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PROJECT NAME : Amendment to CUP No. 733 - Universal Waste Systems, Inc., Material Recovery

APPLICANT

SITE ADDRESS :

CITY /C OUNTY :

DESCRIPTION

FINDINGS

INITIAL STUDY B MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Facility and Transfer Station .

David Fahrion, Universal Waste Systems, Inc. 9016 Norwalk Boulevard, Santa Fe
Springs, California 90670 .

9016 Norwalk Boulevard, Santa Fe Springs California , 906 70.

Santa Fe Springs Los Angeles County.

The attached I nitial Study evaluates the envi
contioperdati on of a new Material Recovery Fac
(TS) in the City Tohfe Sanotpao skead SPpproijregcst. i s a r e
Waste Systems, Il no. AmMewatngmttdi bbomainNCEBRBe Per mi
7380 increase the processing capacity of the
(uUws) facility from the current 1,500 tons pe

an existingulbdi mMbidmndgi d to accommodate new ec
process and recycl e or gankicn adalsyt,e tplug s@@h tmd di
would allow the facilityds Thharpr ojfe cotpeirmdli wd
foll owing el ement s:

b Buil diThgiesBi.sti ngchbuso&lt hg, 606 square feet o]
Approxi @@aee@egyare feet of fulsoeodr faorre at hweo usl tdo rb:
organic waste pr owleisdsgpnrgo xeé gi0erhsmuar e f eet
fl oorwoaurtedant i nuues éidor bleal e st orage

b Par kiiAngPar ki ng Modadl beéceagi oemquested Thhye t he A
par ki ng oludgdoautgev andchbefhes woudldcrease from 1
parking stal.Thi s omédi fsit@adtlison i s due to a ¢
rail roadway gbheti ng | eased in | ate 2017, ma ki n
onsite circulation patterns whichArépntdated
of 54 parking spaces wil/l also be provided,
approval of 104 parking spaces.

b Railroad Pr o p eAdd gpproXiohatelyt22,8000 square feet of lease
railroad property to the 3.81 1 acre site for use as parking,the installation of t rash
compactors and circulation of solid waste vehicles.

b The permittedregpecity bgi ide eApphidcahe exi
solid waste transfer and processing facilit:
per day.

The environmental analysis provided in the attached | ni t i a indic&ds thdtythe
proposed project will not result in any significant adverse impacts with the
implementation of the appropriate mitigation measures . For this reason, the City of
Santa Fe Springsdetermined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate
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CEQA document for the proposed project. The following findings may be made based
on the analysis contained in the attached! ni t i al Study

b The proposed project will not have the potential to substantially 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 selfsustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of an endangered, rare or threatened species or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory.

b  The proposed project will not have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable.

b The proposed project will not have environmental effects which will cause

substantially adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

The environmental analysis is provided in the attached | n i &1t a prgpared for the
proposed project. The project is also described in greater detail in the attached!l n i t
St udy

Signature Date

City of Santa Fe SpringsCommunity Development Department
TI

CITY OF
SANTA FE SPRINGS
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SECTION 1- INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE INITIAL STUDY

This Initial Study evaluates the aenrveigruoensnie ndyal Un impercd :
Systems, Il nc. (UNWSO i, f itcaat obhaitm aCon@UPT 323 aTllh eUsper oeorsmid
Modi fication if approved, amuwlcd e@aheemidr otchees sfi mmlgl ocwai pnagc: i
existing Universal Waste Systems, Il nc. (uws) facility

TPD heddation of organic waste proceossaago nengoud aptnee nn e \
equi pmemdbulbdatr equired to process and recyc3laeevirghonc w
of the facilitypsahdaevisien oftHe paskinglayaut tdo decrease parking from 104 to

54 spaces

I n September 2016,BrGowrerhro.r <E£a@dtmumaelt hane emi ssions redu

(SB 1383) in a statewide eflfiovretd tcd i madec @ od rhiud saind r8s ( BfL-
landfil]l di sposal of organic waste musttbengetdhcedglhy
California have been adopting organic waste collectior
coll ection contr%otgamiocsnmeredudtei o/n5 requirement . The
meeti ng%tdhwaer §bonenrte gfuailrlesm on companies |ike Universal
projects |like the one proposed.

To comply with the aforementhoneWs | ewiclisll adt g v eomr gamuii ¢ e
processing equi pmeB60 0t os qaupaprr&unifiletattngd i BO and mai nt ai n
3,500 squwdr e | fomaet area for bal e storage. The existing
Boul efhedproposed proj eomnt iipfu @avg mreovae d,ulwi Iplneagessfngol
and recycling activittTles @itphwiof tBeanpaokecSprsings is t1
for the proposedr s ¢ < it bplaeo pfoasiield! hCJP A me nd memed s al revi
Thpr opoCsUeFAmendmesntconsi dered to be a project under the
Act (CEQA) and, as a result, the project is subject to

As part of the proposed projectods &mpviimagrmemtsala urtewird v
preparation of this I nitial Study. The pmakaery amudpbobke

public understand the environment al i mplications of a
this Inytialt&tascertain whether the proposed project v
i mpacts on the environment once it is implemented. Pur s
of this I nitial Study include the foll owing:

b To provide the City of Santa Fe Springs with infor:i
to prepare an Environment al | mpact Report (EI R), |
Negative Declaration (ND) for a project,;

b To facilitate the projectds environment al assessme
proposed project;

1 UWS Modified CUP Request
2 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Docu mentation.
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b To eliminate unnecessary EIRs; and,

b To determine the nature and extent of any i mpacts a
Al t hough this I nitial Study was prepared with consulta
made as part of its preparation fully represent the in
Fe Springs in its ccayp.acTihtey Gast yt hdee tLeerandi nAegde,n as part of t
that a Mitigated Negative Decl aration is the appropriat
CEQA review. This I nitial Study and etglag i Net iDee | afr alt n toa|
forwarded to responsible agencies, trustee 8@kayxies, F
public review period wild!/ be provided to allow these er

proposed project and the findings of this Initial Stud)
the followiing individual

Alejandro De Loera, AICP, Assistant Planner
City of Santa Fe SpringsCommunity Development Department

11710 Telegraph Road
Santa Fe Springs, California 90670

1.2 INITIAL STUDY & ORGANIZATION
The following annotated outliln® summari zes the content.

b Secti-bmtrnodpactoivomdes the procedur al SvtNoDngpseap arsat ir @m n
and insight into its composition

b Secti-PmoRect Deogowii piteisorm,n overview of the existing
the project area and describes the proposed project

b Secti-BnvBronment alncAnaadleyasniasl,ysi s of potenti al i mpac
constructhenomafatihen proposed project

b Secti-Goandl usumwmmari zes the findings of the analysis.

b Secti-Baf &r dmdeenst,i fi es the sources uESEMINDIi n the prepar

PTT

CITY OF
SANTA FE SPRINGS
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SECTION 21 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 PROJECT OVERVIEW

This I nitial Study evaluates the environment al i mpact
Systems, Il nc. (uws) , to obtain a Modification to Coni¢
Modi fication if approved, Awouilndc rpeearsnei to ft hteh ef op rl coowa snsgi: n
existing Universal Waste Systems, Il nc. (UWS) facility

TPD; Th2e.dédi ti on of organic waste proceossdanago mengoudiaptnee nr e \
equi pmewbutdabe required to process and redyelve somogani
of the facility®és hoevisien ofaHe paskinglayaut tdo decrease parkéhg flom 10A tor

54 spaces.The facility is currently open to the public from 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM, Monday through Saturday

with operations within the facility conducted from 6:00 AM to 10:00 PM, Monday through Saturday. Under

the CUP amendment, the facility would be open to public from 5:00 AM to 7:00 PM Monday through

Sunday with operations in the facility conducted from 5:00 AM to 10:00 PM, Monday through Saturday.

The existing UWS facility is,| 8aatedFatSpoilegdNopor @al kf &

2.2 PROJECT LOCATION

Al | of the proposed i mprovements that would be3added a
woul d be |l ocated within theWwsi facblbhieh glAWd ®fsd cidtahitedyd e x i
noretrmor ti on ofSatnhea GiediSpofe atgtlbed oo fval Kk B&ahéewaFd Spring
is located in southeastern Los Angeles CountG tyappr oxi
Los AngeCidedxyf Jdhreta Fe BSeuinntded edslya Mi a mdar wahkt he sout h,
Downewy t heanweusnti,ncorporated Los Angel eWhiCoumetyhearrmrar trlte.f
andh@ty of owhitthtei eerast . Maj or physiographic features wi
San Gabriel River, Dmomicla¢ £ dMeaptphex Moat ebel 10 Hills, | oc:
6.Mi les to the nort h; the Puedntid | lisl Itso, tlhoec antoerd haemmsrt g x
Gabri el Mount ai ns, Lomated appRoOgi on@& k ISsacnd eas sFei 68Spr i ngs
possible from two area frekwhtygssdaraShe dadmadn ttah eAnSaa nF rGaebwraiy
Freew®&W5() . -5T hFer elexwtaggnds ailtoynbgs tweestcer poatsiosaut heest
sout hoerasetntaadhen0l5 Fr eeway ext édnpwksteirthngat hbwerst heast
ori entEhtei dnmo.c &tainam dfei MIBpa imegei onal cont eXtciMdydsehanarp i n
is provided2in Exhibit 2

As indicated previouismyr, owd rhe notfs tthheatp rwogpwlsdke dbe added a
Amendment to CUP 735 would be | ocated within the site I

faci hiet Bacgrtle)issi tleocated in the northern portion of the
district | ocated along the east side of &dAoswaihQkeBopalee
totaling approximately 3.81UW8SréacilTheyl epat addteédes si
Amendmed®16 Norwal k Boulevard. The assessorés parcel n

site incOO@e48406800DNHBY oderlp i s provi d@&Anaienr iEaxlh ipbhiott o2g r a
of thetps®jperovidedd.in Exhibit 2

3 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

4 Google Maps. Website Accesse®eptember 2, 2022

5 |bid.
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SOURCE : QUANTUM GIS
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[ Project Site
| H—+ Rail Network

o) 200 ft
—

EXHIBIT 2-3 LOCAL M AP

SOURCE : QUANTUM GIS
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2.3 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Thexisting UWSI daatiédtiynithe midst of an industrial di ¢
t h@ toyf Santa .Fel nShoustnrgisal devel opment abuts the site of
rai | Rioglotway ( ROW) extends along the sitebds northern
adjacent to the project site on the south and east si de

I ndustrial uses are | ocat ed NoumtaH &kr Bwaldlteew aaddamnge matiea Iw eas
industrial uses are |l ocated northwest of thibepnepeestsi
residenti al nei ghborhoods are |l ocated approximately 40

600 feet to the nortmhénGenbhbraf BlLaheD8sirgera)ion that i
sitkendgs.trilad projecM2s{tHeavy Man&thsScthwursi nbge)en provi din

waste coll ecandnr,ecaycalnisfgrser vircpecsr a@toe dciarieas ainnd Lluonsi nArc
since 1986. UWS has operated facilities in Pomona, San
contracted to provide solid waste, recyc HHianngi,l ya nhdo ngerse e

and presevidduaniily recycling to oTae f0ppe@tusitse per pwesk
as the UWS corporate offorceovEmede mivéexree mti thfeoi ril gisi enaesre al |
| andscaped areas | ocatevarad ofnrgonthag eNoa wdfl akeidrogul hel & v atnit
of t het Tohfef ifood .l owi ng four existing buildings are | ocate

b Buil diThdgsA.st i ng busgd dtimtga Bsrgaivairscke6@eet of of fice spa
mezzanine) and tWWequamai i eaghasB, Hdbeoro ri aaqrcemavmald d toe
t he MRF

b Buil diTnhg sB.exi st icrognsh sitli chign ¢ ,f 10, 606 issquead ef dreett h e f
organic waste pr oc eAspspirnogx8n@u ispgnpeate | If ebe devoted t
processing of organi c 3wabsO0t0e swiwifal rdel abpapdrtiaxieeama ieh yd e v o
tbale storage.

b Buil diThhg sCbusl dnngxi sting nbuihlediemmgtlecmatpeod ti on of
buil daamgt ot al fl oor area o086 by adOf srqutalre tfreaen s faenrd

solid waste (MSW), green waste, aUnderthecarrert CUPCt i on an
municipal solid waste (MSW), construction and demolition (C&D) material, and green waste are
tipped inside building AiCd and placed in separate

and taken to permitted chipping and grindi ng or compost facilities for further processing and

beneficial uses. Under the proposed project MSW, C&D material and green waste will continue to

be tipped i nsi de buil ding AcCo, along wi t h t he n e
implementation of SB 1383 that is referred to as source separated organic (SSO) and mixed organic

(MO) waste. The SSO and MO waste, depending on the percentage of organienaterial, will be
screened with an electric disk screen in tohebytransf
loader for processing through an organics extraction system.

b Buil diTrhg sD.bui l ding deveh exifsctienputi Wisqguamwetheat t o
of ficar&hoor

6 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site Survey (The site was visited numerous times between September and December Of
2012 and again in September 2022).
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, Project Site
| ——+ Rail Network

100 ft

EXHIBIT 2-4 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH

SOURCE : GOOGLE EARTH
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b Access and®dcRa&rslsing@. the project site will continue t
| ocated on the east side of Norwal k Boulevard. The
ingress and egress-hfhot teditcitesk wanhtewalye wiodilt serw
parking area in front of the main office. The sout

trucks enteri ng anldh ee xpirtoipmogs etdh eMofda cfiilciattyi.on i f appr
t h evision of the parking layout to decrease parking from 104 to 54 spaces’.

2.4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This I nitial Study evaluates the environment al i mpact
Systems, Il nc. (UwWs), to obtain a Modification to CUP 7
permit the following:

b An increase of the processing capacity of the exist

from the current 1,500 tons per day (TPD) to 2,500

b Th e ddiion of organic waste processing equipment in Bui | di n@g ddBoonmodat e ne\
equi pment that would be required to process and rec

b Arevision of the facilityds hours of operation; and
b A evision of the parking layout to decrease parking from 104 to 54 spaces?

The modifications to an existing building (Building B)

installation of the new equi pment. TBh & 0o asigfoifa aétliboene t wi
area. This phase wil!/| take agbeoyirompoaesley 3i menphant @ sc
2-5.

In September 2016, Governor Edmund Brown Jr. set methane emissions reduction targets for California
(SB 1383) in a statewide effort to reduce emissions of shortlived climate pollutants). Under SB 1383 landfill
disposal of organic waste must be reduced by 75%by the year 2025. As a result, local governmentsin
California began adopting organic waste collection and processing ordinances and Amending waste
collection contracts to comply with the 75% organics reduction requirement. The responsibility for
ultim ately meeting the 75% diversion requirement ultimately rests on companies like Universal Waste
System, Inc. and projects like the onebeing proposed.?

Under the current approved CUP, municipal solid waste (MSW), construction and demolition (C&D)

material and green waste aretipped insideBui | di ng fAC0 the transf @dheMBWIis| di ng i
then consolidated into transfer trucks and taken to permitted chipping and grinding or compost facilities

for further processing . Under the proposed project MSW, C&D material and green waste will continue to

be tippedinsideBui | di ng ACo0, along with the new organic waste
SB 1383 that is referred to as source separated organig(SSO) and mixed organic (MO) waste.

