagating and would not require
excessive irrigation or long-term maintenance. The final cover for the proposed City/County Landfill would
meet the performance standards prescribed within CCR, Titles 14 and 23, and 40 CFR, Part 258.%

%/ CCR, Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 7.8, § 17773 (Final Cover) and Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15,
Article 8, § 25811 (Landfill Closure Requirements).
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2.15.4 Postclosure Maintenance

In compliance with CCR, Title 14, the project proponent shall cause the landfill to be maintained and
monitored for a period of not less than 30 years after the completion of closure,?” unless modified by the
CIWMB, the LARWQCB, or the designated LEA. Environmental protection and control systems used
during the postclosure maintenance period would emphasize keeping the waste dry to minimize leachate
generation, protecting usable supplies of groundwater and surface water, controlling the migration of methane
gas, and excluding human or animal contact with leachate. Monitoring would include groundwater
monitoring, leachate monitoring, LFG monitoring, landfill settlement inspection, drainage control system
inspection, building inspection, and vegetative cover inspection.

2.16 REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

Prior to the implementation of development, the proposed City/County Landfill would be subject to numerous
discretionary actions, permits, and approvals from federal, State, regional, and local agencies. The City as
the Lead Agency has the discretionary authority over initial project approvals and entitlements (e.g., GPA/ZC,
Oak Tree Permit, etc.) within its jurisdiction. Upon certification of the Final SEIR by the Lead Agency,
Responsible Agencies such as the County would utilize this document in their decision-making and permitting
process. Table 2.16-1 summarizes all known permits and discretionary actions that would be required for
the proposed project.

27/ CCR, Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 7.8, § 17788 (Final Drainage).
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Table 2.16-1

SUMMARY OF REGULATORY PERMITS AND DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS REQUIRED
FOR THE PROPOSED CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL PROJECT

U.S. Department of the Army
Corps of Engineers (Corps)

Nationwide Permit - No. 26

This permit regulates the placement of dredged or fill material into the
headwaters and isolated waters provided the discharge does not cause the loss
of ¥ to 3 acres of water of the United States.

Under 33 CFR, Part 330 et seq. (Nationwide
Permit Program).

Federal agency charged with regulating “waters
of the United States” and wetlands.

Consultation has occurred with this agency.

Development of the proposed City/County
Landfiil will result in approximately 4.2 acres of
potential § 404 jurisdictional area that will be
impacted.

California Integrated Waste
Management Board (CIWMB)

Solid Waste Facilities Permit

An operator of a solid waste facility must file with the local enforcement
agency an application for a solid waste facilities permit (SWFP) at least 120
days prior to commencing operation. The issuance of an SWFP represents the
last approval by the project proponent to begin operation at a landfill facility.

The existing SWFP for the County Landfill will be amended to combine the
proposed project and County landfill into one permit.

Under the Public Resources Code, § 44001 et
seq. and Title 14, § 18200 et seq. of the CCR.

State agency responsible for permitting,
enforcing, and monitoring solid waste landfills
within the State. The CIWMB would be
responsible for issuing the SWFP for the
proposed City/County Landfill Project .

Consultation and the application process will
begin with this agency prior to Final SEIR
certification.

California Department of Fish
and Game (CDFG)

Streambed Alteration Permit
The CDFG must be notified of and approve any work that results in streambed
alteration.

Pursuant to the Califomnia Fish and Game Code,
§ 1601-1607.

Responsible Agency charged with the protection
and conservation of the State’s fish and wildlife
resources associated with streambed areas.

The CDFG has been notified of this Draft SEIR
through the environmental review process.
Consultation with this agency has occurred.

State Water Resources Control

Water Quality Certification

Pursuant to § 401 of the Clean Water Act, 33

The SWRCB has been notified of this Draft

Board (SWRCB) Section 401 of the Clean Water Act requires the project proponent obtain USC, § 1341. SEIR through the environmental review process.
certification from the SWRCB if an individual Corps permit will result in Consultation with this agency will begin during
dredging or filling. Draft SEIR processing.
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Table 2.16-1 (Cont.)
SUMMARY OF REGULATORY PERMITS AND DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS REQUIRED
FOR THE PROPOSED CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL PROJECT

LARWQCB

Waste Discharge Requirements

The LARWQCB reviews and issues a waste discharge order with requirements
for the disposal of solid wastes into a landfill. This agency also issues
stormwater discharge permits under the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Program, which includes the General
Construction Activities Stormwater Permit and the General Industrial Activities
Stormwater Permit.

Co iance with Federal Municipal Solid Was

Regulation
The LARWQCB reviews and determines compliance with Federal Municipal

Solid Waste Landfill Facility (MSWLF) Wetland Siting Regulations.

andfill Wetland Sit

NPDES-§ 402(p) of the Federal Clean Water Act.

Agency responsible for protection of the water of
the State and the attainment of the highest water
quality standards throughout the State. This
agency is responsible for water quality aspects of
landfill development and operation.

Under 40 CFR, § 258.12 as incorporated into
State law by § 17258.1 et seq. of the CCR.

Under the California Water Code, § 13377.

A draft Report of Waste Discharge will be
submitted to the LARWQCB for review and
consideration. Informal consultations have
occurred with this agency during Draft SEIR
preparation.

South Coast Air Quality
Management District
(SCAQMD)

Authorit nstruct and Permi erate

Emissions from landfills are regulated by SCAQMD. Regulation XI-Source
Specific Standards, Rule 1150.1 (Control of Gaseous Emissions from Active
Landfills). Authority to Construct (ATC) in accordance with Regulation II-
Permits, Rule 201. This permit would allow the installation of equipment (e.g.,
LFG flaring system, gas collection system, and LCRS) at the City/County
Landfill Project to eliminate, reduce, or control the issuance of air
contaminants. This permit remains in effect until the Permit to Operate (PTO),
Regulation II-Permits, Rule 203 is granted by the SCAQMD. In general, the
PTO certifies that the project proponent has completed the necessary
construction of the air poltution control equipment according to the terms and
conditions as specified in the ATC and that the City/County Landfill Project
would meet SCAQMD’s rules and regulations. Rule 1150.1 requires the project
proponent to submit a compliance plan for implementation of a LFG control
system in an active landfill to prevent public nuisance and possible detriment
to public health caused by exposure to such emissions. A design and
compliance ptan must be approved by the Executive Officer of the SCAQMD.

Under California Health and Safety Code,
§ 40400 et. seq.

Agency responsible for adopting, implementing,
and enforcing air quality regulations in the South
Coast Air Basin (SCAB). The SCAQMD is
charged with regulating emitted pollutants from
stationary sources (i.e., area and point sources)
into the atmosphere.

Two permits will be obtained after certification
of the Final SEIR by the City. This agency is a
Responsible Agency for the proposed project
and has been consulted during preparation of
this Draft SEIR.

Two existing permits have been issued for two
flare stations in the County. These flare stations
have not been constructed.
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Table 2.16-1 (Cont.)
SUMMARY OF REGULATORY PERMITS AND DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS REQUIRED
FOR THE PROPOSED CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL PROJECT

Los Angeles County Solid
Waste Management
Committee/Integrated Waste
Management Task Force
(SWMC/TWMTF)

Finding of Conformance

The establishment or expansion of a solid waste management facility will not
be permitted without certification by the County that the facility is in
conformance with the County Solid Waste Management Plan (CoOSWMP).

A Finding of Conformance (FOC) is required for
the proposed project in accordance with both
Chapter 7 of the CoSWMP, Triennial Review,
Volume I, Nonhazardous Element (March 1984)
and Revision A (August 1985).

This finding is made by the SWMC/IWMTF
after certification of the Final SEIR and
approval of the proposed project by the City.

The SWMC/IWMTF is a special task force
comprised of various County and City officials
formed to ensure that a proposed solid waste
management facility conforms with the CoOSWMP
and would not prejudice any future Countywide
integrated waste management plan.

