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INTRODUCTION

Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit

City of Los Angeles, Local Enforcement Agency

Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, Environmental Affairs Division
Errata to the Final Initial Study/Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The following document identifies errata of clarifications relative to the Direct Disposal Large
Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND),
reference State Clearinghouse No. 2019079096. This document compiles all new and prior
clarifications and modifications made to both the Draft and Final IS/MND in response to written
comments on the document and as a result of certain editorial decisions. This introduction section
presents new text, but the remainder of the document shows previously published text from the
Draft and Final versions of the IS/MND, along with revisions shown in strike-eut and underline.
Revisions that were exclusively included in the Final IS/MND are shown in italics.

Following is a brief background of the document’s history. On July 29, 2019, the Draft IS/MND
was released for a 30-day public review and comment period; approximately six comment letters
were received. Clarifications to the document were made and the Final IS/MND was released in
August 2020 that included a “Clarifications and Modifications” section and responses to
comments, although such responses are not required by CEQA for a negative declaration.
Additional comment letters were received on the Final IS/MND from Blum Collins LLP (dated
October 19, 2020) and Soil/Water/Air Protection Enterprise (SWAPE) (dated November 20,
2020), a consulting firm hired by Blum Collins LLP. The decision was made to respond to these
comments, although, again, not required by CEQA, and provide additional clarifications in the
document. As a result, this Errata IS'MND was prepared to compile in one place all document
clarifications and modifications, along with accompanying additional information and responses
to comments. This Errata IS/MND includes several appendices containing all comment letters,
responses, and other information that have accumulated over time. For a list of all appendices and
how they relate to prior versions of this document, refer to the table of contents just above.

None of the changes to the Direct Disposal Draft and Final IS/MND contained in this errata
represent substantial revisions that would require recirculation of the environmental document, as
described in State CEQA Guidelines 15073.5. That is, the revisions:

e Do not result in any new, avoidable significant environmental effects that require
mitigation (see Section 3) (CEQA Guidelines 15073.5(b)(1));

¢ Do not alter the conclusions of the environmental analysis or effectiveness of the mitigation
measures or change any mitigation measures (see Section 3) (CEQA Guidelines
15073.5(b)(2));

e Are added in response to written comments on the document (see Appendices B, E, F, G,
J, and L) (CEQA Guidelines 15073.5(¢c)(2)); and

¢ Add new information that merely clarifies or makes insignificant modifications to the
document (see, e.g., explanatory text boxes) (CEQA Guidelines 15073.5(c)(4)).

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021
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SECTION 1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) was prepared by Clements
Environmental on behalf of the lead agency, the City of Los Angeles Local Enforcement Agency
(LEA), for a proposed Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit to operate a 500 ton per day
(TPD) transfer/processing facility at 3720 Noakes Street in the City of Los Angeles.

1.1 Project Title
Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Transfer/Processing Facility
1.2 Lead Agency

City of Los Angeles Local Enforcement Agency, Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety,
Environmental Affairs Division.

1.3 Primary Contact Person

José Gutiérrez, Environmental Supervisor 2
Local Enforcement Agency

Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety
Environmental Affairs Division

(213) 252-3348

1.4 Project Sponsor

Direct Disposal, Inc.
3720 Noakes Street
Los Angeles, CA 90023
(323) 262-1604

1.5 Project Location

The project site is located at 3720 Noakes Street, Los Angeles, CA 90023 (see Figure 1, Vicinity
Map).

The 5 (Santa Ana), 60 (Ponoma) and 710 (Long Beach) Freeways provide regional access to the
project area with E. Olympic Boulevard, S. Indiana Street, E. 3rd Street, and S. Downey Road and
S. Eastern Avenue providing local access to project area. Calzona Street, Los Palos Street and
Noakes Street provide direct access to the project site and also provide access to the adjacent
industrial and warehouse businesses.

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021
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FIGURE 1 - VICINITY MAP
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1.6 Proposed Project

The proposed project entails an application for a Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
(SWFP) to allow expansion of the existing 175 ton per day (TPD) Direct Disposal Medium
Volume PireetDisposat Construction, Demolition and Inert (CDI) Material Recovery Facility
(MRF) (reference CalRecycle SWFP no. 19-AR-1228), located at 3720 Noakes Street in the City
of Los Angeles.! The new permit will allow the facility to accept up to 500 TPD of CDI material
and municipal solid waste (MSW) for processing and transfer, no more than 100 TPD of which
can be MSW.?

The 54,136 square foot project site is developed with a one-story, 12,200 square foot clear-span
building that houses processing equipment including mechanical screens and an elevated, covered,
sort line. A repair shop, truck scales, a 600-sf scale house, and outdoor storage areas also occupy
the site. Off-site surface parking is provided at 3719 Noakes Street. Figure 2, Overall Site Plan
and Figure 3 Site Plan depict the project site. The site is fully enclosed by a minimum 8-foot tall
solid perimeter fence. No new floor area is proposed as part of the project. The 3719 Noakes Street
site is currently used for parking, and storage of roll-off containers. No solid waste is processed on
the 3719 Noakes Street property.

Other improvements are proposed to increase operational efficiency and include opening new
access doors on the east and west side of the building to improve vehicle circulation, material
processing and material transfer, adding a low speed shredder for pre-processing incoming €6D
C&D material, adding screens, increasing bunker capacities and extending the sort line. A second
truck scale may be added to the site as well.

Future improvements may also include a—vekiete-queringtane—atruck—secale—scate-honse—and
relocation of the office trailer effices at to the 3719 Noakes Street property which will free up

additional space at 3720 Noakes Street form material storage and processing. The 3719 Noakes
Street site will not be used for customer queuing, or storage/processing of MSW.

Incoming vehicles enter the site from Noakes Street through Gate #1, and proceed to the scale to
weigh in. After weighing in, vehicles will:

1. Make a 180 degree turn and backup into Tipping Area #2 to unload; or,

2. Exit the site through Gate #1 and make a right turn onto Noakes Street and back into
Tipping Area #1 through Door #1.

' A Solid Waste Facility Permit is required pursuant to Title 27, Division 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 3, Articles
2,3, and 3.1 of the California Code of Regulations (commencing with section 21570).
2 Al MSW and residual material must be removed from the facility within 48 hours of receipt and/or processing.
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FIGURE 2 - OVERALL SITE PLAN
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FIGURE 3 - SITE PLAN
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After unloading, vehicles with TARE weights on file may exit the facility without crossing the
scale while vehicles without TARE weights will proceed back to the scale and then exit the site
through Gate #1.

The property at 3719 Noakes Street may be accessed through Gate #3 and used to stage transfer
trucks or customer vehicles. Spotters will guide traffic within the facility and on adjacent streets
when necessary.

All outgoing recyclable materials and transfer trucks enter and exit the facility from Gate #2
located on the east side of the MRF/transfer building. Empty trucks back into the load-out area
which can accommodate two trucks at a time. Axel scales will be used to maximize outgoing
material loads. During waste receiving hours, facility personnel in the scale house monitor
incoming traffic. During non-waste receiving hours, fences, walls, and gates secure the site at all
entry and exit points.

The facility is currently permitted to operate 24 hours/day, seven days per week.

Included as Appendix H of this errata to the Draft and Final IS/MND is the Direct Disposal, Inc.
Transfer/Processing Report (TPR) which provides details of the operation of the facility and shows
the location of buildings, equipment, processing areas, tipping areas, material storage
piles/bunkers, capacity calculations and circulation patterns. The TPR has been prepared in
accordance with Title 14, Section 48224 18221.6 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR),
which lists the specific requirements for inclusion in a TPR.

The proposed application for a Large Volume SWFP is subject to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). A SWFP is reviewed and approved by the City of Los Angeles Local
Enforcement Agency (LEA) and the California Department of Resources, Recycling and Recovery
(CalRecycle). The City of Los Angeles LEA is the designated Lead Agency for the proposed
project and will be responsible for the project’s environmental review. Section 21067 of California
Public Resources Code defines a Lead Agency as the public agency that has the principal
responsibility for carrying out or approving a project that may have a significant effect on the
environment. As part of the proposed project’s environmental review, the City LEA has authorized
the preparation of this IS/MND. The primary purpose of CEQA is to ensure that decision-makers
and the public understand the environmental implications of a specific action or project. The
purpose of this IS/MND is to ascertain whether the proposed project will have the potential for
significant adverse impacts on the environment.

1.7 General Plan and Zoning

The City of Los Angeles General Plan Land Use Map for the Boyle Heights Community Plan
designates the project site heavy industrial with a corresponding zone of M3-1-CUGU (heavy
industrial) (Figure 4 and Figure 5).

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021
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FIGURE 4 - CITY-WIDE COMMUNITY PLAN MAP
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FIGURE 5 - BOYLE HEIGHTS COMMUNITY PLAN MAP
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The Direct Disposal site is zoned M3-1-1-CUGU under the City of Los Angeles municipal code
as shown in Figure 6 and the existing recycling materials sorting facility, outdoor storage and
parking are permitted under Use of Land Permits 16016-20000-24736, 16020-20001-03077 and
16020-20001-03078.

Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Section12.21 A 18(e) states in part that Recycling Materials
Sorting Facilities shall be permitted in the M3 Zone without obtaining a conditional use permit
provided that:

e The facility shall be located at least 1,000 feet from an A, R, C, P, or PB Zoned property.

The Direct Disposal Recycling Material Recovery Facility and Transfer Station building is not
located within 1,000 feet of an A, R, C, P, or PB Zoned property located in the City of LA or the
City of Vernon as shown in Figure 5. Direct Disposal has been operating a CDI processing facility
at the project location since 2004. [This paragraph was originally a bullet point in the draft

IS/MND].

1.8 Background

Section 1.8 “Background” is revised as follows: Direct Disposal, Inc. has been operating a CDI
processing facility at the project location for over 14 years (since 2004) and has operated a medium
volume selidwaste CDI processing-and-transfer material recovery facility since 2008 under SWFP
19-AR-1228, processing up to 175 TPD of material.

