Attachment 10

3-1

COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING:AND BUILDING
STAFF REPORT

Helping buifd great communities PLAN N* NG CO M M ISS i O N
MEETING DATE CONTACT/PHONE APPLICANT FILE NO.
June 14, 2012 Murry Wilson Corral de Piedra Land Co. DRC2005-00170
(B05) 788-2352 (Cofd Canyon Landfill)

SUBJECT

Hearing to consider a request to expand the existing Celd Canyort Landfill (Landfli) including the following eight primary
components:

Expanding the disposal area footprint by approximately 46 acres;

increasing the total facility allowable tonnage limit from 1,620 to 2,050 tons per day;

Expanding and relocating the Resource Recovery Park to the eastemn cormer of the sile;

Expanding and enhancing the Materials Recovery Facility,

Constructing a new scalehouse and entrance approximately one-half mile south of the exisling entrance on Highway
227,

6. Increasing the operating hours for the Landfil and the Resource Recovery Park (7:00 a.m. to 5:00 pm,) and the
Materials Recovery Facility {(7:00 a.m. to 10 p.m., processing only after 5 p.m.);

Increasing the staffing levels frem 75 to 114; and

Other miscellaneous improvements {e.g., relocating fuel tanks, landscaping, replacing equipment maintenance
building).

e

o

Many of the existing operations at the Landfill would continue as they do currently if the proposed project is approved. Additional
delails associated with the above referenced project are contained in Secticn 11.C and 111.D of the EIR.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

1. Ceriify the Final Environmental impact Report {FEIR) in accordance with the applicable provisions of the Califomia
Environmental Quadity Act, Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.
2. Approve Conditional Use Permit DRC2005-00170 basad on the findings listed in Exhibit A and the conditions listed in

Exhibit B including the adoption the CEQA findings and overriding considerations in Exhibit C.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

An Environmental Impact Report was prepared {pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21000, et seq., and California
Administrative Code Section 15000, et seq.} for this project. Mitigation measures are proposed to address Aesthelic Resources,
Agricultural Resources, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Climale Change/Green House Gas Emissions, Cultural Resources,
Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Noise, Transportations and Circulation, and Water Resources.

LAND USE CATEGORIES COMBINING DESIGNATIONS ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER  |SUPERVISOR
Public Facilities and Flood Hazard 044-171-014, 044-261-011, [DISTRICT{S) 3
Agricutture 047, and 048

PLANMING AREA STANDARDS:

22.108.020(A) - Undergrounding - Conditional Use Permit Projects, 22.108.020(D) - Production Agricultural Areas, 22.108.030(B)3.d. -
Ridgetop Development, 22.108.030{B)3.g. - Building Features, 22.108.030{B)3.h. — Landscaping

EXISTING USES:
Disposat Area (Landfill), Resource Recovery Park, Materials Recovery Facility, and Support Activities

Note: The Compast Operation has been halted and permanently removed from consideration as part of the proposed profect

SURROUNDING LAND USE CATEGORIES AND USES:

North: Public Facility / Cotd Canyon Landfill East: Agriculture / single family residences, winery,
and vineyards
South: Agriculiure / single family residence, West: Agriculture / single family residences

accessoE structures, and an eguestrian fac]lEtE

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED BY CONTACTING THE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING AT:
CoOuUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER ¥ SAN Luis OBisPo ¥ CALIFORNIA 93408 7 (805) 781-5600 ¢ FAx: (B05) 781-1242

1 0of 170



Attachment 10

Planning Commission 3'2
DRC2005-00170 / Cold Canyon Landfill
Page 2

QTHER AGENCY / ADVISORY GROUP tNVOLVEMENT:

The project was referred to: Public Works, Environmental Health, Ag Commissioner, APCD, Cal Fire {County Fire), Caltrans, RWQCB,
California Depariment of Fish and Game, County Airperi Manager, County Counsel, City of San Luis Obispo, City of Pismo Beach,
City of Arrayo Grande, City of Grover Beach, and the Integrated Waste Management Board

[TOPOGRAPHY: VEGETATION:

Genily to moderately sloping {to the scuthwest) Grasstands, riparian vegetation, scattered oak trees
PROFPOSED SERVICES: ACCEPTANCE DATE:

Waier supply: On-site well July 26, 2006

Sewage Disposal: Individual septic system

Fire Protection: Cal Fire { County Fire

PROJECT HISTORY

The Landfill has been accepting non-hazardous waste since 1965. Waste disposat histerically
occurred in the northwest portion of the project site. At the time the Landfill received a Solid
Waste Facilities permit approval in 1979, it was accepting approximately 200 tons of solid waste
per day and the permitted disposal area was approximately 87 acres. As the landfill expanded,
new disposal areas were developed to the south and east on what is today part of the project
site,

In 1991, the County of San Luis Obispo (County) prepared a Solid Waste Facility Siting Study
“to assess the need for and potential locations of solid waste processing and disposal facilities
fo meet the disposal needs of the county over the next 30 years.” Various solid waste
management configurations were assessed in the study, including countywide and regional
configurations. The study recommended that the County pursue (or continue} a regional
approach. The county was broken into three regions based on ierrain, location of waste
production areas (i.e., urbanized areas), and location of transportation infrastructure. The
Landfill is located in the Coastal Region, which includes communities from San Simeon fo
Nipema and the City of San Luis Ohispo. The study ranked potential landfill sites including ones
near Gragg Canyon in Pismo Beach, Ontario Road in San Luis Obispo, and the existing Langfilt
site.  Siting criteria included haul distances, visual resources, landslide potential, and
topography, among others. The Cold Canyon Landfill site ranked third of the 23 sites reviewed.
The study suggested that the County give first consideration {o the top eleven sites.

Al the same time the Siling Study was being prepared, an expansion of the Landfill was
proposed, and in 1991 a permit approval was granted by the County (D860156D). At that time,
the Landfill was accepting approximately 420 tons of waste per day. The 1991 permit allows the
facility to accept as much as 1,200 tons per day. The total approved Landfill area was 121
acres, with approximately 88 acres designated for permanent disposal. That permit effectively
expanded the disposal area footprint by approximately 22 acres and allowed the maximum
height of the Landfill to be raised 30 feet to approximately 500 feet above sea level. At the fime,
it was expected that this expansion would extend the life of the Landfill by a minimum of nine
years. Improvements to the recovery and recycling processes have since increased that life
expectancy.

The previous estimate was made prior o the green waste diversion efforts and approvals that
came afterwards. Based on an estimate in 2010 by the operator and provided to the California
Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle), the applicant is estimating that
Landfill capacity will be reached in 2018 under the 1991 permit approval which is a substantial
extension of the previously estimated life of the Landfill.

In 1996, a land use permit (D950113D) was approved to establish a green waste compost

program over a 5 acre area with a capacity limit of 10,000 cubic yards of green waste material
at any given time.
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Aiso approved in 1896, was a land use permit (D960087D) for the Materials Recovery Facility
(MRF). The permit allowed for the construction and operation of the facility which processes
recyclabie material and has contribuled to the extended life of the Landfill.

In 2001, another land use permit (D000281D) was approved to expand the composting area to
12 acres and changed the allowed amount of on-site compost material accepted to 300 tons per
day. The green waste diversion from the Landfill has been a part of a diversion program (65
percent diversion from this landfill including recyclables and greenwaste) which has
substantially extended the originally proposed lifespan of the Landfill.

In September 2010, the Landfill temporarily stopped compost activities on the project site.
Green waste and wood waste continued to be processed {chipped/ground) either being used as
Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) for the working face of the landfill, or being hauled to another out-
of-county composting facility. On November 4, 2010, the Counly held a hearing {o consider
revocation of the previously approved composting permit (D000281D). Neighborhood concerns
related to compliance with conditions of approval (particularly with respect to the compost
operation) were the focus of the revocation hearing. The hearing resulted in the Planning
Commission requiring additional measures to ensure compliance with existing conditions of
approval and to address complaints and concerns raised by neighbors of the landfill.

The Landfit service area generally includes the north coast and southern San Luis Obispo
County communities including San Simeon, Cambria, Cayucos, the City of Morro Bay, Los
Osos, the City of San Luis Obispo, the Gity of Pismo Beach, the City of Arrayo Grande, the City
of Grover Beach, Oceano, and Nipomo, similar to the Coastal Region identified in the Siting
Study. Some waste from northern Santa Barbara County is also accepted at the landfill.

The facility accepts non-hazardous residential, commercial, and industrial wasies (Class Il
fandfill). Hazardous wastes are not accepted at the facility with the exception of household
hazardous wastes such as paint, cleaning products, and pesticides. These, along with universal
waste and electronic wastes such as television sets and computers, are accepted at the
household hazardous waste facility and universal and electronic waste recycling center located
within the Resource Recovery Park.

As of December 2011, the Landiill requested that their Project (as evaluated in the FEIR) be
amended to permanently eliminate the compost operation (using windrow technology} from
future consideration. Green waste and wood waste processing would remain part of the
Proposed Project. Since the compost operation has been removed from consideratign in the
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), it has also been removed from consideration as part of the
proposed project. If in the future, the landfill would like to re-establish the composting use
(using windrow technology or any other technology), the applicant would be required to amend
this land use permit.

The current proposal (DRC2005-00170) will replace all previous land use permits issued at the
Landfilf site. Conditions of approval associated with the previous approval are inciuded for
reference in Exhibit D. Staff has reviewed the conditions associated with the previous approvals
and eliminated those conditions that are no tonger applicable or will be replaced with new and/or
updated conditions of approval. For reference, the previous conditions of approval are shown a
strike through where they have been eliminated or replaced/updale.
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PROJECT ANALYSIS
Ordinance Compliance:
Table 2-2 of the Land Use Ordinance categorizes the proposed project as “Waste Disposal
Sites.” There are no specific use standards associated with the proposed use. A Wasfe

Disposal Site is an allowable use in the Agricufture and Public Facilities land use categories
subject o Conditional Use Permit approval.

Standard Allowed/Required Proposed
Minimum Site Area N/A Approx. 209 acres
Setbacks (for structures} 25 fest Apprex. 1,200 feet (scalehouse)
g;’gt 30 feet Approximately 200 feet (MRF)
Rear: 30 fest Greater than 100 feet (RRP)
Height
Landfill: 500 feet above sea level {asl) Top deck will remain at 500 feet

Note: Top deck maximum above sea level

efevation taken from previous
permit

None at this time Variable height berm between 10

Proposed new height limit - 525 and 25 feet (max. 525 asl)
feet (asl)

Temporary Earthen Berm:

Materials Recovery Facility
{MRF): 35 feet 40 feet

Note: See modification
discussion below

Resource Recovery Park (RRP): 35 fest 28 feet

Sufficient area is available on-
site, relocated employee parking

Parking As determgl:ti:ryiftthe Review will be provided at the time of
¥ construction of the scaiehouse,
MRF, and RRP.
As determined by the Review
Signs Authority Conditioned to be 65 square feet
Recommend 65 square feet maximum
Maxirrum

The hours of operation are currently governed by the CalRecycle Solid Waste Facility Permit
and the County Conditional Use Permit. The proposed project would expand these operating
hours for waste acceptance as well as allow additional time for ancillary activities, such as
equipment maintenance and covering the working face of the Landfill, after waste acceptance
hours. The current and proposed hours of gperation are shown in the table below and apply
seven days a week, except in the case of the MRF, which dces not and would not involve
significant weekend processing. While the Landfill does not typically operate the MRF on
weekends, this approval would allow all components of the Landfill to operate seven days a
week.
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Component Existing* Proposed Increase
Landfill/Disposal Area ]
Commercial Haulers 700am.to430pm. 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 0.5hour
General Public 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 3.0 hours
| Material Recovery Facility o
Waste Receipt 730am. tod30pm 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 1.0 hour
Processing 7.30 a.m. 10 4:30 p.m. 7:00 am. to 10:00 p.m. 6.0 hours
Resource Recovéry Park -
Resource Recovery Park 7:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 700 am. to 5:00 p.m. T 1.0 hour
Hazardous Waste )
fousahold, Unversaland 11:00am.to 300 pm. | 7:00 am. to5:00 pm. 6.0 hours
*The Landfill is currently permitted (Development Permit DB60156D) to conduct nen-waste acceptance activities from
8:30am. {0530 pm. L ]

22.16 — Landscaping: The standards of this chapter are intended to: provide areas that can
absorb rainfall to assist in reducing storm water runcff and controlling erosion; preserve natural
resources; promote, preserve and enhance nalive plant species; reduce glare and noise;
enhance the appearance of structures and property; and to provide privacy; while recognizing
the need to use water resources as efficiently as possible. These standards are not applicable
to projects located in the Agricuiture land use category except where required for a special use
by Article 4. Landscaping is required as mitigation for the proposed project. Landscaping will
be required to screen the proposed project (o the maximum extent feasible) including the
disposal area of the landfill as well as the new structures associated with the fandfill (i.e. the
Materials Recovery Facility, Resource Recovery Park, and the scalehouse). Screening of
structures will be required to achieve 80% screening at plant maturity. Please see the FEIR,
Section V.A. (Aesthetic Rescurces) for further discussion on aesthetic impacts and the
landscaping discussion under the planning area standards below. These measures have been
included as conditions of approvai for the proposed project.

22.20 — Signs. The project site currently has two signs at the entrance to the facility measuring
approximately 16 feet long with letters that are 10 inches tall (approximately 20 square feet
each). It is anticipated that the new enfry location wilt include signage similar to the existing
entrance totaling 40 square feet. The Landfill has requested one additional freestanding
informational sign that would be placed at the entrance of the facility. The sign would include
information such as hours of operations, phone number, address, and Solid Waste Permit
number. The sign would be approximately six feet by 4 feet (24 square feet). Staff
recommends that your Commission allow signage at the eniry to the facility similar fo the
existing signage (40 square feet) as well as the additional freestanding information sign (24
square feet). The ifotal allowable sign area would be approximately 65 square feet. This
recommendation has been included as a condition of approval for the proposed project.

Operating Standards:

22.10.030 — Air Quality: This section establishes a procedure for the notification of the County
Air Pollution Control District (APCD) when a new land use is proposed which would include
equipment or activities that involve combustion, or the storage or use of hydrocarbons or other
air contaminants. The APCD has reviewed the project as part of the referral process as well as
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providing comments on the DEIR. The FEIR contains mitigation measures to reduce impacts
associated with Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas impacls. These measures have been included
as conditions of approval for the proposed project.

22.10.04C ~ Archaeological Resources: In the event archeologicai resources are unearthed or
discovered during any construction activities, the following standards apply:

A. Construction activities shall cease, and the Department shall be natitied so that the
extent and location of discovered materials may be recorded by a qualified
archaeologist, and disposition of artifacts may be accomplished in accordance with state
and federal law,

B In the event archeological resources are found to include human remains, or in any other
case when human remains are discovered during construction, the County Coroner shall
be notified in addition to the Depariment so proper disposition may be accomplished.

These measures are included as conditions of approval and will be implemented in the event
unanticipaled archaeological and/or paleontological resources are identified, in coordination with
the County Environmental Monitor.

22.10.060 — Exterior Lighting: The standards of this section are applicable to all outdoor night-
lighting sources installed after the effective date of this Title, except for street lights located
within public rights-of-way and all uses established in the Agriculture land use category. While
this standard is not applicable, due to the project site being located within the Agriculture land
use category, the FEIR contains mitigation measures similar to the requirements contained
within this section. These measures have been included as conditions of approval for the
proposed project.

22.10.080 — Fencing and Screening: The standards for fencing and screening are established
by this section to protect certain uses from infrusion, to protect the public from uses that may be
hazardous, and to increase compatibility between different land usss by visual screening. While
this section is not applicable to projectis located within the Agriculture land use category, the
FEIR has identified impacts associated with the proposed project that reguired visual screening.
Screening of sfructures associated with the proposed project wilf be accomptlished by
landseaping and screening berms as discussed in the applicable sections of the FEIR. Fencing
will be required to mitigate impacts assaciated with wind-blown trash and will be required to be a
minimum of six feet {all at specifically identified property lines and ten feet tali around the active
disposal areas (aesthetics will be considerad when selecting litter control fencing). It is
anticipated the new entry location will inciude a wall or fence simitar to the existing enfrance.
The EIR has identified potential aesthetic impacts associaled with the entry features and
requires muted earth foned colors and any signage to comply with the sign ordinance
requirements (as set by the Review Authority in this case). These measures have been included
as conditions of approval for the propesed project.

22.10.120 — Noise_Standards, This section establishes standards for acceptable exterior and
interior noise levels and describe how noise shall be measured. These standards are intended
to protect persons from excessive noise levels, which are detrimental to the public, heaith,
welfare and safety and contrary to the public interest because they can: interfere with sleep,
communication, relaxation and full enjoyment of one's property; contribute o hearing
impairment and a wide range of adverse physiological stress conditions; and adversely affect
the value of real property. The FEIR has determined that the proposed project would result in
significant noise related impacts.
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Where mitigation in accordance with the policies and standards of this Noise Element is not
feasible, the review authority may adjust or waive such policies and standards (the minimum
amourt necessary to enable reasonable use of the properiy), provided that noise leveis are then
mitigated to the maximum extent feasible. The FEIR has identified all feasible mitigation
measures that may be implemented to reduce these impacts throughout the life of the landfill
operations. These measuras have been included as conditions of approval for the proposed
project. Staff recommends that your Commission allow a waiver of the Noise Element
standards. Findings associated with the waiver are included in Exhibif A — Findings.

22.10.155 — Stormwater Management: The purpose of this section is to implement the Design
Standards {(Attachment 4) for the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
General Permit No. CAS000004, as required by the Stormwater Management Plan for the
County of San Luis Obispo. These standards are intended to address stormwater runoff from
new development projects. This section requires the applicant to implement Best Management
Practices (BMPs) so as io minimize the introduction of pollutants into stormwater. As discussed
below, these measuras will be implementation through the RWQCB’s existing and o be revised
Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) as wel as project components that require a
construction permit (i.e. scalehouse, MRF, RRP, ¢eic.}. BMPs are required to be maintained to
ensure they continue to function as designed.

This section also contains standards associated with “Outdoor Material Storage.” Where
proposed projects include outdoor storage areas for storage of materials that may contribute
poliutants to the stormwater conveyance system, the following structural or treatment Best
Management Practices (BMPs) are reguired:

A Materials with the potential to contaminate stormwater must be:

n Placed in an enclosure such as, but not limited 1o, a cabinet, shed or similar
structure that prevents contact with runoff or spillage to the slormwater system;
of

(2) Protected by secondary containment structures, such as berms, dikes, or curbs,

B. The material storage area shall be sufficiently impervious to contain leaks and spills.
C. Where secondary containment is necessary, storage area shall have a roof or awning to
minimize collection of stormwater or other approved method.

These measures have been included as conditions of approval associated with the MRF and
RRP as well as the requirament for long-term maintenance of BMPs.

22.10.180 — Water Quality: This section establishes a procedure for the notification of the
California Central Coast Regional Water Quality Conirol Board (RWQCB) when a new land use
or modification to an existing use may affect groundwater guality because of proposed methads
of disposal, or large volumes of waslewater, or because of the disturbance of natural soil
contours. The project was referred to the RWQCRE and comments were provided as part of the
FIR process. The applicant will be required to update the existing WDRs prior to receiving the
first Notice to Proceed for the proposed expansion. An additional discussion related to water
resources is provided below under the “Environmental Determination/Land Use Issues” section
and the Water Resources section of the FEIR.

Modifications:

22.10.090(C)2.a. — Exception to Height Limitations: Buildings and structures exceeding the
heights permitted in Subsection C.1. may be authorized through Conditional Use Permit
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approval, provided the Commission first finds the project will not result in substantial detrimental
effects on the enjoyment and use of adjoining properties, and that the modified height will not
exceed the lifesaving equipment capabilities of the fire protection agency having jurisdiction.

The proposed expansion to the Materials Recovery Facility {MRF} would require a 40-foot tall
structure, similar to the existing facility. The proposed structure is located in the southeast
comer of the proposed expansion area. Due to the existing and proposed topography and
vegetation and the required vegstative screening, the proposed addition to the MRF would only
be partially visible as seen from Highway 227 at the new enfrance road. Therefore, staff
recommends a modification of the maximum allowable height limit (from 35 feet to 40 feet) to
allow for the addition to the existing MRF. A finding has been provided for your Commission’'s
consideration.

PLANNING AREA STANDARDS

22.108.020(A) - Undergrounding - Conditional Use Permit Projects: This section states, all
projects requiring Conditional Use Permit approval shall provide for utiliies being piaced
underground uniess the Commission determines either that the proposed development will be of
low intensity or in an isolated location; or that supporting overhead utilities will not be visible
from public roads; or that overriding operational, economic or site conditions of the project
warrant waiver of this requirement. Utilities are not proposed to be located underground.
Existing utilities are aboveground and would remain so with the current project. Above-ground
utilities are common in this relatively rural area. They have limited effect on aesthetic resources
and it would appear to be economically infeasible to underground utilities on such a large
project site that includes buried waste.

22.108.020(D} - Production Agricultural Areas: New development shall be designed to minimize
the loss of existing and potential production agricultural areas by the placement of buildings and
new parcels outside the most agriculturally capable areas. The project would result in the
permanent loss of approximately 40 acres of potentially productive soils. For further discussion
on impacts o agricultural resources, please see “Environmental Determination/Land Uses
Issues” below and the Agriculture Resources section of the EIR. The project is consistent with
this standard based on the analysis in the EIR and the discussion below.

22.108.030(B}3.d. - Ridgetop Development: Structures within the SRA shall nat be located so
as to be sithouetted against the sky as viewed from any of the scenic highway or raffroad
comidors. The applicant is requesting use of the “top deck” for green waste processing (i.e.
wood chipping and processing) and storage of other landfill related equipment. Green waste
processing would include the use of heavy equipment, wood chipping machinery, and roll off
bins. These activities have the potential to result in visual impacts as seen from public viewing
areas (i.e. silhouette against the skyline). The EIR recommends mitigation in the form of a herm
to reduce both visual and noise related impacts. While these are not permanent structures, the
activities and equipment would have the potential to result in similar visual impacls as a
residence or similar structure without implementation of the praposed mitigation measures.

While the Sensitive Resource Area (SRA) standards are applicable to the overall site where the
project is located, the SRA standards are not applicabie to activities referenced above. Section
22.108.030(B)1. states, “Residential structures, residential accessory structures (including water
tanks), residential access roads, specified agricultural accessory slructures (including water
tanks) and signs are governed by these standards. All other uses and structures are not subject
to these standards, such as production agriculture, agricultural roads and nursery specialties.”
Based on the applicability requirements of this section and inclusion of the applicable mitigation
measures, the project is considered consistent with this standard.
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22.108.030(R)3.9. - Building Features: This standard provides for maximum building height of
25 feet and that building architecture shall include hip roofs with a minimum pitch of 3:12.
Building colors shall be similar to surrounding natural colors that are no brighter than 6 in
chroma and value on the Munsell color scale on file in the Department. Building heighis
associated with the Resource Recovery Park (RRP) and Materials Recovery Facility (MRF)
would exceed 25 feet. The RRP would be 28 feet and the MRF would be 40 feet in height.

While the Sensitive Resource Area (SRA) standards are applicable to the overall site where the
project is located, the SRA standards are not applicable to structures referenced above because
they are not located within the 100 foot setback from Highway 227. Therefore the applicablie
height limitation is set by the land use ordinance and would be 35 feet based on the subject
property’s Agriculture zoning designation. Based on the applicability requirements of this
section (as discussed above), modification of the 35 foot height limit for the Agriculture category
(as discussed above), and inclusion of the applicable mitigation measures including landscape
screening and proposed stockpiles fo screen the new buildings; the project is consistent with
this standard.

22,108 030(B)3.h. — Landscaping: A landscaping plan is required adjacent to the applicable
structure to obtain at least 50 percent view screening of the structire at plant maturity.
Mitigation measures associated with the Aesthetic Resources section are included as conditions
of approval and would require all structures visible from Highway 227 to obtain 80% screening
of the structures at plant maturity. With inclusion of the applicable mitigation measures, the
project is consistent with this standard.

COMBINING DESIGNATIONS

Flood Hazard: An approximate 300 square foot area at the south edge of the Landfili site is
located within the Flood Hazard designation. The mapped flood hazard area will not be
impacted by the proposed project.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION/LAND USE ISSUES

An EIR has been prepared for this project and is available for public review. Based on the
conclusion of the FEIR, the project has the potential to result in a total of 11 Class | impacts
(see table below). A discussion summarizing the major environmental ang land use issues
discussed within the applicable sections of the FEIR is provided below.

Issue Area Project-Specific Cumulative
Aesthetic Resources 1
Agricultural Resources 1
Climate ChangrefGHG 1

Hazards/Hazardous Materials

{irash and odors) 2
Noise
(Landfill, Stockpile 3, RRP, Back- 5 1
up beepers, bird whisttes, all
combined)
Total 9 2

Aesthetic Resources — The project includes a request to expand the landfill disposal area as
well as construction of the MRF, RRP, and scalehouse. The FEIR found that the disposal area
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would be highly noticeable, appear unnatural, and contrast with the natural setting which woutd
resuli in significant impacts to aesthetic resources. These impacts are a result of the
engineered appearance of the Landfill, the Landfill sithouetting above the ridgelines, and the
ongoing construction activities associated with daily operations. Mitigation measures have been
proposed to reduce these impacts to the extent feasible but the impact remains significant. As
discussed above, the project also includes numerous mitigation measures to screen the
proposed structures from public viewing areas and to blend them into the surrounding
environment. These impacts were considered less than significant with incorporation of the
recommended mitigation measures.

Agricultural Resources — The Agriculture and Open Space Element contains policies on
conversion of agricultural lands to non-agriculturai uses. AGP 24 provides direction to
“Discourage the conversion of agricultural fand to non-agricultural uses.” Although this policy is
primarily focused on changing the land use category from Agriculture to ancther fand use
category, it does have applicability when reviewing a project that would take away a site's ability
to support agricuttural uses, when that site is designated Agriculture. Based on a site specific
evaltuation performed as part of the EIR, this project appears to meet the policy as follows:

s Agricultural production is not feasible due to some physical constraint or
surrounding incompatible land uses. The feasibilily of agricultural production on the
proposed expansion site is currently limited due lo two primary factors: 1) the Materials
Recovery Facility {permitted by the County in 1997) is located over approximately 12
acres of the southeast corner of the site, and 2) the existing Landfill is located adjacent
to and along two-thirds of the northern boundary of the proposed expansion parcel.
These two existing uses result in an increased potential for incompatibility issues to arise
{e.qg., dust, noise, non-agricultural traffic, disease) and fragmentation of the site. Given
that these existing uses are currently being implemented by the owner of the expansion
parcel (i.e., Landfill), the feasibility of the expansion site fo be used for agricuitural
purposes in the long-term is considered to be significantly reduced.

s Adfacent lands are already substantially developed with uses that are
incompatible with agricultural uses. The parcel to the north of the expansion site is
used for a regional landfill facility. This 121 acre parcel is designated Public Facility.
Lands designated Public Facility are intended to meet regional and community needs
such as those provided by a landfill. Adjacent lands to the west, east, and south are a
combination of lands designated Agriculture or Rural Lands and are currently used for a
number of small-scale agricultural uses and residential uses. The use of the site for
expansion of the jandfill would not affect the continuance of the adjacent uses, nor would
those uses prevent the use of the proposed site for agriculture. Considering ali these
factors, and the potential for conflicts between residential uses and agricultural uses,
surrounding uses are considered incompatible with agricultural uses.

« The conversion to non-agricuftural uses shall not adversely affect existing or
potential agricuitural production on surrounding lands that will remain designated
Agriculture. Use of the expansion site as an extension of the existing landfill as well as
associated proposed uses has the potential to result in compatibility issues (e.g., dust,
lights, noise, and disease vectors). Conditions applied fo the project will lessen these
potential incompatibilities and therefore wilt not significantly affect existing or potential
agricultural production on surrounding lands.

« There is an overriding public need for the conversion of the land that outweighs
the need to protect the land for fong-term agricultural use. The existing Landfill is
expected to reach maximum capacity in approximately 2018. Expansion of landfill
capacity is considered an essential service and benefit to the public that relies on the
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Landfill for waste disposal. As such, it would appear that conversion of the land for a
beneficial use outweighs the need to protect the fand for potential agricultural uses in the
long-term,

s Approval of land conversions from agriculture fo non-agricultural land uses will
include a finding that the conversion of will not materially reduce groundwater
recharge. Currently, approximately 10% of the 88 acre expansion site is covered by
impervious surfaces. The proposed expansion would result in an additional
approximately 45% of the 88 acre site being used for expansion of the Landfill,
relocation of the RRP, relocation of the entrance driveway and scalehouse, expansion of
the MRF, and an increased use of 0.9 AFY of groundwater. All of these proposed uses
would increase impervious surface and alter groundwater recharge as it currently
occurs. However, the project would also include construction of two basins that would
be used to manage stormwater runoff. One of the basins would be a detention basin
and the other {formerly referred to as the compost runoff basin) would be a retention
basin. These basins, plus retention and restoration of the drainage corridor that
transects the expansion site in an east-west direction, would confribute to percolation of
runoff and provide increased cpportunity by the Landfill to re-use captured runoff for dust
controi and habitat restoration. Therefore, although the project would result in an
increase in impervious surfaces on the expansion sile, the resulting effects on
groundwater recharge would be couniered by proposed siormwater management in
addition to the proposed reduction in the use of groundwater. Based on the surface
water detention/retention elements of the project, it is projected that the conversion of
the expansion site would not materially reduce groundwater recharge.

The FEIR found that the Landfill and associated operations would resulf in compatibility impacts
as well as cumulative impacts to nearby potentially productive agricultural soils and limited
groundwater resources. Numerous measures are recommended to minimize compatibility
impacts related to dust, lighting, noise, and disease vectors. After implementation of these
measures, the impacts are considered less than significant. With regard to cumutative impacits,
this project along with various other projects including residential subdivision in the area would
increase the likelihcod of conflicts between the proposed facility, those uses, and agricuitural
uses in the area. The proposed project, along with anticipated additional residential
development {based on land use designations and local demand for rural housing tn San Luis
Obispo County, not on specific proposed projects) would contribute cumulatively to the
encroachment of non-agricutturai uses in traditionally agricultural areas. This is considered a
significant cumulative impact on agricultural resources.

Climate Change/ Greenhouse Gases (GHG) — The FEIR found that the Landfill would result in
a significant increases in GHG emissions at the time the Landfill reaches {ull capacity. The FEIR
recommends that the applicant employ all feasible methods to {imit GHG production for the life
of the project. To ensure the most up to date measures are implemented at the Landfill through
out the life of the project, mitigation measures are recommended that would require the
applicant to demonstrate feasibility of GHG controls prior to excavation of modules 10-16. The
applicant will alse be required fo report GHG emisstons fo the County.

Trash — Fugitive trash has been a concern raised by the neighbors of the Landfill and
subsequently identified in the FEIR as a significant impact. 1t is anticipated that wind blown
trash will continue to be a problem for downwind properties since the proposed disposal areas
would move closer to prevailing downwind property lines. Even with implementation of
recommended mitigation measures, fugitive trash impacts would be reduced but not eliminated.

Odors — Qdors have been a concern raised by the neighbors of the Landfill and odors have
been identified as a significant impact in the FEIR. Odor generation varies depending an the
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type of organic material received on any given day. Qdors were one of the primary concerns
raised by neighbors at the revocation hearing associated with the previous compost operation.
While the compaost operation has been removed from the proposed project, cdors associated
with the Landfill are still considered a significant impact.

Noise — Noise associated with the Landfill comes from various sources. These sources include
transportation noise, stationary noise sources (i.e. use of heavy equipment, use of the tub
grinder for green waste, etc.), activiies at the RRP, activities at the MRP, and other
miscellaneous noise sources such as bird whistles and back-up beepers. Consistent with the
Noise Element, the County is recommending mitigation measures identified in the FEIR to
reduce noise levels produced by the Landfill, that have been determined to effect surrounding
noise sensitive land uses. Noise remains a significant impact after implementation of all
feasible mitigation measures. As discussed above, staff is recommending that your
Commission waive the Noise Element standards because all feasible mitigation measures that
may be implemented at the project site have been recommended fo reduce noise related
impacts throughout the life of the landfill operations.

Water Resources ~ The FEIR found thai the project would not result in significant impacts to
water resources. Appropriate measures have been proposed as part of the project {detention
and retention basins) to control runoff and minimize off-site discharge of sediments or other
stormwater contaminants, Additional mitigation measures have also been recommended as
part of the FEIR to fully mitigate water related project impacts. As a final measure, staff
contacted the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) on May 10, 2012 to verify
compliance with all existing permits including Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) and
stormwater regulations.

Based on staff discussions with the RWQCB, the Landfii has been issued four Notice of
Violations (NOV) over the last several years, dated February 10, 2010, February 22, 2011, May
18, 2011, and June 27, 2011. Fhe 2010 NOV was issued primarily for compost/greenwaste
impacted discharge from the compost area and greenwaste applied stopes of the landfill. The
2011 NOVs were issued primarily for wasie impacted stormwater runoff resulting from
unconfained leachate seeps and related issues. The RWQCB uses NOVs as a warning system
and typically require a responsible party to evaluate, correct, and monitor compliance issues
tdentified during inspections or moniforing. The RWQCB also has the option of pursuing mere
formal enforcement actions including: Administrative Civil Liabilityassessment, Time Schedule
orders, Cease and Desists orders, or Clean-up and Abatement orders. According to the
RWQCB, the Landfill has implemented additional stormwater monitoring since the 2010 NQV,
implemented corrective measures during the summer of 2010 to address greenwaste and
compost impacted stormwater runoff issues, and implemented aggressive corrective measures
during the summer of 2011 to address leachate and waste impacted stormwater runoff issues.
Since the June 2011 NOV, RWQCB staff has inspected the Landfill seven times to evaluate
corrective actions and ensure compliance with the RWCQB NOVs, WDRs, and stormwater
permits. The RWQCB has indicated that their agency is satisfied with the Landfill's most recent
corrective actions and overall compliance during the 2011/2012 wet weathar season. The
RWQCB will continue to be the primary agency that oversees monitoring and compliance
with water quality issues and expects fo be able 1o coordinate with the recommended
environmental monitor.

COMMUNITY ADVISORY GROUP COMMENTS

None

12 of 170



Attachment 10

Planning Commission 3-1 3
DRC2005-00170 / Cold Canyon Landfil
Page 13

AGENCY REVIEW

The agencies below may have also provided comments associated with the NOP and/or DEIR.
Comments associated with the EIR process can be found in the FEIR (Volume ). !f additional
agency comments were provided outside of the EIR process, those comments are summarized
betow.

Public Works — Concerns with erosion and sediment control including appropriate containment
of stformwater

Environmenta! Health — Assure protection of all wells and it should be referred to the LEA (Jeff
Hackett with the CIWMB)

Ag Commissioner — Potentially significant impacts on Ag resources (see attached lefters)

Cal Fire — Refer to Fire Safety Pian '

County Airport Manager — No comment

APCD — Numerous comments (see attached letters}

Department of Fish and Game — No response

Caltrans — No comment

RWQCB - No comment

City of San Luis Obispo — No comment

City of Pismo Beach — No comment

City of Arroyo Grande — Strongly support proposed expansion — consider site ideat for this
essential facility

City of Grover Beach — No comment

Integrated Waste Management Authority — Support the option of anaerobic digestion at the
Cold Canyon Landfill (see attached letter)

LEGAL LOT STATUS

One of the two existing parcels was legally created by the recordation of a certificate of
compliance for Lot Line Adjustment COAL8B7-064, Parcel #2 (Book 3091, Pages 177-181 of
Official Records) at a time when that was a legal method of creating parcels.

One of the two existing parcels is Lot A of the Partition of the Patchett Tract, according to the
map of the survey of said Patchett Tract surveyed by A. F. Parsons, February 1905 filed in Book
1, at Page 84 of Record of Surveys, and was legally created by deed at a time when that was a
legal method of creating parcels.

CONCLUSION

The Landfill is a critical public facility that serves the needs of the north coast communities and
southern San Luis Obispe County communities. The 1991 Solid Waste Facility Siting Study
recommended that the County pursue (or continue) a regionat approach to waste disposal.

After completion of the FEIR, review of project alternatives, and completion of the project
analysis contained herein, staff has determined that the proposed project should be brought
forward as staff's recommendation for approval (see Section V.I. - Alternatives Analysis, for
further discussion on project alternatives). While the environmentally superior alternative was
determined to be Alternative 2 (Redesigned Project), staff’s recommendation also considers
ownership of the adjacent parcet which was included as part of Alternative 2. The Landfill does
not own a portion of the area that Alternative 2 would utilize. While this parcel is current for
sale, the environmental benefits obtained from this alternative would not appear to significantly
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improve the project, considering the applicant does not own all of the land that would be
required fo implement Alternative 2 (see Table VI-2, Section V.l for a comparison of project
alternatives).

Extensive environmental studies have been performed to identify the environmental impacts
and formulate mitigation measures to minimize those impacts. It has been determined that the
proposed project wilk require the adoption of overriding findings if your Commission decides to
approve the proposed project. With inclusion of the recommended mitigation measures, the
project would avoid, minimize, and balance impacts to the identified resources to the extent
feasible. These measures are included as conditions of approval for your Commission’s
consideration. Therefore, staff concludes that the project is consistent with the policies
contained in applicable sections of the General Plan and Land use Ordinance and is
recommending approval of the proposed project.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission lake the following action:

1. Certify the Finat Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) in accordance with the applicable
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code Section
21000 et seq.

2. Approve Conditional Use Permit DRC2005-00170 based on the findings listed in Exnibit

A and the conditions listed in Exhibit B including the adoption the CEQA findings and
overriding considerations in Exhibit C.

Staff report prepared by Murry Wilson and reviewed by John Nall.

EXHIBITS

Exhibit A — Findings

Exhibit B —~ Conditions of Approval

Exhibit C — CEQA Findings and Overriding Considerations
Exhibit D — Conditions of Approval from Previous Actions
Exhibit E — Referrals

Exhibit F — Project Graphics
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EXHIBIT A —~ FINDINGS

Environmental Determination

A

The Envircnmental Coordinator, after completion of the Initial Study, finds that there is
evidence that the project may have a significant effect on the environment, and therefore
an Environmental Impact Report was prepared (pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 21000, et seq., and California Administrative Code Section 15000, et seq.) for
the proposed project. Impacts were identified and mitigation measures have been
proposed for; Aesthetic Resources, Agricultural Resources, Air Quality, Biological
Resources, Climate Change/Green House Gas Emissions, Cultural Resources, Geology
and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Noise, Transportations and Circulation,
and Water Resources. Overriding considerations were determined to be necessary
based on significant and unavoidabie impacts associated with Aesthetics, Agricultural,
Climate Change/GHG, Hazards/Hazardous Materials, and Noise. See Exhibit C for
CEQA Findings and Overriding Considerations.

Conditional Use Permit

B.

The proposed project and use of the project site as a regional landfill is consistent with
the San Luis Obispo County General Plan because the use is an allowed use in the
Agriculture land use category subject to Conditional Use Permit approval, and as
conditioned is consistent with the General Plan objectives and policies including the
foliowing pursuant to Agriculture Policy 24:

» The feasibility of agricultural production on the proposed expansion site is
currently limited due to two primary factors: 1) the Materials Recovery Facility
(permitted by the County in 1997) is located over approximately 12 acres of the
southeast corner of the site, and 2) the existing Landfill is focated adjacent to and
along two-thirds of the northern boundary of the proposed expansion parcel that
contains agricultural soils.

« Adjacent lands are already substantially developed with uses that are
incompatible with agriculfural uses including the existing regional landfill to the
norih and scattered residential deveiopment on the other adjacent lands.

» The conversion to non-agricultural uses would not adversely affect existing or
potential agricultural production on surrounding lands that will rematn designated
Agriculture because of the mitigation measures that are applied to the project
including but not limited to noise, dust, lights, and decease vector controls.

« Based on the analysis contained in the Agricuitural Resources and Water
Resources section of the FEIR, there is an overriding public need for the
conversion of the land that outweighs the need to protect the land for fong-term
agricultural use due to a surplus of agricultural soils vs. available ground water
supply in the basin. Additionally, the analysis concluded that the project would
not result in significant impacts to groundwater resources or groundwater
recharge with inclusion of the water detention/retenticn elements.

As conditioned, the proposed project and use of the project site as a regional landfitl
satisfies all applicable provisions of Title 22 of the County Code. Where adjustments are
required to applicable provision of Title 22, the adjustment is described in the staff report
and findings in support of the adjustment are included in Exhibit A — Findings.

The establishment and subsequent operation or conduct of the use as a regionat landfil
will not, because of the circumstances and conditions applied in the particular case, be
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defrimental to the health, safety or welfare of the general public or persons residing or
working in the neighborhood of the use, or be detrimental or injurious to properly or
impravements in the vicinity of the use because, as conditioned, during construction and
on-going operations at the Landfill, numerous mitigation measures will be in place
related to safety, environmenta! protection, and neighborhood compatibility. These
measures address project related impacts and compatibility issues associated with
Aesthetic Resources, Agricultural Resources, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Climate
Change/Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards
and Hazardous Materials, Noise, Transportations and Circulation, and Water Resources.
The project is alsc subject to the Land Use Ordinance and Building Codes designed fo
address health, safety, and welfare concerns.

The proposed project and use will not be inconsistent with the character of the
immediate neighborhood or contrary to its orderly development because the proposed
expansion of the landfill is located immediately adjacent to the existing fandfill and with
inclusion of the recommended mitigation measures, impacts associated with the
proposed expansion will be mitigated to the extent feasible.

The proposed project and use will not generate a volume of traffic beyond the safe
capacity of all roads providing access to the project, either existing or to be improved
with the project because the project is located on Highway 227, a State Highway
constructed to a level able to handle any additional traffic associated with the project.
Caltrans has reviewed the proposed location of the new entry, reviewed the traffic
reports prepared for the project, and determined that the identified project improvements
are adequate to serve the proposed project and that existing State facilities can
accommodate the increased traffic generated by the proposed project. The Public
Works Department has also reviewed and provided comments on the proposed project
and determined that County facilities in the vicinity are adequate to serve the proposal.

Modifications/Adjustments/\Waivers

G.

The height of 40 feet asscciated with the Materials Recovery Facility {MRF) will not
exceed the lifesaving equipment capabilities of Cal Fire (County Fire) because Cal Fire
has reviewed the proposed project and prepared a Fire Safety Plan that indicates their
ability to respond to fire and life safety emergencies at the proposed facility (including
the proposed 40 foot structure). With inclusion of the mitigation measures that require
visual screening of the proposed structure, the adjustment of the height limitation will not
result in substantial detrimental effects on the enjoyment and use of adjoining properties.

The standards of the Noise Element have been considered, the project related noise
impacts have been evaluaied, and all feasible mitigation measures have been
recommended to minimize the impacts associated with the proposad Landfill and noise
generating uses af the Landfill site fo the maximum extent feasible. Mitigation measures
NS/mm-3 has been determined (o be infeasible because the adjacent properties are not
owned by the applicant, noise barriers placed cn individual properties would not ensure
compliance with applicable noise thresholds at the property line, and the noise barriers
would be located outside the operational contrel of the Landfill. With the inclusion of
mitigation measures recommended for the project, consideration of the record as a
whole, and a review of the benefits the project provides for the County and the region;
the waiver will allow the County to provide a cost effective, long-term waste disposal and
diversion facility while helping local communities meet state-mandated wasie diversion
goals as well as meeting local, state, and federal standards to minimize impacts of waste
diversion and disposal activities.
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EXHIBIT B — CONDITIONS GF APPROVAL

Approved Development

1.

This approval authorizes:

a. Expanding the disposal area footprint by approximately 46 acres including the
acceptance of nonhazardous and inert refuse as defined by California Code of
Regulations {(CCR) Title 23, Division 3, Subchapter 15, (Sections 2523 et

seq.).;

b. Increasing the total facility allowable tonnage fimit from 1,620 to 2,050 tons per
day;

C. Expanding and relocating the Resource Recovery Park to the eastern corner of
the site;

d. Expanding and enhancing the Materials Recovery Facility {68,800 square feet);

e. Constructing a new scalehouse and entrance approximately one-half mile south
of the existing entrance on Highway 227;

f. Increasing the operating hours for the Landfill and the Resource Recovery Park
{7:00 am. to 5:00 p.m.) and the Malerials Recovery Facility {7.00 a.m. to 10
p.m., processing only after 5 p.m.) seven days a week;

g. Increasing the staffing ievels from 75 to 114; and

h. Other miscellaneous improvements (e.g., relocating fuel tanks, landscaping,

replacing equipment maintenance building).
A maximum heights for various Landfill companents, as follows:

Landform/{Structure

Landfill:

*Temporary Earthen Berm:

Allowed/Required

500 feei above sea level
{asl)

Note: Top deck maximum
elevation taken from
previous permit

None at this fime

Proposed

Top deck will remain at
500 {eet above sea level
for existing and new
disposal areas

Variable height berm

Proposed new height limit | between 10 and 25 feet
of 525 feet (asl) {max. 525 asl)
Materials Recovery Facility 35 feet 40 feet
{MRF): _
Note: Aflowed by
modification procedure

Resource Recovery Park
(RRP}): 35 feet 28 feet

* Upon closure of the Landfill, the “Temporary Earthen Berm” shail be remaved
or blended into the existing Landfill.
proposed, the maximum elevation shall not exceed 500 feet above sea level
(asi). If blending of the earthen berm is proposed, the maximum elevation of
the Landfitl shall not exceed 510 feef asl and the final confours shall ufifize

if removal of the earthen berm is

contour grading and slope rounding to eliminate sharp earthwork angles.
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A total of three signs including two 20 square foot identification signs (40
square feet comhined) and one freestanding informational sign measuring
approximately 24 square feet (6 x 4') for a maximum total sign area of 65
square feet, Additional informational and safety signage within the landfill
facility (outside of public views) are not subject to these limitations.

This Conditional Use Permit (DRC2005-00170) shall expire and become void
when the designhated fill elevations, as approved, are reached or the use is
abandoned or discontinued for a period greater than twelve {12} months
pursuant fo Land Use Ordinance Section 22.64.120. Expiration of this permit
shall mean the termination of acceptance of solid waste pursuant {o this land
use permit and closure and postclosure activities as required by state law
and/or CalRecycle.

Conditions required to be completed prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed and/or at

the time of application for construction permits

Site Development

2.

Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed and/or at the time of application for
construction permits, the applicant shall submit a revised site/grading plan for the
Landfill disposal area; submit floor plan and architectural elevations for all proposed
structures to detail exterior finish materials, colors, and height above finish grade on all
sides of proposed buildings; and landscape/screening plans to the Department of
Planning and Building for review and approval. The revised plan shall indicate how the
proposed Landfill disposal areas and proposed struciures will be consistent with all
conditions of approval contained herein Exhibit B — Conditions of Approval.

(AES/mm-1) Prior to Initiation of any components of the proposed project, the
applicant shall receive an initiat Notice to Proceed from the County Depariment of
Planning and Building. The Notice shall not be issued until all relevant mitigation
measures and conditions of approval have been met. An additional Notice to Proceed
shall be required prior to initiation of each module.

Prior to issuance of each Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall submit evidence that
the following agencies have either issued required permits, amended existing permits, or
do not have a permit requirement:

Army Corps of Engineers (Section 404)

California Department of Fish and Game (Section 1603)

SLO Air Pallution Contral District (Permit o Construct, Authority {o Operate)
Regional Water Quality Control Board (WDRs, Section 401, SWPPP)
CalRecycle (Solid Waste Facility Permit)

Caltrans {(Encroachment Permit)

=oaoomn

(HAZ/mm-~1} Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
notify all customers in the service area of the facility of the change, through mad
updates, the phone system, the Landfill website, and through on-site signage, which
materials may be accepted at the new facility, and when the new facility will be open to
accept them. Updates shall be provided periodically as project components are
relocated or expanded.

{HAZIimm-2) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
submit to the Department of Planning and Building, an updated Litter Cantrol Plan. The
plan shall be approved by the Department of Planning and Building and be posted on
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the Landfill website. The plan shall be updated at minimum every five years, and include
at a minimum;

a. Descriptions of current litter control practices.

b. Provisions for bi-monthly trash pick-up on neighboring properties. Residents
within one mile of the Landfill shall be contacted annuatty and provided the dales
of scheduled fugitive irash pick-up for the coming year. The phone number of
the litter control staff at the Landfill shall be provided to the neighbaors, and
permanently posted at the project entrance at a location that is easily visible from
the closed gate. Neighbors shall be able to contact the Landfill within one week
of the scheduted date to request pick-up of fugitive trash on their property.