County of Los Angeles
Regional Planning
Commission and
Board of Supervisors

Conditional Use Permit

Amend existing CUP 86-312 to allow for the joint use of ancillary facilities
located on County lands within Sunshine Canyon. If necessary, amend CUP
to allow for the implementation of specific provisions relevant to the Joint
Powers Authority.

Pursuant to Title 22, Los Angeles County
Planning and Zoning Code.

This action would occur following approval of
the proposed project.

Working Arrangement
Approval of an arrangement to that would provide the City and County to
jointly exercise power over the entire property (within the City and County
jurisdictions) held by the project proponent.

NA

Concurrent action with or immediately
following final approval of the proposed
project.

City of Los Angeles Planning
Commission and City Council

Certification of Final SEIR

The Lead Agency must certify the adequacy of the Final SEIR, and certify that
it has reviewed and considered the Final SEIR in reaching its decision on the
project.

Under the State CEQA Guidelines, § 15090,

subd.(a)(b).

Action taken by the decision-makers on the
proposed project.
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Table 2.16-1 (Cont.)
SUMMARY OF REGULATORY PERMITS AND DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS REQUIRED
FOR THE PROPOSED CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL PROJECT

CEQA Findings

If a Lead Agency determines to approve a project with significant adverse
impacts it must issue findings that specifically state how the Lead Agency has
responded to the significant effects in the Final SEIR. This is to ensure that the
decision-makers have considered alternatives to the project and mitigation

measures.

Under § 15091, subd.(a) of the State CEQA
Guidelines.

Action taken by the decision-makers on the
proposed project.

Statement of Overriding Considerations

With regard to the Statement of Overriding Considerations, when a project will
cause significant adverse environmental effects that are not “at least
substantially mitigated,” the Lead Agency can still approve the project if it sets
forth in such a statement specific reasons for its approval.

Under § 15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

Action taken by the decision-makers on the
proposed project.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines, § 21081.6, subd. (a), when an

agency adopts findings committing itself to mitigation measures after preparing
an EIR, the agency “shall adopt a reporting or monitoring program for the
changes to the project which it has adopted or made a condition of approval in
order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.”

Under State CEQA Guidelines, § 21081.6, subd.
(@)

Action taken by the decision-makers on the
proposed project.

General Plan Amendment
Approval would require an amendment to the Granada Hills-Knollwood
Community Plan from “Open Space” to “Heavy-Industrial.”

Pursuant to the City of Los Angeles Planning
Periodic Comprehensive General Plan Review
and § 12.32 Changes and Amendments.

Action taken by the decision-makers on the
proposed project.

Zone Change

Approval would require a zone change from “A1-1-0” to “M3-1-0.”

Pursuant to the City of Los Angeles Planning and
Zoning Code, § 11.5.8.

Action taken by the decision-makers on the
proposed project.

Working Arrangement
Approval of an arrangement that would provide the City and County to jointly

exercise power over the entire property (within the City and County
jurisdictions) held by the project proponent.

N/A

Concurrent with or immediate following final
action taken by the decision-makers on the
proposed project.
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Table 2.16-1 (Cont.)
SUMMARY OF REGULATORY PERMITS AND DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS REQUIRED
FOR THE PROPOSED CITY/COUNTY LANDFILL PROJECT

City of Los Angeles,
Department of Public Works,
Bureau of Sanitation, Industrial
Waste Division

Industrial Waste Permit

The pretreatment program establishes discharge and pretreatment regulations
for all facilities discharging industrial wastewater (nondomestic wastewater) to
the City’s sewer system. The program establishes concentration-based limits
for specific pollutants, such as heavy metals, cyanide, sulfides, oil and grease
and toxic organics. It also sets maximum wastewater temperatures and
prohibits discharge to the sewer of various pollutants, such as gasoline,
mercury, solvents, and pesticides. The proposed project would include the
installation of leachate treatment facilities. All collected leachate would be
treated onsite, monitored and tested, and then disposed of in the City sewer
system.

Pursuant to the Los Angeles Industrial Waste
Control Ordinance, Los Angeles Municipal Code
§ 64.30.

The project proponent has an existing permit,
which may require modification or amendment
after certification of the Final SEIR by the City.

City of Los Angeles,
Department of Environmental
Affairs, Local Enforcement
Agency (LEA)

Solid Waste Facilities Permit

The City of Los Angeles, Department of Environmental Affairs, acting as the
LEA for the CIWMB, will have the responsibility of administering the SWFP
for the proposed project. This agency also has principal authority for the
monitoring and enforcement of the landfill facility during its site life.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code, § 43214.

An SWFP application will be submitted to the
City Department of Environmental Affairs,
Local Enforcement Agency following final
certification of the Final SEIR and approval of
the project by the City.

Source: Ultrasystems Environmental Incorporated
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3.0 GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
3.1 OVERVIEW OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The following information presents an overview of the environmental setting of the proposed City/County
Landfill Project and its associated topical issues that are analyzed in Section 4.0, Environmental Impact
Analysis. The environmental setting specifically describes the environment prior to commencement of the
proposed project from both a local and regional perspective. This description is intended to establish a
baseline for analyzing the project’s environmental impacts pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, § 15125(a).

3.1.1 General Location

The project site is located at 14747 San Fernando Road, Sylmar, in the northern portion of the San Fernando
Valley, east of the east-west trending Santa Susana Mountains and west of the San Gabriel Mountains.

Existing permitted uses located within Sunshine Canyon include an inactive Class III landfill that is in the
process of closure and postclosure maintenance, an access road, ancillary facilities, and environmental
protection and control systems. Refer to Figure 3.1-1, which depicts uses within the project area and
surrounding vicinity. In addition, refer to Figure 3.1-2, which depicts existing uses within and adjacent to
the project site.

3.1.2 Earth Resources
Regional Setting

The project site lies within the western portion of the Transverse Ranges geomorphic province of California.
This province consists of a distinct group of east-west trending ranges and valleys and encompasses
approximately 325 miles. The northern boundary of this province stretches along the San Andreas Fault.
The southern boundary is defined by east-west trending mountain ranges that include the San Bernardino
Mountains, the San Gabriel-Verdugo Mountains, and the Santa Monica Mountains.

Local Setting

The project site is located at the northern end of the San Fernando Valley, east of the east-west trending
Santa Susana Mountains and west of the San Gabriel Mountains. The site is also located in the Ventura
Basin that is underlain by the Topanga, Modelo, and Towsley Formations. Onsite soils are moderately to
highly permeable and moderately to poorly drained. Two landslides have been identified within the project
site area. Several active and potentially active faults are located in the vicinity of the project site.

Elevation and other topographic features of the City portion of the project site include ridgelines extending
to approximately 2,125 feet above mean sea level (MSL) at the northwestern topographic limit of this portion
of the project site and 1,725 feet MSL immediately southward of the existing inactive landfill. The lowest
elevation at this portion of the project site is 1,350 feet MSL at the landfill entrance located adjacent to San
Fernando Road. The majority of the site area within the City (i.e., £334 acres) has been graded and
otherwise developed due to previous landfilling activities that have occurred continuously over a 30-year
period (i.e., when the inactive landfill was operational).
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3.13 Air Quality
Regional Setting

The project site is located in the County of Los Angeles within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). The
SCAB is a 6,600-square-mile area that encompasses Los Angeles County, Orange County, Riverside County,
and the western portion of San Bernardino County. The entire SCAB is under the jurisdiction of the South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The SCAB presently exceeds State and federal
standards for lead, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, ozone, and particulate matter less than 10 microns
in diameter (Pb, CO, NO,, O,, and PM,, respectively).

The SCAB is characterized by mild winters; warm, dry summers; persistent temperature inversions;
predominant onshore winds in Los Angeles County; mountain ridge and valley topography; and prevalent
sunlight. Practically all of the annual rainfall in the SCAB occurs from November through April. Annual
average rainfall varies from 9 to 14 inches.