1.9 Purpose
Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines, additional purposes of this IS/MND include the following:

e To facilitate the project’s environmental assessment early in the design and development
of the proposed project;

e To eliminate unnecessary Environmental Impact Reports (EIRs);

e To determine the nature and extent of any impacts associated with the proposed project;
and,

e To provide the City LEA and CalRecycle with information to use as the basis for deciding
if the proposed mitigation measures are adequate to reduce the project’s potential
environmental impacts to less than significant levels.

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021
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FIGURE 6 - ZONING AND 1,000 FOOT RADIUS MAP
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The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as established by statute (Public Resources
Code§§ 21000 et seq.), requires that the environmental implications of an action by a local agency
be estimated and evaluated before project approval. This IS/MND has been prepared in accordance
with Section 15063 of CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. 1500 et seq.) and provides the
assessment for a determination of whether the project may have a significant effect on the
environment.

The following documents are included as appendices and made part of this environmental analysis:

1. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program- has been prepared to ensure that
mitigation measures identified in the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration are
implemented in an effective and timely manner, and that identified impacts are avoided
or mitigated to a level of insignificance.

2. Transfer/Processing Report - includes a detailed description of the operation and how
the facility will comply with its Solid Waste Facility Permit. The capacity study is part
of the Transfer/Processing Report which includes volumetric capacity calculations of
all material storage piles.

1.10 Environmental Setting

The project site is located in an urbanized, heavy industrial setting. All immediately adjacent
properties are zoned M3-1-CUGU. A mill, garment manufacturing facility, and a warehouse
occupy the north side of the CDI facility across Noakes Street. A printing facility occupies the
property to the east. A vacant strip of land owned by the Union Pacific Railway is situated at the
south side of the facility bordering the City of Vernon. Union Pacific Railway is situated further
south within the City of Vernon. A wholesale distribution warehouse occupies the west side of the
CDI facility.

Noakes Street, fronting the property, is a 62 feet wide, fully developed local street, serving heavy
industrial uses. Los Palos Street and Calzona Street are the closest intersecting streets, which are
developed for heavy industrial use.

1.11 Other Agencies Whose Approvals are Required

The proposed project will require issuance of Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit from the
Local Enforcement Agency in conjunction with the California Department of Resource Recycling
and Recovery (CalRecycle).

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021

12



Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
Errata of Clarifications to the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

FINDINGS: The environmental analysis provided in the attached IS/MND indicates that the
proposed project will not result in any significant impacts. For this reason, the City of Los Angeles
Local Enforcement Agency determined that a IS/MND is the appropriate CEQA document for the
proposed project. The following findings may be made based on the analysis contained in the
attached Initial Study:

The proposed project will not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment.

The proposed project will not have the potential to achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of
long-term environmental goals.

The proposed project will not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable, when considering planned or proposed development in the City.

The proposed project will not have environmental effects that will adversely affect humans, either
directly or indirectly.

Signature Date
David Thompson, REHS

Local Enforcement Agency Program Manager

Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

Environmental Affairs Division
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
Errata of Clarifications to the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

SECTION 2. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
Envirenmental Factors PotentiallyAffeeted:(This corrects a section numbering issue.)

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at
least one impact that is a"Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated” Fmpaet as
indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Agriculture and Forestry X | Air Quality
Resources
[ ] Biological Resources [ ] Cultural Resources [ ] Geology/Soils

D Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards and Hazardous Materials Hydrology/Water Quality

[ ] Land Use Planning [ ] Mineral Resources Noise

|:| Population/Housing Public Services _ D Recreation

D Transportation/Traffic Utilities/Service Systems |:| Mandatory Findings of
Significance

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X | I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be
a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by
the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

|:\ I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
IMPACT REPORT is required.

|:| I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant
unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures
based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I:l I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

NI, o 2 [z [zem

“—Signature Date

David Thompson, REHS
Printed Name

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
Errata of Clarifications to the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

SECTION 3. CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

This section was incorrectly identified as Section 2 in the Draft IS/MND.

The Environmental Checklist and discussion of potential environmental effects were completed in
accordance with Section 15063(d)3 of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines to
determine if the proposed project may have any significant impacts on the environment. A brief
explanation is provided for all determinations. A “No Impact” or “Less Than Significant Impact”
determination is made when the project will not have any impact or will not have a significant
effect on the environment for that issue area, respectively, based on a project-specific analysis.

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should
be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g.,
the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off site as well as
on site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are
one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an
EIR is required.

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially
Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe
the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level.

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration
(Section 15063(c)(3)(D)). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist
were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021
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6)

7)

8)

9

pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures that were
incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used
or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to
a project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question;
and

b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than
significance.

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
3.1 AESTHETICS
Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X

The site is located in an industrial, urbanized setting and developed with a one-story warehouse building
that is currently used as a CDI processing facility. Operations are screened from view by solid perimeter
fencing and the Material Recovery Facility and transfer station building. The proposed project will not

result in any change to the view-scape, and no scenic vistas will be adversely impacted.

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

The proposed project will not entail demolition of any structures or result in any damage or impacts to

scenic resources, historic buildings or scenic highways as there are none on the project site or in the

immediate project vicinity.

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings because of height, bulk, pattern,
scale, character, or other features??

The proposed project does not entail any new construction. The project site is located in an industrial,
urbanized, setting and the proposed project will not result in any significant changes or adverse impacts to

the visual character of the area.

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

X

The project site is currently developed, and includes exterior lighting to provide security and allow nighttime
operations. The proposed project would not result in a substantial increase in nighttime lighting in the project
vicinity beyond the current levels which are associated with ongoing operations in the adjacent rail yard as
well as from security lighting associated with surrounding industrial and warehouse uses.

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

3.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Would the project:

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring X
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

The site is zoned for industrial uses and does not contain farmland of any kind. No impact to farmland will
result from the proposed project.

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a

Williamson Act contract? X

The site is zoned for industrial uses and does not contain farmland of any kind. The project will not have
any impacts on agricultural uses or a Williamson Act contract preserve.

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

There is no forest or timberland zoned for timberland production in the project area, and the proposed project
will therefore not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land or timberland zoned
Timberland Production.

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land

X
to non-forest use?

No forest lands or open space areas are located in the project vicinity. In addition, there are no areas zoned
for forest land preservation in the project vicinity. Therefore, no impacts on forest land or timber resources
will result from implementation of the proposed project.

e. Involve other changes in the existing environment that, due
to their location or nature, may result in conversion of farmland X
to non-agricultural use?

No agricultural activities or farmland uses are located within the project area. The proposed project will not
involve the conversion of any existing farmland area to urban uses and, as a result, no impacts will result
from implementation of the proposed project.

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
3.3 AIR QUALITY
Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the SCAQMD’s X
air quality and congestion management plan?

The project site is located in the South Coast Air Basin which is managed by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) and covers a 6,600 square-mile area within Orange County, the non-desert
portions of Los Angeles County, Riverside County, and San Bernardino County. The SCAQMD is required,
pursuant to the Clean Air Act of 1988, to reduce emissions of criteria pollutants for which the basin is in non-
attainment. Strategies to achieve these emissions reductions are included in the SCAQMD’s Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP) for the region. The Final 2012 AQMP was jointly prepared with the California
Air Resources Board (CARB) and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), and takes
into account population projections for communities within the basin. Two consistency criteria that should
be referred to in determining a project’s conformity with the AQMP are identified in Chapter 12 of the AQMP
and Section 12.3 of the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook. Consistency Criteria 1 refers to a
project’s potential for resulting in an increase in the frequency or severity of an existing air quality violation
or a contribution to the continuation of an existing air quality violation. Consistency Criteria 2 refers to a
project’s potential for exceeding the assumptions included in the AQMP or other regional growth projections
relevant to the AQMP’s implementation.

Regarding “Consistency Criteria 17, the proposed project will not result in an increase in the frequency or
severity of an existing air quality violation or a contribution to the continuation of an existing air quality
violation because collection trucks, which are and will be the primary vehicles using the facility, are required
to comply with the California Air Resources Board solid waste collection vehicle (SWCV) rule which was
adopted by the in 2004. This rule applies to all SWCV diesel vehicles more than 14,000 pounds in weight
with engines more than 7 years old (before 2006) that collect waste for a fee. All vehicles subject to the
SWCYV rule are required to reduce smoke from 100% of tier 1 engines and 60% of tier 2 engines. Eventually
all of the collection vehicles involved in commercial solid waste collection will use compressed natural gas
(CNQG), thus meeting these requirements. In addition, diesel fueled transfer trucks and off-road equipment
used as part of the facility operation are also subject to increased emission controls and regulations as older
engines are phased out and replaced with newer models.

Regarding “Consistency Criteria 2”, The proposed project will not result in any significant adverse impacts
related to the implementation of the AQMP as the project will not adversely affect any regional population,
housing, and employment projections prepared for the City by SCAG. The project will add approximately
28 second shift of employees. According to SCAG, in 2008, the City of Los Angeles had a permanent
population of 3,770,500 persons, 1,309,900 households, and employment for 1,735,200 persons. SCAG
forecasts, in their 2012 Regional Transportation Plan (adopted April 2012), that by 2020, the City will have
a total population of 3,991,700 persons (an increase of 5.9 percent from 2008), 1,455,700 households (an
increase of 10.1 percent), and will provide employment for 1,817,700 persons (an increase of 4.3 percent).
The local jobs created by the project will be considered a benefit to the local community. As a result, the
proposed project would not be in conflict with, or result in an obstruction of, the applicable 2007 AQMP.
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially 3
to an existing or projected air quality violation? — X

During operation of the CDI processing facility, dust and particulate emissions from material processing,
mobile equipment and diesel-powered vehicles may adversely affect air quality.

The proposed project will increase the number of vehicles using the facility as well as the running times for
off-road diesel-powered equipment used to process material at the facility. As shown in the Table 1 below,
and reviewed by Yorke Engineering, LLC (See Appendix F) operational emissions would not exceed
SCAOMD s regional significance thresholds for VOC, NOx, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. York Engineering in
fact found that the NOx emissions in Table 1 were overestimated by approximately 3.3 pounds per day.
Therefore, the proposed project’s operational impacts on regional air quality are considered less than
significant.