7 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

8 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

9 |bid.
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SITE NOTES
1. Overhead Light 13. CNG Fueling Station 25. Load Check Area
2. Utility Pole 14. Maintenance Supplies Box 26. Electrical Transformer
N 3. Gate 15. MRF Access Driveway 27. MRF Pile #1
4. Roll-Up Door 16. Storm Water Bio-Filter 28. MREF Pile #2
5. Trash Compactor 17. Restrooms/Electrical Panel 29. Adjacent Building (NAP)
GRAPHIC SCALE 6. Fire Rover 18. Hazmat Locker/Spill Kit
0 30' 80’ 90' 120° 7. Push Wall 19. Landscape Area P - Parking Space
— — 8. MSW Pile 20. Not Used HC - Accessible Parking Space
9. Tipping Area 21. Canopy Covered Break Room
10. Axle Scale 22. SWFP Boundary
11. 70-Foot Scale 23. Railroad Tracks
12. 40-Foot Scale 24
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. Transfer Truck Loadout

EXHIBIT 2-5 SITE PLAN

SOURCE : UWS
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EXHIBIT 2-6 BUILDING B FLOOR PLAN

SOURCE : UWS
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The SSOand MO waste, depending on the percentage of organic material will be screened with an electric

di sk screen in the transfer building and then moved in
organics extraction system°l n Bui |l ding fiBdo, the organic waste wil!/|l b e
will feed an additional screen on the OREX prior to the organic material being delivered to a hydraulic press

which generates a clean, organic fraction suitable for digestion in an Anaerobic Digestion facility. Reject

material wil/l be temporarily stored in Building ABo an
combined with MSW, loaded into transfer trucks and hauled to the landfill for disposal. The organic fractio n
will be loaded intoend-d ump trucks that wild.l back into Building AB

permitted facilities such as anaerobic digestion facilities for processing and conversion to beneficial
products such as renewable natural gas and/ orcompost. As with all MSW, green waste and mixed waste
currently processed at the facility, all organic material tipped at the facility will comply with the 48 -hour
processing and removal requirements set forth under Chapter 14 of the California Code of Regulations.

The facility is currently open to the public from 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM, Monday through Saturday with
operations within the facility conducted from 6:00 AM to 10:00 PM, Monday through Saturday. Under the
CUP amendment, the facility would be open to public from 5:00 AM to 7:00 PM Monday through Sunday
with operations in the facility conducted from 5:00 AM to 10:00 PM, Monday through Saturday. The facility
would be operational 24-hours a day though these operations would be confined to theb u i | dimterigy 6 s
areas.During these periods some processing, baling,and sorting, could occur and equipment maintenance
and cleaning would occur. Trash truck deliveries and sorting operations would be limited to 5:00 AM
through 10:00 PM. All after -hour activities would take place inside the buildings.

2.5 DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

A Discretionary Decision is an action taken by a govern
is the City of Santa Fe Springs) that <calls for an ex
projlstpart of the proposed @irwylklctdens mpeepmeme\wad ooinho wit
The apprBaaki off Mofdridm cladt4 otnoss pSad epsar ki ng

The appt h@dP Afmendment ;

The approval of the Mitigated Negative Decl aration

The adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Repor

ot o o o©T o

Thepm@ar oval of the @peoifatoemd SCad eRreraiytc | tea
|1 ara

CITY OF
SANTA FE SPRINGS

10 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.
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SECTION 31 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This sectli@mabffzedhethe potential environment al i mpact s
projectds i mpHe nmnesnstuwae iarne asl $ervall wdd etdh @ nf dlhli swi ng:

Aesthetics (Section 3.1) Mineral Resourles (Section 3.
Agri cullRourreaslt ry ( Secti oln NBoi2s)e; ( S®c;tion 3.1

Air Quality (Section 3|3Pppul &Hbasing (8ection 3.1

Bi ol ogi cal Resources (fe®Pubbnc3Sé¢yyi des (Section 3.1
Cultural Resources (Sec¢tRenrd8ab)pn6;Section 3.1
Energy (Section 3.6); Transportatidn, (Section 3.1
Geol &9gyi |l s ( Pe;cti on 3. Tribal Cultural R&®sources (Se
Greenhouse Gas Emi8gsionsUt { Bettesf)( $ection 3.1
Haza&Hdazardous Matem®als W $aedi iren@Paercd,i on 3.

Hydr o&Wgtyer Qual i tly;(SectMiammdal ory Findings of Signi f
Land &Pdeanning (JSecti on| 3321.

The environmental analysis ih&€hedé&diisn floirsnas8astean biyet

Fe Spiihndgds environment al review process (refer to Se
analysis of impacts is provided in the form of questior
to the individual guest ieonntsi.alF oirmptahcet se v agluuveasttii comn so fa r peo ts

provided according to the anptegpasavndbrgiaaeasni as, pahere
possible responses:

1 No | mpTahcet .proposwdl!| phapeéctany measurable environmen
environment .

] Less Than SigniThiecgnrtopbmmagtp.harectpotenti al for af
environment, although these impacts wil lISamed abdleow
Sprimrgsot her responsi ble agencies consider to be si:

/] Less Than Si gnwiftMt & n g althrep apcrtoposmdy phtatyecpot enti al
generate impacts that wild.l have aHewgmuéefijcame i mmpea
i mpact may be reduced to |l evels that are |l ess than
measur es.

/] Potentially Si.dhef pcapbobskmpapacbj ect may result in en
significant.

Thil SMNWi | | asistiystin hraki ng a determination as to whet he
adverse impacts on the environment associated with the
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3.1 AESTHETIC S

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

No
Impact

A. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?

N

B. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the project substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?

N

C. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the project substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized
area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

N

D. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

N

ANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, wuld the project have a substantial
adverse effect on a scenic viste? b Less Than Significant | mpact.

The dominant scenic views in the area include the view
and the San Gabri el Mountains | ocated fumabbtaelie npraojhect n
site on the north, south, and east sides. The project s
on all sides by manufacturing and warehouse activities
side and a extidmdsadalspug t W egiet chd =i mwat edsiodeprotected
or resources present in .Phémarygi vitewsointhdepraojeact nesi
|l ocated approximately three miles to the northeast, t h
southeast, and the San Gabri el Mountains | oecat d ogag et 0 X
wi || not i mpact these views O0As anyrtedseuslitgnhpatted wceniloes

signi Micant

B. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, wuld the project substantially damage
scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?bNo | mpact

The project site and the surrounding area are develope
The Santa Fe Springs General Pl an doeslhnaddi hcbuadet ary
no designated State or County designated scenic highway

no historically significant buildings witAisnathessuilte
i mpacts on scenic resources will measalisofar omstuthe ,pmop o 3
wi || occur

11 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning . Site survey. Survey was conductedJuly 15, 2022
INITIAL STUDY B MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION PAGE 20
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C. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, wuld the project substantially degrade
the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views
are those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point) . If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing
scenic quality? b Less than Significant Impact .

The i mplementation of the proposed project wild.l not re
aredéde proposed project is a request by Universal Wa
Amendment to increase the processing capacity of the ex
from the current 1,500 tonsagairt idary, (arPDgxitot i2nd O0Du ITIPDI
to accommodate new equipment that wildl be reguitone&Bt o

1 3 8The project will not conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality . As
a result, the impacts will be less than significant .

D . Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, wuld the project create a new source of
substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views inthearea? blLess t han

Significeasnt | mpact
There are no |ight sedpatéhe paonfdeuvsesitlecafTbd nearest
are considered to be |ight sensitive, are | ocated to t

away These residences are separated from the site by b
extend along the west side of Norwalk Boul eAara.r efdel tpr
the i mpacts will be Il ess than significant

MI TI GATIMEMMSURE S

The analysis determined that no mitigation measures would be required to address the proposed project.

3.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

No
Impact

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

N

B. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

N

C. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production
(as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?

N

D. Would the project r esult in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?

N

E. Would the project i nvolve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

N
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ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non -agricultural use? bNo | mpact .

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v
current 1,500 tons per aohmanger PtDh e tfoa 2i, I5i0t0y 6TsPDho uros of ¢
parking modmnfadditiiban, a n( Beuxiilsdtwiindgd BRwei Imbidng i ed t o acco

equi pment that wild.l be r egqrugareidc twa sptreo cesrss laanmdt rteac ySB €
buil ding wild.l add organic waste Br&606ssigmdr edqiié@merrgt AtE
and maintain appooxsmathedyoeet area for bale storage. T

|l ocated at 9016 RAcwaidtko Bphud e@alridf or ni a Depart ment of (
Santa Feddepsy imogts cont ain any areas of, Pori niearFnalraml da nodf, Sui
| mpor t*®Ascea resul t, the proposed projectds i mplementat.i
SOiAss a meosulmpaotcts.uwi | |

B . Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? b
No | mpact.

The project site i-3aHeavyeMbhy)aowhdichg pE®Irmits any prin
use withilnp-2Mhernd zMne. According toagrmiec (Clitt gxdaslingziomneg :,g
dairies, stockyards, slaughter of animals and manufacturers of fertilizer, are listed as a permitted use within

the M-1 zonel4 No loss in land zoned for/or permitting agricultural uses will occur. Furthermore, t h e

propembbheinsg used for oil extraction and there are no
would be affected by the pr oj@adnd ® the GapfdrntarDepartmerit ofo n . I n
Conservation Division of Land Resource Protection,t he pr oj ect site is not subj e

Cont BSAsta resul twi Info oicncpuarc.t s

C . Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Codesection 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?bNo | mpact .

TheWS f aclidddtyed sin the midst of a | arger urban area an
The City of Santa Fe Springs Gener al Pl an and the Sant
any forest | almAds pa erseesrwlatt,i omnoc uirmpact s wi ||

12Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package for
Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

13 California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resour ce Protection, Farmland Mapping, and Monitoring Program.
Important Farmland in California 2010 .

14 City of Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code. Title XV, Land Usage. Chapter 155, Code 155.211 Principal Permitted Uses.

15 California Department of Conservation. State of California Williamson Act Contract Land.
ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/WA/2012%20Statewide%20Map/WA_2012_8x11.pdf

16 City of Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code. Title XV, Land Usage. Chapter 155, Code 155.211 Principal Permitted Uses.
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West Whittier-Los Nietos

Map Features

QO Project Site
Other Land
[ Urban & Built Up Land

0 0.5 mi
eseseseeeseeeeens|

EXHIBIT 3-1AGRICULTURE MAP

SOURCE : CA DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
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D . Would the project r esult in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non -forest use?b N o

| mpact
No forest |l ands are |l ocated withAsn arr esnultth,e nvo clionsist yo re
forest | ands to urban uses will result frAsm aheepubppseE
i mpacts will occur

E. Would the project i nvolve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non -agricultural use or conversion of forest land to
non-forestuse?bNo | mpact

Th&€UP Amendment 6s iwopll elmematati mwnwol ve the disruption o
environment that would resul't in a loss of farmland to
noiorest use because the project siteAsi sa nrogs ulotc,atrea int
wi || result

MI TI GATIMEMMSURE S

The analysis of agricultural and forestry resources i nd
as part of the proposed projectods i mplementation and nc

3.3 AIR QUALITY

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
. Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation
A. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of ﬁ
the applicable air quality plan?
B. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is ﬁ
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard ?
C. Would the project expose sensitive receptors tosubstantial ﬁ
pollutant concentrations?
D. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those ~
leading to odors adversely affecting a substantial number of n
people?

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQM
shotrarm (construction)team s(sdpersatamdal nge mi ssions for
poll utants:

b Ozoneg:a( early colorless gas that irritate@zdrme | ung
is formed by photochemical reaction (when nitrogen

INITIAL STUDY b MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION PAGE 24
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b Carbon monaxni ¢d®l 0c€COerss, odorless toxic gas that int
t he bQaaribnon momsoypirde@uced by the i ncompdrettai rciomg ufsu d
emitted as vehicle exhaust.

] Nitrogen did:axyeéelkibdgWivanh gas, which at high I evels can

Nitrogeni fli foxi ded when nitric oxide (a pollutant fr
oxygen

b Sul fur d$Paidceol orl ess, pungent gas formedl fpurn mar il
containingHeasshl efdekcss include acute respiratory
for children

1 PM@andM;Prefers to particulate matter Ileaslsfrtomamn ithen
di ameter, Pagspmectuil mealeys. of this size ceaUusze da parrdadtcd re
becafuisee particles can more easily cause irritation

Projects in the South CoasbnAitr-uBbhabmemd( SB@AByiganset atat n

the following emissions thresholds are considered to be
1] 75 poundofpeareadcay ve organic compounds;
J] 100 pounds per day of nitrogen dioxi de;
J] 550 poundscpebodayoabxi de;
/] 150 pounds pmer day of PM
J] 55 pounds Mers day of P
J] 150 pounds per day of sul fur oxides.

A project would have a significant ef fect on air qual

thresholds for criteria pollutants are exceeded:
1] 55 pounds per day reactive organic compounds;
J] 55 pounds per day of nitrogen dioxi de;
/] 550 poundefpeartdaw monoxi de;
J] 150 pounds mer day of PM
J] 55 pounds Merps day of P
/] 150 pounds per day of sulfur oxides.

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A.Would the project conflict with, or obstrucbNompl emer
|l mpact .
The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\

increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v
current 1,500 tons per ohangelr Ptbhe tfoa 2i,|5i0t0y 6TsPDho uros of
par king moldn fa dcdittiioommn, an e xrodtiifrnigedbuiol dicrcg mwioldlatbee new
wi || be required to process and recycl e oirlgdanmigc wiaslt ea c
organic waste processing &,080 @ meqwwdrta ufaehedti agi matdoe layn d

INITIAL STUDY D MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION PAGE 25



CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS D M ITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND INITIAL STUDY
UNIVERSAL W ASTE SYSTEMS , INC., MATERIAL RECOVERY FAciLITY D 9016 NORWALK BOULEVARD

approxidnai®0d ysqoar &l beet area for bale storage. The exi ¢
Nor wal k BWul evard

The prsdjteecti ocated within the South CoastmiAie aBraesa nwi twhhi
al | of OrangehedComumntty portions of Los Angel ecso,unRiiwer si
Measures to improve regional air quality are outlined
( AQMP)h.e most receado AtQMR 2awmads 2Was jointly prepared witdth
Resources Board (CARB) and t heofSoG@avherr mmeQitTise AQMRNIA @) .As s
will help the SCAQMD maintain focus on the air quality impacts of major projects associated with goods

movement, land use, energy efficiency, and other key areas of growth.Key elements of the 206 AQMP

include enhancements to existing programs to meet the 24-hour PM2s Federal health standard and a

proposed plan of action to reduce ground-level Ozone. The prd miatrgpohl tbants that r eme
attainment in theMlaom@@abnare8&pencfudecPiteria for detern
with the AQMP is defined in Sect i onHaln2d b3® bodkfe tAHe SVWTAQMD
Handbook refers t o ttoheet efromilnoewian gp rcorjietcerbisa 2onformity wi

b Consi stency eCGreirtsertioa al proposed projectdés potenti al
frequency or esxeivsetriintgy aoifr agnual ity violation or its
continuation of an ex.isting air quality violation

b Consistencyrefrarteerta @ proposed projectods potentia
included i n three iQiMPalorgmoae wtelm projections relevant

In terms of Criteria 1ltethme(ppepasednptdjactberhengmi ss
that the SCAQMD considers to be a significant adverse
section whereea nt hset ahd oghabiyl e emi ssions for the proposed
Tabl ds ah2ad) The proposed project wi || al so conform to Cc
significantly affect any regional popul atdi 6oy hbesiCingy
Santa Fe SPprroijnegecst s that are consistent with the project
identi fied iThr anhsep oRetgaitoinoanl Pl an/ Sust ai RR SIS pCroenmaurneg d i keys
SCAG are considered consistent with TtPHeSICEQMB ¢ghewtblsps
the I and use and transportation contrmbstporécens afopg
Demogr aphGrceawtamdFor ecast Appendi x RR2FRTLd SICY hRCAG tfyoro-
Santa Fei sSpprimjgesct ed 1t,ddr0@evd j abtsot &alr ob@Accbedyaoagr t®d0t he
of Cal i for nnta Eenpdlooypmee nt Dietpyad ¢ mewrtr, e tth eu ne.mpfelrcyemant r

which meanas ptdid esiadent s acti Ehpreopesedgp wojr &ct , once
wi || add betthwrgeeer stoms fpdee sBbmbéer of new jobs is well wid:
projections Saonrt a hFeeaChdptryti mafspr oposed project wildl not v

As a resul twi Ino oicncpuarc.t s

17Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package for
Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

18 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan . Adopted March 2017.