C. Raquirements for litter control fances to be installed around the downwind
perimeter of the Landfill {(i.e., southeast and southwest property lines) that are a
minimum of six feet tall. Aesthetics shali be considered when selecting litter
control fences.

d. Requirements for portable litter control fences installed near working faces o be
a minimum of ten feet tall.
e. Descriptions of the litter barrier proposal (permanent and temporary) for

construction of each propesed new module. Barriers and working faces should
he criented to address prevailing winds.

f. Contact information so that the public can reach agency staff (CalRecycle,
County Code Enforcement, CHP, Sheriff) in the event that the Landfill does not
camply with control measures or to report itegal dumping.

g. Requirements for fencing along the drainage that restrict trash from entering the
drainage swale from the Landfilf and entrance road, but allow for the passage af
wildlife, as necessary.

h. The Landfill litter control phone number shall also be available to receive calls
relating to Landiill and truck operator-based refuse that is found along the fruck
haul routes within five miles of the Landfill. Such complaints shall be investigated
within one week of receiving the call, including any special pick-up of refuse
found, unless Caltrans or County Public Works identifies the need for special
measures to address traffic safety issues.

7. (HAZ/mm-4) Prior to issuance of each Notice to Proceed for each module, the
applicant shall provide verification that birdstrikes for appreaching airplanes (those most
likely to be affected by birds attracted to the Landfifl) at the San Luis Obispa County
Airport have not increased due to the operations at the Landfill. Verifying evidence shall
include available birdstrike information compiled by the San Luis Obispo County
Regionat Airport, and include the location of strikes and the type of bird involved {if
available).

8. (HAZ/mm-5) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
provide verification thal a Fire Prevention, Control, and Miligalion Plan has been
developed/amended to the satisfaction of CAL FIRE.

9. (HAZ/imm-6) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
develop educational materials regarding Sudden OCak Death (SOD) and Light Brown
Apple Moth (LBAM) for public and private customers dropping off green waste at the
Landfill. The information shall include descriptions of the disiribution of the diseases,
how to identify them, management practices for dealing with infected trees, and disposal
guidetines. Material shall be produced in coordination with the County Department of
Agriculture. This information shall also be posted on the Landfill website directly or by a
link to another site.
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10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

{NS/mm-1) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
submit for review and approval, a Noise Mitigation Plan addressing identified potential
noise impacts on the southeastern property line through censtruction of earthen berm {or
garbage-filled berms within the disposal area if they can be shown o be as effective as
agarthen berms) and use of back-up wamning devices on all applicable onsite heavy
equipment that use ambient noise technology and/or are set to the lowest possible levels
while still ensuring public and worker safety. The plan shall be prepared by a qualified
acoustical consultant.

The berms shall be located either at the property line and/or near the active working
face, based on recommendations from a qualified noise consultant in consuhation with
the County, to effectively reduce impacts. Any berms located at the property line shall
be landscaped in accordance with the proposed landscape plan and Aesthetic
Resources mitigation measures,

The Plan shall include a schedule of when these measures would be installed prior to
commencement of any related expansion improvements. In addition, the plan shail
specify that noise monitoring shall be required after installation by a County-approved
expert on noise measurement (and periodically monitored throughout life of project) to
determine the effectiveness of the installed measure(s) and if additional measures need
to be installed io meet the County’s threshold. Any additional measures identified will be
instalied by the applicant as quickly as feasible (with a goal of 60 days) from when they
are determined necessary.

{NS/mm-2) Prior to initiation of proposed activities, including the relocation of the
entrance, module excavation, etc., the applicant shall have completely implementead
applicable components of the Noise Mitigation Plan.

{(NS/imm-4) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, in order to reduce
stockpile activity adjacent to property lines, the applicant shall revise the proposed
grading plans and re-allocate the material from the proposed stockpile (i.e., southeastern
property line) to existing Stockpiles 1 and 3, to the extent feasible. If these stockpiles
cannot accommeaodate all of the material, the remaining material shall be located in a new
location as far away from the property line(s) as feasible, potentially adjacent to existing
Module 8 and proposed Module 11.

(NS/mm-5} Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Procesd, to reduce noise from
the tub grinder, the applicant shatl design and construct an effective noise barrter around
the grinder {acoustic material used could be earth, concrete, straw bales, or some other
acoustically dense material). The barrier design and location shall be approved by a
qualified acoustical consultant and reviewed by the County. This measure shall be re-
applied whenever the tub grinder is moved from one pre-approved location to another.
Exterior color and/or material shall blend with the existing backdrop.

(NS/mm-6) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall have
a qualified acoustical monitor identify noise levels al the property line resulting from the
processing of green and wood waste {inciuding tub grinder) at all locations that green
and wood waste processing may occur. It the Leq is still above 50 dBA, within six
months from the confirmation of noise levels the applicant shall implement the following
measure:

a. Enclose the tub grinder based on ihe results of the monitoring eiferts and

recommendations. The enclosure design shall be reviewed by a qualified
acoustic consultant. The applicant shall provide verification that the proposed
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enclosure would reduce noise levels such that the 50 dBA threshold can be
achieved.

15. (NS/mm-8) Prior to issuance of building and/or grading permits for the Resource

16.

17.

18.

19.

Recovery Park {(RRP}, to reduce noise levels at the property lines resulling from the
RRP, the applicant shall re-design the facility sc that it is covered and enclosed on all
sides, with the exception of the southwestern side. Walls and ceilings shall be
acoustically treated, as necessary, and metal roll-off bins will be lined fo the exient
feasible fo achieve acceptable noise levels at property boundaries. The acoustical
treatment may also need to be applied fo any nearby permanent refleciing surfaces,
such as the MRF building. The southwestern side may be left open to facilitate delivery
and sorting of materials. Once installed and in full operation, a qualified noise expert
shall take measurements to verify compliance. As needed if compliance is not maet,
additional noise attenuation measures shall be installed to meet the County’s stationary
noise thresholds.

(AES/mm-3) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, and upon submittal {o
the Department of Planning and Building, the grading plans for the proposed project
shall include the following:

a. All slopes construcied by the project shall be contour-graded and shall include
variable slope angles where feasible ranging from 2:1 to 4:1 or {latter to reduce
the uniform appearance of the embankments. If needed, contour grading could
be done on the exterior of madules to avoid loss of module capacity.

b. Slope-rounding shall be used on a#l access roads and slope benches to eliminate
sharp earthwork angles.
c. All interim (five years or more) and finished slopes shall emphasize native shrubs

and naturalized grasses in the erosion control seeding mix. Native shrubs shall
include at least three different species and shall be the type found in the
surrcunding natural landscape. Plant species used shall be shallow rooted to
avoid damage to the landfill cover.

d. All concrete lined drainage ditches used on slope benches and access roads
shall be colored dark brown-grey.

{AES/mm-4) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
show the following:

a. An earthen berm around the edges of the “"op deck™ io reduce visibility of
equipment and trucks associated with the green waste storage, chipping, and
loading operations.

b. The berm shall be contour-graded, use slope-rounding, be continuous, and
include a variable height profile ranging from ten to 25 feet above the adjacent
grade of the fop deck.

{AES/mm-5) Within one year of issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed (or
incrementally as portions of the top deck are completed), the berm required by
AES/mm-4 shall be constructed.

{AES/mm-10) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
show the following:

a. All stockpiles shall be contour-graded and shall include variable slope angles {o
reduce the uniform appearance of the embankments.
b. Slopes shall employ mechanical erosion control methods such as erosion control

blanket as necessary to prevent erosion on contour graded slopes.
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c. Slope-rounding shall be used on all access roads and slope benches to eliminate
sharp earthwork angles.
d. All interim and finished slopes shall include 50 percen! native shrubs in the
erosion control seeding mix.
20. Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall construct and

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

maintain a holding area for hazardous waste materials that may be detected during the
load checking process or otherwise found on-site as a result of normal operations. The
holding area shall be designed and constructed to safely store materials for a maximum
of 90 days as provided by Titie 22 of the Code of California Regulations. The design and
operation of the holding area shall be reviewed and approved by the Environmental
Health Department and shali meet the requirements of Condition of Approval 58.

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall designate a
responsible party available 24 hours a day with the authority to receive and correct any
notification of permit violation. A telephone number shall be supplied to the Department
of Environmental Health and the Department of Planning and Building by which the
responsible party may be contacted.

{AES/mm-2) Prior to issuance of the initial Notices to Proceed, the applicant shall
provide funding for an environmental monitor for all phases requiring environmental
mitigation to ensure compliance with County Conditions of Approval and EIR mitigation
measures. The environmental monitor shall be under contract to the County of San Luis
Obispo. The monitor shall prepare a construction moniforing plan that will include (1)
goals, responsibilities, authorities, and procedures for verifying compiiance with
environmental mitigations; (2) lines of communication and reparting methods; (3} daily
and weekly reporting of compliance; (4) construction crew training regarding
environmental sensitivities; (5) authority to stop work; and (6) action to be taken in the
event of non-compliance.

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the Mitigation Monitoring Plan shall
be revised to reflect the final conditions adopted for the project by the Lead Agency and
all Responsible Agencies. The Environmental Coordinator's Office is responsible for
administering the Mitigation Monitoring Plan as required by AB 3180, and will act as the
clearinghouse for all reports pursuant to the Mitigation Monitoring Plan.

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the proposed informational sign at
the entrance to the facility shall include language stating that all open-bed trucks that
enter the site must be covered to prevent litter from blowing onto public roadways.

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall provide
verification to the Depariment of Planning and Building that the following
facilities/activities exist or will be incorporated into the proposed project at the applicable
stage of project development:

a. Employees shall be provided with a lunch area including microwave and
refrigerator to reduce off-site trips generated as a result of “commuting to funch”.

b. The addition to the sort facility structure shali incorporate double-pane windows
and energy efficient lighting.

C. Insulation of the sort facility office, employee rest area, and educational room

exterior walls beyond Title 24 requirements. In addition, insulation of hot water
heaters and hot water pipes.
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d. Provide verification thal the applicant previously replaced or repower at [east one
existing onsite mobile equipment (i:e. forkdifts, etc.} with electric or CNG
" powered equivalents associated with the previous approvals.
26. Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed and at the time of application for

27.

28.

29,

30.

construction permits for individual structures, all plans submitted to the Dapartment
of Planning and Building shall meet the fire and life safety requirements of the California
Fire Code. Reguirements shall include, but not be limited to those outlined in the Fire
Safety Plan, prepared by the Cal Fire/County Fire Department for this proposed project
and dated May 26, 2008 or any updated requirements determined necessary by Cal
Fire/County Fire Department. To ensure compliance with this condition of approval, the
applicant shali submit a fire clearance letter issued by the Cal Fire/County Fire
Department to the Department of Planning and Building stating that ail requirements of
the Fire Safety Plan have been met.

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice io Proceed, the applicant shall submit a revised
grading plan, a drainage plan, and an erosicn and sedimentation control plan for the
expanded disposal area {consistent with all Conditions of Approval contained in Exhibit
B — Conditions of Approval). These plans shall be submitted to the Department of Public
Works and the Department of Planning and Building for final review and approval. The
drainage plan shall be prepared consistent with Section 22.52.110. Al up-gradient
runcff shall be channeled around the landfill to prevent run-on and possible leachate
generation and shall be reflected on the drainage and grading plans.

Areas of high erosion potential shall be protected by water bars, jute neiting, siraw
matting, sand bags, straw bales, or other approved measures as necessary. These
features shall be shown on the drainage plan and erosion and sedimemtation control
plan. All sediment laden runoff shall be passed through an approved sedimentation,
and/or retention and/or detention basin, and shall be shown on the drainage plan,

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, a landfili gas control and extraction
system shall be designed for the proposed expansion area as required by the APCD
and/or CalRecycle. The design shall be implemented and instaliled in the landfill
expansion area as reguired by the APCD and/or CalRecycle.

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, a leachate collection and removal
system (LCRS) shall be designed for the proposed expansion area unless equivalent
measures are approved in writing by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. The
LCRS or equivalent measures shail be implemented and installed in the landfill
expansion area as required by the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

{AQ/mm-1} Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
submit a Construction Activities Management Plan for review and approval by the
SLOAPCD. This plan shall include, but not be limited 1o, the following Best Avaitable
Control Technology for diesel-fueled construction equipment:

a. Minimize the number of large pieces of construction equipment operating during
any given period.

b. Schedule construction related truck/equipment trips during non-peak hours to
reduce peak-hour emissions.

c. Regularly maintain and properly tune all canstruction equipment according to

manufacturer's specifications.
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31.

32.

d.

i-uel all off-road and portable diesel powered equipment including, but not limited
to, bulidozers, graders, cranes, loaders, scrapers, backhoes, generators,
compressors, and auxiliary power units with CARB motor vehicle diesel fuel.
Maximize, to the extent feasible, the use of diesel construction equipment
meeting ARB’s Tier 2 certified engines or cleaner off-road heavy-duty diesel
engines and comply with State Off-Road Regulation. Maximize, to the extent
feasible, the use of on-road heavy-duly trucks that meet the ARB's 2007 or
newer cerlification standard for on-road heavy-duly diesel engines, and comply
with State On-Road Reguiation.

Etectrify equipment where feasible.

Use Compressed Natural Gas (CNG), liquefied natural gas (LNG), bio-diesel, or
propane for on-site mobile equipment instead of diesel-powered equipment
where feasibie.

On and off-road diese! equipment shall not be allowed to idle for more than five
minutes.

To the greatest extent practicable, use Purinox or similar NOx reducing agents
diesel fuel.

Install Best Available Control Technology (BACT) for construction equipment. 1n
the event that emissions will exceed thresholds afler the standard measures are
applied, then the following BACT measures shall be implemented:

Replace equipment with equipment that has cleaner engines;

Replace equipment with the cleanest engines possible;

install California Verified Diesel Emission Control Strategies;

implement a Comprehensive Construction Activity Management Plan
designed to minimize the amount of large construction equipment
operating during any given time period;

Limit the length of the wark day; and,

Phase construction activities, if appropriate.

. & 8

(AQ/mm-2) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, a Dust Control Pian for
all potential dust-creating activities shall be prepared and submitted to the SLLOAPCD for
approval prior fo commencement of aclivities. The Dust Control Plan shall include:

a.
b.
C.

o

Use APCD-approved BMPs and dust mifigation measures;

Prohibit visible fugitive dust from any applicable source beyond the property line.
Prohibit visible fugitive dust from any applicable source that equals or exceeds
20 percent opacity for 3 minutes or more in any one hour.

Provide for monitoring dust and construction debris during construction;
Designate a person or persons to monitor the dust control program and fo order
increased watering or other measures as necessary to prevent transport of dust
off-site. Duties should include holiday and weekend periods when work may not
be in progress (but strong winds may biow),

Provide the name and telephone number of such persons to the APCD prior to
construction commencerment;

Identify complaint handling procedures;

Fill out a daily dust observation log; and,

Provide a list of all heavy-duty construction equipment operating at the site. The
fist shall include the make, model, engine size, and year of each piece of
equipment.

(AQ/mm-3) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed and at the time of
application for construction permits for individual structures, the following
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33.

34.

mitigation measures shall be shown on all project plans and implemented during daily
activities to reduce PM,y emissions during earth moving aclivities:

a. Reduce the amount of the disturbed area where possible.

b. Water trucks or sprinkler systems shall be used in sufficient guantities to prevent

airborne dust from leaving the site. Increased watering frequency shall he

required whenever wind speeds exceed 15 mph. Reclaimed (non-potable) water
shall be used whenever possible.

All dirt stockpile areas shall be sprayed daily as needed.

Exposed ground areas that are planned to be reworked at dates greater than two

months after initial grading shall be sown with a fast-germinating native grass

seed and watered until vegetation is established.

e. All disturbed soil areas not subject to re-vegetation shall be stabilized using
approved chemical soil binders, jute netting, or other methods approved in
advance by the APCD.

f. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. to be paved should be completed as
so0h as possible after initial site grading. In addition, building pads shall be laid
as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used,

oo

g. Vehicle speed for all consfruction vehicles shall be posted to not exceed 15 mph
on any unpaved surface at the caonstruction site.
h. All trucks hauling dirt, sand, or other loose materials on public roads are 10 be

covered or shall maintain at least two feet of free board {minimum vertical
distance between top of load and top of trailer) in accordance with CVC Section
23114,

i Wheel washers shall be installed where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads
onto streets, or wash off trucks and equipment leaving the site.

i- Streets shall be swept at the end of each day if visible soil material is carried onto
adjacent paved roads. Water sweepers with reclaimed water shall be used when
feasible.

k. Permanent dust control measures shall be implemented as soon as possible
following completion of any soit disturbing activities.

(AQUmm-5) Prior to issuance of demolition permits associated with demolition
activities at the existing entrance area, the applicant shall:

a. Notify the APCD at least ten working days prior to commencement of any
demolition activities,

b. Conduct an Asbestos survey by a Certified Asbestos Inspector;

. Use applicable disposal and removal requirements for any identified asbestos

containing material; and,
d. Contact the SLOAPCD Enforcement Division prior to final approval of any
demoiition activity.

(BR/mm-1) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
submit an Oak Woodland Protection and Restoration Plan to be reviewed and approved
by the County Department of Planning and Building. Oak woodland restoration shall be
accomplished through one of three methods: 1} replanting of oak trees removed from the
oak woodland, 2) providing for the protection of oak woodland habitat in perpetuity
through acquisition or donation of a conservation easement that includes at least 2,000
square feef per tree removed; 3) providing funds to the California Wildlife Gonservation
Board to be used for the purchase of Oak Woodland Conservation Easements. [If
Method 1 is selected, it may account for no more than 50% of the required mitigation
required for oak woodland impacts and mitigation measures BR/mm-2 would apply.
Method 3 shall only be allowed if it is clearly infeasible to accomplish Methods 1 and 2.
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35. (BRimm-2) The Oak Woodiand Proteclion and Restoration Ptan shall include the
following:

a.

For onsite planting and protection purposes, oak trees removed shall be replaced
at a minimum 4:1 ratio, and impacted trees shall be replaced at a 2:1 ratio.

Replacement oak frees shall be from regionally or locally collected seed stock
grown in vertical fubes or deep one-gailon tree pots. Four-foot diameter shelters
shall be placed over each oak tree to protect it from deer and other herbivores,
and shall consist of 54-inch tall welded wire cattle panels (or equivalent material)
and be staked using T-posts. Wire mesh baskets, at least two feet in diameter
and two feet deep, shall be use below ground. Planting during the warmest,
driest months {June through September} shall be avoided. The plan shail
provide a species-specific planting schedule. If ptanting ocecurs outside this iime
period, a landscape and irrigation plan shail be submitted prior to permit issuance
and implemented upon approval by the county.

Replacement oak trees shall be planted no closer than 20 feet on center and
shall average no more than four planted per 2,000 square feet. Trees shali be
planted in random and clustered patterns to create a natural appearance. As
feasible, replacement trees shall be planted in a natural setting on the north side
of and at the canopy/dripline edge of existing mature native oak trees; on north-
facing slopes; within drainage swales (except when riparian habitat present);
where topsoil is present; and away from continuocusly wet areas {e.g., lawns,
irrigated areas, etc.). Replanting areas shall be either in native topsoit or areas
where native topscil has been reapplied. A seasonally timed mainrtenance
program, which includes regular weeding (hand removal at a minimum of once
early fall and once early spring within at least a three-foot radius from the tree or
installation of a staked “weed mat” or weed-free mulch) and a temporary watering
program, shall be developed for all oak tree planting areas. A qualified
arborist/botanist shall be retained {o monitor the acguisition, installation, and
maintenance of all cak trees to be replaced. Replacement trees shall be
menitored and maintained by a qualified arborist/botanist for at least seven years
or until the trees have successiully established as determined by the County
Environmental Coordinator.  Annual monitoring reports will be prepared by a
qualified arborist/botanist and submitted to the County by October 18 each year.

36. (BR/mm-3} To mitigate the balance of the cak woaodland impact, one of the following
measures, or a combination therect, shall be used:

a.

Prior to approval of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall record a
conservation easement that protecis 2,000 square feet of existing oak woodland
habitat for each tree removed from the oak woodland in perpetuity. The
conservation easement shall be controlled by a qualified conservation
organization approved by the County. Potential conservation organizations
inciude but are not limited ta: The Nature Conservancy, San Luis Obispa Land
Conservancy, Greenspace, or The Cambria Land Trust. This mitigation measure
may be used to satisfy the mitigation requirement for the oak woodland impacts.

If the applicant is not able to establish a conservation easement, the applicant
shall provide funding to the California Wildiife Conservation Board or other
County-approved entity to be used for the purchase of Oak Woodland Habitat
Conservation Easements. The final funding amount shall include $970.00 for
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each tree removed. Each impacted tree shall be assessed a fee of $485.00 per
impacted tree. This mitigation measure may be used to satisfy the mitigation
requirement for the oak woodland impact.

37. (BR/mm-5} Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall

38.

39.

submit a Wetland and Riparian Habitat Restoration plan that covers impacts to all state
and federal wellands onsite. The plan shall describe wetland restoration and
revegetation efforts, and identify the location onsite where these efforts will accur. The
ptan shall be submitted along with verificalion from the appropriate regulatory agencies
(i.e., ACOE, COFG, RWQCB) that necessary permits have been obtained. The plan
shall include the following measures, at minimum, unless other equivalent measures are
approved by regulatory agencies:

a. Avoid federal and slale wellands and provide with protective construction and
erosion control fencing, to the extent feasible.

b. Mitigate impacts to federal wetlands at a 3:1 ratio. Mitigation for impacts to
federal wettands shall be performed onsite.

G. Mitigate impacts to state wetlands at a 1:1 ratio. Mitigation for impacts {o state
wetlands shall be performed onsite.

d. Mitigate impacts to riparian vegetation at a 1:1 ratio. Impacts to riparian habitat

shali be mitigated onsite through restoration and enhancement of degraded
streamn channel and riparian habitat onsite.

e, Impacts to non-wetland waters require mitigation at a 1:1 ratio, that is, one linear
foot of non-wetland waters restored or created for linear foot disturbed or
removed.

f. On a monthly basis, the applicant shall inspect the ephemeral drainages just

south of the proposed expansion area for accumulated trash. Any frash in, or in
the vicinity of, the drainage shall be collected from this area, removed, and
property disposed.

gd. The plan shall include a cost estimate of the costs associated with
implementation of these measuras.

{BR/imm-6) To guarantee the success of the riparian and wetland mitigation, prior to
issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall post a bond with the
County Department of Planning and Building in the amount determined in BR/mm-5,
letter g. The bond shall not be released until mitigation requirements have been met, as
determine by the County Department of Planning and Building, in consultation with
applicable regulatory agencies.

(BR/mm-7) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
prepare an Oak Tree Inventory, Avoidance, and Protection Plan as outlined herein. The
plan shalf be reviewed by a County-approved biclogist and/or arborist, and shall include
the following items:

a. Comprehensive QOak Tree Inventory. This shall include the following
information:

1. An inventory of all oak trees at least five inches in diameter at breast height
within 50 feet of alt proposed impact areas. All inventoried trees shall be
shown on plans. The species, diameter at breast height, location, and
condition of these trees shall be documented in data tables.

2. ldentification of trees that will be retained, removed, or impacted. This
information shall be shown on plans and cross-referenced to data tables
described in item a.1 above,
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3. The location of proposed structures, utilities, driveways, grading, retaining

walls, outbuildings, water and wastewater facilities, and impervious surfaces
shalt be shown on maps. The applicant shall clearly delineate the building
sites/building control lines containing these features on the project plans.

All reasonable efforts shall be made to maintain the historic drainage pattems
and flow volumes in the vicinily of these oak trees. If not feasible, the
drainage plan shall clearly show which trees would be receiving more or less
drainage.

Oak Tree Avoidance Measures. Grading and development within proposed
project shall avoid the removal of cak trees to the maximum extent possible.
Such activities shall minimize potential disturbance to oaks and their associated
root zones 1o the maximum extent possible.

Oak Tree Protection Guidelines. Tree profection guidelines and a rootf
protection zone shall be esiablished and implemented for each tree to be
retained that occurs within 50 feet of impact areas. The following guidelines shall
be included:

1.

A qualified arborist shall determine the critical root zone for each retained tree
on a case-by-case basis, based upon tree species, age, and size. This area
is generally defined as 1.0 to 1.5 times the distance from the {ree base of the
average measurement taken from the i{ree base fo the edge of the
canopy/dripline. At a minimum, the critical root zone shall be the distance
from the trunk to the drip line of the tree.

All trees 10 remain within 50 feet of construction or grading activities shali be
marked for profection {e.g., with flagging) and their root zone fenced prior to
any grading. Grading, utility trenching, compaction of soil, or placement of fill
shall be avoided within these fenced areas. If grading in the root zone cannot
be avoided, retaining walls shall be constructed to minimize cut and fill
impacts. Care shall be taken to avoid surface roots within the top 18 inches
of soil. {f any roots must be removed or exposed, they shall be cleanly cut
and not left exposed above the ground surface. The project arbaorist shall
approve any work within the root protection zone.

Unless previously approved by the county, the following activities are not
allowed within the root zone of existing or newly planted oak trees; year-
round irrigation (no summer watering, unless “establishing” new tree or native
compatible ptants for up to seven vyears); grading {includes cuiting and filling
of material); compaction (e.g., regular use of vehicles); placemeni of
impermeable surfaces (e.g., pavement), disturbance of soil that impacts roots
{e.q., tilling).

The applicant shall minimize trimming of oak trees to remain onsite. Removal
of larger lower branches should be minimized fo 1) aveid making free top
heavy and more susceptible to “blow-overs”, 2) reduce having larger limb
cuts that take longer to heal and are much more susceptible to disease and
infestation, 3) retain wildlife hahitat values associated with the lower
branches, 4) retain shade to keep summer temperatures cooler (retains
higher soil moisture, greater passive solar potential, provides better
conditions for oak seedling volunieers) and 5) retain the natural shape of the
tree. The amount of trimming {roots or canopy) done in any one season shall
be limiled as much as possible 10 reduce iree stress/shock (ten percent or
less is best, 25 percent maximum). [f trimming is necessary, the applicant
shall use a certified arborist when removing limbs. Unless a hazardous or
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unsafe situation exists, major trimming shall be done only during the summer
months.

40, (BR/mm-14} Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the Obispo Indian

41.

Paintbrush Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (MMP) that has been prepared for this project
(Althouse and Meade, 2007¢) shall be revised and a proposed new location for the
mitigation shall be identified. The new sile (preferably onsite) shaft be protecled in
perpetuity and be located as close to the project site as feasible. Mitigation shall consist
of seed collection onsite and direct sowing at the identified offsite location. Mitigation will
be deemed complete when an annual count of Obispo Indian paintbrush reaches levels
comparable fo baseline site conditions identified during initial surveys of the expansion
area performed by Althouse and Meade. The MMP shall be approved by the County
Bepartment of Planning and Building and the CDFG prior to issuance of the initial Nofice
to Proceed.

{GHG/mm-2} Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed for each subsequent
Module, 10 through 186, the applicant shall verify compliance with GHG/mm-1.
Compliance shall be determined in cenjunction with SLOAPCD and based on the
feasibility of GHG conirol measures available to the applicant at the time of excavation.

Potential GHG Control Strategies. There are a number of mathods that the applicant
may incorporate into the project to reduce or offset GHG emissions from the Landfilk
These are described below. It is anticipated that because this field is curmently
developing, new measures may also be available as GHG regulations and associated
technologies develop. Mitigation measure GHG/mm-1 has been written to allow the
applicant and regulatory agencies flexibility in determining which method may be most
appropriate based an available technology, emerging regulation, and econoamic
feasibility.

a. Increased Capture Efficiency. The analysis above assumes that approximately
63 percent of the GHGs resulting from decomposition of Landfill waste are
captured, {f the caplure rate can be improved, significant reductions in GHG
surface emissions coutd be made. Capture rates may be increased through
more aggressive engineering of the landfill gas capture system, or through
implementation of bioreactor fechnology. A bicreacior is a landfill process in
which a disposal area is entirely covered in plastic sheeting to maximize methane
capture. Water is also added 10 the waste to speed decomposition and methane
production. Ultimateiy, the waste creates the same amount of methane as it
would in a traditional landfill, but it is generated more quickly and is more likely to
be captured rather than leak from the surface. It has been estimated that capture
rates may be as high as 95 percent with bicreactor technelogy. Ulilizing this
technology, however, may have secondary impacts, including increased water
consumption and visual impacts.

b. Increased Diversion of Organic Material, Food waste and other organic
products that cannot now be recycled generally represent about 20 percent of the
waste stream in a fandfit. This materiat is generally buried in landfills where it
eventually degrades to methane. Collecting food waste is technically feasible
and is currently being done in other communities. The food waste can be
bicdigested either anaerobically for fuel production or aerobically in static piles or
ag bags. Food waste collection could potentially be implemented on a phased
basis {e.g., starting with grocery stores and restaurants) and then integrated into
home digposal. Besides significantly reducing future land fill methane
production, this measure could reduce the amcunt of soil excavation and cover
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42.

bl S

2 3

required each year, thereby reducing equipment operation emissions. It could
aiso prolong landiill life.

Development of Onsite Renewable Energy. The applicant could miligate for
the increased electrical consumption through development of renewable energy,
such as wind, solar, or installation of a new LFG-to-energy system, onsite.
Operate Diesel Fleet on Biodiesel Fuels. Biodiesel has a favorable energy
and global warming profile, because it returns over three fimes the energy
required to preduce it (NREL, 2003). Since Biodiesel contains almost no sulfur, it
is also compatible with add-on NOX control devices (calalylic converiers).
According to the National Renewable Energy Laboratory, “significant reductions
of particulaie matter, carbon monoxide, and hydrocarbon emissions can be
achieved with biodiesel use.” The applicant could choose to convert a portion or
alt of the diesel fleet to biodiesel fuels to mitigate for the increased diesel
consumption associated with the project.

Cap and Trade Programs. In some instances a project or business cannot fully
reduce its onsite emissions o an insignificant level. 1n these cases, regulatory
bodies have implemented a system of {rading emissions, whereby one source is
reduced (through confrols, retiring old equipment, etc.} and the other source is
allowad to build or operate. Since GHGs are nof a localized phenomenon, viable
and verifiable emissions reduced at any source will provide a net overall benefit.
As a part of GHG/mm-1, the applicant could develop a GHG program
independenily or as part of a larger markel. Pending federal and state legislation
will initiate cap and frade programs where by the Landfill could purchase
emission credits from various industrial sources. The applicant could also work
with SLOAPCD to develop an offset program, similar to the ones already
developed (i.e., bus buyback, transit support) to mitigate for other air quality
impacts.

Impiement an anaerchic digestion system for the Compost Operation. These
systems allow for capture of the methane produced by composting green waste
and that gas could be combusted and used for energy, similar to what is currently
done with the |.LFG system.

Maintain or expand the existing gas export to the oilfield or construct onsite LFG-
to-energy conversion system to offset existing power demands.

Utilize alternative fuel vehicles and low carbon fuels.

Develop a trip reducticn plan for the site.

Comply with ARB Early Action Measure “Landfill Methane Control Measures.”
Shut off delivery vehicle engines within fwo minutes of arrival in the area unless
maneuvering.

Stagger scheduling of deliveries to the extent feasible.

Vehicle operators shall be made aware of the no idle zone, including a
notification by letter to companies condrolling out of the area drivers.

Prominently lettered signs shall be posted in the receiving dock area to remind
drivers to turn off their engines.

(PR/mm-1) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shafl
submit for the review and approval by the Department of Planning and Building, a
Faieontological Monitoring and Recovery Plan (PMRP), The plan shall include the
following, at minimum:

a.
b.

c.

List of personnel involved in the monitoring activities;

Clear identification of what portions of the project (e.g. phases, areas of the site,
types of activities) require monitoring;

Description of how the monitoring shall occur;

Description of frequency of monitoring (e.g., full-time, part-time, spot checking);
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43.

44,

45,

e. Description of what resources are expected to be encountered,;

f Description of circumstances that would result in the “work diversion” at the

prcject site;

Description of procedures for diverting work on the site and notification

procedures;

Description of monitoring reporting procedures;

Disposition of collected materials;

Proposed analysis of resulis of data recovery and collected materials, including

timeline of final analysis results; and,

k. Description of the applicant's responsibiliies. The project proponent is
responsible to bear ali costs associated with this mitigation plan including
preparation of specimens to the curation standards of the repository and curation
fees, as applicable.

—TF @

(AR/mm-1) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
submit for the review and approval by the Depariment of Planning and Building, an
Archaeological Monitoring and Recovery Plan (AMRP). The plan shall include, at
minimum:

List of personnel involvad in the monitoring activities;

Clear identification of what portions of the project (e.g., phases, areas of the site,
types of activities);

Description of how the monitoring shall occur;

Description of monitoring frequency;

Description of what resources are expected to be encountered,;

Description of circumstances that would result in the “work diversion” at the
project site;

Description of procedures for diverting work on the site and notification
procedures,

Description of monitoring reporting procedures;

Disposition of collecied materials;

Proposed analysis of results of data recovery and collected materials, including
timeline of final analysis results; and,

K. Project proponent’s responsibilities (the project proponent is responsible for all
costs associated with this mitigation plan including preparation of specimens and
curation fees).

oo

~oao0

oz @

(GEO/mm-1)} Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed and at the time of
application for construction/grading permits for individual structures, the project
Scils Engineer shall review the final grading plans for the Landfill expansion, the RRP,
the stockpiles, the new access road, and the new entrance, to verify conformance with
the 2007 California Building Code, Appendix Chapter 33 of the 2001 California Building
Code, Title 19 of the County of San Luis Obispo Building and Construction Ordinance,
and other applicable standards. Recommendations regarding gradients for temporary
and permanent slopes, special consideration to areas of fill over cut, and the need for
terraces in temporary slopes shall be provided as necessary. As applicable, plans shall
be amended to include these provisions and shafl be adhered to during all grading and
construction activities.

(GEO/mm-2) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, a sedimentation and
erosion controf plan shall be submitted for review and approval by the Departments of
Pianning and Building and Public Works., The plan shall address erosion control during
all phases of grading. Drainage shall discharge in a non-erosive manner away from
improvements and, where slopes are present, away from the toes of the slopes. The
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48.

47.

48,

49.

50.

51.

52.

applicant shall also provide verification of continued compliance with NPDES
requirements, and provide a copy of the submitted SWPPP (General Construction and
General Industrial}, as applicable. Revised SWPPPs shall include provisions for vehicle
tire washes and incorporate Low impact Development.

(GEO/mm-6) Prior to issuance of construction/grading permits for proposed
structures (i.e., the RRP huilding, maintenance building, MRF addition,
scalehouse, etc.), the applicant shall submit a soils engineering report{s} prepared by a
Soils Engineer. The repert shall conform to Sections 1802.2 through 1802.6 (or other
applicable sections} of the 2007 California Building Code, and Appendix Chapter 33cf
the 2001 California Building Code, as adopted by the County of San Luis QObispo. The
report shall provide seismic parameters for use in design. Plans for structures shall be
designed in accordance with the seismic parameters presented in the soils engineering
report and the applicable sections of the California Building Code.

(GEO/imm-7) Plans for landfill expansion modules shall be in accordance with the
recommendations presented by Shaw Environmental, Inc. (Shaw, 2007} that are
consistent with those required for Class lll landfills. These recommendations include,
but are not limited to:

a. Maximum waste elevation for interim slopes shall be 340 feet.
b. Maximum interim waste sideslopes shall not exceed 3.5 horizontal to one
vertical,

(GEO/mm-8) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
submit a report(s) of slope stability analysis addressing the siockpile slopes and basins.
The recormmendations of the report shall be implemenied during construction. The
report shall include, but not be limited to, a numerical slope stability analysis under
seismic conditions and, for the ponds, under the conditions that would be present in the
aevent of seepage from the ponds; and specific recommendations for stabilization,
inctuding but not {imited to, decreasing slope angles, decreasing slope heights, utilization
of retention systems, and slope reinforcement.

(GEO/mm-9) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, new basins shall be
desighed with sufficient freebeard to accomimodate the seiche waves, or in such a
manner that overtopping of basins can occur without damage to downslope areas due to
flooding or erosion. The assessment shall be conducted by a qualified civil engineer.

(WR/mm-7) Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
provide verification fo the County Department of Planning and Building that it has been
permitted by the Division of Environmental Health to function as a "non-transient, non-
community water system,” or that it has bean granted an exemption to this standard.
The Landfill shall comply with all applicable regulations, including posting signs that
indicate groundwater is non-potable, if necessary.

Prior to issuance of each Notice to Proceed and prior to development of each
subsequent module, the applicant shall provide verification to the Department of
Planning and Building, that any Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR) violations have
heen addressed to the satisfaction of the RWQCB. Any violations that require
improvements shall be reviewed by the County for permit requirements prior to taking
action on the response plan.

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shalt submit to
CalRecycle for review and approval, a soil stockpile plan designating the locations of

32 of 170



Attachment 10

Planning Commission 3'33

DRC2005-00170 / Cold Canyon Landfill
Page 33

53.

54.

55.

56.

57

o8,

stackpiles for use during cover activities, intermediate cover purposes and closure. This
plan shall be consistent with the requirements of Condition of Approval 19,

Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed and commencement of soil
importation (low permeability or non-specific soil), the applicant shall submit a plan
to Environmental Coordinator's Office (ECO) that identifies the off-site soil needed for
cover purposes. The plan shall investigate alternatives that would minimize the length of
trips to the site. A maximum of 30 trips per day are allowed to deliver imported sail {o
the site except during construction phases if approved in writing by the Environmental
Coordinator's office. The applicant shall submit a statement identifying the maximum
number of trips and the maximum period of time necessary {0 achieve the operational
needs of the construction phase. This shall not include individuals who may be bringing
soil to the site for disposal.

At the time of application for construction permits for all structures and grading
permits for all grading activities outside of the Landfill disposal activities, revised
grading and drainage plans shall be submitted o the Department of Public Works for
review of the drainage plan and the Department of Planning and Building for final review
and approval.

The required grading and drainage plan shall include Best Management Practices {(BMP)
to be utilized in the design, construction, and operation of the project. BMPs may
include but are not necessarily limited to those found in the Regional Water Quality
Cenfrol Board's BMP Guidelines or other appropriate BMP design manuals.
Additionally, the proposed detention basins and other drainage improvements shall be
designed to retain stormwater far use on-site as dust control, to the extent feasible.

At the time of application for construction permits for al structures that use
potable water, the applicant shall submit evidence that there is adequate water to serve
the proposal, on the site.

At the time of application for construction permits for all structures that will
include wastewater disposal, the applicant shall submit evidence that a sepflic system,
adeguate to serve the proposal, can be installed on the site.

At the time of application for construction/grading permits, where outdoor storage
of materials (including but not limited to the MRF and RRP) that may contribute
pollutants to the stormwater conveyance system, the following structural or
treatment Best Management Practices (BMPs) are required:

a, Materials with the potential to contaminate stormwater must be:
1. Piaced in an enclosure such as, but not limited to, a cabinet, shed or

similar structure that prevents contact with runoff or spillage io the
stormwater system; or

2. Protected by secondary containment structures, such as berms, dikes, or
curbs.
b. The material storage area shall be sufficiently impervious o contain leaks and
spills.
c. Where secondary containment is necessary, sterage area shall have a roof or

awning to minimize collection of stormwater or other approved method.
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59.

At the time of application for construction permifs not associated with landfili
disposal activities, a minimum of two lLow Impact Development (LID} design
components shall be incorporated into the drainage plan design for each separate
activity area/usa. The BMPs shall be selected to address potential stormwater pollutants
associated with the individual aclivity/use area.

Best Management Practice (BMP) maintenance. Long-term maintenance of BMPs
shall be established through the recordation of a mitigation agreement andior
Covenants, Conditions, and Restriction {CC&Rs), unless the project does not include
structural or treatment control BMPs. In order {o verify that BMPs will be maintained, the
following measures shall be required:

a. For all properties, the verification will include the developer’'s signed statement
accepting responsibility for all structural and treatment control EMP maintenance
until the time the property is transferred to a public entity and, where applicable,
a sighed agreement from the public entity assuming responsibility for structural or
treatment contro! BMP maintenance.

b. The transfer of property to a private or public owner must have conditions
reguiring the recipient to assume responsibility for maintenance of any structural
or freatment control BMP to be included in the sales or lease agreement for that
property siating the owner's responsibility. The condition of transfer shall include
a provision that the property owners conduct maintenance inspection of all
structural or treatment control BMPs at least once a year and retain proof of
inspection. For residential properties where the structural or treatment control
BMPs are located within a common area which will be maintained by a
homeowner's asscciation, language regarding the responsibility for maintenance
must be included in the project's Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions
{CC&Rs).

C. Printed educational materals shall be required to accompany the first deed
fransfer. These materials shall provide information on what stormwater
management facilities are present, signs that maintenance is needed, how the
necessary maintenance can be performed, and assistance that the applicant can
provide to the new landowner. The transfer of this information shall also be
required with any subsequent saie of the property.

d. If structural or treatment control BMPs are located within a public area proposed
for transfer, they will be the responsibility of the developer untit they are accepted
for transfer by an appropriate public agency. Structural or freatment control
BMPs proposed for transfer must meet Low Impact Design (LID) Handbook or
other design standards adopted by the County for the BMP installed.

Ceonditions to be complsted prior to issuance of a construction permit

60.

61.

Prior to issuance of construction permits for atl structures, the applicant shall pay
all applicable school and public facilities fees.

(AES/mm-6) Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, the applicant
shall submit architectural and engineering plans fo the Depariment of Planning and
Building for review and approval. Plans shall include the following:

a. Exterior colors of all new, expanded, and existing buildings and permanert
equipment shall be limited to dark muted earth-tones. No reddish-browns shalf
be used and exterior colors shall be no brighter than six in chroma and value on
the Munsell Color Scale an file in the Department of Planning and Building.
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62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

(AES/mm-7) Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, the applicant
shall submit landscape plans to the Department of Planning and Building for review and
approval. Plans shall inctude the following:

a. The plans shall show screen planting along the western, southern, and eastern
sides of the RRP.
b. The screen plants shall include evergreen frees and shrubs for the purpose of

screening the structures as seen from the surrounding area. Screen planting
shail achieve 80 percent screening of the structures at plant maturity. Trees shall
be densely planted and shall be from a minimum 15-gallon container size.

c. Mitigation trees and shrubs shalt be maintained in perpetuity or until such time as
the RRP is removed as part of site closure.

(AES/mm-8} Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, a cost estimate
for a planting plan, installation of landscaping, and maintenance of landscaping for a
period of ten years shall be prepared by a qualified individual (e.g., landscape
contractor) and shall be reviewed and approved by the Department of Planning and
Building. Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, a performance
bond, equal to the cost estimate, shall be posted by the applicant.

(AES/mm-11) Prior to issuance of construction permits for the entry monument
sign, gate, and scalehouse, the applicant shall develop construction plans that include
the following:

a. Exterior colors of the scalehouse shall be limited to dark muted earth-tones. No
reddish-browns shall be used and exterior colors shall be no brighter than six in
chroma and value on the Munsell Color Scale on file in the Department of
Planning and Buiiding.

b. The proposed entry sign or monument shall be of an appropriate scale and
proportion for the rural character and the iwo-tane highway setting (ie.,
consistent with Section 22.20.010 of the LUO).

C. The proposed entry sign or monument shall utifize natural-appearing materials
such as stone andfor wood. Material colors and finishes other than lsttering and
emblems shall be muted earth tones with low reflectivity.

(AES/mm-12) Prior to issuance of construction permits for any new structures, the
appiicant shall submit lighting plans (per Section 22.10.080 of the LUO) to the
Department of Planning and Building for review and approval. Plans shall include the
foltowing:

a. The point source of all exterior lighting shall be shielded from off-site views.

b. All required security fights shall utilize motion detector activation.

C. Light trespass from exterior lights shall be minimized by directing light downward
and utilizing cut-off fixtures or shields.

d. Lumination from exterior lights shall be the lowest level allowed by public safety
standards.

€. Lighting shall not be directed such that it illuminates areas beyond the property
line, or hills and slopes visible from offsite.

f. Light standard heights shall be no higher than necessary.

(AES/mm-13) Prior to issuance of any new construction permits, the applicant shall
submit landscape plans to the Department of Planning and Building for review and
approval. Pians shall include the foliowing:
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a. The landscape plan shall show screen planting along the entire length of the
Landfill frontage along Highway 227.

b. Plantings may be required within the Highway 227 right of way if shown to be
efiective and acceplable to Caltrans.

C. Planting shall include screening of the access road parallel to Highway 227 and
the detention basin south of the existing entrance.

d. The screen plants shall include evergreen trees and shrubs emphasizing natives
and other species common in the area that are drought tolerant. Screen planting
shall achieve 80% screening density at plant maturity. Trees shall be planted
from a minimum 15-gallon container size, except oak trees, 1/3 of which should
be from 1-gallon container.

e. Screening trees shall be planted in a manner that reflects natural growth.
Straight rows and even spacing shall be avoided.

f. Screening trees and shrubs shall be protected from browsing and burrowing
animals, and maintained in perpetuity.

67. {GEO/mm-3} Prior to issuance of building/grading permits for proposed

88.

69.

structures, the applicant shall submit soils engineering report(s) preparad by a Soils
Engineer. The report shall conform to Sections 1802.2 through 18026 (or other
applicable sections) of the 2007 California Building Code, and Appendix Chapter 33 of
the 2001 California Building Code, as adopted by the County of San Luis Obispo. The
soils reports shall address expansion potentiai and, if determined to be warranted,
provide appropriate recommendations for expansive soil mitigation, The
recommendations presented in the soils engineering report shall be implemented during
construction.

{GEQ/mm-5) Prior to issuance of buildingigrading permits for habitable structures
founded on cut or fil materials derived from Monterey formation bedrock, radon
gas testing shall be conducted by a certified professional. The results shall he submitted
to the County Depariment of Planning and Building. In the event that radon gas is
determined to be present, buildings shaft be designed and constructed in accordance
with Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) guidelines for minimizing impacts
associated with radon gas exposure.

(TC/mm-1) Prior to issuance of grading/construction permits for the new entrance,
the applicant shall provide verification to the Depariment of Public Works that the
proposed improvements meet or exceed Caltrans standards for Highway 227.
Specifically, the improvements shall include, but not be limited to the foliowing:

a. The southbound left turn and northbound acceleration lanes on Highway 227
shall be designed to accommodate a high percentage of large vehicles.

b. The proposed driveway shall be designed to maximize the availability of sight
distance for vehicles exiting the Landfill (minimize potential impact to vehicles on
Highway 227).

C. The proposed off-site improvements shall be designed to minimize any potential

conflict with vehicles at the intersection of Highway 227 and Patchett Road.

Conditions to be completed during project construction

70.

{BR/mm-8) Prior to all greund-disturbing activities, a qualified biologist shall provide
pre-construction training to all workers involved in site activities. This training shall
consist of instruction on special-status species with potential to occur on the property
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71.

72.

73.

74,

75.

76,

77.

and their habitats. Workers shall be instructed as to appropriate contacts and how to
proceed if special-status species on the project site are observed.

(BR/mm-9) A biclogical monitor gualified to capture and move legless lizards shall be
present during all initial ground-disturbing activities. The monitor shall capture and
relocate silvery legless lizards disturbed during tree clearance and initial site grading. in
addition, the monitor shall rake loose soil within oak woodlands prior to excavation to
find and move legless lizards. Efforts shall focus on relocation of silvery legless lizards
1o safe habitat outside the expansicn area.

{(BR/mm-~10) Within two weeks prior to initiation of project components, a qualified
biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey for roosting bats. If bats are not found,
tree and/or buiiding removal can proceed. If bats are observed, bat exclusion measures
shall be instituted prior to disturbance. If maternal bat colonies are found they shalt not
be disturbed until young bats have left the site. Subsequently bat exclusion measures
shall be instituted prior to disturbance.

(BR/imm-11) Prior to vegetation removal and grading in the drainage area, a
qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey for Southwestern pond turtles
to find and relocate to safe habitat any turtles present in the expansion area.
Southwestern pond turtle surveys identification shall occur again H activity in the
drainage stops for more than one year before commencing again.

{(BR/mm-12) A pre-construction survey shall be conducted within 30 days prior to
construction or grading for each of the following activities « the RRP, the new
entrance road, the earthen noise berm, and Modules 11 through 16 to identify if
badgers are using the site. The results of the survey shall be sent to the County
Department of Planning and Building. If the pre-construction survey finds potential
badger dens, they shall be inspected 1o determine whether they are occupied. The
survey shall then be expanded to cover the entire property, and shall examine both old
and new dens. [f it is not feasible to completely inspect polential badger dens from the
entrance, a fiher optic scope shall be used to examine the entire den. Inactive dens
shall be excavated by hand with a shovel to prevent re-use of dens during construction.