Local Setting

Temperatures at the project site generally range between 42 and 93 °F, and recorded minimum and maximum
temperatures of 23 and 113 °F have been measured. The overall average wind speed onsite is 9.9 miles per
hour (mph) with a maximum 1-hour measurement of 45 mph.

Existing levels of ambient air quality measured by the SCAQMD at its Santa Clarita air monitoring station
indicate that photochemical smog levels (mainly O;) are high in summer, dust levels may exceed particulate
standards throughout the year, and primary vehicular pollutant levels (e.g., CO and NO,) are very low in the
area.

3.14 Hydrology and Water Quality
Regional Setting

The project area lies within the Los Angeles-San Gabriel Hydrologic Unit of the Los Angeles Region. This
hydrologic unit encompasses most of Los Angeles County. The Los Angeles River, San Gabriel River, and
Ballona Creek are the major drainage systems in this region and recharge large reserves of groundwater that
underlie the San Fernando and San Gabriel Valleys and the Los Angeles Coastal Plain.

The project site is located in the San Fernando Valley Groundwater Basin and Sylmar Subbasin. The
majority of groundwater in this basin is currently of poor quality and does not meet drinking water standards.
Primary pollutants contained in this basin include volatile organic compounds (VOCs) from industry, nitrates
from septic tank systems, and pollutants from past agricultural activities.

Local Setting

Drainage at the project site flows from the higher elevations toward the mouth of the canyon. Surface water
runoff exits the site through an existing box culvert underneath San Fernando Road before entering the
Weldon Canyon Flood Control Channel. This City flood control channel drains into the County’s Bull Creek
Flood Control Channel that eventually drains into the Sepulveda Dam. Existing drainage control features
are located on the project site as well as the County portion of Sunshine Canyon.
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Confined groundwater at the project site exists in alluvial conditions. The existing groundwater monitoring
system consists of numerous groundwater monitoring wells and an extraction trench installed across the
mouth of the canyon. Current groundwater conditions and quality are monitored quarterly by the project
proponent. Intermittent springs and seeps are located within the Sunshine Canyon area.

3.15 Biological Resources
Regional Setting

The Santa Susana Mountains provide a large-scale link between the San Gabriel Mountams to the east, the
Angeles and Los Padres National Forests to the north and northwest, and the Santa Monica Mountains to the
south. Links between each of these ranges have been impacted by freeways that present nearly continuous
barriers to wildlife movement.

Based on a review of literature regarding project area, 30 sensitive plant species were 1dentified as occurring
in the project site’s general region. Additionally, 47 special-status wildlife species (4 amphibians, 10
reptiles, 25 birds, and 8 mammals) were identified as potentially occurring within the Sunshme Canyon area.

Local Setting

Locally, the combination of two underpasses at the Old Road and Los Pmetos and mtervening open space
appears to provide the only functioning wildlife movement route between the Santa Susana and San Gabriel
Mountains. This route does not cross the project site.

Vegetation within the project site consists of native and nonnative plant communities. The following
sensitive plant communities were identified in the project area: arroyo willow series, southern willow scrub,
mulefat scrub, Coast live oak woodland, Southern California black walnut woodland, and Venturan coastal
sage scrub.

As a result of field surveys within the project site, two sensitive plant species were identified onsite: the
slender Mariposa lily and the Southern California black walnut. It 1s assumed that the other 28 special status
plant species do not occur onsite. Two special-status reptiles (San Diego homed lizard and coastal whiptail)
and seven special-status birds (white-tailed kite, golden eagle, sharp-shinned hawk, prairie falcon, California
horned lark, loggerhead shrike, and Southern California rufous-crowned sparrow) were observed onsite.

Potential jurisdictional waters and wetlands in the City portion of Sunshine Canyon encompass +4.20 acres
and the amount of riparian habitat is £5.0 acres. However, as a result of project development mmpacts would
occur on +£2.95 acres of jurisdictional wetlands, resulting in the loss of riparian habitat.

Within the City portion of the project site, there were 675 trees of qualifying size identified. Of that total,
24 different tree species were identified. Coast live oak is the dominant tree species and comprises 81
percent of all inventoried frees.
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3.1.6 Noise
Regional Setting

The existing noise environments 1n the Los Angeles area vary considerably as a result of the variety of land
uses and densities. Noise sources may be categorized based on either short- or long-term duration. The
short-term noise sources are associated with brief bursts of sound, such as an aircraft overflight. Long-term
noise sources are prolonged over hours or days, such as freeway noise sources.

Local Setting

The I-5 Freeway is the dominant noise source within the project area. Another noise source located across
the street (on San Fernando Road) from the landfill entrance 1s wood chopping associated with a firewood
sale area. Other sources of noise proximate to the project area include industrial-related operations of the
Metropolitan Water District (MWD) and Department of Water and Power (DWP) facilities and industrial
activities conducted along San Fernando Road approximately s to %2 mile from the landfill entrance. Noise
is generated onsite by both construction and operational vehicles, machinery used for the County Landfill
operation, maintenance equipment, vehicles used at the existing mactive landfill, and employee vehicles.

The existing daytime noise level at the six trailers and small industrial area located along San Fernando
Road, south of the I-5 Freeway, was measured at 70.6 decibels on an A-weighted scale (dBA). The existing
noise level at the closest residential unit on Timber Ridge Road (approximately 1,700 feet south of the
landfill footprint) in the community of Granada Hills was measured at 52.4 dBA.

3.1.7 Light
Regional Setting

The portion of the project site 1s located withmn a City-designated airport zone of the Van Nuys Airport. This
zone regulates the placement of illuminated or flashing signs or billboards, light sources that could be
mistaken as aeronautical or runway approach lights, or other light sources that distract or reduce pilot
visibility.

Local Setting

External lighting sources at the project site include might-lighting for admimistrative offices, nursery area,
and scale house area. Lighting is provided for numerous environmental protection and control systems.
Lighting also exists near the landfill entrance. These sources do not produce light spillage onto nearby
residential or recreational properties nor are these light sources within a direct line of sight of local area
roadways or freeway corridors. The closest offsite light source is street lighting located along San Fernando
Road. In addition, extensive lighting 1s used at the MWD and DWP facilities located south of the project
site, fixed security lighting 1s used within the Cascade Oil Field immediately west of the site, and street
lighting 1s associated with residential development in the communities of Granada Hills and Syimar
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3.1.8 Land Use
Regional Setting

The project site within City jurisdiction is located within the Granada Hills-Knollwood Community Planning
Area (CPA) of the City This CPA comprises approximately 9,651 acres and 1s surrounded by the
communities of Northridge, Chatsworth, Porter Ranch, and Mission Hills.

The portion of the project site within the County jurisdiction is located within the Santa Clarita Valley Area
Plan. This area plan includes the communities of Newhall, Placerita Canyon, Valencia, Saugus, Canyon
Country, Castaic, Val Verde, and Agua Dulce.

Local Setting

The project site within City jurisdiction is currently designated as Open Space on the Granada Hills-
Knollwood Community Plan land use map and is zoned Al 1-O (Agriculture Zone, Height District 1, Oil
Drilling District Overlay). This zoning designation permits a residential density of 0.5 to 1 unit per gross
acre. Uses within the project site may be subject to policies and recommendations contained in the City’s
General Plan elements and regional, State, and federal plans.

The land use designation within the County 1s “Hillside Management, Non-urban Hillside” and “Residential
(Non-urban).” The corresponding zoning designation 1s “A-2-2" (Heavy Agriculture, 2-acre minimum lot
size). Existing onsite uses are also authorized and regulated by CUP Number 86-312.

