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Notice of Determination 
To: 
[!] Office of Planning and Research 

U.S. Mall: Street Address: 
P.O. B0x3044 1400Tenth St.,. Rm 113 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Sacramento, CA 95814 

[!] County Clerk · 
County of: Orange 
Address: "'60"'1"N""'E:"R"'o"'ss""S"'t', "'S"'an"'ta""M"'a..-,7C.,An9"'2n1"'oor1 -

Appendix 0 

From: 
Public Agency: Orange County Waste & Recycl 
Address: 601 N. Ross Street,5th Floor 

Santa Ana, CA 92701 
Contact: Leila Barker, CEQA & Habitat Managet 
Phone: (714) 834-4013 

Lead Agency (if different from above): 

Contact:. ____________ _ 
Phone:. ____________ _ 

SUBJECT: Fiiing of Notiee of Determination In i:ompllance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public 
Resources Code. 

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearln11house):""2""Q04""-"0--'1-"1.0'-'5--'5 _______ _ 

Project Tille: Addendum No. 10 to Final EIR 588 Regional Landfill Options for Orange County Strategic 

Project Applicant: ""'O""'C"""'"W""R"'-----------------------­
Project Location (Include eounty): Olinda Alpha Landfill, 1942 Valencia Ave, Brea, Orange County, CA 9l 

Project Description·: . 
Proposed Addendum No.1 O to Final EIR 588 evaluates the Final Closure and Post-Clqsure Maintenance 
. Plan (FCPMP) for the Olinda Alpha hmdfili. The FCPMP evaluates the full closure sequence, an 
anticipated post-closure settlement P.erlc1d of five years, delivery of final cover materials, final closure · 
construction and pos)-closure malntenan·ce, that was analyzed In the Final EIR 588. The FCPCMP Is 
being prepared to establish the basis for the proper level of funding lo perform flnal qlosure and provide. 
post-closure malnten}lnoe for the OAL In perpetuity. The prolect Is within the previously approved lanaflll 

This Is to advise that the OCWR . has approved the above 
(~ Lead Agency or D Responsible Agency} 

described project on ---;-;-..,..-,--- and has made the following determinations regarding the above 
(date) 

described project. 

1. The project !D will Iii will not] have a slgnttlcant effect on the environment. 
2. Iii An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 

0 A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pu,rsuant to the provisions of CEQA. 
3. Mitigation measures ,!Iii were 0 were r\ot] ·made a conditi.on of the approval of tlie project. 
4: A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [Iii was D was not] adopted for this project. 
5. A statement of Overriding Considerations !Iii was [J was not] adopted for this project. 
6. Findings [Iii were 0 were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEOA. 

This Is to certify that the .final EIR with com nt nd responses and record of project approval, or the 
negative Declaration, Is available to the G eral ubllc at: 

A co of Addendum No. 1 and Final R 58 are on file and ma be examined at OCWR, 601 N. Roe 

Signature (Public Agency): -+-"=~------'==-----Title: CEQNHabltat Manager 

bate: '!J. /-=i I '24 Date Received for tiiifi t 1,'!'E--fl-D--1-----
Authority cited: Sections 21083, Public Resources Code. 
Reference Section 21000-21174, Public Resources Code. 

JUL 0 7 2026 
Revised 2011 

HUGH NGUYEN, CLERl<-RECORDER 
BY:. ___ _.~_.."-____ .DEPUTY 



t;:xempfper.Govt. Code Sectlon.6103 

. ' 

~~.. NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 
10: ~OUN.Tf CLERK COUNTY OF ORANGE -f' .0 111 o~ Sent.10:0P.R? .Yes . 

If yes, SCH Number: 2004011055 

FROM; County of Orange Integrated Waste Management Dept. .. 320 N. Flower SfreeL ·suite 400 Santa Ana, ·cA- 92703 

. . 
SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Deterfl)lnation in Compliance Wllb Sectlon 21108 or 2j 162"of ttie Publlq Resources Code 

Pro]e'Qt TiUl;l: -RELOQC strategipPlan-- Olinda Al~ha· Landfill DOGUment Np. OEQA Log # 432 
11:11plementation · . 

" . . 
Ty~ of J:nvlronmimtaflldcument (ND, ACldenaum, EIR, E\c.) 
'EIR 58$ • " , 

Prelll(!usly Certified or adopted? No 
. If Yes, (late: 

Projeoi f:>ropom;n,f or AppUe11~t; :County of Orange l'rttegratecfWas\e Managemeht Department (iWMD), 320 N, Flower 
. Street, Suite 400 sa~ Ana, GA. 9~70!1 · . . 
Contaet Person: John J. Arnau Teleph9ne; (7t4)- $34-4107 · 

P.rojec! location: Olinda Alpha Landflll-19.42 N. Valenpla Avenue, Brea; CA 92823 
. -

.. 
· Pl'i>Je.QI Dei;criptlofi: 
The pl'Qp0sed pf'9Jel;t loclu~_es a vertical and hotlz0ntal ij~p'an'Sion of tf'rii Olinda Alpha Landfill entirely .within the existing 
l!lh'(lfill (:!rop,erty bpundary, The prQposed. expansion woµld el«~nd thEr\l!e of thi!> landfill frorn its perrni!t6d ·closure t!ate of 
2013 to approidmaieiy ?021. The~ p,roposed piO]ect .would .not ~u11·1n an increase to i!ilh11r the maximum <laily permitted. 
tonna911.o.r-th7 iinnual average d1;1ily tonnage limits for this 111ndflll. · 

l'jotl~ la hereby glv~n _tha( tho·C~ynty Of Qrah9.e as a. 181. l;tla~ Agonii/' has n1acie th~ .follQWlng detetmlnaUon on· the above-desorlb~d: project. 

0 Rl>!lponslble Agency . . f ! l E D 
1. Tfie project was apj)toved bY 9q!nae eouniy Boald!I!( Sulljlpiisgrs on Am1111.-2001 

(Oate) 

2. The project 181 will have a si9nlflCllot ~ff<!Cl.on. till' O,nvlronment. 
0 will.not hav ... slgnlficant.offOct on ibe environment. 

181 An Environmental lll)pact.Report was prepated for th!S project porsuantto the proviolor\o. of CEOA. ify · 
O A Negative Oetlaratlon was prepared for tfila project pursuant to tho· provisions of'QE;QA. 

3; Ml\lgatlon Measure• 181 wera inco'!Jlonitod. Into the· project through ¢Qndttlons of approval aild P.•i>Ject design. 
· · 0 ·ive!<' not required. 

4. For mis ·project a Statement of O.ven1ding Considerations wa~ · 181 adopted. 
· · D n~t adopted, 

APR 1 7 2007 

FILE.D 
JUL 0 7 2026 

. 

5. F.litdlngs -181 wale ~· pu\suaDt'to ~IEOA. Guidelines 1$09) ($tilteriient Of Facts.rid Flndln_gs). - . HUGH ~EJ!.!. CLERK-RECORDER 
. Q we«! not . . . , · ·. BY: !f-'V DEPUlV 

5, A copy of the Final EIR..and the recoid of the.·proJe'<:t approval ls M·fi1 .... nd may be eilamlned•at Iha Integrated 0'a";ie Management Department, 
Managemehl Sllrvlc .. , 320 N. Flower, Sulte:400. Santa Ali&, CA ~703, ptione: (714) 834-11107. · 

Date:. 

Fish ana·Gamo. Fee Flndln'ij:. · No JrJipact 

O:\Manag~ment 5'ervl®<iEnv l>!annl.ng\CEQA\NODINOJ;>-432.dqq 

\ll~n,ture:~ 
Title: Adrr1in!Strat1ve· M~nager I . ·" 

ND·$1'8QO 

R.ecorded in Ofllc.ial R•c<lrds, Orang• ·co11nty 
To.m Paly, Qler~•~ecorder · · -

IRlll illl llm Ill lllll llHll llmlm ll~IJ~llllllD Ill! 2 500.00 
2001a5oooa7a 11J1am '04t17L07 

$014ZD2 ... 

POSTED 
, APR 1 7 1007 

'iOM oA.LV;cl~AK·RECOAOEA 
81A\ • ····-



STATE OF CALIFORNIA- THE RESOURCES AGENcY 
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND·GAME 
ENVlRONMENTAL FILING. FEE CASH RECEIPT 

) 312704 

--~~~ -'l\qlo4 eoUnty/StateAgencyofRnn;~;; A , =:; · =u;C ~entNo.'2DllJ?.\5oDD;m 
ProjectTitle: 'f5:l1Loo6 $frnf-G0'G ~i~ 0\l)l!d&< -Alpha ! tl.nAJ} ti \Mplwiw+rlwvi 

.Q 
w 

. ProjectAp.pHcantName: \V'Stll~ ~= ht;jtML0 \)~AA'~~A ± 
ProJectApplicantAdd"'5S: . . • · .( . Sen.\? DO • 

....J 
~ 

u.. 
Clly ~iai&k AiN\ State..fl1:._ZipCode q ?..101' . PhqneNumber: QtLJ )2i?i4-Y ID"] 

Project Applicant (check appropriate boX): 

'¢Local Public Agency 0 Scl)ool District D Other Special District 0 Stat" Agency 0 Private Entity 

Check AppUqabJe fees· 

J2f'Environt'nentaHmpact Rej:>ort 

O Negative Declaration 

~~$2500.00 $ 'Z;?OD·'OD 

o· Apptication Fee Wafer Diversion (state Water Resources Conlrol Boaul Only) 

D. Projects Subject to Certified Regulatory .Programs 

'Eif!c?uiity A.Qmtnlstrative Fee 

1%1 P;cijeot tllat is exemplfrotn fees ~ lo \.O? . 
0 Notice of Ei<emp)iop 

"D DFG No Effect Detannlhatlon (Form Attached) . 

$1800.00 $ -----­

$850.00 $ ------

$850:00 $ --..,.---
s.oeefo s _¢,__ __ _ 

$ 1.E;<50- 'N 

Signature and.;_e of person receivini;i:payment: ~ ./\ ...(\. 6- · - _ . 
\AJHITE-PR0JECTAPPUCtiNT YE!.LOW.OFGI. . P,!NK-LEAOAGENCY GOlDeNROD-COUNTYCLERK . 

• ~ ~TALRECBVED 

DFG753..5a.(R!& 1107) 

.. 

e;J 
0 

8 
~ 
>-

~ = 
~~ 
.~Q 

"":c 0:: 0 
Cl.t-· 

m. 
§ ~ 
o e 
8e'~ 
b~w 
0,-;+.> °"' .. CJ) ,.... "' 
§-r-:t-3 
·-t'-"'CI '!t]',g_re 
N N "" .. ..... f ......... !.... ,_,,,... "" 
'Ci or-I Ql +.-' c·"":,+-' a 

•.-! ...::!" £: o;i 
li.,.Q_}-l'Q 

~ 

o· 
°' 

,... i M 
<: I 
::S I 
OI 
=1 

l 
l 

..... 

~ 
I-! 

> 
(5 

I CD 
or .t e 
~ t fCi 
+-' I NCD 
•-+-I 0 

. I- l No<:'i~ 
" 1 '-
ffi I iii;~ 

.. ~I 0 
.:::10 
::> I • 
a 1 oe e J',O·fl:i 
<I: I '° IN..-1 

·I r-1 
1-·m "• 
I .C':-·T"""'I 
f ~·M 
10 
10-0 
I'-OCD 

0 l lD"t::I 
r-,f I ,CO L 

I t-'- 0 
..... IOU s::: 1 0 Ol 
~ -l· C":JO! 

.......... l ........ 'Ill' 

..... I. ;-!J-1- ;;>:: 

=s I ·#··OJ 
G.l I £...l E 
O I O .. ...-t 
Q. J Q)-

l8 
I • 
I 0 
10 
I LO ,....., 
I 
I 

:) 
I 
I 
I 

ii 
! 
I ·-S, 
I <ct I .._, 

j~ 

...... 
"' a e 
<I: 

I 0 
I C> 
I . • 
10 
I 0 

1~ 
I 
I 

I 
. Cl J Ol 

.Q. I CD< 
>; I 1-
}- I 10• 

I ..<:: 
-1.-' I U 
,ffi I· m 
E 1 00 
>. J ,::s 
g: t ~ 

..... 
0. 
~03:.m 
LI !... 

"' CJ ""'u 
:::; "' ~.~.a:! 

.= '­
~·t- ::l'. 
.::: .0 
l(;.t-~>­
.c •-:I 
,_"'"-..... o &u.... 

I 
-.< 
0.. 

"' w 
Ill i 
0 

= fi:l 
"' = "' C'>J "' "' ,..._ !:i = 0 

_, ffi· 
:::> ,...-
--. 5 z 

::c 
g 
::c J 

"' 



. Docuslgn Envelope.ID: 21,1BBC340-AB42-844F-6012-0E1.C0304DBB1 

.~ . c·QUN'T.V 01·qnAi-H;tl!. 

· uCWaste&Recy· cling·< 
- Otn C'<0mmu,11fly,' 01/• Cum.m.rtmu:it, 

TO: File 

, 'ThopJa, n; f¥>~ulfst Df~c;'tor 
6~i N. ~S!i Str.eer.:51

h fl.AA" 
Santi! Ana. CA 9i7QJ 

JUL 07 2026. 
HUGH NGUYEN, CLERK-RECORDER FROM: Tom Koutrotilis, Oc Waste &'Recycling Director 

. • BY:'--__ ..;IPV ___ __.DEi'ITTY 

SUBJECT: Addendum No. 10 to Final EJR No. 588 (SCH #2004011055) Regional Landfill 
Options for Orange County (RE)::,OOC) Final Clqsure and Post Closure 
Maintenance Plan (FCPCMP) - (OC Waste &Recycling Log #737) 

I. Nature of Project 

An addendum to FEIR 588 for the FCPCMP has been prepared, as described in Addendum No. 10. · 
to FEIR 588 (CEQA Log # 737, SCH #2Q040l'i055). The .proposed project involves the 
implementation of the FCPCMP at OAL. No changes to maximum pennitted«:lai}y tonnage, 
landfill footprint, or maximipn permitted elevation are proposed. . 

Specifically, this Addendum evaluates the implementation of the Final Closure and ,Post-Closure 
Maintenance Plan (FCPCMP) for Olinda Alpha Lan~fill (OAL). Specifically, this Addendum 
evaluates the full landfill closure sequence, including cessation. of waste disposal and substantial 
decrea8e of overall facility tonnage relative to the baseline. conditions, an anticipated post.-closure 
settlement period of appr9ximately five years, delivery of final .cover I)laterials, implementation ·of 
final closure construction (including temporary increases in construction equipment and truck 
traffic), and long•term post-closure maintenance, all of which were c.ontemplated and analyzed as 
part of th.e landfi11 closure scenario evaluated in· Final BIR 588. The FCPCMP provides for final . 
landfill i;losure, installation of an engineered cover system, long-term maintenance of stormwater 
and landfill gas systems, and continuation of existing ll):aterial recovery (MR) activities and 
composting operations. MR activities would either be tied into landfill operations or a separate 
Solid Waste Facility Pefmit (SWFP) to be obtained ftom the appropriate regulator)' agencies. · 
The FCPCMP is being prepared in order to establish the basis for the proper level· of funding to 
perform final closure and provide "post-closure maintenance for th~ OAL in perpetuity, or for as, 
long as required by applicable regulatory ·agencies in an envirol)l11entally sound manner. The 
project remains within the previbusly approved ·landfill footprint and does not increase permitted 

· tonnage, or total disposal capacity. 

While the FCPCMP establishes the regulatory fram~work for landfill closure and long-term post~ 
closure car~. this AddendU)ll ev11luates not only approval .of the FCPCMP, but also implementation 
of the final closure construction activities described therein. Final closure construction includes 
placement of the engineered or evaJ?otranspirative (ET) final cover system; slope regrading, 
drainage improvei:nents, ·access-roa!} stabilization, and revegetation activities necessary to achieve 
regulatory Closure in accordance with Title 27: · 

Consistent with Title 27 req1drements and the ~pJ?roved landfill operating framework, final closure 
construction · woitli;l not commence immediately up<in cessation of waste disposal 

1 



. Oocuslgn Envelope ID: 2ABBC340-AB42-844F-8012-.0E1C0304DBB1 

activities. Follo~ing landfill · closure,.aµ . iriitia:l settlein~nt period of. 
·approximately five (5) years is anticipated prior to initiation of final closure construction. This 
interim period . allows for initial waste settlement to occur thereby red11cing settlement after 
implementing closure construction. 

Final cover materials would be delivered to the landfill in advance of and during· final closure 
construction activities. Upon commencement of final closure construction after the settlement· 

. period, temporary increases in construction-related traffic, heavy equipment use, and on-site 
activity would occur, including earthmoving equipment, material delivery tiucks, and. construction 
support vehicles. These activities are temporary in nature, limited in duration, and associated solely 
with implementation of final Closure construction. Such activities were contemplated and analyzed 
as part of the landfill closure scenario evaluated in Final EIR 588 and subsequent Addenda. 

Temporary stockpiling of soil and final cover materials may be required to facilitate efficient 
implementation of final closure construction. There are no regulatory constraints !_mposed· 
by CalRecycle that prohibit temporary stockpiles associated with closure construction from being 
placed above the permitted maximum. elevation identified in the SWFP, provided such stockpile.s 
are temporary, do hot consist of waste, and are removed .. upon completion of closure constructi()n ·. 
activities. A ·small stockpile for post-closure maintenance activities may be kept after closure 
construction is completed. Temporary stockpiles would be managed in accordance with applicable 
regulatory requirements and would not increase permitted disposal capacity, alter the approved 
landfill footprint, or modify the fiµal permitted 111ndfill elevation: 

As discussed in Addendum No. 1 O to FEIR 588, an addendum is the appfopriate CEQA document 
for the proposed project as implementation of the proposed.:project will not result irr any new 
significant environmental impacts that were ,not previously analyzed in FEIR 588, nor wfll the 
proposed project result in a substantial worsening of any significant envirolll)lental impacts that· 
were previously analyz!Xf in FEIR 588. 

II. AUTHORITY FORADMINISTRATIVE ACTION · 

The Director ofOC Waste & Recycling, pursuant to the authority granted ill OCCO;S.ections'43-
l 04, 4-3-126, 4-3-137, and the Board adopted CEQA Procedures Manual (October ~Qi) ISe'fE1Q , .. 
Ill.E.8.e, takes the following itdministrative actions: . . . . r I L . · 

ID. CEQAAPPROVAL JUL 0 7 2026 

Standitrds for-Preparing' anAddendum . HUGH NGUYEN, CLERK·RECOROER 
. , • · SY: . 1§ DEPUTY, 

California Gode of Regulations Title 14.("CEQA Guidelines"), Section 15164 "Addendum to a:n 
BIR or Negative Declaration", states the following: 

(a) The lead. agency or ~responsible ~gen;cy shall prepare an adcjen:dutn to a previously 
· ~ertified EIR if s9me changes or ll(fditiQns ate ,necessary but none of the conditions · 

described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.-. 

(c) Ao addendum need not.be circ~lated for public review but can be included in or l!ttached 
· to •the finat BIR or adopted negative declaration. · · · 

2 



· ooooslgn Envelope ID: 2ABBC340·AB42-e44f.oo12-0E1C0304DBB1 

( d) rhe decision-inak:ing body shall consider the ~ddendum with the final 'BIR or adopted . 
« negative declaration prior to milking 11.decision on the project.··-- . 