To avoid disturbance and the possibility of direct take of adults and nursing young, no
grading shall occur within 100 feet of active badger dens between February and July.
Between July 1 and February 1, all potential badger dens shall be inspecied to
determine if badgers are present. If badger dens are found on the property during the
pre-construction survey, the CDFG wildlife biclogist for the area shall be contacted to
review current allowable management practices such as establishing buffers around
dens, and relocating badgers.

{BR/mm-13) A qualified biologist shall survey the project area 48 hours before the onset
of work activities that could disturb CRLF habitat identified onsite. If any life stage of the
CRLF is found and these individuals are likely to be killed or injured by work activities,
construction shall be halted and the relevant regulatory agencies (i.e., USFWS, CDFG,
County of San Luis Obispo} shall be nofified to develop appropriate measures o avoid
or minimize the potential for take of CRLF.

{(PR/mm-2} During all applicable ground disturbing construction activities, the
applicant shall impiement the PMRP measures as delineated in the PMRP.

(AR/mm-2) During all applicable ground disturbing construction activities, the
applicant shall implement the AMRP measures.
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78.

{(GEO/mm-4) During construction, the Soils Engineer shall observe grading
operations, and any unusual subsurface condifions encountered during grading shall be
brought to his/her attention. Recommendations regarding mitigation shall be provided
by the Soils Engineer on an as-needed basis and implemented by the applicant. Such
recommendations may include, but are not limited to backdrains, intercept drains, or
diversion ditches.

Height Limits

79.

The maximum height of the project components shall not exceed the height limits shown
in condition of approval 1.i.

Conditions _to be completed prior io occupancy or final building inspection

lestablishment of the use

80.

81.

Prior o occupancy or final inspection of all structures proposed as a part of this
project, the applicant shall obtain final inspection and approval from CD¥ of all required
fire/life safety measures.

Prior to occupancy of any structure associated with this approval, the applicant
shall contact the Department of Planning and Building to have the site inspected for
compliance with the conditions of this approval.

On-going conditions of approval {valid for the life of the project)

82.

83.

(HAZimm-7) Export/Transfer of Green waste. If any portion of green waste/wood
waste program includes exportation or transfer of any pre-composted material off-site,
the following shall apply;

a. The operator shall contact the County Department of Agricuiture to determine
any known problematic insects or pathogens, and/or quarantine areas that relate
{c green waste or wood waste. A vector control program shall be established for
affected haulers where material brought on-site shall be kept separate.

b. On a quarteriy basis, or as determined appropriate by the County Department of
Agriculture, the operatior shall contact the County Department of Agriculture
refating to the discovery or containment of problem pests. If such siluations
develop, the operator will comply with the County Department of Agriculiure’s
recommendations o ensure containment and avoid the spread of the identified
vector,

(HAZ/mm-10) Landfill - Best Management Practices. To reduce odors from the
disposal areas, the apptlicant shall incorporate all applicable and feasible BMPs as
developed by CalRecycle. These BMPs may include, but are not fimited to:

Odors During Receiving:

a. Mix materials upon receipt {increase material porosity).

b. Stockpile bulking agent or high carbon amendments as receiving basin.

c. Stockpile butking agents or high carbon amendments for unexpecied
deliveries.
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d. Consider blanketing odiferous materials with a six-inch to one-foot layer of
bulking agent, high carbon amendments (watered lightly to reduce odor
releases).
e. Reject odorous loads if possible {or add odor absorbing material at the
originating location, such as sawdust to a load of manure).
f. Increase collection frequency.
Odors During Grinding:
a. Add light misting of water or odor neutralizer to grinder at discharge points,
b. Consider grinding green materials with woodier materials.
Odors in Runoff Water and Leachate:
a. Review national potiutant discharge elimination system (NPDES) procedures
to minimize storm water contact with organic maierials.
b. Remove particles from water draining into storm water retention basin.
c. Filter siorm water through a filter berm or sock.
d. Use odor suppressants/neutralizers or masking agents in water trucks used
for dust centrol, and/or in leachate collection tanks.
84. {AES/mm-8} To guaraniee the success of the landscaping, the applicant shali retain a

85.

86.

qualified individual {e.g., arborist, landscape architect/ contractor, nurseryman) to
monitor the new trees’ survivability and vigor until the trees are successfully established,
and prepare monitoring reports, on an annual basis, for no less than ten years or untit
huildings are 80 percent screened, whichever comes first. Based on the submittal of the
initial planting letter, the first report shalt be submitted {o the County Environmental
Coordinator one year after the initial planting and thereafter on an annual basis until the
moniter, in consultation with the County, has determined that the initially-required
vegetation is successfully established. Additional monitoring will be necessary if initially-
required vegetation is not considered successfully established. The applicant, and
successors-in-interest, agrees to complete any necessary remedial measures identified
in the report(s) to matntain the population of initially planted vegetation and approved by
the Environmental Coordinator.

(AQ/mm-4) During operations and for the life of the project, the applicant shall
maintain monthly compliance logs verifying that all equipment and operations continue to
comply with the APCD requirements.

(BR/imm-4) Prior to ground disturbance for each of the project components in the
expansion area (within seven days), to avoid conflicts with nesting birds or roosting
bats, construction activities shall not be alfowed unless a county-approved, gualified
biologist has surveyed the impact zone and determined that no nesting or roosting
activities will be adversely impacted. At such time, if any evidence of nesting activities is
found, the biologist will determine if any consfruction activities can occur during the
nesting period and to what extent. The results of the surveys will be passed immediatety
to the County Department of Pianning and Building, possibly with recommendations for
variable buffer zones, as needed, around individua! nests. The applicant agrees to
incorporate those recommendations.

If work occurs between Septemher 1 and March 1, within seven days of ground
disturbance or tree removal/trimming activities, a survey for wintering raptors shall be
conducted. If surveys do not locate wintering raptors, construction activities may be
conducted. If wintering raptors are located, construction activities shall observe a &500-
foot buffer for the wintering ifocation(s). A pre-construction survey report shall be
submitted to the County Department of Planning and Building immediately upon
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87.

88.

89.

90.

M.

8z.

93.

94.

95.

completion of the survey. The report shall detail appropriate fencing or flagging of the
buffer zone and make recommendations on additional monitaring requirements.

(GHG/mm-1) The Landfill shall empioy ail feasible methods to limit GHG production for
the life of the project. Bi-annually, the applicant shall submit a report to the Department
of Planning and Building and SLOAPCD describing GHG emission control programs
implemented at the Landfil. The report shall describe control program components,
predicted and actual emission reductions, and calcutate current emission rates at the
Landfill. The report shall also identify successes and failures in the program and
recommend methods for improving the programs in future years.

(PR/mm-3) Upon completion of each Module, 10 through 16, and the detention
basins and pond, and upon completion of excavation associated with the RRP, the
County-approved paleontologist shall submit a report to the Department of Plarning and
Building summarizing ali monitoring/mitigation activities, confirming that ail
recommended mitigation measures have been met, and including analysis of all
discoveries per the PMRP. In the event that any of the grading/excavation activities
occur concurrently, completion reports can be combined.

(HAZimm-3) Additional Bird Deterrent Program. [n the event that a hawk/falcon
program proves unsuccessful, the Landfill shall implement additional bird deterrent
stralegies. These slrategies may include use of kites, reflectors, and/or overhead wires,
as applicable.

(NS/imm-7) During Green and Wood Waste Processing. Within 30 days after
implementation of N&/mm-6, the applicant shall provide verification that the noise
levels produced by green and wood waste processing are less than the 50 dBA at the
property lines. If acceptable noise levels are not achieved additional measures shatl be
developed fo reduce noise to acceptable ievels,

{NS/mm-9) Bird Deterrents. Bird whistles and/or pyrotechnic bird deterrence activity
shall be limited to those times when other, non-noise-producing bird deterrence activities
have proven unsuccessful.

{NS/mm-10) Heavy Equipment. The applicant shall ensure that all heavy equipment
items have the manufacturer's recommended noise abatement measures, such as
mufflers, engine covers, and engine vibration isolators intact and operational. Internal
combustion engines used for any purpose on or related to the job shall be equipped with
a muffler or baffle of a type recommended by the manufacturer.

The applicant shall maintain a copy of the approved land use permit (DRC2005-00170),
Sclid Waste Facilities Permit, and the Waste Discharge Requirements on-site at all
fimes.

The applicant shall comply with all local, state and federal laws and regulations
concerning sorting facilities.

Grading of earth materials shall be conducted on an as needed basis to minimize
surface disturbance. No rough grading {i.e. modute construction, road construction, pad
construction) associated with the proposed project shall be conducted during the rainy
season between Cctober 15 and April 15, unless the applicant prepares a Sedimentation
and Erosion Control Plan consistent with the requirements of the Land Use QOrdinance
Section 22.52.120 and that plan is approved by County Department of Public Works.
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96.

97,

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

The minimum are needed to accommodate disposal activities shall be left open
(exposed bare soil}.

All disposat areas shall be protected from washout and erosion of wastes or cover
materials.

The operator shal! check incoming loads for inappropriate materials.

The applicant shall institute daily cover of solid waste pursuant to CCR Title 14, Section
17682 in order to control odors.

The applicant shall establish a program for training and monitoring of landfill workers.
Training shall include introduction to minimum requirements set for the operation of the
landfill as well as they safe operation of equipment and use of personnel profective
equipment.

The landfiff shalt continue its prohibition of the acceptance of asbestos. Prior to
issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall consult with the County
Air Pollution Control District in order to determine if a permit shall be required pursuant
to the requirements of National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP) Section 61.151 or 154.

Material salvaging operations currently underway at the tandfill shall continue.

In the event that a tub grinder and fromme! screen are powered by an internal
combustion engine with greater than 50 horsepower, a permit from the Air Pollution

Control District would be required.

Access to the sort facility will be via the Cold Canyon Landfill entrance which fronts on
State Highway 227. No access to the facility shall be taken from the access road
commonly known as Weir Ranch Road or Patchett Lane, except for emergency vehicles.

Sort facility personnel shall keep a daily log of commerciat trucks hauling recyclables to
and from the sort facility. The applicant agrees io record daily truck trip counts. The
applicant alsoc agrees to submit the fruck trip log book fo the County Department of
Planning and Building, the County Department of Public Works, and the County
Envircnmental Monitor, upon request.

The applicant agrees continue to participate in the “Adopt a Highway” program as long
as the proposed use is in operation, or as long as the “Adopt a Highway” program exists.
The program shall include both sides of State Highway 227, at least one mile in each
direction from the site entrance. The applicant shall provide to the Department of
Pianning and Building a letter from Calfrans indicaling the applicant’s participation on the
“Adopt a Highway" program, prior to Issuance of the first Notice to Proceed.

There shall be no uncovered storage of processed recyclables outside of the sort facility,
except for paper storage which shall be located in the areas previously approved or as
approved herein. In addition, there shall be no storage of unprocessed recyclables
outside of the proposed facility.

Qdors from the landfill shall be enforced by the Air Pollution Control District (APCD)
consistent with APCD Rule 402 — Nuisance, and the site Odor Control Plan.

41 of 170



Attachment 10

Planning Commission 3'42

DRC2005-00170 / Cold Canyon Lardfill
Page 42

108.

109.

110.

1.

112,

113.

114,

115.

116.

The applicant shall maintain a fund for tandfiil closure and postclosure activities pursuant
to Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations Chapter 5, Sections 18250 et Seq.
Preliminary and final closure and post-closure plans, as required pursuant to Title 14 of
the California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3, Sections 17760 et. seq. and Chapter 5,
Sections 18250 et. seq. and Title 23, Subchapter 15, Sections 2580 et. seq.; and shall
be submitted to the Department of Planning and Buillding once the plans are approved
by the Regional Water Quality Control Board and CaRecycle. In addition, this fund shali
include provision for funding for ground water remediation if necessary.

The project shall comply with the requirements of the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System Phase | and / or Phase H storm water program and the County’s
Storm Water Pollution Controt and Discharge Ordinance, Title 8, Section 8.68 et sec.

If refuse slope failure occurs, the extent of the failure shall be evaluated by a geologist
approved by the County Department of Planning and Buiiding and the Environmental
Coardinator prior to repair of the failed slope. The assessment and repair shall be
maonitored by CaiRecycle.

The cover placed on all previous fill areas shall be inspected for cracking on a monthly
basis and fitled as necessary.

The applicant shall retain a registered civil engineer with expertise in landfill
constructionfoperation to direct site construction aclivities such as expansion area
excavations, low permeability soil placement and liner construction. The engineer will be
responsible for overseeing the construction activities at the site.

The applicant shali have a site manager on-sile at all times during landfilt and covering
activittes and shall be responsible for all site operations in coordination with the
Mitigation Monitor and respansible agencies.

The applicant shall take part in waste characterization studies on the site by providing
operational area and facilities to assist in the conduct of waste characterization studies
as required by the County of San Luis Obispo or CalRecycle.

in the event archaeological resources are unearthed or discovered during any
construction activities, the following standards apply:

a. Construction activities shall cease, and the Environmental Coordinator and
Planning Depariment shafl be nofified so that the exient and location of
discovered materials may be recorded by a qualified archaeologist, and
disposition of artifacts may be accomplished in accordance with state and federal
law.

b. In the event archaeological resources are found to include human remains, or in
any other case where human remains are discovered during construction, the
County Corener is to be notified in addition {o the Planning Department and
Environmental Coordinator so that proper disposition may be accomplished.

This tand use permit is valid for a pericd of 60 months (five years) from its effective date
unless time extensions are granted pursuant fo Land Use Ordinance Section 22.64.070
or the fand use permit is considered vested. This land use permit is considered to be
vested once a construction permit has been issued and substantial site work has been
completed. Substantial site work is defined by Land Use QOrdinance Section 22.64.080,
and for purposes of the proposed Landfill, substantial site work shall be considered
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117.

118.

complete when Landfill operations have been commenced consistent with Section
22.64.080 C - 3urface Mining Operations.

The postclosure end use of the project site is designated as open space, non-irrigated
grazing land as such a designation is required by Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 17796 et. seq.

The applicant shall, as a condition of the approval and use of this conditional use permi,
defend at its sole expense, any action brought against the County of San Luis Obispo,
its present ar former officers, agents, or employees, by a third party challenging either its
decision fo approve and issue this conditional use permit or the manner in which the
County is interpreting or enforcing the conditions of this conditional use permit, or any
other action by a third party relating to approval or implementation of this conditional use
permit. The applicant shall reimburse the County for any court costs and attorney's fees
which the County may be required by a court lo pay as a result of such action, but such
participation shall not relieve the applicant of its obligation under this condition.
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Exhibit C - CEQA Findings and Overriding Considerations
Conditionai Use Permit ED06-126; DRC2005-00170

I

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project involves an expansion of the existing Coid Canyon Landfilt, located in San

Luis Obispo County, California. The appficant is proposing to expand the Landfill footprint by
approximately 88 acres (including approximately 46 acres of disposal area footprint); increase
permitted tonnage limits from 1,620 to 2,050 tons per day (TPD); expand and relocate the

Resource Recovery Park (RRP); increase RRP tonnage fimits from 100 to 450 TPD: eliminate

the compost operation from future consideration: expand the Materials Recovery Facility (MRF);
increase MRF tonnage limits from 120 to 400 TPD: expand the hours of operation; add 39 staff:
and construct a new scalehouse and entrance. The modifications have been proposed to allow

the Landfill to more efiiciently and effectively divert recoverable waste from the disposal area

and increase disposal capacity, extending its life for 25 years to approximately 2040 (assuming

approximately six years of disposat capacity remaining). If the Proposed Project is approved,

many of the existing support activites and operations at the Landfill such as leachate collection

and removal and groundwater monitoring would continue as they do currently.

[if._

THE RECORD

-

For the purposes of CEQA and the Findings 1V-VI, the record of the Planning Commission
relating to the application includes:

1.

Exhibit C — CEQA Findings (Planning Commission)

Documentary and oral evidence received and reviewed by the Planning Commission

during the public hearings on the project.

The Cold Canyon Landfill Expansion Project Final Environmental Impact Report (
{May 2012),

The Cold Canyon Landfill Expansion Project Conditional Use Permit application and

supporting materials.

The Cold Canyon Landfili Expansion Proj

Commission.
Scoping Session held May 7, 2007.
Matters of common knowledge to the Planning Commission, which it considers, such as:

a.

o

-0 a0

ect Staff Report prepared for the Planning

The County General Plan, including the land use maps and elements thereof;

The text of the Land Use Element;
The Catifornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines.
The County of San Luis Obispo Environmental Quality Act Guidelines;

The County Annual Resources Summary Report;

The Clean Air Plan;

The Countywide Smart Growth Ordinance;

The Countywide Growth Management Ordinance;

Other formally adopted County, State and Federal requlations, statutes, policies, and

ordinances:

Additional documents referenced in the Final EIR for the Cold Canyon Landfill

Expansion Project.
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. CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The Planning Commission certifies the following with respect to the Cold Canyon Landfill
Expansion Project Final EIR:

A, The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the Cold Canyon Landfill
Expansion Project Final EIR.

B. The Final EIR for the Cold Canyon Landfil Expansion Project has been completed in
complance with the California Envirecnmental Quality Act.

C. The Final EIR, and all related public comments and responses have been presented to
the Planning Commission, and they have reviewed and considered the information
contained in the Final EIR and testimony presented at the public hearings prior fo
approving the Cold Canyon Landfill Expansion Project.

D. The Cold Canyon Landfill Expansion Project Final EIR reflects the independent
judgment of the Planning Commission, acting as the lead agency for the project.

Exhibit C — CEQA Findings (Planning Commission) Page C-2
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[Iv.

FINDINGS FOR IMPACTS IDENTIFIED AS LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT (Class Ill)

The findings below are for Class lll impacts. Class Ifl impacts are impacts that are
adverse, but not significant. Pursuant to Section 15091(a)(1) of the State CEQA Guidelines,
the Planning Commission finds that each of the foliowing effects have been avoided or will have
a less than significant impact, as identified in the FEIR., The less than significant effects
{Impacts) are stated fully in the FEIR. The following are brief explanations of the rationaie for
this finding for each Impact:

A. Aesthetics (Class Ii): No Class Ill impacts for Aesthetics were identified.

B. Agricultural Resources (Class lli}):

1. Conversion of Agricultural Soils to Non-Agricultural Use. Implementation of the

proposed project would result in non-agricultural development on potentially productive
sails on the 88-acre expansion area, designated for agriculture, io the south of the
existing Landfill. The County’s Agricuttural Element Policy 24 provides direction to
“discourage the conversion of agricultural lands to non-agriculiural uses.” However, the
policy also states various criteria for allowing the conversion of agriculiural tands to non-
agricultural uses. The FEIR determined that the proposed project would meet those
criteria. This assessment is provided for review by the public and decision-makers when
considering the project and associated mandatory findings. For these reasons, the
project-specific conversion of agricultural fand to non-agricultural use resulting from the
proposed project is considered less than significant {Class 1ll}. No mitigation is required.

Conversion of Williamson Act Lands. The proposed project would not require the
removal of any parcels under Williamson Act contract. Lands currently under contract in
the area are located to the north and east of the proposed project. The proposed project
would expand the landfill boundary to the south. As a resuli, the proposed expansion is
not expected fo directly impact any agriculiural lands under Williamson Act contract.

Because the Landfill expansion is occuring in the opposite direction from existing
Willlamson Act lands, it is not expected that the expansion would encourage landowners
with land under contract to prematurely cancel their contracts in anticipation of future
expansions or incompatibilities. Direct and indirect impacts to Williamson Act lands
would be less than signficant, Class il No mitigation is required.

Water Usage. The Landfill would increase water consumption at the facility 0.9 acre-
feet/year (AFY) to a total of 10.2 AFY. The Water Resources section of the FEIR
concluded that this project-specific increase in consumption would have an less than
significant affect on groundwater supply and well levels in the local groundwater basin.
The Water Resources section also concluded that drawdown of neighboring welis would
be less than significant at a rate necessary to satisfy average daily Landfill demand.
Therefore, the proposed project would not significantly reduce water available for
agricultural intensification. The impact would be less than significant.

C. Air Quality (Class Ill):

1.

Area Source Emissions. Area source emissions would result from operation of the
buitdings on the project site and long-term vehicle use. These emissions from the
proposed project area less than significant (Class HI).

Daily Equipment Operations. The proposed project would include a number of
additional operations that may result in the use of heavy equipment. The operations
include construction and demolition sorting, MRF sorting and processing, and wood
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waste grinding. When combining the Area Source emissions with potential future heavy
equipment emissions, the total emissions are less than baseline levels. This is true in the
medium and long-term. The results of the FEIR indicate that air quality impacts
associated with heavy equipment use, despite increased waste acceptance and
processing, would be less than significant {Class IH) because of expecied improvements
in cleaner engines, retrofit technology, and cleaner fuels by 2020.

D. Biological Resources {Class lll):

1.

Agrestal (Abandoned Vineyard). The proposed project would result in the loss of
approximately 12 acres of agrestal habitat cccurring on moderate slopes. Agrestal
habitat in the expansion area contains one rare plant species, Obispo Indian paintbrush,
and has the potential to support ane special animal, American badger. Impacts to
agrestal habitat are not significant except where occurrences of special-stalus species
are involved. Impacts to these two special-status species potentiailly ocourring within
agrestal/annual grassland habitat are considered separately. Impacts associated with
the loss of 12 acres of agrestal habitat are considered less than significant {Class 11l}
and do not reguire any mitigation.

Ruderal. The proposed expansion of the RRP would result in the loss of approximately
9.5 acres of ruderal habitat occurring on moderate slopes. Impacts associated with the
loss of 8.5 acres of ruderal habitat dominated by non-native herbaceous weeds are
considered less than significant {Class ) and do not require any mitigation.

Coastal Scrub. The proposed expansion would result in the loss of approximately 0.5
acre of coastal scrub habitat. Impacts associated with the loss of this habitat dominated
solely by coyote brush and lacking sensitive species are considered less than significant
{Class Ill} and do not require mitigation.

Annual Grassiand. The propased expansion would resuit in the loss of approximately
11.7 acres of annual grassland habitat. Additionally, several smatl discontinuous patches
of native perennial bunch grasses would be removed. The use of these species in
revegetation and landscaping plans is recommended but not specifically considered a
required mitigation measure. Impacts to annual grassland habitat are not significant
except where special status species are involved. Annual grassland habitat on the
property harbors one rare plant species, Obispo Indian paintbrush, and has the potential
to support one special animal, American badger. Impacts for special-status species are
addressed separately. Impacts to grassland habitat due to the loss of approximatety
11.7 acres annual grassland habitat are considered less than significant {Class Ili).

Anthropogenic Habitat {i.e., influenced by humans). Impacts to anthropogenic
habitat are less than significant {Class IH} except where occurrences of special-status
species are involved. Mitigation for special-status species is addressed separately.
Other mitigation for loss of anthropagenic habitat is not required.

Cumulative Impacts. The cumutative development scenario did not identify additional
projects that would significantly impact biological resources. In addition, development of
vineyards and additional residential development in the area of the proposed project
would be limited by the finite water supply and existing zoning, respectively. The
proposed project would result in the loss of 1.3 acres of oak woodland habitat, the loss
of up to 13 other individual oak trees in other habiiatg, impacts to seven oak trees, ang
impacts to 0.76 acre of wetlands, Other Waters (i.e., areas that lack one or morg of the
three wetland indicators but exhibit an ordinary high water mark), and riparian habitats.
Impacts to these habitats would result in direct or indirect impacts for speciat-status
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animal and plant species. The project specific impacts resulting from the proposed
project would be mitigated to a less than significant level, and the project would not
contribute {o cumudatively significant impacts. Cumulative impacts would be less than
significant (Class ). No additional mitigation is reguired.

E. Climate Change/Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Class 1l}): No Class 1l impacts for Climate
Change/Greenhouse Gas Emissions were identified.

F. Cultural Resources (Class Hl):

1. Cumulative Impacts- Paleontological Resources. Cumulative impacts on
paleontological resources result when rock units become unavaitable for study and
observation by scientists and/or when significant disturbance in sensitive geologic
formations is not monitored for fossii/resource identification. The destruction of fossils
has a significant cumulative impact as it makes biological records of ancient life
unavailable for study by scientists. Given the prevalence of the Monterey and Pismo
Formations in the Stale, and the number of construction activities that involve excavation
into these formations that are not requlated, it is likely that significant paleontological
resources are often not identified and are permanently lost. However for the proposed
project the applicant is required to implement mitigation measures that would ensure
protection and documentation of significant resources, if present. Implementation of this
measure would ensure that the cumulative impacts to paleontological resources as a
result of this project would be less than significant (Class HI). No additional mitigation is
required.

2. Cumulative Impacts- Archaeological Resources. Impiementation of the proposed
project would contribute fo the cumulative degradation of significant archaeological
resources in the County. The destruction of archagological resources has a significant
cumulative impact as they are inherently important to the descendants of native peoples
and make the study of pre-historic and historic fife unavailable for study by scientists.
Given the prevalence of cultural resource sites in San Luis Obispo, and the number of
construction activities that involve disturbance of archaeologicaily sensitive areas that
are not regulated, it is likely that significant pre-historic and historic resources are often
not identified and are permanently jost. For the proposed project, impacts to known
potential subsurface pre-historic archaeclogical resources would be avoided, and
impacts to historic archaeological resources would be mitigated by implemantation of
data recovery and monitoring. Based on implementation of mitigation measures
reconrmended in the FEIR, potential cumulative impacts resulting from the proposed
project are considered lass than significant {Ctass Ill}. No additional mitigation is
required.

G. Geology and Soils (Class lli):

1. Cumulative Impacts. Additional development, including the proposed project, would
increase the number of people and structures exposed to a variety of geologic and soiis
hazards within the county. Poteniial impacts related o geologic, soils, and seismic
hazards are al{ site-specific, and mitigation measures are applied to each project to
minimize the potential for significant geologic impacts. All development projects are
required o comply with State and local regulations regarding grading and consfruction;
therefore, cumulative impacts are less than significant (Class HI).

H. Hazards and Hazardous Materials {Class 1li}:

1. Construction Activities. Accidental releases of hazardous materials, such as fuels or
lubricants during construction activities, have the potential to adversely affect on-site
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workers, public health, and/or the environment, Spillage of fuels or chemicals could
result in a thweat of fire or explosicn or other situations that may pose a threat o hurnan
heaalth and/or the environment. Releases could oceur as a result of vehicular accidents,
equipment malfunction, or improper storage. Based on discussions with CalRecycle
staff, the Landfill is in compliance with applicable cccupational safety regulations, such
as Cal-OHSA and Title 27.

Projects are required to have designated staging/maintenance areas, standard operating
procedures, and emergency response planning. Compliance with Cal-OSHA and Title
27 requirements would reduce any potential impacts to a tess than significant tevel
(Class {ll). No additional mitigation is required.

2. Household, Electronic, and Universal Hazardous Waste Collection and Storage.
increases in popalation in the Landfill service area would likely resuft in an increase in
the amount of hazardous waste, E-waste, and U-waste accepted at the Landfill,
potentially creating significant hazards associated with improper storage and handling.
The proposed project would, however, include moving the exisling E-waste and U-waste
collection facility to a metal building to store and process U-waste and E-waste, and to
better receive customers and conduct aperations. The proposed relocation wouid
provide an opportunity to make it more convenient for the public to use the E-waste
facility (due to its size and location) than it currently is, reducing the potential that these
materials would be disposed of in the permanent disposal area.

The Landfill currently conducts random checks of tarped loads at the entrance and has
personnel monitoring both the RRP and the disposal areas for hazardous materials.
Compliance with Title 27, Section 20870 would reduce impacts associated with handling,
storage, and safe transport of household hazardous, E-waste, and U-waste al the landfill
to a less than significant level (Class 111}

3. Disease and Animal Vectors. The proposed project would include an increase of daily
tons of solid wasle and compost materials. The increasing of capacily has the potential
to atiract additional vectors such as flies, rodents, and birds that can spread infectious
diseases to humans.

Preventative measures are currently applied to decrease or eliminate accessibility of
Landfill materials to vectors. No vector problems, other than birds (which are discussed
separately), were noted by neighbors of the Landfill during scoping meetings, or by
regulatory agencies, including CalRecycle.

Compliance with CalRecycle Title 27, Section 20810, would he adequate to control or
prevent the propagation, harborage, or attraction of flies, rodents, or other vectors.
There is no indication that measures other than these are necassary to contral vectors,
With the exception of birds (which is addressed in Section V), impacts associated with
disease vectors would be considered less than significant (Class 1il). No additional
mitigation is required.

4, Cumulative Impacts. Cumulative development in the County would resutt in the
increased use and/or transport of household hazardous materials, including E-waste and
U-waste, in the area and the potential exposure of an increased population to these
materials. These increases have been addressed separately.

Potential hazards and use of hazardous materials are generally location-spacific to the
extent that they may result in significant impacts on the localized environment, but they
are not cumulative as is applicable to other issues.
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Another potential odor source in the vicinity of the proposed project is the Price Canyon
Oilfield, located approximately one mile west. An EIR prepared for the Price Canyon
Qilfield determined that odors from operation of the proposed water reclamation facility
could be mitigated to a less than significant level. The oilfield is also known to produce
odors, both from operation of the qilfield and naturally occurring odors associated with
the petroleum deposits in the area. However there are no anticipated new odor sources
in the area other than the proposed project. Cumulative impacts relatad to hazards and
hazardous materials and odors would be less than significant (Class 1Hl). No additional
ritigation measures are required.

. Noise (Class llI):

1. Transportation Noise Assessment. The proposed project would increase the number
of daily trips to and from the Landfill. Currently, there is a weekday average of 330 one
way (660 two-way trip ends) trips at the Landfill; this is expected to increase to a
weekday average of 414 one way ( 828 two-way trip ends) trips. The Average Daily
Traffic {ADT) volume on Highway 227 in the vicinity of the project site would be expected
to increase from 5,500 to 7,700 in 2028, not including the proposed project. Accounting
for projeci-related traffic, the future ADT on Highway 227 near the project site would be
up to 7,900.

The FHWA model predicted that at a setback of 150 feet from the center of the roadway,
future annual average traffic noise exposure without the project would be 61.2 dB Ldn.
This exceeds the County’s 60 dB Ldn noise corpatibility standard. Including project-
related traffic, the future traffic noise exposure would increase by 0.8 dB to 62 dB Ldn.
There are two residences located approximately 150 feet southwest from the centerfine
of the roadway. However, these residences, and the likely outdoor activity areas, are
located approximately 15 feet below the grade of Highway 227. This elevation
difference would reduce the dB level by approximately five, resulting in a noise exposure
of approximately 57 dB. This resulting noise exposure is below the 60 dBA threshold
and is considered less than significant (Class |ll). No mitigation is required.

2. Expansion of the Materials Recovery Facility. The MRF capacity would be increased
by adding upgracded equipment and increasing hours of operation. Based on noise
measurement data, MRF operations produce a Leq of approximately 66 dB at
approximately 100 feet from the southeastern side of the MRF building and 46 dB at a
distance of 300 feet. While the project is also getting closer to the northeastern property
line, it is further away than the southeastern property fine and noise levels will be slightly
less than what is described for the southeastern property line.

The closest property line is located directly southeast of the MRF at a distance of
approximately 250 feet. The location of this corner of the MRF would not change as a
result of the proposed project. There is an existing noise berm located approximately
150 feet from the MRF and 100 feet from the nearest property line, This noise berm
would reduce the project’s ongoing operational dBA by as much as 15 dBA at the
property line given its height and location. This wouid result in the noise levels being
reduced below the 50 dBA threshold at the closest property line. Due to the existing
berm that would remain in place, impacts associated with the MRF expansion would be
less than significant (Class HI). No mitigation is required.

J. Transportation and Circulation {Class lil):

1. Level of Service — Roadways. The expansion of the disposal area would not
necessarily increase traffic volumes because the permanent disposal daily tonnage limit
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would remain at 1,200 tons per day. However, traffic to and from the Landfill would
increase as a result of the expanded processing limits for the RRP and MRF. The
extended hours and additional employees would also generate new frips to and from the
Landfil!. The employee increases are expected to occur incrementally over the life of the
proposed project as the local demand for the Landfill services increase.

The expanded hours for the receipt of material and increased processing limits at the
RRP and MRF would increase a.m. and p.m. peak hour demands on an average
weekday. It was estimated that the expanded hours and increased processing limits
would increase weekday a.m. peak hour demands at the facility by at least 25 percent
{medium and large vehicles). |t was estimated that the project trips during the p.m. peak
hour trips would be at least 50 percent greatar than the a.m. peak hour. Traffic
associated with the expanded hours and increased processing limits would aiso increase
daily demands by about 25 percent.

A review of the project traffic volumes demonstrates that the proposed project would
increase traffic volumes by 150 average daily irips on Highway 227 north of the Landfill.
Existing plus project daily traffic along this segment of Highway 227 would remain within
accepiable limits (LOS C or better). Because these changes fo the traffic volumes on
Highway 227, as a result of the proposed project, do not reduce LOS below County or
Caltrans thresholds, they are considered less than significant (Class Ill}. No mitigation
measures are required.

2. Project Access/Safety. The existing Landfill entrance can be seen from at least 1,500
feet when traveling southbound on Highway 227. Traveling northbound, this driveway is
visible from about 1,000 feet (crest of vertical curve). The line of sight looking south from
the proposed driveway is relatively obstructed for at least 2,000 feet. Southbound
vehicles can see the proposed driveway location from at least 860 feet. Passing in the
southbound direction is altowed from the vertical curve crest located about 1,200 feet
narth of the proposed entrance (passing is prohibited for northbound vehicles).

The data demonstrates that stopping distance on Highway 227 at the existing and
proposed driveway locations is adequate for vehicles traveling at 75 to 80 mph.
Stopping sight distance from the vertical curve located 860 feet north of the driveway is
adequate for 65 to 70 mph. This vertical curve crest also limits the line of sight looking
north from the proposed driveway location. Based on the Caltrans 7.5 second criterion,
corner sight distance for vehicles exiting the proposed driveway and proceeding south
would be acceptable for 65 to 70 mph. Because there would be adequate stopping sight
distance at the proposed driveway location for vehicles traveling on Highway 227
entering and passing the Landfill, impacts are considered less than significant, (Class
11I1). No mitigation measures are required.

3. Cumulative Impacts. Cumulative traffic conditions are typically comprised of existing
volumes, plus traffic generated by other known approved and/or pending projects;
however the Department of Planning and Building did not identify any specific projects
that would significantly increase weekday traffic volumes on Highway 227 adjacent to
the Landfill. Data in the 2005 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) shows that 20 year
traffic projections could increase traffic volumes on Highway 227 by about 40 percent
between Prinfz Road and Price Canyon Road (two percent per year). To develop a
cumulative development scenario, existing traffic on Highway 227 adjacent to the Landfill
was increased by 40 percent to account for the growth over the next 20 years predicted
by the RTP. The total cumulative traffic volumes were then estimated by combining this
volume with the increase in project trips resulting from the proposed project. A review of
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these volumes demonstrates that total cumulative daily traffic volumes on Highway 227
adjacent to the Landfill would be within the LOS B range {4,000 to 8,000 ADT).

The project traffic volumes would not substantially increase traffic in relation to existing
load and capacity, or exceed the established LOS standard (LOS C or better). Provided
that TC/mm-1 is implemented, cumulative traffic safety and traffic volume impacts fo
Highway 227 would be considered less than significant (Class 1i). No additional
mitigation measures are required.

K. Water Resources {Class lIi):

t. Well Interference Effects from Simultaneous Pumping. The total water needs for the
proposed project is 10.2 AFY, although wefls can sustainably produce more than 25
AFY. The predicted drawdown at the neighboering Gomez weil would be approximately
five feet after one year which would be within the range of seasonal water level
vartations which occur in the basin and therefore not create an unreasonable or adverse
impact to the Gomez well or other wells in the groundwater basin. This finding,
combined with the overall reduction of water (including groundwatar) required for
proposed project from approximately 34.5 afy to 10.2 afy (due to elimination of the
compost operation) resulis in groundwater drawdown {i.e., interference) impacts being
considered less than significant (Class IH). No mitigation is required.
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V.

FINDINGS FOR IMPACTS IDENTIFIED AS SIGNIFICANT BUT MITIGABLE (Class 11} }

Class Il impacts are those which are significant, but they can be mitigated to
insignificance by implementation of certain mitigation measures. Pursuant {0 Section
15091(a){ 1) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Planning Commission finds that, for each of the
following significant effects as identified in the FEIR, changes or alierations {Mitigation
Measures) have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially
lessen each of the significant environmental effects as identified in the FEIR. The significant
effects (Impacts) and Mitigation Measures are stated fully in the FEIR. The following are brief
explanations of the rationale for this finding for each Impact:

A. Aesthetics (Class ll)

1.

Impact AES-3: Greenwaste processing activities and other staging activities,
including trucks and equipment, at the uppermost portion of the Landfill would
appear as a perpetual construction site and would draw attention to the Landfill.
At this time, and into the foreseeable future, green waste would continue to be
processed on the top deck of the Landfill. Processing of the greenwaste includes
hauling to the top deck, stering in piles, chipping, and hauling to the working face on an
as-needed basis. Equipment required for processing green waste includes a chipper,
loader, and roli-away dumpsters. In addition to processing green waste on the top deck,
the applicant proposes to utilize the top deck for other activities in the future due to its
accessibility, flatness, and close proximity to the working face.

a. Mitigation —

AES/mm-4 - Prior to receipt of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall show
the following: a. An earthen berm around the edges of the "top deck” ta reduce
visibility of equipment and trucks associated with the green waste storage, chipping,
and loading operations. b. The berm shall be contour-graded, use slope-rounding, be
continuous, and include a variable height profile ranging from ten to 25 feet above
the adjacent grade of the top deck.

AES/mm-5 — Within one year of issuance of the Notice to Proceed (or
incrementally as portions of the top deck are completed), the berm required by
AES/mm-4 shall be constructed.

b. Findings ~ Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment ta a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages V-12 through V-13 of the Final EIR.

Secondary impact of AES/mm-4 and AES/mm-5: The constructiont of an earthen berm
around the edges of the top deck would increase construction and operational emissions
and result in air guality impacts.

a. Mitigation —

AQ/mm-2 -- Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, a Dust Control Plan for
all potential dust-creating activities shall be prepared and submitted to the
SLOAPCD for approval prior to commencement of activities. The Dust Control
Pian shall: a. Use APCD-approved BMPs and dust mitigation measures; Prohibit
visible fugitive dust from any applicable source beyond the property line. ¢. Prohibit
visible fugitive dust from any applicable source that equals or exceeds 20 percent
opacity for 3 minutes or more in any one hour. d. Provide for monitoring dust and
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construction debris during construction; e. Designate a person or persons to monitor
the dust control program and to aorder increased watering or other measures as
necessary to prevent transport of dust offsite. Monitoring duties should include
heliday and weekend periods when work may not be in progress (but strong winds
may blow); f. Provide the name and telephone number of such persons to the APCD
prior to construction commencement; g. identify complaint handling procedures; h.
Fill out a daily dust observation log; and, i. Provide a list of all heavy-duty
construction equipment operating at the site. The list shall include the make, model,
engine size, and year of each piece of eqguipment.

AQ/mm-3 ~ Prior to issuance of Notice to Proceed, the following mitigation
measures shall be shown on all project plans and implemented during daily
activities to reduce PM10 emissions during earth moving activities: a. Reduce
the amount of the disturbed area where possible. b. Water trucks or sprinkler
systems shall be used in sufficient quantities to prevent airborne dust from leaving
the site. Increased watering frequency shall be required whenever wind speeds
exceed 15 mph. Reclaimed (non-potable) water shall be used whenever possible. c.
Al dirt stockpile areas shall be sprayed daily as needed. d. Exposed ground areas
that are planned to be reworked at dates greater than two months after initial grading
shall be sown with a fast-germinating native grass seed and watered until vegetation
is established. e. All disturbed scil areas not subject to re-vegetation shall be
stabilized using approved chemical soil binders, jute netling, or other methods
approved in advance by the APCD, f. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. to be
paved should be completed as soon as possible after initial site grading. 1n addition,
building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil
binders are used. g. Vehicle speed for alt construction vehicles shall be posted to not
exceed 15 mph an any unpaved surface at the construction site. h. All trucks hauling
dirt, sand, or other loose materials on public roads are to be covered or shall
maintain at least two feet of free board (minimum vertical distance between top of
load and {op of trailer) in accordance with CVC Section 23114, i. Wheel washers
shall be installed where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto streets, or wash
off trucks and equipment leaving the site. |. Streets shall be swept at the end of each
day if visible scil material is carried onto adjacent paved roads. Water sweepers with
reclaimed water shall be used when feasible. k. Permanent dust control measures
shall be implemented as soon as possible following completion of any soil disturbing
activities.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a leve! of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-12 through V-13 and V-86 through
V-87 of the Final EIR.

3. Impact AES-4: Buildings and equipment associated with the RRP would increase
the industrial appearance of the Landfill, adversely affecting the local rural
character. The RRP would be relocated to the southeast portion of the property and
expanded from two 1o four acres in size. The existing topography in that area would be
leveled by cuiting into the existing slope along the eastern side. A new 30-foot by 80-
foot metal building woutd be constructed, along with a maintenance building and an
approximately 28-foot tall elevated construction and demolition sorting line structure.
Because of intervening topography and vegetation, visibility to the RRP and its
associated earthwork and buildings would be limited to a brief glimpse along Highway
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227 at the new entrance road. From this viewpoint, however, the industrial appearance
of the RRP would be evident.

a. Mitigation —

AES/mm-6 — Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, the
applicant shalt submit architectural and engineering plans to the Department of
Planning and Building for review and approval. Plans shall include the following: a.
Exterior colors of all new, expanded, and existing buildings and permanent
equipment shall be limited to dark muted earth-tones. No reddish-browns shall be
used and exterior colors shall be no brighter than six in chroma and value on the
Munseil Color Scale on file in the Department of Planning and Building.

AES/mm-7 — Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, the
applicant shall submit landscape plans o the Department of Planning and Building
for review and approval. Plans shall include the following: a. The plans shall show
screen planting along the western, southern, and eastern sides of the RRP. b. The
screen plants shall include evergreen trees and shrubs for the purpose of screening
the structures as seen from the surrounding area. Screen planting shall achieve a
80 percent screening of the structures at plant maturity. Trees shall be densely
planted and shall be from a minimum 15-gallon container size. ¢. Mitigation trees and
shrubs shail be maintained in perpetuity or untii such time as the RRP is removed as
part of site closure,

AES/mm-8 — Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, a cost
estimate for a planting plan, installation of landscaping, and mainienance of
landscaping for a period of ten years shall be prepared by a qualified individual (e.g.,
landscape contracier) and shall be reviewed and approved by the Department of
Planning and Building. Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, a
perfarmance bond, equal to the cost estimate, shall be posted by the applicant.

AES/mm-9 - To guarantee the success of the landscaping, the applicant sha
retain a qualified individual (e.g., arborist, landscape architect/ contractor,
nurseryman} to monitor the new trees’ survivability and vigor until the trees are
successfully established, and prepare monitoring reports, on an annual basis, for no
less than ten years or untit buildings are fully screened, whichever comes first.
Based on the submittal of the initial planting letter, the first report shall be submitted
to the County Environmental Coordinator one year after the initial planting and
thereafter on an annual basis until the monitor, in consultation with the County, has
determined that the initially-required vegetation is successfully established.
Additional monitering will be necessary if initially-required vegetation is not
considered successfully established. The applicani, and successors-in-interest,
agree to complete any necessary remedial measures identified in the report{s) to
maintain the population of initially planted vegetation.

b. Findings - Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated inlo, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment fo a lavel of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-13 through V-15 of the Final EIR.

4. Impact AES-5: Buildings, overhead covers, and equipment associated with the
MRF would increase the visibility and industrial appearance of the project,
adversely affecting the existing rural character. Expansion and enhancement of the
MRF would involve increasing the square footage of the processing building from 55,000
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to 65,800 sguare feel. The new construction would have a maximum height of
approximately 40 feet, simitar to the existing building. Covered outdoor storage and an
office building would also be included. Due to existing and proposed topography and
vegetation, the expanded MRF would only be partially visible when viewed from
Highway 227 near the new enfrance road. Construction of the proposed stockpile south
of the relocated entry road would in time entirely block views to the MRF.

a. Mitigation -
AES/mm-6 — See above.
AES/mm-7 — See above.
AES/mm-8 — See above.
AES/mm-9 — See above.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment {0 a tevel of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence ~ Please refer to page V-14 through V-15 of the Final EIR.

5. Impact AES-6: The interim and final topography of the stockpiles and the
associated on-going construction activities of the Landfill would be evident from
public roads, substantially degrading the short- and long-term visual quality of the
surrounding area. The proposed stockpile adjacent to the relocated gatehouse would
be visibte from Highway 227 near the new facility entrance. By its nature, the stockpile
would look like an on-going construction operation. Views from this location on Highway
227 would be brief, and weuld change depending cn the timing and phasing of
construction needs, as well as the success of the proposed cak tree pianting west and
south of the stockpile. The expansion of existing Stockpile 3 at the northern portion of
the project would be seen from locations on northbound Corbett Canyon Road. From
this viewpoint, the deposition and removal construction activities associated with the
stockpite would draw attention to the proposed project and would contribute to the
engineered appearance of the project. After the closure of the Landfill and stockpiles,
Stockpile 3 would contribuie to the unnatural appearance of the land form due mostly to
its uniform south facing slope.

a. Mitigation —

AES/mm-10 — Prior to issuance of Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall show the
following: a. All stockpiles shall be contour-graded and shall include variable siope
angies to reduce the uniform appearance of the embankments. b. Slopes shall
employ mechanical erosion control methods such as erasion control blanket as
necessary to prevent erosion on contour graded slopes. ¢. Slope-rounding shall be
used on all access roads and slope benches to eliminate sharp earthwork angles. d.
All interim and finished slopes shall include 50 percent native shrubs in the erosion
control seedimg mix.

b. Findings - Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment fo a tevel of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages V-15 through V-16 of the Final EIR.

6. Impact AES-7: The entry monument sign, gate, or gatehouse wouid potentially
contrast with the existing setting, adversely affecting the existing rural character.
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The proposed new entrance would be relocated south on Highway 227 approximately
2,800 feet from the current location. No specific plans or elevations for the proposed
entry gate or scalehouse are available at the time of this report, although the proposal
does indicate that the gate would be lighted and would identify the facility. This report
assumes that new eniry monument walls similar to the existing ones wouid be
constructed. The existing entry road, walls, gate, scalehouse, and scales would be
removed. Leftand right turn lanes would be constructed on Highway 227 at the new
entrance. If the new entry feature is visuaily compatible with the rural setting, adverse
visual effects of constructing the new entry feature and widening the highway may be
offset by the removal of the existing entry and roadway. The scalehouse would be
located approximately 1,200 feet east of Highway 227, and, as such, would have limited
visibility from off-site locations.

a. Mitigation —

AES/mm-11 — Prior to submittal of construction permits for the entry
monument gign, gate, and gatehouse, the applicant shall develop construction
plans. These plans shall include the following: a. Exterior colors of the gatehouse
shall be limited to dark muted earth-tones. No reddish-browns shall be used and
exterior colors shall be no brighter than six in chroma and value on the Munsell Color
Scale on file in the Department of Planning and Building. b. The proposed entry sign
or monument shall be of an appropriate scale and proportion for the rural character
and the two-lane highway setting. ¢. The proposed entry sign or monument shall
utilize natural-appearing materials such as stone and/or wood. Material colors and
finishes other than lettering and emblems shall be muted earth tones with fow
reflectivity.

AES/mm-12 — Prior to issuance of construction permits for any new structures,
the applicant shall submit lighting plans (per Section 22.10.060 of the LUO) to the
Department of Pianning and Building for review and approval. Plans shall include
the following: a. The point source of all extericr fighting shall be shieided from off-site
views. b. All required security kghts shall utilize motion deiector activation. ¢. Light
trespass from exterior lights shall be minimized by directing light downward and
utilizing cut-off fixtures or shields. d. Lumination from exterior lights shall be the
lowest level allowed by public safety standards. e. Lighting shall not be directed such
that it lluminates areas beyond the property line, or hills and slopes visible from
offsife. f. Light standard heights shall be no higher than necessary.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance,

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-16 through V-17 of the Final EIR.