Existing uses within and surrounding Sunshine Canyon include the County Landfill located adjacent to the
northwestern City boundary, open space areas located along the northern and western boundaries, a
producing oil field (i.e., Cascade Oil Field) located immediately to the south, Aliso gas storage fields located
to the west, O’Melveny Park located to the west of that oil field, single-family homes (in Granada Hills)
located south and southwest of the project site boundary, industrial uses associated with the MWD and DWP
complex located %2 mile to the southeast, several freeways (i.e., I-5, SR-14, I-210) located directly east and
south, and several trailers and industrial buildings located along San Fernando Road.

Photographs of the Cascade Oil Field are depicted on Figure 3.1-3. Photographs of industrial uses located
immediately south of the project site are shown on Figure 3.1-4. Additionally, photographs of existing uses
located across the landfill entrance and the State water project are depicted on Figures 3.1-5 and 3.1-6.
3.1.9 Natural Resources

Regional Setting

The project site is located within a region that has historically been used for oil drilling operations and
activities.

Local Setting
Locally, the project site within the City jurisdiction is adjacent to an approved oil drilling district known as

the Cascade Oil Field situated immediately to the southwest. In addition, the Rice Canyon and Tunnel Area
districts of the Newhall Oil Field are located near the western and northern boundaries of the County portion
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of the project site, respectively The Aliso Canyon Oil Field 1s located to the southwest. Eight dry,
abandoned, and capped wells are located in Sunshine Canyon.

3.1.10  Risk of Upset
Regional Setting

Solid waste landfill operations have the potential to result in risk-of-upset conditions (i.e., from hazardous
waste, household hazardous waste, vectors, litter, unsafe working conditions, inadequate security, and/or
explosion) if they are improperly operated. Several local and regional programs and regulations exist to
mimmize risk-of-upset conditions at landfill facilities.

Hazardous waste load-checking programs ensure that hazardous wastes are not disposed of in solid waste
landfills. The proper disposal of household hazardous waste is ensured by the City’s current program of
collection, recycling, and public education mn order to divert these materials from solid waste landfills.

The presence of vectors is regulated by CCR, Title 14, §17707, which requires that, “landfill operators shall
take adequate steps to control or prevent the propagation, harborage, or attraction of flies, rodents, or other
vectors and to minimize bird problems.”

Litter generation is regulated by CCR, Title 14, § 17711, which states that litter and loose materials shall be
routinely collected and disposed of properly In addition, the California Vehicle Code, § 23114 and 23115,
requires that vehicles transporting refuse be tarped or enclosed.

Employee safety is regulated by CCR, Title 8, § 3203, which requires that every employer implement a
written injury and illness prevention (IIP) program. Site security is regulated by CCR, Title 14, §17658,
which requires that solid waste landfills must either have a perimeter fence or another effective barner to
discourage unauthorized access.

Potential explosive conditions resulting from the accumulation of landfill gas are minimized through the
installation of a landfill gas collection and flaring system required pursuant to CCR, Title 14, § 17705

Local Setting

The existing inactive landfill incorporates measures to minimize the occurrence of risk-of-upset conditions.
The inactive landfill is properly maintained to prevent ponding, which could attract vectors. Onsite security
and perimeter fencing deter unauthorized entry An IIP program 1s established for current employees to
reduce the risk of onsite injury A landfill gas collection and flaring system has been nstalled within the
City jurisdiction for the mactive landfill to prevent the accumulation of landfill gas beneath the landfill’s
surface.

The operating County Landfill has implemented a hazardous waste load-checking program and refuse
mspection program to identify and remove any hazardous or household hazardous waste from the waste
stream. Notices are also posted onsite to notify waste haulers that hazardous waste cannot be disposed of
at the County Landfill. The potential for vectors 1s reduced through compaction and daily coverage of the
solid waste disposed at the landfill. Litter is minimized through a litter control program to collect any offsite
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litter, and litter is also contained onsite through the use of litter control fences. Site security and employee
safety measures are also implemented at the operating County Landfill.

3.1.11 Transportation and Circulation
Regional Setting

Regional access to the project site (located off of San Fernando Road in Sylmar) is provided by the Golden
State (I-5) Freeway, Antelope Valley (SR-14) Freeway, Foothill (I-210) Freeway, San Diego (I-405)
Freeway, and Simi Valley (SR-118) Freeway. Access to both the I-5 and the SR-14 Freeways is provided
north of the project site by a southbound offramp at San Fernando Road and a northbound onramp at Foothill
Boulevard. The intersection of the I-5 and SR-14 Freeways is located approximately 2 mile from the project
site entrance. The primary northbound access to the project site from the I-5 Freeway is provided at Roxford
Street, which is approximately 2 miles southeast of the landfill entrance.

Local Setting

The landfill entrance is located immediately adjacent to San Fernando Road. The following local roadways
are located in the project vicinity: San Fernando Road, Sepulveda Boulevard, Roxford Street, Balboa
Boulevard, Foothill Boulevard, and Yarnell Street. Twelve of the 13 key intersections of these roadways
currently operate at Level of Service (LOS) “D” or better during the a.m. and/or p.m. peak hour. San
Fernando Road at Balboa Boulevard operates at LOS “E” during the p.m. peak hour.

Roadway improvements to the landfill entrance and San Fernando Road have been completed for the
operation of the County Landfill and include new surface paving, restriping, curb and gutter replacement,
and roadway realignment. Vehicular traffic in Sunshine Canyon uses a 160-foot right-of-way access road
that originates from the main entrance at San Fernando Road. This access road is improved (i.e., realigned
and paved), which provides additional queuing space for truck traffic.

3.1.12  Public Services
Regional Setting

The project site within the City is located in a mountain fire district. Extremely hazardous brush fires have
the potential to occur within this district due to dry and windy climatic conditions, rugged terrain, and highly
flammable native vegetation. The City’s Fire Department provides fire protection and emergency services
from 103 fire stations located throughout the City. Brush fire hazard conditions also exist on the County
portion of the project site. The Los Angeles County Fire Department provides fire protection and emergency
services to the County portion of the project site.

The project site in the City is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of the Los Angeles Unified School
District (LAUSD), and these boundaries encompass approximately 708 square miles. The LAUSD has
jurisdiction over 472 school facilities in the City. Within the Granada Hills-Knollwood CPA, eight
elementary, three middle, and two high schools are operated under the LAUSD. The nearest County school
districts to the project site are Newhall Elementary, Castaic Elementary, and William S. Hart.

The distribution and number of neighborhood and community parks are inadequate in the central San
Fernando Valley. The City does not have sufficient neighborhood and community parkland to meet the
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current population demand. Citywide parkland deficiency is 11,404 acres of neighborhood and community
parkland and 8,481 acres of regional parkland. The Granada Hills-Knollwood area has a neighborhood
parkland deficiency of 77 acres and community parkland deficiency of 90 acres. The Northwest Valley area
of the City has a regional parkland deficiency of 378 acres. The County portion of the project site is within
County Park Planning Area #34, Oat Mountain, and the San Fernando Valley Regional Planning Area. A
parkland deficiency of £13 acres has been identified for this area.

Local Setting

The majority of the project site within the City is disturbed due to 30 years of landfilling activities. Much
of Sunshine Canyon is surrounded by mountainous terrain. The existing inactive landfill area, access roads,
and operational County Landfill serve as a partial fire break from surrounding brush areas. Near the western
ridgeline of the project site within the City is an existing 100,000-gallon water storage tank that meets fire
flow demands for the existing inactive landfill site. In addition, the County Landfill has another 265,000-
gallon water tank that meets fire flow demands from this existing operation. The nearest City fire station
is located approximately 2.5 miles from the project site at 12050 Balboa Boulevard. The closest County fire
station is located at 24875 North San Fernando Road, approximately 6.25 miles from the project site.

The nearest school to the project site is Van Gogh Elementary (approximately 1% miles from the landfill
entrance and 0.7 mile from the nearest project boundary). This school site is closed due to seismic
retrofitting and reconstruction. The completion of these repairs is expected to occur by fall of 1998. In
addition to Van Gogh Elementary, one elementary school, one middle school, and one high school are in the
project vicinity. Currently, all four schools have available capacity for additional students.