TABLE 1 — PROJECT OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Project Emissions {pounds per day)
voc NOx co SOx PM10 PM25 coz2 CH4 COZE
EMISSION SOURCE

Material Tipping/loading 0 o] 9] fe] 1.80 0.27 0 0 o]
2 Excavators 1.6126 8.8924 11.2728 0.0286 0.4048 0.401157 2640 0.1452 5335
3 Loaders 1.8072 11.3928 10.5744 0.0288 0.564 0.5589 2616 0.1632 6054
1 Telehandler 1.0164 215 48445 0.0165 0.2772 0.274705 1551 0.0913 3702
1- Skid Steer Loader 0.2442 1.77548 2.3375 0.0044 0.055 0.054505 333.3 0.022 871
Onsite Circulation Fugitive Dust 0 4] 0 o] 19.344 4.080 0 o o
Area 1.2069 0.00005 0.00555 o] 0.00002 0.00002 0.0118 0.00003 0.0126
Energy 0.0289 0.2625 0.2205 0.00158 0.0200 0.0200 315.036 0.00604 316.8084
On-Road Mobile Emission 1.1409 25.0742 10.5071 0.0949 4.4758 1.3947 9,946.1609 0.3868 9955.8304
TOTAL EMISSIONS 7.0571 54.54743 | 39.86235 0.17473 | 26.94082 | 7.053987 | 17,401.5037 | 0.81457 | 26234.7514
Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55 - - -
SCAQMD Threshold Exceeded NO NG NO NO NO NO = & =
Localized Significance Threshold - 106 2,406 - 70 137 - - -
Localized Threshold Exceeded NO NO NO NO - - -

Localized Significance Threshold analysis based on 1-acre site with 200-meter distance to receptor in Central LA source receptor area based on
CalEEMod 2016 3.2 model runs - Winter.

3 All changes made to impact classifications in the checklist tables are to correct prior errors in classification as a result of
scrivener error. The corrections align the checklist tables with the impact conclusions that have been consistently and
accurately described in discussion sections in the Draft and Final versions of the document. These corrections were made, in
part, in response to comments (see Appendix B).
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

In_addition to regional thresholds, the SCAOMD has developed specific CEQA Local Significance
Thresholds (LSTs) to assess operational air quality impacts associated with individual development projects.
The LST values are specific to the source reduction area in which the individual project is located and based
on proximity to the nearest sensitive receptor(s). LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that
are not expected to cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard and are developed based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for
each source receptor area and distance to the nearest sensitive receptor. As shown in Appendix F Estimated
Daily Operational Emissions — operational emissions would not exceed LSTs significance thresholds for
NOx, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions. Therefore, the proposed project’s operational impacts on LSTs are
considered less than significant.

Potential impacts from dust will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following mitigation
measures:

AQI1. All incoming material shall be tipped inside the building during periods when wind speeds are
greater than 15 miles per hour (mph) averaged over a 15-minute period, or when instantaneous
wind speeds exceed 25 mph. Fencing, tarping, watering, misting, wind screens and other
appropriate means will also be used to prevent liter and dust from blowing around outdoor tipping
and storage areas.

AQ2. Hoses are available for employees to lay down a mist of water over any dusty material during
loading and unloading activities. The water is absorbed into the material and does not run off site.

AQ3. Open-top trailers in a top-loading configuration are required to cover or otherwise protect the load
within 15 minutes after loading.

AQ4. Regular sweeping shall be used to clean the maneuvering area, and around the perimeter of the
facility.

The SCAQMD has prepared a table of mitigation measures for on-road engines. The list of mitigation
measures for on-road engines is primarily intended to reduce particulate matter emissions. The following
mitigation measures are proposed to reduce NOX, VOC and diesel particulate emissions:

AQS5. Maintain off-road as well as on-road diesel-fueled collection trucks in tune with the manufacturer’s
specifications.

AQ6. Trucks shall not be permitted to idle for more than five minutes during loading or unloading
activities.
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the Air Basin is non-attainment X
(ozone, carbon monoxide, and PM10) under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality standard?

The project will not increase any criteria pollutant above the significance thresholds and there will be no
significant impacts.

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? X

SCAQMD published and adopted the Guidance Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General
Plans and Local Planning, which provides recommendations regarding the siting of new sensitive land uses
near potential sources of air toxic emissions (e.g., freeways, distribution centers, rail yards, ports, refineries,
chrome plating facilities, dry cleaners, and gasoline dispensing facilities).* SCAQMD recommends that
HRASs be conducted for substantial sources of DPM (e.g.. truck stops and warehouse distribution facilities
that generate more than 100 trucks per day or more than 40 trucks with operating transport refrigeration

units).

The site is over 1,000 feet from residences and the nearest sensitive receptors as shown in Figure 7. As shown
in Table 2 on page 39, a total of approximately 109 additional truck trips are anticipated to result from the
proposed project as follows: 58 roll-off trucks which are fueled by both diesel and Compressed Natural Gas
(CNQ), 15 transfer trucks which are all diesel fueled and 36 self-haul vehicles which are a mix of diesel and
gas fueled trucks. The main source of toxic air contaminants (TACs) is from heavy duty diesel (HD) trucks.
HD trucks release diesel particulate matter (DPM) that is regulated as a carcinogen. DPM is not regulated
for any short-term (acute) non-cancer health effects.

The project is not a warchouse distribution facility, or a truck stop and would not generate over 100 new
diesel truck trips per day given that a large percentage of the vehicles using the facility are CNG and gas
fueled. While the project does not meet the SCAQMD criteria, a screening level health risk assessment
(HRA) has been prepared for the project and is included in Appendix G. The HRA conservatively estimated
109 heavy duty (HD) diesel fueled trucks per day using the facility. The results of the screening level HRA
indicate that the maximum cancer risk score would be 0.46 within 100 meters (328 feet) of the project site
and that the cancer risk score at the nearest homes located 1,075 feet to the North is estimated to be 0.02. A
cancer risk below 1 indicates a low level of public risk. These results indicate that exposure to toxic emissions
from the Facility would not lead to significant public health risks.

4 SCAQMD, Guidance Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning, May 6, 2005.
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FIGURE 7 - SENSITIVE RECEPTORS LOCATION MAP
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of X
people. - X

Environmental impacts may result due to the presence of odors in municipal solid waste material.

Potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by implementation of an Alternative Odor
Management Plan (AOMP). The AOMP will be submitted by Active Recycling for review and approval by
the Local Enforcement Agency in accordance with the requirements of SCAQMD Rule 410.

Implementation of the AOMP, as well as the following mitigation measures, will reduce the impact of
objectionable odors to a less than significant level.

AQ7.

AQS.

All incoming loads are checked for excessive odor. Loads may be rejected at the scalehouse or, if
accepted, transferred out as soon as possible.

Should odiferous material be found in the tipping areas, it will be immediately sprayed with a
deodorizer and loaded out in the next transfer truck leaving the site.

AQ9. A misting system over tipping and transfer/load-out areas, as needed, will be used to control potential

AQI0.

AQII.

AQI2.

AQI3.

AQl4.

odors as well as dust emissions.

All MSW—greenwaste-and-orsanic-materiad received at the facility will be transferred out within 48

hours and within 24 hours if possible. Material will be processed on a first in, first out, basis.

Regular site inspections will be conducted by site supervisor(s) to assure that all organic-meatter MSW
is removed as required, the facility is cleaned on a daily basis and to minimize any other source for
odors on site.

The receiving/transfer area, where residue from waste transfer, recycling or material recovery
operations can accumulate, will be swept and cleaned throughout the day.

The facility shall implement the Alternative Odor Management Plan contained in the TPR included
as Appendix B. Should all efforts to mitigate odor complaints fail, the facility may need to provide
rapid opening/closing doors and a negative pressure air system.

Should odor complaints go unabated, limits on the types of waste materials accepted or a reduction
in the amount of incoming tonnage may be specified by the LEA.
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

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

No habitat for sensitive species exists on site. Areas of the site that are not developed with buildings or
equipment are paved. No biological impacts are anticipated from the proposed project as the area proposed
for development is currently paved and improved.

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

There is no riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community located on the project site or in the project
site or in the project vicinity that could be impacted by the proposed project.

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

No impact to wetlands would occur as a result of the project.

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

As there are not any migratory wildlife corridors on or near the site, the proposed project would not result in
any impacts to the movements of fish or wildlife species.

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or X
ordinance?

No trees or biological resources exist on the site and no impacts to those resources would result from the
proposed project.

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency October 2021

25



Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit

Errata of Clarifications to the Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or X

The proposed project would not conflict with the provisions of adopted conservation plans and no impacts
to any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,

regional, or state habitat conservation plan would occur.

3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in 15064.5?

X

The project site does not contain and is not expected to adversely impact a historical resource as defined in

the State of California’s CEQA Statutes.

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5?

X

No impacts to archaeological resources would occur as a result of the proposed project as the site is developed
and no subsurface excavations or new construction is proposed as part of this project.

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

X

No impacts to paleontological resources would occur as a result of the proposed project as the site is

developed and no subsurface excavations or new construction is proposed.

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

X

The project does not have the potential to disturb human remains as no subsurface excavations or new

construction is proposed as part of the proposed project.
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Incorporated
3.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:
a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse X

effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

The project site area is not located within a fault or surface rupture zone as shown in Figure 8. The closest
active faults and Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones are approximately 7 to 8 miles from the project site.
The proposed project will not result in increased impacts related to risk of loss, injury or death involving
seismic activity.

b. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: X
Strong seismic ground shaking?

The subject site is within approximately 10 miles from the Newport-Inglewood Fault zone and the safety of
site users may be affected by this seismic activity. This potential impact will be less than significant as no
new construction is proposed.

c. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: X
Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

The entire site is paved and no buildings or construction is proposed. Therefore, seismic-related ground
failure, including liquefaction should not be an issue.
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FIGURE 8 - FAULT ZONES AND SURFACE RUPTURE MAP
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d. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
Landslides?

The site is not within a landslide area and no impacts to people or structures are anticipated.

e. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? |

Operations at the site will not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil as the facility is

completely paved.

f. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

This operation would not be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable and no impacts are

anticipated as there no new construction proposed.

g. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks
to life or property?

The proposed project would not be adversely impacted by expansive soils as no new construction is

proposed.

h. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where
sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

As no septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems are proposed, there are no impacts related to

any limitations of such systems related to inadequate soils.
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3.7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project:
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous X
materials?