(e) A brief expl11Mtion of the of the decision not to prepare .a subsequent BIR pursuant to 
Section 15162 should be included in an,addendum to an BIR, the lead agency's required 
findings on the project, or elsewhere ht the record. The explanation must be supported by 
substantial evidence. 

Basis for Addendum 

The changes and. additions to FBIR 588 from the proposed project .will in~Jude implementation of · 
the Final Closure and Post-Cfosur.e Maintenance Plan (FCPCMP) for Olinda Alpha Landfill: No · 
expansion to the landfill property or change to the landfill's waste accepta0ce tonnage will occur 
a~ a result of implementation of the proposed project. The proposed project includes all the 
previously disturbed land on the OAL Landfil.J property. The proposed project will not result in the 
creation of any new significant environmental impacts that were not previously analyzed in FBIR 
588 or a substantial worsening of significant environmental impacts that were previOusly analyzed 
inFEIR 588. . .. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of·the whole reoo!d,•there are no changes to the 
significance conclusions contained. in FEIR 588 ( CBQA Log # 73 7, SCH# 2004011055) or result 
in a substantial increase in the seyerity of the significant environmental impacts previously 
identified in FEIJl 588. Theref9re, in compliance with Sections 15162 and 15~64 of the CBQA 
Guidelines, the preparation of a Subsequent EJR is not required .. No new envirotimental conditions 
or circumstances have occurred'that would make the analysis included: within FiilR 588 for the 
project invalid, and all, applicable adopted mitigation measures Femain enforceable. 

· Iv. Certification 

I hereby certify that the subject project is approved. 

Date: 07 /01/2026 

0- .... 
~·~s 

56S1397E4B2E44E ... 

D~rector; OC Waste ~'Recycling 

3 
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' . ,. 

· Addend.um·l\l.o. 10 to.Certified.Final EIR 588. 
Regional Landfill OptiQns for Orange County 

Strategic Plan (RELOOC) for Olinda AlphiJ .Landfill·- · . . . 

. ·. Fi·nal Closure ahd Post Closure Maintenance Plan 

( 

··(FCPCMP) , 

. . 
CEQ.A Lead Agency: 
Col.intY of Orange 

OC'Waste & Recycling·· 
Attn: Leila Barker, CEQA Manager 

·&oi N. Ross Street, 5th f.loot 
Santa Ana, CA 92-701' 

June20Z6 . 
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Docuslgn Envelope ID: 2ABBC340-AB42-844F-8012-0E1C0304DBB1 

ADDENDUM NO. io TO FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT. 
(EIR) 588 FOR THE OLINDA ALPHA LANDFILL FINAL CLOSURE AND 
POST CLOSURE MAINTENANCE PLAN FCPCMP (FCPCMP) 
Prepared in accordance. with. the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guido lines § 15162 and § 15164 

State Clearinghouse No.: 2004011055 
Lead Agency: County of Orange I OC Waste & Recycling 

Project Locatilln: . 
Olindli Alpha Landfill (OAL) 
1942 North Valencia Avenue 
·City of Brea, Orange·County, California 

P'roject Description: This Addendum evaluates the implementation of the Final Closure and 
Post-Closure Maiotenance Plan (FCPCMP) for· OAL. Specifically, this Addendum evaluates the 
fttll landfill closure sequence, iocluding cessation of waste disposal and substaotial decrease of 
overall facility tonnage relative to the baseline conditions, an anticipated post-closure settlement 
period of approximately five years, ·delivery of final cover materials, implementation of final 
closure construction (including temporary increases in construction equipment and truck traffic), 

· and long-term post-closure maiotenancii, all of which were contemplated and analyzed as part of 
the landfill closure scenario evaluated in Final BIR 588. The FCPCMP provides for final landfill 
closure, installation of an engineered cover1system, Jong-term maintenance of storin.water and 
landfill gas systems, and contiouation of existiog material recovery (MR) activities and 
compostiog operations. MR activities. would either be tied into landfill operations or a separate 
Solid Waste Facilicy Permit (SWFP) to ·be obtaioed from the appropriate regulatory agencies. 
The FCPCMP is being prepared io order to establish the basis for the proper level of fundiog to 
perform fmal closure and provide post-closure maintenance for the OAL in perpetuity, or for as 
Jong as required by applicabk regulatory agencies io an environmentally sound manner. The 
project remains within the previously approved landfill footprint and does not increase permitted 
tonnage, or total disposal capacity. · 

Purpose of this Document: Proposed Addendum No. 10 to Final BIR 588 has been prepared 
pursuant to § 15164 of the State CBQA Guidelines. tQ document that the proposed FCPCMP 
would not result in nevi significant environmental effects or substantially increase the severity of 
previously identified effects. The analysis concludes that a subsequent or supplemental BIR is 
not required. 

Prepared by: OC Waste & Recycling, CEQA & Habitat Section 
•! • 

Attn: Leila Barker, CBQA and Habitat Program Manager 
601 N. Ross Street, 5th Floor 
Santa Ana, CA 92701 
Date: June 2026 
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Proposed Pr9jeet: Addendum 'No. 1~ to Final ElR 5~ (SCH #20040110S5) Regi!'ilal 
LandIDl Options for Orange County Strategic Plan (RELOOC) Olinda Alpha Landfill­
FCPCMP (OC Waste & Recycling Log #737; SCH #2004011055) 

1,0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 ··Project BacJcground and Location . 
The Olinda·Alpha.Landfill ·(landfill ·or OAL)'is a Class IIJ m\U1icipal solid waste landfil) owned 
by the County of Orange (County) and operated' by OC Waste & Recycling. The landfill site is 
in unincorporated Orange County, north· of.the City· of Brea. The specific .address of the landfill · 
is 1942 N. Valenciia Avenue. The location of the lilndfill is shown in Figure 1. 

Final EIR 588 was prepared as a Master BIR under the Regional Landfill Options for Orange 
County ·(RELOOC) Strategic Plan, a regional plartnfog framework adopted at the time to 
evaluate long-term landfill capacity and oper~tional options witjlin Orange Coµnty. The 
RHLOOC Plan has since been implemented through existing operational practices and regulatory 
requirements. · 

Finl;ll EIR 588 was certified by the Orange County Board of Supervisors iil 2007, as theMaster 
EIR for the continued op¢ration and 'expansion of OAL. EIR 58.8 analyzed lan.dfill operations, 
capacity, and environmental·impacts through closure, projected.at lb.at time to occur in 2021. 
Si~ce certification, the County .has 'prepared nine (9) Addenda addressing operation81 updates, 
including revisions to the closure year. . 

.The current Solid Water Facility Plan (SWF·P) for the landfill allows the landfill to accept up to· 
8,000 tons per day (TPD) of solid waste for 271. operating days per year and up to 10,000 rPD 
for up to 36 operating day!( per year (i.e., \he landfill .is opert for a total of 307 operating days per 
year, closed on Sundays and six major holidays). The landfill is now approaching its final years 
of active operation. In accordance with California Code ofRegulatioil!I, Title 27 (Title 27), the 
County has prepared a Fin81 Closure Post Closure Maintenance Plan (FCPCMP) to ensure 
comp!lance with state ll}ld federal requiremeµt.s for landfill closure, final cover design, long-term 
maintenance and.monitoring, as well as cost estimates for the proper level of funding to perforni 
final closure construction, and provide post-closure maintenance fut the OAL in perpetuity, or 
for as long as required by applicable regulatory agencies.in an environmentally sound manner. 

·The landfill operates under the regulatocy authority of several agencies that have issued permits 
for l;mdfill operatiorts which include the California Department of Resources Recycling and 
Recovery (CalRecycle~; the Orange County Health Care· Agency, Environmeµtal Health 

Division, acting in its role as the .Orange County Sp lid Waste Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) · 
for CalRecycle; the <;aiifornia Regional Water Quality Control Beard, Santa Ana Region (SA­
RWQCB), and the South Coast Air Quality Mimagement District (SCAQMD). 
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1.2 Proposed Project-

The Ptoposed Project involves implem!lntation of the FCPCMP at OAL. An aerial view of the 
project site is shown in Figure 2 and the rendering of what the site would look like under closure 
conditions is provided in Figure 3. No changes to maximum permitted daily tonoage, landfill 
footprint, or maximum permitted elevation are proposed. 

While the FCPCMP establiShes the regulatory framework.for landfill closure and long-term post­
closure care, this· Addendum evaluates not only approval of the FCPCMP;but also 
implementation of the final closure construction activities described therein. Final closure 
construction includes placement of the engineered or evapotranspirative (ET) final cover system; 
slqpe regrading, drainage improvements, access-road stabilization,. and revegetation activities 
necessary to achieve regulatory closure in accordance with Title 27. 

Consistent with Title 27 requirements and the apprpved landfill operating framework, final 
closure construction would not commence immediately upon cessation of waste disposal 
activities. Following landfill closure, an initial settlement period of approximately five ( 5) years 
is anticipated prior to initiation of final closure construction. This interim period allows for · 
initial waste settlement to occur thereby reducing settlement after implementing closure 
construction. 

. . 
Final cover materials would be delivered. to the landfill in advance of and during fmal closure 
construction activities: Upon conunencement of fmal clos1,1re construction after the settfomcnt 
period, temporary increases in construction-related traffic, heavy equipment use, and on-site 
activity would occur, inch1ding earthmoving equipment, material delivery trucks, and 
construction support vehicles. These activities are temporary in nature, limited in duration, and 
associated solely with implementation of fmal closure constructipn. Such ac.tivities were 
contemplated and analyzed~ part of the landfil\ closure scenario evaluated in Final EIR 588 and 
subsequent Addenda. · 

Temporary stockpiling of soil and final cover materials may·be require,d to facilitate efficient 
implementation of final closure construction. There are no regulatory constraints imposed by .. 
CaIReeycle that prohibit temporary.stockpiles.associated with closure construction from being 
placed above the permitted mailimum elevation identified in the SWFP, provided such stockpiles 
are temporary, do not consist of Waste, atid are.removed upon completion of closure construction 
activities. A small stockpile for post-clostire maintenance activities may be kept after closure · 
construction is completed. Temporary stockpiles would be managed in accordance with 
applicable regulatory requirements and would not increase permitted di.sposal capacity, alter the 
approved landfill footprint, or modify the ·final permitted landfill elevation. 

Key elements of the FCPCMP include: 

• Final Cover System: Placement of a Title 27-compliant final cover, including vegetative 
surfaees for erosion control and slope s)ability. · 

: o The typicaf proposed cover section, resulting in a.total of 4-feet minimum of soil 
cover thickness, consists of: 
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• 2-feet minimum of foundation fill, which includes verification of an 
existing 1-foot interim cover layer (to be confirmed at the time of closure) 
and placement of an additional I-foot minimum of fol!ndation fill to 
establish minimum gradients for draillage and a subgrade suitable for 
geosynthetics placement; 

• A liner system consisting of a 60-mil linear low-density polyethylene 
(LLDPE) super grip net geomembrane overlain by a 12-ounce geotextUe 
or 60-mil LLDPE doubll;l sided textured geomembrane overlain by a 
drainage geocomposite; and 

o 2-feet minimum of protective soil cover placed above the liner to support 
revegetation. In lieu of the abov.e Alternative Final Cover System, the following 
Final Cover System is proposed should suitable material be available at time of 
construction. 

• 4-feet minimum of ET soil cover which includes verification of au 
existing 1-foot interim cover layer (to be confirmed at the time of closure) 
and 3-foot minimum of additional appi:oved soils. 

o In select areas such as the main access road to the deck and the perimeter roads 
modified cover configurations consisting of 6-10 inches of asphalt over a leveled 
base with Type R geogrid reinforcement would be used to support operational 
needs; 

• Visual/ Aesthetic Transition: Conversion from active disposal operations to a closed, 
vegetated profile visible from surrounding communities and open space. 

• Valencia Greenery Continuation: Ongoing operation of the existing green waste 
composting facility (Valencia Greenery), which operates under a separate permit 
authority .(Le., Compostable Materials Handling Facility No. 30-AB-0470) and under a 
separate Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) both of which authorize and project 
operation of the green waste composting facility past the landfill' s solid waste disposal 
closure date. 

• Material Recove1y (MR) activities: Qugoiug operation of MR activities past the landfill's 
solid waste disposal closure date. .MR activities are expected to be conducted under the 
existing landfill permit. If a separate Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) is determined 
to be necessary by the appropriate regulatory agencies, such permit would be obtained 
prior to implementation. MR activities are assessed as part of this Addendum. 

• Traffic Changes: Overall traffic at the landfill would decrease as compared to historical 
traffic levels associated with active landfill operations. During.final closure construction, 
there would be additional truck trips due to delivery of final cover materials and 
construction support, resulting in temporary construction-relat!)d traffic and heavy 
equipment activity. Long-term traffic volumes would thereafter be substantially reduced 
for post-closure maintenance, Valencia Greenery and MR activities. 

• Posi-Closure Maintenance: Groundwater and landfill gas'monitoring, leachate 
management, slope inspection, and cover repairs during the 30-year post-closure period. 

7 
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1.3 Existing CEQA Documents 

Final BIR 588 . 
On April 17, 2007, the Orange County Board of Supervisors (Board) certified Final BIR 588 
(SCH #2004011055) that ahalyzed t4e vertic_al and h(lrizontal expansion ofthe.existing"Olinda 
Alpha Landfill operation to .provide additiona1 disposal capacity within the landfill property 
boundary. By certifying F.inal BIR 588, the Board authorized a l 15"foot vertical increase in 
height for the landfill opef<!tion from its then permitted elevation of 1,300 feet above mean sea 
level (AMSL) to. a maximum of l,415 feet AMSL. In addition, the Board authorized a 33-acre 
horizontal expansion of the landfill operation. The horizontal expansion included·landform . 
modifications on the northeast part of the existing landfill property. The maJ>imum daily tonnage 
limit-for the landfill remained at 8,000 TPD and the ann1;1al average daily tonnage limit remained 
at 7,000 TPD. Final BIR 588 anticipated that the landfill would operate until reaching the 
maximumlandfill elevation of 1,415 feet AMSL. At that time, it was anticipated that the landfill 
would reach this .final elevation by December} 1, 2021. Thereafter, OC Waste & Recycling 
applied. for a revision to the existing landfill SWFP, which was issued by the LEA, acting on 
behalf of Ca!Recycle. Final EIR 588 is posted on OC Waste & Recycling's website at 
www.oclandfills.com and includes all volumes and appendices. 

Addendum No. 5 to Final EIR 588 
Addendum No. 5 !o Final EIR 588 analyzed. tlie potential environmental impacts associaied with 
the Management of High Tonnage DaY.s project, which allows the landfill to accept up to l 0,000 
TPD of solid waste per day for up to 36 days per year, for high tonnage days that primarily 
follow major holidays. Traffic, air quality/greenhouse gas emissions and noise analyses were 
completed and found that there would be no new significant traffic, air quality/greenhouse gas 
emissions or noise ·impapts or a· substantially worsening'of existing impacts, when complU'ed to 
the traffic, air quaiity/greenhoiise gas emissions and"riciise-impacts im;:luded in Final EIR 588. 
Addendum No. 5 to Final.BIR 588 also assumed that the landfill would operate until reaching its 

·maximum design elevation of 1,415 feet AMSL,which was anticipated tO occur by December 
31, 2021. Addendum No. 5 to Final EIR 588 for the Management of High Tonnage Days project 
was approved by the Director ofOC Waste & Recyciing on March 31, 2014. Thereafter, OC 
Waste & Recycling applied for a revision to the existing landfill SWFP, which was issued by the 
LEA, acting on behalf of CalRecycle, on June 8, 2015. Addenduin No. 5 t~ Final EIR 588 is 
included as Appendix A. 

Addendum· No. 6 to Final EIR 588 
Addendum No. 6 to Finai EIR 588 focused specifically on extending the permitted closure date 
of the Olinda Alpha Landfill from 2021 to 2036. It provided background on the landfill's 
existing CEQA cov:erage, summarized the original EIR's findings, and compared them to the 
proposed change. TIJ.e document inciu_ded. a table comparing Final EIR 588 assumptions, prior 
Addenda, and the new proposal, re.dline edits to EIR language updating the closure year, and a 
resource-by-resol)rce environmental analysis. Each CEQA topics such as aesthetics, air quality, 
traffic, biological-resources, noise, cultural resources, and hazards-was revisited briefly to 
confirm that extending the closure date would not create new significant impacts or increase the 
severity of impacts already analyzed. Mitigation measures from the certified BIR were 
reaffirmed, and the Addendum concluded that no subsequent or supplemental EIR was required, 
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. consistent with CEQAGuideiines §15162. a~d §lSlM. Addendum No: 6 to Fina!EiR 588 is 
included as Appendix B. . 

.MND for Valencia Greenery Composting Faeility 
On May 24, 2022, the Board adopted the Fina! MND (SCH #2022020473),. and associate!! 
Mitigation Monitoring an<) Reporting Program fo~ the Valencia Greenery composting raeility 
located within the Olinda Alpha Landfill pr(lper1:y boundary. the .MND for which OC Waste & 

·Recycling was the lead agency, evaluateclpoteiitialenvironmental iinpacts a~sociated with the 
continued operation and improvement ofthe

0

Jacility, including r~ceipt, processing; and · · 
·~ .composting of green and wood waste. materials; site grading,· eq!li'pment operation,' and compost 

'product distribution. E.nvironmental in\p[!Cts were determined to be less than significant with 
. mitigation iricorporated, addressing air quality,. odor, traffic, "and biological resources. The 
C::EQA document further specifies that the Valencia Greenery woul.d continue operating 
following the closure of the Olinda Alpha Landfill to support regional organics diversion and 
compliance with state mandates (SB 1383). The MND for Valencia Greenery is included as 
AppendixC. · 

1.4 Proposed CEQADocument 

Proposed Addendum No. 10 to Final EIR 588 (OC Waste & Recycling Log #737) 
The Proposed Addendum evaluates the full landfill ckisure sequence, including cessation of 
waste disposal that results in the overall fac.ility tonnage substantial decreljSe relative to the 
baseline condition, an anticipated post-closure settlement period of approximately ·five ye,ars, 
delivery of final cover materials, implementation of final closure construction (including . 

· temporary increases in construction equipment and truck traffic), and longcterm post-closure 
mainteµance, alf ofwhich·were contemplated and analyzed as part ofthc;i iandfill closijre scenario 
eval~ated:in Final BIR 5 8 8. The Propos11d Addendum evaluates the potential in;ipacts associated 
with this FCPCMP for the Olinda Alpha Landfill, including: 

• Final Cover. System: installation ofa vegetated final pover·consistent with Title 27, 
providing erosion control and long-term stability. This would create new visual/aesthetic 
conditions &s the lamlfi.ll transitions -to a closed profile. 

• Valencia Greenery Continuation: Th.e on.:Site green_ waste/composting facility would 
continue operations under an existing separate permit, utilizing available space and 
access roads. 

• Materials Recovery (MR) activities - The on-site activities would continue operations, 
utilizing available space_ an<J access roads._ MR activities are-expected .to .be conducted 
under the existing lan&fill operations and_ aisociated regulatory .approvlils. If a separate 

. Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) is" determined to be necessary by the appropriate. 
· · regulatory agen<;ies, such permit would be obtained prior tO implementation. Some traffic 

wouldteinain with the continued.operatio1,1 of this facility. 
e . Traffic Chan:ges; Overall traffic. at the landfill wouid decrease as compare(! to histopcal 

traffic leveis associated with active landfill operations During finaf closure construction, 
there would be additional truck trips due to delivery of filial cover materials and 
construction support, resulting in temporary .constrµction-related tra(fic and heavy 

·equipment activity. Long-term traffl_c vohinies\vould be substantially reduced as they 
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would include only post-closure maintenance and activities described for continuation of 
the Valencia Greenery and MR activities. 