Two existing City park sites are located proximate to the project site. O’Melveny Park is a regional public
recreation site and encompasses 695 acres. Bee Canyon Park is a +2 acre community park located directly
southeast of O’Melveny Park. The closest existing trail proximate to the project site is a 3-mile trail located
along the ridgetops of O’Melveny Park. Prior to the County Landfill operation, over +426 acres in East
Canyon were dedicated to the County for open space and recreational purposes. It is anticipated that
horseback riding and hiking trails would be provided in East Canyon. These trails would eventually link to
other proposed trail systems in the area.

3.1.13  Energy Conservation
Regional Setting

As stated in Appendix F of the State CEQA Guidelines, the goal of energy conservation can be achieved by
decreasing overall per capita consumption, decreasing reliance on natural gas and oil, and increasing reliance
on renewable energy sources. Methods of reducing consumption of nonrenewable resources and increasing
energy efficiency are being pursued at nationwide, statewide, and local levels (e.g., development of
alternative energy sources and fuel, retrofitting for energy-efficient lighting, and space heating).

Local Setting

Energy is currently being consumed on the project site in the form of nonrenewable resources (i.e., fossil
fuels) and electrical power. As part of the ongoing maintenance required for the existing inactive landfill,
and operations at the County landfill, fossil fuels are being consumed by heavy-operating equipment, such
as bulldozers, scrapers, and water trucks.
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3.1.14  Utilities
Regional Setting

Electrical power is supplied to the City through the City’s DWP. The DWP currently provides electric
service to over 1.3 million customers. It obtains its power from four power plants within the Los Angeles
Basin, hydrogenerators on the Los Angeles Aqueduct, shared-ownership generating facilities in the
Southwest, and purchased power from the Southwest and Pacific Northwest grid system. Electrical power
is supplied throughout the County by Southern California Edison (SCE).

The DWP obtains its water supply from local wells (i.e., surface and groundwater) within the Los Angeles
Groundwater Basin, Los Angeles Aqueduct, purchased water from the MWD, and reclaimed water. The
DWP currently maintains an aqueduct for transporting water from the Mono Lake Basin in the eastern Sierra
Nevada Mountains. The DWP also plans and maintains existing distribution lines in the City. The DWP
prepared an Urban Water Management Plan to detail how projected water demands would be met through
the year 2015. The MWD is a wholesale water agency responsible for providing supplemental water to water
agencies, such as the DWP within its service area. Sources of imported water include the Colorado River
and Sacramento River Delta (through the State Water Project). The MWD prepared a Regional Urban Water
Management Plan to identify how projected water demand would be met through the year 2020. The
Newhall County Water District provides water supply and distribution facilities to the County of Los
Angeles in the vicinity of the project site.

Local Setting

Electricity is consumed onsite to provide power for numerous environmental protection and control systems
(i.e., landfill gas and collection system, flare station, etc.), water pumps, site security, and building lighting,
heating, and air conditioning. Current electrical consumption at the existing inactive landfill was estimated
at 100 kilowatt hours per day (kWh). Current electrical consumption for the operational County Landfill
is approximately 200 kWh per day. Power for onsite electrical uses is supplied from DWP’s 4.8-kilovolt
(kV) distribution lines located adjacent to the project site along San Fernando Road and from SCE’s 16-kV
distribution line located within Weldon Canyon. Power to the SCE distribution line is supplied from the
Newhall Substation located on the northwest corner of Lyons Avenue and Wiley Canyon Road. Power to
the DWP distribution lines is supplied from Balboa Distribution Station 86 located less than 1 mile south
of the site and are fed via the 34.5-kV distribution lines along San Fernando Road, immediately east of
Balboa Boulevard. Two SCE electrical transmission lines traverse the project site.

Potable water is supplied to the project site by the DWP via an existing 8-inch-diameter water distribution
line located underneath San Fernando Road. Water supplied from DWP is metered as it enters the project
site near the landfill entrance adjacent to San Fernando Road. Water is then conveyed through feeder lines
in the canyon and pumped uphill into an existing 100,000-gallon water storage tank located near the western
perimeter ridgeline within the City. Water is also conveyed to a 265,000-gallon storage tank within the
County. Onsite water usage is primarily for dust control and landscape irrigation. A small amount of
potable water is used for employee drinking and sanitation needs. Onsite consumption demand is
approximately 100,000 gallons per day (gpd) within the City and 100,000 gpd within the County. Existing
availability is sufficient to meet current site usage and consumption demands.
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3.1.15  Aesthetics/View
Regional Setting

Existing local and regional scenic resources include the undeveloped hillsides and mountainous and canyon
areas. Specifically in the City of Los Angeles, from Sesnon Boulevard, O’Melveny Park, Bee Canyon Park,
and the upper portions of Balboa Boulevard, there are exceptional long-range panoramic views on clear days
that include the Santa Susana Mountains to the north. The Newhall Canyon area, east of the landfill
entrance, is one of the major transportation corridors into the San Fernando Valley.

Local Setting

The project site is topographically isolated and bordered to the north and northwest by mountainous terrain.
Perimeter ridgelines surround the project site and range in elevation from £2,150 feet MSL to the southwest
and £1,950 feet MSL near the western perimeter of the +100 acre buffer zone. These ridgelines effectively
obstruct views into the interior canyon from residential properties and uses located south of the project site.
Offsite views are limited to those locations with higher elevations that exceed the perimeter ridges or those
locations southeast of the site that have a view into the interior of the Sunshine Canyon.

The primary viewing location of the project site from the east is Foothill Boulevard and the I-5 Freeway.
Due to the traveling speed of motorists along the I-5 Freeway, viewing duration of the existing inactive
landfill is less than 30 seconds. Additionally, the project site is visible from selected areas in the community
of Sylmar, selected portions of the Sierra Highway, the I-210 Freeway, and the SR-14 Freeway.

3.1.16 Cultural Resources
Regional Setting

California’s cultural prehistory can be divided into four “horizons” that are based on the documentation of
specific archaeological items, such as projectile points or pottery styles. Horizon I (i.e., Early Man) refers
to the first inhabitants of Southern California (before 5500 B.C.) who were seminomadic, big game hunters
and gatherers. During the time period from 5000 to 1500 B.C. or Horizon II (i.e., Millingstone Assemblage),
the inhabitants of Southern California commonly processed wild plants for food on millingstones (manos
and metates). Horizon III (i.e., Intermediate) is characterized by a continuation of cultural developments
during 1500 B.C. to A.D. 800, with an increase in hunting and the exploitation of coastal resources. Horizon
IV (i.e., Late Prehistoric) is characterized by a larger number of more specialized and diversified sites and
increased regional trade during A.D. 800 to A.D. 1769.

Native American resources found in the region include archaeological resources, rock art, prominent
topographical areas, features, habitats, plants, animals, and minerals. Examples of these resources include
historic village sites, cemeteries, and ceremonial sites. Native American groups living in the region included
the Chumash, Tataviam, and Gabrielino.

Paleontological (or fossilized) resources include bones and plant parts; impressions of plant, insect, or animal
parts; and tracks of insects and animals preserved in stone. These resources are best preserved in fine-
grained sedimentary rocks and are typically found in mountainous terrain or in areas where erosion has
removed the soil profile.
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Since the early 1700s, the activities of European explorers and settlers in Southern California have created
“historic archaeological sites.” Historic archaeological sites in Southern California are often related to
farming, mining, residential, and/or commercial activities.

Local Setting

The project site is located in a regional area where archaeological, paleontological, and Native American
resources have been discovered.

Much of the project site within the City and surrounding vicinity is disturbed by activities associated with
the Cascade Oil Field to the south as well as previous landfilling operations. Only one of the four
archaeological surveys conducted onsite has resulted in an archaeological site (CA-LAND-816) being
recorded within the County portion of the project site. This site is of minor importance. Previous
archaeological surveys conducted in 1994 recorded nine archaeological sites in the County portion of
Sunshine Canyon.