7. Impact AES-8: Visibility of the Landfili along Highway 227 near the existing
entrance combined with potential inadequacy of the proposed screen planting to
the south would adversely affect the visual setting and character. Approximately 43
mature oak trees wouid be remaved. In addition, dozens of non-native landscape trees
would require removal in the vicinity of the existing entrance, RRP, and nearby detention
basin. Most of these existing trees can be seen directly from Highway 227. The
cumulative effect of this tree removal would adversely change the scenic character of
the area.

a. Mitigation —
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AES/mim-13 — Prior to approval of any new construction permits, the applicant
shall submit landscape plans to the Department of Planning and Building for
review and approval. Plans shall include the following: a. The landscape plan shall
show screen planting along the entire length of the Landfilt frontage along Highway
227. b. Plantings may be required within the Highway 227 right of way if shown to be
effective and acceptable to Caltrans. ¢. Planting shall include screening of the
access road parallel to Highway 227 and the detention basin south of the existing
entrance. d. The screen piants shall include evergreen trees and shrubs
emphasizing natives and other species common in the area that are drought tolerant.
Screen planting shall achieve a 80% screening density at plant maturity. Trees shall
be planted from a minimum 15-gallon container size, except oak trees, 1/3 of which
should be from 1-gallon container. e. Screening trees shall be planted in a manner
that reflects natural growth. Straight rows and even spacing shall be avoided. 1.
Screening trees and shrubs shall ha protected from browsing and burrowing animals,
and maintained in perpetuity.

Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorperated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer 1o pages V-17 through V-18 of the Final EIR.

Impact AES-9: Visihility of new night lighting associated with structures, work

areas, parking areas, and the entry signs would adversely affect the visual setting

and character. Although no lighting plan was included with the project proposal, new
sources of night lighting are expected to be included with all new or expanded buildings
proposed by the project. Security and safety lighting associated with staff and public
parking areas, the entry gate, and road would likely be required. Proposed exiended
hours of operation would require increased night lighting needs. Because of this

increase in lighting, the project has the potential to create an adverse effect on night-
time views due to visibility of source glare, light spillover onto adjacent properties, as

well as reflective illumination of adjacent landforms.

a. Mitigation —

AES/mm-12 - See above.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-17 through V-19 of the Final EIR.

B. Agricultural Resources {Class )

1.

Impact AG-2: Implementation of the proposed project would result in compatibility
impacts relating to dust, lights, noise, and disease vectors. Industrial uses such as
a municipal landfill have the potential to be incompatible with agricultural operations.
The noise and lights can affect livestock, traffic can make it more difficult to move farm
equipment from location fo location, and dust can impact crop productivity. Because the
Landfilt accepts greenwaste that may be infected with pathogens, it may act as a source
of disease that could affect neighboring agricuttural operations.

a.

Mitigation ~

AQ/mm-2 — Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, a Dust Control Plan for all
potential dust-creating activities shall be prepared and submitted to the SLOAPCD
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for approval prior to commencement of activities. The Dust Control Plan shall: a.
Use APCD-approved BMPs and dust mitigation measures; b. Prohibit visible fugitive
dust from any applicable source beyond the property line. ¢. Prohibit visible fugitive
dust from any applicable source that equals or exceeds 20 percent opacity for 3
minutes or more in any one hour. d. Provide for monitoring dust and construction
debris during construction; e. Designate a person or persons to monior the dust
control program and to order increased watering or other measures as necessary 1o
prevent transport of dust off-site. Duties should include holiday and weekend
periods when work may not be in progress {but strong winds may blow); f. Provide
the name and telephone number of such persons {o the APCD pricr to construction
commencement; g. ldentify complaint handling procedures; h. Fill out a daily dust
observation log; and, i. Provide a list of all heavy-duty construction equipment
operating at the site. The list shall include the make, model, engine size, and year of
each piece of equipment.

AES/mm-12 — See above.

NS/mm-1 — Noise Mitigation Plan — Preparation. Prior {o issuance of the Notice to
Proceed, the applicant shali submit for review and approval, a Noise Mitigation Plan
addressing identified potential noise impacts on the southeastern property line
through construction of earthen berm (or garbage-filled berms within the disposal
area if they can be shown to be as effeclive as earthen berms) and use of back-up
warning devices on all applicable onsite heavy equipment that use ambiant noise
technology and/or are set to the lowest possible levels while still ensuring public and
worker safety. The plan shalt be prepared by a gualified acoustical consultant.

The berms shall be located either at the property line and/or near the active working
face, based on recommendations from a gualified noise consultant in consuliation
with the County, to effectively reduce impacts. Any berms located at the property
line shall be landscaped in accordance with the proposed landscape plan and
Aesthetic Resources mitigation measures.

The Plan shall include a schedule of when these measures would be installed prior
to commencement of any related expansion improvements. In addition, the plan
shall specify that noise monitoring shall be required after installation by a County-
approved expert on noise measurement (and periodically meonitored throughout life
of project) o determine the effectivenass of the installed measure(s) and if additional
measures need to be installed to meet the County’s threshold. Any additional
measures identified will be installed by the Applicant as quickly as feasible (with a
goat of 60 days) from when they are determined necessary.

HAZ/mim-6 — Plant Disease Education Program. Prior to Issuance of the Notice to
Proceed, the applicant shall develop educational materials regarding SOD and

LBAM for public and private customers dropping off green waste at the Landfill. The
information shall include descriplions of the distribution of the diseases, how to
identify them, management practices for dealing with infecled {rees, and disposal
guidelines. Material shall be produced in coordination with the County Department of
Agriculture. This information shall also be posted on the Landfill website directly or
by a link to another site.

HAZ/mm-7 — ExportiTransfer of Green waste. If any portion of green waste/ wood
waste program includes exportation or fransfer of any pre-composted material off-
site, the following shall apply: a. The operator shall contact the County Department of
Agriculture to determine any known problematic insects or pathogens, and/or
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quarantine areas that refate to green waste or wood waste. A vector control program
shali be established for affected haulers where material brought on-site shalt be kept
separate. b. On a quarterly basis, or as determined appropriate by the County
Department of Agriculture, the operator shall contact the County Department of
Agriculiure refating to the discovery or containment of problem pests. If such
situations develop, the operator wik comply with the County Department of
Agriculture's recommendations to ensure containment and avoid the spread of the
identified vector.

h. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.,

¢. Supportive Evidence ~ Please refer to pages V-17, V-68 through V-70, V-86
through V-87, V-198, and V-224 through V-225 of the Final EIR.

C. Air Quality (Class 1)

1.

Impact AQ-1: Emissions generated from construction activities during periods of
module excavation would result in an exceedance of combustion emissions
thresholds. Combustion emissions are maost significant when using large, diesel-fueled
scrapers, loaders, bulldozers, haul trucks, compressors, generators, and other heavy
equipment. Emissions can vary substantially from day to day, depending on the level of
activity and the specific type of operation. ROG and NOX are the critical pollutants from
construction work because of the high output of these pollutanis by heavy diesel
equipment normally used in grading operations. In addition to ROG and NOX, diesel
particulate matter is of special concern. The proposed project would occur in a semi-
rural area, where there are existing single-family residences located in close proximity,
and there would be potential exposure o humans from diesel particutate matter.
Componentis of the proposed project that result in short-term construction emissions
include non-module earthwork (relocating the RRP, entrance, access road, and
demolition activities), the excavation of seven new modules, and drainage layer and liner
construction.

a. Mitigation -

AQimm-1 — Prior to issuance of Notice to Proceed for all project activities, the
applicant shall submit a Construction Activities Management Plan for review
and approval by the SLOAPCD. This plan shall include, but not be limited to, the
foliowing Best Available Control Technology for diesel-fueied construction
equipment: a. Minimize the number of large pieces of construction equipment
operating during any given period. b. Schedule construction related truck/equipment
trips during non-peak hours to reduce peak-hour emissions. ¢, Regularly maintain
and properly tune all construction equipment according to manufacturer’s
specifications. d. Fuel alt off-road and portable diesel powered equipment including,
but not limited to: bulldozers, graders, cranes, Joaders, scrapers, backhoes,
generators, compressors, and auxiliary power units with CARB motor vehicle diesel
fuel. &. Maximize, to the extent feasible, the use of diesel construction equipment
meeting ARB’s Tier 2 certified engines or cleaner off-road heavy-duty diesel engines
and comply with State Off-Road Regulation. Maximize, to the extent feasible, the
use of an-road heavy-duty trucks that meet the ARB’s 2007 or newer certification
standard for on-road heavy-duty diesel engines, and comply with State On-Road
Regulation. f. Electrify equipment where feasible. g. Use Compressed Natural Gas
(CNG), liquefied natural gas (LNG), bio-diesel, or propane for on-site mobile
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equipment instead of diesel-powered equipment where feasible. h. On and off-road
diesel equipment shall not be allowed to idie for more than five minutes. i. To the
greatest extent practicable, use Purinox or simitar NOX reducing agenis dieset fuel. j.
Install Best Available Control Technology (BACT) for construction equipment. In the
event that emissions will exceed thresholds after the standard measures are applied,
then the following BACT measures shall be implemented: replace equipment with
equipment that has cleaner engines; replace equipment with the cleanest engines
possible; install California Verified Diesel Emission Control Strategies; implement a
Comprehensive Construction Activity Management Plan designed to minimize the
amount of large construction equipment operating during any given time period; limit
the length of the work day; and, phase construction activities, if appropriate.

b. Findings — Changes or atterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a leve!l of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-82 through V-86 of the Final EIR.

2. Impact AQ-2: PM10 emissions resulting from Landfill activities would result in
direct short and long-term impacts on air quality, further exacerbating the County
non-attainment status for PM,y. Heavy equipment performing earth-maving during
module and other construction activities would generate fugitive dust that would result in
substantial temporary impacts on local air quality, Fugitive dust emissions would result
from land clearing; module excavation; application of the daily, intermediate and final
covers; and, equipment traffic over temporary dirt roads. Fugitive dust emissions in the
farm of PM4, wouid occur at a rate of approximately 55 |bs/acre/day of disturbed land.
Impacts from fugitive dust emissions would be significant because they potentiatly could
cause a public nuisance or would exacerbate the existing PM,, hon-attainment status of
the SLOAPCD.

a. Mitigation —

AQ/mm-2 - Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, a Dust Control Plan for
all potential dust-creating activities shal be prepared and submitted to the
SLOAPCD for approval prior to commencement of activities. The Dust Control
Plan shall: a. Use APCD-approved BMPs and dust mitigation measures; Prohibit
visible fugitive dust from any applicable source beyond the property line. ¢. Prohibit
visible fugitive dust from any applicable source that equals or exceeds 20 percent
opacity for 3 minutes or more in any ene hour. d. Provide for monitaring dust and
construction debris during construction; e. Designate a person or perseons to monitor
tha dust control pragram and fo order increased watering or other measures as
necessary to prevent transport of dust off-site. Duties should include holiday and
weekend periods when work may not be in progress (but strong winds may blow), f.
Provide the name and telephone number of such persons to the APCD prior to
construction commencement; g. Identify complaint handling procedures; h, Fill out a
daily dust observation log; and, i. Provide a list of all heavy-duty canstruction
aquipment operating at the site. The list shall include the make, model, engine size,
and year of each piece of equipment.

AQ/mm-3 — Prior to issuance of Notice to Proceed, the following mitigation
measures shall be shown on all project plans and implemented during daily
activities to reduce PM10 emissions during earth moving activities: a. Reduce
the amount of the disturbed area where possible. b. Water trucks or sprinkler
systems shall be used in sufficien{ guantities to prevent airborne dust from leaving
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the site. Increased watering frequency shall be required whenever wind speeds
exceed 15 mph. Reclaimed (non-potable)} water shall be used whenever possible. ¢.
All dirt stockpite areas shall be sprayed daily as needed. d. Exposed ground areas
that are planned te be reworked at dates greater than two months after initial grading
shall be sown with a fast-germinating native grass seed and watered untit vegetation
is established. e. All disturbed soil areas not subject o re-vegetation shall be
stabilized using approved chemical soil binders, jute netting, or other methods
approved in advance by the APCD. {. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. to be
paved should be completed as scon as possible after initial site grading. In addition,
building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading uniess seeding or soil
binders are used. g. Vehicle speed for all construction vehicles shall be posted to not
exceed 15 mph on any unpaved surface at the construction site. h. Al trucks hauling
dirt, sand, or other loose materials on public roads are to be covered or shall
maintain at least two feet of free board (minimum vertical distance between top of
load and top of trailer) in accordance with CVC Section 23114 i. Wheel washers
shall be installed where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto streets, or wash
off trucks and equipment leaving the site. j. Sireets shall be swept at the end of each
day if visible soil material is carried onto adjacent paved roads. Water sweepers with
reclaimed water shall be used when feasible. k. Permanent dust control measures
shal! be implemented as soon as possible following completion of any seil disturbing
activities.

AQ/mm-4 —~ During operations, the applicant shall maintain monthly
compliance logs verifying that all equipment and operations continue {o comply with
the ARPCD requirements.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-86 through V-88 of the Final EIR.

3. Impact AQ-3: Demolition and relocation activities have the potential to resuif in
adverse air quality impacts associated with hazardous building materials. Local
residents and contractors could deliver hazardous construction materials to the Landfill.
Individuat loads from residents and construction contractors are currently routed to the
Resource Recovery Park and processed for reuse or proper disposal. Materials are
separated by material type, which allows Landfill employees to identify potentially
hazardous materiats and ensure they are handled and disposed of properly. This
process would continue with the proposed project and woutd minimize impacts
associated with hazardous air poliutants that are unknowingly delivered to the Landfill.
In the event that materials were delivered o the permanent disposal area, they would be
subject to the dust control efforts and the daily cover process, which would minimize the
potential that hazardous air pellutants would become airborne,

Demalition and/or remodeling activities have the potential to negatively impact air
quality. Relocating the RRP, and moving the entrance and shop to the new proposed
locations wouid involve the demolition of several older buildings and pipelines. The
possibility exists that these structures could include asbestos~-containing building
materials or other hazardous building materials. Demolition and remodeling activities
would be subject to the requirements stipulated in the National Emission Standard for
Hazardous Air Pollutants pertaining demolition activities.

a. Mitigation —
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AQ/mm-5 — Prior to issuance of Notice to Proceed for commencement of
demaolition activities at the existing entrance area, the applicant shall: a. Notify
the APCD ai least ten working days pricr to commencement of any demolition
activities; b. Conduct an Asbestos survey by a Certified Asbestos Inspector: c. Use
applicable disposal and removal requirements for any identified asbestos containing
material; and, d. Contact the SLOAPCD Enforcement Divisian prior te final approval
of any demolition activity.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a levet of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to page V-88 of the Final EIR.

4. Cumulative Impact: Mitigable impacts associated with general development in the

area of the Landfill and mitigable impacts associated with the proposed project
would result in cumulative impacts. The County has not identified any other
significant projects in process in the vicinity of the Landfil. Generally, development in
the area would include winery and residential construction. Dust generation from these
projects would be mitigated by existing SLOAPCD and County Department of Planning
and Building dust control regulations. Emissions from off-road heavy equipment
(construction vehicles) use would be less than current levels.
a. Mitigation —

AQ/mm-1 — See above.

AQ/mm-2 -~ See above.

AQYmm-3 — See above.

AQ/mm-4 - See above,

AQ/mm-5 — See above,

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated info, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to page V-85 through V-88 and V-81 of the
Final EIR,

D. Biological Resources (Class lI}

1.

Impact BR-1: The proposed project would result in the loss of approximately 1.3
acres of oak woodland habit containing approximately 30 mature coast live oaks.
Coast live nak trees with a diameter at breast height greater than 5 inches woud be
removed, depending on final plans for widening Highway 227.

a. Mitigation —

BR/mm-1 - Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shali submit
an Oak Woodland Protection and Restoration Plan to be reviewed and approved by
the County Department of Planning and Building. Oak woodland restoration shall be
accomplished through one of three methods: 1) replanting of oak trees removed from
the oak woodland, 2) providing for the protection of oak woodland habitat in
perpetuity through acquisition or donation of a conservation easement that includes
at least 2,000 square feet per tree removed; 3) providing funds to the California
Wildlife Conservation Board to be used for the purchase of Oak Woodland
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Conservation Easements. If Method 1 is selected, it may account for no more than
50% of the required mitigation required for oak woodland impacts and mitigation
measures BR/mm-2would apply. Method 3 shall only be allowed if it is clearly
infeasible to accomplish Methods 1 and 2.

BR-2/mm-2 — The Oak Woodland Protection and Restoration Plan shali include
the following: a. For onsite planting and protection purposes, oak trees removed shall
be replaced at a minimum 4:1 ratio, and impacted frees shall be replaced ata 2:1
ratio. b. Replacement oak trees shall be from regionally or locally collected seed
stock grown in vertical tubes or deep one-gallon tree pots. Four-foot diameter
shelters shall be placed over each oak tree 1o protect it from deer and other
herbivores, and shall consist of 54-inch tall welded wire cattle panels {or equivalent
material) and be staked using T-posts. Wire mesh baskets, at least two feet in
diameter and two feet deep, shall be use below ground. Planting during the
warmest, driest months {June through September) shall be avoided. The plan shall
provide a species-specific planting schedule. If planting occurs outside this time
pericd, a landscape and irrigation plan shall be submitted prier {o permit issuance
and implemented upon approval by the county. ¢. Replacement oak trees shali be
planted no closer than 20 feet on center and shall average no more than four planted
per 2,000 square feet. Trees shall be planted in random and clustered patterns o
create a natural appearance. As feasible, replacement {rees shall be planted in a
natural setting on the north side of and at the canopy/dripline edge of existing mature
native cak trees; on north-facing slopes; within drainage swales (except when
riparian habitat present), where fopsoil is present; and away from continuousty wet
areas (e.q., lawns, irrigaled areas, etc.). Replanting areas shall be either in native
topsoil or areas where native topsoil has been reapplied. A seasonafly timed
maintenance program, which includes regular weeding (hand removal at a minimum
of once early fall and once early spring within at least a three-foot radius from the
tree or installation of a siaked *weed mat” or weed-free mulch) and a temporary
watering program, shall be developed for ali oak tree planting areas. A gualified
arborist/botanist shall be retained to monitor the acquisition, installation, and
maintenance of all oak trees to be replaced. Replacement trees shall be monitored
and maintained by a qualified arborist/botanist for at least seven years or uniil the
trees have successfully established as determinad by the County Environmental
Coordinator. Annuai monitoring reports will be prepared by a qualified
arborist/botanist and submitted to the County by October 15 each year,

BR/mm-3 — To mitigate the balance of the oak woodland impact, one of the
following measures, or a combination thereof, shall be used: a. Prior to approva! of
the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shali record a conservation easement that
protects 2,000 square feet of exisling oak woodland habitat for each {ree removed
from the oak woodland in perpetuity. The conservation easement shall be controlled
by a qualified conservation organization approved by the County. Potential
conservation organizations include but are not limited to: The Nature Conservancy,
8an Luis Obispo Land Conservancy, Greenspace, or The Cambria Lard Trust. This
mitigation measure may be used to satisfy the mitigation requirement for the oak
woodland impacts. b. If the applicant is not able fo establish a conservation
easement, the applicant shall provide funding to the California Wildlife Conservation
Board or other County-approved entity to be used for the purchase of Gak Woodland
Habitat Conservation Easements. The final funding amount shall include $970.00 for
each tree removed. Each impacted tree shall be assessed a fee of $485.00 per
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impacted free. This mitigation measure may be used to satisfy the mitigation
requirement for the cak woodland impact.

BR/mm-4 - Prior to ground disturbance for each of the project components in
the expansion area (within seven days), to avoid conflicts with nesting birds or
roosting bats, construction activities shall not be allowed unless a county-approved,
qualified biologist has surveyed the impact zone and detarmined that no nesting or
roosting activities will be adversely impacted. Af such time, if any evidence of
nesting activities is found, the biologist will determine if any construction activities
can occur during the nesiing period and to what extent. The resuflts of the surveys
will be passed immediately to the County Department of Planning and Building,
possibly with recommendations for variable buffer zones, as needed, around
individual nests. The applicant agrees to incorporate those recommendations.

If work occurs between September 1 and March 1, within seven days of ground
disturbance or tree removal/trimming activities, a survey for wintering raptors shail be
conducted. 1 surveys do not iocate wintering raptors, construction activities may be
conducted. If wintering raptors are focated, construction activities shall observe a
500-foot buffer for the wintering location{s). A pre-construction survey report shall be
submitted to the County Department of Planning and Building immediately upon
completion of the survey. The report shall detail appropriate fencing or flagging of
the buffer zone and make recommendations on additional monitoring requirements.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment {o a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-113 through V-115 of the Final EIR.

2. Impact BR-2: The proposed project would permanently impact approximately 0.25
acre of State slope wetlands, (.51 acre of jurisdictional wetlands, and temporarily
impact other waters, and riparian habitats. Potential impacts from the proposed
expansion include equipment use in the riparian corridor, removal of riparian vegetation,
and increased amounts of trash and debris in the riparian habitat and channel. Close
proximity to large areas of bare soil could result in increased sediment deposition in the
drainage. Road widening of Highway 227 and culvert replacement would also reguire
removal of willow riparian habitat.

a. Mitigation -

BR/mm-5 — Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall submit
a Wetland and Riparian Habitat Restoration plan that covers impacts to all state and
federal wetlands onsite, The plan shall describe wetland restoration and
revegetation efforts, and identify the location onsite where those efforts will occur.
The plan shall be submitted along with verification from the appropriate regulaiory
agencies (i.e., ACOE, CDFG, RWQCB) that necessary permits have been obtained.
The plan shall include the following measures, at minimum, unless other equivalent
measures are approved by regulatory agencies: 1. Avoid federal and state wetlands
and provide with protective construction and erosion control fencing, to the extent
feasible. 2. Mitigate impacts to federal wetlands at a 3:1 ratio. Mitigation for impacts
to federal wetlands shall be performed onsite. 3. Mitigate impacts to state wetlands
ata 1:1 ratio. Mitigation for impacts to state wetlands shall be performed onsite. 4.
Mitigate impacts o riparian vegetation at a 1:1 ratio. Impacts to riparian habitat shall
be mitigated onsite through restoration and enhancement of degraded stream
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channel and riparian habitat onsite. 5. Impacts to non-wetland waters require
mitigation at a 1:1 ratio, that is, one linear foot of non-wetland waters restored or
created for linear foot disturbed or removed. 6. On a manthly basis, the applicant
shall inspect the ephemeral drainages just south of the proposed expansion area for
accumulated frash. Any trash in, or in the vicinity of, the drainage shall be collected
from this area, removed, and properly disposed.

BR/mm-6 — To guarantee the success of the riparian and wetland mitigation,
prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall post a bond with the
County Department of Planning and Buifding in the amount determined in BR/mm-5,
number 7. The bend shall not be released until mitigation requirements have been
met, as determined by the County Department of Planning and Building, in
consultation with applicable regulatory agencies.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a tevel of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-115 through V-117 of the Final EIR.

3. Impact BR-3: The proposed project would remove up to 13 mature oak trees and
impact up to 7 more greater than five inches dbh. Coast live cak trees scattered in
annual grassland would be removed by either the proposed project or during
construction of earthen noise berms along the southern boundary.

a. Mitigation ~

BR/mm-7 - Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shali prepare an
Oak Tree Inventory, Avoidance, and Protection Plan as outlined herein. The plan shall
be reviewed by a County-approved biologist and/or arbarist, and shall include the
following items: a. Comprehensive Qak Tree Inventory. This shall include the following
information: 1. An inventory of all cak trees at least five inches in diametler at breast
height within 50 feet of all proposed impact areas. All inventoried trees shall be shown
on plans. The species, diameter at breast height, tocation, and condition of these trees
shall be documented in data tables. 2. ldentification of frees that will be retained,
removed, or impacted. This information shall be shown on plans and cross-referenced
to data tables described in item a.1 above. 3. The location of proposed structures,
uilities, driveways, grading, retaining walts, outbuildings, water and wastewater facilities,
and impervious surfaces shall be shown on maps. The applicant shall dlearly delineate
the building sites/building control lines containing these features on the project plans. 4.
All reasonable efforts shait be made to maintain the historic drainage patterns and flow
volumes in the vicinity of these oak trees. If not feasible, the drainage plan shall clearly
show which trees would be receiving more or less drainage. b. Oak Tree Avoidance
Measures. Grading and deveiopment within proposed project shall avoid the removal of
oak trees to the maximum extent possible. Such activities shall minimize potential
disturbance to oaks and their associated rooi zones to the maximum extent possible. c.
Oak Tree Protection Guidelines. Tree protection guidelines and a root protection zone
shall be established and implemented for each tree to be retained that occurs within 50
feet of impact areas. The following guidelines shall be included: 1. A qualified arborist
shall determine the critical root zone for each retained tree on a case-by-case basis,
based upoh tree species, age, and size. This area is generally defined as 1.0t 1.5
times the distance from the tree base of the average measurement taken from the free
base to the adge of the canopy/dripling. At a minimum, the critical root zong shail be the
distance from the trunk fo the drip line of the tree. 2. All frees to remain within 50 feet of
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construction or grading activities shall be marked for protection (e.g., with flagging) and
their root zone fenced prior to any grading. Grading, utility trenching, compaction of soil,
or placement of fill shall be avoided within these fenced areas. If grading in the root
zone cannot be avoided, retaining walls shall be constructed to minimize cut and fill
impacts. Care shall be taken to avoid surface roots within the top 18 inches of soil. if
any roots must be removed or exposed, they shall be cleanly cut and not left exposed
abave the ground surface. The project arborist shall approve any work within the root
protection zone. 3. Unless previously approved by the county, the following aclivities are
not allowed within the root zone of existing or newly planted oak trees: year-round
irrigation (no summer watering, unless “establishing” new tree or native compatible
plants for up to seven years); grading (includes cutting and filling of material};
compaction (e.g., regular use of vehicles); placement of impermeable surfaces {e.g.,
pavement); disturbance of soil that impacts roots {e.g., {illing). 4. The applicant shall
minimize trimming of oak trees {o remain onsite. Removal of larger lower branches shalf
be minimized to 1) avoid making tree top heavy and more susceptible to “blow-overs”, 2)
reduce having larger limb cuts that take langer to heal and are much more susceptible to
disease and infestation, 3) retain wildlife habitat values associated with the lower
branches, 4) retain shade to keep summer temperatures cocler {retains higher solil
moisture, greater passive solar potential, provides better condilions for oak seedling
volunteers) and 5) retain the natural shape of the tree. The amount of trimming (roots or
canopy) done in any one season shall be limited as much as possible to reduce iree
stress/shock (ten percent or less is best, 25 percent maximum). If trimming is necessary,
the applicant shall use a certified arborist when remaving limbs. Unless a hazardous or
unsafe situation exists, major trimming shall be done only during the summer months.

h. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated info, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-118 through V-120 of the Finat EIR,

4. Impact BR-4: The proposed project would potentially impact nesting birds,
including raptors and other protected species. The expansion area is located south
of the existing disposal area, west of a vineyard, and east of Highway 227, both of which
partially hinder wildlife movements across the expansion area. The proposed project is
not expected to significantty affect wildlife movement. Common wildlife species currently
living on the expansion site or using the property as transients would be displaced. Take
of common species may occur during construction activities. Common wildlife expected
to oceur on the property includes common species such as red fox, mule deer, coyote,
striped skunk, raccocn, black-tailed jackrabbit, and several species of rodents.

a. Mitigation —
BR{mm-4 — See above.

b. Findings — Changes or allerations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence ~ Please refer to page V-120 of the Final EIR.

5. Impact BR-5: The proposed project would potentially impact directly and/or
indirectly, habitat for 13 special-status animals. Special-status animals with potentiai
to occur include two reptiles, six bird taxa (including the “other nesting birds” grouping),
and five mammals.
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Sitvery legless lizard has potential to occur in patchas of oak woodland within the project
site. Approximately 1.3 acres of potential habitat for this reptile would be removed by
the proposed project. Oak tree removal and grading activities could result in take of this
CSC species.

Southwestern pond turties do not presently scour on the property, but could enter the
drainage or the perennial reservoir from outside source populations. Project activities
that disturb the drainage could resuit in disturbance or take of pond turtles. Turtles are
also known to over-summer in underground burrows; therefore, grading activities
conducted adjacent to potential turtle habitat could also result in take of pond turtles.

Sharp-shinned hawk, loggerhead shrike, white tatied kite, and various other nesting birds
could nest onsife. Take could occur during tree and shrub removal. Peregrine falcons
forage on the subject site, but no potential nesting habitat is present at the Landfill. The
local falcons currently forage successfully above and near the Landfill, and are
accustomed to equipment operation in the vicinity, therefore, this project is not expected
to have a significant impact on this species and no mitigation is required. While
ferruginous hawks are not expected to nest onsite there is the potential this species
could winter onsite.

Pallid bat, Townsend's big-eared bat, western red bat, and western mastiff bat could
occur in oak tree cavities and small abandoned butidings on the property. Removal of
trees and abandoned structures could impact special status bats.

American badger could use annual grasslands, coastal scrub, ruderal, and agrestal
habitats in the expansicon area. Approximately 33.8 acres of habitat usable by badgers
would be removed. Indirect impacts to badgers include the loss of foraging and denning
habitat. Direct impacts could occur if a badger takes up residence on the site prior to
grading aclivities.

a. Mitigation —

BR/mm-8 — Prior to all ground-disturbing activities, a qualified biologist shall
provide pre-construction training to all workers invelved in site activities. This
training shall consist of instruction on special-status species with potential to oceur
on the property and their habitals. Workers shall be instructed as to appropriate
contacts and how to proceed if special-status species on the project site are
observed.

BR/mm-8 — A biological monitor qualified to capture and move legless lizards
shall be present during all initial ground-disturbing activities. The monitor shall
capture and relocate silvery legless lizards disturbed during tree clearance and initial
site grading. In addition, the monitor shall rake loose soil within oak woodlands prior
to excavation to find and move legless lizards. Efforts shall focus on refocation of
silvery legless lizards to safe habitat outside the expansion area.

BR/imm-10 ~ Within two weeks prior to ihitiation of project components, a
qualified biotogist shall conduct a pre-construction survey for roosting bals. If bats
are not found, tree and/or building removal can proceed. If bats are observed, bat
exclusion measures shalt be instituted prior to disturbance. |f maternal bat colonies
are found they shall not be disturbed until young bals have lefl the site.
Subsequently bat exclusion measures shall be instituted prior fo disturbance.

BR/mm-11 — Prior to vegetation removal and grading in the drainage area, a
gualified biclogist shall conduct a pre-construction survey for Southwestern pond
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turtles to find and relocate to safe habitat any turtles present in the expansion area.
Southwestern pond turtle surveys identification shall occur again if activity in the
drainage stops for more than one year before commencing again.

BR/mm-12 — A pre-consfruction survey shall be conducted within 30 days prior
to construction or grading for each of the following activities - the RRP, the new
entrance road, the earthen noise berm, and Modules 11 through 16 to identiify if
badgers are using the site. The results of the survey shall be sent to the County
Department of Planning and Building. If the pre-construction survey finds potential
badger dens, they shall be inspected to determine whether they are occupied. The
survey shall then be expanded to cover the entire properly, and shall examine both
old and new dens. If it is not feasible to completely inspect potential badger dens
from the entrance, a fiber optic scope shalt be used to examine the entire den.
Inactive dens shall be excavated by hand with a shovel to prevent re-use of dens
during canstruction.

To avoid disturbance and the possibility of direct take of adults and nursing young,
no grading shall occur within 100 feet of active badger dens hetween February and
July. Between July 1 and February 1, all potential badger dens shalil be inspected to
determine if badgers are present. If badger dens are found on the property during
the pre-construction survey, the CDFG wildlife biologist for the area shall be
contacted 1o review current allowable management practices such as establishing
buffers around dens, and relocating badgers.

BR/imm-13 —~ A qualified biologist shall survey the project area 48 hours before
the onset of work activities that could disturb CRLF habitat identified onsite. If
any life stage of the CRLF is found and these individuals are likely to be killed or
injured by work activifies, construction shall be halted and the relevant regulatory
agencies (i.e., USFWS, CDFG, County of San Luis Obispo) shall be notified to
develop appropriate measures o avoid or minimize the potential for take of CRLF.

b. Findings - Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-120 through V-122 of the Final EIR.

6. Impact BR-6; The proposed project would remove approximately 90 percent of the
Obispo Indian paintbrush population located in the expansion and earthen noise
berm areas. The applicant has submitted an Obispo Indian Paintbrush Mitigation and
Monitoring Plan (MMP} that identilies an area onsite that should be used as a mitigalion
site. However, this site, althaugh designated as “closed” on maps provided by the
applicant, would be re-disturbed during construction of Modute 10 and would not provide
hiabitat in perpetuity.

a. Mitigation —

BR/mm-14 — Prior {0 issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the Obispo Indian
Faintbrush Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (MMP) that has been prepared for this
project shall be revised and a proposed new location for the mitigation shall be
identified. The new site {preferably onsite) shall be protected in perpetuity and be
located as close o the project site as feasible. Mitigation shall consisi of seed
collection onsite and direct sowing at the identified offsite location. Mitigation will be
deemed complete when an annual count of Obispo Indian paintbrush reaches levels
comparable to baseline sile conditions identified during initial surveys of the
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expansion area performed by Althouse and Meade. The MMP shall be approved by
the County Departiment of Planning and Building and the CDFG prior to issuance of
the grading permit.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or aveid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-122 thraugh V-123 of the Final EIR.
E. Climate Change/Greenhouse Gas Emissions {Class II)

1. Cumulative Impact: Mitigable impacts associated with the proposed project would
contribute to worldwide cumulative impacts. No single project is considerad large
enough to individually affect climate change. GHG impacts, including those described
above, alt contribute cumulatively with those produced worldwide, to affect climate
change.

a. Mitigation —

GHG/mm-1 — The Landfill shall employ all feasible methods to limit GHG
production for the life of the project. Bi-annually, the applicant shall submit a
report to the Department of Planning and Building and SLOAPCD describing GHG
emission control programs implemented at the Landfill. The report shall describe
control program components, predicted and actual emission reductions, and
calculate current emission rates at the Landfill. The report shall also identify
successes and failures in the program and recommend methods for improving the
programs in fufure years.

GHG/mm-2 — Potential GHG Control Strategies. There are a number of methods
that the applicant may incorporate into the project to recduce or offset GHG emissions
from the Landfili. These are described below. It is anticipated that because this field
is currently developing, new measures may also be available as GHG regulations
and associated technologies develop. Mitigation measure GHG/mm-1 has been
written {o allow the applicant and reguiatory agencies flexibility in determining which
method may be most appropriate based on available technology, emerging
regulation, and economic feasibility. a. Increased Capture Efficiency. The analysis
above assumes that approximately 63 percent of the GHGs resulting from
decomposition of Landfill waste are captured. If the capture rate can be improved,
significant reductions in GHG surface emissions could be made. Capture rates may
be increased through more aggressive engineering of the landfill gas capture
system, or through implementation of bioreactor technology. A bioreactor is a landfill
process in which a disposal area is entirely covered in plastic sheeting to maximize
methane capture. Water is also added o the waste to speed decomposition and
methane production. Ultimately, the waste creates the same amount of methane as
it would in a traditional landfill, but it is generated more quickly and is more likely io
be captured rather than leak from the surface. It has been estimated that capture
rates may be as high as 85 percent with bioreactor technology. Utilizing this
technology, however, may have secondary impacts, including increased water
consumption and visual impacts. b. Increased Diversion of Organic Material. Food
waste and other organic products that cannot now be recycled generally represent
about 20 percent of the waste stream in a landfill. This material is generally buried in
tandfills where it eventually degrades to methane. Collecting food waste is
technically feasible and is currently being done in other communities. The food
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waste can be biodigested either anaerobically for fuel production or aerobically in
static piles or ag bags. Food waste collection could potentially be implemented on a
phased basis (e.g., stariing with grocery stores and restaurants) and then integrated
info home disposal. Besides significantly reducing future tand fi methane
production, this measure could reduce the amount of soil excavation and cover
required each year, thereby reducing equipment operation emissions. It could alsc
profong landfilf life. c. Development of Onsite Renewable Energy. The applicant
could mitigate for the increased electrical consumption through development of
renewable energy, such as wind, solar, or installation of a new LFG-to-anergy
system, onsite. d. Operate Diesel Fleet on Biodiesel Fuels. Biodiesel has a
favorabie energy and global warming profile, because it returns over three times the
energy required to produce . Since Biediesel contains almost no suffur, it is also
compatible with add-on NOX control devices (catalytic converters). According to the
National Renewable Energy Laboratory, “significant reductions of particulate matter,
carbon monoxide, and hydrocarbon emissions can be achieved with biodiesel use.”
The applicant could choose to convert a portion or all of the dieset fieet to biodiese!
fuels to mitigate for the increased diesel consumption associated with the project, e,
Cap and Trade Programs. In some instances a project or business cannot fully
reduce fts onsite emissions fo a less than significant level. In these cases, regulatory
bedies have impiemented a system of frading emissions, whereby one source is
reduced (through controls, retiring old equipment, etc.) and the other source is
aflowed to build or operate. Since GHGs are not a localized phenomenan, viable
and verifiable emissions reduced at any source will provide a net overall benefit. f. As
a part of GHG/mm-1, the applicant could develop a GHG program independently or
as part of a larger market. Pending federal and state legislation wilt initiate cap and
trade programs where by the Landfill could purchase emission credits from various
industrial sources. The applicant could also work with SLOAPCD 1o develop an
offset program, similar to the ones already developed (i.e., bus buyback, transit
support} to mitigate for other air quality impacts. g. Maintain or expand the existing
gas export to the cilfield or construct onsite LFG-to-energy conversion system to
offset existing power demands. h. Utilize alternative fuel vehicles and low carbon
fuels. i. Develop a trip reduction plan for the site. j. Comply with ARB Early Action
Measure “LLandfill Methane Control Measures.” K. Shut off delivery vehicle engines
within two minutes of arrivai in the area unless maneuvering. |. Stagger schedufing of
deliveries to the extent feasible. m, Vehicle operators shall be made aware of the no
idle zone, including a nctification by letter to companies controlling cut of the area
drivers. n. Prominently lettered signs shall be posted in the receiving dock area to
remind drivers to turn off their engines.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have baen required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence - Please refer fo pages V-134 through V-138 of the Final EIR.

2. Secondary Impact of GHG/mm-2: The renewable energy option may have
secondary impacts associaied with aesthetic resources as solar panels and/or wind
turbines may be visible from public roads. Bevelopment of wind turbines may also result
in biological impacis as they could be incompatible with the raptor program.
Implementing bioreactor technology may increase water consumption and result in
additional aesthetic impacts.

a. Mitigation —

Exhibit C - CEQA Findings {Planning Commission) Page C-28

71 0f 170



Attachment 10

3-72

AESimm-13 — See above.
BR/mm-1 to -14 — See above.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorperated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages V-11 through V-18, V-113 through V-
123, V-279 through V-282, and V-135 through V-137 of the Final EIR.

F. Cultural Resources (Class i)

1. Impact PR-1: Disturbance of native materials associated with construction of the
RRP and excavation of Modules 10 through 16 and the detention basin/storage
ponds, have the potential to impact significant paleontological resources. Potential
impacts are expected to occur where proposed construction activities such as trenching,
boring, grading, and excavation would result in the disturbance of a significant
paleontological resource. The Edna Member of the Pismo Formation has a high
potential to produce significant paleontological resources. These sediments would be
impacted by proposed new cui areas for Modutes 10 through 186; the two new westerly
detention basins; a portion of the northem detention basin; a portion of the proposed
changes to the Materials Recovery Facility (MRF}; the construction of the new entrance,
scalehouse, and other access roads; and, installation of proposed landscaping aiong the
southwestern and southern property boundaries. The upper (diatomaceous) Monterey
Formation has a high potential to produce significant paleontological resources. These
sedimenis would be impacted by the proposed new Resource Recovery Park (RRP),
changes to the MRF, new northern detention basin, and proposed landscaping atong the
soltheastern property boundary of the Landfill.

a. Mitigation —

PR/mm-1 — Prior to issuance of the initial Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
submit for the review and approval by the Department of Planning and Building, a
Paleontological Monitoring and Recovery Plan (PMRP}. The plan shall include the
following, at minimum: a. List of personnel involved in the monitoring activities; b.
Clear identification of what portions of the project {e.q. phases, areas of the site,
types of activities) require monitoring; ¢. Description of how the monitoring shall
occur; d. Description of fraquency of monitoring (e.g., full-time, part-time, spot
checking); e. Description of what resources are expected to be encountered; f.
Description of circumstances that would result in the “work diversion” at the project
site; g. Description of procedures for diverting work on the site and natification
procedures; h. Description of monitoring reporting procedures; i. Disposition of
collected materials; j. Proposed analysis of resuits of data recovery and collected
materials, including timeline of {inal analysis results; and, k. Description of the
applicant’s responsibilities. The project proponent is responsibie to bear all costs
associated with this mitigation plan including preparation of specimens to the
curation standards of the repository and curation fees, as applicable.

PR/mm-2 ~ During all applicable ground disturbing construction activities, the
applicant shall implement the PMRP measures as delineated in the PMRP.

PR/mm-3 ~ Upon completion of each Module, 10 through 16, and the detention
basins and pond, and upon complietion of excavation associated with the RRP,
the County-approved paleontologist shall submit a report to the Depariment of
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Planning and Building summarizing all monitoring/mitigation activities, confirming that
all recommended mitigation measures have been met, and including analysis of all
discoveries per the PMRP. In the event that any of the grading/excavation activities
oceur concurrently, completion reports can be combined.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have beeh required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or aveid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-141 through V-143 of the Final EIR.

2. Impact AR-1: Earthwork and other ground-disturbing activities associated with
construction of the new entrance road and Modules 12, 14, 15, and 16 may impact
Areas 1 through 4, potentially impacting subsurface pre-historic or historical
archaeological resources. Excavation of Modules 14, 15, and 16 would potentially
result in impacts t¢ Area 1. Proposed new grading for a new entrance will destroy
foundations and possible subsurface historic archaeological features associated with
Area 2. Excavation of Modules 12 and 14 would potentially impact known histeric
archaeoclogical resources and probable subsurface historic archaeclogical resources
associated with Area 3. The proposed new cut area for Module 14 would create impacts
to known historic archaeological resources and probable subsurface historic
archaeological resources associaied with Area 4.

a. Mitigation —

AR/mm-1 - Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shaill submit
for the review and approval by the Department of Planning and Building, an
Archaeoclogical Monitoring and Recovery Plan (AMRP). The plan shall include, at
minimum: a. List of personnel invelved in the monitoring activities; b. Clear
identification of what portions of the project (e.g., phases, areas of the site, types of
activities); ¢. Description of how the monitoring shall oceur; d. Description of
monitoring frequency; e. Description of what resources are expected to be
encountered; f. Description of circumstances that would result in the “work diversion”
at the project site; g. Description of procedures for diverting work on the site and
notification procedures; h. Description of monitoring reporting procedures; i.
Disposition of collected materials; j. Praposed analysis of results of data recovery
and colfected materials, including timeline of final analysis results; and, k. Project
proponent’s responsibilities (the project proponent is responsible for ali costs
associated with this mitigation plan including preparation of specimens and curation
fees).

AR/mm-2 —- During all applicable ground disturhing construction activities, the
applicant shall implement the AMRP measures.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance,

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-148 through V-149 of the Finat EIR.
G. Geology and Soils (Class )

1. Impact GEO-1: Grading activities have the potential to result in unstable cut and
fill slopes, a potentlally significant impact. A potential for slope instability may exist if
grading for the Landfill expansion results in excavation into the existing fill along the
northeastern side of the existing disposal area. Significant grading may alsc ocour in
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conjunction with the construction of the RRP, road construction, and the construction of
the new entrance. Significant fill slopes would resuit when the spoils from the
excavation are stockpiled in the three designated stockpile areas for later use as cover
material. Grading activities could result in slope instability due to the situation of fill over
cut slopes, or if slope support is compromised, such as if material is removed from the
base of slopes, slopes are over-steepened, runoff is allowed to fiow in an uncontrolled
manner over the faces of slopes, grading results in the introduction of subsurface water,
fill is improperly placed over cut slopes, or if inappropriate fiil materials are used.
Drainage patterns can be disturbed, and concentration of runoff can occur if grading is
performed in an improper manner.

a. Mitigation —

GEQ/mm-1 - Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the project Soils
Engineer shall review the final grading plans for the Landfill expansion, the RRP, the
stockpiles, the new access road, and the new entrance, to verify conformance with
the 2007 California Building Code, Appendix Chapter 33 of the 2001 California
Building Code, Title 19 of the County of San Luis Obispo Building and Construction
Ordinance, and other applicable standards. Recommendations regarding gradients
for temporary and permanent slopes, special consideration to areas of fill over cut,
and the need for terraces in temporary slopes shall be provided as necessary. As
applicable, ptans shall be amended fo include these provisions and shall be adhered
to during all grading and construction activities.

b. Findings ~ Changes or alterations have been requiired in, or incorporated into, the
praject which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-171 through V-172 of the Final EIR.

2. Impact GEO-2: Proposed grading activities would result in exposed soils,
including stockpiled soils that would be susceptible to the erosive effects of wind,
ratn, and surface runoff. The soils at the site have a moderate to very high erosion
potential, which could be increased when the soils are exposed during grading activities.
Stockpiled soils would also be vulnerable to erosion. The extent and severity of
increased erosion potential is related to the type of soil, the velocity of concentrated
runoff that may come into contact with unprotected soil, and the length of time during
which unprotected soils are in contact with concentrated runoff. Generally, the steeper
the slopes, the less cohesive the soils, and the longer the soils are unprotected and
exposed to environmental elements, the greater the impact.

a. Mitigation —

GEO/mm-2 — Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the project Soils
Engineer shall review the final grading plans for the Landfill expansion, the RRP, the
stockpiles, the new access road, and the new entrance, to verify conformance with
the 2007 California Building Code, Appendix Chapter 33 of the 2001 California
Building Code, Title 19 of the County of San Luis Obispo Building and Construction
Ordinance, and other applicable standards. Recommendations regarding gradients
for temporary and permanent slopes, special consideration to areas of fill over cul,
and the need for terraces in temporary slopes shall be provided as necessary. As
applicable, plans shall be amended to include these provisions and shalt be adhered
to during all grading and construction activities.
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b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-172 through V-173 of the Final EIR.

3. Impact GEO-2: The surficial soils at the Landfil where buildings are proposed
have the potential to be expansive. Expansive soils tend to swell, or expand, with
seasonal ingreases in soil moisture, and shrink, or contract, as the soils become drier
during the summer months. The expansion-coniraction cycle can create a substantial
risk o property, and can contribute to downslope creep of soils on slopes. Test results
indicated a low expansion potential for soit sampled at the existing MRF, and in the
borings drilled in other areas of the Landfill, the overburden soils were described as silty
sands, which typically exhibit little, if any, expansiveness. There may be other localized
areas of the Landfill, however, where more expansive scils may be present.

a. Mitigation —

GEO/mm-3 - Prior to issuance of the grading permit or building permits for
proposed structures, the applicant shall submil soils engineering repori(s) prepared
by a Soils Engineer. The report shall conform to Sections 1802.2 through 1802.6 {(or
other applicable sections) of the 2007 Catiformia Building Code, and Appendix
Chapter 33 of the 2001 California Building Code, as adopted by the County of San
Luis Obispo. The soils reports shall address expansion potential and, if determined
to be warranted, provide appropriate recommendations for expansive soil mitigation.
The recommendations presented in the soits engineering repott shall be
implemented during construction.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to page V-173 of the Final EIR.

4. Impact GEO-4: Grading activities would potentially encounter springs and seeps,
which could affect erosion control efforts and drainage facilities. There is a
moderate potential for springs and seeps to occur within the claystone and siltstone of
the Monterey formation, Groundwater may flow along fracture and bedding planes
within the bedrock, or as perchad water along the surface of the hedrock. [f a water-
bearing layer within the bedrock or perched water flowing at the secil/rock interface
daylights, either naturally or as a result of grading, springs or seeps could occur.

a. Mitigation —

GEO/mm-4 — During construction, the Soils Engineer shall abserve grading
operations, and any unusuat subsurface conditions encountered during grading
should be brought to histher attention. Recommendations regarding mitigation shall
be provided by the Soils Engineer on an as-needed basis and implemented by the
applicant. Such recommendations may include, but are not imited to, backdrains,
intercept drains, or diversion ditches.

b. Findings ~ Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-173 through V-174 of the Final EIR.
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5. Impact GEO-5: Habitable buildings sited over Monterey formation materials may
be subjected to radon gas. Accumulation of radon gas within a structure can create
significant health risks. The Monterey formation, a Tertiary marine sedimentary rock
unit, 1s a potential source of radon. Monterey formation is present in the northwest
region of the expansion area, where the RRP is planned.

a. Mitigation -

GEO/mm-5 — Prior to issuance of construction permits for habitable structures
founded on cut or fill materials derived from Monterey formation bedrock,
radon gas testing shall be conducted by a certified professional. The results shall be
submitted lo the County Department of Planning and Building. In the event that
radon gas is determined to be present, buildings shall be designed and constructed
in accordance with Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) guidelines for minimizing
impacts associated with radon gas exposure.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to page V-174 of the Final EIR.