• Post-Closure Maintenance: Groundwater and landfill gas monitoring, leachate collection, 
slope iuspections, and cover maintenance for a 30-year regulatory period. 

1.5 Otlier Relevant Documents 

Cooperative Agreement with City of Brea 
On July 17, 2024, the County and City of Brea amended its existing Cooperative Agreement 
(July 14, 2009) that provides financial compensation to the City for continued operation of the 
landfill until the landfill reaches its design buildout final elevation of 1,415 feet AMSL and 
acknowledges that activities are anticipated to· extend beyond the estimate disposal-closure date 
of December 31, 2036. Funding.provided to the.City by the County in the form of Host Fees. 
provides for all costs incurred by the City related to the operation ofthe landfill and are intended 
to assist the City in paying for community amenities including but not limited to environmental 
and transportation improvements, open space acquisition, parks and trails development, 
equestrian and recreational facilities. The executed 2024 Cooperative Agreement with the City 
of Brea is included as Appendix D. 

1.6 Standards for Preparing an Addendum 

California Code of Regulations Title 14 (''CEQA Guidelines'), § 15164 "Addendum to an EIR or 
Negative Declaration'', states the· following: 

(a) The lead agency or a responsible agency shall prepare an Addendum to a previously 
certified BIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions 
described in § 15162 calling for preparation ·ofo subsequent or supplemental BIR have 
occurred. 

(b.) An Addendum to an adopted negative .declaration may be prepared if only minor 
technical changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions deseribed in § 
15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent or supplemental BIR or negative · 

· declaration have occurred. 
. 

( c) An Addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or· attached 
to the Final BIR 588or adopted negative declaration. 

( d) Thel decision"making body shitll consider the Addendum with the Final EIR 58Sor 
adopted negative declaration prior to m,aking a decision on the project. · 

( e) A brief explanation of the decisii>n not to prepare a subsequent or supplemental BIR 
pursuant tQ § 15162 should be included in an Addendum to an BIR, the lead agency's 
required findings on the project, or elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be 
supported by substantial evidence. 
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CEQA Guidelines §l5162(a) "subsequent or supplementalEIRs and Negative Declarations", 
states the following: 

(a:) When an EIR has been certified or negative declaration adopted for a project, no 
subsequent or supplemental EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency · 
determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or 
more of the following: 

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which would requrre major revisions 
of the previous BIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects; 

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project 
is undertaken which would require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative 
declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a 
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or 

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not !mown and· could not have 
been known with the exercise ofreasonable diligence at the· time the previous BIR 
was certified as complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the 
following: 

(A) The project would have one or more significant effects not discussed in the 
previous BIR or negative declaration; 

(B) Significant effects previously examined would be substantially more severe than 
shown in the previous EIR; 

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in 
fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of 
the project, but the projectproponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative; or 

(D)Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the 
mitigation measure or alternative." · 

1.7 Proposed Addendum No.10 to Final Em 588 Proposed Changes to Final EIR 588 

Proposed Addendum No. 10 to Final EIR 588, evaluates the full landfill closure sequence, 
including cessation of W'.aste disposal that will result in the overall facility tonnage decrease 
relative to the baseline conditions, an anticipated post-closure settlement period of approximately 
five years, delivery of final cover materials, implementation of final closure copstruction 
(including temporary increases in construction equipment and truck traffic), and long-term post-
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closure maintenance and also evaluated MR activities past the closure date of 2036, would 
require the following changes to Final EIR 588 and/or adopted changes made in subsequent 
addenda. Proposed deletions are shown in strikeout, and proposed additions are shown in 
underlined text as modifications to the existing CEQA documentation for the landfill. Continued 
operation of the compost facility past the closure date was evaluated as part Of the MND and is 
provided as an appendix. 

Project Description (as amended in Section 1.2 of'Addendum No.6 to Final BIR 588 
eased ea eal'feat pep11latiea prajeetiens, daily tenaage, eampaetiea densities, the appra·1ed 
peffilitted final laadfiH eleyatieas ef 1, 415 feet AMSL, HSe ilf altematP;e daily ee>.•er, landfill 
settlement, laadfill disposal praetiees and teellnelegies that ma1dmize spaee ·Nithia the landfill, 
State laws that mandate the dP1ersiea ef selid waste materials fram landfills. aad a smaller 
werking faee neeessitating the aeeeptaaee af redaeed daily teanage enee the landfill llegins te. 
reaeh the latter stages af its permitted bwldeat design eafJaeity. At closure, the landfill would be 
covered with a Title 27-compliant engineered final cover system. The typical proposed cover 
section includes· approximately 2-feet minimum of foundation fill which includes 1-foot interim 

. cover (to be confinned at the time of closure) and placement of an additional 1-foot minimum of 
. foundation fill to establish minimum gradients Ior drainage and a sub grade suitalile for 
geosj.>nthetic placement: A liner system consisting of a 60cmi! linear !ow-density polyethylene 
(LLDPE) suoer grip net geomembrane overlain hy a 12~ounce geotextile or 60-mil LLDPE 
double sided textured geomembrane overlain by a drainage geocomposite, and 2-feet minimum 
of protective soil cover; In lieu of the above Alternative Final Cover System. should suitable 
material be available at time of construction. The following Final Coyer system is proposed: 4-
foet of ET soil cover which includes verification of an existing 1-foot interim cover layer (to be 
confinned at the time of closure) and 3-foot minimum of additional approved soils. Certain 
areas, such as access roads, benches, perimeter roads, and the: compost pad area, may utilize 
modified cover section to accommodate operational and maintenance functions:' however, the 
cover system would generally provide a minimum of 4-feet of engineered or ET cover for 
infiltration control. erosion.resistance, and lofl¥-tenn slope stability. In select areas such as the 
main access to the deck. ·and the perimeter roads, modified cover configurations consisting of 6 
to· 10 inches of asphalt over a leveled base with TYoe R geogrid reinforcement would be used to 
support operational needs .. Post-closure activities include maintenance of the cover system, 
groundwater and landfill gas monitoring, leachate collection. and slope inspections, in · 
pemetuity, or for as long as required by applicable regulatorv agencies. consistent with the 
FCPCMP. In addition, the existing on.site green waste composting facility and MR activities are 
expected to be conducted under the existing landfill.operations and associated regulatory 
approvals. If a se,parate Solid Waste Facility Pennit (SWFP) is determined to be necessary by the 
appropriate regulatory agencies. such pennit would be obtained prior to implementation to allow 
their continued operation. The Proposed Project would not result in any increase to either the . 
maximwn daily pennitted tonnage but rather substantially decrease the facility tonnage relative 
to the baseline condition. · 

Project objectives of Final BIR 588, Section 1.1.5: "To provide continued regional disposal 
capacity through December 31. 2036; and thereafter to ensure long-tenn protection of public 
health and the environment through implementation ofa FCPCMP." · 

Project Modification Section 1.1.4 of Fin.al EIR 588: The Proposed Project (FCPCMP with 
continued composting and MR activities) would not result in any increase to the maximl.llll daily 
pennitted tonnage but rather result in an overall facility tonnage decease relative to the baseline 
conditfons analyzed in BIR 588. The Proposed Project (FCPCMP)'does not involve expansion 
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Of the permitted landfill footprint. rezoning;_ or changes· in land Ilse designations. · Instead. the 
landfill would transition from active disposal to !orig-term.closed site maintenance and · . 
monitoring. consistent with' Title 27 closure regulations and the SA-RWQCB-approved Closure. 
Plan. Composting and ;MR activities would coritintie within existing disturbed pads, providing 
waste diversion services consistent with AB 939 and SB 1383, 

,. . . ·. 

Relevant Plans and Policies Section 5:l ofthe.Final EIR588: Brea Coope~ative Agreement' 
Commitments: On July 17. 2024, the Cotinty and Citv of.Brea.amended its existing Cooperative 
Agreement <July 2009) that provides financial compens~tioil to the City for costs or impacts · 
Incurred by the City.which might be associated· with the 'Landfill. and acknowledges '.that the 
Valencia Greenery and other MR activities·are anticipated beyond the estimate disposal closme 
date of December 3, 2036.· The Cooperative Agieement (2024) restates Cit)' and County rights 
and obligations. reflects recent legislati\:e 'changes.and other matters of mutual concern and ' 
extends Host Fee payment to the City.for inbound:non-disposed tonnage that.is direct to· County 

. Diversion operations fuitiated to. comply with ·current and futtire legislation. for continued 
Qperation of the landfiit until th6 landfili reaches its design buildout final elevation of 1.415 feet 
,AMSL and acknowledges that activities are anticipated to exiend beyond the -estimate disposal 

·closure date of December 3"1, 2036. · · · 

Conclusion: Closilre and post-closure·activities. as well as continued conipostitig and MR. 
activities. are eensi!llent with the Ca!illfy's General Plan, 21amag, ~d.QIWMl> are consiStent with 
adopted planning documents and waste management policies. No new or more severe land use 
conflicts would occur. . 

Project Phasing Section 4.5.4 ofFinal EIR 588: The final cover design would l?e constru~ted in 
accordance with an approved Final Closure Plan., The final cover inc'!udes installation of a Title 
27-complfailt fmal cover system consisting of either a 4-foot engineered'cover with 2"feet of 
foundation fill. a 60-mil LLDPE Su,tier ru:jp net geomembrane with a 12-ounce geotextile layer, 
and 2-feet ofwotective Soil cover. or afi.alternate 4-foot ET soil cover;_both·ofwhich-would be 
revegetated With primarily native species for-erosion control ·and,visual integration. Closure . 
activities also include installing final cover to iandfill slopes and long-term revegetation · . 
consistent with Final .EIR588 mitigation requirements. With closure, active refuse disposal 
would cease. eliminating ,the daily visual impacts associated with,worldng.faces ·and related 
·heayy equipment. Composting and MR activities would continue within previously disturbed 
operational areas and remain screened from off-site public 'Viewpoints MR ·activities are expected· 

· to be conducted under the.existing landfill operations· and assqciated. regulatory approvals. If a 
separate Solid Waste F11cility Permit (SWFP) is.det.ermined to be necessary ,by the appropriate 
regulatory agencies; such.permit would be obtained prior to implementation. l!YQY\l.l, 
Aesthetics Section 5.8 ofFinalEIR 588: The certified EIR acknowledged that mitigation 
measure AS-1 requires that the slopes are·veget!lted prior to closure. lmpliimentiltion of the·· 
FCPCMP would improve the visual character of the sul:routiding. area. 

With closure. aesthetic conditiohs improve·substantially compared to a~tive disposal operations. 
The final cover and landseaping would reduce ·contrast betWeen the landfill and adjacent open 
space. enhancing long-term viewsheds. · · 
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Upon closure, the landfill would be capped with a vegetated final cover system and monitored in 
pemetuitv, or for as long as required by applicable regulatory agencies pursuant to the FCPCMP 

• (FCPCMP, 2026). Monitoring would include gas collection, leachate management. slope 
stability.inspections, and cover re.pairs. The composting facility would continue under its 
existing se_parate pennit, with monitoring to ensure consistency with applicable regulations. 

Mitigation Measures (continuing) from Final BIR 588 and within the Mitigation, Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP): ' 

• AS-1: The existing Olinda.Alpha Landfill Landscape Master Plan.(LMP), as amended 
that was developed .iri concert with OCWR and the City of·Brea Citizens Advisory 
C9mmittee in 1994 to address·minimization ofinteri!U and permanent visual impacts 

· would be revised io include f>repe.sed Yertieal and heri.:ental eiqiansieir. the following: 
o Revegetate all final slopes with a·primarily native seed and·plant 'mix compatible 

· with surrounding hillsides. · 
o Revise the LMP in consultation with the City of Brea, 

' ' 

Land use and Planning Section 5.1 of Final.BIR 588 (as revised): The certified BIR detennined 
that landfill Operations would not conflict with th\l Cewi.ty of Orange Gerrerai Plan land use 
designations or zoning for the landfill property, .Although landfill operations altered landfonn 

. and visual character, these changes were within the scope of permitted waste management uses 
and were anticipated in applicable land nse documents. Ongeing coordination with the City of 
Brea and other agencies was identified as important to maintain compatibility with surrounding 
open mace and residential uses. 

2.0 APPROPRIATE LEVEL OF CEQA REVIEW FOR.THE.PROPOSED PROJECT 

To detefmine the appropriate level ofCBQA .documentation for the revised clo~ure date for the 
landfill, OC Waste & Recycling conqueted the analysis below. Specifically, the analysis 
evaluates whether implementation of the FCPCMP, with continued operation of the composting 
facility and the Materials Recovery activities, would result ip. any new significant environmental 
effects or increase the sev(lrlty of impacts· previously identified in Final BIR 588. Temporary 
stockpiling of closure materials above the permitted maxinmm elevation, where necessary, is a 
construction logistics consideration associated with final closur.e implementation and does not 
constitute a modification to landfill operations or pennitted disposal limits. The analysis herein. 
considers the full closµre se.quence, including cessation of waste disposal, the interim settlemi:mt 
period, delivery of final cpver materials, implementation of final closure construction, and long­
tenn post-closure maintenance, and concludes that·these activities do not result in new 

· significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of impacts previously 
identified in Final BIR 588.Consistent with CBQA Guidelines § 15162 and § 15164, .all mitigation 
measures adopted in Final BIR 588 remain in effect. · 
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2.1 Aesthetics 

·Final EIR 588 Findings: Final BIR 588 determin~d that landfill operations would be vis.ible from 
certairi vantage points. in the surrouniling hillside arerui and froin portions of the·City. of Brea, but 
that implementation of landscaping and revegetation would reduce long-term visual impacts to 
less than significant.· Final BIR 588 required'final grading of landfill slopes, revegetation, and 
coorilination with th~ City of Brea under the Cooperative Agreement to ensure vislial · . · · 
compatibility With adjacent open space. Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP 
includes installation of a Title 27-compliant ·final cover system: that is intended· to reduce visual 
contrast and improve long-term slope stability. The typical final cover section would rl)sult in a 
total of 4-feet minimum of soil cover thickness· and consist of 2-feet minimum of foundation fill, 
which includes 1-footinterim cover (to be cori:firmed at the time of closure) and placement of an 
additional 1-fooi minimum of fotindaifon fii, a ()O~mil LI:DPE geomembrane with a 12-ounce 
ge-Otextile layer, and a 2-foot minimum protective soil layer plllced over the liner to support 
revegetation. In lieu of the above proposed Final Cover system,.a final cover system ofA-foot 
minimum of ET soil cover which includes verification of an existing ·t-f()ot interim cover layer 
(to be confinned at the time of closure) and 3-foot.minimum of additional approvtid soils. An · . 
alternate 4-foot ET soil cover may also be implemented ii determined appropriate dtiring final 
design. In sefoct areas su.ch as the main acces.s to the deck, and the perimeter roads, modified 
cover configurations consisting of 6 to ~ 0 inches of asphalt over a leveled base with Type R 
geogrid reinforcement would be used to support operatiop.al needs. 

All final cover slopes would berevegetated with native and drought-iolerant species to provide 
erosicin control and visual integration with the surrounding hillside&". With closure, daily visual 
impacts from actively exposed waste faces and. relilted heavy equipment would cease. Continued 
operations at the composting facility and MR activities would reinaih eonfu.ied to previously 
disturbed pa!ls and latgely llcre®ed from public viewpoints. Closure activities.also include 
installing final cover to landfill slopes to achieve stable, well-drained landforms Suitable for 
revegetation. · · 

Conclusion and Mitigation: Closure ofthe landfill would not iritt,-oduce new sources of light or 
glare during the day or night; worild not degrade scenic resources as none exist on the project site 
and surrounding vicinity; and would not substantially degrade visual character or quality of the 
site al).d surrmp:idings. Closure of the landfill would result in a substantial improvement to the· 
visual character of.the site compared to active.disposal conditions. The final cover system, 
revegetation, phased slope closure, further enhance visual comp.atibility wjth ·surrounding land 
uses. No new or more severe aesthetic impacts would occur, and no· subsequent or supplemental 
BIR is required pursuant to CEQA Guidelirtes §15162 and §15164. · 

Continuing Mitigation Measure (fromFinal EIR 58& and Addendum No.6 and revised): 

• AS-1:. The existing Olinda Alpha. Landfill Landscape Master Plan (LMP) that was 
developedfa concert with OCWR andthe City·ofBrea Citi2ens Advisory Committee in 
1994 to address minimization of interim and permanent visual impacts would be revised 

" tci include the following elements: · · 
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o · R~vegetate all final slopes with native or drought-tolerant plant species consistent 
with the approved final Landscape Master Plan. 

o Implement interim landscaping treatments and visual screening during phased 
Closure. 

o Prepare a final Landscape Master Plan as part of the Closure Plan in consultation 
with the City of Brea. 

o Employ berms, phased closures, and strategic landscaping to minimize visual 
prominence and reduce contrast with surrounding open space. · 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole .record, the implementation of the 
FCPCMP would not result in any changes to this significance co.nclusion for this environmental 
topic as analyzed in Final EIR 588 because 'the· Proposed Project does not expand the landfill 
footprint or increase the maximum permitted elevation, would replace active working faces with 
final graded slopes and long-term revegetation, and would continue to implement landscape 
treatment and visual integration meastires that reduce visual contrast with surrounding hillsides 
compared to active operational conditions.. The Proposed Project is therefore in compliance 
with CEQA Guidelines §15162 anci §15164 and therefore a subsequent or supplemental EIRis 
not requiied. 

2.2 Agriculture & Forestry Resources 

Final EIR 588 Fi!ldings: Final EIR 588 found that the landfi!I'site was previously disturbed and 
is not designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. 
The EIR determined there are no existing agricultural preserves on the .landfill property and no 
preserves were impacted. In addition, Final EIR 588 'did not document any conflict with any 
existing zoning for agricultural uses. As such, 'no significant agricultural resource impacts 
'occurred under Final EIR 588; and no mitigation measures were required. No forestry uses 
existed on the site, which.fa designated for landfill and open space. These fiµdings remain true -
the landfill site is now fully developed as an operational landfill, and is not designated as Prima 
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland. of Statewide Importance. No portion of the landfill 
site is currently used as agricultural or forestry land. 

Proposed Project Changes: Closure and post-,clos9re maintenance activities would occur entirely · 
within the existing landfill footprint and disturbed operational areas. ·Composting and MR 
activities woul4 continue irt developed areas and would hot· convert agricultural land or forest 
land to non-agricultural use. Revegetation of fmal slopes would use native species, provide 
ecological benefits and improve visual integration, ·Closure activities also include installing final 

· · cover to bmdfill slopes to achieve stable, well-drained landforms.suitable for revegetation, 
followed by long-term revegetation. The Proposed Project would not remove any agricultural or 
forestry uses,· as none exist, and would not introduce new agricultural or forestry use. 

· Conclusion and Mitigatio.n: No agricultural or forestry impacts would occur under the FCPCMP. 
No additional mitigatio~ is required beyond revegetation commitments already included. No 
changes to maximum permitted daily tonnage, landfill footprint, or·maximum permitted 
elevation are proposed. Following the cessation of solid waste disposal operations, facility 
tonnage will substantiaily decrease relative to baseline conditions. 