19 South Coast Air Quality Management District . Air Quality Analysis Handbook. 1993.

20 |bid.

21 Southern California Association of Governments. Demographics & Growth Forecast. Regional Transportation Plan 20 20-2050.
September 3, 2020.

22 State of California Employment Development Department . Labor Force and Unemployment Rate for Cities and Census
Designated Places Website accessedSeptember 1,2022
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B. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non -attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?bLess Than Significant | mpact.

ThE€UP Amendment d6s wipl emé s méstheodrgr m ( c onrsdlraitcad)onemi ssi |

and dtemgn air qudhetitemgpaeatissi ons include mobil e emiss
oRsi seationary emissions related to-stihe opeatatin@amyofem
associated with the generation of energy (natur al gas

fromsiohe sources ar e -2i.ndA<aaiteeddii iannr2 JTaabbhee #xi sting daily
emi ssions are below those thresholds considered to repr
i s a -owngeseassessment that assumed that all ofy.t hes equi
stated previously, the sorting and baling equipment ar
reducti on

Tabl4ES8Sti mated Daily Construct.i

Construction Phase ROG NO« CO SO PM 10 PM 25
Maximum Daily Emissions 59.7 14.1 15.8 0.02 7.86 4.05
Daily Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55

Source: CalEEMod V. 2022.1.1.24

Lontgerm emi ssions refer to those air quality impacts t|
const rauncdt eids o p e fobpeeirocantladatrgarl m ai r qual ity i mpacts associ
project include mobile emissions associ dtegdn wiptelr at ¢ loin@

i mpacts alGeaol HIEM2dA 2 2h.ek.oImpid er moLeldeplahblse the operation
generated by the proposed project

Table 3 -2 Estimated Operational Emissions in Ibs. /day
Emission Source ROG NO» CO SO2 PM 10 PM2s
Mobile (Ibs./day) 1.39 1.23 13.1 0.03 2.94 0.76
Area (Ibs./day) 1.99 0.02 2.79 -- - -
Energy (Ibs./day) 0.04 0.74 0.62 -- 0.06 0.06
Total (Ibs./day) 3.43 1.96 16.5 0.04 3.00 0.82
Daily Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55

Source: CalEEMod V. 2022.1.1.24

As indicat ed itnheTaplrlegeeBent eednilsosngons are bel ow threshol ds
significant adverse impact. SincattaenmemntOranheaakdr i s
parti enalt dtelee Applicant wi || be required to ensure that
pertinent provisions of SCAQMD Rule 403 pertaining to
and/ or the use of equi pPehret comtumprgawad smirl flades.respons
wi tabnd i mpl ementing any pertinent Theée mipaatva illeasbsl etbheaonnt r
significant

23 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Rule 403, Fugitive Dust. As Amended June 3, 2005.
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C . Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? b Less Than

Significant | mpact.
Sensitive receptors refer to | and uses and/or activiti
typically include homes, school s, pl aygrounds, hospita
children or the el#dédrl vimgay fecdarmgregatfel ocali zed project
on whether ambient carbon monoxide Il evels in the vicin
Federal standards for that criteria poéltud amndnaintdi v der @
The nearest sensitive receptor includes a residenti al |
400 feet and a second neighborhood | ocated to the nort
project site is not ovihoioll. e Tfhreo meairtetsear srchiogMb etoodGhe p
Mi ddl e School , |l ocated approximately 1,560 feet to the
School , is located approxi mbhellyoatdi0®dn faered dxt ¢mte womfortt
receptors are showrei prBxyhiskidt p3 ojectds trip generatio
result in a carbon monoxide fihot spot 0 thhoautr coehuoledr glheta d

carbon monoxide standafds ardfecutei 8ain fionhtredrfslle cct ii ompbasc
of service would need to degrade to LOS F for the cong:
a CO hdatimmpairtolpeosed project wildl not result in any sigr
i mpact s, no significant change in the existing LOS for

The SCAQMD requires that the CEQA air quality analyses
an exceeldanalei ondd emi sen onSBFIshrerslhy laselryn {fcossksortucti on
l ongerm (operational) emissions at-satei ae dlalr eadltdied o nasn d
approach wused in the analysis of the proposed project
maxi mum all owabl e emissions (in pounds .pPee palyhuwantas sf
are the focus of the LST ana)tys biNsOciam dlownd emotnhoex i addan W eCrOs) i
from constructionicamidsepenatfoom;, cBMstruct @mi asaidomper .
from construct i drhemmtnadioronus complyiwdhother SCAQMD regulations governing

equipment idling and emissions controls aswellasmandat ory SCAQMD regul ations gov
(Rul e 403) and odors (fRulueg el4da0lu)ck Idmiaedistivars,iting th
construct i on Tila B3t §2488 ¢f the Galiforn@a Code of Regulations, which limits the idling of
diesel-powered vehicles to less than five minutes. These regulations will reduce the particulate emissions by

as much & 50%. As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.

D. Woul d t h eresytrinoother @emnissions (such as those leading to odors adversely affecting a
substantial number of people? b No | mpac t

The SCAQMD has identified those | and caempl ahatsarEheéeye
include activitiesreinmdwealiwigngf alciive dtipdesknt § poghemicoe gk si
composting activities, refineries, |land®PiAllstracd busivn
that mdayrevissgitte muldlel3-a884B50f tlee Calitmrnia Code of Regulations, which limits the

idling of diesel-powered vehicles to less than five minutes. Adherence to the aforementioned standard

condition will minimize odor impacts from diesel trucks. Furthermore, adherence t o0 SCAQMD Rule 402

Nuisance Odors will minimize odors generated during daily activities . Adherence to the existing SCAQMD

24 South Coast Air Quality Management District. CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Appendix 9 . 2004 (as amended).
25 South Coast Air Quality Management District. CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Appendix 9 . As amended 2017
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regul ations governing finui s adorcinepactsdAs a result, the irhpactswillldleu c e pot «
less than significant .

MI TI GATIMEMM SURE S

Whi | eoptehreat i onal i mpacts wil/| be I ess thanapphghcébktanto
t heeri ginal CU®Pulagppt ook atpqal i abl e

Mitigation Mé¢Asur Qubodi t Alfllugpadtvse) .dust emi ssions shal
regular watering or other dust preventiv&8CAm@KBDases u
Rul es and Regul ations.

Mitigation KéAsur Qubbi t@zdmpagrntesdur sor emi ssions fror
usedsiome shall be controlled by maintaining equi pment
per manufacturer's specifications.

Mitigation BeAsur @ualbi tAl Il mprawcctkegt.leaulail sg shall compl y
Vehicle Code Section 23114, with special attention to
regarding the prevention of such material spilling on
Mitigation MéAsur Qubodi tyhd mpacitlsi)t.y wi | | prohibit the
waiting to be weighed or during loading and unloading
in the tipping and | oading areas.

Mi tigation BleAisur @uallboi tTyh el nfpaaccitlsi)t.y operators wil/l be

mai ntain any required permit required by the SCAQMD.

Mitigation MéAsur Quid.i tAI'll mpaeit pment t hat is designe

means to control odors must be maintained in working
processed materials must be removed pursuant to the
Depart ment and the Stateds permit requirements.

Mi tigati on WehAisrurQuaNoi.tTyh el mpadgtex)t. wi | | comply with SC
requires that openings in the materials recovery faci
percent of the total exterior wal | surfacetaresat t he
standards for inward air velocity, and the project co

doors can remain open
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[ Project Site
| Sensitive Receptors

o} 200 ft
]

EXHIBIT 3-2 SENSITIVE RECEPTORS M AP

SOURCE : BLODGETT BAYLOSIS ENVIRONMENTAL  PLANNING
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3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact with Impact p
Mitigation

A. Would the project 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 ﬁ
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

B. Would the project 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 Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

N

C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or
federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

N

D. Would the project 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?

N

E. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tregpreservation policy
or ordinance?

N

F. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

N

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A . Would the project 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,
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service? D No | mpact

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v
current 1,500 tons per ohangel PtDhe tfoa 2i,5i0t0y 6TsPDho uros of
par ki ng moldn fa dcdittiioomn, an existing building will be mod
wi || be required to process and recycl e orlgdanmigc wiaslt eac
organic waste processing &,050 @ me qiodrt eb ufaggltir agi madBtoe layn d
approxidnai®0d ysqoar él beet area fexkibalagstUwBagaci They is
Nor wal k B®¥ul evard

26 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.
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A review of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife California Natural Biodiversity Database
(CNDDB) Bios Viewer for the Whittier Quadrangle indicates that there are seven threatened or endangered
species located within the Whittier Quadrangle (the City of Santa Fe Springsis listed under the Whittier
Quadrangle).2’ These species include:

J] The€alifornia vBomiadsc antocthelri kel-gite Haef oontdhenl ack of

for the California Gnatcatcher. The absence of COE¢
primary habitat, further diminishes the |ikelihood
J] Thkeeast Bell&sesVinea riparian habitat, with a major
County. As a result, it is not Ilikely that any Leas
due to the Il ack of riparian habitat in the surround

J] Th8anta Anai3$dc kert ise tfeobredc ause the Santa Ana Suck
are no bodies ofi Whherngarcsetntbmomdchy of watloeatedi s t he S
approximately 1.70milesto the west of the project site.

J ThBank Swhilvew in a riparian habitat. The nearest &
| ocat ed ap p.70mikestothetwestoyf t he project site. This river
through an urban area. Additionally, the current | e
an ideal environment for the Bank Swall ow.

J] Th®estern,BiYleQd cbkiwoso an -eiatdengt bird found in riparian

The |l ikelihood oWesemecaoy-BiveelCdadodgvoa i s sl im due to
devel opmenntt worteisienyStadnfé a Fe. Spurritnhgesr mor e, the |l ack of
further diminishes the | i kel iWewxtde rorf -BeYie€l®adkbesi ng p
] California Oscdtotun@r aaesar vernal pools throughout L

Diego C®Amrtiedicated previously, the project site i
There are no bodiesiok watbér wootdt dbé @empable of su
California Orcutt Grass nor does ptohod ssidtue ihnagv ewetth es ¢

The proposed project will have no impact on the aforementioned species because the project site is located
in the midst of a developed sitetAs a r esul twi Ino rienspua ctt.s

B. Would the project 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 Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife Service? bNo | mpact .

Theprojsedtkevel oped andsotuhdbrwi amdl Joaeasdemdot i nclude any s
habitat, or riph®¥i8&n NiegktanhdoWil dlife Service National
Mappelrassi fies the San Gabri el River as R4SBCx, bei ng a
of the year, compl etely dewatered at | ow tide, has wat

27 California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Bios Viewer. https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/BIOS

28 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site visit was completed onSeptember 13,2022

29 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. Listed Species in the County of Los Angeles.
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/pdd/bikepath/bikeplan/docs/App_C_Bio.pdf
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years and was excavated ahldn caaddinteil ozed e bgri ehiuaea e antou r
communities identified3Aesan oesahtwihaoporcatcpuerc.t ssi t e

C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including,
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means? bNol mpact

No wetland areas or riparian habitats (e.g., wetlands, vernal pools, critical habitats for sensitive species, etc.)

were observed on the site during the field investigations. The site in its entirety is disturbed. Additionally,

no offstewet | and habitats would be affected by the proposed
would be limited to the proposed project site. As a result, no impacts will occur .

D . Would the project 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? bNo | mpact .
The project site is | ocated in the midst of an industr
I ndustrial devel opment abuts the site on the east, nort

sitebds northern ussiese aared liorcdu setdr iaadlj acent to the projec
Norwal k Boul evard extendAs ada omgs tlhtevi d1l 0 .@icmpuavetss si de

E . Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such

as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? bNo | mpact
The existitmgvemgetati on is | ocated along the project si
trees are |l ocated within the project site boundaries.
any | ocal pol i citeesctoirn go rhdii onlaodgsiecsa Ip ereeuslotu,r cneos | mpacts wi |

F . Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
bNo | mpact .

As indicated previously, the project site is located w
within the project site orThwi trhrimj etchte aardejaa ciesnt n gtr olp@ ¢ 4
governed by a habitat conservat iAosn aorr ecsounhmu nirno/ icnopnascetl
regional or State habitat conservation plans .wil/l resul

MI TI GATIMEMM SURE S

The analysis indicated that the proposed project woul d
a result, no mitigation measures are required.

30 United States Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wetlands Inventory . https://www.fws.gov/Wetlands/data/Mapper.html

31 California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Natural Communities List.
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=153609&inline
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact with Impact p
Mitigation
A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the ﬁ
significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5?
B. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the ﬁ
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?
C. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those ﬁ
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to §15064.5?bNo | mpact .

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste
increase the processing capacity of the existing
current 1,500 tons peyr tHaychaprPB®g tbhe2f &606DI TPPOdsSs hours
par ki ng moldn fda dcdittiioomn, an existing building will be

wi || be required to process and recycl e orlgdanmigc wiaslt eac
organic waste processing &,0800 @ meqwdrta ufaehedti agi matoe layn d

g
approxidmnai®0d ysqoar &€l beet area for bale storage. The
Norwal k B®Bul evard

Hi storic structures and sites are defined by | ocal
historically significant if it is locally protected

A site or strutotrurcel mgysbgnhfbscant according to State
does not recogni ZTeh es uCcah isfiogrnniifai cSanactee. Hi st onmaii mt Rr exsse rawvna
inventory of those sites and structures that are consi
Depart ment of Interior has established specific Federa
which a si toeg, détstudtcure,s to be defined as having hi

its eligibility for l i sting on 38tTloe bMatcioonnsaild eRegli setleirg i
National Regi ster, a propertyds significance may be
activities, or developments that were important in

the ,past represenmntrshist got i gdamnmt ¢ agidseampieng el ement s.
preservation regulations include the statutes and
Quality Act (CEQA) and the Public Resources Code (PRC).
to,y ambj ect, buil ding, structur e, siwhe ¢ sarhedas,t opi aaé] vy
archaeologically significant. The State regulations

Uni

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5024.1 and CEQA Gui

32 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

33 U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service. Natio nal Register of Historic Places.
https://lwww.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/index.htm . 2010.
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addition, California | aw protects Native American buri
regardless of the antiquity and provides for GEQAe sensit
as codified at PRC Sections 21000 et seq., is the principal statute governing the environmental review of

projectsinthe State. The pr oj ect @ iotce uipsiniecdu rnrogntilnel uded on a | i st ¢
compiled by the United States Depar t3emtaddi ttihcen,| ntthee ihc
project site is not present on the 1ist of hi storic
Preservati®nhwdq SIHPOgt.i ons in the City are recorded on t
and the | ist of California Historical-NRmsoukuscé&st at be (€

known as the Patricio Ontiveros sAddbeaecdamur@rst iaver iotAd ohb
adj acent t o tTheeprojeat sit¢ ie mot listed iont the. National or State Historic Register.38 T h e

p r o p opsojead will be limited to the project site and will not affect any existing resources listed on the

National or State Register or those identified as being eligible for listing on the National or State Register.

As a result, no impacts will occur .

B . Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to 815064.5?bLess Than Significant | mpact with Mitigat:

The greater Los Angeles Basin was previously inhabited by the Gabrielefio people, named after the San
Gabriel Mission. The Tongvatribe has lived in this region for around 7,000 years. 37 Prior to Spanish contact,
approximately 5,200 Gabrielefio people lived in villages throughout the Los Angeles Basin38 Villages were

typically located near major rivers such as the San Gabriel, Rio Hondo, or Los Angeles RiversTwo vi | | age
sites were |l ocated Nax aahwvednnBae b.a Ni Teht 0o Blaintaeesmsadm8e hat e

thought to be near the adobe home of Jose Man¥€heNietos
proposedsiptreojiextnot near the two village sites, rat her
an existihlge oentfiired dproj ect site has been devetllogped an
|l ast 10I0n yteltag sunl i kheunyaanemanhstamé uncovered by constr uc
Native American Monitors, al | excavati oSna/ngtraa difk en g S @mrcit n g
Depart ment of wHdlli dbee Seorntiaccgased (t he Depart mentitlewi | | t he

14; Chapter 3; Article 5; Section 15064.5 of CEQA will apply in terms of the identification of significant
archaeological resources and their salvageAd her ence to the abovementioned st
with the following, mvitlilgateéeadwc enepcstue et i al i mpacts to | e

b The project Applicant wi || be required to obtain
Monitor (s) dur irnegl ad emds tgrruocutnido ndi wt thbandceaGaetuindi t i
di sturbance is defined by t GarickfioThalgvRe iNea¢d @mit ait i v e
t hat include, b u tpavamert remaval, pdtholingi dr augurirtg,obpring, grading,
excavation, and trenching, within the project area. The monitor(s) must be approved by the tribal
representatives and will be present on-site during the construction phases that involve any ground -

34 National Park Service. National Register of Historic Places . https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/index.htm. Website
accessedSeptember 1,2022

35 California Department of Parks and Recreation. California Historical Resources. http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ ListedResources .
Website accessed orSeptember 12022.

36 U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service. National Register of Historic Places . http:/focus.nps.gov/nrhp .
Secondary Source: California State Parks, Office of Historic Preservation. Listed California Historical Resources. Website accessed
December 4, 2017.

37 Tonga People of Sunland Tujunga. Introduction. http://www.lausd.k12.ca.us/Verdugo_HS/classes/multimedia/intro.html

38 Indigenous Mexico. The Native Roots of Southern California. https://indigenousmexico.org/southwest -us/california/the -native-

roots-of-southern-californians/ .
39 McCawley, William. The First Angelinos, the Gabrielino Indians of Los Angeles. 1996.
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disturbing activities.

In the wunlikely event t hat human remains are uncovere
excavation, the following, mitigation wil!/ be applicabl

b I n the event t hat human remai nexaaeatliceaccaveadi dar |

grading actistiagpgessd Sbat b Be Springs Deparwinedntbeof |
contacted (the Department wil | Titel4& €hapteo 3 Ardcet5; t he Co

Section 15064.5 of CEQA andCal i forni a Heal th and SaWilkdpplyinCode Sec
terms of the identification of significant archaeological resources and their salvage.

Adherence t-menhieomddvmitigation wil/l reduce potenti al
significant.

C. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteriesh
Ledsdhan Significant | mpact.

There oameytt@orcat ed in thae Thmedieatresar €eemetdnytttle tLhakep
Cemet,edycat ed alp.p&hitoixemnad theeysotf t he pHdhecprepbsed projec
not af fect t he af orHoweeen tthe pateatidl exdsts rhatt hemay remains could be

discovered on the site due to site construction activities and impacts could be potentially significant. Int h e

event t hat human remains are uncovered by constructi ol
foll osmiangdar d condiwiiloln/lre gag mltii maab | e:

b In the event that human remains are discovered dur
grading activities Shath BFe Spoppgd degatwienedntbeof |
contacted (the Department wi | | TitteH4& Ghapteo B Artictets; t he Co

Section 15064.5 of CEQA andCal i f orni a Health and SawileappyinCode Sec
terms of the identification of significant archaeological resources and their salvage.

Adherence to this regulatory compliance measure will ensure reduced potential impacts. As a result, the
impact would be less than significant.

MI TI GATIMEMMSURE S

Whi | eoptehreat i onal i mpacts will be |l ess than significant,
the original CUP approval will continue to be appliabl e
Mitigation Mé&Lsuter b. Resopropeft Applicant wil/ be
services of a qualified Native Amediadc@&nd Momiutnar (dsi)st c
actiwitihesnn the ProjGroumdtei tPrarkcahcd)is defined by t
f r omGabheefioTongva &ataomi vities that i nepdvamdntremobaljt ar e n

potholing or auguring, boring, grading, excavation, and trenching, within the project area. The
monitor(s) must be approved by the tribal representatives and will be present on-site during the
construction phases that involve any ground-disturbing activities.

40 Google Earth. Website accesse®&eptember 1, 2022.
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3.6 ENERGY
Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant |
. mpact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation
A. Would the project r esult in potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary ﬁ
consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation?
B. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan ﬁ
for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

ANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project r esult in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation? b Less t han
Significant Impact.

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste Sy
increase the processi nlgnicvaeprascalt yWaosft et hS®y se xeinsst,i nign c . (L
current 1,500 tons per day (TPD) to 2,500 TPD, to chan
parking modinf iadati itd ro.n, an existing building wild!l be mo
that wil!l be required to process and recycliel dirggnwicl Iw

add organic waste processi Bg50€Quispgpmémtbutf @ dda pgr dgiBiomatnall
approxidnai®ld ysqoar él beet area for bale storage. The exi ¢
Norwal k B®8ul evard

Table 3-3 provides an estimate of electrical consumption for the proposed project. No Natural gas will be

used during operations. As indicated in the table, the project is estimated to consume approximately 844
kilowatts (kWh) of electricity on a daily basis. Energy facilities in the area are shown in Exhibit 3-3.

Table 3 -3 Estimated Annual Energy Consumption

Project Consumption Rate Total Project Consumption

Electrical Consumption 4.8 kWh/sq. ft./year 844 kWh/day

Source: Blodgett BaylosisEnvironmental Planning.

In order to prevent inefficient consumption of energy, all exterior security lighting must be motion sensor
controlled. This project design feature will prevent the continuous use of lighting thus reducing energy
consumption. The project will incorporate solar panels on the roof of the building and use of variable
frequency drive units on most electric motors for conservation of energy. Adherence to the above
mentioned project design feature will further reduce potential impacts . As a result, the impacts will be less
than significant.

41 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe SpringsApplication Package for
Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.
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EXHIBIT 3-3 ENERGY MAP

SOURCE : CA ENERGY COMMISSION
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B. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy

efficiency?b Less than Significant | mpact
I n September 2016, Governor Edmund Brown Jr. set met han
1383) in a statewide effottved ckidmateemobbubast 9. sl
di sposal of organic w@aS%WebwushebgeardO8&&. bAs ia resul
Cal i fbegan adopting organic waste <coll eemehndnnag@ndaptrec
collection contracts to comply with the 75% organics
ul taitmely meeting the 75% diversion requirement ul ti mat
System, Il nc. and pr oj ect #salrdaslitaghe impaets vallrbe leds thanrsignifigamt.o p o s e d .

MI TI GATIMEMM SURE S

The analysis of energy impacts indicated that nosignificant impacts on energy resources would occur as part
of the proposed pr oAsacesulh, so mitigatdn &s requited.at i on

3.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

No
Impact

A. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving 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} strong seismic ground
shaking; seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction;
and, landslides?

N

B. Would the project r esult in substantial soil erosion or the loss
of topsoil?

N

C. Would the project be located on a geologic unit orsoil 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?

N

D. Would the project be located on expansive soil, aglefined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

N

E. Would the project h ave soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
waste water?

N

F. Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?

N
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ANALYSI| SENMOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A . Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving 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); strong seismic ground shaking; seismic -related ground failure, including liquefaction; and,
landslides?bL e §lsan Si gni ficant | mpact.

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v
current 1,500 tons per ohangerPtbhe tfoa 2i,|5i0t0y 6TsPDho uros of ¢
par ki ng moldn fda dcdittiioomn, amwidXi Ptei me db fiileddli t@ accommodat e

wi || be required to process and r eNeeywxr gga mireg ama <t evapit @c
equi pmwe ht be ianpsptraolxliedmadi®® ysquwdr dufiéei ng ABO 3an5d0Oappr o
squareff ddtoor areawfibl bal emabslthteabkegxeéedst i ng UWS facility
Nor wal k B4 The €ity afrSdnta Fe Springsis located in a seismically active region of Southern

California. Many maj or and minor | ocal faults traverse the ent
to millions of residents, i ncSlandian g etEt&mpd d gwglak erse & ir dban isre
active and potentially active faults in the Southern C

I n9 2, t he-PAligpdiostEart hquake Ziomingspenhsavatso ptaksedamage
197 San Fer nand®T Ea&quistiPgqolo &&rthquake Fault Zoning Act's main purpose is to

prevent the construction of buildings used for human occupancy on the surface trace of active faults44 A

map displaying the cities and counties subject to the Alquist -Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones is available on

the Stateds Depart me n tNodaAlfjuistCRrioiosEarthquake Faoltrizonesectoss the Gity of

Santa Fe Springs45 Even though the city is not on the list, there are a number of known faults within the city.

The nearest known fault is the Lower Elysian Park Thrust Fault located approximately 1.53 feetsouthwest

of the project site. This fault is part of the larger Elysian Park Fault ranging 31 miles from Northern Cienega

to Fullerton. Regarded as a blind thrust fault formed less than 1.6 million years ago during an
Undifferentiated Quaternary Period, its last noteworthy earthquake occurred as the 6.0 magnitude Whittier

Narrows earthquake of 1987.Annually,t he f aul tds sl i p rate category is bet
year with a recurrence interval expected to be between 340 and 540 years?* The potential impacts from fault

movement and ground-shaking are considered no greater for the project site than for the surrounding areas.

Surface ruptures are visible instances of horizontal or vertical displacement, or a combination of the two.

According to the United States Geological Survey, liquefaction is the process by which watersaturated

sediment temporarily loses strength and acts as a fluid. As a result, the ground soil loses strength due to an

increase in water pressure following seismic activity. The project site is not located in an area that is subject

to liquefaction, but a large portion of the surrounding area and the Cityis( r e f er t @)4Hxahsitdiyt, 3 he
project site is not subject to tdhebecabsofthamashri degd
mountains within the viTbenet woaof dt be pi mjae ¢othrondnpact s v

42 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

43 California Department of Conservation. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones.

44 |bid.

45 California Department of Conservation. Table 4, Cities and Counties Affected by Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones as of
January 2010. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/

46 United States Geological Survey.Quaternary Fault and Fold Database of the United States; Lower Elysian Park thrust (Class A)

No. 134. June 2017.https://earthquake.usgs.gov/static/lfs/nshm/gfaults/Reports/134.pdf

47 United States Geological Survey.U.S. Quaternary Faults Map.
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shaking, liquefaction, and landslides since the risk is no greater in and around the project site than for the
rest of the area.As a result, the impacts are less than significant.

B . Would the project r esult in substantial soil erosion or the loss oftopsoil? bLess t han Signi fican:

The United States Department of Agriculturebéds (USDA) V

nature of the soils that wunderlie the project site. Ac
byv5%Wr ban ,La&2md Thums, amdrbm% RTaeudwsi ew.vi e w ociol nsp | heaxv es a
slight risk for erosion; however, construction activit]
wi |1 redaoel 6B er oswiolnl rdocrkt.i Mthe tsd tlkrke | evel and no sl o

are anticipated #8poploicccaurrt. wWihlel pbreojreecqqui red to prepare a

Program ( SWPP PHedepalNPBES aegutationss i n cee ptrloj ect woul idt x®@sand$4 t
The SWPPP will contain construction best management practices (BMPs) that will restrict the discharge of

sediment into the streets and local storm drains. In addition, the Applicant will be required to obtain a

grading permit an d the approval of a final grading plan and erosion control plan which will further reduce

the potential for adverse erosionimpacts. As a result, the impacts wil!/| be | es

C . Would the project 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, liqguefaction or collapse?bL ess Than Significant | mpact.

Based on information obtained from the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) The project site
is underlain by soils of various soil associations, which have various levels of clay.Slopes range from 0 to5

percent. Soi dfs t hi s @&s ®onmadtchearrabtsek f or er osi on; hveawe were,vitohues | py
devel oped and the underlying soils have been disturbed
I'n addtihesemaseildescri bed as bei ngf ours erde sa ldneonstti aé¢ x calnuds i
devel opment , as evident by the current l evel 49A wurbani
previousl!l vy, hmtt/WSs fadlity édot located in an area that is subject to liguefaction ( r ef er t o

Exhi M)58Th3e soils that underlie the project site pose no
siter emdiervel once the project is complete. Therefore, t

or structure to risks associated withhs saoirlesculltl,aptsheeg d
i mpawitlsll eses t han significant.

D . Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 181-B of the Uniform Building Code
(2020), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? bLess Than Signi ficant

Theurroundi hgvaelteandsis at (oefesktbdlpEahabdb| 8desading

phenomenon that is characterized by the horizontal, or
could be Iiquefaction induced or can be the mTéaeult of
proposed project is |l ocated within an area that is sul
hill side areas present. Therefore, | aféeat s$peepdonegctaea

48 United States Department of Agriculture. Web Soil Survey. https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx

49 United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service. Report and General Soil Map, Los Angeles County, California .
Revised 1969.

50 California Department of Conservation. Regulatory Maps.
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps
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Al'l of the proposed prnu$tbedntcénpliasce with Titke A4roktthe Celiforaisn@odet s
of Regulations, which identifies building standards for seismic -related construction requirements that have
been promulgated by the State of California. The standard development and design measures will be effective
in minimizing potential risks stemming from liquefaction. As a result, the impacts will be less than
significant.

E . Would the project h ave soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water? b N o

| mpact .
T h WS facility wi | | not wutilize septic tanks or otAsera aletseid n at
no i mpacts will occur.

F . Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geol ogi ¢ Nod antpwarceg 2 b

According to the State of Californa Ge ol ogi c al Survey, the sitebdbs geology
Alluvial deposits are typically quaternary in age (from two million years ago to the present day) and span the

two most recent geologic epochs, thePleistoceneand the Holocene.5! Alluvium soil deposits that are present

in a natural and undisturbed condition may contain paleontological resources, though these resources are

more typically found in marine terraces and shales. The on-site soils have undergone disturbance due to the

previous development and other on-site activities. In addition, the on -site soils that underlie the property

are Holocene-aged deposits that have a low potential for the discovery of paleontological resources. These

soils are recent deposits that do not contain fossil deposits. Therefore, the proposed project is not anticipated

to disturb any paleontological resources. As a result, no impacts will occur.

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURE S

The analysis indicated that the pgpeopogéedapr ompact woulAd
mitigation measures are required.

3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
. Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

A. Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either ~
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the n
environment?

B. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

N

51United States Geological Survey.What is the Quaternary? http://geomaps.wr.usgs.gov/sfgeo/quaternary/stories/what_is.html
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ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A . Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a

significant impact on the environment? bLess Than Significant | mpact.
The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v
current 1,500 tons per dhangePbDpctbi yb660hdRPbs b oper
parking modinf iadatiita ro.n, an existing building wildl be mo
that will be required to process anNew eocrygcdnei cprwgaase s si wg
equi pment will be i n <t &I0lI0e ds qiwrd r apud récel i nnga t fieB oy 3a,n5d0 Dap pr o

squareffddtoor area for baleThe oemniget iwngdg | UW® fmacinlt iat yn ek

Nor wal k B¥ul evard

The State of California requires CEQA document s

to

i n

emi ssions or gases that Hxraanpp lheesato fi nGHG et haatt moasrpeh eprreo d u «

and industrial processes; imedlhadea) ,{ &aHbd n nidti O sl e © K éCde

accumul ation of GHG in the atmosphere regulates the ear
Earth's surface wouPHowevabpuembésAFooseofeom fossil fuel
the concentrations of GHG in the at momapglkerGHGt avi d b ovhavre
effect of warming atmospheric temperatures awi tcH itmad eat
increased sea | evel s, and changes to the worl dwide bio
are described bel ow.
b  Water Vapor. Water vapor is the most abundant GHG present in the atmosphere. While water vapor

is not considered a pollutant, it remains in the atmosphere where it maintains a climate necessary

for life. Changes in the atmospheric concentration of water vapor is directly related to the warming

of the atmosphere rather than a direct result of industrialization. As the temperature of the

atmosphere rises, more wate is evaporated from ground storage (rivers, oceans, reservoirs, soil).

Because the air is wame r , the relative humidity can be higher

more water when it is warmer), leading to more water vapor in the atmosphere. As a GHG, the
higher concentration of water vapor is then able to absorb more thermal indirect ene rgy radiated
from the Earth, thus further warming the atmosphere. When water vapor increases in the
atmosphere, more of it will eventually also condense into clouds, which are more able to reflect

incoming solar radiation. This will allow less energytoreach t he Eart hés surface

surface temperatures.

b Carbon Dioxide (CO2). The natural production and absorption of CO, is achieved through the
terrestrial biosphere and the ocean. Manmade sources of CQ include the burning coal, oil, natural
gas, and wood. Since the industrial revolution began in the mid1 7006 s, these
increased the atmospheric concentrations of CQ. Prior to the industrial revolution, concentrations
were fairly stable at 280 parts per million (ppm). The International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC
Fifth Assessment Report, 2014) Emissions of CQ from fossil fuel combustion and industrial

52 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package for
Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

%3 California, State of. OPR Technical Advisoryi CEQA and Climate Change: Addressing Climate Change through the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Review. June 19, 2008.
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processes contributed about 78% of the total GHG emissions increase from 950 to 2010, with a
similar percentage contribution for the increase during the period 2000 to 2010. 54

b Methane (CH.). CH4 is an extremely effective absorber of radiation, although its atmospheric
concentration is less than thatof CO,. Met hanebés | ifetime in the at mosph
compared to some other GHGs (such as C@ N.O, and Chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs). CH; has both
natural and anthropogenic sources. It is released as part of the biological processes in low oxygen
environments, such as in swamplands or in rice production (at the roots of the plants). Over the last
50 years, human activities such as growng rice, raising cattle, using natural gas, and mining coal
have added to the atmospheric concentration of methane. Other human-related sources of methane
production include fossil fuel combustion and biomass burning.

b Nitrous Oxide (N 20). Concentrations of N,O also began to increase at the beginning of the industrial
revolution. In 1998, the global concentration of this GHG was documented at 314 parts per billion
(ppb). N0 is produced by microbial processes in soil and water, including those reactions which
occur in fertilizer containing nitrogen. In addition to agricultural sources, some industrial processes
(fossil fuel fired power plants, nylon production, nitric acid production, and vehicle emissions) also
contrib ute to its atmospheric load. It is also commonly used as an aerosol spray propellant.

b  Chlorofluorocarbons (CFC). CFCs are gases formed synthetically by replacing all hydrogen atoms
in methane or ethane (CHe) with chlorine and/or fluorine atoms. CFCs are nontoxic,
nonflammable, insoluble, and chemically unreactive in the troposphere (the level of air at the
Earthdéds surface). CFCs have no natur al source but
refri gerants, aerosol propellants, and cleaning solvents. Due to the discovery that they are able to
destroy stratospheric ozone, a globaleffort to halt their production was undertaken and in 1989 the
European Community agreed to ban CFCs by 2000and treaties banned CFCs worldwide by 2010.
This effort was extremely successful, and the levels of the major CFCs are now remaining level or
declining. However, their long atmospheric lifetimes mean that some of the CFCs will remain in the
atmosphere for over 100 yeas.

b Hydrofluorocarbons (HFC). HFCs are synthetic man made chemicals that areused as a substitute
for CFCs. Out of all the GHGs, they are one of three groups with the highest global warming
potential. The HFCs with the largest measured atmospheric abundances are (in order), HFC 23
(CHF3), HFC 134a (CRCH:F), and HFC 152a (CHCHF). Prior to 1990, the only significant
emissions were HFC 23. HFC 134a use is increasing due to its use as a refrigerant. Concentrations
of HFC 23 and HFC 134a in the atmosphere are now about 10 parts per trillion (ppt) each.
Concentrations of HFC 152a are dout 1 ppt. HFCs are manmade and used for applications such as
automobile air conditioners and refrigerants.

b Perfluorocarbons (PFC). PFCs have stable molecular structures and do not break down through the
chemical processes in the lower atmosphere. Highenergy ultraviolet rays about 60 kilometers above
Earthdés surface are able to destroy the compounds.
between 10,000 and 50,000 years. Two common PFCs are tetrafluoromethane (CF) and
hexafluoroethane (C;Fs). Concentrations of CF4 in the atmosphere are over 70 ppt. The two main
sources of PFCs are primary aluminum production and semiconductor manufacturing.

54 Internationa | Panel on Climate Change.Climate Change 2014 Synthesis Report Summary for Policymakers .
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b Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF ¢). SFs is an inorganic, odorless, colorless, nontoxic, nonflammable gas. Sk
has the highest global warming potential of any gas evaluated; 23,900 times that of CQ.
Concentrations in the 1990s where about 4 ppt. Sulfur hexafluoride is used for insulation in electric
power transmission and distribution equipment, in the magnesium industry, in semiconductor
manufacturing, and as a tracer gas for leak detection.

GHGare emitted by both natural processes and human acti
by natur al and industrial prHcesned h4ginreca(u@den ictag@opuosn odxii od
The SCAQMD has adopted interim GHG thresholds for deve
Basin. According to the SCAQMD, the interim fEhrpeegshol ds
yed&rmabl-BswW@mmari zes annual gEr) e eennhio$ussicenngdmst | (CfO t he propo

project. Caeadwinv ali epixti ,diesr aCOer m t hat is used for descri
in a common and coll ecti v-6 utnh;B .C&tsali nfdoir@ & theet® igno j Teacbt! ei
peyeawh,i csh biel ow the aforementioned threshold for indust

Table 3 -5 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory

S— GHG Emissions ( MTCO2E /year)

CO2 CHa N20 CO:E
Total Operational Emissions 692 1.23 0.03 734
Total Construction Emissions 263 0.01 0.01 266
Construction Emissions Amortized Over 30 Years 8.87 MTCOzE
Total Emissions  per year 742.87 MTCO:2E
Significant Impact? No

Source: CalEEMod V. 2022.1.1.24

I't is important to note that the project is an dAinfild]l
combating the rel eaksse afr eGsHU@ te,mitstsd omast.ent i al i mpacts &

significant.

B . Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases® Less than Significant Impact.

The City of Santa Fe Springs does not pHoewseevretrl,y thhaev eCiat
Gener al Pl an includes a Conservation El ement that has
policies related to air quality are identified:

1 Policy 2.1: Continue to research alternatives and pollution control measures that influence air
quality, including trip reductions, carpooling, and local transit services.

1 Policy 2.2: Encourage urban infill and land uses and densities that result in reduced trips and
reduced trip lengths, and that support non -motorized modes of travel.

1 Policy 2.3: Initiate capital improvement programs that allow for bus turnouts, traffic
synchronization, and intersection channelization.

1 Policy 2.4: Continue to participate and support cooperative programs between cities which will

%5 SCAQMD. Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold for Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans. Agenda No. 31. December 5,
2008. https://www.agmd.gov/docs/default -source/ceqa/handbook/greenhouse -gases(ghg)-ceqgasignificance-
thresholds/ghgboardsynopsis.pdf
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reduce trips and vehicle miles traveled.

AB 32 requires the reduction of GHG emissions to 1990 I
reduction in "business as usual AdGHGI emalslsy on&ovemrndrhe
Brown signed into | aw-3Bk®2 can iAper iOr d29, (Z0105,) tBhe Count r
for reducing Greenhous-801lGascaHnhiss sfioornsa 40E.pCer cBent r educ

emi ssiedbmmsw H990 | &vTehe ppryo RAOs3e0d project willl not invol ve
the aforementioned policies. Furthermore, the propose:q
variance from the adopted plan, polibgegreowidlégal abi b g
benefit in terms of a reduction in vehicle miles travel
with the regional and State sustainable growth objecti:
(S@GAsa result, the impacts wil/l be | ess than significan

MI TI GATIMEMASURES

The analysis determined that the impacts fromtthlaem pr op«
significant. As a result, no mitigation measures are r ¢

3.9 HAZARDS AND H AZARDOUS M ATERIALS

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

No
Impact

A. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or ~
the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of n
hazardous materials?

B. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

N

C. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one -quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

D. Would the project be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

E. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has notbeen adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the
project area?

F. Would the project impair implementation of or physically

interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

N

N

N

N

G. Would the project expose people or structures, either directly
or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires?

N

56 Office of Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr. New California Goal Aims to Reduce Emissions 40 Percent Below 1990 Levels by 2030.
http://gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=18938
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ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? bLess t han ISmmpaxdtf i cant

The proopowgedt is a request by Universal Waste Systems,

increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v
current 1,500 tons pertodacyh a(nTgPeD)t hteo f2a,c5 000 tTyPFos hour s of
parking moldn fadcdittiiomrb,uidndienxgi swtiillhg be modi fied to accomn
wi || be required to process and r eNeeywc |loer goarng an iwa sw aes tper ¢
equi pment will be i n <t &I0lI0e ds qiwrd r apud récel i nnga t fieB oy 3a,n5d0 Dap pr o
squareffddtoor area for baleThe oemniget iwngdg | UW® fmacinlt iat yn ek
Norwal k BY¥ULUHevsaoldid waste matseitel swweilghebe $dattedd and

o fsfi t e t oThebfaciity does not accept hazardous wastes. The facility will have a Hazardous Waste

Load Check Program to minimize the potential for hazardous materials being co-mingled with the waste

transported to the facility. Hazardous wastes, which are unintentio nally brought to the facility, will be subject

to random checks and personnel will also be trained in spotting hazardous materials during on-site

operations. | n addi ti on, a hazardous waste storage area wil!/
frame | oads will be temporarily stored before disposal
|l ocated beside the hazardous waste storage area. The S

response equi pment ( omasr-p@Indtdo otmas er pabsectbirve gl oves,
goggles, and respiratory equi pnrseintte) .i ncHeuad et ht haen dH aszaaf redt oy
Check Proglr®8n, | SjBur vy Prevention Progr am, Emergency
Commuwnmnit i on Program (Right to Know) and Storm Water Pol
mitigation measuntéesuwplbcabse to the proposed project t
and to control vectors (rates, birds, etc.):

b Operational controls, such as the daily waste load check program, shall be established to reduce the
potential for the receipt and disposal of prohibited materials and/or wastes.

b During the hours of operation, an attendant or attendants shall be present at all times to supervise
the loading and unloading of the waste material.

b  The operator shall conduct a daily waste load checking program, approved by the County Health
Department, to prevent the disposal of hazardous wastes at the station.

b  The operator shall maintain a log of special/unusual occurrences. This log shall include, but is not
limited to, fires, the discharge and disposition of hazardous or unpermitted waste, significant
injuries, and accidents or property damage. Each log ertry shall be accompanied by a summary of
any actions taken by the operator to mitigate the occurrence. The operator shall maintain this log
at the station so as to be available at all times to the site personnel and to the Enforcement Agencies'
personnel.

b Asameans to control vectors (rodents, insects, birds, and other scavenging animals etc.), all tipping,
sorting, baling, and other activities related to processing must be undertaken indoors. No outdoor

57 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package for
Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.
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storage or stockpiling will be permitted. Finally, the site must be cleaned so that all solid waste
material spillage is promptly removed and all truck loads are covered. The operators must retain
the service of qualified personnel to undertake periodic and regular inspections of the facility to
ensure that appropriate vector control measures are implemented.

The aforementioned mitigation wild/l reduce the potenti al

B. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the

environment? bLess Than Significant | mpact.
There are a number of closed | andfills | ocated in the
could result in potenti al met hane releases in the abse
decomposition of tthhag a mied emalti esrpioasslesd o f in the area | an
combustible gas that may become explosive if concentra
spaces. Met hane migrates in the sublsurdlatciematoell yv b aitmog
into the air. The site is notAs nxlmnuaseudl twi tthh @@ iampned ths

significant

C . Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? bLess t han Si gni fi
|l mpact

The nearest school to tethes pMioddedlce Sdcheoli,s ltdheatleod aNgpr

the northwest. A second school, Aeol i an EIl ementary Scl
northeast. Al l of the tipping, sorting, bead i bnugi,| dainndg sp.r
Mitigation has also been identified in Section 3.3.2
emi ssions Asndaodesmp.act snowi |l | occur.

D. Would the project be located on a site which 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 ?7bNo | mpact .

A search of the Envirostor Hazardous Waste and Substa
Cortese sites within city boundaries. The nearest of these Cortese sites to the project sitere Phibro-Tech

Inc and Diversey Wyandotte Corp. Phibro-Tech is currently operating while Diversey Wyandotte Corp is
non-operating while both ar e u rfdikepromsed fCoject wiknottaffestany Act i on o
Cortese site As a result, no impacts will occur .

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 private use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard
or excessive noise for people residing or working in the projectarea? bNo | mpact .

The project site is not | ocated within two miles of a |
|l ocated approxi mately 6.79 mil es sout heast of t he pr

58 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, Envirostor. Hazardous Waste and Substances Site Cortese List.
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approximately 9.81 miles to the southwest, and the Join
miles sout ® Thfe tphmeo poistea. project is not | ocated within
any of the aforementioned airports. I n addition, t he |

that wi interfere wiftfh ofheaiarpplranaecsh uatnidl itzaikneg any of

sl opes for any of t heEsasfeorrteineelnltyi,o ntehde apirroppoorstesd pr oj ect
[
and wil|l not risk the safety ofAst hae rpeesoupllte, wnoor. kiimpga citns t

F . Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? bNo | mpact .

At no tNarewawli K |Bmeal eovrapldet el y c¢cl osed t oT her acfofni sct rduwcrtiinogn

mu st identify specific provisions for the regulation o
during construction as a meaacscds.prMAlvli deo rcotnrt u tuiean tsh
orsite in actthr Canger Aguareeasanl swi Ino oicncpuarc.t s

G . Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss,

injury or death involving wildland fires? BNo | mpact .
The project site is not |l ocated wi tAbha rasultanoimpaets wil hi gh f i
occur.

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURES

Whi | eoptehreat i onal bempasssttwahl significant, the foll owing
the original CUP approval wi || continue to be appliabl e

Mitigation Mdddauwrag ddas Mat e An iavestigatibrmmpuat be conducted to
ensure that those buildings that will be modified do not contain any lead -based paint or ACMs. If
encountered, these materials must be removed and disposed of in conformance with all pertinent
regulations.

Mi tigati on Me(aHsawraer ddou.s 1IMat e @Operatiorsal controfs ahalt be gstablished
to reduce the potential for the receipt and disposal of prohibited materials and/or wastes.

Mitigation MeHawmaedbas Mat eDuringthehoursmofpertios, an.attendant
or attendants shall be present at all times to supervise the loading and unloading of the waste material.