Sunshine Canyon is located in an area underlain by the late Miocene-early Pliocene Towsley Formation,
consisting of coarse sandstone and conglomerate, shale, and siltstone. This unit is marine and is known to
contain localized bone beds and vertebrate remains of Miocene age. The Towsley Formation is known to
contain fossils, primarily in areas adjacent to the site. The fossils contained in these units have produced
important scientific discoveries. Sparse fossil remains were encountered within Sunshine Canyon. These
remains were not considered significant. However, additional undiscovered paleontological resources of
scientific value may exist within the marine sedimentary rocks that underlie the canyon.

3.2 RELATED PROJECTS
3.2.1 CEQA Requirements

The State CEQA Guidelines, § 15355, define “cumulative impacts” as two or more individual effects that,
when considered together, are considerable or compound or increase other environmental effects. The
cumulative impact from several related projects is the change in the environment that results from the
incremental impact of the proposed project when added to other closely related past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable probable future projects. :

When assessing cumulative effects, the State CEQA Guidelines, § 15130, afford public agencies the
opportunity to conduct the requisite analysis in accordance with one of two distinct methodologies. As
authorized, the evaluation of cumulative environmental impacts can be based on either (1) a list of past,
present, and reasonably anticipated future projects producing related or cumulative impacts, including those
projects outside the control of the Lead Agency; or (2) a summary of projections contained in an adopted
general plan or related planning document that is designed to evaluate regional or areawide conditions.
Under the City Environmental Impact Report Preparation Manual (September 1992), Section 3.3.2, Related
Projects, the “Related Projects List” is defined as (1) any formal project application submitted for review
in the City Departments of Building and Safety, City Planning, and the Community Redevelopment Agency;
(2) projects filed in adjacent jurisdictions that fall within the related project boundaries; (3) City Department
of Transportation records; and (4) related projects that are known to the project proponent or environmental
consultant.
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When analyzing the cumulative impacts associated with other reasonably anticipated future projects, the
Lead Agency is required to discuss not only approved projects under construction and approved related
projects not yet under construction but also unapproved projects currently under environmental review with
related impacts or that result in the creation of significant cumulative impacts. Should this methodology be
utilized, the resulting analysis should include a discussion of projects under review by the Lead Agency and
projects under review by other relevant public agencies using reasonable efforts to discover, disclose, and
discuss those additional related projects.

Since the statutory and regulatory requirements that form the basis for this environmental analysis must be
interpreted in a manner to afford the fullest possible protection of the environment within the reasonable
scope of the statutory language, the selection of the two available methodologies should be based on the
approach that offers the greater protection to the environment.

A number of other projects are known or proposed to occur in the vicinity of the project site that may utilize
and/or impact similar facilities/services as the proposed City/County Landfill Project. The related projects
listed in Table 3.2-1 include all projects that have been formally submitted for review to the Department of
City Planning and the Department of Building and Safety, projects filed in the County of Los Angeles, and
those projects submitted to City departments that have the following criteria: (1) have recently been
approved, (2) are pending approval, (3) are under construction, or (4) are pending Certificate of Occupancy.

The geographical boundary of the related projects area was defined by the City of Los Angeles Department
of Transportation (LADOT) in September 1992 and concurred with by City Department of Planning
thereafter. Due to litigation in connection with the County Landfill Project, the related project list and
verification of that list by City staff and LADOT occurred on several occasions throughout preparation of
this Draft SEIR. The final related projects list was reverified and reapproved by the LADOT and City
Planning in January 1995. Correspondence relating to verification is provided in Appendix B1, of this Draft
SEIR. All related projects are located within a 5-mile radius of the project site. The locations of these
projects are shown on Figure 3.2-1 and correspond to the those related project descriptions provided in
Table 3.2-1.

In reference to the County Landfill (noted as “related project No. 28”), this project was initially approved
by the County Board of Supervisors in February 1991 and reapproved in November 1993. (Refer to
Appendix C2, of this Draft SEIR for additional information on this matter.) Since 1992, this specific project
has been treated as a “related project” at the request of City Planning staff and LADOT because of
outstanding litigation and the fact that this project was proposed and not yet developed. Therefore, this Draft
SEIR has cumulatively analyzed the development of that project, other related projects (including two other
proposed landfill projects within the region), and the potential development of the City/County Landfill
project. It should be noted that on June 24, 1997, one of those proposed landfill projects (i.e., Towsley
Canyon or “related project No. 32”) was dropped from further consideration as a potential landfill site by
the County Board of Supervisors. That project is still cumulative analyzed herein within this document,
since it was considered a feasible project at the time of the related projects list compilation.

In compliance with the conformity requirements of the Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles
County (CMP), each of these related projects was considered in the estimation of horizon year background
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Table 3.2-1

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL RELATED PROJECTS LIST

91-435 ZC/GPA

1,895,000-sq.-ft. industrial

Sylmar, CA

City of Los Angeles |

1 EIR 85-0606-ZC(SUB)* | Sunset Farms 16400-16700 Foothill Boulevard | Approved.

Construction grading occurring

CPC 93-0081-2C

55,000-sq.-ft. commercial retail
2.8 acres

105,000-sq.-ft. commercial onsite.
34 single-family units Project has been modified since
120 recreational vehicle spaces Related Projects List
249 .4 acres approved by LADOT.
2 MND 87-461-ZC* 16,000-sq.-ft. general office 14401 Balboa Boulevard Approved.
Granada Hills, CA No construction or grading
onsite.
3 93-054-2C* 162,000-sq.-ft. storage facility 16011-16061 Foothill Boulevard | Approved but not constructed.

Sylmar, CA

Site graded.

4 MND 89-281-ZC* 102,000-sq.-t. storage facility 16000 Foothill Boulevard Approved.
CPC 89-0376-ZC 1.57 acres Sylmar, CA No construction or grading
onsite.
5 MND 91-0146-ZC° 22-space mobile home park 16151 Yarnell Street Approved.
CPC91-0162-ZC 2.7 acres® Sylmar, CA Site graded.
6 MND 88-928-SUB(ZC)* | Tract Map No. 47020 13511-13525 Bradley Avenue Partially constructed and
CPC 88-0802 14 units constructed and occupied Sylmar, CA occupied.
7 lots graded
8.9 acres
7 MND 86-0793-ZC? 46,600-sq.-ft. light industrial 15774 Olden Street Approved but not constructed.
CPC 87-250 2.15 acres Sylmar, CA Site graded.
8 87-927-ZC/GPA* 60,000-sq.-ft. manufacturing bldg. 13258 Ralston Avenue Approved but not constructed.
CPC 88-0095 2.51 acres Sylmar, CA Site graded.
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% GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

‘Table 3.2-1 (Cont.)
SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL RELATED PROJECTS LIST

9 N/A 43,600-sq.-ft. industrial’ 13264 Ralston Avenue Potential for project
67 acres Sylmar, CA development.
10 MND 88-279-ZC(BL)* 5,136-sq.-ft. industrial 15543 Roxford Street Approved but not constructed.
CPC 88-474 25 acres Sylmar, CA Site graded.
CPC 88-475
11 MND 87-430-ZC(BL)* 12,000-sq.-ft. light industrial 15524 Roxford Street Approved but not constructed.
CPC 87-793 50 acres Sylmar, CA Site graded.
12 N/A Valley Gateway Industrial Center’ 15600 Roxford Street Proposed.
200,000-sq.-ft. light industrial Sylmar, CA Site graded.
10.4 acres
13 EIR 91-354 ZC/GPA? Roxford/Encinitas Shopping Center’ 12800 Encinitas Avenue; 15869, | Proposed.
CPC 94-0062 ZC/GPA™ | 142,544-sq.-ft. commercial 15879, and 15888 Larkspur Site graded.
6.6 acres Street; 15944 and 15934 Roxford
Street; and 15835 and 15824
Cobalt Street
Sylmar, CA
14 MND 93-0280-2V°® 169,724-sq.-ft. industrial 12601 Encinitas Avenue Approved."
ZA 93-0750-ZV 6 buildings Sylmar, CA Site partially graded.
7.2 acres
15 MND 90-0008-ZC" Zone change from A2-1 to RA-1 16035 Yarnell Street Approved.
CPC 90-0115-ZC 6 single-family lot subdivisions Sylmar, CA No construction or grading
2.49 acres onsite.
16 MND 89-1007-SUB'"? Tentative Tract Map No. 48529" 13455 Bradley Avenue Planned.
5 single-family lot subdivisions Sylmar, CA No construction or grading
Zone change from A2-1-K to RA-1-K onsite.
and RE11-K
1.78 acres
July 1997 SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
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Table 3.2-1 (Cont.)