16 



Docuslgn Envelope ID: 2ABBC340-AB42-S44F·B012-0E1C0304DBB1 

On the basis of substap.tial eVideµce in !igl:Jt of.the whole record, the implementation of'th.e 
FCPCMP would.notresult in any.changes to this significance conclusion for~tl).is environmental 
.topic as analyzed· in Final EIR 588 because 'the Proposed·Project does-not convert Prime 
Fanriiand, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, does not challge the· existing 
land use designation of the site from solid waste management uses to agricultural uses, and does 

J · n0t expand the landfill footprint into lands designated or zoned for agricultural pro,duction. ··The 
Proposed Project is therefore in compliance with OBQA Guidelines §15162 and §15164 and 
therefore-a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required. · 

> 

2.3 Air Quality 

Final BIR 588 Findings: Final: BIR 588 concluded thatlandfill.ap.erations W:onld generate 
enijssions associated with -refuse'hauling, heavy equipment use, dull( generation from soil 
movement, and landfill gas emissions. These impacts were found to be less than ~ighificant with 
contii:iued implementation of air quality control measures, including dust suppression under 
SCAQMD Rule 403 and operation of a gas collection and control system consistent with Rule 
1150,1. Addendum No. ·5 further evaluated air quality and confirmed that emissions would 
rernaih within acceptable levels under updated operational conditions. 

Proposed Project Changes: The FCPCM].> would substantially reduce~air pollutant emissions 
compared to active landfill operations .. With the cessation of daily wast\)·acceptance and large­
scale equipment operation,: emissions from heaV)'-duty· equipmi:mt, refuse-hauling trucks, and . 
open working faces would decline significantly. DUring final cover construction, typical short­
tenn construction emissions (primarily dust and equipment exhaust) would be controlled uader 
SCAQMD Rule 403 and standard-construction best nl,anagemep.t practices. ·Temporary 
emissions associated With delivery of final cover materials and final closure construction 
equipment would occur following the post-.closure settlement period and would. be controlled 
through implementation of existing SCAQMD Rule 403 dust-control.measures and standard, 
construction ·best managemeµt practices, consistent with the closure scenario evalµated in Final 
EIR588. 

The final cover system includes installation .of a. Title 27-compliant final cover system that'is 
intended to reduce visual contrast and improve long-term slope ~tability. The ,typical final cover 
section would result in a total of 4-feet minimum of soil cover thickness and consist of 2-feet. 
minimum of foundation fill, which includes I-foot interim cover (to be confirtned at the iiti:te of 
closure) and placement of an additional I-foot minimum of foilndatiori fill, a 6o~mil Lt.OPE 
geomembrarie with a 12-ounce geotextile layer, and. a 2-foot minimum protective.soil la,yer 
placed over the. liner t\l support revegetation. In lieu. of .the above ·proposed Final. Coyer system; 

· a final cover system of.4.foot minimum of ET soil cover which inc\udes verification of an . 
existing I-foot interim cover layer (to be cohfmned.attlie time of closure) and 3-footminimum 
of additional approved s.oils .. An alternate 4-foot ET soil ·cqver may also be implemented if 
determined appropriate dmirig final design. In select areas such. as the main· access to the dJtCl{, 
and the perimeter roads, modified cover configurations consisting of 6 to 10 inches.of asphalt 

· .. over a leveled base with fype R geogrid reinforcement would be used to support.operational 
n~eds. All final cover slopes would be revegetated with native and drought•toleranfspecies to 
provid,e erosion control and visual integration with the surrounding'hi.llsides .. Witli closure, daily 
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visual impacts from actively exposed waste faces and related heavy equipment would cease. 
Continued. operations at the composting facility and MR activities would remain confined to 
previously disturbed pads and largely screened from public viewpoints. Closure activities also 
include installing final cover to landfill slopes and long-term revegetation consistent with Final 
BIR 588 mitigation requirements. 

·This final cover system wouid reduce dust generation, prevent erosion, and minimize emissfons 
of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) from exposed waste. Landfill gas.collection and control 
systems would continue to operate.under SCAQMD Rule 1150.1, Title 27,.and federal New 
Source Performance Standards (NSPS), maintaining control of methane and associated VOCs. 
MR activities and composting operations would continue after the closure of the landfill under 
the FCPCMP. Those activities w~e previously evaluated as part of Final BIR 5 88 and the MND 
for the Valencia Greenery, and both would continue their operations consistent with their 
existing permits and existing environmental documentation would 

Conclusion and Mitigation: Implementation of the FCPCMP would.deerease air quality impacts 
as compared to active landfill operations. No new or more severe air quality impacts would· 
occur beyond what was addressed in Final BIR 588 and subsequent CEQA documents,. and air . 
quality mitigation measures established under Final BIR 588 would remain in place. Any impacts 
resulting from the redistribution of solid waste stream to OC Wate & Recycling' s other two 
active landfills would be' assessed as· part of those landfills request to increase acceptance of 
daily ionnage. Following the cessation 'of solid waste disposal operations, facility tonnage will 
substantially decrease relative to baseline conditions . 

.Continuing Mitigation Measures (from Final BIR 588): 

• AQ-1: Implement dust-control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403 during 
closure and soil movement activities. 

• AQ-2 Dust generated by the construction activities shall be retained on-site and kept to a 
minimum by following dust control measures. 

The implementation of closure and post closure activities would not result in any new or 
substantially worsened significant. impacts to air quality when compared to the analysis that was 
included in Final BIR 588. No changes to maximum permitted daily tonnage, landfill footprint, 
or maximum permitted elevation are proposed. OC Waste & Recycling would continue to 

, implement mitigation measures AQ-1 and AQ-2. 

On the basis of substantial evidence· in light of the whole record, implementation of the FCPCMP 
·would not result in any change to the significance conclusion for air quality as analyzed in Final 
BIR 588 and Addendum No. 5 because the Proposed Project would reduce daily waste 
acceptance and associated·refuse-hauling truck trips and reduce long-term operational emissions 
over time., limit construction-related emissions to tepiporary closure activities, and continue 
operation ofrequired air quality control systems and compliance with SCAQMD permit 
requirements and liest management practices that minimize ,fugitive dust and criteria pollutant 
emissions. The Proposed Project is therefore in compliance with CBQA Guidelines§ 151~2 and 
§15'164 and a subsequent or supplemental analysis is not required. 
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2.4 Biological RJJsources 

Final EIR 588 Findings: Final BIR SSS concluded that impacts to biologiciil resources associated 
,with landfill operations, including· limited impacts to.coastal sage scrub habitat and sensitive 
species, would be reduced to a less-tbancsignjficm:)t level through implementation of applicable 
mitigation measures and compliance with the Couhty of 0r8Jlge.C.enfral/Coastal Natural 
Community ConserVatfon Plan/Habitat conservation Plan .(NCCP/HCP). 'these measures 
included habitat avoidance and minimization strategies, restoration and enhancement 

. requirements, and long-t\)rm management and ni.oni1:\)ril;1g, as well a~ coordination with 
applicable wildlife and regulatory agencies, as apprppriate.. The Final EiR further identified that 
implementatfon Of these measures Would occur Within the fJ:amework Of \)Xisting regulatory . 
approvals and conservation requirements to ensure thJ\t project"related activities affe.cting . 
biological resources are cairied.out in a manner consistent with adopted conservation objectives 
and per.mlt conditions. · 

Proposed Project Changes:.The FCPCMP·wouldwvegetate disturbed areas with native species 
in aCf:ordance with the NCCP/HCP. Closure activities also include instal.ling final cover to 
landfill slopes and long-term revegetation consistent with Final EIR' 588 mitigation requirements. 

The proposed revisions to the Landscape Mater Plan (LMP) would. continue to provide habitat · 
for wildlife species, such as 11\Ilphibians, reptiles, birds and mammals, and plant species, such as 
grasses, shrubs, and trees. The landfill closure systein. would contributeto the long•term 
restoration of native habitat and may contribute to the 'restoration of cimdidate1 sensitive,· 
threatened or endangered species. The .landfill closure covt;r system with soil coverage and 
primarily µative habitat restoration would restore wildlife movement through the landfiil 
potentially supporting a wildlife corridor linkage to-Tonner Canyon, north and west of, the 
landfill property and to Chino .Hills State Park and Carbon Canyon to the east of the landfill. 

Conclusion and Mitigation: The implementation. of closure and post closure, activities would not 
result in any new or substantially worsened significant impacts to biologicatresources when . 
compared to the analysis ,that was included iri Final'EIR 588. No changes to maximum permitted 
daily tonnage, landfi.li footprint, orma.Ximum permitted elevation are proposed. Following the 
cessation of solid waste disposal operations, facility tonnage wfll substantially decrease relative 
to baseline conditions. 

On tli~ basis of substantial evidence in light of,the whole record, the implementatfon of the 
FCPCMP, would not result in any changes to th.is signifioat)ce conclusion for tJ:iis. environmental · 
topic as analyzed in Final BIR 588 because the Proposed Project does not expand the landfill 
footprint or disturb new habitat' areas, would implement final cover installation ai:id long-term 
revegetation that stabilizes slopes and restores vegetative coyer, and would continue to comply 
with applicable NCCP/HCP requirements, avoidance and minilnization measures, and habitat 
restoration and'monitoring commitments thatrc;Jd~~e·potential effects on coastal sage scrub and 
sensitive species.. The Proposed Project is therefore in 'compliance with CEQA Guidelines 
§ 15162 and § 15164 and therefore a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required, 
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2.S Cultural Resources 

Final EIR 588 Findings: Final .EIR 588 evaluated the potential for impacts to historic, 
archaeologiCal, and paleontological resources within the Olinda Alpha Landfill site. The landfill 
area had been extensively disturbed by previous grading and waste-management op.erations. The 
EIR concluded that there :Was a low likelihood of encountering intact cultural resources because 
the site had been heavily modified by decades of excavation and fill placement. Mitigation 
measures were adopted to eQ.sure that, should cultural materials or human remains be 
unexpectedly discovered, work would cease, and proper procedures would be followed 
consistent with State law. No significant cultural-resource impacts were identified with 
implementation of those measures. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP involves closure and long-term maintenance 
activities would occur entirely within the existing Iandfi!l footprint and previously disturbed 
operational areas. No new ground disturbance outside of the permitted boundaries is proposed. 
Closure _construction (fitial cover placement, dr.ainage installation, and access-road stabilization) 
would occur on previously filled and compacted areas that have been disturbed repeatedly since 
landfill operations began. Because the project doe.s not expand the disturbance area or introduce 
new excavations in undisturbed soil, the potential to affect previously unknown archaeological or 
historical resources remains minimal. 

Continuing Mitigation Measures (from Final EIR. 588): The following mitigation measures 
remain in effect and would continue to be implemented under the FCPCMP: 

• CR-1: If cultural, archaeological, or paleontological resources are discovered during 
earth-moving activities, all work in the vicinity of the find shall cease immediately. OC 
W liste & Recycling shall retain a qualified archaeologist ,or paleontologist to evaluate the 
find and recommend appropriate treatment consistent with CEQA .Guidelines § 15064.5. 

• CR-2: If human remains are encountered, work shall be halted, !Ind ,the County Coroner 
notified. lfthe remains are determined to be Native American, the Native American 
Heritage.Commission (NAHC) shall be contacted to.designate a Most Likely Descendant; 
and appropriate consultation shall occur pursuant to State law. 

• CR-3: A Pal~ontological Resources Impact Mitigation Program (PRIMP) would be 
implemented. The PRIMP shall include, but not be limited to, the following: 
paleontological monitoring, preparation of any collected specimens to the point .of 
identification, curation of specimens to a museum or similar institution and preparation of 
a mitigation report documenting any findings. · 

Conclusion and Mitigation: The implementation of the Proposed Project would not resu\i in any 
new or substantially worsened significant impactS to cultural resources when compared to the 
analysis that was included in Final EIR 588, There are no changes being proposed to maximum 
.daily permitted tonnag!l, the permitted area of the landfill, maximum permitted elevation or 
depth or total design capacity. Nq cultural-resource impacts wowd occur under the FCPCMP. 
The project remains within previously di~turbed areas and OCWR would continue to mitigation 
measures CR-I, CR-2 and CR-3. No additional mitigation is required. No changes to maximum 

. perniitted daily !Onnage, landfill footprint, or maximum permitted elevation are proposed. Upon 
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cessation of solid waste disposal operations, .facility tonna,gewiil substantfally decrease relative 
to baselin.~ conditions. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, the implementation ofthe 
FCPCMP would not tesult in any ch.anges to this.significance conclusion.for.th~s·environmental 
topio ns analyzed in Final EIR ~.88 l)ecause the Proposed Project does not expand the landfill 
footprint into· previously undistilrbed areas, does not involve new ground. disturbance beyond 
areas '.previously evaluated, and would continue to implement applicable culttiral resources 
protection measures, including inadvertent discovery procedures ap.d coordination·requirements 
established iri,prior CEQ.A documents. 'The Proposed Pr.oject is therefore in.compliance with 
CEQ.A Guideiines ·§ 15162 and §15164, and a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required 

2.6. Energy 
, > 

Final BIR 588 Findings: Final BIR 588 determined that energy use associated with tandfill 
operations, including heavy equipment, refuse-hauling trucks, and gas: collection systems, would . 
.not result in· Wasteful, inefficient, or uruiecessary consumption of energy. l\nergy rise was 
considered typical for landfill operations and consistent with statewide energy conservation 
policies. 

Pr<iposed Proj.ect Changes: Un,der the FCPCMP, overall ~nergy consumption would be 
substantially ~ower than under existing active landfill operations because the most energy­
intensive activities associated with daily waste acceptance .w:ould.cease, including continuous' 
op.!)ration. ofheavy equipment and high volumes of refuse-hauling truck trips to and within the 

· site, Energy use during closure constructiqn would be temporary and limited in duration, . 
consistbig primarily of earthwork and inStallation ofthe final c_over system, which may include 
placement of the 4-foot engineered cover witli geomembrane or the.alternative 4-foot 
evapc;>transpiration (ET) soil coveF. While some· o:Qgoing energy use would continue during. the 

·post-closure period, including monitqring ae.ti:viti.es,. periodic slope mafutenance, Valencia·. 
Greenery operations and materials recoviizy activities, and the c.ontit!-ued operation of landfiH gas 
collection, control, and potential beneficial use systems, these activities would occur at a 
substantially reduced intensity and frequency compared to active landfill operations. . 

·Collectively, the transition from daily, high-intensity operational activities.to temporary closfil.e 
construction and lower-intensi.!Y )lost-closure activities would resli~t in a net reduction in long->> 
term ·energy consumption relative to existing baseline condition.s. The landfill gas collection,. 
.control, and potentialbeneficial use systems are regulated under SCAQMP Rule 1150.1, Title 
27, and:feder,U NSPS, and are.9onsistent with statewide requirements for methane control and 
renewable energy use. · 

Conclusion and Mitigation: TheFCPCMP would re~tilt in:a long-term·reductiQn.in overall 
energy consumption compared to existing active laiidfill operations beifause it would eliminate 
the daily, energy-intensive activities associated. With waste.acceptance, indluding continuous 
operation of heavy equipment, on-site support equipment, and high volumes ofrefuse-hauling 
truck tr.ip~. Active landfill <?P.erati.ons represent the. period of highest energy demand o.ver the 
operational life of the facility due to the frequency 'an<\ intensity' of these activities. in contrast, 
closure construction activities under the FCPCMP wolild be temporary and limited in duration, 
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and post-closure. activities would consist of periodic .monitoring, inspection, maintenance,, 
Valencia Greenery operations and materials recovery activities, and operation oflandfill gas 
collection, control, and potential beneficial.use systems, all of which would occur at substantially 
lower levels of intensitY and frequency than active operations. Energy use associated with · 
landfill gas collection and control systems is· required to comply with federal, state, and local air 
quality and solid waste regulations and to reduce emissions of methane and other landfill gases. 
Where beneficial use oflandfill gas is· implemented, s~ch systems can offset the use of 
conventional energy sources and support the State's greenhouse gas reduction and renewable 
energy goals. Accordingly, implementation of the FCPCMP would not result in a wasteful or 
inefficient use. of energy, and no new or more severe energy-related impacts would· occur 
compared to existing baseline conditions associated with active landfill operations. Because the 
FCPCMP would represent a net reduction ill long-term .energy demand and would not introduce 
new energy-intensive uses, no additional mitigation related to energy consumption is required. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, implementation of the FCPCMP 
would not result in any change to. this significance. conclusioll' for energy ,as analyzed in Final 
EiR 588. because the Proposed Project·would elimit;late daily waste acceptance and the associated 
energy-intensive equipment use and refuse-hauling truck trips, limit energy use during closure to 
temporary construction activities, and reduce long-term energy demand to periodic monitoring, 
maintenance; and operation of required control systems, resulting in a net reduction in energy 
consumption comp;ll'ed to active h1ndfill operations. Tlie Proposed Project is therefore in .. -
compliance with CEQA Guidelines §15162 and §15164 and a subsequent or supplemental EIR is 
not required. 

2.7 Geol\jgy and Soils 

Final EIR 588 Finding~: Final EIR 588 found that ~ith engineered slope design, erosion control, 
and compliance with :applicable regulatory requirements, potential impacts related to seismic 
stability, settlement, erosion, expansive soils,_ mid soil suitability would be less than significant. 
Ongoing oversight by the LEA, SA-RWQCB, and Ca!Recycle was identified as !actors ensuring 
long-term g_eotechnfoal integrity of the landfill. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP includes installation' of a Title 27 -compliant 
final cover system that is intended to reduce visual contrast and improve long-term slope 
stability. The typical fmal cover section would result in a total of 4.feet !llinimum ~f soil cover 
thickness and consist of2-feet minimuni of foundation fill, which includes 1-foot interim cover 
(to be confirmed at the time of closure) and placement of an additional l -foot minimum of 
foundation fill, a 60.mil LLDPE geomembrane with a 12-ounce geotextile layer, and a 2-foot 
miniinum protective soil layer placed over the liner to support revegetatiort. In lieu of the above · 
proposed Final Cover. system, a fm.al cover system of 4-foot minimum of ET soil cover which · 
includes verification of an. existing 1 -foot interi.m covet layer{to be confirmed at the time of 
closure) and 3-foot minimum of additional approved soils. Art alternate 4-foot ET soit coyer 
may also be implemented if determined appropriate during final ?esign. In select area§. such as 
the main access to-the deck, and the perimeter roads, modified cover qonfigurations consisting of 

· 6 to 10 inches of asphalt over a leveled base with Type R geogrid reinforcement would be used 
to support operationai needs. 
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All finaJ cover sl6pes would meet. approvea .design c.ontOurs and revegetated,with native and 
,drought-tolerant species, :which wou1d stabiliie exposed soils, reduce sui'face·11Jrioffvel0cities, 
and substan~ially, decrease the potential for erosion compared to. existing operational conditions · 
where inte.rim cover and periodically exposed working faces are present. Esta\:>lishm.ent of long­
term vegetative cover would:increase root reinforcement of near-surface 'soils, impro:ve soil 
structure, and enhance resistance to surface soil loss and lcic.alizecl slope degradatjofi ·over time, 
thereby improvin1:r; overall geotechnical performance of the. closed landfill slopes relative to 
active operational conditions. Closure construction would, include installation of the approved . 

. . fillal cover system, including low-permeapility 11;1yers and' erosion control components, consistent 
with the design standards and-mitigation req11irements identified ·in Final EIR 58.8, which were 
develope,d to address long-term slope stability, differential settlemeri,t, and erosion control. . 
Following closure, the cessation of daily waste placement an~ heavy equipment traffic on landfill 
slopes would further.reduce ongoing surface disturbance, soil <,lispfacement, and ceimpaction­
.related·degradatiorrthat' can contribute to erosion and slope .insiaJ:>ility during active operations .. 
Continued operations at the composting facility and w.aterials recovery.(MR) areas would remajn 
confined to previously disturbed pads and would not involve new grading, excavation, or 
expansion into undisturbed areas ... 