Mi tigation Mqa&Hawrag ddal.s IMat e Theaperator lshalpcanductsa)daily waste
load checking program, approved by the County Health Department, to prevent the disposal of
hazardous wastes at the station.

Mitigation M2z@Bazar ddoous 1Mat e rTheadperatot shalanaintan)a. log of
special/unusual occurrences. This log shall include, but is not limited to, fires, the discharge and
disposition of hazardous or unpermitted waste, significant injuries, and accidents or property damage.
Each log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of any actions taken by the operator to mitigate the
occurrence. The operator shall maintain this log at the station so as to be available at all times to the
site personnel and to the Enforcement Agencies' personnel.

59 Toll-Free Airline. Los Angeles County Public and Private Airports, California.
http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm
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Mi tigati on Me(atsauzraer ddou.s 1Mat e rAs arheans to mognteokvectons (rodents,
insects, birds, and other scavenging animals etc.), all tipping, sorting, baling, and other activities related
to processing must be undertaken indoors. No outdoor storage or stockpiling will be permitted. Finally,
the site must be cleaned so that all solid waste material spillage is promptly removed and all truck loads
are covered. The operators must retain the service of qualified personnel to undertake peiodic and
regular inspections of the facility to ensure that appropriate vector control measures are implemented.

Mi tigati on Me(atsauzraer dhou.s 1Mat e rAn imvestigatiommpustde conducted to
ensure that those buildings that will be modified do not contain any lead -based paint or ACMs. If
encountered, these materials must be removed anddisposed of in conformance with all pertinent
regulations.

3.10 HYDROLOGY AND W ATER QUALITY

Less Than

Environmental Issue Areas Examined

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Impact
with

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Mitigation

A. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste ~
discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface n
or groundwater quality?

B. Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the
project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?

N

C. Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on - or off-site; substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on -
or offsite; 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; or ,
impede or redirect flood flows?

N

D. Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project
risk release of pollutants due to project inundation?

N

E. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of
a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

N

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality? b Less Than Significant Impact .

The site |lies within the Central Basin Pressure Area,
extends over most of the Los Angeles Coast al Pl ai n. B e
the La Habra PiedmoetSaont ahEenSpthngedPktkain to the sout
and occurrence of groundwater may be expected. The EPZ
site is located to the south and outsndleSiotfet @2 Oanelga U
(OL2)While no impacts on water quality are anticipated
foll owing miti gactoinotnt mmuedaes urreeqgsuiwidd f or t he: proposed CUP
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b  The plans and specifications shall require the operator to implement the Best Management Practices (BMPs)
identified in Section IV of the Water Quality Management Plan, as well as be the responsible party for inspection
and maintenance as identified in Sedion V of the Water Quality Management Plan. The Applicant will be
required to conform to all pertinent requirements of the Clean Water Act.

b Stockpiles of waste materials shall be properly sto
reduce sediment transport from the site to the stre
via runoff, vehicle tracking, or wind.

The aforementioned mic¢comgtitrosumeasbrneéstwiel pbotential wai
are redluewdl ¢ ot hat are .l ess than significant

B . Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?bNo | mpact .

TheWSfacilityand the proposed i mprovememésct ewd |t octolme i Qiutey &6 ®

wi || not deplete groundwater supplieassg.teSithad twhoar a dree |
by the proposedl| de adddo prirenptacm sgr ou rwd wahtde ra woacl csuuwii Inlg
grading &Astiviese$t, no impacts will occur.

C . Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces,
in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on - or off -site; substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on - or offsite; create
or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or pro vide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or , impede or redirect
flood flows? bLess Than .Significant

There are no natur al |l akes or streams within or adjace
project site is presently covered over in impervious s
and asphal't paving.e oMo rna@ptaun aln &amr&iarsa remain within th
devel ofAmerat resul t, no i mpacts are anticipated

D. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation? bNo | mpact .

According to the City of Santa Fe SpringsNat ur al Haz ar ds TNhe 100iygaafoddiogreveRtlisa n, A
aflood having a one percent chance of being equaled or exceeded in magnitude in any given year. Contrary

to popular belief, it is not a flood occurring once every 100 years. The 100year floodplain is the area

adjoining a river, stream, or watercourse covered by water in the eventofa100y ear f |l ood. 6 Accor di
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works,t he pr oj ect site is not -yearated w
flood hazard area, as detynBdnbgeméert FAAdenay EmMEMA4EPE.

60 Federal Emergency Management Agency.Flood Zones. http://www.fema.gov/flood -zones
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‘West Whittier-Los Nietos

Map Features

Project Site
— Riverines

o 0.5 mi
=

EXHIBIT 3-5WATER RESOURCES M AP

SOURCE : LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PuBLIC W ORKS
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According to the FEMA flood insurance map obtained fro
Wor ksprbpesed project sit4Tediiss fll moalt ead nien hasnanX.annual |
of Il ess than 0.2% and r e pyreeasre nftlsoToad, gpagaeond.ti ®isd ¢ otctad e®0 0
are not | ocatyedarwiftlhoond apl1a&DiOn. As a result, the propose
of any structures that would i mpede or redirect potent
|l ocatkidn wa t f | oo d The ity af Sahta Ber Springs Multi-Hazard Functional Plan states there

is a low risk that the City will experience flooding due to dam failure. The proposed project is
an area that is subj eat ttsa niamuindaAtsi damdhby astesidc heear | i er |,

the vicinity that would result in a seiche. In addition
from the Pacific Ocean and the pr ejcact ofi tde awmtulnhagni b o €
proposed project wildl not result in any mudslides sinc
near anyAsslaopes.ult, there wil!/l be no i mpact s.

E. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater managementplan? b Less t han Significant | mpact

The proposed CUP Ame n dwilkbe in@snpliancepwitio theeQityeoh $asta Fe Springs
Municipal Code that outlines the local requirements for the implementation of the NPDES and MS4

stor mwater runof f requirements. I n addition, t he pro
groundwater management or recharge plan because there are no active groundwater management recharge

activities on-site or in the vicinity. As i ndi cated in Section 3.10. A, the pro
to i mplement stormwater pros$dant onoctome rNPDEI® arselqeisr me n
would also be required to prepare a WQMP utilizing Bes
di scharge of pollutants to the maxi mum extent practica
i mpe ment a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPF
qual ity i mpactTsh earad omietmegqatieoch.ed requirements will reduc
that are |l ess than significant.

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURE S

While no i mpacts on water quality are anticipated as p:
mitigation measures wil|l continue to be required for tt

Mitigation Measure No. 16 (Hydrdohegpl and Watesp®uafit

require the operator to i mplement the Best Managemen
the Water Quality Management Plan, as well as be the
as identitfiioend M nofSetche Water Quality Management Pl an.
conform to all pertinent requirements of the Clean Wa

Mitigation Measure No. 17 (HydrsitogkWkpihds Wat ewaQual ma
be properly stored under a roof or covered so as to e
to the streets, drainage of facilities or adjacent pr

611 os Angeles County Department of Public Works. Flood Zone Determination Website. http://dpw.lacounty.gov/wmd/floodzone/
Website accessedSeptember 1,2022.
62 Google Earth. Website accesse®eptember 1,2022.
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INITIAL STUDY

3.11LAND USEAND PLANNING

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact with Impact p
Mitigation
A. Would the project physically divide an established community ? ﬁ
B. Would the project cause a significantenvironmental impact
due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation ﬁ
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

ANALYS| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project physically bdNovmdacan established co
The project site is |l ocated in the midst of an industr
The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v

current 1,500 tons pertodacyha(nTgPeD)t hteo f2a,c5 000 tTyPFo0s hour s of
ng buitdingwwebli pememod
rlecgueg ter ioalgadeéecelwapmen tp

par ki ng moldn fdaddittiioomn, an exi sti

will be required to process and

site on the east, south, and north si
uses are |l ocated adjacent to the

t hei teds west side. I ndustrial uses
Small er commerci al and indwetsti af
Boul evard. Existing | and uses-6.i

the permanent closure

residenti al Suedurglihgdamd uses m the vicinity of the project site are listed below:

1] North QWSSihtéer ai | r oaodiwaryi ghR OW)

Small er commerci al
Nor wal k Boul evard.

/] South WWSSi hendustri
Link Foreign Trade

of

and
Residenti
(north of Perkins Avenue) an

al

u

des.
project si

A
te on the s

railroad R

are | ocated furth

any existing road

i ndus

extends a

thespaongelcocati ¢, nat o
n Quthdenermmeatavi 41 e n©®h owm vionh

ways or ot h

l ong the si

trial uses are | ocated
al nei ghbor hooalsst ar e |
d 600 feet to the north

ses such as
| ocated to t

Zone are

Fasone Constructi

he south of

HVAC DC I nv
of the proj

e X t esniddsen.c U oanagm mdhrec isailt e 6

] East UOUWSt 8lenckcustrdwmdhuseesComposites One,
by Cool Air, and &rre alcadatee d otgd sttHe.swe st
1] West &WSSihttleor wal k Boul evard
us,e Electric Sales Unlimited, is located

furthef west

63 Google Maps. Website Accesse®eptember 2, 2022
INITIAL STUDY B MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

It oc atheed we s

PAGE S5



CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS D M ITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND INITIAL STUDY
UNIVERSAL W ASTE SYSTEMS , INC., MATERIAL RECOVERY FAciLITY D 9016 NORWALK BOULEVARD

-

Map Features

Project Site [] Light Industrial

[ School Il Heavy Industrial
>\ Vacant [] Religious Institution
[ Trucking [ ] Warehousing/Logistics

B Commercial [_] Single Family Residential
[ Public Facilities +——+ Rail Network

0 200 ft
="

| /)

EXHIBIT 3-6 LAND USE M AP

SOURCE : CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS
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The proposed CUP Amendment wil/l not resulAs ian rtehseu ldti,vin
i mpacts will occur.

B.Woul d t h eausgem signiicant endronmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? b

Less than Significant | mpact.
The General Pl an designation that is applicable to the
2 (Heavy Manufacturing). According to the City of San

conditionally permittedi gvidthd @ultino Zeane Changador Genearal Rian
Amendment is required as part of the proposed project's implementation. In addition, the proposed project
is not subject to an adopted specific plan. Finally, the project site is located inland and is not located within
a designated Coastal Zone.As a result, the impacts are less than significant.

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURE S

The analysis determined that no i mpacts on | and use an
of the gEgUPpdAmeddmehds a result, no mitigation measures ¢

3.12 MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant |
. mpact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
A. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known ~
mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the n
residents of the state?
B. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally ~
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local n
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
ANALYSI SEMOFI RONMENTIMPACTS
A.Would the project result in the | oss of avavalabél ity

to the region and t hbeNor e snipdaecntt.s of the state?

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v,
current 1,500 tons per cdhaayndied PDactbi 2y890hda®PiDs o0 oper

parking modification. I n addition, an existing buildin
t hat wi || be required to process and NewyeHl g@amircgawact
processing equi pment wi || b&, 5i0Ms t sad Ueefrde bidnieled p p g o xfi Bwa t

approxi3nad®d ysqohrkel 6eetarea f omaibratl & hsee derxd gd i wmigl |lUWSe f €

INITIAL STUDY D MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION PAGE 57



CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS D MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND INITIAL STUDY
UNIVERSAL W ASTE SYSTEMS , INC., MATERIAL RECOVERY FAcCILITY D 9016 NORWALK BOULEVARD

is |l ocated at 90 1%Acbtbaddingtad kS MBMORIA esvtaudly area maps prepar e
Geol ogi cal Survey, the City of Santa Fe Springs is |o
(identified as the Pgrrade nagtegdesmeEntter)c.o msr dtnedi cated i n t
Val |-€Eyr €gi e2n maRZ, t he project site is not | ocated in an
resources present. I n addition, the project ente is

acti VAst iaesr.esul twi Ino oicntpuarc.t s

B. Would the project result in the | oss of availability
site delineated on a | ocal general bNbahmpapecific pl

A revie®Waof Gavbadile€lyr Pgi o2h nvBRpz i ndi cated that the projec

an area that <cont ai®Tsh eargegfroergea,t et hree sporuorjceecst.6s | mpl ement a
a |l oss of availability to |l ocallyhéempesbtantemi apdamat e
wi || be utilized for th&€UPommemneatihomoadf ithlted uplro poy e dne
are consi der edAsr aa er eosru lutn,i gnuoe..i mpacts will occur

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURE S

The analysis of potenti al i mpacts related to mineral r
the proposed projectébés implementation. As a result, no
3.13 NoISE
Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant |
. mpact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

A. Would the project result in generation of a substantial
temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the

~
vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the n
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?
B. Would the project result in generation of excessiveground ﬁ

borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?

C. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or
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 peoplereside or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

N

64 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.

65 California Department of Conservation. San Gabriel Valley P-C Region Showing MRZ-2 Areas and Active Mine Operations.

ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dmg/pubs/sr/'SR_209/Plate%201.pdf.

66 |bid.
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ANALYSI| SEMOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A . Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? bLess Than Signi ficant

Noi se |l evels may be described using a number of methods
noi se. The most commonly used unit for measuring the
scale represents urhdke tlhbamesdan ibme thedr coby humans.

dB I n general, an increase of bet ween 3.0 dB and
represent the threshold for human sensitiewviet . ofn30i0ha
or |l ess are not generally perceptibléeNoticeperyens
associated with common, everyday-7&ot iswei tlieave | &r anaiyl lbles tc
using a number of methods designed to.evaluate the

The ambient noi se environment within the project
Nor wal k B &wExerveas used to conduct the noise measurements. The meter was performed

The

using a slow response setting, with an AAO0O weighting.

was five feet. A series of 100 discrete noise measurements were recorded ipne single location. A noise
study was conductedalong the east side of Norwalk Boulevard approximately 60 feet west of the project
s i swedlern property line. The measurements were taken on a Friday morning at 9:15AM. The results of
the survey are summarized in Table 36. The median ambient exterior noise level (Lso) was 68.3 dBA at
the measurement location. The Lso represents the noise level that is exceeded 50% of the time (half the
time the noise level exceeds this level and half the time the noise level is less than this level). As shown in
Table 3-6, the average ambient noise levels were8.67 dBA within the measurement locations.

Table 3 -6 Noise Measurement Results

Noise Metric No'i\lsoervl;z}/ke IB(I(\j/EA)
L350 (Noise levels <50% of time) 68.3 dBA
L75(Noise levels <75% of time) 69.5dBA
L% (Noise levels <90% of time) 711dBA
L9 (Noise levels <99% of time) 72.7dBA
Lmin (Minimum Noise Level) 52.7dBA
Lmax (Maximum Noise Level) 81.8dBA
Average Noise Level 68.67 dBA

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning.