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL RELATED PROJECTS LIST

. Map
17 MND 90-0769-PM*? Preliminary Parcel Map No. 6794 13115 Telfair Approved.
Parcel “B” 30,000-sq.-ft. light industrial { Sylmar, CA Site graded.
2.24 acres
18 EAF 90-441-SUB" Tentative Tract Map No. 49416" 13610 Glenoaks Boulevard Planned.
5 single-family Lots Sylmar, CA No construction or grading
2.53 acres onsite.
19 MND 89-729- 28 condominium units 15051 Foothill Boulevard Approved.
ZC(SUB)" 1.39 acres Sylmar, CA Site graded.
20 MND 92-0056(CUZ)" 6,000-sq.-ft. addition to existing 13479 Glenoaks Boulevard Approved.
ZA 92-0369(CUZ) 26,700-sq.-ft. guide dog training Sylmar, CA No construction or grading
facility onsite.
6.6 acres
21 90-0101 ZC/GPA’® 33 condominium units 15115-15139 Roxford Street Approved.
CPC 90-0429-ZC 6 single-family lots Sylmar, CA No construction or grading
2.5 acres _ onsite.
22 88-BS-225"% 92 apartment units (4-story building) 15155 Tyler Street Potential for project
Sylmar, CA development.
Site paved and graded.
23 MND 93-0306-SUB?® Tentative Tract Map No. 51713 14560 Foothill Boulevard Planned.'®
12 condominium units Sylmar, CA
0.83 acre
24 MND 93-0321-SUB’ Tentative Tract Map No. 51636 15810 Larkspur Street Planned.'¢
7 condominium units Sylmar, CA
0.98 acre
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Table 3.2-1 (Cont.)

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL RELATED PROJECTS LIST

25 MND 93-181 ZC/GPA"" | 67 condominium units 15232-50, 15314, and 15326 Approved.'®
CPC 93-0322 ZC/GPA 4.6 acres Foothill Boulevard
Sylmar, CA
26 MND 93-182" 24 multiple residential units 13470-86 Dronfield Avenue Proposed.!
CPC 93-0323 ZC/GPA 5.0 acres Sylmar, CA
27 MND 94-0012- Vesting Tentative Tract No. 51835 12001 Zelzah Avenue Planned.'s
SUB(ZC) 13 lot subdivision on 7.5 acres Granada Hills, CA

County of Los Angeles

28 CP 2556 Operational Sunshine Canyon Landfill 14747 San Fernando Road Approved; Phase I is constructed
SP 86312 Extension, comprised of approximately | Sylmar, CA and Phase I is being
17-million-ton capacity on £215 acres. constructed.
Provides an average of approximately
6,000 tpd.
29 885951 Open storage for heavy equipment 22400 The Old Road Approved.
ZC 88595 10.0 acres Newhall, CA Current vehicle storage onsite.
CP 88595 Zone change A2-1 to M1-DP
30 90071% 159,600-sq.-ft. manufacturing/industrial | 22200 Sierra Highway Proposed.
CP 90071 9 buildings Newhall, CA
ZC 90071
LP 90071
July 1997 SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL
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Table 3.2-1 (Cont.)
SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL RELATED PROJECTS LIST

CP 88573 a planned capacity of 190 million tons Antelope Valley (SR-14)
ZC 88573 on approximately 650 acres. Solid Freeway interchange.
LP 88573 waste disposal intake estimated to be
SP 88573 10,000 to 16,500 tpd.
DA 88573
OT 88573
32 N/A? Towsley Canyon Landfill with an West of the Golden State Potential.
estimated capacity of 225 million tons, Freeway (I-5) at Calgrove
located on approximately 760 acres Boulevard, north of I-5
with a solid waste disposal intake and SR-14 Freeway
estimated to be approximately interchange.
16,500 tpd.
33 90475" Parcel Map for 4 single-family lots Approximately 1 mile south at Approved.
OT 90475 58.8 acres terminus of Wildwood
PM 22696 Canyon between Menford
Avenue and San Francisco Street.

Sources:
1. Field Survey, December 1, 1993, and December 16, 1994.
2. DEIR Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, Volume I, County of Los Angeles, April 1989, Table 33, updated April 1992, with City of Los Angeles

Department of Planning, Environmental Review Section and LADOT.

3. Initial Studies Project Book, City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation, Room 1200, City Hall, April 22, 1993.

4, Environmental Review Project Book and Card Files, City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Environmental Review Section, Room 655, City Hall, April
1992.

5. Environmental Review Project Book and Card Files, op. cit., April 22, 1993.

6. Virginia Loring, Real Estate Agent, Boland Realty Inc. Telephone conversation, November 2, 1993.

7. Mike Tingus, Broker, the Seely Company. Telephone conversation, November 3, 1993,

8. Initial Studies Project Book, City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation, Room 1200, City Hall, April 1992,
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Table 3.2-1 (Cont.)
SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL RELATED PROJECTS LIST

9. Environmental Review Project Book and Card Files, op. cit., November 24, 29, and 30; December 1, 1993; and December 15, 1994,

10. City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Neighborhood Planning Bureau, Room 505, December 15 and 16, 1994,

11. City of Los Angeles Automated Records, Room 550, December 15 and 16, 1994,

12. Susan Bok, EIR Coordinator, City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Environmental Review Section, August 11, 1992,

13. City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Subdivision Counter, Room 655, November 24, 29, and 30 and December 1, 1993.

14, City of Los Angeles Subdivision Counter, op. cit. and Chris Sullivan, Real Estate Agent, Daum. Telephone conversation, December 2, 1993,

15. Linscott, Law & Greenspan Engineers, November 1992.

16. City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Subdivision Counter, Room 655, December 15 and 16, 1994,

17. Initial Studies Project Book, op. cit., November 24, 29, and 30; December 1, 1993; and December 15, 1994.

18. Addendum to FEIR for the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, County of Los Angeles, May 1992,

19. County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning, Information Systems Branch, Room 1101, November 23, 1993. Updated December 21, 1994.

20. County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning, Information Systems Branch, Room 1381, June 1992,

21. Puente Hills Waste Management Facilities Draft EIR, June 1992; Integrated Solid Waste Management System for Los Angeles County Program EIR, August

1990; and Los Angeles County Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Volume 1, p. 8-14, August 1993,

July 1997 SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL

°

Par
{

SEIR 91-0377-ZC'"RA

t }



Related Projects
Location Map

Legend

(1)  Related Project

I Property Boundary

Project Site in City

Project Site in County

—————— City/County of Los Angeles Boundary

O'MELVENY
PARK

Reaa

SCALE

0 .25 .5 .75 1

e e

MILES

N\

165 \
ESERVOIR ) ]
p

5

Source: Ultrasystems Environmental Incorporated
Base Map: Thomas Bros. Maps

-

N > . g /\/ ( .Y S
+ e /Z
£ i 1 Ae p AN

ULTRASYSTEMS
ENVIRONMENTAL
INCORPORATED

FIGURE

3.2-1




< GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING <

traffic growth projections as part of the traffic impact analysis (TIA) presented in Section 4.13.2, Los
Angeles County Congestion Management Program. The purpose of the CMP is to ensure that local
jurisdictions consider the regional transportation impact of new development through the land use approval
process. While local jurisdictions routinely examine and mitigate transportation impacts on the local street
network, this does not always extend to the regional transportation system.