Conch1sion and Mitigation: Implementation of the FCPCMP w~uld not result in new or more 
severe significant impacts related to geology and soils compared to those· previously analyzed for 
ongoing iandfill operations. Tht:i final cover system, long-term.revegetation, and reduction in 
daily operational disturban.ce would coll~tively redqce erosion potential and improve lo.ng-term 
slope stability and surface soil retentionrelative to existing·baseline conditions. No_ new , 
structures or facilities are proposed as part of the :Proposed Project that would increase exposure 
of people or property to geeilogici hazards such as slope instability, seismic-related ground 
movement, ot soil failme. The project would: continue to be subject to applicable regufatory .. 

· design standards, geotechnical design criteria, inspection pr.otocols, and.long-term maintenance 
programs to ensure continued slope performance and soil stabilitY over the post-c,losure p·eriod, 
Accordingly, impacts .related to' geology and soils would' remai.n less than significant, and no . 
additiJnal mitigation is required. 

On the basis of substatitial evidence in light of the whole record, implementation of the FCPCMP 
wovld not result in any change to the significance conclusion .fer geology and soils as analyzed 
in Final EIR 588 because the Proposed Project.does not introduce new structures or land uses 
'that would expose people or property to geologic hazards, does not exp.uid the landfill footprint, 
and includes final engineered cover systems, and long-term revegetation that would reduce 
erosion and improve long-term slope stability compared to· active operational conditions. The 
ProposlJd Project is therefore in compliance'o/ith CEQA Guidelines §15162 and §15164 and a 
subsequent or supplemental EIR is not requii\:d. ' 

2.8 · Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Final ]3IR 588 Findings: Final EIR 58§ was certified in 20.0;7, prior to adoption of J\ssembly Bill 
32 (AH 32) and CEQA Guidelines § 15064.4 .. As such, th~ original BIR did not include a . 
quantitative greenhous'? gas (GHG) analysis. Sub~equent Adderidum'No, 5 included a GHG 
emissions evaluation based on updated tonnage and' operational conditions.and concluded th11;t 
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continued landfill operations With gas collection ·and control syste~s wocld not result in new or 
significant GHG impacts beyond those typical of pennitted landfill activity. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP includes installation of a Title 27-compliant 
final covei: system that is intended to reduce visual contrast and improve long-tenn slope 
stability. The typical.final cover section would result in a total of 4-feet minimum of soil cover 
thickness and consist of 2-feet ininimilm of founda\ion fill, which includes I-foot interim cover 
(to be confirmed at the time of closure).and placement.of an additional .1-foot minimum of 
foundation fill, a .60-mil LLDPE geomembrane. with a 12"ounce· geotextile layer, and a 2-foot 
minimum protective soil layer placed over the liner to support revegetation. In lieu of the above 
proposed Final Cover system, a final cover system·of 4-foot minimum of El' soil cover which 
includes verification of an existing I-foot interim .. co:ver layer (to be confinned at the tiine of . 
closure) and 3-foot minimum of ad~itional approved soils. An alternate 4-foot ET soil cover 
may also be. implemented if deteroiined appropriate during final design. In select areas such as 
the main access to the deck, and the perimeter roads, modified cover configurations consisting of 

. 6 to I 0 inches of asphalt over a leveled base with Type R geogrid ·reinforcement would be used 
to support operational needs. 

All final cover slopes would be revegetated with native and drought-tolerant species to provide 
erosion control and visuai integration with the surrounding hillsides: Clwmre activities also 
include installing final cover to landfill slopes to achieve stable, well-drained landforms sui.table 
for revegetation, followed by long-tenn revegetation. Continued operations at the composting 
facility and MR activities would remain confined to previously disturbed pads and largely 
screened from public viewpoints. 

bnplementatiim of the FCPCMP would result in a long-term reduction in GHG emissions 
compared to existing active landfill operatfons because the primary sources oflandfill-related 
GHG emissions would decline following cessation of waste acceptance and daily operations. 
Methane generation from landfilled. waste is highest during active disposal and early post-· 
disposal periods and decreases over time as readily degradable organic material is consumed and 
biol9gical decomposition rates diminish. As the landfill transitions into closure and post-closure 
phases, the volume of newly placed waste that contributes to futUre methane generation would 
cease, and overa!J landfill gas generation rates would decline over time. In addition, closure of 

· active disposal areas would reduce routine daily operational activities that generate· GHG 
emissions, including refuse-hauling truck trips, on-site heavy equipment use and other 
combustion-related sources associated with a\)tive waste placement. 

Continuous operation oftl)e. landfill gas collection and control system would remain in place 
follow:ing closure to capture and conirol methane and other landfill gases in accordance with. 
regulato.ry requirements. Ongoing gas collection substantially reduces fugitive methane 
emiss.ions by intercepting landfill gas 'prior to release to the atmosphere. Post-closure 
maintenance activities would occur;at a substantial.ly reduced frequency and intensity compared 
to daily landfill operations and would represent a. minor and intermittent source of GHG 
emissions relative to the baseline ·operational conditions. 
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Conclusion and Mitigation: Based oµ the redµced'long-term emission profile ·a~sociated·with 
landfill closure.and post-closure conditions; the Proposed Project would not.exdl:ed applicable 
greenhouse gas thresholds of significance. Accordingly, implemehtation of the FCPCMP would 
not result in new.or more severe significant1mpacts related to GHG.emissioiis comp;ri:ed to those 
previously analyzed in prior CEQA documents. The transition from _active disposal operations to· 
closure and post-cb>sure conditions would reduce long-term methane generation and .eliminate 
daily opilrational emission sources, while continull\i gas collection and control woiild minimize 
fugitive emissions during the post-closure period. 'l;berefore, GHG impacis would rema\n less 
than significant, and'no additfonal mitigation is required 

On the basis o~ substantial evidence in light of the whole record,. implementation of the FCPCMP 
would not result in any change to the significance <;onclusion for this·environmental topic as. 
31).alyzed in Final EIR 588 and Addendum No. 5 because·the Proposed Project would eliminate 
daily .waste acceptance activities, reduce long-term landfill gas generation over tin>e as waste· 
decomposition rates decline, and continue operation of landfill gas collection and control 
systems that minimize fugitive methane emissions; without introducing new or more energy- or 
emissions-intensive ·actiyities. The Proposed Projecl'is therefore in compliance with CEQA 
Guidelines §15162 and §151'64 and a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required. 

2.9 Hazards and Haz.llrdous Materials 

Final BIR. 588 Findings: Final BIR 588 determined that the Olinda Alpha Landfill operates under 
strict state and local .hazardous materials manage~ent requirements administered by the Orange 
County Health Care Agency, the LEA, and the SCAQMD. Hazardous materials used in daily 
operations were limited to fuels, lubricants, and m:ciintenance supplies ·stpred and managed in 
accordance with hazardous materials business plans. The EIR found that with adherence to these 
plans and implementation of standard health-and-safety procedures, potential impacts would be 
less than significant. 

Proposed, Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP does not introduce new hazardous mlit!)rials 
or prcicesses. During .closure, temporary use of-fuels and ·solvents for construction equipment 
would occur under existing sa(ety contro)s and regulatozy oversight. ,i>ost-closure.oper;1tions 
would continue to involve routine maintenance of llµidfill gas, leachate, and stormwater systems­
activities already c.overed under existing permits and facility health"and-safety procedures. 

All hazardous matedals management, emeFgency response, and fire-prevention measures would 
continue to comply with the· Orange Conney Health Gare Agency, Calllecycfo, and Orange_ 
County Fire 'Authority (OCF A) requitelllents. Goordination with the City of Brea imderthe 2024 
Brea Cooperative Agreen:ient would continue:for emergency-access and fire-protection planning 
·associated With closure and long-term ip.aint\lllance. 

Conclusion: Implement;ition of the FCPCMP would not result in 11ew hazards or hazardous 
materials impacts beyond .tho~e· previously analyzed ·in Fin11l BIR 588 because the. Proposed 
Project does not introduce new hazl\rdous inatetials; does not change the types or quantities of· 
hazardous materials used in a mminer that w9ukl :increase risk, and does. not involve new land 
uses or structures that would expose people or sensitive receptors to hazardous materials~ Closure 
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and post-closure activities would occur within previously disturbed operational ·areas and would 
continue to be govenied by existing hazardpus materials management programs, emergency 
response procedures, and regulatory oversight. No changes to the maxiinum permitted daily 
tonnage, landfill footprint are proposed that would alter the risk profile associated with 
hazardous materials management at the site. Upon cessation of'solid waste disposal, overall 
facility tonnage will substantially decrease relative to baseline conditions. Accordingly, no new 
or more severe significant impacts -re!ated to .hazards and hazardous materials would occur under 
the FCPCMP, and no additional mitigation inequired beyond ·continued compliance With 
existing regulatory and health-and-safety req~irements. On .the basis of substantial .evidence in 
light of the whole rec0rd, the implementation of the FCPCMP would not result in any changes to 
this significance conclusion for this environmental topic as analyzed in Final BIR 588 because 

. the Proposed Project does not Jntroduce new hazardous materials or hazardous waste streams, 
does not change the types or quantities of hazardous materials used in a manner that w.ould 
increase risk, and would continue to operate under existing hazardous materials management 
plans, emergency response procedures, and regulatory oversight applicable to the landfill. The 
Proposed Project is therefore in compliance with CBQ:A.Guidelines §15162 and §15164 and 
therefore a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required. 

2.10 Hydrogeology and Water Quality 

Final BIR S88 Findings: Final BIR 588 determined that with implementation of engineered 
drainage, leachate collection, and groundwater-monitoring systems, potential impacts to surface 
water and groundwater quality would be less than significant. The BIR required design of storm­
drain systems, sediment basins, and landfili cover to meet SA-RWQCB standards and Title 27. 
Silrface-water runoff and storm~drain facilities were design,ed to control erosion and prevent 
sedJ.mentation in adjacent drainages. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCl'CMP includes installation of l! Title 27-compJiant 
final covet system that is intended to reduce visual contrast and improve long"term slope 
stability. The typical final cover section would result in a total of 4-feet minimum of soil cover 
thickness and consist of 2-feet minimum of foundation fill which includes 1-foot .interim cover 
(to be confirmed at the time of closure) and placement of an additional 1-foot minimum of 
foundation fill, a 60-mil LLDPB geomembrarie with a 12-ounce geotextile layer, and a 2-foot 
minimum protective.soil layer placed over the liner to support revegetation. In lieu of the above 
proposed Final. Cover system, a final cover system of 4-foot minimum of ET .soil cover which 
includes verification of an existing I-foot interim cover layer (to be c.onfirtned at the time of 
closure) and 3cfoot minimum of additional approved soils. An alternate 4-foot ET soil cover 
may also be implemented if determined appropriate during final design .. ·In select areas such as 
the main access to the deck, and the perimeter roads, modified cover configurations consisting of 
6 to ·10 inches of asphalt over a leveled base with Type R geogrid reinforcement would be used 
to support operational needs. · 

. . . 
All fil).al c.o:ver slopes would be revegetated· with native and drought-tolerant species to provide 
erosion control and visual integration with the surrounding hillsides. With closure, actively 
exposed waste faces, heavy equipment daily usage, and dust generation would cease Closure 

·activities also include installing final cover to landfill slopes to achieve stable, well-drained 
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landforms' suitable ~or revegetl\tion,' followed by loniHerm reVegetation. Continued composting 
and M,R activities would rema:in within existing disturbed pads served by existing stormwater 

. controls and would not exp11nd into new areas that could increase runoff or affect surface water 
quality. The final cover system is designed to shed stormwater, minimize·p.ercolation into waste 
materiafs, and maintain geotechnioal stability. 

Post-closure mainte!lllnce would include· ongoing monitoring of st.ormwater.drainage structures, 
sediment basins, down drains, and water quality in accordance with tlie approved Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), WDJ.ls, and the landfill's National Pollutant Discharge · 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Closure does not increase impervious ·surface area or alter 
the established drainage pattern, and no increases in peak rurloff or pollutant loading are 
anticipated. Continued composting and MR activities would occur on existing developed pads 
and are not expected to affect hydiologic conditions. · 

Conclusion and Mitigation: .Implementation of the FCPCMP is expected to ir:nprove !orig-term 
stormwater and water quality performance by reducing infiltration thr()ugh the final cover and 
stabilizing skipes. Regulatory monitoring would remain in place to-detect and correct any 
potential issues. Therefore, no new or substantially more severe hydrology or water quality 
impacts would occur compared to·Fina!EIR 588. 

Continuing Mitigation Measures (from Filial EIR 588): 

• ·'HYD•2: Maintain and operate all surface-drainage and .stormwater-control systems in 
accordance with the approved SWPPP, Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP), and 
RWQCBWDRs. 

• HYD-3: The Corrective Action. System in place. at 'the landfill would continue operatio.n 
during the extended landfill operation if detections of volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs) in groundwater continue .. 

The implementation of the FCPCMP wquld hottesult in any new or -substantially worsened 
significant imp!)cts to hydrogeology and water qllillitywhen-compareo to the·ana1ysis that was 
included in Final EIR 588. OCWR would continue to implement mitigation measiires HYD-2 
l!lld HYD-3. There are no changes being proposed to maximliin daily permitted·tonnage, the 
permitted area oftli.e landfill, maximum permitted elevation or depthor total design capacity. 

On the basis "<>f substantial· evidence in light of'the whole record, implementation of the FCPCMl' . 
would not result in any .change to the ·significance'conclusioti. ·fcir this environmental topic as 
analyzed in Final-BIR 588 because the Proposed Project does not expand the landfill footprint, 
does not increase permitted disposal capacity or daily tonnage, does not introduce new sources ·of 
poiential pollutants, and would continue to implemertt approved.stormwater management, 
surface water protection, and groundwater monitoring 'and corrective action programs that 
control runoff, leachate, and groundwater quality. Upon c.essation of solid Waste disposal 
operations, overall facility tonnage will substaiitiallf dec~ease relative to baseline conditions. 
The Proposed Project is therefore in compliance. With CEQA Guidelines § 15162 and,§ 15164 and 
a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required: ·. 
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2.11 Surface Water Hydrology 

Final EIR 588 Findings: Final BIR 588 determined that potential impacts to surface water 
hydrology would be less than significant with implementation of engineered drainage 
improvements, sediment basins, and energy-dissipation systems designedto control runoff and 
prevent erosion. The BIR required compliance with RWQCB requirements and Title 27, · 
ensuring that stormwater runoff from 111ndfill slopes woulcl not adversely affect downstream 

· drainages. The EIR also. required ongoing coordination with the City of Brea regarding shared 
drainage features. · 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed I'.CPCMP includes installation of a Title 27-compliant 
firtal cover system that is intended to reduce visual contrast and improve long-term slope 
stability. The typical final ·cover section would result in a total of 4-feet minimum of soil cover 
thickness arid coµsist of2-feet minimum o{foundation·fill which includes 1-foot interim cover 
(to be confirmed atthe tim~ of closure) and placement of an additional 1-footminimmn of 
foundation fill, a 60-mil LLDPB geomembrane with a 12-ounce geotextile layer, and a 2-foot 
minimum·protective soil layer. placed over the liner to support revegetation. In lieu oft]J,e above 

. proposed Final Cover system, a final cover system.of 4-foot minimum of BT soil cover which 
includes verification o.f an exisfing I-foot interim qQver layer (to be confirmed at the time of 
closure) and 3-foot minimum of additional approved soils. An alternate 4-foot ET soil cover 
may also be implemented if determined appropriate during final design. In select.areas such as 
the main access to the <!eek, and the perimeter roads, modified cover configurations consisting of 
6 to 10 inches of asphalt .over a leveled base withfype R geogrid reinforcement would be used 
to support operational needs. 

All final cover slopes would be revegetated with native and droughMolerant species to provide 
. erosion control and visual integration with the surrounding hillsides. With closure, daily visual 

impacts fro111 actively exposed waste faces, heavy equipment, and dust generation would cease. · 
Closure activities'also include installing f111al.cover to landfill slopes and long-form revegetation 
·consistent with Final EIR 588 mitigatioll requirements. Continued operations at the composting 
facility and MR activities would.remain confuted to previously disturbed. In both cases, slopes 
would be graded to promote positive drainage, .. minimize"infil1mtion, and prevent ponding. · 
Stormwater would continue to be roqted through perimeter ditches, down drains, and 
sedimentation basins as required by the SWPPP, WDRs; and NPDES regulations. 

Cfosure of active disposal areas would decrease the extent of exposed waste and unprotected· 
surfaces, leading to long-term stabilization of flow paths and reduced potential for erosion and 
sediment transport. No significant changes to existing hydrologic drainage patterns or 
significant increases in runoff volumes or peak flows are anticipated. Composting and MR 
activities would remain within J?reviously. developed areas served by existing drainage systems. 

Closure construction and post-closure conditions would further reduce the potential for adverse 
surface hydrology eft'.ects relative to active operational conditions. Installation of final cover 
systems and long7term revegetation would stabilize landfill slopes, reduce erosion and sediment 
transport, and moderate surface runoff velocities, thereby reducing the potential for downstream 
sedimentation and localized changes in flow patterns. Cessation of daily waste placement and 
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!te~vy equipment a~tivity would reduce surfaee distUr&ance and exp9sure ofhare soi.l and waste, 
further decreasing the potential for mobilization o~ sediments al).d pollutants during storm ewnts. 
Stormwater drainage facilities, conveyance features, and detention or treatment Sysfoms would 

· continue to operate in accordance with approved design ·stanclards and r.egulatozy requirements, 
ensuring that post-closure runoff.is managed in a manner consistent with existing'.hydrologic 
assumptions and compliance obligations. 

Mitigation Measures H-1, H-2, and H-3 identified in Final.BIR 588 have been completed, and 
OC. Waste & Recycling would continue to implement Mitigation Measures H4, H-5, and H,6, 
whi¥h include ongoing inspection, maintenance, and performance of surface drainage and 
stor.inwater control features; as well as compliance with awlicable water qwility permits and 
regulatory reql)irements. Continued implementation of these measutes ensures that surface water 

· conveyance systems remain functional and that potential effects on doWnstream hydrology 
remain controlled over the long term. 

Conclusion and Mitigati9n: Based on the absence of physipal expan~ion or intensification of 
landfill operations, the continuation of e:xisting drainage infrastructilre and storm~ater 
ma:n,gement programs, and the hydrologic benefits asso9iated with final covednstallation and 
revegetation, implementation of.the FCPCMP .would.not resl:lit in new or substantiafly worsened 
significant.impacts to surf11oce :water hydrology. conipar.ed to those analyzed in Final EIR 588. 
Accordingly, impacts to .surface water hydrology' would remaip. less than signjficru:it, and no . 
additio.nal mitigation measures beyond continued implementation of Mitigation Measures H'~, 
H-5, a1;1d H-6 are required. 

Continuing Mitigation Measures (from Final EIR 588): 

. ' 

• HYD-SW-4: The landfill (including. the expansion area) would eontinue to operate under 
. an NPDES Pe1mit to discharge stotm flows: The criteria and re~trictions of the NPDES 

Permit and the SWPPP and BMPs that accompany the NPDES Permit would be adhered 
. to. 