67 Bugliarello, et. al. The Impact of Noise Pollution, Chapter 127, 1975.

INITIAL STUDY D MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION PAGE 59



CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS D M ITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND
UNIVERSAL W ASTE SYSTEMS , INC., MATERIAL RECOVERY FAcCILITY D 9016 NORWALK BOULEVARD

INITIAL STUDY

dB Levels

; 97
Discomfort %

85

80

75

70

65

60

55

Range of 50

Typical 45
Noise 40

Levels 35
30

25

20

ﬁ 15

Threshold 10
of 5
Hearing 0

sonic boom

jet take off at 200 ft.

music in night club interior
motorcycle at 20 ft.
power mower

freight train at 50 ft.
food blender

electric mixer, light rail train horn
portable fan, roadway traffic at 50 ft.
dishwasher, air conditioner

normal conversation
refrigerator, light traffic at 100 ft.

library interior (quiet study area)

rustling leaves

EXHIBIT 3-7TYPICAL NOISE LEVELS

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning
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Typical noise levels 50

70 80

-ft. from source

90

100

Earth Moving
Equipment

Compactors (Rollers)

Front Loaders

Backhoes

Tractors

Scrapers, Graders

Pavers

Trucks

Equipment Powered by Internal
Combustion Engines

Materials
Handling
Equipment

Concrete Mixers

Concrete Pumps

Cranes (Movable)

Cranes (Derrick)

Stationary

Equipment

Pumps

Generators

Compressors

Pneumatic Wrenches

Impact
Equipment Jack Hammers
Pile Drivers
Other Vibrators
Equipment -

EXHIBIT 3-8 TYPICAL CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning
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As indicat ebd, itnheT aabmbel e3nt noi se environment within and
a site located next to a major arterial roadway al ong ¢
not considered tol dred ahes®egxessengi nbvee | evels within

are below the 70 dBA t hr eshol dsinditated in the prdjeet descrigtondust r i al
operation of the treatment system will be fully enclosed within a new concrete tilt-up building. Gener all
access to the building will be provided on the northwes
building wild.l buep pdrooovrisd efdorbyacrcoedsls t o equi pment and ot |
si des of tlimigng dnypotental engronmental impact on the treatment system operations. The

design of the project and operational features will reduce the potential operational noise impacts. As a

result, the impacts will be less than significant.

B.Woul d the pr oderetion af exsessivé grounaborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?bLess Than Significant | mpact.

There are no noise sensitive receptors located immediately adjacent to the project site (refer to Exhibit 3-

14). As indicated in the previous section, the proposed use is permitted under the applicable General Plan

and Zoning designations with a CUP. Noiseas soci ated with the proposed projec
traffic noise from the trucks traveling to and from the site, noise from on -site equipment loading and

unloading the trucks, machinery noise associated with the sorting and baling of materials, and

miscellaneous stationary noise from machinery. The majority of the activities (and noise) will occur within

the enclosed buildings. The exception will be the trucks maneuvering within the site as part of the loading

and unloading activities. Truck back-up alarms, hydraulic motors from forklifts, and lot sweeping

equipment will continue to be audible during the day -time peak activity period. The noise from the back-

up alarms, forklifts, and lot sweeping equipment in the yard area will be attenuated by the surrounding

buil dings and the distance to any noise sensitive rec

audi bl e impact on a sensitive receptor, a Aline of sic¢
distance between the noise source and the receptor. The majority of the loading and unloading activities

would continue to occur during the daytime periods. After -hour activities during the night -time and early

morning periods would largely be limited to general maintenanceandcl eani ng. The facilityo6s

be required to conform to t heAs&resultyr snpatts wosléocamo nt r ol req.

Table 3-7 summarizes the levels of vibration and the usual effect on people and buildings. The U.S.
Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) has guidelines for vibration levels from construction related to
their activities and recommends that the maximum peak-particle -velocity levels remain below 0.05 inches
per secondat the neareststructures. Vibration levelsabove0.5 inches per secondhavethe potential to cause
architectural damageto normal dwellings. The U.S.DOT also statesthat vibration levelsabove0.015inches
per second (in/sec) are sometimes perceptible to people, and the level at which vibration becomes an
irritation to people is 0.64 inches per second. Typical levels from vibration generally do not have the
potential for any structural damage. Some construction activities, such as pile driving and blasting, can
produce vibration levels that may have the potential to damage some vibration sensitive structures if
performed within 50 to 100 feet of the structure. In this instance, no pile driving will be used. The reason
that normal construction vibration does not result in structural damage has to do with several issues,
including the frequency vibration and magnitude of construction related vibration.
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Table 3 -7 Common Effects of Construction Vibration

Peak Particle
Velocity (in/sec)

Effects on Humans

Effects on Buildings

<0.005 Imperceptible

No effect on buildings

0.005 to 0.015 Barely perceptible

No effect on buildings

Level at which continuous vibrations begin to annoy

0.02to 0.05 occupants of nearby buildings No effect on buildings
011005 Vibrations considered unacceptable for persons Minimal potential for damage to weak or
' ' exposed to continuous or long-term vibration. sensitive structures
Vibrations considered bothersome by most Thre_shold atwhich there 'S a.”Sk Of.
. . architectural damage to buildings with
0.5t01.0 people, however tolerable if short-term in -
plastered ceilings and walls.
length
>3.0 Vibration is unpleasant Potential for architectural damage and

possible minor structural damage

Source: U.S. Department of Transportation

Unlike earthquakes, which produce vibration at very low frequencies and have a high potential for
structural damage, most construction vibration is in the mid - to upper- frequency range, and therefore has
a lower potential for structural damage. The operati o n
fully enclosed within the existing concrete tilt -up building s. As a result, the ground vibration impacts will

be less than significant.

of

t h e equiprogntevidl tontisuie toeb@ s

C . For a project located within the vicinity of a n airport or 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 peoplereside or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?bNo | mpac t
Th&WS facsl noy | ocated within two miles of an operat.i
|l ocated approximately 7.9 miles to the southeast of
approxi mately 11.5 mi |l es souShveashtr i ef V b kil spy lodAceatpeodsti
approximately 8.9 miles to the north of the site. The
miles to the sout hwest Finally, the Los Angel@es8Ilnter
miles to tHhAsnar rewes twi Ino oicnecpuarc.t s

MI TI GATIMEMASURE S

The analysis of potential noise impacts indicated that no significant adverse impacts would result

from the

required.

proposed

projectds

construction and

68 United States Geological Survey. TerraServer USA.The National Map i Santa Fe Springs, California. July 1, 1979
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3.14 POPULATION AND H OUSING

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact with Impact P
Mitigation

A. Would the project induce substantial unplanned population
growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new ﬁ
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
B. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing ~
people or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement n
housing elsewhere?

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A.Woul dpt bgmdece substantial unplanned 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)? bLess Than Significant | mpact

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v
current 1,500 tons per cdhaayn g(eT PtDh)e tfoa c2i,15i0t0y 6TsP [h,o utros of o
parking modification.buinl daidndgi twiolnl, baen rmexdisftiiendJ t o acco

t hat wi || be required to process and Newyecid ganircgawa st
processing equi pment wi || b&, 5i0Ms tsad Ueefrde bidnieled p p g o xfi Bwa t
approxidmnaded ysqohrkl 6eetarea for bal el hset erxd g i wmigl |1UWSe fre
i s |l ocated at 9 0 1 6° Ghwth-imduting impacts bre gyeameratly associated with the

provision of urban services to an undeveloped or rural area. Any potential population growth will be indirect

and will result from permanent employmentgrowth. The e mp |l pryoneedt i on I Gup&rg mi ni

empl oyeesi tasn)ddthe wel | within SCAG6s empSawmaentFepSpyeéeaoyg

As a result, the impacts w ould be less than significant.

B.Woul d t h edisplaceosubstantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? bNo | mpact .

Th&WS facicurrentby devel oped and z oNoe dh ofucsri nma ruwunfi a cst uw |
di spl aced by the N@irmpaoctesd rpalogteecd .t o housing displace
proposed project.As ampkemkntanbonmpacts will occur.

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURE S

The analysis of potenti al popul ation and housing i mpac
propadsUPd Amendapemrta@dwal | mpl e mewndt antoi om ti gati on measures a

69 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe SpringsApplication Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.
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3.15 PUBLIC SERVICES

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact with Impact p
Mitigation

A. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to ma intain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services: fire protection, police
protection, schools, parks or other public facilities?

N

ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL |IMPACTS

A. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associatedwith 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: fire protection, police protection, schools,parks or other public facilities? bLess than
Significant | mpact.

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v,
current 1,500 tons per cdhaayn g(eT PtDh)e tfoa c2i,15 0t0y 6TsP [h,o utros of o
parking modiafdidé¢ ati iomn. alnnexi sting building wil!/ be modi
t hat wi || be required to process and Newyail gamircgawa st
processing equi pment wi || b&, 5i0Ms tsad Ueefrde bidnieled p p g o xfi Bwa t

approxidmnaded ysqohrkl 6eetarea for bal el hset erxd g i wmigl |1UWSe fre

is | ocated at 901 Norwal k Boul evard
Fire Department

The Santa Fe Springs Fire-RescueDepartment provides fire prevention and emergency medical services
within the City. The department consists of three separate divisions: Operations, Fire Prevention, and
Environmental Protection. The Operations Division provides fire suppression, emergency medical
services (EMS), hazardous materials response, and urban search and rescue. The Fire Prevention Division
provides plan check, inspections, and public education. Finally, the Environmental Pro tection Division
is responsible for responding to emergencies involving hazardous materials. The Fire Department
operates from four stations: Station No. 1 (11300 Greenstone Avenue), Station No. 2 (8634 Dice Road),
Station No. 3 (15517 Carmenita Road), andStation No. 4 (11736 Telegraph Road). The first response
station to the site is station No. 2, located 0.32 miles to the northeast of the project site. The Fire
Department currently reviews all new development plans, and future development will be required to
conform to all fire protection and prevention requirements, including, but not limited to, building
setbacks and emergency acess and the project will adhere to all pertinent building are fire codes. The

70 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.
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proposed project will be subject to review and approval by the Santa Fe Springs Fire Rescue Department
to ensure that safety and fire prevention measures are incorporated into the project. As part of the project
review process, the Santa Fe Springs FireRescue Department will review the project and make
recommendations for fire protection services and fire flow rates. The Applicant and/or contractors must
adhere to all of the recommendations of the Santa Fe Springs FireRescue Department and the
Depar tsmemawi ew of the proposed projectds site and dev:
may include, but not be limited to, any required improvements to the water system ( e.g., additional
hydrants), building design, equipment turn -around areas, emergency setbacks, etc.All required
improvements would be provided at the expense of the Applicant. In addition, the proposed project must
comply with all applicable State and local codes and ordinances related to fire protection. In addition to
the aforementioned standard condition, the proposed project will not negatively impact fire protection
services because the project will be constructed in accordance with the most recent fire and building
codes.As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.

Police Protection

Law enforcement services are provided bythe Whittier Police Department who provide services to Santa
Fe Springs under contract. The Police Services Stationis located at 11576 Telegraph Roadwith the
exception of jailing and dispatch, this Department is responsible for management of all law enforcement
services within the City. The Department is staffed by both City personnel and officers of the Whittier
Police Department, who provide services to Santa Fe Springs under contract.The City of Santa Fe Springs
is divided into three law enforcement public service areas. Each area has a dedicated sergeant and a team
of officers and public safety officers. The three area policing teams constantly monitor crime trends,
problem locations and quality -of-life issues in their respective areas’*

The revised final site plan, elevations, building floor plans, and site circulation must be reviewed by the
Whittier Police Department to ensure it conforms to their operational requirements. In addition , the
primary potential security issues will be related to vandalism and potential burglaries during off -business
hours. The project Applicant must install security cameras throughout the storage facility. Adherence to
the aforementioned standard conditions and regulatory compliance measures will ensure that potential

impacts remain less than significant. As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.

Schools

Dueto the nature of the proposed project, no direct enroliment impacts regarding school serviceswill occur.
The proposed project will not directly increase demand for school services. In addition, the project
developer will be required to pay all required school development fees at the time of Building Permit
issuance. As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.

Parks

The proposed project does not involve recreational facilities or the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities. In addition, the proposed project would not result in any residential development
that would potentially significantly increase the demand for recreational facilities and services.There are
no park facilities that would be physically impacted by the proposed self-storage project. No parks are
located adjacent to the proposed project site with the closest park being Los Nietos Park located 0.66

71City of Santa Fe Springs.Police Services https://www.santafesprings.org/cityhall/police_services/default.asp
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miles to the southwest. As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.

Other Govern m ental Services

No new governmental serviceswill be needed,and the proposed project is not expectedto have any impact
on existing governmental services. The proposed project will not directly increase demand for

governmental services.As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis of potential public service impacts indicated that no impacts would result from the
proposed pr ojaadimpiesentatiorp sonowidtigation measures are required.

3.16 RECREATION

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant |
. mpact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
A. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that ﬁ
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?
B. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the ~
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might n
have an adverse physicakffect on the environment?
ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS
A.Would the project increase the use of existing neight
facilities such that substanti al physical detheri or at
Nol mpact
The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste

increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni

current 1,500 tons per cdhaayn g(eT PtDh)e tfoa c2i,15i 0tOy 6TsP Oh, 0 utros

parking modification. I n addition, an existing buil
t hat wi || be required to process and Newyail gamircgawa st
processing equi pment wi || b&, 5i0Ms tsad Ueefrde bidnieled p p g o xfi Bwa t

approxi3nad®ed ysqohrkel 6eetarea for bal el het eerxd ggd i wmigl IUWSe fre

is |l ocated at 90 1L8Nolaks oreelatkd r&ereationa fadilitied are located in the vicinity

of the project site. In addition,the proposed use would not result in any

increase the demand for puBAs ca praerka Ifitamepiwlicidtsioes uan d

72Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa Fe Springs Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.
73 City of SantaFe Springs. www.santafesprings.org/depts/parks/
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B.Would the project include recreational facilities
recreational facilities which might havéNan|amgpaertse

The proposed project doesnot involve recreational facilities or the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities. In addition, the proposed project would not result in any development that would potentially
significantly increase the demand for recreational facilities and services. As a result, there will be no impact .

MITIGATION M EASURES
The analysis of potential i mpacts related to parks and
result from the proposed projectds approval and i mplem

required.

3.17 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
. Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation
A. Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or ~
policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, n
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
B. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA ﬁ
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
C. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a ~
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous n
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
D. Would the project r esult in inadequate emergency access? ﬁ

ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A . Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? bLess Than Sipagtmi fi cant

The preopogedt is a request by Universal Waste Systems,
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v
current 1,500 tons per WaycliarPdPe tloe 2f 86001 TPYPdS hours ¢

parking modification. I n addition, an existing buildin
t hat wi || be required to process and Newyaeid ganoircg awa gt
pr ocesesgiun g ment wi || be i nst8al5100d siguafae pddaelidmaygelfyBo
approxi3nag®ed ysqofarkel 6eetarea for bal el het erxd g i wmigl |UWSBe fre
is located at 9018 Norwal k Boulevard
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Regional access to the site is provided by the San Gabriel River Freeway {605), which traverses the western
border of the City in a north -south direction, and the Santa Ana Freeway (I-5), which is situated in a
northwest-southeast orientation along the southern boundary of Santa Fe Springs. Major thoroughfares
surrounding the project site include Norwalk Boulevard and Pioneer Boulevard, both of which are oriented
in a north -south direction. Other major east-west oriented arterials surrounding the project site include
Slauson Avenue and Telegraph Road The UWS facility is located in an industrial area on the east side of
Norwalk Boulevard, between Perkins Avenue and Los Nietos Road. Primary vehicular access to the project
site is provided by two existing (unsignalized) driveways on Norwalk Boulevard. 7>

Traffic volumes expected to be generated by the proposed project were based upon rates per thousand
square feet of gross floor area. ITE Land Use Code 140 (Manufacturing), ITE Land Use Code 150
(Warehousing), and ITE Land Use Code 157 (High Cube Cold Storage Warehousejip generation average
rateswere used to forecast the traffic volumes expected to be generated by the proposed project.

The proposed project will require 62 employees will be onsite during each shift. The proposed project is

expectedto generate 15 vehicle trips during the weekday AM peak hour. During the weekday PM peak

hour, the proposed project is expectedto generate 14 vehicle trips. Over a 24-hour period, the proposed

project is forecast to generate 204 daily trip ends during a typical weekday. These trips include both

employees andtruck drivers that will deliver chemical supplies on a oncea-month basis. The traffic

volumes would be far less than the potential traffic volumes for other types of commercial and industrial

land usesand development that would otherwise be permitted underthe Ci t y6s Zoning Ordinanc
property. As a result, the potential impacts are less than significant.

B. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
b Less Than Significant Impact.

It is important to note that the project is an dinfildl
combating the release of GHG emi ssions. I nf il develo
reduction in Vehicl e nMiel etsheTrparvoejleecdt (iVsMTQomssii stent wit
sustainable growth objectives identifi®&ldnfiinl it hédeBSelaodpde
reduces VMT by recycling existing undeveloped or wunder
areas. When devel opment is |l ocated in a more rural S €
empl oyees, patmdnrsesivdernttsoormay ahave to travel farther
|l ocated a significant distance from employment, entert:
di stance is reduced when devel opment nits leot¢tatre¢di nment |
popul ation centers tend to be set in more established
The State of California Governords Office of Planning

CEQA guidelines in November 2017 and an accompanying technical advisory guidance was finalized in
December 2018 (OPR Technical Advisory) that amends the Appendix G question for transportation impacts
to delete reference to vehicle delay and level of service andnstead refer to Section 15064.3, subdivision
(b)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines asking if the project will result in a substantial increase in Vehicles Miles
Traveled (VMT). For the purpose of environmental review under CEQA, the City of Santa FeSprings has
established criteria for transportation impacts based on V ehiclesMiles Traveled (VMT) for land use projects

75 Arch Beach Consulting. Traffic Impact Analysis, Universal Waste Systems Material Recovery Facility (MRF) and Transfer Station
(TS) 1,500 tons per day. City of Santa Fe Springs, California February 13, 2014

76 California Strategic Growth Council. https://sgc.ca.gov/
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and plans which is generally consistent with the recommendations provided by OPR in the Technical

Advisory. Public agencies traditionally have set certain thresholds to determine whether a project requires

detailed transportation analysis or if it could be assumed to have less than significant environmental

impacts without additional study. Consistent with the O PR&é6s Techni c al A dSantes Feer vy , t he
Springs has determined the following screening criteria for certain land development projects that may be

presumedto result in a less than significant VMT impact:

b Projects that result in a net increase of 110 or less daily vehiclérips;

b Projects located in a High-Quality Transit Area (i.e., within half -mile distance of an existing rail
transit station or located within half -mile of existing bus service with a frequency of service interval
of 15 minutes orless during morning and evening peakhours);

b Project is locally serving retail (less than 50,000 square feet), including gas stations, banks,
restaurants, shopping center;

Local-serving community colleges,K-12schools,local parks, daycare centers, etc.;
Residential projects with 100 percent affordable housing;

Community institutions project (public library, fire station, local government);
Local-serving hotels (e.g., non-destination hotels);

Local-serving assemblyuses(placesof worship, community organizations);

Public parking garages and parkinglots;

ot o ©o © © o o

Assisted living or senior housing projects; and,
b Affordable, supportive, or transitional housing projects.

Proposed projects are not required to satisfy all of the screening criteria in order to screen out of further

VMT analysis; satisfaction of at least one criterion is sufficient for screening purposes. New or gani ¢ wast
processing equi pment wi || b&, 5i0Ms tsad Ueefrde bidnieled p p g o xfi Bwa t
approxidna3®d ysqaar &l 6eretarea for bal eThesefore rthe greposed | | be
project satisfies the criteria to be considered a local serving use and is screened out from further VMT

analysis asit is presumed to causelessthan significant transportation impacts. No further VMT analysis is

required for the proposed project. Ther ef or e, the potenti al i mpact s ar e
significant.

C. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? bLess t han Si gn9fi
| mpact .

Primary vehicul ar aertismwede ptrd e dewwady wdd dtvleavtaypr ovi de
access to the e®&89oul eMaendxfi mbonrewnd Ick es (passenger <car e
enter the site during the peak hour throwegdtytimakidngvew

a ritghtn movTéhmesntl ow vol ume of traffic is matreextxpacect ag s
or Il ong queues. Adequate sight distance is available f
Boul eprard. tdeulitmpacts will be | ess than significant

D. Woul d t h eesuytiniadequdte emergency acces?bNo | mpact .
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project would not affect

or par celAsa bree U lots,eminldl oi. rmgysaufitfti c

MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis determinedaméehdmenthewpuloggorett C&PuUI
i mpacts requiring mitigation. However, the foll
tom the proposed project

Mitigation Measure No. 16 (Traffic Impacts). Southbound project truck traffic on Norwalk Boulevard
will not be permitted to make left turns across Norwalk Boulevard onto the site . The operators will
provide designated routes for ingress and egress to the facility to all truck drivers.

Mitigation Measure No. 17(Traffic Impacts). Left-turn exits from the facility onto Norwalk Boulevard
will be prohibited. Signage must be posted at the project driveways indicating left turns are prohibited.

Mitigation Measure No. 18 (Traffic Impacts). No truck parking or idling will be permitted in the
Norwalk Boulevard public right -of-way. No on-street parking will be permitted on the Norwalk
Boulevard frontage.

Mitigation Measure No. 19 (Traffic Impacts). The landscaping and any signage must be installed and
maintained in such a manner so as not to obstruct the line of sight of vehicles exiting the facility onto

Norwalk Boulevard .

3.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Environmental Issue Areas Examined

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public
Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the
size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is
listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of H istorical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined
in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?

N

B. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public
Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the
size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is a
resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
Section 5024.1? In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c)
of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

- 1
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ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that
is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or dject with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 50201(k)?bLess Than Si g miiftihc avhitt ilgnapta cotn

The proposed project is a request by Universal Waste S\
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v,
current 1,500 tons per cdhaayn g(eT PtDh)e tfoa c2i,15 0t0y 6TsP Ch,o utros of o
parking modification. I n addimediofmi,edant @exacdcodommo dbatid dmn @
t hat wi || be required to process and NewyaHd gamircgawagst
processing equi pment wi || b&, 5i0Ms tsad Ueefrde bidnieled p p g o xfi Bwa t

approxidmadd ysqofhrkel 6eetarea for bal el hset erxd g i wmigl |1UWSe fre

is | ocated at 901% Norwal k Boul evard

A Tribal Resource is defined in the State of California Public Resources Code Section 21074 and includes
the following:

b Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe that are either of the following: included or determined to be
eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resourcesor included in alocal register
of historical resourcesasdefined in subdivision (k) of Section 5020.1.

b Aresourcedetermined by the lead agency,in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria setforth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1. In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this paragraph, the lead
agencyshall consider the significance of the resourceto a California Native American tribe.

b A cultural landscape that meets the criteria of subdivision (a) is a tribal cultural resource to the
extent that the landscapeis geographically defined in terms of the size and scopeof the landscape.

b A historical resource described in Section 21084.1, a unique archaeological resource as defined in
subdivision (g) of Section 21083.2, or a i n eunique archaeological r e s 0 uas defirted in
subdivision (h) of Section 21083.2 may also be a tribal cultural resource if it conforms with the
criteria of subdivision (a).

The project site is located within the cultural area that was formerly occupied by the Gabrielefio-Tongva
Nation. The project site is locatedwithin an urbanized areaof the city that hasbeendisturbed due to past
developmentand there is a limited likelihood that artifacts will be encountered duri ng t he
development. In addition, the project area is not located within an area that is typically associated with
habitation sites, foraging areas, ceremonial sites, or burials. The following mitigation is required due to

the potential for disturbance of tribal cultural resou rces:

77 Universal Waste Systems, LLC. CUP Application(for the) City of Santa Fe Springs. City of Santa FeSprings Application Package
for Conditional Use Permit 733 Amendment. No Date 2022 Attached Justification Documentation.
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b  The project Applicant will be required to obtain the services of a qualified Native American
Monitor(s) during construction -related ground disturbance activities. Ground disturbance is
defined by the Tribal Representatives from the Gabrielefio-Tongva Nation as activities that
include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, pot - holing or auguring, boring, grading,
excavation, and trenching, within the project area. The monitor(s) must be approved by the
tribal representatives and will be present on-site during the construction phases that involve
any ground-disturbing activities.

B . Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that
is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is a resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to crit eria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? In applying the criteria set forth
in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Nativ e Americantribe. b L&&sn Si gni fi cant

As previously mentioned, the project site is located within the cultural area that was formally occupied by
the Gabrielefio-Tongva Nation and it was determined that the site may be situated in an area of high
archaeological significance. However, the project site is located within an urbanized area of the city that
has been disturbed due to past development and there is a limited likelihood that artifacts will be

encountered. The grading and excavation will involve the installation of the new building footings and

utility connections. In addition, the project areais not located within an areathat is typically associated
with habitation sites, foraging areas, ceremonial sites, or burials. Nevertheless, the previous mitigation
provided in Section 3.18.2.A above, the tribal cultural impacts will be reduced to levels that are considered
to be less thansignificant.

M ITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis of tribal cultural resources indicated that no significant impacts would result with the
implementation of the following mitigation measure.

Mitigation Measure No. 20 (Tribal/Cultural Resources). The project Applicant will be required
to obtain the services of a qualified Native American Monitor(s) during construction -related
ground disturbance activities. Ground disturbance is defined by the Tribal Representatives from
the Gabrielefio-TongvaNation as activities that include, but are not limited to, pavement removal,
pot- holing or auguring, boring, grading, excavation, and trenching, within the project area. The
monitor(s) must be approved by the tribal representatives and will be present on-site during the
construction phases that involve any ground-disturbing activities.
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3.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Environmental Issue Areas Examined

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact
with

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Mitigation

A. Would the project require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of
which could cause significant environmental effects?

N

B. Would the project h ave sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development ﬁ
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

C. Would the project r esult in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve
addition to the providerds exi

N

D. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or
local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure,
or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

N

E. Would the project comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

N

ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A . Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects? bL e s s
than Significant | mpact

The City of Santa Fe Springs is |l ocated within the
Counflye nearest wastewater treatment plant to Sant a
Pl ant (WRP) | ocEhe kod Coyotes \BRPrig locater sat. 16515 Piuma Avenue in the City of
Cerritos and occupies 34 acres at the northwest junction of the San Gabriel River (F605) and the Artesia
(SR-91) Freeways. The plant was placed in operation on May 25, 950, and initially had a capacity of 12.5

million gallons per day and consisted of primary treatment and secondary treatment with activated sludge .

The Los Coyotes WRP provides primary, secondary and tertiary treatment for 37.5 million gallons of
wastewater per day. The plant serves a population of approximately 370,000 people. Over 5 million gallons

per day of the reclaimed water is reused at over 270 reuse sites. Reuse includes landscape irrigation of
schools, golf courses, parks, nurseries, and greenbelts; and industrial use at local companies for carpet dying

and concrete mixing. The remainder of the effluent is discharged to the San Gabriel River. Tr eat e d
wastewater is disd ndrectceanwdywerd cthd otrien Paci fic
pump stations from the two | argest Sanitation Distri
Creek WRP in Whittier and °LTchse Qooyso tCeosy OWRPs
37.5 million gallons per day (mgd) and clnaddigon, thé y
new plumbing fixtures that will be installed will consist of water conserving fixtures as is required by the
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current City Code requirements. No new or expanded sewage and/or water treatment facilities will be
required to accommodate the proposed project As a result, the i mpacts would be

B.Woul d t he ave sufficientt waterhsupplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? bLess Than Signi fi
|l mpact .

As indicated previously, the proposedl1pPr @asd8dtohhs. @etri mMat
The water consumption rate for bot BQytahlel opnrso cpeesrs idnagy apreera

fo&#tThe future water consumption wil!/l be similar to tha
wat er used wil/l be |l argely related to the misting equ
mai ntenance, and pot ablseAswaat erre swsletd btyh ee npprlog yeecet wat er
not | ikely to exceed current JlAesved sr esnud tno tihnep aicnmpsa catrse

than significant.

Table 3 -9 Water Consumption (gals/day)

Use Unit Factor Consumption
Manufacturing 64,178sq. ft. 0.30 gals/day/sq. ft 19,253 gals/day
Total Consumption 19,253 gals/day

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning.

C.Would the project result in a determination by the wa
serve the project that it has inadequate capacity to
tohe providerods exbbeéesangTohamms&i goent s@ant | mpact .

The proposed projectoslesambdoad. Tihair Ipy @gfofslewde mptr oijsect 6s

water consumpPt2isénl Wohk.Abei ndlayated previously, all of
t hat wi || be installed wild.l consi st of wat er conser vi
requi r eAsamsuls no sewage and/or water treatment facilities will be required to accommodate the

proposed project As a result, the impacts would be |l ess than si

D. Would the project g enerate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? b No
| mpact .

As previously indicated, Table 3-9 indicates the water consumption estimated for the proposed project. The
proposed project is projected to consume approximately 4,498 gallons of water on a daily basis. The existing

water supply facilities can accommodate this additional demand. As a result, the impacts are considered to

be less thansignificant. Table 3-10indicates the solid waste generation for the proposed project No i mpact
would result.

78 Derived from Orange County Sanitation District rates.
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Table 3 -10 Solid Waste Generation (pounds/day)

Use Unit

Factor

Generation

Manufacturing 64,178sq. ft.

8.93 Ibs./day/1,000 sq. ft.

573Ibs./day

Total Generation

573Ibs./day

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning.

E. Woul d
bLess

t he
t han

project
Significant

comply with

| mpact

feder al ,

stat e,

The State of California
proposed project, i f
woul d be I ess than signif
M ITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis of utilitie

proposed

3.20 W ILDFIRE

has

i cant

s i

establi
i mpl emented,

Wi

mpacts i
pr ojaencdt 6ismpal pepmmeovsaalai omsul t |

shed a
|Als

ndi

no. mi-t

cated

and

75%h&8t at ewi

that
gati on

Environmental Issue Areas Examined

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

A. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project
substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

N

B. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project
due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant
concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?

N

C. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project
require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk
or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?

N

D. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project
expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of
runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

N
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ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A . If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuationplan?® No | mpact .

The proposed emruejsdctbyi dJnd ver sal Waste Systems, I|Inc. (U
increase the processing capacity of the existing Uni v,
current 1,500 tons pe;stodacyha(fiTgReDi)l hteoy 62s, 5h0O00u rTsPDof oper at i

parking modnfaddit ban, an existing building wild.l be mo
t hat wi || be required to process and NewyaecHl @ganircgawa st
processing equi pment wi || b&, 5i0Ms tsad Ueefrde bidnieled p p g o xfi Ba t
approxi3nad®ed ysqohrkel 6eetarea for bal el het cerxd g i wmigl IUWSBe fre
is |l ocated at 9016 Norwal k Boulevard

Thexisting WLbWXYhtkeacrbunhdi ng areas is |l ocated in an urbal
would not result in a closure or alteration of any exi !
would be important i.AsthRherewvent ,ofnoa i wipladftisr evi | | occur

B . If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks,
and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire? b No | mpact .

The UWS facility is located on relatively flat land. Furthermore, the site and the adjacent properties are

urbanized and there are no native or natural vegetation found within the project area. The project site is

not located in any fire hazard severity zone (refer to Exhibit 3 -9). The proposed project will not be exposed

to certain criteria pollutant emi ssions genemareed by w
than 3 miles, to the nearestfire hazard severity zones. The potential impacts would not be exclusive to the

project site since criteria pollutant emissions from wildla nd fires may affect the entire city as well as the

surrounding cities and unincorporated county areas . As a result, no impacts will occur .

C . If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? b No | mpact .

The UWS facility is not located in any fire hazard severity zone.There is no risk of wildlife within the project
site or surrounding area given the project sitebs dist
event. The project will be constructed in compliance with the current Building Code and the Fire

Departmentds recommendati ons an.dsaweésult] nompacts wellxoecarer bat e wi
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EXHIBIT 3-9 FIRE HAZARD SAFETY ZONE

Source: CALFire
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