As indicated in the CMP, generalized traffic growth estimates have been formulated for both the San
Fernando Valley and other areas of Los Angeles County. Since the list of locally identified related projects
will produce areawide growth projections that are less than those identified in the CMP for the geographic
area requiring analysis as part of the TIA, the Lead Agency has elected to utilize the established CMP growth
projections as the basis for the estimation of horizon year background traffic conditions affecting the project
site.

Related project uses “cumulatively” consist of the uses listed in Table 3.2-2.

Table 3.2-2
CUMULATIVE USE SUMMARY

Industrial 2,621,660

Commercial 302,544

Office 16,000

Storage Facilities 270,000

Single-Family Residential 70 units
Condominium/Apartment 263 units

Mobile Homes 22 spaces

Storage Area (Heavy-Duty Equipment) +10 acres

Landfills (3) 1,625 acres/39,000 tpd
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< ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS <

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

As required by CEQA, this section describes environmental topical issues that have the potential to cause
an effect upon the environment, either directly, indirectly, or cumulatively (in combination with existing and
other foreseeable related projects) due to the proposed City/County Landfill Project implementation.

This section further discusses the environmental setting for each topical issue, the threshold level for
determining significance, potential environmental impacts, mitigation measures for environmental impacts
deemed to be significant (if necessary), and any impacts that cannot be mitigated below a level of
significance even with the implementation of mitigation measures.

Potential areas of impact analyzed in this Draft SEIR were based on the findings of the Initial Study and
Checklist, comments provided by the Environmental Study Advisory Committee (ESAC), responses received
during the Notice of Preparation (NOP) review period, Notice of Early Consultation (NOEC) with affected
agencies and organizations, and responses received during the public scoping meeting conducted for the
proposed project.

The following topical issues are analyzed within this section:

1. Earth Resources

2. Air Quality

3. Hydrology and Water Quality
4. Biological Resources

5. Noise

6. Light and Glare

7. Land Use

8. Natural Resources

9. Risk of Upset

10. Transportation and Circulation
11. Public Services

12. Energy Conservation

13. Utilities

14. Aesthetics/Views

15. Cultural/Scientific Resources
SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL July 1997
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< ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS %
— s

EARTH RESOURCES

FEIR DOCUMENTATION

The following list references specific volumes, sections, and page numbers of the certified FEIR and its
incorporated technical documentation that provide background information and technical analyses relevant
to the topic of earth resources. Development of the proposed project, including the additional +42 acres
located in County jurisdiction, has been previously addressed within the context of this certified FEIR. Any
new potential earth resource impacts associated the proposed project and the relocation of ancillary facilities
and environmental protection and control systems onto City lands will be addressed in this Draft SEIR.

1 4

FEIR Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, Volume 1, Section 3.2.1, Geology, pp. 81-100, April
1989.

FEIR Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension Appendices, Volumes IIA and IIB, Appendix B,
Geological Technical Report, Exploratory Boring and Trench Logs; Appendix M, Summary Letter
of Fault Investigation; Appendix O, Site Topography Map; Appendix S, Erosion Control Plan; and
Appendix T, Outline of Landfill Operations in 1971, April 1989.

FEIR Sunshine Canyon Land(fill Extension, Response to Pre-Circulation Comments from County
Agencies, Volume 111, Section II, (B), (C), (D), Department of Public Works, Land Development
Division, Geology and Soils Section, pp. 13-34; and Appendix D, Additional Boring Logs to
Supplement Appendix B of Volume IIA, July 1989.

FEIR Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, Responses to Comments, Volumes A and B, Topical
Response 3, Technical Issues which Address the Need for Initiating the Landfill Extension in the
County Portion of Sunshine Canyon, pp. 13-14; Topical Response 4, Bedrock and Soil Permeability
within Sunshine Canyon, pp. 14-15; and Topical Response 5, Earthquakes and Faulting, pp. 15-17;
and Responses No. 6, pp. 79-80; No. 173, pp. 179-180; No. 179, p. 182; No. 181, pp. 183-184; No.
182, pp. 184-185; No. 183, p. 185; No. 239, pp. 209-210; No. 245, pp. 212-213; No. 247, pp. 214-
216; No. 248, p. 217; No. 771, p. 435; No. 795, p. 445; No. 796, pp. 445-446; No. 797, p. 446; No.
800, p. 447; No. 802, pp. 448-449; No. 803, p. 449; No. 804, pp. 449-450; and No. 805, p. 450, July
13, 1990.

FEIR Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, Comments Received and Responses for the Los Angeles
County Board of Supervisors, Section 3.2, Geology, pp. 8-10, February 1991.

FEIR Sunshine Canyon Landfill Extension, Mitigation Monitoring Summary, pp. 1-5, November
1993.

In addition to information contained within these documents, several geologic assessments of the entire
Sunshine Canyon area (owned by the project proponent) have been conducted including Robert Bean 1978;
Geolabs 1981; The Earth Technology Corporation 1988; PRA Group 1982, 1989, 1991, and 1994.

SUNSHINE CANYON LANDFILL July 1997
SEIR 91-0377-ZC/GPA Page 4-3



< ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS <

4.1.1 Grading Activities
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Development of the proposed project would result in grading and excavation activities occurring within both
jurisdictions of Sunshine Canyon for the landfill footprint, ancillary facilities or areas, access road, and other
landfill-related improvements. Approximately 451 acres would be developed for the City/County Landfill
footprint area and approximately 30 acres would be developed for ancillary facilities and other related
improvements.

THRESHOLDS FOR DETERMINING SIGNIFICANCE

In accordance with the State CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G, an earth resource impact would be considered
significant if a proposed project exposes people or structures to major geologic hazards.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Project development will necessitate site grading to remediate existing geologic conditions; to remove and
recompact areas of noncompacted soil; remove debris, site vegetation, and other deleterious materials; and
accommodate the development of landfill footprint, ancillary facilities, building pads, and internal circulation
system.

Grading activities resulting from implementation of the proposed project would occur within defined
boundaries. Onsite grading activities would be implemented to develop base grades for the liner system,
facilitate the installation of environmental protection and control features, provide for the collection and
conveyance of surface water, provide adequate stability for internal and external slopes, establish acceptable
grades for the landfill access roadway, and provide for the perimeter maintenance corridor located along the
northeast boundary of the project site.

Site grading for the proposed combined City/County Landfill footprint would result in the direct
development of +451 acres. Preliminary earthwork estimates for the proposed City/County Landfill
footprint would include approximately 10,044,500 cubic yards (cu. yd.) of excavation material. Rough
grading quantities would be balanced onsite. Excess material from grading activities would be stockpiled
and stored within areas of the City/County Landfill footprint, as shown on Figure 4.1-1, throughout project
development.

It is anticipated that stockpiling would initially occur in the County portion Sunshine Canyon, within the
northern canyon area. This area is currently being used as a stockpile area for County Landfill operations.
As landfilling progresses within the canyon, stockpile areas would be relocated when necessary. Prior to
relocation, the stockpile area would be prepared to accept the excavated material. Specifically, subgrade and
surface water drainage systems would be installed. The subgrade systems consists of dual, perforated high-
density polyethylene drainage lines surrounded by aggregate drainage blanket and geotextile filter fabric
material. The surface drainage system would consist of lined open and peripheral collector channels that
would collect and convey surface water into a sedimentation basin.

Excavated soils would be used onsite for such uses as the liner foundation layer, liner operations layer, daily
cover, intermediate cover, and for the vegetative or erosion control layer of the final cover.

July 1997 SU