• HYD-SW-5: Positive 'drainage would be ensui;ed in the expansion area by maintainiµg a 
two to three percent slope on all landfill deck surfaces. · 

• HYD-SW-6: During all landfilling operations, sediment and erosion control plans would 
continue to be prepared and implemented on an annual basis to reduce sediment and 
control erosion, on the landfill site. 

Implementation of the FCPCMP would not re.suit in new .or substantially·more seve~e significant 
impacts to surface water hydrology compared to those analyzed in Final EJR 588 because the 
Proposed Project· does not introduce.n~w sources of stormwater runoff, alter watershed 
boundaries,.or modify existing <)rainag!l, patterns beyond those· previously evaliiated for landfill 
operations. The FC:PCMP does not involve expansion Of the landfill (ootprint; increases in 
maximum permitted daily tonnage, c)ianges to the.permitted disposal area, or changes to the total 
dllsign qapacify of the landfill. As a result, the overall extent of.impervious surfaces, engineered 
slopes, and drainage infrastructure that influence surface waier 11ow characteristics would remain 
consistent with the baseline conditions ·analyzed in Final EIR. 588. wouldwould Thete are no 
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changes being proposed to maximum daily permitted tonnage, the permitted area of the landfill, 
maximum permitted elevation or depth or total design capacity. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, implementation of the FCPCMP 
would not result in any change to the significance conclusion for this environmental topic as 
analyzed in Final EIR 588 because· the Proposed Project does not expand the landfill footprint, 
does not increase Jhe maximum permitted daily tonnage, does not alter the permitted drainage. 
areas or surface water conveyance systems, and includes final cover installation and long-term 
revegetation that would stabilize slopes and reduce runoff and sediment transport relative to 
active operational conditions. Following cessation of solid waste disposal operations, facility 
tonnage will substantially decrease relative to baseline conditions. The Proposed Project is 
therefore in compliance with CEQA Guidelines §15162 and §15164 and a subsequent or 
supplemental EIR is not required. 

2.12 Land Use and Planning 

Final EIR 588 Findings: Final EIR 588 determined that the Olinda Alpha Landfill was consistent 
with the County of Orange General Plan, the City of Brea General Plan, and the County 
Illtegrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP). The EIR concluded that the landfill use and 
assoc'i!!ted facilities, including ancillary infrastructure such as access roads, drainage systems, . 
and slope stabilization areas, were compatible with surrounding open•space and utility land uses. 
Thc;i EIR also required coordination with the City o(Brea ensure land-use consistency at closure 
and post-closure. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP represents the final phase of the landfill's 
permitted operations, inC!uding installation of the final cover system, continuation of the MR 
activities and composting facility, and implementation of post-closure maintenance and 
ll).Ol\itoring. These activities would occur entirely within the existing landfill property and do not 
alter the permitted )Joundaries, land-use designations, or adjacent open-space interface. 

The FCPCMP remains fully consistent with· the C~ Continued operation of the MR 
activities and composting facility is consistent with landfill master development plan .evaluated 
under Final EIR 588. MR activities would either be conducted as part of existing landfill 
operations under the current solid \Vaste facility permit framework or, if determined necessary by 
regulatory agencies, under a separate Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP). In either case, MR 
activities would remain subject to the sarne land use entitlements, permitting requirements, and 
regulatory oversight that govern solid waste management uses at· the site. This regulatory · 
framework ensures that MR activities are consistent with the site's existing land use designation 
lllld zoning and remain compatible with surrounding land uses. Because MR activities would not 
expand the' landfill footprint, introduce a new land use category, or alter the approved land use 
entitlements for the site, thQ Proposed Project would not result in a land use incompatibility or 
conflict with applicable land use plans and policies. 

Land Use Compatibility Commitments (as reflected in the Brea Cooperative Agreement): 
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Long-term compatibility."ofthe landflll with surroiJndingland uses ismaintain~dthrough 
coordinated landscape plaruiing, visual integration measures,, and ongoing COrilmU11ication. with 
adjacent commUl)ities, consistent with the Lands.cape Master Plan for the landfill (which is 
intended to guide long-term revegetation and visual treatment of landfill slopes and operational 
areas and may be updated over time) and the coordination requirements identified in Final EIR 
588. These commitments ,ensure.that closw:e m;id post-cl()sure conditions are visually integrated 
with surroU11ding hillsides and adjacent land uses and that ongoing landfill-related activities do . 

· not create land. use conflicts with neighboring communities. lli this context, the 2024 
. Cooperative Agreement between the County and City. of Brea includes the foliowing 
commitments that support land use compatibility: · 

• Coordinated Closure Planning: The County would prepare and submit a final 
Landscaping Flan in consultatiort with tJie. City of Brea, ensuring that seed mixes and 
plant palet_tes are consistent with native vegetation communities on surrounding slopes, 
which supportS visual. continuity and long"term compatib,ility with.adjacent land uses. 

• Visual Integration: The County would employ operational practices and site design . 
measures that minimize the visual ptominence of landfill .features and related operations, 
which may include use of berms, phased closure sequencing (including.accelerated front 
face phasing where applicable), and strategically placed landscape m~terials to .reduce 
visual c()ntrasts with surrounding land ·uses. 

• Community' Interface ai;id Responsiveness: The.County would continue to maintain 
public reporting. and response mechanisms fqr operational nuisance~ such as odor and 
dust, which support land use compatibHity byproviding a me.ans to identify and.address 
off-site effects· that could otherwise· interfere with the use and enjoyment of surrounding 
fand uses . 

.Conclusion and Mitigation: Implementation ~fthe FCPCMP would not re~ult iii land use or 
planning impacts because the Proposed Project" does not change the land. u~e designation of the 
site, does not introduce 'new land uses, !lhd does not expand the landfill footprint or maximum 

. permitted elevation. Tlie prpjecfremains consistent with the lahdfil!'-s approved land use, the 
Landscape Master Plan framework, and the·coordination and compatibility objectives identified 
in Final BIR 588. No additional mitigatio'tris required beyond- eontinued implementation of 
existing land use coordination, visual integration, arid community interface commitments. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light o(the whole reqord,.impleQientation of the FCPCMP 
would not result in new sigtiificant land u8e or planning impacts or a substantial increase fu the 
severity of previously identified impacts as analyzed in Final EIR 588 because the Proposed 

· Project does not change the lahd use designation of the site, does not introduce new or 
incompatible land uses, does not expand the iandfill footprint or permitted operational area, and · 
continues to implement a\loptedJandscape, v.isual integration, and community interface measures 
that maintain compatibility with surrounding lan:d uses; Therefore, the Proposed Project is 
consistent with CEQA Guidelines Sections 151 (i2 and 15164, and preparation of a Subsequent or 
Supplemental EIR is not required. 
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2.13 Mineral Resources 

Final BIR 588 Findings: Final BIR 588 concluded that no significant mineral resources would be 
affected by landfill operations. The landfill site was previously disturbed and was not designated 
by the State ,Mining and Geology BoilJ:d (SMGB) as containing significant mineral resource 
zones (MRZs). The BIR noted that historical mineral extraction activities in the area had ceased 
prior to landfill development and that the site was no longer viable for mineral recovery due to 
ongoing landfill operations and the placement of engineered fill. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP would occur entirely within t1ie existing 
landfill footprint and does not involve new grading or excavation in undisturbed areas with the 
exception of final cover terminations to daylight to existing grade at disturbance limits. All 
activities-including the installation of the final cover to landfill slopes, and continued operation 
of MR activities and composting facility-would occur in areas already developed or altered by 
previous landfill activities. 

Conclusion and Mitigation: No mineral resource impacts would occur under the FCPCMP. 

On the basis of.substantial evidence in light of the whole record, the implementation of the 
FCPCMP would not result in any changes to this significance conclusion for this environmental 
topic as analyzed in Final BIR 588 because the Proposed Project does not involve new mineral 
extraction, does not expand the landfill footprint into areas identified as regionally significant 
mineral resource zones, and does not introduce any new land uses ihat would affect known 
mineral resource. The Proposed Project is therefore in compliance with CBQA Guidelines 
§15162 and §15164 and therefore a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required. 

2.14 Noise and Vibration 

Final BIR 588 Findings: Final BIR 588 determined that noise generated by landfill operations, 
including heavy equipment use and refuse•hauling truck activity, would not exceed applicable 
County or City of Brea standards at nearby sensitive receptors with implementation of noise 
control measures. Noise Levels were found to attenuate significantly due to distance and 
intervening topography. The BIR required compliance with operational hour limitations, 
equipment maintenance, and other noise reduction practices. Vibration impacts were determined 
to be minimal and less than significant due to the nature of landfill activities and distance to 
receptors. 

Proposed Project Changes: Under the FCPCMP, noise levels at and around the landfill would 
decrease over the long term as active waste disposal ceases and associated heavy equipment and 
truck traffic are eliminated. During closure construction, short-term noise may be generated by 
grading, earth movement, and placement of the final cover system (engineered cover or ET 
cover) but it would not exceed current active landfill operational noise levels and is expected to 
be lower than during active landfill operations. These temporary activities would comply with 
applicable construction noise standards; including limitations on hours of operation: Post­
closure noise sources would include occasional maintenance equipment and continued operation 
of the composting facility and MR activities, both of.which were previously evaluated under 
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Final EIR 588 .and the .MND fqr the Valencia Greenery: Vil:iration levels are 'expected to vemain 
negligible and lower than during active landfiJl operations because daily refuse placement and 
continuous operation .of peavy equipment (e.g., compactors, dozers, loaders)' would .be Teduced, 
and post-closure activities would be limited to temporary closure. construction and periodic 
monitoring and mi!lntenance, which.general:!: sul:>stantially.lower Vibrati<iln levels and.occur ata 
much lower frequency than ongoing lanafil} operations. Temporary construction-~elated n(,lise _.. 
associated with deliviiry of fmal cover materials and ·final clo~ure construction activities would 
occur following the post-closure settlement period and would be limited in dur11tion,. would occur 
during pe!Jllitted hours, and be consistent with noise levels previously evaluated for landfill 
closure activities in Final EIR 588. 

Conclusion and Mitigation: Overall, noise and vibration levels would decrease followi~g closure 
due io cessation of daily landfill activities. Closure-related construction noise would be 
temporary ·and .subject..to exfating regulatory .limits. No new or fuore severe' noise. or vibration 
impacts are anticipated beyond those.evaluated in Final EIR S88 .. 

Continuing Mitigation Meastires (from Final EIR 588): 

•· NOl-1: During all project site excavation andgfiiding, the project contractors shall equip" 
all construction equipment;fixed or mobile, with properly ope~atii:tg and maintained 
mufflers consistent with manufacturers' standar(\s. . · · 

• NOI-2: The project contractor· shall place all stationary construction equipment, so that 
emitted noise is directed away from sensitive receµtors nearest the active·construction areas. 

• . NOI~3: The project contrac;tor shall Located e'qmpment staging in areas to result.in the 
greatest distance· betweeq con:strilction related noise sources and nois~ sensitive receptors 
near active construction areas during all project construction . 

• NOI~4: The project contractor Restrict.ali construction~related activities.that would result 
in high noise levels between the hours of 8:00 PM and 7:00 AM on weekdays, including 
Saturday, or any time on Sunday or a_'federal holiday. 

Implementation of the FCPCMP would notre8tilt in any new or substantially·worsened · 
signific~t impacts to noise when compared to.the analysis that wrui included in Final BIR 588 
and Addenda to Final EIR 588. Vioration impacts woukl continue to remain less than significant 
and would iemain subject to mitigation measures N-1 through N4 .. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the ·whole.record, ·implementation of the FCPCMP 
would not result in any change to this sigti.ificance conclusion for noise and Vibration as analyzed 
in Final EIR 588 because the Proposed Project would· reduce daily waste acceptance activities 
and associated refilse-hauling truck trip~ and. heavy equiP,ment operations, limit noise-generating 
activities to temporary closute cortstrilction; ;u}d.re<juce)ong-teliii .operational noise to periodic 
monitoring and maintenance activities, resulting in a net reduction in ongoing noise levels 
compared to active landfill operations .. The )?roposed·Project is therefore: in compliance with 
CEQA Guidelines §15162 and·§I5l64 and a 'subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required. . . . ' . . 
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2.15 Population and Housing· 

Final EIR 588 Findings:. Final EIR 588 .determined that operation of the Olinda Alpha Landfill 
would not result in any population growth or displace any existing housing, The project did not 
include residential uses and was located in an area designated for landfill and open-space use. 
The EIR also found tha,t the landfill and related infrastructure would not create new employment 
opportunities or economic activity that would induce population growth in the surrounding 
region. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP would not result in population growth, 
housing development, or residential displacement. Closure and post-closure activities 'would' 
occur entirely within the existing landfill footprint which does not include any residentially 
zoned property or any existing residential uses and would involve limited short-term c;onstruction 
personnel and .would not in'(Olve the creation of new, long-term employment beyond what was 
previously disclosed and contemplated by,Final'EIR 58, its addenda, and the MND for Valencia 
Greenery. Once closure is complete, only a small staff drawn from QC Waste & Recycling's 
exi~ting personnel and accounted for in Final EIR 588 would be required for ongoing 
maintenance and monitoring. 

The FCPCMP does not involve any change to the existing land-use designations or introduce 
new residential or commereial components. 

Conclusion and Mitigation: No 'population or housing impacts would occur under the FCPCMP. 
No additional mitigation' is required beyond the land-use coordination commitments already 
included in Final EIR 588, and its addenda, as there are no population or housing impacts. No 
changes to maximum permitted daily tonnage, landfill footprillt, or maximum permitted' 
elevation are proposed. Upon cessation of solid waste disposal operations, overall facility 
tonnage will substantially decrease relative to bas~lirie conditions . 

. On the basis of substantial evidence in ligi\t of the whole record, the implementation of the 
FCPCMP would not result in any changes to this significance conclusion for this enviroi:unental 
topic as analyzed in Final EIR 588 because the Proposed Project does not include 'residential 
development, does not induce population growth, does not displace existing housing or.residents, 
and does not introduce new land uses that would create· demanq for additional housing. The 
Proposeq Project is therefore in compliance with CEQA Guidelines §15162 and §15164 and 
therefore a subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required. 

2.16 Pu)Jlic Services 

Final BIR 588 Findings: FinalEIR588 determined that adequate public serviees-includn;g fire 
·protection, police services, emergency access, and utilities-were available to serve the landfiJJ 
and that operations would not create the need for new \Jr expanded facilities. The EIR concluded 
that potential impacts related to frre hazards would be less than significant with implementation 
of fuel-modification zones, frre-prevention measures, and ongoing coordination with the OCF A 
and the City of Brea. 
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. Proposed ProjectChanges: The proposed FC).>.CMP · vy.oµld not result in incre~sed de111and (or 
·public services. During closure, temporary construction wii.uld'.be limited to the existing landfill 
footprint and would continue to· comply with OCFA tire-protection standards; the approved Fuel 
Modification P.lan, and the landfill's Emergency Response Plan. Post-closure maintenance 
would involve routine monitoring and upkeep ofdrrulljlge, vegetation, ·and lundfill-gas systems 
and would riot require additional fire-protection or emergency-response capacity because these 

·activities. are limited in scope and frequency, occur, within an existfug, permitted solid waste. 
fapility with established access, fire protection measures, and emergency response protocols, imd 
do no.t introdµce·new land uses, populations, or hazardous conditions that woµld increase 
demand for fire or emergency services beyond current operational conditions. · 

OC Waste & Recycling would continue coordination with OCFA~ the. County of Orange, and the 
City of Brea to maintain emergency-access routes, ensure adequate .:water-supply availability for 
fire suppression, and.implement vegetation-management programs consistent with the approved 
Fuel Modification Plan. 

Conclusion iru4 Mitigatioh: No impacts to ,public services woul.d ~ccur under the FCPCMP. No 
additional mi'tigatio.n.is required beyond the fire-protection and ·emergency~aecess commitments 
already included. No changes to maximum perinitted daily tonnage, landfill footprint, or 
maximum:permitted elevation are proposed. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, the implement11tion of the 
FCPCMP would not result in any changes to this significance conclusion for this environmental 
topic as analyzed in Fina!EIR.588 because the· Proposed Project does not include new 
residential, conu:qercjal, or institµtiomil development, ·does not increase .population or. 
employnient leve!S that would generate additional demand for public services,, and would reduce 
daily operational 11ctivities over time;thereby·decreasing service demands associated with active 
landfill operations (e.g., law eriforcement, .fire· protection, ~mergency response). The Proposed 
Project is therefore in compliance with CEQA Guidelines §15162 and §15.164 and therefore a 
subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required. · 

2.17 Recreation 

Final EIR 588 Findings:. FinalEIR 588. determined that the Olinda Alpha Landfill site and 
surrounding buffer areas do not contain recreational facilities and-:that lal\dfill. operations would 
not increase the use -of existing parks or recreational areas. The BIR foundthatclosure.of the 
landfill and subsequent revegetation would be compatible with the surrounding opeii.-space 
network managed by the City of Brea and regional habitat areas, with no adverse impacts on 
recreational resources. Glo_sure activities also indude installing final cover io landfill slopes to 
achieve stable, well-drained landforms suitable for revegetation, followed by' long-term 
revegetation. 

Proposed -Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP would not introduce or expand recreational 
uses. All closure arid post-closwe activities would occur iintirely within the existing landfill 
boundaries. Long-term site management would foeus 0n maintenance of the final cover, 
stormwater-control. features, and rev,egetated areas. . · 
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Conclusion and Mitigation: No recreation impacts would occur under the FCPCMP as the 
closure of a currently active landfill site. neither introduces new demand for recreational uses nor 
introduces new recreational uses. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, the implementation of the 
FCPCMP would not result in any changes to this significance, conclusion for recreational 
resources as set forth in Final :EIR 588 because the Proposed Project does not jnclude residential 
or commercial development that would increase population or demand for recreational facilities, 
does not cortvert or restrict access to existing recreational resources, and does.not l)xpandthe 
landfill footprint into areas designated or used for recreational purposes.. The Proposed Project 
is therefore in compliance with CBQA Guidelines §15162 and §15164 and therefore a 
subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required. 

2.18 Transportation and Circulation 

Final BIR 588 Findings: Final BIR 5gg determined that traffic generated by landfill operations­
including truck trips for waste delivery, daily cover, maintenance supplies, and employee 
commuting-would remain within acceptable service levels on local roadways. Access to the 
landfill via Y alencia Avenue and Carbon Canyon Road was found to operate satisfactorily under 
projected peak-hour conditions evaluated in the BIR. lmplementaiioh of haul-route controls and 
ongoing coordination with the City of Brea ensured roadway safety and maintained acceptable 
service levels. The BIR concluded that transportation impacts would be less than significant. 

Proposed Project Changes: 'The proposed FCPCMP represents the fina) phase of landfill 
operations, As of July 1, 2025, OCWaste & Recycling reduced acceptance of waste at the 

· Olinda Alpjla, LandtJ.11 consistent with the phased .closure anticipated in Final BIR 588. This 
reduction mis lowered daily and peak-hour heaV)'~tnick volumes along Valencia Avenue, Carbon 
Canyon Road, and related intersections, Upon full closure of the landfill, waste-hauling !nick 
trips fur active disposal would be elirniIJated. Only limited truck activity associated with site 
maintenance and the existing MR activities and Valencia Greenery composting operations would 
continue under existing permits and previously analyzed throughput levels. Temporary truck 
traffic associated with delivery of fmal cover materials and construction support would occur 
prior to and during fmal closure construction following the post-closure settlement period; 
however, such traffic wouid be temporary, limited in ·duration, significantly lower levels ihan 
currently associated with the active landfill operations, and consistent with the landfill closure 
activities analyzed in ,FinalEIR 588. 