6. Impact GEO-6: Buildings and other improvements may be subjected to strong
ground shaking and associated damage due to seismic activity. The site is located
in a region traditionally characterized by moderate to high seismic activity, which could
result in damage to structures and other improvements due to ground shaking.

a. Mitigation —

GEO/mm-6 — Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed and/or building permits
for proposed structures (i.e., the RRP building, maintenance building, MRF
addition, scalehouse, etc.}, the applicant shall submit a scils engineering repori(s)
prepared by a Soils Engineer. The report shall conform to Sections 1802.2 through
1802.6 (or other applicable sections) of the 2007 California Building Code, and
Appendix Chapter 33 of the 2001 California Building Code, as adopted by the
County of San Luis Obispo. The report shall provide seismic parameters for use in
design. Plans for structures shall be designed in accordance with the seismic
parameters presented in the soils engineering report and the applicable sections of
the California Building Code.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer ta page V-175 of the Final EIR.

7. Impact GEQ-7: Seismically-induced slope failure has the potential to impact the
permanent and interim waste slopes within the modules. While most of the landfill is
underlain by shallow rock that would not be prone to seismically-induced slope failure,
there is a potential for seismically-induced slope failure to occur in the stockpile slopes.,

a. Mitigation —

GEO/mm-7 — Plans for landfill expansion modules shall be in accordance with
the recommendations presented by Shaw Environmental, Inc. that are
consistent with those required for Class lll landfills. These recommendations
include, but are not limited to: Maximum waste elevation for interim slopes shall be
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340 feet and maximum interim waste sidesiopes shall not exceed 3.5 horizontat to
one verical.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have heen required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-175 through V-176 of the Finai EIR.

8. impact GEO-8. Seismically-induced slope failure has the potential to impact the
stockpile slopes and the slopes surrounding the basins. While most of the landfiil is
underlain by shatiow rock that would not be prone to seismically-induced slope failure,
there is a potential for seismically-induced slope failure to occur in the stockpile slopes
and in slopes surrounding the basins.

a. Mitigation —

GEO/mm-8 — Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall
submit a report(s) of slope stability analysis addressing the stockpile slopes and
basins. The recommendations of the report shall be implemented during
construction. The report shall inciude, but not be limited to, a numerical slope
stability analysis under seismic conditions and, for the ponds, under the conditions
that would be present in the event of seepage from the ponds; and spacific
recommendations tor stabilization, including but not limited to, decreasing slope
angles, decreasing slope heights, utilization of retention systems, and siope
reinforcement.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment {o a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-175 through V-176 of the Final EIR.

9. Impact GEO-9: Seismically-induced settlement has the potential to impact the
landfill expansion modules. While most of the Landfill is underlain by shallow rock that
would not be prone to seismically-induced settlement, there is a potential for seismically-
induced seitlement of the filled modules.

a. Mitigation -~
GEO/mm-7 - See above.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to page V-176 of the Final EIR.

10. Impact GEQO-10: The proposed compost runoff pond, the new detention basin, and
existing basins may be impacted by seiches (i.e., a single water wave in a pond,
reservoir, etc. generated by earthquakes).

a. Mitigation —

GEO-mm-9 — New basins shall be designed with sufficient freeboard to
accommaodate the seiche waves, or in such a manner that overtopping of basins
can occur without damage to downslope areas due to flooding or erosion. The
assessment shall be conducted by a qualified civil engineer,
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b. Findings — Changes or aiterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer {o pages V-176 through V-177 of the Final EIR.

H. Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Class Ii)

1.

Impact HAZ-2: Increasing waste disposal has the potential to attract birds,
increasing potential hazard to air traffic using the San Luis Obispo County
Regional Airport. The proposed increase of waste and addition of accepted materiails is
expected to be an attractant to gulls and other scavenging birds. These birds may
impact the windshields, engines, or propellers of aircraft associated with the San Luis
Obispo Airport, making the aircraft partially or completely inoperable.

a. Mitigation —

HAZ/mm-3 - Additional Bird Deterrent Program. [n the event that a hawk/falcon
program proves unsuccessiul, the Landfill shall implement additional bird deterrent
strategies. These strategies may include use of kites, reflectors, and/ar overhead
wires, as applicable.

HAZ/mm-4 - Birdstrike Monitoring. Prior to the Notice to Proceed and prior to
construction of each subsequent disposal area module, the applicant shall
provide verification that birdstrikes for approaching airplanes (those most likely to be
affected by birds atiracted to the Landfil) at the San Luis Obispo County Airport have
not increased duse to the operations at the Landfill. Verifying evidence shall include
available birdstrike information compiled by the San Luis Obispo County Regional
Airport, and include the location of strikes and the type of bird involved (if available).

h. Findings — Changes or alierations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

<. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-185 through V-196 of the Final EIR.

Secondary Impact of HAZ/mm-3: Using an overhead wire “grid” system to control
birds would potentially introduce an additional visual element to the disposal area
and could periodically silhouette from some public roads when work occurs near
a ridgeline or topographic highpoint on the site. Poles would need to be erected to
support the grid. These would potentially be 20 to 30 feet in height and visible from
public view corridors. Grids are made of thin wire spaced between one and two meters
and would not necessarily be visible enough to significantly impact visual resources —
particularly when considered in conjunction with the other activities in the disposal area
{e.g., heavy equipment, Landfill infrastructure, litter fencing, etc.) No additional
mitigation is required.

a. Mitigation -
AES/mm-13 — See above.

b. Findings ~ Changes or ailterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a levet of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-11 through V-18 and V-195 through
V-196 of the Final EIR.
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3. Impact HAZ-3: Construction activities, expansion, and ongoing operation of the
Landfill would potentially expose employees and adjacent residents to accidental
fire. A fire at the Landfili would result in smoke, odors, structural damage, injury, and the
release of potentially toxic fumes. The Landfill is located in a moderate fire hazard zone
due to surrounding vegetation and local climate. The proposed project expansion is not
expected to alter this ranking nor affect emergency response from local services, which
has been estimated to be between five and ten minutes by CAL FIRE. Potential fire
hazards at the Landfill include: 1) Household, electronic, and universal hazardous waste
that could be highly flammable. The increased amount of this materiai will have a
commensurate increase of potential toxic air contaminants shouid a fire occur. 2)
Uncontrolled accumulation of landfill gas that increases the potential for explosion and
fire hazard. 3) Construction and operation of structures and facilities and use of heavy
equipment that wouid expose employees and neighboring residences to accidental fire.

a. Mitigation -

HAZ/mm-5 ~ Fire Prevention, Control, and Mitigation Plan. Prior to issuance of
the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall provide verification that a Fire Prevention,
Controi, and Mitigation Plan has been developed/amended to the satisfaction of CAL
FIRE.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to page V-197 of the Final EIR.

4. Impact HAZ-4: The Landfill would potentially result in the unintended spread of
plant disease such as SOD and unwanted pests such as the LBAM. The practice of
accepting and using green waste as ADC has the potential to transfer vegetative and
arboreal diseases. Pathogens and noxious pests include the pine pitch canker that
could spread to pines surrounding the Landfill property, Sudden Oak Death (SOD) that
could be transported by commercial haulers or members of the public to oaks and other
species at the facility, and Light Brown Apple Month (LBAM) that could be introduced to
the area by unprocessed green waste. LBAM is of particular concern because it can
damage a wide range of crops and other plants including redwoods, oaks and many
other varieties commonly found in California’s urban and natural environment, The list of
agricultural crops that could be damaged by this pest inciudes grapes, citrus, stone fruit
{peaches, plums, nectarines, cherries, apricots).

a. Mitigation —

HAZ/mm-6 — Plant Disease Education Program. Prior to Issuance of the Notice
to Proceed, the applicant shall develop educational materials regarding SOD and
LBAM for public and private customers dropping off green waste at the Landfill. The
information shall include descriptions of the distribution of the diseases, how to
identify them, management practices for dealing with infected trees, and disposal
guidelines. Material shall be produced in coordination with the County Department of
Agriculture. This information shall also be posted on the Landfill website directly or
by a link to another site.

HAZ/mm-7 — Export/Transfer of Green waste. If any portion of green waste/ wood
wasle program includes exportation or transfer of any pre-composted materiat off-
site, the following shall apply: a. The operator shall contact the County Department of
Agriculture to determine any known problematic insects or pathogens, and/or
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quarantine areas that relate to green waste or wood waste. A vector control program
shall be established for affected haulers where material brought on-site shali be kept
separate. b. On a quarterly basis, or as determined appropriale by the County
Department of Agriculture, the operator shall contact the County Department of
Agriculture relating to the discovery or containment of problem pests. If such
situations develop, the operator will comply with the County Depariment of
Agriculture’s recommendations to ensure containment and avoid the spread of the
identified vector.

b. Findings - Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificancea.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer {0 pages V-198 through V-1939 of the Final EIR.
. Noise (Class il)

1. Impact NS-2: Noise from the use of existing Stockpile 1 (located on the top deck)
would intermittently exceed the County’s daytime hourly Leq standard of 50 dBA
at adjacent property lines. The proposed project would require use of existing
stockpiles and the development of a new stockpile. The new stockpile near the center of
the southern boundary of the expansion area would acoustically shield a portion of the
southeastern property ling; however, any noise level raductions provided by the stockpile
would be offset by the ongoing activities associated with use of the stockpile. Given that
the stockpile locations are nearly adjacent to the nearest property line(s), noise resulting
fram activity at the stockpiles would exceed the stationary noise threshold,

a. Mitigation —
AES/mm-4 — See above.
AES/mm-5 — Seea above.

NS/mm-4 — Noise — Stockpile Management. Prior to issuance of the Notice to
Proceed, in order to reduce stockpile aclivity adjacent to property lines, the applicant
shall revise the proposed grading plans and re-allocate the material from the
proposed stockpile (i.e., southeastern property line) to existing Stockpiles 1 and 3, o
the extent feasible. If these stockpiles cannot accommodate all of the material, the
remaining material shall be located in a new location as far away from the property
line(s) as feasible, potentially adjacent to existing Module 8 and proposed Module
1.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-13 and V-226 through V-227 of the
Final EIR.

2. Impact NS-3: Noise levels from green and wood waste processing using the tub
grinder would exceed the County’s Leq standard of 50 dBA at the nearest property
line where the tub grinder would be located. Noise would be generated by the tub
grinder and other equipment on the top deck of the Landfilk. This impact, relating to
green and wood waste processing for ADC and cogeneration, stems from us of a
chipper, loader, and rell-away dumpsters. The former CO produced a Leag of
approximately 85 dBA and an Lmax of 80 dBA at 100 feet when the tub grinder is in use.
At the nearest property line (Site B), the Leq is approximately 73 dBA. At Site D, the Leq
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is as high as 55 dBA. Once equipment is moved to the top deck, the distance 1o the
nearest property line {to the north)} would also be approximately 900 feetl; therefore it can
be concluded that the Leq at the nearest property line would also be 60 dBA. This
exceeds the 50 dBA threshold.

a. Mitigation -
AES/mm-4 — See above.
AES/mm-5 — See above.

NS/mm-5 — Noise Attenuation - Tub Grinder. Prior to issuance of the Notice to
Proceed, to reduce noise from the tub grinder, the applicant shalt design and
construct an effective noise barrier around the grinder (acoustic material used could
be earth, concrete, straw bales, or some cther acoustically dense material). The
barrier design and location shall be approved by a qualified acoustical consultant and
reviewed by the County. This measure shall be re-applied whenever the tub grinder
is moved from one pre-approved location o another. Exterior color andfor material
shall blend with the existing backdrop.

NS/mm-6 — Noise Monitoring, the appticant shall have a qualified acoustical
monitor identify noise levels at the property line resulting from the processing of
grean and wood waste {including tub grinder). If the Leq is still above 50 dBA, within
six months from the confirmation of noise levels the applicant shall implement the
following measure: 1. Enclose the tub grinder based on the results of the monioring
efforts and recommendations. The enclosure design shall be reviewed by a qualified
acoustic consultant. The applicant shall provide verification that the proposed
enclosure would reduce noise levels such that the 50 dBA threshold can be
achieved.

NS/mm-7 — Noise Monitoring — During Green and Wood Waste Processing.
Within 30 days after implementation of NS/mm-6, the applicant shall provide
verification that the noise levels produced by green and wood waste processing are
less than the 50 dBA at the property lines. If acceptable noise levels are not
achieved additional measures shall be developed to reduce noise to acceptable
levels.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a fevel of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-13 and V-227 through V-229 of the
Final EIR.

3. Impact NS-5: Noise levels from the entrance relocation would exceed the County’s
Leq standard of 50 dBA at the nearest property line. The proposed entrance re-
tocation would result in moving traffic entering the facility to as close as 200 feet from the
southeastern property line. The FHWA Model was used to calculate hourly Leq values
for on-site traffic along the main entrance road during a peak hour. The analysis showed
that the peak hour Leq at 350 feet (approximate distance to closest residence) would be
52 6 dBA for 2031 traffic conditions. Therefore, the gperational noise would exceed the
County's 50 dBA daytime Leq standard, as measured at the property line (as this is
closer to the noise source then the measured residence}.

a. Mitigation -
NS/mm-1 - See above.
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NS/mm-2 — See above.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-231 through V-232 of the Final EIR.

Impact N§-8: Heavy machinery used for construction activities could produce
excessive noise, if the equipment is not adequately muffled. Noise from
construction activities will be generated at various locations within the Landfill for limited
time periods throughout the project’s fife. Noise-producing construction activities would
include: a} construction of the entrance, scalehouse, RRP, and MRF; b) grading
activities, such as for the module excavation, and the noise mitigation berms; and, ¢)
demolition activities. Generally these individual activities would occur over a period of
weeks or months, but in less than a year's time. Some would occur simultaneocusly, and
others would require conclusion of one activity before another begins.

Generalty, significant sources of man-made vibration are sonic booms, blasting, pile
driving, pavement breaking, demolition, diesel locomotives, and rail-car coupling. With
the exception of the demglition and pavement breaking activities related to the removal
of the existing scalehouse RRP, and other structures at the Landfill entrance, these
activities are not proposed. The primary vibration source during the construction and
operation of the project would be from the farge engines running heavy equipment and
loaded trucks.

a. Mitigation -

NS/mm-10 — Construction Noise — Heavy Equipment. The applicant shall ensure
that all heavy equipment items have the manufacturer's recommended noise
abatement measures, such as mufflers, engine covers, and engine vibration isolators
intact and operational. Internal combustion engines used for any purpose on or
related to the job shall be equipped with a muffler or baffle of a type recommended
by the manufacturer.

b. Findings ~ Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-234 through V-236 of the Final EIR.

J. Transportation and Circulation (Class Il)

1.

Impact TC-1: Development of the proposed road improvements, if not done to
Caltrans standards, would impact the level of service on Highway 227 at the
facility entrance and may create an unsafe intersection at Highway 227 and
Patchett Road. Total average delays at the Highway 227/proposed driveway
intersection would remain within the LOS A range during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour
periods. Vehicle delays on the wastbound approach would be within the LOS B range.
Existing plus project traffic at the proposed Landfill driveway would be below the
minimum peak hour traffic signal warrant criteria. The total cumulative peak hour traffic
demands would not satisfy the minimum eriteria requiring a separate northbound right
turn fane on Highway 227. Proposed improvements, if they do not consider Patchett
Road, a local, County-maintained road, would potentially conflict with turning movements
on Patchett Road.

a. Mitigation —
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TC/imm-1 Prior to issuance of construction permits for the new entrance, the
applicant shall provide verification to the Department of Public Works that the
proposed improvements meet or exceed Caltrans standards for Highway 227.
Specifically, the improvements shall include, but not be limited to the following: a.
The southbound left turn and northbound acceleration lanes on Highway 227 shall
be designed to accommodate a high percentage of large vehicles. b. The proposed
driveway shall be designed {o maximize the availability of sight distance for vehicles
exiting the Landfill (minimize potential impact to vehicles on Highway 227}. ¢. The
proposed off-site improvements shall be designed to minimize any potential conflict
with vehicles at the intersection of Highway 227 and Patcheit Road.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence ~ Please refer to pages V-245 through V250 of the Final EIR.

2. Secondary Impact: The proposed improvements along Highway 227 would impact

wetlands and riparian vegetation associated with the existing drainage. During
construction of the new entrance, Highway 227 would be widened and existing culverts
under Highway 227 would be replaced with oversized culverts to improve the hydrology
and drainage of water onto neighboring property. This would require temporary
disturbance of wetland waters, and permanent removal of up to 7,500 square feet (0.2
acre) of jurisdictional wetland.

a. Mitigation —
BR/mm-5 ~ See above.
BR/mm-6 — See above.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment 1o a level of
insignificance.

¢. Supportive Evidence — Please refer fo pages V-118 through V-117 and V-245
through V-250 of the Final EIR.

K. Water Resources (Class 11}

1.

Impact WR-4: The proposed on-site water supply may be incapable of providing
potable water supply for employees of the Landfill. The Landfill currently meets
potable water demands through use of bottled water. There is no water quality data from
the Weir wells, however they were previously used as the potable water source for the
Weir residences, and therefore most likely would be able to meet potable water quality
standards, particularly if treated.

a, Mitigation —

WR/mm-7 - Transient Water Supply. Prior to issuance of the Notice to
Proceed, the applicant shall provide verification to the County Department of
Planning and Building that it has been permitted by the Division of Environmental
Health fo function as a “non-transient, non-community water system,” or that it has
heen granted an exemption to this standard. The Landfill shalt comply with all
applicable regulations, including posting signs that indicate groundwater is non-
potable, if necessary.
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b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
praject which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.

c. Supporiive Evidence ~ Please refer to pages V-279 through V-280 of the Final EIR.

2. Impact WR-5: The proposed project would potentially violate water quality
standards and/or waste discharge requirements. Impacts to surface water quality
could result from fugitive trash entering the water, from erosion of the Landfill sfopes,
from stormwater runoff from all components of the proiect, including the MRF and RRP,
and from dust from the Landfill settling off-site, for example.

a. Mitigation —

WR/mm-8 — Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed for any components of
the propaosed project, and prior to development of each subsequent module, the
applicant shall provide verification to the Department of Planning and Building, that
any WDR violations have been addressed 1o the satisfaction of the RWQCE. Any
violations that require improvements shall be reviewed by the County for permit
requirements prior fo taking action on the response plan,

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or ingorperated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment to a level of
insignificance.,

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-280 through V-282 of the Final EIR.
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VL. FINDINGS FOR IMPACTS IDENTIFIED AS SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE (Class |) |

The unavoidable significant impacts of the project are found to be acceptable due to
overriding considerations (See Section VII). The findings below are for Class | impacts.
Pursuant to Section 15091(a)(3) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Planning Commigsion finds
that, for each of the following significant effects and project aiternatives as identified in the FEIR,
specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make the mitigation
measures or project altematives infeasible. The following are brief explanations of the rationale
for this finding for each impact:

A. Aesthetics (Class I):

1. Impact AES-1: The interim and final topography of the Landfill would be highly
noticeable, appear unnatural, and contrast with the existing natural settings of the
Highway 227, Corbett Canyon Read, and Price Canyon Road corridors. The
proposed project would increase the disposal area from 88 acres to 134 acres, but the
height would not exceed the maximum of 500 feet above sea level. The landform of the
project would take many forms throughout its service life, and be in a continual state of
visual change. During the approximately 25 years of project construction, the disposal
area would be seen with angular slope faces and engineered-appearing topography.
Because of the variabiiity of module locations and continually changing elevations of lift
construction, the proposed disposal area would appear scarred and as an unnatural
landform from many of the viewpoints surrounding the site.

After approximately 25 years, the overall topography of the site would still appear
unnatural due primarily to the uniform slope angles, benching, and the flattened “top-
deck"” proposed at the northern portion of the Landfill. Permanent and temporary access
roads and siope benching for drainage purposes would be highly noticeabte and would
contribute to the unnatural appearance of the disposal area in the shori- and long-term,
Concrete lined drainage swales would be seen as contrasting elements from great
distances. Visibility of on-going construction activities would increase noticeability of the
engineered landforms throughout the life of the proposed project.

Although the visual context already includes the existing Landfill and related operations,
by approximately doubling the size of the landform the proposed project would
substarntially increase visibility of the facility in the surrounding landscape. The visual
scale would greatly increase and the expanded uses would intensify activily associated
with the Landfill operation.

The proposed larger landform would block views of the natural ridgelines of distant hilis
as seen from viewpoints on Highway 227, Corbett Canyon Road, and Price Canyon
Reoad. From several viewpeints aleng Highway 227, the new landform would block views
of a portion of the ridgeline now created by the existing Landfill.

a. Mitigation

AES/mm-1 — Prior to initiation of any components of the proposed project, the
applicant, the applicant shalf receive an initial Notice to Proceed from the County
Department of Planning and Buillding. The Notice shall not be issued untit all relevant
mitigation measures and conditions of approval have been met. Additional Notices
shall be requirad prior to initiation of each module.

AES/mm-2 -~ Prior to issuance of the Notices to Proceed, the applicant shall
provide funding for an environmental monitor for ali phases requiring environmental
mitigation to ensure compliance with County Conditions of Approval and EIR
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mitigation measures. The environmental monitor shall be under contract to the
County of San Luis Obispo. The monitor shall prepare a construction monitoring
plan that will include (1) geals, respensibilities, authorities, and procedures for
verifying compliance with environmental mitigations; (2} lines of communication and
reporting methods; (3} daily and weekly reporting of compliance; (4) construclion
crew training regarding enviroanmental sensitivities; (5) authority to stop work; and {6}
action to be taken in the event of non-compliance.

AES/mm-3 - Upon submittal to the Department of Planning and Building, the
grading plans for the proposed project shall include the foliowing: {a) All slopes
constructed by the project shall be contour-graded and shail include variable slope
angles where feasible ranging from 2:1 to 4:1 or flatter to reduce the uniform
appearance of the embankmenis. If needed, contour grading could be done on the
exterior of modutes to avoid loss of module capacity; {b) Slope-rounding shall be
used on all access roads and siope benches io eliminate sharp earthwork angles; (c)
All interim (five years or more) and finished slopes shall emphasize native shrubs
and naturalized grasses in the erosion control seeding mix. Native shrubs shall
include at least three different species and shail be the type found in the surrounding
natural landscape. Plant species used shall be shallow rooted o avoid damage to
the landfill cover; and {(d) All concrete lined drainage ditches used on slope benches
and access roads shall be colored dark brown-grey.

k. Findings - Changes or alterations have been required in, or ¢an be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantialiy lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not heen lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VII,

c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages V-10 through V-12 of the Final EIR.

2. Impact AES-2: The interim and final topography of the Landfill would silhouette
above ridgelines as viewed from Highway 227, Corbetter Canyon Road, and Price
Canyon Road, significantly impacting the short- and long-term visual quality of
the surrounding area. See discussion of Impact AES-1 for supporting information.

a. Mitigation —
AES/mm-3 — See above.

b. Findings — Changes or alferations iave been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacis are acceplable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VII.

c. Supportive Evidence ~ Please refer to pages V-10 through V-12 of the Final EIR.

3. Cumulative Impacts: The Highway 227 carridor through the region has undergone a
moderate amount of visual change in recent years. Commercial development has been
occurring approximately four mites north of the project, near the San Luis Obispo County
Airport. Residential development has been steadily increasing along the Highway 227
and Cotbett Canyon Road corridors, with substantial new development visible on the
adjacent hillsides. implementation of the proposed project would contribute {o the
developed character of the area. This change in character would not be based on the
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visibility of new structures at the facility, but rather on the manipulated landforms and
engineered topography of the project.

With the expansion of the disposal area, the RRP, and the MRF, a cumulative increase
in visible construction, maintenance, and vehicles hauling material on and off site is
expected. Throughout the approximately 25 year life of the project, much of this activity
would be visible on the disposal area slopes and vicinity. This increased visibility of
vehicles and equipment would draw attention to the site and would detract from the rural
character of the area. Visibility of heavy earthmoving equipment combined with potential
hillside scarring would at Emes appear similar to @ mining operation as seen from certain
viewpoints.

a. Mitigation -
AES/imm-1 - See above.
AES/mm-2 — See above,
AES/mm-3 — See above.

AES/mm-4 — Prior to receipt of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall show an
earthen berm as described in the full text of AES/mm-4 in Class Il impacts.

AES/mm-5 — Within one year of issuance of the Notice to Proceed (or
incrementally as portions of the top deck are completed), the berm required by
AES/mm-4 shall be constructed.

AES/mm-6 - Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, the
applicant shall submit architectural and engineering plans. See full text of
AES/mm-6 in Class il Impacts.

AES/mm-7 — Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, the
applicant shall submit landscape plans. See full text of AES/mm-7 in Class 1l
Impacts.

AES/mm-8 — Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, a cost
estimate and associated activities shall be completed. See full text of AES/mm-8
in Class Il Impacts.

AES/mm-9 — To guarantee the success of landscaping, the applicant shali
retain a qualified individual to handle landscaping requirements and
monitoring. See full text of AES/mm-9 in Class Il Impacts.

AES/mm-10 — Prior to issuance of Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall show
requested information on stockpiles and slopes. See full text of AES/mm-10in
Class || Impacts.

AES/mm-11 - Prior to submiftal of construction permits for the entry
monument sign, gate, and gatehouse, the applicant shall develop construction
plans. See fuli text of AES/mm-11 in Class Il Impacts.

AES/mm-12 - Prior to issues of construction permits for any new structures,
the applicant shall submit lighting plans. See full text of AES/mm-12 in Ciass 1]
Impacts.

AES/mm-13 — Prior to approval of any new construction permits, the applicant
shall submit landscape plans. See full text of AES/mm-13 in Class 1l Impacts
above.
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NS/mm-1 — Noise Mitigation Plan — Preparation. Prior to issuance of the Notice to
Proceed, the applicant shall submit for review and approval, a Noise Mitigation Plan
addressing identified potential noise impacts on the socutheastern property line
through construction of earthen berm (or garbage-filled berms within the disposal
area if they can be shown to be as effective as earthen berms) and use of back-up
warning devices on all applicable cnsite heavy equipment that use ambient noise
technology andfor are set to the lowest possible levels while still ensuring public and
worker safety. The plan shall be prepared by a qualified acoustical consultant.

The berms shall be located either at the property line and/or near the active working
face, based on recommendations from a qualified noise consultant in consultation
with the County, to efleclively reduce impacts. Any berms located at the property
line shall be landscaped ir accordance with the proposed landscape plan and
Aesthetic Resources mitigation measures.

The Plan shall include a schedule of when these measures would be installed prior
to commencement of any related expansion improvements. In addition, the plan
shall specify that noise monitoring shall be required after installation by a County-
approved expert on noise measurement (and periodically monitored throughout life
of project) to determine the effectiveness of the installed measure(s) and if additional
measures need to be installed to meet the County's threshold. Any additional
measures identified will be installed by the Applicant as quickly as feasible {with a
goal of 60 days) from when they are determined necessary.

NS/mm-2 —~ Noise Mitigation Plan ~ Implementation. Prior to initiation of proposed
aclivities, including the relocation of the entrance and module excavation, the
applicant shall have completely implemented applicable components of the Noise
Mitigation Plan.

Findings ~ Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these affects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacis are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VII.

Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-10 through V-20 and V-228 through
V-227 of the Final EIR.

B. Agricultural Resources (Class [)

1.

Impact AG-3: Implementation of the proposed project could result in a
cumulatively significant, adverse effect on nearby potentially productive
agricultural soils. The proposed project is located in the Edna Valley, an area that has
been characterized as semi-rural and has seen an increase in residential development in
recent years. Many of these developments resuit in the loss of potentially productive
agriculiural scils. The development of the proposed project would further impact the
agricultural potential of the area by contributing to the cumulative loss of potentially
productive soils and finite groundwater resources.

Conversion of this property to a maore intensive use, such as the Landfill, would increase
the likelihood of conflicts between the facility and agricultural uses in the area. The
proposed project, along with anticipated additional residential development would
contribule cumuiatively to the encroachment of non-agricultural uses in traditionally
agricultural areas. Implementation of mitigation measures in this EIR would reduce
potential project specific incompatibilities to a less than significant level; however, the
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proposed project would contribute cumutatively to significant unavoidable adverse
impacts resuliing from conversion of potentially productive soils and agricultural
incompatibilities.

a. Mitigation —

AQ/mm-2 — Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, a Dust Control Plan for all
potential dust-creating activities shall be prepared. See full text of AQ/mm-2 in Class
ll Impacts.

AQ/mm-3 — Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, mitigation measures shall
be shown on all project plans and imptemented during daily activities to reduce PMqq
emissions during earth moving activities. See full text of AQ/mm-3 in Class |}
Impacts.

AES/mm-12 ~ Prior to issues of construction permits for any new structures,
the applicant shall submit lighting plans. See full text of AES/mm-12 in Class I
Impacts.

HAZ/mm-6 — Plant Disease Education Program. See full text of HAZ/mm-6 in
Class Il Impacts.

HAZ/mm-7 — Export/Transfer of Green waste. See full text of HAZ/mm-7 in Class
Il Impacts.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorparated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Sechion VIl

c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages V-71, V-85 through V-86, and V-201
of the Final EIR.

C. Air Quality (Class 1): No Class | impacts for Air Quality were identified.

D. Biological Resources (Class I): No Class [ impacts for Biological Resources were
identified.

E. Climate Change/Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Class i):

1. Impact GHG-1: Implementation of the proposed project would increase total GHG
emissions significantly at such time as the facility reaches full capacity. Current
and potential future GHG emissions resulting from the proposed project inciude disposal
area methane production associated with the decay of garbage (landfill gas), onsite
electricity consumption, diesel gasoline combustion in equipment, naturat gas and
acetylene for welding, de minumus activities, and vehicle emissions from private
vehicles and commercial haul frucks.

The largest components of landfill gas are methane and CO2, both at about 45 percent
(though, in general, methane released to the atmosphere is about 23 times more potent
a GHG than C0O2). The remainder of landfill gas is primarily nitrogen, oxygen, and
water vapor, although trace amounts of sulfurous and organic compounds can present a
distinct odor. In the early 1990s Landfill operators instalied a capture system. Currently
GHG is captured through an engineered system of piping and has an estimated
effectiveness of 63 percent.

Exhibit C — CEQA Findings (Planning Commission) Page C-46

89 of 170



Attachment 10

3-90

a. Mitigation —

GHG/mm-1 — The Landfill shall employ all feasible methods to limit GHG
production for the life of the project. Bi-annually, the applicant shall submit a
report to the Department of Planning and Building and SLOAPCD describing GHG
emission control programs implemented at the Landfill, The report shall describe
control program components, predicted and actual emission reductions, and
catculate current emission rates at the Landfill. The report shall also identify
successes and failures in the program and recommend methods for improving the
programs in future years.

GHG/mm-2 — Potential GHG Control Strategies. There are a number of methods
that the applicant may incorporate into the project to reduce or offset GHG emissions
from the Landfill. These are describad below. [tis anticipated that because this field
is currently developing, new measures may also be available as GHG regulations
and associated technologies develop. Mitigation measure GHG/mm-1 has been
written {o allow the applicant and regulatory agencies flexibility in determining which
method may be most appropriate based on available techrnology, emerging
regulation, and economic feasibility. a. Increased Capture Efficiency. The analysis
above assumes that approximately 63 percent of the GHGs resulting from
decomposition of Landfill waste are captured. If the capture rate can be improved,
significant reductions in GHG surface emissions could be made. Capture rates may
be increased through more aggressive engineering of the landfill gas capture
system, or through implementation of bioreactor technology. A bioreactor is a landfill
process in which a disposal area is entirely covered in plastic sheeting to maximize
methane capture. Water is also added to the waste to speed decomposition and
methane production. Ultimately, the waste creates the same amount of methane as
it would in a traditional landfill, but it is generated more quickly and is more likely to
be capiured rather than leak from the surface. It has been estimated that capture
rates may be as high as 95 percent with bioreactor technology. Utilizing this
technology, however, may have secondary impacts, including increased water
consumption and visual impacts. b. Increased Diversion of Organic Material. Food
waste and other arganic products that cannot now be recycled generally represent
about 20 percent of the waste stream in a landf{ill. This material is generally buried in
landfills where it eventually degrades to methane, Collecting food waste is
technically feasible and is currently being done in other communities. The food
waste can be biodigested either anaerobically for fuel praduction or aerobically in
static piles or ag bags. Food waste collection could potentially be implemented on a
phased basis (e.g., starfing with grocery stores and restaurants) and then integrated
into home disposal. Besides significantly reducing future land fili methane
production, this measure could reduce the amount of soil excavation and cover
required each year, thereby reducing equipment operation emissions. It could also
projong landfill life. c. Development of Onsite Renewable Energy. The applicant
could mitigate for the increased electrical consumption through development of
renewable energy, such as wind, soiar, or installation of a new LFG-to-energy
system, onsite. d. Operate Diesel Fleet on Biodiesel Fuels. Biodiesel has a
favorable energy and global warming profile, because it returns over three times the
energy required {o produce it. Since Biodiesel contains atmost no sulfur, it is also
compatible with add-on NOX control devices (catalytic converters). According to the
National Renewable Energy Laboratory, "significant reductions of particulate matter,
carbon monoxide, and hydrocarbon emissions can be achieved with biodiesel use.”
The applicant could choose to convert a portion or all of the diesel fleet to biodiesel
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fuels to mitigate for the increased diesel consumption associated with the project. e.
Cap and Trade Programs. In some instances a project or business cannot fully
reduce its onsite emissions to a less than significant level. In these cases, regulatory
bodies have implemented a system of trading emissions, whereby one source is
reduced (through cantrols, retiring cld equipment, etc.} and the other source is
allowed to build ar operate. Since GHGs are not a localized phenomenon, viable
and verifiable emissions reduced at any source will provide a net overall benefit. f. As
a part of GHG/mm-1, the applicant could develop a GHG program independently or
as part of a larger market. Pending federal and state legislation will initiate cap and
trade programs where by the Landfill could purchase emission credits from various
industrial sources. The applicant could also work with SLOAPCD to develop an
offset program, similar to the ones already developed (i.e., bus buyback, transit
support) to mitigate for other air quality impacts. g. Maintain or expand the existing
gas export to the oiffield or construct onsite |.LFG-to-energy conversion system to
offset existing power demands. h. Utilize alternative fuel vehicles and low carbon
fuels. i. Develop a trip reduction plan for the site. j. Comply with ARB Early Action
Measure “Landfill Methane Conirol Measures.” k. Shut off delivery vehicle engines
within two minutes of amrival in the area unless maneuvering. |. Stagger scheduling of
deliveries to the extent feasible. m. Vehicle operators shail be made aware of the no
idle zone, including a nofification by letter to companies controlling out of the area
drivers. n. Prominently lettered signs shall be posied in the receiving dock area to
remind drivers to turn off their engines.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or ¢an be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VIl

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-136 through V-139 of the Final EIR.

2. Secondary Impact of GHG/mm-2: The renewable energy option may have
secondary impacts associated with aesthetic resources as solar panels and/or wind
turbines may be visible from public roads. Development of wind turbines may also result
in biological impacts as they could be incompatible with the raptor program.
implementing bioreactor technology may increase water consumption and resulf in
additional aesthetic impacts.

a. Mitigation ~
AES/mm-13 — See above.
BR/mm-1 to -14 - See ahove.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR: however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VI

c. Supportive Evidence — Please refer to pages V-11 through V-18, V-113 through V-
123, V-279 through V-282, and V-135 through V-137 of the Final EIR.

F. Cultural Resources (Class I): No Class | impacts for Cultural Resources were identified.
G. Geology and Soils (Class I): No Class [ impacts for Geolegy and Soils were identified.
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H. Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Class |):

1.

Impact HAZ-1 — Fugitive trash would migrate or be disposed of outside of the
Landfill property due to collection trucks, windblown materials, illegal dumping,
and flowing water, The public has expressed concerns regarding fugitive trash in
surrounding residential areas and along road systems used by haulers to reach the
Landfill. In 1989, the applicant established a litter control program to reduce potential
litter-related nuisances. To prevent fugitive frash, the Landfill compacts waste
immediately after dispesal in modules, implements a tarping/cover program for all
delivery vehicles, and minimizes the size of the working face of the disposal area. To
prevent windblown litter, portable and stationary metal and plastic litter contro! fences
are located downwind and near the disposal area working face. Manua! pick-up also
occurs. The Landfill is also responsible for patrolling Highway 227 near the enfrance and
one mile in either direction.

Noise mitigation, which would require the canstruction of an earthen berm along the
southeastern boundary of the site, and implementation of the proposed landscaping plan
may also assist in controlling blowing debris from the site, as prevailing winds blow from
the northwest to the southeast. However, even with these measures, and the litler
control program, fugitive trash is expected 1o be a continuing problem for neighbors of
the Landfill.

In addition, there are occurrences where waste is illegally dumped outside the entrance
to the Landfill on neighbaring driveways and properly because the Landfill was not open
when the load was being delivered. This illegal dumping, another form of fugitive trash,
may be reduced due to the proposed increase in operating hours at the Landfill;
however, it is still considered a potentially significant impact requiring mitigation.

a. Mitigation —

AES/mm-13 ~ Prior to approval of any new construction permits, the applicant
shall submit landscape plans. See {ull fext of AES/mm-13 in Class {i Impacts
above.

NS/mm-1 — Noise Mitigation Plan — Preparation. See above.
N3/mm-2 — Noise Mitigation Plan — Implementation. See above.

HAZ/mm-1 — Project Notification. To encourage legal disposal of waste material,
prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall notify all customers in
the service area of the facility of the change, through mail updates, the phone
system, the Landfill website, and through on-site signage, which materials may be
accepted at the new facility, and when the new facility will be open to accept them.
Updates shall be provided periodically as project components are relocated or
expanded.

HAZ/mm-2 — Litter Control Plan. Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the
applicant shall submit to the Department of Planning and Building, an updated Litter
Controt Plan. The plan shall be approved by the Depariment of Planning and
Building and be posted on the Landfill website. The plan shall be updated at
minimum every five years, and include at a minimum: a, Descriptions of current litter
control practices. b. Provisions for bi-monthly trash pick-up on neighboring
properties, Residents within one mile of the Landfill shall be contacted annually and
provided the dates of scheduled fugitive trash pick-up for the coming year. The
phane number of the litter control staff at the Landfill shall be provided to the
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neighbors, and permanently posted at the project entrance at a location that is easily
visible from the closed gate. Neighbors shall be able to contact the Landfili within
one week of the scheduled date to request pick-up of fugitive trash on their property.
¢. Requirements for litter control fences te be installed around the downwind
perimeter of the Landfill (i.e., southeast and southwest property lines) that are a
minimum of six feet tall. Aesthetics shall be considered when selecting litter control
fences. d. Requirements for portable litter control fences installed near working faces
to be a minimum of ten feet tall. e. Descriptions of the litter barrier proposal
{permanent and temporary) for construction of each proposed new module. Barders
and warking faces should be oriented to address prevailing winds. f. Contact
information so that the public can reach agency staff {CalRecycle, County Code
Enforcement, CHP, Sheriff} in the event that the Landfill does not comply with controt
measures or to report illegal dumping. g. Requirements for fencing along the
drainage that restrict trash from entering the drainage swale from the Landfill and
entrance road, but allow for the passage of wildlife, as necessary. h. The Landfill
litter control phone number shall also be available to receive calls relating to Landfill
and truck operator-based refuse that is found along the truck haul routes within five
miles of the Landfill. Such complaints shall be investigated within one week of
receiving the call, including any special pick-up of refuse found, unless Caltrans or
County Public Works identifies the need for special measures to address traffic
safety issues.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VI

¢. Supporting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-193 to V-196 of the Final EIR.

2. Secondary Impact of HAZ/mm-2. Installation of temporary litter control fences would
not result in any new aesthetic impacts. Ten feet is iower than the active workface and
they would not necessarily be more noticeable than the heavy equipment and the workface.
Visual resources mitigation previously proposed to screen the Landfill and activities as seen
from Highway 227 would also provide some screening for the fences. No additional
mitigation is required.

a. Mitigation — See mitigation for Aesthetics.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant envirenmental effects as
identified in ihe Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VII.

¢. Supporiive Evidence — Please refer fo pages V-11 through V18 and V-193 through V-
194 of the Final EIR.

3. Impact HAZ-6 - Waste processing at the permanent Landfill disposal area would
potentially result in increased odors. Odor generation would vary based on the fypes
of organic material received on any given day, by the processing of these materials, and
by the weather. This increase in guantity would potentially release more odorous
gasses and would potentially cause a nuisance to downwind residents,
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Cdor complaints were generally focused on the former compost operation, and
neighbors have suggested that odors were most offensive during warmer weather
periods and/or when the former compost rows were tfurned. Odors may also be
produced by decomposing waste on the working face of the disposal areas, although
these are minimized through application of daily cover. The prevailing winds at the site
are from the northwest, and as a resuit odors are most noticeable to residents living
southeast of the Landfill. Leachate water, which is used for dust control, may also emit
odors.

a. Mitigation —

HAZ/mm-10 — Landfill Best Management Practices. To reduce cdors from the

disposal areas, the applicant shall incorporate all applicable and feasible BMPs as
developed by CalRecycle. These BMPs may include, but are not limited to, those
described in the Final EIR.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the averriding considerations
discussed in Section VII.

c. Supporting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-202 to V-203 of the Final EIR.

. Noise {Class I}:

1.

Impact NS-1: Noise levels from disposal activities would intermittently exceed the
County’'s daytime hourly Leq standard of 50 dBA and the Lmax standard of 70
dBA at the southeastern and southwestern property lines. The proposed project
would increase the disposal area of the Landfill by approximately 46 acres. This
expansion would potentially move noise-producing activities closer to the southern and
eastern property lines, but would not change the nature of noise-producing activities or
equipment. The disposal area would be expanded in phases with aclivities moving
around the expansion area over the life of the project.

Typical disposal activities produce a Leq of approximately 70 dBA at 200-300 feet from
simultaneous activities. This equipment is generally at ground level, and can be slightly
elevated above the working face. In some cases the working face would be within an
excavated module and therefore topographic shielding may occur. In other cases, the
working face would be substantially elevated above the elevation of the nearest property
line.

The proposed proiect would move these disposal activities to as close as 350 feet from
the southeastern property lines. Modules 14-16 in particular would be constructed in
close proximily lo either the southeastern or southwestern property lines. There is
neither significant topographic shielding nor distance between proposed Modudes 10, 11,
12 and 14 and the nearest property lines. Disposal activities at these locations, and at
Medules 15 and 16, would be expected to exceed the County's daytime hourly Leq
standard of 50 dBA by more than 10 dB. Noise levels from Landfill activities would
exceed the County's daytime hourly Lmax standard of 70 dBA as well. ! should be
noted that at the nearest sensitive recepiors {residences), noise levels would likely be
similar to those measured at Sites D and E, which are between 45-55 dBA.

a. Mitigation -

NS/mm-1 — Naise Mitigation Plan — Preparation. See ahove.
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NSfmm-2 — Noise Mitigation Plan — implementation. See above.

NS/mm-3 has heen determined to be infeasible for the following reasons and has
theretore been removed from further consideration: 1) Surrounding properties that
meet the 1,800-foot criteria are not owned or controlled by the project applicant; 2)
Defining the outdoor activity areas on the semi-rural properties within 1,800-feet
would pose serious challenges due to differing opinions as to what constitutes an
outdoor activity area and potentially result in cost prohibitive noise reduction
structures (e.g., barriers exceeding several hundred feet in length); 3) Future
maintanance of noise reduction structures would not be within the appticant’s control
and could quickly fall into disrepair and/or be removed; 4) Significant costs could be
incurred by the applicant as part of negotiating noise solutions with applicable
property owners as well as part of designing, permitting, and potentially conducting
environmental review for such solutions; and, 5) Should Options 1 or 2 not be
implementable, significant challenges woutd likely exist as part of the process of the
applicant and the neighbors negotiating a “one time payment.”

b. Findings — Changes or aiterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened o a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VII.

c. Supporting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-226 to V-228 of the Final EIR.

2. Secondary Impact of NS/mm-1: implementation of NS/mm-1 may resuit in removal
of at least two additional oak trees and an additional poputation of Obispo Indian
paintbrush, not identified in the original Biological Resources analysis.

a. Mitigation —
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BRfmm-1 ~ Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall submit
an Oak Woodland Protection and Restoration Plan as described in the full text of
BR/mm-1 in Class Il Impacts.

BR/mm-11 — Prior to vegetation removal and grading in the drainage area, a
gualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey for Southwestern pond turties
as described in the full text of BR/mm-11 in Class |l Impacts.

BR/mm-12 — A pre-construction survey shall be conducied within 30 days prior to
construction or grading as described in the full text of BR/mm-12 in Class Il impacts.

b. Findings — Changes or alierations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment fo a level! of
insignificance.

c. Supporting Evidence. Please refer 1o pages V-113, V-121 through V-122, and V-224
through V-225 of the Final EIR.

3. Secondary Impact of NS/mm-3: The FEIR determined that the implementation of
NS/mm-3 may have resulted in visual impacts, although this measures has been
determined to be infeasible therefore the secondary impact would no longer
occur. Both alternate locations for the stockpiled material shall avoid biological
and cuftural resources.

a. Mitigation -

AES/mm-8 — Prior to issuance of construction permits for the RRP, a cost
estimate and associated activities shall be completed. See full text of AES/mm-8
in Class Il Impacts.

AES/mm-9 -~ To guarantee the success of landscaping, the applicant shall
retain a qualified individual to handle landscaping requirements and
monitoring. See full text of AES/mm-9 in Class Il Impacts.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment 1o a level of
insignificance.

c. Supporting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-14 through V-15 and V-224 through V-
225 of the Final EIR.

4. Impact NS-2: Noise from the use of the existing Stockpile 3 and and proposed new
stockpile (located adjacent to the southeastern property line) would intermittently
exceed the County’'s daytime hourly Leq standard of 50 dBA at adjacent property
lines. The proposed project would require use of existing stockpiles and the
development of a new stockpile. The new stockpile near the center of the southeastern
boundary of the expansion area would acoustically shield a portion of the southeastern
property ling; however, any noise level reductions provided by the stockpile would be
offset by the ongoing activities associated with use of the stockpile. Given that the
stockpile locations are nearly adjacent to the nearest property line{s), noise resulting
from activity at Stockpiie 3 and the southeastemn property line would exceed the
stationary noise threshold.

a. Mitigation -

There is not any feasible mitigation which could be applied to Stockpile 3 and the
proposed southeastern properly line stockpile given their proximity to the property
lines and topography. 1t is likely that noise levels would intermittently be above the
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50 dBA threshold at the northern and southern property line(s) due to use of
Stockpile 3 the proposed stockpile.

b. Findings —~ Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in o
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened fo a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VIIL

c. Supperting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-226 to V-227 of the Final EIR.

5. Impact NS-4: Noise produced by the relocated RRP would exceed the County’s 50
dBA noise threshold at the northeastern and southeastern property lines. The
RRP would be expanded from two to four acres and relocated to the southeastern
corner of the Landfill, northeast of the MRF, and approximately 50 feet from the
northeastern propetty line. The proposed RRP location would be recessed into a hillside
at the location just northeast of the MRF. The top of the crest above the cutslope would
be approximately 40 feet above the working area. The proposed expansion of the RRP
would include a sort line that is elevated approximately 15 feet above the ground. There
is an existing earthen berm approximately 25 feet high between the MRF and the
southeastern property line, constructed as noise mitigation for the previous Landfill
expansion. The southeastern property line is approximately 300 feet away.

The existing RRP operation produces an Leq of about 69 dBA and an Lmax of
approximately 75 dBA at 100 to 200 feet from loaders engaged in the movement and
sorting of materials. These are typical ongoing, operational activities at the RRP. Noise
levels produced by the proposed elevated sort line would be comparable to glass
cleaning equipment currently located on the east side of the MRF building, which is a
Leq of approximately 77 dBA at 50 feet,

Given the proximity of the northeast property fine to the RRP, if there was no
topographic shielding the RRP would produce a Leq of approximately 77dBA. However,
the proposed cutslope adjacent to the RRP would reach a height of 40 feet above the
work area (25 feet above the top of the sort lineg), and act as a noise berm, reducing the
noise by as much as 15 dBA, to approximately 62 dBA at the northeastem property line.
This level stilt exceeds the thresheld by 12 dBA.

Noise generated by the RRP at the southeastern property line, which would be as close
as 275 feet from the RRP would be reduced due to the location of the MRF and the
existing noise berm. It is estimated that the berm and MRF together would provide a 15
dBA reduction in noise levels, to approximately 62 dBA. This level still exceeds the
threshold by 12 dBA.

a. Mitigation —
NS/mm-1 — Noise Mitigation Plan - Preparation. See above.