Hazardous waste is not accepted at the Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility; however, incidental
hazardous waste may be found in the loads of material handled at the facility.

These impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures:

HHMI1.

HHM2.

HHM3.

If inbound material contains prohibited material or hazardous material that is not detected at the

time of delivery, then such material is separated, using procedures and methods to ensure
employee safety, segregated by class, and manifested in accordance with federal and state
regulations. Only employees with proper training will handle hazardous waste.

All drivers will attend a HazMat course to be able to identify hazardous materials in their
collection routes to avoid picking them up.

Direct Disposal MRF and Transfer Station will implement an approved Hazardous Waste Load
Checking Program as described in the Transfer/Processing Report. Inbound loads are inspected
prior to or during unloading to prevent the acceptance of waste which is prohibited by the
facility. When load checking reveals the presence of hazardous liquid, special waste, or medical
waste the material is rejected entirely.

HHM4. A spill response kit will include absorbent material, brooms, shovels, 55-gallon drums, protective

HHMS.

HHMe6.

gloves, clothing, boots, goggles and respiratory equipment.

Hazardous waste shall be kept in a special area which is restricted. This material is stored in a
secure and safe area within a designated hazardous material locker as indicated in the facility’s
CDI Processing Facility Report.

Records of load checks and the training of personnel in the recognition, proper handling, and
disposition of prohibited waste, as well as a copy of the load checking program and copies of
the load checking records for the prior year shall be maintained in the operating record and be
available for review by the appropriate regulatory agencies.
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b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions X

involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

With implementation of HHM1 through HHM®6, no impacts related to the release of hazardous materials is
expected to occur.

¢. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter X
mile of an existing or proposed school?

The site is not located within one quarter mile of an existing or currently proposed school site and no
hazardous or acutely hazardous emissions are associated with operation of the proposed facility.

d. Be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

The site is not located on the list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, will not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. This fact was
verified on the Department of Toxic Substances Control, EnviroStor, Hazardous Waste and Substances Site
List.

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

The project site is not located within an airport hazard land use area.

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

The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
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g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation X
plan?

The proposed project is located in a developed urban area with fully improved streets and would not interfere
with the implementation of any emergency response or evacuation plans.

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wild land fires, including where wild
lands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wetlands?

The project is not located near any wildlands or wetlands and would not result in any impacts related to loss
of those lands.

3.8 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge

. X
requirements?

Stormwater falling on the waste material and running off the site could contain contamination which could
create adverse impacts and violate water quality standards. The following mitigation measures will reduce
potential impacts to water quality resulting from stormwater runoff to less than significant levels:

HWQI. The facility will comply with the Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order No. 2014-0057-
DWQ.

HWQ?2. The facility will implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) contained in a Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) in order to minimize the potential for stormwater
contamination from runoff.

HWQ3. Proposed non-structural BMPs include: 1) Turning away any leaking truck; 2) Regularly
scheduled preventative maintenance of facility vehicles; 3) Use of absorbent material to soak-
up spots of leaked fluids; 4) Implementing a litter control plan as contained in the
Transfer/Processing Report; and 5) Regular cleaning of all areas.

HWQ4. The operator will implement and comply with a “Litter Control Program” as set forth in the
facility Transfer and Processing Report. A cleanup crew will be assigned to keep the site, ingress
and egress points, and adjacent streets and alleys, free of litter. A designated litter control team
will patrol adjacent public streets and sidewalks at least two times per day.
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b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would
be a net deficit in aquifer volume
or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the X

The facility does not require the use of groundwater or result in the addition of impervious surfaces that
would deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge. No impacts to groundwater are

anticipated as a result of project implementation.

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream
or river, in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on or off site?

The facility is completely paved and there will be no change to the onsite drainage pattern. There will be no
alteration of any streams or rivers and there will not be any substantial erosion.

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

The facility is completely paved. The facility will not change the course of a stream or river or
substantially increase the amount of surface runoff or result in flooding either off or on site.

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

The site of the facility and surrounding properties are developed, and the local stormwater facilities have
been designed to convey runoff generated in the area in a safe and efficient manner without creating

additional sources of pollution.
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f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? X

Implementation of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan referenced in 3.9.a will minimize degradation
of water quality.

g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood

Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? X
The facility is not located in a 100-year flood plain area. The project site is located in FEMA Zone X,
which is an area determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain.

i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,

injury, or death involving flooding, including flooding as a X

result of the failure of a levee or dam?

The facility is not located in an area that would be subject to inundation due to failure of a levee or dam.

3.9 LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project:

a. Physically divide an established community? X

The facility is located in an industrial area and has been operating at the same location since November of
2004. The proposed project, therefore, does not have the potential to physically divide an established
community.

b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or

regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, X
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

The facility is classified as recycling material sorting use which is permitted “by-right” in the M3-1 heavy
industrial zone per Los Angeles Municipal Code 12.21 A 17 I based on the fact that the site is located more
than 1,000 feet from “A, R, C, P, or PB” zoned property. The proposed project would not conflict with any
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land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the site. The existing recycling
materials sorting facility, outdoor storage and parking are permitted under Use of Land Permits 16016-20000-
24736, 16020-20001-03077 and 16020-20001-03078. Transfer Stations are permitted by-right in the M3

zone.

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or

) . X
natural community conservation plan?

The site is currently developed with a CDI debris processing facility which does not conflict with any
applicable habitat conservation or natural community conservation plans, and no impacts to adopted habitat
or conservation plans are anticipated as a result of the proposed project.

3.10 MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents X
of the state?

The project will not result in the loss of a known mineral resource.

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general X
plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

The project will not result in the loss of a locally important mineral resource recovery site as delineated on
the City General Plan.

3.11 NOISE

Would the project result in:

a. Exposure to or generation of noise levels in excess of X
standards established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

The facility is located in an industrial area. Existing noise sources in the area surrounding the project site
include automobile and truck traffic, trains, and surrounding industrial and manufacturing businesses.
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The main sources of noise include the tipping of material, mobile equipment such as loaders and excavators,
and the handling of roll-offs boxes. The following mitigation measures will reduce noise impacts to less than
significant levels:

N1 The project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 and 161,574,
and any subsequent ordinances, which prohibit the emissions or creation of noise beyond certain
levels at adjacent uses unless technically infeasible.

N2 Proper training will be provided to all employees to ensure facility operations are conducted in a

manner that minimizes noise impacts.

N3 Hearing protection for personnel is provided to equipment operators and others subject to excessive
noise levels from operations, in compliance with OSHA. Equipment meets OSHA requirements and
is maintained to operate in a clean, quiet and safe manner.

b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground X
borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?

A substantial increase in ambient noise levels is not anticipated as a result of the proposed project.

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

The project is not located in an airport land use area.

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

The project is not located within the vicinity of a private air strip.

3.12 POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project:

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

The increase in permitted tonnage will create approximately 5 new jobs; however, these new jobs will induce
a less than significant population growth in the area as the facility hires people from the local community.
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b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing X
elsewhere?
No housing will be displaced, as a result of the facility changes.
c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the x
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No people will be displaced due to the facility changes.

3.13 PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

| a. Fire protection? | x| x|

Impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

PS1. Fire suppression equipment shall be continuously available and properly maintained.

PS2. Class ABC fire extinguishers shall be located throughout the facility to provide additional fire
protection.

PS3. Emergency safety and spill equipment shall be inspected monthly and maintained as required.
PS4 Fire extinguishers shall be inspected once a month and recharged yearly by a contractor.

PS5. Fire hoses shall be located throughout the site.

| b. Police protection? | | | x|

Impacts to police response are considered less than significant as this change at the site will not substantially
increase the number of employees on site.
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| c. Schools? | | | | X

The facility’s increase in tonnage is an industrial use of the land and will not increase demand on schools.

d. Parks? X
| | | | |

The facility’s increase in tonnage is an industrial use of the land and will not increase demand on parks and
recreation facilities.

| e. Other public facilities? | | | | X

The increase in tonnage will not impact any other public facilities.

| 3.14 RECREATION

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?

The facility is an industrial use that will not impact parks or recreational areas/spaces.

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities that might
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

The facility does not include recreational facilities, or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities, that could have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

3.15 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Would the project:

a. Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to
the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.c.,
result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads or congestion at
intersections)?

The increase in permitted throughput from the 175 TPD to 500 TPD would generate an additional 274 daily
vehicle trips (137 inbound and 137 outbound), a total of 14 AM peak hour trips (7 inbound and 7 outbound)
and 10 PM peak hour trips (5 inbound and 5 outbound). No traffic impacts are anticipated as a result of the
proposed increase in permitted tonnage and no traffic study is required based on the City of LA DOT

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency
October
2021

38



Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
Errata of Clarifications to the Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

Guidelines which require preparation of a Technical Memorandum if a project will add between 25 to 42
a.m. or p.m. peak hour trips, and the adjacent intersections are presently estimated to be operating at LOS E
or F. Table 2 below was used as the basis for determining the daily as well as AM an PM peak hour project
generated traffic.

TABLE 2 — PROJECT TRIP GENERATION ESTIMATES

Project Trip Generation Estimates

Land Use/Vehicle Type

In

Daily
Qut

Total

In

AM Peak Hour
Out

Total In

EXISTING CDI! FACILITY (174 TPD)

PM Peak Hour

Out

Total

Employee Vehicles 26 26 52 0 0 0 0 0 0
Roll-Off Trucks 30 30 60 2 2 4 3 2 5
Self-Haul Vehicles 24 24 48 2 2 4 1 1 2
Transfer Trucks 8 8 16 1 1 2 0 0 0

Total 88 88 176 5 5 10 4 3 7
Employee Vehicles 28 28 56 0 0 0 0 0 0
Roll-Off Trucks 58 58 116 3 3 8 3 3 6
Self-Haul Vehicles 36 36 72 3 3 [ 2 2 4
Transfer Trucks 15 15 30 1 1 2 0 0 0

Total 137 137 274 7 7 14 5 5 10

TOTAL SITE TRIP GENERATION (Proposed + Existing)

Employee Vehicles 54 54 108 0 0 o] 0 0 0
Roll-Off Trucks &8 88 176 5 5 10 6 5 11
Self-Haul Vehicles 60 60 120 5 5 10 3 3 6
Transfer Trucks 23 23 46 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 225 225 450 10 10 20 9 8 17

Note:
Trip generation estimates provided by Direct Disposal, and is based on a typical operation.