Accordingly, the Proposed Project results in a net decrease in truck traffic, reduced congestion; 
lower emissions, reduced roadway wear, and fewer peak~hour conflicts along the existing haul" 
route system. No changes are proposed to maximum permitted tonnage, haul-route coruiections, 
or roadway infrastructw·e. OC Waste & Recycling would continue to coordinate management of 
roadway operations with the City ofBrea. 

SB 743 and the Use of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as the CBQA Transportation Metric: 
Although the General Development Plan (GDP) BIR for the Olinda Alpha Landfill evaluated · 
transportation impacts using the Level of Se~vice (LOS) metric, LOS is no longer an appropriate 
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measure oftransportati01:Helated environmental imp~cts·under CEQA. Senate BiU(SB), 743 
(2018) directed thtl Governor's Office ofl'!alining and Research (OPR, now the Office of Land . 
Use_ and C:litnate.Innovation) to Qstablish a·new'metrkfor identifying and mitigating 
transportatipn iinpacts .. PublkResources Code (PRC) §il099(b) expressly states that 
automobile delay.,...-as me.asured through LOS or similar measures of roadway congestion-shall 
not be considered a significant environmental 'impact.under CEQA. OPRidentified VMT as the 
req1,1ired metric for eyaluating transportation impacts, and it is now the only legally acceptable 
threshold for trahsportation-related impacts under CEQA. · · 

§15064.3 of the State CEQA Guicie!in~s codifies VMT ~s the basis for identifyfog transportation 
impacts. Subdivision (b) outlines criteria for land use projects, transportation prpjects, 
qualitative assessments, and methodological flexibL!ity for Lead-Agencies. These provisions 
became applicable statewide July 1, 2020. 

.. 
VMT measui·es the amount.and distance a person drives, acceunting for ·vehicle occupancy. To· 
implement SB 743, the County amended its Transportation Implementation Manual in 2021 
(Resolution No.' 21-138), including adoption of Appendix B: Final Guidelines for Evaluating 
Vehicle Miles Traveled Under C:EQA.0.,SA 202Q). The Orange County 2020 Local CEQA 
Procedures Manual likewise establishes .VMT as ihe app!ioa\Jle CEQA transportation metric and 
provides screening criteria for deterrnjning when detailed VMT analysis ifreqJJired. 

Project Screening .Under County. VMT Guii;lelines: The Proposed 'Project is neither a land use 
development project noi'a trausportation'project. No new infrastructure or expansion of 
operatio~s is proposed. 

Under th~·colinty~s Final Guidelin'!sfor Evaluating Vehicle Miles Traveled u.nder CEQA (LSA 
2020~, certain public-service facilities-inc!udiug fire statiops, sheriff facilities, jails, communify 
centers, refuse facilities, arid landfills-. are c11tegorically screened from requiring a VMT 
analysis because their V:MT .Is part of the: eic.isting regional average and they provide essential 
community service8. As a public facility and essential serV'ice, Olinda.Alpha Landfill meets 
these screening criteria. Therefore, the Proposed Project is. screened from VMT analysis and 
presumed to have a less-than-significant transportation impact under CEQA. 

As describei;I above', LOS is no long"1' an acceptable measiire of ~n~ironmental transpomtion 
impacts under CEQA, and VMT is the required evaluation metric. Consistent with·the. County's 
adopted VMT Ouidelin!ls and Local CEQA Procedures Manual, the Proposed Project qualifies 
for VMT screening and is therefore·presumedJo hav.e a less-than-significant impact. However, 
as articulated·above; even if the LOS metric is applied, the FCPCMP would not have any impact 
beyond what was previously identified iu Final BIR 588. · 

All transportation"related mitigation measures frorn Fihal BIR 588 remain.applicable and 
' enforceable. No pew or more,severe transportation impacts would OCCur, and no additional 

mitigati<:m is required. 

ConC!usion and Determination: The Proposed, Project would not result in any increase in VMT 
and instead would decrease heavy-truck activity associated with landfill operations, consistent 
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with the projected closure conditions described and analyzed in Final BIR 588. Disposal related 
truck traffic would permanently cease following landfill closure. During. the interim post-closure 
settlement period, traffic would be limited to maintenance and monitoring activities and soil 
import. During final closure construction, truck trips would temporarily increase due to delivery 
of final cover materials and construction support, resulting in temporary construction-related 
traffic and heavy equipment activity which would permanently cease following the completion 
of final closure ·construction. However, VMT would be significantly reduced from the current 
vehicle trips associated with active landfill operations. VMT would thereafter be substantially 
reduced during post-closure maintenance and activities described for continuation of the 
Valencia Greenery and MR activities. All of these traffic volumes and traffic_ impacts are 
consistent with what is described and analyzed in Final EIR 588 and its addenda, as well as in 
the MND for the Valencia Greenery .. Therefore, implementation of the FCPCMP is consistent 
with the less than significant LOS impact conclusion reached in Final EIR 588 and is presumed 
to be less than significant for purposes ofVMT analysis under the County's Guidance and 
adopted thresholds of significance for VMT. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, implementation of the FCPCMP 
would not result in any changes to this significance conclusion for this environmental topic as 
analyzed in Final EIR 588 because the Proposed Project would eliminate daily refuse-hauling 
trips to the Olinda Alpha Landfill upon closure, with routine municipal solid waste diverted to 
OC Waste & Recycling's remaining active landfills, and would reduce long-term on-site truck 
traffic and employee commute trips over time, with only temporary increases. associated with 
closure construction and limited, periodic traffic during post-closure monitoring and 
maintenance. The Proposed Project is therefore in compliance with CEQA Guidelines CEQA 
Guidelines §15162 and §15164 and therefore a subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required. 

2.19 Tribal Cultural Resources 

Final EIR 588 Findings: Final EIR 588 was certified in 2007, prior to the 2015 amendments to 
the CEQA Guidelines that established Tribal Culttiral Resources (TCRs) as a distinct 
environmental category (PRC §21074). At the time, potential tribal and archaeological resources 
were analyzed together under Cultural Resources. That analysis concluded that the Olinda 
Alpha Landfill site and surrounding ru:ea had been substantially disturbed by grading, mining, 
and landfill development prior to the Final BIR 588 and that no known archaeological, 
paleontological, or historical resources were present on site. 

Subsequent Addenda Findings: Addendum No. 6 to Final EIR 58.8 (certified 2020) applied the 
new CEQA Guidelines for Tribal Cultural Resources and acknowledged that "when Final EIR 
588 was certified, an analysis of tribal cultural resources was not required by CEQA," and 
confirmed that all areas of the landfill at issue in Addendum No. 6 to Final EIR 588 had been 
previously disturbed. Addendum No. 6 further stated that the proposed revision would not result 
in new ground disturbance and that OC Waste & Recycling would continue ta implement 
previously adopted cultural-resource mitigation measures Cl and C2 to avoid inadvertent 
impacts. No tribes requested consultation during circulation of that Addendum. 
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Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP does not expand the landfill fpotprint or 
require new excavation ill undisturbed areas. All closwe and post-Closure .activities-installation 
of the final'cover, drain!lge improyements, and long7term maintenance-would oppur entirely 
within prevfously graded and filled areas. Therefore, the potential for encoun.terirlg undiscovered 
tribal resources remains very low. OC Waste & Recycling would continue to apply inadvertent­
discovery piotocels consistent with CBQA Guidelines•§ 15064.5 and PRC §5097.98. 

Conclusion and Mitigatfon: No Tribal Cultural Resource i!Jlpacts )¥mild occur .under the 
FCPCMP. No additional mitigation is required. bc;yond .the inadvertent discovery and 
consultation procedures already implemented which require that.work cease in the vicinity of 
any unanticipated cultural, Tribal cultural, or paleontological resources encountered. during , 
groµn4-disturbing activities, that qualified specialists and appropriate Tribal representatives be 
notified.and censulted, and that treatment. and avoidance measures be implemented in 
accordance with applicable laws and prior CBQA commitments befiire work resumes. No 
changes to maximum permitted daily t<mnage, landfill footprint, or maximum permitted 
elevation are proposed. Upon cessation of solid waste disposal operations, overall facility 
tomiage will substantially decrease relative to baseline conditions. 

Continuing Mitigation Measures (from.Final EIR 588): 

-• CR-1: During all project site excav~tion anq graqjng, the project cimtractors shall 
immediately stop work in the area until the County can retain a qualified archaeologist and the 
nature, and significance of the- find are determined: 

• CR-2: Ifhumaoremains are encountered during project construction, the contractor shall 
immediately stop working in the area. The County Coroner must be notified immediately. If the 
remains are determined to be prehistoric, the Coroner would notify the Native American 
Heritage Commission aod take appropriate. actions. 

On the basis of substantial evidc;nce in light of the whole record, implementation of the FCPCMP 
would not result in any chaoge to the significance conclusion for this environmental. topic as· , 
analyzed in Final EIR 588 and Addendum No. 6 because the Proposed Project does not expand 
the landfill footprint into previously iiudisturbed areas, does not introduce new ground-disturbing 
activities beyond areas previously evaluated, and would continue to implement applicable Tribal 
constiltation commitments and inadvertent discovery procedures established,thrmigh prior 
CEQA approvals. The Proposed Project .is therefore in compliaoce With CBQA Guidelines 
§15162 and §15164 aod therefore a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required. 

2.20 Utilities and Service Systems 

Final BIR 588 Findings: Final EIR 588 determined that adeqiiate utility infrastructure.:.....Cincluding 
water supply, electricity, communications, aod wastewater and storm-drainage. facilities-was 
available to support landfill operatiops. The EIR found that solid.waste ·haodling was part of the 
regional integrated system managed by OC Waste• & Recycling and that landfill operations 
would not require expansion of off-site utility systems. The EIR also concluded that the site's 
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leachate collection, gas-rec.overy, and storm-drain systems would prevent impacts to public 
utilities and would be maintained in compliance with SA-RWQCB and SCAQMDrequirements, 
and therefore the utilify and service system impacts wbuld be less ·than significant with no · 
mitigation required. · 

Proposed Projec.t Changes: Under the FCPCMP, all existing utilitles tl;iat serve the landfill would 
remain in place and continue to function under existing capacities and permits. No' new utility 
connections or off-site serYice.extensions are required. During closure, existing utility systems 
would be maintained and modified only .as necessary to support final cover construction and . 
long-term enviroiimental control systems, including landfill gas collectioµ and control, leachate 
management, and stormwater drainage. Such modifications would be limited to minor 

· adjustments to existing power, water, and conveyance infrastructure needed to support . 
construction activities and long-term monitoring and control functions and would not involve 
extension. of utilities to new areas, expansion 1>f service capacity, or' installation of new utility 
systems to serve new land u,ses. 

Following closure, the landfill would continue to operate self-contained systems for leachate 
collection, landfill-gas control, and groundwater monitoring. Power and water use would.decline 
significantly due to reduced equipment operation and staffing. The conth;med operation of the 
MR activities and composting facility would use existing utilities and would not increase 
demand beyond levels analyzed in Final EIR 588. · 

Conciusioi:i and Mitigation: No utilities or SQl'Yice-systems impacts would occiir under the· 
FCPCMP. No mitigation is requ.ired because the Proposed Project wou.ld'not result in significant 
impacts .to utilities and service systems. No changes to maximum permitted daily tonnage, 
landfill footprint,. or lllllXimum permitted.elevation are proposed, and in fact, would decrease 
substantially relative to baseline conditions with·the closure of the landfill, thereby decreasing 
the landfill's demand on existing utility and service systems. 

On: the basis of·substantialevidence in light of the whole record, impl!<inentation of the FCPCMP 
would not result in any changes to the significance conclusion for this environmental topic as 
analyzed in Final BIR 5.88 because the Proposed Project does not include new resid,ential or 
commercjal development that would incre~se demand for. water supply, wast.ewater treatment, or 
solid Wll!lle·disposal capacity, and because clOS'\lfe and post-closure conditions would reduce 

.. daily operational demands for utilities over time compared to active landfill operations, with 
utilities usage limited primarily to monitoring, maintenance, and operation ofrequired control 
systems. The Proposed Project is therefore in compliance with CEQA Guidelines §15162 and 
§15164, and a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not required. 

2.21 Wildfire 

Final BIR 588 and Prior Treatment: When Final EIR 588 was c~rtified in 2007, -Wildfire was not 
a separate environmental topic Under CEQA. ·.At that time, wildfire risk was ~valuated under 
Hazards and Hazardous Materials (with supporting discussion under Biologfoal Resources) in 
Appendix G to the CEQA Guidelines. The 'analysis concluded that with th~ implementation of 
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fire-preve~tion measure~; fuel~modifioation "zones, and coordination with the OCFA, the landfill 
would not result in a significant wildfire hazard. · · · · 

The Wildfire topic was fotmally added to. the CEQA Appendix G Environmental Checklist in 
December 2018, following adoptioq of the State Clearinghouse and OEQA Guidelines•Update · 
(C111ifomia Natural Resources Agency, effective December 28, 2018). This arnendlnent. 
established Wildfire as an independent category il;!:r6sponse to Senate Bill 1241 (2012) and 
increasing statewide emphasis on fire resilience ·in land"use p,lanning. 

Addenda Reference: Addendum No. 6 to Final EIR 588 (Appendix JJ) reaffirmed that existing 
. hazard-management and--v.eget!ltion-control measures would conpnue during operation and . 
. closure and did not identify new fire risks .associated wifu extending the landfil_l closure date. 
The Addendum did not inclUde a stand-alone Wildfire section b_ut acknowledged that the landfill 
remained subject :to ongoing fire-prevention and vegetation-management requirements under 
OCFA oversight. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP does not expand the laµdfill boundary or 
create new ignition soµrces. Closure activities, including final cover installation and slope . 
stabilization, woula reduce long-term fire risk by installing a- final eover with natiye landscaping. 

Since the-certification of Final ElR 588, statewidewildfire-management·sfandards have evolved, 
including CAL FIRE;s updated Fire Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ) maps (2022-2024) md 
OCFA's revised fuel-modification aµd vegetation-management guidelines.- OC Waste & 
Recycling would continue to coordinate with OCFA, CAL FIRE, _and the City of Brea to ensure 
compliance with current wildfire-preveniion policies and defensible-space requirements. 

As part of the FCPCMP, OC Waste & Recycling would mainta_in and update fuel-modification 
zones, conduct annual trimming and. mowing of grasses and vegetation, and clear dead or 
overgrown material--particularly a<ljacent- to access roads, drainage features, f!lld perimeter 
·slopes. These measures would ensure· consistency with state and lo.cal (!re-prevention 
regulations and provide ongoing protection for adjacent open-space and residential areas, 
consistent with· OC Waste & "Recyclin:g's legal obligations regardless of whether the FCPCMP is 
implemented 

Conclusion and Mitigation: No wildfire impacts woUld .occur ooder the FCPCJViP. The Proposed 
Project continues to implement comprehensive .fire-prevention.and-vegetation-management 
programs consistent with updated state and local wildfire-safety standards. No niitigati9n is 
requited because the Proposed Project would not result'in significant impacts·tQ utilities and 
service systems No changes to maximum permitted d(lily tmu"age, landfill footprint, or 
maximum permitted elevation are pr9posed. Following the ·cessation of solid waste disposal 
operations, facility tonnage will substantially decrease relative to baseline conditions. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole· re~ord, the.implementation of the 
FCPCMP would .not reSult in lilly change to this significapqe condusion. foF this topic as 
analyzed in Final BIR 588 because fue Proposed Pr\:iject cjoes·mit introduce new resjdential or 
other sensitive uses. into wildfire hazard areas, does not expand the landfill footprint irito 
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undeveloped wildland areas, and would replace active working faces with final graded slopes 
and long-tenn revegetation that.reduce exposed, unmanaged surfaces, while continuingto 
implement fire prevention, vegetation thanagement, lll)d emergency access measures consistent 
with applicable fire authority requirements.. The Proposed Project is therefore in compliance 
with CBQA Guidelines § 15162 and §15164, and a subsequent or supplemental BIR is not 
required. 

2.22 Growth Inducing Impacts 

Final BIR 588 and Prior Treatment: Final BIR 588 included a discussion of potential growth­
inducing impacts in· accordance with CBQA Guidelines § 15126 .2( d) and concluded that 
development and operation of the Olinda Alpha Landfill would not foster population growth or 
extend infrastructure that could encourage new development. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCP..CMP does not involve construction of new access 
roads, utilities, or other public infrastructure that could remove obstacles to growth or facilitate 
additional development Rather, closure activities would reduce ·truck traffic, energy use, and · 
active operational mtensity"and would shift the County's existing .streams of solid waste.disposal 
away from OlindaAlpha landfill-to other existing, operational landfills within their existing, 
permitted capacities The Proposed Project would not directly or indirectly induce population, 
housing, or economic growth in the surrounding area, such as by extending new roadwl)y, water, 
sewer, or utility infrastructure; increasing developable land area; or introducing new land us~s 
that would stimulate residential or commercial development, and no new growth-inducing 

. impacts would occur. -

Conclusion and Mitigation:: On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, the 
implementation of the FCPCMP would not result in any change to this significance conclusion 
growth inducing impacts as analyzed in Final BIR 588 because the Proposed Project does not 
extend new infrastructure, does not increase landfill capacity or introduce new development 
potential, does not remove constraints to growth, and does not provide new public services or 
utilities that would facilitate population growth or additional development beyond conditions 
previously evaluated. The Proposed Project is therefore in compliance with CEQA Guidelines 

·Section 15162·and 15164 and therefore a subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required. 

2.23 Cumulative Impacts 

Final.BIR 588 and Prior Treatment: Final BIR 588 evaluated the cumulative impacts of the 
Olinda Alplia Landfill 'in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
projects in the region and detennined that, with implementation of adopted mitigation measures, 
the landfill's contribution to cumulative effects would not be cumulatively considerable. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP dp~s not expa~d the landfill footprint, 
increase capacity, or introduce new operational activities; instead, it represents the final phase of 
landfill operation and transition to long"tenn maintenance. As described ab9ve, the FCPCMP 
does not introduce new or worsen any previously identified significant impacts as set forth in 
Final BIR 58,8 and its addenda. Given that there ·are no new or more severe significant impacts, 
the FCPCMP would not generate. any new or cumulatively considerable contribution to 
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previously identified cumulative impacts, and no additional mitigation beyond what was 
identified in FinalEIR 588 and its addenda is required. 

Conclusion and Mitigation: On the basis.of substantial evidence in light of the whole·record, 
implementation of the FCPCMP would not result in any changes to this significance conclusion 
for this environmental topic as analyzed in·Firuil EIR 588 .. The Proposed Project is therefore in 
compliance with CEQA Guidelines Section 151'62 and 15l64 and therefore a subsequent or 
supplemental EIR is not required· because implementation ofthe·FCPCMP would:not introduce 
new or more severe project-specific impacts, wouid not iricrementa:lly contribute to cumulative 
impacts beyond the levels previously analyzed in Finiil EIR 588, and would not change the 
intensity, geographic seope, or nature of landfill operations in ·a manner that would combine with 
other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable projects to result in.new significant cumulative 
effects. ' 

2.24 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment-of Resources 

Final BIR 588 and Prior Treatment: Final EIR 588 evaluated the irreversible and irretrievable 
commitment ofresourpes associated with landfill construction, operation, and ultimate closure, 
concluding that such co;nmitrnents were fulierenfto landfill development and long-term solid 
waste management. 