NS/mm-8 — Noise Monitoring — RRP Redesign & Verification. Prior to relocation
of the RRP, to reduce noise levels at the property tines resulting from the RRP, the
applicant shall re-design the facility so that it is covered and enclosed on all sides,
with the exception of the southwestern side. Walls and ceilings shali be acoustically
treated, as necessary, and metal rofl-off bins wit! be lined to the extent feasible to
achieve acceptable noise levels at property boundaries. The acoustical treatment
may also need to be applied fo any nearby permanent reflecting surfaces, such as
the MRF building. The southwestern side may be teft open to facilitate delivery and
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sorting of matenals. Once installed and in full operation, a qualified noise expert
shall take measurements io verify compliance. As needed if compliance is not met,
additional noise attenuation measures shall be installed to meet the County's
stationary noise thresholds.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section V1.

c. Supporting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-232 to V-233 of the Final EIR.

6. Impact N5-6: Noise from back-up warning devices could exceed the 70 dBA Lmax
threshold when used within 200 feet of a property line. Back-up warning devices on
frucks are distinctly audible at varicus noise measuring sites. Because the back-up
warning devices are used intermitiently, the Lmax threshoid of 70 dBA is applied.
Measurements taken at Site D indicate that noise levels from the back-up warning
devites range from 52 to 53 dBA. L.max generated by back-up alarms at a distance of
100 to 200 feet from the existing RRP reached 75 dBA. This second measurement
includes some other noises from the RRP, but because il was taken in closer proximity
to the noise source, it is considered a more refiable measurement. Based on these
results, back-up warning devices would iikely exceed the Lmax threshold when used
within 200 feet of a property line.

a. Mitigation —
NS/mm-1 = Noise Mitigation Plan - Preparation. See above.
NS/mm-2 ~ Noise Mitigation Plan — Implementation. See above.

NS/mm-4 — Noise ~ Stockpile Management. See full text of NS/mm-4 in Class ||
tmpacts.

NS/mm-5 — Noise Attenuation — Tub Grinder. See full text of NS/mm-5 in Class il
Impacts.

NS/mm-6 — Noise Monitoring. See full text of NS/mm-6 in Class |l Impacts.

NS/mm-7 — Noise Monitoring — During Green and Wood Waste Processmg See
full text of NS/mm-7 in Class 1l Impacts,

NS/mm-8 — Noise Monitering — RRP Redesign & Verification. See above.

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which aveid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section Vil.

¢. Supporting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-235 to V-236 of the Final EIR.

7. Ilmpact N§-7: Bird deterrence measures such as whistles and pyrotechnics could
exceed Lmax thresholds at property Hines. The noise from bird whistles has been
measured at levels that exceeded the County's Lmax threshold of 70 dBA at Site E,
approximately 1,500 feet from the nearest property line., However, due to neighborhood
complaints about the noise of the whistles and the apparent success of the hawk/falcon
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pregram, the applicant has ended the bird whistle program and is placing a greater
emphasis instead on the falcon and hawk program. The County, though, has received
correspondence from the public stating that the falcon/hawk program may not be as
effective as it once was.

a. Mitigation -

HAZ/mm-3 — Additional Bird Deterrent Program. See full text of HAZ/mm-3 in
Class Il impacts.

NS/mm-9 - Noise -~ Bird Deterrents. Bird whistles and/or pyrotechnic bird
deterrence activity shall be limited to those times when other, non-noise-preducing
bird deterrence activilies have proven unsuccessful,

b. Findings — Changes or alterations have been required in, or can be incorporated in to
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these effects have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VII.

c. Supporting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-197 and V-236 of the Final EIR.

8. Cumulative Impacts. The proposed project includes a number of significant noise-
producing activities, such as the disposal activities, RRP, and the MRF. Cumulative
noise impacts due to the combined effect of all of these activities would be difficult to
quantify due to the fact that the active disposal arga would move throughout the life of
the project, and therefore change in relation to the other project components and
property lines. Of the noise-producing activities listed above, it is generally one activity
that is the dominant noise source evern when mulliple activities ocour simutianecusly.

However, given the proposed proximity of some of these components to each other and
their proximity to the property lines, it is reasonable o conclude that the proposed
project components, when considered together would result in cumutatively considerable
impacts. This is particularly true at the southeastern and southwestern property lines,
where the MRF, RRP, entrance, and disposal area expansion and construction activities
are clustered.

a. Mitigation —
NS/mm-1 — Noise Mitigation Plan - Preparation. See above,
NS/mm-2 - Noise Mitigation Plan - Implementation. See above.

NS/mm-4 — Noise — Stockpile Management. See full text of NS/mm-4 in Class i
Impacts.

NS/mm-5 — Noise Attenuation — Tub Grinder. See full text of NS/mm-5 in Class ||
Impacts.

NS/mm-6 — Noise Monitoring. See full text of NS/mm-6 in Class Il Impacts.
NS/mm-8 — Noise Monitoring - RRP Redesign & Verification. See above.
NS/mm-9 — Noise — Bird Deterrents. See above.

NS/mm-10 — Construction Noise — Heavy Equipment. See full text of NS/mm-10
in Class H Impacts.
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b. Findings — Changes or alierations have been required in, or can be incorporated into
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR; however, these sffacts have not been lessened to a level of
insignificance. These impacts are acceptable by reason of the overriding considerations
discussed in Section VII.

c. Supporting Evidence. Please refer to pages V-225 to V-239 of the Final EIR.

J. Transportation and Circulation (Class I): No Class | impacts for Transportation and
Circulation were identified.

K. Water Resources (Class I): No Class | impacts for Water Resources were identified.

(V1. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

The Planning Commission has adopted Findings Regarding Significant Effects for the above
project, which identify that certain significant effects of implementing the project are unavoidable
even after incorporation of any feasible mitigation measures. The Planning Commission finds
that the remaining unavoidable significant effects are acceptable due to each of the specific
economic, legal, social, technological or other benefits which will result from approval and
implementation of the project, as listed below. All of these benefits are based on the facts set
forth in the Findings Regarding Significant Effects, the Final EIR, and the record of proceedings
for this Project. Each of these benefits is a separate and independent basis that justifies
approval of the project, so that if a court were to set aside the determination that any particular
henefit wilt occur and justifies project approval, the Planning Commission determines that it
would stand by its determination that the remaining benefit(s) is or are sufficient to warrant
project approval.

A The Revised Project 's significant, unmitigable, unavoidable adverse effects are as follows:

1. The Proposed Project would be highly noticeable, appear aesthefically unnatural, and
contrast with the existing natural settings of the Highway 227, Corbstt Canyon Road,
and Price Canyon Road corridors.

2. The Proposed Project would resuit in topographic and aesthetic changes that would
silhouette above ridgelines as viewed from the Highway 227, Corbett Canyon Road,
and Price Canyon Road corridors.

3. The Proposed Project would result in the appearance of large engineered landfcrms
combined with visibility of on-going construction and maintenance activities, and
when considered cumulatively in conjunction with other visible development,
including residential development would alter the rural aesthetic character of the
Highway 227, Price Canyon, and Corbett Canyon Road corridors.

4. The Proposed Project would result in a cumulatively significant, adverse effect on
nearby potentially productive agricuftural soiis.

5. The Proposed Project would increase total greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
significantly at such time as the facility reaches full capacity.

6. The Proposed Project would result in increased quantities of fugitive trash which
would migrate or be disposed of outside of the Landfili property due to cellection
trucks, windblown materials, ittegal dumping, and flowing water.

7. As aresult of waste processing at the permanent Landfilt, the Proposed Project
would potentially result in increased odors.

Exhibit C — CEQA Findings (Planning Commission) Page C-57

100 of 170



Attachment 10

3-101

8. Noise levels from Proposed Project disposal activities would intermittently exceed
the County’'s daytime hourly Leq standard of 50 dBA and the Lmax standard of 70
dBA at the southeastern and southwestern property lines..

9. Proposed Project noise due to use of the existing {i.e., Stockpile 3) and proposed
new stockpile (i.e., located adjacent the southeastern property line) would
intermittently exceed the County's daytime hourly Leq standard of 50 dBA at
adjacent property lines.

10. Neise produced by the Proposed Project's relocation of the Resource Recovery Park
(RRP} would exceed the County’s 50 dBA noise threshold at the northeastern and
southeastern property lines.

11. Proposed Project noise resulting from back-up warning devices could exceed the 70
dBA Lmax threshold when used within 200 feet of a property line.

12. Proposed Project bird deterrence measures such as whisfles and pyrotechnics could
exceed Lmax thresholds at property lines.

13. Proposed project components, when combined, would result in cumulatively
cansiderable noise impacts at property lines.

B. Supporting Evidence — The Planning Commission has weighed the benefits of the
Proposed Project against iis unavoidable environmental impacts. Based on the
consideration of the record as a whole, the Planning Commission finds that there is
substantial evidence in the record as a whole to conclude that the benefits of the project
outweigh its unavoidable adverse environmental impacts. In support of this Finding, the
Planning Commission has determined that the following benefits, each of which is sufficient
fo support this Finding, support approvat of the Proposed Project,

1. Social, Economic and Environmental Benefits. The Proposed Project would result in the
following social, environmentat and economic benefits:

a. One of the most important undertakings of local government is to establish and
maintain adequate infrastructure to protect the health and weifare of the
community and to support economic vitality and growth. Examples of required
critical infrastructure include electric power, water, wastewater treatment, solid
waste disposal, telecommunications and roads. Without this critical infrastructure,
the County's continued economic prosperity and growth, quality of life, and the
environment will be put at risk and under increasing pressure. The approval of
the proposed Project wilt ensure that the solid waste disposal and waste recovery
infrastructure necessary for the service area (i.e., from San Simeon south to
Nipomo and other coastai regions of San Luis Obispo County), will be in place
over the long term by extending the facility’s service life {o the year 2040.

b. California State law (i.e., Assembly Bill 939) requires that local jurisdictions have
a countywide siting element that identifies disposal capacity sufficient fo
accommodate the projected amounts of solid waste to be generated within each
jurisdiction for a minimum period of 15 vyears (Public Resources Code
§41701). State law provides that the siting element "demonstrate that there is a
county-wide or region-wide minimum of 15 years of combined permitted disposal
capacity through existing or planned solid waste disposal and transformation
facilities™ {14 CCR §18755(a)). Approval of the Proposed Project would assist
the County of San Luis Obispo in ensuring that it can meet this important legal
requirement.
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c. Waste diversion capacity for the Landfill service area will be increased from 120
tons per day (TPD) to 400 TPD as a result of expansion of the materials recovery
facility (MRF) and resource recovery capacity for the Landfill service area will be
increased from 100 TPD 1o 450 TPD as a result of relocation and expansion of
the Resource Recovery Park (RRP). This enhanced diversion will enable the
County to meet its current AB 832 abligations to divert waste from landfilling, and
assist with the County's effort to meet the state’s newly established goa! of 75%
diversion by 2020.

d. San Luis Obispo County ceastal region solid-wasie disposal and recycling needs
will continue to be served by a local factlity as opposed to having to export waste
to areas outside of the service area. Exporting waste away from the local area
would result in increased expenses o the consumer, produce added traffic, and
create a larger carbon foolprint for the County by generating additional
greenhouse-gas emissions from the fransport of exported waste. The added
greenhouse-gas emissions would adversely affect air quality and potentiaily
create other environmental impacts. By thus reducing vehicle miles traveled, the
Project will reduce greenhouse gas emissions and help the County comply with
AB 32 (California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006). Reducing export and
miles travelled alsc helps reduce costs for residents and businesses, and
reduces traffic congestion on regional roadway systems.

e. The project is proposed at a location adiacent to the existing Landfill facility on
three parcels that are currenily used for Landfill materials staging and the
existing MRF. The use of these existing solid-waste facilities for the Project
reduces the need to site and develop new solid-waste disposal and/or resource-
recovery facilities elsewhere in the service area.

f. Approval of the Proposed Project will enable the applicant to take advantage of
and oplimize the use of the existing landfill infrasiructure to most efficiently meet
the community’s solid-waste disposal and resource-recovery needs. The
approved and in-place infrastructure includes the MRF, leachate-collection and
removal system, drainage and detention basin system, and numerous monitoring
systems for groundwater, surface water, leachate, landfill gas, and the landfill-
gas collection system. The landfili-gas collection system transfers the gas to the
nearby PXP Oilfield where it is used as a supplement to natural gas in the
production of steam.

g. Increased fax revenuss would be generated due to county per ton taxes on
waste disposed within the County. Without approval of the project, there is the
potential for waste to be disposed out of the county, thereby reducing potential
fax revenue.

h. The project will create 39 additional new permanent jobs over the course of
expansion which are expected to be filled by County residents. Local
employment helps stimulate local economic activity and growth, and increases
County tax revenues which support essential public services to the community.

i. Would optimize the use of the landfill footprint by providing the largest feasible
waste volume for the area of ground used. The use of the existing facility avoids
the need to develop additional resource recovery and landfill disposat facilities in
a new location, thus aveiding disturbance of undeveioped off-site lands for such
purposes in the County.
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The Project wilt enhance access to the facility and traffic flow for the public by
relocating the entrance, thereby providing a longer driveway, adding additional,
tfanes and providing a larger more accessible RRP. This will ensure that iraffic
flow on Highway 227 is not disrupted, and that Project facility's waste
management services continue to be convenient to the community. Locally
convenient and accessible waste management services will aiso serve to reduce
instances of illegal dumping.

Daily waste acceptance times would increase which will provide the public and
commercial waste generators a broader timeframe to bring their waste to an
appropriate disposal facility. This will Ekely reduce the amount of iflegal dumping
caused by customers coming to the facility after closure and not wanting fo return
at a later time.

2. Mitigation Enhancement. The Finat EIR contains mitigation measures that will lessen the

significant effects of the project. The following are some of the mare substantial
environmental offsets of the mitigation measures:

a. Ensure the restoration of 1.3 acres of oak woodland habitat through replanting,
establishment of a conservation easement, or providing funds to the Wildlife
Conservation Board.
b. Ensure the restoration of state wetlands at a 1:1 ratio and federal wetlands at a
3:1 ratio.
¢. Ensure the replacement of Obispo Indian Paintbrush either on or off-site.
3. Alternatives, The Pianning Commission considered a redesigned project altemative (on-

site), an off-site project location alternative, a waste diversion alternative, and the required
no project aiternative. Of these altematives, the FEIR identified the Redesigned Project
Altemative as the environmentally superior attemative. Pursuant to CEQA, the Planning
Commission considered the foliowing alternatives to the Proposed Project as described in
the FEIR, which would reduce or avoid project-specific and cumulative impacts, and rejected
them as infeasible as follows:

» No Project Alternative. This Altemative assumes that the Redesigned
Project is not constructed, and that the RRP and MRF continue to operate,
afthough their processing capacities would remain static. The disposai area
currently has approximately six years of service life remaining. The RRP
and MRF may be able to accommodate the increase in waste diverted to
them over six years. After six years, waste would need to be diverted to
other facilities in the County. There most likely would not be enough
capacity at any one of those locations to accommodate waste generate in
San Luis Obispo County, resuling in the need to develop a new landfill at
another location or haul waste out of San Luis Obispo County, A summary
of a range of sites and their relative potential as new landfill locations as
described in the 1291 County Siting Element is included in the Alternative 3
— Alternative Project Location discussion of the FEIR.

The No Project Alternative would appear to result in fewer impacts than the
proposed project; however, that would resuit in the Landfilb c¢losing in
approximately six years. As a result, new landfill capacity would need tc be
developed at a new site or waste would need to be transferred io another
existing, permitted landfill, 1 is unclear at this time which alternate landhiis
would have enough capacity to accommodate the waste that would be
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disposed of by the proposed project. Ultimately, those landfills would also
need to increase capacity to accommeodate long-term waste generation by
the residents of San Luis Obispo County. Those expansion plans may
result in impacts similar to or greater than the proposed project, depending
on their size and location. For the above reasons, the No Project is
rejected and is considered infeasible.

Redesigned Project Alternative. This alternative would relocate the
proposed disposal area to the eastern side of the site, and would require
the applicant fo purchase or lease a portion of an adjacent parcel. The
entrance road would be relocated to the southern and eastern side of the
disposal area, but not as far south as currentty proposed. A conceptual site
tayout is shown in Figure VI-1. The propoesed RRP and MRF would remain
the same size and in approximately the same location as currently
proposed. Two detention basins and a stockpile would be relocated. This
alternative design allows the disposal area contours to continug in a more
consistent, efficient manner, rather than having to *bend” arogund the sharp
property fine, as is currently proposed. With the use of a portion of the
neighhoring property, it appears that the disposal area footprint may be
slightly reduced, but the total volume would be approximately equal o the
proposed project. This alternative would appear to meet all of the
applicant’'s project cbjectives. However, the “cost-effectiveness” of this
allernative is perhaps less than the proposed project due to the applicant
not currently owning or leasing any of the proposed alternative disposal
area. This alternative would not increase the intensity of any impacts, nor
would it increase the impact class of any issue area. This alternative would
meet all of the project objectives but would require the applicant to
purchase or lease an additional portion of tand {approximately four acres).
Because this alternative would lessen significant impacts of the proposed
project and meet the basic objectives of the proposed project it is
considered the environmentally superior alternative. However, the
applicant has evaluated the feasibility of this allernative through discussions
with the owner of the neighboring property and as a result of the doliar
amount associated with acquisition or control of the property has
determined thatl this alternative is financially infeasible. In addition, any
such acquisition costs could also potentialiy be passed-on to service area
customers, For these reasons, this alternative is rejected.

¢ Alternative Project Location. This alternative started with consideration of
several off-site locations identified as part of the 1991 Siting Element.
These sites included Gragg Canyon, Shell Canyon, Ontario, Little Cayucos
North, and Sycamore. The FEIR rejected all but one of these alternative off-
site locations because they do not meet the cbjective of optimizing fill space
on the project site and generally move impacls offsite rather than reduce
overall impacts. Ontario, the fourth ranked site, was carried forward in the
FEIR as a potential off-site project alternative because it met most of the
applicant’s project objeclives and appears to be consistent with the Siting
Element. This alternative appears to meet most of the project objectives
with the exceptian of “optimizing fill space on the project site,” although this
is true of any alternative not located on the proposed project site.
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The applicant does not own or control the Ontario site and obtaining such
titte would be financially infeasible from an operational standpoint and
would also potentially result in acquisition costs being passed-on to service
area customers. Because the applicant does not control the Ontario site
and no other entity is pursuing land use entitlements for a regional landfill
facility at this site, such an endeavor would likefy require an amount of time
to successfully complete that is in excess of the six years of waste disposal
capacity currently remaining at the Landfil. For the reasons of the
Alternative Project Location not oplimizing fill space, the applicant not
owning or controlling the site, and land use entilemenis requiring an
amount of time in excess of the existing capacity at the existing project site,
this alternative is rejected and considered infeasible.

» Waste Diversion Alternative. This alternative would include all of the
components of the proposed project except the disposal area. The current
disposal area would close after approximately eight years and waste that
requires permanent disposal would he sent via truck or train to an alternate
facility. The landfill entrance would be modified but not entirely relocated.
This alternative does not meet the long-term disposal capacity objective,
nor does it optimize fill capacity on the project site. This alternative appears
to reduce the number of Class | impacts resulting from the proposed
project. However, it is unclear what secondary impacts may result from
diverting waste from San Luis Obispo County to other landfills. Even if
alternate locations could accommodate the waste in the short-term,
ultimately the waste material would require capacity somewhere, and
developing new capacily would result in impacts that may or may not be
more significant than those associated with the proposed project. Because
of these unknowns, the Waste Diversion Alternative is rejected and
considered infeasible.

Based on the above Findings, these three alternatives and the No Project
Alternative are rejected as infeasible. The Proposed Project is adopted because
it would meet the project abjectives of providing long-term waste diversion
capacily, long-term disposal capacity, and minimizing the impacts of waste
diversion and disposal activities in a manner environmentally superior to all other
alternatives.
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(VH.  CEQA GENERAL FINDINGS ]

A, The Planning Commission finds that changes or alierations have been incorporated into
the project to eliminate or substantially lessen all significant impacts where feasible.
These changes or alterations include mitigation measures and project modifications
cutlined herein and set forth in more detail in the Cold Canyon Landfill Expansion Final
EiR. For those remaining significant effects on the envirecnment found to be unavoidable,
they are considered acceptable due to the overriding considerations described in
Section VII.

B. The Planning Commission finds that the project, as approved, includes an appropriate
Mitigation Monitoring Program. This mitigation monitoring program ensures that
measures that avoid or lessen the significant project impacts, as required by CEQA and
the State CEQA Guidelines, will be implemented as described.

C. Per CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(a){1)B), the proposed project includes performance-
based conditions relating to environmental impacts and include requirements to prepare
more detailed plans that will further define the mitigation based on the more detailed
plans to be submitted as a part of the construction phase. For instance, each of the
following conditions and mitigation measures contain performance-based standards and
therefore avoid the potential for these conditions or measures to be considered deferred
mitigation under CEQA:

1. AES/mm-2: Environmental Monitor
2. AES/mm-3: Grading Plan
3. AES/mm-6: Architectural and Engineering Plans
4. AES/mm-7 and AES/mm-13: Landscape Plan
5. AES/mm-8: Planting Plan
6. AES/mm-9: Landscaping Monitor
7. AES/mm-11: Construction Plans
8. AES/mm-12: Lighting Plans
9, AQ/mm-1: Construction Aclivilies Management Plan
10. AQ/mm-2: Dust Conirol Plan
11. AQ/mm-4: Monthly Compliance Logs
12. BR/mm-1 and BR/mm-2: Oak Weodland Protection and Restoration Plan
13. BR/Imm-4: Pre-Construction Nesting, Roosting, Bird/Bat Survey
14. BR/mm-5: Wetland and Riparian Habitat Restoration Plan
15. BR/mm-7: Qak Tree tnventory, Avoidance, and Protection Plan
16. BR/mm-8: Pre-Construction Training
17. BR/mm-8: Biclogical Manitar
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18. BR/mm-10: Pre-Construction Roosting Bat Survey

19. BR/mm-11: Pre-Construction Southwestern Pond Turtle Survey

20. BR/mm-12: Pre-Construction Animal (including Badger) Survey

21. BR/mm-13: Pre-Construction California Red Legged Frog Survey

22. BR/imm-14: Obispo indian Paintbrush Mitigation and Monitoring Plan

23. GHG/mm-1 and GHG/mm-2: GHG Emissions Reporting and Control Strategies
24. PR/mm-1: Paleontological Monitoring and Recovery Plan

25. AR/mm-1: Archaeologicatl Monitoring and Recovery Plan

26. AR/mm-3: Paleontologist Report on Monitoring/Mitigation Activities

27. GEG/mm-1: Coenformance with Codes and Ordinances by Soils Engineer
28. GEO/mm-2. Sedimentation and Erosion Controt Plan

29. GEO/mm-3 and GEO/mm-6: Soils Engineering Repori(s) by Soils Engineer
30. GEO/mm-4: Soils Engineer Monitoring

31. GEO/mm-5; Radon Gas Testing

32. GEQ/mm-7: Geologist Report on Slope Stability Analysis

33. HAZ/mm-1: Customer Notification of Acceptable Materials

34. HAZ/mm-2: Litter Conirol Plan

35. HAZ/mm-3: Additicnal Bird Deterrent Program

36. HAZ/mm-4: Birdstrike Monitoring

37. HAZ/mam-5: Fire Prevention, Control, and Mitigation Plan

38. HAZ/mm-8; Plant Disease Education Program

39. NS/mm-1 and N3/mm-2: Noise Mitigation Plan

40. NS/mm-7 through NS/mm-9: Noise Monitoring

41. NS/mm-9: Bird Deterrents

42. TS/mm-1; Transportation and Circulation Improvements Verification

43. WR/mm-?.: Verification or Exemption from Water Potable Water Standard

44, WR/mm-8: Verificatiocn Addressing Water Resources Viclations
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MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

The Applicant, Cold Canyon Landfill, Inc., a wholly owned subsidiary of Waste Connections,
Inc., will be primarily responsible for ensuring that all project mitigation measures are
complied with. They will be assisted in this effort by the County Department of Planning
and Building, Plamning and Environmental Divisions. Mitigation measures will be
programmed to oceur at, or prior to, the following milestones for each phase of the project.
For example, if 2 mitigation measure states that it is required to be completed prior to
issuance of a construction permit, final inspection, or occupancy, it is only required prior to
issuance of the construction permit, final inspection, or occupancy for the applicable phase
of the Project.

s Prior to issuance of Nolice to Proceed. These are measures where the County
needs 1o assure certain conditions of approval have been met, funds have been
submitted {e.g., to pay for the County Environmental Monitor), field verify
condition of approval implementation, and review and approve the Plans before
they are implemented.

» Prior fo construction permit issuance. These are measures where the County
needs {o review and approve the Plans before they are implemented.

» Prior to commencement of construction/vegetation removal. These are measures
that need to be undertaken before earth moving activities begin. These measures
include items such as conducting wildlife surveys, submitting mitigation plans to
resource agencies, and including pertinent design details in the project plans.

s [uring project construction/vegetation removai. These measures are those that
need to occur as the Redesigned Project is being constructed or the vegetation
being removed. They include monitoring the construction site for the proper
implementation of dust and emission controls, erosion controls, biclogical
pratection, and examining grading areas for the presence of cultural materials.

= During operation of the project. These are active measures that will commence
upon completion of the construction phase and, in most cases, will continue
through the life of the Landfill.

* Prior to decommissioning of the project, These are measures that will be
completed prior to decommissioning/closure of the Landfill.

Connecting each of the mitigation measures to these milestones and consistent with Project
phasing will integrate mitigation monitoring into existing County processes, as encouraged
by CEQA. In each instance, implementation of the mitigation measure will be accomplished
in parallel with ancther activity associated with the project.

As lead agency for the Colgd Canyon Landfill Expansion Project Final EIR, the Planning
Commission hereby certifies that the approved Mitigation Monitoring Program is adequate to
ensure the implementation of the mitigation measures described herein.
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Exhibit D — Conditions of Approval from Previous Actions

Note: Conditions of approval that are no longer applicabie are shown in strike-through.
Conditions of approval that have been replaced with new andior undated and specific
conditions of approval are shown in strike-through with an asterisk {*}. Conditions of
approval that are still applicable and have been brought forward in their entirety are
shown in standard formatting.

Cold Canyon Landfill, Development Plan D000281D (Compost Operation Expansion)

Approved Development

11— This-approvalautharzes the-expansion and-operaticn of a graan waste compost facility

as--sh@wn%theappr@\fedapian&
Site Develgpment
2 Site-developmentshaltbe consistentwith-the-approved site plan, floer plans-and

elevations:
3——-Hours-of-operationshail-be-8:00-a-m—o-3:00 5./

4.— The eperater shal-chesk-incomingloadsfor-inappropriate matedals
Grading and Drainage

5 rpr-ia-iseuance of-a-grading permit-grading-and-drairage plans-shak be-submittedte
the-Gounty Public Werks Dept-and-Building Division forreview-and-aporovak:

6.-—Therecuired grading and-drainage-plan-shalHnclude Best Management Practices-{BMFY
to-be-utilized in-the design, construction-end eperation-of- the-projeck-BMP s-may-inslude

but arenothecessariy limited-to-the -Regional\Waler Quality Centrol Board sS4
Guidelinesand as doscribed-in-tha-applieation. *

Fire Safety Plan

Fo—Priorto-issuance-of a-grading-permit--the applicant shall previde proof of complianse-with
an-approved-safety planfrom-the County-Fire-Bept. *

&— A-minimor20-footwide fire access-lane shall-be-mainiained arocund thesite:

89— Prior to-issuance-of a-grading-permit-the-applcant-shallsubmit-o-Wetland Mitigation
Plan-to-the-Departmeni-of Plarairgand Bullding US -Army-Gorps-ol-Engineers-and-the
Dept-of-Fish-and-Game for raview-ang-apprevak-The- Weliand-itigatien-Flan-shall
inchide-ata-minirian-the Jollowing:

—Wetland mitigation ratios-of ZHerwelands-ard - Horotherwalers-as-may be
b——The proposedreservoirstersge pend-shall-be-designedio-provdewatand
habitataround-islower permeter-The basin-configuration-shall be-designed-with
gently sloping sidss fo- ailow-establichment ol riparan-and-welland-vegetation

slopg-the lower banks-The-outet shull-be placed ata-height thatwillretainsome
walerin-the basin-after storm Hows-pass:

109 of 170



&

Attachment 10

3-110

—2roposed-drainage-swaleschannais-and brow-dilches shall-be-desighedte-beth
prévige-conveyance-of-raneti-and-sot-as-welland -and-ether water-babilats-where
foasible-Alterconsiruclionthese swales-shail-berevegeiaied with ralive
wolland-species-appropriatele the-aroa such-asrushesand-native rye-grassas
spaaifiod-r-the-Yeliand-Miligotien Plan.

—The -banks-oi-the-degraded drainage-chennel balow the-expansionarea-shal-be

planted-with-native riparian-species-to-stabilize-the-banks and-decrease gresional
achvity- bpesies-suiiable forplaniing nclude willow blackbarry juneus-andwild
Fya:

-Fgrformonce-standards-or eriferia-forsussess-forwelland -ereatien-that-includes

survival-of planted-stogk, coverof emargent-areas-and-cover el nuisanca ar
exatic-plant-species-in yearm-1-8.

F——Githatwetland -milgadion-as-may-be-required by the-CeorpsolFish-and-same

including butnotlimited to-provisionof-epen-space sasemeniscoverng crested
weatlandsorotherwelland sroas.

18 Prigr-teo-final-inspectionthe applicant shallreplaceinkind-gi-a-4:1-ratio all-oakdrees
removedas-a resultof the development-of- the project- Me-mere-than-t-eakree-shali-be
remeved-as-a result-of-the-development of the-project- Replanting-shall- be-compleledas
soen-as-i-s-feasible{e.girngation waleris avallablegrading donein replantarea
Replant-areas-shait-be-githerin-native-topsoil or-areas where-native-fopsed-has-beer
reappled-i-thelatier—op-seil shall-be carefully-removed and slockpiled for spreading
overgraded areas-to be-replaniad-(set aside-ensugh for -1l Jayer).

Traffic

H-—Reisi-sales-couvidresult-in-adverse-traffic-impacts-and-are rot-pariofthe-project
G%@ﬂg%n#he—apahean#has&g;eed—thai—the—pmjeebshaii Aotinctage-onsiteretalt

Ad-—The-road between-the landfiil and-the-greenwaste faciliby is-unpaved--In-the-svent-that
usaeﬁh&&ea&ias a@cees te%he@reewwaste fagmty m@éae@& sust-problem;-ihe

robrinte-dust-pallative-or by

13— The-applicant-ackpowledgesthat blo-solids will not-be-cocepled-as-leedsiosk foribe
green-waste sompostfaciiby

14.

In the event archaeological resources are unearthed or discovered during any
construction activities, the following standards apply:

a.

Construction activities shail cease, and the Environmental Coordinator and
Planning Department shall be notiftied so that the extent and location of
discovered materials may be recorded by a gualified archasologist, and
disposition of artifacts may be accomplished in accordance with state and federal
law.

In the event archaeological resources are found to include human remains, or in
any other case where human remains are discovered during construction, the
County Coroner is to be notified in addition to the Planning Department and
Enviranmental Coordinator sc that proper disposition may be accomplished.
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Air Quality
15 RiorHto-Hsshance-of a-grading permit amengd ARPGCD permits #3412 #36-2 and #34-2-as
may-be required-by ARGCD:
3B FriGHo-ssUaNce-of a-grading permitsubmit-a-construction-emission redudlion plan te
the- ARG forreview and approval—The plan-shallineluda —ata- minimum-the Tollowing:
a—aguipmentlist with-oxidation-catalysis-on-the-bwo pleces oi eguipment-estimated
{o-causethe-highestevel-cl-combustion-emissionsdusing sonsiruclion—The

ARCD-mustbe consulted during-the-delermination-of which pieses-of eguinment
weit-be-retrotited:

br—r-Equipmentmusi-bo-operated-in-fupe-perthe-manufaciurar sepecilications.
f———dHee-GARE metor-vehicle-diesel-fuelin-all-consiruclicn-eguipmentinaiuding
poriabe-and-stationarr-engines:
e iV dustredustion measures.
Heoe ~€£>{-ﬁcéﬁgw--%mﬁ}es%epera#eﬁe—theiene}wmgmeasﬂre&«shau~ba--@%}sewed:~

-——Gompostmatenal-processed-shall posses-sufficientresidual-moisturs or-added
sroisture-to-preventvisible-dust-emissions from-crossing the site boundary

Tratfle-areas-shalt bewalered-or-equivalently-conirolied-to preventdust
erpissiens-from-crossing-the-site-boundarys
Go--—Misibla-dust-emissions-from-the-compestlurping-operations, the composiHurner
exhaustorthe frommel sereen shallnotexcead Ringlaman-Mumber 2 er 40%
capaciby-
dr—-Diesel-fus bumed-n-the- rommeol seresn-engins-shall-net-contain-mora-thar
O-8%-suituir or-10% aromatic-hydroonrban:
Other Permits

+6—NPriericissuance of a-grading permitthe applicant shall submit evidence that the
followingagonales-baveeitherissuedreguired-nermits-or-do-not-nave a-permit
fegaErament:

a——Army-Corpsol-Engincers
b—-Galdormia-Dept-of-Fish-and-Game
- Pollgtion-Gontrol Bistrict

19, The applicant shallfund-a-miligation-monitor to-beretained by-the Gounty-Planning
Depattment—The monitorshall reviow construction phase of the project and-report bask

{o-the-County-until-completion-of gradingoperations.—Fhe-mepilorwill aise-be
responsible-for-manitoring binlogical resources miligation-measures: *

2 Gia it m@@%@%@k te-the Planning-Commissionregarding-the prolecie compliance with
sonditons-d-months-aflerissuance-of-grading permit-and-3-months and 12 months-after
start ol expanded-compostoperations—Thoreport-baekshaltbe-noticed-as-5-publis
hearng—Ha-applicantagress-thatihe Planking Commissionwill retain-giseretionary
forsdiciion-and-may-place-addiienal-scondilions-on the-projectoverthis permif-unti-he
fnal-t2-months reportback-hearing:

ar

111 of 170



Attachment 10

3-112

Cold Canyon Landfill, Development Plan D950113D (Compost Operaticn)

Anproved Development
F——This-approval-aulherizes the develepment-and operation-ef- the Seld Canyen-tandfii
greenwaste-compostiaciiibewih-the foHowing project compenanis:
8- Lompest-will-be-predusad-n-windrows-with-ten-footaisies basedwith-red resk:
b—— Sie-plans-sress-seclions-and detalls deplicting the-lavoutand proposaed-drainage
ot-the-propoesed proiect-as-shown on-the approved plons.
e——Accepiablewaste-materiabwsuid-ncludebut not necessarily be-lmiledlodree
WimrriRg Brwesd residuas, construstionwoodwaste-grassleaves, shiub
chppings-and agrcultvral wastes-lherorchard-and vinevard prunings-and
MSRuUre ).

d——Eauioment reguirementswitHrcluderatub-grindercompestinmearframmel
screenlgaderdumpirickwalertruckandlong ster-ihermemaiers:

f—— Tho compostiacilitywill accopt wasle from 8 am—ie 3:00-pm-Monday through
Sunday-Other composting-activitiesthat de-netinchide-acceplanse of

composting-meateral-mayoccurbebweenthe-hoursof £:00-a- and 5:00 o

Monday-ihrough-Sundayaxceptior the use ol mechanisal equipmentwhich-shall
be-limitedte-between-the-hours-ol-8-a-m—to-bp-m--Haskup-beepsrsshall-be

adiustediothe-minimunlevel approved-by-OSHA:
g Aoprogram that will eheck incoming isads for inappropriate-materials.
Air Quality

ZenThe-aecessroad-betweenthe existing landfiiland-the compost-faciity shall be stabilized
with-an- 899?@&4@9—@&5&9&”&&%—”—4&& beeeme&aiem—the—l:eea%—éﬁfefc—ement

§+mmeemheﬁtﬁe

sombustior-engine- with-greaterthan 50 brake-horsepower-a pemmitfrom the A
Pollutien-Gontrol-District may be required. *

G The area beneati-thae-designated-windrows mustbe-maintained-in-a-dust frec-cendition
Frthe-eventthatihis-areais-not-ocoupiec-by-a-windrow—This-saor-be-achisved aither by
using a-ehemical-dust-binderor placement-of -gravel-orpavementinthe unused-windrow
fooipaints:

G —Foedsiosk-is-mraterial- that- has ot been-sized-and-is-not- yetﬂe%weéy—eem—a%%mg& -No
more-than10% of the feadsiock shall be-stockpiled-manure—Alihough-the mix-of the
active-compostmay-exeead-10% of the foadstock:

&———NMNo-biosolids{septage-or-ireatment plant-sludgelwill be-accepled as feedsiock for the
pronosed-compost{iaciiby:

F——Inthe-eventthat-edor-becomes o problemy-the-LEA-hasthe-autherity o reguire that-the
applicanteither miligaiethe problom-orcease-opermaton-oithe greer-wasic facilibys
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Traffic

G AGcessHo-the-compeostaciliby will bevia-the Cold Canven-Landfillentrance-which fronts
or-Stste-Highway 207

G Ne-retailsales of-inished-sompost product shal-cesur-onsiie-sl-any Hime:

Permitted Volume

13— Fecdstocie-bestered ansile shall naver-exceed 15,000-cubis-varde-ab-any ora-time:
Visual Resources

H—The proposed-uss-is-limied-tothe-five-acre-pertion-lecated-in-the-northwestof the 88
acre-parselshovwr-onthe-approved plans:

12 ——This approvaldees-net-authorizethe placement-of permaneni-siruchrres-onthe subledt
property:

B—Adcutand-fill-slopas-shelibe rovegeisled-wilha-seod wix-approved-by-the-Depastment
ofPlanningand Bullding.

Archaeological Resources

34— any-archacological resources-are found during sHe preparation-all earthworkc-within 50
feet of the-oblcelis) shall cease unli-the resourees-have beenevaluated bya-gualified
archaeologist-trem-the-County appreved st Any-addiional-miligation measuwres
recommended-by-the-archacelogistehall be-evalualed by the Envwronmenial Latrdinaltor
and-upen-GCoordinatorapprovel-implemeniad-byihc applicantUpoacomplctionof any
stch-mitigation-measures. and-pror-ie-finashlnspecton.  the-apolicant shall-have-the
archaeologist prepare-a-etier stating thal-sli-the-miligalienneasureshave besn
implemented._~

Ao PGS SHERCE - oF-A-grading-permib-the-applicant-shall submil alandscape-screening
pian-to-bereviewed-and approvaed by -the- Ervirormenial-Coorcinator-The screening
plan-shal-previdea-dowswind dust barder-for-propertesiecsied to the southeastef-the
subjactproperty--The-newh - plantedirees-shall-be fast-growing-and maintainsd-untd
successiulhrestablished —This-shallinclude-caging-from-arimals-{e.g. deer—<edants);
perodic-weeding and-adeguais-watering {e:g- dip-irrigation-system)—-pessible;
planting-during-the warmest-driastmenths Hune-threugh-Sepltember) %ha%ébe%@ed—
raddiionslendard plating vresedures-lo.gplanting-tablets {nilial deop-walterng) shall
be-used-
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Cold Canyon Landfill, Development Plan D360087D {Sort Facility)

Approved Use

fr——this-development plan-authorizes the construction-and-operation-obredyclable-matenals
serling-faciliiy-consisting of the following elaments:

a—Censiruction-of a-44,620-sgftstructure-for materialc-sorting,
administrative-snd-edueationalusest

P — ~Bhe-sirusture-of 2700 sg-ft-for papersicrage;

&-——ohe-structure of 3.675-sg-{fl{orpaper bale slerage:

d—drainage-basing

[ S—— {43-118.000-gallonwater-storage fanks

t-———demolition-of-an-existing building:

@ %emaieye&an&wsﬁawamaa SPACES;

b - BEORSB-FOBE-PAVAGE

i —educaitional-center;

f.—— grading ‘otaling appreximately 45 840 ¢y,
sias-shownontheapproved siteplars.
e — -this-aporovabissubjectto-the time provisisis- ot LHO-seckon22.02.034

Traffic

Bimmme- 5605810 the-sorfaciibwiibbeviethe Cold-Danvon-Landiil-entrance which-frenis-on
State Highway 227 No-assess-lo-the-faciily shall-bo-lakern-from-the aecess raad
sommshiy-knawn-as-Welk Fanceh - Hoad-or Palehei-Lane-exceptfor-omargensyvehicles:

A LRy ppraber-of vehicles-enlerng the fasility shai-bedimiled-to-a-petinerease-gf-184-AD7T
{average dally tipsi-Anay-ineressein-the number sbvehicle trips-above 154 AD Tl
reguireroview-by-the-Counly-Engineenng Bepariment-and - mayresull-in-a-new-analysis
ofiraffic-impactsand-possiblerequiremenisfor-raffic-impact mitigatien:

G Bt faGHby-persennel-shallkeep a-dally log-of commersial-iucks-hauling recyclables o
and-from-the-sortHaciityTheapplisant-agreasto-submit daiiy-frock-idp-countstothe
LEA-as-part-of-the- Welght ard-Velume Report-The trucktrip-counis-wobld supplemernt
the Weight-and-Velume-Reportwhich-is-a-report that the applicantis-already reguired io
submit-te-the LEA-onamonthiy basis—The applcant also-agreas-le-submit-the busk-Hip
sg-book-inspestonuponrequest-romdhe LA duringtherregularinspagtions-ob-dhe
fasility-br-addition,-the-applicantagrees-lo-submil-thedtruckirp-log-book lo-the Souniy
beparmentof Planning-and Bulldingthe GCounly Engineering-Bepariment and-the
Environmestal-Monitor-upon-reguest; *
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Litter Control

68— A-sixfoothigh liter-ferce-shall boinstalled so-as-le-provent-windber liller from

P

migrating-olisite as shown-onthe Sereening and Havegelstion Concept Plan daled
September25,4096; rovisad-on-December-15,-1806-and May 1907 end-asshown-on
theapprevedplan—i-tis-delemnmed by e miigehenmonitororthe LRA-that-asixfoot
high-fence-dees nol adequaisly preventitier from-raigraling-ofisite -the applicamnd
understandsthata-highorfence-shaltherequired based-enthe rocommendationofthe
miigation-monitororthe LEA:

Fheditterfence-shelt-bio-o-permanent strusture-srd-shad-be-constrocted-gi the highest
elevation-ofthe beryn-the-ier fencing shail-be-sonstrusted-of a-matenal whish-will
blend-with tho-proposed-landescape-featuras ol ihe proposed-berm—and-asiasa
catchmentforwingblown Hiter.

—Jhe-applcantshalbaspect sureunding properties-eash-day-and-ilteris discovered-do

have migrated-off-site; shalbHimmediately rameve the litter if- the permissien-of the
sroperb-owner-s-granted.

f.-——Prior-io-submittal of an-application for construction-permils; the-applicant shall submita

liter-abatementpregram-to-the-Depardment of Planningand -Bullding-forreview-and
approvatinconsultation with-the Environmenial-CoordinatorThe liter abatement
program-shatbHnclude-botnetbe limited 1o:

a-Ligily-site-inspectionsforfugitive literwill- be-copducted—Liter shall beretdeved-ona
daity-basis-by-faciibyporsennel.

b—he-lessihan-three (3 imes-eachweaek - facility personnol-shalHnspeet-the -on-site
areas-direcily-adasentlothe proposed-aciibrinsluding - bul-netlirmitad fo-existing
residences,onlryroad-fromthocompostfasiiity and-perimetor fensing alongthe
propertyines.

o--C3bservations-shall- be keptregarding the sources ol windblowniter if a problem
develops—These-sowrses-shall be contrelied-as-needed-as-may-bepropesed-by-the
appticant-andior-Planning Directer

H——The applicartagrees-to participate-inthe “Adopt-a-Highway program-as-long-as-the

Qdor

TET—

Qn:}msed use-isin-eperationoraslongas the-Adopt-a-Highway program-exists—The
saplcantshalprovidetothe Bepardment-ofl-Planningand Bullding a-{elier from-Calirans
indicaling the applicant's-paricipation-on-ihe-"Adopt o Highway prograns:_*

Fhere shall be-no-uncovered storage-of processed recyeiables-cutside-of the proposed
sty senoptHor paper storage-whish-shal-beloeatedintheoreasshown-onthesite
plare—in-sddiionthere-shall bo-no-storage-of unprocessed-recyalablos-ouiside-ofthe
proposed-iaciiy. *

Gdorcontrob-shall-be-enforced-by-the-Air Holiution Control-Distriet-LAPE D -sonsistent
with- ARCE-Bule 402 — Nulsance—Inthe eventitis determined by ARCD that odor
threshelds have been-exeeedad;-the ARPGE shall-investigate the odor complaints-using
ASTM-Method-NumberEod4-75-{Standard Practice for-Relerencing - Supra-threshelds

Oderlslenzity) or olher processes approved by APCD. The cost-of this lype of
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invastgotion-wil-be-theresponsibility-of the-applicantand-mayresult-inadditichal
siigation-messures-such-as-containerizing-of recyeiable-materals.

Noise Reduction

Operations

13— Friorto-issuanceof aeconstruction-permibthe-applcantshall submita-Comprehencive
OperationalkNoise-Reddetion-Plan-to tha-Plarning-Bireclorfor review and-approvab—The
Flan-shal-at-a-minroum-inelude-the {ollowing noise redustion-meaasures:

B B-pploading - sering densifying-and consolidation-activties-shall-take-plase
within-the-enclosed strugtures.

bo-——Vehicle trips-inand sut el dhe faciibvwill iake place as shown-inHhe-Addilionat
Acoustical-Analysis-daled Apai-0a7 on Hewith-the-Dapariment-of Plarning-ard

Bullding—The Planshall-identify these-vehicle rips-and-tbe-imes-they will lake

place.
~~Gackup-beepers-shail-be ned-down-lo-the-maximumn-extent-aliowed by QB8R A

exit
B TG G-B0G - raslor Falers walling le-load-erunload shall-shut eﬂgines eff.

£———Engines-chall not belefirunningfor o periodongerthan-3-minuies: ©

Design and Construction

Hh——-Gonstructionand-greding-plans-submitted-lo the Building- Divistoptorrevieveand
approval-shali-indude-design-and-construction freasures-to-reducensise—thase

measures-shall-ncludeat-a-minimum-thefollowing:

= D— -Finishod-floor-elevation-obthe sort-bullding shalk- be-no-highesthan-25Hfaet-msh

b——Finishad Hioor-elevation-of the two paper buildings shall be-ne-higherthan 252
feet-msk

&———Areas-within-ciructures-dediesiadio-unloadingsordingdensifdng and
consolidationactivities shall be-identiisd on-the plans:

o ~Eliminate-al-mainienance-and smergensy deors-an-the cast-side-ol-ihs-sod
stroeture-

a.-——Hse-eloctdealv-operaied.-insulalad doors.

b Gonsiruet-a-slemwallatiruck-enirance-lo-sod sirusture:

g——Yselypicabinsulated stud-wall construction on-the eastgablewall and provide for
sound-rstiation-onthe-easterly sne-thivd ol the main sert-building.

h———Aroise-bevm-shall be-consirdeled so-as-to-maximize s noise-alienuation
sHectivoress-rom-the nelghboring property-atihe mobile-home.The-breakin
line-of-sight between-the-roise-soures and-thereceiver shalbbe-a-minimum-of

five-foet-higherthanthe ine-of sight.—The borm-layeut-and-heighi-shall achiove
the-required 50-dBA-st the southeast propertyline {see-Applicant's-Exhibit-1
atlachedto-these-conditions-aniiled Sie Seslionat-lbandscaped-Berm,-Preposed

SeA-Faclliiv-Cold Camyon-Landill-daled July 224007 ag grecented-and
adopted-by-the Board of Supervsors)_*
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A5-—-Vithinthe-first- shomonthsofoperation of the propesed facility, the applicant-is
responsible for conducting-additienal noise messuremenis-and-it-nacessary—additiona;
mitigatisnecodid-bereguired-asaresult

wwwwww Allertheinitialsix-monih-monitoring processnolsecomplaintsshal-bereceived by the
Beptof Planning-&-Building-investigation-of the noise complaint-may-include an
applicaht-fundedinenioning perodto-determine-f-neise-Jevels-ars-being met—The

resulis-of the-nolse-moniosing may Fesuikmﬂeﬂhﬁea%eﬁ&ﬂekrmﬁ%emeﬂ{atsz
addiionab-nolse-mitigation-measures. *

Complaints

FEo-Frior-to-applcationforconstruction-permiis, theapplicant shail designate-a respensible
9&4}%%&9%&—24449&53 ey wi%h—th&aa%he;ity {eﬂcece%ve» and COHEGE %y%@%{'ﬁeaﬁenﬁf

e Depaﬂme#be?%nmg&n&%%mg—bwﬁeh%hﬂew@ﬂs@l&paﬁy mw{ae
gepntacied: *

H——ny-uprasolved-writencomplaimsragarding the facility-will eause-areview of-the-permit
by-the-Rlanning-Conmission:

Vector Control
&o—Prigrto-issuance-ef-consirusiion-permits-the-applieant-shall-submit-a-vestorcontroel
program-te-the Department-of-Rlannaing-and Building-and-the Division-of Environmental
iHealth-forreview and-apprevat-

Visual Mitigation

48— The proposed-use-islimited-fo-the-area of disturbance shown-on-the-propesed-site-plan
dated-December 12,1996 and as shawn-onthe-aporoved site plan.