LA DOT reviewed the proposed project and determined that it does not lend itself to analysis of VMT impacts
and that an access and circulation study was not necessary.>

b. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the county congestion X
management agency for designated roads or highways?

The facility will not exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by
the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways.

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

The facility will not result in a change in air traffic patterns and does not have the potential to create any
adverse impacts to any airports.

5 Email correspondence with Wes Pringle, P.E. Transportation Engineer, Metro Development Review 100 S. Main St, 9th
Floor Los Angeles, CA 9001 dated November 12, 2019, November 18, 2019, November 25, 2019, November 26, 2019,
March 5, 2020 and March 5, 2020.
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d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses X
(e.g., farm equipment)?

There will be no increase in traffic hazard related to the facility’s design and no change in customer
circulation patterns. While the increased tonnage and additional waste streams will increase traffic levels in
the area, the potential for increased traffic hazards due to design or circulation issues will be mitigated
through the use of traffic spotters who will insure safe operating conditions for users of the facility.

| e. Result in inadequate emergency access? | | | | X

Operations at the facility fall under the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles Fire Department’s CUPA program
and associated periodic inspections which ensure adequate emergency access is provided and that materials
are stored in a safe manner.

| f. Result in inadequate parking capacity? | | | | X

Parking will be provide as required by code.

g. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, X
bicycle racks)?

This project does not and will not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation. There will be no impact. There are no designated bike lanes adjacent to the project site.

3.16 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable X
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

This project would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements.

This project will not significantly change the amount of water consumption or wastewater discharge
generated at the Project site. Therefore, the project would not result in an impact on the type of wastewater
services currently provided to the facility site.
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b. Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

The project will not significantly change the amount of water consumption or wastewater discharge generated
at the facility; therefore, the project would not require the construction or expansion of water or wastewater
treatment facilities.

c. Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the

construction of which could cause significant environmental X
effects?

The project will not create additional runoff because the facility site is currently 100% paved.

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or X
expanded entitlements needed?

The City of Los Angeles has sufficient water supplies available to serve the facility and no additional
entitlements are necessary.

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

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

The proposed project would increase the maximum daily tonnage from 175 TPD to 500 4606 TPD and the
classification from a Medium Volume Construction and Demolition/Inert Debris Processing (CDI) facility
to a Large Volume CDI facility. Facilities such as this divert material from the landfill through recycling.

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and

. . X X
regulations related to solid waste? -

The facility will comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste with the
implementation of the referenced mitigation measure.
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Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the receiving of additional material at
the facility. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following
measure:

Ul. A Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit shall be obtained from CalRecycle.

3.17. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment, based on any applicable threshold of
significance?

The State of California requires CEQA documents include an evaluation of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
or gases that trap heat in the atmosphere. GHG are emitted by both natural processes and human activities.
Examples of GHG that are produced both by natural and industrial processes include carbon dioxide (CO2),
methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N20). The accumulation of GHG in the atmosphere regulates the earth’s
temperature.

The proposed project involves a request by Direct Disposal to increase the maximum daily permitted capacity
from 174 TPD to 500 TPD. The proposed project will allow increased CDIl;—greenwaste—and—organies
processing within the project site and assist in the City’s waste diversion objectives which will have a
beneficial impact with respect to energy conservation and GHG reduction. Finally, the proposed project’s
operational emissions, and the use of internal combustion and natural gas-powered collection and processing
vehicles, as shown in Table 3 , will resultin-GHG levels generate approximately 2,900 metric tons per year
of CO2E which is below the 10,000 metric ton CO2e threshold for industrial sources and below the
SCAQMD’s proposed threshold of 3,000 MT/year for general land use projects (2008) and would therefore not be
these considered by the SCAQMD to represent a significant impact.’ As a result, the impacts related to
additional greenhouse gas emissions will be less than significant. It should also be noted that approximately
70 percent of the construction, demolition and inert (CDI) material processed at Direct Disposal is and will
be diverted from disposal at landfills. At a permitted capacity of 500 TPD of CDI material, 350 TPD or
127.750 tons per yvear of drywall, metal, dimensional lumber and inert materials will be recycled which would
mitigate approximately 143,000 MTCO2E of greenhouse gas emissions. As a result, the project is viewed as
having net negative greenhouse gas emissions.’

6 See Yorke Engineering, LLC Third-Party Review. Appendix ,F page 7 of 9.
7 As calculated using EPA’s Waste Reduction Model (WARM) version 15, a 72 percent diversion rate and landfilling all
material as the baseline. WARM data is provided in Appendix J.
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TABLE 3 — GHG EMISSIONS
Operational Sources CO; CH. N.O AR4 COze | AR4 COze
IS/MND Emissions (CalEEMod) (Ib/day) (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) ({Ib/day) (MT/yr)
Area Emissions 0.0118 0.00003 — 0.0126 —
Energy Emissions 315.0363 0.00604 | 0.00578 316.9097 —
On-Road Mobile Emissions 9.946.1609 | 0.38680 — 9,955.8309 —
IS/MND CalEEMcod Total — o - 10,273 1,701
IS/MND Off-Road Total (Table 4 verification) — — — 7.134 1,181
Project Operational Total = — — 17,407 2,882
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an X

agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

The proposed project will further a number of the California Office of the Attorney General's recommended
policies and measures that are designed to reduce GHG emissions. A list of the Attorney General's
recommended measures and the project's conformance with each are indicated below. The proposed use
will incorporate sustainable practices that include water, energy, and solid waste efficiency measures.

*  Attorney General’s Recommended Measure: Smart growth, jobs/housing balance, transit-oriented
development, and infill development through land use designations, incentives and fees, zoning, and
public-private partnerships.

Compliant. The use will preserve existing employment in addition to providing new opportunities
improving the region’s jobs housing balance.

Percent Reduction. 10% to 20%
+  Attorney General’s Recommended Measure: Create transit, bicycle, and pedestrian connections
through planning, funding, development requirements, incentives and regional cooperation; create

disincentives for auto use.

Compliant. The project will not adversely affect the future development of pedestrian or bicycle
facilities along the Los Angeles River or adjacent public rights-of-way.

Percent Reduction. 5%
»  Attorney General’s Recommended Measure: Energy- and water-efficient buildings and landscaping

through ordinances, development fees, incentives, project timing, prioritization, and other
implementing tools.
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Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact

Mitigation

Incorporated

Compliant. The project will be consistent with the requirements of AB-1881 as it relates to irrigation
and water conservation.

Percent Reduction. 10%

*  Attorney General’s Recommended Measure: Waste diversion, recycling, water efficiency, energy
efficiency and energy recovery in cooperation with public services, districts and private entities.

Compliant. The project will adhere to the use of sustainability practices involving the recycling and
reduction solid waste. The project assists in both waste diversion and recycling

Percent Reduction. 5%

*  Attorney General’s Recommended Measure: Regional cooperation to find cross-regional efficiencies in
GHG reduction investments and to plan for regional transit, energy generation, and waste recovery
facilities.

Compliant. Refer to previous bullet points.
Percent Reduction. NA

TOTAL GHG REDUCTION PERCENTAGE: 35 to 40%

AB-32 requires the reduction of GHG emissions to 1990 levels, which would require a minimum 28

percent reduction in "business as usual" GHG emissions for the entire State. As the proposed project would

reduce its GHG emissions by at least 35 percent as previously indicated, the potential GHG impacts are
considered to be less than significant.

3.18 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
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animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or X

The project will not have a significant negative effect on the quality of the environment, the habitat of fish

or wildlife species, or the plant or animal community.

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable?

("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

Section 15355 of the CEQA Guidelines defines cumulative impacts as “two or more individual effects which,
when considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts.”
This section further states that cumulative effects may be changes resulting from a single project or a number
of separate projects and that the cumulative impacts are those which may result from “closely related, past,
present and reasonably foreseeable probable future projects” (Guidelines, Section 15355[b].

The additional wastestreams and increased tonnage will not result in environmental effects that are
individually limited but cumulatively considerable with the implementation of proposed mitigation measures.

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

X

The project will not result in environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings
with the implementation of mitigation measures. The site is not located in an Environmental Justice
Improvement Area as designated by the Los Angeles City Council. The site is located within an industrial area

which has been zoned appropriately to encourage heavy manufacturing uses.

Mitigation measures included in this Mitigated Negative Declaration show that there are expected to be no
impacts from the project that will not be mitigated to a less than significant level upon implementation of all

proposed mitigation measures.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM:
DIRECT DISPOSAL TRANSFER/PROCESSING FACILITY

Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code, enacted by passage of AB 3180 (Cortese Bill),
requires public agencies approving projects with significant environmental impacts to adopt a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. The objective of the program is to ensure that
mitigation measures adopted to avoid or mitigate potentially significant environmental impacts are
implemented. Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code requires all state and local agencies
establish monitoring and reporting programs whenever approval of a project relies upon a
mitigated negative declaration or an environmental impact report (EIR). In accordance with these
requirements, this mitigation monitoring and reporting program has been prepared to ensure that
mitigation measures identified in the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for the proposed
Direct Disposal Solid Waste Transfer/Processing Facility, Los Angeles, California (or subsequent
revisions thereto), are implemented in an effective and timely manner, and that identified impacts
are avoided or mitigated to a level of insignificance. This plan identifies responsible parties for the
mitigation program and includes a detailed discussion of monitoring and reporting procedures for
each mitigation measure.

I. Responsible Party

Direct Disposal will be responsible for implementing and reporting mitigation measures in this
program and will have responsibility for ensuring that mitigation measures are accomplished in an
environmentally responsible manner. Direct Disposal will be responsible for ensuring that the
status of mitigation measures is reported in accordance with this program and will be responsible
for ensuring that the cost of mitigation is included in its budget, as appropriate. Mitigation
measures will be included, if applicable, in any future operating agreements. Direct Disposal will
be responsible for ensuring that applicable mitigation measures are carried forward in operational
and maintenance procedures for this proposed expansion.