Proposed Project Changes: The proposed FCPCMP would notrequire addit~onal material, 
energy, or 'land resources beyond those previously authorized and ru;iaiyzed as part of the closure 
and post-closure activities contemplated in Final BIR 588. Final BIR 588 evaJuated closure­
related activities including instafling final cover to landfill slopes, installation of the .final cover 
system (inclu!),ing low-permeability layers and protective soil cover), construe.lion and long-term 
operation of landfill gas collection and control systems, continued leli\)hate collection and 
management, installation and·maintenance.of stormwater drainage and erosion control features, 
and long-rerm revegetation and habitat restoration-of closed 'iandfill surfaces. These closure and 
post-closure activities overlap with and form. the basis for the FCPCMP being considered iinder 
Proposed Addendum l'fo. 10 and do not repr.esent new or infensified actions beyond those 
previously analyzed. There are no. qhanges proposed to the maximum permitted daily tonnage, 
the permitted area of the landfill, the.· maximum permitted elevation or depth, or the total design· 
capacity. Following the cessation.ofsolid waste disposal operations; facility tonnage will snbstantially 
decrease relative to baseline conditions. 

Consistent with the analysis in Final BIR 588, closure activities would reduce ongoing .fuel use, 
vehicle trips, and daily operational intensity associated with .active waste disposal; .whil~ post­
closure maintenance would focus on· environmental protection and resource conservl\tion through 
continued operation oflandfill gas control, leachate· management, stormwater systems, slope 
maintenance, and ·iuonitoring. Therefore, implement~iion of the FCPCMP would' not result in 
new irreversible or irretriev1:1ble commitments of n;sojlrces beyond, those already ev~luated in 
Final BIR 58!l, anµ no new or substantially worsened impacts related to irreversible and 
irretrievable commitments ofresources would ocq1r. 

Conchisio_n. and Mitigation: On the basis. of substantial evidence .in light of the whole re~ord, 
implementation of the FCPCMP would not result in any changes to this significance conclusion 
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for irreversible and irretrievable commitment of resources as analyzed in Final EIR 588 because 
the Proposed Project does not expand the landfill footprint, does not incFease permitted disposal 
capacity, does not introduce new permanentfand disturbances, and implements closure and post­
closure activities that were previously evaluated and contemplated in Final BIR 5'88 and that 
reduce long-term operational resource consumption compared to ac¥ve landfill operations. The 
Proposed Project is therefore in compliance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 and 15164 
and therefore a subsequent or supplemental "BIR is not required. 

2.25 · Basis for Addendum 

Pursuant to §15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a lead agency may prepare an Addendwn to a 
previously certified Environmental Impact Report (BIR) when only minor technical changes or 
additions are necessary and none of the conditions described in § 15162-. which would require 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR-are present. This Addendiµn evaluates the 
FCPCMP for the. Olinda Alpha Landfill and determines whether the proposed actions would 
result in any new or more severe environmental impacts compared to those analyzed in Final 
EIR588. 

Final EIR 588; certified by the Orange County Board of Supervisors in 2007, evaluated the full 
operation and ultimate closure of the Olinda Alpha Landfill and established mitigation measures 
for all potentially significant impacts. Since certification, several Addenda (No. 1 through 9) 
have been prepared to document minor modifications, including operational upd(ltes, schedule 
extensions, and technical refmements-each confirming that the proposed changes would not 
result in new or more severe environmental effects. 

. The proposed FCPCMP provides for final landfill closure, installation of an engineered cover, 
long-term maintenance of storm water and :landfill-gas systems, and continuation of the existing 
MR activities and composting facility. AH work remains entirely within the previously approved 
landfill footprint and does not in11rease the maximitm daily permitted tonnage, permitted 
elevation, or total disposal capacity. Upon cessation of solid waste disposal operations, facility 
· tol,Ulage will substantially decrease relative to baseline conditiOJ:!S. 

As demonstrated in the analyses presente.d in Sections 2.1 through 2.24 of this Addendum, 
implementation of the FCPCMP would not create new significant enviromnental effects, 
substantially increasl') the severity of previously identified impacts, or require new mitigation· 
measures beyond those adopted in Final EIR 588' and its Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program (MMRP). The County of Orange, OC Wate & Recycling, as Lead Agency, has 
determined that the proposed activities are consistent with the project evaluated in Final EIR 588 
and the applicable mitigation program. 

On the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, and as discussed in the 
enviromnental analysis included above imp[ementation of the FCPCMP f\)r the Olinda Alpha 
Landfill would not result in any changes to the significance conclusions contained in Final 
EIR5S8 or.result in a substantial increase in the severity of the significant environmental impacts 
.previously identified in.Final EIR588. T\J.erefore, in compliance with § 15162 and § 15164 of the 
CEQA Guidelines, the preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required. 
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3.0 DETERMINATION.UNDER CEQA GUIDELINES§ 15162-15164 

In accordance with CEQA and the State CEQ'A"Guidelines (CCR., Title ,14, §15162~15164), OC 
Waste & Recycling has reviewed the FCP~MP for the Olinda Alpha Landfill in light of the. · 
information contained in Fiµal Environmental Impact Report (BIR) 588 and (ts subsequent 
Addel).da: The purpose of this review is to determine whether the proposed FCPCM~ would 
result in new significant environmental effects; a liubstantial increase in the severjfy of - -
previously-identified significant effects or require major revisions to the certifiect'Final BIR 588. 

§ 15162 of the State. CEQA Guidelines spe~ifies that a lead agency must prepare a_ ;ubsequent 
EIR or Negative Declaration only when substantial changes to the project, new circumstances, or 
new information ofsubstantial importance would result in new or.more severe siguificant effects. 
§15163 allows preparation ofa supplemental EIR when minor additions or changes are 
necessary to make t)ie previous EiR. adequate for the reviseq project. § 15164 provides that a 
lead agency may prepare an Addertdum to a previously certified-BIR when only minor technical 
changes or additions are necessary and· none of the conditions. described in § 15162 are present. 
Because Final !\IR 588 functions as a Program BIR for ongoing landfill operations consistent 
with § 15168, later activities such "as closure and post-closure maintenance may be tiered from 
that document if they remain within its evaluated scope .. 

Based on the analysis presented in this Proposed Addendum and the supporting technical record, 
O_C WASTE & RECYCLING finds the following: 

1. The FCPCMP does no~ propose.ehanges that woulc\ re~iilt in new significant impacts not 
P.reviously identified 1rt Final EIR 588. · 

2. The FCPCMP does not involve new Circillnstances or conditions that wotild substantially 
increase the severity of previeusly identified impacts. 

3. -The FCPCMP does not requirt;> new or substantially different mitigation measures beyond 
those already adopted in Final BCR_.588 and carried for11Vaid through this Proposed 

- Addendum. 

All proJect activities would occur withiri the existing permitted landfili footprint, involve no 
expansion of the site or operational capacity, and represent the final ·phase of closure consistent 
with existing regulatory approvals. , The project continue.s to comply with all adopted mitigation 
mea$ures, monitoring commitments, and perniit conditions established under Final BIR 588 and 
its Mitigation Monitoring-and Reporting Program (MMRP). · -

- -
Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15162, 15163, and 15164, the Coiinty.of Orange/OC 
Waste & Recycling, acting as L,,ad Agency, has determined that preparation of a subsequent or 
supplemental ElR is not required. This Proposed Add.end\lin No. 10 to Fip,al ElR 588 
appropriately documents the eny,ironmental review for the-:FCJ;'CMF for the Olinda Alpha 
Landfill ~nd temaiiis the proper CEQA doctmient f(}r the proposed action. · 
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4.0 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM CMMfil>) · 
SUMMARY 

In accordance with§ 15097 of the.State CEQA Guidelines, a Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMR:P) was adopted with. the certification of Final EIR 5.88 by the Orange 
County Board of Supervisors in 2007. The MMRP established detailed procedures and · 
responsibilities for implementing, monitoring; and verifying compliance with all mitigation 
measures identified in Final EIR 588 to ensure that potential environmental impacts remain 
below levels of significance. 

Applicable mitigation measures ado~ted as part of Final EIR S88 continue to apply to the 
operation, closure, and post-closure mainten11nce of the Olinda Alpha Landfill. OC Waste & 
Recycling would continue to implement all applicable mitigatiQn measures through its ongoing 
environmental compliance programs, agency reporting.requirements, and coordination with 
responsible agencfos,.including the City ofBre~, OCFA, the SA-RWQCB, LEA, and the 
SCAQMD. These measures ensure continue4 compliance with the environmental commitments 
and conditions of approval established in Final EIR 588 and its Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program ·Monitoring and reporting responsibilities for e~ch mitigation measure 
would rem,ain with OC Waste & Re9ycling,.ensuring.that_alLmitigation conditions of Final EIR 
588 and subsequent Addenda are maintained through the post-closure _period. No new mitigation 
measures are required as part of this Proposed Addendum, consistent with the findings of § 15162 
and 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines. 

5.0 SUBMITTING COMMENTS 

Pursuant to §15164(c) of the State CEQA Guidelines, an Addendum to a certified BIR is not 
subject to a formal public review period. However, OC Waste & Recycling provided an 
administrative review draft for review and comment to both the City of Brea and tlie' LEA and 
responses to coinments were provided to both agencies and revisions to the Addendum were 
completed_ Additional comments, questions, or requests for additional information regarding 
this Proposed Addendum #10 to·Final'EIR 588 should be submitted to: · 

Leila Barker 
CEQA aud Habitat Program Manager 
OC Waste & Recycling 
601 N. Ross Street, 5th Floor 
·santa Ana, CA 92701 
Phone: (714) 834-401.3 
Ell)ail: OCWR-CEQAR.eview@ocwr.ocgov.com 

All correspondence received will be included in the administrative record for this Proposed 
Addendum. OC Waste & Recycling will continue to coordinate with the City of Brea, the LEA, 
OCFA, the SA-RWQCB, and other applicable agencies to ensure consistency with existing 

. permit conditions, the ~024 Brea Cooperative Agreement, and the mitigation measures adopted 
with Final BIR 588. 
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Certification 

Based on the foregoing i)lformation and the analysis contained in. this. Proposed Addendum, tlie 
proposed FCPCMP for the Olil\qa Alpha Landfill does not result in new significant. . 
environmental effects cir a ,substantial incr.ease it).. the severity ofpreviously identified significant 
effects analyzed in Final EIR 588. · 

Pursua~t to CEQA and §15162 through §1~164 of the State.CEQA Guideline;, preparation of a· 
subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required. This ~roposed Addendum.to Final BIR 588 has 
been reviewed and considered by OC Waste & Recycling prior'to approval of the Proposed 
Project. · 

This Proposed Addendum, ~gether with Final ElR 588 and its Mitigation 'Monitori~g and 
Reporting Program, constitutes the environmental documentation for the FCPCMP for the 
Olinda Alpha Landfill'. 

Tom Koutroulis, Director 
OC Waste & Recycling 
County of Orange; California 

07/01/2026 
Date:------------
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Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 ' SCH# 2.0040110·55 . 
For.Hand Delivery/Street Address: 140.0 Tenth Strept, ·sacrainento, CA 95814 . 

Project Tltle: Addendum No. ,10 to Final EnvlropmenlaHmpact Repo·rt (El~) 668 For the Ollnda Afpha Landfill Final Closure and.Post Closure Maintenance Plan (FCPCMP) 

Lead Agency: Orange C.ounty Waste & Recycllng.(OCWR) Contact.Person: Lella Barker 
,-,.,-,-----------~ Mailing Address: 601 N. Ross Street, 5th FIQor phone: 714 834 4013 ..... 

City: Santa Ana, CA Zip: 92701 County: _o_ra_n_,g'-a_e_o_u_rity,:__~~-------

---------~---~--~-------------~-~-----------------------------Project Locatl'!n: <;ounti: Orange County City/Nearest Conununity: Brea · 
Cross Streets: Valencia Avenue and Lambe.rt Road · Zip Code: 92823 -----
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and s~conds): ~'~~·NI _1_1Z_0 ~ ~·.w Total Acr~s: _5_65 ______ _ 

Assessors Parcel No.: APN 308 021 03 Section: 13,14 Twp.: T3S Range: R10W Base: SBBM 
Within 2 Miles: State Hwy#: Stal• Route.57'(0range.Freewey) Waterways: Carbon Canyon Creek --.,,--::--'-----------------Airports: none ' RailwaYs: BNSF Rall'«ay Schools: OJndaElolnS•~l.BreaOIMalflahStliooLDr.1Cyr 

----------------~---------------------------------------------Document Type: 

CEQA: 0 NOP 
0 EarlyCons 
0 NegDec 
D MitNegDec 

D DraftEIR 
[] . Supplemenl/Subsequent BIR 
(Prior SCH No.) __ ~~-''-­
Other: Addendum 

NEPA: 0 NOi Other: 
DEA. 
D DraftEIS 
·o FONSI 

0 'Joint Document 
0-. Final Document 
D Other: -------

----------------~-------------------------~-------------------Local Ai:tlon TYJ)e: 
D General Plan Update 
D General Plan Amendment · 
0 General Plan Element 
D Comm\mity Plan 

D Specific.Plan 
0 Master Plan . 
D Planned· Unit Development 
Iii, Site Plan ' · 

D Rezone 
D Prezone 
0 Use Permit . . 
D. Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) 

D Annexation 
D Redevelopment 
D Coastal Permit 
D Other: _____ _ 

. . . '." ' 

--------------------------------~------------~----------------Development Type: 
0 Residential: Units Acres 
D Office:.· Sq.ft. Acres-.-. -- Employees_. __ 
D Commercial:Sq;f\, · · Acre8 Employees_· _._ 

D Transportation: TY!l•-,----'----------0 Mining: Mineral. ___________ _ 
D fudustrial: · Sq;f\. -. -- Acres Employees_. __ 
· D Educational: ---

0 Power: Type...,-·----- MW ____ _ 
D Waste Treatmcnt:Type · MGD_.,--__ 
D Ilazardous Waste:Type 

0 Recreatio~al:_, ______ ..,...._,_ ___ _,....~...,....--

0 Water F~cilities:Type -----"--'-
1Ji Other: Municipal Soll\! '1.J"a"'s"'le~F~a~c~ih~ty ________ _ MGD ___ _ 

--------------------------------------------------------------Project lssueo; Discussed in Document: 
ii Aesthetic/Visual 
0 J\,griculturafLand 
D Air Qwility 
D Archeological/Historical 
D Biological.Resources 
D Coastal Zone 
D Drainage/ Absorption · 
0 Economic/Jobs 

·D Fiscal D Recreation/Parks· 
D Flood Plain/Flooding ·o· SchoolstUniversities 
D Forest l,imd/Fire lfazard . · D Septic Systems ·. 
D GeQloiµc/Seismie El Sew~r Capacity 
D .Jli[inerals · D Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading 
D NoiSe . Iii Solid Waste 
D 'Population/Housing Balance D Toxic/Hazardous 
D Pul}lic Services/Facilities Iii Traftlc/Cin;µJation .. 

Iii Vegetation· 
D Water Quality 
D Water Supply/Groundwater 
D Wetlaiid'Ripanan 
IIfGrowth Inducement 
lil'Land Use 
D Cumulative Effects 
D Other: 

--~----
. . .. .. . . . . 

-------------~-----------~":""'---------~--------.---~-------------
Presen~ La!ld UseJ;!'.oning/GeneralPlan-Designation: · · 
Municipal. Solid WasteJ'acllity- , · . . • · . · . ; · . . . · · 
-.----------------------------..,.-----'!"'"~-------------------------Project Description: (please use a separate page If necessary)' 

This Addendurii evaluates the implementation of. the Fin·a1 Closure ancf Post Closure Maintenance 
Plan (FCPCMP) for OAL. The FCPCMP provides for firial landfill closure, insta!lation of an 
engineered cover system, long term maintenance of stormwater and landfill gas systems, and 
_continuation of existing mlitterial recovery (MR) activities and composting operations. . 

Note: '{he State Clearhigho.use·will assign identificatton numbers/or all new projects. If a SCH number already. Qists for a p,.Oject. (e.g. Notice·of Preparation or 
previous drpft document). please fill in, · 

Revised 2010 
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Reviewing Ag·er:icles Checklist 
. Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X". 
If you have already sent your document to the agency please-denote that with an "S", 

Air Resources Board 
__ Boating & Waterways, Department of 

. __ California Emergency Management Agency 

__ Ca!if~mia Highway Patrol 

Caltrans District # 
Caltrans Division of Aeronautics 

Caltrans Planning -- . 
Central Valley Flood Protection Board 

__ Coachella Valley Mtns. Conservancy 

Coastal· Commission 

- Colorado River .Board 
_ Conservation, Department of 
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-Education, Depiirtment of 
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Consulting Firm:-------------- Applicant: -------------------
Address:~----------------- Address:--~+------------~----
Cicy/State/Zip: City/State/Zip· --1---------------
Contact: Phone: 

--t---,T---------,-------~ 
Phone=------'--------,---1'<-"--

------------------·------ ----------------------
Date: 71712026 

AUlhority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code. _Reference: Section 21161, Public ources Code. 

. Revised 2010 · 



State of California - Department of Fish and Wildlife 

2026 ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT 
DFW 753.5a (REV. 01/01/26) Previously DFG 753.5a 

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE. TYPE OR PRINT CLEARLY. 

LEAD AGENCY I LEADAGENCY EMAIL 

ORANGE COUNTY WASTE & RECYCLING 
COUNTY/STATE AGENCY OF FILING 

!o range 

PROJECT TITLE 

RECEIPT NUMBER: 

30 - 07/07/2026 - 0588 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER (If applicable) 

2004011055 
DATE 

07/07/2026 
DOCUMENT NUMBER 

202685000809 

ADDENDUM NO. 10 TO FINAL EIR 588 REGIONAL LANDFILL OPTIONS FOR ORANGE COUNTY STRATEGIC 

PROJECT APPLICANT NAME PROJECT APPLICANT EMAIL PHONE NUMBER 

(?14)834-401 3 OCWR 
PROJECT APPLICANT ADDRESS CITY 

601 N. ROSS STREET, 5TH FLOOR SANTAANA 
PROJECT APPLICANT (Check appropriate box) 

0 Local Pub lic Agency 0 School District 0 Other Special District 

CHECK APPLICABLE FEES: 

D Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 

D Mitigated/Negative Declaration (MND)(ND) 

D Certified Regulatory Program (CRP) document - payment due directly to CDFW 

D Exempt from fee 

0 Notice of Exemption (attach) 

0 CDFW No Effect Determination (attach) 

0 Fee previously paid (attach previously issued cash receipt copy) 

D Water Right Application or Petition Fee (State Water Resources Control Board only) 

D County documentary handling fee 

0 Other 

PAYMENT METHOD: 

STATE ZIP CODE 

CA 92701 

0 State Agency 0 Private Entity 

$ 0.00 
~~~~~~~~~~-

$ ________ o_.o_o 
$4,227.50 

$3,043.75 

$1,437.25 $ ________ o_.o_o 

$850.00 $ 

$ 

$ 

0.00 

D Cash 0 Credit 0 Check 0 Other TOTAL RECEIVED $ 0.00 

SIGNATURE AGENCY OF FILING PRINTED NAME AND T ITLE 

x v~·}b- KALCI DO, DEPUTY CLERK 

ORIGINAL - PROJECT APPLICANT COPY - CDFW/ASB COPY - LEAD AGENCY COPY - COUNTY CLERK DFW 753.Sa (Rev. 01012026) 