20—A-sndscaped-berm-shall-be-ipstalicd bebveen-the proposed-sertfacilityand the

seutheasteublastproperisineas-shown-onthe Screeningand Revegetalion-Bian dated
December 121996 and-May 1087 T he-berme-shaltbe 1o-12-festin-heighi withan-angle
af-reposeresuling-ia-a- 120 foot base. The-base-of the berm-shalbbe ng loss than 50 -foel
from-the sort structure. The berm-andlandscaning shall be-instalied priortofinal

21— The berm shall be-landscoped-as-shown-on-the-Sersoping-and-landssape Plan-datad
Pesember-12,-1886-and-May-1097-

~--The sortiacility structure chall be-set bask from-the proparty ne-a-minirrum-of 200-feet

23--—Priorto-final-inspection -the-applicant shallimplement the proposad-color-board showiag
axteror-finish-materals —colers-and-height-abave the-existing naturai-ground-sudace-as
shown-onthe-approved-Fis- xhibitA- >

24 Outdoor lighting sources shall be designed and adjusted to direct light away from any
offsite road or street, and away from any dwelling outside the ownership of the applicant.
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25. No light or glare shall be transmitted or reflecled in such concentration or intensity as to
he detrimental or harmful to persons, or to interfere with the use of swrounding
properties or streets.

26.  Any light source used for ground area illumination shall be shielded from above in such a
manner that the edge of the shield is below the lowest edge of the light source.

27. Any light source intended for ground illumination that is located at a height greater than
eight feet shall have shielding which extends below the lowest edge of the light source a
distance sufficient to block the light source from the view of any residential use within
1,000 feet of the light fixture.

28 --Prigr io-issuanes-of-consiruchonpermits;-the applicant shalbsubmit- landseape-wrigabion;

landseape-management pans-and speciiications-consistent with the-Sereening and
Revegetafion Cancept-Flandatod September 25109968 and reviced Docomber-143,-4006
and-May- 198440 the Department-of Planning and Building forreview-and-approvatbn

&

sorewiaiien-with Environmenial-Goordipator: *
28 Brigr-te-fratnspecionandscaping-shall-be wslalled-as-shownonthe Seresning-and

Reovegetalion Fian-CenceptPlan;daled Seplember 25,1886 and-revised -Desember 18,
1008-and-May 1867 ¥

SG-—Lontours, elovations-and-shapes-eliiniehed sudacesshalb-be-blended with-adiacent
natural-ierrainio-achieve-a-consistent grade-and-natural-appearance—Border al-cut
slopes-and-filis-shall-be roundad off-o-a-minimemradius-of-five featis -blend-with-the
naturahierrain_~

Air Qualit
HH——During-constraction:

By -Adi-disturbed-surfacesshallbewatered-twice dally ormore-often-f-nesded:

- Permanent dust control measures [doentified in the approved project revegetation
andlandssaps-plans-shall be-implemented-within 60 days-following eomplation-of
any-sot-distirbing-activities.

e—f¥—E%g§@%é~§9wé«axea%m&~a{e pianned-te-be rewerked at-dates-gregter han-one

month-alisrni i est"a{%éé’%c; sba&-l—be—sewﬂ—wrhﬂa—ﬁaﬁt—ge{%m%&{; neive grassseed

f_\nré reke L £k cscvfc\hioh
= ¥ AT

d——%#éis&iﬁ)@é 5;@@2 aregs ﬁ%%bjeeﬁeﬂtevegetaheﬂﬁha%i Bba-stabillzed-using
appraved-chemics-soil-bindsrsjute notiing—or othermothods-approved by the
Adr Pollution-Controbbisiret

G rogdways—drivewayssidawslks-ete-1o-be paved-shali becompleied within
3o-days-unlesssseding ersoll-binders-are-used-io-stabilize the areas-

e Epdiding-padsshal-bedalgwithin20-daysaftergradingunlessseeding-or-nuil
binders-arg-used;

g——\ahicle-speedfor sl construstion vehicles shali nol-exceed-15-mph-onany
unpoved-surfgce-atthe construction site eronroadsaccessing-the construstion
siles
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by ——fd-trpsles-hauling dirksand,-seil-erelther-leese materials areto-be covered-or
should-maiptainatleast vofeet of- freeboard-(minimum-—verticat- distance
bebyeon-fop-otloadandiop-otiraiierHnaceordance with-CVE Eesben-23114.

b Al paved-streels-inthe-viginity-ef the propesed project- are o be swept atihe end
of eash-work-day-ifvisible seit maierial-has-been-ransported-eficite: *

3Z2—lrrerderie-miligateairgualiby-impacts asaresult ebhe oporational-phase ob the project;
the-applicant agrees-to-the fellowing:

oo ErABHOYROS-Shal-be brovided with-a-luncharea-inciuding microwave-and
refrgeratortoreducs-off-site trips-generated as-s-result-el--sommutingta-lunsh™s
b—— Bevelopmentof-the sertfaciity structure shallbincorporate-double-pans-windows

and-energy-eticient-ighting:
o Insulation of the sort facility-office, employee rest-area—snd-sducationstrosm

exterorwalis-beyond-THe 24-requirements—tn-addition;-insuiation-ef-hol waler
heaters-and-het-water-pipes.

d.— Replace or repower gt least one exisling onsite-mobile-squiprmenstthe—fork-Hs.
etewith-elecidcor NG powsred-equivelarms wilhin-bysars:_~

33— Thelandgfibscurreniiy s sourse-obair bome perlicuisle-matier—rordertomitigate-the
impasts of air-berre-parieuiate-matierthe npplicant-agreos-is-acsomplish-the-fellewing.
) e tion:

a—Pave-the-enlive portion-of the sccessropd-bebween-the approved-composth faciiity
ard-thapropesad-ser-facility.
b—Provide dust conirobirsatmentalongthe-existing-unpaved-portionsofhe-aseess

road-batwesn-bighway 227 and-the-approved compostiacility-in-a-manner
approved-by-the-Al-Foliution Corlrol-District LAPCD:

&——The-applicant understands that-tmaislenanceofHbe-dust controt- reatment
beeorpas-problematic-or-HHbe-dust-sontrotrogimentis-inefective, as determined
bydbhe-Air-Fallvhion-Confrab-Bistret - the-applicantagrees-topave-the-entire
sechonoiiheaccessroad romHighway 227 ie-the propesed-sort-facility.

Hours or Operation

34:-The sort-foclity-may-acceph-sort-and ship moaterials betwesnthe-hours-of 8:60-am-=4:30
p-m—only-Manday through-Friday-with-no-weekend operatisn-Hewaver- i o-holiday
GBGGL}FS within-the-week,operations-areallowed-on-Salurday-enly withindhe-same hours.

Local, State and Federal Compliance

35. The applicant shall comply with all local, state and federal laws and reguiations
concerning sorting facilities.

Drainage

38 Tho-cpplicant agress-io-incomorate-allresommendationsfrom-September 41896
gectochraportprepared by-Eorth Systems:
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If——-Alldrainage {acililies sbal be-built-te-a E0-year slorm-slandardand-shall beprolected
frem-washout,-eresion-gr-sedimentation _*

Hi——-Ne-rsugh-grading-assosialedwith-the-proposed project shal-beconduciad dutngthe
ratay-months-frem-Oclober45lo-April-+ 5 No-finish-grading shall-be-condusiad from
GetoberdBio-April 18 uriesstheapplicant prepares-a-Sedimentalinn Brosion-Centrel
Flarn-consistenbwiti-the requirements-of the bLand-Uee Ordinanceand-approved-by
Counb-Eaginearing.

Water Quality

38.———Hilscharge-into-surface-water bodies-isdetocted gunrery-{orother-iterval-as-may be
reauired-by-the-Regienal-Board-menitoring-of sudace-watershallbe-condusted-and
restlis-submitied-to-the Regicral-Water Quality Control Board[{-meniiorng indisates
tabsontaminamsare presentthe peormitiec shall sonduet-aninvestigation-underthe
supohdsion-of-the Hegional-Weler Quslily Gontrol Board-toicentify- the contaminant
sowreg-and-appropriaie miligation-measures:

Hazardous Wastes

40— The-applicant-agreas to-contrsHncoming hazardeus-wasies by-instituling all of the
harardous-waste-pelicies, praglices-and proceduresidentfied-ang-required-as-condiiens
oh-approvatoer-the Cold-Canver-Landiil-BywansionDevelopment-Rlan 880156 L.

Biological Resources

44, ~There shall be no cutling, alisration, or dislurbance of the axisting-welland-vegetation
lseateddownsteam ol the awisuliural-resarvai-{stosk-pondHocated onthe-subiaet
propery-except-as-approved-by-the-bBavirommenial Coordinatorinconsultationwith-the
savirenmontal- mopitor and-the Department-of Fish-and Game:

Ad——-itis-necessary-lo-replace-weliand vegetation-as- delerminad by-the Department of
Hanning-and-Bullding-iaconiunction-with-he environmentab monllerand-the-Bepasimant
of-Fish-and-Gamethe-applicapt-shall-prepore-a-Revegetation Planfertho-wetlands
fellowing Fish-and-Bame Wellands Hesources Policy-reguiremenis, and-indicating the
vegatationto be removed and he-localion-where it will-be replaced- The Hevegelation
Hlan-shalb-be reviswed by Heh-and Game--The applicant shalt eblain-aleller fram Fish
and-Game-indicaling that the-wetland vegelation-has-beenadeguately replased—This
letterfavailable-shall-be-submitted-to the Counbrwithin 90-daysof completion-of
replenting—Thesc-arcas-wiltbe-subjectioinspection by a-ropresentative-olibe
DeparmentotFishand Game-en-ar-anndal-basis-uniilbvegetatiophas-beon-suscessiuly
osiablished: *

43.—-—The propesed-drainage-systertwittdetainrunaff from-a B0year-storm-inorder o
minpnize-damage-downstrean.—in-erderie-mainiain downstroam wetlansvaguiation,
the-applicartagrees-to-allowan-ameount of rureffecuivalent-to-that generated-by-a-two
year-storm-io-pass-centinuousiv—lraddiienthe applisantagroes that the dralnage
system-witbnotHfunstion-lo preveni-existing-velumes-of drairage-waterrom-entenng the
swale;-but-shalHunstion-foprolong-the time thabwater willlaw-inthe-swale-theraby
baving-the-effect ot merely controliing - the-rate-of flew ar-runoif during-large storms.

120 of 170



Attachment 10

3-121

Archaeological Resources

44— if-ary-archacolegicsl resodressare found-during sie-preparation ali-earthwork-withia 50
feet-ot tha-objecl{s}shallcease unil-the resources-have been-evaluated by-aqualiied
archaesiogistfrom-the-Gounty approved-ist of archasologists—Any-additienal-mitigation
measures-recommended-biy-thoarehaesiogist-shall- be-evalusted by the Environmerial
Goordinalorand-upon-GCeordinaterapproval-implemented-by-the applicant—dpon
completiop-olany-sueh-mitigation-measuresand pror-io-finalinspection, the-appleant
shall-have the-archaeologist-prepare-aletier stating-that al-the mitigation measures have
been-implomented.

Expanded Prop-Off Facility

45——hg-part-ol-the-preject descriptionthe-public-will be-unable-tc-aceess the proposed-sort
faciityferpurposes-of drepping-off recyclablec-materials-Therefore -priorto-final
inspection-the-applicantagress-lo-consiructa penmanent-recyslable materials-drop-off
fasility-intheviclaiyr ol the scale house for-use-by-the publie

Mitigation Monitoring

46— Prior-to-application-for construction-permite - including-grading permitsthe-asplicant shall
establish-a-fund-with-the county-in-an-amount-approved by the Environmenial
Loordinaterto-covercosts-ofmitigation-monilorngand-condition-compliance associated
with-this Iaﬂ&us&pe%?aﬁ@ -subsequentconstrustion-permitsThe merdes maintained
wthe-fund-shaltalse de-reimbursement ot county-staff-formitigation-monitering
efferts: "

4f—The-cost-olihe-mitigation-monitor shali-be bore-by-the-apslicant—The mitigation
monitorshall-be-approved-by-the Envirepmental Coordinator and shall work-under
contract-with-the-counly—The-miligation-monior shal-submib-a- work-progrem-ta-the
Office-of-the-Environmental-Coordinator-forreview-and-approval priorto-issuance-of
sonstruction-permifts—Thework program-shal-include-monitering-of all-activities
identified-vbove-and-shalbinclude tasks-associoted with-bi-annusi-mitigation-compliance
overafve-voarperod. *

48—Prior{o-issuance-of-a-consiruction permii-the-applicantshall-submil-fire safsiy plan-te
G County Fire-for reviewand-approval:

48 ——-Applicant-shallas-a-conditen-of the-approval and use-of this-dovelopment plan-defend:
Atits sole-expense-any-action-broughf-againstthe County-of- San-Luis Obispe,-ite
presentorfoimerofficersagenis,or-omployees, by-a-third-pardy-challenging-eitherits
decision-io-approve-and-issua-thic-dovelepment plan-or the-mannerinwhich the couniy
is-interpreting-or-enforaing the-conditions-of this development plan-orany-otber-astion
by-athird-party-relating-te-approvalorimplemerniation-ol-this-development plan.
Applicant-shallreimburse-the-county forany-court costs-and-attornay'sfees-which-the
sounty-may-be reguired-by-a-court-to-pay as-a-resulb-of-sueh-aclion-but sueh
participaton shall-netrelieve-applicant-ofits-cbligation under-this-conditien:_*
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Agricultural Preserve Contract

50— Prioriotheissuance of o EQQSFFHC mpe%m&—th&&am Geﬂsewaimn ﬁxei_eenferaet—sha i

ha sancalod fortha nroieat e Yatal
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tioa of | |rm reaewsi-shall bean
e ¥ si-shall-be =37
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Cold Canyon Landfill, Development Plan D860156:A (Landfill Expansion})

Notice to Proceed

Aot dn-order-to-faciitatethe-preparation-of-the-proposed-project-subsequentio-conditionat
approval-of -theDevelopmentRlan, - Selid -Waste Fasilities Permi—Wasle- Discharge
Reguirements-and-Callrans epcreachmant parmit—a-Netice-to-Proceed shall be issued
by-the-Planning Birectorwhen certain-pre-preparation-and - pre-gparalionalconditions-ara
metby-theapplicant—The Netice to Proceed-is reguired privrio-assepianco-ofwasis-

a—The-MNoticeto-Procead-shall-be-issued-prictto-aecaptance-of-anywaste—in-the
Approved-expansion-afea.-Phaorto-ssuanee- of the-Netice-to Procesd - the-following
sonditions-shal-bemst

__________ A %__Laadseaﬁ ¥

B %the#extmame Sacurtos
e——A-G—Mitigation Menitoring Fund
R A-14—Grading
wh—A12 - SedimentationBasing
w}i ——A-5—Water-Quality Menitoring
www wfbondl o Traffie and Circulation
—H-2t——Litter Gontrel
x~—~——A~22——Letter Lontrel
¥ A2 Parsonpsel
HPi26—Fire-Safeby Plan
Rl A-2F—Oak-Tree-Replanting Plan
¥iv——A-28.— Oak Tree Replasding Hlan
wi——A-32 —Hazardous Wastis

b—This--Bevalopment Plan—shall-axpire-inthree {3 vears Jrom-thedate of final
approval-oithe-Development-Plan-i the use-is-pet-aceurring on-the-sile-pursuant-ie
band--tise--Ordinance—Sections—22 02,042 -and 22 02 044 Time—exiensions—ior
establishing-tho—use—may-be-considerad pursuant-to-Land-Use-Ordirance-Section
2202080 -Exlensions-of-Timefor Land-Use-Parmits)-such-that the-lotal-elapsed
time-for-implementing-this-Devalonment-Plan-shall notexcesd five {8 vears. *

Status of Approval

A-2—This—appreval-authorizes—expansion -af-the—Celd Canyon-landfill-consisient-with—the
following:

a—Asceplance-of-nonhazardous-and-inertrefuse as-defined-by-Galifomia Code-of
Regulations {CORY Tile-23,-Bidsion 3-Subehapierib,{Seclions-2523-ek-seqh
b—Placement-af nonhazardous-and iner-matedal-withinthe-area shown-on-Exhibit
BE801B8E:G-and-Q3and-this-rmaienal shalk- not-excead the - Hil-and-erosssection
conpurs-shown-oi-Exhibils DESI1EEDQ3,-Q4.- Q5 and-Q8-
c—Exuavations-for silo preparationas shown-on Exhibit- 860156 0:Q2.
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d—Fill-the refluse-celumn-based onthe-phasingplans-shown-in Exhibit DEGO1E6R: Q4.

e.-Plar-sheels,—eross—sections-and-detalle- depicting—he-engineering-foatures-of the
landtill-inciudingtheliner-and - leachate-colisction-and treaiment systoms.—surface
water-contrel-strachures,-exeavationand-fil-phasing, -seil-slockpile—areas—and-final
severas—approved—by-the Regional - Water-Guality Conirol Beard—and-thetosal
EnforcamentAgency:

fo—Ar-approved drainage-plan-for onand off-site-drainage-improvemenis-that mests-the
regurements—of—{H—the—and—tiseOrdinance {2} —the County Eagineerng
Bepariment-and-{3)-the-Regional Water Quality Conirol Board 4 - LEA:

g——A—F&Fe%afe%LQésm -approved-bythe County-Fire Depariment:
frLitter preveniionreguirementis-as-regquired-and-appreved by-the Local-Enforcement
Ageney-

b Ao pproved-Waste—Controt-Pragram--f required by {1)the—Loecal-Fnforcement
Agency—or{2)-the-Regional- Waier-Quality-Cortrol Board-andlor{3}-the-Califoraiz
LHeparimentof Health-Services.

—-An--appreved -groundwater—andJeachate—moniloring--program—ilrequired-by—the
Rogiona-Mater Quality Board:

k—An-approved-proliminary-and-final-closure plan—and-posiclesure-mainienance-plan
and-approved-final-closure-and-post-clesure-mainterance- plans-as-reguired-by-the
kocatEatorsement Agency-aad-the Regional Water Quality Control Beard.
-Hrefiminaty-closure-and-posiclosure-activities-as-may berequired-by state-low by the
Regiona-Waler-Gluality Centrol-Board - LEA-or-AlrPollution Control-Board-or other
srtorcement-ageney-oliursdistion.

f-An-spprovedeachete—sollection-and-remeval-system-that-includes-a—high-densily
polyethylene-geomembrane-or-appreved-alternative linerifrecuired by the Regional
Waler Qualily Gontrot-Board:

f—An-approved-hydradlic borrierseparating future vertiesl- e*paﬂs;@ﬂ “ror-the-existing
filHErequired-by-the Fegional Water Quality Control- Board._*

Landscaping

A-F—the-applicant-shall-submitt{o-the - Pianning Directorfor—roview--and-approval—fnal
lancseape-and revegslation-plans—ardJeng-lerm-maintenance-plaps-for the-expansion
ared-priorto-issuance-of-the MNotice—{e-ProceedThe—plans—shallprovide-for—at o

i—-———Sereaning-of the site-from-State Highway 227:
#———creeningalong-the eastedy-propery boundary:
thm——ftimnelable-for commencerent-ard-completion-of landscaping requirements;
h—Revegetation-eHandlill siopesimmediatelyuponpartial siosure of each
portionof
thedangfil_*

Time Limits

A-d—This-Development-Plan-shallexpire-and become void-when the designated fill elevations
ir—Exkibi ~-BD86A158 DG —as—approved:-aro-reachad- or-the - use—is—abandoned —or
discontinsedtor—a- perod greater -than--twalve—{42) monthspursvant-to--Land Use
Ordinance-Section-22.02-062a(3--Expiration-of this permit shall-mean-the termination.of
aceeplance-efeolid-waste-pursvaptiothisland-use-sermit-and-closure-and-postclesure
activities-as-may-be-required-by-stale-law andlerthe LEA. *
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Permitting

Ae-bo—he-following permits—are-reguiredto-be-issued -orapproved.pricr-fo-issusnce-of-the
Moticeto-Procead:

a-asie Discharge Reguiremenis{RegiomalWater Quality Conbol-Board )
b-Solid-Waste Faciliies-Rermit {LEA Y
c-ErncroachmentPermit{Galtrans- ¥

Permit Review

Ac-B——A-summany repori-regarding-complianse-with -reguired--and -recommended—conditions
shat-be-sresentad-to-he-Plansing-Compissienon—an-annual-basis—The report may
holude-but-net-be-lemitad to—lransmital ot complisnee--reparis--from--the-—mitigation
monlor—reporis-from-the-Hanning - Birestor-regarding—wiitien-evaluation—of condition

somplahcesubmilied-by-the-Miligalien Meontorand-pursuant-to-the provisionsof Land
Yse-Grdinance-Section-22.02.038 and Sectens 2210040 ot sae:

Performance Security

A-7—Pror-to-issihance—of the-Netios-io-Prossed. the -applicantshailsubmit aperdormance
sesurtty-pursuant-io-kand-Use-Lrdinance- Seclon 22.02.060-in-an-amountto-be-based
on--a8 -eslimate- prepared by the applicantfor review-apd--approvat-by-the-Planning
Dirsctorand-n-a-forsr-approved-by-Gaunly-Cownsel—The perdormance securify- must be
based-on-anr-estimale-ot-the cost-el-the-work-imvolved-for-each-temnoted below plus-an
admisisirative-foa.

A—performance—seeuribe-shall-sover-the-werk-for-approved-site-perimeler landsecaping;
inchuding-landscape scresning and-ihe approved cak-iree-mitigatien plan.--Any-porfion-of

this-worccempleted prior-to- +ssrﬁa+‘+ce----af—the~ Heties-toProceed isnot requiredto-be
made-apar-oHtheperdormance-securty_~

Mitigation Monitering

A8 Priorto-{ssuance-of-the Nelice-lo-Procesd - the-applicant shal-establish-afund-wilh-the
county—in—an-—ameunt-approved by —the-PlanpingDiractor-and - the-Eavironmenis
Coordinater--lo—eover—sosis—of condiion-complianee - inciuding—mitigation-monilovng
asctiviies—gssociated-with-ihe-Gouniy reguired-conditions- ol approval o this-land use
pasait--Hhe-monies—maintainedin-the-fund shall-be-used-lo-fund- the-revdew-of-those
mitigationmeasures whers o County-ageney-is-designaled as-the responsible-agency-in

the Mitigation-Monitoring Plan.

Fro-Mitigatioa-Menitoring Plan-chall-berevisedte reflectthe final canditions-adopted for
{be—project by the-toad Agercy--ahd—ai-Responsible-Agencies—The Environmenia!
Coordinator's Offica—s-responsibla--for-sdminisierng-AB-3180-and —willact osthe
clearinghouse-for-all repsris-pursuanidoths Mitigatioa Monitering -Plan.- *

Stratigraphy
| A9t whale bonefossil- bearing depesits—are-unearthed—from—the—Monterey Formation
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guring-excavalon-astivilleswork-within 100-feet of the-unsoversd-resource-shall sease
an@a—qu&#reé—p&!@@m@@gisi appreved-by the Office-of the-Environmental-Ceordinglor

shallberetained-by-the-permitias-to-evaluale resouree significenceThe paleostologist
shalsubmit-a-weitien-reped-le-the -Office-ot-the Environmental-Goordinator-dessribing

the—resource—and—recommending—any—hurther—astions. - Work—within--the-- 100 feot

prohibition area may recommence only with the writien-spprovab-of-the Office ot the
Envirsnmenial-Goordinator.

Erosion Control

A-10—Aldisbosal areas-shall-be projected-from-inundation-washouland-erosion-obwastes of
covermalerialsassociated using 8100 year-slormn-slandard. _*

A4 (Grading—shallbe—esonsistent-with—County—appreved - grading—plans—polisies—and

A-1Z-—As-buill plans{for the-two-sedimentation basins designaiedas-Basins-A-and B-on Exhibi
DE60156D:Gl—shall be-submilied-to-the Regional Waler Quaiity Corirot Boardforroview
and-appreval-prior-lo-issuance-otthe-Nollce o Procecd-Sheuld-the-basin-be-shawn-pet

to-sconformioTille 23-the sedimentary- basin-shaltberesenstructedto-sonform:

A-13. Al up-gradient runoff shall be channeled around the landfill to prevent run-on and
possible leachate generation and shall be reflected on the drainage and grading plans.

A-14, Areas of higher erosion potential shall be protected by water bars, jute netting, straw
matting, sand hags and straw bales as necessary. These features shall be shown on
the drainage, sedimentation and erosion control plan.

A-15.  All sediment faden runoff shall be passed through sedimentation/retention basins and
shall be shown on the drainage plan.

Water Quality Monitoring

At b—Frigi-fo-issuanse-ol-the NelicetoProceed,-the-applicant-shall-eblain-approval-cL and
place-ive-eparstion—a-grouhdwatermenienng-plan-pursuantio-the regsirementsof Title

23— Chapter-tb--and- Chapier-5-and-10-of -the Califernia-Code—-ef -Regulations.-The
auartedy {orotherinlenal-as—riaybe reguired-by--the-Regional Board) sampling-will

sertince-throdghoettthe-active-life-of the-facility-6n4 be-conducted-during-the-pesiclosure
penpd-untb-adeguate dataare-available-to demonsissie-thal-no-significant impasis—are
eeeaxﬁﬁg—mkw;ar—queh%y eia‘fashaﬂ—be sui}m—}tte{% E@%@Q—RGQ—LGH&WB{GFQ{}GH%GGHHGI

memieﬁng wee-ngia Heé—a&;suani—ée—the—#eeemmendaééen& »@é»«the«&@&é« gw ronmenial

impact-Reper-{pages1.B-48-through-page-4-B-48) and/or-as-approved by the Regional
Water Qushty-Gentral- Board-

#-the-evestthat rmonitedng-identifies—signifisentlovels-of contaminanis,the Regional
Water-Quality-Control-Board-shall-be-conlacted-immediately--A-sorrective-actisn-plan

shail-be-inidated-perthereguirementsof Tile 23 Chapter 46-and-Ghapters H-and-10-of
the-California—Codeof Reguiations—The-plan-—-shall-inelude-but-nol-be limited to-=
subsurface-invesiigation-to-assess-the-vertical-and-horzonial-axient-of the-contaminant
glume-ahd-potentia - sooress—Additionalstudies—of aguifer- hydrawlic--aradienis-ang
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parareters-may-be-reguirod-ie-iull v-ovaloatethe-implications of-apy soptamination:

.-the RWQCB determines—that any—-observed—contaminant —plume—is—significant;
implementation ol groundwaler remediation shall-berequired--Fhe-remediation program
shall-be-designed pursuantdo-{se-recomumendations-of-the Final Environmenial-tmpaset

Repoertandthe Regioral Walsr- Gualily Control-Board:

The-posiciosurs-mitigation - funds reguired by Title 23 and-any-other-provisiohs-of slate
law—ter-eovering-costs-assosinled-—with-possible-remedialisn—shal be-identiied--and
vedfsatian -of-manner—oi-whish--this—ocours—shall-be providad-to-the-Enwronmental
Goerdinators-Office.

Water Quantity

H-grogndwater pumping-data-shews-avallability fo-have dropped-to-under 8840 -gpd the
Biligation-Moendtor-may-roquireaddiional-pumpihg-capasibe-be-instalied—Fhe-appiisant
shaib submit blennizl-bampingreparisio-the-Miigatien-Monitor

Surface Water

Fe%%@@ywm%%na#smrd}w m@%«z}m‘g«,_.@@ m#aeeuwafeepsha%é be- a@ndu&% »aﬂd
fesuiis-submitied-te-the-Reglepal-WalsrGuglity-onirol-Board-and - LEAH-meniloring
wdicates-trat-senlaminanis—are-present - the -pesnittee—shall conductan-investigation
under -the-supervision--of-1he- Regional-Water-Guality -GControl Board o identify-tha
sopiaminant-sourcs-and-approprate miligalisnmeasures:

Air Quality
A8 Adanchilgas-condreland exdraction-system-shall-be-designed and insialled- i rogquirad by

the- ARPCD orthe LEA. ¥

Traffic and Circulation

A-2D--Prierto-dssuanee-of the-Neolicete-Proceed-the-following-improvements-shall- have been

constructed:

a—State Highway 227 chall-be widened and restriped to provideleft-hand-torn
channelzalien-persuani-io-the requirerments-ebCallrang.

B, The sight distarice improved al the inlerseclion of Highway 227 and the sile enlrance
ter the dirasti fCal -

e—All-improvemeni-plans-shall be-reviewed-and epproved-and-an-ancroachment permit
issued by-Cailtrans:_*

Litter Control

A-2t—Priorto- lssuance-of the Notise-io-Procesd;-the applicant shalbHnstoll iter fences-which

are-g-minimum-oHour feel-high-onthe property baundans_~

A2Z—ProrHo-ssuanco-of the-Notleo-to Proceatd the-applicant shallexaandinvelvamantinthe

“Adept-a-Highway program-to-nclude-both-sidesof Siale Highway 224 -ai-Heast ohe-mile
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in-each-directionfrom the sils-enbranse.

A-23--Ths-applicant shallinspect surreunding properties-each-day-ang-ilitter is-discavered-to
have-migrated-oft-siteshall-immediaiely-remeve the-litter-f the peanissionof the
property-owner-s-granted—H deemad pecessary by-the Mitigation Monitor or the LEA,
Hierremoval shall continue whenever landfillactiviies ars-angelng:

Personnel

A-24. The applicant shall designate a responsible party avaiiable at 24 hours a day with the
authorily {o receive and correct any notification of permit violation. A telephone number
shall be supplied fo the Mitigation Monitor through which the responsible party may be
contacted.

Hours of Landfill Operation

A-br—the-dandiil-mey-accept wastes from- 700 arma—to- 430 o Bonday-through-Suadays
Dither landfif-activities that-de-not melﬁdeﬁeeeptaneeﬂﬁ«waste« may-Heeur-botween-the
howrs-of 8:30 a-m—and 5:30-p.mMonday-through-Sunday- *

Fire Safety Plan

A-26. Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the applicant shall submit to the Planning
Director a fire clearance letter issued by the County Fire Department stating that all
requirements of the Fire Safety Plan have been met.

Qak Tree Replacement Plan

A2f—The-appleani-shall provide for-the planting-of 500-cak-trees pursuani-to-the approved
OalkTreg Mitigation Flan-attached-as- Exhvbit 86044568, 8-

A-28-Prorto-issuance-oHhe-Noticeto-Proceed theapplicantshall-mplement the-Dak-Tree
Hitigatien Plan.

Local, State, and Federal Compliance

A-29. The applicant shall comply with all local, State and Federal laws and regulations
concerning landfills,

A-30. The applicant shall maintain a copy of the approved land use permit, Solid Waste
Facilities Permit and the Waste Discharge Requirements on-site at all times.

Status of Optional Area

Fe-dt—The--oplisnal-expansion—ares—asshown-in-Exhibil DEE015E0:Qlis—not approved-for
landfiing -purposes—The orea's—stolus—as—a—borrow—site-purstant-fo—the 3079

Departmeniah-Review-ard-Approval - {R78080%:2)-is-net-autherized for change-through
this-PevelopmsntPlan:
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Hazardous Wastes

A-32. Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the appficant shall construct and maintain a
holding area for hazardous waste materiais that may be detected during the load
checking process or otherwise found on-site as a result of normal operations. The
holding area shall be designed and constructed to safely store materials for a maximum
of 90 days as provided by Title 22 of the Code of California Regulations. The design and
operation of the holding area shall be reviewed and approved by the Environmental
Health Department.

Soil Importation

A-33. Prior to commencement of soil importation (low permeability or non-specific soil) the
applicant shall submit a plan o ECO that ideniifies the off-site soil needed for cover
purposes. The plan shall investigate alternatives that would minimize the length of frips
to the site. A maximum of 30 trips per day are allowed to deliver imported soil to the
site except during consfruction phases if approved in writing by the Environmental
Coordinator's office. The applicant shall submit a statement identifying the maximum
number of trips and the maximum period of {ime necessary to achieve the operational
needs of the construction phase. (This shall not include individuats wha may be bringing
soil to the site for disposal.)

Recyeling

fe-3d-—The applsant-shall expand recyeling-epportunitiss- on-the site by providing operational
arag-fasiifies-and eguipment-and-the Recessary parsannel lo-establizh a-drop-6f
regycling-araa-aimed-alrecyclingusable materals-and-produsis.

Waste Characterization

A-38--The-applicant shall-iake part-in-waste characterization studies-en-the site by providing
operabienal-arcaandfaciiiesfoassisl in-the conrductef waste characterization-stodies:
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Cold Canyon Landfill, Development Plan D360156:B {l.andfill Expansion)

Closure and Postclosure Fund and Plans

oo he-gpslicant-shallmainian-a-fund forlandill-closure-and-wosiclosursactivities pursuant
ig-Tils—d4—oi-the -Califormia Code of Regulatiuns Chapler 5, Secltions 18250 et Seq.
Proliminaryand-fnal-alosure-and-postelosura-plans—as-redguired-pursuant-to-Title-44-f
the-Galifornia Codeof Regulstions Chapter 3-Sections 17760 el seg-—and-Chapter 5;

Sections-18250-et—seg—and Tile-23, Subchapter 15 Sections-2580- el--seqg.shall-be
submitted-to-the-Planning-Direclor-once-the-plaps-are-approved-by-the-Regional \Water

Gusiity-Control-Board-and-the Local - Enforcement-Agency—lraddition-this-shallnclude
provision-for fundingforground-waterromediationifnocessary:_*

Hydrogeology

B-2——A-low-permeability high-density-pelyethylene geemembrane-crapproved-allernative-iner
shi-be-installed-atthe landiifllbedrecik-interdace pursuani-to-the recommendationsof the
Final-Epvironmentaldmpact- Repor—{FEIR—ard-as—sapproved-by-the-Regienal-Water
Cluality Control Board._*

Seismicity

B-3—Landiill-containment-structures-and peripheral slopes—shall- be—designed-to-withstand-a
maxim-peak-ground seooleration ¢f-4.66-g pursuant-lo-Hhe-regommendations-ali-the

Final EnvirenmentaHmpact Repott.

Liguefaction

Bd—H-glluvisd-and-silty sand-deposits-contain-groundwater- then groundwaler-migrationand
surface—water flow shal - be-diverded -away-from—the aliuvial-arcasbased on-a-plan
prepared-by-e-on-sile-gpgineer and reviswed-and approved-by the LEA and RWQCB

as-requirad.

Slope Stability

B wA-finai-axeavation-plan-shal-be-prepared-to-address-impacis-associaiad-with-excavating
landslide-deposis—alongthesouthatly-extromityand-eastemboundary of the-sile-and
shailspecifisally mitigate-any-polentiah-proiest-related-destabilization-of these landslide
areas-both-on-andoff-site.

B-6—{i-rofuse-slope-follure-cosurs-the-axdent-of-the-failure-shall-be-evaluated by a2 geologist
approved—by—iheLounby -leparment ol Flapring—and Building—eand-Office of the
Ervirenrnantal- Q@@r&;ﬁ@n@%@r—pﬁepte—mpa-h—ef the-tailed-slope—Theassessment-and repair
shalibe-monitored by-the LEA:

Sail Stockpile
Bt The—applicant-shall-submi-lo-the-LEA-for-veview-and-approval—a-soil-siockpileplan
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designating-thelocations-of stockpiles{oruse-during-cover-astivities.-intermediate-cover
purposas-and-closure. *

Soil Permeability

B-8—impored-low-permeability soil demensiraled-io-pass-sile-spesific-low parmeability-fosin
shalb-be-utized-as-waternfiltration barriers. Ga-siie-sells-can-be-improved-by-admixing
vitirbentonite-as-approved-bylhe Regional Water Gualivy Conlrel-Board:

B-9. Grading of earth materials shall be conducted on an as needed basis to minimize
surface disturbance.

B-10-Revegetation-shall-accurin- sequence-nmediatelyupon-completion-of-final grading-of
lendiil-phases-consisient- with-the-provisions—in-Appendix-F-ei-the Final Brviranmental
Impast-Repert-and-will-be—-in-accordance-with-the-approved-closure-plan—Hydasesding
with—an—approved-sead- mix-mulch—ond a—sol-seaiant—er-ogquivalent measures—as
approvad-in-writing-by-the ocal Enforcement Agensy-shall-be required-to-reduse-walier
eresien-potentiak

Shrink-Swell Potential

B-H-—Sie-spescificsollengineering{ests-shallbbe performed-on-solls-of the Lodo Series priorde
ase-ob-ihe -seils-for-finglcover odelerpine-the-degree-ofexpansivensss -and-the
approprste--ute—of those -sols—in-the -proposed—project-design—Recommeandakons
regarding-theuseol-these-sodis-shall be-submitted-fo-the LEA forapproval-and-shail-be
irplemented:

Leachate Control

B-ji-Aleschate-colisction-endremovatsystem (LECRES rshal-be sonstrusied for-the-expansion
area-tnless-equivalent-measuwres are-approved-in-wriling by -the-Raglonab-Water Quality
Gontrol-Board-The-system-shal-inslude-a-liner censisting of o high-density polyethylene
geomembrane-—overlying-recompacied-subgrade—The best-available-centrsltechnology
shall-be-considered-and-inseragrated-if feasible-inthe desigh of-theleaehaio-detestion
ang-collection-system—ho-remainder-of-the-system-shall-consist-of a-drainags-blanket
systemconsiructed-priorio-landliting—A-onefeat-ihisk-drainage-blankel-and petwark-of
leashsie-drain-pipes-will bo-placed-above-the-basal liner —The dralns-will-cenvey-the
leachate-le-coliectieon sumpsiromwhich-theleachate-ean ba romoved: *

B13-in-the-avent-the-existing-landfilaros-dees-not receive fill pursuant-to- the requirementsof
the-Regionab-Water Qualih-Gontrol-Hoard -andthe LEA 5 LORS-and lnes chall ba
‘ ) siatad.
B-H4—An-appreved-hydraviie-barries-system-separating -fulure verdical-expansion—irons-ihe
existing-fillshall-be-ingludad-in the apdfillbplans- frequired-end-approved by the -Regional
Water Quality Contrel- Board:

B-154Heachate-isdetestad-in-a-praviously-dry-leachatecollestion-sump—oif-a progressive
wereasen-velume-of fuidina-sump-is-delecled:

a—Hhe RANQGCE-shall-be-netified-within 7 calendar-daye-oras-required by-the-Regional
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Water Quadity Contrel-Hoard:

b--Thelsachale-shallbe sampled-and analed-fo-determine-chemical characteristios:

e—The-teachate—may—be-remeved-from-tha-sump-andusedfor-dust-controlfitis
determinedto-benonhazardousor

d—iHsposed-ofin-an authorized disposal site-

a—Measures- shall-beformulated-and-implemented o-reduse—generation -oileschate
freconstruclion sirunoffele).

f-boachatesumps-shal-be-moniiored-by LEA on-a weskly basis—or-as-otherwise
dotermined by tha LA

Air Quality
B-18-Grading-shall-be-keptio-a-minimum-fo reduse-surface disturbance.

8-17-The-primarylong-torm -aceess-ioads—as-identifiedon-the Final-Grading-Plan—{Exhibit
Bas016pb:0h-shali-be-paved:

B-18-A-watertrusk-shall-oeused-at least 2 times-per-day-on-allunpaved-access-roads—graded
greas;-exeavatich-areas-and-any-stockpiled-soils or-as-directed -by-the LEA-Adidilional
waterihg-shail-be-used-during-high-wind-conditions-{e-16-mph-or-more)

B-18-A-chemical-sealant-shall- be-used-or-allunpaved access roads-leading to-the sctive face
as-well-as-recently-covered-areas-at-the-end-of-each-week-ur-asreguired by the LEA.
Sesiant-shall-alse-bo-appliedo-all unvegetatad -driveable surfaces-as-may-dirested by
e LEA

B-20. The cover placed on the old fill area shall be inspected for cracking on a monthly basis
and filled as necessary.

8-24-The—sldfill--area—will- be—covered with-the -reguiredfourfeci-of -clean—cover—iher
revegelaledHydrosesding-with-ap-approved seed-mbcmuloh-and a-soll cealant will-be
Hsed:

Litter Control

8-22-The-entire-surface-of-the-astive-face area-shall be covered dally with-scit-compacted-io-a
miptmem-depth of 6-inches pursuant-to-reguiremenis-of-COR-TiHe 14-Seoction 17682 or
siheracceplablo-covermaterials ihal-are-designed-io-ashieve comparablolitier controt:

B-dd-All-oldit-area-surlaces-atfinal grade shalk-have final sover-applied-and-drought-tolerant
vegetation-esiablished-Native vegetationds-encouraged:

B-24A-mevable10-fool-high-barrier ferce-shall bebsed-te—cover-thearea-in frontof and
arcung-the-working foce:

B-26--A-senofilament -wire sysfem consisiont-with—the -dessription-ip—the—Bird - Pooutation
Conirel-Plan-shall-be-utilized-ever-the-working-face-of the-landiililo impade-the-feading
and-flight ot gulis-at-the-site-

B-26-Cold-Canyon-kandiil-inc—shaltsontinue to-perform-Performance-Standards-inspection
practices—and-implomentprosedures—and--recordkeeping—as—stipulated by —ihatoeal
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Erforeemant--Agensy- and-GGR-Tile--44.--Beglion-1/683-+—PRefformance - Slandards
operations-continue:

B27A-coveredoad-program-shall-be-teviewed and-approved-by-the LEA-and-initinted-at-Cold
Canyon-Landfit prier {o placementof refuse-inthe permilted expansion-area:

B-28Aeoverod sigh-shallbemainiained-at- the-entrance-to-the facility-siating that-allopen-bed
trucks-that-enter-the-slie-must-be—covered-to-provent-literfrom--blowing-onlo-public
roadways._

Personnel

B-28.-The--appleant--shall--retain-—a-—registerad-—civil--endineer—with---axperiise —h-Jandhill
consiructionfoperation-to-direct site construction aclvities- such-as--expansion—area

excavations, low permeablility soil placement and-lingr construction. The engineer will be
responsible-dor-oversesing the-construstion-astiviies-githe sie as-roguired:

B-30. The applicant shali have a site manager on-site at all times during landfill or covering
activities and shall be responsible for all site operations in coordination with the
Mitigation Monitor and responsibie agencies.

Material Salvaging

B-31. Material salvaging operations currently underway at the landfill shall continue.

Wastewood/Biomass Processing

B-32-The-ctrent-wasteweot/iomass-aperalion-desoribed inthe FratEnvirenmenial lmpast
Report-page-2-3i-shal-aontinue-lo-operate-as-pari-of-the-proposed proast-Al features
of the-operation-including staging—stockpiling-chisping—and-pesichipping-slockpiling
shallbe-oealed so a5 to-npot bevisible from public rosds and-neighboring properies.

Waste Control Program

B33 Thoappicont shal-instinie gl of the policles—and-practices-identiied-inthe “Waste
Goatrel-Hrogram-ob-the-Final-Environrmental-impast-Heperl-pages—2-4i-through-2-4:2
aa%age&%%@ugﬁ&%&nd%hﬂema&d%ﬁe%m@@% progam-to-ineluds

d radiziion detector and one
pa#&b%&ra&alaea—memt@rm@&me&er Geapab!-a---efmmeasﬁmg—gamma -and-beta-radiatien)
e Wasie-Conrtrel-Hrogram.the- misrorad -detactior-shall-baconsistant-with . the
desenptionfound on-page-4.-H -8 ol the Final Eovirenmenial-impast-Repor:

Postclosure End Use

B-35. The postclosure end use of tha project site is dasignated as open space, non-irrigated
grazing land as such a designation is required by Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 17796 et. seq.
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Odor Control

B-36. The applicant shall institute daity cover of solid waste pursuant to CCR Title 14, Section
17682 in order to control adors.

Asbestos

B-37. The landfill shall continue its prohibition of the acceptance of asbestos. Prior to
establishment of the use, the applicant shall consult with the County Air Pollution
Control Bistrict in order to determine if a permit shall be required pursuant to the
requirements of National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)
Section 61.151 or 154.

Bird Cantrol Plan

B-38—The-eppleantchall-use-decoys-in-the trecsnearthe working-face-if so d reeted-by-the
LEA:

| B-30—Cenfine-unloadingand +the-working-faceto-ss simall-an-ares-as feasible.
| 8-40- Sleppad-up-compaction-astivitios-onthe working fase asrequired by-the-LEA.
Training

B-41. The applicant shall establish a program for training and monitoring of landfill workers.
Training shall include introduction to minimum requirements set for the operation of the
landfill as well as they safe operation of equipment and use of personnel protective
equipment.

B-42The firstrow-ol e refuse ot he axireme-southerly-cormerof the-expansich area-isto

be-erisnted-so-that-a-refuseneise buffer-is-established betwesn-theandiil-operation
and Siate Highway 227,
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SAN Luis OBispo COUNTY

£ TE WD SISO ISERATT T TSI DAL TR

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP
DIRECTOR

1—1~‘~__41_:

THIS IS A NEW PROJECT REFERRAL j{) ECET (o ;]
B

DATE: '7/94{10(0 , . UL 26 208
TO: C/Dﬁt """""""""""""

FROM: Eﬁ/- South County Team U - North County Team U - Coastal Team

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: File Numberzmmtm Applicant; Corf. af Glt’, ,‘RBAV’&
CIAP-=> wod s Land Bl use. Devmet . Land (o

204_acres \wlahed ok Cgﬁywhw Con. 2d . (hou. 2271)
N SO . RPN Olé—:{sa&ache LMU.%[-DM, OLH 7 oD

Return this letter with your comm o later than:

PART 1 - 1S THE ATTACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE TO COMF’LETE YOUR REVIEW?

}ZI/YES {Please go an to PART Il.)
(Call me ASAP to discuss what else you need. We have only 30 days in

which we must accept the project as complete or request additional
information.)

PART Il - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR
AREA OF REVIEW?

U YES (Please describe impacts, along with recommended mitigation measures
to reduce the impatcts to less-than-significant levels, and attach to this
‘ letter)
O NO {Please go on to PART {if)

FART lll - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION.

Please attach any conditions of approval you recommend to be incorporated into the
project's approval, or state reasons for recommending denial.

IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT,” PLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL.
BertR. To fire  Plas 160lED R DRC 200C~66] FD

~1-78-00 Ched 77 k Y3 d'z.w
Date Name Phone '

County GOVERNMENT CENTER - San Luis Osilspo -+ Caurornia 93408 . (305) 787-5600
tMail planning@co.sio.ca.us - FAx: (BO5) 781-1242 . WEBSITE: http/fwww.sloplanning.org
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CDF/San Luis Obispo County

Fire Department

635 North Santa Rosa » San Luis Obispo * California » 93403
Phone: 805-543-4244 = Fax: 805-543-4248

May 26, 2006

South County Team

Planning & Building Department
County Government Center

San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

Subject: DRC2005-00170
Cold Canyon Landfill expansion

The proposal is to expand the Cold Canyon Landfill an additional 46 acres expanding the
landfill footprint to 134 acres. The landfill is located at 2268 Carpenter Canyon Road,
San Luis Obispo, CA. The landfill is located in State Responsibility Area in a Moderate
fire severity zone under the jurisdiction of the CDF/San Luis Obispo County Fire
Department. Fire department response to the site is five to ten minutes.