I1. Mitigation Requirements

Based on the findings of the Initial Study, mitigation measures are not required for aesthetics,
agriculture resources, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, land use and
planning, mineral resources, population and housing, recreation, transportation/traffic and
utilities/service systems. Specific mitigation measures are required or otherwise included for air
quality, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, noise, and utilities and
services. Potentially significant impacts in these environmental resource areas will be avoided or

minimized with implementation of thirty-three (33) specific mitigation measures summarized on
Table A-1.
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Category

Mitigation
No

TABLE A-1
Mitigation Measure

Initial
Study
Section

Air Quality

AQl

All incoming material shall be tipped inside the building during
periods when wind speeds are greater than 15 miles per hour
(mph) averaged over a 15-minute period or when instantaneous
wind speeds exceed 25 mph. Fencing, tarping, watering,
misting, wind screens and other appropriate means will also be
used to prevent liter and dust from blowing around outdoor
tipping and storage areas.

33b

AQ?2

Hoses are available for employees to lay down a mist of water
over any dusty material during loading or unloading activities.
The water is absorbed into the material and does not run off
site.

33b

AQ3

Open-top trailers in a top-loading configuration are required to
cover or otherwise protect the load within 15 minutes after
loading.

33b

AQ4

Regular sweeping shall be used to clean the maneuvering area,
and around the perimeter of the facility.

3.3b

AQS

Maintain off-road as well as on-road diesel-fueled collection
trucks in tune with the manufacturer’s specifications.

3.3.b

AQ6

Trucks shall not be permitted to idle for more than five minutes
during loading or unloading activities.

3.3b

AQ7

All incoming loads are checked for excessive odors. Loads may
be rejected at the scalehouse or, if accepted, transferred out as
soon as possible.

3.3.e

AQS

Should odiferous material be found in the tipping areas, it will
be immediately sprayed with a deodorizer and loaded out in the
next transfer truck leaving the site.

3.3.e

AQ9

A misting system over tipping and transfer/load-out areas, as
needed, will be used to control potential odors as well as dust
emissions.

3.3.e

AQ 10

All MSW—greemwaste—and—organic—meateriat received at the

facility will be transferred out within 48 hours and within 24
hours if possible. Material will be processed on a first in, first
out, basis.

3.3.e
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Category

Mitigation
No

TABLE A-1
Mitigation Measure

Initial
Study
Section

Air Quality
(Cont.)

AQ 11

Regular site inspections will be conducted by site supervisor(s)
to assure that all erganie-matter MSW is removed as required,
the facility is cleaned on a daily basis and to minimize any other
source for odors on site.

3.3.e

AQ 12

The receiving/transfer area, where residue from waste transfer,
recycling or material recovery operations can accumulate, will
be swept and cleaned throughout the day.

33.e

AQ 13

The facility shall implement the Alternative Odor Management
Plan contained in the TPR included as Appendix B. Should all
efforts to mitigate odor complaints fail, the facility may need to
provide rapid opening/closing doors and a negative pressure air
system.

33.e

AQ 14

Should odor complaints go unabated, limits on the types of
waste materials accepted or a reduction in the amount of
incoming tonnage may be specified by the LEA.

3.7.a

Hazards and
Hazardous
Materials

HHM1

If inbound material contains prohibited material or hazardous
material that is not detected at the time of delivery, then such
material is separated, using procedures and methods to ensure
employee safety, segregated by class, and manifested in
accordance with federal and state regulations. Only employees
with proper training will handle hazardous waste.

3.7.a

HHM?2

All drivers will attend a HazMat course to be able to identify
hazardous materials in their collection routes to avoid picking
them up.

3.7.a

HHM3

Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility will implement an
approved Hazardous Waste Load Checking Program as
described in the Transfer/Processing Report. Inbound loads are
inspected prior to or during unloading to prevent the acceptance
of waste which is prohibited by the facility. When load
checking reveals the presence of hazardous liquid, special
waste, or medical waste the material is rejected entirely.

3.7.a

HHM4

A spill response kit will include absorbent material, brooms,
shovels, 55-gallon drums, protective gloves, clothing, boots,
goggles and respiratory equipment.

3.7.a
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Transfer/Processing Facility

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Category

Mitigation
No

TABLE A-1
Mitigation Measure

Initial
Study
Section

Hazards and
Hazardous
Materials
(Cont.)

HHMS

Hazardous waste shall be kept in a special area which is
restricted. This material is stored in a secure and safe area within
a designated hazardous material locker as indicated in the
facility’s TPR.

3.7.a

HHM6

Records of load checks and the training of personnel in the
recognition, proper handling, and disposition of prohibited
waste, as well as a copy of the load checking program and copies
of the load checking records for the prior year shall be
maintained in the operating record and be available for review
by the appropriate regulatory agencies.

3.7.a

Hydrology
and Water
Quality

HWOQI

The facility will comply with the Industrial Storm Water
General Permit Order No. 2014-0057-DWQ.

3.8.a

HWQ2

The facility will implement Best Management Practices
(BMPs) contained in a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) in order to minimize the potential for stormwater
contamination from runoff.

3.8.a

HWQ3

Proposed non-structural BMPs include: 1) Turning away any
leaking truck; 2) Regularly scheduled preventative maintenance
of facility vehicles; 3) Use of absorbent material to soak-up
spots of leaked fluids; 4) Implementing a litter control plan as
contained in the Transfer/Processing Report; and 5) Regular
cleaning of all areas.

3.8.a

HWQ4

The operator will implement and comply with a “Litter Control
Program” as set forth in the facility Transfer and Processing
Report. A cleanup crew will be assigned to keep the site, ingress
and egress points, and adjacent streets and alleys, free of litter.
A designated litter control team will patrol adjacent public
streets and sidewalks at least two times per day.

3.8.a

Noise

N1

The project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise
Ordinance No. 144,331 and 161,574, and any subsequent
ordinances, which prohibit the emissions or creation of noise
beyond certain levels at adjacent uses unless technically
infeasible.

3.11.a
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Category Mitigation TABLE A-1 Initial

No Mitigation Measure Study

Section

Noise N2 Proper training will be provided to all employees to ensure 3.11.a
(Cont.) facility operations are conducted in a manner that minimizes

noise impacts.

N3 Hearing protection for personnel is provided to equipment | 3.11.a
operators and others subject to excessive noise levels from
operations, in compliance with OSHA. Equipment meets
OSHA requirements and is maintained to operate in a clean,
quiet and safe manner.

Public PS1 Fire suppression equipment shall be continuously available 3.13.a
Services and properly maintained.
PS2 Class ABC fire extinguishers shall be located throughout the 3.13.a

facility to provide additional fire protection.

PS3 Emergency safety and spill equipment shall be inspected 3.13.a
monthly and maintained as required.

PS4 Fire extinguishers shall be inspected once a month and 3.13.a
recharged yearly by a contractor.

PS5 Fire hoses shall be located throughout the site. 3.13.a
Utilities and | Ul A Large Volume Construction and Demolition / Inert Debris 3.16.g
Services Processing permit shall be obtained from CalRecycle.
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I1I. Schedule and Reporting Frequency

Table A-2 describes the method for executing the mitigation measure, organization responsible for
implementing and funding the measure, estimated completion date for each measure, frequency of
reporting, and significance after mitigation. Due to possible funding conditions and other external
factors, facility construction and operation could be delayed. These delays may also affect the start
and completion of mitigation measures.

It should be noted that although impacts to noise from the proposed project will not be considered
significant, mitigation measures to reduce noise have been included as part of this Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program.

The monitoring and accomplishment of each mitigation measure will be documented on a
Mitigation Monitoring Report form (see Exhibit A). This form will be filled out by the appropriate
individual in the event of an inadvertent discovery of archaecological materials, paleontological
materials, or human remains as described in Table A-2. Supplemental recordkeeping, report
preparation and documentation will be required for some mitigation measures. The Mitigation
Monitoring Report form will be filled out by the appropriate individual verifying that steps to
prevent or minimize environmental degradation have been completed as described in Table A-2.
Monitoring reports will be submitted to City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety
and be available for inspection upon request. Completion of these forms will demonstrate and
document compliance with Public Resources Code 21081.6.

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021



Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
AQl1 All incoming material The facility manager and scale Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
shall be tipped inside the | house attendant shall be Operator noted in the daily significant
building during periods responsible for insuring ensuring log and repeat
when wind speeds are that this mitigation measure is offenders will be
greater than 15 miles per | carried out by visually inspecting barred from using
hour (mph) averaged over | incoming and outgoing traffic. or conducting
a 15-minute period or business at the
when instantaneous wind facility.
speeds exceed 25 mph.
Fencing, tarping,
watering, misting, wind
screens and other
appropriate means will
also be used to prevent
liter and dust from
blowing around outdoor
tipping and storage areas.
Hoses are available for The facility manager shall be
AQ2 employees to lay down a | responsible for insuring ensuring | Facility Ongoing Broken and or Less than
mist of water over any that this mitigation measure is Operator clogged hoses will | significant
dusty material during carried out by properly training be noted in the
loading or unloading all staff. special occurrences
activities. The water is log book.
absorbed into the material
and does not run off site.
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures
No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
Open-top trailers in a top- | The facility manager and scale
AQ3 loading configuration are | house attendant shall be Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
required to cover or responsible for insuring ensuring | Operator noted in the daily significant
otherwise protect the load | that this mitigation measure is log and repeat
within 15 minutes after carried out by visually inspecting offenders will be
loading. outgoing trailers. barred from using
or conducting
business at the
facility.
Regular sweeping shall The scale house attendant shall be
AQ4 be used to clean the responsible for insuring ensuring | Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
maneuvering area, and that this mitigation measure is Operator noted in the daily significant
around the perimeter of carried out by visually inspecting log and repeat
the facility. incoming and outgoing loads. offenders will be
barred from using
or conducting
business at the
facility.
Maintain mobile Maintenance shall be performed
AQS5 equipment in tune with at the manufacturer’s Facility Ongoing Monthly Less than
the manufacturer’s recommended intervals. Operator significant
specifications.
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
Trucks shall not be The facility manager and spotters
AQ6 permitted to idle for more | shall be responsible for instring Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
than five minutes during | ensuring that this mitigation Operator noted in the daily significant
loading or unloading measure is carried out by log and repeat
activities. monitoring all queuing and offenders will be
tipping areas. barred from using
or conducting
business at the
facility.
All incoming loads are The facility manager and scale
AQ7 checked for excessive house attendant shall be Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
odor. Loads may be responsible for insuring ensuring | Operator noted in the daily significant
rejected at the scalehouse | that this mitigation measure is log and repeat
or, if accepted, monitoring all incoming loads. offenders will be
transferred out as soon as barred from using
possible. or conducting
business at the
facility.
Should odiferous material | The facility manager and spotters
AQS8 be found in the tipping shall be responsible for insuring Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
areas, it will be ensuring that this mitigation Operator noted in the daily significant
immediately sprayed with | measure is carried out by log and repeat
a deodorizer and loaded | monitoring all tipping and storage offenders will be
out in the next transfer areas for odiferous materials. barred from using
truck leaving the site. or conducting
business at the
facility.
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
A misting system over The facility manager is
AQ9 tipping and transfer/load- | responsible for insuring ensuring | Facility Ongoing Daily. All misting | Less than
out areas, as needed, will | that this mitigation measure is Operator systems shall be significant
be used to control carried out by monitoring site maintained in good
potential odors as well as | conditions and deploying and operating condition
dust emissions. using the overhead misting and the LEA will
system as necessary. be notified is the
system is not
working and/or
repairs are
required.
All MSW;—greenwaste The facility manager shall be
AQI10 and-organic-material responsible for insuring ensuring | Facility Ongoing If MSW, Less than
received at the facility that this mitigation measure is Operator greenwaste or significant
will be transferred out carried out by monitoring when organic material
within 48 hours and incoming MSW, greenwaste and can’t be moved out
within 24 hours if organic waste is brought to the within 48 hours as
possible. Material will be | facility and when it need to be required, the LEA
processed on a first in, loaded out. shall be notified.
first out, basis.
Regular site inspections The facility manager is
AQIl1 will be conducted by site | responsible for ensuring that Facility Ongoing High traffic areas Less than
supervisor(s) to assure housekeeping is being regularly Operator as well as MSW, significant
that all MSW erganie conducted. greenwaste and
matter is removed as organics storage
required, the facility is bunkers shall be
cleaned on a daily basis cleaned on a daily
and to minimize any basis.
other source for odors on
site.
City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
The receiving/transfer The facility manager and their
AQI12 area, where residue from | designees will monitor tipping Facility Ongoing Violations will be | Less than
waste transfer, recycling | and loadout areas for waste Operator noted in the daily significant
or material recovery accumulation and clean daily. log and repeat
operations can offenders will be
accumulate, will be swept barred from using
and cleaned throughout or conducting
the day. business at the
facility.
The facility shall The facility manager shall be
AQI13 implement the responsible for insuring ensuring | Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
Alternative Odor that this mitigation measure is Operator noted in the daily significant
Management Plan carried out by and responding to log and repeat
contained in the TPR any complaints in a timely offenders will be
included as Appendix B. | manner and following the barred from using
Should all efforts to protocols of the AOMP. or conducting
mitigate odor complaints business at the
fail, the facility may need facility.
to provide rapid
opening/closing doors
and a negative pressure
air system.
City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures
No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
Should odor complaints The facility manager shall work
AQ14 go unabated, limits on the | with the LEA to ensure the Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than

types of waste materials facility is operated in compliance | Operator noted in the daily significant
accepted or a reduction in | with all regulations. log and repeat
the amount of incoming offenders will be
tonnage may be specified barred from using
by the LEA. or conducting

business at the

facility.
If inbound material All employees are trained to

HHM1 contains prohibited recognize and respond to Facility Ongoing Any incident Less than
material or hazardous potential hazardous materials Operator involving significant
material that is not discovered in the waste stream. hazardous material,
detected at the time of including spills,
delivery, then such Key employees are trained in the will be noted in the
material is separated, handling of hazardous materials. special occurrences
using procedures and log and the
methods to ensure appropriate
employee safety, agencies notified as
segregated by class, and necessary.
manifested in accordance
with federal and state
regulations. Only
employees with proper
training will handle
hazardous waste.
City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures
No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
Employees trained in identifying
HHM?2 | All drivers will attend a hazardous materials will be Facility Ongoing Any incident Less than
HazMat course to be able | responsible to try to avoid picking | Operator involving significant
to identify hazardous up hazardous waste. hazardous material
materials in their will be noted in the
collection routes to avoid special occurrences
picking them up. log and the
appropriate
agencies notified as
necessary.
All employees are trained to
HHM3 | Direct Disposal Transfer/ | recognize and respond to Facility Ongoing Any incident Less than
Processing Facility will potential hazardous materials Operator involving significant
implement an approved discovered in the waste stream. hazardous material
Hazardous Waste Load will be noted in the
Checking Program as Key employees are trained in the special occurrences
described in the facility handling of hazardous materials. log and the
Transfer Processing appropriate
Report. Inbound loads are agencies notified as
inspected prior to or necessary.
during unloading to
prevent the acceptance of
waste which is prohibited
by the facility. When load
checking reveals the
presence of hazardous
liquid, special waste, or
medical waste the
material is rejected
entirely.
City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
A spill response kit will The facility manager will inspect
HHMA4 include absorbent the spill response kit to ensure it Facility Ongoing Any incident Less than
material, brooms, is stock with appropriate Operator involving significant
shovels, 55gallon drums, | materials. hazardous material,
protective gloves, including spills,
clothing, boots, goggles will be noted in the
and respiratory special occurrences
equipment. log and the
appropriate
agencies notified as
necessary.
Hazardous waste shall be
HHMS kept in a special area Key employees are trained in the | Facility Ongoing Any incident Less than
which is restricted. This | handling of hazardous materials. | Operator involving significant
material is stored in a hazardous material,
secure and safe area including spills,
within a designated will be noted in the
hazardous material locker special occurrences
as indicated in the log and the
Transfer/Processing appropriate
Report. agencies notified as
necessary.
Records of load checks
HHM6 and the training of The facility manager will Facility Ongoing Load checks and Less than
personnel in the maintain records regarding load Operator associated training | significant
recognition, proper checks and associated training. will be conducted
handling, and disposition as required under
of prohibited waste, as the Solid Waste
well as a copy of the load Facility Permit.
checking program and
copies of the load
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation

checking records for the
prior year shall be
maintained in the
operating record and be
available for review by
the appropriate regulatory
agencies.
The facility will comply | The facility manager will ensure

HWQI with the Industrial Storm | that the facility is in compliance Facility Ongoing Annually Less than
Water General Permit | with the Industrial General Operator significant
Order No. 2014-0057- | Permit.
DWQ.
The facility will | The facility manager will prepare

HWQ2 | implement Best | and/or update the storm water Facility Ongoing Daily, weekly, Less than
Management  Practices | pollution prevention plan Operator monthly, and significant
(BMPs) contained in a | (SWPPP) and mitigation annually
Stormwater Pollution | monitoring plan (MPP), inspect,
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) | monitor and sample storm water
in order to minimize the | conveyance facilities and runoff
potential for stormwater | in compliance with the general
contamination from | storm water permit.
runoff.
Proposed non-structural

HWQ3 | BMPs include: 1) The facility manager and Facility Ongoing Daily and before Less than
Turning away any leaking | Stormwater Pollution Prevention | Operator and after storms significant
truck; 2) Regularly team will ensure all non-structural
scheduled preventative BMPs are implemented and
maintenance of facility properly conducted. All structural
vehicles; 3) Use of BMPs shall be cleaned and
absorbent material to inspected before and after every
soak-up spots of leaked storm.
fluids; 4) Implementing a

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure

Method for Execution of Mitigation

Responsible
Entity

Completion
Date

Reporting
Frequency

Significance After
Mitigation

litter control plan as
contained in the
Transfer/Processing
Report; and 5) Regular
cleaning of all areas.

HWQ4

The operator will
implement and comply
with a “Litter Control
Program” as set forth in
the facility Transfer and
Processing Report. A
cleanup crew will be
assigned to keep the site,
ingress and egress
points, and adjacent
streets and alleys, free of
litter. A designated litter
control team will patrol
adjacent public streets
and sidewalks at least
two times per day.

The facility manager and
designees will ensure all non-
structural litter patrols are
implemented and properly
conducted.

Facility
Operator

Ongoing

Daily

Less than
significant

N1

The project shall
eompany comply with the
City of Los Angeles
Noise Ordinance No.
144,331 and 161,574 and
any subsequent
ordinances, assist in
minimizing potential
noise impacts which
prohibit the emissions or

The facility manager and
employees shall be responsible

for insuring ensuring that this
mitigation measure is carried out.

Facility
Operator

Ongoing

Sources of noise
that could
potentially cause
and impact shall be
noted in the special
occurrences log
book.

Less than
significant
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
creation of noise beyond
certain levels at adjacent
uses unless technically
infeasible.

N2 Proper training will be The facility manager will monitor | Facility Ongoing Violations will be | Less than
provided to all employees | the site operation to insure ensure | Operator noted in the daily significant
to ensure facility noise levels are kept to a log.
operations are conducted | minimum.
in a manner that
minimizes noise impacts.

Hearing protection for

N3 personnel is provided to The facility manager shall be Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
equipment operators and | responsible for insuring ensuring | Operator noted in the daily significant
others subject to that this mitigation measure is log.
excessive noise levels carried out.
from operations,
incompliance with
OSHA. Equipment meets
OSHA requirements and
is maintained to operate
in a clean, quiet and safe
manner.

PS1 Fire suppression The facility manager shall be Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
equipment shall be responsible for insuring ensuring | Operator noted in the daily significant
continuously available that this mitigation measure is log.
and properly maintained. | carried out.