Expansion of the landfill shall require compliance with the following codes: California
Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 18223, Public Resources Code, Sections 4250,
4291, 4371 through 4373 and 4442, California Fire Code (2001 edition), Articles, 9, 10,

30, 79, 80, and Appendix II-A.
SITE ACCESS & ROADS

e The entrance address shall be clearly marked with six inch numbers and

contrasting background color.

e All roads within the landfill site shall be 2 minimum of 18 feet wide, all weather
surface, and meet a load capacity of 20 tons. Road grades that exceed 12% shall
be non-skid surface such as paving or chip seal. All roads require ten feet of
vegetation clearance on either side.

e Any portion of the landfill shall be accessible within 150 feet of a road.

e Any portion of the perimeter of a building shail be within 150 feet of a road.

o Any road exceeding 150 feet in length requires a vehicle tumaround with a
minimum 40 foot radius.
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CDF/San Luis Obispo County

Fire Department

635 North Santa Resa * San Luis Obispo » California + 934058
Phone: 805-543-4244 + Fax: 805-543-4248

WATER STORAGE & SPRINKLERS

o Size of water storage tanks on site shall be determined by NFPA 1142 for
buildings less than 5000 square feet and NFPA 13 for buildings exceeding 5000
square feet,

s All buildings exceeding 5000 square feet will require an NFPA 13 fire sprinkler
system. Additionally, any building storing hazardous materials may require
sprinklers regardless of square footage as per the requirements of Article 80,
California Fire Code.

s All buildings are required to be served by a rural, draft fire hydrant. The hydrant
shall be gravity flow from a water storage tank. The hydrant shall be supplied
through a minimum four inch line, schedule 40 PVC. The hydrant shall have a
minimum of one 2 %™ male, National Hose thread opening with cap and blue
reflector. The hydrant shall be within eight feet of the road and 50 to 150 from

the building.
OTHER BUILDING REQUIREMENTS

o  All buildings shall have 2 minimum 30 foot setback from the property line.
s All buildings shall have a minimum class “B” roofing material.
» All buildings over 18 feet in height to the eave line require exterior fixed

laddering.
e All buildings over 2000 square feet require a 24 hour monitored heat and smoke

detection system.
« All buildings shall have portable fire extinguishers per Article 10 of the California

Fire Code.
» All buildings shall have a miniroum of 30 feet vegetation clearance.

GREEN WASTE

e Any portion of the landfill reserved for green waste or wood chip material shall
comply with Article 30 of the Califormia Fire Code.
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CDF/San Luis Obispo County

Fire Department

635 North Santa Rosa * San Luis Obispo + California « 93405
Phone: 805-543-4244 « Fax: 805-543-4248

OTHER REQUIREMENTS

+ Public resources code, Section 4373 requires 150 feet of vegetation clearance
around the periphery of the landfill.
» Any on site fuel tanks shall meet the requirements of Article 79, California Fire

Code.

=  Any hazardous materiais stored on site shall meet the requirements of Article 80,

California Fire Code.

* A buming permit (from CDF and APCD) is required for the burning of natural
growing materials. All other buming is prohibited.
= Internal combustion engines must comply with Public Resources Code, Section

44472, which specifies spark arrester requirements. Vehicles equipped with

exhaust and muffler systems as defined in the Vehicle Code are exempt from

spark arrester requirements as are turbocharged engines.
e CCR Title 14, Section 18223 requires a Fire Prevention, Control & Mitigation

Plan. The plan should include the following components.

1. Description of the measures the operator will take to prevent fires and to
control and extinguish fires at the site.

2. Identification and description of the equipment the operator will have
available to control and extinguish fires.

3. Description of the measures the operator will take to mitigate the impacts of
any fire at the site to the public health and safety and the environment.

4. Description of the arrangements the operator has made with the local fire
control authority having jurisdiction to provide fire prevention, control and
suppression. | .

5. Discussion of the ability of the local fire control authority to suppress fires at
the site in light of the authority’s personnel, expertise and equipment, the
availability of water, access to the site and to flammable materials on the site,
the nature of flammable materials on site, the quantity and dimensions of
materials on the site, and the potential for subsurface fires in accumulations of
flammable materials on the site.

6. Evidence that the operator has submitted the Plan to the local fire control
authority for review and that the authority has found it to be in compliance
with the authority’s applicable requirements.

7. The operator must file amendments as necessary to mainiain the accuracy of

the Plan.
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CDF/San Luis Obispo County

Fire Department

635 North Santa Resa « San Luis Obispe * California « 93405
Phone: 805-543-4244 « Fax: 805-543-4248

Project supervisors and employees should be informed of some of the typical fire ignition
components at landfili sites. Some ignition sources are as follows.

*® & 0 " & " 2 e e 9 9

Discarded cigarettes

Faulty exhaust systems

Engines not having required spark arrester

Parking vehicles on dry vegetation

Sparks from welding, grinding, and cutting operations
Open flame devices used adjacent to combustible materials
{llegal burning of debris

Combustible debns adjacent to exhaust systems

Leaking fuel systems on motorized equipment

Faulty electrical systems on motorized equipment
Spontaneous combustion in green waste or hazardous material areas

For farther assistance, please contact me at (805) 543-4244

Sincerely,

a/’l{wéi _.:;7 WA

Chad T. Zrelak
Fire Captain

C: King
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Lo

SAN Luis OBisPO COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP

ECTOR
THIS IS A NEW PROJECT REFER E @ E I} v E
2008
DATE: 2/ 20 [ole MAR 2 1
- . 0 A
_ i COUNTY OF SAN LUSS OBIFO
F v M’m : / DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
f*:,"{) /ER@MT’D»_ - South County Team O - North County Team Q - Coastal Team
Coveal de
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  File Number: DRL 2605~ 0oi1n  Applicant Predya Land (o

CuL-> Y auve \andBll Excransion Suke {oca-

b Corporcten Cun. ol . e\ . PPN o4 - (71014 .,

Return this letter with your comments attached no later than: LF - {% ~0G

PART 1 - IS THE ATTACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE TO COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW?

&-YES (Please go on to PART I1.)

0 NO (Call me ASAP to discuss what else you need. We have only 30 days in
which we must accept the project as complete or request additional
information.)

PART !l - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR
AREA OF REVIEW? ‘

 YES (Please describe impacts, along with recommended mitigation measures
to reduce the impacts to less-than-significant levels, and attach to this
; letter)
P[Ci NO {(Please go on to PART tll}

PART Ili - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION.

Please attach any conditions of approval you recommend to be incorporated into the
project's approval, or state reasons for recommending deniai.
IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT,"” PLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL.
NS ConceRns il Peble o ks

L

Date .;Mﬂ)f’ {~Rooé Name LA AN i Phone 70”""5:273‘
COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER  «  SAN Luis Osiseo - CAUFORNIA 93408 - (805) 781-5600
EMAIL: planning@co.slo.caus - Fax: (805) 781-1242 . WEBSITE: hittp:/Avwwvsloplanning.org
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San Luls OBisPO COUNTY

IR e W 4 RS R A ST R, L IR =

DATE: "7/ o {/ Do
NN o

Y

j

f_EROM’: EJ/- South County Tqam Q - North County Team Q1 - Coastal Team
i
j

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: File Number:DQ;‘z,Q‘ Dlp- DOpb[  Applicant: F@(ra,? dlfi ?\‘BAV&
CIAP-> wod s LandDll use. Pevmet . Cand Co.

209_aLres bedated o Camexdter Cun. Rd . (Hhou. 391)
in L0 . RPN 0 _pl-ﬂmeowoau ufg(LH 4 O4®

-~ D
Return this letter with your comments attache r than; l ?3!/ ﬁ?j

PART 1 - 1S THE ATTACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE TO COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW?

O YES {Please go on to PART Il.)

O NO {Call me ASAP to discuss what else you need. We have only 30 days in
which we must accept the project as complete or request additional
information.)

PART Il - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR

AREA OF REVIEW?

Q YES | (Please describe impacts, along with recommended mitigation measures
to reduce the impacts to less-than-significant levels, and attach to this
letter)

O NO {(Please go on to PART Ili)

PART #l - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION.

Please attach any conditions of approval you recommend to be incorporated into the
project's approval, or state reasons for recommending denial.

IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT," PLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL.
A 6&11&},.»;: P':‘v*m.f i ”\)Er.??eﬂva?,,[ o Bc RE‘V'!E@-&';J by Pu“wt’tjc’-rk:iﬂéﬁw%m Fc"l-

ERosiza pAnd Sc?.e].lmp.-‘f‘ ceatacd ;Com{'ﬂm .w.ad‘j Steom walen repett o

Date Ae{j F-2006 Name D, Mypwion. Phone 79-5275

CounTY GOVERNMENT CENTER - San Luis Omiso - CAUFORNIA 93408 - {BOS) 781-5600

EMAIL! planning@co.sto.ca.us - Fax: (805) 781-1242 . WEBSITE: hitp:/Awww.sloplanning.org
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SAN Luis OBispO COUNTY

C e R
E
g
i SR AT TR T F LR S W T IR LT T

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP

/ Oy r— DIRECTOR

THIS IS A NEW PROJECT REFERRAL | 1/ % S4n T

P —

¢ : i

AN " :

DATE: '7/9’-@/ Dlo ! L“‘“i 260 | ;
i qr\ﬂn{' T ; o 4‘ /

ro. _UA "\’V] ﬁ&!\ SO M‘iﬁw LL’LyfaspmﬁsaM /
T

FROM: JSouth County Team 0 - Nerth County Team U - Coastal Team

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  File Number: DR 2600 - 00bb]  Applicant: orcad_de Redva,

CAP—> MDAFG,( \and Bl use. Pevmek . Land Co.
oLL —q oD

n SLO . KPP D

Return this letter with your comments algc;w cP n\(ﬁa’(er than: % Py ?

PART 1 - 1S THE ATTACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE TO COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW?

Q YES (Please go on to PART 1)
 NO (Call me ASAP to discuss what else you need. We have only 30 days in
which we must accept the project as complete or request additional

information.)

PART 1l - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR

AREA OF REVIEW?

O YES (Please describe impacts, along with recommended mitigation measures
to reduce the impacts to less-than-significant levels, and attach to this
letter)

O NO (Please go on to PART lil}

PART il - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION.

Please attach any conditions of approvai you recommend to be incorporated into the
project's approval, or state reasons for recommending denial.

IF YOU/ﬁj "NO CWT "P SE S DiCA -OR CALL.

/r* . / 7 N o g g / _./ ‘/-? ‘/f i P e (—,
Wit e Sz el AT
Date Name Phone :

CounTy GOVERNMENT CENTER  »  San Luis Qsispo - CAUFORNIA 93408 - (805) 781-5600
EMAIL. planning@co.slo.ca.us - Fax: (805} 781-1242 WEBSITE: http:/fwwwy.sicplanning.org
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FROM :CDED FAax NI§ _8154?4 5489 Mar. 27 2008 01:81PM F1
Lo

SAN Luis Orispo COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP

DIRECTOR

-y

THIS IS A NEW PROJECT REFERRAL T T e

DATE: ??/243’!0(-0 i e

1o C “i O‘P‘ 0. -~ o -h“"\ L

L TR L
L

FROM: O - South County Team 03 - North County Team 0 -Coastal Team "' <0 S

L

: ool J&
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  File Number: DRL2605- (b0 Applicant: Paedve. Land (o
= : Y \ {
bt Cargenden Cus. ol 12 Ny oY -171-014,,,

Retum this Jetter with your comments attached no fater than: "[’ - 8 -0l
PART 1 - IS THE ATTACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE TO COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW?

{, YES (Pleass go on to PART 1)
NO {Call me ASAP fo discuss what else you nead. We have only 30 days in
which we must accept the project as complate or request additional

information.)

PART i - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR
AREA OF REVIEW?

O YES (Ploase describa impacts, along with recommended mitigation measures
to reduce tha impacts to lese-than-significant levels, and aftach to this

letter)
ﬁ NO (Ploasa go on fo PART 1)

PART 1l - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION.

Please attach any conditions of approval you recommend to be incorporated inlo the
project's approval, or state reasons for recommending denlal.

IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT,” PLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL. _
g o ewbavcion - eonsider e soloal for
: - ‘% N [ ll, .} . '
i ‘easennal L calii . -

Moh 271 zogts  Ruob Shens, <BD 4735420
Pate Namea ) Fhonae

Ca -21 o fjﬂ""/ﬁ Crvamdt

County GOVERNMENT CENTER  « SAN Luis 03?5?0\ CALIFORNA 93408 - [B05) 781-5600
eMaiL planning@coslo.caus - ¥4_x: {805) 78142@ . wepsITE: hitpi/fwwwe sloplanning.org
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FRUM :CDDREDD FRx NI33_8354§ 5489 Aug., @Y 2806 B9:324M P2

LD
SAN Luis OBIsPO Coumw

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

TOR HGLANDA, AICP
£ o, DIREGTOR
f = -

dﬁ \'l -

THIS IS A NEW PROJECT REFERRAL

DATE: ”7/94/7)(0 & Ao Ga p
v e
o Lol A ST

FROM: E( South County Toam Q - North County Team 3 - Coastal Team ~ e,

X3 ‘
fanf

PROJECT DESCRIFTION: File Nummrmmm Applicant: We.alm

. .L-..' = WA dnd A Qﬁ.‘rﬂ‘\f\r“‘ Land Co.

'*[-‘t ()
Return this Ietter w;th your comrna & had ncl;k ar than:
PART 1 -18 THE ATTACHED INFORMATION AREQUATE TO COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW?

B YES (Please go on to PART I1.) '
{J NO ~{Call me ASAP to discuss what else you need. We have only 30 days in

which we must accept the project as complete or request additional
information.)
PART Il - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR
AREA OF REVIEW?

QvYeEs (Pleage describe impacts, along with recommended mitigation measures
to reduce the impacts to less-than-significant levelg, and aftach to this
latter)

}1 NO {Piease go on to PART Ifl)

PART Hlf - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION,

F’lesaa attach any conditions of approval you recommend {o be incorporated into the
project's approval, or state reasons for recommendmg denial.

IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT,* PLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL.

chsa

fmuﬁ‘ 1\ 2206 %@Mmmmg@@hm D 4y 52 A
Daté Namecﬂdy L @] . (-JYWEJQ. Phone -

COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER m »  Caurosnia 934Q8 .« (BDS) 781-5600

Ewval planning@coslo.ca.us - ax: (BOS5) 781-1242 . WEBSITE: hitp/Awwwsloplanning.org
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SAN Luis Osispo COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP
DIRECTOR

o e —— e —rt————————

THIS IS ANEW PROJECTREFERRAL TN E B [ [| V I @

Erd s LI

e MR 7 1 2006

DATE: ’{'7/ 20/ols

" 2 i T ‘.;_'_j
To: KO\ H%H-L ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
FROM: Q - South County Team 0 - North County Team QJ - Coastal Team
Coveol de
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: File Number. DRL 2605 00T Applicant: "?a‘ﬁ’flr{» Land (o

CuL > Y axve landBll CAC TANSI A oxe {ocas
A= Cacporcrer Cun . ol S1D. PPN, o¥d - 71-01¢ .,

Retum this letter with your comments attached no later than: "[’ - '_77 ~0b

PART 1 - IS THE ATTACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE TO COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW?

0 YES (Please go on o PART 1)

3 NO {Call me ASAP fo discuss what else you need. Wa have only 30 days in
which we must accept the project as complste or request additional
information.)

* PART li - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS 1N YOUR
AREA OF REVIEW?

 YES (Please describe impacts, along with recommended mitigation measures

to reduce the impacts to less-than-significant levels, and aitach to this
. letter}
0O NO - (Please go onto PART Ili)

PART Ili - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION.

Please attach any conditions of appreval you recommend to be incorporated into the
project's approval, or state reasons for recommending denial.

[ YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT," PLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL.

i ' ; . :
2/21/06 o Ao b— T8I~ L
Date Name Phone

CoUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER  » SAN Luis OBispo - CALFORNIA 83402« (805} 781-2600
EMAIL planning@cosic.caus - Fax: {BD5) 781-1242 WESSITE, htplPanawsicpianning.org
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| ARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP
DIRECTOR

EIVE

THIS IS A NEW PROJECT REFERRAL

DATE: —7!/ Ml S
TO: E(\\J . {—\é@ M

FROM: O - South County Team a - North County Team 0 - Coastal Team

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

PROJECT DESCR;PTIQN:  File Number: DR 2600 - oood]  Applicant: Corrad_de Ree dva
fUL > vodedy \and Bt use Permet . Land Co.
201_acres \wdgted plF Qg@mﬁ%r Comn. d . (Hhou. 257)
IRre\tUi? tIL1j|sD letter wiﬁiﬁt?dom%ﬁshatgc{n;do rlé—ta)ter ﬂ:l;;{':(_)% [éf?%tf g &&:P 40 e

PART 1-18 THE ATTAGHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE TO COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW?

Q YES (Please go on to PART fl.)

& NO (Call me ASAP fo discuss what else you need. We have only 30 days in
which we must accept the project as complete or request additional
information. )

PART il - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR
AREA OF REVIEW?

O YES (Please describe impacts, along with recommended mitigation measures
to reduce the impacts to less-than-significant levels, and attach to this
lefter)

Q NO (Please go on to PART Il

PART ill - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION.

Please attach any conditions of approvail you recommend to be incorporated into the
project’s approval, or state reasons for recommending denial.

IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT," PLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL.

Lagerqy o150l al 280 Lorl s MX4W€{ L /éﬁ@md’
Ly Ao [EA ~— (jgéé////rfﬁ/ﬁ/m,é( LA, _ClvMB. M?‘m

77
/7o P Juaf/ 751 -S55 |

Datd * Name’ Phone
COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER - San Lus Orisro  +  Caurormia 93408 . {805} 781-5600
EMAIL: planning@co.sto.ca.us o Fax: {BO5) 781-1242 . WEBSITE: http:fhwww.slonlanning.ara
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COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO
Department of Agriculture/Measurement Standards

2156 SIERRA WAY, SUITE A » SAN LUIS OBISPO, CALIFORNIA 93401-4556
ROBERT F, LILLEY {805) 781-5910
AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER/SEALER FAX (805) 781-1G35

AgCommSLO@co.slo.ca.us

DATE: April 13,2000
TO: John MeKenzie, Project Manager
A
FROM: Michael Isensee, Agriculture Depariment /VVZ Ouf/
¢

SUBJECT: Corral de Piedra Land Co/Waste Connections Conditional Use
Permit, DRC2605-00170 (1136)

The Agriculture Department finds that the proposal has potential significant impacts to
agricuitural resources on the project site and on adjoining properties zoned for
agriculftural use. Potential impacts include:
« dust, noise, odor, or lighting that may impact existing or fuiure agricultural
operations in the area (Agricultural Goal [AG] 1, Agricultural Policy [AGP] 17 &
18);
» changes to either water quantity or quality (AG2; AGP11); and
» loss of the 89-acre site for agricultural production, including the loss of
approximately 40 acres of soil classified as soils of statewide importance (AG3,
AGP24y,

The proposed project also raises issues of policy consistency relating (o appropriate uses
on lands zoned for agriculture and should be evaluated if the extent of the proposed use is
appropriate on lands zoned for agriculture.

Agriculture Department comments and recommendations are based on policies in the San
Luis Obispo County Agriculture and Open Space Element, the Land Use Ordinance, the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and on current departmental policy to
conserve agricultural resources and to provide for public health, safety and welfare while
mitigating negative impacts of development to agriculture.

If you have questions, please call me at 781-5753.

L:'Mike Land Use Files\ Development Review & EIR'EIRs Wasic Connections-Corral de Piedra CUP\andfill-pot sig
impacts.doc
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COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO

Department of Agriculture/Measurement Standards

2156 SIERRA WAY, SUITE A » SAN LIS OBISPO, CALIFORNIA 93401-4556
ROBERT F. LILLEY (805) 781-5910
ACRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER/SEALER FAX (805) 781-1035

AgCommSLO@co.slo.ca.us

August 3, 2006 S
RECEIVED
TO: John MacKenzie, Planning Departnient AUG 0 4 2008
FROM: Michael Isensee, Agriculture Dcpartment/y‘/]qt/( i“!annmg & Ejdg
RE: Corral de Piedra Land Co. Modification of Land Use Permit, DRC2006-00001
(Ag#1136)

The Agriculture Department finds that the proposal to utilize the identified seven-acre area
located on APN 044-261-047 as a borrow area for 220,000 yards of fill will have no significant
adverse impacts 1o agricultural resources or operations if Air Pollution Control Pistrict
measures eliminate off-site dust emissions.

The proposed borrow area soils consist of Class VT irrigated or non-irrigated Pismo Loamy
Sund. This soil is poorly suited to rangeland and has limited use for irrigated or nonirrigated
agricultural production. The borrow site is immediately adjoining the existing landfill operation.
This proposed borrow property is identified for future landfil! expansion. The Department
understands that an environmental assessment of the impacts of any expansion has not yet been
completed.

The proposed borrow area is located at least 300 feet from the nearest adjoining propetties, and
with adequate dust containment measures, any off-site impacts to agricultural resources should
be avoided.

The Department understands that the site remains under Land Conservation Act confract,
although the owner filed for nonrenewal in 1997, A determination should be made as to whether
processing of the proposed use is appropriale prior to the nonrenewal of the contract is complete
at the beginning of 2007, Waste disposal sites are not considered a compatible usc under the
local Rules of Procedure.

Agniculture Department comments and recommendations are based on policies in the San Luis
Obispo County Agriculture and Open Space Element, the Land Use Ordinance, the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and on current departmental policy to conserve
agricultural resources and to provide for public health, safety and welfare while mitigating
negative impacts of development to agriculture.

If you have questions, please call me at 781-5753.

N:Mike Land Use Files\_Devclopment Review & EIR\EIRs\Waste Connections-Corral de Piedra CUP\Borrow area lor fill.dic2006-00001.doc
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COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPOQ
Department of Agriculture/Weights and Measures
2156 SIERRA WAY, SUITE A+ SAN LUIS OBISPO, CALIFORNIA 93401-4556

ROBERTT. LILLEY (805) 781-3910
AGRICULTURAL COMMISIONER/SEALER FAX (805) 781-1035
www.slocounty.ca.gov/agecomm ApCommSLO@co.sto.ca.us
DATE: November 20, 2006
TO: John McKenzie, Project Manager

FROM: Michael Isensee, Agriculture Department /WQV(

SUBJECT: Corral de Piedra Land Co (Cold Canyon Landfill) Conditional Use Permit
Notice of Preparation

The following responds to your Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) for the Corral de Piedra Land C.o (Cold Canyon Landfill) Conditional Use
Permit and provides the information you requested. Additional details can be found in the initial
comment letter from our office dated Apnil 13, 2006,

1) Contact
Michael Isensee, Agricultural Resource Specialist
2156 Sierra Way, Suite A, San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
805-781-5753

2) Approval Auathority
The Department of Agriculture is advisory to the Planning Department and utilizes the
County General Plan (Agriculture and Open Space Element) and the Califormia
Environmental Quality Act to review land use projects for their impact to agricultural
resources and to recommend appropriate mitigation measures in order to protect both
agricultural resources and operations.

3) Environmental Information to be addressed:
a. The direct loss of agricultural resources from the proposed project.
b. The potential for increased contlict between the proposed facility development/operation
and current or future agricultural uses on neighboring properties.
c. Maintenance of adequate water resources for agricultural water users.
d. Proposed mitigation measures to address each of the impacts noted above.

N:blike Tand Use Files'_Development Review & EIR\EIRs\Wasie Connections-Corral de Piedra CUPANOP response. Nov 0f.doc
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AIR POLLUTION
CONTROL DISTRICT

COUNTY OF SAN LIS OBISPO

Agpril 3, 2006

$an Luis Obispo County Department of PMarming and Building
County Government Center
Sam Luis Obispo, CA 93408

SUBJECT: APCD Comments Regarding the Cold Canyon Landfill Expansion (DRC2005-00170)

Dear County Plannitig,

Thank you for including the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) o
the envirommuental review process. We have completed our review of the proposed project
located at 2268 Carpenter Canyon Rd in San Luis Obispo. The landfill expansion as proposed
will inchude increasing the landfill footprint by approximately 46 acrss and increase the capacity
by approximately 12.9 million cubic vards. Tn addition, the construction gnd dermolition handing
area will be expanded to handle 30 tons per hour of construction and demolition material, the
composting operations will be expanded up to 450 tons per day and the proposed compost
feedstocks will also be expanded to include co-collected residentially generated food waste with
green matetial, institutionally / commercially-generated source-separated food waste, and
additional agricultural by products. The recycling sorting facility will be expanded to process
additional residentially generated recyclable and include commercial recyclable. The design of
the facility will expand from 120 tons per day to 400 tons per day. We have the following

commients regarding this project.

GENERAL COMMENTS
As a commenting agency in the California Envi entat Quality Act (CEQA) review process

for a project, the APCD #ssesses air poliution impacts from both the copstruction 2ué eperational
phases of a project, with separate significant thresholds for each. Please address the action

items comtained in this letter that are highliphted by bold 2nd uhderlined text.

CONSTRUCTION PHASE MITIGATION -

To fully assess the air quality impacts from the construction of the propased project the applicant
will need to provide the total volume of cut and f11 and the amount, if sy of material that will be
exparted or imported to the site during construction. This data is needed 1o determine
combustion emissions from the construction activities. Based on the magnitude of construction
activities associated with this project, the emission generated during constroction will Hkely
exoesd District thresholds and will require implementation of construction squipment mitigation
measures. Upon receipt of additiomal information, APCID staft will evaluate the fropacts resulting
from construction zctivities and finalize mitigation recommendations, In addition to combustion
emissions the following items will also need to be addressed during comstruction.

Dust Contrgl Messures '
Construction activities can generate fugitive dust, which could be 2 nuisance 1o local residents

and businesses in close progimity to the proposed construction site. Dust complaints could result
in a violation of the APCD’s 402 "Nirisance” Ruls. Any project with a grading erea greater than
4.0 acres exceeds the APCDY's PM10 quartesly threshold. This project exceeds this threshold -
and shali be conditioned to comply with all applicable Air Polintion Control Distriet

regt_x;a'_tinns pertaining to the control of fugitive dust (PM10) as contained in section 6.5 of

3433 Roberto Court » San Luis Oblspo, CA 93401 - 805-791-5712 « FAS BOS5-T8HO0Z.
infoti@stocleanairorg ¢ www.slocleanairorg )

xS N P e S
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April 3, 2006 T S .
Page 2 0f5

the Air Quality Handbouk, Al site grading and demolition plans noted shall list the

following regulations:
2. Reduos the amount of the distmrbed area where possible,

b. Use of water trucks or sprinkler systems in sufficient quantities to provent airborme dust
from leaving the site. Increased watering frequency would be required whenever wind
speeds exceed 15 mph. Reclaimed (non-potable) water should be used whenever
possibie, '

Al dirt stock pile areas should be sprayed daily as needed,

Permanent dust control measures identified in the approved project revegetation and

landscape plans should be implemented a3 soon as possible following completion of any

- soil distrbing setivities, o :

e. Fxposed ground arcas that are planned to be reworked st dates greater than one month
after initial grading should be sown with a fast germinating pative grass seed and watered
until vegetation is established, '

£ . All disturbed soil areas not subject to Tevegetation should be stabilized using approved
chemical soil binders, jute netting, or other methods approved in advance by the APCD,

g. Al roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. to be paved should be completed as soon a8
possible. In addition, building pads should be 1aid ag soon as possible after grading
mless seeding or soil binders are used, |

h. Vehicle speed for all construction vehicles shiall not exceed 15 mph on any wnpaved
surface a3 the construction site, '

i All trucks havling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials are to be covered or should
maintain at Jeast two feet of freshoard (minimura vertical distance between top of Joad
and top of mailer) in accordance with CVC Section 23114, -

j. Install whee! washers where vehicles enfer and exit unpaved roads onto streets, or wash
off trucks and equipment leaving the site, and ' ; :

k. Sweep streets at the end of each day if visible soil material is carried onto adjacent paved
roads. Water sweepers with reclaimed water shonld be used where feasible. '

o

All PM10 mitigation measures required should be shown on grading znd building plaps. In .
addition, the contracter or builder-should designate a person or persons to monitor the dust
control program and to order increased watering, as necessary, o prevent transport of dust offsite.
Their duties shall include holidays and weekend periods when work may pot be in progress., The

name and telephone number of such persons shall be provided to the APCD priox to land
uge clearance for map recordation and finished gradine of the srea.

Demolition Activities : : .
Demolition zctivities can have potential negative air qizality impacts, inchuding igsues surrounding
proper handling, dernolition, and disposal of ashestos comtaining material (ACM). Asbestos '
containing materials could be encountered during demolition or remodeling of existing buildings.
Asbestos ¢an also be found in utility pd ipelines (transite pipes or insulation on pipes). If

utility pipelines are scheduled for removal or relocation: or huilding(s) are remaoyed or
repovated this project may be subject to varions regulatory jurisdictions. incinding the
requirements stipulated in the National FEmisgjon Standard for Hazardons Air Pollutants
(40CFR61, Subpart M - ashestos NESHAP). These requirements include but are not limitsd to:
1) notification requirements to the District, 2) asbestos survey canducted by a Certified Asbestos '
Inspector, and, 3) applicable removal and disposal requirements of identified ACM. Please
contact Tim Fuhs of the Enforcement Division st 781-5912 for further information.
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Natmally Occurring Asbestos . e
The project site is located in a candidate area for Naturally Occurring Asbestos (NOA), which has

been identified asa toxic air contaminant by the California Air Resources Board (ARB). Thnder
the ARB Air Toxics Coftrol Measure (ATCM) for Construction, Grading, Quarrying, and

Surface Mining Operations, prior to aoy grading activities at the site, the projeet proponent
shall ensure that a geologic evaluation is condncted to determine if NOA Is present within
N

the area that will be disturbed. If NOA is Dol present, an XEm
with the District (see Attachment 1). fNOA is found at the site the ap Jicant must com

with all requirements vutlined in the Ashestos ATCM. Thig may include development of an
‘Asbestas Dust Mitigation Flan and an Asbestos THealth and Safety Program for approval by the

. APCD. Please refer to the APCD web page at hrip:/ﬁvmv.slocieanair.arg/busfness/asbeﬂos.asp
for mote information or contact Tim Fuhs of our Enforcement Division at 781-5912.

Developmental Buming

Effective February 25, 2000, the APCD prohibited developmental burping of vegetative
material within San Luis Obispe County. Under certain cireutmstances where no techmically
Teasible alternatives are available, limited developrental burning under resirictions may be
allowed. This tequires prior application, payment of fee hased on the size of the project, APCD
approval, and issuance of a burn permit ty the APCD and the local fire department anthority.
‘The applicant is required to firnish the APCD with the study of techmical feasibility (which
includes costs and other constraints) at the time of application. If you have sny queshons
regarding these requirements, contact Karen Brooks of our Enforcement Division at 781-5912.

Construction Permnit Requirenents :

Based on the mformation provided, we are unsure of the types of equipivent that may be present
during the prajeet’s copstruction phase. Portable equipmet, 50 horsepower (hp) or greater, used
during constraction sotivities will require Califomia statewide portzble equipment Tegistration
(issued by the California Air Resources Board) or an APCD permit. The following listis -
provided as a guide to equipment and operations tliat may have permitting requirements, bui
should not be viewed as exclusive. For a more detailed listing, refer to page A-5 in the THstrict's
CEQA Handbook. - - : '

e Powet soreens, conveyors, diesel engincs, and/or erushers;

Portable generators and equiprent with engines that are 50 hp or greater;

JIC engines; _ '
- Conerete; bateh plants;

Rock and pavemnent ermshing;

Tuls grinders; and
s Trosmmel screens.

To minimize potential deiays, prior to the start of the project, please contact David Dixon of .
the District's Engingering Division at (80 “81-5012 for specific iInformation ¢ dixi

permitting requirements,

OPERATIONAL POASE MITIGATION -

In order to fully assess the operational impacts from the proposed project the applicant will need
to calculate emissions from expanding operations of the landfill, construction and demolition
handling faeility, composting facility and reaycling and sorting facility. Based on the magnitude
of this projéct, the exmissions generated during operation of the facility will likely exceed District
thresholds and will require implementation of project mitigation measures, Upon receipt of
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additional information, APCD staff will evaluate the inmpacts resulting from the project and
 finalize our mitipation recommendations. : :

APCD PERMIT REQUIREMENTS: .
Cold Canyon Landfill holds several permits with the APCD. The three permits essocizted with

the composting opetation are:

«  Permit #341-2 for Composting Operations inchuding gresn waste storage, compost
storage, and turning equipment S
Permit #34-3 for Portable Wood Waste Grinder
Permit #26-2 for Trommel Screen

After review of the pmposéd ¢changes and evaluation of the curent permits, the following
. potentia] issues bave been identified: :

Permits 341-2, 26-2, and 34-3 o]l siate that the APCD must be notified in writing before any -
. changes are made to the operating procedures, equipment, of smaterials used which heve the
potential to increase the emission of amy aix contaminant. This requirement wil need to be
. satisfied prior to final approval of this project. :

Permits 26-2 and 34-3 both have a limitation on fuel ussge, which will tiit throughput at the -
facility. If the expanded composting opexation will result in 2 need to exceed thése permitted
{evels, Cold Canyon Landfill will need o contact the APCD. <

Composting facilities have the potential to create nuisance concerns from fugitive dust emissions
and odors. District Rule 402 states that: S

A person shall not discharge from any source whatsoever such quaniities of air
contaxminants or other material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance or ZNNCYANce o
any considérable number of persons or to the public, or which cause, or have a natural
tendency to cause, injury or damage 1o business or property.

Additionally, Permits 341-2, 26-2, and 34-3 all siate that if the equipinent operating 2t the facility
is causmg & publie nmisance, then Cold Canyon Landfill must 15k immediate action o eliminate

the nuisance. With the proposed expansion of the composting facility; additional cfforts tust be

saken to ensure that muisance problems will be avoided. _ _

To further emphasize conditions already owttined in the existing permits, the followmg mitigation
soeasures must bé included with project implementation in order to reduce the potential for
nuisance violations and to reduce combustion emissions:

+  Compost material processed shall possess suffivient residual mpoisture ot added moisture

1o prevent visible dust emissions from crossing the site boundary.

v Traffic areas shall be watered or équivalently controfled to prevent dust emissions from
crossing the site boundary. . -

«  Visibie dust emissions from the compost turming operation, the compost turner exhaust,

. ar the trommel screen shall not exceed Ringletnann Number L ar 20% opacity.
-« Equipment shall be operated and maintained in aceordance with manufacturer's

specifications. o -
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Projeot Referral for Cold Canyon Lazdfill Expansion DRC2005-00170

April 3, 2006
Page 5 of 5

s Dicsel fuel bumed in the trommel screen engine ahall not comtain more than 0.05% sulfur.
or 10% aromatic hydrocarhon. , :

New equipment installed as part of the cxpansion aotivities may reqiirs APCD pemits. ThO
following list is provided as a guide to equipment and operations fhat may have permitting
tequirements, but should not be viewed as exclusive. For a more detailed listing, refer to
page A-5 in the Distriet's CEQA Handbook. _
Portable generators and equipment with engines that are 50 byp or gresier,
Electrical generation plants or the use of standby penerator;
Boilers; ’
IC Engines;
Cogeneration facilities; _
Unconfined abrasive blasting operations;
Concrete batch plants;
Rock and pavement crushing;

» K A S B e N B "0
.

Aggiri, thank you for the opportunity to coniment on this proposal. H you have any guestions or
comments, or if you would like to receive an electronic version of this letter, feel free to contact
me 2t 781-5912. ' : S

‘Sincerely, - . |
Mol A
Melissa Guise .

Air Quality Specialist

MAG/I

Tim Fuhs, Enforcement Divigion, APCD
David Dixon, Engineering Division, APCD
Karen Brooks, Enforcernent Diviston, APCD

Attachments: Naturally Occurring Asbestos Construction & Grading Project - Exemption
Request Form. ' _

naprcatnpiTiec reviewidt 39131201 doc
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Z2551 AR POLLUTION
fiteid. CONTROL DISTRICT

%‘W ' COUNTY 37 SAN LIS OBISPO

August 8, 2006

South County Team

County of San Luis Obispo Department of Planning and Building
County Government Center

San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

SUBJECT: APCD Comments Regarding Modification to the Cold Canyon Landfill Use
Permit (DRC 2006-00001)

Dear South County Team,

Thank you for including the San Luis Obispo County Air Potlution Control District
(APCD) in the environmental review process. We have completed our review of the
proposed project located at 2268 Carpenter Canyon Road in San Luis Obispo. The
project as proposed includes soil excavation (200,000 cubic yards) for landfill operations.
The following are APCD comments that are pertinent to this project.

GENERAIL COMMENTS

As a commenting agency in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review
process for a project, the APCD assesses air pollution impacts from both the construction
and operational phases of a project, with separate significant thresholds for each. Please
address the action items contained in this letter that are highlighted by bold and
underlined text.

CONSTRUCTION PHASE MITIGATION

Naturally Qccurring Ashestos

The project site is located in a candidate area for Naturally Occurring Asbestos (NOA),
which has been identified as a toxic air contaminant by the California Air Resources
Board (ARB). Under the ARB Air Toxics Contro]l Measure (ATCM) for Construction,
Grading, Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations, prior to any grading activities at
the site, the project proponent shall ensure that a geologic evaluation is conducted to
determine if NOA is present within the area that will be disturbed. If NOA is not
present, an exemption request must be filed with the District (see Attachment 1). If
NOA is found at the site the applicant must comply with all requirements outlined
in the Asbestos ATCM. This may include development of an Asbestos Dust Mitigation
Plan and an Asbestos Health and Safety Program for approval by the APCD. Please refer
to the APCD web page at htip-//www.slocleanair.org/business/ashestos.asp for more
information or contact Tim Fuhs of our Enforcement Division at 781-5912,

Dust Control Measures

Construction activities can generate fugitive dust, which could be a nuisance to local
residents and businesses in close proximity to the proposed construction site. Dust
complaints could result in a violation of the APCD’s 402 "Nuisance” Rule. Any project
with a grading area greater than 4.0 acres exceeds the APCD’s PM10 quarterly threshold.

3433 Roberto Court » San Luis Obfspo, CA 93401 « 805-781-5912 « EAX: 8057814007
info@siocleanairorg 4 wwwslocleanainorg

M printed on recyciond paper
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This project exceeds this threshold and shall be conditioned to comply with all
applicable Air Pollution Control District regulations pertaining to the control of
fugitive dust (PM14) as contained in section 6.5 of the Air Quality Handbook, All
site grading and demolition plans noted shall list the following regulations:

a. Reduce the amount of the disturbed arca where possible,

b. Use of water trucks or sprinkler systems in sufficient quantities to prevent
airborne dust from leaving the site. Increased watering frequency would be
required whenever wind speeds exceed 15 mph. Reclaimed (non-potable) water
should be used whenever possible,

c. All dirt stock pile areas should be sprayed daily as needed,

d. Permanent dust control measures identified in the approved project revegetation
and landscape plans should be implemented as soon as possible following
completion of any soil disturbing activities,

e. Exposed ground areas that are planned to be reworked at dates greater than one
month after mitial grading should be sown with a fast germinating native grass
seed and watered until vegetation is established,

f.  All disturbed soil areas not subject to revegetation should be stabilized using
approved chemical soil binders, jute netting, or other methods approved in
advance by the APCD,

g. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, ete. to be paved should be completed as soon
as possible. In addition, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after
grading unless seeding or soil binders are used,

h. Vehicle speed for all construction vehicles shall not exceed 15 mph on any
unpaved surface at the construction site,

i. All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials are to be covered or
should maintain at least two feet of freeboard (minimum vertical distance between
top of load and top of trailer) in accordance with CVC Section 23114,

j. Install wheel washers where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto streets, or
wash off trucks and equipment leaving the site, and

k. Sweep streets at the end of each day if visible soil matenal is carried onto
adjacent paved roads, Water sweepers with reclaimed water should be used
where feasible.

All PM10 mitigation measures required shouid be shown on grading and building plans.
In addition, the contractor or builder should designate a person or persons to monitor the
dust control program and to order increased watering, as necessary, to prevent transport
of dust offsite. Their duties shall include holidays and weekend periods when work may
not be in progress. The name and telephone number of such persons shall be
provided to the APCD prior to land use clearance for map recordation and finished

grading of the area.

Construction Permit Requirements

Based on the information provided, we are unsure of the types of equipment that may be
present during the project’s construction phase. Portable equipment, 50 horsepower (hp)
or greater, used during construction activities will require California statewide portable
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equipment registration (issued by the California Air Resources Board) or an APCD
permit, The following list is provided as a guide to equipment and operations that may
have permitting requirements, but should not be viewed as exclusive. For a more detailed
listing, refer to page A-5 in the District’'s CEQA Handbook.

» Power screens, conveyors, diesel engines, and/or crushers;
Portable generators and equipment with engines that are 50 hp or greater,
IC engines;
Unconfined abrasive blasting operations;
Concrete batch plants;
Rock and pavement crushing;
Tub grinders; and

¢ Trommel screens.
To minimize potential delays, prior o the start of the project. please contact
David Dixon of the District's Engineering Division at (805) 781-5912 for specific

information regarding permitting requirements,

Construction Activity Management Plan
Develop a comprehensive Construction Activity Management Plan designed to

minimize the amount of large construction equipment operating during any given time
period. The plan should be submitted to the District for review and approval prior to the
start of construction. The plans should include but not be limited to the following
elements:

» Schedule construction truck trips during non-peak hours to reduce peak hour

emissions;
e Limit the length of the construction work-day period, if necessary; and,
¢ Phase construction activities, if appropriate.

Standard NOx Control Measures for Construction Equipment

The standard construction equipment mitigation measures for reducing nitrogen oxide
(NOx) emissions are listed below and in section 6.3.1 of the Air Quality Handbook.
These measures are applicable to all projects where construction equipment will be
used:

¢ Maintain all construction equipment in proper tune according to manufacturer’s
specifications.

¢ Fucl all off-road and portable diese] powered equipment with ARB certified
motor vehicle diesel fuel (non-taxed version suitable for use off-road).

¢ Maximize, to the extent feasible, the use of diesel construction equipment meeting
ARB's 1996 and newer certification standard for off-road heavy-duty diesel
engines.

* Maximize to the extent feasible, the use of on-road heavy-duty equipment and
trucks that meet the ARB’s 1998 or newer certification standard for on-road
heavy-duty diesel engines.

+ Al on and off-road diesel equipment shall not be allowed to idle for more than
5 minutes. Signs shali be posted in the designated queuing areas to remind
drivers and operators of the 5 minute idling limit.
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Best Available Control Technology for Consiruction Equipment (BACT)

BACT measures are necded when construction emissions exceed APCD mitigation
thresholds as defined in section 6.2.1 in the Air Quality Handbook. These thresholds are
when nitrogen oxide (NOx), reactive organic compound (ROG) or PM combustion
enissions meet either of the following limits: more than 185 Ibs/day or 2.5 ton/quarter.
Because sufficient information regarding the operational phase emissions of this project
is currently lacking, the specific BACT requirements can not be quantified at this time.
In order to mitigate the construction emissions to a level of insignificance, BACT will be
required; however the magnitude will need to be determined once the construction
emissions calculations are provided. The application should submit to the APCD

a description of the operations and an estimate of the emissions that will be
generated from the activity associated with this project (including number of daily
truck trips, length of truck trips, etc.). When this information is received, the APCD
will determine BACT measures applicable to this project and any potential off-site
mitigation measures.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. If you have any
questions or comments, or if you would like to recetve an electronic version of this letter,
feel free to contact me at 781-5912.

Sincerely,

M ol C—s

Melissa Guise
Air Quality Specialist

MAG/sIl

cc:  Rick King
Tim Fuhs, Enforcement Division, APCD
David Dixon, Engineering Division, APCD
Andy Muiziger, Planning Division, APCD

Attachments:
1. Naturally Occurring Asbestos — Construction & Grading Project Exemption

Request Form, Construction & Grading Project Form
2. Guidelines for the Development of a Construction Activity Management Plan

hiplamcegaiproject_reviewA?139-213139-2 doc
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Naturally Occurring Asbestos - Construction & Grading
Project Form

3433 Roberto Court
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

Send To:
San Luis Obispo County Air
Poliuion Control District

805-781-5912

Applicant Infornmaton/ roperty Owner

Project Name '

 Address Froject Address and/or Assessors Parcel Number
City, State, Zip City, State, Zip
P hone Nurnber Date Submitted

Agent Phone Nurmber

Mapped Location Attached

Geological Evaluation Attached

Exemption Request Form

Attached

Geological Evaluation Attached

Dust Control Measure Plan

Attached

Geological Evaluation Attached

Mini-Dust Control Measure Plan

Attached

Legal Declaration/Authorized Signature:

Date:

. . . Dust Control Measure Monitoring, Healih &
Geological Evaluation Exemption Request Form Plan Safety Plan
Approved Approved Approved Approved
Mot Approved Not Approved Not Approved Not Approved
Comments: Comments: Comments:
APCD Staff. Intake Date: Date Reviewed: OIS Site # OIS Proj#
INVOICE No. Basic Fee: Additional Fees: Billable Hrs: Total Fees:

H:\enforcekarenwordkbdinasbesiosklom \constructgrade \c&gform. pdf
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Naturally Occurring Asbestos — Construction & Grading Project
Exemption Request Form

Attachment 1
. Send To:

San Luis Obispo County

Air Pollution Control District
3433 Roberto Court

San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

Phone: (805) 784-5912
Fax: {805} 781-1002

’Tpplicant information/ Property Owner Project Name

Address Project Address and /or Assessors Parcel Number
#»City, State, Zip - City, State, Zip

Phone Number Date Submitted - | Agent Phone Number

The District may provide an exem ption from Section 83105 of the California Code of Reguiations - Asbestos
Alrborne Toxic Control Measure For Construction, Grading, Quarrving. And Surface Mining Operations for any
property that has any portion of the area fo be disturbed focated in a geographic ultramafic rock unit: if a

owner/operator must provide a copy of a report detailing the geologic ev atuation to the District for
consideration. The District will approve or deny the exemption within 90 days. An outline of the required
geological evaluation is provided in the District handout “ASBESTOS AIRBORNE TOXIC CONTROL
MEASURES FOR CONSTRUCTION, GRADING, QUARRYING, AND SURFACE MINING OPERATIONS ~
Geological Evaluation Requirements.”

NOTE: A basic exemption evaluation fee of $100.00 will be ch arged.

5 - T iy e

Gl e N ANTMUST :
I request the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Controt District grant this project exemption from the
requirements of the ATCM based on the attached geological evaluation.

Legal Declaration/Authorized Signature:

o ' . i

ARG

 Intake Date: T [ APCD St s e TOIS Project #
Date Reviewed: : APCD Staff: Approved Not Approved
Commenfs:
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San Luis Obispo County
Integrated Waste Management Authority

March 22, 2012

Jason Giffen, Director

County of San Luiz Obispo
Department of Planning and Building
976 Osos Street, Room 200

San Luis Obispo, CA 93408-2040

Subject: Support for Anaerobic Digestion at the Cold Canyon Landfiil

Dear Mr. Giffen:

At the March 14, 2012 San Luis Obispo County Integrated Waste
Management Authority (IWMA) Board of Directors Meeting, the Board
voted unanimously to continue to suppott the option of anaerobic digestion
at the Cold Canyon Landfill.

On June 24, 2011, the IWMA submitted comments on the draft EIR for the
Cold Canyon Landfill Expansion. In that letter the IWMA provided the
rationale for supporting anaerobic digestion. Since sending that letter,
there have been severai developments that need to be highlighted.

In August 2011, CalRecycle released "Guidance Document for CEQA
Review of Municipal Organic Waste Anacrobic Digester Facilities in
California Using the Program EIR." This document has been provided as
attachment 1.

As stated in the Guidance Document, the advantage of the Program EIR
"allows the lead agency to consider broad policy alternatives and
programwide miligation measures at an early time when the agency has
greater flexibility to deal with basic programs or cumulative impacts.”
None of the. alternatives to anaerobic digestion, including acrobic windrow
composting, were found to be environmentally superior to anaerobic

Thus, as previous stated, anaerobic digestion should be
included as a mitigation measure to the currently permitted aerobic
windrow composting at Cold Canyon Landfill,

Other jurisdictions have recognized the benefit of anacrobic digestion. On
March 20, 2012, the California Pollution Control Financing Authority
approved a $32 million allocation for an anaerobic digestion project in San
Jose (see attachment 2). This new anaerobic digestion project was based
on 270,000 tons per year and includes a 60,000 square foot building,
biofilters, acrated curing piles and 6 power generators on 41 acres of
unused land. San Jose permitted the project based on a mitigated negative
declaration. See attachment 3. (Note Cold Canyon was composting about
28,000 tons per year and total waste received at Cold Canyon has been
about 250,000 tons per year.)

@ Printed oa 100% secyrled (1009 postconsumer) pager
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Finally on October 6, 2011, Governor Brown signed AB 341 which increases the state diversion
rate to 75% by 2028. To achieve the new diversion rate it will be critical that all organic wasle,
including food waste, be diveried from landfills.

- P _’__’___,_.—-'
_ y il
puncas Al
ames Patterson
President

Altachment 1. Guidance Document for CEQA Review of Municipal Olgamo Waste Anacrabic
Digester Facilities in California Using the Program FIR

Attachment 2. California Pollution Control Financing Authority staff report

Attachment 3. San Jose Mitigated Negative Declaration
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EXHIBIT

PROJECT
Cold Canyon Landfili — Conditional Use Permi
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