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
Class ABC fire
PS2 extinguishers shall be The facility manager shall be Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
located throughout the responsible for insuring ensuring | Operator noted in the daily significant
facility to provide that this mitigation measure is log.
additional fire protection. | carried out.
Emergency safety and
PS3 spill equipment shall be The facility manager shall be Facility Ongoing Violations will be | Less than
inspected monthly and responsible for insuring ensuring | Operator noted in the daily significant
maintained as required. that this mitigation measure is log.
carried out.
Fire extinguishers shall
PS4 be inspected once a The facility manager shall be Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
month and recharged responsible for insuring ensuring | Operator noted in the daily significant
yearly by a contractor. that this mitigation measure is log.
carried out.
Fire hoses shall be
PS5 located throughout the The facility manager shall be Facility Ongoing Violations will be Less than
site. responsible for insuring ensuring | Operator noted in the daily significant
that this mitigation measure is log.
carried out.
City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Direct Disposal Transfer/Processing Facility Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table A-2
Implementation of Mitigation Measures

No. Mitigation Measure Method for Execution of Mitigation | Responsible Completion Reporting Significance After
Entity Date Frequency Mitigation
A Large Volume Solid
Ul Waste Facility Permit An application for a large volume | Direct Prior to the Monthly Less than
shall be obtained from full solid waste facility will be Disposal processing inspections will be | significant
CalRecycle. obtained from the City of Los the increased | conducted by the
Angeles LEA Program in amount of LEA to insure the
partnership with the California material facility is operating
Department of Resources proposed as required under
Recycling and Recovery under this the solid waste
(CalRecycle) prior to the start of IS/MND. facility permit.
any new operations proposed
under this IS/MND.
City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
Errata to the Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

TABLE RTC-1

Letter Reference

Agency/Organization/Individual

Date

Page # of Response

CR

Letter from CalRecycle/California Department of
Resources Recycling and Recovery (Benjamin
Escotto, Environmental Scientist, Permitting &
Assistance Branch — South Unit Waste
Permitting, Compliance & Mitigation Division)
1001 I Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

August 6, 2019

Final IS/MND: RTC-3

Errata Appendix B: 2

AF

Letter from April Fitzpatrick, Manager 1512
Calzona Street, LLC

Email from April Fitzpatrick, Manager 1512
Calzona Street, LLC

August 20, 2019

Final IS/MND: RTC-9

Errata Appendix B: 9

BC

Letter from Blum Collins LLP, Hannah Bentley
Of Counsel

707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4880

Los Angeles, CA 90017

August 27,2019

Final IS/MND: RTC-21

Errata Appendix B: 21

Letter from Public Utilities Commission
Chi Cheung To, Senior Utilities Engineer
Specialist, Rail Crossings and Engineering
Branch, Rail Safety Division

320 West 4 Street, Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

August 29,2019

Final IS/MND: RTC-36

Errata Appendix B: 36

CT

Letter from California
Transportation

District 7 — Office of Regional Planning
100 S. Main Street, Suite 100

Los Angeles, CA 90012

(Miya Edmonson, IGR/CEQA Branch Chief)

Department  of

August 29, 2019

Final IS/MND: RTC-40

Errata Appendix B: 40
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
Errata to the Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

California Environmental Protection Agency Gavin Newsom
California Governor

Jared Blumenfeld

Secretary for

I:amwm O Environmental Protection
Department of Scott Smithline
Resources Recycling and Recovery CalRecycle Director

August 6, 2019

Jose Gutierrez, Environmental Supervisor 2
City of Los Angeles, Local Enforcement Agency
Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety
Environmental Affairs Division

221 N. Figueroa Street, Room 1250

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: SCH No. 2019079096 —Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for Direct
Disposal, SWIS No. 19-AR-1228 - City of Los Angeles

Dear Mr. Gutierrez:

Thank you for allowing the Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) staff to
provide comments on the proposed project and for your agency’s consideration of these comments as
part of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City of Los Angeles Local Enforcement Agency, Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety,
Environmental Affairs Division, acting as Lead Agency, has prepared and circulated a Draft Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (Draft IS/MND) in order to comply with CEQA and to provide
information to, and solicit consultation with, Responsible Agencies in the approval of the proposed
project.

The name of proposed project is Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration-Direct Disposal
Large Volume Solid Waste Transfer/Processing Facility. The proposed project is located at 3720
Noakes Street, Los Angeles, CA 90023. The proposed project is situated east of Calzona Street, west
of Los Palos Street and south of Union Pacific Avenue. The project site is approximately 1.2 acres
and is currently zoned for heavy industrial. All immediately adjacent properties are also zoned for
heavy industrial. A mill, a garment manufacturing facility, and a warehouse occupy the north side of
the proposed project. A printing facility occupies property to the east, a wholesale distribution
warehouse occupies property to the west, and a vacant strip of land owned by Union Pacific Railway is
located to the south.

Direct Disposal is currently a Medium Volume Construction and Demolition/Inert Debris Processing
Facility that operates 24 hours per day, seven days per week and can process and transfer up to 175
tons per day (TPD). The site consists of a building that houses processing equipment (screens and a
sort line), a repair shop, truck scales, a scale house and outdoor storage areas. The site is fully

1001 | Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 « P.O. Box 4025, Sacramento, CA 95812
www.CalRecycle.ca.gov ¢ (916) 322-4027
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
Errata to the Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Draft IS/MND for Direct Disposal Project
August 6, 2019
Page 2 of 4

enclosed by an 8-foot tall perimeter fence. Off-site parking is provided at 3719 Noakes Street (storage
of roll-off containers also occurs here).

The proposed project would allow for Direct Disposal to increase the processing and transferring of
solid waste material to 500 TPD. The facility would still operate 24 hours per day, seven days per
week. Proposed improvements to increase operational efficiency include: opening new access doors
on the east and west side of the building to improve vehicle circulation, material processing and
material transfer, adding a low speed shredder, adding screens, increasing bunker capacities and
extending the sort line. Future improvements may include a vehicle queuing lane, a truck scale, a
scale-house and offices at 3719 Noakes Street.

COMMENTS

CalRecycle staff's comments on the proposed project are listed below. Where a specific location in
the document is noted for the comment, please ensure the comment is addressed throughout all
sections of the Draft IS/MND, in addition to the specific location noted.

Comments for the Draft IS/IMND and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) are
summarized in the table below:

Document | Page and Location Comment
Initial Study | P.13 - The factors that require at least one
Environmental Factors Potentially mitigation measure should be checked.
Affected Recommend to rephrase “...one impact
that is a “Potentially Significant Impact’ as
indicated by the checklist...” to “...one CR1

impact that is “Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation is Incorporated” as indicated by
the checklist...”

Initial Study | P.19, 21, 34 and 38 — Each of these sections has mitigation ]
Air Quality (3.3 b), Air Quality (3.3 €), | measures cited. “Potentially Significant CR?2
Public Services (3.13 a), and Utilities | Unless Mitigation Incorporated” should be
and Service Systems (3.16 g) checked for each of these sections. |
MND P.3- Recommend to clarify the description of the | ™
Proposed Project (Section 1.6) facility from “... Medium Volume Direct
Disposal Construction, Demolition and Inert
(CDI) Material Recovery Facility (MRF)..." CR3

to “...Medium Volume Construction and

Demolition/Inert Debris (CDI) Processing
Facility named Direct Disposal, a type of
Material Recovery Facility (MRF)...” ok

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency August 2021
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Draft IS/MND for Direct Disposal Project

August 6, 2019

Page 3 of 4
Document | Page and Location Comment
MND P.3- This section states that “The proposed
Proposed Project (Section 1.6) Large Volume SWFP will allow up to 500
TPD of solid waste to be processed and
transferred at the Direct Disposal facility.”
Section 3.3 (e) of the Initial Study states
that the facility (in addition to CDI) will be
receiving municipal solid waste (MSW),
greenwaste and organic waste.
Recommend to specify in the Proposed
Project section the different streams of
material the facility will be receiving. Figure
3-Site Plan should also show where each
stream of material will be stored.
MND P.3- The term “COD" is used to describe
Proposed Project (Section 1.6) incoming material. What does “COD” stand
for?
MND P.5- Section 1.6 states that there is a repair
Site Plan (Figure 3) shop. Could not locate the repair shop on
the Site Plan.
MND P.6 - Title 14, Section 18221 of the California
Proposed Project (Section 1.6) Code of Regulations (CCR) is referenced in
regards to a Transfer/Processing Report
(TPR). The correct regulation is Title 14,
Section 18221.6.
MND P.7- The image on this page is blurry. Can a
City-Wide Community Plan Map clearer image be used?
(Figure 4)
MND P.9- There are two bullet points in this section.
General Plan and Zoning (Section The second bullet point describes the
1.0 location of the facility, not the contents of
the referenced Los Angeles Municipal
Code. Thus the second bullet point should
not be a bullet point, but simply its own
paragraph.
MMRP P.14 - Mitigation measure HHM6 is missing.
Table A-2

CR4

CR5

CR6

CR7

CRS8

CR9

]CR‘IO

City of Los Angeles — Local Enforcement Agency
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Direct Disposal Large Volume Solid Waste Facility Permit
Errata to the Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Draft IS/MND for Direct Disposal Project
August 6, 2019

Page 4 of 4
Document | Page and Location Comment
MMRP P.16 — The description of mitigation measure N-1
Table A-2 states, “The project shall company with the
City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance...” CR11
This should restated as “The project shall
comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise
Ordinance...”
CONCLUSION

CalRecycle staff thanks the Lead Agency for the opportunity to review and comment on the
environmental document and hopes that this comment letter will be useful to the Lead Agency
preparing the MND and in carrying out their responsibilities in the CEQA process. CalRecycle staff
requests copies of any subsequent environmental documents, copies of public notices and any
Notices of Determination for this proposed project.

If the environmental document is to be adopted during a public hearing, CalRecycle staff requests 10
days advance notice of this hearing. If the document is to be adopted without a public hearing,
CalRecycle staff requests 10 days advance notification of the date of the adoption and proposed
project approval by the decision making body.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me at 916.341.6138 or by e-mail
at benjamin.escotto@calrecycle.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

B»é«&ﬁe}&f@

Benjamin Escotto, Environmental Scientist
Permitting & Assistance Branch — South Unit
Waste Permitting, Compliance & Mitigation Division
CalRecycle

cc.  Jeff Hackett - CalRecycle
jeff.hackett@calrecycle.ca.gov

David Thompson — LEA
david.thompson@Ilacity.org

(

Govemor's Office of Planning & Research

AUG 06 2019
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
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